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Introduction Observations Syntactic Head Movement + Quantifier Raising at LF
Research Questions Derivational Suffixes Syntactic Head Movement (Arregi & Pietraszko 2018, To appear)
: \AVhiCh morphoblolgicaflf,. syn?tactic, and semantic principles govern the order of (4) a. Vers-ek-et T-ogat-tat-g-g vele : Suc.cessi;/ehGeneraIilzed \I;IeadMI\/Ic:Ivem_Ie_nt (I’i;liggdere: b(}j/ [Hl\/lll] ;:eazure) .re.sults In
ungarian verbal suffixes: : soem-PL-ACC write FREQ-CAUS-INDEF-35G INS-35G ;oples 0 tfe complex [V + 0 + I + 00 ] | .eaf in a >kea positions
MW Can current theories of head movement account for the observed patterns: ‘She makes her write (again and again) poems. CAUS>FREQ . Spell-out of the complex head in V (strong diacritic feature *)
Data Collection b. Vers-ek-et r-at-gat-¢-g vel-e. Quantifier Raising at LF
. Adaption of sentences / contexts from the literature and introspection poem-PL-ACC write-CAUS-FREQ-INDEF-35G INS-35G . head movement (adjunction) of Mod head to Mood head at LF
. Judgements based on the intuition of one native speaker ‘'She makes her (again and again) write poems. FREQ>CAUS : MoodP h
(5)  Olel-kez-tet-n-ek mink-et.
Basics 1: Hungarian Verbal/Clausal Structure hug-RECP-CAUS-INDEF-3PL 1PL-ACC
"They make us; hug each other;’ CAUS>RECP
. Topic—predicate sentence structure (E. Kiss 2002, p. 3) (6) Olel-tet-ve vagy-unk (a  rendezé-g Altal).
(1) [Top Jénos—¢ ] [Pred fel—hév—t—a—¢ Mari-t ] hug—CAUS-PASS be—lPL DEF director—NQM by
John-NOM up-call-PST-DEF-35G Mary-ACC We are made (by the director) to get hugged. PASS>CAUS

John called up Mary. Inflectional Suffixes

. No dominant word order: typically SVO with definite objects and SOV with

indefinite objects (Kenesei, Vago & Fenyvesi 1998, p. 73) (7) From Alberti, Déla & Kleiber (2014, p. 172)
. Fixed order of inflectional suffixes (E. Kiss 2002, p. 44, based on Bartos 1999): a. Anna-g haza-me-het-ett-g. Spellout at PF
Anna-NOM home-go-MOD-PST-35G P
(2) a. V - modality - tense - mood - object agreement - subject agreement Deontic: ‘Anna was allowed to go home PST>MOD
b. [agrsp AgrS [agrop AgrO [Moodp Mood [tp T [Modp Mod [vp V] ]]]] ] b. Epistemic: ‘Anna may (perhaps) have gone home. MOD>PST )
. Low position of inflected verbs (Kenesei, Vago & Fenyvesi 1998, pp. 74, 112) Observations Advantages
(3) a. Anna-p  gyors-an olvas-sa 2 kényv-et. g Order of derivational affixes reflects syntactic hierarchy and semantic scope | mzzz::z actoh;rr:i‘r‘;t Q‘r’atv‘l’sb% gzntf]‘;tgai"g;t;':;f geri};f]heB:f::j 1088)
Anna-NOM quick-ly read-DEF.35G DEF book-ACC — [passp Pass [Freqp (Freq) [causp Caus [freqp (Freq) [vp V.DP [ ]] ] ; T AR P et
‘Anna reads the book quickly. W Order of inflectional affixes reflects syntactic hierarchy, but not semantic scope - Fost-syntactic head movement (e.g., amalgamation |nl arl.zanov ribanova
b Anna-g nem olvas.sa 2 kényv-et. —» apparent violation of the Mirror Principle (one form, two readings) 2019) cannot account for the observed syntax-semantics mismatch
Anna-NOM not read-DEF.3SG DEF book-ACC . Scope of modality affix correlates with its interpretation: deontic / root
‘Anna does not read the book. interpretation for PST>MOD and epistemic interpretation for MOD>PST
. Epistemic modals often grouped together with mood (Bybee 1985) and
proposed to appear structurally higher than root modals (Cinque 1999) - Athx order in Hungarian consistent with the Mirror Principle
Basics 2: Mirror Principle — strict distinction between syntax-morphology and syntax-semantics mirror
Mirror Principle (Baker 1985) Syntax-Morphology Mismatch? - Critique on Bartos (1999): combining mc.)rpho—syntactlc merger and syntactic
| | | o | head movement questionable and only stipulated
+ Order of affixes mirrors order of syntactic derivations (and vice versa) _ _ ,
. . | . . . . Bartos (1999): Merger + Syntactic Head Movement - Head movement as a word formation process should allow for the resolution
- Indirect evidence: semantic interpretation mirrors syntactic structure L
_ . Derivation of suffix order: movement of V to the lowest functional head of scope ambiguities among morphemes
Morphology Syntax Semantics (checking [+finite] feature) + cliticization of remaining morphemes via merger . Post-syntactic head movement (e.g., Harizanov & Gribanova 2019) cannot
beat-CAUS-RECP [ [ beat CAUS | RECP | “They; cause e.o.; to beat him! - Resolution of scope ambiguity: movement of [V + Mod] complex into empty account for scope ambiguities (no morphology-semantics interface)
heat-RECP-CAUS [ [ beat RECP | CAUS | ‘He causes them; to beat e.o.;. YTy AT e Syntax-morphology mismatch

Proposal: Syntactic Head Movement 4+ Quantifier Raising at LF

Violations of the Mirror Principle (Hyman 2003) Selected References

. Fixed affix order, but variable scope (e.g., derivational suffixes in Bantu)
. Evidence for syntax-morphology mismatch (visible through passivization)

. Derivation of suffix order: cyclic “roll up” head movement in syntax
R Ut f bicuitv: head d; : £ Mod head Alberti, G., M. Dédla & J. Kleiber. 2014. Mood and modality in Hungarian. Argumentum 10. * Arregi, K &
- Resolution or scope ambiguity: head movement (a Junctlon) O O ead to A. Pietraszko. To appear. The ups and downs of head displacement. LI. * Arregi, K. & A. Pietraszko. 2018.

Mood head at LF — Syntax_semantics mismatch Generalized head movement. In: Proc LSA 3. * Baker, M. C. 1985. The Mirror Principle and morphosyntactic

V] hol Svnt S ti \/ari : | : £ .« head df : explanation. LI 16. * Baker, M. C. 1988. Incorporation: A theory of grammatical function changing. University of
orphology yhtax €Mdantics — Vvarious implementations ot syntactic head movement as a word formation Chicago Press. * Bartos, H. 1999. Morfoszintaxis és interpretacidé: A magyar inflexids jelenségek szintaktikai hattere.
cry—CAUS—APPL M| cry CAUS ' APPL [ ‘He makes her cry with monsters’ process (e_g_, Julien 2002, Arregi & Pietraszko 20]_8, To appear) Ebtvos Lorand University dissertation. * E. Kiss, K. 2002. The syntax of Hungarian. Cambridge University Press.

_ - ; T _ _ ,' £ .. | bicuiti h | | (Mav 1977 * Harizanov, B. & V. Gribanova. 2019. Whither head movement. Natural Language & Linguistic Theory 37. *
stirrCAUS-APPL H stir APPL ! CAUS | He makes her stir with a spoon. — Quantl ler raising resolves scope ambiguities at the sentence leve ( dy ) Hyman, L. M. 2003. Suffix ordering in Bantu: A morphocentric approach. In: Yearbook of morphology 2002. Kluwer.

— Affix movement at LF proposed to resolve bracketing paradoxes (Pesetsky ]_985) * Julien, M. 2002. Syntactic heads and word formation. Oxford University Press. * Kenesei, |., R. M. Vago &
A. Fenyvesi. 1998. Hungarian. Routledge. * May, R. C. 1977. The grammar of quantification. MIT dissertation. *
Pesetsky, D. 1985. Morphology and Logical Form. LI 16. * Rice, K. 2011. Principles of affix ordering: An overview.
syntax-semantics mismatch (Stump 2007) Word Structure 4. * Stump, G. 2007. A non-canonical pattern of deponency and its implications. In: Deponency and
morphological mismatches. OUP. * Travis, L. 1984. Parameters and effects of word order variation. MIT dissertation.

. Distinction between syntactic factors (argument structure) and semantic

— Syntax-morphology mismatch with deponencies re-analyzed as
factors (semantic scope) often difficult (Rice 2011, pp. 171-172)
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