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two subsystems of Hungarian morphology

e concatenative (typologically agglutinative)

o “input oriented”: stem + suffix

o morphophonological processes: V/C-epenthesis, V-deletion, V harmony etc.
e templatic (syllable counting)

o “output oriented”: the number of the syllables of the suffixed form is fixed

o types: 2-syllable, 3-syllable or minimally-3-syllable templates



concatenative morphology

e concatenation without truncation (epenthetic V/C underlined)

kék ‘blue’, kék—§ég ‘“NOMZ', kék-ecCke '-DIM’, kék-et '-ACC’, kék-it '-VRBZtr', kék-l '-VRBZintr'
tanu ‘witness', tanu-sdg, tanu-cka, tanu-t, tanu-sit

e concatenation with truncation of stem-final V
barna ‘orown’, barna-sag, barnd-cka, barna-t, barn-it, barn-ul

e concatenation with truncation of stem-internal last V
Sarok ‘corner’, Sark-ocka, Sark-ot, Sark-it

= only the last vowel of the stem may be truncated.



templatic morphology: diminutives

2-syllable template: with (potential) truncation

Stin-i ‘hedgehog’; gazd<a>-i ‘'owner’, Stit<emér>-i ‘pastry’, Cok<oladé>-i
no-ci ‘woman’; ru<ha>-ci 'dress’, fo<Ildrajz>-ci ‘geography’
lan-ka ‘girl’; Ter<éz>-ka Theresa’, cer<uza>-ka ‘pencil’

san-ko ‘sledge’, %sin-ké  tet<ovalas>-ké ‘tattoo’, fes<iltség>-ko ‘tension’
tes<tvér>-6 ‘sibling’, tel<efon>-6, bic<ikli>-6 'bicycle’

deng<e>-us ‘weak’, %Tiund<e>us/iiS ‘name’, pel<enka>-us 'diaper’, E<dit>-cu
por<kolt>-es ‘stew’, pdl<inka>-es ‘brandy’, alk<oholista>-es ‘alcoholic’
kal<auz>-ler ‘conductor’, jobb<os>-er ‘right-wing', komm<unista>-er



templatic morphology: frequentatives & others

2- or minimally-3-syllable templates: no truncation

e frequentatives

o root selection (2-syll.): dug-dos ‘hide-', lop-kod ‘steal-', sab-dal ‘cut’-'; jar-kal ‘walk-’
o augmentation (=3-syll.): dpol-gat 'nurse-', arasol-gat ‘loop-', tol-ogat ‘push-'

e intransitive verb-forming markers, two lexical allomorphs:

o 2-syllable template: tdg-ul ‘wide-', dj-ul 'new-', ritk<a>-ul ‘rare-’
o >3-syllable template: gazdag-od-(ik) ‘rich-', vildgos-od-(ik) ‘clear-’

e deverbal noun-forming markers, V-augmentation:

o 2=3-syll. template: talal ‘find’, talal-man ‘invention’; ad ‘give’, ad-oman ‘donation’
o >3-syll. template: étkez- ‘eat’, étkez-de ‘canteen’; mos ‘wash’, mos-oda ‘laundry’



diminutives and harmony




concatenative vs. templatic diminutives and harmony

concatenative DIM
-ka~ke, -Cka~cke

Teréz-ke, Teréz-ecke, Ter-i-ke, Ter-us-ka
Péter-ke, Péter-ecke, Pet-i-ke, Pet-us-ka
Ferenc-ke, Fer-i-ke, Fe-co-ka
Borbdla-€ka, Bor-is-ka

Karoj-ka, Kar-Ci-ka, Kar-es-ka/-ke

JozZef-ka/-ke, |OZ-i-ka

templatic DIM
-(k/c/€)a, -(k/c/C)o, -u(s), -(c/C)i, -es, -er

Ter-ka, Ter-a, Ter-us, Te-ca, Ter-i, Ter-Ci
Pet-ka, Pet-a, Pet-us, Pet-i

Fer-ké, Fer-6, Fe-co, Fer-i

Bor-ka, Bor-€a, Bor-i, Bor-i§

Kar-€i, Kar-es

J67-ka, J67-i



2-syllable frequentative template and harmony

frequentatives: V harmony or phonologically motivated gaps (*front+back)

back
dug ‘hide’, dug-dos
lop ‘steal’, lop-kod
sab ‘tailor' sab-dal
jar ‘walk’, jar-kal
dob ‘throw’, dob-adl

front round

6k ‘push’, [6k-d6s
déf 'stab’, déf-kéd
tor ‘break’, tor-del
*-kél

*-¢él

front unrounded
tép ‘pluck’, tép-des
Cip ‘pinch’, Cip-ked
Iép ‘step’, Iép-del
*-kél

*-él



(minimally-)3-syllable FREQ template and harmony

frequentative: linking vowel (o, ,-0/€/6-0 ) or augment

STEM SUFFIX
back front

dpol ‘tend’, dpol-gat jelent ‘report’, jelent-get

tol ‘push’, tol-o-gat ont ‘pour’, 6nt-6-get; int ‘wave’, int-e-get

rak ‘put’, rak-os-gat

frequentative: augments (OO cment Csurei)
back front
salad 'run’, salad-gal keres 'search’, keres-gél
Sir ‘cry’, Sir-do-gal no ‘grow’, no-do-gél; él'live’, él-de-gél

haz 'pull’, huz-i-gal



deadjectival verb-forming suffixes

stem transitive intransitive

concatenative =2-syllable / >3-syllable template

dj ‘new’ suk ‘tight’ uj-it, stk-it dj-ul, sdk-ul

lassa ‘slow’, kérind ‘'easy’ lass-it, korin-it lass-ul, %konn-iil

fake ‘pale’, ferde 'skew’ fak-it, ferd-it fak-ul, ferd-al

magas ‘tall’, erds ‘strong’ magas-it, eros-it magas-od-, erés-6d-

somoru ‘'sad’, keSeri ‘bitter’  somor-it, keSer-it somor-od-, keser-ed-

sapora ‘prolific, fekete ‘black’ sapor-it, feket-it sapor-od-, feket-ed-

= intransitive suffix alternants select the stems (covert definiteness)




deverbal noun-forming suffixes

verbal stem concatenative templatic

>3-syllable =3-syllable
dll 'stand’, sdll 'lodge’ dll-van 'stand, stage’ dll-oman ‘substance’ sdll-oda ‘hotel’
sel ‘cut, lel 'find’ sel-vén 'segment’ lel-emén ‘finding’ %fest-6de ‘dyer’
kot 'tie’, sit 'bake’ kot-vén ‘'stand, stage’ Sut-emén ‘cake’ stit-éde ‘bakery’
kiad ‘publish’, tavir ‘telex’  kiad-van ‘publication’ kiad-man ‘estreat’ tavir-da ‘telegraph
rendez ‘arrange’, kedvez rendez-vén ‘programme’  kedvez-mén ‘preference’ office’
‘prefer’, kif6z ‘cook’ kif6z-de ‘canteen’

= templatic NOMZ suffixes are repaired by a V-augment that partially
harmonizes: only in backness, not in rounding: o~e or 0~0 instead of o~e~0




typical properties of the two subsystems

syllable count disharmony
e concatenative patterns no no
e templatic patterns
o nominal (DIM) yes yes
o verbal (FREQ, VRBZ_ , NOMZ) yes no

what causes the difference of nominal and verbal templatic patterns?




repairs of the two subsystems

syllable count disharmony
concatenative patterns n/a harmonize
templatic patterns
e nominal (several DIMS) truncate no repair / gap?harmonize
e verbal
o FREQ (-gAt) V-augment harmonize: back & round
o FREQ (several) c-augment / gap harmonize: back & round / gap
o VRBZ_ (-Ul, -Od-) gap (V-deletion) harmonize: back & round
o NOMZ (-dA -mArn) V-augment harmonize: only backness

what causes the difference of nominal and verbal repair mechanisms?




disharmony in nominals and verbs

nominal forms verbal forms
(exc. verbs derived from disharmonic nominals)

{back ; neutral}:

e highi/i frequentin root/suffix occur in root/suffix
e midé frequent in root/suffix rare (e.g. alél, -nék)
e Jowe frequent in root, rare in sfx. (-er, -es) rare (e.g. murdel, tend-al, cekk?ol)

{back ; other front}:

e (ioro rare (e.g. sofér, ot-kor) very rare (occur only in familiarized
loan verbs, e.g. grtind?ol, fecc?6l)

verbal forms obey much stricter harmonic requirements



different behaviour of verbs and nominals

truncation disharmony

(in suffixation) (in roots and suffixed forms)
e nominals possible possible
e verbs banned practically banned

repairs for templates/harmony: augment/V-deletion = harmony
(covert) gap (covert) gap



repair mechanisms in detail

templaticity
e agglutinative patterns
o harmonicV (many) no
o neutral V (-ig, -ért etc.) no
o non-neutral V (-kor, -dl) no
e templatic nominal (DIM)
o neutral: o +-i; -ci; -Ci etc. yes (truncation)
o non-neutral: o + -ka; -ko; -us; -es etc. yes (truncation)
e templatic verbal FREQ
o harmonic: oo + -gat~get; gal~gél yes (augment)
o harmonic: o + kod~ked~kdd etc. yes (covert gap)
o non-neutral: o + -kdl; -al yes (covert gap)

e templatic verbal other (VRBZ, NOMZ)
o harmonic: o + -ul~il;, oo + -od~ed~6d-  yes (covert gap)
o harmonic*: oo + -da~de; man~mén yes (covert gap)

harmonic alternation

yes
no (no disharmony)
no (disharmony)

no (no disharmony)
no (disharmony)

yes
yes
no (covert gap)

yes
yes (only in backness)



different behaviour of verbs and nominals

the verbal templatic subsystem is subject to stricter well-formedness
constraints, which are satisfied in two ways

1. repairs borrowed from the concatenative subsystem (augmentation
and/or V-deletion and/or vowel harmony)
2. gap (defectivity)

neither is necessary in the nominal templatic subsystem
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thanks to

e the audience

e the organizers

e NKFIH #139271 (The role of paradigm structure in Hungarian morphology
and phonology with typological comparisons)



obsolete harmonizing diminutives (mostly lexicalized)

e surke 'gray’, buske ‘proud’, répke ‘ephemeral’, fiilke ‘niche’, tuske ‘spike’, s6cke
‘grasshopper’, séske ‘flaxen’, d’lirke ‘heel of bread’ Cirke ‘chicken’, ?kecke ‘goat’, fecke
‘swallow’, cinke ‘tit (bird), ?Cipke ‘lace’, lepke ‘butterfly’, het'ke ‘pert, ed’ke ‘lonely child’
pit’ke ‘button’, piske ‘gooseberry’, Lenke ‘Helena/Lena’, vérce ‘kestrel’

e Benkd6/ké ‘Benedict’, Bené ‘Benjamin’, kiirté ‘chimney-stack’, ?giimé ‘tumor’, DeZé
‘Desiderius’, Gergd, Geré (<Gergej) ‘Gregory’, Peto (< Péter) ‘Peter’, Sebé (< Sebestén)
‘Sebastian’, Erné (< Ernest), ?vessé ‘wand’



