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2. REFEOHKAZZTRL
2.1. BHAALDRS

(1) Assign stress to the most deeply embedded constituent in a structure. (cf. Cinque 1993)
(2) a. VP b. N
SN PN
A% N|P N|P N
N N
see J olhn towel rack
3) a VP b. N
PN PN
\% N N N
see John tO\!vel ralck
2.2. EEERA|

4) Generalized Stress Rule (metrical-tree version) (Reinhart (2006: 133))
Assign a Strong label to the node that is syntactically more embedded at every level of the

metrical tree. Assign Weak to its sister node.

(%) IPs
i
Max Iw/\ VPs
ve D
read DW/\NS
the books
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(6) Set Strong: Assign S(trong) to a set and W(eak) to a terminal when they are merged.
(7) a. [[weat][s good food]]
b. [[s kitchen towel] [wrack]]
(8) a. [[wgood] {s food}]
b. [{s kitchen} [w towel]]
(9) a. [pri[pr2The [man [from {Philadelphia}]]] [p1’s {nhat}]
b. [tp[pp The [man [from {Philadelphia}]]] [r will [vp meet {Mary}]
3. EmP
3.1. BECEE
(10) Word ‘unalterability’
Sts Afw ‘unalterable’
Afw/\ Sts ‘alterable’
Sts/\Afw ‘alter’
Amts ‘ ‘other’
on- ver- {énier} -lijk  -heid
un- en-  other -able -ity
(11) a. Japéan > Japan-ése
b. employ > employ-ée
3.2. WREER
(12) a. [re- {ply}] (again-fold (Latin)) (verb/noun)

b.  [re- {port}]
c. [sub {mit}]

(back-carry (Latin)) (verb/noun)
(under-send (French)) (verb, cf. noun: submission)
(13) a. [nré-{cord}] < [vre-{cord}] (back- heart (Latin))
b. [nim- {port}] < [vim- {port}] (in- carry (Latin))
(14) a.  [vre- {cord}] (back- heart (L)) = [~ re-cord] = [~ ré-cord]
b. [vim- {port}] (in- carry (Lt)) = [n im-port]] = [n im-port]
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4. FRERA DR
4.1. K1FEREZY (Nasukawa and Backley 2015)

(15) a.

PP b. Ft

»~ Dp & &
D NP vs|/:'): tle ‘water’

ILI D H

I
in the garden

H H D

(16) a. [{os wo:} [ow ta]]

[[ow W:] {os to}]

4.2. BEEH

(17) Weight factors in weight-sensitive stress systems (Goedemans and van der Hulst 2005¢)

a.

Long vowels or closed syllables make heavy [35]

Hopi (Uto-Aztecan; Arizona): If the first syllable is light, stress falls on the second: /0 ‘nani
‘badger’, but if the first is heavy, it is stressed: 'sipmasmi ‘silver bracelet’, ‘naatrhota ‘to
hurt oneself”.

Long vowels make heavy [65]

Iragqw (Southern Cushitic, Tanzania): ba '?eeso ‘bushbucks’ vs. ‘wawitmo ‘king’ (the closed
syllable does not draw stress onto itself)

Coda consonants make heavy (mostly languages that have no long vowels) [18]

Amele (Madang, Papua New Guinea): stress falls on the first heavy syllable iti ‘tom
‘righteous’ or the first syllable 'nifula ‘kind of beetle’

prominence (other factors are heavy for stress) [41]

lexical (lexical stress, diacritic weight) [38]

Combined (two of the above factors determine weight) [42]

No weight (fixed stress), or weight factor unknown [261]

Initial, second, third, antepenultimate, penultimate, ultimate

(18) light syllable (o)

(9]

A\
cC Vv
=
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(19) a.

heavy syllable with long vowel (%)

2
N

AN

C
:

<—<
SN
<—<

(20) a.

21) a.

(22)a.

Fts

§|ﬁcl||

9 T : n 9

“heavy” ¢ with a long V (light o)

(&}
/X
AN
CV\|7

|
c v

b. heavy syllable with coda C (%)

>
A\
AL A

C

||
cC v

/ Fts

vy

A r o

<
o 0
a— <

b_o>

Qda

b. “heavy” o with a coda C (light 6)

@
<
@)

|
C vV ¢

Long vowels or closed syllables make heavy [35]: (19a), (19b)

Long vowels make heavy [65]: (19a), (21b)

Coda consonants make heavy (no long V) [18]: (21a), (19b)

/e o

prominence (other factors are heavy for stress) [41]
e. lexical (lexical stress, diacritic weight) [38]

f. Combined (two of the above factors determine weight) [42]

g. No weight (fixed stress), or weight factor unknown [261]: (21a), (21b)

(23) Weight criteria and stress (Gordon 2006: 52, Gordon 2016: 186)
CVV(C) or CVC heavy [42]

CVV(C) heavy [35]

Full V heavy [12]

CVV(C) or CVR heavy [4]

CVC or Full V heavy [5]

Low V heavy [2]

Non-high V heavy [1]

Full V or CVR heavy [1]

IS

/o

= @ oo
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4.3. EEES

(24) a. ) b. ®
N
Fts ow ow Fts
{o}s ow ow {o}s
(25) a. XP b. XP
— T
Wd/Cmpnds Wdw Wdw  Wd/Cmpnds
AN AN
(ON Ow 0w s
Fts ow ow /Ft\s
{o}s ow ow {0}s

(26) Fixed stress locations (Goedemans and van der Hulst 2005a)

a. Initial [92]
b. Second [16]

d. Antepenultimate [12]
e. Penultimate [110]

c. Third [1] f.  Ultimate [51]
(27) ®
ow Fts
N
{o}s ow
4.4, FEERD, EEERE, mRP, F2HEB
(28) a. VP b. ®
/\
o Cmends o s
A Ns Nw A Fts ow
N N

23 Ow XS OWw

vis- it Dis-ney land

5. fEi#

B2 30

23 Ow XS Ow
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