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Points of Departure

• Universal: Virtually all phonological harmony processes
are bound by morphosyntactic junctures

• Controversial: Prosodic/paralell vs. cyclic pure morphosyntax models
e.g. Nespor and Vogel (1986) vs. Clark (1990)

• Understudied: Well-articulated theoretical models,
but rather language-specific empirical evidence
(cf. Schiering et al. 2010)
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For example. . . Harmony Processes in Akan

• H-Tone Spreading (Plateauing):
 all subjects, verbal prefixes, verb roots

• Vowel Harmony
 verbal prefixes and pronouns, but not lexical subject nominals

• Nasal Place Assimilation:
 verb roots and prefixes, but not subjects

(Paster 2010)
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High-Tone Spreading/Plateauing (Paster 2010)

H L H H !H H
Negative Suffix Verb Verb
Habitual ésí ḿ bì sá → ésí ḿ !mí sá ‘E doesn’t ask’

Prefix Verb VerbFuture ésí bé bì sá → ésí bé !bí sá ‘E will ask’
Noun Prefix VerbMotional ésí kò tó-ó → é sí !kó tó-ó ‘E goes asking’
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[ATR]-Harmony (Paster 2010:81-82)
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Nasal Place Assimilation (Paster 2010:83-84)
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Goals

• a typological study on morphosyntactic domains
for three central harmony processes
(vowel harmony, Tone spreading and consonantal palatalization)

• Theoretical implementation of the data in Stratal Optimality Theory
(Kiparsky 2000, Bermúdez-Otero 2011, Trommer 2011, 2013)

• Hybrid modelling of asymmetries in morphosyntactic domains by the
formal model and algorithmic approaches to phonological learning
(cf. Staubs 2014, Bermúdez-Otero 2003, Goldsmith and Riggle 2012,
Finley 2015)
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