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1.1 v~ 7l xz— g W5

» K7 =7 NOWEEE (cf. project website)

AMFFEREIL, N bR R E LR E Lo~ A
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» A7 AN Z— g USRS A 7] 2
Z L CZ DEBRIE? (cf. Daniel 2011)
i) MIENR~A 7 1
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1.1 v~ 7 anNxz—3 g U5
Table 1

Order of verb and negative word in VO languages

Afr Eur SEA&O AuNG NAm SAmTotal
VO&VNeg 18 1 5 9 0 1 34
VO&NegV 23 7 19 9 26 9 93

(Afr = Africa, Eur=Eurasia, SEA&O=Southeast Asia and Oceania,
AulNG=Australia-New Guinea, NAm=North America, SAm=South
America)

Map 1
Order of verb and negative word in VO languages

® - VO&VNeg O- VO&NegV

Dryer (2009)
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Table 2
VO&VNeg languages in Africa, by genus (negative words only):

Niger-Congo

ADAMAWA-UBANGIAN: Mumuye, Mbum, Mundang, Tupuri, Gbaya
Kaka, Gbeya Bossangoa, Ngbaka, Sango, Baka, Zande, Nzakara, Mba.

KWA: Ega.

NUPOID: Nupe.

IDOMOID: Igede.

PLATOID: Jukun, Birom, Fyem, Gworok.

KAINJI: Duka.

BANTOID: Tiv, Jarawa, Mungaka, Basaa, Duma, Lingala, Pogoro, Ki-
matuumbi.

LAAL: Laal.

Dryer (2009)
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O clause-final
W postfinal

0 I 400km - i
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Map 1: Post-verbal negative markers in the Bantu languages

Devos and van der Auwera (2013: 215)
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» K7 =7 NOWEEE (cf. project website)
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) XN~ A 7 o
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— HEIERZERMED BRI OTRK (Croft 2003)
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— 142 parameters (Guérois et al. 2017)
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PBD & i Meeussen (1967, BGR), BLR3 (2003)

FaAfF gt Clements & Goldsmith (1984), Hyman & Kisseberth
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Marlo, M. (2013) “Verb tone in Bantu languages:
micro-typological patterns and research methods”

FHEOANV =g U ELD TAFRY M EEOFEF], £i-
Fo o FHED HE (methods) | ZHEAT.
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2.2 F Bl S~ microparametric /2 BT

» 1. types of tone [Rombo, E623]

a. levels of tone (phonetic, phonemic)
- phonetic: (at least) 4 [up-stepped high, high, down-stepped high, low]

a. mdi [u "iuwa
m-di fa H=u-i-=u-a
3-tree DEM.N.3 FOC =SM3-PROG = fall-F
[ ZORITELDDH D
b. (u ni mwaril*é
fa ni m-arilé
DEM.N.3 COP 3-bow
[ 2T

- phonemic: H vs @ ? (probably US and DS are predicted by tone rules...)
- up-step creation: H—="H / H] ;[_

- down-step creation (MR): H—*H / [H ]

nominal stem



2.2 F Bl S~ microparametric /2 BT

» 1. types of tone [Rombo, E623]

b. presence/absence of lexical tonal contrast (noun and verb)
- nouns: present
mringa (wakwa) vs. mrungu (wakwa)

[ (FL) K] [ (RLD) Y WA E]
- verbs: present
ifema vs. ifetd
9 (INF) | 5597 (INF) |

c. tonemic system: privative vs. non-privative
- (probably) privative: cf. 1-a
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» 1. types of tone [Rombo, E623]

d. the number of nominal tone patters:
- logically 2°-1 (n=number of TBU(=syllable))

L: kdu ‘ear’ LL: n.a. LLL: n.a.
LH: ndeti ‘belly’ LLH: mfeku ‘grandmother’
LHL: isoru ‘tear’
LHH: mfé'lé ‘rice’
'H:ndi‘elbow’  HL:juisi ‘eye brow’  HLL: kiamu ‘face’
HH: m‘swd ‘powder’ HLH: mdne‘né ‘word’
HHL: dltimi ‘tongue’
HHH: ivé'lé ‘breast’

e. other features?



2.2 F Bl S~ microparametric /2 BT

» 2. tonal realization and rules [Rombo, E623]

a. shift (left/right; adjacent/distant; bounded/unbounded)

- left+adjacent: present (unbounded)
H on ki shifts leftward on the preceding non-H TBUs

néduldlja VS. edulolid ku
ni=e-da=loli-a e-du=loli-a ku
FOC=SM,;-OM,; = see-FV SM;-OM;;; = see-FV NEG
‘S/he sees us’ ‘S/he does not see us’

- left +distant: not attested
- right +adjacent: present (binary)

nénlolja VS. néduldlja

ni=e-1=loli-a ni=e-da=loli-a
FOC=SM;-OM,; = see-FV FOC =SM,-OM,; = see-FV
‘S/he sees me’ ‘S/he sees us’

- right +distant: not attested
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» 2. tonal realization and rules [Rombo, E623]

b. spread (left/right; adjaeenttdistant; bounded/unbounded)
- left+ adjacent: not attested

—JleftLdistant

- right +adjacent: present (binary)
non-obligational realization of a post-lexical H assigned to the initial TBU
of isolated nouns

ulumi [#alami#] cof. ni ulumi

u(-)lumi ni  u(-)lumi
11(-)tongue COP 11(-)tongue
‘tongue’ ‘it is tongue’

b
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» 2. tonal realization and rules [Rombo, E623]

c. non-finality

(partially) present?
no movement/mutation of lexical (underlying) final Hs attested. cf.
nominal tone patterns as in 1-d
but H on NEG ki is realized on its preceding TBU(s) as in 2-b

nénkabd vs. efkabd ku
ni=e-1=kab-a e-1) = kéb-a ka
FOC = SMl-OMlsG = See‘FV SMl-OMlsG = See-FV NEG
‘S/he hits me’ ‘S/he does not hit me’

d. plateau

- present

[u i rifelé ku ~ fu ni mfélé ku
fa ni m-felé ki

DEM.3 COP 3-bow NEG
“This is not a bow’
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» 2. tonal realization and rules [Rombo, E623]

e. OCP (Anti/Meeussen's rule)
- present: cf. 1-a

nédukaba H deletion (Anti-MR);
ni=e-dd=kéb-a H—= 6/ _ yerb stem[H_]
FOC=SM;-OM,; = see-FV

‘S/he hits us’

f. downstep (phonetic/phonemic?)
- present: cf. 1-a (allotone)

g. upstep (phonetic/phonemic?)
- present: cf. 1-a (morphophonologically conditioned?)

h. neutralization (e.g. /HYOH/ > [MMM], cf. 2-d)
- unknown/unclear

i. other phenomena?
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» 3. functions of tone [Rombo, E623]

a. lexical contrast
(most probably) present: cf. 1-b

b. person/number marking
- present (partially)

néklolja VS.

ni=e-ku=loli-a
‘S/he sees you’

c. TAM marking
- not attested

neélolja VS.

ni=e-e=loli-a
FOC=SM,-FUT2 = see-FV
‘S/he will see’

néklolja
ni=e-ku=loli-a
FOC=SM,-REF = see-FV
‘S/he sees him/herself’

nélolja

ni=e-e=loli-a
FOC=SM,-HAB = see-FV
‘S/he (always) sees’



2.2 F Bl S~ microparametric /2 BT

» 3. functions of tone [Rombo, E623]

d. polarity marking
- not attested (but tonal modification is part of NEG marking)

nénkabd V. enkabd ku
ni=e-n=kab-a e-1) = kab-a ka
FOC=SM,-OM;; = see-FV SM,;-OM; ¢; = see-FV NEG
‘S/he hits me’ ‘S/he does not hit me’

e. focus marking (including CJ/DJ)

- present?

Predicate FOC may be marked solely by a sentence initial H originating from FOC
ni=, but this H can more precisely be regarded as a ‘main-clause marker’

ilevika kjo kki
H=u-le=vik-a ki-o iki
FOC=SM,;-PST1 2do-FV  PPx7-DEM.M which
‘What did you do?’

wwand tdlewadlja mari
ni=wa-ana H=a-le-wa=ol-i-a ma-ru
FOC=2-child MAIN=SM1-PST1-OM2 = buy-APPL-FV 6-banana
‘S/he bought (the) children bananas’
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» 3. functions of tone [Rombo, E623]

f. negation marking (= 3-d)
- not attested

g. possession marking
- not attested

h. other functions?
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» 4. Interface: segmental phonology [Rombo, E623]

a. depressor consonants
- not attested

b. blocking effects by specific phonemes (e.g. blocking of shift by
specific consonants/syllable structures)
- not attested

c. automatic penult lengthening

- not (at least stably) attested
While penult lengthening doesn’t seem to be regular and stable, glide
formation at the final syllable (VV — GV+#) is stably observed.

_ SG. addressee PL. addressee

fu-a ‘wash’ [fwa:] [fueni]

finu-a ‘remove’ [fi.nwa] [finueni]

d. other features?
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» 5. Interface: morphosyntax [Rombo, E623]

a. tone of augment + a’. tone of noun class prefix

- not applicable

b. tone of SM
- unclear

- a clear tonal distinction between L in discourse participants + cl.1 vs. H
in remaining others observed in neighboring KBs is not attested.

cf. [Rwa, E61] kunderumbuka
ku-nde = rumbuk-a

SMyg-PST2 = jump-FV

‘You jumped’
c. tone of OM

VS.

vandérumbuka
va-nde = rumbuk-a
SM,-PST2 = jump-F
‘They jumped’

- contrasting: L in singular discourse participants + cl.1 vs. H in all others

nénlolja

ni=e-1=loli-a
FOC=SM,-OM;; = see-FV
‘S/he sees me’

VS.

néduldlja
ni=e-da=loli-a
FOC=SM;-OM,,; =see-FV
‘S/he sees us’
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» 5. Interface: morphosyntax [Rombo, E623]

d. tone of derivational suffixes
- no high-toned suffixes attested

e. tone of inflectional suffixes
- H on -ie: cf. *-ide (BGR). See also FUT -da vs. HAB -dd in Rwa (E621A)
nédul6ljé
ni=e-da=loli-ié
FOC=SM,;-OM,p; = see-FV.PST2
‘S/he saw us (long ago)’

f. tonal polarity (at word/phrase boundary)
- not attested

g. CJ/DJ (cf. 3-e)
- not attested
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» 5. Interface: morphosyntax [Rombo, E623]

h. cancellation of underlying tones in specific constructions (negative,
relative, IAV etc.)
- present: in subordinate clauses
msangi u*ld ambajé *éledusaidja
m-sangi u-la ambaje H=e-le-du-saidi-a
1-youth PPx,-DEM.R REL, MAIN=SM,-PST1-OM,;;-help-FV
[ RT2 2B TN

VS.

msangi u'ld eledusaidja

m-sangi u-la e-le-du-saidi-a

1-youth PPx,-DEM.R SM,-PST1-OM,,-help-FV
(R 2B T N4

i. other features?
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» Some specific examples from other languages

2-a. shift/2-b. spread
- right+distant: Zigula (G31, Kisseberth and Odden 2003: 63)
/ku#kingiliza/ — ku#kingiliza ‘to catch with a container’
- left+ distant: Luba (L30, Yukawa 1992)
/ku-mu#taandish-4/ — kul-mui#taandish-d ‘to threaten him’

3-e. focus marking (including CJ/DJ)
- CJ/DJ: Tswana (S31, Creissels 1996: 110)
[CJ] Ke-tlaa-bin-a lé eéné
SM, ;-FUT-dance-FV with him/her
‘I shall dance with him/her.’
[DJ] Ke-tlaa-bin-a
SM, ;;-FUT-dance-FV
‘I shall dance.’
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» some specific examples from other languages

3-g. possession [Akan (#7FH AA-tone)]
kofi silkd

‘Kofi’s money’ < sikd ‘money’

4-a. depressor consonants [Tsonga, S53 (Lee AA-tone)]
- H spread on a following LH noun
non-DC: kombé — { kOmbé ‘it is an ousted impala’
DC (breathy): nangd — i ndnygd ‘it is a hut for unmarried girls’

5-f. tonal polarity
- morphological tonal polarity [Babole, C101 (Leitch 2003: 413)]

n-o-'sdl-ak-a ‘T am doing’

SM; s;-PRGR-do-ASP-FV

VS.

n-cti-o-sdl-ak-a ‘T am not doing’

SM, ¢;-NEG-PRGR-do-ASP-FV
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» some specific examples from other languages

5-f. tonal polarity

- syntactic tonal polarity = metatony [Basaa, A43a (Nurse 2006)]
cf. In metatony a verb final vowel(s) is underlyingly non-H when utterance
final but H when followed by a complement (object, adverbial...in the same

phrase?) and the H may carry over onto the first TBU of the complement
(Nurse 2006: 192).

a bi nunul ‘He sold’
a bi num’tl bissl ‘He sold baskets’ (metatony)
nuyﬁl bisel ‘Sell baskets’ (verb but not noun affected)
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