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TABLE 6. PRONOMINAL PREFIXES
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Nore. The symbols of alternation and indices of selection employed in this table are expl

ained in section 5.4. Additional alternants of prefixes 55, 56, and 57 are described in section 5.4(3).
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Analysis

® Historical: Portmanteau were once

transparantly separatistic, but structure has
changed (fusion, paradigmatic shifts)

® Structural: Capture current regularities

® Project goal: Combine these perspectives



Portmanteau is not a
black/white question

e —



Quantify
Portmanteauicity

® Jo which extent is a form portmanteauoid?
® Can we put a number of that!

® Can we do it in a way that can be applied
to any language!






Mojave Person Prefixes

Subject |
mper-
| 9 3 ative
I ’n’m- n’- ’n’k-
Object 2 n'- m-
3 P- m- o- k-
Intransitive P- m- @- k-




Current attemps

Consider all cells in the table

Choose a set of factors that might be
relevant (today: marginal categories)

Try to predict the occurrence (and
absence) of any phoneme in the paradigm
from these factors

Use general statistical methods (today:
generalized linear modelling with ‘step’)



Mojave Person Prefixes
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Tiipay Person Prefixes
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Guarani Person Prefixes

Subject Intran
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Conclusion

® The notion of portmanteau needs a gradual
quantification for cross-linguistic comparison

® The details of the quantification still need
more work!



