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Abstract

2y eAnvikn ovouotiky oovleon, 1 ollouoppio gupaviletar oto. TEPLOGOTEPQL
ovouatika Oéuata ws mpata ovvletikd. Xe ovtd t0 Apbpo, mpoteivovue Ot 1 un
EUPAVION OAWV TV OVOUATIKOV OALOUOPP@YV 1OG TPWTO GVVOETIKO gV e opTaTal omo
TG 01a0IKOGIES TYNUATIONOD Jéleqwv 1 amd ypouuotiky kotnyopio. s advOeong
(ovaraotiko, exibeto 1 pRua). H exiioyn tov povadikod ailopoppoo dev eival toyaio ko
avBaipetn, alra paivetol vo. faciletal o Loppo-pwvoloyika kpitipia. Emmiéov, n Oéon
EKTOG KEPOANG UTOPET VO, COUTANPWOEL UOVO OO pio. EMAEYUEVH LOPPH TOD EUTOOIEL
NV EUPAVION TWV DTOAOITWYV GALOUOPPMYV VIO, VO, OLOTHPHOEL TNV OUOIOUOPPLO TWV
AéleVv e KOIVES aVUTEPIPOPES Kar uoTifo. Zvykekpiuéva, to. Oéuato oo Eyovy ta idia
LOPPOLOYIKG, KOI QWVOLOYVIKG YOPOKTHPLOTIKG TOPOVGIOLODY TOPOUOLO. OALOUOPPIKY
ovurepipopa. Emouévag, avouéverar 0t ta 0ALOUOPp@IKG UOTIPO. OTIC OVOUOGTIKES
evaoeig Ga. 1oyvovy kabolika kot ywpic eCoipéoelg..

Aéeig-rherdig:  allouoppia, ovouotixa oovleta, decucvuéve OGéuata, EAnvikn
Mopgoioyio.

1 Introduction

Stem allomorphy is a morphological phenomenon which participates systematically in
all word formation processes with specific patterns in complex and morphologically-
rich languages. It is considered that allomorphy is one of the core characteristics of
nominal and verbal classification in Modern Greek (Ralli 2000, 2005, 2006, Karasimos
2011). Additionally, Karasimos (2011) points out that the allomorphic behavior of the
morphemes is almost identical in all the word formation processes in Modern Greek.
However, based on the data, not all the allomorphs of a morpheme are fully available
in complex nominal formations, depending on the position they appear in. The non-
appearance of all nominal allomorphs as a first component does not depend on
compounding itself, as this phenomenon also occurs in derivation. The choice of a
common allomorph is not so random and arbitrary, but it seems to be based on morpho-
phonological criteria. Allomorphic changes apply to both nominal stems and nominal
derivational suffixes that appear in nominal compounds. We expect that allomorphic
patterns in nominal compounds will apply universally and without exception.

* This research is co-financed by Greece and the European Union (European Social Fund- ESF) through
the Operational Programme «Human Resources Development, Education and Lifelong Learning» in the
context of the project “Reinforcement of Postdoctoral Researchers” (MIS-5001552), implemented by the
State Scholarships Foundation (IKY).

503



2 Revising nominal allomorphy
2.1 Stem allomorphy

Research on stem allomorphy has been revisited by Aronoftf (1976) and Maiden (1992),
whose work has led to new approaches to significant inflectional and derivational
phenomena (Booij 1997, Thornton 1998, Pirrelli and Battista 2000a,b, Ralli 2000,
Bonami and Boyé¢ 2003). Aronoff's (1994) main position, supported by other
morphologists, is that the meaning of a word is not a single phonological representation,
but a continuum of interconnected stems, which can be related to each other through a
simple phonological change, an arbitrary change or a complete suppletion (Maiden
2004).

2.2 Redefining allomorphy

Expanding Lieber’s (1982) definition, we define allomorphy as the study of the
different variants of a lexeme, which share lexical information and semantic
representation. However, they differ simultaneously in their phonological form
unpredictably and arbitrarily due to the application of some diachronic phonological or
morphological rule. We argue that it is a process in which the morphological
environment and the choice of the appropriate allomorph are characterized by regularity
and predictability (Karasimos 2011).

Ralli (2000, 2006) underlines that allomorphy participates in the core morphology
and without exception in all word formation processes. She suggests that it is one of the
main features of verbal and nominal categorizing into inflectional classes. For example,
mouytn~momt (‘poet’, 2™ class), kope~ kaped (‘coffee’, 3™ class) and Pnuo~ Pyuot
(‘step’, 8" class). Following Lieber’s (1982) and Ralli’s (2000, 2006) theoretical model
we do not consider as allomorphs any kind of changes resulting from phonological rules
(phonomorphs, as ypdo-o — é-ypay-a, ‘I write — [ wrote’), free variants (deomOT-€G Vs.
deomotdd-c, ‘bishops’), and suppletions (gipot — vanpéa, ‘I am — I was’).

3  From Inflection and Derivation to Compounding: the same bumpy road
3.1 Nominal inflection and allomorphy

According to Ralli (2000, 2006), allomorphy is considered one of the key features of
nominal and verbal classifications in clitic classes. Karasimos (2011) points out that the
allomorphic behavior of morphemes in Modern Greek is similar in every word
formation. Usually the nominal inflection uses all the available allomorphs of a lexeme.
However, there are systematic variations that are applicable without exception to all
members of an inflectional class. For examples, the neutral nouns of the fifth
inflectional class (maudi-like nouns) do not display allomorphy in inflection. However,
allomorphy occurs in derivation and compounding using stems without the final -1
(moud-, ‘child’), while the pmakdAng-like masculine nouns of the second class have an
allomorph with -6 (urakaAin~ purokaind-, ‘grocer’), but they use another allomorph in
derivation and compounding (pumoKoA-, ToKAA-1Ko ‘grocery’, pmokoi-0-yotog ‘stock
boy’, cf. Karasimos 2013).
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3.2 Nominal derivation and allomorphy

It is a dominant trend in derivation to create new formations of a different (usually)
grammatical category from a base since nominal derivatives have the highest rate of
generation in most languages (Booij 2005), as well as in Greek (Debrunner 1907, Ralli
2005, Karasimos 2011). According to Booij (2005) the description and analysis of each
derivation process depends on the derived bases which contains a set of properties for
both import and export process. One of these properties is the uniformity between
nominal derivatives with a common base that must be preserved by the appearance of
only one base formation (usually the same allomorph type). In particular, the nominal
derived bases allow the appearance of a single allomorph due to a restriction that occurs
during the input configuration and prevents the appearance of other allomorphs as a
basis in a derived word, i.e., the single allomorph constraint (Karasimos 2011, 2013).
The derived bases allow the appearance of a single allomorph due to this constraint (1).
This restriction applies universally to nominal derivation without exception.

(1) vBpwmog avOpodT-1v(0g) avOpoT-GKL
'human humanap, little person
KOUPES Kaped-ait Kaped-16
coffee java java
dvvaun duvap-1k(6g) duvap-ep(6g)
power dynamic dynamism
KOO Kopot-if(®) KLUpat-apo
wave wavey big wave

4 Nominal Compounds and Allomorphy

Comparing the processes of compounding and derivation through the prism of
allomorphy, we can observe various tendencies between languages. There are
languages, such as German [2], where all the allomorphs of a clitic example participate
in their production and synthesis, while in other languages, such as Dutch and Greek
(2), the above behavior does not exist.

(2) Land ~ Léander Landkarte Lianderspiele
‘country — countries’ ‘map’ ‘match between countries’
Vater ~ Viter Vaterland Viteraufbruch
‘father — fathers’ ‘homeland’ ‘father leaving’
Buch ~ Biicher Buchhandlung Biicherregal
‘book — books’ ‘bookstore’ ‘bookshelf’

(Lieber 1982)

More specifically, analyzing the data from the nominal compounds of Modern Greek,
we discover that all the forms of a morpheme are not fully available depending: (a) on
the position within the compound as first or second component, as well as (b) in its
form as a stem or a word. For example, the noun “xkdua” (‘wave’) displays two
allomorphs xvupo~ xopor in inflection, but only one allomorph appears as the first
component (xvuoz-), €.g., Kopot-o-popen ‘waveform’, wxvpatofpavotng ‘wave
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breaker’, kopatocvvdvnon ‘wave function’. Furthermore, as a second component, the
allomorphic pattern changes based on its structure (stem vs. word; see 4.3). The same
allomorphic nominal pattern is observed in the derivation. As evidenced in the
following subsection, this allomorphic behavior is not random. It is related to the
aforementioned constraint and it applies unexceptionally to all nominal compounds.

4.1 Expanding single allomorph selection constraint

The compounding process includes principles and constraints on the type of stems or
words that can be combined to create new words, related to inflection and derivation
(Ralli 2008). The most common type of input constraint is the morphological base
conditions when selected by the compound head component. The data of Modern Greek
certify that only one allomorph participates in the derivation. The non-appearance of all
allomorphs as a basis in the nominal compounding is directly related to the single
allomorph selection constraint.

We suggest that this constraint should apply to the nominal stems either as a first
or a second constituent. Therefore, the occurrence of a single allomorph is allowed due
to this constraint during the input configuration, which prevents the appearance of the
other allomorphs as a stem base. That is why we are expanding the definition of single
allomorph selection constraint (3).

(3) The correlation between derived words with a common base, as well as the
correlation between compounds with the same nominal stem (either as first of
second constituent) is ensured by the appearance in all words of only one form of
the morpheme.

We consider that the constraint area of effect is located in all nominal complex
structures and it is justified by phonological (see 5.2) and morphological conditions
(see 5.3). Checking the phonological structure of a nominal derived base, it is observed
that the last character is statistically a consonant and not a vowel. Therefore, we always
know which nominal allomorph will participate in the compounding process, i.e., the
allomorph that does not appear in the singular nominative.

4.2 Nominal allomorphy in the first constituent

In compounds with a nominal first constituent and a second component any possible
grammatical category, the data reveal that nouns always participate unexceptionally as
a stem and not as a word. At the same time, the systematic allomorphic presence is
strongly confirmed, since the majority of nouns (more than 70%) have allomorphs. The
regularity in the choice of allomorph depends directly on this limitation, since it ensures
the correlation between the stems. This makes the selection process fully predictable
(4a). Nevertheless, there is a limited group of nominal compounds, where the
compounds include an ‘internal inflectional suffix’ or ‘new’ compound allomorphs
from a previous language period (4b)".

! For the individual violations of this constraint, we mentioned that loans have different behavior and
often deviate from the rules, principles and constraints of language (FMI. Kapacipog 2011, 2020,
Karasimos 2013).
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4)

a. oVpav-0-EVoTNG ‘skyscraper’ (ovpav- ‘sky’)
KOPOL-0-KOTOKTNTNG ‘heartthrob’ (kapdio~ kapdt ‘heart’)
Pnuoat-o-ypdpog ‘step recorder’ (Prpo~ Prpat ‘step’)
TOL0-0-YLYOLOYOG ‘child psychologist’ (moudr~ !moud “child”)
UTOKOA-O-YATOG ‘store boy” (pmoucdin-¢~ prroncond~ ! ool “grocer’)
b. Kpé-ag/ Kpéat-o (‘meat’ from different language periods)

Kpe-0-tdANG (‘butcher’), kpe-0-@dyog (meat-eater’)
Kpeat-o-nwAeio (‘butchery’), kpeat-0-mita (‘meat pie’)
aip-o/ aipot-o (‘blood’ different entries from International Greek)
ap-o-ceaipto (‘blood cell’), ap-o-ppayia (‘bleeding’)
anpot-o-Poppévog (‘bloodstained’), onprort-o-rdopio (‘slaughter”)
(Drachmann 2005, Kapacipog 2011)

4.3 Nominal Allomorphy in the second constituent

On the other hand, the second component in nominal compounds falls into two distinct
and separate cases: components as stems or as words. In the first case (as a stem), the
nominal bases have identical behavior with the derivation and compounding of nominal
first components, while in the second case (as a word), the nouns have identical
behavior with their inflection paradigm. At the same time in both cases, there is a
systematic regularity in the allomorph selection without exceptions, while there are not
historical ‘relics’ that can cause problems or create ‘exceptions’ in the compound
analysis and the selection of the appropriate allomorph, as in (4b).

4.3.1 Nominal components as stems

The nominal compounds with a second stem component exhibit the same allomorphic
behavior that was described and analyzed in section 4.2. The systematic allomorphic
presence is again due to the high allomorphic rate of nouns (over 83% of this category,
see section 5) and the extended version of the single allomorph selection constraint
which is fully and unexceptionally applied.

[5] E0ADYLY-0 ‘inner thoughts’ (yvyn~ yoy ‘soul’)
TAAMOY0PT-0 ‘scrap paper’ (yopti~ lyapt ‘paper’)
apyrtéumer-oc> ‘bone lazy (tepméin-¢~ tepneAnd~ !tepned ‘lazy’)

4.3.2 Nominal components as words

The nominal compounds with a second constituent as a word exhibit the same
systematic allomorphic behaviour as in the inflection. Actually, since it participates as
a word, its behavior is completely independent of the compounding process [6]. Every
noun follows its inflectional paradigm and the corresponding inflectional class

2 There is also apytrepméAng and apyitepméAopog
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straightforward (Ralli 2005). Thus, the nominal compounds in these cases present all
the ‘inflectional’ allomorphs without any deviation from their paradigm and without
any irregularity. Even in cases where the nominal compounds have a shift of tone
(ovyxwpoyapt: ‘indulgence’, mamadoraior ‘altar boy’), the constituent is not a word
but a stem according to Nespor and Ralli (1996), the above assumption applies and the
inflectional paradigms have no differentiation, while all the allomorphs participate
normally.

(6) ayvpavOpmITOC ‘straw man’ (GvOpwm-0¢ ‘man’)
Lo POTTIVOLKOG ‘blackboard’ (mivoka-¢ ‘board’)
TpOTOHIA UGS “first sea’ (BGdhacca ‘sea’)
EwvoTpayovag ‘sour tarhana’ (tpayavd-¢ ‘tarhana’)
CLYY®POYAPTL ‘indulgence’ (yapti ‘paper’)

S The two faces of the allomorphic “coin”: Arbitrariness vs. Regularity
5.1 Th two faces of arbitrariness in allomorphy

Before we substantiate the regularity in the choice of each allomorph, it is necessary to
emphasize the arbitrariness property in nominal allomorphy. The allomorphic changes
in the form still remain arbitrary and unpredictable, since they are not the result or
product of any phonological or morphological rule and they do not affect the meaning
of the form. However, based on the extensive data (Karasimos 2011), the question arises
as to whether the appearance and selection of allomorphs in the nominal compounding
is arbitrary and unpredictable.

5.2 Phonological regularity

The regularity which governs the single allomorph selection in the nominal compounds
(camoxdpapo ‘rotten ship’) is primarily due to phonological reasons. The phonological
structure of the nominal first components has the presence of a consonant as a last
character (Ralli 2008) which is statistically significant in the majority of nominal stems.
This significance confirmed and reinforced by the systematic presence of the linking
vowel -0- in nominal compounding. Nouns with two allomorphs always have one with
a consonant as a last phoneme and the selected allomorph does not participate in the
singular nominative. In fact, the class of neutral zmaidi-type nouns introduces non-
inflectional allomorph to follow the aforementioned regularity, i.e. a stem that ends in
a consonant (mod- ‘child’). Thus, the presence of the linking vowel -o- ensures in
almost all cases the optimal syllable structure CV. In the cases of the nominal
compounds (with a second constituent as a word), we have for obvious reasons exactly
the same pattern of allomorph (or not) participation compared to the nominal inflection.
The normal appearance of allomorphs is followed based on Ralli’s model (2005)
inflectional classification. Additionally, in the cases of nominal compounds with a
second constituent as a stem, we have the same conditions as with the nominal first
components, since all nominal inflectional suffixes always start with a vowel.
Therefore, the optimal syllabic structure is ensured. It should be noted that the optimal
syllabic structure is somehow connected with this regularity and it contributes
substantially to the predictability of the appropriate allomorph.
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The nouns of Modern Greek with allomorphy contain one allomorph with a vowel
as the last character and one with a consonant as the last character. On the other hand,
the inflectional classes without allomorphy have mostly nominal stems of the form xC
with the only systematic exception, the sixth inflectional class (xV[y). Although it is not
an obligatory condition, the ‘winner’ allomorph is always the one with the consonant
as a last character. Comparing the data from the nominal derived words or the derived
words with a nominal base stem, this regularity applies in most cases of nominal
compounding and derivation, and it is directly related to the aforementioned constraint.

5.3 Morphological regularity

Respectively, in any compound, where a noun participates as a first or second
component, the process excludes the appearance of all available allomorphs due to a
morphological regularity in their selection. Especially the non-head position (first
component) does not have access to all available forms and always the same allomorph/
form is chosen. The only justified deviations are the historical/ diachronic "relics"
(Booij 2010) and the pair of compounds with the components aipa ‘blood’ and kpéag
‘meat’ [4b] (Drachmann 2005).

Plag (1999) and Hay and Plag (2004) argue that the basis of a derived word
requires a specific allomorph in nominal derived. Respectively, we argued that this fact
can be modified in Greek nominal derived (Karasimos 2011. 2013). Nevertheless, in
compounding, we cannot claim that the compound head requires a specific allomorph
as a first component, but only its grammatical category. In English, there are some
constraints on specific groups of morphemes and derivational suffixes, where it appears
that the base or compound head can choose forms and allomorphs (Lieber 1982, Booij
2005).

All the Greek compounds with a nominal first component consist of a nominal
stem that is in a non-head position. For example, the allomorph xvpazt- of the lexeme
KOpo ‘wave’ in a non-head position combined with the word popen ‘form’ in the head
position create the compound xvpatopopen ‘waveform’. In the non-head forms of a
compound that have nominal allomorphy, it is not allowed to display all their available
forms in this specific position. Therefore, any allomorph receives this ‘position’
information from the rules of selecting allomorphs, in order to exclude the possibility
of generating ungrammatical words, i.e. *xkououopen | *rouopopey.

5.4 Regulating the predictability

Expanding the single allomorph selection constraint to the nominal compounds, we
observe that the choice of allomorph for the proper morphological environment in
compounding remains fully predictable. In cases of nominal participation as a stem, it
is always the nominal allomorph that is not used in the singular nominative
(non.NOM.SING). The complete connection of the word formation processes with
the allomorphy modifies it as a phenomenon that is rather independent of any
formation process.

The nominal compounding has the highest predictability in the participation or not
of its morphemes. The advantage provided by the single allomorph selection constraint
is the predictability of the appropriate allomorph. The process of allomorphy is arbitrary
and unpredictable in terms of the existence and form of the allomorph. Since allomorphs
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are unpredictable in their form, they are recorded in the mental lexicon along with the
rest of each lexeme information. However, the constraint allows the use of a single
allomorph as a component, while simultaneously it predicts the allomorph that will be
involved in this process. Furthermore, we can predict the appearance of allomorphs in
the compounding and, thus, these environments are embedded in the rules for the use
of allomorphs outside the mental lexicon.

The prediction of the allomorphs participation is extremely important for the
computational processing of this phenomenon (for more information, see Karasimos
and Markopoulos 2020). Allomorphy is a problematic challenge for morphological
parsers both at the level of process analysis and generation. The above constraint allows
us to computationally automate the registration of allomorphs, as well as the automatic
selection of the appropriate allomorph for the generation of nominal compounds, both
for those listed in the lexicon and for those created outside of it.

The predictability of the allomorphs selection is represented in the following table
1, where we have three groups: (a.) the morphemes with two allomorphs, the default
and the non-default, such as e.g. yoyn~ yoy (soul), Aexe~Aeked ‘stain, fAnpo~ PAnpot
‘missile’, (b.) morphemes without allomorphy, such as e.g. kepavv- ‘thunder’, Ba6-
‘depth’, toumav- (tympani) and (c.) morphemes that have more than two allomorphs,
such as e.g. Ae&n~ Aefe~ Aeg ‘word’, teumeln ~ teuneind ~ tepned ‘lazy’. The forms
of the first group participate in the compounding and derivation always with the second
allomorph, while the non-allomorphy group participates with its only form. Finally, the
group with the three allomorphs participates with the third allomorph. Normally, we
define as the third allomorph what appears only in the compounding (and derivation),
i.e. the allomorphs like tepunei~ ‘lazy’ and Ae€~ ‘word’ for the nouns of this group. The
following table also includes the compounding but only for the nominal components as
stems.

Table 1 | Predictability conditions per word formation process
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6 Conclusions

Despite the unpredictability and arbitrariness of allomorphy, the participation
environment is characterized by regularity and predictability. Particularly, in nominal
compounds and compounds with nominal first constituents, we can predict without
exception the allomorph that will participate in this process. The single allomorphs
selection constraint applies not only to derivation, but also to compounding. It is
universally applied in Modern Greek and perhaps in other languages with rich
morphology and systematic allomorphy. This constraint refers to a morphological
phenomenon (allomorphy) whose changes are arbitrary and unpredictable, but the
morphological environment of participation is characterized by predictability and
regularity. Based on morphological and phonological conditions, this predictability is
fully justified and provides an implementation for computational analysis and
processing of allomorphy, which is extremely important.

References

Aronoff, Mark. 1976. Word formation in Generative Grammar. Cambridge, MA: MIT
Press.

Bonami, Olivie, and Gilles Boyé. 2003. "La nature morphologique des allomorphies
conditionnes : Les formes de liaison des adjectifs en francais." Les unités
morphologiques, tm. 3 de Silexicales: 39—48.

Booij, Geert. 2010. Construction Morphology. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Booij, Geert. 1997. "Allomorphy and the Autonomy of Morphology." Folia Linguistica
XXXI(1-2): 22-56.

Booij, Geert. 2005. The Grammar of Words. An Introduction to Linguistic Morphology.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Debrunner, Albert. 1907. O gynuotiouos twv Aééewv atnv Apyaio EJinviky. Edited by
Evayyehog Iletpovviag. Translated by HAlag Toiprykdkng. Oeccarovikn:
Bibliolife. http://www.greek-language.gr/greekLang/ancient greek/tools/structure/
index.html.

Drachmann, Gaberell. 2005. "A note on "shared” allomorphs." Journal of Greek
Linguistics 6:5-38.

Hay, Jennifer, and Ingo Plag. 2004. "What Constrains Possible Suffix Combinations?
On the Interaction of Grammatical Processing Restrictions in Derivational
Morphology." Natural Language and Linguistics Theory 22: 565-596.

Kopaoipog, ABavaciog. 2011. Yrmoloyiouixny emelepyacio g Allouoppiog otnv
Hopaywyn 1éCewv tg Eidnvikng. Vol. Awoxktopikr Swrpipr. Ildtpa:
[Mavemoto [Hatpav.

Karasimos, Athanasios. 2013. "There can be only one’ : the single allomorph selection
constraint in Greek." In Z. Gavriilidou, A. Efthymiou, E. Thomadaki & P.
Kambakis-Vougiouklis (Eds.) Proceedings of 10th International Conference of
Greek Linguistics, 265-272. Komitini: Demokritus University of Thrace.

Kaopaoipog, AbBavaciog. 2020. Alhopopeio ota ovopatikd ocbOvleta: oamd v
avBapetdTTO 0TV KOvovikdtnta. Meléteg yio v EAAnvikn [dwooa 40, 66. 187-
196. ®soocalovikn: Apiototédreto [avemotuwo Oeccarovikng.

Karasimos, Athanasios & Giorgos Markopoulos. 2020. Allomorphy and Greek
Nominal Compounds: a computational prediction and analysis. Proceedings of

511



14th International Conference on Greek Linguistics (ICGL14). Patras: University
of Patras.

Lieber, Rochelle. 1982. Allomorphy. Linguistic Analysis 10(1):27-52.

MAIDEN Martin 1992. Irregularity as a Determinant of Morphological Change.
Journal of Linguistics 28, pp. 285-312.

Maiden, Martin. 2004. "When lexemes become allomorphs. On the genesis of
suppletion." Folia Linguistica XXXVIII:227-256.

Nespor, Marina, and Angela Ralli. 1996. "Morphology-Phonology interface:
Phonological domains in Greek compounds." THe Linguistc Review 13:357-382.

Pirrelli, Vito, and Marco Battista. 2000a. "On the interaction of paradigmatic and
syntactic stem alternation in Italian Conjugation." Acta Linguistica Hungarica
47(1-4):289-314.

Pirrelli, Vito, and Marco Battista. 2000b. "The paradigmatic Dimension of Stem
Allomorphy in Italian Verb Inflection." ltalian Journal of Linguistics 12(2):307-
380.

Plag, Ingo. 1999. Morphological Productivity. Structural Constraints in English
Derivation. Berlin/ New York: Mouton de Gruyter.

Ralli, Angela. 2000. "A Feature-based Analysis of Greek Nominal Inflection."
Glossologia 11-12:201-228.

PaAAn, Ayyehucn|. 2005. Moppoloyia. ABnva: Exdooeig [Tatdin.

Ralli, Angela. 2006. "On the Role of Allomorphy in Inflectional Morphology: Evidence
from the Dialectal Varieties of Lesvos, Kydonies and Moschonisia”." In Open
problems in Linguistics and Lexicography, edited by G. Sica, 124-153. Milano:
Polimetrica.

PaAAn, Ayyehucn. 2008. H XovOeon Aélewv: d1oylwooikl uopporoyikn mpoceyyion.
AbMva: Exdoocerg [Matakn.

Stump, Gregory. 2001. Inflectional Morphology. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.

Thornton, Anna-Marie. 1998. "Stem allomorphs, suffix allomorphs, interfixes or
different suffixes? On Italian derivatives with antesuffixal glides." In G. Booij, A.
Ralli & S. Scalise (Eds.) Proceedings of Ist Mediterranean Meeting of
Morphology, 86-97. Mytilene: University of Patras.

512



