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Southern Italian dialects (SIDs):
a heterogeneous group
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USIDs & ESIDs: a few features

(d Common features
- spots of vowel harmony
- retention of long consonants (in common with CIDs)
- weakening of postnasal consonants /nd/ > [nn], /mb/ > [mm]
- palatalization of /pl/- > [kj]-

J Only ESDIs features
- ‘Sicilian’ tonic vowel system /a €iau/
- atonic vowels /aiu/
- metaphony mostly absent (but active in western Sicily)

J Only USIDs features
- final atonic vowels: all merge as /o/ (-/a/ may remain distinct)
- lenition of intervocalic/p t k/ > [b d g]



Atonic final vowels : USIDs and ESIDs

ESIDSs feif > il /a/ > [a] fou/>[u]

ITA SIC ITA SIC ITA SIC
pensare pinsari casa casa figlio figghju
brutte/i brutti mamma mamma penso pensu

USIDs /eiou/> [a] /a/ >[a] /[ %]

NEAP NEAP
grandi/e granna bella bella/A

prato prata mamma mamma/A



USIDs: the ‘Lausberg area’
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» H. Lausberg (1939)

> sub-zones =
tonic vowel systems

From: Ledgeway, A., 2015. The Language of Italy. Ms. University of Cambridge.



Verbicarese: final /a/ ()

¢ Morphology: nominal domain

> /o] ~ /a/
M F

sG | nu kwa'traira a'davato na kwa'traira a'davota

e boy tall a girl tall
PL | 'ferto kwa'trara a'davote

some boys tall

M F M F M F

SG 'fatt-2 'fatt-a rott-2 'rutt-a "MIS-2 '"mI:s-a

PL

done broken put on



Verbicarese: final /a/ (Il

> Morphology: verb paradigms

SG 1 parl-[9] ‘I talk’ SG 1 parl-['era]RF ‘I’d talk’
II parl-[os9] II parl-['erass]
I parl-[odo]RF /-[a] T RF II parl-['erodo]RF /-[era] *RF
PL I parl-['ams] PL I parl-['eroms]
II parl-['atso] II parl-['eratso]
III  parl-[ong] III parl-['erons]




-fo/ > @ :phonetic contexts

= Final syllable onset:
- affricates: ts(:) dz(:) tf(:) d3(:)
- plosives: p(:) b(x) t(:) d(®) c(?) 1(:) k(:) g(2)

= target words in final (pre-pausal) position

= target word in internal position:

- high speech rate > deletion of -/3/ (?)



(1) a. a 'bbist a nnu 'tfutth
b. a 'bbist a nnu 'tfuttfo

(s/he) has seen to a donky

(2) a. 'mamma 'grida 'ttropp"

b. 'mamma 'grida 'ttroppo

mom screams too much

(3) a. m-'a 'ffatth 'dol v jwidoth
b. m-'a 'ffatth 'dol v 'jwidoto

to.me has made suffer the finger
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-[a/ > @D : blocking contexts

= Target word in final-sentence position:
* pragmatically marked exclamatives
* pragmatically marked interrogatives

" Target word in non-final sentence position:
 narrow focus / bears a F-feature
(Jackendoff 1972, Truckenbrodt 1995, 2012)
= unmarked word order

il



-[a/ > @ blocking contexts:
narrow focus

(4) a.  vu'lwera nu 'mrondz" pra'sutth
b.  vu'lwera nu 'miondzo pro'sutth
I'd want a  half ham

» (4a) all-new sentence
- answer to Q: how much of it do you want?

» (4b) narrow focus on ‘a half’
- answer to Q: do you want a quarter of it?
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Insertion rule or blocking of a deletion rule?

Blocking of deletion: evidence

Etymology:
final atonic vowels -/iu/ >-/3/

Phonetic contexts:
deletion of -/a/ only with plosives and affricates

Insertion: evidence

Active with borrowings

a. kk-u 'klwikk fun'dzjunodo
b. kk-u 'klwikks fun'dzjunado
with.the click (it) work.3SG
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Unmarked (no wh-) exclamatives

J exclamatives = assertives
encode a propositional content assumed to be true

 assertive intention is informative # exclamative one is expressive
(Delfitto-Fiorin 2014, Zanuttini-Portner 2003)

¢ systematic correlation between intonation and exclamation
+* produced with considerably high pitch
¢ crosslinguistically, final falling contour and initial extra H pitch

I~ great variation for melodic contour! an intonation for exclamatives?
(Bolinger 1989, Delattre 1966 , O’Connor-Arnold 1961)

» spoken ltalian:
intonation < exclamative modality, illocutive force
(D’Eugenio 1976; Grice et al. 2005; Sorianello 2010, 2011, 2012)
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Unmarked (yes-no) interrogatives

dInformation-seeking utterances

¢ [talian: intonation crucially distinctive for questions (vs
statements)
s*query intonation (Carletta et al. 1997, a.o.)

**Barese Italian: same intonation for tentative checks/confirmation
*¢* Primary cue: pitch accent in SIDs

L+H* (Bari), L*+H (Palermo and Naples), followed by final fall

5~ -variation for melodic contour among Italian varieties!
-same contour used for different purposes (Grice et al. 2005)
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Marked no-wh exclamatives

* Pragmatically characterized:
further clarification, higher degree of assertiveness,
peremptoriness

*** melodic contour = standard Italian

Marked yes-no questions
e pragmatically characterized:

incredulity, query of further confirmation, concern
* more content than counter-expectation Q

** melodic contour = standard Italian questions
(with same pragmatic purposes)

s Target words = focus, new information
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A pilot experiment

6 informants: 3 M (22, 46, 68); 3 F ( 25, 51, 83)

5 sentences / informant

same sentence with 5 different intonation patters:
assertive, unmarked and marked exclamative, unmarked and marked
interrogative

quiet room

Recording device: Pinnacle Podcast Factory
44,1 kHz — 48 kHz

PRAAT analysis: target utterances segmented and hand labelled

SAMPA transcription
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Prosodic features: statement vs unmarked no-wh exclamatives

500 Hz
N R
75 Hz
D)
lword
fatt malamEnt 1/4)
2.067554 Visible part 1.552075 seconds 3.619628|— o
500 Hz
. e — v/—\\_\—ﬁ
75 Hz
lword
fatt malamEnt
(1/4)
2.714348 Visible part 1.478805 seconds 4193152

3.015192

(6) Assertive

[a: fatth malament]

‘s/he has done it
badly’

(7) Unmarked Excl
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Prosodic features: unmarked vs marked no-wh exclamatives

(7) Unmarked Excl
500 Hz
k’— ——— v\_‘hﬁ
75 Hz
jword
a fatt malamEnt (1/4)
2.714348 Visible part 1.478805 seconds 4.193152 T 3.015192
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: 19
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Prosodic features: statement vs unmarked yes-no questions

(6) Assertive

500 Hz
N —~—
75 Hz
jword
a fatt malamEnt 1/4)
2.067554 Visible part 1.552075 seconds 3.619628— commer
500 Hz
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word
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Prosodic features: unmarked vs marked yes-no questions

(9) Unmarked Q
500 Hz
- \__/—/\;*
75 H
lword
a fatt malamEnt (1/4)
0.897022 Visible part 1.414946 seconds 2311967 oo
(10) Marked Q
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\,_,/\——_/\
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D)
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: 2l
1.332137 Visible part 1.493818 seconds 2825955




Preliminary observations

» Marked exclamations H*+ L%
» Marked questions L* + H%

» Age and gender divides:
o marked questions
* F>65allow L*+L%
M prefer L*+L%

» Information structure
o target word within the sentence
* realization of /a/ if narrow focus
(same tone as the word/sentence accent)
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/3/ and narrow/contrastive focus
[ 'tutt U ‘piotts 'ttfa las sat] ‘s/he left the whole piece’

(11) all-new
500 Hz
VA N
\/""M—V \\
75 Hz
5
tUtt U pi@tts ttS | @ lassat ‘(";O/r;j)
| 1.785341
0.549638 Visible part 1.791731 seconds 2341370 5.163030 ( 12 )
contrastive
narrow focus
500 Hz
\_,\ \,\/\ﬁ
— Ne— ~ ~
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tUtt U pi@tts@ tS lassat mr? )
0.880691 Visible part 2.126045 seconds 3.006736|——




Recap

USIDs: inter and intra variation

unmarked questions and exclamations:
= deletion of -/3/ in target words
= articulation of slight aspiration (?)

marked questions and exclamations:
= realization of -/3/ in target words
= re-syllabification:
coda > onset of /a/ syllable
= target words realized with - /a/ = narrow focus
= specific pragmatic interpretation
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Phonology-syntax interface

» Different components of the grammar (phonology, syntax,
semantics) do not operate in isolation
(cf. Chomsky 1981, 1995; Selkirk 1974, 2001, 2011)

» Interfaces (Hauser-Chomsky-Fitch 2002):
syntactic derivations mapped onto semantic and phonological
representations

» Phonology-syntax interface: mutual interactions between syntax
and phonology
(cf. Inkelas-Zec 1990, Reinhart 1995, Zubizarreta 1998, Samek-
Lodovici 2005, Richards 2009)
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-/a/ within the interface: exclamatives

= target word = (narrow) focus
= focus in situ = argument or modifier surfacing rightwards

(e.g. V+DP; VP+Adv; N+Adj)
(Lambrecht 1994, Krifka 2007)

o Activation of the left periphery: complementizer ‘ca’
o Expression of FORCE (Chomsky 1995, Rizzi 1997)

(13)

(14)

[cp [Forceca [iP haa [verr fatt malamenta ]| ] ] [MARKED]
that (s/he) it.has done badly
‘s/he has done it (definitely) badly!’

[ @ [P haa [vepr fatt malament@ ] ] ] [UNMARKED]

(s/he) it.has done badly
‘s/he has done it (definitely) badly!
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Conclusive remarks

v' Great variation standard Ita vs USIDs
v' Among USIDs

v Optionality only apparent
v’ deletion of -/a/ blocked under definable conditions

v marked Q
phonology < prosody > pragmatics
prosody < information structure

v' marked E
phonology < prosody > pragmatics
prosody < information structure
prosody < syntax (ca)

v' empirical evidence
variation in the tone quality < sociolinguistic parameters

27/



Remaining questions & further investigation

» why F requires same mechanism of (re)insertion of /a/ as marked Q
and Excl?
(what about ESIDs?)

» a multi-level account by assuming interface principles?

» independent syntactic evidence fro marked Q?

o Extensive experiment (Tone Break Index analysis)
o Markedness in assertive/declarative clauses?

e peculiar prosodic features > (re)insertion of /a/
 which pragmatic purposes?
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Thank you!
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Obbligatissima! (Sicilian)
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