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Object of the study

e Pronominal clitics in clauses with Negation:

A B

NBan ne. NEG my.DAT nape. VS. 2?2/ Ban my He naje.

HBan ne.NEG 1.ACC namnuca. VS. ??HBan s He Hamuca.

NBan ne. NEG my.DAT a.ACC nape. VS. ??WBan My A He majie.
Razax ma ve. NEG my.DAT a.ACC ocraBsa. vs. ??Rasax ma My g He ocTaBs.

NBan He Gerie My maJ. VS. NBan He my Oetie maJ.



Negation

Sentence negation (but not constituent negation - He Ban rosopu ¢ Mapus.):

WBan He roBopu ¢ Mapus.

WBan ne e. AUX ropopua.PART ¢ Mapus
WBan He Oeme ropopua ¢ Mapus.

WBan Hama ma rosopu ¢ Mapus.

WBan ne me rosopu ¢ Mapus. (coll.)

Proclitic; forms a prosodic word with the element on its right; non-stressed.
Neg is the only element supporting a pronominal clitic that draws the stress towards it.



Theoretical implications: clitics

Most widespread hypothesis: clitics are verb-adjacent (pre-verbal) -
Tobler-Mussafia effect (a clitic can be found after a pause but not first in the
utterance; unlike in Mac).
Other hypothesis:
o quasi-second position condition (Avgustinova 1997);
o second-position after FRONT node in the first (Dimitrova-Vulchanova
1999);
o extended W--system (#XP — CL —V ~ #V — CL: # -
“rhythmic-syntactic barrier” - Zaliznjak 2008): the Wackernagel Law is
still active 4 additional constraints (Zimmerling 2013).



Theoretical implications: clitics

Historically, Pancheva (2007): verb-adjacent (OCS, OB) > second-position
(MB) > verb-adjacent (pre-verbal, present-dayB).

Roberts (2012): two assumptions: the idea of a word as a phase; and clitics as
defective goal.

O

O

O

Defective elements.

Simultaneously maximal and minimal elements (can move both as XPs and as heads).
Move to the edge of the minimal phase formed by their host, i.e. they are part of the host
phase but are accessible to material outside the phase.

Feature loss as mechanism for diachronic change (D > o).

“...a system may allow clitics to occupy either the edge of vP or C, depending perhaps on
phonological conditions. There is some reason to think that an analysis of this kind might
be appropriate for Bulgarian...”



Theoretical implications: clitics

in CP phase in vP phase
Dmin/max (Pmin/max
Full Ds At the edge of vP

vP: Edge F to allow D™"™% {4 move through a Spec,vP.
C: a phase head; attractor for movement (certain feature
combinations in C may be ‘split’ to form separate heads
ass. with particular discourse-related interpretations
(see also Rizzi (1997)

Neg: higher than TP. For Neg to gain scopal or licensing
properties and value -- movement to C.

CP=Force



Diachrony: EMB

Early Modern Bulgarian texts: Loveshki Damaskin, Troyanski Damaskin, Tikhonravov
Damaskin (17th c.), Vlacho-Bulgarian Charters (15 - 16th c.).
e Negation is mostly verb-adjacent.

e Forms a prosodic word with V:

o Neg V
3aimo He_Kaske TOKO 3a_eéBpeeTe, HUTO 3a_I'PawBeTe .
WHanpba He_ai00biie Henpasa , a° HAIOROHB Obiatie mpas
nplirein He_moéra HamBpn .

e Neg Fut
CToe evesie BeRK He_lIe 1a_ce caoyIia B’ TOBM BpEMe
A" 161t me_mrbme ma_rbi mocallmma

e Neg_Aux (non-clitie)
Ta | He_OhiX Te GbLIe cerd ACHAeHH Bb_OT Hb HETACHMb.
n_gormne He 0fBme nzabxHaJb



Diachrony: EMB

e Forms a prosodic word with other (non-V) element to the left, esp. na - always
non-stressed, thus the other element (Neg) takes the accent (much rarer examples of a,
Ta...)

A™wmu ga_ne 1/ Ilmame MEWTO 1[I Mbi IPOPOYHCKDI ,
a"_He zHAe de_1me crOpo ma_JanVyra W_HK

e However, at this stage already there are variations (1a_Neg_V, where Neg can be
stressed or non-stressed):

1 BeRK Ja_He_chrpbmasame .
n_tnazBre_ce awbron W_Bac pa_He_Wujae na_ce [1um Ha_zJbi pAOOTHI
A™ He_znaOO rpBmrHin chipoMacu ye_e ce eaHA



EMB: + Pronominal Clitics

e Pronominal clitic may follow Neg_V, esp. after a pause (or a ‘rhythmic-syntactic barrier’):
Neg_V_PronCL:
MJAJI_cbM olne // He_[Izimau_mMe .
mo_chb TOJX KoZH 614T0 ¢HOPAIL // He_TIOMOrHAa_MM HATIO .

e PronCL may form a prosodic word with an element to the left (XP, ma, no, T5..) and
before Neg_V:
ma: raTo TpheTa W_BETPH Aa_rbi He_nccl i e_Ime W Hb CROpO ma_Thi (...)
Pronoun: a” _T0m_ce He_TdTBU Hil [HE HU HOIIECH ®
Pronoun: A™sna Hiikou_ro He_Brmbiie
neTo: RO & TOWZM APh AeTo_ce He_6ou W MéHe
Adverb: &_tamm_ro He_[ocTaBh]Th,
Conj: a™ro_um_ce He_croamte na_zémathb (Lov.); ako ai Té ne monnrall (Troian.)



Early Modern Bulgarian: HB

e (onstituent negation (non-clitic negation operator):

kaTO ML ce magH®D KaApebdie ma fime Tamo. & B ma ce Hagbe Ha ra. (Troian.)
1 1apb ped HB 10 1OJb IPCTBOTO MU J1a faii; TOM_€& HAMb ThMa , a"_HB cBBETH .

e With present-tense Aux and Cop (from the earlier OCS model):
eBa HE_cMb Th , Ta la_nMa TOBa

zaio orie 16Mb HB_ChbMb TOTIPABUID
moTo HB_Ch HIKaKb NbT[IBaJje; u_HBroN ga_Hb_e MiHaJ b npbz_HKTroBbL 1OMb



Early Modern Bulgarian: HB

e Neg_ Pron_Aux where the pronoun may take the accent

Hb_ri_ca npal [ |H[ |BaJe
__He_T0_e WiKkb MOXBAHAJD .
[a_maxs] ap[ 1T Ap [ITeiM[] HAMO He_M[_e TaJb,

n_
a

a rocrioficTBo Bu He M ere [Jumnuam npasall. (Viach.)
Taro [ TOBe He UX C'bM 3aTBOPUI fa [JumamM paszmupuiie (Viach.)
HU eINH WT HUX He ce 0 cBpbThI Mesxk[ | Bac. (Viach.)

BUT
a Bel M[] He eTh mafsl, ans cre uckasl Mmaprllpixk. (Viach.)



Early Modern Bulgarian: HB

Vlacho-Bulgarian Charters

PresAux: He:
present-tense copula: He:

Loveshki Damaskin

PresAux: He:
present-tense copula: He:

Troyanski Damaskin

PresAux: He:
present-tense copula: He:

o

ub:
ub:

ub:
ub:

ab
ub

4 ubemb: 19
2 ubemb: 46

49 (mbemb: 2)
17 (mbems: 1)

: 14
: 25 (mbemb: 1)



EMB: + Pronominal Clitics

Other elements may be found between:

W nanuiipbTa , KeT0_ro 4ikb He_mo@almalie . Ta_e TOUZU RAMUKD X¢
WTamMo_ce BeRk He_MOra Bpbiia .
Iaul HaMb TeCTUpb Aa_uMb BekKk He_callrCisame

S / / V4 s / / /. / / .
1 OH 31 MOMBED. BUu RAK ro BerK He cphau, HI M[] 3amosbu nasa. (Troian.)
, , ’ o , s , .
aMn ce ThIHe 001, u 1phk ce na npbrpenumb (1roian.)
aKo Jn ce u W ToBa He oychmare. (Trotan.)



Present-day Bulgarian

e Variation in ordering of pronominal clitics with PresAux: [Aux.1,2SG,PL, 3PL PronCL]
while in 3SG it is [PronCL Aux.3SG], and this variation is extended to constructions with

negation:

(...) Xupara ru e pasnuTBaJ, HO Te He=CA=My=T0 KazaJu...
SHaun Toit He=WM=a=e=paJ u ce e HAJORUIO fa pasdusar (...)

e Two orderings are possible with some (non-clitic) auxiliaries:

He 6Eme my ro nax Towm, 3a 1a ce mazapmu.
He MY ro Germie kasBaJa, HO IO TJacKalile OT IOBUIIeHNE K'bM IIOBHIIEHUE.



Negation

Directionality in prosody is subject to opposing analyses due to differing judgments on hosting
and directionality of attachment (see also Franks 2017), as in:

Banxo ne anae uemopusma u 6ux uckan ouje da=ne=mny=s rwA3ssame.
OR

Baaxo ne snae ucmopusma u 6ux ucran owe da=ne=mny=s=mnAzsame.

Snauu moi ne=Hmu=a—=e=0An u ce e naroxcunro da pasousam (...)
OR

SHauu moti ne=Hm s—e=0dAx u ce e naroxuro da pazousam (...)

Xopama eu e pasnumean, o me ne=cA=my==zco xvAsaru...
OR

Xopama eu e pasnumean, Ho me ne=cA=my=co=nrAzanu...



Colloquial language

e [Examples of clitics before [Neg V]

o Colloquial language, archaic and (pseudo)-archaic incl. from fiction
Xaiide, pexox, da my ne mpowa ramspa. (BNK, N. Rusev)
Ll]e 20 nycna, s3auio da 20 ne nycna? (BNK, P. Bobev)
E, doope, wge mu dam edno momune; mo anae nems, camo we 2nedaii da mu 20 He OMMBKHEUl, 3EP
eono mu ommdrnaxa muii ednu mapeosyu. (BNK, N. Gogol, prev. D. Podvarzachov)

o Diff. (idiomatic expressions)
bpe da my ce ne sudu.
Xuu 20 ne ousa 6 mas padboma.
a mene da mu ne dasa I'ocnod da ce xeans (...)



lalects

Kapra Ne M 143

MACTOTO Ha OTPHIATENHATA YACTHIIA HE NP KpATKATA
MecTouMenna GopMa B NpocTa raaronua Gopma

owddopy A Wow megemgoo)) DVV.IY HLLNIVYMI MNDdVIVLY

Kapra Ne M 144

MscroTo Ha KparxurTe I’OPMH HA JAHYHHTC MCCTOHRMCHHA,
ynorpeSeHn Kpail MHHANO HEONPEACICHO BPEME, B

KOMCTDYKUMH OT THIA A3 CBM I'0 BMIAL, 83 CbM i al




In brief

e Pronominal clitics are prosodically deficient elements; have no accent on their own BUT:

©)

©)

May take the accent in constructions with other prosodically deficient elements, and
May form a phonological word with the lefthand element (which can be separated
from the following constituent).

e In need of a host. However, Neg cannot be their host, independently:

©)

If there is Neg and a pronominal clitic, there is another (verbal) element that is a
host — auxiliary, verb, future particle.

If there is another element to the left of [Neg V], the clitic may encliticse to it.

Neg is a clitic but it is not an affix (suffix) and if there is a constituent to the left
which may function as its host, it may attach to it.



Traces that:

e The Wackernagel Law is still active.
There is still the so-called second-position.
A transient stage as there are variety of orderings: [XP Neg] V where [XP
Neg] is one phonological word separated from V, and [XP Neg V] where XP
and Neg attaches to V on the left.



Acknowledgments

Part of the work was performed within the Russian-Bulgarian bilateral project
‘Evolution of the grammatical structure in Russian and Bulgarian languages in
a contrastive context: corpus analysis and formal grammars’. The Bulgarian
part has been financially supported by the Fund of Scientific Research at the
Ministry of Education and Science with a contract NO2/2 from 14.06.2018.



baazodaps!



