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Abstract

While the idea of interface between grammatical modules namely phonology, morphology and
syntax is an established notion (Halle and Marantz, 1993), the debate about how exactly the
interface works is still an on-going one. A well-accepted theory which illustrates how morpho-
syntactic configuration interacts with morpho-phonology is Distributed Morphology (DM)
(Halle and Marantz, 1993; Embick and Noyer, 2007; Borer, 2013; Embick, 2015). According
to this theory, linguistic items such as word, phrases, and clauses are constructed elements
formed through syntactic operations which interact with the other modules of grammar. From
a phonological perspective, a theory which captures the interface idea is Prosodic Hierarchy
Theory (PHT) (Selkirk, 1982, 1986, 1996, 2011; Dobashi 2003, Ishihara, 2003, Nespor and
Vogel, 2007). According to PHT, phonological units are arranged in a hierarchical manner
where the units bigger than the prosodic word are established by reading of morpho-syntactic

information. Precisely, the morpho-syntactic units are mapped onto prosodic units.

Taking DM and PHT as the entry point, this thesis aims (a) to understand what kind of morpho-
syntactic information has an effect on determining the phonological unit of Prosodic Word,
and (b) to explore the construction of Prosodic Words in Meiteilon. In purview of the
theoretical arguments, the primary claim of this thesis is that the difference in morphosyntactic
configuration will manifest difference in realization of Prosodic word characteristics. This is
because the phonological domain of prosodic units such as Prosodic Word and higher levels
will reflect structural information. Employing the mechanism of linguistic elements
construction proposed in DM along with the mapping mechanism argued in Generalized
Alignment Theory (McCarthy and Prince, 1995), this thesis presents three crucial findings: (1)
the notion of Root plays an important role in the construction of Prosodic Word in Meiteilon,
(2) morphological words constructed with roots plus inflectional suffixes illustrate different

Prosodic Word characteristics from those constructed from compounds, and (3) structural
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difference in generation of compounds also leads to manifest different phonological

characteristics in the Prosodic Words formed from compounds.

The thesis begins by discussing the theories of generative grammar pertaining to the
phenomenon of word formation. Chapter 1 critically accesses the theoretical understanding of
words as compact learned units stored in the lexicon. Based on empirical evidence found in
natural languages, the chapter validates Distributed Morphology’s argument of understanding
words to be constructed elements. The chapter also discusses the theory that argues how
phonological correlates of words are established, namely PHT. Following the theoretical
arguments of DM and PHT, this chapter presents the following main arguments: one, difference
in morpho-syntactic configurations results in difference of characteristics within prosodic
domains: and, two, the algorithm of Meiteilon Prosodic Word construction is a mapping
mechanism done by aligning the left edge of categorized roots to the left edge of Prosodic
Words. Chapter 2 discusses the phonological characteristics of Meiteilon using the constraint
mechanism of Optimality Theory and illustrates that the application of voicing assimilation,
nasal place assimilation, and deaspiration are co-indexed to certain morpho-syntactic
configurations in the language. Chapter 3 and chapter 4 present the detailed discussion for
identifying such morpho-syntactic configurations co-indexed to the phonological processes in
verbal and nominal domain respectively. Precisely, the phonological process of voicing
assimilation is co-indexed to the word generated through categorized roots and inflectional
suffixes, namely, Inflectional words. Further, the application of all the three processes is
analyzed to be co-indexed to syntactic sisters configuration. Chapter 4 also illustrates that
Positional Faithfulness (Lombardi, 1999) starts to play a crucial role when there is a merge
between two categorized roots. Chapter 5 concludes the thesis by stating the findings of the
current study i.e. morpho-syntactic information can affect morpho-phonological well-

formedness.



LIRS

S oAt Yadt Aiega srufq B, Awiarh, ik Riteg & s Sy
&1 IR T WIMd YRUT ) 2d 3R ARICH, 1993) 8, TR dRdd & U8 by
Y Bl ¢ gg ol Wl ==l o1 fawa ¢ we qufeu @ wWerd Rigid o Hiwl-
Refded HIBRIA AG-HHENST & I HY evde Hdl ¢, d [Seees
ATpTErsT ) SLTH. ( 8] )8d SR TRICH, 1993; Tg® SR AR, 2007; T, 2015;
R, 2013)1 39 RIGid & SFER WIWs axgsil o o eg, Iiw, 8fiR ©S
Riefdes dfaraql gRT 90 U YIWIS dd §, Sl ex0 & 3 Hiegd &
Y $eXde IRA ¢ BHANSA TRt 3, T RHgid Sl Sty fauaR &1 &R
FRAT § 98 WeISd gRRIG! AR ) 0. Ta. 8. ( § ) Afchad, 1982, 1986, 1996, 2011;
el 2003, SRR, 2003, TR 3R NG, 2007)| U TI. & & Gdfad, BHANIG
IHEA B T RWHed diie § afd f&ar Sar @ wel iNiiee T I
IS SHIegl Arhl-Ricfdes gEAell B Ugar T @ ot §1 Wl w U 9,
Aiwl-Ricldes soedl &1 TNfed sHRAl W JY far Idm g

.11, 3R W.wa. . yrRumel & Ad U 39 MR F ILW ® )1 ( I8 THA
¥ fou & forg R & Afp-Ridfldes THeRI BHARGA SHE & Welsd
Yeg B FURd FA R UHE Srat g iR ) Hifeam )y # Weife®
Y&l H A F gaT g1 7 FWIReHa dd! & R 1, 39 R &1 mufie
A 98 § f Awl-Ritfaes SIRpRIA &1 Sk MRifsH gt &t e g
T 3ufon ¢ e Ueies seral o & UNIes Wt ok 9= &R &
TNIe® IPhRAl § WoaTd® SR &I Uldiafad &l S1.TH. URUT &l
AHoH R oAy siade Y3 ) Aerff R i, 1995) & AfthT dF &
R #Ra gu, I8 iR 0 dsayyl ey e 8: ) 1) FC $ URUM
Hifear & Mefes weg & fuior & e eyl yfie Rurdt g, (2) Aofatoea
e S Tl IR FTHIRAG Yo & Iy (g ey W § ¢ Ui s
B! VA HUNES Teg & WSISH Usg @i faRwarst ¥ g gt § &R, )3)
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PUNES Yeal BT FAT Hd AT ot Api-Ricfded BIFPRIE H 3R g d8
Ueifs® Weg B! foRIVAIS # Udbe 8N

78 MR SRfcg ameru & Rygidl o 6 e To7 & el § geftd &,
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® ATl <1 81 T8 Ul Wedl BT BHIAIGA dRde $d RId far S
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YSNAT & URAd B TRV PR U Ig UIe Fafdiied g ddb Uxgd dal
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R A ug H W Aw-Ridfaees PRI Wfea ufbaref 3§ 98-
IR § ITP! gEd R APEE S W UgIH Rl & | [f¥d ®u I,
BHIANET Ufhar S & Qi TRt €, 3§ figd T 3R SUiaRAd
g, 3HUTd, UM Usdl & HIH I Ug-3Ihd far odr 81 39 3,
It 9 ufsearett & srgwEnT &1 faxawor Ridfded Rred SifReReE ¥ I8-
SIHEd gl I uie g8 o fowrar § & & afied Fol & o9 O9 g W
NRFAT BUGe ) AIETaT, 1999) T Hedqul YT Aurar §1 uiar U6 39
N &1 ey odd gU I8 Pedl §, HIBI-RiclRd THWIA  HIBI-
BHIARET dd-BRACTY &I UHIfad Hal § |
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