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LeoNARDO M. SAvoiIa

Agreement within DPs: a comparison between
Aromanian and Albanian

Abstract

Agreement within DPs in Aromanian varieties spoken in Southern
Albania is asymmetric, in the sense that, while gender and number
occurondallielements,ionlyitheierstioneshowsitheicaseimark.iAdjectives,o
which are post-nominal, donot present the mark of case. We analyze this
distribution in comparison with Albanian varieties. In Aromanian only
one form is clearly specialized for the case interpretation, while the so-
called nominative and accusative are nothing but forms characterized
byt deenited ord indeenited morphology.i Ini addition,i morphologicals
exponents manifest a wide syncretism, as in the Albanian varieties. The
morpho-syntactic analysis, based on the Phase model, assumes that
morphemes are endowed with interpretable content and morphology
is part of the syntactic computation.

1. Nominal paradigms in two Aromanian varieties

We will investigate the distribution of agreement within the DP in
the Aromanian' varieties spoken in southern Albania® more precisely
the variety of Myzeqeja (Musachia), Rémén, and that of the Korga ares,
Férshérot.%IniAromanian,tnominaliparadigmsidi€erentiateitheidirect

1

In Northern Macedonia and Albania, Aromanian has the status of a linguistic minority with
the legal forms of protection. As other heritage languages, its transmission and use involve
family members, friends, or the village circle, and are influenced by contact with Albanian,
the public language (Stoica 2021). This explains the variability that may characterize the
answers of our informants.

As regards the geographical diffusion and number of Aromanian speakers, see Capidan
(1932) and Caragiu Marioteanu (1975, 2006).

The data we discuss have been collected through field research in Myzeqeja (Libofshé, L),
Rémén, and in the region of Korg¢a (Plas€), Férshérot. The last investigation was on 10-14
April 2024. We are very grateful to our informants, among others, Piro Mistaku of Libofshé,
Leonida Kruti of Divjaké, and Vilma Veriga of Korga-Plas€. They collaborated providing
a substantial contribution to the research, with suggestions, comments and grammaticality
judgments that greatly improved our understanding of phenomena. Among my informants
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form occurring in nominative or accusative contexts, from the oblique
form,icharacterizedibyiaispecializediinEectioni(Capidani1932,iCaragius
Marioteanui1975,0Po¢it2009).iIndaddition,iobliqueicontextsirequireoing
any case the possessive introducer (PI), thus unlike Romanian and old
Rumaniani(cf.sPanaiDindeleganietial .02019,0Maidendetial .02021).

In what follows, we exemplify the systems of direct and oblique
deenited andi indeenitet forms, int thed singulart andd ind thed plurald forg
the Rémén variety of Libofshé in (1)-(4) and Divjaké, and Féreshérot
variety of Kor¢a in (5)-(8) (cf. Savoia and Badi 2024). The oblique joins
together genitive and dative, a well-known Balkanism (Joseph 2020),
which,jasiweiwillisee,ialsoicharacterizesiAlbanian.i(a)iexemplieesithes
deenitedform,iwithitheiso-callediencliticoarticle,owhiled(b)iexempliees
thelindeeniteiformiprecededibyitheiindeenitedarticledun/ unai‘alione’.o
(1a,b) and (2a,b) illustrate singular and plural direct contexts. The
oblique contexts, provided in (3a,b) for the singular and in (4a,b) for
the plural, are introduced by the P(ossessive) I(ntroducer). In some
Aromanian varieties, this morphological element is combined with
a morpheme agreeing with the embedded noun, as in Libofshé. The
masculined nounsi mayishowad thej palatalizationd ofi thet enali obstruents
or nasal, as for instance in the case of barbat/ barbatsi‘man/imen’ dmult/
multsi‘much/omany’, ken/ ken ‘dog/idogs’ detc.iForitheisakeiofilegibilityo
ind thed glossest thed inEectionaliexponentsi haved ai descriptived label i ind
particular: -u = wle/iOa, -a = fle, -4/ 1 - = DRF, -i = un/fNe/Onm,-ur-0=
Osm.nn. u and -atintroduceiDeeniteness:tle/irfle.DRF. The nature of the
inEectionsiwillibeireconsiderediinisubsequentisections.

(1)
a. ari vonit /am vadzut fitfor-u /fet-a
(s)he.has come /L.have seen  boy-MSG.DEF girl- FSG.DEF
“The boy/ the girl has come/ | have seen the boy/ the girl’
b. ari vonit /am  vodzut un fitfor /uno fet-9
(s)he.has come ILhave  seen a boy / agirl-FSG
“The/ a boy / man / girl has come’, ‘I have seen the/ a boy / girl’
(2)
a. arovonit /am vadzut fitfor-A-i /fet(o)-1-i

they.have come/Lhave seen boy-DEF-PL  /girl-DEF-PL
“The boys/men/girls have come’/ ‘I have seen the boys/girls’
b. aro vonit / am vadzut mults fitfor-i /mult fet-i
they.have come /I.have seen  many.PL boy-PL/ many girl-PL
‘Many boys/ girls have come’/ ‘I have seen many boys / girls’  Libofshé

of Albanian, I remember and thank the colleagues Eliana Lacgej for Shkodér and Mimoza
Rekaj for Gjirokastér.
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3)

a.

(4)

1 0 ded o fitfor-u / 0 barbat-u / ali fet-i
to.him/her it [.gave PIboy-MSG /PI man-MSG / PI girl-OBL
‘I gave it to the boy/the man/ the girl’

1 o ded o un fitfor / o un barbat / a (li) un fet-i

to.him/her it I.gave PI a boy /PI a man /PI a girl-OBL
‘I gave it to a boy/a man/ a girl’ Libofshé
1 o ded o fitfor-A-u /o borbats-ur-u / o fet-A-u

to.them  itl.gave PIboy-DEF-OBL /PI men.PL-DEF.OBL
/PI girl-PL-OBL

‘I gave it to the boys/the men/the girls’

1 o ded o ts-udr fitfor(-A)-i / o doi borbats
/ 0 mult fet-i

to.them  itl.gave  PI that-OBL.PL boy-DEF-PL /PI two man.PL
/ PI many girl-pL

‘I gave it to these boys/ to two men/ to many girls’

The Korca variety in (5)-(8) shows a similar system, where the plural

oblique has the exponent -or. The feminine has the exponent -i in the
plural and the singular oblique. The result is that in the singular, -i can
be doubled in definite forms, as in (8a), and corresponds to the plural
in definite forms, as in (6a,b). Definite singular forms insert -u in the
masculine and -a in the feminine singular, in (5a), while in the plural the
exponent -/- occurs, palatalized in -j- in the masculine, in (6a). Unlike
Rémeén, in Férshérot the indefinite article has the oblique inflection -ui
in the masculine and -ei in the feminine, which i1s combined with the
indefinite forms of masculine nouns or the inflected oblique of feminine
nouns, in (7b).

)

84

a. vini /vidzui  fotfor-u /borbat-u / fjat-a
(s)he came / Isaw  boy-MSG/man-MSG/ girl-FSG
b. vini / vidzui  un fitfor / un barbat / uns fjat-9

(s)he came / l.saw a boy/ aman/ a girl-FSG

“The/ a boy / man / girl came’/ ‘I saw the/ a boy / man / girl’
jo



(6) a. 'vinaro / vidzui fotfor-ja /barbats-jo / fet-i-1-i
they.came /L.saw boy- PL.DEF /man- PL.DEF
/girl-PL-DEF-PL

“The boys/men/girls came’/ ‘I saw the boys/men/girls’

b. 'vinaro / vidzui mults fitfor /mults barbats/ mult-i fet-i
they.came /Il.saw many.PL boy/ many man.PL

/ many.PL girl-PL
‘Many boys/ men/ girls came’/ ‘I saw many boys/ men/ girls’

(7) a. 1 det a (b fitfor-u / a borbat- u/ a fet-i-i

to.him/ her I.gave PIboy-MSG/ /Pl man-MSG
/ P1 girl-SG-OBL

‘I gave it to the boy/the man/ the girl’

b. 1 det a un-ui fitfor / a un-ui baorbat

/a un-ei fjat-i

to.him/her I.gave PIa-OBL.M boy/PI a-OBL.M man
/PI a-OBL.F girl-OBL

‘I gave it to a boy/a man/ a girl’

(8)
a. Io det a fitfor-l-or /a barbats-l-or /a fet-i-1-or

to.them [.gave  PI boy-DEF-PL.OBL /PI men-DEF-PL.OBL
/PI girl-PL-DEF-PL.OBL
‘I gave it to the boys/the men/the girls’
b. 1o det a doi fitfor-l-or / a doi barbats-l-or
/ a dau fet-i-1-or
to.them I.gave PItwo boy-DEF-PL.OB/ PI two man-DEF-PL.OBL
/ PI two girl-PL- DEF-PL.OBL
‘I gave it to two boys/ to two men/ to two girls’

Finally, the paradigm of Class III, from the third declension of Latin,
presentsithelindeenited-i (Je)ianditheideeniteisingularé-I-i. The examples
in (9) for mujes- ‘woman’icomesfromoKorca.

9) singular

direct definite a. mujer-i-a kena-1-i

direct b. und mujer-i un ken-i
indefinite

oblique c. a(li) myjer-i a t ken-i-1-i
definite

oblique d. aun-ei mujer-i  /a un-ui ken-i
indefinite
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plural

direct definite a’.  mujer-(i-1)-i ken-je
direct b’.  mult-i mujer mults kep
indefinite
oblique c’. amujer-l-or a kep-l-or
definite
oblique d’. adaumujer-l-u  a doi kepo-l-u
indefinite

Korga

TheidistributioniofiinEectionsiisischematizediini(10a,b)iandi(11a,b).;
The paradigm of PlIs is provided in (10c) and (11c). The double slash //
separatesitheiexponentsiofitheiClassill liwhenitheyotareidi€erent.

(10) a. Definite paradigm

MSG FSG MPL FPL

Nom/Acc -u//-l-i -a (Pal/K)-1 (-l/K)-1 //-1-1
Dat/Gen -u//-l- A -K-u/ (Pal)-ur-u/-y-u w/A/1-u/-y-u-r-u//-l/A-u
b. Indefinite paradigm

MSG FSG MPL FPL
Nom/Acc /-1 -o//-1 Pal/(-1) -1
Dat/Gen /-1 -1/-1 &/Pal/i -1
C. PI: ali/  Ngg, 0 Libofshé
(11) a. Definite paradigm

MSG FSG MPL FPL
Nom/Acc -u// -1-1 -a //1-a -je 1/9-1-1// 1-1-1
Dat/Gen -u//1-1-1 -1-1 -l-or/l-u  i-l-or/l-u

b.  Indefinite paradigm

MSG FSG MPL FPL
Nom/Acc D/ - -o/-e// -1 Pal/& -1/ D
Dat/Gen 5 /] -i -1 -l-or/l-u  -l-u
C. PI:  a(li)/  Ngsg,a(l)/  Nuss, a Korga

We can summarize the crucial points:

v' The oblique interpretation is always associated with the
presence of the PI; this agrees with the embedded noun, unlike
canonical linkers

v" Syncretism: The exponent -itoccursiiniindeeniteisingularodirects
and indirect forms, and in the direct singular and plural. -u is
indturnioassociatediwithithei masculineideeniteiandithed pluralt
oblique.
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v -I-/-4- initheipluraliofideeniteiformsicanibetassociatediwithithes
deeniteness,fasiweiexpectigivenitheiriderivationifromotheilLating
demonstrative *ille. The exponent -ur- realizes the plural (as in
Romanian,icf.tPanaiDindelegani2013).0

v" Inall contexts, the oblique is associated with the PI, namely o for
the masculine singular and the plural, and a Ii for the feminine
singular,iregardlessiofitheideeniteioriindeeniteinatureiofithe
DP, in Rémeén?, in (4a,b). In Férshérot Pls are 4, and variably a
li before the singular feminine and a 7 before masculines, as in
(8a,b).

TheipluralideeniteiobliqueishowsiaispecializediinEectiondiniwhichg

-u combines with the plural formative -A-, -r-, in (4a), in Libofsh€, and
-[-or in Férshérot in (8a).

2. Agreement asymmetries in DPs

In the Aromanian varieties, the agreement between determiner,
modieeriandinounishowsianiasymmetricidistribution.tNumberiandi
gender are expressed on all elements. Actually, what is often named
nominativei anddaccusativeicorrespondsitoi nominaliformsispecieeds
foro genderi ando deeniteness,i aso illustratedo ind (10)-(11).0 Thed onlys
specialized exponent of case is the oblique, realized in the domain of D,
i.e.0byitheideeniteinounioribyiaiprenominalidemonstrative/imodieer.j
Othero modieersi andi post-nominald adjectivesi generallyi agreei onlys
forigenderiandinumbeributiexcludeitheiobliquelinEection.iThellaJer,j
therefore,disionlyiregisteredionitheierstielementiinitheiDP.iHowever,
somedclariecationsiareinecessary,jiniparticulariaboutitheialternatives
modieero ‘other’o andd thed demonstratived asi ai linkerd ind combinationo
with adjectives. As also documented in Capidan (1932), Aromanian
preservesitheitwoitypesiofialternativeiomodieersidocumentediiniOldo
Romanian (Stan 2016a: 290 and following), namely (a)yant/ alant for
the closed alterity and alt for the open alterity (Nicolae 2013: 300
and following). As discussed by Stan, both order and the agreement
within the DP show a certain degree of variability.

(a)yant/ alant and alt may follow or precede the noun, although
theiprenominalipositiondisipreferred.i Thedmodieerialt introduces an
indeeniteireading,iwherebyitheinounilacksideenitenessimorphemes,i
and preferably is post-nominal, as in (a), while alant/ ayant generally
introducest ai deenitef alternative,i ando generallyd iso pre-nominal,i asi
in (b). The data in (c) illustrate the combination with a prenominal

4 In these varieties the original */ in simple onsets has changed to y. Thus, ya “to” corresponds

to original /a, occurring in Romanian and other Aromanian languages.
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demonstrative. The demonstrative can occur in post-nominal position
where it introduces the adjective, in (d). In these contexts, it shows the
caseimarker fifiavailable,jandithejadjectiveicaniiniturnibetinEectedifors
case. Examples distinguish direct from oblique forms.

(12) Direct form (definite/ indefinite reading)- singular/ plural

a.  vinaro mujer alt-1 borbats alts
/alt-1  mujer / alts barbats
They.came woman other-PL men.PL other.PL
/ other-PL woman / other men
‘Other women / other men came’
a1 vidzui (uno) alt-o mujer-i /alt-1  mujer-i
mu/at
see-PAST-1SG an other-FSG woman-FSG / other-PL woman-PL
beautiful
‘I saw another woman/ other beautiful women’
b.i  vini mujer-i-a alant  / borbat-u alant

(S)he.came woman-SG-FSG.DEF other ~ / man-MSG.DEF other
‘The other woman/ man came’
ci  vini atsa alant mujer-i / atsel alant borbat
(S)he.came that.FSG other woman-FSG  / that.MSG other man
‘That other woman/ that other man came’
cii vidzui  ats-a mujer-i  alant mufat c.ii  atse-li alant-i
mujer(-11) mufat-i
I.saw that.FSG woman-SG other that-DEF-PL other-PL
beautiful woman(-DEF-PL)
beautiful.PL
‘I saw that other beautiful woman/ those beautiful women’

(13) Oblique (definite/ indefinite) singular/ plural
ai 1-u ded a un-ei mujer-i a un-ui fitfor alt
alt
lung
him.it [.gave Pl a-OBL.F woman- PI a-OBL.M boy other

OBL other tall
‘I gave it to another tall woman/ to another boy’

b.i 1-uded al ken-i-1-1 alant / alont-ui ken-i

him.it [.gave PI dog-SG-DEF-OBL / other-OBL.DEF
dog-MSG

‘I gave it to the other dog’

b.ii  l-u ded alont-or mujer mufat-i a mujer-lor

mu/at-i
them.it [.gave other-OBL.PL woman PI woman-OBL.PL
beautiful-pL beautiful-pL
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‘I gave it to the other beautiful women / to the beautiful women’

ci loded atse-1-1 mujer-i atse-lor alt-1/alant-1
(alt) muJat mujer mujat-i
to.them l.gave  that-SG.OBL that-OBL.PL other.PL

woman-SG  other woman beautiful-PL
beautiful
‘I gave it to the other beautiful woman/ to these other beautiful women

In summary, we have:

v

v

Indthedindeeniteidirecticontext,itheinominalibaseioccurs,ibothi
preceded or followed by alt,iind (12a.i);0 @-featuresi appeart ong
‘other’tandivariablyionitheinoun,fini(12a.ii).
Inddeeniteidirecticontexts,itheiagreementiexponentsiappearions
thedersti(onithedleft)ielement,iasishownibyitheicomparisonoing
(12b.i). In the context of the initial demonstrative, the noun and
theimodieerigenerallythaveitheiindeeniteigenderiandinumber)s
morphology,fasiini(12c.i),salthoughitheideeniteimorphologyais
not excluded, as in (12c.iii).

Adjectivesi showi thei indeenites typed oft agreementi (gender/o
number).

Thed obliqued ind (13)i showsi thatd ind deenitei contexts,i thed ersts
element has the complete morphology of case, as in (13b.i).
Again,itheinouniinisecondipositionihasinoicaseispeciecation,
(13b.i).

The demonstrative in initial position has the case morphology,
while the following elements only have gender/ number
morphology, as in (13c.i).

BothidemonstrativeiandimodieeriareinotiintroducedibyiPI;ihowevero
the form alant/ ayanti‘other’tincludesitheiPliastitstinitiallmorpheme.
The distribution of the Myzeqeja varieties is similar, as in (14)-(15).

(14)

a.l

a.i

c.1

Direct form (definite/ indefinite reading) - singular/ plural

ar vonit un borbat yant / uno mujer-1 yant-e
(s)he.has come a man  other/a.FSG woman-FSG other-FSG
‘Another man/ another woman has come’

vedzui mojer-i alt-o

[.saw woman-FSG  other-FSG

‘I saw another woman’

ar vonit atseu ken-1/atso-£ ken / atse-Ao mujer-i

they.has/ have this.MSG dog-sg/ that-PL dog.PL /that-PL
come woman-PL
‘That dog has come / those doogs/women have come’
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(15)

a.l
b.i
b.ii

c.1
c.1

c.1ii

C.1v

Cc.v

c.vi

c.vil

Again,i indeenited contextsi onlyd present) thed gender/s numbers
features, as (14a.i, ii); demonstratives generally saturate the
deeniteness,jasiini(14c.i).clniobliqueicontexts,jaideeniteinoundiniersts
positionihasitheicaseiexponents,iasiini(15b.1,0ii),0whereithedmodieers
followingitheinounéagreesiinigender/inumber.iTheimodieeriyant takes
the case, as in (15c.vi). (15c.i-v) shows that the demonstrative absorbs
theicaseiexpressioniandiallowsitheinounitoirealizeideeniteness,iasiing

Oblique (definite/ indefinite) singular/ plural
10 ded o mults borbats
to.him/her .gave PI many.MPL man.PL
‘I gave it to many men/ to many girls’
10 m dato o fitfor-£-u yants
to.him/her [ have given = PI boy-DEF-OBL other.PL
‘I have given it to the other boys’
10 ded ali mujer-1  yant-o
to.him/her I.gave PI woman-OBL other-FSG
‘I gave it to the tall girl’

o ts-ui fitfor mari

PI that-OBL.MSG boy  big

ots-uar  fitfor-£A-1 yants

that-OBL.PL boy-DEF-OBL other.PL

o ts-ui fitfor-u

PI that-OBL.MSG  boy-MSG
‘I gave it to that big boy/ to that boy/ to those other boys’
10 ded ots-uar fet-I-i mari/ o fitfor-£-1 mari
to.him/her [.gave that-OBL.PL girl-DEF-PL big /

PI boy-DEF-OBL big
‘I gave it to those big girls/ to the big boys’
1 o m dat ots-uor ompn-i / fitfor-A-1/
ots-uor mujer-i /-A-1
them-it .Lhave given  that-OBL.PL man.PL-PL / boy-Def-PL /
that-OBL.PL woman-PL/-DEF-PL
‘I have given it to those men/ boys/ women’
o yants fitfor-A-1
PI other boy-DEF-PL
ots-uar fitfor-A-u yunts
that-OBL.PL boy-DEF-OBL tall.pL
‘I gave it to the other boys / to those tall boys’

(15c.1,ii,iii,iv);itheicaseionitheinountisiadmiJed,iasiini(15c.vii).0(15a.i)0
illustratesitheicontextiwhereitheiPliintroducesianiindeenite,idevoidi
of case.
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In Aromanian varieties, between the noun and the adjective, the
demonstrative atseu can variably occur, as a sort of Linker (cf. Manzini
and Savoia 2018). It is interesting to observe the distribution of the case

andoot

herig-featuresiiniDPsiwithiLinker.i Theidata,ifromiDivjakéiands

Libofshé show that in these contexts the Linker has the morphology
ofo deenitenessiandicase,i whichiapplyd tod allielements,iincludingi theo

adjecti

(16)
i

11.

1il.

1v.

We

ve, as clearly shown by the oblique in (16iii,iv).

Noun — Linker - adjective

ar  vanito feto-1-1 atse-1-1 mara-1-i
They.have come girl-Def-pl that-DEF-PL big-DEF-PL
‘The big girls have come’

Am vozut fitfor-u atse-u yung-u

I.have seen boy-MSG that-MSG tall-MSG

‘I have seen the tall boy’

iudau o fitfor-u-y-u  ots-u-yor maro-A-u

to.them it I.give  PI boy-OBL-PL THAT-OBL.PL  big-DEF-OBL
‘I give it to the big boys’

1 o m dat alifet-1 ats-iei yung-i /
o fitfor-u otso-y-ui yung-u
them-it  Lhave PI girl-OBL that-tall-FSG /
given PI boy-MSG that-OBL.MSG tall-MSG
‘I gave it to the other woman/ to those other men’

synthesize the distribution of the case and gender, number and

deenitenessifeaturesiini(17).

(17)

a. Definite forms defN M/A ||
definiteness +
gender
number

)

gender
number

(0)

_|_
+
+
b. Indefinite N
_|_
_|_
+

M N A

i yas i

+ + +

+ + +

- -/ + -
/M (X) N (Lkr) A/M
+ +
+ +

+
+
blique

- -
- -

+++O++++ T

blique

c. Linker N Dem A

agre
case

ement features + + +
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What emerges is that oblique is regularly represented only on the
erstiitemiwithinithediDP,ithatiisitheideeniteinounioritheidemonstrativeo
orianotheriomodieeriiniindeeniteicontext.0Onitheicontraryigenderiando
number are registered on all the elements, obviously compatibly with
thed relevanti paradigms.i Finally,0 obliquei andi deenitenesst ared alsod
allowed in the presence of an initial demonstrative.

3. The data of Albanian

Let us compare the nominal agreement of Aromanian with that of
Albanian.ilniAlbanian,inounsipresentianiinEectionalisystemiiniwhichg
genderiandinumbericategoriesiaredi fusediwithideenitenessiandicase,o
similarly to Aromanian. Analogously, the oblique includes genitive
andidative.iInitheideenite,igenderiseparatesifeminineiandimasculine.o
Ind thed indeenite,i thei obliqued takeso ad specializedi exponent,i whereass
nominative and accusative coincide (Solano 1972, Camaj 1984). The
deeniteiexponentsiofitheimaininominaliclassesiareiprovidediini(18a)s
ando thosed indeenited ind (18b).0 Pluralo exponentsi dod noti distinguisho
gender. The singular vocalic morphemes -i/u, -a and -e- are related
todnominaliclassesiandideenitenessi (includingispeciecity),iwhileithes
consonantal/syllabic endings -n, -t, -s, -ve and -/ specify case and, in
turn,ideeniteness.s

(18) a. Definite inflections

Masc sg Fem sg Neuter sg Plural
Nom -1 -a -t -a-t/-e-t
Acc -1-n -&/o-n -t -a-t/-e-t
Obl -1-t -&/o-8 -1-t -a-ve(-t)/

-e-ve(-t)
b. Indefinite inflections

Masc/Neuter sg  Fem sg Plural
Nom/Acc & %, -a/ -¢
Gen/Dat -1 -€ -a-ve/ -e-ve
Abl -

Onlyi thed singulard deenited paradigmi showsi ai clear distinctions
between nominative and accusative. The coincidence between
nominativeiandiaccusativeicharacterizesibothitheideeniteiplural sando
thelindeenite,liniwhichionlyithejobliqueihasiaispecializediinEection.

In Albanian all the elements bear the exponent of case within DPs,
in particular this characterizes the accusative singular and the oblique.
Adjectives escape this requirement, only including gender and number,
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as illustrated by the data of Gjirokastér®, in (19) and Shkodér in (20).
(19a.i,a.ii) illustrate the nominative, singular and plural, (19b.i,b.ii,b.iii)
the accusative and (19c.j,c.ii) the oblique. The adjectives have gender/
number exponents and are introduced by the pre-posed article, the
Linker (cf. Franco et al. 2015), that distinguishes the nominative /
accusativef (19b),d fromdthed obliqued (19c.i,c.ii).0 Thei laJerd separate thes
masculine oblique ta from the feminine oblique sa.iThei other’dmodiger,;
regardless of reading, generally occurs in post-nominal position, before
the adjective, as illustrated in (19b.ii,b.iii,c.ii,c.iv).

(19)

a.l

a.i

b.1

b.ii

b.iii

c.1

c.ii

ero-1 a-1  bur-1 (tetor) 1 mad /
aj-o gruaj-a (tjetor) e  mad-¢
came.3SG  that-M man-MSG other Lkr big /
that-F woman-FSG other Lkr big-F
“That other big man/ that other big woman came’
erd-on ata bur-a-t € tjero to mo den
came.3PL  that.M.PL man-PL-DEF Lkr other Lkr big.M.PL
“Those other big men come’
patf ato dial-i-n € mad / vaiz-e-n € mad-e
saw.1SG that.AcC boy- Lkr big /girl-F-AcCc Lkr big-F
‘I saw that big boy/ that big girl’
pal ato bur-i-n tjetor to mad /
ato grua-n tjetor to made
saw.1SG that.ACC man-MSG-AcC other Lkr big /
that.ACC woman-ACC other Lkr big
‘I saw that other big man/ that other big woman’
pat[ ato gra:-t € tjer-a /
ata bur-a-t € tjer-a
saw.1SG that.F.PL woman.PL-DEF Lkr other-pPL /
that.M.PL man-PL-DEF Lkr other- PL
‘I saw the other women/ men’

1-a datf ati-1 bur-i-t (tjetor) to mad

him-it gave.1SG  that-OBL man-MSG-OBL other Lkr big
‘I gave it to that other big boy’

i-a daf asaj grua-s (tjetor) to mad-¢

him-it gave.1sG  that.F-OBL woman-DEF other Lkr big-F

‘I gave it to that other big woman’

> Inthe examples in (29), the first singular of the past tense shows, according to the informants,
the exponent -z/°, more conservative and dialectal, or -/. The clitic cluster i-a ‘to them-it’ is
the dialectal form, contrasting with the standard/ normative u-a.
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ciii i-a datf asa-i vaiz-¢-s

him-it gave.lsG that.F- girl-F-DEF
OBL
‘I gave it to that big girl’
civ  i-a daf atyre gra-ve to tjer-a
them-it  gave.1SG that.PL.OBL woman.PL-OBL
Lkr other-pL

‘I gave it to those other big women’

Thetsameddistributiontofitheicaseiandiotherip-featuresicharacterizess
the Gheg variety of Shkodér, in (20), where in turn Linkers partially
express the contrast between direct and oblique. Thus, for instance, the
linkers i/ £ ofi(20a,b)idiéerifromitheiobliquedt in (20c).

(20)
a.l ero-1 aj-a voiz-a tjetor ¢ mvoo-e/
a-1  dinl-1  tjetor 1 mpd
came.3SG  that-F girl-FSG other Lkr  big-F/
that-M boy-MSG other Lkr big
“That other big girl/ that other big boy came’
ail  erd-i ni tjetor  voiz/ pi vobiz  tjetor
came.3SG  an other girl / a girl other
‘ Another girl came’
a.iii  erd-on ata diem-t & mo-bi /
ata vpiz-a-t € md-pi-a
came.3PL  that.PL boy.PL-DEF Lkr big-PL /
that.F.pL girl-PL-DEF Lkr big.PL-F
‘Those other big men come’
aiv  erd-on ata diem-t (¢&) tjetor t md-oi
/ata  vpiz-a-t (¢) tjer-a t mopi-a
came.3PL  that.PL boy.PL-DEF Lkr other Lkr big-PL /
that.PL girl.PL-DEF Lkr other-pL Lkr big.PL-F
b.i pof at diol-i-n & mvo0 /
at vaiz-o-n € mDO-€
saw.1SG that. ACcC boy-DEF-Acc Lkr big /
that girl-DEF-AccC Lkr big-F
‘I saw that big boy/ that big girl’
bii  pof at diol-i-n tjetor t mpoo /
at vpiz-o-n tjetor t mpo-¢
saw.1SG that. ACC boy-DEF-Acc other Lkr big /
that. Acc girl-DEF-AcCC other Lkr big-F
‘I saw that other big boy/ that other big girl’
t €
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b.iii  pof ata vpiz-a-t € mo-pni /
ata diem-t & mo-pi
saw.1SG that.pL girl-PL-DEF Lkr big-PL /
that.PL boy.PL-DEF Lkr big-PL
‘I saw those big girls / those big boys’
b.iv  pof ata  vpiz-a-t & tjer-a to mod-pi-a
saw.1SG that.pL girl-PL-DEF Lkr other-pl LkR big-PL
‘I saw those ther big girls’
c.i i-a oo/ aso-1 vpiz-e-s  tjetor to mpo-¢
him-it gave.1SG  that.F-OBL girl-F-OBL other Lkr big
‘I gave it to that other big girl’

c.11 i-a o[ aty-ne diem-ve (tjera) to mo-oi
him-it gave.1SG  that.PL-OBL boy-OBL.PL other Lkr big-PL
‘I gave it to those other big boys

cii i-a on[ aty-ne vpiz-a-ve  (tjer-a) t mo-pi-a

him-it gave.1SG that.PL-OBL girl-OBL.PL other-PL Lkr big-PL
‘I gave it to those other big girls’

In Albanian the post-nominal alterity element behaves like
adjectives, so excluding the agreement in the case. This is made clear
by comparing, for instance, (19a.i) and (19c.i), (20a.iii) and (20a.iv),
(20b.i) and (20b.ii), (20c.ii) and (20c.iii). When an adjective follows
‘other’ithetLinkerita is realized, instead of the agreeing form i/ e. The
nominativeiseemsitoiescapesthisie€ect,iwherebyi‘other’icombinesiwitho
the adjectival linkers i or ¢, as in (19a.i) and (20a.i) (cf. section 5).

As recalled, the oblique morphology characterizes genitive/
possession constructs both in Aromanian and Albanian. Thus, in
contexts of possession the noun referring to the possessor has the
obliquedinEectioniintroducedibyitheiPl jastinidative,jasiini(21a,b)iando
(22a,b) for nominal contexts, and (21c) for predicative occurrences,
respectively for Libofshé and Korca-Plasé.

(21)
a. mon-a o fitfor-u /alifet-i
hand- DEF.FSG PIboy-MSG /Pl girl-OBL
“The hand of the boy/ of the girl’
b. kod-a o ken-l-i / 0 un ken-i

tail-DEF.SG PI dog-DEF-OBL /PI adog-OBL
“The tail of the dog/ of a dog’
c. aist esti o fitfor-&-u /0 mgojer-A-u
that 1is PI boy-DEF-OBL / PI woman-DEF-OBL
‘that is of the boys/ of the women’
Libofshé
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(22)

a. mon-a a/at fitfor-u /ali fet-i- a un-ei mujer-i
ji
hand-DEF.FSG PIboy-MSG / PI girl- PI a-OBL.F
OBL woman-OBL
‘The hand of the boy/ of the girl/ of a woman’
b. mono-l-i a fitfor-l-or / a fet-i-l-or

hand- DEF-PL  PI boy-DEF.PL-OBL /P1 girl-PL-DEF-OBL
‘The hands of the boys/ of the girls’ Korga

Possessives are in turn introduced by the PI, both within the DP,
in (23a,b)-(24a,b) and in predicative contexts, as in (23c)-(24c). The
possessor of third person is realized by the oblique form of the third
person pronoun, as in (23b).

(23)

a. ken-1-1 a ne-u / to-u / nostar
dog-DEF.M PI my.MSG /your.MSG /our

‘my/your/our dog’

a’. ken-1-1 a ne-£-1  /to-A-1i / nost-1

dog.PL-DEF.M PI my-MPL / your-MPL / our-PL
‘my/your/our dogs’

b. sor-a 0 Yu-i / aje-i / 0 y-ora
sister.DEF.FSG PI him-OBL /PI her-OBL /PI them-PL.OBL
‘his/her/their sister’

C. atseu esti a me-u/ a ta-u
that. FSG is PI my.FSG / PI your.FSG

‘that is mine/yours’ Libofshé

(24)

a. nipuat-a a mi'a
nephew-FSG PI my.FSG

‘my/your/our dog’

b. tatol al lu-i
sister.DEF.FSG PI him-OBL
‘his father’

C. aist kart-1 esti al fitfor-u
That book 1S PI boy-MSG
‘that book isof the boy’ Korga

Thed P1o precedesi theo possessoro ind allo contexts,0 di€erentlyo fromad
Romanianiwheretitioccursionlyiiniindeeniteicontextsi(Dobrovie-Sorino
and Nedelcu 2013).
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In Albanian, the possessor has the oblique case and is introduced
by the same pre-nominal article as the adjectives, in (25) and (26). The
paJerniisilikefthatiofiAromanian,iwhereditiisitheiPlithatiintroducesithed
possessor. Again, examples show that the article agrees in case with
the head noun, as highlighted by the contrast between direct cases,
nominative and accusative, and the oblique contexts where #(5) occurs.

(24)
a. libr-1 1 motr-o-s /dor-a &  vaiz-os
book- DEF.FSG  Lkr sister-MSG / hand-FS Lkr girl-OBL.F
‘The book of the sister/ the hand of the girl’
b. mor-a libr-i-n & motr-os so sai
I.took book-M-ACC Lkr Sister-OBL.F Lkr her
‘I took the book of her sister’
C. ki oft 1 motr-a-s so  sail
that is  Lkrsister- F-OBL  Lkr her
‘that is of her sister’ Gjirokastor
(25)
b. pof libr-i-ne  msus-e-s / motr-o-n & kufirin-i-t
[.saw book-M-AccC Lkr teacher-F-Obl /
sister  Lkr cousin-M-OBL
‘I saw the book of the teacher/ the sister of the cousin’
C. dor-a € ati-i dial-i-t
hand-FSG  Lkr that.MSG-OBL boy-MSG-OBL
‘The hand of that boy’
d i-a onf motr-o-s t kufirin-i-t
to.her it I.gave  sister-F-OBL Lkr cousin-M-OBL
‘I gave it to the sister of the cousin’ Shkodér

Possessives are introduced by the pre-posed article and the

possessive of third person is the oblique of the third person pronoun,
as in (26) and (27).

(26)

a. libr-1 (1) 1m 1 til 1 sai
book-MSG Lkr mywMsG  Lkryour.MSG Lkr her
‘my/your/our book’

a’. vlezor-i-t € mi
brothers.PL-DEF Lkr my-MPL

‘my/your/our dogs’
Gjirokastér
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(27)

a. libra-t € ti-1 /sa-1
dog.PL-DEF.M PI my-MPL /your-MPL
‘my/your dogs’
b.  sor-a 0 Yu-i /a je-i / 0 y-ora
sister.DEF.FSG Pl him-OBL /Pl her-OBL /PI them-PL.OBL
‘his/her/their sister’ Shkodér

ThejinEectionalipartiofitheipossessiveiisicomplex.iiniAromanianiits
includesttheideenitenessielementd-I- thatiweiendininominaliparadigms.
In Rémén the original -I has been velarized into -utinttheignaliposition,
as in (15a,c), while in the masculine plural palatalizes in -A. Férshérot
has the realization -#,cf.0(16a,a’).0

4. The elementary relator, case and syncretism

Aromanian and Albanian show interesting correspondences in the
nominal system:

v" The case paradigm contrasts the oblique (including genitive and
dative)itoidirecticases.iThedlaJeriindAromanianicoincideiwithi
deeniteiolindeeniteiformsiinEectediforigenderiandinumber.

v Similarly,i ind Albaniani onlyi thed singulari deenite) accusatives
showsb ai specializedi inEection,i i.e.d -n; the plural again do
not separate nominative and accusative occurrences, only
characterized by gender and number properties.

v Possessors are introduced by an element. In Aromanian we
enditheiPl ithatiisitheicombinationiofitheiprepositioniz with the
pre-posed article, partially agreeing with the possessor.

V0 IndAlbanianiweiendiadtypicaliLinker,thatisandarticleithatiagrees
with the head noun. This Linker also precedes adjectives.

v'0 Thed agreementd withind thed D/No domaini isi di€erent.o Ing
Aromaniandonlyitheielement,inounioridemonstrative/imodieer,
thatirealizesitheideeniteipropertiesiofithedDPibearsitheiobliques
case exponent, while in Albanian all the elements have case
exponents.

In many natural languages, genitives, datives, and locatives are
realized by the same cases or adpositions, giving rise to syncretism
phenomena. An idea, originally formulated by Fillmore (1968), is that
dativel andi genitived ared thei inEectionald equivalenti ofi prepositionss
to,0 andi of,i etc.d Ifo inEectionst haved and interpretablei content,i wej cang
conclude that oblique has a relational content exactly like prepositions
and dative and genitive as well as di/ a can be analyzed as elementary
relators (Manzini et al. 2019, 2020). An idea variously supported in literature
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is that ‘possession’ corresponds to the more elementary part-whole relation.
Following Belvin and den Dikken (1997), we construe possessors as ‘zonally
including’ the possessee and notate the ‘inclusion’ (or part—whole) relation
as [c], to suggest that a part/whole interpretation is involved in
genitives/ datives. Therefore, possession on a par with location can be
understood as a type of “zonal inclusion” (Manzini and Savoia 2011,
2018). The crucial exampleis provided by di, which includes apparently
diverse readings (cf. section 2.1). On this basis, we analyse both basic
preposition a/di and corresponding case morphology (dative/ genitive)
as the elementary operator, in (28) (Savoia et al. 2020).

(28) di/ a / oblique = ¢

If we consider the PI g, we see that it can introduce both dative and
genitive as in (3)-(4), (7)-(8), and (9); moreover, a can realize a locative
readingo withd indeenitet nounsi ofi place,i asi a kasai ‘ind thet house’.i a
combinesiwithitheideenitenessirootd- (< Latin *ille), generally associated
with Romance articles, giving rise to the allomorphs a I/a #/o with the
masculine nouns and plural and a li with the feminine. Thus, a can be
analyzed as a realization of the elementary relation [c], followed by a
quantiecationallyispecieediformiofitheinouni(theioblique),iasiini(29).

(29) a = [[c] (locative)] / _ (deictic/ Q) [[N] (Oblique)]

Some varieties associate an article with a, at least in some contexts, as in
(30a,b,c).

(30) a. i<>a_ [
b. t<> a_ [
C. 0= [g] /— [MSG/ PL

According to some proposals in the literature, PIs combine the
invariable base adwithitheideenitejarticle,0wherebyial is essentially an
agreement head, taking a genitive in its Spec (Giurgea 2012). Cornilescu
(1995,0pp.0126-127)tidentieesial with a D marker. Other explanations
assume that in al the preposition a combines with the enclitic article
(cf. Grosu 1994, Cornilescu and Nicolae 2013). The invariable form
atisiaJestediini Oldi Romanian.iHence,lifia corresponds to the Latin
preposition ad, this explains why in Old Romanian a also introduced
datives (Stan 2016b).
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LinkerstindAlbanianihaveidiéerentipropertiesifromitheiPl,0insofarg
as they do not include a preposition (Franco et al. 2015). We can
treato themo asi simpled Di elementi endowedd witho @-featuresi agreeings
with the head noun. Thus, the two construct show an interesting
diéerence,iini(31a)iforitheiLinkeriiniAlbanianiandiini(31b)iforitheiP loing
Aromanian (cf. Manzini and Savoia 2018). As for the other, following
the conceptualization of structures in Chomsky (2015: 7), whereby
theiocategoryolabeliisi ‘theipairiofiagreeingielements’.0Weiassumesthatd
in these languages the determiner (D) and the noun (N) can have a
common realization, D/N.

31) a. dor-a € vaiz-os
‘the hand of the girls’
D/N [ Lkr/D [ D/N
dor-a € - vaiz-as
¢ ¢ 0.c
b. mon-a a li fet-i
‘the hand of the girls’
D/N [ b P [ Lkr [. D/N
mon-a a li fet-1
¢ ¢ 0.c

In our analysis the Linker is an element of the domain of N, a bundle
ofi p-featuresiintroducingithet DPiandiagreeingiwithithed headinoun.s
The PI is broken down in a prepositional part atandiaiDipart,itheilaJers
agreeingiwithitheipossessor.iDeeniteinounsiareiamalgamatediwithitheo
deenitenessielementiintoiaisingleicomplexiform.

4.1. An approach to morphology and syntax

Ourd idead isi thatd not traditionali cased speciecationd ist externalizedd by
thed nouni exponentsi andd thati nominalé inEectionsi belongi tod verys
elementary semantic primitives associated with referentiality. Coming
to the notion of case, we know that this feature, a classic category
of the cartographic model, has a spurious status, in the sense that it
is nothing but a manifestation of the agreement; inherent cases put
other descriptive problems interacting with prepositions and the
morpho-syntactic organization of the sentence. It is no accident that
Chomsky(2021,0p.016)iconcludesithati‘ Caseidoesn’tienteriintoisemantico
interpretation’iandiisipartiofiexternalization./Actually,itheidistributiono
ofinominaliinEectionstandisyncretismiphenomenaisuggestithatiwhatsiso
calledicaseimustibejidentieediwithibundlesiofinominalifeatures,isuchi
asinumber,igender,ideeniteness,jorisyntacticioperators.o
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In what follows we will consider the nominal morpho-syntax of
AromanianiandiAlbanian,iini bothi languagesiwei endiadsimilaritypeo
oftcaselandigender/inumberimarking,ithroughiinEectionaliexponents,
with a restricted occurrence of case, substantially in the oblique.
The paradigms are comparable in many respects. In particular, a
widespread syncretism involves the exponent -i:

v' In Aromanian in the class III nouns covers three fundamental
readings:0 thed indeenited singular,d Nom/Acci andi Oblique,d in
(10b)iandi(11b),itheideeniteisingulariiniNom/AcciandiOblique,i
ind (10a)0 andd (119a),0 andd variablyd thet deenited andi indeenites
plural,d withiexclusiond ofi thed deenited pluralo Obliqued ini (10a)s
and (11a), where the formatives -//4-u/ -I-or occur.

v' In Albanian (-)i introduces a singularity in the singular
masculine nominative and the oblique.

Thus,i thed syncretismo encompasses,i deenitenessi andd thei obliques
reading both in Aromanian and Albanian, and plurality in Aromanian.
As to plurality, in keeping with Chierchia (1998) and Manzini and
Savoia (2018) we can think of plurality as a subset relationship of sets
of individuals. The sub-set-of relation can be traced to the operator
[<], by its conceptual similarity with the part-whole relationship. This
property can be also connected with the oblique (genitive/ dative),
theicontentiofiwhichicanibesidentieediwithitheiprimitiveioperatori[<]
(Manzini and Savoia 2011, 2018). It is reasonable, indeed, to assume that
genitive and dative have the same semantic properties as the oblique
introducers of, to.0TheianalysisiofithejinEectionalisystemiofiLatiniandd
itst complexd syncretismi case/plural,i speciecallyi oni thed exponentso -i
and -s, leads Manzini and Savoia (2011, 2014) to conclude that plural
and oblique can be traced back to specialized readings of the same

predicate [C], as suggested in (32a,b):

(32) a. PL=[c]/R
As a property of the noun, plurality isolates a subset of the set of
all things to which the noun (its Root) can be predicated (Chierchia
1998)
b. Dative =[c]/  DP
In genitive/ dative contexts the inclusion is read as subset-of-
possessor relationship and its scope is either sentential, applying
to the internal argument of the verb, or, in genitives, DP-internal.

(Manzini and Savoia 2011, 2014, 2018)

Thist paJerni ist notd exceptional,i justs thinkd ofo thed syncretismai ing
LatinocasetinEections,ianalyzediiniHalleiandiVauxi(1997),0where,iforo
instance, -i realizes the masculine plural and the genitive and dative
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singular, and, similarly -e (<*ai) feminine plural and genitive and
dative singular, and so on. Also in Italian -, typically associated with
the plural, can characterize the 3" singular person pronouns, cf. egl-i/
lu-i/ le-i ‘he/she’icolu-i ‘he’ and, in addition, the dative gl-i “to him/ her/
them’,ithesobliquedincludingialsoitheigenitive,ia/di cu-it‘to/ofiwhich’ 0
altru-it*ofiothers’.6Thus,iweimusticoncludeithatiinEectionaliexponentss
associated with the part-whole relation can be specialized for one or
another reading, or, possibly for both.

Traditionally, number and person correspond to denotational
primitives of nominal constituents, and in the generative framework
they are treated as features (cf. Chomsky 1995). The case, a classic
category of the cartographic model, has a spurious status, in the sense
that it is nothing but a manifestation of the agreement; inherent cases
put other descriptive problems, interacting with prepositions or the
morpho-syntactic organization of the sentence. Indeed, Chomsky
(1995) assumes that the feature of case is radically uninterpretable and
essentially traceable to the agreement between the subject and the verb.
ItiisinotaccidentithatiChomskyi(2021:016)iconcludesithati““Caseidoesn’td
enter into semantic interpretation” and is part of externalization. This
issuetisimagnieedibyitheifactithatinitheivarietiesiwethaveipresented,ithe
sameimorphologyiisiassociatediwithigender/inumberiandideeniteness
and/ or the case. For instance, in Aromanian -i realizes both the plural
and the oblique case, as in (10)-(11); in Albanian -a can realize the
pluraliorithei deenitei femininei nominative,i-it thed deenitet masculines
nominativeiandithelindeeniteioblique,iasiini(18).0Iniconclusion,icases
and other features seem to overlap. U

Some morphological approaches separate the abstract representation
of the syntactic relations and their implementation by morphological
exponents. This is the case of Distributed Morphology, where sub-
wordi elementsi (aGxesi andi clitics)i ared ‘dissociatedi morphemes’,i
which convey information “separated from the original locus of that
informationd ind thed phrased marker’o (Embicki andi Noyeri 2001:0 557).0
Manipulation rules (Impoverishment) operating on abstract bundle
of features and Late insertion yield the surface realization. We adopt
atdiéerentimodel,sindwhichimorphologicalioperationsiareipartiofithes
syntactic computation and there is no specialized component for the
morphological structure of words (Manzini and Savoia 2011, Manzini
et al. 2020, Savoia et al. 2019; see also Collins and Kayne 2020). Lexical
elements, including morphemes, have interpretive content. This
hypothesis excludes powerful tools such as Late insertion (Halle and
Maran§01994)iandithet manipulationiofiterminalinodes.i Ini thisiline,o
the agreement in sentence and within the DP is the manifestation of
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the identity between referential feature sets corresponding to the same
arguments.i Moreover,i ifo inEectionali exponentsi arei endowedd withg
interpretive content, we must think that syncretism depends on such
a content.

Ini keepingiwithi Chomskyid (2015,02020,02021),iinEectediwordsiares
yieldedi byi Merge,i byd amalgamatingi morphemes,i rootst andi aGxes, i
i.e. sub-word elements, into a complex syntactic object. In these recent
papers, Chomsky excludes head movement as a genuine syntactic rule
and proposes ‘to drop the condition that Internal Merge (Movement)
hasitoobeitriggered,isodit’sifree,ilikeiExternaliMerge’.iChomskyi(2021:0
30,0360€.)iconcludesithati‘Withiheadimovementieliminated,ivineedinod
longer be at the edge of the vP phase but can be within the domains of
PICiandiTransfer,0whichicanibeiunieed.iEAdisiinterpretediatitheinexts
phase’.iThus,itheiinEectediverbiformedibyiMergei[INFL0[v,iRoot]]bist
able to realize the properties of the C/T Phase (Chomsky 2021: 30, 36
&.).0lndkeepingiwithithisiconceptualizationiofithedmorphology-syntaxi
relationship, the traditional head movement involving post-nominal
articlest andi thed gender/o number/i cased inEectiond ini NPsi cand ing turng
be seen as a type of amalgamation. The category-less root of nouns
is interpreted as a predicate with one open argument place, which is
ultimately bound by a D/Q operator, and categorizers such as v, n,
can be conceptualized asithel bundlesi ofo @-featuresi enteringg into theg
agreement operations (Manzini 2021, Baldi and Savoia 2022).

If we adopt the hypothesis that DP is in turn a Phase, in addition to
CP and vP (cf. Manzini and Savoia 2011, Manzini et al. 2020), we can
applyithisianalysisitoithejinEectedinounianditoitheiagreementiwithing
itsiDP.iTheidistributioniofinominaliinEectionstandisyncretismisuggests
thatitheicaseicanibetidentieediwithibundlesiofinominalifeatures,isuchi
asinumber,ideeniteness,jorisyntacticioperators.s

4.2, Albanian

ConsideritheiinEectioné-i, introducing a singularity in the masculine
nominative and the oblique. The coexistence of an interpretation of
number, here singular, and oblique is not exceptional, as noted in the
discussion around (32). We conclude that the part-whole relationship
can license both plural and singular reference, insofar as the set can
haveioneispeciecimember.i Theiselectionirestrictionsithatispecifyitheo
distribution of exponents, are applied according to the Elsewhere
principle,iasi ind (33)i ford thei genitive/i dativel morphemes.i Thei laJerd
select for the sub-classes of nouns, m/f.
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(33) -1, -s, -ve =[]
a. -ic<>mn|
b. -sc &> fn]
C. -ve/-uic €2 n]

Both third person object clitics, in (34a,a’,a”), and Linkers, (34b), are a
subset of these morphemes.

(34)
a. Object clitics: I ‘them/ to her, him, them’,
¢/a ‘her, him’

a’. e/ 1 Je

her/ him/ them see.PRES-3SG

‘(S)he sees her/ him/ them’
a”. 1a dat

to him/her/them-it g1ve.PAST.1SG

‘I gave this to her/ him, them’
b. Linkers: iusa, €r/pr, t1(3)/8(9)0BL/DEF

The element -tiisisystematicallyfassociatediwithitheideeniteireadings
in oblique singular and in the plural. However, as a Linker, it introduces
thed obliqued ind additiond tod plural.i Thisi suggestsi thed speciecationd ing
(35a), where inclusion is optional. The exponent (-)e ofithetindeeniteo
singular oblique, also occurring as object clitic and Linker, seems to be
aniexponentiofideenitenessiorispeciecity,iDhf as in (35b).

(35) d. -t(<),definiteness <> R/Inﬂ] -
b. -EDEF é% fN] -

The ability of -adtodalsoispecifyibothitheifeminineideeniteiandithed
plural suggests a referential property, that we label [aggregate], that
can be thought as the common core of mass and plural interpretation
(ct. Chierchia 2010). This solution seems to capture the lexical nature
of the feminine class, which includes many abstract and mass nouns,
such as ver-at‘thedwine’i(cf.0SavoiatandiBaldii2022).0Again,itheiplurald
agreement of the verb makes the plural interpretation explicit, as in
(36).

(36) -a[ager] €2 feminine n]

An interesting consequence of this analysis is that the so-called
nominative is nothing more than a noun whose interpretive role is
exedo byo theo agreemento witho theo verb,o substantiallyo aso ino Romances
languages.
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The accusative poses an interesting challenge, because it externalizes
a relationship, in a sense, opposite with respect to the oblique.
Developping the discussion in Manzini and Savoia (2011), the singular
accusative -n introduces an argument as a part of the event. In this
line, the accusative exponent -n is the implementation of the reverse
inclusion relation [E], like other prepositions/ cases that introduce the
possessum (for instance the comitative), where the DP bearing the case
10 ‘includedo by’oaisorto ofo possessor,0thet heado DPo orotheievent,ihereo
lexicalized by R(oot), as in (37a,b).

(37) a. -ns €2 N] (Fic/-eprr) |

pa-tfo burr-i-no
‘I saw the man’

4.3. Aromanian

The Aromanian paradigms show such a high degree of syncretism
that there is no clearly specialized morpheme for oblique contexts,
maybe except for -u, ur-, -or. The oblique plural [-u, r-u and A-u
however include in turn the exponent -ufthatioccursiinitheideenited
masculine singular, as illustrated in (10) and (11). Thus, apart from
-a,0foritheideeniteisingularifemininedinidirecticontexts,jandithedliquido
bases, -I/4/r-iforideeniteness,itheiotheriinEectionsiencompassidiversed
interpretations. We obtain a set of selection constraints ordered
according to the Elsewhere condition, descriptively labeled as in (38a)

for the variety of Korca and (38b) for that of Libofshé.

(38) a. -1{sq/pL/ OBL} <> NCLASS/_
-ADEF <> N(i)SG, F]_
'jeDEF <> PL/M] _
'1DEF' <> (i){M, PL}] .
-or/ -UOBL, DEF <> NPL,_

Kor¢a
b. “igsorrvony €2 Newass/
-aDEF <> NSG, F]_
'/(DEF 69 PL/M] -
'1DEF' 69 (i){PL}] .
-or/ -UOBL, DEF <> NPL,_
Libofshé
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The element -i is associated with the oblique in the feminine singular
and,inRéméntofiibofshé,alsoicharacterizesindeenitefeminineplurals.o
InitheiClassill litheideeniteimasculineiformsiassumeitheiexponenti-/-i in
theisingulariandidiéerifromitheifeminine,iwhichionlydintroducest-i. As
noticed, the natural solution is to relate the syncretism of -i (singular/
plural, direct/indirect forms) to its operator content, as in (39a), and
its distribution to (39b). In particular, -u covers the plural in obliques
anditheideenitenessiinitheimasculineisingulariofitheitypeifiz/or-u “the
boy’tini(10)sandi(11).0ManzinilandiSavoiai(2010:0422) cdealingiwithithes
transition from the Latin case system to Romance nominal systems,
characterizei thej standardi Romaniand inEectioni -i, oblique singular
and the nominative plural (masculine), ‘essentially like Latin -7, as a
Q element [...] it will have the plural reading when taking scope over
the words - or the possessive (dative/genitive) reading when taking
sententiald scope’.0 Thist propertyi seemso toi bed alsoi implementedi bys
otherimorphemesiassociatediwithitheipluraliand/iorideeniteness,iasp
suggestediini(39a).0Theseiexponentsidi€erifromieachiotheriaccordings
toidiéerentiselectiontrestrictions,iini(39b,c,d,e).

(39) -1/ -u/-or/ K = subset-of-relation/ <
ic€>R__orl

-Aperc €2 Ru

-uc €2 PI [[perc] ]

-or €= PI[[perc]__ ] (sub-set of lexical items)

°© o oe

However tevenitheispecializediobliquetinEectionsiofipluralinouns,i
such as -A-u/ y-ur-u/-l-or in (10) and (11), are not able to license the part-
whole relationship alone. They must be introduced by the prepositional
element a.0 Thei laJer can combine with non-specialized forms for
oblique, such as a fit/or-u / a un fitfori‘to/oftthetboy/tatboy’ tini(3a,b),ta 1i
mujer-i ‘to/ioféArtiwoman’iing(9).0a is compatible with the specialized
oblique form, if available, as in the plural and in the singular, cf. a (%)
fet-i ‘to/ofitheigirl’ia un-ei fet-i ‘to/ofione-Obligirl’iini(7a,b),etc.ilniothers
words, -i,/-u;/ -or; do not have the strength to introduce the part-whole
interpretation over DPs, unlike the preposition dit‘of'oor 2. We may
express this restriction by assuming that the specialized forms require
a, as suggested in (40).

(40) -lor/-urc- €2 a (Art) Q [N
Thus, if we take the sentence 7 o ded o barbats-ur-u ‘ligavelititoitheimen’o

(ct. (4a)), Merge (Chomsky 2015, 2019, 2021) yields the amalgamation
betweenitheirootianditheideeniteiinEection,imarkedibyi-ur-, in (41a),
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characterized ast &ff,0 b, with which -, is combined, yielding the
complex noun in (41b).

(41) a. < [r barbats], -urper,p. > =2 [, [barbats]-ur]

b. <[ barbats] -ur], -uc > = [c [, [borbats]-ur-]u]

TheloccurrencebofitheiobliqueiinEectionirequiresithelintroducer,heres
o (cf. (10c)), as in (42a); the insertion of sub-word elements depends on
subcategorization restrictions as in (42b) and (42c). Merge is based on
the agreement between the syntactic features, including I, both within
the noun and DP.

(42) a. < 0c, [c [barbats]-ur-u] > > [pp oc [c, [barbats]-ur-u]]
a. -UI'DEF,c <> Ru o

c. -uc €2 Pl [[perc] ]

Thei inEectedi nouni realizesi thej referentiali propertiesi associateds
withiDiinitheiDP,i.e.itheiclass,ideeniteness,tandinumberispeciecationso
applying to the noun, (43), within the Phase DP (hypothesizing that
there is one), without assuming head-raising. The alternant o realizes
the preposition that connects the noun to the event in the role of the
beneeciary.

(43) v.... P/PI D, N
Og/c barbats-ur-u per.m /c,

In genitival contexts the part-whole reading is realized by the
oblique form of the possessor, as in (21)-(22), or by the possessive
pronouns, in (23)-(24); anyway, they are introduced by the PI

5. The distribution of inflectional exponents

Typological and descriptive studies show that the nominal
agreements (concordance)i displaysi di&erent paJernsi ofi realizationg
between languages (Norris 2019). While Albanian varieties extend
theig-featuresiagreementionialliconstituentsiwithinitheiDPiexceptiforo
the adjective, Aromanian varieties limit the agreement with respect
to the features and the items involved:

(i) In the sequences determiner modifier noun (adjective) gender
and number are associated with all the items.
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(ii)0 Deenitenessi andi obliqued ared generallys associateds witho thes
erstielement,i.e.itheideeniteinountoritheidemonstrative.s

(iii) In such contexts, exclusion from the noun is generalized but
not mandatory.

(iv) Adjectives are excluded from the case realization, except in
contexts where they are introduced by the Linker.

Asymmetriesiiniagreementidistributioniareidi€used,ialthoughitheo
crucialiroleiofigenderiisisystematicallytaJested iwherebyigenerallyithes
casedagreementiimpliesithatiofigender.0 Addi€erentiroledisi playeddbysd
deenitenessiandicase,iwhich,iasi notedi by CorbeJi (2006:0834.4),i gived
rise to unclear kinds of agreement. In the literature the asymmetry
between the agreement properties of determiners - and nominal
modieers/i adjectivesi -0 andi nounsi havei beeni broughti too lighto (cf.o
Cinqued 2009).0 Indeed,i di€erenti typesi ofi splitsi emerge.i Braziliang
PortuguesejvarietiesipresentianiasymmetryiiniwhichipluraliinEectiond
-s only occurs on the determiners o prenominal adjectives, as in O-s/
est-es/algun-s/un-s livr-o muit-o bonit-o ‘The/these/someibookiveryonice’.;
Costa and Figueiredo (2002) adopt a distinction between dissociated
and singleton morphemes, in the spirit of the DM treatment in
Embick and Noyer (2001), whereby the plural in Brazilian Portuguese
corresponds to a specialized interpretable morpheme (singleton),
which combines only with the “element anchoring the information
concerning number”, namely Determiners. The distribution in which
prenominal determiners and adjectives lack (a set of) agreement
properties, like in the case of Cadore varieties in (1)-(2), is discussed
in Bonet et al. (2015). Their idea is that pre-nominal agreement is due
totat‘familytoficonstraints’ienforcingimorphologicaliagreement;ionithes
contrary, postnominal agreement is syntactic in nature and triggered
byiSpeciHeadiagreement.iTheithypothesisithatidi€erentimanifestationss
oft agreementd couldi bed referredi tod di€erents syntactici operationss is
pursued by several authors. A mechanism based on the split between
diéerentd typesi ofo features,i speciecally markedi vs.0 unmarked,i iso
pursued in Pomino (2012) in order to account for the lack of number
inEectioniinisomeiltalianidialects.

Savoia et al. (2019), Manzini et al. (2020) discuss the data from
the Rhaeto-Romance varieties of Cadore (Italy) which display an
asymmetric distribution of plural feminine -s, occurring only on nouns
andi post-nominal/predicativei modieersi (Pominod 2012,0 Boneti etd al.o
2015). Thus, in the feminine, the -1 inEectionicharacterizesipre-nominali
modieersialsodinipluraliDPs,thenceiseparatingipluraliexpressiondinithes
D elements and on the noun, as in (45a,b).
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(45)
a. singular
1-a/ keel-a/ / kel autr-a femen-a
The-F/ that-F / that other-F woman-F
‘The/ that/ that other woman’
b. plural
l-a /kel-a /kel autr-a femen-e-s
the-F / that-F/ that other-F woman-PL-PL
‘The / those / those other women’
Borca di Cadore

The proposed analysis is that -a has the necessary interpretive
force to saturate the referential property of D. Phenomena such as the
laJer,isuggestithatiprenominalielementsiinitheiDPicontributeitoiexingd
thedreferentsitoiwhichinouniéapplies.o Thus,iallideterminers/modieersi
select -a, i.e.ithei femininedinEection, as the denotationally strongest
inEection,iandinotiai‘weak’ioridefaultitypeiofiagreement.oIniFriulian,i
a similar contrast involves the expression of plurality in the DP. In the
feminine,owetendi-i on D, articles and variably demonstratives, but -s
on the other elements, as in (46a,b).

(46)

a. singular b. plural
l-a femin-a  1-1 femen-i-s /kest-1 femin-i-s
the-F woman-F  the-PL woman-PL-PL / this-PL woman-PL-P]
‘The woman’ ‘The women / these women’ Montereale

In these languages, -iis endowed with the strong properties required
to lexicalize D. The idea is that the occurrence of agreement exponents
takes into account the Phase organization of the sentence.

We assume a similar approach, whereby the lexical elements
introduced in the derivation are endowed with interpretive content,
associated with the externalization of the Phase. The notion of phase,
andioficomplementiofiaiphaseiasideenedibyitheiphaseiimpenetrabilitys
condition PIC, is tied up with that of externalization. The idea is that
the syntactic object constructed is sent to the SM (Sensorimotor) and
C-I (Conceptual-Intentional) interfaces by the operation Transfer and
is no longer accessible to later mappings to the interfaces. Following
Manzini et al. (2020: 195), we assume that DP is a Phase, and that ‘the
asymmetries noted simply correspond to the distinction between head
of a phase and complement of the phase, independently individuated
byd thei Phasei Impenetrabilityo Conditiond (PIC)’.0 Wed mayb expecto that
thedlexicalizationiofiagreeingiinEectiondisinotinecessarilyiconsistentiing
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diéerentiSpell-Outidomains,itheicomplementiofitheiheadi Doandithes
domain of the head D. Although Agree is a syntactic universal, the
externalization of the features can be (i) uniform in the entire Phase
or (ii) uniform in the Spell-Out domain, as in (47a,b). Therefore,
diéerencesibetweenithetheadi(theiddemonstrativeiandiotheriomodieers)s
and its complement (the NP and the material within its domain) are
possible.

(47) Agree is externalized
(1) uniformly
(11) uniformly in the Spell-Out domain

In Gheg and Tosk varieties, the agreement between determiners,
quantieerstandinoundalsoiincludesitheicaseiexponent,iasini19a,b,c)ando
(20a,b,c), thus satisfying (471i). Only post-nominal adjectives escape this
condition, as seen in section 3, as they have gender/number exponents
but do not register the case. The pre-posed article distinguishes the
case,0wherebyitheinominativei (19a)-(20a)idi€ersi fromithetaccusatives
(19b)-(20b),iandifromithei obliqued (19¢)-(20c).d Thei laJerd separatef thed
masculine oblique fa from the feminine oblique sa.0Theimodiger‘other’s
follows the noun, as adjectives.

Aromanian applies (47ii). Indeed, the domains of determiners
andithatiofiNPicanibeicharacterizedibyo(partially)idi€erentisubsetsiofs
featuresidependingioniwhetheritheyiincludeitheicaseiandideenitenesss
or not. The more evident generalization can be depicted by the contrast
betweend (48)0 vsi (49).0 Ind (48)0 alli theo ¢p-featuresi ared realizedi oni thes
demonstrative associated with D. In the NP domain only gender and
number are externalized to SM and C-I.

(48)  Spell-out domains: gender, number and case in D, gender
and number in NP
T ... D [ne M [ N [ Adj
lo ded atse-lorgic alant-ie; mujery; mu/jat-ie;

‘I gave it to those other beautiful women’(13.c.1)

Whenideenitenessanditase@retrealizedionithedN,in{49a),theinEectedi
noun realizes all the referential properties of the D domain, insofar as
N is accessible to operations at the domain of D and transferred to SM
and C-Isystems. For the sake of clarity, we represent this by associating
the noun with D. Such properties can be also realized by a pre-nominal
modieer,tasifortinstancetalant in (49b). Again, N only presents gender
and number. We remember, based on Chomsky (2015: 6), that structures
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are the result of the labeling algorithm, which determines a property of
thetelement,ihereip-features,iforiexternalizationitoiC-I.

(49)  Spell-out domain of D: gender, number and case

a. T... [c PI [ D/N [ M
i-u ded aclei  ken-i-1-i¢i,c alant;
to.him-it I gave dog-MSG-DEF-OBL other
b. T... [¢ DM [ N
1-u ded alant-ui ¢, c ken-1ei
to.him-it I gave other-MSG.OBL dog-MSG

‘I gave it to the other dog’ (13b.1)

Amalgamation, in (50a-c) applies inserting the inflectional content of the
lexical items and combining them by Merge. Merge combines the definite
oblique noun with the PI, including the prepositional element a and the
prenominal article / agreeing with the noun, modifier within the DP, in (49¢).
The derivation constructs syntactic objects labeled by agreeing ¢-features
(Chomsky 2015: 9 {f.) and interpreted as corresponding to the same referent.

(50) Amalgamation process

a. < keng, iusa/c > 2 [[ken r] iusc]

b. <[[ken r] imsc], Iper > =2 [[[ken r] imsc] IDer]

C. <[[[ken r] imsc] Iper], ic > = [[[ken r] iwsc] Iper] ic]
External Merge within the DP

C. <[ ken-i-1-i], alant, > => [pp [ kenili [ alant]]

External Merge of the oblique
< ac lq,, [(p ken R-iMSG'lDEF'iQ] [90 alant]] =
- ac lq) [[(p ken R-iMSG-lDEF]iQ]

Finally, let us consider the contexts in which a demonstrative is
inserted between the noun and the adjective, as in (16iv) i o m dat a
li fet-i ats-iei yung-i ‘logavedititoithedtallogirl’.o\VWeimusticoncludedthato
the demonstrative following the noun creates a new D domain, where,
again, D must realize all referential features, including the case and
deeniteness,fasiini(51).

(51) Spell-out domain of D: gender, number and case
T oo P12 [ D/N [ D [ A
10 m dat acligic fet-lgpic ats-i€lgic  yung-iei
to.him-it [ have given to the tall girl’

Manzini and Savoia (2018) identify this Linker with a DP projection,
as substantially assumed in (51). In other words, they are treated like
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Albaniandinkers,iini(31a)./Aidi€erentianalysistisinecessaryforitheiPl,as
it includes a prepositional element and occurs only in oblique contexts,
cf. 31b).

Finally, we return to the data of Gjirokastér in (19) and Shkodér in
(20)iconcerningi‘other’tandipost-nominaliadjectives.)Weohaveialreadys
noted that postnominal elements do not agree in the case, except for
the Linker, which shows the contrast between nominative/accusative
and oblique. We conclude that the Linker is a head D, visible to the NP,
as suggested in (52). Thus, Albanian limits (47ii) to the domain of the
adjective,iexternalizediseparatelyifromitheserstipartiofitheiDP.

(52) Spell-Out domain of Adjective
T.. [ D [N N [ Lki/D A
pof ato,case VDIZ-9-Ng case €pcase  MDO-Eg

Asiwesaw,fother’isoptionallyprecededbymd inkeronlyinithedirects
plural, as in (19a.ii) or (20b.iv), and only agrees in gender and number.
Moreover,i‘other’ipreventsitheiadjectivaliLinkerifroméagreeingiinitheo
casetanditriggersithedlinsertioniofithetinvariantideenitenessimorphemed
ta, for instance in (20b.ii), instead of ¢ in (20b.i). We must think that
‘other’irendersitheiLinkeriinitheoddomaini[Lkri[ Adj]JoinaccessibleitoiN,o
and the agreement is not uniform. as suggested in (53) for (20b.ii) po/ at
viz-a-n tjctor t mpd-ei‘ lisawithatiotheribigigirl’.oo

(53) Spell-Out domain of Adjective
T.. [ D [ne N [ M [ Lkr A
pof aty,case VDIZ-9-Ngcase  tj€tar tp  mMDO-€

Wed rememberi thatd ind nominatived contexts,i ‘other’s admitsi thes
adjectival linkers i or ¢, as in (19a.i) and (20a.i). As we have noted, the
elements i and ¢ and nominative do not involve the notion of case in
theiproperisense.iTheytonlytintroduceideenitenessiandithereforeitheys
canibeiselectediindependentlyiofitheipresenceiofi‘other’.o

6. A brief conclusion

The aim of this article is to describe and explain the distribution of
the agreement morphology in DPs in Aromanian, also in comparison
with Albanian DPs. Sections 1, 2 are devoted to the analysis of the
case/gender/number paradigms of Aromanian and Albanian varieties,
of which section 4 proposes an interpretation based the idea that
functional items are endowed with semantic content, substantially
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traceable to elementary semantic predicates. This conceptualization
brings to a reformulation of syncretism phenomena, in section 4.1. The
asymmetries in the agreement within the DP, described in section 3 and
discussediinisection(5,tareiunderstoodiastaimanifestationiofidi€erencest
inithejoccurrenceiofitheiagreeingiexponentsiwithinidiéerentiSpell-Out
domains (cf. Savoia et al. 2019, and Manzini et al. 2020).

REFERENCES

Baldi,0 BenedeJai andi Leonardod M.i Savoia.i 2022.0 Phenomenaj ing
Romancel verbi paradigms:i Syncretism,i orderi oft inEectionals
morphemes and thematic vowel. LINGBAW, 8: 5-23,

Belvin, Robert and Marcel Den Dikken. 1997. There, happens, to, be,
have. Lingua 101: 151-183.

Bonet, E., M.-R. Lloret & J. Mascaro, 2015: “The prenominal allomorphy
syndrome”, in E. Bonet et al. (eds), Understanding Allomorphy.
Perspectives from Optimality Theory, 5-44. SheGeld,JEQUinoX.i

Camaj, Martin. 1984. Albanian grammar.0Wiesbaden:0Harrassowiy.

Capidan, Theodor. 1932. Aromanii dialectul aroman. Studiu Lingvistic.
Bucuresti:ilmprimeriaiNationala.

Caragiud Marioteanu,0 Matilda.0 1975.0 Compendiui dei dialectologies
romana.iBucuresti:iEdituraiStiintiecaisitEnciclopedica.

CaragiuiMarioteanu,0Matilda.02006.0 Aromdnii si Aromanaiinicostiinta
contemporana.iBucuresti:EdituralAcademieitRomane.

Chierchia, Gennaro. 1998. Partitives, reference to kinds and semantic
variation. In Aaron Lawson (ed.), Proceedings of Semantics and
Linguistic Theory, VII, 73-98, CLC Publications, Ithaca.

Chierchia, Gennaro. 2010. Mass nouns, vagueness and semantic
variation. Synthese,0174.999-149.

Chomsky, Noam. 1995. The minimalist programme, Cambridge, Mass.:
The MIT Press.

Chomsky, Noam. 2015. Problems of projection. In Elisa Di Domenico
et al. (eds.), Structures, Strategies and Beyond. Studies in honour of
Adriana Belletti, 3-16. Amsterdam: Benjamins.

Chomsky, Noam. 2019. Some Puzzling Foundational Issues: The
Readingi Program.i Ini Angeli Gallegoi andi Dennisi OJi (eds.),
Catalan Journal of Linguistics. Special Issue, 263-285. Universitat
Autonoma de Barcelona.

Chomsky, Noam. 2020. The UCLA Lectures (29 April-2 May 2019).
Online: hdps://ling.auf.net/ilingbuzz/005485

Chomsky, Noam. 2021. Minimalism: Where Are We Now, and Where
Can We Hope to Go. GengoiKenkyu,0160.01-41.

113



Collins, Chris and Richard Kayne. 2020. Towards a Theory of Morphology
as  Syntax, online, hJp://ordinaryworkinggrammarian.
blogspot.com/2020/12/towards-theory-of-morphology-as-
syntax.html (13.07.2021).

CorbeJ,iGrevilleiG.i2006.iAgreement. Cambridge. Cambridge University
Press.

Cornilescu, Alexandra. 1995. Romanian Genitive Constructions. In
Guglielmo Cinque and Giuliana Giusti (eds.), Advances in
Romanian Linguistics, 1-52. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Cornilescu, Alexandra and Alexandru Nicolae. 2011. Romanian
possessives:@djectivesorpronouns?icomparativeiperspective.o
In Isabela Nedelcu et al. (eds.), Studii de lingvistica. Omagiu
doamnei profesoare Angela Bidu-Vranceanu, 111-143. Bucharest:
Editura Universitatii.

Costa, Joao and M. Cristina Figueiredo Silva. 2002. Notes on nominal
and verbal agreement in Portuguese. Rivista di grammatica
generativa, 27.17-29.

Demiraj, Shaban. 2002. Gramatiké historike e gjuhés shqipe. Tirané:
Akademia e Shkencave e Shqipérisé.

Dobrovie-Sorin, Carmen and Isabela Nedelcu. 2013. De-al genitives.
In Carmen Dobrovie-Sorin and Ion Giurgea (eds.). A Reference
Grammar of Romanian, 339-347. Amsterdam: Benjamins.

Embick, David, and Rolf Noyer. 2001. Movement Operations after
Syntax. Linguistic Inquiry, 32, 4. 555-595.

Franco, Ludovico, M. Rita Manzini and Leonardo M. Savoia. 2015.
Linkers and agreement. The Linguistic Review, 32. 277-332

Giurgea, Ion. 2012. The origin of the Romanian ‘possessive-genitival
article’oaliandithei developmentiofitheo demonstratived system.s
Revue Roumaine de Linguistique LVII: 35-65.

Grosu, Alexander. 1994. Three studies in Locality and Case. London:
Routledge.

Halle,0 MorristandiAleci Maran§.01993.i Distributedi morphologytandi
theipiecesiofiinEection.iiniKeniHalelandiSamueld.iKeyseri(eds.),;
Thed viewd fromd Buildingi 20,0 111-176.0 Cambridgei Mass.:0 Thes
MIT Press.

Halle, Morris and Bert Vaux. 1997. Theoretical aspects of Indo-
European nominal morphology: The nominal declension of
LatinbandiArmenian.ilniJayilasanoé&oetoal.i(eds.),iMiriCurad.0As
Festschrift in honor of Calvert Watkins. Universitat Innsbruck.

Joseph, Brian D. 2020. Language contact in the Balkans. In Raymond
Hickey (ed.), The Handbook of Language Contact, 537-549. New
York: John Wiley and Sons Ltd.

114



Maiden,i Martin,0 Adinai Dragomirescu,i Gabriela) Pand Dindelegan,
OanaliUtaiBarbulescuiandiRodicaiZaeu.i2021.iThe Oxford History
of Romanian Morphology. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Manzini,0 M.0 Rita.0 2021.0 Chomsky’si (2020)0 Linksi andi linkers
phenomena. Quaderni di Linguistica e Studi Orientali. Working
Papers in Linguistics and Oriental Studiest(QULSO)i7:089-102.

Manzini, M. Rita and Leonardo M. Savoia. 2010. Case as denotation.
Studi Italiani di Linguistica Teorica e Applicata SILTA, 39 (3): 409-
439.

Manzini,0 M.i Rita andi Leonardoi M. Savoia.i 2011.0 Reducingi ‘case’d too
denotationali primitives:d Nominali inEectionsi ini Albanian.
Linguistic Variation 11, 76-120.

Manzini, M. Rita and Leonardo M. Savoia. 2014. From Latin to
Romance: case loss and preservation in pronominal systems.
Probus 26 (2): 217-248.

Manzini, M. Rita and Leonardo M. Savoia. 2018. The Morphosyntax of
Albanian and Aromanian Varieties. Berlin/ Boston: De Gruyter
Mouton.

Manzini, M. Rita, Ludovico Franco and Leonardo M. Savoia. 2019.
SuGxaufnahme,iobliqueicaseiandiAgree.iIniLudovicoiFrancob
et al. (eds.), Agreement, case and locality in the nominal and verbal
domains, 211-255. Berlin: Language Science Press.

Manzini,i M.0 Rita,0 Leonardod M.i Savoiad andi BenedeJai Baldi.0 2020.0
Microvariationt andi macrocategories:d Dié&erentiald Plurals
Marking and Phase theory. L’Italia Dialettale, 81: 189-212.

Nicolae, Alexandru. 2013. Alternative and identity determiners. In
PanaiDindelegan,iGabrielai(ed.),0300-3009.

Norris, Mark. 2019. A typological perspective on nominal concord.
Proceedings of the Linguistic Society of Americai40(1),012.01-15.0
hJps://doi.org/10.3765/plsa.v4il.4515.

Panad Dindelegan,i Gabrielal (ed.).t 2013.0 The Grammar of Romanian.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Poci, Spiridhulla. 2009. Vilehté. Historia dhe gjuha e tyré. Tirané: Botimet
Toena.

Pomino, Natascha. 2012. Partial or complete lack of plural agreement:
The role of morphology. In Sacha Gaglia and Marc O. Hinzelin
(eds.), Inflection and Word Formation in Romance Languages,i201—
230. Amsterdam, Benjamins.

Savoia,i Leonardoi M., BenedeJaj Baldio andi M.j Rita) Manzini.o 2019.0
Asymmetries in Plural Agreement in DPs. In Joseph Emonds
et al. (eds.), Language Use and Linguistic Structure, 204-224.
Olomouc: Palacky University Olomouc.

115



Savoia,i Leonardoi M., BenedeJad Baldio andi M.j Rita) Manzini.o 2020.9
Prepositions in Aromanian. Studii si Cercetari Lingvistice, LXXI:
149-160.

Savoia,iLeonardoiM.iandiBenedeJaiBaldi.i2022.0NeuteriiniArbéreshi
dialects. In Shaban Sinani, Francesco Altimari et al. (eds.),
Albanologu i Arvaniteve. “Atje kam u shpirtin tim...”, 528-555.
Tirana: Akademia e Shkencave e Shqiperise.

Savoia,i Leonardod M.j andi BenedeJai Baldi.0 2024.6 6 Explorationsd ing
Aromanian Morpho-Syntax: NPs, Prepositional Contexts and
Inenitives.0Languages, 9, 2, 46: 1-36

Solano, Francesco. 1972. Manuale di lingua albanese. Corigliano Calabro.

Stan,0 Camelia.t 2016a.0 Thet articled andi othero determiners.o Ini Pan&s
Dindelegan, Gabriela and Martin Maiden (eds.), The syntax of
Old Romanian, 288-303. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Stan, Camelia. 2016b. The genitive. Between analyticity and syntheticity.
Ind Panai Dindelegan,i Gabrielaiandi Martint Maidend (eds.),i The
syntax of Old Romanian, 312-323. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Stoica, Daniela-Carmen. 2021. Identity Constructions among the
Members of the Aromanian Community in the Korg¢é Area.
In Annemaried Sorescu-Marinkovicietial.o (eds.),0 The Romance-
Speaking Balkans. Language and the Politics of Identity, 146-170.
Leiden: Brill.

116



