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Abbreviations and symbols

This appendix contains a list of abbreviations and symbols that are used in this
volume. Sometimes conventions are adopted that differ from the ones given in this
list, but if this is the case this is always explicitly mentioned in the text.

A+section # A3.2 refers to Section 3.2. in Huba Bartos ed. (to appear).
Adjectival Phrases.

C+section # C3.2 refers to Section 3.2. in Zoltdn Banréti ed. (to appear).
Coordination and Ellipsis.

E+section # E3.2 refers to Section 3.2. in Zsuzsanna Gécseg ed. (to appear).
Finite Embedding.

F+section # F3.2 refers to Section 3.2. in Tibor Laczké & Gabor Alberti eds. (to
appear). Non-Finite and Semi-Finite Verb Phrases.

M+section # M3.2 refers to Section 3.2. in Baldzs Suranyi ed. (to appear).
Sentence Structure.

P+section # P3.2 refers to Section 3.2. in Katalin E. Kiss ed. (to appear).
Postpositions and Postpositional Phrases.

V+section # V3.2 refers to Section 3.2. in Ké&roly Bibok ed. (to appear).
Verb Phrases in General and Finite Verb Phrases.

Abbreviations used in both the main text and the examples

AP Adjectival Phrase Npn Proper name

AdvP Adverbial Phrase NP Noun Phrase*

AttrP Attributive Phrase NumP Numeral Phrase

CP Complementizer Phrase PP Postpositional Phrase
ConvP Converbial Phrase PartP  Participial Phrase
DP Phrase of the (definite) article VP Verb Phrase

DetP Phrase of certain determiners VMod Verbal Modifier

InfP Infinitival Phrase

*) Noun phrase is written in full when the NP-DP distinction is not relevant.

Symbols, abbreviations and conventions (primarily) used in the examples
' stressed word

focus-stressed word

unstressed word

Ref Referent argument (external thematic role of nouns/adjectives)
Rel Related argument (internal thematic role of relational nouns)
XXX Small caps indicates that XXX is assigned focus accent



Abbreviations used as subscripts in the examples

1213 1%, 2™ 3" person

20bj  Object in 2™ person
Abl Ablative
Acc Accusative

Ade Adessive

Adv Adverbial suffix

All Allative

Apl Associative plural suffix (-ék)
Attr Attributivizer

Cau Causalis

Caus Causative derivational suffix
Coll Collective suffix

Comp  Comparative
Cond Conditional

Conv Converb

Dat Dative

DefObj Definite object
Del Delative

Dim Diminutive

Dist Distributive suffix
Ela Elative

FoE Formalis/Essive
Fract Fractionalizer
Freq Frequentative derivational suffix
]| Ilative

IndefObj Indefinite object

Ine
Ins
Mod

Mult
Nmn
Nom
Ord
Part
Past
perf
Pl
Poss
Posr
Pred
Prt
Ptv
Q
Sg
Sub
Subj
Sup
Ter
Tmp
TrE
Vrb

Inessive

Instrumental

Modality (‘is permitted’
‘may’ -hAt)

Multiplicative suffix
Nominalizer

Nominative

Ordinalizer

Participle

Past Tense (-t)
perfectivizing preverb meg
Plural

Possessed

Possessor

Predicate

Particle of different kinds
Partitive-like suffix (suffix -ik)
Question particle (-e)
Singular

Sublative

Subjunctive

Superessive

Terminative

Temporal (-kor)
Translative/Essive
Verbalizer

Diacritics used for indicating acceptability judgments

* Unacceptable

*?
?7?

Intermediate or unclear status

?

Relatively acceptable compared to *

Marked: not completely acceptable or disfavored form

@ Slightly marked, but probably acceptable

no marking Fully acceptable
v

Fully acceptable (after unacceptable or marked variants)

%

judgments among speakers

-+ & #*

Extinct

Unacceptable under intended reading
Special status: old-fashioned, archaic, very formal, incoherent, etc.

/

Not (fully) acceptable due to non-syntactic factors or varying



Other conventions

xxlyy
*xxlyy

XXI*yy
[y ... 7]

XXy ... Z]

(xx)

*(xx)
(*xx)

o (XX

XX ... YY;i
XXi ... YY;
XXijj
XXipj

[xp ... ]

Acceptable both with xx and with yy

Unacceptable with xx, but acceptable with yy

Acceptable with xx, but unacceptable with yy

A unit (but not necessarily a constituent) consisting of more than one
word

Acceptable both with xx, which is a word, and with [y ... z], which is
a unit (but not necessarily a constituent) consisting of more than one
word

Acceptable both with and without xx

Acceptable with, but unacceptable without xx

Acceptable without, but unacceptable with xx

Alternative placement of xx in an example

Coindexing indicates coreference

Counter-indexing indicates disjoint reference

Unacceptable with index i, acceptable with index j

Unacceptable with index j, acceptable with index i

Constituent brackets of a constituent XP






Chapter 2
Nouns: internal syntax

Introduction: noun phrase layers (Gdbor Alberti)

2.1.

2.1.1.
2.1.1.1.
2.1.1.2.
2.1.1.2.1.
2.1.1.2.2.
2.1.1.3.
2.1.14.
2.1.14.1.
2.1.14.2.
2.1.1.4.3.
2.1.144.
2.1.145.
2.1.1.4.6.
2.1.1.4.7.

2.1.2.

2.1.2.1.
2.1.2.2.
2.1.2.3.
2.1.24.
2.1.2.5.
2.1.2.6.

2.1.3.

2.2.

2.2.1.
22.1.1.
22.1.1.1.
2.2.1.1.1.1.
22.1.1.1.2.
22.1.1.1.3.

22.1.1.2.
22.1.1.2.1.
22.1.12.2.

Complementation (Judit Farkas and Gdbor Alberti)

General characterization of the complement zones
Complement zones of nouns in Hungarian?
Arguments of nouns

The external argument of nouns

Internal arguments of nouns

Argument order in complement zones
Operators in complement zones
Mind-quantifier

Is-quantifier

Focus

Negative focus

Negative quantifier

Wh-phrases

Summary

Tests for distinguishing arguments from adjuncts
Tests based on taking internal scope

Tests based on taking external scope

Tests based on precopular predicative constructions
Tests based on pronominalization

Tests based on extraction

Summary

Sentential arguments

Modification (Gdbor Alberti and Judit Farkas)

Premodification

Attributive constructions

Adjunct-like attributive constructions

Form of adjunct-like attributive constructions

662

662

664
664
688
688
691
699
712
715
720
724
729
731
734
735

739
744
747
751
756
762
767

774

775

786
787
788
788

Internal-scope taking in the case of adjunct-like attributive constructions797

External-scope taking in the case of adjunct-like attributive

constructions

Argument-like attributive constructions

Form of argument-like attributive constructions
Internal-scope taking in the case of argument like
attributive constructions

805
815
815

820
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2.2.1.1.2.3. External-scope taking in the case of argument-like attributive

constructions 828
2.2.1.2. Possessors 837
2.2.1.2.1. Basic data 838
2.2.1.2.1.1. Form of the possessor 838
2.2.1.2.1.2. Form of the possessee 845
2.2.1.2.2.  Unmarked possessor 855
2.2.1.2.2.1. Internal-scope taking in the case of unmarked possessors 857
2.2.1.2.2.2. External-scope taking in the case of unmarked possessors 860
2.2.1.2.3. NAK possessor 865
2.2.1.2.3.1. Internal-scope taking in the case of NAK possessors 867
2.2.1.2.3.2. External-scope taking in the case of NAK possessors 869
2.2.1.3. A special position for non-possessor arguments

before NAK possessor 875
2.2.14. Internal and external scopes: summary and complex cases 883
2.2.2. Postmodification 891
2.3. Appositive constructions (Bernadett Széke) 896
2.3.1. Definition and types of appositive constructions 896
2.3.1.1. Definition 896
2.3.1.2. Types of appositive constructions 897
2.3.1.2.1. Attributive and “identifying” appositions 897
2.3.1.2.2. Close and loose appositions 897
2.3.2. Close appositive constructions 901
2.3.2.1. Subtypes of close appositions 902
2.3.2.2. Intonation of close appositive constructions 904
2.3.2.3. Form of the elements in the close appositive construction 905
2.3.2.4. Morpho-syntactic considerations 906
2.3.2.4.1. Case suffixes 906
2.3.2.4.2. Pluralization 907
2.3.2.43. Agreement of the verb with the close appositive construction 909
2.3.2.4.4. Anaphoric relations 910
2.3.2.4.5. Omissibility 912
2.3.3. Loose appositive constructions 912
2.3.3.1. Subtypes of loose apposition 913
2.3.3.1.1. Identification 913
2.3.3.1.2. Attribution 916
2.3.3.1.3. Inclusion 918
2.3.3.1.4. Characterization of subtypes of the loose apposition 921
2.3.3.2. Intonation of loose appositive constructions 924
2.3.3.3. Order of the elements of loose appositive constructions 924
2.3.34. Morpho-syntactic considerations 925
2.3.3.4.1. Affix sharing 925
2.3.3.4.2. Number agreement 926
2.3.3.4.3. Subject-verb and object-verb agreement 927

2.3.3.5.  Omissibility 931



24.

24.1.
24.1.1.

2.4.2.

24.2.1.
242.2.
24.2.3.

24.3.

243.1.
24.3.2.
2.433.

24.4.

244.1.
244.2.
2.4.4.3.

2.4.5.

2.5.

2.5.1
2.5.1.1.
2.5.1.1.1.
25.1.1.2.
2.5.1.1.3.
25.1.14.
2.5.1.1.5.
2.5.1.1.5.1.
2.5.1.1.5.2.
2.5.1.2.
2.5.1.2.1.
25.1.2.2.
2.5.1.2.3.
25.1.24.
2.5.1.2.5.
2.5.1.2.6.
2.5.1.3.
2.5.1.3.1.
2.5.1.3.2.
2.5.14.

2.5.2.
25.2.1.
25.22.
2522.1.
25222.
25.2.23.

2.5.3.

Classifiers (Veronika Szabo and Bdlint Téth)

General overview
Types of Nis (classifiers) and Nos

The head of a classifier construction
The syntactic head of CCs

The semantic head of CCs
Summary

Properties of classifiers (N;)
Morphological properties
Syntactic properties
Semantic properties of N
Properties of N,
Morphological properties
Syntactic properties
Semantic properties

A note on partitive constructions

Articles and demonstratives

Articles (Anita Viszket, Judit Kleiber, Veronika Szabdo)
Noun phrases with an article

The core meaning of the articles

Definiteness and indefiniteness

Specificity and non-specificity

Distributivity

Genericity

Generic constructions with definite noun phrases

Generic constructions with indefinite singular noun phrases
Noun phrases without an article

Cases excluded from the inquiry

Number neutrality

Constraining the distribution of the bare NP: syntactic positions
Are bare-NP structures collocations, or not?

Obligatory construal

The referential variety of bare-NP

Special cases: proper nouns and vocatives

Proper nouns

Vocatives

Summary

Demonstratives (Veronika Szabo)

Classification

Morphological properties of demonstratives in Hungarian
Demonstrative as determiner

Demonstratives as arguments

Demonstratives as predicates

Determiners containing the unique identification suffix -ik
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933
934

940
941
942
945

946
946
952
963

968
968
968
970

972

976

976
980
981
982
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987
988
989
999
1002
1002
1004
1006
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1015
1016
1016
1022
1026

1026
1027
1034
1038
1040
1040

1041
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Numerals and quantifiers (Eva Dékdny and Aniké Csirmaz)
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Cardinal numerals
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The absence of plural marking on the noun
Semantics
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Special cases
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Ordinals without the partitive-like -ik suffix
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Introduction
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Use as modifier
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Introduction: noun phrase layers (Gdbor Alberti)

Let us evoke our (SoD-NP-based, deliberately theory-independent) general structure
of the noun phrase, as demonstrated in (95) in 1.1.2.1 and in (105) in 1.1.2.2,
repeated here as (640).

Recall that the NP-domain consists of the head noun, its complement(s) and its
restrictive modifier(s), as is shown in (640A). Semantically speaking, the NP
determines the denotation of the complete noun phrase. Modification of the noun
involves modification of the set denoted by the noun phrase. Since the NP-domain
itself does not encode the fact that noun phrases are normally used as referring
expressions, this is the semantic function of the elements constituting the determining
domain (640B). The lexical elements that are found in the determining domain—
different kinds of determiners, demonstratives, quantifiers, numerals and classifiers—
are assumed to be external to the NP, which implies that they have no effect on the
denotation of the (modified) noun. Their semantic contribution is restricted to the
referential and/or quantificational properties of the noun phrase as a whole.

(640) e The general structure of the noun phrase
A. NP-domain:
[xp preN-modifier(s) [xp Complement N Complement(s)] postN-modifier(s)]
B. Determining domain
b. Pre-D zone:
[ [...NP..Jw V DPpn D ... [NP-domain] ... ]
b’. Post-D zone:
[..D [.NP..] V DetPpy, NumP [NP-domain]...]
b”. Post-NP zone:
[ ... [NP-domain] XP* CP]

This chapter is devoted to the scrutiny of the fillers of this schema, essentially from
layer to layer, starting from the inner ones and working towards the outer ones.

First of all, the innermost NP layer (640A) is discussed, namely, the pre- and
postnominal complement zone; section 2.1 is devoted to this topic. Sections 2.2 and
2.3 deal with restrictive modification (640A) and non-restrictive modification
(640b’-b”), within which section 2.3 discusses the special topic of appositive
constructions. Then three sections scrutinize prominent points of the determining
zone such as classifiers (2.4), articles and demonstratives (2.5), and numerals and
quantifiers (2.6). The chapter concludes with a short section on bibliographical
notes (2.7).

We call the reader’s attention to subsection 1.1.2, which has given a first
approximation to the fine structure of the Hungarian noun phrase from a bird’s eye
view and in this way it can serve as a solid basis for studying the even finer details.

2.1. Complementation (Judit Farkas and Gdbor Alberti)

This section discusses the innermost NP core (641a), that is, the pre- and
postnominal complement zone of the noun, within the complete NP domain (641b).
We follow SoD-NP in distinguishing such an innermost NP core containing
complements from an outer layer consisting of modifiers; though the chapter
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division has been changed as follows: sections 2.1 and 2.2 correspond to chapters 2
and 3 in SoD-NP.

(641) e The general structure of the NP-domain in Hungarian
a. [wp Complement N Complement(s)]
b. [np preN-modifier(s) [xp Complement N Complement(s)] postN-modifier(s)]

The first series of examples, which is (96) from 1.1.2.1 repeated here as (642)
below, demonstrates the five positions in the complete NP-domain (641b) from the
center outward, where the center is the ifalicized noun head (642a). Then (642b) and
(642b’) show the “appearance” of a prenominal and a postnominal complement,
respectively, in the internal NP-zone according to (641a). Finally, (642c) and
(642c’) exemplify a prenominal modifier position and a postnominal modifier
position, outside the internal NP-zone (641b).

(642) e The general structure of the NP-domain with a deverbal noun as its head
a. az [np érkezés]
the arrival
‘the arrival’
b. a[npPestre érkezés]
the Pest.Sub arrival
‘the arrival in Pest’
b’. a[npPestre érkezése a fiadnak]
the Pest.Sub arrival.Poss.3Sg the son.Poss.2Sg.Dat
‘your son’s arrival in Pest’
c. a[npvaratlan [wp Pestre érkezése a fiadnak] ]
the unexpected Pest.Sub arrival.Poss.3Sg the son.Poss.2Sg.Dat
‘your son’s unexpected arrival in Pest’
¢’. a|[np varatlan [wp Pestre érkezése a fiadnak | 1992-ben]
the unexpected Pest.Sub arrival.Poss.3Sg the son.Poss.2Sg.Dat 1992-Ine
‘your son’s unexpected arrival in Pest in 1992’

Since both the status of the prenominal complement zone and that of the
postnominal complement zone are controversial in the Hungarian literature,
subsection 2.1.1 is largely devoted to the mere legitimization of these zones and the
overview of their felicity conditions. As it is also difficult to distinguish
complements (642b-b’) from modifiers (642c-c’), just like in Dutch, we adapt the
four (essentially universal) tests applied in SoD-NP to perform this task (2.1.2), also
serving the general purpose of revealing the enigmatic continuum from the most
prototypical “verbal-like” internal thematic arguments to totally free adjuncts. The
section concludes with the brief discussion of sentential arguments (2.1.3).

As was hinted in subsection 1.2.3, four basic types of noun are distinguished
with respect to complementation, namely, derived nouns (643a), story/picture nouns
(643Db), relational nouns (643c), and ordinary nouns (643d).
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(643) e The classification of nouns with respect to complementation
a. Mindenkit meglepett az a vdratlan 0Osszevesz-és-e
everyone.Acc surprise.Past.3Sg that the unexpected quarrel-AS-Poss.3Sg
Peti-nek lIli-vel a tdvirdnyito-n.
Peti-Dat  Ili-Ins  the remote_control-Sup
‘The fact that Peti had an unexpected row with 1li because of the remote control was a surprise to
everyone.’

b. Elloptak az-t a hires kép-é-t
steal.Past.DefObj.3P1 that-Acc the famous picture-Poss.3Sg-Acc
Csontvdry-nak ar-rol a gorog tdj-rol.

Csontvdry-Dat that-Del the Greek landscape-Del
‘That famous picture of Csontvdry of that Greek landscape was stolen.’

c. Meglatogattam az-t a kedves hiig-d-t Péter-nek.
visit.Past.1Sg that-Acc the nice little_sister-Poss.3Sg-Acc  Péter-Dat
‘I visited that nice little sister of Péter’s.’

d. Eltint Péter /[aza mérnok]/[az a szép toll-a 1li-nek].

vanish.Past.3Sg Péter /that the engineer /that the beautiful pen-Poss.3Sg Ili-Dat
‘Péter / [That engineer] / [ That beautiful pen of 1li’s] has vanished.’

Thus we adapt the practice of SoD-NP applied in Chapter 2 in this respect as well.
Nevertheless, it is an open question whether all Hungarian nouns can be classified
as belonging to one of these groups. As to this question, we call the reader’s
attention to the fact that several nouns which are not derived by means of
productive nominalizers, or even not derived at all, are to be regarded as irregularly
derived “blocking forms” of “productively derived” potential forms (1.3). They,
indeed, pattern with (eventuality-type-based) derived nouns, exactly with respect to
argument taking; so they fit in the (643a)-type of the system of nouns. Belonging to
this group are non-productively derived nouns such as vaddszat ‘hunt.Nmn’
(‘hunting’) and spontaneitds ‘spontaneous.Nmn’ (‘spontaneity’) as well as non-
derived nouns such as ostrom ‘siege’ and Jr ‘guard’ (see the subsections on forms
of derived nouns in 1.3, especially the series of examples in (221-223) in 1.3.1.2.1).

2.1.1. General characterization of the complement zones

Subsection 2.1.1.1 is devoted purely to the legitimization of the pre- and
postnominal complement zone of nouns in Hungarian and the overview of their
felicity conditions. Subsection 2.1.1.2 discusses external and internal arguments of
different types of nouns. Subsections 2.1.1.3 and 2.1.1.4 are concerned with the
order and the information-structural function of internal arguments, respectively,
both in the prenominal complement zone and in the postnominal complement zone.

2.1.1.1. Complement zones of nouns in Hungarian?

Let us start with a brief discussion of (the problem of) the prenominal complement
zone of the Hungarian noun phrase, which will be followed by a thorough
discussion of (the problem of) the postnominal complement zone.

As is illustrated in the series of examples in (644), in the case of all the four
types of noun phrases presented in (643) above there can be found noun phrases
which have a (phonetically non-empty) prenominal complement zone (or at least,
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such a construal is to be studied in specific theoretical frameworks). In (644a), a
derived (AS-)noun is complemented by a sublative case-marked (“inherited”) bare
noun (phrase), in bold. In (644b,d), a story/picture noun and an ordinary noun are
complemented by proper names, respectively. Finally, the prenominal complement
zone of the relational noun in (644c) is occupied by a bare noun (phrase). Note in
passing that the other two main subtypes of relational nouns readily host a
prenominal argument (e.g., utcasarok ‘street-corner’, bokszoléorr ‘boxer-nose’).

(644) e Noun phrases with a prenominal complement zone
a. Mindenkit meglepett a vdratlan vidékre érkez-és-ed.
everyone.Acc surprise.Past.3Sg the unexpected countryside.Sub arrive-AS-Poss.3Sg
‘The fact that you arrived in the countryside unexpectedly was a surprise to everyone.’
b. Elloptak az-t a hires Csontvdry-kép-et.
steal.Past.DefObj.3P1 that-Acc the famous Csontvdry-picture-Acc
‘That famous Csontvdry picture was stolen.’

c. A milliomos-unokd-k-nak konnyl életiik van.
the millionaire-grandchild-Pl-Dat easy life.Poss.3P1 be.3Sg
‘Grandchildren of millionaires have easy lives.’

d. Eltint az a gyonyori Berger-kutya.
vanish.Past.3Sg that the beautiful Berger-dog
‘That beautiful Berger dog (i.e., the dog bred by Berger) has vanished.’

As was discussed in connection with the examples in (96-102) in 1.1.2.1, the status
of the relevant prenominal complement zone left-adjacent to the noun head is far
from trivial (Laczkd 1995: 125-154). Just like in the case of verbs, this zone is
“closer” to the head than other zones. It can be found so close to the noun that their
relationship may be regarded as a problem for morphology or for the lexicon, and
not for syntax. A [dependent + noun] unit like this, for instance, is similar to a
compound word in that it has a single stress on the first syllable of the “dependent”
component of the unit. This pattern is the same as that of the [argument + verb] unit
which serves as the basis for the derivation of the nominal counterpart in the case of
a derived noun (see (644a)). Elements of the given zone left-adjacent to the verbal
or nominal head can often be characterized by “reduced” complementhood because
they tend to lose their referential power (and to gain some predicative power). We
are convinced, however, that the elements concerned, which can all be expressed (in
some adjusted form) as elements in the postnominal complement zone too, are
worth taking into account if we intend to obtain a complete picture of the
distribution of (conceptual) arguments of nominal (and verbal) heads (in terms of
word order). Therefore, we continue to use the concept of a prenominal complement
zone in each relevant subsection of this book. The reader should feel free to adapt
his/her chosen framework to account for the data we discuss under this umbrella.
Our task is to review the Hungarian language using an ultimately language-
independent strategy, which may, for the most part, be based upon universal
pragmatico-semantic factors. In the given area, this universal basis is the fact that a
head typically has lexically selected “dependents”. In this light, our task is to
observe all forms of the syntactic appearance of these dependents, while at the same
time thoroughly describing their limitations and the restrictions on these
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appearances. By doing so, we intend to provide a solid empirical basis for would-be
theory-dependent categorizations and accounts.

It is worth mentioning a special construction at this point, which can be called
an identifying construction (645). Its ideal form is a possessive construction with an
unmarked possessor (e.g., Pécs in (645b)), but a counterpart of the possessor can
also appear in the prenominal complement zone, as is illustrated in (645c)—that is
why this identifying construction is discussed here. Nevertheless, for the sake of
completeness, it is also presented here that the given dependent cannot appear in the
postnominal complement zone, where it should be realized in the form of a NAK
possessor (645d). Moreover, it cannot be realized as a NAK possessor in any way
(645d’). A NAK possessor (645d-d’), thus, in contrast to the unmarked forms (645b-
¢), inevitably triggers disjunct reference between the possessor and the possessee.

(645) e The pre- and postnominal complement zone of identifying constructions
a. A kulfoldon él6 miivészt tavaly Kkitiintette...
the abroad.Sup live.Part artist Acc last_year award.Past.DefObj.3Sg
‘The artist living abroad was awarded by...”
b. ..Pécs vdros-a.
Pécs  city-Poss.3Sg
‘...the city of Pécs.’
c. ..Pécs vdros ( (7)polgdrmestere).
Pécs  city mayor.Poss.3Sg
*...(the mayor of) the city of Pécs.
d. *..a vdros-a Pécsnek.
the city-Poss.3Sg Pécs.Dat
Intended meaning: ‘...the city of Pécs.’
d’. *... Pécsnek a vdros-a.
Pécs.Dat  the city-Poss.3Sg
Intended meaning: ‘...the city of Pécs.’

Let us now turn to the general question of the postnominal complement zone. Here
the problem has to do with constituency, that is, whether a phrase that semantically
belongs to a noun forms a constituent with it in syntax as well. At this point we
direct the reader’s attention to Remark 19 below on the question (of the status) of
postnominal complement zone in the Hungarian generative literature. Our
discussion of the topic is essentially based on Alberti, Farkas and Szab6 (2015).

In (646) below, the general problem is illustrated as follows: a noun phrase with
its potential complement (in bold) has been placed in sentence in the postverbal
complement zone (646a), and in the topic zone (646b). The question in (646a) is
whether the instrumental case-marked noun phrase (/livel ‘Ili.Ins’) occupies a
syntactic position in the postnominal complement zone of the AS-noun
osszeveszésed ‘quarrel.AS.Poss.2Sg’ or one in the complement zone of the finite
verb okozott ‘cause.Past.3Sg’, separated from this noun, occupying a position just
like the dative case-marked argument (az unokahiigodnak ‘the niece.Poss.2Sg.Dat’)
of the verb does. A similar question in connection with (646b) is whether the
instrumental case-marked noun phrase occupies a position in the postnominal
complement zone of the AS-noun, whose phrase is now one of the topics of the
finite verb (NB: the dative case-marked noun phrase also functions as a topic), or
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whether it functions as a separate topic of the finite verb. There is no
straightforward answer to these questions due to the absence of any explicit clues in
the given sentence structures.

(646) @ Noun phrases with a postnominal complement zone?
a. “Komoly csalodast okozott

serious disappointment.Acc cause.Past.3Sg

a vdratlan Osszevesz-és-ed Ili-vel az unokahigodnak.

the unexpected quarrel-AS-Poss.2Sg Ili-Ins  the niece.Poss.2Sg.Dat

‘The fact that you had an unexpected row with Ili caused a serious disappointment for your niece.’
a’. Komoly csalddast okozott

serious disappointment.Acc cause.Past.3Sg

az unokahigodnak a vdratlan Osszevesz-és-ed Ili-vel.

the niece.Poss.2Sg.Dat the unexpected quarrel-As-Poss.2Sg Ili-Ins

‘The fact that you had an unexpected row with Ili caused a serious disappointment for your niece.’
a”’. Az unokahigodnak komoly csalddast okozott

the niece.Poss.2Sg.Dat  serious disappointment.Acc cause.Past.3Sg

a vdratlan Osszevesz-és-ed Ili-vel.

the unexpected quarrel-AS-Poss.2Sg Ili-Ins

‘The fact that you had an unexpected row with Ili caused a serious disappointment for your niece.’
b. A vdratlan Osszevesz-és-ed Ili-vel az unokahigodnak

the unexpected quarrel-AS-Poss.2Sg Ili-Ins  the niece.Poss.2Sg.Dat

komoly csal6dast okozott.

serious disappointment.Acc cause.Past.3Sg

‘The fact that you had an unexpected row with Ili caused a serious disappointment for your niece.’
b’. Az unokahigodnak a vdratlan dsszevesz-és-ed Ili-vel

the niece.Poss.2Sg.Dat  the unexpected quarrel-AS-Poss.2Sg Ili-Ins

komoly csal6dast okozott.

serious disappointment.Acc cause.Past.3Sg

‘The fact that you had an unexpected row with Ili caused a serious disappointment for your niece.’
b”. A vdratlan 0Osszevesz-és-ed Ili-vel

the unexpected quarrel-AS-Poss.2Sg Ili-Ins

komoly csal6dast okozott az unokahigodnak.

serious disappointment.Acc cause.Past.3Sg the niece.Poss.2Sg.Dat

‘The fact that you had an unexpected row with Ili caused a serious disappointment for your niece.’

Note in passing that the word-order variants presented in the primed and double
primed examples in (646) cannot solve the dilemma either, since the instrumental
case-marked noun phrase in question may still be regarded as syntactically
belonging to the verb (as its separate complement in (646a’-a”) or as its separate
topic in (646b’-b”)) or belonging to the AS-noun (as its syntactic satellite in the
postnominal complement zone in all cases).

All in all, neither the postverbal complement zone nor the topic field are
suitable for basing a constituency test upon. The quantifier field, however, may be
of some use to us.

As is demonstrated in the primed examples in (647) below, a mind-quantifier
can be followed by another quantifier—by an is-quantifier, for instance—but it
cannot be followed by a topic. The primeless examples in (647) show how we can
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utilize this fact to verify that Hungarian nouns are generally capable of having a
phonetically non-empty postnominal complement zone. The given structures (in
italics) can only be analyzed as follows: the noun phrases written in bold are
undoubtedly in the postnominal complement zones of the corresponding quantified
nouns (647a,b,c,d), since if they were topics belonging to the finite verbs (after
quantifiers), the sequences of words in question could not form acceptable
sentences, see (647a’,b’,c’,d’).

Thus, the quantifier field is suitable for basing a reliable constituency test upon
in all four subtypes of nouns, at least in cases in which there is no obstacle to testing
the given noun phrase with its potential complement(s) in a quantified form (on
problems of quantification in certain subtypes of derived nouns, see Table 38 in
subsection 1.3.1.7, Table 45 in 1.3.3.1.3, and see also 1.3.2.1.4.3 and 1.3.2.1.4.3).

(647) e Tests for verifying that noun phrases have a postnominal complement zone:
1. Quantifiers

a. “Mindkét ldtogat-ds-od Julindl feltiint Marinak.
both visit-AS-Poss.2Sg  Juli.Ade occur.Past.3Sg Mari.Dat
‘Mari noticed both of your visits to Juli’s.’

a’. Mindkét latogat-as-od Marinak “("is) feltiint.
both visit-As-Poss.2Sg Mari.Dat also occur.Past.3Sg
‘Mari noticed both of your visits (too).’

b. “Mindkét cikk a fonevekrdl bekeriilt a kotetbe.
both paper the noun.Pl.Del get_into.Past.3Sg the volume.lll
‘Both papers on nouns got into the volume.’

b’. Mindkét cikk a kotetbe “(7is) bekeriilt.
both paper the volume.Ill also get_into.Past.3Sg
‘Both papers got into the volume (t00).

c. PMindkér fia Marinak bekeriilt az egyetemre.
both son.Poss.3Sg Mari.Dat get_into.Past.3Sg theuniversity.Sub
‘Both sons of Mari were admitted to the university.’

¢’. Mindkét fia az egyetemre (“is) bekeriilt.
both son.Poss.3Sg the university.Sub  also get_into.Past.3Sg

‘Both of her sons were admitted to the university (too).”

d. “Mindkét kutydja  Marinak berohant a hazba.
both dog.Poss.3Sg Mari.Dat  run.Past.3Sg the house.lll
‘Both of Mari’s dogs ran into the house.’

d’. Mindkét kutydgja a hazba “(7is) berohant.
both dog.Poss.3Sg the houselll  also run.Past.3Sg
‘Both of her dogs ran into the house (t0o).’

The contrastive topic constructions in (648) below also verify that (all four types of)
Hungarian nouns can have a (phonetically non-empty) postnominal complement
zone (see the noun phrases written in italics and bold). This demonstration is due to
the fact that the edges of a constituent in contrastive topic position can be marked
explicitly with such extra clues as a ‘for instance’-construction (Na példdul...) in the
left periphery of the topicalized phrase and a resumptive pronoun (az ‘that’) in its
right periphery, both are illustrated in (648a-d).
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(648) e Tests for verifying that noun phrases have a postnominal complement zone:

II. Contrastive Topic

a. Na példaul a ldtogat-ds-od Julindl, az feltiint Marinak.
well for_instance the visit-AS-Poss.2Sg Juli.Ade that occur.Past.3Sg Mari.Dat
‘Well for instance, your visit to Juli’s, Mari noticed that.”

b. Na példaul a cikk a fonevekrodl, az bekeriilt a kotetbe.
well for_instance the paper the noun.Pl.Del that get_into.Past.3Sg the volume.Ill
‘Well for instance, the paper on nouns, that got into the volume.”’

c. Napéldaul a fia Marinak, az bekeriilt az egyetemre.
well for_instance the son.Poss.3Sg Mari.Dat that get_into.Past.3Sg the university.Sub
‘Well for instance, Mari’s son, he was admitted to the university.’

d. Napéldaul a kutydia  Marinak, az berohant a hazba.

well for_instance the dog.Poss.3Sg Mari.Dat that run.Past.3Sg the house.Ill
‘Well for instance, Mari’s dog, it ran into the house.’

A contrastive topic, hence, can serve as an excellent basis for an adequate
constituency test in Hungarian, which we make use of throughout the rest of this
volume.

Such titles as those presented in (649a-a’) below also serve as evidence for the
hypothesis that Hungarian nouns can have a (phonetically non-empty) postnominal
complement zone, since there is no matrix verb in the given examples which may be
claimed to potentially serve as the head that the given noun phrases belong to as a
complement. It therefore cannot be doubted that the noun phrases written in bold
belong to the corresponding noun heads as their complement.

(649) e Tests for verifying that noun phrases have a postnominal complement zone:

III. Titles
a. Taldlkozds egy fiatalember-rel
meeting a young_man-Ins

‘Meeting with a young man’ (a short story by Frigyes Karinthy)’
a’. Harc a Nagyirral
fight the potentate.Ins
‘Fight with the Lord’ (a poem by Endre Ady)’
b. Elolvastam [a Taldlkozds egy fiatalember-rel-t] /
read.Past.1Sg the meeting a young_man-Ins-Acc /
*la Taldlkozds-t egy fiatalember-rel].
the meeting-Acc a young_man-Ins-Acc
‘I read the short novel Taldlkozds egy fiatalemberrel. (‘Meeting with a young man’)’
b’. Nagyon varom *[a taldlkozas egy rajongdém-mal-t] /
very.much wait.DefObj.1Sg the meeting a fan.Poss.1Sg-Ins-Acc /
“ [a taldlkozds-t egy rajongém-mall.
the meeting-Acc a fan.Poss.1Sg-Ins
‘I'm very much looking forward to the meeting with a fan of mine.’

As is illustrated in (