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1 Introduction Roadmap
Section 2 Overview of Gottscheerisch
e In this presentation, we build upon ongoing research on non-
concatenative allomorphy from a late-insertion perspective (Arregi Section 3 Plurals & diminutives in (standard) German & Gottscheerisch
and Nevins, 2012; Bye and Svenonius, 2012; Lowenstamm, 2015a;
Lowenstamm, 2015b; Lowenstamm, 2017; Shwayder, 2015; Embick and
Shwayder, 2018; Miiller, 2025)

Section 4 Analysis

Section 5 Conclusion (+ a really cool Appendix)
— More specifically, we focus on umMLAUT

- Working definition of umlaut: A phonologically consistent/regular ] )
alternation in stem vowel feature specification conditioned by mor- 2  What is Gottscheerisch?
phosyntactic features.

Osterreich

e Empirical focus:

— Plural formation in (standard) German (Kopcke, 1988; Kopcke, 1993;
Kopcke, 1994; Wiese, 1996a; Wiese, 1996b) & Gottscheerisch (H.
Tschinkel, 1908; W. Tschinkel, 1973; W. Tschinkel, 1976)

e Not all umlauts are created equal (e.g., ‘(little) wheel(s)")

SG PL DIM.SG DIM.PL
German das Rad  die Rider das Réidchen  die Ridchen
[wat] [pede] [Betgon ] [Betgon] Source: Gottschee Digital
g
Gottscheerisch s Rot da Redor s Radle doa Radlain e S. Bavarian Sprachinsel ‘language island’ centered on Gottschee/Kocevije
[rot] [redor] [radle] [radlain] (ca. 1350-1941)
o Key challenges: e Also called Gottschee German or Granis(c)h,' although the latter usage may

also refer to Slovene varieties

— Account for the ‘disentangling’ of pim and Num

e 30,000 speakers at its pre-WWI height prior to mass emigration
- Lexemes with three distinct stem vowels

1< Ger. Krainisch ‘Carniolan’ < Lat. Carniola land of the Carni (diminutive)’ < Celt. Carni

— Disfix & metathesis plural suffixes ‘ethnonym for an Alpine tribe of Noricum [present-day Austria] and Venetia’.
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e ~12,000 (~95%) relocated in winter of 1941/2
e Today’s population(s) are located in:

— USA & Canada (thousands in Queens, Cleveland, Milwaukee, Kitch-
ener [ON], etc.)

- Austria (hundreds in Graz, Klagenfurt, Vienna, etc.)

— Slovenia (very few in Kocevije)

e Moribund status, most speakers are over 70 years old

3 Plurals & diminutives in (Standard) German &
Gottscheerisch

3.1 Plural formation

3.1.1 Standard German (StG)
e Five concatenative suffixes (-¢, -er, -(e)n, -s, and 0)) and umlaut
e Vowel change is sometimes predictable by plural suffix:

— -(e)n and -s never occurs with umlaut
— -e and () can occur with and without umlaut

- -er always occurs with umlaut
e Umlaut in StG = back vowels are fronted

— Front vowels, e.g., [1, i], remain fronted
o Examples: Kind~Kinder ‘child (ren)’; Lied~Lieder ‘song(s)’
— Back vowels

o Examples: see Table 1

Table 1: Vowel Alternations in Plurals (StG; back vowels only)

Vstem Ve Example Gloss

ulu]or[v] uly]or[y] derFuchs — die Fiichse ‘fox(es)’

ofo]or[p] 0©lg]or[e] derSohn — die Séhne ‘son(s)’
a [a] or [a] alg] die Hand — die Hinde ~ "hand(s)’

au [av] du [o1] das Haus — die Hiuser ~ "house(s)’

3.1.2 Gottscheerisch (Gott.)

Orthography & pronunciation

# Gottscheerisch orthography uses <a> to represent schwa pronuncia-
tion. A written <e> is always pronounced [e].

# Written <ii> and <6> are pronounced differently from their StG coun-
terparts: [u] and [e], respectively.

e Four concatenative suffixes (-2, -ar, -n, and 0), - disfixation, -or metathesis,
and umlaut (See examples in Table 4 in the Appendix)

o Whether a vowel changes is sometimes predictable by plural suffix, but
differs from the StG pattern:

— -n and -2 disfixation never combine with umlaut
— -9, -ar, 0, and -ar metathesis can occur with and without umlaut

- no pluralizing morpheme always induces umlaut

Table 2: Vowel Alternations in Plurals (Gottscheerisch)

Place Vstem Vi Example Gloss
ifi] i[i] ’s Khint — da Khindar ‘child (ren)’
= ele e [e] dar Eppfl — da Eppfla ‘apple(s)’
£ ia [io] ia [io] 's Tiar — do Tiara ‘animal(s)’
ea [ea] eafea] s Reach — da Reaha ‘deer’
= 6 [e] e e] s Joch — da Jechar ‘yoke(s)’
*E i [4] i[i] dor Viiksch — da Vikkscha ~ ‘fox(es)’
g o [wo]  io[ie]  dar Zbiior — do Zbiara ‘oath(s)’
u [u] a [a] dor Numa — da Nama(r)  ‘name(s)’
o [o] a [a] da Nocht — da Nachta night(s)’
o [o] e [e] da Hont — da Henta ‘hand(s)’
o [o] eafea] do Tochtor — do Teachtra  ‘daughter(s)’
a [a] a [a) 's Ascht — da Aschtar nest(s)’
~ ud [uo] a [a] da Nuat — da Nata(r) ‘seam(s)’
3 ud [uo] e [e] dar Schuadn — da Schedn ~ ‘damage(s)’
oa [oa] eaea] dar Vioach — do Vleaha ‘flea(s)’
oai [pai] oai [pai] s Oai — da Oaijor ‘egg(s)’
ai [ai] ai [ai] s Baip — da Baibor ‘woman, women’
aii [au] ai [ai] 's Hatisch — da HaiZor ‘house(s)’
au [au] au[au] dar Hausch — da Hauza ‘throat(s)’

2The -ar suffix is close to doing so, but one example doesn’t allow us to make this claim.
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e Umlaut in Gott. # umlaut in StG ?

- Front vowels remain fronted and central vowels change consistently
- Back vowels, if they change, become either [e] or [a] (in one case: [i])
— See Table 2 where stem vowels that change in plural are in bold

— Not ‘German umlaut’ but still mostly fronting?

We consider (most) Gottscheerisch alternations ‘fronting’
Front vowels Umlaut (‘fronting’) is applied vacuously

Central vowels These are consistently fronted, height doesn’t change

Back vowels Most appear fronted on the surface, and though there are
some height changes, if we, for the moment, ignore the fact that [a]
does not front, ignore the changes to a plural [e] vowel, and ignore
the diphthong [au] back vowels front consistently.

We posit /p/ — an underlying vowel phoneme in Gott. that is Low. It
occurs rounded as low <o> (H. Tschinkel, 1908, pp. 12-13) and un-
dergoes raising to <u> and breaking to <ue> in predictable environ-
ments (more work to be done to develop a phonological analysis of
these patterns).

[a] doesn’t umlaut because it’s already fronted H. Tschinkel (1908) ob-
serves that <a> is fronted relative to <o/u> which are back vowels
in Gott.

[au] doesn’t umlaut because it’s not inherently a diphthong [au] is the
result of [-vocalization, i.e., not inherently a diphthong

Cf. Gott. aut—eltar—eltischt ‘old, elder, eldest’ &
Gott. Haiisch/Hausch vs. Ger. Haus/Hals ‘house/throat’

[oai] doesn’t umlaut because it patterns like [ai] Umlaut is vacuously
applied here just as it is to the diphthong [ai] (We can’t attribute the
triphthong to the phon. environment — minimal pair: Gott. main ‘my’
& moain(an) ‘to mean, say’ (cf. Ger. mein & meinen))

(1) Contrastive features for Gottscheerisch vowel phonemes

ieanwen

/\

FRONT 1)
iea oo

NN

HIGH 0 HIGH 1]

i ea it oD
0 Low 0 Low
e a ) D

Key takeaways
— Umlaut in Gottscheerisch is fronting

— There is an /p, uo/ — [e] singular~plural exception that we deal with
in a later section

3.2 Diminutive formation

e Diminutivization of a mass noun makes it countable

(2) Standard German (Wiltschko, 2021)

a. viel Wein b. wviel-e Wein-chen
much wine many-PL wine-bim

‘much wine’ ‘many portions of wine’

(3) Gottscheerisch (W. Tschinkel, 1973)

a. vil Giiat b. a Giat-le
much cattle a cattle-pmm

‘much livestock’ ‘a (little) cow’

3.2.1 Standard German
o Concatenative suffix, varies by region; StG = -chen

e Always causes stem vowel fronting of back vowels (e.g., Brot~Brétchen)
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— Consistent across number: ein Brétchen, zwei Brotchen (‘bread roll”)

— Same vowel alternations as plural (see Table 1)

e Neuter gender

3.2.2 Gottscheerisch

o Concatenative suffixes -le and -lain for singular and plural diminutives,

respectively: Khneppfle~Khneppflain ‘little button(s)’

o Often causes vowel change in stem

— The stem vowel is consistent across diminutives regardless of num-
ber: Khnopf ~Khneppfle~Khneppflain ‘(little) button(s)’

— Alternations are the same we observe in plural

(see Table 3 for a subset and changes in bold & Table 5 for more)

e Neuter gender

Table 3: Vowel Alternations in Diminutives (Gottscheerisch)

Place Vstem Vo Example Gloss
i[i] ili] Tir — Tirle ‘door’
k= e [e] e [e] Vegl — Vegale ‘bird’
£ i9 [io] ia [io] Tiar — Tiarle ‘animal’
ea [ea] ea[ea]  Schtearn — Schtearnle ‘star’
= 0 [o] e [e] Khnopf — Khneppfle  ‘button’
"E i [4] i[i] Biirscht — Birschtle ‘sausage’
5 o [ud]  io[ie]  Viias — Viasle “foot’
u [u] a[a] Nugl — Nagole ‘nail’
o [o] a[a] Hont — Hantle ‘hand’
o [o] ea[ea]  Tochtar — Teachtarle ‘daughter’
a [a] a [a] Pam — Pamle “tree’
4 ud [uo] a[a Huar — Harle ‘hair’
= oapal] ealea] Doarf — Dearfle ‘village’
oai [0ai] oai [pai] Oai — Oaile ‘egg’
ai [ai] ai[ai]  Tsbaikh — Tsbaigle ‘branch’
aii [ae] ai [al]  Maiisch — Maizle ‘mouse’
au [au]  au[au] Baut — Baudle ‘forest’

Key takeaways

— Umlaut in StG and Gott. can be categorized as a fronting process. This
covers the vowel alternations we see in plurals and diminutives in
both languages.

e Exception: the /o, uo/ — [e] plural in Gott.

— Diminutives in Gott. exhibit distinct suffixes, dependent on number

4 Analysis

4.1 Theoretical background
e Harbour (2014) proposes the following feature inventory:
- singular-plural languages have a binary [+-atomic| feature that occu-
pies a NumP
- [+atomic] = singular, [—atomic] = plural
e We adopt a variant of the Split-NumP hypothesis (Ritter, 1992; Borer,
2005; Borer, 2013; Scontras, 2022; Wiltschko, 2006; Wiltschko, 2021; Dali

and Mathieu, 2021), in which grammatical number is split between (at
least) two projections, one dividing and one counting

e We combine elements of both approaches:

- a DivP (dividing) projection (Borer, 2005; Wiltschko, 2006; Ott,
2011), which hosts functional heads related to individuation,® on
which we house a privative singulativizing aAtomic feature

- a CountP (counting) projection, which houses a privative pluraliz-
ing pL feature

3This projection is also the seat of the collective marker, which crucially does not trigger umlaut,
but which we leave to further work.
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(4) Structure of diminutives (to be revised)
DimP

N

CountP bpm

N

DivP rL

N

nP  atomic

/N

J n

Goal of the remainder of this section

4.2 Concatenative plural & diminutive morphology — we cover
the concatenative pluralizing and diminutivizing strategies in
Gottscheerisch

4.3 Non-concatenative plural & diminutive morphology — we address
the stem allomorphy patterns in Gottscheerisch plurals and diminu-
tives

4.2 Concatenative morphology: diminutive and plural suf-
fixes

4.2.1 Diminutives

SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM

Gott. Tsimmoar Tsimmar Tsimmoarle Tsimmoarlain ‘(little)
StG  Zimmer  Zimmer  Zimmerchen Zimmerchen room(s)’
(5) Vocabulary Items (Gott.) (6) Vocabulary Items (StG)

4.2.2 () plural

(7) Vocabulary Items (Gott.) (8) Vocabulary Items (5tG)
a. +/RoOoM <+ Tsimmar a. /ROOM <> Zimmer
b. no0 b. n< 0
C. PL<> -1/ _DIM c. —
d. &0 d. L0
e. DIM < -le e. DIM < -chen
423 -2 plural
SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM
Gott. Hont Henta Hantle Hantlain .. ,
StG Hand Hinde Hindchen Hindchen (little) hand(s)

(9) Vocabulary Items (Gott.)

(10) Vocabulary Items (S5tG)

a. +/ROOM < Tsimmoar
b. PL< -n/_DIM
C. DIM < -le

a. /ROOM < Zimmer
b. -
C. DIM <> -chen

a. \/HAND <> Hont a. \/HAND <> Hand
b. n+ 0 b. n+0
C. PL<> -1/ _DIM c. —
d. rL« 0/ {/rOOM, ...} d. pL< 0/ {y/rOOM, ...}
e. pL < -3 / {/HAND, ...} e. PL 4> -2 / {\/HAND, ...}
f. bM<« -le f. DM <> -chen
424 -ar plural
SG PL SG.DIM  PL.DIM
Gott. Doarf Dearfar Dearfle  Dearflain .. . ,
StG  Dorf  Dérfer  Dorfchen  Dorfchen (little) village(s)
(11) Vocabulary Items (Gott.) (12) Vocabulary Items (StG)

. v/VILLAGE <> Doarf

a
b. n<0

C. PL<> -1/ _DIM

d. pL< 0/ {y/rROOM, ...}
e. PL<> -2 / {\/HAND, ...}
f
g

. PL <> -9r [/ {{/VILLAGE, ...

. DIM & -le

}

. v/VILLAGE <> Dorf

.ne0

. PL <> -9 / {{/HAND, ...}
. PL 4> -ar / {4/VILLAGE, ...}

a
b
c -
d. pL< 0/ {y/rOOM, ...}
e
f
g. DIM > -chen
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42,5 -nplural SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM
Gott. Tochtor Teachtra ‘Teachtarle Teachtarlain ~ (little)
SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM StG  Tochter Téchter  Téchterchen Tochterchen  daughter(s)’
Gott. Toscha Toschn  Taschle Taschlain (little) bag(s)’ .
StG  Tusche Taschen Tischchen —Tischchen & o Singular: Gott. Tochtar
(13) Vocabulary Items (Gott.) (14) Vocabulary Items (S5tG) ~ Underlyingly /toxtr/
a. \/5ac ¢ Toscha a. \/BacG ¢ Tusche - 9is inserted to break up the illicit consonant cluster /xtr/
b. n+0 b. n<0 e Plural: Gott. Teachtra
C. PL$> -1/ _DIM c. —
- - /DAUG takes a -2 plural
d. pL <0/ {V/roOM, ...} d. pL < 0/ {\/rOOM, ...} oAY HTE.R ) P . .
-2 / {\/HAND, ...} e. L -0 / {/HAND, ...} — Resyllabification occurs and [r] is now the onset of the final syllable.
ef. L2 I T \ f. » T ) No illicit consonant cluster requires s repair
. PL 4> -3t / {{/VILLAGE, ... . PL 4> -3 / {\/VILLAGE, ...
g. PL< -1/ {\/BAG, ...} g. PL> -1/ {\/BAG, ...} e Singular & plural diminutives: Gott. Teachtarle & Teachtarlain
h. b« -le h. pmM < -chen

— Like in the singular non-diminutive, 3 is inserted to break up the illicit

consonant cluster /xtr/
4.2.6 Disfix -2 plural

Key takeaways

SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM
Gott. Tsiinga Tsiing.  Tsingale Tsingalain
StG  Zunge Zungen Ziingchen Ziingchen

1 The Gott. plural diminutive suffix is made up of two components
‘(little) tongue(s)’

2 Like StG, Gott. plural suffix application is root-specific

(15) Vocabulary Items (Gott.) (16) Vocabulary Items (StG) 3 The Gott. disfix plural can be accounted for with the categorizer n
a. /TONGUE ¢ Tsiing a. VTONGUE ¢ Ziinge 4 The Gott. metathesis plural is not actually a case of metathesis, but rather
b. n+ -2/ _(rL) DIM b. - a combination of an -2 plural suffix and a phonological repair mech-
p p & P
c. n<0/_rL c. - anism
d. n< -2/ {\/TONGUE, ...} d. -
e nerd e nef 4.3 Non-concatenative morphology: umlaut
f. PL<>-n/ _DIM f. -
g. pL« 0/ {/rOOM, ...} g. PL < 0/ {\/rOOM, ...} 431 Two-vowel patterns
h. pL < -2 / {\/HAND, ...} h. rL <+ -2 / {{/HAND, ...} Like StG, Gottscheerisch exhibits two-vowel patterns of umlaut, i.e., one vowel,
i. pL <> -or / {\/VILLAGE, ...} i. pL < -or / {\/VILLAGE, ...} if umlauted, reliably becomes a second vowel.
j- PL > -n [ {\/BAG, ...} j. PL &> -1/ {\/BAG, ...}
k. pmM ¢ -le k. pmM < -chen We claim that atomic inserts the ‘umlauting’ feature in both Gott. and StG.

Umlaut in the diminutive

4.2.7 Metathesis plural sG L SG.DIM PL.DIM

What has been previously documented as metathesis, is better understood as Gott.  Troppfo  Troppfm  Treppfle Treppflain ‘(little) drop(s)’
; 1 StG  Tropfen Tropfen  Tropfchen Tropfchen p

o-epenthesis to break up underlying illicit consonant clusters. P, 2 P P,
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(17) Umlauting Vocabulary Items (Gott.) (21) Umlauting Vocabulary Items (Gott.)
a. ATOMIC <> [FRONT] / _ DM {1/DROP} a. ATOMIC <> [FRONT| / _ DM {/DROP, y/LAND}
b. atomic <> () b. aromic < [FroNT][LOW] / _ DIM {\/HAND}
(18) Umlauting Vocabulary Items (5tG) C. ATOMIC ¢ [FRONT] / _ PL {{/LAND, /HAND}
a. ATOMIC > [FRONT| / _ DIM d. aromic <> [Low] / {\/HAND}
b. atomic < (§ e. ATOMIC > ()
(22) Umlauting Vocabulary Items (5tG)
Umlaut in the plural and the diminutive a. ATOMIC <> [FRONT] / _ DM {\/DROP, \/LAND, \/HAND}
SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM b. -
Gott. Lont Lantar Lantle Lantlain .. , — ——
StG  Land Ldnder Ldndchen Lindchen (little) land(s) ; ATOMIC ¢ [FRONT] / _PL {\/LAND, \/HAND}
(19) Umlauting Vocabulary Items (Gott.) e. AToMIC ¢ ()
a. atomic ¢ [FrONT] / _ DM {1/DROP, \/LAND} Could this be solved by leaning on the phonological environment rather
b. Atomic <> [FRONT] / _PL {\/LAND} than a new morphological trigger?

C. ATOMIC 4> )
(20) Umlauting Vocabulary Items (5tG)

— We don’t think so. Compare /LanD and /HAND in Gottscheerisch.

SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM
a. atomic ¢ [FroNT] / _DIM Gott. Lont Lantar Lantle Lantlain  ‘(little) land(s)’
b. atomic <+ [FrRONT] / _PL {1/LAND} Gott. Hont Henta Hantle Hantlain ‘(little) hand(s)’
C. ATOMIC < ()
4.3.2 Three-vowel patterns Key takeaways
— Our analysis suggests that there is no diminutive-triggered stem allo-
In contrast to StG, Gottscheerisch exhibits three-vowel patter ns in which the morphy per se, but rather number-triggered stem a]]omorphy with
stem vowel of the singular noun differs from the plural and both of those vowels diminutive as a possible contextual specification (cf. Moskal 2015’s
differ from that in the diminutivized noun. (See Table 6 in the Appendix) work on the absence of Case-trjggered nominal supp]etion vs. the

Umlaut pattern o-e-a commonality of number-triggered nominal suppletion).

SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM

— It is not unusual to see diminutivization co-occur with countifi-

Gott. Hont  Hento antle Hzintlam ‘(little) hand(s)’ cation/atomization within Germanic and crosslinguistically (Ritter,
StG  Hand Hinde Hindchen Héndchen 1992; Wiltschko, 2021; Alexiadou and Lohndal, 2023). Diachroni-

_ . . cally, Indo-European diminutives are double diminutives, so it is not

The stem vowel in Gott. \/HAND is underlyingly /e/. unreasonable to see two surface reflexes of diminutivization (i.e., suf-

For the singular, (21d) triumphs. Lowered /e/ is /p/, which surfaces /o/. fixation & stem allomorphy) synchronically.
For the plural, (21c) wins competition. Fronted /e/ is /e/.

For the diminutive (21b) wins out. Both [FroNT] and [Low] are inserted. 433 Doublets

Fronted, lowered /o/ is /a/. Two diminutive forms are recorded for some Gott. roots and are not attributed
to regional variation, e.g., ‘blouse’ (W. Tschinkel, 1973, p. 67).
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SG PL SG.DIM PL.DIM
; . Pliizarle  Pliizarlain
Gott. Pliizo Pliizn Plizle Plizlain
StG Bluse Blusen Bliischen Bliischen

“(little) blouse(s)”

(23) Structure of diminutives, revised
DimP

N

CountP bpmMm

N

DivP pL

TN

nP  artomic / sG

/N
\/ n

To account for these, we posit a feature sG as a singular number feature, follow-
ing a distributed number approach in which a singularizer can be structurally
distinct from a singulativizer (Mathieu, 2012; Wiltschko, 2021; Borer, 2005; Dali
and Mathieu, 2021).

— AtoMIC is a singulativizer that can trigger stem allomorphy.
— sG is a singularizer that does not trigger stem allomorphy.

(24) Vocabulary Items (Gott.)
a. ATOMIC <> [FRONT] / _ (PL) DIM {1/DROP, \/LAND, 1/BLOUSE}
b. artomic « [FroNT][LOW] / _ (PL) DIM {{/HAND}

C. ATOMIC 4> [FRONT] / _ PL {4/LAND, y/HAND}
d. aromic <> [Low] / {\/HAND}
e

. ATOMIC < ()

f. s« 0
(25) Vocabulary Items (5tG)

a. ATOMIC <> [FRONT| / _ DM {4/DROP, 4/LAND, y/HAND, 1/BLOUSE}

ATOMIC <> [FRONT] / _ PL {{/LAND, \/HAND}

ATOMIC < ()

-0 2 n T

Prediction (for future work)

— The singular (sc) potentiates a diminutive that does not contain an
evaluative component (e.g., Pliizarle ‘blouselet’)

— The singulative (aTomic) potentiates a diminutive that does contain an
evaluative component (e.g., Plizle ‘blousy-wousy’)

Key takeaways

— Gott. pL & pim umlaut is phonologically regular (sans the pL umlaut in
3-vowel lexemes).

— Plural diminutives that umlaut always surface with the vowel associ-
ated with the diminutive, because the phonological representation of
the diminutive-triggered ablaut (e.g., front, low) contains the phono-
logical representation of the plural-triggered ablaut (e.g., front).

— The existence of doublets motivates our distribution of individual
across two separate features

5 Conclusion
What did we learn?

e Gottsscheerisch exhibits a more complex morphological system w.r.t. PL &
DIM realization (when compared with StG)

- Gott. requires a split-pim

- The Gott. disfix plural can be accounted for with the categorizer n
e Topics for future work:

— The role of grammatical gender in licensing both pL & pm
— How collective plurals fit into this system in Gott.

— The role of evaluative morphology in Gott.
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Table 5: Vowel Alternations in Gottscheerisch

Place Ve Vi Vi Example (sG; PL; DIM) Gloss
i[i] ili] i[i] Khint; Khindor; Khintle ‘child’
= e [e] e [e] ele]  Eppfl; Eppfla; Eppfole ‘apple’

S ia [io] i [io] i9 [ia]  Tiar; Tiara; Tiarle ‘animal’

- ale] ale] ale] Diirra; Dérrn; Dirrle ‘roasting grill’
eafea] ea[ea] ea[ea] Zeab; Zeaba; Zeable ‘lake’

a3 [9] 1E) 3 [9] Goartsch; Garttscha; Garttschle  “wood knot’
6 [e] 0 [e] 0 [e] Mézar; MéZara; MozZarle ‘mortar’
6 [e] 0 [e] e [e] Troppfa; Tréppfm; Treppfla ‘drop’

= 6 [e] e [e] e [e] Joch; Jechar; Jechle ‘yoke’

£ ii [u] ii [u] ii[u]  Diidl; Diidla; Diidale ‘penis’

3 U [¢] u [w] i[i] Schtiikkha; Schtiikkh; Schtikkhle —‘piece’

U [w] i[i] i[i] Viikksch; Vikkscha; Vikkschle “fox’
o [wo] o [wo]  is[id]  Ziieha; Ziiahn; Ziahle ‘valley’
19 [uo] i [io] io [ia]  Piiach; Piachar; Piachle ‘book’

u [u] u [u] a[a] Gubl; Gubla; Gabale ‘fork’

u [u] a[a] ala] Nugl; Nagla; Nagole ‘nail’

o[o] o[o] ala] Bochtl; Bochtla; Bachtale ‘quail’

o[o] ala] ala] Lont; Lantar; Lantle ‘land’

o[o] e [e] ala] Hont; Henta; Hantle ‘hand’

o[o] ea [ea] ea [ea]  Tochtar; Teachtra; Teachtarle ‘daughter’

ala] ala] ala] Pam; Pama; Pamle ‘tree’

a[a] e[e] a[a] Prat; Predar; Pradle ‘board’

=4 ud [us]  ul [u9] a[a] Huoar; Huar; Harle ‘hair’

S ud [ua] a[a] ala] Guarta; Gartar; Gartle ‘garden’
u? [ud] e [e] ala] Zbuarn; Zberma*; Zbarmle ‘swarm’
oa[oa] oafoa] oa[oa] Oara; Oarn; Oarle ‘ear’
oa[oa] oa[oa] ea[ea]  ProaZn; Proazn; Preazndle ‘crumb’
oa [oa] ea [ea] ea [ea]  Doarf; Dearfor; Deatfle ‘village’
oai [oai] oai[oai] oai[oai] Oai; Oaijar; Oaile ‘egg’

ai [ai] ai [ai] ai [ai]  Tsbaikh; Tsbaiga; Tsbaigle ‘branch’
au [ar]  al [a] ai [ai]  Schaiivl; Schaiivl; Schaivale ‘shovel’
au [au] ai [ai] ai [ai Haiisch; HaiZar; HaiZle ‘house’
au [au] auau] aulau] Hausch; HauzZa(r); Hauzle ‘throat’

*Also: Zbarma
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Table 6: Lexemes with 3 distinct stem vowels (0—e—a & uao—e—a)

SG PL DIM Gloss

Bont Benta Bantle ‘wall’
Glosch GlezZar Glazle ‘glass’
Gonkh Gengo Gangle ‘gait’

Grop Grebar Grable ‘grave’
Hont Henta Hantle ‘hand’
Oscht Eschta Aschtle ‘bough’
Plot Plettor Plattle ‘leaf, sheet’
Pont Pentoar Pantle ‘band’

Pot Pedor Padle ‘bath’
Pront Prentar Prantle ‘blaze, fire’
Ront Rendoar Rantle ‘edge, border’
Rot Redar Radle ‘wheel’
Schtomm  Schtemma  Schtammle ‘stem’
Schtot Schteta Schtatle ‘city’

Tsont Tsenda Tsantle ‘tooth’
Zbonts Zbentsa Zbantsle “tail’

Zokh Zekkha Zakkhle ‘sack’

Zots Zettsa Zattsle ‘sentence’
Pfont Pfentar [Pfantle?]  ‘deposit’
Zbuarn Zberma Zbarmle ‘swarm’
Schuadn  Schedn [Schadle?]  ‘damage’

12

Table 7: Vowel Alternations in Adjective Gradation (Gottscheerisch)

Vstem Veomessur  Base Comparative  Superlative  Gloss
ifi] ifi] pillikh  pilligar pilligischt ‘cheap’
i [ i[i] jlinkh jingar jingischt ‘young’
" [4] ii [4] tiimm  tiimmar tiimmischt  ‘dumb’
e [e] e [e] veschta  veschtar veschtischt “firm’
0 [e] e [e] voll vellar vellischt “full’
" 6 [e] ! vollar vollischt
u [u] u [u] plub plubar plubischt ‘blue’
o [9] o [9] glott glottar glottischt  ‘smooth’
" e [e] " glettar glettischt "
a[a] a [a] kampar  kamprar kamprischt ~ ‘lively’
ud [uo] uwd[ud]  huoart huartar huartischt  ‘hard’
" e [e] uarm ermar ermischt “poor’
ia[io] ia[io] vria vriajar vriajischt ‘early’
ua[uo] ia[io] khliiaga  khliagar khliagischt ‘smart’
ea [eal ealea] pleada  pleadar pleadischt ‘stupid’
oa [oa] ea[ea]  hoach heahar heahischt ‘high’
oai [oal] oai [oai] proait proaitar proaitischt ‘wide’
" eafea] " preatar preatischt "
ai [ai] ai [ai]  bait baitar baitischt ‘far’
aii [aw]  aii[aw] praiin  praiinar praiinischt  ‘brown’
au [au]  au[au] wvausch  vauschar vauschischt ~ ‘false’
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