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deverbal noun compound

(1) someone who drinks wine - a wine drinker
generic > -er
(2) something which wipes fingers -> *a fingers wiper / a finger wiper
(3a) someone who eats rats -> *arats eater / a rat eater
(8b) someone who eats mice -> a mice eater / a mouse eater

non-head noun: NHN
NHN

dual-mechanism model

Marcus et al. (1992), Pinker (1991, 1999), Pinker & Prince (1988), Prasada & Pinker (1993)

level-ordering hypothesis

Kiparsky (1982)
affixation compounding
Level 1: nonneutral derivational affixes (e.g., -ion, -ian, -ity, -th, in-, etc.)

irreqular inflections (e.g., mice, oxen, stood, etc.)
certain zero derivations that cause stress shift (e.g., protést (v) > prétest (n))

Level 2: neutral derivational affixes (e.g., -ness, -ism, -er, -ist, un-, etc.)
compounding
zero derivations in which there are no stress shift (e.g., pattern (v) - pattern (n))

Level 3: regular inflections (e.g., -s, -ed, -ing, etc.)

(4a)
rat > > rat-eater > rat-eater(s)
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 (c.f., *rats-eater)
(4b)
mouse > mice > mice-eater > mice-eater(s)
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3

-1-



Gordon (1985):

Group 1 (n=11, Mage:3;8), Group 2 (n=11, Mage:4;6), Group 3 (n=11, Mage:5;6)

e.g., What do you call someone who eats rats?
Arat eater. / Arats eater.

e.g., rat-eater 98%
e.g., mice-eater 10%
9
. e.g., Gordon, 1985; Pinker, 1991, 1994, 1999
Lardiere (1995a):
n=15 n=11
Gordon, 1985
49%
9
27% vs. 10% 70% vs. 35%
9
9
Murphy (2000):
n=100
n=15
98%
55%
9
55% vs. 26%
9
Urano (2001):
n=19
54%
9
54% vs. 16%
9
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Gordon (1985) Lardiere (1995a) Murphy (2000) Lardiere (1995a) Lardiere (1995a) Murphy (2000)

NHN

100%

e.g., Clahsen et al., 1992; Marcus, 1995

NHN
~ e.g, Lardiere, 1995a, 1995b
associative learning
Murphy, 2000
(5)
-er
fly swatter
* *flies swatter
cow herder
* *cows herder

Urano (2001)

e.g.,

Sugioka, 1995-1996, p. 234

NHN

Ishii, 2000



20

A person who paints bones can be called a bones painter.

40 20 distractors
-er
foot feet hand hands washer
woman women girl girls hater
child children baby babies kisser
tooth teeth bone bones painter
(mouse mice rat rats eater )*
mouse/rat mouse
3 —
25 - 193 1.95 2.03
, (0.64) (0.71) (1.16)
1.37
15 - (0.76)
1 [
05 -
0

tooth painter

teeth painter

bone painter

bones painter

n=30, k=3

F (3/87) = 4.979, p = .003

NHN



D
1 2 1 3 0
2 3 1 3 3
3 3 3 4 2
4 4 3 4 2
5 0 0 0 0
6 1 0 1 2
7 2 4 3 2
8 4 1 4 0
9 2 1 2 2

10 0 0 1 2

11 2 1 1 1

12 4 3 3 3

13 3 3 3 1

14 2 2 3 0

15 4 3 2 2

> 10%
> 20%
> 27%

(@)
(b)

(a) distractors

(b)

k=4

ID

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

ANNPOWOAEAREARNNOWWOWREAEDN

PORRWENANNWPFRWMARLO

WhowhkRP,rhArPArPPLPNMNNWOWE WS

ONPFPOWNNWNE_ERL,PMPOODN

8, 18, 27

1,8, 14,17, 18, 27

1,8, 13, 14,17, 18, 27, 29

e.g., bones painter

e.g., tenniser
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