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Outline of data presentation

m [Flexibility: Semantically compositional syntactic
categotization

—> Phrase-level flexibility

m Derivation: overtly marked, semantically non-
compositional lexical derivation

m Conversion: zero-marked, semantically non-
compositional lexical derivation

—> Flexibility of (zero-)derived lexical items?
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letter’ ‘be a letter’
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‘unit of church administration’

‘the/a unit of church admininstration’
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‘unit of church administration’

‘be a unit of church administration’



Distributed Morphology (1)
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‘non-compositional semantics’



Distributed Morphology (2)
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‘compositional semantics’
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Differentiated languages Flexible languages
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