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1. Assumptions and claims

It is generally accepted that Modern Greek (hereafter Greek) is a right-hand head lan-
guage, that is, in a binary word structure (derived and compounded), the head, de-
fined on formal grounds, is at the right-hand side’. According to Ralli (2005 [2022]),
in derived structures, the derivational suffix is the head, while in the vast majority
of endocentric one-word compounds, the head is usually the right member. Only
inflected structures deviate from this pattern, in that the only function of the inflec-
tional suffix is to complete information required by the stem, as for instance, specific
values for case and number for nominal stems, the latter acting as heads.

! In this article, the term ‘Greek’ is used for the Modern Greek language of the historical period
covering the last three-four centuries. Standard Modern Greek denotes today’s official lan-
guage and Ancient Greek the language before our era. Other terms in use, depending on the
period, are: Hellenistic Koiné (ca. 3c. BC — 3" c. AD) and Medieval Greek, Early and Late
(see Ralli 2012 for a periodization of the Greek language).
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Following Ralli (2007; 2013), most Greek one-word compounds combine
cither two stems (1a) or a stem and a word (1b), stem being the part of the word de-
prived from its inflectional ending, and the two compound members are linked to-
gether by a linking vowel /o/, which marks the compounding process and is, thus,
called “compound marker” (Ralli 2008).

(1) Endocentric compounds (Standard Modern Greek)?
a. ayrioytirunoy < dyri(o), + ywrin(i)y

‘boar’ ‘wild’ ‘pig’ (Ralli 2013)
b. xartopézoy, < xart(d)y + pézoy
‘play cards’ ‘card’ ‘play’ (Ralli 2007)

Endocentric compounds generally display a dependency relation between their
members, a subordinate (1b) or an attributive relation (1a). Among endocentric
compounds, one can also classify the coordinative ones, because they often carry
the inflection of the second member, although this is not always the case. In these
compounds, it is not clear whether one of the members is the head, since both con-
stituents can be the source for the grammatical category and the basic meaning of the
construction. In fact, linguists do not agree on this matter. Coordinative compounds
are often presented as having two heads or are conventionally taken to be right-
headed in languages with right-hand heads (see Kageyama 2009 and Ralli 2019b

for an overview of these views).

(2) Coordinative compounds (Standard Modern Greek)
a. alatopiperoy, < aldt(i)y +  pipér(i)y
‘salt-pepper’ ‘salt’ ‘pepper’ (Ralli 2013)

b. aniyoklinoy, < aniy(o)y,  + klin(o)y
‘open-close’ ‘open’ ‘close’ (Ralli 2013)

c. mavrdasprosy < mdvr(os), + dspr(os),

‘black-white’ ‘black’ ‘white’ (Ralli 2013)

2 Greek examples are broadly phonologically transcribed with the characters of the
International Phonetic Alphabet and stress appears on the stressed vowel. The segments
of stems and/or the inflectional endings that do not take part in the compounding structure

are put in parentheses.
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Note that adjectival (2¢) and nominal (2a) coordinative compounds are com-
mon since the Early Medieval Greek (Manolessou & Tsolakidis 2009). V(erb) V(erb)
ones (2b) are creations of late Medieval Greek (they are unknown before the 14™ ¢.),
as argued by Ralli (2009), and are not frequent in all Greek dialects. For instance,
they are absent in the Cappadocian dialect (see Dawkins 1916 for a description
of Cappadocian).

In Greek, both in Modern and Ancient, there is also a considerable number
of compounds that are exocentric, where none of the two members is the head. This
feature has characterized the Greek language since the Homeric period, as shown
by many examples provided by Tserepis (1902).

(3) Exocentric compounds (Ancient Greek)
a. polymele:s, < polys, + mel(os)y
‘having many members’ ‘many’ ‘member’

b. viakbymoge:s, < vrakb(ys), + mog(os)y
‘tireless’ ‘short’ ‘labour’ (Tserepis 1902)

However, according to Ralli (2007; 2013), the structure of exocentric for-
mations is not entirely headless. She has proposed that the role of the head is as-
sumed by a derivational suffix. By examining compounding in Standard Modern
Grecek, Cypriot and South Italian Greek, Ralli & Andreou (2012) and Andreou
(2014) have suggested that this suffix is either zero (4a) or an overtly realized one
(4b), and it is always added to the structure after compounding has taken place.
The sufhix is responsible for the grammatical category of the compound and its ba-
sic meaning. See (4) for an illustration of the internal structure of Modern Greek
exocentric compounds:

(4) Exocentric compounds (Standard Modern Greek)
a. ipsildmisdos, < [[[ipsil-x + misS-\] -O] 5 -0s]s

‘high-salaried’ ‘high’ ‘salary’ (Ralli 2007)
b. anixtogéris, < [[lanixt-y + ger-y] -ip)a-s]a
‘open handed’ ‘open’ ‘hand’ (Ralli 2013)

In this article, we will question the place of head in Greek compounds, fol-
lowing Andreou (2014) who has argued that righthandedness is not an absolute
property of Greek compounding and that, although less frequent than righthanded,

left-headed structures always existed in Greek. He has based his claims on evidence
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drawn from Ancient Greek, as well as from some dialectal systems, such as Cypriot
and South Italian Greek, where there are also left-headed compounds.

(5) Ancient Greek

a. agildglosson < agili(on) + gloss(a)
‘tongue’s bridle’ ‘bridle’ ‘tongue’

b. thedoinos < the(ds) + oin(os)
‘God of wine’ ‘God’ ‘wine’

(6) Cypriot
a. fillokrémmidon < fill(on) + krommid(in)

‘onion leaf’ ‘leaf” ‘onion’

b. stomdlakkon < stom(a) + likk(os)
‘well-mouth’ ‘mouth’ ‘well

(7) South Italian Greek

a. ksilopdtamo < ksil(o) +  potam(J)
‘driftwood’ ‘wood’ ‘river’

b. korkéssino < kdkk(os) +  sin(os)
‘seed of pistacia’ ‘fruit/seed’ ‘pistacia’ (Andreou 2014)

In fact, the existence of left-headed compounds is also attested in Late Medieval
Greek, as illustrated in (8), with examples found in a number of written sources, most
of which come from areas that have been under Romance influence:

(8) Late Medieval left-headed compounds
a. jirdbelo < jtr(os) +  abdl(i)
‘perimeter of grapevine’ ‘perimeter’ ‘grapevine’

(Maras [1549], Kastrofilakas [1558], Katzaras [1622], Crete)

b. ixndpod(os) < ixn(os) + pdo(i)

‘footprint’ ‘print’ ‘foot” (Livistros and Rodamne [14%-15" ¢.])?
c. ¢ilopdtamon < ¢illos) + potam(ds)
‘edge of a river’ ‘edge’ ‘river’

(Velthandros and Chrysantza [13™ ¢.])

3 Probably written in Rhodes (Krumbacher 1897), or in Constantinople (Lendari 2007).



An electronically-based investigation 37

of left-headed dialectal compounds

d. karpovdlsamon < karp(ds) + wvdlsam(on)

‘balsam seed’ ‘seed’ ‘balsam’ (Ierakosophion)*
e. palamdgiron < paldm(i) + ¢ia
‘palm of the hand’ ‘palm’ ‘hand’

(Playful Story about Quadrupeds [14" c.])°

We will base our investigation on a corpus of 16.363 dialectal compounds.
This corpus is the product of a research conducted by Angela Ralli and George
Chairetakis over a seven-year span. The data have been drawn from 12 Greek dia-
lects, namely, Cappadocian, Cretan, Cycladic, Cypriot, Dodecanesian, Heptanesian,
South Italian Greek, Maniot, Northern Greek dialects, Peloponnesian (from areas
other than Mani and Tsakonia), Pontic and, Tsakonian. They have been collected
from a big number of existing written sources (dictionaries, glossaries, grammars
and other documents), but also from the oral corpora collected by A. Ralli’s research
team of the Laboratory of Modern Greek Dialects of the University of Patras and
are stored at the electronic database, Di(alectal) Comp(ounds)©.

More specifically, we will show that:

(i) How right-headed and left-headed compounds are distributed in the dialects,
(ii) Which are the dialects with none or the smallest number of left-headed compounds.
We will attempt to interpret the different distribution of compounds cross-di-

alectally and will try to provide some tentative explanations with respect to the pres-
ence of left-headed compounds.

2. Head in compounding

Head is the component which transmits its basic properties to the word. Plag (2003:
135) defines the term as that which is “generally used to refer to the most important
unit in complex linguistic structures”. The following criteria are employed for its iden-
tification in morphologically-complex words (Scalise & Fabregas 2010; Ralli 2013):

4 Written in Constantinople around the 13" c. by Demetrios Pepagomenos, the doctor of the
Emperor Michael Palaiologos.

5 Probably written in an area under Romance influence (Tsiouni 1972).

6 For a detailed description of DiComp and its content, see (Ralli et al. 2020).
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(i) Grammatical category: The head of a compound formation is considered
to be responsible for determining the category of the entire compound formation
(Williams 1981).

(9) Standard Modern Greek
xrisoskoniy, < xris(ds), + skén(i)y

‘golden dust’ ‘gold’ ‘dust’ (Ralli 2007)

(ii) Meaning: A head contributes to the assignment of the basic meaning of the
word (Jespersen 1924; Zwicky 1985, among others).

(10) Standard Modern Greek
krifotrdyoy, < krif(d)ng, + tréyoy

3 >

‘eat in secret’ ‘secretly’ eat (Ralli 2013)

Scalise & Fébregas (2010) have pointed out that, in a compound formation, the
formal head and the semantic head must coincide. However, Ralli (2013: 105) has
noted that when both constituents share the same grammatical category (for in-
stance N(oun) N(oun) compounds), the semantic criterion can serve as the only test
to identify the head of a compound.

(11) Standard Modern Greek
psardsupay, < psdr(i)y + supay

‘fish soup’ ‘fish’ ‘soup’ (Ralli 2013)

(iii) Morphological information: Zwicky had defined the head as the locus
of inflection, and according to Namiki (2001) and Scalise and Fabregas (2010), in lan-
guages with overt and rich inflection, gender and inflection class (IC)” are usually
assigned by the head of the formation.

(12) Standard Modern Greek
psardsupayppnics < Ps‘ir(i)N.NEUIC6 +  sdpayemics

‘fish soup’ ‘fish’ ‘soup’ (Ralli 2013)

Again, Ralli (2013) has shown that in a headed compound, the morphological
information, such as gender and inflection class, do not always derive from the head.

7 Modern Greek nouns inflect according to eight inflection classes, verbs according to two,
while adjectives share with nouns three inflection classes (IC1, IC3, IC5) and have another
two (IC9, IC10) for learned formations (see Ralli 2000; 2005 [2022] for details).
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For instance, in compounds of a [stem stem] structure, that is, in those which are cre-
ated via the combination of two stems, inflection is added to the compounding stem
as a whole, and sometimes may be different from that of the second member when
taken in isolation. As a consequence, in [stem stem] compounds, the transmission
of information from the head to the word node can be principally determined as far
as the grammatical category and the meaning are concerned.

(13) Standard Modern Greek
54‘1[57” ISONNEUICS < aﬁl (i)N.NEU.ICG + VVZ:‘(Z')N.PEM.IB
‘headspring’ ‘head’ ‘spring’ (Ralli 2013)

As already mentioned in the introduction, Greek has a big number of endocen-
tric compounds, the vast majority of which are right headed. It contrasts Romance
languages like Iralian (Scalise 1992) and Spanish (Rainer & Varela 1992) or even
Vietnamese (Lieber 1980), where the head of many binary compounded structures
is the first member. In other words, these compounds are left headed:

(14) Left-headed compounds

a. Italian
capostazione < capo + stazione
< . b < 3 < . b
station master head station
b. Spanish
papel moneda < papel  + moneda
‘money paper’ ‘paper’ ‘money’

c. Vietnamese
nha din < nha + dn
< . . . bl < bl < b
place for activities house eat

Examples like those in (14) weaken Williams® (1981) statement that in morpho-
logically-complex structures the head is always at the right-hand side.

3. Dialectal data and statistics

As already mentioned, in this article, we base our argumentation on the investigation
0f 16.363 compounds, which are stored at the electronic database DiComp. The distribu-
tion of these compounds in the 12 dialects that have been scrutinized so far is the following:
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Dialectal compounds
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Figure 1: Distribution of compounds in 12 Modern Greek dialects

Among these entries, 10.967 (67,02 %) are endocentric and 5.396 (32,98 %)

exocentric:

Endocentric vs. Exocentric compounds
12000 10967
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6000 5396
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2000

Endocentric compounds Exocentric compounds

Figure 2: Total number of endocentric and exocentric compounds

We focus on endocentric compounds, that is, on headed structures. We show
that beside the right-headed formations, there is a number of left-headed ones. We
exclude exocentric formations from our argumentation, since, as mentioned in sec-
tion 1, we assume that they are headless, as far as the compounding structure is con-
cerned, and that the role of the head is taken by a derivational suffix which is added af-

ter the compounding structure has occurred. Moreover, from the 10.967 endocentric
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compounds, we also exclude the 591 (5,39 %) coordinative structures, because their
structure is unclear with respect to headedness and it is only conventionally con-
sidered to have a head (see section 1). From what is left (10.376 endocentric com-

pounds), 10.244 (98,73 %) are right headed and only 132 (1,27 %) are left headed.

Endocentric compounds
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2000
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Right-headed compounds Left-headed compounds

Figure 3: Distribution of endocentric compounds with respect to the place of head

Therefore, our collected data prove that, in the dialectal endocentric compounds
of Modern Greek, the prominent position of the head is that at the righthand side.
The occurrences of right-headed compounds cross-dialectally are illustrated with
the statistical chart in Figure 4.
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Figure 4: Statistical chart of right-headed dialectal compounds in 12 Modern Greek Dialects
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As for the scale of righthandedness in dialectal compounds (more right-hand-
edness - less right-handedness), it is presented as follows, where the dialect is listed
first, followed by the percentage of tokens, the number of right-headed compounds
and the number of endocentric compounds:

Language % Tokens
Northern Greek dialects 100,00 % 1097 /1097
Cappadocian 100,00 % 125 / 125
Pontic 99,92 % 2236 /2238
Maniot 99,40 % 495 / 498
Dodecanesian 99,08 % 865 / 873
Cycladic 99,00 % 791 / 799
Cretan 98,55 % 2377 /2412
Peloponnesian 97,96 % 96 / 98
Heptanesian 97,78 % 836 / 855
Tsakonian 97,40 % 300 / 308
Cypriot 96,95 % 730 / 753
South Italian Greek 92,50 % 296 / 320

Table 1: Scale of righthandedness

Indicative examples of endocentric right-headed endocentric compounds are

given in (15):
15) Right-headed compounds
(15) Rig p
a. Cretan
bagadofevydla <  bagi(s) + fevydla
‘fast run’ ‘feet disease’ ‘fast escape’
b. Pontic
kartofotdpin < kartdf(in) + tdp(os)
‘place with potatoes’ ‘potato’ ‘place’

c. Northern Greek dialects (Lesbian)
ayrijuddmalu < dyrij(us) + damil

‘wild beef’ ‘wild’ ‘beet’
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d. Dodecanesian
plizinokina < plizin(a) + kina

‘watermelon seed’ ‘watermelon’ ‘seed’

e. Heptanesian

tubuloperivli < tibullo) + perivéli
‘garden made of bricks’ ‘brick’ ‘garden’
f. Cycladic
scindkukha < scin(os) + lkukb(7)
‘schinus seed’ ‘schinus’ ‘seed’
g. Cypriot
anardpita < andr(?) + pita
‘pie with cheese’ ‘kind of cheese’ ‘pie’

h. Tsakonian
strugolidi < strig(a) + lid

‘rock as a seat’ ‘livestock’ ‘rock’

i. South Italian Greek

rusoxtima < ris(o) + xdma

‘red soil’ ‘red’ ‘soil’
j- Maniot

ksildyata < ksillo) + yita

‘mouse trap’ ‘wood’ ‘cat’

k. Cappadocian
tiflokodils < 1fl(4) +  kodil(4)
‘stumble blindly’ ‘blindly’ ‘stumble’

Let us move now to compounds with left headedness. As shown in Figure 3,
they are not as many as those with right headedness: they are only 132 instances,
as compared to the 10.244 instances of right-headed compounds. Their cross-dia-

lectal distribution is given in Figure 5:
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Left-headed compounds
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Figure 5: Cross-dialectal distribution of left-headed compounds

For illustration, examples of left-headed compounds from each dialect are

listed in (16):
(16) Left-headed compounds

a. Cretan
kasocéra < kds(a) + cer(?)
. - i o
waxes dirt dirt wax
rizdtixos < riz(a) +  tix(os)
‘wall base’ ‘base, root’ ‘wall’

b. South Italian Greek
atsidopdtamo < arsid(a) + potam(d)

‘ferret which lives near the river’ ‘ferret’ ‘river’

klondsparto < klon(?) + spart(o)

‘broom stick’ ‘stick’ ‘broom’
c. Cypriot
kotsirokdmilon < kitsir(a)  + kdmil(os)

‘camel’s dropping’ ‘dropping’ ‘camel’

axnardpodo < axndr(i) + pdo(i)

‘foot print’ ‘print’ ‘foot’
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d. Heptanesian

afeddbelo < afdi(s) + abdl(i)

‘owner of grapevine’ ‘owner’ ‘grapevine’

kalamégero < kaldm(i) + ¢ér(i)

‘hand’s bone’ ‘bone’ ‘hand’

e. Dodecanesian
miksofitilon < miks(a) + firil(i)
‘snot similar to a fuse’ ‘snot’ ‘fuse’
nevrokiitala < névr(a) + koutdla
‘scapula’s nerves’ ‘nerves’ ‘scapula’

f. Cycladic
kardjocimono < kardj(d) + ¢imdn(as)
‘winter’s heart’ ‘heart’ ‘winter’
rizodddja < riz(a) + 0ddd(ja)
‘root of teeth’ ‘root’ ‘teeth’

g. Maniot
pirydspito < piry(os) + spir(i)
‘tower which is used as a house’ ‘tower’ ‘house’
plakolidi < plik(a) + [£3(os)
‘block from stone’ ‘block’ ‘stone’

h. Peloponnesian
ponomdstaro < pon(os) + mastdr(i)
‘breast pain’ ‘pain’ ‘breast’
staxtopiri < staxt(i) + pir(d)
‘burning ash’ ‘ash’ ‘fire’

i. Pontic
sorélidos < sor(ds) + [#(os)
‘pile of stones’ ‘pile’ ‘stone’
rizdtin < riz(a) + oti(on)

‘the back of the ear’ ‘base, root’ ‘ear’

45
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j. Tsakonian

pondstoma < pon(o) + stéma

‘mouth pain’ ‘pain’ ‘mouth’

xortaropdtam(o) < xortdr(i) + potam(d)
‘grass which grows around river’ ‘grass’ ‘river’

In order to render this distribution clear, we present it on the geographic map

of the Greek speaking world.

.
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Figure 6: Marking of areas with left-headed endocentric compounds

4. Discussion

In Figure 3, among the endocentric compounds, we see that there is a total of about
132 left-headed structures. What is particularly interesting is the fact that almost all
of them are located in the Aegean and Ionian islands, Crete, Cyprus and South Italy,
while there are few occurrences in the Peloponnese and Pontus as well. The ques-
tions which are raised now is why there are left-headed compounds in these areas,
and why the other areas do not contain such structures, at least on the basis of the
dialectal systems that we have investigated so far.

It is crucial to observe that the areas where most left-headed compounds ap-
pear are exactly those which have been under a long-lasting Romance domination
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(among others, Ralli 2019a; Minervini 2019), and, as we have already mentioned
in section 2, Romance compounding is principally left headed. Would it, thus, be
legitimate to assume that the existence of left-headed structures has resulted from
contact with Romance? In favour of this hypothesis is the fact that in the dialects
of these areas one can also find compounds which are directly borrowed from Italo-
Romance, such as the following:

(17) Cretan
setacridalsatacrida < Italo-Romance seta cruda

lit. silk raw Silk”  ‘raw’

‘silk cloth” (Attested in a legal document of 1457)

(18) Heptanesian
kapobdndos < Italo-Romance  capobanda
‘director of philharmonic orchestra’ ‘philharmonic orchestra’
(Gasparinatos & Gasparinatou 2004)

The adoption of compounds like those of (17) and (18) is a case of matter bor-
rowing in terms of Sakel (2017), that is, it involves transfer of lexical material, since
both the compound members are Italo-Romance words. In contrast, left-headed
compounds such as those under (16) involve Greek lexical material and only the left-
headed structure could be assumed to have been transferred from Romance, princi-
pally from Italo-Romance and to a lesser extent from Gallo-Romance®. If this is the
case, we have an instance of pattern borrowing, that is, borrowing of structure, some-
thing which is generally assumed to be more difficult to take place. In the relevant lit-
erature, Thomason & Kaufman (1988) have argued that structural borrowing is very
low in the borrowing scale, and its occurrence is shown in cases of heavy bilingual-
ism and long-lasting contact (sce also Field 2002; Gardani 2020a; 2020Db). In fact,
instances of structural borrowing are attested in Greek of South Italy a dialect un-
der a heavy Italo-Romance influence (Rohlfs 1977), as is, for example, the borrowing
of progressive aspectual structures (see, among others, Squillaci 2016; Ledgeway et al.
2021, etc.), or the loss of the +perfective opposition on verbal forms precede by the
complementizer 74 (19), as opposed to Standard Modern Greek (SMG), which has

8 In Late Medieval Greek, most Greek-speaking areas were under Italo-Romance domination,
while Cyprus and the Peloponnese have also known Gallo-Romance rule (see Ralli 2019a;
to appear, for more details).
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built its entire verbal system on this opposition. For illustration, consider the follow-
ing Griko (South Italian Greek from Salento) examples, taken from Filieri (2001):

(19) a. Standard Modern Greek

Sélo na  fondzo vs. o na fondkso
I.want to L.call.imPE I.want to IL.call.PERF

‘I want to call’

b. Griko

*télo  na fondzzo télo na  fondso
Lwant to Lcall.IMPERF/PERF

‘T want to call’

Therefore, the attested left-headed compounds in South Italian Greek should
not come by surprise; in this area we have the highest rate of left headedness among
the compounds of our corpus: 24 left-headed compounds out of 320 tokens (7,5 %).

Nevertheless, it is important to stress that the pattern borrowing of left headed-
ness in the dialects of the other regions could not be uniquely justified on the basis
of contact with Romance because in areas like Crete, Cyprus, the Ionian and Cycladic
islands, as well as in the Dodecanese, there was no full bilingualism among the popu-
lation, and, with the exception of the elevated class, no high degree of linguistic con-
tact had occurred (see, among others, Dendias 1923; Soldatos 1967; Papapavlou 1994;
Chairetakis 2020; Makri 2020, etc.). In fact, the rate of left headedness in the Hellenic
geographic area and Cyprus shows to be lower than that in South Italy: Cypriot dis-
plays 23 occurrences over 753 tokens® (3,05 %), Tsakonian 8 over 308 tokens (2,6 %),
Heptanesian 19 over 855 (2,22 %), Peloponnesian 2 over 98 tokens (2,04 %), Cretan
35 over 2412 tokens (1,45 %), Cycladic 8 over 799 tokens (1 %), Dodecanesian 8
over 873 (0,92 %), while Maniot and Pontic have the lowest rate of left-headed
compounds, 3 over 498 (0,6 %) and 2 over 2238 tokens (0,09 %) respectively.

It is not without importance to stress that the highest rate of left-headed com-
pounds, other than that in South Italy, exists in areas where contact with Romance
was relatively long-lasting, that is, in Crete, the Ionian islands and Cyprus, and that
the dialects which had no influence from Romance, such as Cappadocian, had zero
occurrences. Therefore, we are tempted to propose that contact with Romance has

° Note though that a substantial amount of Cypriot data (e.g., from the Lazarou 2019 dictio-
nary) has not been inserted yet in DiComp.
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played a significant role in the adoption of the left-headed compound pattern in cer-
tain areas, but we should also accept that this borrowing procedure was facilitated
by the fact that, in the diachrony of Greek, this pattern was not completely unknown,
although it existed to a lesser extent than the right-headed pattern, as shown by the
corpus of Ancient Greek provided by Tserepis (1902). In other words, we agree with
Andreou (2014) that the endogenous linguistic factor has played a certain role, but,
assuming an interplay of both the endogenous and the exogenous factors, we pro-
pose that priority should be given to the exogenous contact factor, at least for those
regions which have been under a long Romance domination. Moreover, we would
also like to suggest that the inheritance from Ancient Greek is responsible for the
rare presence of left-headed compounds in dialects such as Pontic and Tsakonian, two
linguistic systems that are well-known for having preserved Ancient Greek features
(see Manolessou & Pantelidis 2011 for Pontic and Costakis 1951 for Tsakonian); the
Romance influence on these two dialects was either very weak or absent.

Another piece of evidence in favour of our proposal for a Romance influence on those
Modern Greek dialects which have undergone a long-lasting contact with Romance is
another possible pattern borrowing, involving V(erb) N(oun) compounds. The structure
of these compounds displays the principal compounding pattern of Romance languages
in general, as attested in several works, as for example in Scalise (1992), Zwanenburg
(1992), and Rainer & Varela (1992) for Italian, French and Spanish, respectively:

(20) a. Italian

portacenere
bring ashes

‘astray’

b. French

porteparole
bring word

< b
spokesman

c. Spanish

saltamontes
hop mountains

‘grasshopper’

Although rare, this pattern is not unknown in Modern Greek. See, for instance,
a Standard Modern Greek occurrence such as xasorzéris ‘who loses time, which consists



50  George Chairetakis & Angela Ralli

of the aorist stem xas- of the verb x40 ‘lose’ and the stem mzer- of the noun éra ‘day’; The
same pattern was also common in Ancient Greek, as shown by examples such as phildmu-
sos ‘who loves arts’ (< stem phil- of the verb phil ‘to love’ + stem mus- of the noun musa
‘muse’) and misdnthropos ‘who hates men’ (< stem zis- of the verb 7250 ‘to hate’ + stem
anthrop- of the noun dnthropos ‘man’). Interestingly, compounds of this type seem to be
relatively spread in some specific Modern Greek Dialects, as opposed to both Standard
Modern Greek and other dialects which have either none or a very low number of these
structures. Our DiComp data base reveals that the rate of VN compounds is higher
in Cretan, Heptanesian and South Italian Greek, that is, in the heaviest affected dia-
lects by Romance and more particularly by Italo-Romance *. Given the fact that the rate
of these structures in all the other dialects of the DiComp database is under 2 %, and
along the lines of our position with respect to the presence of left-headed compounds,
we would also like to conclude that V N compounds have become relatively popular
in Cretan, Heptanesian and South Italian Greek under the influence of Iralo-Romance.

(21) a. Cretan
xtipardinis < xtip(6) + arthin(i)
irritable’ ‘hit’ ‘nostril’
b. Heptanesian
allaksafentia < alldss(o) + afént(is)
‘change of government’ ‘change’ ‘master’
¢c. South Italian Greek

survomitti < sourv(d) + mitt(i)
‘person who sniffles repeatedly’ ‘sniffle’ ‘nose’

S. Conclusions

In this article, we have examined the presence or absence of left headedness in the
compounds of a number of Modern Greek Dialects. On the basis of data stored
in DiComp, an electronic dialectal database, consisting of 16.363 compounds, we

10 Cypriot is absent from these rates because, as mentioned in footnote 9, the Cypriot data that
are available from the written sources are not fully inserted in DiComp.
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have shown that left-headed compounds are relatively frequent in the dialects that
have undergone a long-lasting Romance influence, such as South Italian Greek,
Heptanesian, Cretan and Cypriot. We have proposed that the contact factor has trig-
gered the proliferation of left-headed structures in these dialects, and that they can
be considered as a pattern borrowing case. We have also suggested that their pres-
ence was facilitated by the fact that they have not been unknown in the Greek lan-
guage through its long history, although they have always been less frequent com-
pared to the right-headed ones. Supporting evidence in favour of our argumentation
was also brought from another compounding structure, the V N one, which is rela-
tively common in the dialects affected by Romance.
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