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Verbal negation markers with past reference in Nanai
(work in progress)
0. A system of verbal negation in Nanai
· Very complicated
· Asymmetric type (in terms of Miestamo 2005):
- neither formal congruence with affirmative paradigm, nor semantic one;
- negative paradigm is richer, than affirmative one;

- only past tense negative forms will be discussed;
- cf. Avrorin 1961; Oskolskaya, Stoynova 2016 for general overview;

Verbal negative markers with reference to past:

(А)
əčiə
v-neg(-pers)


əčiə
niru-ə-ni
‘didn’t write’

(А')
əčiə=emph
v-neg

əčiə=də 
niru-ə
‘has not written yet’

(A")
əčiəl
v-neg

əčiəl
niru-ə

‘has not written yet’

(B)
v-neg-pst-pers

niru-ə-či-ni

‘didn’t write’

(B')
v-neg-emph-pst-pers


niru-ə-də-či-ni

‘even didn’t write’

(C)
əm
v-neg
do-pst-pers


əm
niru-ə
ta-xa-ni
‘didn’t write’

(C')
əm
v-neg be-pst-pers


əm
niru-ə
bi-či-ni

‘didn’t write’
(D)
v-cvb.sim=emph
no-(pers)


niru-m=də

aba(-ni)
‘didn’t write’
(E)
v-neg-prs
be-pst


niru-ə-si
bi-či

‘has not written before’

? What factors determine the distribution of these constructions?

Data:

- Three dialects: Dzhuen, Najkhin and Sikachi-Aljan (few data).
- Elicitation data, collected in 2016–2017.
The data of oral texts were not taken into account since one construction is the most frequent and the other constructions occur sporadically and do not allow to come to any conclusion about their use. 

1. Hypotheses
Possible parameters that could influence the choice of negative construction:
1) Dialect
It is known from the previous research that construction D is more widespread in Sikachi-Aljan dialect. Do other constructions also display a dialectal variation?
2) Speaker’s competence in the Nanai language
Sociolinguistic situation: endangered.
Speakers with lower competence are expected to use only the basic construction and to accept other constructions partially or not to accept them at all.

3) Semantics/pragmatics of negative construction
Constructions containing emphatic particle -dA (A’, B’, D) occur in different contexts and, probably, with different presupposition than the same constructions without the particle:
(1)
a.
Ńoani
moo-wa
əčiə

poo-ra-ni.


3sg
tree-acc
neg.pst
saw-neg-prs


‘He didn’t saw the tree.’


b.
Ńoani
moo-wa
əčiə=də

poo-ra-ni.



3sg
tree-acc
neg.pst=emph
saw-neg-prs


‘He didn’t even saw the tree, {he didn’t have free time at all}.’
4) Semantics of verb stem
Negative constructions may vary in compatibility with verb stems. It could be connected with aspectual characteristics of the verbs or with some other semantic features.
5) Morpho(no)logical features of the verbs
A negative construction (first of all synthetic construction B) may be avoided for some verb stems due to morphophonological reasons.
Possible “blocking” factors:

· Coincidence of the negative past form with imperfective and (partially) with desiderative present forms:

(2)
dəgdə-əči-ni

vs.
dəgdə-ə-či-ni

vs.
degdə-jč-i-ni

fly-ipfv.prs-3sg

fly-neg-pst-3sg

fly-des-prs-3sg

‘(it) is flying’


‘(it) didn’t fly’


‘(it) wants / is going to fly’

· Different allomorphs of the negative suffix for different verb stems:

-a / -ə — for most of the stems;

-da / -də — for stems with -n (un-də-či-ni [say-neg-pst-3sg]) and for irregular stems (bu-də-či-ni [die-neg-pst-3sg]);

-ra / -rə — for stems ending with long vowels or diphthongs (ao-ra-če-ni [sleep-neg-pst-3sg]).

In general, forms with -a/-ə allomorph appeared to be much more frequent due to the amount of verbal stems that acquire this allomorph. Then, speakers with lower competence will probably recollect and accept these forms rather than more occasional forms with allomorphs -dA, -rA.
On the other hand, a speaker with a lower competence may not accept most of the forms of construction B but may recollect an irregular form of a highly frequent verb such as undəčini ‘he didn’t say’.
2. Research and results
2.1. Najkhin dialect
Data; elicitation process:
· 5 speakers

· up to 39 verbal lexemes

· given in the constructions A – D (isolated, without context)

· speakers were instructed to estimate whether a given construction / verb form is grammatically accepted or not 

· if the construction is acceptable a speaker was asked to create a full sentence using this construction.
Results
I. Only constructions A, A', B, B', D are attested. Constructions A" and E haven’t been checked.
Constructions C, C' do not behave in Najkhin dialect as grammaticalized negative constructions: speakers refer to auxiliaries ta- ‘do’ and bi- ‘be’ as to the meaningful verbs:
(3)
Ńoani
bičxə
əm
niru-ə

ta-xa-ni.


3sg
letter
neg
write-neg
do-pst-3sg


Speaker’s translation: ‘He did something without writing a letter.’


Expected meaning: ‘He didn’t write a letter.’
II. Construction A — the most neutral. Can be used for any verbal lexeme.
Constructions A', B', D are used in emphatic contexts (cf. the emphatic marker =dA):

(4)
A'.
Ńoani
xaj-wa=da

əčiə=də

gusərə-ə-ni.


3sg
what-acc=emph
neg.pst=emph
tell-neg-3sg

B'.
Ńoani
xaj-wa=da

gusərə-ə-də-či-ni.


3sg
what-acc=emph
tell-neg-emph-pst-3sg

D.
Ńoani
xaj-wa=da

gusərə-m=də


aba.

3sg
what-acc=emph
tell-cvb.sim.sg=emph
neg.exist

{He promised to show pictures from his trip, but} ‘he even didn’t tell anything.’

The construction A' — the general way to express ‘not yet’: cf. possible interpretation for 4A' ‘he hasn’t tell anything yet’.
The construction B seems to be used in neutral contexts like the construction A. However, it is much less productive (it was prohibited in 68 of 115 cases).
? 
What factors influence the choice of the construction B?

(
Bad news: we don’t know.
III. Actionality (aspectual characteristics of the verb stems).

Aspectual characteristics of verb stems were taken from Oskolskaya 2017.
4 macroclasses of verbs:


momental — 
buj-ki-ni [die-pst-3sg] ‘he died’, *‘he was dying’




bu-ǯi-ni [die-prs-3sg] *‘he is dying’

completive — ǯapa-xa-ni [take-pst-3sg] ‘he took’, *‘he was taking’




ǯapa-j-ni [take-prs-3sg] ‘he is taking’


incompletive — 
soŋgo-xa-ni [weep-pst-3sg] ‘he was weeping’, 
*‘he wept / began to weep’





soŋgo-j-ni [weep-prs-3sg] ‘he is weeping’


neutral
—

sea-xa-ni [eat-pst-3sg] ‘he ate’, ‘he was eating’





sea-re-ni [eat-prs-3sg] ‘he is eating’

Table 1. Construction B and actional characteristics

	
	accepted
	prohibited
	Chi2, p=

	momental
	6
	12
	0,5

	completive
	14
	20
	0,9

	incompletive
	17
	17
	0,4

	neutral
	8
	11
	1


· No correlation with actionality.

IV. Other semantic features of verbs.

Volitive — actions which are usually performed under conscious control of the subject, e.g. ‘to go’.

Non-volitive — without control of the subject, e.g. ‘to fall down’.
Table 2. Construction B and volition
	
	accepted
	prohibited
	Chi2, p=

	volitive
	21
	31
	0,76

	non-volitive
	24
	29
	


Table 3. Construction B and transitivity

	
	accepted
	prohibited
	Chi2, p=

	transitive
	33
	35
	0,17

	intransitive
	12
	25
	


· No correlation with control and transitivity.

V. Competence of speakers.

Table 4. Construction B and speakers’ competence

	
	accepted
	prohibited
	Fisher’s Exact Test, p=

	1 (the eldest, the highest proficiency)
	8
	1
	0,005

	2 (one of the eldest, teacher, works with Nanai)
	28
	35
	0,8

	3 (lower proficiency)
	9
	24
	0,035


· Correlation with a speaker’s competence: the higher is the competence, the more acceptable is the construction B.
VI. Morphological type of verb.

Table 5. Construction B and morphological type of verb

	 
	accepted
	prohibited
	Fisher’s Exact Test, p=

	regular stems (on short vowels)
	28
	21
	0,0436

	stems on long vowels, diphthongs, consonants)
	11
	22
	 


· There is a slight correlation with the morphological type of verb.

Possible explanation: negative forms of less frequent verb stem types are less acquired at least by younger speakers who do not use construction B actively. 

No significant correlation for the verbs with homonymy “past negative - present imperfective / desiderative affirmative”.
2.2. Sikachi-Aljan dialect

Data; elicitation process:
· 1 speaker

· 11 verbal lexemes

· procedure of experiment is the same as for Najkhin dialect

Results:

NB! Too little data to make conclusions! But still…

I. Only the constructions A, A', A'', B, D are attested. Constructions C' and E haven’t been checked. Constructions B' and C were not accepted.
II. Construction D — the most neutral. Can be derived from any lexeme:
(5)
Ńoani
soŋgo-m=da


aba.


3sg
weep-cvb.sim.sg=emph
neg.exist


‘(S)he didn’t weep.’

Construction B was accepted only for 2 verbs. We don’t know whether it is due to the speaker’s competence or dialectal features.

Construction A' occurs in emphatic contexts (cf. example 4A').

Construction A" can be used to express ‘not yet’.
2.3. Dzhuen dialect
The best sociolinguistic situation.

The widest range of negative constructions in use.

Clear or at least slight semantic difference between the constructions.

Data; elicitation process:

· 2 speakers (jgd; rad);
· jgd: 30 verbal lexemes; rad: 12 lexemes;
· given in the constructions A, A", C, C', D, E;
· for each verb 3-5 different negative contexts were proposed (in Russian); the instruction was

· to propose the appropriate negative construction for the given context;
· to estimate the accessibility of all the other negative constructions in the same context;
· to comment the difference if more than one construction is possible, to propose wider contexts for different accepted constructions.
for example: pujū- (čolomba) ‘to cook (soup)’
- Has she cooked soup today? No, she has not (yet).

- She wanted to cook soup, but she did not cook it.

- She has never (in her life) cooked garlic soup.

- She started cooking soup, but she has not finished it yet.

- Long ago the Nanais did not use to cook mashroom soup.
Results:
I. All constructions are attested. However, constructions B (synthethic) and D (with negative existential) occur quite occasionally.

II. Construction A (əčiə V-neg) — the most neutral.

Construction A' (əčiə=də V-neg) is used in emphatic contexts, no meaning ‘not yet’ (cf. 4A' in Naikhin dialect).

The dedicated way of expression ‘not yet’ is Construction A" (with əčiəl):
(6)
a.
exon-ǯiəǯi
ńoani
xalda
xaosi=da
əčiə
pulsi-wə


village-abl
3sg
never
where=emph
neg
go-neg
‘He has never left the village’

b.
exon-ǯiəǯi
ńoani
xalda
xaosi=da
əčiəl
pulsi-wə



village-abl
3sg
never
where=emph
neg
go-neg
‘He has not leave the village any time yet by the moment’


Construction E — imperfect negation construction, occurs in habitual and progressive past contexts; symmetric to imperfect affirmative (both structurally and semantically):

(7)
nuči-du-i

ńoani
ulən
ao-ri

bi-či,

little-dat-p.refl.sg
3sg
good
sleep-prs
be-pst

dolbo
sənə-kəči-ə-si


bi-či

night
wake.up-imit-neg-neg.prs
be-pst
‘As a child he slept well and he did not wake up at night.’

Very similar constructions C and C' both imply the additional semantics of counterexpectation (‘he must have done, but he did not’);

(8)
ələ
ǯoa

təpciu-xə,

already
summer
start-pst
sī
čeǯam-ba
əm
tago-a

ta-xa-si
/
bi-či-si
2sg
net-acc
neg
repair-neg
do-pst-2sg
be-pst-2sg
‘The summer has already come, and you never repaired the net!’
Aspectually neutral.

III. The difference between constructions C and C' (NB just tendencies)
do-construction C: implies low probability of the future action (‘he didn’t do and probably he will never more do’):

(9)
sī
əjniə
ičə-xə-si
sagǯi
mapa?

2sg
today
see-pst-2sg
old
oldman
‘Have you seen the oldman today?’
a.
aba,
<*xajsi>
əm
ičə-ə

ta-xam-bi

no
yet

neg
see-NEG
do-pst-1sg
‘No, I have not seen him <*yet> {and I will not see him today}’
b.
aba,
<OKxajsi>
əm
ičə-ə

bi-čim-bi

no
yet

neg
see-NEG
be-pst-1sg
 ‘No, I have not seen him <OKyet> {but may be I’ll see him}’

This fact (partly) explains the following asymmetries attested for some verbs (in some contexts):
1) do-construction С — ok, be-construction C' — *
- for non-volitive verbs: change-of-state reversal (‘it started to V / was about to V, but then however did not V (stopped to V, returned to the initial state)’):
(10)
piktə
ao-mi


puəsə-xə-ni


child
sleep-cvb.sim.sg
toss-pst-3sg

əm=də

sənə-ə

ta-xa-ni
/
*bi-či-ni

neg=emph
wake.up-NEG
do-pst-1sg
be-pst-3sg
‘The child was tossing in his sleep, but still he did not wake up’.
(11)
ǯukə
ū-lu-xə

əm
ūn-də

ta-xa-ni
/
*bi-či-ni

ice
melt-inch-pst
neg
melt-neg
do-pst-1sg
be-pst-3sg
‘The ice started to melt, but in the end it did not melt {and probably will not melt at all}’.
- for volitive verbs: change-of-mind

(12)
ńoani
čolom-ba
pujuu-či-xə
əm
pujū-rə

ta-xa-ni
/
*bi-či-ni
3sg
soup-acc
cook-des-pst
neg
cook-neg
do-pst-1sg
be-pst-3sg
‘She wanted to cook soup, and then she changed her mind and did not cook it.’
2) do-construction С — *, be-construction C' — ок
- ‘not-yet’, ‘so-far’-contexts:

(13)
ńoani
čolom-ba
dəru-xə
pujū-mi,

3sg
soup-acc
begin-pst
cook-cvb.sim.sg
əm
pujū-rə

*ta-xa-ni
/
OKbi-či-ni

neg
cook-neg
do-pst-1sg

be-pst-3sg
‘She started cooking soup, however she has not finished it so far’.

- generic and experiential contexts (‘never in one’s life’):

(14)
mī
xalda
pujmur-bə
əm
ičə-ə

*ta-xam-bi
/
OKbi-čim-bi
1sg
never
dragon-acc
neg
see-NEG
do-pst-1sg

be-pst-1sg

‘I have never seen dragons.’
(15)
balana

xusə
naj-sal

əm
ulpi-ə

*ta-xa-či /
OKbi-či-či

long.ago
male
human-pl
neg
sew-NEG
do-pst-3sg
be-pst-3sg

‘Long ago men did not use to sew’.
NB Possible contamination with the imperfect construction E.
? Are there any preconditions for such a distribution in the semantics of ‘be’ and ‘do’?

NB ta = 1) ‘do’, 2) ‘want’ (a part of desiderative analytic verb construction).
3. Conclusion
Table 6. Dialects and negative constructions

	
	Najkhin
	Sikachi-Aljan
	Dzhuen

	basic, most neutral construction
	A
	D
	A

	emphatic contexts (‘even’)
	A', B', D
	A'
	A'

	context ‘not yet’
	A'
	A"
	A"

	other constructions
	B
	A, B
	C, C', E

	not attested
	C, C'
	B', C
	~ B, D


· Dialects differ in respect to the basic neutral negative construction with reference to past (D in Sikachi-Aljan and A in Naikhin and Dzhuen).

· The emphatic particle =dA: as a part / “under”-part / pseudo-part of a negative construction: variation across constructions and dialects.

· The choice between constructions A, C, C' and E in Dzhuen dialect depends on semantic and pragmatic factors.

· The choice between constructions A and B in Najkhin dialect nowadays depends on sociolinguistic parameters rather than on semantic or grammatical features.

Abbreviations
1, 2, 3 — 1, 2, 3 person; abl — ablative; acc — accusative; cvb — converb; dat — dative; des — desiderative; emph — emphatic; exist — existential; imit — imitative; inch — inchoative; ipfv — imperfective; neg — negative; p — possessive; pers — person-number marker; pl — plural; prs — present; pst — past; refl — reflexive; rep — repetitive; sg — singular; sim — simultaneous; v — verb.
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