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Abstract

In this article, we deal with the word-formation process of compounding in the Modern
Greek dialect of the Aegean island of Lesbos, the so-called “Modern Lesbian”, in com-
parison to relevant information regarding compounding in Standard Modern Greek. In
this dialect, compounding is widespread and constitutes a fertile process of the vocab-
ulary expansion, as in the Greek language in general. Numerous compounds are built,
belonging to the three major grammatical categories, that is, nouns (e.g., pvpunyxéyAwa
/mirmigoéylina/ ‘ant’s fat’), adjectives (e.g., kayipovudtg /kajirumats/ ‘cross-eyed’) and
verbs (e.g., vipovkdyiovu: /nirukdjumi/ ‘be thirsty’), while adverbs are mainly secondary
formations, with most of them created on the basis of compound adjectives and the ad-
verbial suffix -a (e.g., modxovAa /pisdkula/ ‘backwards’ < mmowrovAovg /pisdkulus/
‘somebody with atypical buttocks” + -«). On the basis of a morpheme-based theoretical
framework, where compounds are considered to be built in morphology, we propose to
examine: (a) the Modern Lesbian compound structures, consisting of stems and words,
the most frequent of which display the patterns [Stem Stem] and [Stem Word], (b) the
existence, type and position of a morphological head in the constructions, (c) the relations
of compound internal constituents, and (d) the use of borrowed lexemes from Turkish
and Italo-Romance in compound structures. As far as language contact is concerned, we
provide examples which show the predominantly matter-borrowing instances and discuss
two rare cases of pattern-borrowing from Turkish and Italo-Romance, respectively.

Keywords: compounding; Modern Lesbian; headedness; morphological structures;
language contact

1. Compounding and Its History in Greek: A Brief Overview

A compound is an item involving the combination of at least two lexemes (Bauer, 2017).
Depending on the language, these lexemes can be morphologically realized as roots, stems or
words. Stems and words are included in Modern Greek compounds, while in Ancient Greek,
roots had also been among the possible compound constituents (Ralli, 2026)."

Modern Greek compounds have one-word form, one stress, a linking element -o0-,
right-hand inflection, and a head at the right side of headed constructions. Syntactic rules
and operations do not have access to the internal structure of compounds, which are
anaphoric islands, in that their lexeme constituents cannot be modified independently of
the compound as a whole, and the internal structure cannot be disrupted by the insertion
of a new element of either lexical or functional status (see Ralli, 2013 for details).
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Compounding as a word-formation process has been particularly fertile throughout
the history of the Greek language. Compound formations in Homeric Greek (around the
8th c. BC) are numerous, as shown by the extensive list of examples given in Tserepis (1902),
while the works by Meissner and Tribulato (2002) and Tribulato (2015) leave no doubt that
many compounds were already in use in the Mycenaean period (ca. 15th-12th c. BC).
During the Classical period (5th—4th c. BC), compounds are abundant, particularly nouns
(Chantraine, 1945). As Debrunner (1917) has shown, a great variety of compound categories
is subsequently found in Hellenistic Greek (ca. 3rd c. BC-3rd c. AD), where an increase
of verbal constructions is observed, as opposed to the few instances detected in Classical
Greek (see, for example, the Hellenistic verbs vvugaywyéw /nymphagogéd/ ‘lead the
bride to the groom’s house’, Polyb. 26.7.10, 2nd c. BC, and yAwooaAyéw /glossalgéo/
‘chatter’, Greg. Naz. 2.313b, 4th c. AD).”

In Early and especially Late Medieval Greek (4th c. AD-15th c. AD), as well as
in Early Modern Greek (16th c. AD-18th c. AD), the variety of compounds has been
enriched, mainly with respect to verbal categories (Browning, 1969; Tribulato & Ralli, 2024).
Beginning with the 14th c., compounds displaying the coordination of two verbs (V V) are
of particular interest (see Aerts & Hokwerda, 2002; Nicholas & Joseph, 2009; Kiparsky, 2009;
Manolessou & Tsolakidis, 2009; Ralli, 2009). wtopiloypdpw /istorizoyrafo/ ‘to illustrate
historically” < iwtopil(w) /istorizo/ ‘to depict’ + ypdpw /yrafo/ ‘to write’, Diig. tetr. 399
14th c.) illustrates this case. In the preceding centuries, only one example of a possible
coordination of verbs is attested, dated from the 12th c., for which it is not clear whether the
constituents are two verbs or a noun and a verb: Boupoxtvmifw /vomvoktipizo/ ‘strike
with a noise” or ‘make noise and strike” < BéuBog /vémvos/ ‘noise’ or oy pé /vomvo/
‘make noise’ + xktvrifw /ktipizo/ ‘strike’, Ptoch. 111 332, 12th c.

According to Ralli (2009, p. 60), the emergence of verbal coordinative structures in Late
Medieval Greek is attributable to the increased productivity of compounding in general,
and of verbal compounds in particular (1a,b).?

(1) a. adikokpivw <80tk (e) + Kplvw
/adikokrino/ /aoika/ /krino/
‘judge someone unjustly’”  ‘unjustly’ ‘judge’
(DELLAP, Erot. apokr. 1133, 15th c.)
b. kKapdlopAoyilw <kopdu(&) + eAoyilw
/kardiofloyizo/ /karoja/ /flojizo/
‘arouse erotic desire’ ‘heart’ ‘inflame’

(Katal. 120, 15th c.)

As a consequence of this development, the Greek morphological system came to
accommodate the only pattern that had hitherto been absent from coordinative compound
structures, namely the coordination of two verbs (2a), since coordination of nouns and
adjectives in compounds was already attested in the language since Ancient Greek, and
several creations of this type appear in Medieval Greek (2b,c).

(2) a. V + Viavepfokatefalivw  <dvep(advw) + kaTePaivw
/anevokatevéno/ /anevéno/ /katevéno/
‘go up and down’ ‘goup’ ‘go down’
(Diig. tetr. 1047, 14th c.)
b. N + N eiocodoé&odog <elood(0g) + £&odog
/isod0éksodos/ /isodos/ /katevéno/
‘go up and down’ ‘go up’ ‘exit’

(Diig. tetr. 1047, 14th c.)
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C. Adj. + Adj. yAvkomaxig  <yAUK(6G) + o Ug
/ylikopagis/ /ylikés/ /pagis/
‘sweet-thick’ ‘sweet’ “thick’

(Demetrios Pepagomenos, Hierakosophion 404, 13th c.)

The productive formation of compounds persisted in Modern Greek, while the abun-
dance of structural patterns and their diversity in Modern Greek dialects are remarkable.
For instance, it is worth noting that more than 4200 compounds of the Cretan dialect have
been recorded and morphologically analyzed (Chairetakis, 2024). The only exception to
productive dialectal Greek compounding is found in Cappadocian and the two varieties of
South Italian Greek, Griko and Greko, where constructions displaying a Greek structure
are either rare or absent in both linguistic systems, due to a heavy influence from other
languages. More specifically, Cappadocian has been influenced by Turkish (Dawkins, 1916),
whereas South Italian Greek has been affected by Italo-Romance (Rohlfs, 1977).

2. Topic, Data and Methodology

In this article, we present and analyze compounding in Modern Lesbian, a dialec-
tal variety of Modern Greek, in comparison with the compounding system of Standard
Modern Greek, as described by Papageorgiou (1975) and the traditional grammars (e.g.,
Triantaphylidis, 1941) and analyzed in detail by Ralli (2013).*

Our work is the first to deal with compounding in Modern Lesbian, which belongs to
the so-called “Group of Northern Greek dialects”. This dialectal group differs from that of
the southern part of Greece in that it displays two phonological phenomena, the deletion of
high vowels /i/ and u/ in unstressed position, and the raising of unstressed mid-vowels
/e/ and /o/ into [i] and [u], respectively. For instance, words like the Standard Modern
Greek spiti ‘house’, pulé ‘sell’, neré “water” and kézmos ‘world” are pronounced in Modern
Lesbian as spit, plo, niré and kézmus. Like the other Modern Greek dialects (Tsakonian is
an exception, as suggested by Deffner (1923)), Modern Lesbian descends from Hellenistic
Koine, the lingua franca of Hellenistic times. However, there are no testimonies as to when
Modern Lesbian was separated from the other dialects, and the oldest existing sources date
from the 15th c. AD. (see St. Anagnostou, 2026). During its long history, Modern Lesbian
has come into contact with other languages, mainly with the Italo-Romance Genovese
and Venetian, the languages of the Genovese (1355-1462) governors and the Venetian
traders, respectively, and Turkish, the language of the Ottoman (1462-1912) rulers. The
Ottoman occupation of Lesbos ended in 1912, and since then, the population has been
entirely Greek-speaking.

Nowadays, the dialect is still spoken by approximately 100,000 inhabitants of the
island, and the speakers are of all ages. Interestingly, several written works are found
for, or in, the dialect, sketchy grammars, dictionaries, glossaries, collections of stories,
pieces of folk literature, and local journals. Recently, a dialectal atlas mapping the variation
of 113 dialectal phenomena and words has been developed (Ralli, 2019; Alexelli, 2021),
and a limited number of theoretical works have been published on specific grammatical
phenomena, such as the article on possessive pronouns by Gafos and Ralli (2002). Efforts
to document Modern Lesbian are of crucial importance, because the dialect started being
declined, especially among young people, under the pressure of Standard Modern Greek,
the official language of the Greek State.

For the purposes of this work, we have built a corpus containing 2500 dialectal
compounds, drawn from various written sources (dictionaries/glossaries and dialectal
texts), and oral narratives collected in the field by A. Ralli herself, during the period
2005-2024.° The compounds are examined according to the type of structural patterns
they display, the constituents involved, the compound internal relations, and the notion of
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headedness. We also investigate some lexical and structural borrowing examples (matter-
and pattern-borrowing in terms of Sakel (2007)) in the dialect, due to contact with Turkish
and Italo-Romance. Pattern-borrowing cases show that contact has an impact on the
morphology of the dialect in that it has introduced innovative structures.

In support of our analysis, we use the quantitative evidence provided by the digital
Dialectal Compounds (DComp) database, which has been developed at the Laboratory of
Modern Greek Dialects of the University of Patras. This database contains approximately
17,000 entries, which are drawn from written sources of many Modern Greek dialects, and
oral material /narratives collected through field work within the framework of several
research projects directed by A. Ralli.®

Since the compound structures are not accessible to syntactic rules, for their analy-
sis, we follow Ralli’s (2013) approach, who considers Greek compounding to occur in a
morpheme-based autonomous morphological domain and Greek compounds to be mor-
phological objects, involving stems and words as basic constituents.

The article is structured as follows. Section 1 contains a brief introduction to Greek
compounding throughout the centuries, showing the productive character of the process
as a fertile source for the enrichment of the vocabulary. Special emphasis is given to the
innovative appearance of V V structures. The topic and the data of the work are presented
in Section 2, that is, the compounds of Modern Lesbian, and some useful information is
added about this dialectal variety. Section 3 introduces the basic properties of Modern
Greek compounds, all of which characterize Modern Lesbian compounds too, as shown in
Section 4, where these properties are examined one by one and are illustrated with specific
examples. The article ends with the conclusions (Section 5), a list of abbreviations, and the
relevant references.

3. Basic Properties of Standard Modern Greek Compounds

According to Ralli (2013), Greek compounding exhibits a set of properties that distinguish
this process from other word-formation mechanisms, including inflection and derivation.
Greek compounds are one-word formations, built from stems and words, and belong to
all major grammatical categories, namely nouns (e.g., Aayavayopd /laxanayora/ ‘vegetable
market’ <Adxav(o) /laxano/ ‘cabbage’ + ayopd /ayora/ ‘market’), adjectives (e.g., AaopicyTog
/laomisitos/ ‘hated by the people” <Aa(dg) /lads/ ‘people’ + uiont(dg) /misités/ ‘hated’),
and verbs (e.g., xapTonaifw /xartopézo/ ‘to play cards’ <xapt(1d) /xartid/ ‘cards’ + maifw
/pézo/ ‘to play’). Most adverbs, by contrast, constitute secondary formations, typically de-
rived from compound adjectives through the addition of the suffix -a /a/ (e.g., voT100UTiKdA gy
/motioditikd/ ‘southwest’ <voTi0vTIK(6G) Agj /nOti00ItIkGS/ + -apsys /a/).

Among compounds, nominal formations are by far the most frequent, as attested by
Papageorgiou (1975). Most of them involve two nouns (e.g., Tvpydormito /pirydspito/
‘tower house’ <rtpy(og) /piryos/ ‘tower’” + orrit(1) /spiti/ ‘house’) or an adjective and a
noun (e.g., opop@oxdprtoo /omorfokdritso/ ‘beautiful girl” <éuopg(o) /émorfo/ ‘beautiful’
+ xoptto(r) /koritsi/ ‘girl’).

Adjectival compounds either result from the combination of two adjectives (e.g.,
Koxxwouavpog /kokinémavros/ ‘red-black” <xéxxiv(og) /kdkinos/ ‘red” + pavp(og) /mavros/
‘black’) or of a noun and an adjective (e.g., koouo¢drxovotog /kozmoksdkustos/ ‘world-
renowned’ <kdop(og) /kbézmos/ ‘world’ + Caxovot(dg) /ksakustés/ ‘renowned’).

Verbal compounds are created through the combination of two verbs (e.g., avoryoxAeivw
/aniyoklino/ ‘open-close’ <avoty(w) /aniyo/ ‘open’ + xAeivw / klino/ ‘close’), a noun and a
verb (e.g., vuxTorteprtaTd /nixtoperpatd/ ‘walk at night” <vixt(a) /nixta/ night’ + wepratd
/perpat6d/ ‘walk’), or an adverb and a verb (e.g., xpyomefafvw /aryopebéno/ ‘die slowly’
<apy(d) /aryd/ ‘slowly” + mebaivew /pedéno/ ‘die’). Of these patterns, the AdvV combination
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constitutes the most productive source of verbal compounds, as shown by the examples found
in dictionaries, traditional grammars, texts and everyday conversation.

Compounds behave as single phonological words, bearing one main stress, which
falls on one of the final three syllables, depending on the case form. The stress position
serves as a crucial diagnostic for identifying the internal morphological structure of com-
pounds. In [Stem Stem] formations (e.g., xtovéBpoxo /condévroxo/ ‘snow-rain’ <xiov(r)
/¢6ni/ ‘snow’ + Bpox(r}) /vrogi/ ‘rain’) and [Word Stem] ones (e.g., dexarjpuepo /dekaimero/
‘ten-days’ <déxa /Oéka/ ‘ten’” + nuép(n) /iméra/ ‘day’), stress regularly appears on the
antepenultimate syllable, regardless of the stress position of the constituents when used
independently. By contrast, in [Stem Word] (e.g., vTouatoocaAdta /domatosaldta/ ‘tomato
salad” <vtoudt(x) /domata/ ‘tomato’ + caAdta /saldta/ ‘salad’) and [Word Word] com-
pounds (e.g., Cavakoipduat /ksanacimdme/ ‘sleep again’ <Cavd /ksand/ ‘again’ + xotpudpat
/cimédme/ ‘sleep’), the stress coincides with that of the rightmost constituent (Nespor &
Ralli, 1996, p. 357).

Unlike prefixes and suffixes, stems are not subject to strict positional constraints within
a compound structure, since they can be attested both on the right-hand and on the left-hand
sides of the compounds (e.g., movtikontayide /pondikopajida/ ‘mousetrap’ <rrovtix(dg)
/pondikés/ ‘mouse’ + rtayidn /pajida/ ‘trap’ vs. TvpAomovtixag /tiflopéndikas/ ‘mole’
<TtU@A(6g) /tiflés/ ‘blind” + movtik(ég) /pondikds/ ‘mouse’). However, as noted by Ralli
(2013, p. 16), the ordering of constituents is not entirely free, as certain factors—such as
the structural relationship between the constituents and the notion of headedness—play a
crucial role in determining the position (right or left) of the compound elements.

Moreover, there are constituents, the so-called ‘bound stems’, which are placed at the
right side of nominal compounds. Contrary to common stems which belong to various
grammatical categories and become free words with the appropriate inflectional endings,
bound stems are generally bound deverbal nouns. They are derived from Ancient Greek
verbal bases, either through a vowel alternation (e.g., Aéy-w /1éyo/ ‘I talk’ > -Aoy- /loy/)
or, more rarely, through the conversion of the perfective verbal stem into a nominal one
(e.g., épuay-a /éfaya/ ‘I ate’ > -pay- /fay/). However, their meaning is more abstract
than the meaning of nouns deriving from verbs. For illustration, consider the compound
YAwoooAdyog /ylosoldyos/ lit. who deals with/tells about language, ‘linguist’, the second
constituent of which -Aoy- /loy/ is always bound and has a different meaning ‘tells
about/deals with’ from the free noun l6yog /loyos/ ‘word’ (for details, see Ralli, 2008).

Inflection is always realized at the right side of compounds. [Stem Stem] compounds
and [Word Stem] ones may display inflectional suffixes that differ from those of their
second constituent when taken in isolation. For instance, the compounds aypidgwvogicy
/ayri6fonos/ ‘(of) rough voice’ <dypu(w) /ayria/ ‘rough, wild” + pwv(1j)ics /foni/ “voice’
and xatwoértov(o)cs /katoséndono/ ‘lower bedsheet’ <xdtw /kato/ ‘down, low’ +
oevTov(ice /sendoéni/ ‘bedsheet’ end in -os /os/ (inflection class 1 (IC1)) and -0 /o/
(IC5), respectively, while the right constituents pwv(1j)ic3 /foni/ ‘voice” and oevtdv(ice
/sendéni/ ‘bedsheet’ end in -7 /i/ (IC3) and - /i/ (IC6).” In contrast, [Stem Word] and
[Word Word] compounds preserve the inflectional properties of the rightmost member,
as shown by the examples xwovdvbpwrogic1 /gondnbropos/ ‘snowman’ <x:ov(t) /¢oni/
‘snow’ + dvfpwrtogicy /dnbropos/ ‘human’ and rmiowBeAovidics /pisovelonid/ ‘backstitch’
<micw /piso/ ‘back, behind” + BeAovidics /velonid/ ‘stitch’.

The constituents of compounds are linked together by the vowel -0- /0/, which func-
tions as a compound marker (Ralli, 2013). Historically derived from an Ancient Greek
thematic vowel, this element became generalized as a linking vowel from the Early Hellenis-
tic period onwards (Anastasiadi-Symeonidi, 1996; Ralli & Raftopoulou, 1999). It surfaces
when the first constituent is a stem and does not appear when the second constituent begins
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with a vowel that is stronger than /o/ on the vowel hierarchy proposed by Chatzidakis
(Chatzidakis, 1905-1907, p. 211). For example, consider the absence of -0- in the compound
CavaPAénw /ksanavlépo/ ‘see again’, where the first member is the adverbial word ¢avd
/ksand/ ‘again’. Consider also the compound ouopgdv8pwmog /omorfanBropos/ ‘hand-
some man’, consisting of the stem opop¢- /omorf/ of the adjective duopg(og) /6morfos/
‘beautiful” and the word dvfpwrog /anBropos/ ‘human’. The compound marker -o- /0/ is
absent as the initial vowel /a/ of dvBpwrog /anBropos/ is stronger than /o/ according to
the vowel hierarchy.

With respect to headedness, compounds are classified as either endocentric or exocen-
tric. Endocentric compounds contain a head—typically the rightmost constituent—that
determines both the grammatical category and the core meaning of the compound. For
instance, in a compound like miocwyvpilw /pisojirizo/ ‘go back to’ (<rrivw /piso/ ‘behind,
back’ + yvpilw /jirizo/ ‘return, turn back’), the head is the right member yvpilw /jirizo/
‘return, turn back’. Exocentric compounds, by contrast, lack a lexical head; neither of the
lexeme constituents is responsible for the grammatical category of the entire compound
and its category. According to Ralli and Andreou (2012), in exocentric compounds, the
category and basic meaning are assigned by an overtly realized or a zero derivational suffix,
which is added at the right side of the compound combination. For illustration, consider
the word yaoouépyg /xasoméris/ ‘idler’, consisting of the perfective stem yao- /xas/ of
the verb xdvw /xano/ ‘lose’, the stem puep- /mer/ of the noun pépa /méra/ ‘day’ and
the suffix -7 /is/). Another example is the combination of two nouns gapuakdéyAwooog
/farmakéylosos/ ‘poison-tongued’, built from ¢appdx(1) /farméki/ “poison’, yAdoo(a)
/ylésa/ ‘tongue’ and a zero derivational suffix -Opgy.

On the basis of the relation between the constituents, Modern Greek compounds are
classified into two categories: (a) compounds with a dependency relation (e.g., ayprdvBpwrrog
/ayridnOropos/ ‘wild man’ <dypi(og) /éayrios/ ‘wild’ + dvfpwrmog /anbropos/ ‘man’), and
(b) coordinative constructions (e.g., paxaiportipovva /mageropiruna/ ‘cutlery” <uaxaio(in)
/magcérja/ ‘knives’ + rripotv(i) /pirana/ ‘forks’) (Manolessou & Tsolakidis, 2009). The mem-
bers of the former group are further divided into attributive (e.g., opopgomaid: /omorfopédi/
‘beautiful child” <épop¢(o) /émorfo/ ‘beautiful” + maid(1) /pedi/ ‘child’) and subordinative
compounds (e.g., Ao opog /iljésporos/ ‘sunflower seed” <rjAu(og) /iljos/ ‘sun’ + orépog
/sporos/ ‘seed’). Coordinative compounds are by far fewer than the constructions displaying
a dependency relation between their members.

4. Modern Lesbian Compounds

Modern Lesbian exhibits a rich compounding process producing formations in every-
day talk. To date, a large number of Modern Lesbian compounds can be found in various
written sources, glossaries and dictionaries (see, among others, Demiris, 2003; Papanis &
Papanis, 2000; Ralli, 2017; Stergellis, 2017; Paraskevaidis, 2020; Kakaronis, 2021), sketchy
grammatical descriptions (e.g., Aravanopoulos, 1975), various local journals (e.g., ji adzida,
2015), and folk tales and literature (e.g., Karna, 2020; Psarianos, 2023), all in dialectal form.
As already said, the corpus of our investigation contains 2500 Modern Lesbian compounds
drawn from these sources and the oral corpora of A. Ralli’s personal archives. They come
from all villages of the island, but mainly from those of Agiasos, Agra, Antissa, Vasilika,
Eressos, Mesotopos, Plomari, Polichnitos, Thermi, Pamphila, and Mantamados. Among
these compounds, 1438 items have been listed and morphologically analyzed in the digital
DComp database.

For illustration, in Figure 1 below, we list a screenshot of the DComp entry
povpvovkAadovp /furnukladir/ ‘small piece of wood for the fire of the local oven’,
metaphorically used for somebody ‘excitable/touchy” <govpv(ovg) /farn(us)/ ‘oven’ +
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xkAadotp /kladtr/ ‘small piece of wood’. The data and information are in Greek, since there

is no English version available for DComp.

Baoikég nAnpo@opisg

02. AlaAskTog/ISimpa: BopziosAAadika 1didpara
NéoBog

03. Znpaocia: 1. kAadi nou To pixvouv oTov PoUpvo yia va BepuavBei. 2. suepéBiorog, suéanTog avBpwnog (LTY).

05. 3x£01 CUOTATIK®V: ZxEon ££apTong
07. ©on Tou Tovou: MMapaAryouca
08. Mopgoloyikn Siadikacia: ZUvBzon/Mapaywyn/KAion
09. Mpappariki katyopia: OuUCIACTIKS
10. révog: Ouditzpo
11. Mepropiopog yupvol Bparog:  Oxi
12. Asiktng obvBeong:  Nai [-ou-]
13. Aopn cuoTtaTikev: [OuciaoTiké] + [Ouociaomiké]
14. Mopgoloyikn Sdopn: [[@fua] + [AzEn]]
15. MNpwro-/Yorepoyevig ouvBeTo: Mpwroyevig ouvBero
16. Ev3o-/EEwkevTpikd oUvBeTO: EVBOKEVTPIKO
17. Asopeupévo Bpa: Oxi
18. Ofon ke@aAng: A6 oUOTATIKO

AéEnua A

19. Agfnpa A:  @oUpvoug < furnus
20. Karaywyn: AaTiviki
21. NpappaTiki katnyopia: OUuCIAOTIKG
22.Tévog:  Apoevikd
23. Inpacia: @OUPVOG.

AéEnua B

24. Atnpa B: «Aadoup’ < kAadi
25. Karaywyn: EAAnvikn
26. NpappaTikn karnyopia: OuCIAOTIKG
27.Tévog: Oudérepo
28. Inpaogia: pikpod kAadi.

MAnpo@opie NpocEUEATONOINCNG

37. Napaywyikod eniBnpa A:  -oupi
38. Karaywyn: EAAnvikn
39. Juvduaopog: Asfnua B

Méra-nAnpo@opieg

50. Mnyn: As5iko Tou AyiaomTIKOU 1810paTIKoU Adyou

51. Mapadaiypa: <Mnv nayaiv'q KouvTa oTou Mavy', yiaTi givi @oupvoukAadolps».

Figure 1. povpvovkAadobp /furnukladir/ ‘small piece of wood for the fire of the local oven’.

It is important to note that all grammatical categories of compounds that are attested

in Standard Modern Greek and its dialectal varieties are represented in our corpus. More
specifically, nominal (see (3a,b)), adjectival (see (4a,b)), and verbal (see (5a,b)) compounds
are documented, along with some examples belonging to the adverbial category (see (6a,b)).

From a quantitative perspective, the compounds recorded in DComp are predominantly

nouns (974 items), followed by adjectives (255) and verbs (191), while adverbial compounds

constitute a much smaller category (18 items). This distribution confirms the predominance

of nominal compounding in Modern Lesbian, in line with Standard Modern Greek and

other dialectal varieties.

(3) a. XOPoAXYK-O-TPUTIX
/asfalagoétripa/
‘a hole dug by the mole’
b. TP ov-6-k Xt
/tavandkata/

‘cat that climbs on rooftops’

<ao@EIAxyK(xg) + TpUTTX
/asfalagas/ /tripa/
‘mole’ ‘hole’

(oral source)
<Txfdav + KATK
/tavéan/ /kéata/

’

cat’
(Papanis & Papanis, 2000)

‘roof, ceiling’
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4) a. OUA-O-LaL POVG <0UA(ov) + pHadPovG
/ulémavrus/ /alu/ /mévrus/
‘completely black’ ‘all ‘black’
(Stergellis, 2017)
b. XOUVTP-G-EoVUTTAOVG <xovvtp(6) + EQUTA
/xudréksublus/ /xudré/ /ksob4/
‘coarsely made decorative ‘thick’ ‘decorative element’
elements’
(Papanis & Papanis, 2000)
5) a. OKXA-OV-YVPEGYOU <okaA(lCov) + yvpebhyov
/skalujirévyu/ /skalizu/ /jirévyu/
‘search by prying’ ‘pry’ ‘search’
(oral source)
b. KOV KA-OU-0TOLTtd OV <KOVKA(wVOUL) + otodlov
/kuklustsipdzu/ /kuklénu/ /stsipazu/
‘hide (with a hood)-cover’ ‘hide with a hood” ‘cover’
(Ralli, 2017)
(6) a OUA-OV-YVpig <00A(ovg) + y0p(ovg) + -1
/ulujiris/ /alus/ /jirus/ Dsuf
‘all year round’ ‘all’
(Stergellis, 2017)
b. TILOWOKOVAX <mioov + KOA(ovg) + -0
/pisékula/ /pisu/ /kolus/ Dsuf
‘backwards’ ‘back’ ‘buttocks’

(Papanis & Papanis, 2000)

The formations display the -0- /0/ linking element (compound marker for Ralli, 2013),
which ensures the transition between the two members and is noted between hyphens in the
examples of (3)—(6). Due to the so-called “northern vocalism”, which raises the unstressed /e/
and /o/ vowels to [i] and [u], respectively (see Section 2), the linking element appears as -ov-
/u/ in unstressed position. Only (6b) does not contain any linking element because the first
constituent is a word, and, as already noted, -0- appears after a stem.

With respect to morphological structure, the two most frequent compound patterns of
Modern Greek, [Stem Stem] (7a) and [Stem Word] (7b), are also attested in Modern Lesbian.
The dominance of these patterns is also shown in DComp, which contains 974 [Stem Stem]
compounds and 385 [Stem Word] formations.

(7) a. koepdovovp <Kkop0d + C(ov) (i)
/karduzdm/ /kario/ /zumi/
‘walnut porridge’ ‘walnut’ ‘juice
(Kakaronis, 2021)
b. POLOOVLTTATTTIOVd X <p6d + mtammond o
/rudupaptuida/ /160/ /paptda/

1

omegranate seed;
pomes ) ‘pomegranate’ ‘seed’
handsome person

(Sp. Anagnostou, 1903; Stergellis, 2017)

Compounds involving the combination of a word and a stem [Word Stem] (8a) or of
two words [Word Word] (8b) are also attested in our corpus. These patterns are considerably
less frequent than those displayed in (7).
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8) a. KOCTOUTIAT <kdTov + 1té&t(ovg)
/katupat/ /katu/ /patus/
‘sediment’ ‘down’ ‘bottom’
(Papanis & Papanis, 2000)
b. Eaxvavtov(vtiCov <Eavé + vrov{vTiCov (<Tr diizmek)
/ksanaduzdizu/ /ksané/ /duzdizu/
‘start again’ ‘again’ ‘start’
(Paraskevaidis, 2020)

In DComp, only 55 [Word Stem] and 24 [Word Word] formations are identified, simi-
larly to Standard Modern Greek and other Modern Greek dialects, such as Cretan (Ralli &
Chairetakis, 2025) and the dialectal variety of Phthiotis in Central Greece (Tsouknidas &
Chairetakis, 2023).

Modern Lesbian, like Standard Modern Greek and its dialectal varieties, primarily
forms endocentric compounds, the head of which—namely, the element responsible for the
grammatical category and the core meaning of the compound—is located on the right side
of the structure (9). Exocentric compounds are also attested. As already noted in Section 3,
the head in these compounds is usually a derivational suffix, either lexically overt (10a) or
zero (10b), which is added after the combination of the two lexemes.

9) KXTOKOOOUKOVPLUEVOUG <KXTOKED + KOUPLUEVOLG
/katskadukuriménus/ /katskao/ /kuriménus/
‘shorn like a goat’ ‘goat’ ‘shorn’

(oral source)

(10) a. OKOVPTIXALP pdg <okovp7(ed) + AP + g
/skurpalivras/ /skurp6/ /alévr/ Dsuf
‘spendthrift’ ‘scatter’ ‘flour’
(oral source)
b. powpdOovpovg <pop(ovg) + Bovp(1d) + -0
/mavré0urus/ /mavrus/ /0urja/ Dsuf
‘dark skinned’ ‘black’ ‘appearance’

(Sp. Anagnostou, 1903)

The same tendency is also quantitatively reflected in the DComp database, where
endocentric compounds clearly predominate (1145 entries), while exocentric formations
are considerably fewer (293 entries).

With respect to the relation between the lexeme constituents, Modern Lesbian pre-
dominantly exhibits compounds with a dependency relation (11a,b), while coordinative
constructions are considerably fewer (12a,b). Verbal coordinative compounds, which, as
already mentioned in Section 1, appeared in Late Medieval Greek, are numerically limited
(12c). See the representative examples exhibited in (11) and (12):

(11) a. xypryldrykabovg <d&ypryt(ov) + aykdO
/ayrijagabus/ /ayriju/ /agad/
‘wild thorn’ ‘wild’ ‘thorn’
(Demiris, 2003)
b. 0TV POVAOVAOVOOV <otavp(6g) + AoVAOVS
/stavrulaludu/ /stavroés/ /lulad/
‘flower distributed by ‘cross’ ‘flower’

the priest in church’
(Ralli, 2017)
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(12) a. XAOUYOVHOVA P <dAovy(w) + povAdp(l)
/aluyumdulara/ /éluya/ /mulérja/
‘horses-mules’ ‘horses’ ‘mules’

(oral source)

b. UTTPOV OTOVTLOVOUG <prpovoT(vég) + mLovog
/brustupisnus/ /brustnés/ /pisnods/
‘two-faced’ ‘front’ ‘back’
(Ralli, 2017; Stergellis, 2017)
C. XOTIPOVY xVId oV <aorp(iCov) + yovidlov
/aspruyandzu/ /asprizu/ /yanazu/
‘fade’ ‘whiten’ ‘undergo alteration’

(Ralli, 2017; Stergellis, 2017)

This distribution is also confirmed by the data in DComp, where 1401 compounds
display dependency relations, whereas only 37 are coordinative.

Interestingly, compounds involving constituents of foreign origin are also attested in
the dialect, given that Modern Lesbian came into close contact with Italo-Romance and
Turkish (see Section 2). In DComp, compounds with constituents of Turkish origin are
more numerous (114 cases) than those containing Italo-Romance elements (77 cases). This
conforms to the type of loan words in the Modern Lesbian vocabulary, where those of
Turkish origin are more numerous than the Italo-Romance ones, due to the long Ottoman
dominance of the island of Lesbos (see Section 2).

It is important to note that compound members of loan origin are fully integrated
into the system: (a) They conform to the stress properties of native compounds in that,
as noted in Section 3, they bear a stress falling on one of the last three syllables (e.g.,
Aaynvéurpicov /lajindbriku/ ‘pair of copper or brass vessels’ <Aayrjv /lajin/ ‘washbasin’
(<Tr legen <Ancient Greek Aexdvy /lekdné/) + urmpic /bric/ ‘coffee pot’ (<Tr ibrik). (b)
The first members of the nominal or verbal category are stems, in line with the Greek
native property to create inflected nouns, adjectives and verbs by combining stems and
inflectional endings. Since the transferred loan items are wordforms, they undergo a
reanalysis in order to become stems and accept an appropriate inflectional ending, in
accordance with the requirements of Greek morphology to build inflected words on the
basis of stems and inflectional endings (see Ralli, 2022 for details). For instance, the Italo-
Romance borrowed limone ‘lemon’ appears as the stem Aiuov /limép/ in the compound
Apovvdmdov /limundpdu/ ‘type of pear’ <Awpév /limén/ + art(9) /apid/ ‘pear’). (c) When
occurring as second constituents, loan items are always followed by inflectional suffixes
of Greek origin (e.g., apxovvtéoovyov /arxuddésuyu/ ‘family of aristocratic behavior and
appearance’ <dpxovvt(ag) /arxudas/ + cdy /s6j/ ‘family’ (<Tr soy).

Although compounds with only one constituent of foreign origin are numerous (13),
examples are also attested in which both constituents of a compound are loan elements,
either originating from the same source language (14a) or from two different languages
(14b). Compare the data in (13) and (14) below:

(13) a. umakAxPovképpatov <pumakAxf(ég) (<Tr baklava)  + kovpudt
/baklavukématu/ /baklavés/ /kumait/
‘piece of baklava’ ‘baklava’ ‘piece’
(Ralli, 2017)
b. KPOUTOOdPOUOVG <kapoto(wn) (<It carrozza) + dpbduovg
/karuts6dromus/ /karétsa/ /0rémus/
‘road for carts’ ‘cart’ ‘road’
(Stergellis, 2017)

https://doi.org/10.3390/languages11070139


https://doi.org/10.3390/languages11070139

Languages 2026, 11, 139 11 0f 16
: T A Turkish
(14) a. (LpvTouTiApov <Cepvr(Ee) (<Tr +?n 4 (<Turkis
zerde) pilav)
/zirdupilafu/ /zirdés/ /pilat/
‘sweet pilaf’ ‘sweet rice dessert’”  ‘pilaf’
(Paraskevaidis, 2020)
S\ Sl
b. TOKXAOV UTTEPO Xk o fTGKa (o) (< + urapddk(t)a
¢ukal)
/tskalubérdaka/ /tskdka/ /bardaca/ (<Tr bardak)
‘set of earthenware , , , ,
i earthen pots glasses
vessels
(Ralli, 2017)

Crucially, compounds containing constituents of foreign origin, other than Turkish or
Italo-Romance, such as the example in (14b), are rare in the dialectal material, since the
languages that have principally affected Modern Lesbian are Turkish and Italo-Romance.
Other languages, for instance, Arabic or Slavic, have occasionally provided loan material. In
DComp, 18 compound constituents of Arabic origin are found, and only one of Slavic origin.

In Modern Lesbian, there are also compounds containing bound stems, that is, con-
stituents that cannot function as independent words even with an appropriate inflectional
affix (see also Section 3). Among the bound stems, -Aoy- /loy/ (see (15¢c)) and -¢a7y /fay/
(see (15a,b)) are frequently found at the right-hand side of compounds. -Aoy- /loy/ is the
most frequent (14 instances in DComp) and combines with lexemes of Greek origin (15a,b)
as well as with foreign ones (15c).

(15) a. EAovpdryovug <&UA(ov) +-poy + -0oUg
/kslufayus/ /ksilu/ /fay/ us
‘wood-eating insect; , , , ,

. . wood eater
wood-smoothing file’

(Papanis & Papanis, 2000)

b. poBpakovedyovg <poBpak(6g) + -poy- + -0ovg
/mabrakufayus/ /mabrakds/ /fay/ /us/
‘grey heron’ ‘frog’ ‘eater’
(Demiris, 2003)
C. X XUTTXPOVASGYOUG ;;; oﬁ;gz; + -Aoy- + -0ovg
/xabaruléyus/ /xabar/ /loy/ /us/
‘who
‘bee-type insect’ ‘news’ tells/brings
(news)’
(Paraskevaidis, 2020)

Interestingly, -Aoy- /loy/ also occurs in some toponyms, such as the toponym
ITpacovAdyovg /prasuléyus/ resulting from the combination of the noun rrpdo(ov) /prasu/
‘leek’” and the bound stem -Aoy- /loy/. The literal meaning of this compound is ‘one who
carries leeks’ or ‘one who is expert on leeks’. As a toponym, Prasuldyus is the name of a
tiny island situated in front of the village of Mantamados, on the eastern coast of Lesbos.

It is worth focusing on two phenomena of language contact in Modern Lesbian
compounding that are of particular interest, since they both denote pattern-borrowing:
one of them originates from Turkish and the other from Italo-Romance. The construction
ayéoa-rtapn-oi /ajéra para-si/, literally ‘wind—-money” and metaphorically ‘something of
no value’, is formed from the Greek word ayépag /ajéras/ ‘wind’, the Turkish word rrapd
(<para) ‘money’, and the Turkish compound marker -sI (Ralli, 2020). It is generally accepted
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that the combination of two free nouns with the compounding marker -sI constitutes
a typical pattern of native Turkish compounds (Goksel, 2009; Bagriacik & Ralli, 2014).
Therefore, ayéon-mapn-oi /ajéra para-si/ may be analyzed as a pattern-borrowing case,
since it displays a Turkish structure, that is, a pattern displaying two free nouns and the
Turkish compound marker -sI. In the literature, it is well known that structural borrowing
is more difficult to occur than lexical borrowing and appears in situations of intense contact
between two linguistic systems (Thomason, 2001). In fact, Modern Lesbian and Turkish
have been in such a situation for almost four centuries, when Turkish was the official
language of administration. Given that ajéra para-si is the only example identified so
far in our corpus, and considering the fact that the two linguistic systems are no longer
in contact, an alternative analysis treating ajéra para-si as a simple lexicalized phrase is
equally plausible.

Another case of structural borrowing, this time from Italo-Romance, is attested in a
very limited number of left-headed compounds: they display a structure of Italo-Romance
compounding, where the head is primarily at the left side, as shown by Scalise (1992):

(16) a. xPyovkoAdpopo <afy(d) + KaAopdproc
/avyukaldmara/ /avya/ /kalamérja/
‘squids — eggs’ ‘eggs’ ‘squids’
(Sp. Anagnostou, 1903)
b. OTOAOVTIOTLOVG <oToVA(oVG) + movTa oG
/stslup6tamus/ /stsilus/ /putamés/
‘dog-like otter’ ‘dog’ ‘river’
(Demiris, 2003)
C. AXYNVOUTTPLKOV <Axynv + umpik
/lajinébriku/ /lajin/ /bric/
‘earthen vessel with two
. , ‘earthen vessel’ ‘coffee pot’
spouts for oil use
(Demiris, 2003)

According to Andreou (2013, 2014), certain left-headed compounds are already at-
tested in Ancient Greek (e.g., 8éowvog /t"éoinos/ ‘God of wine’ <fedc /theds/ ‘God’ + oivog
/oinos/ ‘wine’, (TLG, 1972-2026), Aeschylus 44A, 736b, 4, 6th-5th c. BC). However, as
argued by Ralli (2023), Chairetakis (2024) and Ralli and Chairetakis (2025), a number of
new left-headed formations have emerged in the Hellenistic period (e.g., immoméTapog
/hippopétamos/ ‘type of mammal’ <irt7rog /hippos/ "horse’ + motaudg /potamés/ ‘river’,
(TLG, 1972-2026), Porphyry, De Statuis 10.62-63, 3rd c. AD) as well as in Late Medieval
Greek (e.g., maAaudyeipov /palamoégiron/ ‘palm of the hand” <taAdu(y) /paldmi/ ‘palm’
+ xelp /¢ir/ ‘hand’, Diig. tetr. 893, 14th c.), Early Modern Greek (e.g., pvAAokdAapo
/filokdlamo/ ‘leaf of the reed” <puUAA(o) /filo/ ‘leat” + xaAdpu(1) /kalami/ ‘reed’, CHOR-
TATSIS, Erof. V 270, 16th c.) and Modern Greek (e.g., mAaxoA®: /plakolifi/ ‘block from
stone’ <rtAdx(a) /plaka/ ‘block’ + Ai(og) /1i6os/ ‘stone’, Maniateas, 2002). The latter has
appeared in areas that were strongly influenced by Italo-Romance, a linguistic system
which builds many compounds with the head positioned at the left side of the structure. As
suggested by Ralli and Chairetakis (2025) and Ralli (2023), contact with Italo-Romance must
have played a significant role in the strengthening or revival of this structural pattern in
several Modern Greek dialects, which have experienced an Italo-Romance dominance, that
is, in the dialects of South Italy, Cyprus, Crete and those of the Heptanesian Dodekanesian
and Cycladic islands. By contrast, it cannot be accidental that in many central and northern
Greek varieties, which did not come into close contact with Italo-Romance linguistic sys-
tems, such structures are absent (see indicatively Tsouknidas & Chairetakis, 2023 for the
varieties of Phthiotis). Therefore, with respect to Modern Lesbian, we could propose that
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the few instances of left-headed compounds found in the dialect are due to contact with
Italo-Romance. Since this contact was not as heavy and long-lasting as contact with Turkish,
the limited number of left-headed compounds attested in the dialect can be accounted for.

5. Conclusions

On the basis of the documentation and analysis of compounds provided in this work,
it becomes evident that the process of compounding in Modern Lesbian constitutes a highly
productive process. This is manifested by the considerable number of compounds found in
the dialect as well as by the diversity of compounding patterns.

As shown in Section 4, Modern Lesbian compounding does not differ from that of
Standard Modern Greek described in Section 3, and it conforms to the basic properties
of Greek morphology. Compounds in Modern Lesbian belong to all major grammatical
categories, are phonological words and are inflected at the right side. Right-headed endo-
centric compounds outnumber exocentric ones and the compound members predominantly
exhibit a dependency relation, whereas coordinative compounds are comparatively fewer.
In terms of morphological structure, Modern Lesbian primarily forms compounds involv-
ing stems as first members in [Stem Stem] and [Stem Word] patterns, and a compulsory
linking vowel/compound marker -o- ensures the transition from the first to the second
constituent. Therefore, the Modern Lesbian compounds could be used to exemplify the
wealth of structures also found in the Standard Greek language.

Nevertheless, it is worth noting a difference between Modern Lesbian and Standard
Modern Greek compounding, which concerns two patterns due to borrowing. First, the
phenomenon of left-headedness is attested in a small number of compounds, due to pattern-
borrowing from the principally left-headed Italo-Romance compounding. As argued in
this article, although some left-headed instances are attested in earlier stages of the Greek
language, the external factor of language contact appears to have contributed decisively to
the revival or maintenance of this structural pattern. Second, another pattern-borrowing
phenomenon may have come from Turkish, according to which the Turkish structure Noun
+ Noun -s is attested in the Modern Lesbian formation ayépx mapa-ci /ayéra para-si/, as a
result of intense language contact between the two systems, Modern Lesbian and Turkish.

Modern Lesbian compounding also displays noteworthy matter-borrowing cases as
far as loan constituents are concerned, with these elements originating mainly from Turkish
and Italo-Romance. Such constituents are frequent and fully integrated into the linguistic
system of the dialect, conforming to the rules governing the morphology of Modern Greek.
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List of Abbreviations

A adjective

Adv  adverb

Ar Arabic

Dsuf derivational suffix
1C inflection class

It Italian

N noun

Tr Turkish

Sl Slavic

\Y% verb

Notes

1

In this article, ‘Greek” will be employed as an umbrella term for the language in its synchrony and diachrony. ‘Modern
Greek’denotes the language of the 19th c. onwards, while ‘Standard Modern Greek’ is used for the official language of the
Greek State.

Greek examples are broadly phonologically transcribed with the characters of the International Phonetic Alphabet according to
the pronunciation of the period where they are attested. Stress appears on the stressed vowel of wordforms, while stems are not
stressed. Segments and/or inflectional suffixes that do not take part in the compounding structure are put in parentheses.

In this article, the notion of productivity has been approached in terms of frequency.

In comparison to Ancient Greek and Hellenistic compounds, which have been extensively described (see, among others, Debrun-
ner, 1917; Tribulato, 2015), Greek compounds of the subsequent periods are not sufficiently documented and analyzed. Ralli’s
(2013) work constitutes the only detailed description and morphologically based analysis of Standard Modern Greek compounds.
The informants of this field work have signed consent forms, allowing the collected material to be used for research purposes.
The dialectal varieties included in DComp are: Cretan, Pontic, Cycladic, Dodecanesian, Heptanesian, Cytherian, Tsakonian,
Southern Italian Greek, Cappadocian, Chiotic, Maniot, other Peloponnesian varieties, Old Athenian, Modern Lesbian, and other
northern Greek varieties. For every compound, the database provides the following types of information: (a) general information
(e.g., the dialectal variety from which the compound originates, the existence of alternative forms, etc.); (b) grammatical and
morphological information (e.g., the category and type of the compound (e.g., endocentric or exocentric), the morphological
structural pattern in terms of stems and words, the relations between internal constituents, gender (for nouns, adjectives and
pronouns), the presence of a linking element/compound marker, etc.); (c) phonological information; (d) semantic information
(e.g., the meaning of the compound and its lexeme constituents); and (e) metadata (e.g., example of usage). DComp enables the
systematic extraction of statistical data for each type of information recorded in it. For a detailed description of DComp and its
content, see Ralli et al. (2020).

According to Ralli (2022), Modern Greek nouns are distributed in eight inflection classes, adjectives in five and verbs in two. In
Modern Lesbian, the Greek inflection classes are preserved in the singular number, but are altered in the plural, as shown in
Alexelli (2021).
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