
COMPENSATORY LENGTHENING AND POLYSYLLABIC SHORTENING IN 

THE GHEG DIALECT OF ALBANIAN 
 

Josiane Riverin-Coutlée1, Enkeleida Kapia1,2, Conceição Cunha1 and Jonathan Harrington1 

 
1Institute of Phonetics and Speech Processing, Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München, Munich, Germany 

2Academy of Albanological Sciences, Tirana, Albania 
josiane.riverin | enkeleida.kapia | cunha | jmh @phonetik.uni-muenchen.de 

 

ABSTRACT 

 

This study was concerned with understanding a case 

of diachronic vowel lengthening in the Gheg dialect 

of Albanian. Some of the long vowels of Gheg are 

thought to have emerged out of a historical process of 

compensatory lengthening following final schwa 

deletion. However, a confounding factor which may 

also explain why these vowels became longer is the 

effect of polysyllabic shortening being wiped out by 

schwa deletion. The main aim of this study was to 

disentangle the respective effects of compensatory 

lengthening and polysyllabic shortening on patterns 

of vowel duration in Gheg. An acoustic analysis of 

vowel duration in two word sets provided no evidence 

of an effect of polysyllabic shortening. Vowels were 

found to be longer, not shorter, in polysyllabic words, 

a fresh insight which suggests that vowel length may 

have instead been inherited from an open syllable and 

preserved when schwa was deleted. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

This study probes into vowel length in the Gheg 

dialect of Albanian, with the aim of disentangling the 

respective effects of compensatory lengthening and 

polysyllabic shortening on patterns of vowel duration 

in a dialect for which empirical data is scarce. 

Albanian is a language of the Indo-European 

family spoken by approximately 7 million people 

living mostly in Albania, Kosovo and North 

Macedonia [1]. In this study, we are concerned with 

Albanian spoken in Albania, which comprises two 

main dialects: Tosk, spoken in the southern part of the 

country; and Gheg, spoken in central and northern 

Albania, including in the capital Tirana [2], [3], [4]. 

We focus on a distinctive phonological feature of 

Gheg: contrastive vowel length. 

The Gheg vowel inventory comprises 6 oral 

vowels which have short and long counterparts: 

/i y u e ɔ a/ and /iː yː uː eː ɔː aː/ [2], [5], [6], [7]. Long 

vowels occur frequently in indefinite singular nouns, 

whereas the corresponding definite singular nouns 

have short vowels, as illustrated in (1): 

(1) /ˈkali/-/kaːl/: kali ‘the horse’ vs. kalë ‘a horse’ 

The presence of a long vowel in kalë /kaːl/ has 

been attributed to compensatory lengthening [6], [7], 

[8], [9], [10]. The leading hypothesis in the literature 

is that Gheg used to have an unstressed schwa at the 

end of the indefinite noun, /ˈkalə/, which was 

eventually dropped. The loss of this segment was 

compensated by an increase in duration of the 

remaining stressed vowel, with subsequent 

phonologization [11], [12], [13]. However, the 

historical passage from /ˈkalə/ to /kaːl/ also involved 

a reduction in the number of syllables in the word, 

which raises the question of whether so-called 

polysyllabic shortening could have played a role. 

Polysyllabic shortening is a process through which 

the duration of vowels or syllables shortens as the 

number of syllables within the word increases. A 

classic example is that of speed > speedy > speediness 

[14] in which stressed /iː/ is shorter in disyllabic 

speedy than monosyllabic speed, and shorter in 

trisyllabic speediness than disyllabic speedy. 

Polysyllabic shortening has been observed mostly in 

stress-timed languages like English, Dutch, German 

or Swedish [15]. Since Albanian also is a stress-timed 

language [16], [17], the possibility has to be 

considered that the longer duration of the stressed 

vowel in monosyllabic kalë /kaːl/ compared to old 

disyllabic kalë /ˈkalə/ is due to the effect of 

polysyllabic shortening being wiped out when the 

final schwa (and thus one syllable) was deleted. 

It is difficult to disentangle the effect of 

compensatory lengthening from that of polysyllabic 

shortening being lifted because they yield the same 

result: a longer vowel in the modern form. To 

overcome this issue, we propose to use the following 

proxies. First, we will verify whether polysyllabic 

shortening is a phenomenon that is found in Gheg 

using a corpus of definite-indefinite noun pairs as in 

(2). These have an analogical structure to the /ˈkali/-

/kaːl/ pair in (1), but the indefinite noun never had a 

schwa, which was thus never dropped, not triggering 

compensatory lengthening: 

(2) /ˈdaʃi/-/daʃ/: dashi ‘the ram’ vs. dash ‘a ram’ 

If polysyllabic shortening is found in Gheg, we 

expect the stressed vowel to be longer in 

monosyllabic /daʃ/ than in disyllabic /ˈdaʃi/. 



Second, we will use a corpus of definite-indefinite 

pairs like disyllabic kali /ˈkali/ and monosyllabic kalë 

/kaːl/ complemented with a third word, in this case fal 

/fal/ ‘to forgive’. This third word has a similar 

phonological structure to /kaːl/, but it is unrelated to 

the definite-indefinite pair and has not been subject to 

diachronic lengthening. If polysyllabic shortening 

plays any role in Gheg, we expect to replicate the 

results from the previous corpus, i.e. find the stressed 

vowel in /fal/ to be longer than that in /ˈkali/. In 

addition, if the wiping out of the effect of polysyllabic 

shortening alone can explain lengthening, then the 

vowel in monosyllabic /fal/ should be as long as that 

in /kaːl/. 

2. METHODS 

2.1. Speakers and recordings 

Speech was collected from 14 native speakers of 

Gheg, 7 women and 7 men aged 38 to 79 years old 

(mean 58). The participants were born and raised in 

the village of Bërzhitë, near Tirana. While in this area 

some traditional features of Gheg tend to disappear 

due to dialect contact and influence of standard 

Albanian, contrastive vowel length has been found to 

be well preserved [18]. 

The participants were digitally recorded 

(44,1 kHz, 16 bits) in quiet rooms at the local school 

or at home, using a Beyerdynamic TG H54c head-

mounted microphone, a Tascam US-2x2 and the 

Speech Recorder software [19]. They took part in a 

reading task featuring two repetitions of target words 

in carrier sentences, for example kali thoni kali ‘the 

horse, say the horse’ where the target word is kali 

/ˈkali/. Since the different prosodic positions in which 

the words were produced, i.e. initial and final 

positions of the carrier sentences, may have an impact 

on vowel duration, the variance induced by the 

prosodic position will be modeled in the statistical 

analyses by the inclusion of a fixed factor (see 2.3), 

but its effect will not be further analyzed because it is 

not our purpose to investigate this issue. Each 

sentence was read twice, for a total of four repetitions 

of each target word per speaker. 

The speech signal was forced-aligned using 

WebMAUS General [20], [21], then hand corrected 

when needed. The material was structured into an 

EMU speech database [22] for further analysis. 

2.2. Materials 

Of the 241 target words produced four times by each 

speaker, 77 were used in this study while the rest was 

intended for other analyses. These 77 words were 

split into two corpora: the “analogy corpus” and the 

“triplet corpus”. The analogy corpus comprises 26 

words forming 13 definite-indefinite pairs on the 

model of /ˈdaʃi/-/daʃ/ in example (2). In each pair, the 

final unstressed vowel of the definite noun (/ˈdaʃi/) is 

absent in the indefinite noun (/daʃ/), leading to a 

reduction of one syllable in the indefinite noun (/daʃ/). 

As shown in Table 1, which provides examples of 

definite-indefinite pairs from the analogy corpus, the 

stressed syllable is always in penultimate position in 

definite nouns (/ˈdaʃi/), but in final position in 

indefinite nouns (/daʃ/). If polysyllabic shortening 

takes place in Gheg, the bolded vowels in the first row 

of Table 1 will be shorter than those in the second 

row. 

definite 
dashi ‘the ram’ 

/ˈdaʃi/ 

fiku ‘the fig’ 

/ˈfiku/ 

fisheku ‘the cartridge’ 

/fiˈʃeku/ 

indefinite 
dash ‘a ram’ 

/ˈdaʃ/ 

fik ‘a fig’ 

/ˈfik/ 

fishek ‘a cartridge’ 

/fiˈʃek/ 

Table 1: Examples of word pairs in the analogy corpus. 

Vowels in bold are the nuclei of the stressed syllable 

The remaining 51 words make up the triplet 

corpus, that is, 17 triplets on the model of /ˈkali/-

/kaːl/-/fal/. In each triplet, the definite noun (/ˈkali/) 

comprises a final unstressed vowel; the indefinite 

noun (/kaːl/) does not, therefore it has one less 

syllable, as well as a historically lengthened vowel; 

the third unrelated word (/fal/) has the same vowel 

quality and number of syllables as the indefinite noun 

(/kaːl/). As can be seen in Table 2, the stressed 

syllable is always in penultimate position in definite 

nouns (/ˈkali/), but in final position in definite nouns 

(/kaːl/) and unrelated words (/fal/). If polysyllabic 

shortening plays a role in Gheg, the bolded vowels in 

the third row of Table 2 will be longer than those in 

the first row. The bolded vowels in the second and 

third rows of Table 2 should also have similar 

durations if syllable count is the sole factor explaining 

why /kaːl/ got lengthened after schwa deletion. 

definite 
kali ‘the horse’ 

/ˈkali/ 

pisha ‘the pine’ 

/ˈpiʃa/ 

dora ‘the hand’ 

/ˈdɔɽa/ 

indefinite 
kalë ‘a horse’ 

/ˈkaːl/ 

pishë ‘a pine’ 

/ˈpiːʃ/ 

dorë ‘a hand’ 

/ˈdɔːɽ/ 

unrelated 
fal ‘to forgive, 

INF’ 
/ˈfal/ 

pish ‘to drink, 

2SG SJV’ 
/ˈpiʃ/ 

mor ‘to take, 

3SG SP PSS’ 
/ˈmɔɽ/ 

Table 2: Examples of word triplets in the triplet corpus. 

Vowels in bold are the nuclei of the stressed syllable 

2.3. Statistical analyses 

The statistical analyses were carried out on the 

duration of the vowel in the stressed syllable in the 77 

words forming the analogy and triplet corpora. Two 

separate mixed effect linear regression models were 

fitted [23], [24], one per corpus. For both analyses, 

the dependent variable was log-transformed, which 

helps reduce the skewness of residuals of non-



negative continuous values like durations. 

A first model was fitted to the data from the 

analogy corpus using the R syntax in (3): 

(3) lmer(log(duration) ~ definiteness + repetition + 

(definiteness|speaker) + (definiteness|wordpair) 

where definiteness is the two-level fixed factor 

(definite, indefinite) of interest. Repetition is a two-

level fixed factor modeling the variance induced by 

the different prosodic positions in which the words 

were produced, but not further analyzed (see 2.1). The 

interaction term definiteness*repetition was dropped 

because it was not significant. The model also 

includes random effects for speaker and word pair 

(e.g. dashi and dash correspond to the same word 

pair) and random slopes per definiteness. 

A second model was fitted to the data from the 

triplet corpus using the same R syntax as in (3). 

However, the definiteness fixed factor had three 

levels (definite, indefinite, unrelated), and word 

triplets instead of pairs were set as random factor 

(e.g. kali, kalë, fal correspond to the same triplet). The 

interaction term definiteness*repetition was also 

dropped from this second model. 

P-values were computed with lmerTest [25] and 

relevant pairwise comparisons with emmeans [26]. 

3. RESULTS 

The top row of Figure 1 shows duration data for the 

stressed vowels in the 13 word pairs of the analogy 

corpus, while the bottom row shows data for the 17 

word triplets of the triplet corpus. The words on the 

horizontal axis correspond to the definite nouns, i.e. 

those with one more syllable than their corresponding 

indefinite nouns and unrelated words. 

For every word pair of the analogy corpus (top 

row), the duration of the stressed vowel is longer in 

the definite than indefinite nouns. That is to say, 

duration decreases as the number of syllables 

decreases (e.g. /ˈdaʃi/ > /daʃ/). This trend goes in the 

opposite direction from that expected from 

polysyllabic shortening, where the words represented 

by the black violins would have had the longest 

duration because they have one less syllable. The 

results of the statistical analysis indicate that the 

duration of the stressed vowels in the definite words 

is significantly longer than that in the indefinite words 

(F[1, 20.36] = 80.12, p<0.001). 

The data from the triplet corpus shows that the 

vowels from the unrelated words tend to have the 

shortest duration, though this does not hold true for 

every triplet (e.g. pisha-pishë-pish). Overall, this 

replicates the trend observed in the analogy corpus: 

duration decreases as the number of syllables 

decreases, for instance from disyllabic definite /ˈkali/ 

to monosyllabic unrelated /fal/. This goes in the 

opposite direction from that expected from 

polysyllabic shortening, and certainly does not 

suggest that syllable count is the sole explanation for 

the increased length in indefinite nouns like /kaːl/, as 

the duration of their vowel does not resemble that of 

the unrelated words. For most triplets, vowel duration  
 

 
Figure 1: Violin plots of stressed vowel duration (ms) in word pairs from the analogy corpus (top) and word triplets from 

the triplet corpus (bottom). Definite nouns have one more syllable than the others, and are shown on the horizontal axes 



is longest in the indefinite nouns, that is, those which 

have undergone diachronic lengthening. The results 

of the statistical analysis reveal a significant effect of 

the definiteness factor on vowel duration 

(F[2,16.78] =46.68, p<0.001). Post hoc pairwise 

comparisons indicate that vowel duration in every 

pair of words is different from each other. Indefinite 

nouns have a significantly longer vowel than both 

definite nouns (t[15.9] = 5.34, p<0.001) and unrelated 

words (t[20.2] = 7.49, p<0.001). Unrelated words 

also have a significantly shorter vowel than definite 

nouns (t[20.3] = 4.56, p<0.001). 

4. DISCUSSION & CONCLUSION 

In this study, we measured duration of stressed 

vowels in two word sets produced by Gheg speakers 

in order to better understand the respective effects of 

compensatory lengthening and polysyllabic 

shortening on length patterns in this dialect. 

No evidence for an effect of polysyllabic 

shortening was found. Words with a larger number of 

syllables did not have shorter vowels than words with 

fewer syllables. This was found for both the definite-

indefinite pairs from the analogy corpus and the 

definite-unrelated pairs from the triplet corpus. The 

main reason for supposing that polysyllabic 

shortening could be happening was that Albanian has 

a similar prosodic structure to that of languages where 

this phenomenon has been observed [16], [17]. 

However, there are other documented cases of 

languages with lexical stress which do not have 

polysyllabic shortening, e.g. Estonian and Finnish 

[15]. Therefore, perhaps more surprising than the 

absence of polysyllabic shortening is the consistent 

opposite effect found in this study. Words with fewer 

syllables, i.e. indefinite nouns in the analogy corpus 

and unrelated words in the triplet corpus, were found 

to have shorter stressed vowels than the definite 

nouns. 

We relate this to a difference in syllabic structure: 

in definite nouns, the stressed syllable was open 

(dashi /ˈda.ʃi/, kali /ˈka.li/), while it was closed in 

indefinite nouns in the analogy corpus (dash /daʃ/) 

and unrelated words in the triplet corpus (fal /fal/). 

There is indeed a tendency across languages of the 

world for vowels in open syllables to have a longer 

duration than in closed syllables, all other things 

being equal [27]. The effect of syllable structure thus 

seems to outweigh that of syllable number in Gheg, at 

least under stress. 

The finding that syllable structure seems to be the 

predominant factor does not allow us to rule out any 

effect of polysyllabic shortening in Gheg. An analysis 

of words with a closed penultimate stressed syllable 

would be necessary to shed more light on this issue. 

However, while principles of syllabification may vary 

across languages, it is usually agreed that Albanian 

favors open syllables unless phonotactic rules are 

violated [28], [29], [30]. Heterosyllabic intervocalic 

consonant clusters are thus rare, which may prove 

challenging for a targeted follow-up study of this 

factor. 

The results also provided empirical confirmation, 

from a more controlled word set than ever before (c.f. 

[18]), of the longer duration of vowels thought to 

have undergone compensatory lengthening (/kaːl/). 

Given that the wiping out of the effect of polysyllabic 

shortening can be discarded as a potential explanation 

of the longer duration of these vowels, compensatory 

lengthening remains a plausible alternative, as 

hypothesized in earlier literature [6], [7], [8]. This 

being said, the marked difference in vowel duration 

depending on syllable structure found in this study 

tends to support the listener-oriented account of 

compensatory lengthening proposed by [13]. For 

sound changes of the CVCV > CVːC type, like old 

Gheg /ˈkalə/ > modern Gheg /kaːl/, the model in [13, 

p. 9] suggests the following: “Prior to the deletion of 

the final vowel, the longer vowel duration 

characteristic of open syllables is correctly parsed by 

listeners as a phonetic consequence of syllable 

structure in the first syllable of a CVCV sequence, 

and is discounted […]. Upon deletion of the final 

vowel, however, the duration of the vowel in the 

newly-closed syllable becomes inexplicable, since it 

is longer than is expected in the closed syllable”, 

setting the right conditions for this vowel to be 

reanalyzed as phonologically long (see also [31]). As 

argued in [11], this listener-based account departs 

from earlier models which mostly saw compensatory 

lengthening as a strategy of structure preservation, i.e. 

speaker-oriented, but it also puts into question the 

compensatory nature of the process. Length did not 

arise in order to compensate for the loss of schwa if it 

was already a property of the open syllable. 

Even though our database still comprises only a 

small number of participants, which limits 

generalizability and statistical power, it includes rich 

material for detailed future work on vowel duration in 

Gheg, e.g. across positions within carrier sentences or 

vowel heights, as well as on syllable-level or word-

level durations. In addition, of particular interest for 

future work on the topic is Tosk, the other main 

dialect of Albanian. Contrary to Gheg, Tosk has kept 

the final schwas in indefinite nouns and has not 

experienced diachronic lengthening [6], [8]. 

However, there have been reports some 50 years ago 

that Tosk speakers had started to occasionally drop 

schwas (e.g. [6]). Future work will thus examine 

length patterns in what can be seen as an earlier stage 

of the sound change that took place in Gheg. 



5. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

This research was funded by the project InterAccent, 

which has received funding from the European 

Research Council (grant agreement no. 742289). EK 

was also supported by a Humboldt fellowship. 

6. REFERENCES 

[1] A. Rusakov, “Albanian,” in The Indo-European 

Languages, 2nd ed., M. Kapović, Ed. London: 

Routledge, 2017, pp. 552–608. 

[2] B. Beci, Të folmet veriperëndimore të shqipes dhe 

sistemi fonetik i të folmes së Shkodrës. Tiranë: 

Mihal Duri, 1995. 

[3] J. Gjinari, Dialektologjia shqiptare, Revised and 

Expanded. Tiranë: Akademia e Shkencave e 

Shqipërisë, 1988. 

[4] J. Gjinari, B. Beci, G. Shkurtaj, X. Gosturani, and 

A. Dodi, Atlasi dialektologjik i gjuhës shqipe. 

Napoli: Università degli Studi di Napoli, 2007. 

[5] B. Beci, “Vlera funksionale e gjatësisë së zanoreve 

të theksuara në shqipen e Veriut,” Studime 

Filologjike, vol. 16, no. 3, pp. 89–134, 1979. 

[6] M. Çeliku, “Kuantiteti i zanoreve të theksuara në të 

folmet e shqipes,” Studime Filologjike, vol. 8, no. 

4, pp. 65–100, 1971. 

[7] E. Çabej, “Kuantiteti i zanoreve të theksuara të 

shqipes,” Buletin i Universitetit Shtetëror të 

Tiranës. Seria Shkencat Shoqërore, vol. 2, 1957. 

[8] M. Çeliku, Gegërishtja jugperëndimore. Tiranë: 

Akademia e Studimeve Albanologjike, 2020. 

[9] G. Pekmezi, “Die Charakteristik der 

Unterschiedsmerkmale des Gegischen und 

Toskischen.” Arkivi i Institutit të Gjuhësisë dhe të 

Letërsisë, 1901. 

[10] G. Weigand, Albanesische Grammatik in 

südgegischen Dialekt. Leipzig: Barth, 1913. 

[11] R. Gess, “Compensatory lengthening,” in The 

Blackwell Companion to Phonology, vol. III, M. 

van Oostendorp, C. J. Ewen, E. Hume, and K. Rice, 

Eds. Wiley Blackwell, 2011, pp. 1536–1557.  

[12] L. M. Hyman, “Enlarging the scope of 

phonologization,” in Origins of Sound Change: 

Approaches to Phonologization, A. C. L. Yu, Ed. 

Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013, pp. 3–28. 

[13] D. Kavitskaya, Compensatory Lengthening: 

Phonetics, Phonology, Diachrony. New York: 

Routledge, 2002. 

[14] I. Lehiste, “The timing of utterances and linguistic 

boundaries,” Journal of the Acoustical Society of 

America, vol. 51, no. 6B, pp. 2018–2024, 1972, 

doi: 10.1121/1.1913062. 

[15] J. Fletcher, “The prosody of speech: Timing and 

rhythm,” in The Handbook of Phonetic Sciences, 

2nd ed., W. J. Hardcastle, J. Laver, and F. E. 

Gibbon, Eds. Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 2010, pp. 

523–602. 

[16] G. Belluscio, A. Mendicino, and L. Romito, 

“L’albanese standard: vocalismo e strategie 

temporali,” Quaderni del Dipartimento di 

linguistica dell’Università degli studi di Firenze, 

vol. 8, pp. 105–116, 1997. 

[17] A. Jubani-Bengu and M. Çabej, “Izokronia, 

klasifikimi i shqipes mbështetur në veçoritë të 

organizimit kohor në shqipe,” Seminari 

Ndërkombëtar për Gjuhën, Letërsinë dhe Kulturën 

Shqiptare, vol. 35, pp. 77–86, 2017. 

[18] J. Riverin-Coutlée, E. Kapia, C. Cunha, and J. 

Harrington, “Vowels in urban and rural Albanian: 

The case of the Southern Gheg dialect,” Phonetica, 

vol. 79, no. 5, pp. 459–512, 2022, doi: 

10.1515/phon-2022-2025. 

[19] C. Draxler and K. Jänsch, “SpeechRecorder – A 

universal platform independent multi-channel audio 

recording software,” in Proceedings of the 4th 

International Conference on Language Resources 

and Evaluation, Lisbon, Portugal, 2004, pp. 559–

562. 

[20] T. Kisler, U. D. Reichel, and F. Schiel, 

“Multilingual processing of speech via web 

services,” Computer Speech & Language, vol. 45, 

pp. 326–347, 2017, doi: 10.1016/j.csl.2017.01.005. 

[21] F. Schiel, “Automatic phonetic transcription of 

non-prompted speech,” in Proceedings of ICPhS 

14, San Francisco, USA, 1999, pp. 607–610. 

[22] R. Winkelmann, J. Harrington, and K. Jänsch, 

“EMU-SDMS: Advanced speech database 

management and analysis in R,” Computer Speech 

& Language, vol. 45, pp. 392–410, 2017, doi: 

10.1016/j.csl.2017.01.002. 

[23] D. Bates, M. Maechler, B. Bolker, and S. Walker, 

“Fitting linear mixed-effects models using lme4,” 

Journal of Statistical Software, vol. 67, no. 1, pp. 

1–48, 2015, doi: 10.18637/jss.v067.i01. 

[24] R Core Team, “R: A language and environment for 

statistical computing.” 2022. https://www.R-

project.org 

[25] A. Kuznetsova, P. B. Brockhoff, and R. H. B. 

Christensen, “lmerTest package: Tests in linear 

mixed effects models,” Journal of Statistical 

Software, vol. 82, no. 13, pp. 1–26, 2017, doi: 

10.18637/jss.v082.i13. 

[26] R. Lenth, “emmeans: Estimated marginal means, 

aka least-squares means.” 2022. https://CRAN.R-

project.org/package=emmeans 

[27] I. Maddieson, “Phonetic cues to syllabification,” 

UCLA Working Papers in Phonetics, vol. 59, pp. 

85–101, 1985. 

[28] A. Dodi, Fonetika dhe Fonologjia e gjuhës shqipe. 

Tiranë: Akademia e Shkencave e Shqipërisë, 2004. 

[29] R. Memushaj, Fonetika E Shqipes Standarde. 

Tiranë: Botimet Toena, 2009. 

[30] A. Xhaferaj, “Syllabification of bi-consonantal 

clusters between vowels in Albanian,” 

International Journal of English Linguistics, vol. 8, 

no. 5, pp. 230–237, 2018, doi: 

10.5539/ijel.v8n5p230. 

[31] J. J. Ohala, “The listener as a source of sound 

change,” in Papers from the Parasession on 

Language and Behavior, C. S. Masek, R. A. 

Hendrick, and M. F. Miller, Eds. Chicago: Chicago 

Linguistic Society, 1981, pp. 178–203. 


