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1. Introduction

Case-marking variation in some Formosan languages:

(1) Katripulr Puyuma NOM ACC/OBL  (Teng 2018: 43)

Personal.SG i kani
Personal.PL na kana
Common(+spec) na za (Da in Nanwang)
Common(.spec) a za (Da in Nanwang)

Nanwang Puyuma (Teng 2008)
(2) a. tr<em>akaw Da  paisu i isaw

<INTR>steal OBL money SG.NOM.PN  Isaw
‘Isaw stole money.’

b. tu=trakaw-aw na paisu kan
3.GEN=steal-TR1 NOM.SPEC Money SG.OBL.PN
‘Isaw stole the money.’

c. Dua me-nau-a a mia-Dua a

come INTR-See-PJ NOM.NSPEC PRS-2 NOM.NSPEC

“Two people came to see ....

(3) Tanan Rukai NOM ACC/OBL!
Personal ku ki
Commong+vis] ka ini-a/na
Commong.vis ka iDa-a/sa
Tanan Rukai
(4) a. luoa ay-kila ku tina=li

tomorrow FUT-cOmMe NOM.PN mother=1SG.GEN

‘My mom will come tomorrow.’

b. aw-ciil-aku iDa-a tau’ung
PAST-See-1SG.NOM  DEF.INVIS-ACC dog
‘| saw the dog.’

c. aw-ciil-aku ki tama-li

PAST-See-1SG.NOM  DAT.PN father-1SG.GEN
‘| saw my father.’
d. kaDua ka anewa
not.exist NOM.CN  who
‘Noone is there.’

! Based on author’s fieldnotes, but heavily informed by Li (1973).
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(5) Amis NOM ACC/OBL (Wu 2000: 64)

Personal.SG Ci Ci...an
Personal.PL ca ca...an
Common ku tu

Amis (Wu 2006)
(6) a. Mi-palu ci sawmah ci mayaw-an. (p. 166)

Av-beat NOM.PN  Sawmah PN Mayaw-AccC
‘Sawmah is going to beat Mayaw.’
‘Sawmah is beating Mayaw.’

b. R<um>akat ku mitiliday. (p. 81)
<NeuT>walk NOM.CN  student
“The student is walking.’

c. Ccay tu tatukian  mi-tepoc ci-ngra
one  AsSP  hour Av-chop.down.at.once  3SG.NOM
tu-ra ‘aol.

ACC.CN-that bamboo
‘He has been chopping down those bamboos for an hour.’

(7) Key points
Different marking for personal (PN) and common nouns (CN)

Variation in PN NOM: i (Puyuma), ku (Rukai), ci (Amis)
Variation in CN NOM: a (Puyuma), ka (Tanan), ku (Amis)
PN ACC tends to be k- or —a(n)

HPwnh e

Proposed Proto-Austronesian (PAn) reconstruction:

=> Subjects are bare DPs.

=> CN ACC markers are demonstratives.

=> PN ACC marker is a nominalizer.

=> PN vs CN is a consequence of semantic type/syntactic category (DP vs NP).

(8) PAN DET NOM ACC TOP
Personal *i *i *-an *Kk-
Commong+spec;  *u *u *DEM-an *k-
Commongspec)  *a *a

9) Austronesian  (Accusative alignment)  (Aldridge 2015, 2016)

Rukai Ergative An (Irrealis > ergative)

Tsou/mmﬂear An (Nominalization > ergative)



2. Previous approaches
2.2. Ross (2006)

(10) PAn DET NOM ACC

Personal  *i *k-  *C2-
Common *a *k-  *C-  (But*C- CN.ACC reflected only in NucAn)

* *k- *C-

Evidence

Full *k- NOM marking: Only in Rukai (Tanan ku PN.NOM & ka CN.NOM)
CN.NOM *k widely reflected in Formosan languages

*C- ACC: Nuclear An subgroup (e.g. Amis CN.ACC tu)

Problems: No evidence for *ki PN.NOM
No evidence for *C- PN.ACC
No evidence for *C- CN.ACC in non-NucAn languages

2.2. Blust (2015)

(11) PAn NOM ACC
Personal.SG *si *ki  (But *s- PN.NOM reflected only in NucAn)
Personal.PL *sa  *ka
Common *su  *ku

Evidence

Full *s- NOM paradigm: Old Bikol & Subanen (Philippine languages)

*s- PN.NOM: Nuclear An subgroup (Ross 2009)

=>Tagalog si PN.NOM (a CN.NOM); Amis ci PN.NOM.SG & ca PN.NOM.PL (ku CN.NOM)
*ki PN.ACC: Rukai, Mayrinax Atayal, Saisisyat, various MP languages

Problems:  Dearth of evidence for *s- CN.NOM (none outside MP)
No evidence for *s- PN.NOM in non-NucAn languages
No evidence for *k- CN.ACC

Possible conclusions:

(12) PAn NOM ACC
Personal *? *Ki
Common *k- ?

(13) PNucAn NOM ACC
Personal *s- *Ki
Common *k- *C-

2 Ross (1992) reconstructs *C as a dental affricate.



3. Reconstruction and development of TOP *k-

3.1. PAn NOM & TOP marking

(14) PAn DET/NOM  ACC TOP
Personal *i *-an *Kk-
Common(+spec] *u *DEM-an *Kk-
Common(-spec) *a

PAnN as a differential object marking (DOM) accusative language:
=> Common cross linguistic pattern

Turkish (Cagri 2005: 78)
(15) a. Ali  kitap oku-du.
Ali book read-PAST
‘Ali read a book.’
b. Ali kitab-1 oku-du.
Ali book-Acc read-PAST
‘Ali read the book.’

Contemporary NOM markers:  Puyuma Tanan Rukai Amis
PN: i(sG), na(PL) k-u c-i (sG), c-a (PL)
CN: na(spec), a (NsPEC) k-a k-u

Determiners *i, *u, *a:
1. *i D/NOM PN reflected in Puyuma, Atayalic, Kavalan pronouns
2. *a D/INOM CN: Puyuma, Paiwan, some MP languages
3. Pervasive opposition of —i PN vs. —a or —u (-0) CN
e.g. GEN PN ni vs. GEN CN na (Paiwan, Kavalan); GEN PN ni vs. GEN CN no (Amis
4. Amis neutral CN marker u (Wu 2006, Ross 2006)

Dispec) *U & Dr-spec) *a:

1. Puyuma a (NOM CN NonSpec)

2. Tanan Rukai ku (NOM PN) vs. ka (NOM CN)
3. Tona Rukai ko (CN DEF) vs. na (CN INDEF)

*k- as TOP
Pronouns in Rukai dialects have a reflex of *k- only when topicalized.

(16) Tanan TOP NOM ACC GEN (Li1996: 210-211)

1SG ku-n-aku -(a)ku n-aku-a  -li
-naku
-naw
25G ku-su -su musu-a  -su
1PLine  ku-ta -ta mita-a -ta
1PLexcL ku-nai -nai nai-a -nai
2PL Ku-numi  -numi numi-a  -numi



Tanan Rukai

(17) a. ku-su ka tina-li i-wa=su luwiga  I<uw>angay?
NOM-2SG TOP  mother=1SG.GEN FUT-g0=2sG when <NONFIN>buy
“You, my mother, when are you going shopping?’
b. ku-naku ka aw-cil=aku musu-a

NOM-1SG TOP  PAST-See=1SG 2SG-ACC
‘As for me, | saw you.’

*Kk- [Tor] > [Nom] with CN
PAnN: Top *k selected topicalized constitutents. Because of the extraction restriction, a DP topic
could only be the subject.

(18) *TopP (=DP) (PAN)

SN

Top DP

k /\
D NP
u

Reanalysis in Rukai and Proto-NucAn:
Topic marking on DPs was reanalyzed as [NoM].

(19) *KP
K DP
k
[Nom] D NP
u

But: *k- marking for NOM is generally only on common nouns, especially NucAn languages,
e.g. Amis.

(20) Puyuma Tanan Rukai Amis
PN: i(sG), na(PL) k-u c-i (sG), c-a (PL)
CN: na(spec), a (NsPEC) k-a k-u

3.2. What about ACC/OBL *ki?

*Kki is never reflected as NOM.

(21) TanaRukai NOM ACC/OBL  (Based on Li 1973)
Personal ku ki
Common ka ini-a/iDa-a/sa
Tanan Rukai

(22) aw-ciil-aku Ki tama-li

PAST-See-1SG.NOM DAT.PN father-1SG.GEN
‘| saw my father.’

The answer begins with tracing the origin of D.PN *i. D *i traces its origin to the locative P *i.
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(23) a. pilang-u i temuu
take-TR1.IMP SG.NOM.PN  your.grandmother

m-uka i Dena-Denan
INTR-g0 LOC  RED-mountain
‘Take your grandmother to the mountains.’ (Puyuma; Teng 2008: 216)
b. na-t<em>alem  azua tsaotsao tua  velevel i gadu

PRV-<INTR>plant NOM.DEM person OBL banana in mountain
“That person plants bananas in the mountains.” (Northern Paiwan)

PAnN had *i P and *i D. *i P underwent a split:
=>*P>P
=>*P>D

DPs with a [PERSON] feature could only be topicalized in a PP in PAn. [PERSON] features require
case licensing, whereas nominals projected by common nouns do not necessarily (Béjar and
Rezac 2003, Preminger 2011, Kalin 2018, and others)®. P *i could license [PERSON] on D.

(24) *PP (PAN)
P DP
i
D nP
[PERSON]

D *i reflected as NOM PN in Puyuma and Atayalic languages
=> P *i > D (facilitated by NULL D)

(25) *DP (PAN)
D nP
i
[PERSON]
(26) Puyuma Tanan Rukai Amis
PN: i(sG), na (PL) k-u c-i (sG), c-a (PL)
CN: na(spec), a (NsPEC) k-a k-u

D *i also reflected as marker for free (non-clitic) pronouns:
=> Kanakanavu, Sa’aroa, Puyuma, Bunun, and Atayalic languages

Topic marker *k- was not capable of case licensing a nominal, so it could only attach directly
to arguments headed by common nouns.

3 This is particularly true of nominals that do not project a full DP structure (Massam 2001, Déchaine and
Wiltschko 2002, Cagri 2005, Danon 2006, and others).
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(27) *TopP = DP (PAN)

SN

Top

DP
k /\
D NP

If DP had a [PERSON] feature:
=> Top *k- could only attach to a PP, so P *i could license [PERSON] on D.

(28) *TopP (=PP) (PAN)
k PP
P DP
| D nP
[PERSON]

Thus, P *i is retained in PN.ACC/OBL ki.

Tanan Rukai

(29) aw-ciil-aku Ki tama-li
PAST-see-1SG.NOM  Acc father-1SG.GEN
‘| saw my father.’

*k- nominative pronominal forms are marked by k- in several Formosan languages, e.g.
Kanakanavu, Amis, Bunun, and most dialects of Rukai. Note further that that NOM forms show
attachment of k- and not ki-.

(30) Amis NOM GEN (Wu 2018)
1.SG k-ako =ako
2.5G k-iso =iso

1PLINCL k-ita =ita
1.PLLEXCL k-ami =niy-am
2.PL k-amo =n-amo

These reflect topicalized pronouns that were resumed by clitic (agreement) pronouns on the
verb, so they did not need to be licensed by a preposition.

4. New DET/NOM-marking in Proto-Nuc-An
PAN P *i > DET/NOM (Puyuma, Atayalic)

NucAn languages reflect *i uniformly as Diperson;.
=> DET/NOM *i > Dperson; *i (Proto-Nuclear An)

Evidence for —i as [PERSON]:
=> Spans case-markers in NucAn languages, e.g. ni GEN, ti/ci/si D/INOM, ki ACC/OBL



So *i by itself could no longer express NOM in Proto-NucAn.
=> NucAn languages have PN.NOM ti/ci/si

(31) Amis NOM ACC/OBL (Wu 2000: 64)
Personal.SG ci ci...an
Personal.PL ca ca...an
Common ku tu

Paiwan t, Amis c, Tagalog s < PAn *s (Ross 1992, Blust 1995, and others)
Proto-NucAn P *s-#:
=> DAT/LOC sa in Tagalog
=> Motion verb in Seedig mu-sa, sa-un, sa-an
Topicalized DP selected by P *s in Proto-Nuclear An
(32) *Pp
P DP
D nP
[PERSON] name/pronoun
i
P *s- > Kinowm
(33) KP
Kinom DP
S
D nP
[PERSON] name/pronoun
i
New innovation defining NucAn subgroup:

(34) Austronesian (Accusative alignment)  (Aldridge 2015, 2016)

Rukai Ergative An (Irrealis > ergative)

TSOu/Puymm:lear An (NMLZ > ERG & P *s- > K{nom))

4 Ross (2006) reconstructs OBL *s-.



5. Conclusion

(35 PAN DET NOM ACC TOP
Personal *i *i *-an *Kk-
Commong+spec;  *u *u *DEM-an *k-
Commonspec)  *a *a

Prepositions *i & *s-

Contemporary NOM markers:  Puyuma Tanan Rukai Amis
PN: i(sG), na (PL) k-u c-i (sG), c-a (PL)
CN: na(spec), a (NsPEC) k-a k-u

Diachronic source for consonantal NOM markers < TOP or P
Top *k- > Knowm; for common nouns

(36) *TopP = DP

N

Top

DP
k /\
D NP

P*i>D
P *s- > Kinowmy
(37) *Pp
P DP
s
D nP

[PERSON] name/pronoun
i

References

Aldridge, Edith. 2015. A Minimalist approach to the emergence of ergativity in Austronesian
languages. Linguistics Vanguard 1.1: 313-326.

Aldridge, Edith. 2016. Ergativity from subjunctive in Austronesian languages. Language and
Linguistics 17.1: 27-62.

Baker, Mark C. 2008. The macroparameter in a microparametric world. In Theresa Biberauer
(ed.), The Limits of Syntactic Variation 351-374. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Béjar, Susana and Milan Rezac. 2003. Person licensing and the derivation of PCC effects. In
Ana Teresa Perez-Leroux and Yves Roberge (eds.), Romance Linguistics: Theory and
acquisity 49-62. Amsterdam: Benjamins.

Blust, Robert A. 1995. The position of the Formosan languages: method and theory in
Austronesian comparative linguistics. In Paul Jen-kuei Li et al. (eds.), Austronesian Studies
Relating to Taiwan 585-650. Symposium Series of the Institute of History and Philology,
Academia Sinica, No. 3. Taipei: Academia Sinica.

Blust, Robert A. 1999. Subgrouping, circularity and extinction: Some issues in Austronesian
comparative linguistics. In Elizabeth Zeitoun and Paul Jen-kuei Li (eds.), Selected Papers

9



from the eighth International Conference on Austronesian Linguistics (Symposium Series
of the Institute of Linguistics) 31-94. Taipei: Institute of Linguistics (Preparatory Office),
Academia Sinica.
Blust, Robert A. 2015. The case markers of Proto-Austronesian. Oceanic Linguistics 54.2: 436-
491.
Borer, Hagit. 1984. Parametric Syntax: Case studies in Semitic and Romance languages.
Dordrecht: Foris.
Cagri, Ilhan Merih. 2005. Minimality and Turkish relative clauses. University of Maryland
dissertation.
Chang, Hsiu-chuan. 2000. A Paiwan Reference Grammar [in Chinese]. Series on Formosan
Languages, 9. Taipei: Yuanliou Publishing Co.
Chomsky, Noam. 1995. The Minimalist Program. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.
Crowley, Terry and Claire Bowern. 2010. An Introduction to Historical Linguistics, 4th edition.
Oxford & New York: Oxford University Press.
Danon, Gabi. 2006. Caseless nominals and the projection of DP. Natural Language and
Linguistic Theory 24.4: 977-1008.

Danon, Gabi. 2011. Agreement and DP-internal feature distribution. Syntax 14.4: 297-311.

De Vries, Lourens. 1995. Demonstratives, referent identification and topicality in Wambon and
some other Papuan languages. Journal of Pragmatics 24.5: 513-533.

Déchaine, R. M. and M Wiltschko. 2002. Decomposing pronouns. Linguistic inquiry 33.3: 409-
442.

Dixon, R.M.W. 1994, Ergativity. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Givon, Talmy. 1976. Topic, Pronoun and Grammatical Agreement. In Charles N. Li (ed.),
Subject and Topic, 149-188. New York: Academic Press.

Ho, Dah-an. 1997. Kanakanavu [in Chinese]. In Paul Jen-kuei Li (ed.), Formosan Languages
of Kaohsiung County 228-271. Kaohsiung: Kaohsiung County Government.

Huang, Lillian M., Elizabeth Zeitoun, Marie M. Yeh, Anna H. Chang and Joy J. Wu. 1998. A
typological overview of nominal case marking of the Formosan languages. Selected Papers
from the Second International Symposium on Languages in Taiwan 21-48. Taipei: The
Crane Pub. Co.

Huang, Lillian M. 1997. Kaohsiung County Bunun [in Chinese]. In Paul Jen-kuei Li (ed.),
Formosan Languages of Kaohsiung County 351-409. Kaohsiung: Kaohsiung County
Government.

Kalin, Laura. 2018. Licensing and Differential Object Marking: The View from Neo-Aramaic.
Syntax 21.2: 112-150.

Kikusawa, Ritsuko. 2003. A new view of the Proto-Oceanic pronominal system. Oceanic
Linguistics 42.1: 161-186.

Kucerova, Ivona. 2018. ¢-Features at the Syntax-Semantics Interface: Evidence from Nominal

Inflection. Linguistic inquiry 49.4: 813-845.

Li, Paul Jen-kuei. 1973. Rukai Structure. Taipei: Academia Sinica Institute of History and
Philology.

Li, Paul Jen-kuei. 1995. The case-marking system in Mayrinax, Atayal. Bulletin of the Institute
of History and Philology Academia Sinica 66.1: 23-52.

Li, Paul Jen-kuei. 1996. The pronominal systems in Rukai. In Bernd Nothofer (ed.),
Reconstruction, classification, description: Festschrift in honour of Professor Isidore Dyen
209-230.

Li, Paul Jen-kuei. 1997. Maga Rukai [in Chinese]. In Paul Jen-kuei Li (ed.), Formosan
Languages of Kaohsiung County 8-118. Kaohsiung: Kaohsiung County Government.

Li, Paul Jen-kuei. 1997. Saaroa [in Chinese]. In Paul Jen-kuei Li (ed.), Formosan Languages
of Kaohsiung County 272-297. Kaohsiung: Kaohsiung County Government.

10



Li, Paul Jen-kuei. 1997. Southern Bunun Dialect of Xinyi Township, Nantou County [in
Chinese]. In Paul Jen-kuei Li (ed.), Formosan Languages of Kaohsiung County 300-350.
Kaohsiung: Kaohsiung County Government.

Li, Paul Jen-kuei. 1997. A syntactic typology of Formosan languages -- case markers on nouns
and pronouns. In Tseng Chiu-yu (ed.), Chinese Languages and Linguistics: Typological
studies of languages in China 343-378. Symposium Series of the Institute of History and
Philology 4. Taipei: Academia Sinica.

Li, Paul Jen-kuei. 1997. Tona Rukai [in Chinese]. In Paul Jen-kuei Li (ed.), Formosan
Languages of Kaohsiung County 119-158. Kaohsiung: Kaohsiung County Government.

Lightfoot, David. 1979. Principles of Diachronic Syntax. Cambridge University Press.

Lightfoot, David. 1991. How to set parameters: Arguments from language change. Cambridge,
MA: MIT Press.

Lightfoot, David. 1999. The development of language. Oxford: Blackwell Publishers.

Longobardi, Giuseppe. 2008. Reference to individuals, person, and the variety of mapping
parameters. In Henrik Hgeg Miller & Alex Klinge (eds.), Essays on nominal
determination: From morphology to discourse management 189-211. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins.

Massam, Diane. 2001. Pseudo Noun Incorporation in Niuean. Natural Language and
Linguistic Theory 19: 153-197.

Preminger, Omer. 2011. Agreement as a Fallible Operation. MIT doctoral dissertation.

Preminger, Omer. 2014. Agreement and its Failures. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Richards, Marc. 2014. Defective agree, case alternations, and the prominence of person. In Ina
Bornkessel-Schlesewsky, Andrej L. Malchukov & Marc D. Richards (eds.), Scales and
Hierarchies: A Cross-Disciplinary Perspective, 173-196. Berlin: De Gruyter.

Ritter, Elizabeth. 1995. On the syntactic category of pronouns and agreement. Natural
Language & Linguistic Theory 13.3: 405-443.

Roberts, lan. 1997. Directionality and word order change in the history of English. In Ans van
Kemenade and Nigel Vincent (eds.), Parameters of Morphosyntactic Change 397-426.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Roberts, lan and Anna Roussou. 2003. Syntactic Change: A Minimalist approach to
grammaticalization. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Ross, Malcolm. 1992. The sound of Proto-Austronesian: an outsider’s view of the Formosan
evidence. Oceanic Linguistics 31.1: 23-64.

Ross, Malcolm. 2006. Reconstructing the Case-marking and Personal Pronoun Systems of
Proto Austronesian. In Henry Y. Chang, Lillian M. Huang and Dah-an Ho (eds.), Streams
Converging into an Ocean: Festschrift in Honor of Professor Paul Jen-Kuei Li on his 70"
Birthday 521-563. Taipei: Language and Linguistics.

Ross, Malcolm. 2009. Proto Austronesian Verbal Morphology: A reappraisal. In Alexander
Adelaar and Andrew Pawley (eds.), Austronesian Historical Linguistics and Culture
History: A festschrift for Robert Blust 295-326. Canberra: Pacific Linguistics.

Ross, Malcolm. 2012. In defense of Nuclear Austronesian (and against Tsouic). Language and
Linguistics 13.6: 1253-1300.

Ross, Malcolm. 2015a. The argument indexing of early Austronesian verbs: A reconstructional
myth? In with the assistance of Eirikur Kristjansson Dag T. T. Haug (ed.), Historical
linguistics 213: Selected paper from the 21th International Conference onf Historical
Linguistics, Oslo, 5-9 August 2013 257-279. Amsterdam & Philadelphia: John Benjamins.

Ross, Malcolm. 2015b. Revising the reconstruction of early Austronesian personal pronouns.
In Malcolm Ross and Wayan Arka (eds.), Papers from the Twelfth International
Conference on Austronesian Linguistics: Language Change in Austronesian Languages,
vol.3 109-122. Historical. Canberra: Asia-Pacific Open Access A-PL 018 / SAL 004.

11



Shih, Winslow Chia-Lin. 2012. Are There Case Markers in Budai Rukai? MA thesis, National
Taiwan University.

Silverstein, Michael. 1976. Hierarchy of Features and Ergativity. In R.M.W. Dixon (ed.),
Grammatical Categories in Australian Languages 112-171. Canberra: Australian Institute
of Aboriginal Studies.

Teng, Stacy Fang-ching. 2008. A Reference Grammar of Puyuma. Canberra: Pacific Linguistics.

Teng, Stacy Fang-ching. 2009. Case syncretism in Puyuma. Language and Linguistics 10.7:
819-844.

Teng, Stacy Fang-ching. 2015. A comparative study of the personal pronominal systems in
three Puyuma dialects. In Elizabeth Zeitoun, Stacy F. Teng and Joy J. Wu (eds.), New
advances in Formosan linguistics 407-429. Canberra, Australia: Asia-Pacific
Linguistics.

Teng, Stacy Fang-Ching. 2018. A sketch grammar of Puyuma [in Chinese]. Series on Formosan

Languages, 13. Taipei: Council of Indigenous Peoples.

Van Gelderen, Elly. 2011. The linguistic cycle: Language change and the language faculty.
New York: Oxford University Press.

Walkden, George. 2014. Syntactic Reconstruction and Proto-Germanic. Oxford University

Press.

Wang, May Hsiu-mei. 2003. Morphosyntactic manifestation of participants in Tona (Rukai).
MA thesis, National Taiwan Normal University.

Wang, May Hsiu-mei. 2005. Case markers in Tona Rukai revisited: The distinction between
ko and na. Concentric: Studies in Linguistics 31.2: 1-29.

Wolff, John U. 1988. The PAN consonant system. In Richard McGinn (ed.), Studies in
Austronesian linguistics 125-147. Athens, Ohio: Ohio University Center for International
Studies, Center for Southeast Asian Studies.

Wu, Jing-lan Joy. 2000. An Amis Reference Grammar [in Chinese]. Series on Formosan
Languages, 11. Taipei: Yuanliou Publishing Co.

Wu, Jing-lan Joy. 2006. Verb Classification, Case Marking, and Grammatical Relations in

Amis. Ph.D. dissertation, State University of New York, Buffalo.

Wu, Jing-lan Joy. 2018. A sketch grammar of Amis [in Chinese]. Series on Formosan
Languages, 1. Taipei: Council of Indigenous Peoples.

Zeitoun, Elizabeth. 1997. Mantauran Rukai [in Chinese]. In Paul Jen-kuei Li (ed.), Formosan
Languages of Kaohsiung County 159-225. Kaohsiung: Kaohsiung County Government.
Zeitoun, Elizabeth. 1997. The pronominal system of Mantauran (Rukai). Oceanic Linguistics

36.2: 312-346.

Zeitoun, Elizabeth. 2000. Notes on a possessive construction in the Formosan languages. In
Videa DeGuzman and Byron Bender (eds.), Grammatical analysis: morphology, syntax
and semantics 241-257. Hawaii: University of Hawaii Press.

Zeitoun, Elizabeth. 2007. A Grammar of Mantauran (Rukai). Taipei: Institute of Linguistics,
Academia Sinica.

Zeitoun, Elizabeth, Lillian M. Huang, Maria M. Yeh and Anna H. Chang. 1999. Existential,
possessive, and locative constructions in Formosan languages. Oceanic Linguistics 38.1:
1-42.

12



