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In this paper, we explore the syntax-phonology interface focusing on Pronominal CLitics in Czech.
PCLs are syntactically Wackernagel’s clitics (placed after the first syntactic constituent of the
sentence) and phonologically enclitics (integrated prosodically with the preceding phonological
word) [3][4]. These two aspects of PCLs are usually studied separately. Our aim is to examine their
interaction by conducting experiments which observe the relationship between the degree of
phonological integration (enclisis) of PCLs [2] and the syntactic properties of the pre-PCL
constituent. Syntactically, the placement of PCL into the Wackernagel's position is a result of
movement. The type of movement differs depending on the type of the constituent. Non-verbal
constituents are considered as phrases which move to the first position but do not form a constituent
with PCL. Conversely, verbal constituents are considered as heads which move to the first position
and do form a constituent with PCL ([R1], [R5]). This can be proven by the fact, that V-pre-clitic
constituents cannot be modified (1aa), while non-V ones can (1bb).

(1) |a. [Kousl] ho pes. aa. *[Trochu kousl] ho pes.
bit CL.3.SG.ACC dog a bit bit CL.3.SG.ACC dog
b. [Pes] ho kousl.  bb. [Zurivy pes z utulku] ho kousl.
dog ¢L.3.SG.ACC bit angry dog from shelter cL.3.SG.ACC bit

So far, the enclisis has been seen as a uniform process regardless of syntactic constituency.
However, if phonology reflects the syntactic disparity, we can hypothesize a different degree of
enclisis within non-V-phrases compared to V-heads. To test this, we analyzed three phenomena in
Czech: (de)Gemination, regressive Voicing Assimilation, and Obstruent Devoicing [6]. Expl
examined the degree of (de)G, Exp2 focused on the degree of VA, Exp3 investigated the degree of
OD before the PCL [1]. Using Praat, we analyzed the phonetic characteristics of the /bolded/ strings
(example in (2)) from recordings of 34 Czech native speakers.

(2) | host EXP1: (de)gemination EXP2: assimilation EXP3: devoicing
(length of &_h cluster) (percentage of voicing of s_h) |(percentage of devoicing of z_h)
V  |Pristi/h h/o béhem podvodu.|Prinels h/o do kancelare. |Privelz hlo do soboty.
non-V |Vra/h h/o zranil. Pels h/o pokousal. Mrdlz h/o spalil.

The results show that depending on the syntactic properties the degree of enclisis differs: PCLs are
more integrated within V-hosts and less integrated within non-V-hosts (N/Adv), the process of
enclisis is thus not uniform, but syntactically conditioned.

phonology syntax EXP1 EXP2 EXP3

Results [word clitic] [V-head clitic] 121 ms 9,6 % 5,4 %
or [N-phrase] [clitic] 128 ms 16,0 % 9,0 %
[word][clitic] [Adv-phrase] [clitic] 128 ms 17,9 % 10,3 %
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