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505

2 Clause structure

Summary 2.1 The syntactic realization of argument structure. – 2.2 Grammatical 
functions. – 2.3 Word order. – 2.4 Null arguments. – 2.5 Clausal ellipsis. – 2.6 Pronoun 
copying.

In this chapter, the reader will be introduced to the architecture of 
clause structure. We will describe how predicates select arguments 
DQG�KRZ�WKLV�GHWHUPLQHV�WKH�QDO�IRUP�RI�WKH�FODXVH�

2.1 The syntactic realization of argument structure 

9HUEV�FRPELQH�ZLWK�D�VSHFLF�QXPEHU�RI�UHIHUHQWV�RU�SDUWLFLSDQWV�LQ�
order to express a full predication that refers to an event or a situa-
tion. Participants that obligatory appear with a predicate are called 
arguments. The argument-taking property of a predicate constitutes 
the argument structure of that predicate. 

The argument structure of a predicate in LIS is strictly connect-
ed to the number and type of arguments required by its syntax to 
represent an event. 

Arguments are typically distinguished by their role (also called 
thematic role) in the event or state the sentence talks about. For ex-
ample, an argument can receive the (thematic) role of agent (the ar-
JXPHQW�ZKLFK�VWDUWV�DQ�DFWLRQ��DVއ�*LDQQLވ�LQއ�*LDQQL�EURNH�WKH�ZLQ-
GRZވ���WKHPH�SDWLHQW��WKH�DUJXPHQW�ZKLFK�LV�DೲHFWHG�E\�WKH�DFWLRQ��
DVއ�WKH�ZLQGRZވ�LQއ�*LDQQL�EURNH�WKH�ZLQGRZވ��JRDO��WKH�DUJXPHQW�
ZKLFK�LV�WKH�QDO�SRLQW�RI�D�WUDQVIHU�DVއ�*LDQQLވ�LQ0އ�DULD�JDYH�*LDQ-
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QL�D�OHWWHUވ��RU�H[SHULHQFHU��WKH�DUJXPHQW�WR�ZKLFK�D�FHUWDLQ�SV\FKR-
ORJLFDO�VWDWH�LV�DWWULEXWHG��DVއ�*LDQQLވ�LQއ�*LDQQL�LV�KDSS\ވ��

Commonly, arguments of a predicate are associated with the sub-
ject, the direct object and the indirect object. In this respect, argu-
PHQWV�DUH�GLೲHUHQW�IURP�adjuncts, represented, for example, by time, 
locative, and manner adverbials, since they contribute to the knowl-
edge of the event with additional, non-required information.

In this section, we describe how arguments are mapped onto the 
syntactic structure of LIS predicates. This is a domain where syn-
tax and morphology interact, so overlapping between sections of the 
lexicon, morphology and syntax within the grammar are expected. 

LIS displays transitive, ditransitive and intransitive verbs and the 
type of verb determines the number and type of arguments. The syn-
tactic and thematic role of arguments is equally important in the ar-
gument structure of LIS predicates: while the syntactic role (subject, 
direct object, and indirect object) determines the position of the ar-
gument in the sentence [SYNTAX 2.3.1.1], the thematic role (agent versus 
WKHPH��IRU�H[DPSOH��FDQ�LQXHQFH�WKH�KDQG�FRQJXUDWLRQ�RI�D�FODVV�
RI�SUHGLFDWHV��QDPHO\�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWHV�[SYNTAX 2.1.1.5]. 

We will see that arguments may be expressed through noun phrases, 
SURQRXQV��IXOO�FODXVHV��RU�WKH\�FDQ�EH�LQFRUSRUDWHG�LQ�FODVVLHU�SUHGL-
FDWHV��7KH�W\SH�RI�DUJXPHQW�SURGXFHG�PD\�DೲHFW�WKH�ZRUG�RUGHU�RI�HO-
ements in the sentence [SYNTAX 2.3] and, vice versa, the type of predicate 
employed may have an impact on the overt realization of arguments. We 
will illustrate how LIS displays pairs of predicates with the same ver-
EDO�URRW��EXW�ZLWK�DQ�LQWULQVLFDOO\�GLೲHUHQW�DUJXPHQW�VWUXFWXUH��:H�ZLOO�
observe transitive/intransitive and unaccusative/unergative alternation 
RI�WKH�SUHGLFDWH�SDLU��GHWHUPLQLQJ�D�GLೲHUHQW�VHOHFWLRQ�RI�DUJXPHQWV��

2.1.1 Types of predicates

LIS predicates can be transitive, ditransitive and intransitive. This 
FODVVLFDWLRQ�UHHFWV�WKH�QXPEHU�RI�DUJXPHQWV�UHTXLUHG�E\�WKH�SUHG-
icate to adequately represent the event. Transitive verbs in LIS select 
for two arguments, the subject and the object; ditransitive verbs select 
for three arguments, the subject, the direct object and the indirect ob-
ject; while intransitive verbs select for only one argument, the subject.

In this section, the three types of predicates are described with a 
direct reference to the LIS predicates representing each type. Psy-
chological and meteorological predicates are also illustrated, as well 
as the presence of predicates whose argument structure varies ac-
cording to the thematic role of the arguments selected.
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2.1.1.1 Transitive and ditransitive predicates

LIS transitive predicates select for two arguments. The prototypi-
cal thematic roles for the two arguments of transitive predicates are 
agent and theme, syntactically realized as subject and direct object, 
respectively. As for the thematic roles of the two arguments required 
by LIS transitive predicates, however, some variation is attested. The 
subject of a transitive predicate like FORGET, for example, has the the-
matic role of experiencer, while the object of a verb of movement like 
GO, when used transitively, has the thematic role of goal.

LIS transitive predicates belong to all verbal classes: plain verbs, 
agreement verbs, and spatial verbs [LEXICON 3.2].

Transitive predicates in LIS can be plain verbs like EAT, DRINK, PHO-
TOGRAPH, WANT, FORGET articulated on the body of the signer. In the 
following example, the verb FORGET is a plain verb selecting an expe-
riencer, LUCA, and a theme, KEY.

L-U-C-A KEY FORGET

ވ�XFD�IRUJRW�WKH�NH\V/އ

Transitive predicates in LIS can also be agreement verbs with two 
points of articulation in the neutral space, like KILL (a); agreement 
verbs with one point of articulation in the neutral space, like BREAK 
(b); and agreement verbs articulated on the body of the signer and 
moving towards the neutral space, like SEE (c).

a. M-A-R-I-O THIEF KILL

ވ�0DULR�NLOOV�WKH�WKLHIއ

b. CHILD COMPUTER BREAK

ވ�7KH�FKLOG�EUHDNV�WKH�FRPSXWHUއ

c. L-U-C-A TELEVISION SEE

ވ�XFD�ZDWFKHV�WKH�WHOHYLVLRQ/އ

Transitive verbs are also a subclass of LIS agreement verbs, called 
backward verbs, whose peculiarity is that they start in the location of 
the neutral space associated with the theme, object of the verb, and 
move towards the agent, subject of the verb. LIS backward verbs like 
TAKE, COPY, INVITE, RECEIVE, and CHOOSE belong to this class.

L-U-C-A KEY TAKE  1
ވ�XFD�WDNHV�WKH�NH\V/އ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_1_lucakeytake.mp4


Part V • 2 Clause structure

Lingua dei segni e sordità 1 508
A Grammar of Italian Sign Language (LIS), 505-570

7UDQVLWLYH�SUHGLFDWHV�FDQ�QDOO\�EH�VSDWLDO�YHUEV��OLNH�MOVE, taking 
two arguments (the agent and the theme) and optionally two loca-
tive adjuncts, represented in the following example by the locations 
in space corresponding to the beginning and end of verb movement. 

IX1 BOOK aCL(DW�RSHQ 5): ‘move_ERRNވE1 ݲ
ވ��IURP�KHUH�WR�WKHUH���PRYH�WKH�ERRN,އ

On the other hand, the syntactic structure of verbs of movement, like 
GO, RUN, and ARRIVE, LV�GLೲLFXOW�WR�GHWHUPLQH��DV�WKH\�VHOHFW�IRU�WKH�
subject argument and for an implicit argument, the goal or locative 
argument, SCHOOL in the following example. In these verbs, the goal 
argument is semantically obligatory, that is, it must be shared by the 
interlocutor, but syntactically optional, as verbs of movement can al-
so be used intransitively. In order to be omitted, the goal argument 
must be contextually given.

CHILD SCHOOL ARRIVE

ވ�7KH�FKLOG�DUULYHG�DW�VFKRROއ

LIS ditransitive predicates select for three arguments. The proto-
typical semantic roles for the three arguments of ditransitive pred-
icates are agent, theme and goal. They are syntactically realized as 
subject, direct object and indirect object respectively, and often ex-
press some notion of transfer.

LIS ditransitive predicates can be agreement and spatial verbs. Di-
transitive predicates in LIS are agreement verbs with two points of 
articulation in the neutral space, like DONATE (a) and agreement verbs 
ZKRVH�VWDUWLQJ�SRLQW�LV�RQ�WKH�VLJQHUވV�ERG\��OLNH�SAY (b).

a. WOMAN CHILD BOOK DONATE

ވ�7KH�ZRPDQ�GRQDWHV�D�ERRN�WR�WKH�FKLOGއ

b. L-U-C-A P-A-O-L-O LIE SAY

ވ�XFD�WHOOV�D�OLH�WR�3DROR/އ

/LNHZLVH��FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWHV�FRQYH\LQJ�WKH�FRQFHSW�RI�WUDQVIHU�VH-
lect for three arguments: the agentive subject, the theme direct ob-
ject, and the goal indirect object, as shown below. 

a. L-U-C-A G-I-A-N-N-I DRINKING_GLASS CL(unspread curved open 5):  
‘give_JODVVވ
�ވ�XFD�JLYHV�D�WKH�JODVV�WR�*LDQQL/އ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_1_ix1bookclflatopen5movebook.mp4
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b. L-U-C-A G-I-A-N-N-I CAR CL(closed 5): ‘lend_FDUވ
�ވ�XFD�OHQGV�WKH�FDU�WR�*LDQQL/އ

Ditransitive spatial verbs, like CL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘put_ERRNވ��VHOHFW�IRU�
a subject, direct object, and locative argument. 

TEACHER BOOK SHELF CL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘put_ERRNވ
�ވ�7KH�WHDFKHU�SXWV�WKH�ERRN�RQ�WKH�VKHOIއ

2.1.1.2 Intransitive predicates: unergatives and unaccusatives

LIS intransitive predicates select for one argument, the subject. On 
the basis of the thematic role of the subject argument, they can be 
distinguished into unergative and unaccusative verbs. 

The subject of LIS intransitive unergative predicates has the the-
matic role of agent. Activity verbs like DANCE, TALK, RUN, LAUGH belong 
to this class. Intransitive unergative predicates in LIS can be plain 
verbs and agreement verbs. Intransitive unergative plain verbs like 
SLEEP, LAUGH, CRY, and COUGH are produced on the body of the sign-
er (a), while intransitive unergative agreement verbs are produced 
in the neutral space without movement displacement, like the verbs 
WORK, RUN, and PLAY (b). 

a. M-A-R-I-A LAUGH

ވ�0DULD�ODXJKVއ

b. CHILD PLAY

ވ�7KH�FKLOG�SOD\Vއ

The subject of LIS intransitive unaccusative predicates has the the-
matic role of theme and is typically non-agentive. In LIS, intransitive 
unaccusative predicates can be plain verbs like BE_BORN produced 
on the body of the signer (a), agreement verbs with two points of ar-
ticulation in the neutral space, like ARRIVE (b), and agreement verbs 
with one point of articulation in the signing space like DIE, FALL_DOWN, 
BRAKE, MELT, RISE, COLLAPSE, LEAVE, and GROW_UP (c). In some sentenc-
es, the distinction between unaccusative and unergative predicates 
based on the semantic role of the subject is not very intuitive, as in 
D�VHQWHQFH�OLNH7އ�KH�WHDFKHU�DUULYHGވ��+RZHYHU��WKH�IDFW�WKDW�WKH�VXE-
MHFW�RIއ�DUULYHވ�FDQ�EH�LQDQLPDWH��7އKH�OHWWHU�DUULYHGވ��DV�LQ��G���LQGL-
FDWHV�WKDW�WKH�VXEMHFW�LV�QRW�DQ�DJHQW��VR�WKH�YHUEއ�DUULYHވ�LV�XVXDOO\�
FODVVLHG�DV�XQDFFXVDWLYH�
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a. YESTERDAY BABY BE_BORN

ވ�HVWHUGD\�WKH�EDE\�ZDV�ERUQ>އ

b. TEACHER ARRIVE

ވ�7KH�WHDFKHU�DUULYHGއ

c. P-A-O-L-O GROW_UP

ވ�3DROR�KDV�JURZQ�XSއ

d. LETTER ARRIVE DONE

ވ�7KH�OHWWHU�DUULYHGއ

When the object of otherwise transitive predicates like EAT, DRINK, GO, 
and RUN is contextually understood, they can be used intransitively. 
In this case, they only select for the subject argument.

L-U-C-A EAT DONE

ވ�XFD�DWH/އ

2.1.1.3 Psychological predicates

Psychological predicates express a mental state. LIS distinguishes 
between stative psychological predicates, like HATE, BE_ANGRY, LIKE, 
and FEAR and causative psychological predicates, like the English 
YHUEއ�VFDUHވ� indicating that an agent induces the psychological state 
of the experiencer. In the following example, we illustrate a stative 
psychological predicate represented by a transitive plain verb select-
ing a subject with the thematic role of experiencer, IX1, and an object 
with the thematic role of theme, WAR.

IX1 WAR FEAR  1
ވ��IHDU�ZDUV,އ

Psychological stative predicates can also be transitive agreement 
verbs selecting a subject with the thematic role of experiencer and 
a direct object with the thematic role of theme, as in the following 
example where the verb HATE is produced in the neutral space with 
two points of articulation.

L-U-C-A P-A-O-L-O HATE  1
ވ�XFD�KDWHV�3DROR/އ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_3_ix1warfear.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_3_lucapaolohate.mp4
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As for causative psychological predicates, LIS employs a causative 
auxiliary, GIVE_AUX and a sign expressing the psychological state, 
like FEAR. 

EARTHQUAKE GIVE1
_AUX FEAR  1

�ވ�DUWKTXDNHV�VFDUH�PH)އ

2.1.1.4 Meteorological predicates

In LIS, meteorological predicates like RAIN (a) and SNOW (b) do not se-
lect for any overt argument, as shown in the examples below.

a. TODAY RAIN  1
�ވ�7RGD\�LW�UDLQVއ

b. TOMORROW SNOW

ވ�7RPRUURZ�LW�ZLOO�VQRZއ

2.1.1.5 Argument structure alternations

In LIS, the same verbal root may appear in a transitive or intran-
VLWLYH�HYHQW��7KLV�DOWHUQDWLRQ�LV�IRXQG�ERWK�LQ�OH[LFDO�DQG�FODVVLHU�
predicates.

In lexical predicates, the same verbal root can be found in transi-
tive constructions selecting an agentive subject and an object with 
the thematic role of theme (a), and in intransitive unaccusative pred-
icates selecting a subject with the thematic role of theme (b), as il-
lustrated in the following examples.

a. CHILD COMPUTER BREAK

�ވ�7KH�FKLOG�EUHDNV�WKH�FRPSXWHUއ

b. COMPUTER BREAK

ވ�7KH�FRPSXWHU�EUHDNV�GRZQއ

,Q�/,6�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWHV��WKH�WUDQVLWLYH�LQWUDQVLWLYH�DQG�XQHUJD-
WLYH�XQDFFXVDWLYH�DOWHUQDWLRQV�DUH�HQFRGHG�WKURXJK�D�GLೲHUHQW�KDQG�
FRQJXUDWLRQ��0RUH�VSHFLFDOO\��KDQGOH�FODVVLHUV�[MORPHOLOGY 5.1.3] 
are used in transitive predicates encoding an agentive subject and 
D�WKHPH�REMHFW��DV�LQ��D��EHORZ��ZKLOH�HQWLW\�FODVVLHUV�[MORPHOLOGY 
5.1.1] are used with intransitive unaccusative predicates encoding a 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_3_earthquakegive1auxfear.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_4_todayrain.mp4
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theme subject, as in (b). The examples below illustrate the transitive 
/intransitive unaccusative alternation.

a. M-A-R-I-A BOOK CL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘take_ERRNݲވ� 1
ވ�VWDQGLQJ��ERRN��0DULD�WRRN�WKHއ

b. BOOK CL(unspread 5): ‘book_fall_GRZQݲވ� 1
ވ�VWDQGLQJ��ERRN�IHOO�GRZQ��7KHއ

)XUWKHUPRUH��ERG\SDUW�FODVVLHUV� [MORPHOLOGY 5.1.2] are used in in-
transitive unergative predicates encoding an agentive subject, as in 
�D��EHORZ��ZKLOH�HQWLW\�FODVVLHUV�DUH�XVHG�LQ�LQWUDQVLWLYH�XQDFFXVD-
tive predicates encoding a theme subject, as in (b). The unergative /
unaccusative alternation is illustrated in the examples below.

a. WOMAN CL(closed 5���ݲވERZއ� 1
ވ�7KH�ZRPDQ�ERZVއ

b. WOMAN CL(V): ‘fall_GRZQݲވ� 1
�ވ�7KH�ZRPDQ�IDOOV�GRZQއ

2.1.2 Argument realization

In LIS, verbal arguments can be realized as noun phrases, pronouns, 
WKH\�PD\�EH�LQFRUSRUDWHG�LQ�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWHV�E\�EHLQJ�HQFRGHG�
LQ�WKHLU�KDQG�FRQJXUDWLRQ��RU�WKH\�FDQ�EH�IXOO�FODXVHV��7KLV�VHFWLRQ�
illustrates these possibilities.

2.1.2.1 Overt noun phrases

It is very common for LIS to realize arguments as noun phrases, both 
as common nouns and proper names. When this happens, they occu-
py their argument position in an unmarked word order [SYNTAX 2.3], as 
shown in the example below.

L-U-C-A ELEPHANT LIKE

ވ�XFD�OLNHV�HOHSKDQWV/އ

However, overt noun phrases may also appear in non-argument posi-
WLRQV�DV�DQ�HೲHFW�RI�V\QWDFWLF�PRGLFDWLRQ�LQGXFHG�E\�GLVFRXUVH�IDF-
tors, such as topic or focus [PRAGMATICS 4]. When this happens, noun 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_5_amariabookflatopen5takebook.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_5_bbookclunspread5bookfalldown.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_5_awomanclclosed5bow.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_1_5_bwomanclvfalldown.mp4
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SKUDVHV�DUH�DOZD\V�SURGXFHG�ZLWK�D�VSHFLF�QRQ�PDQXDO�PDUNLQJ�
VLJQDOOLQJ�WKHLU�SURGXFWLRQ�LQ�D�GLೲHUHQW�SRVLWLRQ��7KH�IROORZLQJ�VHQ-
tence shows an object noun phrase produced at the beginning of the 
VHQWHQFH��DV�DQ�HೲHFW�RI�WRSLFDOLVDWLRQ�

 top
ELEPHANT L-U-C-A LIKE  1
ވ�V�IRU�HOHSKDQWV��/XFD�OLNHV�WKHP$އ

The same argument, when composed of more than one sign, may oc-
cur as a discontinuous constituent, that is, part of it appears in its ar-
gument position, while another part occurs in a non-adjacent position 
in the sentence. In the example below, the signs VEGETABLE ALL form 
one constituent but, due to topicalisation of the noun phrase VEGETA-
BLE��WKH�TXDQWLHU�ALL is separated from it and it is produced in ob-
ject position [SYNTAX 4.4.2].

 top
VEGETABLE L-U-C-A ALL LIKE  1
ވ�V�IRU�YHJHWDEOHV��/XFD�OLNHV�WKHP�DOO$އ

In the following example, the signs FRIEND NOBODY form one constitu-
ent, however only the noun phrase FRIEND appears in object position, 
ZKLOH�WKH�QHJDWLYH�TXDQWLHU�NOBODY occupies the position in the sen-
tence devoted to negative elements [SYNTAX 1.5.1.2.1]. 

 neg
L-U-C-A FRIEND INVITE NOBODY

‘LXFD�GLGQވW�LQYLWH�DQ\�IULHQGވ�

Similarly, in the following example, the signs BOOK WHICH form a sin-
gle constituent, but only the noun phrase BOOK occupies the object 
position, while the sign WHICH occupies the common position in the 
sentence devoted to wh-phrases [SYNTAX 1.2.3.5].

 wh
STUDENT BOOK BUY WHICH 
ވ"\KLFK�ERRN�GLG�WKH�VWXGHQW�EX:އ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_1_elephantlucalike.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_1_vegatablelucaalllike.mp4
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2.1.2.2 Pronouns

In LIS, arguments may also be produced as pronouns. Within this 
FDWHJRU\��ZH�FDQ�QG�SHUVRQDO�SURQRXQV�[LEXICON 3.7.2], demonstrative 
pronouns [LEXICON 3.7.1], possessive pronouns [LEXICON 3.7.3]��DQG�UHH[-
ive pronouns [LEXICON 3.7.4]. The examples below illustrate a personal 
pronoun (a) and a demonstrative pronoun (b) argument.

a. IX1 EARTHQUAKE FEAR

�ވ��IHDU�HDUWKTXDNHV,އ

b. IX1 LIKE IX(dem)
ވ��OLNH�WKLV�RQH,އ

2.1.2.3 Verb agreement

Verb agreement helps identifying the argument structure of pred-
icates, as it is produced only with arguments, and it concerns both 
personal and locative agreement. We shall look at how verb agree-
ment is realized in LIS, both manually and non-manually.

2.1.2.3.1 Manual verb agreement

In LIS, morphological manual agreement of the verb with its argu-
ments takes place only with agreement verbs and spatial verbs. As 
previously illustrated [SYNTAX 2.1.1], these verb classes surface in tran-
sitive, ditransitive and intransitive constructions. 

In transitive constructions displaying an agreement verb, sub-
ject agreement encodes the agent argument and object agreement 
encodes the theme argument. Depending on the physical articula-
tion of agreement verbs, morphological manual agreement is sub-
ject to variation.

Agreement verbs with two points of articulation in the neutral 
space show overt morphological agreement with both the subject 
and object. The sign for the verb starts in the location of the signing 
space associated with the subject to move toward the location asso-
ciated with the object, as in the following example.

TODAY IXa HORSEa IXb SASS: އVPDOOވ HORSEb IX3a aGIVE_BIRTHE1 ݲ
‘TRGD\�WKH�KRUVH�JDYH�ELUWK�WR�WKH�SRQ\ވ�

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_todayixhorseixsasssmallhorseix3givebirth.mp4
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Agreement verbs with one point of articulation in the neutral space, 
like BREAK, and agreement verbs articulated on the body of the signer 
moving towards the neutral space, like SEE, overtly agree only with 
the theme argument, as shown in (a) and (b) respectively. 

a. CHILD COMPUTERa BREAKD1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�FKLOG�EUHDNV�WKH�FRPSXWHUއ

b. L-U-C-A TELEVISIONa SEED1 ݲ
ވ�XFD�ZDWFKHV�WHOHYLVLRQ/އ

When a verb like SEE�VHOHFWV�IRU�D�UVW�SHUVRQ�VLQJXODU�VXEMHFW��KRZ-
ever, agreement is with both the subject and the object, as the move-
PHQW�SDWK�VWDUWV�IURP�WKH�VLJQHUވV�ERG\�

In ditransitive constructions displaying an agreement verb with 
two points of articulation in the neutral space, morphological man-
ual agreement is with the subject argument, encoding the agent/
source, and the indirect object, encoding the goal/recipient argu-
ment. The theme argument is not expressed through agreement mor-
phology on the verb.

P-A-O-L-Oa G-I-A-N-N-Ib CAR aDONATEE1 ݲ
�ވ�3DROR�GRQDWHV�WKH�FDU�WR�*LDQQLއ �

An exception to morphological agreement in ditransitives is repre-
VHQWHG�E\�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWHV�HQFRGLQJ�WKH�IHDWXUHV�RI�WKH�WKHPH�
WKURXJK�KDQG�FRQJXUDWLRQ��WKXV�VKRZLQJ�RYHUW�PDQXDO�DJUHHPHQW�
with the three arguments [SYNTAX 2.1.2.4].

a. L-U-C-Aa G-I-A-N-N-Ib DRINKING_GLASS aCL(unspread curved 
open 5): ‘give_drinking_JODVVވE1 ݲ
�ވ�XFD�JLYHV�WKH�JODVV�WR�*LDQQL/އ

b. L-U-C-Aa G-I-A-N-N-Ib CAR aCL(closed 5): ‘lend_FDUވE1 ݲ
�ވ�XFD�OHQGV�WKH�FDU�WR�*LDQQL/އ

As shown in the examples above, morphological agreement of clas-
VLHU�SUHGLFDWHV�ZLWK�WKH�GLUHFW�REMHFW�WKURXJK�KDQG�FRQJXUDWLRQ�
does not imply omission of the object argument.

In ditransitive constructions displaying an agreement verb artic-
ulated on the body of the signer moving towards the neutral space, 
overt morphological manual agreement is only with the indirect ob-
ject, as shown in the following example.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_achildcomputerbreak.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_blucatelevisionsee.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_paologiannicardonate.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_alucagiannidrinkingglassclunspreadcurvedopen5givedrinkingglass.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_blucagiannicarclclosed5lendcar.mp4
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L-U-C-A P-A-O-L-Oa LIE SAYD1 ݲ
ވ�XFD�WHOOV�D�OLH�WR�3DROR/އ

In intransitive unergative constructions displaying an agreement 
verb produced in the neutral space without movement displacement, 
the verb may (a) or may not (b) show overt morphological spatial 
agreement with the agentive subject. 

a. CHILDa PLAYD1 ݲ
�ވ�7KH�FKLOG�LV�SOD\LQJއ

b. CHILD PLAY  1
�ވ�7KH�FKLOG�LV�SOD\LQJއ

On the other hand, in intransitive unaccusative predicates, agree-
ment verbs obligatorily show overt spatial agreement with the theme 
argument encoding the subject.

LIFTa BREAKa� �ݲ 1
ވ�7KH�OLIW�EURNH�GRZQއ

Spatial verbs are the other class of verbs showing manual agreement 
by means of path movement (with motion verbs) or localization at a 
SRLQW��ZLWK�ORFDWLYH�YHUEV���:LWK�PRWLRQ�YHUEV��WKH�LQLWLDO�DQG�QDO�
points of the path agree with the locations of the source and goal ar-
JXPHQWV�WKDW�GHQH�WKH�SDWK��DV�LQ�WKH�IROORZLQJ�H[DPSOHV�

a. L-U-C-Aa BANKb aRUNE1 ݲ
�ވ�XFD�UXQV�WR�WKH�EDQN/އ

b. BOLOGNAa ROMEb aBRINGE1 ݲ
ވ�LW��IURP�%RORJQD�WR�5RPH��H��EURXJKW+�އ

As previously seen for the agreement verb GIVE, the spatial verb PUT 
LV�RIWHQ�SURGXFHG�WKURXJK�D�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWH�HQFRGLQJ�WKH�IHD-
WXUHV�RI�WKH�WKHPH�WKURXJK�KDQG�FRQJXUDWLRQ��WKXV�VKRZLQJ�RYHUW�
manual agreement with the agent, theme, and locative argument, as 
shown in the example below.

L-U-C-Aa BOOK SHELFb aCL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘move_ERRNވbݲ�� 1
�ވ�XFD�SXWV�WKH�ERRN�RQ�WKH�VKHOI/އ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_lucapaololiesay.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_achildplay.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_bchildplay.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_liftbreak.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_alucabankrun.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_bbolognaromebring.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_lucabookshelfclflatopen5movebook.mp4
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Non-movement spatial verbs that have a location argument simply 
agree with it by localizing the verbal sign in the same position of the 
location argument, as shown by the verb STAY in the following example.

S-A-R-A THREE^YEAR ROMEa STAYD1 ݲ
�ވ�6DUD�VWD\HG�LQ�5RPH�IRU�WKUHH�\HDUVއ

Intransitive non-movement spatial verbs with a location argument 
PD\�DOVR�EH�SURGXFHG�WKURXJK�D�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWH�ZKRVH�KDQG�FRQ-
JXUDWLRQ�HQFRGHV�DJUHHPHQW�ZLWK�WKH�VXEMHFW��DV�VKRZQ�EHORZ�

CHILDa CL(G): ‘be_DWވD1 ݲ
�ވ�7KH�FKLOG�VWDQGVއ

In general, agreement and spatial transitive predicates must show 
overt morphological agreement with the direct object. Agreement 
and spatial ditransitive predicates must show overt morphological 
agreement with the indirect object. For both types of predicates, 
agreement with the subject is optional. Intransitive unergative pred-
icates optionally show morphological agreement with the subject, 
while intransitive unaccusative predicates obligatorily show agree-
ment with the subject. 

Lack of overt morphological agreement in LIS is allowed for quan-
WLHG�DUJXPHQWV��VXFK�DV�QHJDWLYH�TXDQWLHUV��NOTHING, NOBODY), or 
QRQ�VSHFLF�DQG�JHQHULF�TXDQWLHUV��SOMETHING, SOMEONE). The fol-
ORZLQJ�H[DPSOH�VKRZV�D�QHJDWLYH�TXDQWLHU�DQG�WKH� ODFN�RI�YHUE�
agreement.

L-U-C-A BUY NOTHING

�ވ�W�EX\�DQ\WKLQJވXFD�GLGQ/އ �

With causative psychological predicates, the causative auxiliary GIVE_
AUX shows overt morphological agreement with the subject and the ex-
periencer object, as in the following example where the experiencer 
LV�D�UVW�SHUVRQ�

EARTHQUAKEa aGIVE1
_AUX FEAR  1

�ވ�DUWKTXDNHV�VFDUH�PH)އ �

In predicates displaying argument structure alternation, the verb 
only shows overt morphological manual agreement with the theme 
argument (COMPUTER in the examples below), that is the sentence ob-
ject in (a), and the subject in (b).

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_sarathreeyearromestay.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_childclgbeat.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_earthquakegive1auxfear.mp4
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a. CHILD COMPUTERa BREAKD1 ݲ
�ވ�7KH�FKLOG�EUHDNV�WKH�FRPSXWHUއ

b. COMPUTERa BREAKa� � �ݲ 1
ވ�7KH�FRPSXWHU�EUHDNV�GRZQއ

Finally, it is important to point out that covert arguments are possi-
ble in LIS, if contextually understood. An illustration of the possibil-
ity to have covert arguments is provided by the following examples 
exemplifying a transitive (a) and a ditransitive predicate (b).

a. aSCOLDE1 ݲ
�ވ�KH�VFROGV�KLP�KHU�6�އ �

b. BOOK aCL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘give_ERRNވb� �ݲ 1
ވ�KH�JLYHV�WKH�ERRN�WR�KLP�KHU�6�އ

Plain verbs do not display overt morphological agreement with their 
arguments in LIS. However, an exception to this generalization is 
UHSUHVHQWHG�E\�SODLQ�YHUEV�SURGXFHG�WKURXJK�D�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWH�
LQ�WUDQVLWLYH�FRQVWUXFWLRQV�ZKHUHE\�WKH�KDQG�FRQJXUDWLRQ�LV�GHWHU-
mined by the theme argument, thus showing overt agreement with 
the object. An example is provided below.

L-U-C-A SANDWICH CL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘eat_VDQGZLFKݲވ� 1
�ވ�XFD�HDWV�D�VDQGZLFK/އ

2.1.2.3.2 Non-manual verb agreement

Another way to mark agreement in LIS is through non-manual mark-
ers. Non-manual agreement in LIS is optional and may be realized 
with all verb classes.

The two non-manual articulators involved are head tilt (ht) and 
eye gaze (eg). Commonly, the head tilts toward the location of the 
subject argument and eye gaze is directed towards the location of 
the object argument simultaneously to the production of the ver-
bal sign. The two non-manual markers may be produced singu-
larly, as in (a), or together, as in (b). With intransitive predicates, 
either one of the two non-manual articulators can mark subject 
agreement (c).

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_achildcomputerbreak.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_bcomputerbreak.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_ascold.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_bbookclflatopen5givebook.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_31_lucasandwichclflatopen5eatsandwich.mp4
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 ht: a
a. L-U-C-Aa P-A-O-L-Ob aHATEE1 ݲ
�ވ�XFD�KDWHV�3DROR/އ �

 ht: a
 eg: b

b. L-U-C-Aa P-A-O-L-Ob aHATEE1 ݲ
‘LXFD�KDWHV�3DRORވ��

 eg
c. BOOK CL: ‘fall_GRZQݲވ� 1
�ވ�7KH�ERRN�IDOOV�GRZQއ

2.1.2.4 Classifier handshape

7KH�UHOHYDQFH�RI�FODVVLHU�KDQGVKDSH�IRU�FODXVH�VWUXFWXUH�LQ�/,6�LV�
twofold. First, it can encode agreement with the direct object of a 
transitive and ditransitive predicate or with the subject of an intran-
sitive predicate by representing some visually salient property of the 
argument [SYNTAX 2.1.2.3.1]. Second, it is able to determine the argu-
PHQW�VWUXFWXUH�RI�D�SUHGLFDWH�DFFRUGLQJ�WR�WKH�IROORZLQJ�VSHFLFDWLRQ�
[SYNTAX 2.1.1.5]��L��FODVVLHUV�ZLWK�D�KDQGOLQJ�KDQG�FRQJXUDWLRQ�VHOHFW�
IRU�WUDQVLWLYH�SUHGLFDWHV��LL��FODVVLHUV�ZLWK�DQ�HQWLW\�KDQG�FRQJXUD-
WLRQ�VHOHFW�IRU�LQWUDQVLWLYH�XQDFFXVDWLYH�SUHGLFDWHV��DQG�LLL��FODVVLHUV�
ZLWK�D�ERG\SDUW�KDQG�FRQJXUDWLRQ�VHOHFW�IRU�LQWUDQVLYH�XQHUJDWLYH�
predicates. In this respect, by morphologically marking the themat-
ic role of arguments, LIS seems to behave as ergative languages.

2.1.2.5 Argument clauses

Arguments in LIS may also be expressed through full clauses encod-
ing the syntactic role of subject [SYNTAX 3.3.1] and object [SYNTAX 3.3.2].

The following sentence is an example of a subject dependent 
clause.

IMPORTANT IX2 SAY1ݲ�� 1
�ވ�W�LV�LPSRUWDQW�WKDW�\RX�WHOO�PH,އ

The following is an example of a LIS sentence where a subordinate 
clause serves as an object.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_32_alucapaolohate.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_32_blucapaolohate.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_32_cbookclfalldown.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_5_importantix2say.mp4
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P-I-E-R-O CONTRACT PUT_SIGNATURE DONE G-I-A-N-N-I KNOW   1
�ވ�LDQQL�NQRZV�WKDW�3LHUR�VLJQHG�WKH�FRQWUDFW*އ �

2.1.3 Argument structure changes

7KLV�VHFWLRQ�GHVFULEHV�GLೲHUHQW�JUDPPDWLFDO�RSHUDWLRQV�WKDW�FDQ�DI-
fect the argument structure of a predicate and thus alter its valen-
cy either by increasing it or by reducing it.

In [SYNTAX 2.1.3.1] the basic argument structure of a verb is increased 
to include an extra argument, while in the remaining of the section 
other constructions altering the argument structure of the predicate 
are considered, as passive constructions [SYNTAX 2.1.3.2], predicates ex-
SUHVVLQJ�UHH[LYLW\�[SYNTAX 2.1.3.3] and reciprocity [SYNTAX 2.1.3.4].

2.1.3.1 Extension of argument structures

The basic argument structure of a verb can be extended to include 
an extra argument expressing a non-obligatory thematic role. In 
WKH�VHQWHQFH�EHORZ��DQ�H[WUD�EHQHFLDU\�DUJXPHQW��DOG POSS(G)1, is 
DGGHG�WR�WKH�VHQWHQFH�\LHOGLQJ�WKH�ZRUG�RUGHU�VXEMHFW�EHQHFLDU\�
object-verb.

IX1 DOG POSS(G)1 IX COLLAR IX1 BUY   1
ވ��EX\�D�FROODU�IRU�P\�GRJ,އ

An extra argument specifying the subject matter can be added, as 
LQ�WKH�H[DPSOH�EHORZ��ZKHUH�LW�LV�VSHFLHG�ZKDW�WKH�WRSLF�RI�WKH�WDON�
LV��QDPHO\��WKH�VFKRRO�IRU�WKH�'HDI0އ�DJDURWWRވ�

YESTERDAY SCHOOL MAGAROTTO IX1 FRIEND TALK DONE  1
ވ�HVWHUGD\�D�IULHQG�RI�PLQH�DQG�,�WDONHG�DERXW�WKH�VFKRRO�0DJDURWWR>އ

,Q�ERWK�VHQWHQFHV��QR�VSHFLF�PDUNHU�LQWURGXFHV�WKH�H[WUD�DUJXPHQW�
Another case of argument extension is called causativisation, by 

which a causer is added to the structure, resulting in a complex event 
having a causer and a caused event. An example is provided by the 
following sentence, where FATHER is the causer of the event of break-
LQJ�D�VKLQJ�URG��7KH�FDXVHU�LV�HQFRGHG�OH[LFDOO\�E\�WKH�KDQGOLQJ�FODV-
VLHU��ZKLFK�LQFRUSRUDWHV�WKH�FKDQJH�RI�VWDWH�RI�WKH�REMHFW�

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_2_5_pierocontractputsignaturedonegianniknow.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_1_ix1dogpossg1ixcollarix1buy.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_1_yesterdayschoolmagarottoix1friendtalkdone.mp4
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FATHER POSS(G)1 FISHING_ROD IX3 CL(closed 5): ‘break_VK-
ing_URGݲވ� 1
ވ��IDWKHU�EURNH�WKH�VKLQJ�URG�E\�VQDSSLQJ�LW\0އ

The resultant state yielded by the complex event may require further 
representation by an additional predicate, as in the example below, 
ZKHUH�DQRWKHU�FODVVLHU��SASS) VSHFLHV�WKH�UHVXOWDQW�VWDWH�RI�WKH�
teared piece of paper.

CHILDa PAPER IX3a CL(F): ‘tear_SDSHUވ�SASS�DW� RSHQ�/�� 
‘long_thin_REMHFWݲވ� � 1
ވ�7KH�FKLOG�VKUHGV�D�SLHFH�RI�SDSHUއ

Finally, LIS has a specialized causative auxiliary, GIVE_AUX, to ex-
press a change of psychological state [SYNTAX 2.1.1.3], as shown in the 
examples below.

 a. PEa aGIVE1
_AUX ANGER  1

ވ�\7KDW�PDNHV�PH�DQJUއ

b. SUMMER GIVE1
_AUX GLAD  1

ވ�\6XPPHU�PDNHV�PH�KDSSއ

2.1.3.2 Passive

Passivisation is considered to be a sub-type of clausal change, as the 
theme/patient argument of a transitive or ditransitive verb is promot-
ed to the subject position, the agent argument is absent or option-
DOO\�H[SUHVVHG��DQG�WKH�YHUE�XQGHUJRHV�VRPH�PRGLFDWLRQ��7KH�VHQ-
WHQFHއ�WKH�ZRPDQ�EUXVKHV�WKH�KRUVHވ�LV�DQ�(QJOLVK�DFWLYH�VHQWHQFH��
ZKLOHއ�WKH�KRUVH�LV�EUXVKHG��E\�WKH�ZRPDQ�ވ�LV�D�SDVVLYH�FRQVWUXFWLRQ�

When using a passive sentence, the speaker/signer foregrounds the 
patient argument of the predication that occupies the subject position.

The functional equivalent of a passive sentence in LIS takes on dif-
ferent features according to the verb class of the sentence predicate.

With transitive agreement verbs with two points of articulation 
[LEXICON 3.2.2], the theme is produced in subject position, the verb 
starts being articulated in a point of the neutral space not previous-
O\�DVVRFLDWHG�ZLWK�DQ��DJHQW��DUJXPHQW�WR�HQG�RQ�WKH�VLJQHUވV�ERG\��
Role shift [SYNTAX 3.3.3], whereby the signer adopts the perspective of 
a referent, here the theme, is realised. The following sentences are 
functionally equivalent to passives.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_1_fatherpossg1fishingrodix3clclosed5breakfishingrod.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_1_childpaperix3clftearpapersassflatopenllongthinobject.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_1_apegive1auxanger.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_1_bsummergive1auxglad.mp4
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 rs: 1a
a. WOMANa 3bSLAP�D1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�JLUO�LV�VODSSHGއ

 rs: 1a
b. CATa 3bPUNCH�D1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�FDW�LV�SXQFKHGއ

Optionally, the agent argument is produced after the theme subject, 
as shown in the example below.

bl: a  eg:b  rs: 1a
CAT DOG 3bPUNCH�D1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�FDW�LV�SXQFKHG�E\�WKH�GRJއ

The active counterparts of the previous sentences are reported in 
(a) and (b) below. 

bl: a  bl: b
a. MAN WOMAN 3aSLAP++�E1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�PDQ�VODSSHG�WKH�JLUOއ

bl: a ht: b
b. DOG CAT 3aPUNCH�E1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�GRJ�SXQFKHG�WKH�FDWއ

Backward verbs [LEXICON 3.2.2] fall into this verb class. To express a 
passive meaning, a backward verb starts being articulated from the 
position of the theme to a position in the neutral space not associat-
ed with a previously introduced referent. A peculiarity of these types 
of sentences seems to be the lack of role shift, as shown in the fol-
lowing example.

a. GIULIAa PARTYb aINVITEE1 ݲ
ވ�\LXOLD�KDV�EHHQ�LQYLWHG�WR�WKH�SDUW*އ

b. COMPUTERa aTAKEE1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�FRPSXWHU�KDV�EHHQ�WDNHQއ

,I�WKH�VHQWHQFH�FRQWDLQV�D�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWH� [MORPHOLOGY 5.1], the 
strategy to express a passive meaning is similar to the one observed 
with agreement verbs with two points of articulation: the theme ar-
gument is produced in subject position, the agent argument is often 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_awomanslap.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_bcatpunch.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_catdogpunch.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_amanwomanslap.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_bdogcatpunch.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_agiuliapartyinvite.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_bcomputertake.mp4
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absent and role shift is observed only with animate theme arguments. 
7KH�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWH�VWDUWV�LQ�D�SRVLWLRQ�RI�WKH�QHXWUDO�VSDFH�QRW�
associated with a previously introduced agent argument and it ends 
RQ�WKH�VLJQHUވV�ERG\��$�QDO�UHPDUN�LV�WKH�PRUSKRORJLFDO�UHGXFWLRQ�
of the verb that is produced with a shorter movement. 

�UVݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲ��D
a. DUCKa 3bCL(unspread curved open 5): އVWUDQJOH1ވaݲ�� 1
ވ�7KH�GXFN�LV�VWUDQJOHGއ

 rs: 1a
b. CATa 3bCL(closed G): ‘hit_with_KDPPHUވ++�D1 ݲ
ވ�\7KH�FDW�LV�KLW�ZLWK�WKH�KDPPHU�UHSHDWHGOއ

Again, the agent argument may be optionally expressed. When it is, 
it follows the theme subject:

ht: aݱݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲ�ݱݲݲݲݲrs: 1a 
CATa MOUSEb 3bCL(closed G): ‘hit_with_KDPPHUވ++�D1 ݲ
ވ�\7KH�FDW�LV�KLW�ZLWK�WKH�KDPPHU�E\�WKH�PRXVH�UHSHDWHGOއ

The active counterparts of the above sentences are provided below.

bl: a bl: b
a. MAN DUCK CL(closed 5): އVWUDQJOHވ�E1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�PDQ�VWUDQJOHV�WKH�GXFNއ

bl: a  bl: b
b. MOUSEa CAT 3aCL(closed G): ‘hit_with_KDPPHUވ���E1 ݲ
ވ�\7KH�PRXVH�KLWV�WKH�FDW�ZLWK�WKH�KDPPHU�UHSHDWHGOއ

If the sentence contains an agreement verb with one point of articula-
tion [LEXICON 3.2.2], the passive meaning cannot be expressed via role shift, 
regardless of the animate/ inanimate feature of the theme argument. 

Within this verb class, the predicate spatially agrees with the 
theme argument occupying the subject position. No explicit nor im-
personal [PRAGMATICS 1.5] agent argument is present.

a. HOUSEa SELLa DONE  1
ވ�7KH�KRXVH�KDV�EHHQ�VROGއ

b. THIEFa IXa ARRESTD1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�WKLHI�KDV�EHHQ�DUUHVWHGއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_aduckclunspreadcurvedopen5strangle.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_bcatclclosedghitwithhammer.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_catmouseclclosedghitwithhammer.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_amanduckclclosed5strangle.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_bmousecatclclosedghitwithhammer.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_ahouseselldone.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_bthiefixarrest.mp4
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The following examples displaying agreement verbs with one point of 
DUWLFXODWLRQ�VKRZ�WKH�VLJQHUވV�DQVZHU�WR�WKH�TXHVWLRQ��ZKDW�KDSSHQHGއ�
WR�WKH�KRXVH"ވ��D��DQGއ�ZKDW�KDSSHQHG�WR�WKH�FKRFRODWH�FUHDP"ވ��E��

a. HOUSEa WIND COLLAPSED1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�KRXVH�KDV�EHHQ�GHVWUR\HG�E\�WKH�ZLQGއ

b. CHOCOLATE CL(unspread V): ‘scoop_RXWވ CL(unspread V): 
�ݲ�ވVSUHDGއ 1
�ވ��RQ�EUHDG��7KH�FKRFRODWH�FUHDP�KDV�EHHQ�VFRRSHG�RXW�DQG�VSUHDGއ

Passive constructions with plain verbs have not been observed. This 
might be due to the fact that plain verbs are produced on the sign-
HUވV�ERG\��WKHUHIRUH��WKH�VSDWLDO�VWUDWHJLHV�XVHG�WR�H[SUHVV�WKH�PHDQ-
ing of a passive sentence cannot be adopted.

2.1.3.3 Reflexivity

7KH�DUJXPHQW�VWUXFWXUH�RI�D�SUHGLFDWH�FDQ�DOVR�EH�PRGLHG�WKURXJK�
UHH[LYLW\�[LEXICON 3.7.4]��:KHQ�D�SUHGLFDWH�H[SUHVVHV�UHH[LYLW\��WKH�
two arguments of the same predicate are coreferent.
/,6�H[SUHVVHV�UHH[LYLW\�WKURXJK�WKH�UHDOLVDWLRQ�RI�WKH�YHUE�RQ�WKH�

body of the signer, regardless of the person feature (third person in 
�D���UVW�SHUVRQ�LQ��E��DQG��F���DQG�RI�WKH�YHUE�FODVV��SODLQ�YHUEV��D��
and agreeing verbs (b), (c).

a. PIETROa IXa WASH  1
ވ�3LHWUR�ZDVKHV�KLPVHOIއ

b. PIETROa aKILL1 ݲ�
ވ�3LHWUR�NLOOHG�KLPVHOIއ

c. UNIVERSITY COURSE++ MANY. IX1 ASK++1 IX1 FIT WHICH  1
‘There are many courses at university. I keep asking myself which 
LV�PRUH�WWLQJ��IRU�PH�ވ�

$QRWKHU�ZD\�WR�H[SUHVV�UHH[LYLW\�LV�WKURXJK�WKH�XVH�RI�UHH[LYH�SUR-
nouns [LEXICON 3.7.4]��7ZR�W\SHV�RI�UHH[LYH�SURQRXQV�DUH�DYDLODEOH��L��
the pronoun IX_PERSON directed toward the locus in space associat-
HG�ZLWK�WKH�UHIHUHQW�LQYROYHG�LQ�WKH�UHH[LYH�SUHGLFDWH��D��DQG�LL��D�
UHH[LYH�SURQRXQ�DUWLFXODWHG�RQ�WKH�VLJQHUވV�FKHVW��E��

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_ahousewindcollapse.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_2_bchocolateclunspreadvscoopoutclunspreadvspread.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_3_apietroixwash.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_3_bpietrokill.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_3_cuniversitycoursemanyix1askix1fitwhich.mp4
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a. WOMAN IXa PAINT IX3a
_PERSON  1

ވ�7KH�ZRPDQ�LV�SDLQWLQJ�KHUVHOIއ

b. IXa WOMAN PAINT SELF  1
ވ�7KH�ZRPDQ�LV�SDLQWLQJ�KHUVHOIއ

2.1.3.4 Reciprocity

In a reciprocal relation a plural argument is coreferential with another 
argument in the same predication and the arguments are both agents 
and undergoers of the action (see also [LEXICON 3.7.4]; [MORPHOLOGY 3.1.3]).

When a plain verb expresses a reciprocal relation, the object posi-
tion is left empty and the predicate does not show any change in its 
realisation, as shown in (a) and (b) below.

a. IX1+3 LOVE  1
ވ�6KH�DQG�,�ORYH�HDFK�RWKHUއ

b. A-N-N-A L-U-C-A IX3a+3b HUG  1
ވ�QQD�DQG�/XFD�KXJ�HDFK�RWKHU$އ

The plain verb may also employ a reciprocal pronoun [LEXICON 3.7.4] 
glossed EACH_OTHER: a two-handed sign produced with curved open 
L handshape moving back-and-forth in the neutral space between the 
two referents of the reciprocal relation. The following example illus-
trates the use of the reciprocal pronoun.

IX1+2 UNDERSTAND EACH_OTHER  1
ވ�RX�DQG�,�XQGHUVWDQG�HDFK�RWKHU>އ

With one-handed agreeing verbs, the reciprocal relation between the 
arguments is expressed by simultaneously reduplicating the verbal 
sign, which is produced as a two-handed sign, with the hands dis-
playing the same handshape and movement, but opposite orientation 
and direction, as in the following examples.

a. dom:  IX1+3 3LOOK_AT1 
n-dom:  1LOOK_AT1 ݲ�

ވ�6KH�DQG�,�ORRN�DW�HDFK�RWKHUއ

b. dom: IX3a+3b aKISSb 
n-dom:   bKISSD1 ݲ

ވ�7KH\�NLVV�HDFK�RWKHUއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_3_awomanixpaintix3person.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_3_bixwomanpaintself.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_aix13love.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_bannalucaix3a3bhug.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_ix12understandeachother.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_adomix13lookat.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_bdomix3a3bkiss.mp4


Part V • 2 Clause structure

Lingua dei segni e sordità 1 526
A Grammar of Italian Sign Language (LIS), 505-570

With two-handed agreeing verbs, the reciprocal relation between the 
arguments may be expressed by simultaneously reduplicating the 
verbal sign which is produced as a one-handed sign to allow the si-
multaneous realisation of the reciprocal relation, as shown below. In 
this case, the two-handed verbal sign has the same handshape, but 
the hands move toward opposite directions, as shown below:

a. dom: EVERY_YEAR CHRISTMAS IX3a+3b aDONATEb 
 n-dom: CHRISTMAS bDONATED1 ݲ
ވ�YHU\�\HDU�DW�&KULVWPDV�WKH\�JLYH�HDFK�RWKHU�D�SUHVHQW)އ

b. dom:  IX3a+3b aHELPb 
n-dom:  bHELPD1 ݲ

ވ�7KH\�KHOS�HDFK�RWKHUއ

An alternative strategy to express reciprocity with two-handed 
agreement verbs is the sequential reduplication of the verb moving 
from the position in space associated with referent A towards the po-
sition in space associated with referent B and vice versa. The follow-
ing examples show this possibility.

a. EVERY_YEAR CHRISTMAS IX3a+3b aDONATEb bDONATED1 ݲ
ވ�YHU\�\HDU�DW�&KULVWPDV�WKH\�JLYH�HDFK�RWKHU�D�SUHVHQW)އ

b. IX3a+3b aHELPb bHELPD1 ݲ
ވ�7KH\�KHOS�HDFK�RWKHUއ

There are verbs, like LOVE, WKDW�DUH�SURGXFHG�RQ�WKH�VLJQHUވV�ERG\�DV�
a starting point of articulation to move towards the neutral space as a 
SRLQW�RI�DUULYDO��,Q�WKH�UVW�SHUVRQ�SOXUDO��WKH�YHUE�LOVE, a two-handed 
sign, may also express reciprocity through what is called sequential 
UHGXSOLFDWLRQ��WKH�VLJQ�LV�UVW�DUWLFXODWHG�IURP�WKH�VLJQHUވV�ERG\�WR�WKH�
object of predication, and then back, as shown in the example below.

IX1+3 1LOVE3 3LOVE1 ݲ�
ވ�6KH�DQG�,�ORYH�HDFK�RWKHUއ

LIS also has intrinsically reciprocal verbs, such as MEET (a) and AR-
GUE (b). These verbs do not change their way of articulation to ex-
press a reciprocal relation.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_adomeveryyearchristmasix3a3bdonate.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_bdomix3a3bhelp.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_beveryyearchristmasix3a3bdonatedonate.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_bix3a3bhelphelp.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_ix13lovelove.mp4
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a. MORNING IX1+3 MEET  1
ވ�7KLV�PRUQLQJ�KH�DQG�,�PHWއ

b. IX3pl^THREE ARGUE++  1
ވ�7KH�WKUHH�RI�WKHP�DOZD\V�GLVFXVV�ZLWK�HDFK�RWKHUއ

2.1.4 Non-verbal predication 

This section is devoted to describe constructions lacking an overt 
predicate. In LIS, lack of an overt predicate is found in copular con-
structions [SYNTAX 2.1.4.1] and secondary predication [SYNTAX 2.1.4.2].

2.1.4.1 Copular constructions

A case of non-verbal predication is the possibility for an adjecti-
val phrase to predicate something of an argument. In the exam-
SOH�EHORZ��WKH�SURSHUW\�RIއ��EHLQJ��QLFHވ is predicated of the argu-
PHQW3އ�LHWURވ�

PIETRO NICE  1
ވ�3LHWUR�LV�QLFHއ

In LIS, copular constructions lack the presence of a copula, as op-
posed to the English translation of the sentence above.

A copular sentence, as the one above, is predicative when it as-
cribes a property to an argument. A copular sentence may also be 
VSHFLFDWLRQDO��ZKHQ�LW�VSHFLHV�VRPHWKLQJ�RI�DQ�DUJXPHQW��,Q�WKH�
IROORZLQJ�VHQWHQFH��WKH�FRSXODU�VHQWHQFH�VSHFLHV�ZKR�WKH�EHVW�VWX-
dent is.

STUDENT BEST A-D-A  1
ވ�7KH�EHVW�VWXGHQW�LV�$GDއ

There are cases in which the distinction between a predicational and 
D�VSHFLFDWLRQDO�UHDGLQJ�RI�WKH�FRSXODU�VHQWHQFH�LV�GLೲLFXOW�WR�HVWDE-
lish. This is the case of the following English sentence: ‘His lunch is 
IRRG�IRU�WKH�GRJވ��,Q�WKH�SUHGLFDWLRQDO�UHDGLQJ��WKLV�VHQWHQFH�PHDQV�
-Q�/,6��WKLV�LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�FRU,��ވKLV�OXQFK�VHUYHV�DV�IRRG�IRU�WKH�GRJއ
responds to the following sentence.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_amorningix13meet.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_3_4_bix3plthreeargue.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_4_1_pietronice.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_4_1_studentbestada.mp4
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LUNCH FOOD POSS(G)3 TYPE DOG  1
ވ�LV�OXQFK�LV�OLNH�IRRG�IRU�WKH�GRJ+އ

,Q�WKH�VSHFLFDWLRQDO�UHDGLQJ��WKH�(QJOLVK�VHQWHQFH�DERYH�PHDQVއ�KH�
HDWV�IRRG�IRU�WKH�GRJ�IRU�KLV�OXQFKވ��,Q�/,6��WKLV�LQWHUSUHWDWLRQ�KDV�D�
GLೲHUHQW�RXWSXW��DV�VKRZQ�LQ�WKH�VHQWHQFH�EHORZ�

LUNCH IX3a FOOD POSS(G)3a PE3a DOG POSS(5)�E1 ݲ
ވ�LV�OXQFK�LV�WKH�IRRG�IRU�GRJV+އ

Another type of copular sentences is the locative sentence. In the fol-
ORZLQJ�FRSXODU�VHQWHQFH��ZKDW�LV�SUHGLFDWHG�RI�WKH�DUJXPHQW3އ�DULGHވ�
concerns his location in space. Again, no copula surfaces.

PARIDE SCHOOL  1
�ވ�3DULGH�LV�DW�VFKRROއ

2.1.4.2 Secondary predication

Another instance of non-verbal predication is secondary predication. 
A secondary predicate is an expression that attributes a property to 
the subject (or to another argument of the verb) but it is not the main 
predicate of the clause.

In the following sentences, the secondary predicate is represent-
ed by the signs TIRED (a) and NAKED (b).

a. CHILD++ HOUSE COME_BACK TIRED  1
ވ�7KH�FKLOGUHQ�UHWXUQHG�KRPH�WLUHGއ

b. SUMMER PAST L-U-C-A NAKED STROLL  1
ވ�DVW�VXPPHU�/XFD�ZDV�ZDONLQJ�QDNHG/އ

2.1.5 Existentials and possessives

While existentials assert the existence of some entity, possessives 
denote the possessive relation between the possessor and the object 
of possession. The two constructions are related in LIS. The reader 
FDQ�QG�D�GHVFULSWLRQ�RI�SRVVHVVLYHV�DQG�H[LVWHQWLDOV�LQ�WKLV�VHFWLRQ�

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_4_1_lunchfoodpossg3typedog.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_4_1_lunchix3foodpossg3pe3dogpossg3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_4_1_parideschool.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_4_2_achildhousecomebacktired.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_4_2_bsummerpastlucanakedstroll.mp4
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2.1.5.1 Possessives

In LIS, predicative possession can be expressed with the same sign 
used to express existential constructions [SYNTAX 2.1.5.2], namely the 
sign glossed EXIST, as shown in the sentences below. The sign EXIST 
is accompanied by repeated head nods (hn), protruding lips (lp) and, 
optionally, lowered eyebrow (le). The word order is possessor – pos-
sessum – EXIST.

 le
 lp
 hn

a. IX1 MOTORBIKE EXIST  1
ވ��KDYH�D�PRWRUELNH,އ

 lp
 hn

b. A-N-N-A PERU IX(loc) HOUSE EXIST  1
ވ�QQD�KDV�D�KRXVH�LQ�3HUX$އ

 lp
 hn

c. IX2 TEMPERATURE EXIST  1
ވ�RX�KDYH�WHPSHUDWXUH>އ

 y/n
d. IX2 TIME FREE EXIST IX1 ݲ�
ވ"R�\RX�KDYH�VRPH�IUHH�WLPH'އ

 lp
 hn

e. FATHER POSS(G)1 FAMILY OTHER EXIST  1
ވ�\�IDWKHU�KDV�DQRWKHU�IDPLO\0އ

The verb EXIST is not obligatory in predicative possessives in LIS. It is 
often dropped, as shown in the examples below. In the absence of the 
sign EXIST, the non-manual markers head nod, protruding lips, and, 
optionally, lowered eyebrows are present over the last sign of the sen-
tence, which, in the following sentences coincides with the posses-
sum (except in predicative possessive polar questions (d) where the 
interrogative non-manual markers override the non-manual markers 
present in predicative possessive constructions).

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_aix1motorbikeexist.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_bannaperuixlochouseexist.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_cix2temperatureexist.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_dix2timefreeexistix2.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_efatherpossg1familyotherexist.mp4
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 le
 lp
 hn

a. IX1 MOTORBIKE  1
ވ��KDYH�D�PRWRUELNH,އ

 lp
 hn

b. A-N-N-A PERU IX(loc) HOUSEݲ�� 1
ވ�QQD�KDV�D�KRXVH�LQ�3HUX$އ

 lp
 hn

c. IX2 TEMPERATURE   1
ވ�RX�KDYH�WHPSHUDWXUH>އ

 y/n
d. IX2 TIME FREE IX1 ݲ�
ވ"R�\RX�KDYH�VRPH�IUHH�WLPH'އ

The negative counterpart of the sign EXIST is the suppletive sign EXIST.
NOT [MORPHOLOGY 3.5.2], accompanied by a head shake and furrowed eye-
brows (neg), as in the example below. The sign EXIST.NOT occurs at the 
end of the sentence after the possessor and the possessum.

 neg
M-A-R-C-O IXa CAR EXIST.NOT  1
ވ�W�KDYH�D�FDUވ0DUFR�GRHVQއ

A possessive predication can also be negated with the negative sign 
NOT [SYNTAX 1.5.1.1.1], also accompanied by the same non-manuals mark-
ing negation in LIS, as shown in the following example. The negative 
sign NOT�LV�SURGXFHG�LQ�VHQWHQFH�QDO�SRVLWLRQ�

 neg
M-A-R-C-O IX3 CAR NOT  1
ވ�W�KDYH�D�FDUވ0DUFR�GRHVQއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_aix1motorbike.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_bannaperuixlochouse.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_cix2temperature.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_dix2timefreeix2.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_marcoixcarexistnot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_1_marcoix3carnot.mp4
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2.1.5.2 Existentials

Existential constructions in LIS can be produced with the verb EXIST 
LQ�VHQWHQFH�QDO�SRVLWLRQ�DFFRPSDQLHG�E\�UHSHDWHG�KHDG�QRGV��KQ���
protruding lips (lp) and, optionally, lowered eyebrows (le).

 le
 lp
 hn

a. GARDEN DOG EXIST  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�D�GRJ�LQ�WKH�JDUGHQއ

 le
 lp
 hn

b. MILK EXIST  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�VRPH�PLONއ

 le
 lp
 hn

c. MOUNTAIN SNOW EXIST  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�VQRZ�RQ�WKH�PRXQWDLQއ

The sign EXIST can also be dropped. In this case, the same non-man-
ual markers that are usually produced over the sign EXIST accompa-
ny the last sign of the sentence and are often prolonged after it, as 
shown in the following examples.

 le
 lp
 hn

a. GARDEN DOG  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�D�GRJ�LQ�WKH�JDUGHQއ

 le
 lp
 hn

b. MILK   1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�VRPH�PLONއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_agardendogexist.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_bmilkexist.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_cmountainsnowexist.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_agardendog.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_bmilk.mp4
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 lp
 hn

c. MOUNTAIN SNOW   1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�VQRZ�RQ�WKH�PRXQWDLQއ

The same strategies employed to express existence are also used in 
possessive constructions [SYNTAX 2.1.5.1].

 lp
 hn

a. L-A-U-R-A IXa CHILD ONE EXIST  1
ވ�DXUD�KDV�RQH�FKLOG/އ

 lp
 hn

b. L-A-U-R-A IXa CHILD ONE  1
ވ�DXUD�KDV�RQH�FKLOG/އ

Since LIS uses the same strategies to mark possession and exist-
ence, the following sentence can receive both interpretations, name-
ly, it corresponds to both an existential and a possessive sentence.

OFFICE POSS(G)1 WINDOW ONE EXIST  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�D�ZLQGRZ�LQ�P\�RೲLFHއ
ވ��RೲLFH�KDV�D�ZLQGRZ\0އ

'LೲHUHQW�XQUHODWHG�QHJDWLYH�VLJQV�FDQ�EH�XVHG�WR�H[SUHVV�QHJDWLYH�
existentials: NOT (a), NOTHING (b), NOBODY (c). As in possessive con-
structions, the suppletive sign of EXIST, EXIST.NOT, is also employed (d).

The same non-manuals marking negative sentences [SYNTAX 1.5.2], 
namely, furrowed eyebrows and a side-to-side headshake (glossed 
���VSUHDG�RYHU�WKH�QHJDWLYH�H[LVWHQWLDO�VHQWHQFH�RU�RQO\�RYHU�WKH�ވQHJއ
negative sign.

neg
a. PROBLEM NOT  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�QR�SUREOHPއ

 neg
b. PROBLEM NOTHING  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�QR�SUREOHPއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_cmountainsnow.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_alauraixchildoneexist.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_blauraixchildone.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_officepossg1windowoneexist.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_aproblemnot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_bproblemnothing.mp4
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 neg
c. PROBLEM NOBODY  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�QR�SUREOHPއ

 neg
d. PROBLEM EXIST. NOT  1
ވ�7KHUH�LV�QR�SUREOHPއ

2.2 Grammatical functions

Grammatical functions, such as subject and object, should not be con-
fused with thematic roles, such as agent or patient, which convey se-
mantic functions instead. It is true that syntactic grammatical func-
tions systematically relate to semantic roles. For example, in active 
clauses where the verb has an agent and a patient, the agent will al-
ways be the subject and the patient the object, as shown in the ex-
ample below, where the grammatical subject GIANNI also overlaps 
with the semantic role of the agent of the sentence, and converse-
ly the grammatical object NAIL overlaps with the semantic function 
of the patient.

GIANNI NAIL CL(closed G): ‘hit_with_KDPPHU1  ++ވ
ވ�LDQQL�KDPPHUV�D�QDLO*އ

However, the combination of grammatical and semantic functions is 
not always univocal. Indeed, there are many cases where the syntac-
tic subject overlaps with other semantic roles, as for example in the 
sentence below where the grammatical subject (WIN^PERSON) over-
laps with the semantic role of the recipient:

WIN^PERSONa PRIZE CL(closed 5): ‘give_SUL]Hވ�D1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�ZLQQHU�UHFHLYHG�DQ�DZDUGއ

/,6�LV�D�ODQJXDJH�ZLWK�D�UHODWLYHO\�H[LEOH�ZRUG�RUGHU�[SYNTAX 2.3] and 
WKXV�GLVWLQJXLVKLQJ�JUDPPDWLFDO�IXQFWLRQV�FDQ�EH�PRUH�GLೲLFXOW�WKDQ�
LQ�ODQJXDJHV�ZKLFK�GLVSOD\�D�PRUH�[HG�ZRUG�RUGHU��0RUHRYHU��PRU-
phological case markers and agreement strategies [LEXICON 3.2.2] are 
not obligatory will all verbs in LIS. Still, it seems that grammatical 
functions can be distinguished in LIS through verb agreement.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_cproblemnobody.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_1_5_2_dproblemexistnot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_gianninailclclosedghitwithhammer.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_winpersonprizeclclosed5giveprize.mp4
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2.2.1 Subject and object identification 

Despite the complexities, some strategies exist to distinguish be-
tween the syntactic functions of subjects and objects. Firstly, the 
position of a word in a sentence can help in the subject-object iden-
WLFDWLRQ�[SYNTAX 2.2.1.1]; anaphoric references can be used as a diag-
nostic test in the aforementioned distinction [SYNTAX 2.2.1.2]; in some 
cases, pronoun copying strategies can also function as tools in the 
distinction of syntactic roles [SYNTAX 2.2.1.3]��DQG�QDOO\��QXOO�SURQRXQV�
[SYNTAX 2.2.1.4] can be helpful diagnostic tools in identifying these two 
grammatical functions. 

2.2.1.1 Specific position(s) for subject and object

'HVSLWH�WKH�UHODWLYHO\�H[LEOH�ZRUG�RUGHU�SRVLWLRQ�LQ�/,6��EDVLF�ZRUG�
order represents a useful tool in the analysis of subject and object 
grammatical functions. The unmarked word order in the varieties of 
LIS under consideration is SOV, namely subject-object-verb [SYNTAX 2.3].

However, variations in the basic word order are possible in LIS, 
for example in a topicalisation the object can be moved in front of the 
subject OSV [PRAGMATICS 4.2]. In this case, the topicalised constituent is 
PRUH�OLNHO\�WR�EH�DFFRPSDQLHG�E\�VSHFLF�QRQ�PDQXDOV��VXFK�DV�UDLVHG�
eyebrows, squint eyes and head forward, and is more likely to be sep-
arated from the remaining part of the sentence by prosodic markers 
DV�KHDG�QRG�DQG�DQ�H\H�EOLQN��JORVVHGއ�WRSވ�LQ�WKH�H[DPSOH�EHORZ���

 top
HOUSEa GIANNIb 3bBUY3aݲ�� 1
ވ�7KH�KRXVH��*LDQQL�EX\V�LWއ

Furthermore, the topicalisation of the object demonstrates that 
the grammatical functions of subject and object can also be dis-
tinguished from the pragmatic relationships like topic or focus. Al-
though it is common for the subject to be the topic, the previous ex-
ample shows that the object (HOUSE) can be the topic of the sentence.

If the subject is a pronoun, it may appear in postverbal position 
[LEXICON 3.7]; [SYNTAX 2.2.1.3], as shown in the example below displaying 
an OVS order with a topicalised object.

 top
BOOKa 3aBUY3b IX�E1 ݲ
ވ��LW��7KH�ERRN��KH�ERXJKWއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_1_housegiannibuy.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_1_bookbuyix3.mp4
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$JUHHPHQW�YHUEV�DQG�DVSHFWXDO�PDUNLQJ��SOXV�WKH�XVH�RI�FODVVLHUV��
may permit to place the object before the subject, without trigger-
LQJ�DQ\�VSHFLF�QRQ�PDQXDO�PDUNHUV�[LEXICON 3.3.2]; [MORPHOLOGY 3.3]. 
6XEMHFW�DQG�REMHFW�DUH�QRW�RQO\�LGHQWLDEOH�E\�WKHLU�SRVLWLRQ�LQ�

EDVLF�ZRUG�RUGHU��WKH\�DOVR�GLೲHU�KLHUDUFKLFDOO\��QDPHO\�WKH�REMHFW�
forms a unit with the verb (called verb phrase or VP) that excludes 
the subject. Evidence that verb plus object form a unit that excludes 
the subject comes from several syntactic phenomena. One of these 
phenomena is again topicalization, which proves that the entire VP 
can be displaced to a position in front of the subject, as shown in the 
example below.

 top
BOOKa READa GIANNIb LIKE  1
ވ�5HDGLQJ�WKH�ERRN��*LDQQL�OLNHV�LWއ

A further piece of evidence for VP being a constituent comes from ne-
gation. In LIS, negation is generally produced through negative man-
ual signs and non-manual markers spreading over them [SYNTAX 3.5]. 
However, in some areas (especially in the central and south regions 
of Italy) it is possible to negate a sentence only through the nega-
tive non-manual markers. In the absence of a manual negative mark-
er, the negative non-manuals (headshake) must spread over the en-
tire VP composed of verb and object, and not only over a subpart of 
it. This indicates that the argument over which the neg non-manuals 
spread is the object. The example below demonstrates this condition.

 neg
GIANNI CHOCOLATE EAT  1
ވ�LDQQL�GRHV�QRW�HDW�FKRFRODWH*އ

The indivisibility of verb and object is also attested in the case of the 
LQVHUWLRQ�RI�DGYHUEV��$OWKRXJK�WKHVH�DGYHUEV�KDYH�TXLWH�H[LEOH�SR-
sitions, they cannot break up the VP constituent. And they can only 
appear before or after it, as shown in (a) and (b) below.

a. GIANNI YESTERDAY APPLE EAT  1
ވ�LDQQL��\HVWHUGD\��DWH�DQ�DSSOH*އ

b. GIANNI APPLE EAT YESTERDAY  1
ވ�\LDQQL�DWH�DQ�DSSOH��\HVWHUGD*އ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_1_bookreadgiannilike.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_1_giannichocolateeat.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_1_agianniyesterdayappleeat.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_1_bgianniappleeatyesterday.mp4
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2.2.1.2 Special anaphoric properties for subject and object

$QDSKRUV�DUH�OLQJXLVWLF�GHFLHQW�HQWLWLHV�ZKLFK�QHHG�WR�UHIHU�WR�D�SUHYL-
ously introduced category [PRAGMATICS 2]��$�UHH[LYH�SURQRXQ�[LEXICON 3.7.4] 
is a type of anaphor, which must have an antecedent in its own clause. 
This holds in LIS and in many other signed and spoken languages. In 
WKH�H[DPSOH�EHORZ��WKH�UHH[LYH�SURQRXQ�SELF refers to the subject BOB. 

BOB SELF LIKE  1
ވ�RE�OLNHV�KLPVHOI%އ

7KH�UHH[LYH�SURQRXQ�DQG�LWV�DQWHFHGHQW�PXVW�EH�LQ�WKH�VDPH�FODXVH��
,Q�H[DPSOH�EHORZ��WKH�DQWHFHGHQW�RI�WKH�UHH[LYH�SURQRXQ�SELF is MA-
RIA, the subject of the verb LOVE within the same (object) clause, not 
GIANNI which is the subject of the verb SAY within the main clause.

GIANNIa SAY MARIAb IXb LOVE ONLY SELF  1
ވ�LDQQL�VDLG�WKDW�0DULD�ORYHV�RQO\�KLPVHOI*އ

)XUWKHUPRUH��D�UHH[LYH�REMHFW�FDQ�UHIHU�WR�D�SUHYLRXV�VXEMHFW��DV�LQ�
the example below), but not the other way around.

IX3 SELF LIKE  1
ވ�H�OLNHV�KLPVHOI+އ

The opposite pattern is shown by personal pronouns. In LIS, a pro-
noun in object position cannot take the subject of its own clause as 
its antecedent [PRAGMATICS 2]. In the example below the pronominal 
object IX3 cannot refer to MARIA, but it must refer to another person.

MARIAa CRITICISE IX�E1 ݲ
ވ�0DULD�FULWLFLVHV�KHU�KLPއ

2.2.1.3 Strategies of pronoun copying for subject and object

In LIS, a third strategy can be used to distinguish the subject from 
the object, namely pronoun copy [LEXICON 3.7.2]. In LIS a pronoun in 
VHQWHQFH�QDO�SRVLWLRQ�PD\�UHIHU�EDFN�WR�WKH�VXEMHFW��HVSHFLDOO\�LI�
the subject precedes the object).

CHILDa PIZZA EAT DONE IX�D1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�FKLOG�DWH�WKH�SL]]D��VKHއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_2_bobselflike.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_2_giannisaymariaixloveonlyself.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_2_ix3selflike.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_2_mariacriticiseix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_3_childpizzaeatdoneix3.mp4
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The pronoun copying the subject can also be accompanied by non-
manuals, but it does not need to. However, a light movement of the 
body appears, opposite to the signing space where the subject has 
been located. 
7KH�VXEMHFW�ZKLFK�LV�FRSLHG�E\�WKH�VHQWHQFH�QDO�SURQRXQ�FDQ�EH�

a full noun phrase, as in the example above, or a pronoun as shown 
LQ��D��EHORZ��7KH�H[DPSOH�LQ��E��EHORZ�LV�GLೲHUHQW�EHFDXVH�WKHUH�LV�
no overt subject in the initial position, so no copying in the literal 
sense. However, if we consider that LIS admits null subjects [SYNTAX 
2.2.1.4; 2.4.1]��ZH�FDQ�K\SRWKHVLVH�WKDW�WKH�SURQRXQ�LQ�QDO�SRVLWLRQ�LQ�
(b) is a copy of the null subject.

a. IX3 PIZZA EAT DONE IX1 ݲ�
ވ�H�KDV�HDWHQ�WKH�SL]]D��KH+އ

b. PIZZA WANT IX1 ݲ�
ވ�H�OLNHV�SL]]D+އ

Although pronoun copying seems to mostly refer to subjects, in some 
special sentences the object can be copied as well. This can happen 
if the object is fronted, as in the example below.

 top
CHOCOLATEa GIANNI3b 3bHATE3a IX�D1 ݲ
ވ�KRFRODWH��*LDQQL�KDWHV�LW&އ

7KLV�V\QWDFWLF�H[LELOLW\�DOORZV�XV�WR�VXSSRVH�WKDW�FRS\�SURQRXQV�
pragmatically refer to topicalised elements [PRAGMATICS 4.2] in LIS, re-
gardless of their syntactic role. This diagnostic should therefore be 
applied with caution if used to detect the syntactic function of an el-
ement in the sentence.

2.2.1.4 Null arguments for subject and object

The fourth strategy for distinguishing syntactical subjects and ob-
jects in LIS is the analysis of null arguments [SYNTAX 2.1.2]. Very com-
monly in LIS, subject and object can be omitted thanks to the context, 
which plays an important role in allowing arguments to be unex-
pressed. The example below shows one such case, where both sub-
ject and object can be omitted.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_3_aix3pizzaeatdoneix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_3_bpizzawantix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_3_chocolategiannihateix3.mp4
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Context: A person known by the signer is mentioned in the dis-
course.
BE_FAMILIAR  1
ވ��KHU���NQRZ�,�އ

In LIS, the subject is more easily omitted than object. Especially when 
subjects are also topics and are easily accessible to the interlocutor, 
they seem likely to be omitted. Moreover, the distribution of null ar-
guments in LIS seem to correlate with many other linguistic factors, 
VXFK�DV�WKH�SUHVHQFH�RI�DJUHHPHQW�YHUEV�DQG�YHUE�FODVVLHUV��,Q�WKH�
presence of these elements, arguments can easily be left unexpressed 
in LIS. This happens in the example below, where the use of the clas-
VLHU�9�IRU�WKH�SUHGLFDWLYH�FODVVLHU�PHDQLQJއ��WR��ZDONވ�LV�DXWRPDW-
ically interpreted as referred to GIANNI, not to his dog. So, the name 
GIANNI does not need to be repeated.

 rs: dog
GIANNI HOUSE ARRIVE. DOG CL(G): ‘wag_WDLOވ�CL(V)� �STROKEވZDONއ�
 1
‘Gianni arrives at home. His dog wags his tail, so he (Gianni) walks 
WRZDUG�KLP�DQG�SHWV�KLPވ��

2.2.2 Other grammatical functions: arguments vs. adjunct
To be developed.

2.2.3 Types of adjuncts
To be developed.

2.3 Word order 

Studies on word order concentrate on the order of the constituents 
bearing the grammatical function of subject and object with respect 
to the verb. 

This section is devoted to describing not only the order of subject, 
verb and object, but also adverbial expressions and functional signs 
like temporal and aspectual auxiliaries, agreement markers, modal 
verbs, negation signs and subordinating conjunctions.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_4_befamiliar.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_2_1_4_giannihousearrivedogclgwagtailclvwalkstroke.mp4
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2.3.1 Identification of the basic order of constituents in the main 
declarative clause

7KH�UHDGHU�ZLOO�QG�D�GHVFULSWLRQ�RI�WKH�XQPDUNHG�RUGHU�RI�VXEMHFW��
object and verb in LIS declarative clauses. We will also describe the 
position of other crucial elements appearing in LIS clauses, such as 
auxiliaries, modals, negation, adverbs and adjuncts. 

2.3.1.1 Order of subject, object and verb

In order to observe the most natural order of subject, object and verb in 
LIS main declarative clauses, we need to look at sentences with a tran-
sitive predicate. The most natural order of constituents in LIS clauses is: 
subject, encoding the agent argument, object, encoding the theme argu-
ment, and verb. The order SOV in LIS holds with both plain and agree-
ment verbs, as shown in the following (a) and (b) examples respectively.

a. CAT RED MEAT EAT  1
ވ�7KH�UHG�FDW�HDWV�WKH�PHDWއ

b. DAVIDEa MARIAb aHELPE1 ݲ
ވ�DYLGH�KHOSV�0DULD'އ

As expected, the order between the subject and verb in sentences 
with an intransitive predicate is SV, regardless of the thematic role 
of the subject: an agent (a), as with unergative verbs [SYNTAX 2.1.1.2], or 
a theme (b), as with unaccusative verbs [SYNTAX 2.1.1.2].

a. LUCA RUN  1
ވ�XFD�UXQV/އ

b. LUCA GO_OUT  1
ވ�XFD�H[LWV/އ

In LIS, pronominal subjects and overt noun phrase subjects occupy 
the same position in the clause.

a. CAT RED MEAT EAT

ވ�7KH�UHG�FDW�HDWV�PHDWއ

b. IX3pl MEAT EAT

ވ�7KH\�HDW�PHDWއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_1_acatredmeateat.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_1_bdavidemariahelp.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_1_alucarun.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_1_blucagoout.mp4
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Next to the SOV order, the SVO order is accepted in sentences that 
possess a structurally heavy object, like in the following examples.

a. YESTERDAY IX1 MEET MAN IXa HAT CL(L): ‘big_KDWވ PLUS COAT COLOUR 
GREYݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲݲ� � � 1ݱݲݲݲ
ވ�HVWHUGD\�,�PHW�D�PDQ�ZLWK�D�ELJ�KDW�DQG�D�JUH\�FRDW>އ

b. YESTERDAY IX1 MEET WOMAN FATa MAN TALLb CHILDc CAPRICIOUSc 

  � � � � 1ݱݲݲݲ
‘Yesterday I met a robust woman, a tall man, and a capricious 
FKLOGވ�

c. YESTERDAY IX1 EAT PIZZA CL(5): ‘all_SL]]Dވ CHEESE PLUS MUSH-
ROOM                        1
ވ�HVWHUGD\�,�DWH�D�SL]]D�ZLWK�FKHHVH�DQG�PXVKURRPV>އ

:H�VKRXOG�QDOO\�SRLQW�RXW�WKDW��DOWKRXJK�/,6�LV�D�UHODWLYHO\�FRQVLVW-
ent language, as far as word order is concerned, some variation in 
the order of the main constituents in LIS clauses has been observed. 
7KH�VRFLROLQJXLVWLF�IDFWRU�LQXHQFLQJ�WKH�RUGHU�RI�VXEMHFW��REMHFW�DQG�
verb in LIS is the geographical origin of signers: while signers from 
Northern Italy seem to slightly prefer the VO order, signers living in 
the Central and Southern Italy seem to prefer the OV order. 

2.3.1.2 Order of auxiliaries (i.e. agreement, tense and aspectual 
markers) with respect to the verb 

In LIS, morphosyntactic features of agreement, tense and aspect can 
be conveyed through both manual and non-manual markers occur-
ring with the lexical verb [LEXICON 3.3].

As for agreement markers, plain verbs can realize agreement with 
their arguments through an agreement marker that can be considered 
an auxiliary. The agreement marker AUX [LEXICON 3.3.4] follows the verb. 

GIANNIa PIETROb BE_FAMILIAR aAUXE1 ݲ
����������EDVHG�RQ�%HUWRQH��ވ�LDQQL�NQRZV�3LHWUR*އ�

Another auxiliary is a causative auxiliary, GIVE_AUX [LEXICON 3.3.4] used 
for causative psychological predicates with a sign expressing a psy-
FKRORJLFDO�VWDWH��OLNH�IHDU��:KHQ�WKH�H[SHULHQFHU�REMHFW��UVW�SHUVRQ�
singular in the example below) is not overtly expressed, the causa-
tive auxiliary GIVE_AUX follows the subject.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_1_ayesterdayix1meetmanixhatcllbighatpluscoatcolourgrey.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_1_byesterdayix1meetwomanfatmantallchildcapricious.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_1_cyesterdayix1eatpizzacl5allpizzacheeseplusmushroom.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_giannipietrobefamiliaraux.mp4
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EARTHQUAKE GIVE1
_AUX FEAR  1

�ވ�DUWKTXDNHV�VFDUH�PH)އ

When the experiencer object is expressed, the causative auxiliary 
GIVE_AUX may either precede (a) or follow it (b), as shown in the ex-
amples below.

a. EARTHQUAKE GIVE3
_AUX MARIA FEAR  1

b. EARTHQUAKE MARIA IXa GIVE3a
_AUX FEAR  1

ވ�DUWKTXDNHV�VFDUH�0DULD)އ

As for tense [LEXICON 3.3.1], it can be conveyed through temporal adver-
bials usually appearing at the beginning of the sentence.

TIME PAST GIANNI HOUSE BUY   1
�����EDVHG�RQ�=XFFKL��ވ�6RPH�WLPH�DJR�*LDQQL�ERXJKW�D�KRXVHއ������

The temporal anchoring of events may also be inferred from aspec-
tual markers: DONE expresses a completed event (a) and TO_BE_DONE 
conveys a non-completed event that is likely to happen (b) [LEXICON 
3.3.2]. DONE and TO_BE_DONE DOZD\V�IROORZ�WKH�PDLQ�YHUE�GHQLQJ�WKH�
event. The sentences containing the lexical markers DONE and TO_BE_
DONE favour the OV order.

a. IX1 DOG CL(closed G): ‘take_dog_for_a_ZDONވ DONE  1
ވ��WRRN�WKH�GRJ�RXW�IRU�D�ZDON,އ�

b. IX1 DOG CL(closed G): ‘take_dog_for_a_ZDONވ TO_BE_DONE 1
‘I�ZLOO�WDNH�WKH�GRJ�RXW�IRU�D�ZDONވ�

Note that the sign DONE cannot occur with any element of negation.
The negative counterpart of the completive aspectual marker DONE 

in LIS is the negative lexical sign NOT_YET �އQRW�\HWވ��[SYNTAX 1.5]. The 
sign NOT_YET includes the presupposition that the event is expected 
to occur in the future and occurs after the verb. An example can be 
seen below.

 neg
WAITER PIZZA CL(curved open L): ‘bring_SL]]Dވ NOT_YET  1
ވ�W�EURXJKW�WKH�SL]]D�\HWވ7KH�ZDLWHU�KDVQއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_earthquakegive1auxfear.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_aearthquakegive3auxmariafear.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_bearthquakemariaixgive3auxfear.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_timepastgiannihousebuy.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_aix1dogclclosedgtakedogforawalkdone.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_bix1dogclclosedgtakedogforawalktobedone.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_waiterpizzaclcurvedopenlbringpizzanotyet.mp4
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In order to deliver the imperfective aspect [MORPHOLOGY 3.3.1], LIS em-
SOR\V�OH[LFDO�DGYHUELDOV�DIWHU�WKH�YHUE��D��DQG�PDQXDO�PRGLFDWLRQV�
of the verb sign, where the verb is repeated several times (b). Exam-
ples are provided below.

a. IX1 COMPANY INSIDE WORK DURATION  1
ވ�YH�EHHQ�ZRUNLQJ�LQ�WKH�FRPSDQ\�IRU�D�ORQJ�WLPHވ,އ

b. YESTERDAY IX1 CAKE PREPARE MOMENT PE IXa CHILDa CRY++ 1
ވ�HVWHUGD\�ZKLOH�,�ZDV�SUHSDULQJ�D�FDNH��WKH�FKLOG�ZDV�FU\LQJ>އ

Habitual aspect [MORPHOLOGY 3.3.1.1] is conveyed through time adver-
bials placed at the beginning of the sentence.

EVERY_DAY CHILD CRY  1
�����������EDVHG�RQ�%HUWRQH��ވ�\7KH�FKLOG�FULHV�HYHU\�GDއ

Continuative aspect is not conveyed through free markers, rather, 
WKH�YHUEDO�URRW�LV�PRGLHG�[MORPHOLOGY 3.3.1.2]. The verb sign is artic-
ulated with a longer duration (a) or it is repeated (b), with a little dif-
ference in meaning: the longer articulation indicates that the event 
ODVWV�LQGHQLWHO\�LQ�WLPH��UHSHWLWLRQ�LQVWHDG�LQGLFDWHV�WKDW�WKH�HYHQW�
LV�UHSHDWHG�DQ�LQGHQLWH�QXPEHU�RI�WLPHV��7KH�YHUE�FDQ�EH�SURGXFHG�
ZLWK�VSHFLF�QRQ�PDQXDO�PDUNLQJV��FRQVLVWLQJ�LQ�SXೲHG�FKHHNV��SF��
RU�KHDG�QRG��KQ��FRQYH\LQJ�WKH�LQGHQLWH�GXUDWLRQ�RI�WKH�HYHQW�

 hn
a. G-I-A-N-N-I WINDOW LOOK[prolonged]
‘GLDQQL�LV�ORRNLQJ�RXW�RI�WKH�ZLQGRZވ�

 pc
b. STUDY++
ވ�6�KH��VWXGLHV�IRU�DQ�LQGHQLWH�SHULRG�RI�WLPH�އ

2.3.1.3 Order of modals with respect to the verb

LIS displays modals meaning ability (BE_ABLE), permission (CAN), ob-
ligation/necessity (MUST), and intention/volition (WANT) expressing 
WKH�VSHDNHUވV�DWWLWXGH�WRZDUGV�WKH�QHFHVVLW\�RU�SRVVLELOLW\�RI�DQ�DFW�
or event [LEXICON 3.3.3.1] and [MORPHOLOGY 3.4.1]. The natural position of 
modal signs in LIS is after the verb, as shown in the example (a) for 
CAN, (b) for MUST, (c) for WANT, and (d) for BE_ABLE.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_aix1companyinsideworkduration.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_byesterdayix1cakepreparemomentpeixchildcry.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_2_everydaychildcry.mp4
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a. DANIELE UNIVERSITY ATTEND CAN  1
ވ�\DQLHOH�FDQ�DWWHQG�XQLYHUVLW'އ

b. TOMORROW IX1 POLICE GO MUST  1
ވ�7RPRUURZ�,�PXVW�JR�WR�WKH�SROLFHއ

c. EVENING IX1 PIZZA EAT WANT  1
ވ�7RQLJKW�,�ZDQW�WR�HDW�D�SL]]Dއ

d. CHILD SKI BE_ABLE  1
ވ�7KH�FKLOG�LV�DEOH�WR�VNLއ

We should point out that, while the post-verbal position of the modals 
CAN and BE_ABLE is more rigid, the modals MUST and WANT can alterna-
tively be produced before the verb, as shown in the examples below.

a. EVENING HISTORY IX1 MUST STUDY  1
ވ��PXVW�VWXG\�KLVWRU\�WRQLJKW,އ

b. YOUNGb WOMAN DRESS WHITE IXa WANT aBUYE1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�JLUO�ZDQWV�WR�EX\�D�ZKLWH�GUHVVއ

2.3.1.4 Order of negation with respect to verb, modals  
and auxiliaries

In a LIS sentence displaying an unmarked word order, negation fol-
lows the verb, as well as modals and aspectual markers, regardless 
of the type of negative element employed, such as negative particles, 
negative words and negative adverbials [SYNTAX 1.5.1.1].

The VO order is not accepted by signers in sentences that contain 
a negative sign. Here we have an example of a negative sentence dis-
playing the SOV order.

neg
IX1 BOOK BUY NOT  1
ވ�W�EX\�WKH�ERRNވ�GRQ,އ

7KH� IROORZLQJ� DUH� H[DPSOHV� RI� VHQWHQFHV�ZLWK� GLೲHUHQW� W\SHV� RI�
modals and negative elements.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_3_adanieleuniversityattendcan.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_3_btomorrowix1policegomust.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_3_ceveningix1pizzaeatwant.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_3_dchildskibeable.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_3_aeveninghistoryix1muststudy.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_3_byoungwomandresswhiteixwantbuy.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_ix1bookbuynot.mp4
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 neg
a. HOSPITAL ACCOMPANY CAN NOBODY  1
ވ�KHU��WR�WKH�KRVSLWDO��1RERG\�FDQ�DFFRPSDQ\އ

neg
b. IX1 FILM IX1 SEE WANT NOT  1
ވ�W�ZDQW�WR�ZDWFK�WKH�D�OPވ�GRQ,އ

 neg
c. GIANNI EXIT MUST NOT  1
ވ�LDQQL�PXVW�QRW�JR�RXW*އ

neg
d. GIANNI SMOKE BE_ABLE NOT  1
ވ�LDQQL�LV�QRW�DOORZHG�WR�VPRNH*އ

As can be seen, negation follows the modal. When the modal incorpo-
rates the negative sign, the sign that expresses both the modal and 
negation is at the end of the sentence, as in the following example.

 neg
GIANNI SMOKE CAN^NOT  1
������EDVHG�RQ�*HUDFL�����E��ވ�LDQQL�FDQQRW�VPRNH*އ

'HVSLWH�WKH�IDFW�WKDW�QHJDWLYH�TXDQWLHUV�DUH�UHJXODUO\�ULJKW�GLVOR-
cated, some signers do allow them to occur in preverbal position ac-
cording to their argument position: in (a) the sign NOBODY is the sen-
tence subject, therefore it occurs in subject position, in (b) the same 
sign is the sentence object and it appears in object position.

 neg
a. NOBODY CONTRACT PUT_SIGNATUREݲ�� 1
ވ�1RERG\�VLJQHG�WKH�FRQWUDFWއ
(recreated from Cecchetto, Geraci, Zucchi 2009, 287)

 neg
b. GIANNIa NOBODYb aHELPb
‘GLDQQL�GLG�QRW�KHOS�DQ\ERG\ވ�
(Cecchetto, Geraci, Zucchi 2009, 287)

It is important to notice the spreading domain of the negative non-
manual marking in the two examples above: they start being artic-
XODWHG�ZKHQ�WKH�QHJDWLYH�TXDQWLHU�LV�VLJQHG��LQ�DUJXPHQW�SRVLWLRQ��

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_ahospitalaccompanycannobody.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_bix1filmix1seewantnot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_cgianniexitmustnot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_dgiannismokebeablenot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_giannismokecannot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_anobodycontractputsignature.mp4
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and spread over the manual material following it.
As illustrated in [SYNTAX 2.3.1.2], the agreement marker, that can be 

considered an auxiliary, follows the verb.

GIANNIa PIETROb BE_FAMILIAR aAUXEݲ 
 1
ވ�LDQQL�NQRZV�3LHWUR*އ

When negating the previous sentence, our informants produce the 
auxiliary either before the verb (a) or after the negative sign (b).

 neg
a. GIANNIa PIETROb aAUXb BE_FAMILIAR NOT  1
ވ�W�NQRZ�3LHWURވLDQQL�GRHVQ*އ

 neg
b. GIANNIa PIETROb BE_FAMILIAR NOT aAUXE1 ݲ
ވ�W�NQRZ�3LHWURވLDQQL�GRHVQ*އ

The sign MUST can be used both as a modal and as an aspectual mark-
er expressing a non-completed event. In this second case, we gloss it 
as TO_BE_DONE and it is produced with a variant. In both cases, it fol-
lows the sentence verb.

a. IX1 LEAVE MUST  1
ވ��PXVW�OHDYH,އ

b. IX1 LEAVE TO_BE_DONE  1
ވ��ZLOO�OHDYH,އ

When a negative sign is added, it follows the modal/tense marker.

 neg
a. IX1 COME MUST NOT  1
ވ��PXVW�QRW�FRPH,އ

 neg
b. IX1 COME TO_BE_DONE NOT  1
ވ�W�FRPHވ�ZRQ,އ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_giannipietrobefamiliaraux.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_giannipietrobefamiliaraux.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_agiannipietroauxbefamiliarnot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_bgiannipietrobefamiliarnotaux.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_aix1leavemust.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_bix1leavetobedone.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_aix1comemustnot.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_4_bix1cometobedonenot.mp4
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2.3.1.5 Order of arguments of ditransitive verbs

LIS ditransitive verbs [SYNTAX 2.1.1.1] select for three arguments. They 
are syntactically realized as subject, direct object and indirect object 
respectively.

Ditransitive predicates in LIS are: agreement verbs with two 
points of articulation in the neutral space, like DONATE (a) and agree-
PHQW�YHUEV�ZKRVH�VWDUWLQJ�SRLQW�LV�RQ�WKH�VLJQHUވV�ERG\��OLNH�SAY (b).

a. PIETROa CHILDb IXb BOOK aDONATEE1 ݲ
‘TKH�ZRPDQ�GRQDWHV�D�ERRN�WR�WKH�FKLOGވ�

b. L-U-C-A P-A-O-L-Oa LIE SAYD1 ݲ
‘LXFD�WHOOV�D�OLH�WR�3DRORވ�

2.3.1.6 Position for di!erent types of adverbs and adjuncts

In LIS, each type of adverbs may be associated to one unmarked po-
sition.

As previously showed [SYNTAX 2.3.1.2], the unmarked position of tem-
poral adverbs in LIS is at the beginning of the sentence, as illustrat-
ed in the following example.

TODAY DAVIDE COME  1
�����������EDVHG�RQ�/HURVH��ވ�7RGD\�'DYLGH�LV�FRPLQJއ

Adverbs of place usually follow the verb.

DAVIDE EAT OUTSIDE  1
�����������EDVHG�RQ�/HURVH��ވ�DYLGH�HDWV�RXW'އ

As for frequency adverbs, they usually follow the verb too, as in the 
example:

IX1 VENICE GO OFTEN  1
‘I�RIWHQ�JR�WR�9HQLFHވ�

The order between adverbs of place and frequency adverbs does not 
VHHP�WR�EH�[HG��DV�VKRZQ�LQ�WKH�IROORZLQJ�H[DPSOHV�

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_5_apietrochildixbookdonate.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_5_blucapaololiesay.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_todaydavidecome.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_davideeatoutside.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_ix1venicegooften.mp4
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a. DAVIDE EAT NUMEROUS OUTSIDE  1
ވ�DYLGH�RIWHQ�HDWV�RXW'އ

b. DAVIDE EAT OUTSIDE NUMEROUS  1
ވ�DYLGH�RIWHQ�HDWV�RXW'އ

In place of frequency adverbial signs, as in the case of the adverbial 
ALWAYS, adverbial information can be alternatively expressed through 
the repetition of the sign for the verb: 

EVENING DAVIDE GO_OUT++  1
�ވ�Q�WKH�HYHQLQJ��'DYLGH�DOZD\V�JRHV�RXW,އ

6HQWHQWLDO�DGYHUEV�FDQ�RFFXS\�GLೲHUHQW�SRVLWLRQV�LQ�WKH�VHQWHQFH�
without changing the meaning of the sentence itself, as can be seen 
in the following examples.

a. SURELY GIANNI COME  1
�����������EDVHG�RQ�/HURVH��ވ�\LDQQL�LV�FRPLQJ�VXUHO*އ

b. GIANNI COME SURELY  1
ވ�\LDQQL�LV�FRPLQJ�VXUHO*އ

c. GIANNI SURELY COME  1
ވ�\LDQQL�LV�FRPLQJ�VXUHO*އ

In LIS, adverbs of manner can be produced as autonomous signs fol-
lowing the verb, as in (a) below, or through non-manual markers pro-
duced simultaneously to the verbal sign, as in (b). 

a. SARA READ QUICKLY  1
ވ�\6DUD�UHDGV�TXLFNOއ
(based on Lerose 2012, 327)  

 blow
b. SARA BOOK READ>TXLFNO\@1 ݲ
�����������EDVHG�RQ�/HURVH��ވ�6DUD�TXLFNO\�UHDGV�D�ERRNއ

Frequency adverbs precede adverbs of manner, as can be seen in the 
following example.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_adavideeatnumerousoutside.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_bdavideeatoutsidenumerous.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_eveningdavidegoout.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_asurelygiannicome.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_bgiannicomesurely.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_cgiannisurelycome.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_asarareadquickly.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_bsarabookread.mp4
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ANNA BEHAVE ALWAYS KINDLY

ވ�\QQD�DOZD\V�EHKDYHV�NLQGO$އ

6SHFLF�QRQ�PDQXDO�PDUNHUV�PD\�EH�DGGHG�LI�WKHUH�LV�D�FKDQJH�LQ�
the order of frequency and manner adverbs, indicating that it is a 
marked order.

 re
ANNA BEHAVE KINDLY ALWAYS

ވ�\QQD�DOZD\V�EHKDYHV�NLQGO$އ

4XDQWLWDWLYH�DGYHUEV�LQGLFDWH�DQ�LQGHQLWH�TXDQWLW\�WKDW�UHIHUV�WR�WKH�
action performed by the verb. They are preferably expressed through 
non-manual markers and through the alteration of the movement of 
the verbal sign (a), even if manual adverbial signs conveying the same 
meaning are available and may be used as an alternative strategy (b).

a. DAVIDE STUDY ++  1
�����������EDVHG�RQ�/HURVH��ވ�DYLGH�VWXGLHV�D�ORW'އ

b. DAVIDE STUDY VERY  1
ވ�DYLGH�VWXGLHV�D�ORW'އ

$V�IRU�DGMXQFWV��WKHLU�SRVLWLRQ�LQ�WKH�VHQWHQFH�LV�H[LEOH��7KH\�FDQ�EH�
produced at the end of the clause, as shown in (a), at the beginning 
of the clause, as in (b), or between the subject and the object, as in 
(c) for the locative adjunct OFFICE INSIDE.

a. MARIO CONTRACT PUT_SIGNATURE OFFICE INSIDE  1
ވ�0DULR�VLJQV�WKH�FRQWUDFW�LQ�WKH�RೲLFHއ

b. OFFICE INSIDE MARIO CONTRACT PUT_SIGNATURE  1
ވ�Q�WKH�RೲLFH�0DULR�VLJQV�WKH�FRQWUDFW,އ

c. MARIO OFFICE INSIDE CONTRACT PUT_SIGNATURE  1
ވ�0DULR�LQ�WKH�RೲLFH�VLJQV�WKH�FRQWUDFWއ

2.3.2 Basic order of constituents in other clauses 

,Q�WKLV�VHFWLRQ��ZH�ZLOO�EULH\�DQDO\VH�WKH�RUGHU�RI�FRQVWLWXHQW�LQ�
FODXVHV�WKDW�DUH�GLೲHUHQW�IURP�GHFODUDWLYHV�

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_adavidestudy.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_bdavidestudyvery.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_amariocontractputsignatureofficeinside.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_bofficeinsidemariocontractputsignature.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_1_6_cmarioofficeinsidecontractputsignature.mp4
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2.3.2.1 Basic order in the di!erent types of sentence 

In LIS polar questions, the order of constituents is the same as in de-
FODUDWLYH�VHQWHQFHV��3RODU�TXHVWLRQV�RQO\�GLೲHU�IURP�GHFODUDWLYHV�IRU�
WKH�SUHVHQFH�RI�VSHFLF�QRQ�PDQXDOV�VSUHDGLQJ�RYHU�WKH�ZKROH�VHQ-
tence [SYNTAX 1.2.1.2]. An example of a polar question is provided below.

 y/n
IX2 LIS BE_FAMILIAR  1
ވ"R�\RX�NQRZ�/,6'އ

In LIS, wh-questions [SYNTAX 1.2.3], on the other hand, the argument or 
adjunct constituent represented by the wh-phrase, is produced at the 
end of the sentence, after the verb, aspectual marker, modals and ne-
gation, as in the following examples. 

 wh
CONTRACT PUT_SIGNATURE WHO  1
ވ"KR�VLJQHG�WKH�FRQWUDFW:އ

The following is an example of a wh-question displaying a sign of negation.

 wh
IX2 UNDERSTAND NOT WHAT  1
ވ"W�\RX�JHWވKDW�GRQ:އ

The following are three examples of wh-questions containing a mod-
al sign.

 wh
a. IX2 BUY MUST QDUWLFKRNH1 ݲ
ވ"\KDW�GR�\RX�KDYH�WR�EX:އ

 wh
b. IX2 EAT CAN QDUWLFKRNH1 ݲ
ވ"KDW�FDQ�\RX�HDW:އ

 wh
c. EVENING TODAY IX2 FILM SEE WANT QDUWLFKRNH1 ݲ
ވ"KDW�OP�GR�\RX�ZDQW�WR�ZDWFK�WKLV�HYHQLQJ:އ

,Q�WKH�IROORZLQJ�VHQWHQFH�ZH�FDQ�QG�DQ�H[DPSOH�VKRZLQJ�WKH�SR-
sition of a wh-element with respect to the aspectual marker DONE.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_ix2lisbefamiliar.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_contractputsignaturewho.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_ix2understandnotwhat.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_aix2buymustqartichoke.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_bix2eatcanqartichoke.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_ceveningtodayix2filmseewantqartichoke.mp4
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 wh
IX2 BOOK READ DONE WHICH  1
ވ"KLFK�ERRN�GLG�\RX�UHDG:އ

 The following example shows the distribution of the wh-element and 
the aspectual marker TO_BE_DONE.

 wh
IX2 TRIP TO_BE_DONE WHERE  1
ވ"KHUH�ZLOO�\RX�EH�WUDYHOOLQJ:އ

As for exclamative sentences [SYNTAX 1.4], in LIS the order is the same 
WKDW�ZH�QG�LQ�GHFODUDWLYH�VHQWHQFHV��7KH�RQO\�GLೲHUHQFH�OLHV�LQ�GLI-
ferent non-manual marking which, in the following sentence, is 
raised eyebrows.

 re
GIANNI ARRIVE   1
ވ�LDQQL�KDV�DUULYHG*އ

As far as imperative sentences are concerned [SYNTAX 1.3], positive 
LPSHUDWLYH�VHQWHQFHV�DUH�FKDUDFWHUL]HG�E\�D�VSHFLF�VLJQ��JORVVHG�
PALM_UP. This sign, which can be considered a manual marker of im-
perative sentences, immediately follows the verb. PALM_UP can oc-
FXU�ZLWK�PDQ\�GLೲHUHQW�XVHV�ZLWKLQ�WKH�LPSHUDWLYH�PRGDOLW\��,Q�WKLV�
sense, it is not a pragmatic marker of command, but a grammatical 
marker of the imperative verb. PALM_UP RFFXUV�LQ�WKH�QDO�SRVLWLRQ�
of the imperative sentence. 

 fe
2TAKE3 PALM_UP  1
‘TDNH�LWވ�

Just like PALM_UP, another sign occupies the postverbal position in 
imperative sentences: the sign MOVIMP. MOVIMP occurs in LIS impera-
WLYH�VHQWHQFHV�ZKHQ�WKH�DGGUHVVHH�PXVW�PRYH�WR�D�GLೲHUHQW�SRVLWLRQ�
to obey a command. The signs PALM_UP and MOVIMP can never co-oc-
cur in the same imperative sentence. 

 fe
SLEEP MOVIMP  1
ވ�R�WR�VOHHS*އ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_ix2bookreaddonewhich.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_ix2triptobedonewhere.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_gianniarrive.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_takepalmup.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_sleepmovimp.mp4
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In both types of imperatives, null subjects seem to be the preferred option.
7KHUH�DUH�VSHFLF�QRQ�PDQXDO�PDUNHUV�IRU�WKH�YDULRXV�W\SHV�RI�LPSHU-

ative sentences. The spreading domain of non-manual markers refers 
to their extension over the manual signs they co-occur with. The non-
manual markers for the imperatives are not limited to the signs PALM_UP 
or MOVIMP (when present), but extend over the verb and its arguments.
$V�IRU�QHJDWLYH�RUGHUV��WKHUH�DUH�GLೲHUHQFHV�ZLWK�UHVSHFW�WR�SRVL-

tive imperatives. Negative imperatives employ a manual sign for ne-
gation, very similar to the sign NOT used in negative sentences, but 
GLೲHUHQW�LQ�LWV�PRYHPHQW�DQG�QRQ�PDQXDO�PDUNLQJ� [SYNTAX 1.3.6]. In 
negative imperatives, the negative sign occupies a post-verbal po-
sition. Manual signs conveying the imperative, such as the PALM_UP 
sign or the MOVIMP sign are incompatible with negation. An example 
of a negative imperative is the following.

 hs
 fe
EAT NO  1
ވ�W�HDWވRQ'އ

2.3.2.2 Basic order in the di!erent types of subordinate clauses 

Two types of clauses can be embedded: declarative [SYNTAX 1.1] and in-
terrogative clauses [SYNTAX 1.2] (also called indirect questions).

A declarative sentence can be embedded under another declara-
tive sentence. In this case, the order of the matrix clause is SVO (a) 
or OSV (b) [SYNTAX 3.3.2]�0RUH�JHQHUDOO\�D�QLWH�REMHFW�FODXVH�QRUPDO-
ly precedes or follows the matrix clause [SYNTAX 3.3.2.2].

a. GIANNI THINK MARIA CHOCOLATE BUY  1
ވ�LDQQL�WKLQNV�0DULD�ERXJKW�FKRFRODWH*އ

b. MARIA CHOCOLATE BUY GIANNI THINK

ވ�LDQQL�WKLQNV�0DULD�ERXJKW�FKRFRODWH*އ

As to subject clauses, there does not seem to be a clear preference 
IRU�WKH�LQLWLDO�RU�QDO�SRVLWLRQ��[SYNTAX 3.3.1.1] The word order within 
object and subject clauses tends to remain the same as that found in 
declarative sentences.

Indirect questions [SYNTAX 1.2] follow the interrogative verb, both 
when they are polar (a), and when they are wh-questions (b), as can 
be seen in the two examples below.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_1_eatno.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_2_agiannithinkmariachocolatebuy.mp4
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 y/n
a. IX1 ASK1 GIANNI SICK  1
ވ��ZRQGHU�ZKHWKHU�*LDQQL�LV�VLFN,އ

 wh
b. IX3 3ASK1 IX1 BUY Qartichokeݲ� 1
ވ�H�DVNHG�PH�ZKDW�,�ERXJKW+އ

2.3.3 Deviations from the basic order of constituents

7KH�UHDGHU�ZLOO�QG�D�GHVFULSWLRQ�RI�GHYLDWLRQV�IURP�WKH�EDVLF�RUGHU�
of constituents in [PRAGMATICS 4].

2.3.3.1 List of attested and unattested permutations
To be developed.

2.3.3.2 Non-manuals accompanying the deviations from the basic 
word order

To be developed.

2.3.3.3 Specific order for topicalized elements
To be developed.

2.3.3.4 Specific order for focused elements
To be developed.

2.3.3.5 Word order variations according to the di!erent types  
of verbs (plain, agreeing)

The unmarked SOV order of subject, object and verb observed in [SYN-
TAX 2.3.1.1] is shared by both agreeing verbs (a) and plain verbs (b) in LIS. 

a. IX1 STORY 1TELL1 ݲ�
ވ�\�WHOO�\RX�D�VWRU,އ

b. CAT RED MEAT EAT  1
ވ�7KH�UHG�FDW�HDWV�PHDWއ

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_2_aix1askgiannisick.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_2_2_bix3askix1buyqartichoke.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_3_5_aix1storytell.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_3_5_bcatredmeateat.mp4
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Although sharing the same word order, sentences with agreeing 
YHUEV�DQG�SODLQ�YHUEV�PD\�GLೲHU�LQ�WKH�IUHTXHQF\�RI�WKH�692�RUGHU��
0RUH�VSHFLFDOO\��ZLWK�SODLQ�UHYHUVLEOH�YHUEV�ZKHUH�ERWK�DUJXPHQWV�
may be promoted to be the sentence subject, the SVO order is also 
attested probably to avoid ambiguity in the interpretation of the syn-
tactic roles of the predicate arguments, as shown in (a) and (b) below.

a. ANNA LAURA THINK

ވ�QQD�WKLQNV�RI�/DXUD$އ

b. ANNA THINK LAURA

ވ�QQD�WKLQNV�RI�/DXUD$އ

In the case of some ditransitive verbs, where a locative constituent 
is involved, the order of the arguments in the sentence can be pecu-
liar, since the locative constituent is in pre-verbal position. An exam-
ple is provided by the spatial ditransitive verb CL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘put_
book_on_VKHOIވ��ZKHUH�WKH�ORFDWLYH�DUJXPHQW�IROORZV�WKH�REMHFW�DQG�
precedes the verb.

TEACHER BOOK SHELF++ CL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘put_book_on_VKHOI1ݲވ
ވ�7KH�WHDFKHU�SXWV�WKH�ERRN�RQ�RQH�RI�WKH�VKHOYHVއ

2.3.3.6 Word order variations according to the di!erent types  
of predicates (reversible/irreversible)

Reversible sentences are those in which the permutation of the two 
arguments changes the meaning of the sentence by inverting the at-
tribution of the semantic roles. For example, the sentence ‘The woman 
FRPEV�WKH�FKLOGވ��FDQ�EH�FDQ�EH�FKDQJHG�LQWR�WKH�VHQWHQFH7އ�KH�FKLOG�
FRPEV�WKH�ZRPDQވ�WKURXJK�WKH�SHUPXWDWLRQ�RI�WKH�WZR�QRXQ�SKUDVHV�

Irreversible sentences are those in which permutation is not pos-
sible due to the meaning of the predicate and/or the arguments. For 
H[DPSOH��LQ�WKH�VHQWHQFH7އ�KH�PDQ�WRXFKHV�WKH�PRXQWDLQވ�VXFK�SHU-
mutation is not possible due to the inanimate feature of the object 
�ވPRXQWDLQއ�ZKLOH�LQ�WKH�VHQWHQFH7އ�KH�PDQ�FRRNV�WKH�HJJވ�WKH�SHU-
mutation of the sentence arguments is blocked by the semantics of 
WKH�(QJOLVK�YHUEއ�FRRNވ�ZKLFK�W\SLFDOO\�LPSOLHV�D�KXPDQ�VXEMHFW�DQG�
a non-human object.

If the predicate is reversible, namely the two characters can per-
form the action on each other, word order may be the only clue to un-
derstand who is the agent and who is the theme. If the predicate is 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_3_3_5_teacherbookshelfclflatopen5putbookonshelf.mp4
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irreversible, word order is less crucial in determining the role of the 
arguments in the sentence. 

While the SVO order is preferred in LIS in reversible sentences 
displaying plain verbs, the SOV order is preferred with irreversible 
SUHGLFDWHV��RU�ZLWK�UHYHUVLEOH�SUHGLFDWHV�ZKHQ�YHUEDO�LQHFWLRQ��WKH�
XVH�RI�VSDFH�DQG�WKH�XVH�RI�FODVVLHUV��FODULHV�WKH�V\QWDFWLF�UROHV�RI�
the predicate arguments. An example of a sentence displaying an ir-
reversible verb is provided in (a), while (b) illustrates an example of 
a reversible sentence displaying the SVO order.

a. WOMAN MEAT EAT

‘TKH�ZRPDQ�HDWV�WKH�PHDWވ�

b. DOGa aBITEb CATb
ވ�7KH�GRJ�ELWHV�WKH�FDWއ

2.4 Null arguments

A null argument consists in the omission of an argument of the verb. 
This phenomenon is quite frequently observed in LIS discourse. The 
arguments that may remain unexpressed are the subject, the object, 
the indirect object, and locative arguments. 

To illustrate, we show below an example containing two lexical 
verbs, TAKE and ACCOMPANY��%RWK�RI�WKHP�DUH�VSDWLDOO\�PRGLHG�WR�
mark their arguments: TAKE is a backward agreeing verb [LEXICON 
3.2.2] showing agreement from the object to the subject, whereas 
ACCOMPANY is a spatial verb [LEXICON 3.2.3] showing overt agreement 
from one location to another. If these four arguments can be implic-
itly understood from the context, they may be all omitted. For in-
stance, in previous discourse, the signer might have provided the 
following details: his son is very busy with all his activities, he is at 
school until 3 pm and at 3:30 pm he has to be at the dance hall for 
his hip hop class. In doing so, the signs SON, SCHOOL, and DANCE_HALL 
are associated with precise loci in the signing space. In the exam-
ple below, the pre-established loci help the addressee retrieve the 
omitted arguments.

1TAKE3 aACCOMPANYb DONE  1
ވ��KLP�IURP�VFKRRO�WR�WKH�J\P��KLP��XS�DQG�WRRN���SLFNHG�,�އ

As similarly observed in other null subject languages, meteorolog-
ical predicates [SYNTAX 2.1.1.4] in LIS do not require an overt subject.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_takeaccompanydone.mp4
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TODAY RAIN  1
ވ�LW��UDLQV��7RGD\އ

2YHUDOO��OLFHQVLQJ�RI�QXOO�DUJXPHQWV�LQ�/,6�PD\�EH�LQXHQFHG�E\�VRPH�
linguistic and extra-linguistic factors, which will be discussed in the 
following sections.

2.4.1 Subject and object null arguments

LIS is a null argument language and allows both the subject and the 
object to remain unexpressed.

2.4.1.1 Null subjects

Null subjects in LIS may occur both with plain and agreement verbs. 
The example below shows the possibility to omit the subject with a 
plain verb, such as EAT. In this case, the addressee learnt from pre-
vious discourse that a student has studied a lot for her test, but she 
WKLQNV�VKH�ZRQވW�SDVV�LW��$W�WKH�FDQWHHQ��VKH�IHHOV�YHU\�ZRUULHG�DERXW�
the test and all her thought is bent on it. 

EAT NEG_S NERVOUS  1
ވ�6KH��ZDV�WRR�QHUYRXV�WR�HDW�އ

Since it can be recovered from the previous context, the subject ar-
gument STUDENT can remain unexpressed.

The example below shows subject omission with a backward agree-
ment verb, TAKE. According to previous context, Daniela is attending 
her history class, but she is not very interested in the topic.

SMARTPHONEa 3TAKEa SCROLL  1
ވ�DQLHOD��WRRN�KHU�VPDUWSKRQH�DQG�VFUROOHG�WKH�VFUHHQ'�އ

The subject argument DANIELA can be omitted since it is salient in 
the discourse.

Recall that agreement in LIS can be optionally marked by non-
manuals co-occurring with all verbal classes (i.e. plain, agreement, 
and spatial verbs). In particular, the head may tilt toward the location 
associated with the subject and the eye gaze may be directed toward 
the location associated with the object. If produced, these non-man-
ual markers co-occur with the manual verb [SYNTAX 2.1.2.3.2]. Contrary 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_todayrain.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_1_1_eatnegsnervous.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_1_1_smartphonetakescroll.mp4
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to what happens in other sign languages, in LIS null subjects are al-
lowed regardless of whether agreement is marked non-manually or 
not. In the two examples discussed in this section, non-manual sub-
ject agreement (i.e. head tilt) is absent.

2.4.1.2 Null objects

In addition to subjects, LIS also allows objects to remain unex-
pressed. Null objects may appear with both plain and agreement 
verbs. The example below contains a transitive plain verb (FORGET) 
and it is uttered after a dialogue about the importance of wearing 
rain boots when walking in Venice with high tide.

STUDENT FORGET  1
ވ��WKHP��7KH�VWXGHQW�IRUJRWއ

Since the object argument (BOOT) is salient in the discourse, it can 
be omitted.

The possibility to omit the object with agreement verbs is exempli-
HG�EHORZ�ZLWK�WKH�WUDQVLWLYH�DJUHHPHQW�YHUE�HELP. According to pre-
vious context, a student has a hard time focusing and learning new 
concepts. He is thus struggling to study for his next test.

MARIA 3aHELP�E1 ݲ
ވ��KLP��0DULD�KHOSVއ

In LIS, null objects are allowed regardless of whether agreement is 
marked non-manually or not. In the two examples discussed in this 
section, non-manual object agreement (i.e. eye-gaze) is absent.

2.4.2 Types of verbs that can license null subjects

As shown above, null subjects in LIS can occur both with plain and agree-
ment verbs [SYNTAX 2.4.1.1]. However, according to corpus data, subjects re-
main unexpressed more frequently with agreement verbs than with plain 
verbs. This behaviour has been observed in other sign languages as well.

Moreover, null subjects are likely to occur with predicate classi-
HUV�[MORPHOLOGY 5.1]��6LQFH�WKH�FODVVLHU�KDQGVKDSH�PD\�SURYLGH�LQ-
formation about the type, size, shape, movement, and location of the 
relevant referent, it might be easier for the addressee to retrieve the 
omitted referent. For example, if the signer is talking about the rela-

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_1_2_studentforget.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_1_2_mariahelp.mp4
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WLRQVKLS�EHWZHHQ�D�IULHQG�RI�KHUV�DQG�KHU�GRJ��D�SUHGLFDWH�FODVVLHU�
like the one shown below is automatically associated with the only 
VDOLHQW�WZR�OHJJHG�HQWLW\��WKH�VLJQHUވV�IULHQG��8QGHU�WKHVH�FLUFXP-
stances, the subject may be omitted.

&/�9��ވZDONއ�
ވ�6KH��ZDV�ZDONLQJ�އ

2.4.3 Null subjects in main clauses

In this section, we focus on subject omission in main clauses. In cor-
SXV�GDWD��LW�KDV�EHHQ�REVHUYHG�WKDW�WKHUH�LV�D�VWURQJ�WRSLFDOLW\�HೲHFW�RQ�
main clauses in LIS. This means that if a referent has already been in-
troduced in the discourse and thus has become salient, it is likely that 
it is dropped in the following main clause [PRAGMATICS 4.2]. For example, 
a signer is waiting for Anna in the hall and mentions her to a colleague. 
In this case, Anna becomes salient in the discourse and thus holds as 
discourse antecedent. The colleague may produce a main clause as the 
one shown below leaving the subject unexpressed, as subject argument 
(ANNA) can be retrieved through the previous context.

GO_AWAY  1
ވ�QQD��OHIW$�އ

2.4.4 Null arguments in embedded clauses

Null subjects in main clauses are mainly licensed by discourse top-
ic. On the other hand, subject omission in embedded clauses appears 
to be regulated by another mechanism in that it is often licensed by 
sentence-mate antecedents. This means that if in the same sentence 
there is a co-referent DP preceding the embedded null subject, this 
holds as antecedent and licenses subject omission in the embedded 
clause. The example below shows such case.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_3_goaway.mp4
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PRESIDENT SAY VENICEa GOa TO_BE_DONE  1
ވ�KH��ZLOO�EH�JRLQJ�WR�9HQLFH��7KH�SUHVLGHQW�VD\V�WKDWއ

The subject argument of the embedded verb GO is not expressed. 
However, it can be interpreted as co-referential with the sentence-
mate antecedent PRESIDENT, which is the subject of the main clause.

In the example below, the embedded null subject is co-referential 
with the object of the main clause.

TEACHER CHILD++ FORCE GO_OUT  1
ވ�7KH�WHDFKHU�IRUFHV�WKH�FKLOGUHQ�WR�JR�RXWއ

The unexpressed subject of the embedded verb GO_OUT refers back to 
the object of the main clause (CHILD++). This sentence-mate anteced-
ent thus licenses subject omission in the embedded clause. 

Crucially, in both examples, the embedded null arguments can be 
correctly interpreted without relying on the previous context since 
they co-refer with an antecedent within the same sentence.

2.4.5 Pragmatic and semantic conditions licensing null arguments

As we saw in previous sections, null arguments in LIS are more fre-
quent with agreement verbs, and they can be licensed by discourse 
antecedents or sentence-mate antecedents. Other possible licensors 
are topic phrase [PRAGMATICS 4.2] and role shift [SYNTAX 3.3.3]. 

If an argument is coreferential with the topic phrase produced at 
the beginning of the sentence, it may be dropped. Such case is ex-
HPSOLHG�EHORZ�

 top  hta
PIZZA PE IX1 THINK IXa SISTERa IXb MOTHERb SUGGEST3b DONE 
 1
‘That pizza, I think that my sister has already suggested (it) to 
RXU�PRWKHUވ�

The direct object of the embedded verb SUGGEST is omitted. This 
argument can be inferred, as it co-refers with the topic phrase 
PIZZA PE.

When role shift is used in signed discourse, the referent whose 
SHUVSHFWLYH�LV�DGRSWHG�FDQ�EH�LQIHUUHG�IURP�WKH�VLJQHUވV�QRQ�PDQ-
XDOV��,Q�WKH�H[DPSOH�EHORZ��ERWK�WKH�ERG\SDUW�FODVVLHU�UHIHUULQJ�
to the tail and the co-articulated non-manuals (i.e. tongue protru-

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_4_presidentsayvenicegotobedone.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_4_teacherchildforcegoout.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_5_pizzapeix1thinkixsisterixmothersuggestdone.mp4
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sion and left body lean) referring to the denoted entity facilitate the 
LGHQWLFDWLRQ�RI�WKH�UHOHYDQW�UHIHUHQW��D�GRJ�

 rs: dog
CL(G): ‘wag_WDLOވ
ވ�\7KH�GRJ��ZDV�ZDJJLQJ�KLV�WDLO�LQ�DQ�H[FLWHG�ZD�އ

7KH�FRPELQDWLRQ�RI�SUHGLFDWH�FODVVLHU�DQG�UROH�VKLIW�KHOSV�WKH�DG-
dressee to retrieve the subject, which therefore can be omitted.

2.4.6 Referential properties of null arguments

In some particular cases, the reference of null arguments in LIS may 
be ambiguous. One of such cases is verb phrase ellipsis [SYNTAX 2.5]. In 
the example below, the second clause lacks the predicate and the ob-
ject. The reference of the omitted object (i.e. the car washed by Pao-
OR��LV�DPELJXRXV�DV�LW�PD\�UHIHU�HLWKHU�WR�3LHWURވV�FDU�RU�WR�3DRORވV�FDU�

PIETROa CAR POSS3a WATER CL(closed G): ‘wash_FDUވ� IXb PAOLO  
 IDENTICAL 1
ވ�3LHWUR�ZDVKHG�KLV�FDU��3DROR�GLG�WRRއ

The ambiguous interpretation of the null object can be resolved 
through the context.

2.5 Clausal ellipsis

Ellipsis refers to the omission from a clause of one or more signs 
whose meaning can however be recovered from the context. There 
are numerous distinct types of ellipsis. One type of ellipsis is the 
omission of the verbal arguments [SYNTAX 2.4]. However here we are 
concerned with omission of an entire part of the clause. Omission typ-
ically requires that the meaning of the missing part be recoverable 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_4_6_pietrocarposs3waterclclosedgwashcarixpaoloidentical.mp4


Part V • 2 Clause structure

Lingua dei segni e sordità 1 560
A Grammar of Italian Sign Language (LIS), 505-570

from a nearby clause. For this reason, ellipsis is usually observed in 
clauses introduced by signs like AS_WELL (a), IDENTICAL (b), YES or NOT, 
which indicate that what is described in a given clause is similar or 
GLೲHUHQW�IURP�ZKDW�LV�GHVFULEHG�LQ�D�SUHYLRXV�FODXVH�

 

a. AS_WELL
�ވV�ZHOO$އ
(recreated from Cecchetto, Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 
2015, 220)

 

b. IDENTICAL
(recreated from Cecchetto, Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 
2015, 220)

For example, in the following sentence the signs VASE BREAK are not 
repeated in the second clause to avoid a redundancy, since they have 
EHHQ�MXVW�XWWHUHG�LQ�WKH�UVW�VHQWHQFH�

DINING_ROOM GIANNI VASE BREAK NOT. PIETRO YES  1
ވ�LDQQL�GLG�QRW�EUHDN�D�YDVH�LQ�WKH�GLQLQJ�URRP��3LHWUR�GLG*އ
(recreated from Cecchetto, Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 
2015, 220)

The part of the clause that can be omitted can vary. For example, 
the following two sentences are distinguished by how big the ellipti-
cal part is. In the sentence (a) the signs DINING_ROOM, VASE and BREAK 
are omitted, while in the sentence (b) only the signs VASE and BREAK 
are omitted.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_diningroomgiannivasebreaknotpietroyes.mp4
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 a. DINING_ROOM GIANNI VASE BREAK. MARIA IDENTICAL  1
�ވ�LDQQL�EURNH�D�YDVH�LQ�WKH�GLQLQJ�URRP�DQG�0DULD�GLG�VR�WRR*އ
(recreated from Cecchetto, Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 
2015, 219)

b. DINING_ROOM GIANNI VASE BREAK. PIETRO IDENTICAL KITCHEN   1
 ‘Gianni broke a vase in the dining room. Pietro did the same in 
WKH�NLWFKHQވ���UHFUHDWHG�IURP�&HFFKHWWR��&KHFFKHWWR��*HUDFL��6DQ-
toro, Zucchi 2015, 220)

Another example showing that the size of the ellipsis can vary is ob-
served when a modal verb is present in the sentence. As shown in 
the next two sentences, a modal verb like OBLIGATION may optional-
ly be omitted when the main verb and its object are omitted. In the 
UVW�VHQWHQFH�HOOLSVLV�LQYROYHV�BOOK BUY OBLIGATION, while in the sec-
ond sentence it involves only BOOK BUY.

a. GIANNI BOOK BUY OBLIGATION. MARIO IDENTICAL  1
��UHFUHDWHG�IURP�&HFFKHWWR��ވ�LDQQL�PXVW�EX\�D�ERRN��0DULD�WRR*އ
Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 2015, 222)

b. GIANNI BOOK BUY OBLIGATION. MARIO OBLIGATION IDENTICAL  1
-UHFUHDWHG�IURP�&HF��ވ�LDQQL�PXVW�EX\�D�ERRN��0DULD�PXVW�DOVR*އ
chetto, Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 2015, 222)

Ellipsis seems to be relatively independent from the type of predicate 
that is omitted. In the example considered so far, the predicate that 
LV��SDUWLDOO\��RPLWWHG�LV�DJHQWLYH��އWR�EUHDN�D�YDVHއ��ވWR�EX\�D�ERRNވ��
etc.). However, this is not necessary for ellipsis to be acceptable. In 
the following examples, the predicate is not agentive.

a. VASE CL(6����MUG IDENTICAL  1ވFUDFNއ�
��UHFUHDWHG�IURP�&HFFKHWWR��ވ�7KH�YDVH�LV�FUDFNHG��7KH�PXJ�WRRއ
Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 2015, 221)

b. TABLE RED. CHAIR IDENTICAL  1
-UHFUHDWHG�IURP�&HFFKHWWR��&KHF��ވ�7KH�WDEOH�LV�UHG��7KH�FKDLU�WRRއ
chetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 2015, 221)

c. GIANNI DIE. PIERO IDENTICAL

-HFFKHWWR��&KHFFKHWWR��*HUDFL��6DQ&��ވ�LDQQL�GLH��3LHUR�GLG�WRR*އ
toro, Zucchi 2015, 221)

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_adiningroomgiannivasebreakmariaidentical.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_bdiningroomgiannivasebreakpietroidenticalkitchen.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_agiannibookbuyobligationmarioidentical.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_bgiannibookbuyobligationmarioobligationidentical.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_avaseclscrackmugidentical.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_btableredchairidentical.mp4
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The following example shows that ellipsis is possible also when the 
SUHGLFDWH�LV�D�FODVVLHU�SUHGLFDWH�

 tp
WINDOW SASS(L)���DOOR IDENTICAL  1ވUHFWDQJXODUއ�
�UHFUHDWHG��ވ�7KH�ZLQGRZ�LV�VPDOO�DQG�UHFWDQJXODU��7KH�GRRU�WRRއ
from Cecchetto, Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 2015, 221)

The clause that contains ellipsis can be a subordinate clause, as 
shown by the following example.

GIANNI MARIAa LOVEa. IX3a THINK PIETRO IDENTICAL  1
�UHFUHDWHG��ވ�LDQQL�ORYHV�0DULD��6KH�WKLQNV�WKDW�3LHWUR�GRHV�WRR*އ
from Cecchetto, Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 2015, 223)

In all the preceding examples, the clause from which the meaning of 
the missing predicate is recovered typically precedes the clause in 
which ellipsis takes place. However, it does not need to be so. In the 
following sentence, the clause from which the meaning is recovered 
follows the clause that contains ellipsis.

 re
IF PIETRO NOT GIANNI GO  1
��UHFUHDWHG�IURP�&HFFKHWWR��ވ�I�3LHWUR�GRHV�QRW��*LDQQL�ZLOO�JR,އ
Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 2015, 224)

In all the examples considered so far, what is omitted is the entire 
predicate or a part of it. Subjects were never omitted. However, there 
LV�D�VSHFLF�V\QWDFWLF�FRQWH[W�LQ�ZKLFK�WKH�VXEMHFW�FDQ�EH�RPLWWHG�DV�
well. This happens in embedded interrogatives, in which the inter-
rogative clause is omitted except for the interrogative sign. One ex-
ample is the following (the wh-sign precedes the matrix verb KNOW 
EHFDXVH��LQ�WKLV�VSHFLF�FDVH��WKH��HOOLSWLFDO��LQGLUHFW�TXHVWLRQ�SUH-
cedes the main verb). The intended embedded interrogative is GIAN-
NI MEET WHO but the signs GIANNI MEET are omitted.

GIANNI SOMEONE MEET BUT WHO IX1 KNOW^NOT   1
�ވ�LDQQL�PHW�VRPHRQH��EXW�,�GR�QRW�NQRZ�ZKR*އ ��UHFUHDWHG�IURP�
Cecchetto, Checchetto, Geraci, Santoro, Zucchi 2015, 225)

However, embedded interrogatives allow ellipsis of the verb and ob-
ject as well. In the following example, the intended embedded inter-
rogative is BOOK BUY WHO but the signs BOOK BUY are omitted.

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_windowsasslrectangulardooridentical.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_giannimarialoveix3thinkpietroidentical.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_ifpietronotgiannigo.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_5_giannisomeonemeetbutwhoix1knownot.mp4
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SOMEONE BOOK BUY BUT WHO IX1 KNOW NOT 
ވ�W�NQRZ�ZKRވ6RPHRQH�ERXJKW�D�ERRN��EXW�,�GRQއ

2.6 Pronoun copying

In LIS, the pronoun copying phenomenon takes place when a pro-
noun refers to an argument realized within the same clause. The ar-
gument of a verb appears in its regular position, but it is copied by 
a pronominal index (IX), agreeing in space with the referred argu-
ment. IX�PRVW�RIWHQ�DSSHDUV�LQ�FODXVH�QDO�SRVLWLRQ��7KH�VHQWHQFH�EH-
low shows an example of pronoun copying. 

IX3 PIZZA EAT DONE IX1 ݲ�
ވ�H�KDV�HDWHQ�SL]]D��KH+އ

It is important to distinguish between pronoun copying and dou-
bling. Doubling is observed when the same category is (partially) 
UHSHDWHG�WZLFH�LQ�GLೲHUHQW�SRVLWLRQV�LQ�WKH�VHQWHQFH��'RXEOLQJ�GRHV�
not need to involve IX. In LIS, for example, it is possible to have 
the repetition of the interrogative wh-elements, such as WHAT, WHO, 
HOW, WHERE [SYNTAX 1.2.3.7]. An example of this is shown in the sen-
tence below.

  wh
Qartichoke TODAY EAT QDUWLFKRNH1 ݲ
ވ"KDW�GR�\RX�HDW�WRGD\��ZKDW:އ

When pronoun copying and wh-element take place in the same sen-
tence, the pronoun copying (IX��VHHPV�WR�SUHFHGH�WKH�QDO�LQWHUURJ-
ative. The example below shows one of these situations.

 wh
BOOK IX2 WANT IX2 WHICH  1
ވ"KLFK�ERRN�GR�\RX�ZDQW��\RX:އ

2.6.1 Personal pronoun copying

In the pronoun copying phenomenon, the copied argument can be re-
alized as a full noun phrase (NP) [SYNTAX 4], as an overt pronoun [LEXI-
CON 3.7], or as a null pronoun. In LIS, a commonly copied argument is 
WKHއ�DERXWQHVV�WRSLFވ�[PRAGMATICS 4.2], namely the entity the sentence 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_ix3pizzaeatdoneix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_qartichoketodayeatqartichoke.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_bookix2wantix2which.mp4
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is about. Since this type of topic usually coincides with the subject, 
often the pronoun copying refers to the subject of the clause. Exam-
ple (a) shows the copy of a subject realized as a full NP, whereas in 
the example (b) the subject is realized as a pronoun.

a. CATa IXa KIBBLEb LIKE IX�D1 ݲ
ވ�7KH�FDW�OLNHV�WKH�NLEEOH��KHއ

b. IX3a KIBBLE LIKE IX�D1 ݲ
ވ�WKH�FDW��OLNHV�WKH�NLEEOH��KH��H+އ

The pronoun may also refer to a subject which is otherwise left un-
expressed, as shown in the sentence below.

CHOCOLATE IXb LIKE IX�D1 ݲ
ވ�6KH��OLNHV�FKRFRODWH��VKH�އ

In LIS, pronoun copying may also appear in other types of sentences, 
such as matrix polar interrogatives, as in the example below.

 bl: a  y/n
MOTHER FRUIT LIKE IX�D1 ݲ
ވ"RHV�PXP�OLNH�IUXLW'އ

Copying pronouns may also appear in complex sentences, which con-
tain an embedded clause. In this situation in LIS, the pronoun can 
refer to either the matrix or the embedded subject. In the following 
example, IX refers to the matrix subject MOTHER.

M-A-R-I-A FRUIT EAT MOST MUST MOTHERa SAY IX�D1 ݲ
�ވ��P\�PXP���PXP�VDLG�WKDW�0DULD�VKRXOG�HDW�PRUH�IUXLW��VKH\0އ

In the following example, IX refers to the embedded subject SISTER.

FATHERa REMEMBER IXb SISTERb ADVENTURE LIKE IX�E1 ݲ
ވ��IDWKHU�UHPHPEHUV�WKDW�KLV�VLVWHU�ORYHV�DGYHQWXUHV\0އ

What decides whether IX refers to the embedded or to the matrix 
subject seems to be its position: if IX immediately follows the matrix 
clause, it refers to the matrix subject, if IX immediately follows the 
embedded clause, it refers to the embedded subject.

Based on present knowledge, pronoun copying cannot be used as 
D�VSHFLF�WRRO�IRU�GLVWLQJXLVKLQJ�VXERUGLQDWLRQ�IURP�FRRUGLQDWLRQ�LQ�

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_1_acatixkibblelikeix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_1_bix3kibblelikeix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_1_chocolateixlikeix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_1_motherfruitlikeix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_1_mariafruiteatmostmustmothersayix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_1_fatherrememberixsisteradventurelikeix3.mp4
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LIS. However, pronoun copying naturally occurs with subordination 
as in the following example (repeated from above).

M-A-R-I-A FRUIT EAT MOST MUST MOTHERa SAY IX�D1 ݲ
�ވ��P\�PXP���PXP�VDLG�WKDW�0DULD�VKRXOG�HDW�PRUH�IUXLW��VKH\0އ

On the contrary, in the case of two or more coordinated sentences, 
WKH�QDO�FRS\LQJ�SURQRXQ�LV�KDUGO\�IRXQG��

2.6.2 Syntactic properties of pronoun copying

In the following subsections, the syntactic properties of pronoun 
copying will be revealed, in particular the asymmetrical relation-
ship between subject and object in pronoun copying [SYNTAX 2.6.2.1], 
and the syntactic position of the copying pronoun in a sentence 
[SYNTAX 2.6.2.2]. 

2.6.2.1 Possible subject-object asymmetry in pronoun copying

In LIS, a copying pronoun mostly refers to the subject of the clause. 
However, data show that pronoun copying can also be linked to ob-
jects, in a restricted set of cases. This happens when objects are 
fronted, as in (a), but the copying pronoun can also occasionally re-
fer to an object which follows the subject, as in (b). 

 top
 a. CHOCOLATEa GIANNI HATE IX�D1 ݲ
ވ�V�IRU�WKH�FKRFRODWH��*LDQQL�KDWHV�LW$އ

b. IX1 CHOCOLATEa HATE IX�D1 ݲ
ވ��KDWH�FKRFRODWH,އ

Examples like these allow us to assume that the pronoun copying 
SKHQRPHQRQ�LV�QRW�VSHFLFDOO\�OLQNHG�WR�WKH�V\QWDFWLF�UROHV�RI�DUJX-
ments in a sentence, but rather to their pragmatic roles, such as top-
ic and focus [PRAGMATICS 4]; [SYNTAX 2.6.4]. 

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_1_mariafruiteatmostmustmothersayix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_2_1_achocolategiannihateix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_2_1_bix1chocolatehateix3.mp4
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2.6.2.2 Position of the copying pronoun

In LIS not all occurrences of pronouns referring to arguments of the 
same sentence can be considered as pronoun copying phenomena, 
EXW�RQO\�WKRVH�WKDW�DSSHDU�LQ�VHQWHQFH�QDO�SRVLWLRQ��7KH�PXOWLSOH�
occurrences of indexical pronouns in argument position should be 
considered as simple pronouns. Furthermore, the category of verbs 
FDQ�DೲHFW�WKH�RFFXUUHQFH�RI�WKH�SURQRXQ�FRS\LQJ�SKHQRPHQRQ��:LWK�
agreement verbs, subject pronoun copying may appear together with 
object pronoun copying, specifying the relationship expressed by the 
verb, as shown by the example below.

IX1 GIANNIa BOOK 1CL�DW�RSHQ 5): ‘give_ERRNވa DONE IX1 IX�D1 ݲ
ވ��JDYH�WKH�ERRN�WR�*LDQQL��,�WR�KLP,އ

2.6.3 Prosodic features of pronoun copying

The pronoun copy is generally unstressed, namely it is not accompa-
QLHG�E\�DQ\�VSHFLF�NLQG�RI�SURVRGLF�FRQWRXU�RU�LQWRQDWLRQDO�EUHDN�
[PHONOLOGY 2.2.3]. No pause occurs between the clause and the sen-
WHQFH�QDO�SURQRXQ�FRS\��DQG�QR�LQWRQDWLRQDO�PDUNHUV��VXFK�DV�EOLQN�
or head nod, are registered before the realization of the pronoun copy.

2.6.4 Functions of pronoun copying

As anticipated previously [SYNTAX 2.6.2.1], the functions of pronoun cop-
ying are not fully related to syntax, but they seem to be correlated 
ZLWK�YDULRXV�SUDJPDWLF�IXQFWLRQV��LQ�SDUWLFXODU�ZLWK�VSHFLF�HPSKDW-
ic expressions [PRAGMATICS 4.2], as in the example below.

GIANNIa IXa REPORT DONE IX�D1 ݲ
ވ�LDQQL�VDLG�WKHVH�ZRUGV��KH�GLG*އ

Further pragmatic functions which are conveyed by pronoun copy-
ing are focus [PRAGMATICS 4.1] and topics [PRAGMATICS 4.2]. The examples 
below present respectively pronoun copying referring to the correc-
tive focus expressions CAT in (a) and pronoun copying which refers to 
the topic MOUSE LQ��E���DQG�LV�GHQHG�DV�WRSLF�DJUHHPHQW�

https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_2_2_ix1giannibookclflatopen5givebookdoneix1ix3.mp4
https://edizionicafoscari.unive.it/grammatica-lis/media/video/gr-lis-5-2_6_2_4_gianniixreportdoneix3.mp4
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 foc
a. DOGa NOT CATb MOUSEc 3bCL(spread curved open 5)�ݲ3c DONE IX�EވHDWއ�

 1
ވ��WKH�FDW��W�LV�WKH�FDW�ZKR�DWH�WKH�PRXVH��QRW�WKH�GRJ��KH,އ

 top
b. MOUSEa CATb 3bCL(spread curved open 5)�1 ݲ3a DONE IX�DވHDWއ�
ވ�V�IRU�WKH�PRXVH��WKH�FDW�DWH�LW$އ

One of the most common pragmatic functions conveyed by pronoun 
copying seems to be topic agreement. Indeed, topic pronoun copy-
ing can also be considered a familiar topic occurrence, since it most 
commonly has the function of further specifying some information 
already shared between the signer and his/her interlocutor.

 top
MOTHER IXa COOK ALWAYS FOR IX1pl IX�D1 ݲ
ވ�2XU��PRWKHU��VKH�DOZD\V�FRRNV�IRU�XV��VKH�އ

Information on Data and Consultants

The descriptions in this chapter are based partially on the references below and 
on the elicitation of new data. For information on data and consultants see the 
references. The video clips exemplifying the data have been produced by Deaf 
native-signing consultants.
As for [SYNTAX 2.1.3.2], it is important to keep in mind that, due to the lack of 
clear passive morphology, the identification of passive constructions in sign 
languages is di"icult and still very controversial. In this section, the reader finds 
the description of some preliminary data collected on the functional equiva-
lent of passive constructions in LIS.
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