
Cumulative constraint effects
To consider: 
• What is the problem for classic OT seen in these data sets?   
• What constraints could we conjoin in OT-LCC (Lubowicz 2002)?
• Can HG (Pater 2016) capture the desired gang effect (see Smith 2022)?

1.  Standard German coda restrictions
data from Ito & Mester (2003); see Smith (2022) for OT-LC vs. HG

(1)

• What alternation do we see here?  How can we analyze it in terms of 
constraints?

(2) Coda clusters are allowed in general 

/baŋk/ .baŋk. ‘bank’
/hand/ .hant. ‘hand’
/vɛst/ .vɛst. ‘west’
/liːb+t/ .liːpt. ‘love-3SG.PRES’

• What constraint ranking accounts for the fact that coda clusters appear? 
• Is the ranking from (1) consistent with this data set?

(3) Cluster simplification for [ŋɡ] specifically (let’s call the constraint *VELARNC)

/dɪŋɡ/ → .dɪŋ. ‘thing’ cf. .dɪŋks.bʊmps. ‘thingamajig’



2.  Northern German coda restrictions
data from Ito & Mester (2003); see Smith (2022) for OT-LC vs. HG

(4) Final /ɡ/ in a northern German variety

• Other final-devoicing patterns are like Standard German
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