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Henp cTaTem — MpenCTaBUTH MCCICIOBAHNAE HEOJOTH3MOB B PEUH TPEUECKUX JCTEH JOIIKOIb-
HOTO Bo3pacTa. JIekcndeckoe TBOPUYECTBO MIMPOKO BCTPEUaeTcs B JETCKOM BO3PAcTe: 4acTOT-
HOCTBh W JIETKOCTH, C KOTOPBIMH JETH CO3JIAIOT HOBBHIE CIIOBA, IMTOKA3BIBAIOT, YTO B 3TOM BO3-
pacTe IeTH YK€ OCO3HAIM CYIIECTBOBAHHE CIOBOOOPA30BATEIbHBIX MPOIECCOB U MOJENEH U
MBITAIOTCS MPUMEHSTh B COOCTBCHHOM PEYCBOM MOBEJICHHUHU MPHUHITUIIBI, YIPABISIOIINAE CIOBO-
00pa3oBaTeNpHON CUCTEMOM. BHIMaHUE aBTOPOB COCPEOTOYCHO HA WCCIICAOBAHHH JICPHUBA-
IIMOHHBIX HEOJOTU3MOB, MCCIEIyeTCs, B KAKOH CTETNeHN I'peYecKHe NeTH TOIIKOIBHOTO BO3-
pacTa yCBOWIH CIIEIU(HYECKUE XapaKTePHCTUKH NEPUBAIIMOHHBIX MPABWI B POAHOM S3BIKE,
KaKWe THIThl 3HAYCHUH BBIPAYKAIOT C TOMOIIBIO IEPUBALINHN U KaK¥e (POPMBI IPEATIOYNTAIOT IS
BBIPAKEHUS STUX 3HAYCHUIA.

This paper aims at studying the lexical innovations in Greek preschool children’s speech. Lexi-
cal creativity is a widespread phenomenon in childhood: the frequency and ease with which
children coin words indicate that children have already perceived the existence of word forma-
tion devices and they try to apply principles governing the word formation system. The core of
this paper focuses mainly on derivational neologisms: we will make an attempt to investigate to
what extent Greek preschoolers have mastered specific features of derivational rules in their
language, what kind of meanings they most frequently create and which forms they prefer to
use to express the intended meanings.
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1. Introduction

The aim of this paper is to present data and to describe the phenomenon of lexical
innovation in Greek children’s speech, especially in preschool years. We attempt to
illuminate the acquisition of word formation by focusing on semantic aspects con-
cerning Greek morphology.

It has been observed that, at least from the age of two, children attempt to create
new words to express meanings for which they have not yet acquired the adult form.

22 Cvnocmasumento esuxosnanue/ Conocmasumenvhoe sazvikosnanue/ Contrastive Linguistics, XXXVII, 2012, Ne 2



They retrieve units from their mental lexicon and combine them together: the result of
this word building process is a new word that has never been heard before. This crea-
tive ability reflects the linguistic knowledge that a preschool child has at a given de-
velopmental stage. When children coin new words, they do not do it accidentally: they
follow the morphological rules of their language, they rely on what they know about
the internal structure of words and they make use of them (Bowerman 1982; Berman
2000; Becker 2006; Clark 2009). In other words, neologisms can reveal what kind of
morphological / semantic knowledge has already been acquired and pinpoint what is
most basic (perhaps useful or easier, too) for a child to acquire at its current develop-
mental stage.

The data collected for this purpose has been drawn: (A) from my own detailed
longitudinal observation of three Greek-speaking children, aged 3,5-6,5 years, through
the systematic recording of utterances during their linguistic development and the si-
multaneous audio taping of children’s spontaneous speech; from this corpus I have
extracted a collection of neologisms formed by the three toddlers. (B) Certain neolo-
gisms have been drawn from recordings of the speech of 60 preschool children, con-
ducted in three kindergartens in Greece (Thessaloniki, October—November 2004, 20
hours of recording). The collected data from Greek consists mostly of derivational ne-
ologisms (derived nouns and verbs); therefore, the focus of this paper is on the im-
portance of derivational processes in children’s acquisition of the word formation
system as it is revealed in their neologisms. The material we have used is hard to col-
lect and demands years of observation and recording. Furthermore, our database was
not the outcome of experiments but it comprises the recordings of spontaneous child
utterances: hence, our corpus is not considerably extended. For the above reasons, the
reliability of the conclusions that were presented could be easily doubted. However,
many of our findings are in agreement with data from other languages, whereas the
differences are predictable considering the morphology of Greek language. The fact
that the selected material is the recording of children’s spontaneous speech offers a
distinctive advantage: we could use our observations and conclusions as hypotheses
for a carefully planned experiment (i. e. guided production of neologisms), so that they
could be tested and gain maximum possible reliability.

Little children are often faced with the problem of lacking in labels when talking
about extralinguistic reality. This is an important reason why little children create ne-
ologisms: they need them in order to fill lexical gaps in their incomplete and still de-
veloping vocabulary. In other words, they try to find an appropriate form to express
the intended meaning — the form does exist in the adult vocabulary but has not yet
been acquired by the child. In order to fulfill this need (the expression of a meaning
that is not conveyed by the meaning of available words) the little child coins a word
form, which will be dropped out immediately after the conventional form will be
learned (Clark 1980; 1993; 2009, etc.). For example, my five-year-old daughter coined
the word emfanistria meaning 'the woman who exposes herself in public’ when talk-
ing about a nudist on the beach (verb-base: emfanizo ’to expose, to appear’ and the
suffix -t-ria denoting an agent), replacing the adult form yimnistria (yimnés *naked’).
This function of children’s coinages has been emphasized quite often. There is another
reason why children create new words: like adults, they need a form to fill a gap in the
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conventional, adult vocabulary. For example, a four-year-old boy coined the verb
pinelévo for expressing the meaning *draw with abrush’ (from the noun-base pinélo
’brush’ and the suffix -ev(o) denoting an activity), explaining that he is ,,not just
drawing!“. This aspect of lexical creativity has not gained as much attention as the
previous one, although the difference in function has been mentioned (see Clark’s le-
gitimate/illegitimate innovations distinction — for the second and first type respec-
tively: Clark 1980; 2009). The study of neologisms covering an actual lexical gap is
very interesting, especially from a psychological point of view, as they have multiple
functions: firstly, they fill a gap in the conventional adult vocabulary and they also of-
fer an option / cover the need to talk about something in a more precise way. More-
over, they create a category and they broaden the existing semantic fields as well.
Many times children create neologisms to express playfulness and / or an attitude to-
wards something: for example a six-year old girl created the word trelistas when refer-
ring to a ’crazy driver’ (from the noun-base fréla madness’ and the suffix -ista(s) de-
noting an agent — formed on the analogy with the conventional Greek word ralistas
’race driver’). In addition, some of the neologisms can be characterized as pure child
metaphors: for this purpose, an adult word form is used with a non conventional
meaning, indicating the need to express a concept in a new way as well as combining
the features of iconicity, playfulness and emotionality (naming, for example, the hair
bun as sidrivdni ’fountain’). All the above neologisms do not have only referential
function, but also aesthetic and emotive / expressive. It is remarkable that in my col-
lection of data from preschool children, the vast majority of neologisms fall within the
category of words coined not for filling gaps in the child’s vocabulary (which means
that a respective adult word exists) but for covering a true gap in the conventional vo-
cabulary, forming a new word that contrasts in meaning with the existing conventional
ones, in Clark’s terms (Clark 1987; 1991, etc.).

2. Lexical innovations in the speech of Greek preschool children

The 73 neologisms collected from the speech of Greek speaking preschoolers can

be grouped into the following categories:

i. Derivational neologisms: 65% (for example, the denominal verb yramatizo ’to
teach, to educate sb’; from the stem yramat- (yrdmata ’letters’/ ’learning’) and
the suffix -iz(0), denoting an activity).

ii. Compound neologisms: 25% (for example, the compound noun aeroplanomd-
storas ’aircraft engineer’; from the words aeropldno ’airplane’ and mdstoras
"craftsman’.

iii. Other: 10%

In the third category we isolated neologisms with conventional, adult word forms
that express an extended (or non-literal) meaning (e. g. the Greek word sidrivdni
meaning conventionally the fountain, which is used to refer to the hair bun) or neolo-
gisms with a base of unspecified morphological classification and meaning (for exam-
ple, the novel verb kupono used to describe the action of ’stuffing something into
something else’; stem: kup- (Greek word kiipa *cup’?) + -on(o), suffix denoting an ac-
tion, “do sth’).
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2a. Compound neologisms

Children begin with a restricted set of word formation devices; compounding and
derivation are the main types of word formation. In sharp contrast to English (and
other Germanic languages) the compounds constitute only 25% of neologisms pro-
duced by Greek preschoolers (for English data see Clark 1982; 1993; 2009. Swedish
data: Mellenius, 1994). The compounds in Greek language fall within three major
grammatical categories: nouns, verbs, adjectives and a few adverbs (Ralli 2005: 178—
184). In our data, we detected (among compound neologisms): compound nouns (N +
N, Adj + N, V + N structure) and very few compound verbs (N + V structure). Most
of the compound neologisms were nouns and had a N + N structure. All compound
words in our data display the relation of subordination among their constituents and
for the most part they demonstrate the grammatical relation of the complement type
between the head (which, in Greek, is positioned strictly at the right-hand side of the
structure, determines its distribution and carries the dominant meaning) and the non-
head (always to the left of the head). Examples from children’s coinages are: the
maimudotenia, that is *a cartoon with monkeys’ (maimiides *monkeys’ + tenia ’film’);
the milofdyos is the ’apple-eater’ (milo ’apple’ + -fdyos, a bound stem/morpheme,
meaning ’sb who eats sth’ [non head meaning]). In few compounds, the head — non-
head relation was the one of the appositive / attributive type, for example, the neolo-
gism robotdnfropos, a 'robot-man’: from robot ’robot’ + dnfropos 'man’ (Bisetto,
Guevara, Scalise 2005; Xydopoulos 2008: 199-200). Most compound neologisms
have the structural pattern ,,stem-word*: falas-o-mayévome meaning ’to be enchanted
by the sea’ (from fdlassa ’sea’ + mayévome ’be enchanted’); fewer compounds have
the pattern ,,stem-stem*: fid-o-psaro meaning ’snake-fish’ (from fidi ’snake’ + psdri
*fish’) with the presence of the compounding marker -o- among the stems (Ralli 2005:
166). The above structural patterns are the most frequent in Greek: much rarer is the
structure ,,word-word* that appears in the neologism aeroplanomdstoras, meaning
“aircraft engineer’; from aeropldno ’airplane’ and mdstoras ’craftsman’ (Ralli 2005:
190-199).

2b. Derivational neologisms

The other major word formation process, which children utilize in creating new
words, is derivation. Derivational neologisms comprise 64% of the total of neologisms
in our data: according to their grammatical category, we divided them into derivational
verbs, derivational nouns and derivational adjectives. Considering the grammatical
category of the base word (origin) of derivational verbs we found the types: (a)
N >V (+ suffix): novel verb derived from a familiar noun (e. g. ekloyizome meaning
’to vote’; noun-base: ekloyés ’elections’ + suffix -iz(0) denoting an activity); (b) V>V
(+ prefix): novel verb derived from a familiar verb (e. g. ksepindo meaning ’to become
un-hungry’; prefix kse- 'un-’ + pindo ’to be hungry’); (c) Adj >V (+ suffix): novel
verb derived from a familiar adjective (e. g. lemaryizo meaning ’to eat greedily’; ad-
jective-base: lémaryos ’greedy’ + suffix -iz(0)).

Considering the grammatical category of the base (origin) of derivational nouns,
we gained the structural types (a) N > N (+ suffix): novel noun derived from a familiar
noun (e. g. ksilds meaning ’someone who sells wood’; from the noun-base ksilo
>wood’ + the suffix -a(s) denoting an agent); (b) V > N (+ suffix): novel noun derived
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from a familiar verb (e. g. psonistis meaning ’someone who shops’; from the verb-
base psonizo ’to shop’ + the suffix -ti(s), denoting an agent). On the whole, deriva-
tional verbs make up 44% of the total of derivational neologisms and derivational
nouns 53%, thus, forming two main categories with the total percentage 97%'. Ber-
man’s results differ from ours in that the same percentage of coined nouns and verbs
was found for preschool children (aged 3-7) and only for younger children the per-
centage of coined nouns was higher than for coined verbs (Berman 2000: 83). The
categories with the highest percentage of members in the total number of neologisms
were deverbal nouns (V >N) [28%], denominal verbs (N> V) [32%] and derived
novel nouns (N > N) [21,5%]. Clark claims that the process of forming nouns from
verbs has always been less common in English than the formation of verbs from nouns
(Clark 1982: 418, 422). She attributes this fact to the particularity of the vocabulary
acquisition process: children acquire more nouns than verbs at the early stages of lan-
guage development.

But this is not always the truth, as this tendency is not present in all languages
(Berman 2000: 70) and it is probably applicable to very young children, not for older
preschoolers (aged 4 or more). In our data, the category of denominal verbs accounts
for a slightly higher percentage than the category of deverbal nouns: however, a con-
firmation with more data is definitely required. In addition, denominal verbs (N > V)
comprise over 70% of all verb derivatives, while the preferable structure is base
(noun) + suffix. Berman has mentioned that children prefer the coinage of deverbal as
opposed to denominal verbs (Berman 2000: 83-84): this was not found in our results.
One way to create a novel verb from a familiar one is to attach a prefix to the verb: in
Greek language though, suffixes are much more than prefixes. Among the most fre-
quently used are the negative prefixes kse- 'un-’, a- ’a’, ef- ’-able/-ible’ and dis- "un-
/in- /dys-’. There is also a group of ancient Greek prepositions that became prefixes in
Modern Greek (e. g. andi, kata, meta, sin, etc.; the literary nature of those prefixes, as
well as their incompatibility with familiar word bases (Ralli 2005: 42—44) are possibly
the reasons for the lack of transparency in the meaning of derived verbs with those
prefixes (for example, the conventional Greek words® ana-kalipto *to discover’ or dia-
6éto ’to have, to possess’).

We suppose that these are the reasons why so few prefixes are found in children’s
coinages (one of the few examples is the neologism ksepindo meaning ’to become un-
hungry’, which is formed from the conventional verb pindo ’to be hungry’ and the
prefix kse-).

It is accepted in morphological studies that affixes encode semantic information
and select (as heads) the words (bases) they can attach to (Bisetto, Guevara, Scalise
2005; Lehrer 2000; Booij, Lieben 2004; Plag 2004, etc.). Therefore, the meaning of a
derivative verb is the result of affixal semantic information along with the interaction
of the base meaning. We will use the notions of affixal meaning and affixal selection
in examining novel derived verbs with -iz(o) and -on(o) in children’s created words.

" For similar results regarding the percentage of derivational verbs and nouns see Becker 2006;
Berman 2000.
% From now on, CGW.
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We will try to reveal some aspects of affixal semantic requirements and to connect
them to children’s language development.

The derivational affixes attach to bases with certain characteristics, resulting in
the production of derived forms with certain features. Many affixes take more than
one base category, but usually there is one major base category (in our data, verbs or
nouns). Furthermore, many affixes are polysemous: they may have more than one
sense — as the affixal meaning interacts with the grammatical/semantic information of
the base, but they usually have one general meaning (Lehrer 2003). Let us now see
which are the most frequent derivational suffixes for derived verbs. The suffix -iz(0)
accounts for the highest percentage of occurrence in our data, followed by -on(o). De-
rivatives involving suffix -iz(o) are very heterogeneous in Greek, in terms of their se-
mantics and the types of bases the suffix applies to. However, there is a restriction on
the grammatical category of bases that the suffix selects: it does not attach to verbs. In
our data the suffix -iz(o) is mainly denominal®. The general semantic information of
denominal -iz(o) is the denotation of an activity and the change of a state. The two
senses found in children’s neologisms are:

1. ’to make someone / sth acquire features of [base meaning]’, e. g. yramat-
iz(0) ’to teach, to educate’ (yrdmata ’letters’)

2. "to do sth with [base meaning]’, which is clearly an instrumental meaning,
e. g. floyer-iz(o) *to play the flute’ (floyéra *flute’)

In both senses, the focus is on the agent and its activity, so we can formulate the
description of the affixal meaning of -iz(0) as the denotation of an activity / change of
state focused on the agent and its action. The above observations are in agreement not
only with Clark’s findings — that the most commonly coined denominal verbs are
activity and insrumental verbs (Clark 1982; 2009) — but also with the fact that the
majority of the derived denominal verbs with -iz(0) in Greek conventional vocabulary
fall into the two categories described above, especially the first one’. The children’s
innovative verbs with -izo follow this general tendency too.

Let us turn to the second mentioned suffix -dn(o). Like -iz(0), this affix selects
nominal bases, (and few adjectival) and its general meaning refers to ’an activity /
change of a state’. The two senses expressed by children’s denominal verbs with the
suffix -on(o) are:

1. "to fill with [base meaning] / surround with [base meaning] the object/sub-
ject of the derived verb’, e. g. Galas-on(o) *dive into the see’ (fdlasa *sea’).

2. ’todo sth with [base meaning]’, which is an instrumental meaning, e. g.
pirun-on(o) ’to spear food with the fork’ (pirini *fork’).

If we draw a comparison with the suffix -iz(0) we observe the same general mean-
ing “performance of an activity / change of a state’. Both of them generate derivative
verbs with an instrumental meaning: the difference is that -on(o) is focused on the in-

3 We found very few instances where it is deadjectival.
4Source: The Anastasiadi-Simeonidi, A.Reverse Index. Thessaloniki, Greece: Institute
of Modern Greek Studies [M. Triantafyllides Foundation], 2002.
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strument of the action (and the cause of change). Comparing the children’s data with
conventional Greek vocabulary we found that the vast majority of derived denominal
verbs with -6n(0) in Greek conventional vocabulary denote generally the same seman-
tic information (see 1 and 2, above e. g. mandréno ’to corral’, epiplono ’to furnish’,
klioono ’to lock’, kamakono ’to spear’, etc.; source: The Reverse Index, 2002).

On the other hand, concerning derivational nouns, the category V > N (52% of all
derivational nouns) seems fairly larger than N > N (40% of all derivational nouns).
However, the most important remark is that in the novel deverbal nouns category (V >
N) only one suffix -zi(s) is used (e. g. yaideftis, meaning ’someone who caresses’:
xaidoévo *to caress’). The suffix -ti(s) has been studied in Greek, as well as the equiva-
lent English -er. It has been mentioned that it is a highly productive suffix, which
makes a restricted selection: it attaches only to verbs with agentive subject; it cannot
attach to state verbs with non-agent subjects (Kakouriotes 1993, in: Ralli 2005: 154—
155); Xydopoulos, 2008: 189). The derived deverbal nouns are concrete, denoting: (a)
an agent: someone who does [base meaning]” e. g. CGW kolimvitis *swimmer’, or
(b) an instrument e. g. CGW metritis *a meter’. To sum up, the suffix -#i(s) is deverbal,
dynamic, with general affixal meaning that can be glossed as ’sb or sth that does (as
agent/instrument) + [meaning of the base]’. Note that the agentive/instrumental mean-
ing is a pure affixal meaning (independent from the base meaning). Our data of
children’s deverbal, novel nouns with -#{(s) reveal an interesting pattern: -ti(s) is used
to denote almost exclusively the agents. We believe that this particularity is due to the
existence / function of another suffix selecting verbal bases, whose meaning is almost
completely instrumental: the suffix -tiri (e. g. CGW ksipnitiri *alarm clock’, verb-base
ksipndo ’to wake up’; compare with children’s coined word anakateftiri, meaning ’the
mixer’; verb-base anakatévo *to mix’) So, from our data it seems to be the case that -
ti(s) is selected by children for denoting agents, whereas -£iri is used to denote instru-
ments. Clark notes that the English-speaking children use just a few suffixes in their
innovations; among them, the most productive is -er, which attaches to verb bases to
denote agents and instruments (e. g. the stopper; the burner: Clark 1982; 1993; 2009;
Clark, Hecht 1982). Children need suffixes to denote agents and instruments at most:
many researchers found equivalent results and came to the same conclusions (Berman
2000 [Hebrew]; Konieczna, 2002 [Polish]; Becker 2006; Clark 2000 [English]).

Another suffix forming many innovative nouns in our data is -a(s). In conven-
tional Greek vocabulary the derived nouns with the suffix -a(s) are classified tradi-
tionally as ,,professional. The suffix attaches only to concrete noun bases to denote
agents: its general meaning is someone who does [base meaning]’. More precisely,
the suffix refers to a person who possess a specific set of features indicated in the base
meaning (CGW rokds ’a fun of rock music’) or to a professional whose occupation /
specialty is named in the base (e. g. CGW psards ’a fisherman’). In examining chil-
dren’s novel words formed with -a(s) we noticed the same restrictions as in conven-
tional derived nouns with -a(s), with one exception: children use the suffix -as to for-
mulate concrete nouns denoting only professionals (e. g. ksilds ’someone who sells

> We distinguish two senses of agentive deverbal nouns with -fis a) profession / occupation; b) an
activity performed by someone frequently, or, ’sb is a fun of doing [base meaning]’; the same distinction
holds for the suffix -as.
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wood’, from the noun-base ksilo *wood’). The suffix -a(s) seems to be at least partially
synonymous with -ti(s). Compare CGW trayudistis ’singer’ and psards ’fisherman’:
the general affixal meaning in both cases can be glossed as ’someone who does the
[base meaning] professionally’ (or, ’is a fun of doing [base meaning]’). In our data, we
compared children’s novel nouns from -fi(s) category with the novel nouns from -af(s)
category: both express the common meaning ’a person who is involved in an activity
which lends him a particular quality’. We noticed that the children’s deverbal nouns
with -fi(s), as compared with the nouns with -a(s), lack the feature of permanence: the
“specific feature / occupation with sth’ that is expressed in -ti(s) is temporary / can-
cellable. Compare, for example, the neologisms:

. kimistis ’someone who puts the others to sleep’ (kimizo ’put sb to sleep’)
and ksilds *someone who has / brings / sells wood’ (ksilo wood’).

. psonistis *someone who shops’ (psonizo 'to shop’) and portokalds ’some-
one who has/brings/sells oranges’ (portokdli ’orange’).

It seems that children use the suffix -a(s) for forming only professional nouns
(non cancellable/permanent features) and -fi(s) for referring to people who have a
specific set of features that can be lost’.

3. Concluding remarks

The goal of this paper was to present certain aspects that concern preschool chil-
dren’s lexical innovations, based on data from Greek. We found that the main function
of the collected neologisms was to fill a gap in the conventional vocabulary, that is, to
express a meaning that has not a form. Preschool children, especially aged 4—6 years,
have already acquired a great amount of the adult vocabulary; they don’t have consid-
erable deficiency in common, frequently used, conventional words. In general, pre-
school children seem to create novel words either because they try to express a mean-
ing —whose word form is unknown — or because they attempt to express a more par-
ticular aspect of meaning; or, just because they want to be creatively playful. In our
data, most neologisms belong to the latter two categories, or they are a combination of
them.

The main word formation processes that children use in creating novel words are
compounding and derivation. Compounding in Greek does not seem as much produc-
tive as derivation: the majority of collected neologisms in our data are derivational —
in sharp contrast to collected data from Germanic languages. It may be accounted for
by the difference of the morphological type of these languages; consider the simplicity
of the compound formation process, for example in English: it has been mentioned
that the simplest way to form a compound is to combine two words. This is a much
more simple process in comparison with Greek, where compounds are formed usually
by combining two stems with the help of compounding marker -o- (Ralli 2005: 165—
171). Furthermore, derivational devices are probably preferred by Greek children be-
cause the affixal selection is more constant / fixed, and the meaning of the derived

%1t is possible that the grammatical category of the base (noun=material, concrete etc, as opposed to
verbs) plays a role in this differentiation.
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word is more transparent and predictable. On the contrary, the selection that is made
by the head of the compound is less strict; many relationships between the compo-
nents could be expressed, allowing different possible interpretations for the novel
compound.

We also focused on the main derivational suffixes children used, as found in our
data: -iz(o) and -on(o) for denominal verbs, -ti(s), -tiri and -a(s) for deverbal nouns.
After a brief semantic analysis of these suffixes, we found semantic generalizations
that applied to a large percentage of their instances. Then a comparison with data from
the conventional Greek vocabulary was made. We concluded that the class of the base
word as well as the semantic information carried in suffixes are crucial for children (as
well as for adults) when they choose certain word formation devices. The children rely
more heavily on the affixal semantic information, choosing to express the main sense
a suffix has, and showing the tendency not to use the same suffix for expressing dif-
ferent meanings (avoiding polysemy). To sum up, children do not create neologisms
by accident, neither randomly: they coin words following the same word formation
rules as adults do and they seem to be aware of the phenomenon of polysemy (of af-
fixes, in particular). They rely on the most transparent and constant word formation
process and they use the most productive and common suffixes to denote general se-
mantic information that is basic for them in a given developmental stage: agents, in-
struments, results. Here our results support the data collected from other languages.

The study of children’s coined words offer valuable insights into vocabulary
development: the outcomes could be exploited in order to teach pupils and students
simple and effective methods of word-learning in L1 as well as in L2.
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Jlexcuxannume unosayuu (Heoi02u3MU) 8 O0eMCKama pey.
Hab00eHUsl Hao 2pvyKU Oeyda

Enenn Morcuy (ConyH)

CraTusTa pasriexa JeKCHKaJIHATE HHOBAIlMHU y Jela C POJIeH €3UK IPBIKU, B IIPEIydH-
JIMITHA BB3PACT, C IeT J1a XBBPJIM CBETIMHA BBHPXY YCBOSBAHETO Ha CIOBOOOpa3yBaTeIHATa
Mop¢oJIoTHst B pOJHHS e3UK. M3ciieiBaHeTo ce OCHOBaBa Ha KOPIYC, KOWTO ChIIbPKA JAHHU OT
JIOHTUTYJHO M3CJIeJIBaHe Ha 3 TPBLKH Jeua B nepuona ot 3,5 a0 6,5-roauiiHa Bb3pacT U OT
CIIOHTAHHOTO PEUeBO MOBeJcHKE Ha 60 nera B MpeIydmIniiHa Bb3PAcT, 3aHCAHO B TPH JCT-
cku rpaguan B ColyH.

3acThIIeHa € Te3aTa, ue ciIe] JBYTOJMIITHA BB3PAcT JAeraTa ce CTPeMsT Ja h3pa3sBaT 3Ha-
YeHHUs, 32 KOUTO BCE OIIe HE ca yCBOWIN (OPMHTE, CTAHAAPTHO M3MOI3BAHHU OT BH3PACTHH HO-
CUTEJIH Ha e3UKa. 3a Jla KOMIICHCHPAT Ta3H JIUIICA, JIelaTa B Ta3W BB3PACT U3IOJI3BAT HATUYHHUS
CH MEHTAJICH JICKCUKOH U KPEaTHMBHO KOMOMHHpPAT U3pa3HU CPEJCTBA, 3a Jia TMpeaajarT 3Hade-
HUETO, KOETO MCKAT, M TaKa CH3JaBaT HEOJIOrM3MM, KOUTO MHOIO YECTO MMAT €MOI[HOHAIHO-
eKCIpecrBHa MOTHBAIM U QyHKIMA. Heomorn3MuTe, N3MON3BaHM 3a MOIBJIBAHE HA JIMIICH B
JIETCKUSI PEYHUKOB CBHCTaB, M KPEATHBHHUTE IMPOILECH Ha TAXHOTO Ch3JlaBaHE Ce pasriexkiaT
KaToO M3TOYHWMK HAa MH(OpMANWs 3a Pa3BUTHETO Ha €3MKOBWTE 3HAHMS HA JiellaTa B Ta3W Bb3-
pact. UHOBaTHBHATA JTMHIBUCTUYHA MPOAYKIUS IIOKA3Ba KAKBH CEMAHTHYHHU U MOP(OIOTHYHU
3HAHUS JIelaTa B Ta3u Bb3PACT Ca YCBOWIH, KOETO MPEIoiara, 4¢ yCBOCHUTE 3HAHUS ca Haii-
OCHOBHUTE, HAli-IIOJIE3HUTE U Hall-TOCTHITHUTE.

Pesynrature oT mM3cneqBaHETO COYAT, Y€ HEOJIOTH3MHUTE, CH3AaBaHU OT TPBIKH eI, ca
pasmnpenenicHd B CIIEAHHTE ABE CIIOBOOOpa3yBaTEeHH KaTeropuu: 65% jekceMu, 00pazyBaHH
upe3 adukcanys, U 25% — upe3 kommosumus. [Ipeanarar ce netaiiHUTe CEMAaHTUIHU U MOP-
(hOJIOTUYHY aHAIM3U Ha HEOJIOTU3MUTE, Ha CIIOBOOOPA3YBATEITHUTE MOJICIH, HA KIIACOBETE U3-
XOJIHH JICKCEMH, Ha MPOAYKTUTE, KAKTO M HA HAH-YECTO M3MOJI3BAHUTE adUKCH. AHAITU3UTE
BOJIAT JIO U3BOJIA, Y€ B pasriickJaHaTa Bh3pacT Ch3IaBAHETO HA IJIATOJIA HAJXBBHPIS Ch37aBa-
HETO Ha CBIIECTBUTEIHH; KaTo MpH u300pa Ha aQHUKCH BOJCIIO € MPOTOTHUITHOTO 3HAUYCHHE HA
KOHKPETHHS aQUKC U ce e 30sATBaHe HA MOJINCEMUSTA.
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