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The phenomenon of Prosodic End-Weight (Ryan 2019) predicts that phonologically heavier 

constituents are preferred closer to the right edge, so as to coincide with prominent loci of 

phrasal stress. According to Ryan (2019), heavier patterns include: longer or lower vowels, 

onsets of numerous or less sonorous segments, codas of fewer or more sonorous segments, and, 

finally, greater syllable number. End-Weight has long been associated with weight-sensitive 

systems, but its status in weight-insensitive systems, such as Standard Modern Greek (SMG) 

(Drachman and Malikouti-Drachman 1999), is ambivalent. On the basis of new data from 

binomial word-ordering experiments (Kikiopoulou 2020), the present paper argues that some 

aspects of End-Weight are indeed observed in SMG and are in accord with patterns expected 

for weight-sensitive languages. Other patterns have unexpectedly provided insight to the 

language’s syllable and metrical structure. We discuss these patterns in some detail and 

consider their implications for the study of Greek phonology.  

Binomials involve strings of the type A and B and their internal word-ordering, e.g. 

‘water and salt’ vs. ‘salt and water’. Following previous studies on binomial ordering and End-

Weight (Cooper and Ross 1975, Oakeshott-Taylor 1984; Benor and Levy 2006; Ryan 2019). 

Kikiopoulou (2020) designed two forced choice experiments to target the potential effects of 

vowel quality, coda status (null versus singleton), and syllable number in binomial ordering in 

SMG, using binomial distribution tests (Mollin 2012). The first involved random pairings of 

actual words and the second pairings of nonce words. The emerging patterns are largely 

compatible with Ryan’s (2019) predictions for binomials; constituents with more syllables or 

syllables bearing word-final codas are deemed heavier and are preferred in the second position 

of a binomial, that is, closer to the right edge. Unlike Ryan (2019), who only accepts vowel 

height as a valid vowel parameter, we obtained significant results for the vowel parameter of 

backness—back vowels were more likely in position B in the binomial. 

Kikiopoulou’s (2020) experimental work reveals further interesting findings, which we 

presently claim pose challenges for, so far, generally accepted patterns in SMG in relation to 

syllabification and metrical structure.  Even though the language is considered to only admit 

[s, n, r] as word-final codas (Steriade 1972, Kappa 2002), items carrying both legal and illegal 

segments were found to have a uniform tendency to appear in the second position of a binomial. 

We take this as an additional indication that Greek demonstrates a greater tolerance for codas 

than previously believed (cf. Gratsouni and Topintzi 2020). Another interesting finding is that 

lapses (Elenbaas and Kager 1999: 282) are optimized in a statistically significant manner in 

syllabically asymmetrical binomials, all of which were critically stressed on the penultima, e.g., 

the order in the nonce binomial [fiko'reti ce 'feci] was preferred over its transposition ['feci ce 

fiko'reti] (ce is ‘and’) with a longer lapse between the stressed syllables, although the latter 

places a longer, i.e., apparently heavier, word at the right edge. These metrical findings go 

against Arvaniti (1994, 2007), who maintains that the language only optimizes clashes and 

tolerates long stretches of lapse, but render themselves good candidates for an Emergence-of-

the-Unmarked effect (TETU; McCarthy and Prince 1994; Becker and Potts 2011), where a 

marked structure that is generally admitted (here, lapses) is not tolerated in a particular domain 

(here, binomials). 

Our work on binomials adds to the recent, still limited, literature on the interface 

between theoretical and experimental phonology in SMG (cf. Topintzi & Kanaida 2012, 

Revithiadou et al. 2015, Gratsouni & Topintzi 2020, etc.) and highlights the importance of 



peripheral structures in the lexicon, such as acronyms and binomials, as well as of nonce forms, 

for a deeper and more insightful understanding of Greek phonology. 
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