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1 Introduction
Akoi Kurdish is a variety of Sorani (Central) Kurdish spoken in several regions within the Su-
laymaniyah province of the Kurdistan Region of Iraq, including Raniyeh, Pishdar, Qaladzeh, and
the Qandil mountain area. This variety (like other Sorani varieties) shows a split pattern in its
alignment; that is, subject agreement is realized in two different forms.

(1) Subject Agreement in Akoi
a. a morphophonological pronominal clitic in the past tense and the

present perfect.
b. a morphophonological verbal agreement suffix elsewhere.

*meihami@arizona.edu
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1



The Split Alignment in Akoi Kurdish NACIL 4

(2) Subject Agreement in Akoi
a. hiwa-w

Hiwa-AND
nian
Nian

sew-an=jan
apple-PL=3PL

xwaɹ-d
eat-PST

’Hiwa and Nian ate apples.’
b. hiwa-w

Hiwa-AND
nian
Nian

sew-an
apple-PL

dɐ-xo-n
IMPF-eat-3PL

’Hiwa and Nian will eat apples.’

Past Tense

Future Tense

Akoi shows overt morphology for the present tense.

(3) Present Tense in Akoi
a. dawran-u

Dawran-AND
nian=a
Nian=PRS

sew
apple

dɐ-xo-n
IMPF-eat-3PL

‘Dawran and Nian eat apples.’
b. dawran-u

Dawran-AND
nian=a
Nian=PRS

sew=jan
apple=3PL

xwaɹ-d-u=ɐ
eat-PST-PTCP=is

‘Dawran and Nian have eaten apples.’

Simple Present

Present Perfect

Questions:
How does the split alignment work in Akoi? Is it syntactic or morphological?
How does it interact with tense?

• We build on (Akkuş et al., 2025) to develop a case-driven account of alignment in Akoi
Kurdish.

• We then propose an analysis to account for the distribution of tense and agreement mor-
phemes in the language, adopting the Distributed Morphology framework of Halle and
Marantz (1993).

1.1 Indexation in Sorani
Akkuş et al. (2025, pp. 77-81) propose a system of indexation for Standard Sorani Kurdish and
Garmiyani Kurdish. Their analysis introduces two distinct probes, T and O .
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In their analysis, the case feature distribution for the subject and the object in Standard Sorani is
as shown in (4).

(4) Case features in SSK

Tense Subject Object
Present [+subj, -obl] / Nominative [-subj, +obl] / Accusative
Past [+subj, +obl] / Ergative [-subj, -obl] / Objective

(5) The derivation of the Present System
TP

TO P

...

VoiceP

Voice’

vP

v

v√

DPPat

[-Subj,+Obl]

Voice

DPAgent

[+Subj,-Obl]

...

O

=cl

Agree
Move

(6) The derivation of the Past System
TP

TOP

...

VoiceP

Voice’

vP

v

v√

DPPat

[-Subj,-Obl]

Voice

DPAgent

[+Subj,+Obl]

...

O

=cl

Agree

Move

In the present system:

• T agrees with the subject bearing the [+subj, -obl] case features (5).

• O attracts the object with the [-subj, +obl] case features (5).

In the past system:

• O agrees with the subject carrying the [+subj, +obl] features (6).

• T attracts the object with the [-subj, -obl] features (6).

2 Akoi Alignment
The alignment in Akoi is largely similar to that in Standard Sorani, with some minor differences
in the morphophonological realizations of syntactic agreement. Specifically, the realization of
syntactic nominative agreement and the movement of morphophonological pronominal clitics
with an objective case in this variety closely align with those found in Standard Sorani, as shown
in (7).
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(7) Nominative agreement suffixes in Akoi

First Person Second Person Third Person
Singular -m -i(t) -a(t) / e(t)
Plural -in -n -n

The realization of ergative syntactic agreement and pronominals (with accusative case) differs
slightly in form from Standard Sorani, as shown in (8).

(8) Ergative agreement in Akoi

First Person Second Person Third Person
Singular =m =t =i/=j
Plural =na =tan =jan

In addition to the agreement morphemes, understanding the distribution of the present tense marker
in the language is crucial for explaining the morphological distribution of these elements.

2.1 Tense in Akoi
• The present tense is overtly realized in Akoi.

• The occurrence of the tense marker is restricted to the present tense, as shown in (9).

(9) a. dɐwɹan(=a)
Dawran=pres

kteb-an
book-pl

dæ-xwen-et-æwæ
impf-read-3sg-P.

’Dawran reads (is reading) books.’
b. dɐwɹan(*=a)

Dawran
kteb-an=i
book-pl=3sg

xwend
read.pst

’Dawran read books (simple past).’
c. dɐwɹan(*=a)

Dawran
kteb-an=i
book-pl=3sg

dæ-xwend
impf-read.pst

’Dawran was reading books.’
d. dɐwɹan(*=a)

Dawran
kteb-an=i
book-pl=3sg

xwend
read.pst

bu
be.pst

’Dawran had read books.’

• The present tense marker =a behaves like a morphophonological clitic, as it can attach to
different hosts (10).
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(10) a. nian=a
Nian=PRS

sew
apple

dæ-xw-a(t)
IMPF-eat-3SG

’Nian eats apples.’
b. nian

Nian
sew=a
apple=PRS

dæ-xw-a(t)
IMPF-eat-3SG

’Nian eats apples.’

Argument!
The tense head in Akoi has an independent distribution from the verbal nominative agree-
ment. Thus, Tense and Agreement reside in different syntactic heads.

Our Proposal:

(11) analysis
TP

AgrP

AgrO P

...

VoiceP

Voice’

VoicevP

v

v√

DPPat

[-Subj,+Obl]

DPAgent

[+Subj,-Obl]

...

O

=cl

T

Agree

Move

(12) analysis
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TP

AgrP

AgrO P

...

FP

FVoiceP

Voice’

VoicevP

v

v√

DPPat

[-Subj,-Obl]

DPAgent

[+Subj,+Obl]

...

O

=cl

T

Agree

Move

2.2 Tense in Akoi
• The present tense marker attaches to the subject in the unmarked reading, as shown in (13).

(13) nian-u
Nian-and

rodʒin=a
Rojin=pres

kteb-i
book-m

dæ-xwen-ɨn-æwæ
impf-read-3pl-P.

’Nian and Rojin read (are reading) the book.’

• When a focused element is present, it is the focalized element that serves as the host for the
tense marker, as shown in (14).

(14) a. nian-u
Nian-and

rodʒin
Rojin

kteb-i=a
book-m=pres

dæ-xwen-ɨn-æwæ
impf-read-3pl-P.

’Nian and Rojin read (are reading) the BOOK (not the newspaper).’
b. *nian-u

Nian-and
rodʒin=a
Rojin=pres

kteb-i
book-m

dæ-xwen-ɨn-æwæ
impf-read-3pl-P.

Int. ’Nian and Rojin read (are reading) the BOOK (not the newspaper).’
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• The fact that (14-a) (and not (14-b)) is a valid answer to the question “What are Nian
and Rojin reading?” further supports this, indicating that the tense marker cliticizes to the
focalized element. Compare (13) in the unmarked form with the examples in (14).

• We propose the structure in (15), following Rizzi (1997) and Karimi (2005).

• We assume that the subject moves to the specifier of TopP in the unmarked reading.

(15) analysis

TopP

Top’

FocP

Foc’

TP

...T

Foc

YP[+Focus]

Top

XP[+Topic]

• In (15), T cliticizes to the phrase to its left after the structure is linearized.

An Alternative Analysis
This morpheme is (part of) the indicative marker, similar to what has been observed in
Laki (Mohammadirad, 2020, p. 222) and also (Taghipour, 2024, p. 22).

Data from Laki:

(16) xɑs̄
well

tɑmis=ɑn̄-ɑ̄
clean=3PL.O-IND

mɑ-ke
IND-do.PRS.3SG

‘He cleans them well.’ (Mohammadirad, 2020, p. 222)

(17) (owen)
(they)

beland=a
loud=PRS.IND

ma-xan-en
DUR-laugh.PRS-3PL

‘They laugh loudly.’ (Taghipour, 2024, p. 22)

• This morpheme, although similar in form to the tense marker in Akoi, has a different dis-
tribution. It can occur in the past tense, as shown in (18).

(18) daʃt-ɨm
have-1SG

sef-æ
apple-IND

mæ-waɹ-d-ɨm
IMPF-eat-PST-1SG
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‘I was eating apples.’

• When the arguments are not present overtly (presumably as pro), the tense marker in Akoi
is realized as an independent phonological word, as shown in (19). In contrast, the (pre-
sumably) indicative marker in Laki is not.

(19) ʔa
PRS
dæ=jan-bin-ɨm
IMPF=3PL-see-1SG

‘I see them.’

(20) *?æ
IND
mæ-wæɹ-ɨm
IMPF-eat-1SG

Int. ‘I am eating.’

3 Deriving the Morpheme Order
To derive the correct morpheme order, we propose a cyclic syntactic head movement: v to Voice,
to F, and then to Agr, which is mainly inspired by Harley (2013). The structure in (21) is provided
for clarity.

(21)

Agr

Agr

AgrF

FVoice

Voicev

v√

FP

tFVoiceP

Voice’

tV oicevP

tvDPPat

DPAgent

• What about the negation and imperfective aspect markers? (22)

(22) Head Movement Constraint violation
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O P

AgrP

Agr

AgrF

FVoice

Voicev

v√

NegP

AspP

FP

tFVoiceP

Voice’

tV oicevP

tvDPPat

DPAgent

Asp

Neg

O

• Following (Van Gelderen, 2008; Haegeman, 1995), we take negation and aspect to be head-
final phrases with null heads. The morphological realizations of negation and aspect are in
the specifiers of these heads, as shown in (23).

(23) Head Movement through Neg and Asp
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O P

AgrP

S

S∅Neg

∅Neg∅Asp

∅AspF

FVoice

Voicev

v√

NegP

Neg’

t∅Neg
AspP

Asp’

t∅Asp
FP

tFVoiceP

Voice’

tV oicevP

tvDPPat

DPAgent

AspectP

NegationP

O

3.1 O Cliticization
To explain the distribution of the morphophonological pronominal clitics that occupy the O head
as a result of syntactic agreement and/or movement, we employ Weisser (2024)’s account. This
account utilizes a definition of structural adjacency proposed by Bobaljik (2012), as shown in
(24).

(24) Structural Adjacency: An element X is adjacent to an element Y if X c-commands Y and
there is no element W such that X c-commands W and W c-commands Y.

Weisser (2024)’s proposal is shown in (25).

(25) Integration: An element X that is adjacent to an element Y can be adjoined to an element
Z within Y if there is no element within Y that is adjacent to Z.

However, a closer look at (23) reveals that applying the rule in (25) results in the cliticization of
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O to Agr. To address this, we suggest tweaking the definition of structural adjacency by using
the asymmetric c-command definition in Kayne (1994). Thus, we propose (26).

(26) An element X that asymmetrically c-commands element Y can be adjoined to an element
Z within Y if there is no element within Y that asymmetrically c-commands Z.

Using the rule in (26):

• O cliticizes to NegationP.

• In the absence of NegationP, it attaches to AspectP.

• When neither of these elements is present in the derivation, it attaches to AgrP, which
occurs after the linearization of the hierarchy (i.e., [x] [y] can turn into [y+x] under the
morphological merger proposed by ?).

• We assume that the DO/IO moves to a position higher than NegP and lower than AgrP,
making it the closest possible host for O .

4 Remaining Issues
• Adverbs

• Attaching the tense marker to the DO following the subject agreement on it, as in (27).

(27) dawran-u
Dawran-AND

nian
Nian

sew=jan=a
apple=3PL=PRS

xwaɹ-d-u=ɐ
eat-PST-PTCP=is

‘Dawran and Nian have eaten apples.’

Acknowledgments
We would like to express our heartfelt gratitude to our language consultants, Dewran Mehmud
(a native speaker of Akoi) and Maryam Khazaei (a native speaker of Laki), for their invaluable
time, insights, and dedication. Their contributions were essential to this research, and we are truly
grateful for their generosity and support.

References
Akkuş, Faruk, David Embick, and Mohammed Salih. 2025. Case and the syntax of argument
indexation.

11



The Split Alignment in Akoi Kurdish NACIL 4

Bobaljik, Jonathan David. 2012. Universals in comparative morphology: Suppletion, superlatives,
and the structure of words. MIT Press.

Haegeman, Liliane. 1995. The syntax of negation, volume 75. Cambridge University Press.
Halle, Morris, and Alec Marantz. 1993. Distributed morphology and the pieces of inflection. In
The view from building 20: Essays in linguistics in honor of sylvain bromberger, ed. Kenneth
Hale and Samuel Jay Keyser, 111–176. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press.

Harley, Heidi. 2013. Getting morphemes in order: Merger, affixation, and head movement.
Karimi, Simin. 2005. A minimalist approach to scrambling: Evidence from persian. Mouton de
Gruyter.

Kayne, Richard S. 1994. The antisymmetry of syntax, volume 25. MIT press.
Mohammadirad, Masoud. 2020. Predicative possession across western iranian languages. Folia
Linguistica 54:497–526.

Rizzi, Luigi. 1997. The fine structure of the left periphery. Elements of grammar: Handbook in
generative syntax 281–337.

Taghipour, Sahar. 2024. Case and phi-agreement in laki: Parametrizing split-ergativity in kurdish.
Ph.d. dissertation, University of Toronto.

Van Gelderen, Elly. 2008. Negative cycles .
Weisser, Philipp. 2024. Alternations between second and final position of caucasian conjunctions
and a general theory of second position placement. In North East Linguistic Society (NELS).
Yale University. Paper presented at NELS.

12


	Introduction
	Indexation in Sorani

	Akoi Alignment
	Tense in Akoi
	Tense in Akoi

	Deriving the Morpheme Order
	ßÿO Cliticization

	Remaining Issues

