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1. Background:definitesvs.demonstratives

• Kaplan(1989): demonstratives≁ definites
“truedemonstrative”– (i)demonstrative+demonstration

(ii)directly refers todemonstratum
•HiddenArgumentTheory: demonstratives∼definites+____
–Elbourne (2008): pronominal layer (index+R)
–Nowak(2019),Dayal&Jiang (2022): anti-uniqueness (#that sun)
–Ahn(2022,2025),Ebertetal. (2020): modalitylinker

• Inherent todemonstratives: deixis
anti-uniqueness

2.MizoD-expressions

•Mizo (Tibeto-Burman)shedsnewlightonwhatdefinitesanddemonstra-
tivesencodeandwhere theydiffer.

• Seriesofdeterminermorphemeswhichcreate twotypesofD-expressions:
deictic&anaphoric.

proximal distal above below anaphoric
hi saw khi khu chu

• Appear in2templates:NP-D&D-NP-D.
• Dayal’s (2026)questionnaire;diagnosticsprobingthemarkednessofD-
expressionsacrossdiscourseconditions.

• Significantoverlapbutsomeexceptions: functionaluniqueness (1); con-
trastiveuse (2,3).

Functionaluniqueness
(1) Thespeaker is reportingsomething to theaddressee that sheheard fromher

friendDee. Shesays: Deewaswatchingasoccermatch,…
a. Therefereewaspartial. b. #Thatrefereewaspartial.
c. referee chu-an tran lam a nei

referee index-eRg support side 3.sg have
‘Therefereewaspartial.’

d. #chu referee chu-an tran lam a nei
index referee index-eRg support side 3.sg have
Lit.: ‘Thatrefereewaspartial.’ (Mizo)

Contrastiveuse
(2)a. Thisdog→𝐴 is sleepingand thisdog→𝐵 is running.

b. #Thedog→𝐴 is sleepingand thedog→𝐵 is running.
(3)a.
saw ui saw→𝐴 a mu leh saw ui saw→𝐵 a tlan
dist dog dist 3.sg sleep and dist dog dist 3.sg run
‘Thatdog→𝐴 is sleepingandthatdog→𝐵 is running.’

b.
#ui saw→𝐴 a mu leh ui saw→𝐵 a tlan
dog dist 3.sg sleep and dog dist 3.sg run
Int: ‘Thatdog→𝐴 is sleepingandthatdog→𝐵 is running.’ (Mizo)

NP-Dexpressions:: (English)definites;D-NP-Dexpressions:: demonstratives
—bothanaphoric&deicticDmorphemes

• Crosslinguistically, thereare incrementally informative semanticblocks
thatbuildD-expressions
– uniqueness in therestrictedsituation (U𝑆𝑟 )
– anaphoric index (I )
– deicticproperty (R)
– antiuniqueness in the largersituation (AU𝑆𝑙)

• Particular subsetassociatedwithaD-expressiondetermines its statusasa
demonstrativeordefinitedescription.

• Languages lexicalize thesepropertiesdifferently,buta languagecould, in
principle,morphologicallyspellouteachone.

3.NP-D:anaphoric&deictic

(4) JdRK𝑐,𝑔 = 𝜆𝑃𝜆𝑠. 𝜄𝑥
[
𝑃 (𝑥)(𝑠)∧R(→𝑥,S )(𝑠)

]
iff∃!𝑥

[
𝑃 (𝑥)(𝑠) ∧ R(→𝑥,S )(𝑠)

]
. R: deictic relation;→: demonstration;S : speaker

(5) Jd𝑖K𝑐,𝑔 = 𝜆𝑃𝜆𝑠. 𝜄𝑥
[
𝑃 (𝑥)(𝑠)∧𝑔(𝑖) = 𝑥

]
iff ∃!𝑥

[
𝑃 (𝑥)(𝑠) ∧ 𝑔(𝑖) = 𝑥

]
𝑖: index

4.D-NP-D:anti-uniqueness

• Pre-nominalmorpheme=reduplicativemorphemeRed,PF features: D.
•Mismatchedcombinationsareungrammatical,neverastandaloneD
• NP-modifier;numberagreementwithNP
(6) *he

pRox
lekhabu
book

saw/
dist/

*saw
dist

lekhabu
book

hi/
pRox/

*he lekhabu
pRox-book

(7) saw-*(ng)
dist-pl

mikhual
guest

saw-(*ng)
dist-pl

an
3.pl

chhuak
leave

dawn
mod

Int:Theguests (over there)are leaving.’
(8) JRedK𝑐,𝑔=𝜆𝑃𝜆𝑠𝜆𝑥 .𝑃 (𝑥)(𝑠) iff ∃𝑠′𝑠 ≤ 𝑠′|𝑃 (𝑥)(𝑠′) | > 1

(9) Thespeakerandaddresseearehikingandthe sun looksmagnificent.
a. ni saw en teh

sun DIST look IMP
‘Lookat thesun(over there)!’

b. #saw ni saw en teh
DIST sun DIST look IMP
Int: ‘Lookat thesun(over there)!’

Deictic?

Contrastive? Marked functional/global use?
Y N Y N

Deictic
demonstrative

Deictic
definite

Anaphoric
demonstrative

Anaphoric
definite

5. CuttingtheD-expressionspie

• In linewithAhn(2022,2025), anactofdemonstrationcontributesat-issue
meaningofaD-expression,butnotexclusive todemonstratives.

(10) ASpanishwomanis sitting to the rightofanArgentinianwoman.Thespeaker
pointsat theSpanishwomanandsays: If theyexchangedseats…

a.#dinglam-ah
right-loc

hmeichhia
woman

saw→
dist

Argentinian
Argentinian

a
3.sg

ni
is
ngei
mod

ang
mod

‘Thewomanontheright (whoI’mpointingat)wouldhavebeenArgen-
tinian.’

b.#saw
dist

dinglam-ah
right-loc

hmeichhia
woman

saw→
dist

Argentinian
Argentinian

a
3.sg

ni
is
ngei
mod

ang
mod

‘Thatwomanontheright (whoI’mpointingat)wouldhavebeenArgen-
tinian.’

Prediction:
If a languagehasa linguisticexponentofDthatencodesdeictic information, it
will contribute to theat-issuemeaningof theD-expression.
– IberianSpanishD-expressions (Bombi2025),

(11) #esechico / #elchicoese
thatboy/ theboythat

sería
would.be

argentino
Argentinian

‘. . . thatboy/ theboyontherightwouldbeArgentinian.’

• It is theencodingofanti-uniqueness thatdrives thedivide -asevidenced in
Mizo ( in linewithDayal&Jiang2022).

6.What’s inaname?

• It is true thatanaphoricdemonstratives inMizoarenotaccompaniedbyan
actofdemonstration. In fact, theyoverrideany indexical informationtheD-
expressionmaycarry (Ahn&Davidson2018).

(12) I saw[awater-typePokemon]𝑖. [ThatPokemon]→∗𝑖 lookedhappy.

•Theyneverthelessconstituteadistinctcategoryofexpressionswith their
ownmorphosyntax: D-NP-D.

• Crucially, it is incomplementarydistributionwithanaphoricdefinites (NP-
DI ) (=1c,d)

•Whatever labelweassignto them, theyconstituteadistinctclasscharacter-
izedbytheencodingofanti-uniqueness.
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