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1. Background: definites vs. demonstratives

 Kaplan (1989): demonstratives ~ definites

“true demonstrative” — (i) demonstrative + demonstration
(ii) directly refersto demonstratum

« Hidden Argument Theory: demonstratives ~definites+__
—Elbourne (2008): pronominal layer (index + R)

—Nowak (2019), Dayal & Jiang (2022): anti-uniqueness (#that sun)
- Ahn (2022,2025),Ebertetal. (2020): modalitylinker

e Inherent todemonstratives: deixis
anti-uniqueness

2. Mizo D-expressions

« Mizo (Tibeto-Burman) sheds new light on what definites and demonstra-
tivesencode and where they difter.

« Series of determiner morphemes which create two types of D-expressions:
deictic & anaphoric.

anaphoric
chu

below

khu

above

khi

distal
saw

proximal

hi

« Appearin 2 templates: NP-D & D-NP-D.

« Dayal’s (2026) questionnaire; diagnostics probing the markedness of D-
expressions across discourse conditions.

- Significant overlap but some exceptions: functional uniqueness(1); con-
trastive use (2,3).

Functional uniqueness

(1) Thespeakerisreporting something tothe addresseethat she heard from her
friend Dee. She says: Dee was watching a soccer match, ...

a. Therefereewas partial. b. #That refereewaspartial.

c. referee chu-an tran lam a  nei
referee INDEX-ERG support side 3.sG have

“Thereferee was partial.

d. #chu referee chu-an tran lam a  nei
INDEX referee INDEX-ERG support side 3.sG have

Lit.: "Thatreferee was partial. (Mizo)

Contrastive use
(2)a. Thisdog_,sissleepingand thisdog_,gisrunning.

b. #Thedog_, sissleepingand thedog_,gisrunning.
(3)a.
saw ui saw_ 4 da mu leh saw ui saw_g a tlan
DIST dog DIST 3.sG sleep and bDIST dog DIST 3.G run
“Thatdog_, 4issleeping and that dog_,zisrunning.

b.
#ui  saw_, a mu leh ui saw_g a tlan
dog  DIST 356 sleep and dog  DIsT 3.6 run
Int: "Thatdog_, 4 issleeping and that dog_, gis running. (Mizo)

NP-D expressions:: (English) definites; D-NP-D expressions:: demonstratives
—both anaphoric & deictic D morphemes

.

e Crosslinguistically, there are incrementally informative semantic blocks
that build D-expressions

—uniquenessintherestricted situation (Us )
—anaphoricindex ()
— deictic property (%)

—antiuniquenessinthelargersituation (A Us)

» Particular subset associated with a D-expression determinesits statusasa
demonstrative or definite description.

 Languageslexicalize these properties differently, but alanguage could, in
principle, morphologically spell out each one.

3.NP-D: anaphoric & deictic

(4) [D#]%? = APAs. 1x [P(x) ()N %(—, %) (s)]
ift Hlx [P(X) (S) A %(—>x, 5/) (S)] . X deictic relation; —: demonstration; .”: speaker

ui saw ‘the dog over there’ (roughly)
DPcge> = As. ix[dog(x)(s) A DIST(—y, 8)(s)] iff Ilx[book(x)(s) A DIST(— 5, &) (s)]

Deictic D

NP s, et>
= AsAx.dog(x)(s)

N, et>-ui ‘dog’
= AsAx.dog(x)(s)

D<<s, et>,se>-saw
= AP As. ix|[P(x)(s) A DIsT(—, &) (s)]
iff Alx[P(x)(s) A DIST(—x, §)(s)]

(5) [Di]%Y = APAs. 1x [P(x) (s)Ag(i) = x] iff H!X[P(x) (s) A g(i) = x] i index

ui chu ‘the pre-mentioned dog’
DPse> = As. ix[dog(x)(s) A g(i) = x] iff Slx[dog(x)(s) A g(i) = x]

Anaphoric D

NP<s,et>
= AsAx.dog(x)(s)

N_et>-ui dog’
= AsAx.dog(x)(s)

D<<s,et>,se>‘0hu
= AP As. ix[P(x)(s) A g(i) = x]
iff Alx[P(x)(s) A g(i) = x]
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4. D-NP-D:anti-uniqueness

« Pre-nominal morpheme =reduplicative morpheme RED, PFfeatures: D.
« Mismatched combinations are ungrammatical, never a standalone D
« NP-modifier; number agreement with NP

(6) “he lekhabusaw/ “saw lekhabu hi/ “helekhabu
PROX book  DIST/ DIST book PROX/PROX-book

(7) saw-"(ng) mikhual saw-("ng) an chhuak dawn
DIST-PL  guest DIST-PL  3.pLleave MoOD

Int: The guests (over there) areleaving.
(8) [RED]®Y =APAsAx.P(x)(s) iff ds’s < s"|P(x)(s")| > |

saw ui saw ‘that dog_, 4’
DP<se> = As. ix [dog(x)(s)A DIST(—x, &) (s)] iff Ilx[dog(x)(s) A DIST(—5, &) (s)]
A3s” s, < s’|dog(x)(s")| > 1

Deictic D

Dccs et>,se>-saw
=APAs.ix[P(x)(s)A
DIST (=, &) (s)]
iff Alx[P(x)(s) A pIsT(x, §)(s)]
N’ _5 et>-ui ‘dog’

=AsAx.dog(x)(s)

NP _5 et~ = AsAx.dog(x)(s)
if 3s’ s, < s’|dog(x)(s")]| > 1

RED <<g, et,<s,et>>
=APAsAx.P(x)(s)
iff 3s’ s < s’|P(x)(s")| > 1

where s is provided by the utterance context

AU

PF: RED < saw

(9) Thespeakerand addressee are hiking and the sun looks magnificent.

a. ni saw en teh b. #saw ni saw en teh
sun DIST look IMP DIST sun DIST look IMP

Int: ‘Look at the sun (over there)!’

‘Look at the sun (over there)!’

\

Dei(l:tic?

|
Contrastive?
Y | N Y | N
| | | |
Deictic Deictic Anaphoric Anaphoric
demonstrative definite demonstrative definite

|
Marked functional/global use?

5. Cutting the D-expressions pie

e Inline with Ahn (2022, 2025), an act of demonstration contributes at-issue
meaning of aD-expression, but not exclusive to demonstratives.

(10) A Spanishwomanissitting totheright of an Argentinian woman. The speaker
pointsatthe Spanish woman and says: Ifthey exchanged seats...

a.#dinglam-ah hmeichhia saw_, Argentinian a  ningei ang
right-Loc  woman DIST Argentinian 3.SGis MOD MOD
“The woman on the right (who I'm pointing at) would have been Argen-
tinian.

b. #saw dinglam-ah hmeichhia saw_, Argentinian a
DIST right-Loc woman

ningei ang

DIST Argentinian 3.SG1S MOD MOD
“That woman on the right (who I’m pointing at) would have been Argen-
tinian.

Prediction:

Ifalanguage hasalinguistic exponent of D that encodes deictic information, it
will contribute to the at-issue meaning of the D-expression.

— Iberian Spanish D-expressions (Bombi 2025),

(11) #esechico/#elchicoese seria argentino
thatboy/theboythat would.be Argentinian

"...thatboy/theboy ontheright would be Argentinian.

e Itisthe encoding of anti-uniquenessthat drivesthe divide - asevidenced in
Mizo (inline with Dayal & Jiang 2022).
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6. What’sinaname?

\

e [tistrue thatanaphoric demonstratives in Mizo are not accompanied by an
act of demonstration. Infact, they override any indexical information the D-
expression may carry (Ahn & Davidson 2018).

(12) Isaw[awater-type Pokemon];. [That Pokemon]_,.; looked happy.

« Theynevertheless constitute a distinct category of expressions with their
own morphosyntax: D-NP-D.

e Crucially,itisin complementary distribution with anaphoric definites (NP-
D ys)(=1c,d)

« Whatever label we assign to them, they constitute a distinct class character-
ized by the encoding of anti-uniqueness.
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