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 DFG (German Research Foundation) project: Syntactic description of 

Central and Southern Selkup dialects: a corpus based analysis (WA 

3153/3-1) 

 130 previously published texts  

 112 of them in Central and Southern Selkup 

 Using already existing data, making it available for modern corpus 

based research 

 Only written materials 

Introduction 
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Northern  

Selkup 

Central and 

Southern 

Selkup 



- 112 texts from 35 different speakers 

- Covering 3 genres: folklore (82), narrative (23), 

translation (7) 

- All text are published in various sources: 

 

 

 

 

Data: texts 
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-Bajdak / Maksimova (2002, 2013, 2015) 
-Bajdak / Tuchkova (2004) 
-Bekker (1980) 
-Bykonia et al (1996) 
-Dul’zon (1966a, 1966b) 
-Grigorovskiy (1879) 
 

-Korobeinikova (2014) 
- Kuz’mina (1967, 1977) 
-Morev et al (1981) 
-Szabó (1966, 1967) 
-Tuchkova / Helimski (2010) 
-Tuchkova / Wagner-Nagy (2015) 
 



- Covering eight dialects: 

- Central: Narym, Tym, Vasyugan 

- Southern: Chaya, Ket (Upper, Middle, Lower Ket), Middle Ob 

Data: dialects 
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Data: texts per dialect 
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Workflow 
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Kuzmina 1967, pp. 320|328 
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 65 texts – 2,290 sentences, 14,024 tokens 

 25 speakers (21 female, 3 male, 1 unknown) 

 Date of recording: 1961–2014 

 Covering three genres: 50 folklore texts, 14 narratives and 1 

translation 

 34 Central and 31 Southern Selkup texts 

Subcorpus for the present study 
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 The difference between existential and locative 

sentences is marked by word order: 

 Existential: (Loc) – Th – Cop 

 Locative: Th – Loc – Cop  

 

 Possessive sentences are mostly structured like 

existential sentences (with an additional possessive 

suffix): Loc – Th(px) – Cop 

Locative, existential and possessive sentences 
in Central and Southern Selkup 
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Existential sentence:  

(1) Central Selkup, Narym 

 Nača-t    hombla maːn  e-ɣa. 

there-LOC.ADV   five  house be-AOR.3SG 

 ‘There are five houses.’ (SAI_1984_StoryAboutLifeLong_nar.030) 

 

Locative sentence:  

(2) Central Selkup, Narym 

 Kɨba-qup    tweː-l    čebo-ɣɨt   e-ppa. 

small-human.being  birchbark-ADJZ  cradle-LOC  be-HAB.3SG 

 ‘The child was in the cradle.’ (SAA_1984_MyGrandmother_nar.007) 
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Possessive sentence: 

(3) Central Selkup, Vasyugan 

 ma-nan  ando-m   ɛ-ja. 

 I-LOC.AN  boat-PX.1SG  be-AOR.3SG 

 ‘I have a boat.’ (ChDN_1983_HerosDaughter_flk.035) 
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Possessive sentence without possessive suffix:  

(4) Southern Selkup, Middle Ob 

 tab-la-nan    ɛ-zаː-dɨt    ɛlʼmаːd-la:.  

 s/he-PL-LOC.AN   be-PST-3PL   child-PL 

 ‘They had children.’ (:ILP_1981_ItjaOneEyedDevil_flk.002) 
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Possessive sentence with dropped possessor (px is kept then): 

(5) Central Selkup, Narym 

 Nagur   neː-di    e-ku-nda. 

 three    daughter-PX.3SG  be-ITER-INFER.3SG 

 ‘He had three daugthers.’ (SAA_1971_ThreeSisters_flk.002) 
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Summary: possessive sentences 

Word order Number of sentences 

pos(gen) + pp + th(px) (+cop) 4 

th(px) (+cop) 20 

Word order Number of sentences 

pos(Loc) +th(px) (+cop) 15 

pos(Loc) +th (+cop) 12 

th(px) (+cop) 8 

th (+cop) 2 

N: 

S/C: 



- Existential sentences keep the word order Loc – Th 

very strictly if the location is expressed 

- So do possessive sentences 

- Locative sentences are usually Th – Loc but there are 

some exeptions 

- Copula in all three types of sentences is variabel in 

use and placing 

Notes about word order: 
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(6) Central Selkup, Tym 

 Nʼaro-kɨn   e-ja    na   tu. 

 swamp-LOC be-AOR.3SG this  lake 

 ‘This lake is at the swamp.’ (KFN_1967_HumanSizedPike_flk.011) 

 

In all examples found with the exceptional word order, a definiteness 

marker is overt: demonstrative pronouns, possessive marking... 

Exeption in locative sentences: Loc – Th  
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 The theme of an existential sentence cannot be 

definite 

 While in locative sentences it mostly is 

 Milsark (1977), Leonetti (2008) and many others 

 Modifying elements 

 

(11a) There is a cat. vs. *There is the cat. 

(11b) Es gibt eine Katze. vs. *Es gibt die Katze. 

 

Definiteness effect 
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strong DPs weak DPs 

Proper names Number determiners 

Demonstratives Quantifiers as ‘such’, ‘many’, ‘few’ 

Possessive markers 

Universals 

Strong and weak DPs in Central and Southern 
Selkup 
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 Strong DPs can only be found in locative sentences 

 Weak DPs favor existentital sentences 

(following Wagner-Nagy 2016: 233 for 

Nganasan) 

Some modifying elements can be regarded as indefinite (weak DPs), whereas others mark 
the DP as definite (strong DPs) 
 



Possessive marking:  

(7) Southern Selkup, Middle Ket 

 teb-ɨ-n  pidə-t  tʼuː-n   puːčo-ɣən. 

 he-EP-GEN  nest-3SG earth-GEN  inside-LOC 

 ‘His nest is in the ground’ (KMS_1966_MouseGray_flk.005) 

 

Demonstrative pronoun (repeated): 

(8) Central Selkup, Tym 

 Nʼaro-kɨn   e-ja    na   tu. 

 swamp-LOC be-AOR.3SG.S this  lake 

 ‘This lake is at the swamp.’ (KFN_1967_HumanSizedPike_flk.011) 

 

 

 

Strong DPs in Central and Southern Selkup 
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Number determiner:  

(9) Central Selkup, Narym 

 Nača-t    hombla maːn  e-ɣa. 

there-LOC.ADV   five  house be-AOR.3SG 

 ‘There are five houses.’ (SAI_1984_StoryAboutLifeLong_nar.030) 

 

Quantifier: 

(10) Southern Selkup, Middle Ob 

 Swɛšk kotiŋ   ɛː-ja. 

 cone  many   be-AOR.3SG 

 ‘There are many cones.’ (SMS_1980_ItjaForest_flk.030) 

 

Weak DPs in Central and Southern Selkup 
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 In Central and Southern Selkup strong DPs only occur in locative 

sentences 

 Existential and locative sentences differ only in regards to word order 

 Available data suggests that unquantified DPs in existential sentences cannot receive a 

definite interpretation 

 Word order is used to mark definiteness 

 If there is a special marker for definiteness (a strong DP), the word order is variable in 

locative sentences 

 

Definiteness effect in Central and Southern 
Selkup 
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Thank you  
for your attention! 
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