For example, historically prefixed words such as contain, refuse or submit have been treated as complex in: ➢ early generative phonology (notably [START_REF] Chomsky | The Sound Pattern of English[END_REF]) ➢ the Guierrian School [START_REF] Guierre | Essai sur l'accentuation en anglais contemporain[END_REF][START_REF] Fournier | Manuel d'anglais oral[END_REF][START_REF] Trevian | English Suffixes: Stress-assignment Properties, Productivity, Selection and Combinatorial Processes[END_REF] In subsequent generative literature, these words are essentially treated as simplex even if some authors, such as [START_REF] Hammond | The Phonology of English: A Prosodic Optimality-Theoretic Approach[END_REF], note that " [w]hile most speakers of English are incapable of assigning any sort of meaning to elements like ob-, they are aware that it forms some sort of building-block in the vocabulary of English […] It is an open question whether to treat Latinate elements as morphemes or not".

There is now ample evidence that these opaque prefixed words have phonological properties that differentiate them from simplex words:

➢ Stress in verbs [START_REF] Guierre | Essai sur l'accentuation en anglais contemporain[END_REF]; Dabouis & Fournier to appear) ➢ Stress in nouns [START_REF] Guierre | Essai sur l'accentuation en anglais contemporain[END_REF]) ➢ The diachronic evolution of verb/noun pairs [START_REF] Sonderegger | Variation and change in English noun/verb pair stress: Data and dynamical systems models[END_REF]) ➢ Vowel reduction in the initial pretonic position (many references, recently confirmed empirically Dabouis & Fournier 2019) ➢ Vowel reduction in the final syllable of disyllabic words with initial primary stress [START_REF] Guierre | Essai sur l'accentuation en anglais contemporain[END_REF]) ➢ Weak stress preservation (Dabouis 2020) ➢ Phonotactics: medial consonant clusters [START_REF] Guierre | Mots composés anglais et agrégats consonantiques. 5ème Colloque d'Avril sur l'anglais oral[END_REF][START_REF] Hammond | The Phonology of English: A Prosodic Optimality-Theoretic Approach[END_REF] There is also evidence from psycholinguistics that opaque prefixed words are treated as complex entities by speakers: ➢ Lexical decision tasks [START_REF] Taft | Lexical storage and retrieval of prefixed words[END_REF][START_REF] Taft | Visual and auditory recognition of prefixed words[END_REF][START_REF] Taft | Interactive-activation as a framework for understanding morphological processing[END_REF][START_REF] Forster | Masked priming for prefixed words with bound stems: Does submit prime permit?[END_REF][START_REF] Pastizzo | Morphological processing: A comparison between free and bound stem facilitation[END_REF][START_REF] Coch | All morphemes are not the same: accuracy and response times in a lexical decision task differentiate types of morphemes[END_REF] ➢ Reading studies [START_REF] Rastle | Lexical and Nonlexical Print-to-Sound Translation of Disyllabic Words and Nonwords[END_REF][START_REF] Ktori | Prefixes repel stress in reading aloud: Evidence from surface dyslexia[END_REF][START_REF] Ktori | Cues to Stress Assignment in Reading Aloud[END_REF][START_REF] Treiman | Cues to stress in English spelling[END_REF] ➢ ERP [START_REF] Mckinnon | Morphological decomposition involving non-productive morphemes: ERP evidence[END_REF]contradicted by Coch et al. 2013) Place names in Dutch The subset used in this presentation contains 2344 words ➢ An additional 176 words in -ton are included in the analysis of words with a closed penult (data collection incomplete elsewhere)

Data

In that data: ➢ 109 terminal elements, occurring between 1 and 293 times ➢ Most (95%) are homographic with a free word (henceforth "free"; e.g.

-water, -bridge, -town) although some have undergone reductions (e.g.

-ford, -shire, -borough) ➢ The remaining ones are -berg, -brooke, -cliffe, -keld, -maglen, -ville,wark, -wich, -wick, -wych → found in 123 words (5% of the data)henceforth "bound"

➢ 1681 initial elements, occurring between 1 and 15 times -bolt, -bourn, -brook, -castle, -church, -dale, -field,fleet, -grave, -head, -heaton, -house, -kirk, -pool, -port, -shaw, -side, -thwaite, -town, -water, -wood … Systematic variation 2 14

-broke, -stead Instability 23 790

-bell, -chester, -cote, -gate, -haven, -land, -ledge, -man, -more, -mouth, -stone, -wall, -wold … Among the constituents that show unstable behaviour, there are diverse configurations: 37 5 14 11 2 7 3 2 8 10 4 8 1 6 4 14 10 5 1 1 1 Assuming that having a full vowel in the last element is the mark that that element forms a phonological domain, we have two options [START_REF] Kaye | Derivations and interfaces[END_REF] analyses in Prosodic Phonology):

1. ((X)Y) 2. ((X)(Y))
Option 1 corresponds to what is usually assumed for words with neutral suffixes, Option 2 corresponds to that assumed for compounds Both of these options capture most of the empirical facts described before, and only differ in the two just mentioned

An analysis

This would entail that ➢ certain final constituents are treated like stems and mapped onto a phonological domain ➢ others are treated like suffixes and are not mapped onto a phonological domain ➢ some oscillate between the two categories Semantically, we can make an analysis that is similar to that proposed by [START_REF] Köhnlein | The morphological structure of complex place names: the case of Dutch[END_REF]: these items are underspecified and only mark places or persons An analysis Therefore, we have:

In the cases in which the first constituent ends in <s> -/s, z/, we might need an extra domain to account for 4-or 5-consonant clusters which violate the sonority contour if they're only split in two: Ronaldsway → (((ˈrɒnəld)z)(weɪ ))

Huntsville → (((ˈhʌnt)s)(vɪl))

Morphology [[X] stem [Y] stem ] word [[X] stem [Y] suffix ] word Semantics Place/Person Place/Person Phonology ((X)(Y)) ((X)Y)
We saw evidence that proper names that contain recurring elements have phonological behaviours that differ from those of simplex words

They can be analysed as compounds or as words with neutral suffixes, even though they are semantically opaque This is new evidence that opaque morphological constituents may be relevant to the phonology

Conclusion

It may be more intuitive to say that there is structure in Washington or Greenfield than in admit or sustain, but the available evidence points to complexity in both cases Some questions for future research concerns the learnability of such structures: ➢ some argue that the recurrence of elements is what makes them learnable, but how to know how many is enough? and are initial or final elements more important?

Thank you for your attention! 
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Three-consonant clusters 

Phonotactics

Superheavy syllables Harris (1994: 69) notes that internal superheavy VVC syllables sometimes occur, but if they do, they are almost invariably closed by a coronal consonant that is homorganic with the following consonant (e.g. launder /ˈlɔːndə/, poultry /ˈpəʊltri/)

In the dataset, only 76/278 (27%) words with internal VVC syllables do not check one of these conditions ➢ 42/278 (15%): the C is not a coronal ➢ 191/278 (69%): the C is not homorganic with the following C Summary All the phonological behaviours which we have reviewed contradict the idea that such words should be treated as simplex Their behaviour resembles that of words with neutral suffixes or compounds Only two processes may allow us to distinguish those two categories: ➢ vowel reduction in the final constituent: near-systematic in suffixes but not in compounds ➢ word-internal /i/: systematic in compounds in relevant configurations, but not in suffixed words

Stress

Trisyllables with a closed penult Among words whose only pronunciation isn't antepenultimate stress, no other pattern clearly emerges : 

Word-medial clusters

The free or bound status of the final element is not related to the presence of such clusters (no statistical difference)