








interpretations by means of an OT semantics tableau. The reader may verify that pure
word order constraints such as SC1 and CN2 do not play a part here (both are cither
violated or satisfied by all relevant output candidates). Likewise, in the OT syntax
tableaux of the previous section, the interpretive constraint DOAP is vacuously satisfied.

(26) OT semantics constraint tableau

Input Output DOAP NEW
linguistic s&| anaphoric interpre-
antecedent + tation

scrambled definite .
non-anaphoric

interpretation *
linguistic «| anaphoric interpre-
antecedent + un- | tation *
scrambled definite .

non-anaphoric #

interpretation

Conclusion

The interdependence between word order, default accentuation, and information structure
is only used in the interpretation of (un)scrambled syntactic structures in the absence of
further context and actual accentuation. Contextual information as well as actual
accentuation can result in the activation of a certain interpretation despite the violation
of constraints on the relation between word order and interpretation. Furthermore,
frequency of scrambling of certain types of noun phrases has a considerable impact on
the production of scrambling, partly independent of discourse interpretation. In this paper
I provided an Optimality Theoretic account of the interpretive tendencies that are
associated with scrambling of definites in Dutch.
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