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Aim: The Greek particle ke ‘and’ takes part in pseudocoordination (PseCo) which
differs from Standard Coordination (StaCo) in displaying a single-event reading despite
the presence of two verbs. The modal verb horo ‘can’ can participate as V1 in PseCo,
in addition to preceding a complement na-clause as a control predicate. While the modal
contribution of boro in na-clauses has been well established (Roussou 2009, Tsangalidis
2009), its role in ke-clauses remains unexplored. To tackle this, I compare PseCo with
boro na-clauses, both of which exhibit modal interpretation. In the former, boro ‘can’
functions as a dynamic (ability) modal, whereas in the latter, it allows for the main types
of modality depending on morphosyntactic conditions. The comparison feeds the
discussion regarding the modal-auxiliaries in Greek and subsequently the syntax of the
semi-auxiliary V1 in PseCo.
Data: The Greek verb boro ‘can’ is an ability predicate with a semi-auxiliary status
functioning as a modal. In the inflected form, it contributes a dynamic or a deontic
modality (1a). In the impersonal use, it encodes epistemic modality (1b).
(1) (a) Boro na horevo/ na horepso.

can.1SG.NPFV.NPST  to dance.lSG.NPFV.NPST/ to dance.1SG.PFV.NPST

‘I am allowed to dance/ I can dance.’

(b) Bori na horevo/ na horepso.

can.3SG.NPFV.NPST to talk.1SG.NPFV.NPST/  to talk.1SG.PFV.NPST

‘It is possible that I dance (now)/ It is possible that I (will) dance.’
In the inflected form the modal-auxiliary horo ‘can’ is an obligatory Control predicate,
and it can surface either before ((2a)-(3a)) or after the clausal complement ((2b)-(3b)).

(2) (a) Boro nahorevo/  *horevis.  (b) Na horevo/ *horevis boro.
can.1SG to dance.1SG/ dance.2SG to dance.1SG/ dance.2SG can.1SG
‘I am allowed to dance/ *you dance.” ‘I am allowed to dance/ *you dance.’
(3) (a) Boro  na horepso/ *horepsis.  (b) Na horepso/  *horepsis boro.
can.1SG to dance.18G/ dance.2SG to dance.1SG/ dance.2SG can.1SG
‘I can dance/ *you dance.’ ‘I can dance/ *you dance.’

Moreover, when inflected, boro ‘can’ is present in PseCo with only the reading of
dynamic (ability) modality, with no permission reading possible (4). PseCo displays the
constructional make-up of coordination featuring the coordinator ke ‘and’, yet with the
semantics of subordination. The modal-auxiliary and the predicate in the ke-clause
share the same tense and aspect specifications and have the same subject.

(4) Boro ke milao/ *miliso.
can.1SG.NPFV.NPST and talk.1SG.NPFV.NPST/ talk.2SG.PFV.NPST
‘I can talk.’
Furthermore, contrary to boro na-clauses, PseCo prohibits conjunct reversibility (5).
(5) (a) Boro ke milao. (b) *Ke milao  boro.
can.1sG and talk.1SG and talk.1SG can.1SG
‘I can talk.’ “*And talk I can.’

In this respect, PseCo is significantly different from boro na-clauses.

Previous account and proposal: Modality in boro na-clauses is triggered by the
lexical semantics of V1, which is an ability predicate, and further settled as an interplay
of the morphosyntactic specifications between V1 and V2 (Roussou 2009). I propose
that modality in PseCo results merely from the modal-auxiliary V1, which retains its
lexical semantics as an ability predicate. Its intermediate position on the
grammaticalization cline (Tsangalidis 2009) prevents it from being a fully functional
verb, thus appearing in a semi-auxiliary position in the structure. Due to the fact that it
carries tense specifications and does not contribute as an epistemic marker, I assume
that it merges in a position below T responsible for the dynamic modality reading
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(Cinque 1999, Barbiers 2002). Then it moves to T to realize inflection features. The
inflected V2 follows in a coordination configuration (Zhang 2010).

(6) [C [TP boro [Moddynamic bere [T’ ke [TP milao [VP mitae]]]]]]

The coordinator ke introduces an intermediate projection and percolates the T features
from V2 (Zhang 2010). The tense features of ke-V2 align with those of V1. This
contrasts with the structure of the boro na-clause, which is tense-deficient and thus
bound to the temporal reference of the matrix predicate. Only in the boro ke-clause do
the two predicates share a simultaneous temporal reference. The single event reading
arises as an interpretative reflex of this temporal identity.

Predictions: I suggest that the single event reading in PseCo results from the
combination of a verb with the status of a semi-auxiliary predicate and a lexical V2.
This analysis predicts that the occurrence of boro ‘can’ as a modal auxiliary and as a
lexical verb is not a case of homophony. It is rather a case of polysemy, where the same
lexical item occupies different syntactic positions within the structure, contributing
distinct semantic functions depending on the environment. Moreover, it predicts the
incompatibility of PseCo with epistemic verbs on a V1 position, since for an epistemic
interpretation to arise, the complement must contain an infinitival/ tense-deficient verb
(Barbiers 1995, 2002).

Conclusion: It was demonstrated that, in addition to preceding na-clauses, boro ‘can’
also functions as a modal auxiliary in Greek PseCo. Within PseCo, boro ‘can’ retains
its lexical semantics as an ability predicate. However, due to its semi-lexical status, it
is best understood as an auxiliary verb that contributes to the event interpretation of the
lexical verb (V2).
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