Response to reviewer comments

I want to start by thanking the reviewer for spending precious time to review my paper. I have taken the comments into account in revising the paper, where I agreed with the comment. I must say, however, that I disagreed with a number of the things that the reviewer mentions because, unfortunately, I do not believe that the reviewer is actually very familiar with the core literature on exocentricity, as such, makes bold claims that cannot be defended, judged against what is noted in the core literature on the subject, especially, regarding how widespread exocentricity is in the languages of the world and the relative number of actual studies on the phenomenon. 

Concerning the issue of a critical assessment of Bauer’s typology, I should like to point out that it has been done in two previous studies dedicated to exocentricity in general (Appah 2016a, 2017a) as well as many other studies dedicated to the study of specific classes of compounds that are exocentric (Appah 2016b, 2017b, Appah, Duah and Kambon 2017, Appah 2019). The focus of the present paper is on unearthing the data and providing impetus for studies of exocentricity in languages closer to Akan which has been the subject of an extensive study, thus, this paper is light in the theoretical issues that have been previously discussed. I refer interested readers to where more critical appraisal of Bauer’s work can be found.

In the following, I respond to the various issues raised and what I have done in response, if I agreed with the suggestion.


Reviewer B:
MS title: A survey of exocentric compounds in the three Kwa languages: Akan, Ewe and Ga
General opinion
The paper attempts to provide a taxonomy of exocentric compounds in the Kwa languages by drawing mostly on the typology of Bauer (2008). By drawing on examples mentioned in the relevant literature, it comes to the conclusion that three of the five types established by Bauer do exist in the investigated languages. The paper does, however, acknowledge that “further refinement” (p. 19). is required for a more nuanced classification of the compound types.
I absolutely agree with this observation – and this, in fact, is one of the major shortfalls of the paper as such. I very much miss a critical assessment of Bauer’ typology, for example, as well as the inclusion of other authors, who have provided more detailed typologies of exocentric compounds (it is left unexplained why hasn’t the author hasn’t consulted these). 

	Response:
I doubt very much that there is any more detailed typology of exocentric compounds beyond Bauer’s work. I make this clear in this paper (see section 2) and in previous ones on the typology of exocentric compounds.

Conflation of metaphorical compounds with metonymical ones is also a very simplified and unjustified approach, which goes against any typology or classification I know about in the relevant literature. I definitely suggest revising the paper along these lines (pls see detailed comments below). 

	Response:
This has been modified and the class of metaphorical compounds reinstated, reverting to Bauer’s original proposal.

Decision: revisions required.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Detailed remarks
· The first problem starts with the abstract. It is not clear what is the puzzle that the paper addresses – what is the relevance (the point) of the paper and why. Why should bahuvrihi compounds be investigated in these three Kwa languages This should be made explicit here.

Response:
The motivation for the study has been provided in the abstract and the introduction. 

· It should be clearly explained why the author selected these three Kwa languages (and not others).
· top of p. 2: “the same cannot be said…”: that exocentric compounds are very common or that they haven’t received a lot of attention or both? Note that I don’t agree with any of these comments (see below).

Response:
· The reviewer’s disputing of this claim surprises me quite a bit. This statement was not made in a vacuum, it was compared to the amount of studies carried out on endocentric compounds. This is an accepted fact, part of the received wisdom, which every study of exocentric compounds acknowledges. It cannot just be wished away. We need people to study the phenomenon in specific languages and cross-linguistically. I pointed out that there are just two typological studies on exocentricity, the most extensive one being Bauer’s, but even that was based on data gleaned from Grammars, not from studies on exocentric compounds per se.

· 2: please provide example for a “formally exocentric compound” (and of third paragraph). 

Response:
· It is done, but this had been provided in abundance in the paper, under transpositional exocentric compounds.  

· 2, last paragraph: “Exocentric compounds are generally considered…”: it remains unspecified in the paper what definition the author uses for “exocentric compound” – the semantic or the syntactic (formal) one, or conflates these? Pls provide a definition of exocentricity that the paper will adhere to, and justify why this definition has been selected (as opposed to others).

Response:
· A definition is provided at the beginning of the paper. I only show which further distinctions are proposed in the literature and exemplify it. Besides, for each exocentric compound type, we indicate the nature of the exocentricity, whether formal or semantic.

· It is a mistake to claim that exocentric compounds are “rare” in the languages of the world. First, as pointed out by Guevara and Scalise (2009), exocentric compounds (especially those that are based upon metaphor and/or metonymy) are quite common in a vast number of the world’s languages. 

Response:
· This objection cannot be sustained, given that the maximum number of languages that Guevara and Scalise have based their studies of exocentricity on is 17 (Guevara and Scalise 2009) only two of which (Chinese and Korean) are spoken outside of Europe. See Appah (2017a:140). How does one depend on this to claim that “exocentric compounds (especially those that are based upon metaphor and/or metonymy) are quite common in a vast number of the world’s languages”?

· In their large-scale typological study of word-formation in the world’s languages, Štekauer et al. (2012: 80) found 30 languages out of their representative sample of 55 that possessed exocentric combinations. These thirty languages covered all major morphological types (agglutinative, fusional, isolating and polysynthetic) and came from sixteen language families. In Štekauer et al.’s (2012: 82) view, the widespread occurrence of exocentrism in the world’s languages suggests “a relatively strong position of figurativeness in natural languages” on the one hand, and a tendency towards a more speaker-friendly economy of expression (as opposed to a more listener-friendly clarity of expression).

Responses:
· This is a rather bold claim. I refer to studies of exocentricity in these languages. The fact that Štekauer et al (2012) found what they believe to be exocentric combinations does not mean that exocentric compounds actually abound in the languages as the objection seems to suggest. I am also not sure how a study based on 55 languages can be classified as large-scale. I have indicated the present study shows that exocentricity may not be that rare. However, there is no basis for claiming that exocentric compounds are widespread. That will be a hasty generalization. 

· 3: “there aren’t many studies of exocentric compounds…”: pls revise this in light of the above, as well as Barcelona (2011) and Benczes (2006). The latter two offer very detailed typologies for metonymical (and metaphorical) compounds. 

Response:
An important point that the reviewer misses is that these two do not regard such constructs as exocentric (see, Benczes 2015). An assessment of their position on the exocentricity of such constructs is beyond the scope of the present paper.

· The author should consider incorporating these studies into the analysis – or at least justify why the classification in the paper is based upon Bauer (2008) and not these two. 

Response:
The reason is given in Appah (2017a:140), where it is argued that it is as yet the only veritable cross-linguistic study of exocentricity.


· In fact, I very much miss a critical assessment of Bauer (2008) in the paper and why this typology forms the basis of the paper. If these points are not explained, then the paper is nothing more but an attempt at analysing three selected Kwa languages on the basis of a particular typology. Does this prove or disprove a relevant aspect of compounding in Akan, Ga and Ewe; and can the paper add anything to the international literature on bahuvrihi? At present I don’t see these questions answered.

Response:
It is the critical assessment of Bauer’s work (Bauer 2008, 2010) that led me to posit modification of the types posited. This was done in two previous studies. Even here in this paper, I have indicated how I believe the knowledge we gain from the present studies prompts further adjustment of the types of exocentric compounds. 

· The author conflates metonymical compounds (such itsirkese, “head-big”) with metaphorical ones (zavu, “night-car”). The only explanation that the author offers for this is that “the constructs that fit Bauer’s description of metaphorical compounds are subsumed under bahuvrihi compounds” (p. 5). This is unacceptable reasoning for the reason that it implies that a metonymy (and a metonymical compound for that matter) is the same as a metaphor (i.e., as a metaphorical compound).

Response:
The point was that those compounds were previously thought to be subtypes of bahuvrihi compounds. In the present study, the class of metaphorical compounds has been “reinstated”.
 
· Based on the author’s reasoning, any metaphor is a metonymy, on the account that it depicts a “property” of the entity, which is clearly wrong. 

Response:
This claim does not come from my paper. I believe the reviewer should have considered our definition of bahuvrihi and the subtypes posited before making such a statement. See response to previous comment above. 

· I first suggest identifying those compounds in the corpus that are metaphorical and which are thus not bahuvrihi (see Barcelona or Benczes if in doubt), then subsume the former under a new category of “metaphorical compounds” – or drop them altogether from the paper (if the author only wishes to focus on bahuvrihis).  

Response 
The class is reinstated.

· Language: The paper should be checked overall for grammar and typos. Some illustrative examples: “constituent” instead of “constituents” (top of p. 2); “relevant to contemporary study” (p. 2); no comma required after parenthesis in line 4, p. 5; “pointinb” (p. 15); etc.
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