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Complexity trade-off in agglutinative languages

Wenchao Li (Zhejiang University)

EE

AMZEIL 9 DOFREIRIZDIZS 16 DBESIED 25 OV V=" 7 ZFfH L, ERER
X LRBIAO RN & OFBABIRE - 7o, WRERE D SII T XA L OBENE I E
FEE S EBEPES Y A ATl 72, FBIROFRMEIZa A VERE S = he & —TEf
B LTz, SR OFER, IREZENEE THNIH 1T L, EBIEN LV FiRICR S, HREL
FENEDRINCIZ D2 0 SMCHEABMR N 5 D Z L R SN, HMHESD L — FA 7 Gl & &
T TS5, 9 DOFREHEOF T . A—A MR TiE. 7707 VT 55 N7 U ¢ XL,
TNEAGE A KT =0T 5 7T NGB TEEMIC LRI S ZEMES KV &
HHA Lz, bz s oA 70« N2 B0 — 581X, S, V. O OflAEbEOE S
N HANT VAR TND Z &N ESNT-, [ U SFERNICIERE - FBIED /3 BN 58 2 7=
T TIVEEIRIL T 4 VERIRDS T 4 2 U ANGEIRE VT H Y ; TOHX A GEHEIXE  AVEE
IRDTF = )V 7 FEIR LV ks CTh D, FEE—FGED—imH> b S aa R BEA anfa (24 [E FE 4 15
WZEAT D0 EBELTHER BESHEOREIEEHEDESWSEEOLA ., BEENTEEMICE
B ChIITEN L BESFEOIAN A HRIZR 5 LFEDD W,

1. [FL®HIC

AN O SFEIL, EHEDEIRY T, BEERICHEMAE S N T D HIAIRR S AT LT D (Fenk-
Oczlon and Pilz2021), Z®OHAIMED 1 i complex trade off TH 5, FiEND 1 DOEH
TR, R, W50, BWRGRR L) DR SN TV D 5E. BB ML X 5 EH
N D, SFEMEIER CFREOEME S 2RBLTE 5 L 9 IZfRD(Menzerath’s law 1954; Shosted
2006; Sinnemiiki 2014; Fenk-Oczlon and Fenk 2014), X ® kL — KA 7 {K#Hi1% Sapir (1921)
Pk & £ S ERSHEAHM TGRS T T HE-SHi-HEE (Coloma 2017), FHA- G
(Shosted 2006), FZHE-%3C (Jakobson 1936; McFadden 2003; Koplenig 2017; Yan & Liu 2021,

Li, Liu, Xiong 2022), b L — RAT7DOEZ FIZHBITFHEELRMEMIL, FL—REFT7RE
DRERNLT D0, EOFEELRNSHOLEK O, EEREHEZRTHrEN) RICH D,
BOIORMBERIZEA L T EAEDEIX, FL— RAE7I3—5HoSEICL2b0THD
EZEZLINTND, Bl IE, HEEHTZ D OFHINZ NI E, BHibV OERITD 2720,
EHiHTZ 0 OGEERNZIFE, BRI — R 307 e 0 BN — AN 2 5I1Z L, i
JIEo> B HE 3 i & 5 (Fenk-Oczlon and Fenk 1999; Shosted 2006; Sinnemiki 2008, 2014; Miestamo
2009; Koplenig et al. 2017), 2 & H O REESIZEI L CTiL. Fenk-Oczlon * Pilz (2021) 13 555
DOFFROWFNT — & & LR, TRV A X, FHV A X, HiFoR X, XHoEs L
N O ORI OFBBMR AR CE 7=, ZEBOT, FEOEMI N R LEZETH L L EE L,

T widelia@zju.edu.cn
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ﬁﬁ%m%~7ym\ﬁﬁL%M\KB%£@%?%%@@&ﬁH% R0 = T iR &
1O BAREFHLI DY — L F v &V BREIEOERBAIZ RN & GEIED Fiktk & DO
HERZAZET 5, NAZGE, ALY —538, TA N=T 58, 74 T2 K, N B U —3E,
HARGE, ~7—7 4 —if, X I)VEE TVTFE. MVagk, UvA JNEE WY T TV
— REE, UA BT A RRUTEE, 2T NEED 16 OBEFBEXNGE L, 2= "—HL
KBRS D 25 OFERAT & a— 2201 5, TRRERYE ) ST, BEIEEERERYE )
& (MAMR: Cech and Kubat 2018) & /3T %A AOBENFEE YA X (MAMSP: Xanthos and
Gillis 2010) @ 2 SOFEEIZ L > THIE SN D, FEIEOZZRIEOHEIC 251 L E
(COS) &= hm E— (ENTR: Shannon 1948; Chen et al. 2016, Bentz et al. 2017; Yan and Liu
2021; Lietal. 2022) 2MEF S5, A7~ ONERFEBMR ST Z $ oo R o BEsEM: 4 1
D

2. ARAE

21 7=ty b

LT ) =" 7 BRSNS 2.4 DOUFVERE ZAN=TEE 2 2OV U —~
IW 747 Rk 2 2OV V=) At —3GF (1 2OV U= 7)) N

—5E (1 DOV U= 32 7):b). 4 DOTNVHEAGE: 7V Y — i (1 DOV ) —R2 7)),
HYFTEE (1 DOV ) —2 7)) hVAFE 2 2OV =R T) UATIVEE (1 DD
U= 27Y),0).2 DD RTF T 4 Xl ZINEE 2 DDV —N_U 7)) FLTE (1 DDV
U= 7 )d). A R T—=VTEOYT—T 44—k (1 DOV U —"2T)e). 7707
CTRIV T REITRRE (1 OOV = T) f), =V 2 IREESEY &

TEE (1 OOV =2 TY)9). 1 DONATEE (1 DOV U —s32 7)) h)., F—A ha X
“/7% 1 2: A RRTTRE B 2OV ) —s307), HRGE(=ZDDY ) —2 7)), £ 1
i, YU =R OFEMER LET,

BIFFRBT DY V=R T IETFA M FARET IR NI TREI5TWDE (T a7,
WA=, T vay, LEGL EE =2—A, LEa— Y= ¥, UxT U
4F), £ T, 3= RRADOY A APERICHEZ B L5080 RN AETTZ, =
—NAY A ADFEB I/ NRICMA D720, LT OREEIT o7, a2 —/SAOHR TlR/hD =
—NRAEIF T =T 4 —Fh, 3847 HEETH LM, a— /A% 4 DOV T a3 —,3Z:3000 ~—
72,9000 h—27 2 12000 h—27 v, BLOEE =7 YTy D, KIZ, &
VT a—RAD 5 DDA MY 7 AMEEFE L, FHEEZHES, S5, ARIEETE, S,
O, V oRZRIXOMEFEZHREL, FHUHELZID Z LT 5,
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2.2 {6588
22.1 BREHEMNS

= RAY A AOFBELER/NRICIMZ D7D, TFA MDY T2y bOXZA T b—07 v
e (TTR) A 7 v 7 AP Z IR LERT 5, HEET ¥ A OB FHIZERME 2
£ %, Covington & McFall (2010) DOBEFEL TTR (MATTR) A4 LT, #EF & s
BOBESEZHET D, MATTR (W)word form! ZIRD TR D B 5,

TV HF
W(N-W+1)
N ZTHFZFOHFA R, W ZT U X LBIRENTY 4> RUDHA X ThD, F (13,
EDT 42 Ry A ROIEREROBIETH S, AARGES MV IER EOBEEICIL 2 &
HOFERRD D, —DIFFEROBE (SVLWV-SUNLo7), b9 —2i3RE (EUL
W SWNLA), BITSFEICBE LT, s8ICITEYT (kind — kinder) & JRZE (kind — kindness)
WD, KAFFED T 42 R A KT 500 U— KiZ3 5, MATTR (W)word form (F3E5 12 &
STELNDET 4 RO TTR Thbd, &7 4> Ko TTR 1L, [FEEORIC L - TH
fFEhs,

MATTR (W)word form =

N-W+1
Yima L

MATTR (W)word lemma = m

N EZ7FA POV AR W IET U FARIRENTZT 4 FUDY A X THD, Lildk, —
EDT 4 KT YA ROPLRIROEIETH 5, MATTR (W)word lemma [S3EHEIC L KT
4 RU®D TIR ThH %, MAMR (I, GBI OZERME L MO SEMEOENZ T, IRDT;
ECTEG S5,

MAMR (W) = MATTR (W) ord form = MATTR (W) word lemma
MAMR (W) BEWIEE, SFEOIFENE NI D, sBREOSHEMEER A 27200 H 5 1 D

DOREL, /37 XA LOFH)HA X(MSP, Xanthos and Gillis 2010) T 5, R OEAE THAS
T2, £, SEIERBREMCOREMBEOHK THIL,

MSP:E
MAMSP Z&KD X 5 IZEET 5,
ZP—W+1F1
MAMSP = —— __Li
W (N-W+1)

MAMP & MAMSP OENREWVITE . SEOERENENI D,

222 EIRD R

FENEIZRE 42 SRR R SR I3K 19 87258 2 (F4 FH 2009 [1991]), ABFZETIE, LT OEHIC
Ko T, FBIEZ 55 S, HRYFE O, ®hEd V ORI DV IAAT a). S, V. O RERIZIARE
FEO RS AR LB CH D . KD OUAFEL TS, L7edi-> T, St
WA HE T 5 b). S, O, V B EZ I TOER 2 F — AR ARL, +XToY J—nN
> THERAOE BLIZGR A © & 5 (Kubonetal. 2016), LLEZHE L, B HNHFENE L —
& LTI, SVO, OVS, VSO, VOS. SOV, OSV @ 6 DIl72%, BIED HHEN K E
BalE. 6 DONE — U REEIIHAT D, BlD | &34 — U OBFEZ R VT LV SVO:
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0.166. OVS:0.166. VSO:0.166. VOS:0.166, SOV:0.166. OSV:0.166 & 725, t 7N,
s DBIHMETH L LIRETHE . COS IFTXRORAFH L TR SN %:

_ YLy siti
COS (s, )= w5 ~n 3 G yn g2
i=1°1 i=1 %1

COS (s, t) WL RBIEE, o7 NVOEEOHHENE L 725, ENTR XK O J5iE TR
Enhb,
ENTR= —X".t; X Int;

BEODSEOZ hab—nE@< 2513, BIEOBHENEL 2D,

3. #ER

3.1 EEEDEEN

SREABNED X S ITHAEMERT 50 L0 S HFRRREEICE Y MHTeRTIC, ARFIEOFREE
BOSTENRKMRE RTOICAENTHINE I D EHRLTEL, WREMNENIDLLIEE A
9, VU= 7D MAMR, MAMSP ‘PEIfEZFHR L, BIEICE 2 ICF LD,

# 2. MAMR, MAMSP OfE

Language family = Branch Languages  Morphology MAMR MAMSP
Altaic Turkic Uyghur Agglutinative  0.2418 1.4785
Altaic Turkic Kazakh Agglutinative  0.1942 1.3341
Indo-European Indo-Aryan Marathi Agglutinative  0.1678 1.4344
Uralic Finnic Finnish Agglutinative  0.1673 1.2985
Altaic Mongolic Buryat Agglutinative  0.1668 1.2700
Basque Basque Basque Agglutinative  0.1569 1.2416
Uralic Finnic Estonian Agglutinative  0.1406 1.2503
Indo-European Iranian Kurmanyji Agglutinative  0.1381 1.3164
Armenian Armenian Armenian Agglutinative  0.1345 1.2518
Uralic Finno-Ugric North Sami  Agglutinative  0.1303 1.2280
Altaic Turkic Turkish Agglutinative  0.1089 1.3600
Dravidian Dravidian Tamil Agglutinative  0.1046 1.2474
Dravidian Dravidian Telugu Agglutinative  0.1043 1.2466
Afroasiatic Egyptian Coptic Agglutinative  0.1001 1.2001
Niger-Congo Atlantic Wolof Agglutinative  0.0977 1.2545
Uralic Finno-Ugric Hungarian Agglutinative  0.0707 1.1094
Austronesian Malayo-Polynesian ~ Indonesian ~ Agglutinative  0.0509 1.0829
Japanese Japanese Japanese Agglutinative  0.0253 1.0488

MAMR & MAMSP OfEREWEE | BRRIEM SN LV ENTHDL T ERRINTND,
RSN ORbEVMEZ/RT AL 5 SOOI L, = ONRT VXA EBHEIZBET: vA 7
Vil (F 2 V7 FBIR), WY TEE (F 2V 7EEIR). 7 U Y — hEE (B FVEEIR) ., £ LT,
VI NGEBED T 4 VIR (R A R=TEELE T 40 TV REE) 1, 7 v - v EEER (b
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—XFEEANVAY—FE) LV LIBENRZEETH T, 7/1/5’/( LR TlX, & ILEEIRM
F a7 EERED L CTHoT, A KT — U TRBIRIZBWT, ~T7—7 ( —iB)ME—
DBEBETH Y | 3?‘58’3“*75\ IFESWAOA K- 7’ VTR $hbbEeRo v L
Ry —fEEbrT s —iEL V@V, £ FRUTEEEBARGER, LVIEVETTZ 7 fHiF &
NTW5, AARGE ”‘“E!’JUTb\ék DILTWD RT T ¢ FEEIRO X IVGEITTRED
TERERIZARMEZ R T,

SHEMI BN S 295 MAMR & MAMSP O— B L FHEMZ S DIZHHR DI
3 ZEmEAREER LB E 7 m > LT,

151 Spearman’s p = 0.909, p = 0.000 yghur Spearman’s p = 0.747, p = 0.000

Tamil
0.9 1 b

ENTR

MAMSP

0.7 e Coptic

° Indonesian

-
-
&

0.6 - o Wolof

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.50 0.52 0.54 0.56 0.58 0.60
MAMR cos

1. MAMR, MAMSP; COS. ENTR |Z X 2 A X & [a]) B

1 27T X912, MAMR & MAMSP OBAfRIZEIREMRIC—F L TW\W5D, MAMR &
MAMSP DD 2 7~ DONEMARBMRE T IE CHEICAEE Th o7 (p =0.909 BLW
p=0.000), ZAUE, 2 DOHBENEEHIZERMEZ KM TE 5 Z EREH AT,

Wiz, FEIEICRE D, # 3 1X. ENTR & COS GENEDOZ#RM: 4 £ F51E) O EHE % B
IRz R LT 5, COS & ENTR OENKIWVIEE, FEIEOHBERELS b,

# 3.COS & ENTR ODff

Language family Branch Languages COS ENTR
Indo-European Iranian Kurmanji 0.7987 1.3791
Armenian Armenian Armenian 0.7962 1.0033
Uralic Finno-Ugric North Sami 0.7943 1.0021
Uralic Finnic Finnish 0.7788 1.3202
Niger-Congo Atlantic Wolof 0.7680 1.4246
Afroasiatic Egyptian Coptic 0.7289 0.9546
Austronesian Malayo-Polynesian Indonesian 0.6728 1.1602
Basque Basque Basque 0.6136 1.0293
Altaic Mongolic Buryat 0.6070 0.9685
Uralic Finno-Ugric Hungarian 0.5989 1.0001
Dravidian Dravidian Tamil 0.5963 0.8732
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Dravidian Dravidian Telugu 0.5507 0.7992
Altaic Turkic Kazakh 0.5241 0.7869
Indo-European Indo-Aryan Marathi 0.5105 0.7813
Altaic Turkic Turkish 0.5081 0.6888
Altaic Turkic Uyghur 0.5081 0.7179
Japanese Japanese Japanese 0.4877 0.5400
Uralic Finnic Estonian 0.4773 0.5821

FHNED LA 5 EFL, 7 A~ rV—fE TAA=T @, Y— 38 74TV N
TARTEETHD, NT U4 XGE NATGE T 7V T T 5B L~V TROMNS T2,
HAGEE = A b =7 FHITFEIADS R b L BIE SN, K 2 &K 4 1%, B5HEOIEFOF
AEFELIRLTND,

Wolof
Buryat

Uyghur
Kazakh
Turkish
Telugu

Tamil

Kurmanji

Japanese

Indonesian
Marathi
Coptic
North Sami
Hungarian

Finnish

Estonian

Basque

At ']'I"” [,.

Armenian

0.0000 0.1000 0.2000 0.3000 0.4000 0.5000 0.6000 0.7000 0.8000 0.9000 1.0000

mOSV% mOVS% mVOS% mVSO% mSOV% mSVO %

B 2. £ EFHEONAFOEEG

il

# 4. RN Z — Do

Language family ~ Branch Language SVO% SOV% VSO% VOS% OVS% OSV%
Indo-European  Armenian Armenian 0.6895  0.2120  0.0044  0.0049  0.0770  0.0122
Basque Basque Basque 0.5884 0.3039 0.0034 0.0170 0.0397 0.0476
Uralic Finnic Estonian 0.8497  0.0088  0.0814  0.0091  0.0510  0.0000
Uralic Finnic Finnish 0.4147  0.0906  0.1116  0.0000  0.1877  0.1954
Uralic Finno-Ugric  Hungarian 0.5869  0.2243  0.0047  0.0000 0.1280  0.0561
Uralic Finno-Ugric  North Sami  0.6075  0.2607  0.0579  0.0020  0.0599  0.0119
Afroasiatic Egyptian Coptic 0.7258  0.2460  0.0040  0.0000  0.0000  0.0242
Indo-European  Indo-Aryan  Marathi 0.1123 0.7944  0.0156  0.0211 0.0111 0.0455
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Austronesian Malayo- Indonesian 0.4818 0.0032 0.3451 0.0343 0.1254  0.0102
Polynesian
Japanese Japanese Japanese 0.0000 0.8277 0.0076 0.0060 0.0000 0.1587
Indo-European  Iranian Kurmanji 0.0910  0.6391 0.0033  0.0015  0.2630  0.0021
Dravidian Dravidian Tamil 0.0000  0.6020  0.0000  0.0000  0.0772  0.3208
Dravidian Dravidian Telugu 0.0220  0.7010  0.0000  0.0000  0.0360  0.2410
Altaic Turkic Turkish 0.0343  0.7798  0.0042  0.0010  0.1510  0.0297
Altaic Turkic Kazakh 0.0301 0.7661 0.0056  0.0020  0.1477  0.0485
Altaic Turkic Uyghur 0.0344  0.7886  0.0058  0.0021  0.1412  0.0279
Altaic Mongolic Buryat 0.2745  0.6009  0.0023  0.0017  0.1001 0.0205
Niger-Congo Atlantic Wolof 0.8734  0.0240  0.0115 0.0302  0.0255  0.0354

~T—T 4 —iBIIGEIEIC R b WM E R LT, A T URBIROZ V<Y —1 2 FHD
FHRMEZ R L, SOV & OVS e b OEIG N AT, 74T RiE, N H Y —3BIL,
S. V. O ODMAEDLEORENT LV ADENTFEEZ R LTz, UINMESL T X TOREIER
REMEZ 7R L7223, SVO Tl OFEIEZ KIEI B> TER O | ROANT o ZRHEL @)
K< ooy NATFEEARERICEEMEOZETH Y | T ZADORIVIZNAFF /341 A3 L &
hﬂ\é TIVE A GERIZS WD NAFF O RIEEME A R, SOV EFF M Eiiz, Fau

FEUR (MVaRE, WY TEE U A JVER) OIEF O E., SOV (78%) > OVS (15%)>SVO
(3%)>osv 2725 TV 5, (4%) > VSO (1%) > VOS (0%), E> FA/NFRT Y ¥ — biglE, b
af & LT, SVO OFIGERE L HEL (27.45%), OVS OFEIGMEWE I Lz, 7
A=A e ﬁiv7% EIROD 27 N FE _m@@%%wk%moF?ﬁ4ﬁ%ﬁ@?w7
FEL X IVEEIX, —RPREICER T, OV B EN TV (SOV>0SV>0VS), X 1
COS & ENTR @Fa'ﬂ@*ﬁ%ﬁfa’?ﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬂﬁbﬁ%@f [ElJFEARIT COS & ENTR @Féﬂ@ﬁ,&]
RIC L <A LTW5D, COS & ENTR @Fﬁﬁ@m:?v\r/@nﬁmzagg{@y TIE G I
AETH-T (p=0.747 BELT p=0.000), ZiuiZ, FEIRICEIT 2 2 S OERIMMEEMEN
BV, FEIEOBHEZEETL2OICAE THDL LR LT,

NLP >V —/F% > b YU =27 FHREBIOCHFEHSTIZE SN T, 2!:113?%‘1‘30)?57@

SREMIR L ORE S 72 S E 2 2 2 ECEETE D 2 MRSz, 25 LT,
?ﬂ@ﬁﬁni@ DM 7=,

S HE L X DR &

ﬁu@ﬁzﬁ a s TlE, BB XU UGS 2R 572D D 4 DOEE (MAMR,
MAMSP, COS, ENTR) OHMMEZMERE LTz, Ak 27 v a o Cld, 2 FHONERE, Blb,
TERERIC BN SRS E D BHIC R D AR BN E ) e gD, AT <
DONENLFHBIFREL 3 HT I, TERE L REIEDFRIE DM TIAT L, IED D2 0 R AEBIBIFR S iR &
TV, MAMR %I COS:p=0.735 BL O p=0.001, MAMR % ENTR: p=0.656 L
p=0.006, MAMSP %f COS:p=0.624 L p=0.010, MAMSP %f ENTR: p=0.565 ¥k
W p=0.023, 4 S>OEEOHAIKITINEK 3 (7 ay bLiz,
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Spearman’s p = 0.735, p = 0.001 o yohur Spearman’s p = 0.656, p = 0.006
0.60 .mrklsh
Kazakh 0.90
°
nnish hur
058 grish P d o9
°
panese 0.80
0.56
¢ g
£
Indonesian . z
8 o054 i g o7
o Coptic iﬁlﬂ““ gapanese
0.70 &optic
0.52 .Hunganan giunganan
° 83 Fstonian
0.50
0.60 .
048 0.55
0.05 0.10 015 020 0.25 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
MAMR MAMR
Spearman’s p = 0.565, p = 0.023 .Wg'“" Spearman’s p = 0.565, p = 0.023
0.60 .Turtlsh
Kazakh 030,
L
Finnish Uyghur
0.58 4 Turkish 0.85 ¢ e
L rathi
0.56 .japanese 0.80
«
@Q =
8 .Indoneslan 3 0.75 .Mara(hl
e puc.mquam“ @Japanese
° 0.70 3 .Tamll
Hungarian
0.52 Hungarian ohing
ot ° 0.65
° °
0.50 0.60 1 °
0.48 055
11 12 13 14 11 12 13 14
MAMR MAMR

X 3. MAMR. MAMSP, COS. ENTR [ D2 7 = ONENAEBREL

X 3 1%, 4 SOEMOECHBERGREZ R L TWD, SEOFEIENINBENT S L, 3
NEDFHRMEA EE D, ZOFRRIX, A7 755 (Yanand Liu2021) RXH AGEE X SEE (Bl
2022) EEERIC, THEMES DO L — A7) RELE —BLTW5D, X 4 & 5 1%, BREME
K OBEGEERI 72 ZRRMEICEE ST 9 DO SFEROBESIED Y FAZ Y VT H R LTV 5,
T INVERIRD 7 4 VEEIRE T 4 ¥ o U ANGEIROSBENE X T, B ANGEIRE T 2V T FE
IRDZENR BTz« F 2L 7 3EIRIL, £ FAGEIRE D HIERBAICE S C, FEIEICER T
ST, HARGEIIMO 15 DBESFEICI A TREFLIIZE D TIX RV, FEIEO B B EIEH
BECTHD RIS, BRLFEIEICESS ZEOZ T AZ ) 702iE, UV T =758,
TN VR TNAA=TEE, AL —3GE. 74T RiEL T3k, XU U xiEE AR
BT RERMEE XS LEHOBBEIC KL WD,
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Tamil, Dravidian
—d Telugu, Dravidian
Wolof, Atlantic

Hungarian, Finno-Ugric

North Sami, Finno-Ugric
Estonian, Finnic
Marathi, Indo-Aryan

Finnish, Finnic
Buryat, Mongolic

Basque, Basque

Turkish, Turkic
Kazakh, Turkic

Uyghur, Turkic

Coptic, Egyptian
Indonesian, Malayo-Polynesian
Jay

012 010 0.08 0.06 004 0.02 0.00
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Tamil, Dravidian
Coptic, Egyptian
Hungarian, Finno-Ugric

Telugu, Dravidian

North Sami, Finno-Uglic

Japanese, Japanese

Basque, Basque
4‘5 Buryat, Mongolic
Marathi, Indo-Aryan

Indonesian, Malayo-Polynesian

Estonian, Finnic
Wolof, Atlantic
Finnish, Finnic

| Uyghur, Turkic

[ Kazakh, Turkic
‘ Turkish, Turkic
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