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Comparative Deletion in English

deletes the higher copy of the degree expression in a
[Spec,CP] position (cf. Bacskai-Atkari 2012)

— only contrastive lower copies remain overt

(1) a. Mary is taller than {+all] Peter is [tall.
b. The desk is longer than {wide] the office is [wide].

reason: lexical AP is licensed to appear in an operator
position only if the operator is visible



Hungarian

(2) a. Mari magasabb volt, mint [amilyen magas]
Mary taller was than how tall

Peti volt.
Peter was

‘Mary was taller than Peter.

b. Az asztal hosszabb volt, mint [amilyen széles]
the desk longer was than how wide

az iroda volt.
the office was

“The desk was longer than the office was wide.



—_—

Additional ellipsis processes

(3) a. Mary
b. Mary |
c. Mary |

boug|
boug|
boug|

d. Mary |

Nt more cats t.
Nt more cats t.

Nt more cats t

boug|

han Peter boughteats.
han Peter did buy-eats.

han Peter bought dogs.

Nt more cats t

han Peter did buy dogs.

processes not specific to comparatives
(VP-ellipsis, gapping, pseudogapping)



—

Question

can the processes be reduced to a
uniform mechanism?
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Possible answers...

if not: the kind of ellipsis is dependent on information
structural properties

e.g. (3b) is VP-ellipsis but (3d) is pseudo-gapping

if yes: the ellipsis mechanism must allow for
contrastive XPs to remain overt



Proposal

ellipsis carried out by an |E| feature on a
functional v or C head

(cf. Merchant 2001)



Proposal

appearance on the highest possible head, otherwise
unrestricted

applies in a strict left-to-right fashion but contrastive
XPs may stop it

linked to prosody: contrastive XPs in different
positions in the ellipsis domain

< main stress assigned to the right or the left of the IntP

linked to head-initial vs. head-final distinction



/ |

Gapping as VP-ellipsis

ellipsis of an entire VP versus ellipsis of a V head

gapping is an instance of VP-ellipsis



\// |

Full structures (coordination)

(4) a. George likes cats and Mike [ likes [,p dogs]].

b. George likes cats and Mike [ likes [p cats]].



Ellipsis of the VP (stripping)

only if the DP is recoverable:

(5) a. *George likes cats and Mike [, likes |, dogsl ] (too).

b. George likes cats and Mike |, likes{,, eats} too.

«— deletion at PF cannot affect F-marked material



Gapping

only if the DP is F-marked:
(6) a. George likes cats and Mike |, likes [, dogs]].

b. *George likes cats and Mike |, likes [, cats]].

— if gapping were a separate process targeting the V
head, then (6b) should be grammatical



Proposal

linear ellipsis process proceeds from left to right, stops at
an F-marked phrase

cf. Bacskai-Atkari (2012) and also Reich (2007)

on the left-to-right application cf. Boskovi¢ and Nunes (2007)

(6a): the F-marked DP dogs is a boundary < (5b): entire VP elided

— gapping not a separate mechanism



—

F-marked elements

F-marked element is the endpoint of ellipsis

prosodically licensed: the constituent is also aligned to
the right edge of an IntP

cf. Szendréi (2001), based on e.g. Selkirk (1984, 1986),
Nespor and Vogel (1986)



—Feature-driven ellipsis and
functional heads

ellipsis carried out by an [E] feature present on a
functional head (Merchant 2001)

ellipsis domain: complement of this functional head
(in line with Merchant 2001)

any element in the functional head escapes ellipsis
(in line with Merchant 2001)

F-marked constituents may withstand deletion
(«~> Merchant 2001)



' VP-ellipsis

(7) vP




(7) vP

)
Vv
VV(

[E]



/

Sluicing

T

(8) TP
E]

[
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Ellipsis and information structure

(9) a. V[E]{yp%
b. v LV [XP]{]

— information structure does not impose restrictions on
the appearance of the [E] feature



/ |

Ellipsis in English comparatives

predicative structures:

(10) a. Mary is taller than {+all] Peter is [tall.

b. The desk is longer than {wide] the office is [wide].



/

Ellipsis domain

(11) V|P

-

T |

is V’

IE] /\
Vv QP

/\
[x-tall]

|x-wide]



—

——

Position of the [E] feature

only the v head

no possible functional head between C and v
otherwise (12) would be acceptable:

(12) *The table is longer than the office wide.

underlyingly:
(13) *The table is longer than the office X, is [wide]s.

— the [E] feature is licensed only on functional heads (v, C)



—

Nominal structures

(14) a. George bought more cats

than x-manycats! Mary bought [x-manycatsl].

b. George bought more cats

than be-manyecats] Mary did buy [x-manycats].



/

Ellipsis domain

(15) vP

|

V| I

% Vv’

[E - W DP

| -

bought [x-many cats]
buy

dummy auxiliary located outside the ellipsis domain



_ Different domains of ellipsis and
syntactic ambiguity

Merchant (2008): preferable to elide the maximal largest unit
— ellipsis domain can be the complement of C and v
(16) Mary drank ale more often than sherry.
underlyingly:

(17) [cp than [cp tpp-Op-oftent fp-tppsheltypdrank [pp sherry|g]]]]



Ambiguity

(18) a. Ilove you more than William.
b. I'm a linguist. I like ambiguity more than most people.

— different domains of ellipsis
— the DP William in (18a) can be a subject or an object



Subject

(19) CP
|
C’
C CP
| /\
than Op.; C
DP, I

LN e

William I vP




/

Subject

(19) CP
|
C’
< CP
| /\
than Op.; C
DP;
SN
William I



t; love [William]; t;



[William]



i

Economy

— [E] feature located as high as possible:

(21) *I love you more than I William.



More ambiguity

(22) More people die each year from falling coconuts than sharks.

three readings:

(23) a. More people die each year from falling coconuts
than sharks do.

b. More people die each year from falling coconuts
than from sharks.

c. More people die each year from falling coconuts
than from falling sharks.



/

' |[E] located on v

VP-ellipsis - reading in (23a):

(24) [cpthan [ [pp Op. sharks]; [ p-Lp-die o from falling ecoconutsHHH



[E] located on C

PP either contains an AP or not - readings in (23b) and (23c¢):

(25) a. [cp than {jp-tp-Op-—people]
{;Lp‘[s,&p'd‘l'%{p_p‘f'llem—[gp‘ [Np sharks] F] 11111

b. [cpthan {1, Op-peoplel
Fo- by die [y from Lo L falling] [ sharks]]]]]]



Projection

F-markedness may project up to PP from DP:

(26) [cp than {p 15 Op-peoplel 1 p-die[pp from [p sharks]];]]]]

— [E] on either v or C + mechanism of linear ellipsis may
account for ambiguities



Ellipsis in Hungarian

recall: operators overt in Hungarian
— degree expression overt in [Spec,CP]:

(27)a. Mari magasabb volt, mint amilyen magas Péter volt.
Mary taller was than how tall Peter was
‘Mary was taller than Peter.

b. Mari tobb macskat vett,
Mary more cat-ACC bought.3SG
mint ahany macskat Péter vett.
than how.many cat-ACC  Peter bought.3SG
‘Mary bought more cats than Peter did.



But...

ellipsis also possible:

(28) a. Mari magasabb volt, mint Péter.
Mary taller was.3SG than Peter
‘Mary was taller than Peter.

b. Mari tobb macskat vett, mint Péter.
Mary more cat-ACC bought.3SG than Peter
‘Mary bought more cats than Peter did.

— question: what deletes the degree expression and the finite verb?



—

Comparative Verb Gapping

not independent processes

phenomenon of “Comparative Verb Gapping”
(Bacskai-Atkari and Kantor 2012)

(29) a.*Mari magasabb volt, mint Péter volt.
Mary taller was.3SG than Peter was.3SG
‘Mary was taller than Peter.

.*Mari to macskat vett, mint Péter vett.

b.*Mari tobb kat vett t Pét tt
Mary more cat-ACC bought than Peter bought
‘Mary bought more cats than Peter did.



Reason

degree expression fails to move up to [Spec,CP]
— has to be eliminated but no separate process for that

— general ellipsis applies
sluicing (cf. van Craenenbroeck and Liptak 2006)



Ellipsis site

(30) FP
DP, F
Peter F
D t; volt [p amilyen magas]
|E] t. vett [pp ahany macskat]



Ellipsis

|E] feature on F head

(functional head - highest functional projection in the VP-domain)

— deletion necessarily affects the verb

main contrast expressed by the DP in [Spec,FP]
nuclear stress assigned here
cf. Szendréi (2001), E. Kiss (2008, 2009)



e

Contrastive copula

(33) Mari magasabb, mint Péter volt.
Mary taller than Peter was.3SG
‘Mary is taller than Peter was.

|E] feature located on the functional v head containing
the copula (volt)

maximal constituent that can be elided:
complement of v, not of F



Ellipsis site

(34) /FP\
Péter 1‘3 \‘/P
%)

volt t;[op amilyen magas]

[E]



More on cross-linguistic differences
ellipsis carried out by an [E] feature on a functional head (v, C)

gapping effects in English
«— contrastive elements located at the right edge of the IntP

no gapping effects in Hungarian - rather “proper” sluicing
«— contrastive elements located at the left edge of the IntP



\// |
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English vs. Hungarian

ellipsis in English:
(33) [xp (YP) Xig] tzpreeeecee [yp xoxxx|g]]

ellipsis in Hungarian:

(34) [xp YPE X[E] }peecoooad



—

Directionality

directionality of ellipsis: from left to right

— works if the complement (= ellipsis domain) is to the
right of the functional head

— possible for head-initial but not for head-final
phrases

(35) a. [xp X typroeed]

b | [ oaxx] X,



German

head-initial CP

— sluicing attested as in English (cf. Merchant 2004, 2013)
head-final vP/VP (cf. Haider 1993)

— no VP-ellipsis as in English (cf. Winkler 2005)

Merchant (2013): lexical differences

English: both E. and E, feature <> German: only E feature

< here: difference due to a more general property
(directionality of heads)



Conclusion

optional ellipsis in English comparatives: not construction-
specific

ellipsis carried out by an [E]| feature on a functional (v, C) head
endpoint of ellipsis: F-marked constituent

— cross-linguistic differences follow from more general settings:

different prosody (nuclear stress assigned to right or left of IntP)
English vs. Hungarian

difference in head-initial and head-final projections
English vs. German



P R

Thank youl!
Danke!

©



References

Bacskai-Atkari, Julia (2012) Reducing Attributive Comparative
Deletion. The Even Yearbook 10. 1-25.

Bacskai-Atkari, Julia and Gergely Kantor (2012) Deletion in
Hungarian, Finnish and Estonian Comparatives. Finno-Ugric
Languages and Linguistics 1:1-2. 44—66.

Boskovié, Zeljko and Jairo Nunes (2007) The Copy Theory of
Movement: A View from PF. In: Norbert Corver and Jairo Nunes
(eds.) The Copy Theory of Movement. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins. 13-74.

van Craenenbroeck, Jeroen and Aniko Lipték (2006) The
Crosslinguistic Syntax of Sluicing: Evidence from Hungarian
Relatives. Syntax 9.3. 248-274.

E. Kiss, Katalin (2008) The structure of the Hungarian VP
revisited. In: Szilard Szentgyorgyi et al. (eds.) Approaches to
Hungarian 10. Budapest: Akadémiai Kiadd. 31-58.



References

E. Kiss, Katalin (2009) Is Free Postverbal Order in Hungarian a
Syntactic or a PF Phenomenon? In: Nomi Erteschik-Shir and Lisa
Rochman (eds.) The Sound Patterns of Syntax. Oxford: Oxford

University Press. 53-71.

Haider, Hubert (1993) Deutsche Syntax - generativ: Vorstudien zur
Theorie einer projektiven Grammatik. Tubingen: Gunter Narr Verlag.

Merchant, Jason (2001) The Syntax of Silence: Sluicing, Islands, and the
Theory of Ellipsis. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Merchant, Jason (2004) Fragments and Ellipsis. Linguistics and
Philosophy 27: 661-738.
Merchant, Jason (2008) Variable island Repair under Ellipsis. In: Kyle

Johnson (ed.) Topics in Ellipsis. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press. 132-153.

Merchant, Jason (2013) Voice and Ellipsis. Linguistic Inquiry 44. 77-108.



References

Nespor, Marina and Irene Vogel (1986) Prosodic Phonology.
Dordrecht: Foris.

Reich, Ingo (2007) Toward a Uniform Analysis of Short Answers
and Gapping. In: Kerstin Schwabe and Susanne Winkler (eds.)
On Information Structure: Meaning and Form. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins. 467-484.

Selkirk, Elisabeth O. (1984) Phonology and Syntax: The Relation
between Sound and Structure. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Selkirk, Elisabeth O. (1986) On Derived Domains in Sentence
Phonology. Phonology Yearbook 3. 371—405.

Szendrdi, Kriszta (2001) Focus and the Phonology-Syntax
Interface. PhD dissertation. London: University College London.

Winkler, Susanne (2005) Ellipsis and Focus in Generative
Grammar. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter.



