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Cross-clausal A-dependencies

• CCA: Hyperraising, Long-distance Agreement, Hyper-ECM

• CCA: A-dependency into & A-movement 
out of a full CP

• Ban on Improper Movement: A’↛ A

• Composite Probe on CCA.CP: A’/A→ A
[Wurmbrand 2019, Lohninger et al 2022]

Independent Probe: CCA + A’-movement

Dependent Probe: * CCA+ A’-movement

Dependent probing languages forbid CCA + A’-movement

Independent probing languages allow CCA + A’-movement

(In)dependence of Composite Probe Novel Prediction

• Composite probes on C come in different forms [Scott 2021]

• Typologically different types of CCA-languages, depending on 
the type of composite probe [Lohninger et al 2022]

• [A] on C enables CCA [Alboiu & Hill 2016, Bondarenko 2017, 

Zyman 2018, Fong 2019, Mursell 2020, Gong 2022]

• [A’] triggers discourse-bound interpretation

• Dependent [A’/A] Probe [van Urk 2015, Erlewine 2018,…]

> [A] and [A’] search for a single goal with both fitting features
> [A’] involved in CCA
> Japanese, Korean, Romanian, Tsez, Turkish

• Independent [A’][A] Probe [Scott 2021, Lohninger et al 2022]

> [A] and [A’] can probe independently and agree with two
different goals
> [A’] not necessarily involved in CCA
> Braz. Portuguese, Burat, Cantonese, Mongolian,  Nez Perce, Uyghur, 

Vietnamese, Zulu

• Positional A’/A difference [classical view]

> A-movement targets IP/TP
> A’-movement targets CP

• Featural A’/A difference [Obata & Epstein 2011, van Urk 2015]

> A-features: [Ф], [θ], [n], [D]
> A’-features: [FOC], [TOP], [WH], [REL]

• Composite [A’/A] probes: mixture of A’- & A-properties
> E.g.: CCA, wh-movement with A-restrictions, …

The A’/A difference

• [A] of composite independent probe responsible for CCA

• [A’] can agree with a separate goal & trigger movement thereof

• A’-movement simultaneously to CCA is possible

dependent independent

• Dependent Probe: CCA.DP needs to receive a certain semantic, 

discourse-bound interpretation (topic, focus, major subject,…)
• Independent Probe: any DP can undergo CCA

• [A’] → discourse-bound interpretation; “semantic restrictons”

• [A] → CCA
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• [A’]  probes together with [A]; they have to find the same goal

• A’-movement (wh-movement, topicalisation, focalisation, 
relativisation) simultaneously to CCA is impossible

Semantic Restrictions on CCA.DP

• [A’] and [A] can probe together for one element

CCA.DP
CCA.DP

More examples:

Conjoint Probing of Independent Probe

Typology

> Dependent probing [A’/A] → semantic restrictions
> Independent probing [A’][A] → no semantic restrictions


