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Introduction
•determiner sharing = non-constituent ellipsis
•omission of a determiner in a gapping con-
struction (e.g. McCawley 1993, Johnson 2000, Lin 2002)

•defining properties:
1. dependence on gapping, (1)
2. shared nominal must be initial element, (2)
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Gapping in German
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• clause-sized conjuncts (based on Hartmann
2000, Reich 2007, Repp 2009 a.o.)

• remnants move out of ellipsis site
•gapping = deletion of FinP

Split Topicalization
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•movement to high TopP
•Split topicalization can occur without gapping,
(5)
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“Every student plays the violin and as for teach-
ers, everyone plays the piano.”
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Determiner sharing =

gapping +

split topicalization.
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“Every student plays the violin and every teacher plays the piano.”
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Evidence from syntactically condi-
tioned case omission
•Nouns can only bear a case suffix if there is an-
other overtly case-marked element (adjective or
determiner) within the same DP in concord with
the noun (Gallmann 1996, 1998). This is illustrated
for dative -e in (7).
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(Sternefeld 2004:269)
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“Every kindergarten teacher was followed by a
dog and every child was followed by a cat.”

⇒The noun was base-generated in a DP with a
case-marked determiner, licensing dative -e on the
noun. The noun topicalizes, the determiner is left
in the ellipsis site.

Accounting for the properties
1. dependence on gapping
• If gapping is deletion of FinP, the ellipsis site is large
enough to contain a determiner stranded by split
topicalization.

2. initial element
•Split topicalization always targets TopP, which is
higher than FocP in German.

•Winkler 2016: 1st remnant of gapping = topic, 2nd

remnant = focus

Conclusion
If split topicalization occurs in the second con-
junct of a gapping coordination, the result is de-
terminer sharing.
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