The direct-inverse system of Mapudungun:
structured probes and direct DP-interaction

Sascha Alexeyenko e University of Gottingen

Challenge

Objectives

e analytically: a study of cumulative number agreement. which is
a one-probe-multiple-goals phenomenon that seems to systematically
target 2 — 1 but not 1 — 2 configurations (Gluckman, 2015)

o Cyclic Agree by a low probe, v (Béjar & Rezac, 2009): the relevant probe
cannot be v in this case, as it is clearly high in the structure

e Feature Gluttony by a high probe, T (Oxford, 2018; Coon & Keine,

2021): predicts precisely the reverse pattern of #-cumulation in 2 — 1
but not in 1 — 2: hence movement ot TA across EA must be assumed

e empirically: the direct-inverse system of Mapudungun / Mapuche
(Araucanian; Chile, Argentina)

e methodologically: a mechanism of direct featural DP-interaction,

which can also be employed in Dependent Case Theory calculations ~~ PROPOSAL: the high probe gets information about the lower argument

from the higher argument, i.e. through direct featural DP-interaction

+ cumulative number agreement
Data « object agreement across subject without an intervention effect
+ case calculations within the Dependent Case Theory

The direct-inverse system of Mapudungun schematically:
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