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LI Zuofeng, Zero pronouns in Pre-Qin Chinese

This paper focuses on zero pronouns in Pre-Qin Chinese. The zero pronouns, distinguished from ordinary
pronouns and pronoun omission, function as the subject, object or complement. It is indicated that: (1) The
occurrence of a zero pronoun as a subject is probably due to the economy principle and to the fact that other
third person pronouns, ¢i () and zhi (), cannot serve as a subject; (2) Zero pronouns as the object often
appear after transitive verbs in negative context although there are also a few zero pronouns in affirmative
contexts or following prepositions; Besides, the situation varies with different negators such as bu (), fu
(), wu( ) and wu ( ); (3) When functioning as a complement, the zero pronoun is often marked by
yan () and forms up structures such as “yu () +@”; It often refers to the direct object in double object
construction or location although there are also cases where it refers to time, cause and comparison.
Furthermore, the structure of “yu+@” is also distinguished from the structures yuzhi ( ), yusht ( ),
and yuct ( ). All these suggest that, in the studies of Pre-Qin Chinese, the two methodologies, description
and interpretation, should be differentiated, and zero form should not be treated as non-existence.

Key Words: zero pronoun, bu ( ), fu( ), yan ( ), Chinese historical linguistics

YANG Mengmeng, The syntax of “NP zhi ( ) VP” in Old Chinese

Based on Generative Grammar and the approach of New Descriptivism, this paper investigates the syntax of
“NP zhi () VP”, which is one of the most prominent structures in Old Chinese. By analyzing the syntactic
distribution of “NP zhi VP” structure, clarifying its definition and related concepts, and describing its syntactic
features, the paper argues that the zhi () in “NP zhi VP” structure as a functional head can serve as a
nonfinite INFL. and project a nonfinite clause in the form of “NP zhi VP”. It is distinctive from an ordinary
sentence, and the syntactic difference between the “NP zhi VP” structure and the one without zhi lies in the
fact that the former is nonfinite whereas the latter is finite. The nominal feature of such structures does not
connote their property as a nominal phrase. In addition, it is also suggested that the yi () in “NP zhi VP
y1” should be a sentencefinal particle instead of an aspectual marker, and that the “yu () NP” in “NP zhi
yu NP” should be a VP rather than PP.
Key Words: “NP zhi () VP”, nonfinite clause, distribution, “NP de ( ) VP”, finite vs. nonfinite

distinction

CHEN Zhenyu and JIANG Yining, Counter-expectation and factivity: A case study on ‘“reasonable”
sentences
Based on an investigation of massive corpus data, this article discusses whether the counterfactual reading
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of “reasonable” sentences, that is, sentences with “yinggai ( )/gai () lbixu ( ) XP” are
mandatory, and what is the speech value of “modality+past tense”, why this combination would cause counter—
factuality, and how it can be removed. The results show that most “reasonable” sentences have a strong
tendency of self-counter-expectation especially in negative contexts while a few have the tendency of counter—
expectation for others. This is assumed to be caused by two factors, semantic harmony and dual counter—
expectations. When there is a high conditional probability between the condition and the result, semantic
harmonious relationship can be found. When backtracking, the speaker tends to have the counter-expectation
interpretation in the direction of disharmony to obtain high information value. Meanwhile, affirmative sentences
with modality tend to get a counterfactual reading while negative sentences with modality tend to be interpreted
factive. However, in the context of “dual counter-expectations”, the speaker would backtrack in the direction of
harmony in order to rectify the previous mirativity, thus indicating emphasis ( counter-expectation for others).
This leads to the conclusion that factive reading of sentences with “yinggai/gai/bixu XP” tends to be pragmatic
inference.

Key Words: reasonability, factivity, self-counter-expectation, emphasis ( counter-expectation for others)

semantic harmony, dual counter-expectations

RAO Hongquan, Conjunctionalization and discourse-marking: The bi-dimensional change pattern of the
word baokuo ( )

In Mandarin Chinese, the verb baokuo ( ) seems to be under a bi-dimensional change: one is the
process of conjunctionalization and the other is to become a discourse marker. The former refers to the
occurrence of its function as a coordinating or correlative conjunction, and the latter refers to the creation of a
new function by attaching (adding, associating, or blending) baokuo to existing markers. This bi-dimensional
change of baokuo suggests two fundamental paths of development in language change: the path towards
conjunctionalization under the intensification of discourse function; and the gradual process of subjectivization
towards a discourse marker caused by the strengthening of interpersonal communication. The motivation of such
changes can be accounted for by the cognitive extension from BELONG and the pragmatic inference from
“listing” to “illustrating” and finally to the “topic”.

Key Words: baokuo ( ), emergent, conjunctionalization, discourse-marking, discourse marker, language

change

CHEN Weirong and WU Fuxiang, The multifunctional function words ka(p) ( ) and kap/kah ( )
in Southern Min dialects

By re-examining the major use and pronunciation of two function words, the ka(p) ( ) and kap/kah
() in various modern Southern Min dialects, this paper aims to investigate the lexical sources of these two
words and their relation with each other. Considering their uses in the history of Chinese, it is argued that
ka(p) and kap/kah are actually two different function words, each with their own lexical sources and
development pathways. The diachronic change in the distribution of these two words is not a simple case of
lexical replacement and it is caused by competition in which ka(p) lost some of its original functions while the
expansion of the function of kap/kah got restricted.

Key Words: Southern Min, multifunctional function word, ka(p) ( ), kap/kah ( )

XIONG Yan, A survey on the diachronic changes of round syllables of the zeng ( ) and geng ( )
rhymes in Mandarin dialects: From the “gong ( ) is gong ( )” in Liang-Song area and ‘“‘yong ( )
2019 3 * 383



