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Unified Explanation for Chinese Sentences with Zhi through Expectation Theory
CHEN Zhenyu, HUANG Ying
(Department of Chinese Language and Literature, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract:The Chinese adverb "zhi" () has been analyzed to serve two distinct functions: qualitative
restriction and quantitative restriction, which can account for many grammatical phenomena in Chinese.
However, given that native Chinese speakers perceive "zhi" as a single concept, it is necessary to provide a
unified explanation of its basic meaning and functions, and to explore the meanings of various specific
sentences containing "zhi", as well as the key factors that determine their differences. By introducing the
theoretical model of a "probability—based scalar" constructed from "subjective probabilities of expectation",
we unify the interpretations of various "zhi" sentences under the framework of quantitative restriction: the
scalar is divided into two segments, where X in "zhi X" represents the right boundary of the segment with a
higher probability. The sentence asserts that the event X is a fact, while the event in the lower—probability
segment does not or will not become a fact. The crucial factor distinguishing qualitative and quantitative
restrictions lies in whether the scalar sequence is a snowball scalar.

Key words:"zhi" ( );quality and quantity;subjective probabilities of expectation ;probability —based

scalar;snowball scalar
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