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Morphological or Syntactic: Remarks on
Morphology-Syntax Interface Features of Complex
Conjunctions and Adverbs X + Shi’ in Chinese

Zhang Heyou  Tang Sze-Wing

Abstract Some complex conjunctions and adverbs in Chinese are formed by the copula in
disguise shi( ) deriving the X +shi’ pattern in which shi seems to act as a conjunction-ike
functional word almost without any lexical meaning. It is argued in this paper that shi in such
complex conjunctions and adverbs plays a role in the morphology-syntax interface by some pieces
of evidence from syntactic derivation dialectal comparison and the ‘V +shi’ construction.
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