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Sentence-Final Particles as Conjuncts under the Cartographic Approach
..................................................................... Deng Siying ( 1)

Abstract: Through the grammatical properties of the clusters of sentence-final

particles in Chinese the significance of the study of the clausal periphery

under the cartographic approach is shown in this paper. Analyzing sentence—
final particles as the internal conjunct in a conjunction structure is a new

attempt in the cartographic study of Chinese syntax which not only offers a

unified analysis of sentence-final expressions in Chinese and English but also

enhances our understanding of the complexity of the clausal periphery in
syntax.

Key words: particle; particle cluster; conjunction; cartography; Cantonese
Conjunctive Reduction in Two Formosan Languages: A Cartography-Based
ANalysis  ceeeeeeeeeeer Wu Junming & Cai Weitian ( 11)

Abstract: This paper investigates conjunctive reduction in two Formosan

languages Mayrinax Atayal and Southern Paiwan. We examine various

constructions surrounding the two-way grammaticalization of linkers — that is
adverbialization and complementation — and show how it works to shape the

Cartographic structure of the two languages. It is argued that the Mayrinax

linker " i’ licenses modal/evaluative construals on the complementizer layer

and control/middle construals on the lexical layer. In addition Southern

Paiwan evidences a third type of linker construals on the inflectional layer

where frequency /repetitive /locative expressions are introduced and permutation

around the linker a is allowed. This unique property sheds light on the hybrid

nature of these construals that is a complement4ype of syntax with an



