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A Contrastive Study of Nominalizing Functions of Focus Expressions 
 in Japanese and Chinese 

 

LI Zhe
 

This article focuses on the nominalizing functions of focus expressions in Japanese and 

Chinese. Focus expressions in both Japanese and Chinese languages have a nominalizing 

function. However, unlike those of Japanese, Chinese focus expressions cannot convert a 

variety of verbal and adjectival phrases into nominal ones, and therefore the nominalizing 

function is not as productive as in Japanese. In both Japanese and Chinese, adjectives that 

semantically denote relationships between humans, which syntactically have nominal as 

well as adjectival properties, tend to be target of the nominalization. Both languages have 

lexical nominalization and syntactic nominalization, but Japanese strategy is 

morphologically marked while Chinese one is unmarked. In addition, morphological rule 

is dominant in Japanese nominalization whereas syntactic one in Chinese nominalization. 
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