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A study of subjectivity in Chinese causal connectives

based on the “three domains” theory

LIANG Shan-shan' & CHEN Nan’

(1. School of International Education,South China University of Technology, Guangzhou 510006, China;

2. School of Literature and Communication, Huizhou University, Huizhou 516007, China)

Abstract: Based on the theory of “three conceptual domains”, we have investigated the causal cate-
gories of six frequently used Chinese causal connectives to identify their different kinds of subjectivity.
The results show that “kejian (] JL)” is the most subjective connective, followed by “suoyi (FTRL)”,
“yinci/yiner (/M7 “yushi (F&)” and “jieguo (Z55H)”. The subjectivity of each connective
deeply influences one’s cognition and grammatical well-formedness of sentences. Subsequently, we
find the zero-form marker is used more frequently than explicit markers, and is often used in the
“non-volitional relations”,“non-causal epistemic relations” and “speech-act relations”. Results of this
research can benefit CSL teaching in explaining the register of causal connectives and differences in
causal connectives.

Key Words: three domains; causal connective; subjectivity; zero-form marker
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