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Research on Grammaticalization and Related Problems of “Ruo( )”
Concession Conjunction

ZHENG Li
(Chinese Department of Minjiang University, Fuzhou 350108, China)

Abstract: The semantics of hypotheses conjunction is highly correlated with “ruo( )”concession conjunction. And
appearing age of “ruo( )” concession conjunction is no earlier than the isomorphic concession conjunction. According
to the grammaticalization theory, “ruo( )” concession conjunction is grammaticalized from hypotheses conjunction.
And the grammaticalization process was completed in transitional hypothesis complex sentences and the semantics
changed from [+hypotheses], [fadversative], [-concession] to [+hypotheses][ +adversative][ +concession]. There are
some differences between the two kinds of conjunction, such as previous items, universal meaning and the possibility of
realization.

Key Words: conjunction; hypotheses conjunction; “ruo( )”’concession conjunction; Chinese grammar



