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The key issues in the research about
the patient subject construction n M andarn Chnes
Qiu Xian Liu Zheng-guang
(Hunan University, Changsha 410082, China)

The paper reexamines the key isues in the research about the patient subject construction (PSC) inM andarin Chinese, and
comes up with the folloving vievs A s a nonpassive construction, its subject can be anmatewhen the animate entity isobjectiv-
ized due t the neutralization of its force dynamics when its subject is indefinite, it isusually modified o increase its referentiali-
ty o match the weakening referentiality of the predicate verh The requirement for canplex predicate is 0 realize the tense, as
pect and mood of a sentence  The main function of PSC is b express subjective judgement or evaluation through the modality in
force dynanics A gonist demotion backgrounds the agent and reverses the figure and ground to foreground the patient
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