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Abstract

The “Shi”-sentence is a core sentence pattern in Modern Chinese and a major difficulty for Thai
learners. Based on the Global Chinese Interlanguage Corpus (GCIC) and employing the Thai three-
copula system (1w /fa/ ‘I‘d) as a typological contrastive framework, this study systematically exam-
ines “Shi”-sentence errors made by Thai learners. A total of 6796 error entries were retrieved, from
which 321 valid tokens were obtained through systematic sampling. The findings reveal a gradient
distribution of error types: addition > omission > substitution > misordering. Addition errors pre-
dominantly involve the redundant use of “Shi” before adjectives, directly attributable to the broad
predicative function of Thai pen (1Uit). Omission errors mainly consist of the omission of de in
“Shi...de” constructions and the omission of “Shi” in copular sentences. Substitution errors center
on the confusion between “Shi” and you as well as zai. Misordering errors are the least frequent. The
study explains the causes of these errors from the perspective of the typological contrast between
the Thai three-copula system and Chinese “Shi”, and proposes graded instruction and contrastive
teaching strategies.
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1. 5|15

TEIARDUE B AR R, 7 BEEFRRAWIIZO R, HESHAESMIIRESR. FH0IHL
AARTI T AR R T R BB (1979 K 5 R AIalnl[ 1], X1 H 4645(2001) AV BE £ FE 2 4
) AFTER) BRI A) =2K[2], KRR (2012) ik — 0 A UEE & R H T T IE U RE 7 RHESL 3],

FE] AL (i B SRR A BT 2 B i, i AKEE(2017) EIRIE(020) 4 ENJE . B HeSE R %4
HAT T 27 FRRIEDHT[4] [5]. IR (2012) ZBEGEQ2018) BI/NE2022). ZRER(2022) %5415 28 18
REEE WA B 2 [6]-[9]. 2B 5PGE RFRIGEIE R, EAEFFEN SVO, HIERERS L7
fERFERM LR TREPA A ThEE ML Rid——0u. do. To, HHIKIEEMEIR. 2 FIRH K
IWE®BERITIRE, MBUEACE —A “=7 a5 O Difeds. IXFRAEXFR B0 F A8 42 [ 5 > 35 T s
MRFERER, (HAH S KRG R IR BT I AT

TAVET 2R MEERE, Tkt 321 FWMiRiEE, RAKFMAQO2)HIE LIhEE/ > RIELE3], 45
BREZRERFNRAXS L, BERZFLLT A, (1) REYIE 27 AWk 2IERE A5
kSR ? (2) ANFERIEBE AT LIRER A EA AR ? (3) fwise = A= VR 216 5 R0 2 A 2 A
X2 AERITIE L, REIEAURIRRRR G RSB LT B2 5 R A ) 358 o

2. ‘B’ FANNEBERESSE
2.1. “R” FRNNE
R T SRYSTRIUE . HeSUR AT R IR LV 4 R+ R 4,

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.148882 1140 ARG 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.148882
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

BRI, M tE

FEEF . HFEE KRR BBUM1979)% “02” FE JyHImiEhial [ 1], REER(1982)% H 4y R F)iA[10].
I XMFRFTAA LA« NEEROBUERNERR IR A, BREEEAHIWA) . FAAER) L SRR ) B T A%
A& AR AR, HHE= H—, FERAALL 27 A0 mRER: £, &R m
R SBRIAWT BN TE XN —— AR R R BR S AEE I, SR AR a7 AR AR AT
WINIThEE, YRR AEAFRAEIREE Ry 8 K=, |7 R0 (DUBHRE) CRBEDGE) (HSK fx
AEZRE) SRR BO OB 2R, AT #HE LRGN

22. “R” FANSRER

ST R AN RERUEAR —, BEAE MIE CThRE M R, A AT U R R )
B2 D N T R o e
22.1. “B” FAENINEES

Table 1. Semantic function classification of “Shi”’-sentence

F1 R FEBENINRED KR
R&EE LWL RAE

SN AR, ZON. BENEIER RS . fATE. L XL,
ik EIEEE. A FRAHE

EﬂWUW%%%”%%ﬁ,%%% KT BB IE, BB CERESER . 12, FAE. RHIE.

BICAE(1979) EiE - HiER AKX S

P L

U (1992) HHINT TN L4 ISR, RO . RO . H5). BIHGRE. B
N SRR R - DUREOE X . K. . St HANEATHM. BT
TE(1996) g MR 5

00 M XL “R % ERE. SR IS R+ R4 AERER.

Mrik . i H)

. LR R AR EZEE)— v (FEFRAL) — 1B U R

72 1 AR, EF0 7 a5 BT A=A RRRR . AGRIPEVGE R, BBUI(1979) A X
— 0 SR SEBR FRAg L, (MBS, B TEBS R[] BT T1979)/7 K54l Masis . &
RS2 AR, (A& R A EIEM 1],

AL FNE SR B S T, JERE(1996)fH % “ = AP B TG A PR iZ 028, FHe i &) v
PESRRESI[12]; AR (1992) IV /i@ # TG T, 326 [ bR S0 SEbR[13]; & 5XH(2004)4% “2&” Ja
PERA A ME 2R, PRI A)IRAE SUHISE & BRI FE B[ 14]

MAZ A BT 2 (A FIH FE J7 THT, 5K AT A (2012) 1l SN FNEVEANEV LA EAL , SR A% O L~ % UHESE,
¥ R FRIIZ THREVEMRE N — S EOUL I 1) S W I 08 T R R, DR B AR SR A
TSR3

222. “B” FATHARS A

R FAPEE-A R AR, RS LA, B 2. BAOSHFKAQR012)M3, diE
B ER, SR A T AW X AETE S RS YA S AR R ORI X R A )
X[3]. W42 PioRs:
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Table 2. Subordinate sentence classification of “Shi”-sentences

F2. “B FANTLARSE

TS e LEH IR i X ke SR ) iz 54 % 1

T X X+ “B” +NNP  REFBAK il 2524 53 7 5 3 B

FAAE L RePT + “5E” +N/NP REMGAAERY) AT AR “r” R H
MEWH MR+ “Z7 +Ad/M REHERY] i P Sk A2 A £ “R +Ad” T EEEH
RIS R+ =T+ &l RIFFEMRE  AREOAR AR T RN R IN “R”

SR L “R” O+ R+ RmMEE  ERFERKM HE 2% 3% I

B 2 AT, 2B o7 )3 DLAIWT D R A% Ol SCRERl . I SRS RIERIEZE, S5H08 “X+ &
+N/NP” o fPTE SCRIEHAFTESEY), S50 “RERT + J& +N/NP” o 85 UEHH SUH T UHIRHE, 45440
KRR+ R+ AT, EDOE TGRSR, 8RR e 7 ST, TR Ou
+ BRI E A VAN, XS ERARE T E R+ Ad)” RN IR I EE AR o R R
XERIFEHFEE, 45005 “W8 + 2 + ZGh” o smiEE XCAWMER: 2 + 5+ 17 SR
W] o 7GRS “R + B + IR S EEE RS TERA AR LIRS
MEE, (HJRZHENE “AT + & + R0 M=BaUEZE, KI5 R el thae At B 1 R 45

Ty .
23, “Rreree " FRVARHT

EEFRXS T 7 APRTE NI 7 FRR RIS, AELE =R BOTIR DA H 465
(2001 9KER, gk e BY” BOHSLHIKR[2]; ARV A R (1984) 88K, WA “IN7 FRIERY

CRT AR, HIWT SURER[15]; 4iIRAURAEER(1982) ML, 5 “R7 G M N HIKBhiE[10]. kALK
(2012) ¥ 3] XN FLBHELE, & T AINIRSL[3]. IATIR R IX —3rdy, T =A% E: — R
AR PR EGER, HERR “Hgeeeee K7 B SEBOKEERMR TG E, R ERARDGEEM O e
(17 A5 “Re” A RO A RAE: =R (012)1 TR HESAE T RS 43 K L AEEE A G —1E %
AIHERVEE3]. RN RR 4R e, AR SCEKG “Heeeee- 7 INIR R, (B0 AN AR AR EE M. ThaEss
K IPFHMERE ERRR R . RIS SRR MR AT, AT e 17 A HEAT BBRE S GE i, DA
R 6 25 22 ARG AIE

3. RMEZRIARGENE “B” A BIxttL

3.1. RKBE=ZRIANES

FABPAE =ANTIRE L AN KA, ERFMX — KGR EREETE &7 Fa MRS,
AW DS S5 8 (1) F B =S Rl T8 — 5 .

3.1.1. BHiIBA R Du (Pen)

u (pen) & Z 18 P R Em I &iA, EEATIERA, WP EIEEMEEE, #iELE R
PR o pen BASNRME, Al&RBAIRC, GEH T8 E . KRB, pen 1] H TEAITEIART, #K “pen
+ A" 450 H4E Wongwattana (2015) IR 7T, Z=iE pen [FE R VG HR G B IE . 250, IRESZEL R
BI[16]. Pen AMUFE T T O0E “2&7 B4R IIAE, A BB T2 15 ()18 55 h—— X A2 DE
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HREAS SO VF (BTG BBl oo 107 MESEA RESEIL. DAL, pen B AW B K F00E “27 .

3.1.2. FRERAIZHR{A Ao (Khuue)

Ao (kKhuue) H T2 [F/AR A 0], Bl FIBMEIEZMWERLR, RiELGHEEME. khuue J&JE30H M
i, AREEFRC, HEMNFH To B4 “mai chai” . Hedberg & Potter (2010) I SLIGHF FIFSL, 2
B RHE 7RSSR/ AI A 5% khuue FIREF(PE2r 5.97/7) 5.3 = T pen (4.45/7) [17].

3.1.3. WIASEBEEZRIA T (Chai)

T (chai) fE 2818 = R RGP IR R A (0 55—, ST ¥ e MR R, AR T DUE M <217
#, WENPEN khuue B “mai chai” laildd, A2; =, HERBEEAPE pen EIRIHMEM.
Jaratjarungkiat (2019) I 7i 48 i, chai 7£2815 R A R4 H BAMEREH DhRe, ZD08E “&” fiAR&R
[18].

3.2. NERARWBRGHKBIXIEL

FTULERE, "RNGE 27 5RE =R RDIEERT N K RIFNT

Table 3. Functional correspondence matrix of Chinese “Shi” and Thai copulas

F 3. NE B SRIBZFRIAIIHEEX AR

DIREYESE DUE pen khuue chai POIVESE i i 5 M)
JEPEER AR (AN X PR E pen> “&” N EK)
SRR ol oy L e BR “R” ~khuue  FUIREUN
RS “R7 B L X X X DUBREA wH
TR EAE 4L Feeeeee X X X PUBRFH bR/
BEE Hm “Ar” mai pen @t chai mai chai T N R =
€ [N i X X ol chai 57 To i 2 R

HIE 3 AL, WRARFERGNZOERTBSEN “ —5=" AT R DUE—A 27 BHEE
WEARENZ AT, HAE “AAfERIE” & “miaHEs” mWANMER ER R T RIERFRAEAR L
MIZhEe. f£ “JRYEIRARYERE” £, 25 Ou MEHEEZ KT8 27, BEESBE I HRHLER 2N
W, RS U SGR IR IR ——IZX R A iR b R 2 R fE “SERARB4ERL” b, “R7 5
khuue DhEEm L H S, ITRMME/N. f£ “AAERIKYERE” b, PAEKREM T /A7 5 Xate, R®iG
A&, SECOR 5 B MRARGE. £ CRPEIERYERL” b, DUER 5107 SiMEREHE
AR, FHHELER S IR . Mok, BB EDOE “AR” i—8E, ZBMKIEAR RidiLHFEA
e 72 MR TR R IR -

4. REFIE “R” FamixkR

BT RPN ERRE, DEHEARIERRS ‘&7 TR, 2R R MEMA THE,
B ZATH RUWRERL 321 2%, S IEEEB(1994) )7 FHELE, K f iR 20 i n . 8l R, BERP UK,
&G IANE XFEE[19]. BINREAEFFF SVO, 7 RRERD 4 %), AL 2
FEo

AT “R” FarmEDS BRI, BE. R IR, BRRIREIINE 4 fik:

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.148882 1143 HURIE = 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.148882

RS, e

Table 4. Overall distribution of “Shi” sentence error types of Thai students

F4. REFIE ‘B FARREESES T

(et F 3 k(%) ey
W 147 45.8 1
buad 103 32.1 2
% 67 20.9 3
By 4 1.2 4
a1t 321 100 —

HH2% 4 750, PRiRBRIM AR RN > R > @A > 87 RERERE . SIS & 5 iR
S 77.9%, MRZREZES)E 7 FaiRm A,

=MwIRS

PARIRIE 147 25, (SR 45.8%, RIZESIEAEANTEMM “=27 Milih 2 RN T “2” o JA7
WRAETRANA(2012) i) TL2RTE U RE /T FMESE, IR IN W BREAT 118 = W #3231,

Table 5. Distribution of semantic function types of overt addition errors

5. RMRIRAIENINEEX B 5

WICRT HiE HH%) WM AR T Wiy ) X R Z BRI

538 X 81 55.1 S+ “&” + R/AEE + Adj oA pen + Adj &%
P 27 18.4 S+ “R&” +VP A A W) sk FH 2R ]

R 18 122 S+ “R7 + )R] i B A pen SIS R LAY

SE ) X 12 8.2 e )7 HEHEE HE 225 V2 A ToRT R HESE

FAER] X 9 6.1 AT+ “R” +fF +N “BTRE i G—RAE
&t 147 100

%5 MBUEHR T IR R AE AN [FE LR A EARASIET ) 0 A E . DA R X & 24T 07 .
4.1.1. #HSRAAS RN

S YA SGR I T s P B B R 2 7R, MERSRE, (it e, SIHmALR
— 3, ﬂﬂ:

(1) * FAL R F o (RAIRT R )

Q) *rAARER. (MAREE. )

MR : T8 + 2 + FEERNA + R DOETE RN A, o 57 2546 o] DA B R 18 1E,
w1 (2), AEERE “R” . HEEE Ju ol JFRERERERE MR, HEAARMREETI0E “-27 .
ZRiE D (ERERLZ K TI0E “&7 , X —Z 7 AR S 300 SGRINRR AR A R A .

4.1.2. FI|EF R

J W7 SR IR PN E C B A& HIWHE A A b s I “2 7, sE I A R EE R U4, e

(3) *ibd 2 %20, (ibhe % Z)F. )

D *RRFFAEAZLBYGHF, RRTFFHEARBYGHE, )
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BRI, M tE

A iR S T 2R I ) 2R U] 5 A5 P U RS o 51 (3), W ) A5 T R 3R] (pen BR khuwue),
PG “mi” <=7 “ARR” FahinA L R &Rl LIhEE, TEmBshmm <2 .

4.1.3. ERERESGRM
SRR SCIRANR DUNAE S A IR A B SRe P/ NRT R 2 R “ 27 o s

(5) * B R AL A RRF 4o (B RARKF 4. )
(6) *3X 2 3Rk % AT R PT AL A IR Ko (EIR L B HPTALAIIRFA Ko )

iR a] Ry T B HELE 5 R IR BB B RN 2 B, G0(6) R R T RN X
() DR e, I E ISR DGE T AR B 27 o %Rl T 2818 &6 Ou 7T T 91 AR i oy
FAVE VI A A 22 DB T8
4.1.4. TRIFSRM

SRIEE B SRR IA e B FERREAT A RIESE P . A2
o e 17 T RUEMERERRE. M, HR. BIZRIER S, HAlH
EXTE . AU RARR S . AEEXT R R, MEFEHIZHESE . W:

(7) *BASH— kB BN, (RFE— k@M. )

SESHAEG e F” HEZRJS, MR BERE I X 4 75 BE5m 1 (O B & ot bR RN AS 75 B2 i 1 (4 3 52 [k
RE R ERE, SERERE AL EZ AL,

4.1.5. FEEQ RN

FAER SCR RN “R” B “F7 RAAE, .

®)V*adhTARS. (BEEHTARS,)

X T FARAE A RS HE I G YR ROTE SURFE,  BNEEANg e 4 YR, M) “IRE T Uk
IRECE R, FERES, A LHME 545 . RIZAE B NS A R B aifE e f “F 7, ek &
B “He” o MR T BIEFAEAS 4 H A(mil), SLZPUE “&7 FAEER “4 7 FAAEAT
i S
4.2. BRRIES

TR 7 A Y, RIS ST A )« R 6 A B S h 1R T 184
MRYE IR A AN, PSRRI LR, Wik 6 fs:

5 EE SR ) S B AE
Hil P2 T B A7 AE B

Table 6. Distribution of subtypes of omission errors

6. BRRRNTFEESH

IS Bt B (%) X ) 7 TR ST A
Rl AR B 45 437 “RT O +VP+ M R R *RIENE R K
ey 7 s 30 29.1 S+ “R&” +N/NP  FWizhia <27 *REEAN
CRE g7 AR R BRSO  10 97 R +CRIE +VP+ K AE R *RIE R K
&it 85 82.5 — — —

T A 18 K RGE PR B B AShEERR, ART 7 TEVERE, SCRMALLT.
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4.2.1. “R---00” GF ‘87 HiRR
SRR R R P S R 2 . S H R IEFMEN “27 frid B, HEEBRR 7 AR
“I7 . TEBIIR

(9) *RAMER Ko (RAMERKH, )
(10) *f 2 4 K& o (f2 KEHM. )

e (17 SRR R AEZRTE R BRI K RO SR —— FR T R S A A e v A AR A L R
SKHL, AFEE R R IRIAIRESREE M. L, 250 BARRES ROR PR B R SRbsidiRiA, (2
RAEFESL “R7 M “I” BAUEBLIIEE R,

4.2.2. FlEFaH “B” KRR
PR ARRIUAAELIE ] “ A7 BRI g o o 23], 4

(A *R—BEHF F . (RAGEHT Tk, )
(12) * ety B —— L L FIF . (i FEE— LT, )

SRR T 280 T AR (IR o WA (10 AR R A 52 R T ARRANE AR 2. fE58
B AIREL AR AR 78 24 R R R I A v, R D AT BLE I . B D) TR R (5
— ANFR)S Bil(12) ETENFR R VE BRI By, AEZR TR HAE Th A T s AR . 52 2] F R — i i
h Fe VR AR A U BRI BIDGE FIWT A o, mPGE A A e IR AR, ERIERIERS T, B
AREEMEFIA AT, I A R R

423, “Ref” A R WIER
BEKARIR 5 4.2.1 TR —— 512 R ER LI 0K 107, (LR T 6091 <27, s

(13) *HKrE X K89, (RAEXR RN, )
(14) * &K AFFIDR S RIF. (RAEFFFILRFLARIFH. )

5“W)” IR E el 45 %, 15 R FAIIRIRI 52.9%) ML, “R 7 IRATEEEI(10 4%, 5 11.8%)
MR, P STER O” E ARG SR EEZ R TX “” WRIR, EXSERRFE “»”
KARCIR, TR “M” 25 58 205,

4.3. ZHARRS T
RRRRE “&7 5HAREZ B HBEE . RIERENEAETT R, R RBRIRES AL TSR,

Table 7. Distribution of confusion types of misuse errors

* 7. RARRACRELREN S

TRE A HE A% Wi Xt R 2R JA G
“7H H” IRE 22 32.8 =1 A G —RAHE * BRI B
S S TEIRYE 12 17.9 Je—1E AFR R HE *PIE NS
S5 BN M 10 14.9 S~ N pen S #EAE X 22 T
RE/REIRTE 8 11.9 - Tululsr AN B B
HAIRYE 15 22.4 EZ ZFnt B ot AETF
At 67 100 — — —
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BRI, M tE

M 7 A, R RMIMNIRIL 67 2%, RINE I FHAE LM HALFIERIE SR IR 7“2 .
Hep 27 5 “f7 MRERNRE, HHIWT:

(I)*AHFRFRBE TREFEAA, CRRSIEA (EHFRFRBITRSPEA, LHRSIEA)
(16) *RAFEAMF L HF K. (RATHHLHFK: )

BIOS)T, “ULRAREGAMEA " RATHTE “MREHEA" MIEFATE, EATMS —HAAA R, K
B <t + AT BT . BIA6)T, AT RAFTRSRA R, SRS "
fHARK), TR “ R (AT A RHK). FEEAFEE IR 05— (T 7 6, BZ 0 “ R
55 R A SR BRSBTS B, TR P (S B
T BT AT ATREPELIT TG AT BRI

(A7) *FEMNAALF R (BMNAEALFEK. )

(I9) " ARERZERF. RAEEZERS.)

SRR 22 F4250 o PR “77 MOALFRINAEAT “ 2" MSELSHIIINfe, %1% ELbFriEHE

X DL g S AT FH WA 7] o

BeAb, BAATE 927 5 RN/ /AR & A0E TR

(19) * KA S (KA L Fik. )

(20) *RZ G4 2 R FIF M A . (RIGHIR A R FAFH A )

WA A) I B T 22 31350 7 5 MO BE XX R IEAE. 27 RORTE R S BOR
AHW, T N7 R CBENT WA N MRS S —FRESRIEESE L. flant, “fB” RETEE
MR B AR 64, 2" ARZIXFENSE S MR “47 5 #lQoyF, “BE”7 #Rn TNz
JE AL AR, N “RCA” MAERERASFIRIR &7 o ZRE T RIWE & (Ou A5 SRS HI
FENEBAE S, o E 2 sgm, K “R7 MHEZ R TR ERENSERIESE T,

4.4. MIRABS5IE W IHRERIZZ X 4
N T BRI IR TN TE SRS, AT R R 518 LI Re R 3T T2 X R i hT .

Table 8. Cross distribution table of error types and semantic functions

® 8. WREBSENEENZX FHE

iR/E X Fr ) X TEHER) XL 5 YL L il R R R S PR A) L &t
3l 27 9 81 18 12 147
B 30 0 0 0 73 103
5% 22 17 0 15 13 67
e 2 0 0 1 1 4
a1 81 26 81 34 99 321

HIE 8 AT, R [ 213 SR R A I WiR 52 T A FRAFEAE I T RIE: (1) H5 B Uik 81 %
SHREE AR IR ISR 81 4%, o BHRER M, UEWIZEE S ) R E U L AR IR B
FEAE VU, T AR AR Bk ko (2) BRI SRR CLER 73 200, e 7 MRS “R
BT ISR T HAZ O R (3) TR SRR 2 AT BN AT, RN 27 AR 30 2T A
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R, e

Hom, WP CRRAAAE 27 M EMERBAAAE “-7 k. (4) AR X WIRES TR 17
¥ WHLT “R7 5 “H7 AR LRNRIE . XS X ATRFE A RISk 1R R R
MR Ak

5. “R" FAmiRES

BRSO 321 FAMIRIERH RS 5 G0 HT, AT RGHBEREEH 27 FAIMIRIIK
PRI -

5.1. BETIER

FHETUE R RRE Y E “R” TRk R EERRE . NREERF RS LR AZRE T
RGP R AR R R AR . X — 22 Il DL R B AR A TR RN

5.1.1. FiF Ju BRTEEEZ

PUIRE R i R ) 22 AR T IE A 4 i o DOB TR, PR 250 v BB 70 24 i51E
LHTRENN: MFE Du TEEHTEEEEREME, HiX—8507E HEREPERREN . X
—Z 5 SEGHS UL URIR S s, HESRL: “EIE + R+ BEERNE + BRI . X R IE
FEZRE Du + Adj S5 E R

5.1.2. RIFFIBTEFRIAEGIE AT

ZAE W R U8 ] AR IA (w88 o), X —HUIAE DS ) had BEE R B SIEE . Ho—, 245
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