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Comp-trace Effect in Chinese Relative Clauses
Chen Zongi
( Ludong University Yantai 264025 China)

This paper is an investigation of the “Comp-trace effect” in Chinese relative clauses which shows up at the T immediately
C-commanding relativized position with the absence of the particle SUO its manifestation. It is found out that this effect manifests
itself only when the external argument of a transitive verb or an unergative verb undergoes relativization. The distributional proper—
ty is thought to be relevant to the nature of the “Comp-trace effect” and the particularity of the “pro-drop” in Chinese.
Chomskys recent hypothesis of feature-inheritance is employed to account for the facts that the effect is demonstrated in the T po—
sition and that it is related with SUO. Specifically SUO is proposed to be the phonetic realization of a rel feature which is a

force feature in nature inherited by T from C rel . Based on this idea and also previous analyses of the “Comp-trace effect”
in English the paper explains why the effect is manifested as the absence of SUO.
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