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On the Encoding and Decoding of Compound Words under the
Morphology-Syntax Interface: a Case Study of Compound Words “Quan
X”

MA Wei-zhong' and SHI Chun-hong®

(1. Chinese Language and Culture College, Huagiao University, Xiamen Fujian 361021, China; 2. Faculty of
Linguistic Sciences, Beijing Language and Culture University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: This paper advocates a research approach of compound words under the morphology-syntax interface
and a methodology of the usage-based model based on a case study of compound words “quan( )X”. The
encoding and decoding of “quan( )” have specific cognitive and pragmatic motivations. Their semantic
decoding and encoding are related to the advising event frames. The distribution of “quan( )’ syntactic frames
and the encoding of “quan( )” event frames have a corresponding relationship. The altruism and cultural
models affect the semantic decoding of “quan( )X and the semantic decoding process of “quan( )X is

composed of the top-down processing and the bottom-up processing. Lastly, the word encoding mechanism of
“gquan( )X is analyzed and compound words “quan( )X’ have two main encoding modes: “quan( )V”

type and “quan( )N type.
Key words:Morphology-syntax interface; Compound word; Encoding; Decoding
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