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[Abstract] The construction of “VP ye shi VP” implies that there exists an idle or
abandoned state, which is a pity for the speaker. Through analyzing a similar structure of

’ serving as a link, the paper assumes

“VP ye shi XP”, especially the common phrase “ye shi’
that the construction of “VP ye shi VP” is originated from “(if) VP, (then it) is also a pity or
a waste”. The contraction and ellipse of “VP ye shi VP” has occurred in tandem with its
stabilization mainly through grammaticalization and subjectivization.
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