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Abstract

This research aimed to 1) investigate types and usage of
complex sentences in the Chinese language 2) analyze the conditions
and causes of problems arising from using Chinese complex sentences
of Thai students and 3) seek guidelines on solving the problems of
mistakes in using Chinese complex sentences of Thai students. The
population and samples were 60 students comprising 20 second-year,
20 third-year, and 20 fourth-year students of Business Chinese
Program, Uttaradit Rajabhat University. The research instrument was
a questionnaire constructed by the researcher. The data was analyzed
using percentage and content analysis.

With regard to the types of complex sentences, there were six
types in the Chinese language - 1) causative sentences, 2)
adversative sentences, 3) conditional sentences, 4) suppositive
sentences, 5) purposive sentences, and 6) concessive sentences.
However, there were five types of complex sentences in the Thai
language - 1) causative sentences, 2) adversative sentences, 3)
conditional sentences, 4) suppositive sentences, and 5) purposive
sentences. All types of complex sentences were found in the Thai

language except the concessive sentences.
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With regard to the problems arising from using Chinese complex
sentences of Thai students, it was found that overall mistakes made
by all students were 67.22 percent. When mistakes of using each
type of complex sentences were considered, it was found that the
mistakes of using conditional sentences and purposive sentences
were at 76.67 percent, suppositive sentences at 73.34 percent,
causative sentences at 63.37 percent, adversative sentences at 60
percent, and concessive sentences at 58.34 percent respectively.

With regard to the causes of making mistakes when using
Chinese complex sentences, the following causes were found - 1)
difficulty and complexity of the sentences, 2) first language
interference, 3) inappropriate teaching and learning methodology,
and 4) students’ basic knowledge of Chinese. Regarding the guide-
lines on solving the problems of mistakes in using Chinese complex
sentences of Thai students, it was suggested that 1) the instructor
should explain and compare Chinese complex sentences with those of
the Thai language clearly 2) the relation of clauses of Chinese
complex sentences should be emphasized

3) conversations between teacher and students should be offered
for frequent practice.

Keyword: Chinese complex sentences, Thai complex sentences,

Comparision, Error Analysis , Thai students
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