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Abstract

In this paper, we discussed the Chinese and Thai adverb of
frequency, as well as semantic and syntactic features. We looked
at the frequency of adverb between Chinese and Thai, and gave
detailed comparative analysis that explored similarities and
differences. We also discussed the theories that summarized the
ways in which Thai students produced bias characteristics in the
process of learning Chinese adverb of frequency, by looking into
more details at the inductive types of errors, identifying the
causes of errors, and finally proposing appropriate teaching
strategies to eliminate these errors.

By comparing Chinese and Thai adverb of frequency, both in terms
of the frequency of the semantic representation there are strong
and weak points for both, which represented the frequency of
uncertainty. The differences were that the number of adverb of
frequency were not the same in Thai, as they were in Chinese,
because the two languages did not correspond semantically.
Syntactically, one needed to inspect the attributes of the adverbs,
as they could be used alone in some cases. The difference was in
the modification of the position of the center of language. In one
sentence, the Chinese positioned adverb of frequency close to
predicate, while the majority of Thai situated at the end of the
sentence.

The Thai students learning Chinese by adverb of frequency’
questionnaire analysis found that the type of bias Thai students,
in the learning process, was seen as wrong with an incorrect
sequence generation bias. This bias is produced mainly due to the
negative transfer and native language students of over—generalization.
So , 1in the process of teaching with a Teachers To Guide, Students
To Learn” method, students stopped over—generalizing their knowledge
learned, and in the event of an error the teacher must promptly
correct. In the learning process, students did exercises and prac-—

tice slowly to realize their accurate semantics and usage.
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