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Background: One of the major questions of the Cantonese SFP nel is whether the particle
provides [+Q] scope to a question, or marks the focalized element of the sentence. This issue
is particularly crucial for the sketching of its cartographic syntax in the functional level, in
which it may serve to unify further comparative analysis of SFPs. In this paper I adopt the
clausal periphery of Tang (2020) and propose a syntactic position for ne/ based on its discourse
functions and the results of various syntactic diagnostic tests. Essentially, I agree with Tang’s
(2015) categorization that ne is an SFP of the focus type, because the question operator in the
questions with nel comes from other elements. In addition, since questions that are formed by
non-interrogative elements and nel should be the truncated form of wh-questions and A-not-
A questions (Li 2006), 1 argue that the non-interrogative elements are underlyingly
interrogative. As a result, the particle nel should have nothing to do with questions. However,
the follow examples may arise one question: how many nel do we have in Cantonese?

(1) a FEWEIRERNHT > (RORIGCNE) 2
Tai Zo nei gaa laa hai mai ne ho
Remind ASP you SFP SFP be NEG SFP SFP
‘I have told you, see?’

b. {EERIEERIIYE*(WE )i 2

Keoi jam-m-jam gaafe ne ho
he drink-not-drink coffee SFP SFP
‘Does he drink coffee?’

( 1a) shows that ne cannot co-occur with /o, although the position of the head of Focus
must be fulfilled with 4o following the *[focus @] Degree rule proposed by Tang (2020: 6).
Proposal: To answer the research question, this paper holds a conclusion that Cantonese is a
language with one ne, and whether the Focus-Degree movement takes place subjects to the
presence of focus in the sentence attached. Specifically, if the sentence does not have a focus
to point at, ne will move from Focus to Degree to encode the speaker’s evaluation to the
proposition. The major distinction between the two positions that ne can land is observed in
the complementary distribution with different types of SFPs, followed by the presence of the
focus-pointing function of ne in various syntactic environments.
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