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Abstract

Linguistic researchers have long neglected the study of morphology in favour 
of syntax. How to present and apply morphological knowledge to the 
teaching of Chinese as a foreign language remains a problem. Chinese indeed 
lacks flexion, but this does not imply that the Chinese language has no 
morphology, that its morphology is unworthy of interest, or that one can 
simply ignore it in the teaching process. We regret that the majority of 
existing Chinese textbooks and teaching methods do not encompass morphol-
ogy. In this article, after a brief overview of the position of morphology in 
research and pedagogy, we justify its importance for teaching and insist upon 
the significant aspects of the research. Finally, we attempt to draw up a 
graded morphology syllabus, pointing out the myriad of opportunities which 
can be exploited by both researchers and teachers. 
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