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Abstract

This paper focuses on the distribution and social influencing factors of the regional marker particle
“wu de” in contemporary Beijing dialect, conducting a statistical analysis of its ten usage patterns
among contemporary Beijingers. It is found that compared with four decades ago, factors such as
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urban or suburban residence, Beijinger identity, educational attainment, ethnic identity, and age re-
main key elements influencing the use of “wu de”, and the influencing mechanisms are largely con-
sistent. The usage rate of “wu de” in the suburbs is higher than that in the urban areas. Under each
dimension, the usage rate of “wu de” shows a downward trend, with the difference between new and
old Beijingers being particularly significant.
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1. 5|8

JERAE N BAR E FRoR T, BE A BRI BUR SN . 8T Pl & e 5 N DU 8l 4R 25 31
KRGS REZS . WAz G ENARM R EBA R E T, 2R 0EAERR, BRKEEHRLE?
HAT A AT R 2S£ TiES 20, W52 2005) [1]. K 77(2004) [2]. & E#H(2018) [3]. i
$(2024) [417 30 AERE LGS IEN B BRI SRR T B IR, AR R
FAXTEUD o BT, ARBFARBLERZ AL A BRI AR SRR X — [

Uiy RAbRUE BA AR IRER R WA 2 —, MENSERIR SRR 2E G0, A Tl A4
7 “fELE” “2 K7 CHFRERHLSE S IR ITVER RO A — A — B 8] DAHT S 2 i 75
AR (BRKWAZE, 1997) [5], AT DAE RN — M8 5 IS R0 I R R 75 F B . R A5 AN 22 80 4EAR W,
HBA4A(1981) 618 % “AHA” —ia Ml FHMOS A G R AE 2 A . 568 “AiR” 16 40 245145 R
R RAEARA? IXEAR (b 57 FMR AL At 2 R KR 2 R a3 S ] 2

2. BERIT

AU TR IR R B & &7 e S5k 77(2010) [71H45 H ) “ARi” 8 10 F4H
PR 1), HIAE AR MR 10 MBS, Ak st A AR R R T b ) B R A 45 .

)45 A HE: (1) 24ARIERTE R M7 10 PR RSO (2) fm “Air” RS E,
AFEFR . LTSS ERIX . ZHERE. RIESE.

S — A, FIEE RS 171 0, AR 100%.

3. HRILRE “ERY” BERTER
3.1. WIAEENERRL

S ERRELFAER) 171 MR aE N, HER S RBOT =4, Hd 40~60 &4 HEm, A
42.16%; FHKH 20~40 25 30.98%; 20 ZLUF A 26.98%: WAL ASHE, BE—-RARLEIZ
27.49%, FH_ARNMIHIZ) 26.32%, 2 =ARNMILHIZ) 46.20%; MNFTEMIXE, 5 HEE B4 DI
TENE(54.68%), HUCNEARR. T, 20508 22.96%. 10.96%;: MEERAE, WiES5#(93.75%) 5

MBS i B AR HONE TURAE N — A HEE P ARl AR I T AL a2 o —AAEstA, —ARAE AR 7 (AR TR Tk
FON AR, DLk,
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Table 1. Ten Uses of “Wu de”
F 1. “RE9” B9 10 A

“HLE” TR TEBR i+

@ NP i BT E NI LEE B IIR )\ Eh SR A ORI AR PG, X TE A, R L.

@ NP1, NP2 ffiff]: TN Ll A2 SR, Bl LA

® VV 1L EARBARAENXIF, B LiGsim], ZREin.

@ VO 1fif WEXRILED, Aot fE i L, 2255, Mz U, R REHME R, #EIRA Ak

chengr, X4K, —RZ—"
® ViE V2 EMM BRI RS L AT ANGT
® Vi01V20: 1Ll FIXE FRA . SRR .

@ NP1 {fiff] NP2 B LA AT A7 () 22 FRIGF - - HER

V101 ffi ] V202 EEFTHZAKIL, FMRT T8 TR TSR ILHR. 7
O] AT AL R AN

WA v AMi PREMBAIZ, AIEAME, AT 4 FRIGE 2

LA I IR R  14.67%..8.33%: NZBEREE, 25 R ER AR T1#(76.61%),
AR WEFEAE A A 10.53%- 8.77%, HARS I FHBIAE] 3% MWEAEICEEEE, 20 L EF (118 N)
HIT 70%, 10~20 4E3# (43 N) itk 25%%, HMAE] 5%,

3.2. deRiE “REY” ERRNEEER

R ARG T, AR R RS SRS ST 2 A 1.

OARVAME
Oft 4Lk

@GVIOHAIV202 s 368

NP AFINP2 meeessssssssssssssssssmms )5 7
®V101V202/L ] messssseeeees 35,7
GVIEV2EMY s 38

@VOffif) ne————essssss—— )8 7
QVVAY] eeessssssssssssssssssssssmmmm 00 8
NP1, NP2MAfH] eSS 38

@ NP eeeessssssssssssssssssssssss 00 8

Figure 1. Usage ratio (%) of “Wu de” language blocks
1. “EEY” FEREVEREER%)

BB AR TRBESRIE S RACs0E h E A0, PIER AR 31.81%. Hrb i A A i
KAE N 38%, AFEEI “NPiv NPALK)” 1 “ViaE Vo G 5 s/AME A 20.5% ( “AV AR ).

BB 8 AR IRV R AR E 2, ATTE I SIS FNER G ZE R, WK 2. B2 B (1)
FEAME BRI bR UE 220 B RZI7E 0.64 B 3.58 2 Ja); (2) KB riEBRAbrEZ4E | A4 BN =T 1, W, NP
f111(0.64)« VV fiff1(0.64). VO fH1(0.98)s Vi01V,0, fiff1(1.23) HAMHII(1.04), 1K BIX LB B {f
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FAMTR AR T FI9MEA — 2 dksh, (HEk LIRSS 3) Bob—ifdfbrE 2 a2,
U1 NP« NPy {Ef(1.96). V& Vo BLKI(1.96). NP AL NP, (1.93). V0, L) V20, (1.58)) A V AL
(3.58), IXFEIXLLTE A AR I E 2 M2 REBOR, BRI Ea#. HApER “A v oA
7 BRSO R iy, HOARTE 22 K T HARTE IR, X 5 HAESERR A AR BARAH — 2, 1 “NP ALY~ i
“VV AL B BORR R B, AH SIS Bl 1 S BR A A28 48 5

3.58

N W

1.96
1.58
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§® o @q&* @‘* & @‘5‘ & 5 @‘9 &
SRR R gt
a® 9 © ®

RAEE

o
QUL OINOTWO

Figure 2. Degree of dispersion (standard deviation) of different “Wu de” language blocks
E 2. TR “HEY” IBRABHIEEEREE)

4. “ERY” ERPHSFmER

ARG EEELRAE SR RO e 2. A NS, RIR. ST, k. WGt
B, RER R AR R K7 fEM. B 7 AREDR A RE 20, 4
BT, AL AR R A iES, B “NPINPALI” “Vi & Vo B I RAE,
RMEE R AL RS E R HESRA U7 o uT o AR ZABEER Xy
LT BRI RO R G S R L, HARR T ESE

4.1. FRIEWX

Bl 3 BoRAb Rl & XV Vo B RS B2 S8 B B R B s 5 B IX R 55 L X, N 85.71%(5%
o IERIIFEARN—, HAED T RN Z %), HOCAI L (50%) &1 (43.75%) F-5(36.36%). K%
IRF(20%) 0 T IX BRA 55111(66.67%) 58 FH 24 i 4k, HA R 3(28.57%) FARH(25%) P31 (23.08%)39A
I 30%, WUE(12.5%) A E] 15%. SE—DIIRIX . ARG “Hr” WS, P55 3 25000
31.17%- 42.64%, ZBIX “Vi & Vo B HZ S THIX.

4 AR X “NP NP A1) 7 @48 FH AR 00, rp {26 sy B R B IX R BT (56.25%) (IEER R A
—AEEAR, WHBARIES ), HUCONI L (50%) 55111(42.86%) F5(36.36%) /K% (20%)-
M 16.67%; 3k X A F 2 2R AR KON AR 48(42.86%) > A1 5 111(33.33%) > #HFH(21.43%) > PHI
(15.38%) > #FUE(10.9%). IRIXFAXLX “NP NP AR ” HI-F3548F H 2653 8 24.78% 34.59%, WARAD
X = T3

A3 B4, AR MR Rp S RNESR, AR AR RO AR R TIX .

2NTE R AT T30k, AR TEdR. WARH. EUE. A SRR, AR S RO RBIX
TRIERR B BREABRDCN 1), MG ALK RN NS %, AR,
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Figure 3. Usage of “Vi zhe V2 zhe Wu de” in different urban districts
3. AEWEX “viE V2 ERmH BERER
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Figure 4. Usage of “NPi, NP> Wu de” in different urban districts
B 4. TEMSEX “NPiv NP {RE)” BIEAITER

4.2. kXA HH

AT S 3 B 28 LRI I AN 2R, “Vi & Vo BRI B A 3 i s 3R O 5 =A%
PLERAE T AN 45.54%; SH—ARIE AN 12.77%; 28 AR AN 8.89%. WAREZIL AN “fH”
(L i R b st N8 ZAb st NS00 D7 st “AHr” R Rl . 17 EAR R 2 18 1) 22 B i o AR
(R JEAEBETAR /N, a3 = AR —ARIE N “ARm” AR 2 ZHT 35%; 12 —ARFIEE — Rz a1 %
PEZEARZ N 3%. VEWE S,

“NPi+ NP A7 IAH 2 AEAS [F) B oy AL md AN B s BRI : S5 =ARAE T A (39.24%) > 3 —
RAEEAN(15.56%) > H—ARILHA(8.51%), FEIIE 6. FFEHE =55 ARIL st N2 [0 Z 8E K 20%,
M —REE R ZEEAS] 7%. FRUH A7 EE R G HEARERE T SR TR 25,
REMRZEA WS, (HEIAK.
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Figure 5. Usage rate of “V1 zhe V2 zhe Wu de” among Beijing residents with different identities
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Figure 6. Usage rate of “NP1, NP> Wu de” among Beijing residents with different identities
6. REIFBIELRA “NPiv NP {HAY” BIfERZE

4.3. iy

K7 8o, Vi Vo BRI PR AT S OUERS RS A 8 2R R . 40~60 %
ZH(34.72%) > 20~40 % #1(26.42%) >20 % L R 41(15.22%). “NP;NP I I{E IR 5 2 —%, R 40~60
B F(31.94%) > 20~40 2 4H(26.42%) > 20 % LL F4H(10.87%), W14 8.
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Figure 7. “V1 zhe V2 zhe Wu de” used by Beijing natives of different ages
E 7. TREIFEHIILEA “ViE V2 BER”
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Figure 8. “NP1NP2 Wu de” used by Beijing natives of different age
8. NREIFIEIIERA “NPINP2 {HHY”

44. RiE

B9 BoR, M “VidE Vo BRI B Eu] 44 R BT I B2 s BIRAR O [B115(60.00%) > 51t
J(50.00%) > PLR(26.17%) > J#E(15.38%). Tk F/ADRIRIE S 38 “Hm)” WEHFIRECH 41.46%,
Horr e, RS 25% /. ATRUE Y, A EIRIGEDUR BRI AT “Ai” .

“NPINP LI BESIEA S “Vi 35 Vo B FEAR—F LI 10), R ZE(50.00%) > A5
(40.00%) > PLJE(25.5%) > HE(7.69%) . F AR IHR I /D ERE “Anm” MRS TI0R, R2zh
WEm T, (AoF 2 mEES “ViE Vo &mN7 BA .
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Figure 9. Usage of “V1 zhe V2 zhe Wu de” by people of different ethnic identities
B9 TRERESMNE “ViE V2 &EN” HERBER

45 XWEE

B RoR,  “Vide Vo B (08 b 23R 4% I SO B ]l sy BUIRAR Ry BT AR/ v AR (50%) >
KB (24.43%) > W FLA(20%) > 1 1:(0%): Bl 12 o, ANEZHEMSEH “NPi. NPALR” I E 4]
FMCARI 9. A (44.44%) > BEFLAE(40%) > HIHHAE(25%) > AFRVE20.61%) > [ 1:(0%). Z56F K,
SCACHE BEBR S R T R AN R AR, SCAGRR BE BRI ER T Rl i L “ARLR” o
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Figure 10. Usage of “NP1 NP2 Wu de” by people of different ethnic identities
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Figure 11. The usage of “Vi zhe V2 zhe Wu de” by people with different educational backgrounds
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Figure 12. The usage of “NP1, NP> Wu de” by people with different educational backgrounds
B 12. REIFHEEM “NPi. NP {EHY” B0

4.6. Ihg5
BRI IGE T AT  LUE B, B R Ab s “Am” SRS R R E D ERICA A T, B
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R (1) AR LR X AN FL R AR AR X A E B R “AiRT” 5 (2) ZAERt AR L
NEMFAEH] “HE” 5 (3) FR KRR EM LR NI NEB R “Hi” 5 (4) DRSS
O AL SCNAH EE DU B A A B 5 NSEAB AL AR 5 (5) RS2 PR AR B 22 D7 ) AR BN SE A )
A A

5. SRAERE “ER” ERBEAMBHELZRES

WRIEH (198 DB T, PUH4ERT “Hiiy” P IRS mf . ZAEROANER “fhi” b,
BN BB SRR AL N “AiR” RIELBI G, SRR NHEBIRUR: TR LB
RAERC N “ARR” BOLEfss, TSCACRE R I N U BRI . 528 3 /NI FimEL, AT L
AL G ik ORI =PRI L7 EHREZEER, Hnes 8.

ARWIXEER, HIH2(1981)EEH LA LU AL EIX, 2%, 0. fE LU E, BEFes
W R P B3 AR AT LU BRI, R 3 e T AR X . AT T VS R B A
SBIX, BRI —ASET A AR IR s SR AT “AHR” B L e X

AREREAE, EHHIHA981) I T, IR “AR 7 K E B & DURAT R . AP A
B, RN AR tefl e TO0%, HIU+H 245X —ZIA L. bG5S 05
ROk 5 DU B 5 32— IR 2%

5 40 FEHTHTFUAEE, AR ORI “ARR” R e B A g - E S ‘i
(7 A AN WA A R YEFE R, HRANFIREEHAAAE T R, T H K200 T FRIE LB
Rl Frab st N =, W4 2.

Table 2. Comparison of the usage rates of “Wu de” in Beijing dialect in the 1980s and contemporary times (Unit: %)

2. 1980 FRMBKALRIE “MREY” AR (E M%)

AN G4 THEFEE RO & 1y il

ZAbst N A A HEr AR E)S IR B WX S {H
1980 44X © 58.75 31.1 425 36.3 79.35 5645  39.05 457
ETA 42.41 10.64 4236 2252 50% 11.54  25.84 28.17

* AL EER B AR NBIEE = AL RN, Bt A3 —RIEst A » ABT AR E 2R+ b Irs
it T 80 FEAHLLEL FATRXPIM AT FR ALK TSR SR TP IE R, DX 1980 AR
FNT SR 1980 SEACHITHE ST R A P ST RL A H IO U A 45 R A . ¢ AR AR
LIRS BB B “V1 % V2 B “NPL. NP2 AR WFP “fRf” 15 F-251E .

RAEOLRE 5 TR KRB MR AN G 1. BERELGRAR, AIEER, ANHHs)
AH G AR H N, X IRESRA —FPREG . (ESERGVAIEATRE, W] I 5] Ml T & HAfE T R AUk
JERJILIRELSR o AEACHE N E Bl KA T B A AR v, R AN RIS R T L s ARG, iz A A
E B AR R TAEAAE, BA MR Z AL 1 F 2B B RS Z R . 002 b A1
BENLIAE, HAZAERON HHAE R R ER NS 5, Jbatil -5 LiEE g alokd,
o iR B SRR U Y T SR T AN, A R A A, S A S . i I ARAE . T
ZALRN I S S MR L RO RE S IR I — N E . T HAEE 2 — IR K244, 48 2022
HAEE. X2 HIRXE. BZIERBEHIRK (ESGHE M E 5 3078 R IR TR B 1 2 FHRM%
PRSI S) » $ 2025 G A NG BT AR AR 85%. WL, HATHI RIS A il ik i fl
RV f, SRS, 755 BAIVEH H #4945 90t NREAT “if” M IFA RN
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IR ER RIS 5 30 URE 1206 5 MR REE ), AT IR EA JAB SN A Nl “Air)” X
— BA I RER R G S IS AE AT Re TR LAY, B RTINS, AN IE A KA.

I Ja T BV, AW T I B ALE B R I AT EAREAN I, FEl R tX . R,
i R JUANEFE LU R AT IR o 91 a0 NI IX A PR TR IOREAS (S e AR, ik 37.42%, Tz JE SR —
(IRARH A 16.37%, Foftutth X NHCE D s WG, AREIR 76.61%, 1 & 56 A AR R R3] 10.53%:
MRIGEE, Z5IHE DR GIL 87.13%, TALJEH IR RA 7.6%, HALRERIEBEIE D WAF
WBE, K60 5L ERZIREE . XU ) @ — e R T g BIFRATR A0 R WA . A E ik
Ui, AWFFON LR AR AR HE T IS LR R g5 RIS RAESRHE N — M S H

ELmEB
ASCHEFAFERIE CEEHRT 2 Z PR e E 28 % 5 70(1815~1949)) (22&ZD306). X 4h5F
57 5 K2 e i I S AR Y 55 44 B 3 4 % Bh (23 YB1S) B B Itk il 3

SE

[1] % F. dbailE ) UGERT R M. dbat: dbmt) #E2 AcH:, 2005.

]
[2] Sktts. HSEFEMICTIEEANTWSRET]. BFBEESHA, 2004(5): 11-17.
3] ®hiliEe. RIS RS KA SRR A HT]. ATES 2, 2024, 12(5): 135-144.
[4] FR#. Ea0HEEF M. dbat: bR kA, 2018.
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