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Abstract

Existing studies on the discourse marker “ni kan” in Chinese linguistics have predominantly focused
on structures like “ni kan ni” and “ni kan wo”, with insufficient attention to the independent
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pragmatic functions of “ni kan ta”. By analyzing corpus data and authentic conversational materials,
this paper distinguishes the discourse marker “ni kan ta” from the structure “ni kan” + third-person
clauses and systematically investigates its evaluative functions and formative mechanisms. The
study reveals that “ni kan ta” possesses distinctive discourse marker attributes, which are catego-
rized into two primary functions: direct negative evaluation (including reproach, complaint, and
blame) and positive appraisal (featuring implicit comparison). The formation of this discourse
marker is attributed to three mechanisms: reanalysis-induced syntactic boundary ambiguity, sub-
jectification-driven semantic bleaching (where “kan” shifts from a visual action to a cognitive mo-
dality marker), and intersubjectivity-facilitated encoding of evaluative stances.
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B )

B. “UREM” ARMOLK), JETIFE, HHE HAEE S . XK, WEREIGE L EE, B KX
S =P

Bl: BEANG)FRAULIR “IRE, Ah(ib)----” REE, BUAEAE, Fla:

(2) W FIE—k3b, it h TEAREGN, FEY A —Fahbif, ARG, RAWRIRE AR TR
LS (R )
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(6) Fh7 FFuah Rmitk, Mt R A FHL: REPESERATH, hARS M. » (A% (Emmb-Fa))

KA, PN A TR R B R A R R SR, B L AR TR BRI C “IRE T+
DL “th” NEFEER/AN], HEERIEERC “REMR” TAEE, BRIEERIDS “URE f/ih” A5
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CifEd,  “Ab/ih” BIEATS0E 7 EERA, SHEIERN ST IR B, REXEHE =5 “dvh”
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(10) e T “t” WERAE “IFE 7 Ja, H “IREM” ZJEA S, 55 IRU0TESE ‘W B EEK
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Table 1. The “Reproach-Complaint-Blame” continuum of the discourse marker “ni kan ta”
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haeR R PRI E G RN GUR I
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Table 2. Syntactic reanalysis of “ni kan ta”
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Table 3. Synergistic effect between subjectification and inter-subjectification
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