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Abstract

This study investigates the distributional and functional differences among the Chinese exemplify-
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ing discourse markers “biru”, “liru”, and “ru” within expository prose. Based on a self-constructed
corpus of 676,000 characters drawn from textbooks, popular science texts, and academic papers,
the research aims to uncover the dual constraints exerted by register formality and the grammati-
calization degree of the markers themselves on their usage. A combined method of corpus analysis
and quantitative comparison is employed to examine the syntactic positions, semantic features, and
pragmatic functions of the three markers across the three sub-registers. The syntactic positions are
further categorized into clause-initial and clause-internal types, with the latter subdivided into
comma insertion, parenthetical embedding, direct embedding, and compound guidance. The find-
ings reveal that “ru”, being the most grammaticalized, predominantly occurs in clause-internal po-
sitions in academic discourse, where it contributes to concise and precise expression. “Liru”, char-
acterized by high semantic transparency, is mainly used in clause-initial positions in textbooks,
serving to introduce clear and structured examples. “Biru”, which retains a sense of analogical com-
parison, is frequently found in popular science texts, where it helps reduce readers’ cognitive load
by evoking everyday experiences. These functional distinctions demonstrate how register grammar
operates at the lexical level, systematically shaping the choice of exemplifying markers in accord-
ance with communicative goals. The study offers empirical evidence for the interaction between
grammaticalization and register variation, and provides practical implications for Chinese lan-
guage pedagogy and academic writing instruction.
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FEPARDUE U HAZ B TE ), 286 K15 TE PR 10 R e G 5 BRI  oc Bk . il “ 2549138
WEARIC” » AR B RS BRG] 7, DU, SORF BRI 52 2 A4 RO Al B B
M —JAm1E, tn “an. flan. tin” & XRARICHAE RS AE, TRZ SO R 1A 22 57 5 58 B H AR I L3N
KFo. BINENEEM . BHE 52 AREAR KB IHEA 75 Z HIL, (H H A2 AR e AT 20460
FEAIThREZE 7 M R = R SRR

FIRT 2B FAETEARC KB TSR, H AR AL 2 R b T ILm Thse sl i85k, BhZ BSR4
XA . BOXTHREL 1 “n” IS (AR B DI REARIC VAL B AR, (HARW 2B N IZheE L[],
P BYI T IZRPMCHPNE S ERIIRE, ABCARNRR “an. Fln. tbin” A RER TR 2],
EE XN RR FIE RN AT T 2 AL, EHT N RANIR T DR MEEGRE “X U7 R, T,
g, Han” RS BIARIC I TE A AT RS I (3] JEER, AT AR RTEFEAL B 2 bR 10T)
REFIHIZIPE (4], BB IE X 28 GIAR IS SR AP S [ 5], (HIZLERT B AT Lk &1, suk
AT FHEAS iR RS =7, MARRA BB RN TRAEM . B AR R X 2

2. iS5
2.1. W5IEiS
A PIABFAL RIS B S AN “IBARE R FLG A AMELE, REH R =F BRI S5 D6 .
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AR AR YO, W F R S0 - DB AR L — R IR 1R AR[6]. A RITERALIEE
FIbRic, FEIR SGEBIRL. ANk aOG AL BEXE R E AR 2 . BIERIG T,  “iRAREIMAKE
BRI S, SEEE ARG BERAMEN" [7]. #b. B EAR=FBERPEOVERA R R
PrE AR, fR R GENEMTR L I 45 3 B s Bod Be il 5 K.

22. ARFE

AW EHBIERE, S, B, RIS C=EE, B 67.6 T E(EIUE brb BT,
FEET LR HRE: ZFABAREE B, E20r RS 2 EAMRER, BRE B IR,
SEAREREERIE . X N EEARGHE 5 R A 2 7E A2 4E T B LA ESE . TR i 5 i % b v
mr.

HMZAERN22.5 JIF)RIE: NEARE R, BV, PR (2019 SERR) . BFARIAIER > . 6 1K
VLIRS SO, URHEZ OMES PR S B0 0085, T {RE A RNE R B .

BRERTERN22.5 TR (Eamigs) (PEERROEEY  FHmEd 10 57, ik
FAR TR WS AT BRI

SEARISTERN22.6 T3 )RR FIERGE 5 F2B % 0T S 21 58 . SR AEEE IS UE 2 (O 5
WE. % k. BdEiRE).

3. IBFUEEFATHSHSIhEES L
3.1. GRS RE M EER

KRB . B S2ARZUHIERNES, % “tin. Hlan. m” 896 S5hEe 1. @i o
ZHE AR RMERTEN, TR AL B (A E/ AR R B RS A EE ARG E R, HE AR
R IE S RO O, N T EAEM I TS SOAR LR, BAIG KR AL BN “CGE SN
“FRSWNIRNY (bRicf T4 59 “EBHRN” (EAMr AR “BE55157 (5HAMARCILE, W
CHEATOHPUSKRFI. BAR S ARG LE 1,

Table 1. Cross-register syntactic distribution of exemplifying markers

= 1. BHIAEERCH AN BRI

B GN=Fxiil G i
Bk Fric — it
BAEGEE) afEGEE) BN ESHEA FEAmA Z2651%
Em 20 (64.5%) 11 (35.5%) 0(0%)  10(90.9%) 1(9.1%) 0 (0%) 31
5F4%2 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
2.5 175) 40 14 (56.0%) 11 (44.0%) 0(0%)  11(100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 25
il 0 (0%) 26 (100%)  11(42.3%) 5(192%) 10 (38.5%) 0 (0%) 26
e 2 (25.0%) 6 (75.0%) 0 (0%) 6 (100%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 8
%&*j— 0 0, () 0, 0, 0
225 i) 40 75 (97.4%) 2 (2.6%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 2 (100%) 0 (0%) 77
il 0 (0%) 51 (100%) 5(9.8%) 27(52.9%) 19(37.3%) 0 (0%) 51
Lt n 39 (62.9%) 23 (37.1%) 0(0%)  18(783%) 5(21.7%) 0 (0%) 62
%‘47& 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
(226 ) 40 213 (88.8%) 27 (11.2%) 0(0%)  26(96.3%) 1(3.7%) 0(0%) 240

i 109 (29.8%) 257(70.2%) 79 (30.7%) 144 (56.1%) 21 (82%) 13(5.1%) 366
E: AESE N = ARy E T BIEG Ao b E = Ay e T .
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H ERA I, ERRERSOR T, AEEE i > Flin > 7, A can” SRS BRsoRd,
AIE T GRS, ARl T N SRSCARY, AE Cfltn > o> bk, A Cdn”
HEE 55 AEZERA G HRE, B @l JaE 5 R HERE T HA .

LR Pk, =F AR TE R N 8 R0 A I R 4 -

(1) AYEMBUEYE:  “Hlan” FEEMMAARER A E SR 3G “toin” NFERRETEA A B R
WK EREEAE A N, BREEE T USRI EK R,

() AR RAREF: RS BRI A AL B, JCHRE AN f B AR A R T
SAREREI. Mb, “Hlin” A« bin” MK 2885 7 Ba i AN GBI 1o X R oA 22 57 5 30K
AIERE IR, WENHE AN EEEA B QER " KA1,

3.2. BEWRERIA TRITIREST L

bR AL AT R S RARA R, e = FH AR AR, 155 R
“SCA-DIfEbR i — TR R EALERAR[6], A [F ALK B AR ISR TE SGE W . AR A I S
Fug B RIS RS . AR MIAACRE BN T, R “ Eetn, Bildn. a0 DhEer iy AENLE], JF
RS 70 G e iy AN [ A (32 B 7 5K

3.2.1. BAENEESEFHENFAER

“Hean. g, w7 KSR R T A FRE SRR S BARERL (1] [2]. =FHHWE TR B
EEABL” faial “an” o “flin” Oy “gll ) + 7 MRS, PR EACYIERIA C BIBHER” RIRIERR
ids “Hemn” i “He(bel) + 7 ME, JeWRIETEAL, DB AARGERER ECRAAAN S, T B S
HSE SCAR]( A )RR e AL A Th BE AR -

XMoRIE SRR Z 5, SR FRA R R RN ER, NSEMRTCh: “n” >
“Han” > “pln” o X ETBOAE SCRALS R0 B H RS AR 298 E .

MG SR BB, =FHRXOARE IR, =& ME OB ZER L 2. “” K ELRME,
AL NBEABAL” ek, EBURPGE MR ERES), RAgMT “wn” SREH, iF Ak
WAEW]; R Rz, e BsESCRE R, H 2 RIEMBHIKRICR, B HRIEYERL: “6l
7 ARG, “H1” S O RE MR, 15 SCGEWIE w9 EA A RMERIE. =& BT “5%
HEAL— B> e A BREEAL ” HIIESESE

Table 2. Comparison of semantic grammaticalization degrees of “biru”, “liru”, and “ru”

F2. “tban. Blan. w7 BIEXEHIZRE LRI

Fric ST L i SGEWIE REALEELR
n TR (BB L5e 4l k) [ERs [
tean “HE BB (IUAE R ELIE ) RIZEWIE T
Bil4n B LREE BT 5EKRE) % {[i8

MWEREEHER, R, IER MR, A5 E mEDMAR8):  “n” ARSI RA], 5k
SRR AT /S “Hn” ArRSLcR), JRHENVERIRE Bl e, w5 BRSO

MERERE 2 5, BE— P3G 1 = AR LA RS NI BRI L, 15 3 - DORERFIE RN EE v I
3o RBARANIG, iF L EERBUES, RSN ERIR(A =B), ZRiEH BEHNAE
AP FE A BEERAR, DRI AT i s Ll RO B < LRI SCRIRIE, LRSI N R LI AR (A = B),
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ORI H W s, BFEREOVER, WRBATRIG O WiEd, JHLESZETEERGNA €
B), B IHA(H R B B A€ VIR .

Table 3. Comparison of semantic-functional features of exemplifying markers

3. FHIKEERRICHITE N - TIREFFERTEL

Yz Lt il n
T SOE W (AR “ LR ) E“B” BT R ORE AR B )
Fad i FKILEAH(A = B) TUBE LR (A € B) HEEMRA=B)
R E AT HiEAG(H # L) P (EF12%) o P T (L AR AR
N TRCRBAE TR 5) TR (IR B 1) (M L BB

R SILFER M “TERACRE R, IR TR B — 9] “in” HIREAREE
iy, MPEBLKUR R, R EE RS TER, BB B R T “Hlin” MBI, (2
IS R 38 A M RRIR, IR g mps i “ L™ i RICH it 51K SR LRIAE, 2
RO . XM ARGVEMARRE | =38 B Ai: “ L™ W T AERRESOR, A BT RERIAR
A, ot R E T, BOYREHERTRMTZS G “an” W2 M T2ARS0R, /a3 AR5E
bk 2K .

3.2.2. BRThREXH A BFRAYNE X

“Hetn. . W AT, BRI EATIS B BT RES AN R A I A R A SR 1] R IR
W 3 R, =HAEESGEWIE . B @4E LOARIUE LA R A, PRI E AT 73 & B o R
FHE XS 55 1 BB SR DL A VR 7 2. Bk, “Bilin” BB, &R, Bty
M RRERLE . PR SeI g B2 “ 7 SRR AR H e . BARER R, IR WRER
), ARE G HERRE s b T < an” AR T RO ST, IR R & 2 AR S AR T E RIS

4. MFRICIEFHE R

BUSCHTURTY,  “tbtn” o “filn” o <7 £ =R ERT oM 2 ARG EER . XMERIF
R —RERPIE, MR IR IERE . LG 1R OB 5 SR BRI 5% 245 22 2 1 R 3R FE R TG
ZiR . XA 5855, TR R LR Z 2

4.1. IBIFEAES KSR

TEW 2 5200 K2 T, BHAE bR B AR R g I8 1E B2 2 SR A AR e 8 1 e 22 W e S R e 1k DR 3%
BBE T A EARPERAESL: “an. flan. tan” ZFH R T —A “mEIER - ik - DB e
X TH], AT A AN [EE A A 7R 5K .

EIERE R EARE AR, “an” R B MAR, TR SR BRER LT 5ok o i ik
£, P EIEAERRRE 5B EES, S5l NE WRERER, =250 B8, A0 6. .

(1) “HHEZAA ARG Z R FAL, do3kiE. " (CERERGEREHL )o

Q) “KREHEIE, KZ 60%6 ZABR LY - o B A B WG 5| AR KRR ; B A HPV & Jid R e T HE;
TR SR F, T (CEAGIETY)
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I, EAR) 7 JR AR RO R, FEEARGIERRIEEOR A HA] i s«
w7, ZPEE 2 AR IR GIQ) TR “tiin” ArEoy “pilhn T B an” A AR, H
“Hean” fHE RS RRE BRI TRE R O B AR o 36

R RIS W BR[S I TEAR RS R AN IR RARE Lk @S, AT AR “ e
a7 RAE o IXKIERPITT HEIE R, AR R MARA B2 bRl iR, MOpR)TE. B
SEIUL R R AR FERIGE T HE AT

AL, TR IE S ML L RE T RS IR DM UR . ARG R SRR AL “an” , BHEIE
PRl DR “tean” , ERAEWLL “Fin” EE 1. EEKEEMT, RAREHFEHERS
WO ERESS I ER, W B Ta s R0 S5E5/1E S5 E RS, Xa IR R TERHER A BE— D4l
(NG TN 72 ST e

4.2. AN E SENIBRS)

FEVEMESIE 2 Jn,  BARRIAEIR BRI R ic 5™ A B L R nim i PR PO PR o X PR A P 54 P2 A
FRNERLE TR .

AR TR E, AT 518 A e B a7 s RN O R AR % RS ), =
BALAET DL, FARG Ry < o gtk TR 7 o AR, eESEBR s A
BLE R A L. e EE S AR R RIS, AR ek “Hiln” EiE AR &
B, LanEA ;s an” fEARSORI A E BN, EWEF I EE S, RIREEIC R T hRC ik
NEITNERI, B3 A RIEVEE R BEAR T« VRSSO R 3 LB R o SE 2L, ESS MR IR I “ 44
]+ T, T R RS T . AERERCE S RRIT A S B b (G A, AR
i, By, Mot BCCgn T EER. A6 BTSRRI, XML
L “HESAMRAN” —51), PUARF GG R, 5

() “URMENELH—HIRATERES, o kE%. (57 HhE)
4) “RXEFHIZS R, thdo, FROGFEFALE, HRBE RALRFZABHAL (KFEERRIF )
(5) “BANLLERR)FELRAE BB, %A %5 E. FHRIE. B 5. A BE). FhE. ARKTH
WM FE R, TS Ram BRIR AR RE LA —RAZ AN AR (CEHFaiEE )

GG “an” ABERIRUE TR “flan” B2 “tetn” B, RSB SR R SENE. Fl4)Hhr “t
wm” R GRS RRER, B WS, FIG) PR T BBE TR RS
B, 5 WIS A S RUOABIERE, ANRERT “filn” B “Han” Bk,

4.3. BXFERTHREBRSY

FEVRMRHESL . AVESS M XU I 2 B0t E, 38 SORBRIOSR M 5B RIS /R, Ok #24BibR
LA E AR AEICESRICHINIE, 15 SGE I PE il —MricfE D e B Aid

MIESUZTRTE, =& SGEWE SREERAANEETOLE 2): LB A B 2K R,
RN EEEAE; RIS, W T BT ExE . Bl

6) “FPEFEHGEL LRS- PERARSHE, thdn P EF RAS— 6RANE, ANFEeT gL
ik BERHERERER, AAKRKRAKRATHALZET. " (AEHHIESY)

() “FEDF R ANIE, RN BAERE D AP FRREE, KL D E bW k. Flde, BTHFR
BT LS. ERILE. MBS, RAHEAYGRBE. FARE. MR IERB KRS, 7
(%)
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Ble) sl “tetn” SIHREL, FITHMAL “Hlan” B2, BT SO FRic s s 2.
MAETE 2T,  “Hetn” AAERSE ER, SRR A LA, T8 75 2 AR Ml A L R0k
H, CHRAES L ARTE S RS ,  “an” JUPRsmmvEr. flan:

8) “HEET AMNARIFI T IAL, do3kiE; HHET AAF e LFLE RAFF B R AL, deiGE; A5
TR RN Z R FIL, BB, T (KRRERGEBRFEHTY )

BI@)H A “tn” JaTh EARIR “UiE. PO, HIE” RXEIEF AR, ARR TG, KRN AT SCR B
ARGFETT, HERARMARERRERRA.

TE SR SRHRIE SR ) B AR e, ABUE D REIL R HO A8 FE 0 16 hrc; TskBaf b, 15 8 SRk
L BRFE (R R AR R AR, X AR C R ) — B A S 20

4.4. RHIEFERS

REFRCIEANE AT 518 AT EAFAE2R, R IR E, TR A B (8 % Bk — 2D i A ik 3%«
ANTE S 24 FE ) - X B AT e K T A5 B R T SRS, DT 3 B 3RAT B 24 i@ A (AR IE . 24
51— AN R K B [ 4% R S B R SR I, X = ANAE R R T DL B, W R R R E, <
ST REHIE AR . Rz, WERE TR TR KSR, it Bg “Ein” sE A
& gt

9) ‘T baFERBARKTRNLEEE BT SR, o=tk BREHBBEIRE. T (HFLEWHM)
(10) “Blde, 1797 5155 — 2 EAMNFREFOET, LZARKEERIF LRS- T(«PEFEREX
FiEY )

IO “n” 5] SR EAIARE W F10) PR AT “@lan” &, “wn” e, “tn”
U ) 55 0 R A

4.5. #FEEE: EEMAXIE

B LR 2R AN, BATERIL, AEE D NIRRT RERZ AR LR . Blan, £ 724 A BRAEA
(AR A ARRCE 2~3 5R), BB 2B IR “an” , 10 53— &R o0 23 A AU S o 2 . B
SRBATH BT AT A A IR, (AR MEEEA R SCE R I — S s, AR 2 H A7
FEUR 25, XARATREM D NSRRI . 208, IXAN R ILE 7 258 i 7 B 5 2 A AR it

— 3BT
5. &t

AT RN R SRR SC =R MR AR R <t g, 7 iSO, 8 T
WEIRTER RS IR AL RN AENL . DFFCRI], =FH IS oiaeE R, Wt B IEE LARic A
S E R AN ARG AT AR IC IR SR BOE ZMAESE, 58 MRA L JEbric o aer . Eik
S R EI T U WA R, R IR T AR S B SRS i R 2D IGE.

KL DOE A S PSR B S S M E . e b, BATEE « DRIt —45
T 28 (1 ) — L AR AR 7 BIBFP BB gl N SAE B, TSR TR A H Bl 3

AT RIRAE T, TERARMRE S B, BARE XS B RN kT “ARE D AR
FIREXI PR ICIE R A MR, H AT OOW S B BRAEA P MR Z S, AR U E 4518, B Rk
Wb, BLAh, RRIEWBE— P 505 5 o NRIA Ty RS Rl T 58 3 AR e AR
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