Modern Linguistics JLAUE S 22, 2026, 14(10), 291-297 Hans i
Published Online October 2026 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/m|.2026.1410994

(iL18) LEAFREMNFEASILHIIEE

MAEH
RN e

Weks H i 20264F9 Hs5H; A HM: 20264F10H6H; &AiHB: 20264F10H20H

R

TR (RiE) HFEEMNBRMRETR, RABFRENEHERNER. 23U (BT 48%HT
RAFl. 62T BRI RN &R, BEdARD K. BXETAER S, BRLBARE., WHREEK
BRERTIRE. BRI X E, Timctir3esl, 558.1%, LT BT, #HA GBIE) #
BT RBEHATEMMB “an” “h” “B” FELTnc. B E, TN REERE R &, EWEscik,
HRENEA-2ES) . EVESHIA B RBUESHELE, RO (BB KT FRRaikERALY,
MEEREMZAFPRE . TEMRR; Theek, RIAE426], 567.7%, WERTHPAEMBAR;
ARFES TR F B2 —e B, ERBRHE——XMRR. BERE, (RiF) HHtTE
ERFTHEEE. MEWPMAITAIM, RREAERANEETR.

KR
(RIBY , HFRIA, HTHR, BRI

Forms and Discourse Functions of Bifang
Expressions in The Analects

Huimin Wei

College of Liberal Arts, Shanghai University, Shanghai

Received: September 5, 2026; accepted: October 6, 2026; published: October 20, 2026

Abstract

Bifang is an important rhetorical and reasoning device in The Analects, serving both vivid expres-
sion and the explanation of ideas. This study examines 48 bifang cases comprising 62 analytical
units in The Analects. Through syntactic classification, semantic statistics, and contextual analysis,
itinvestigates their formal patterns, the semantic sources of the objects used for comparison, and
their pragmatic functions. The results show that, formally, 36 units are unmarked, accounting for
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58.1% of the total and outnumbering explicitly marked ones. This indicates that bifang relations in

» o«

The Analects do not depend primarily on markers such as “ru”, “you”, and “pi”. Semantically, the
objects used for comparison are drawn not only from entities such as concrete objects and living
things, but also extensively from dynamic processes, including social activities, biological activities,
and natural changes. Thus, bifang in The Analects does not rely simply on concrete nouns, but often
makes use of states, processes, and relations between things. Functionally, expressive uses account
for 42 units, or 67.7%, clearly exceeding explanatory and descriptive uses, while different markers
show certain functional tendencies rather than a strict one-to-one correspondence with particular
functions. Overall, bifang in The Analects mainly serves to explain ideas, make value judgments, and
offer behavioral admonition, and constitutes an important means of reasoning and persuasion in the
text.
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Table 1. Formal distribution of bifang sub-units in The Analects

F 1. (iRiB) LA FREIHNERSH

— KA R B Kk
BAERRIE W+ V/VP (RHT 1E) 6 9.7%
BAEFRL X+ 4 +NP 5 8.1%
BAHEFR X+ 4 +VP/S 6 9.7%
S ACR AT NP/S + it +NP/S 1 1.6%
BAERRIE S+ It +VP/S 2 3.2%
BAERRIE B4+ S/VP 3 4.8%
BAERRID B 4 /% + NP 2 3.2%
S G R ANl Beeeffeee e 1 1.6%
Ehrid F W/ = = 14 22.6%
Fhrid e/ R = 10 16.1%
Fhrid T 54 9 14.5%
Fhrid X5 e 3 4.8%

it 62 100%

3.1. BfricaR
“n” RBERZNSMERC, 3L 17 6], A5 NI MESEEE TE sy, R I 51 45 4 Hh 3 BT 44 I

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.1410994 293 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.1410994

MR

e g “HITWRRS, RIS i, “WRE” “OukRE” SIS 43,
MAAPIRALECRE G, I DOIE “H” “fER” MAREIEEE . 7 fEovtorbsicdd 3 i, an “A
AN CHr) (AR » HPUIESEIMAZ S, DA B ) P ZE b BE i A2 (RAmE) (H ) &
MR -

BT RIERERRR T H AT, KRR, deF BT A Z M5, (GRiIRD)
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3.2. FricEN

FARCETT 3t 36 1], B FIWWTE - BRSR) S 1 R SRHEA 2 S HE DY My s B W/
FRAERZ, W CRELLRTARE” , HIEU “RBE” BRI RN TS m e, “HTA
&7 MU “ %y — M7 KE T ANMFRT—[E7].

B/ R I RAT BRI S S ST B E . RN P ? S g ? 7 e AR
HOP” RO R, PR “HBETIAT Y, EEMRRRE CERLHNE I (7] iR R SSHETE R AR
CHOTRIR BIMRAIL R R R “SERRT AAETHEIEN AU ZE, SESL0KRAL
AR CWRNDT, ENE AFWK, RS TR b N s L AL IR A IR R . 28 S
T LR, BT UBOE” , DOPAT S BRI R R, TR AT RO [7].

HEEAT I, CGRAED) TR FEAERA “an” <R BT SRR, AL A . &
R 5 SE A AR SN R R, A SR EE S F PO A M R R Fik, (8
TR BN Z R, B S E bR Ul A s SR s il K.

4. EEAFTREVIENELR
4.1. FEEHH

Eb it AN T DL 489, el DLEshE. EH e85 . % FEEE CRIES o, B oA s
2. EAAY 18 H, #&iEBh 16 ], AMniEsh 14 6, £ 10 41, E3h5 BRINEAAL 4 4.

Table 2. Semantic sources of bifang objects

2. LA RAGTESCRIR

B SRR B Kk
R 18 29.0%
iG] 16 25.8%
HWiES) 14 22.6%
£ 10 16.1%
B35 BARME A, 4 6.5%
&l 62 100%

AWM EHE D, B S5EMIE 28 B, 15 45.2%; #H&TE8h. WG s Rzt 34
B, 5 54.8%. iR, CRIE) JFARE ERBE S NI S 5, 5. D REEM RIS 2 .
tan “ WAEIIRG " K% OAR 57 X—4W, TRl & Ao R T 0 SR8 “HRET
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ETARL “RBMEE” 5 “OuttARef il B A IFAER— . V52 FI BRI AR+ Bk,
FAERAEX N IR RZIE IR “ONBLE, Budbtc, EHEmaEIZ” BRAHEL H
KIFFERIf R “AURIEIHLET - B2 ” B R, AR EErh O S ARNEK . “NTEAF - K%
T, ANFEIEL FATRAT 28 AN AR WAL, T “S/b S - JEEA TR 1 B
PR A&

FAFEM R B OC R X RO . “RFE R - ALET e s IR R R UL SR,
FRAPRE B 2 ERBAAAEZESR, R 7R T I [12]; “ORIT, RINEE " EE KRR -
WA " MR AT B - mA#R” o Bk, GRIE) AT IR RSt
FZ AR RMEARL E, R Ew . FfF SB)E . BEREESC R BN Rk B 24 B8 .

FERATRE. BT KRR SAEALEG T AR H A KRR, # (RiE)
LT T AR X8 8 2290 2 BTCARERE ] T U BE, A RO BAR TR, 38 K9 S i) S0 R 8 D B AR
BT i 73 s RS

5. e RIEHIR YL ThRE
5.1. HEER B EASHANXRR

62 ML, R 42 B, & 67.7%; UL 16 B, 15 25.8%; L 461, 5 6.5%. UiHHY
EHEEPAMSHKER, W “EdtR” ; MelERRIURSARRE, o “WikaEm, gk ; &
WA EEZ S50 AR, WA EE, W “EReH AR ? MERNEWR? 7 o ARTERAS D6
XA AT 3,

Table 3. Forms and discourse functions of bifang

F 3. AR SRt ThEE

R AR i o R At
1 4 4 9 17
W 1 0 2 3
B 1 0 2 3
L 1 0 1 2
B Poeeees 0 0 1 1
Zhrid 9 0 27 36
it 16 4 42 62

%3 8oR, AFETTE AR DR R B W, (5 = IR B ) — — X R &R 17 A4S “n”
THITH, R 9 B, BHITMERTY % 4 4], 4 MR ERETM Y, ARG a7
IR —#B 7. XU RO RR R R T “n” , [HAR KRRy “in” EERBEMZIIRE. %
PRICELTT PR 27 B, 5 75.0%, BEEIAIWT. S AER LA HHA O M Siks, (HE
DUDIREFIRE) 2 AR T AR R
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5.2. bk FEIEFREHA
FKOALERSE, 5 GRIE) KBRS iEESVIMHIC. % 48 K BAB ST, SIMEH A A
R IR 4 FLFMEH 32 4%, & 66.7%; FLITHT 11 4%, & 22.9%; HAMA S5 2%, & 10.4%.

Table 4. Users of the core bifang cases

= 4. Bbte T RBIEER K

¥ E4 P15 HEH TR
LT 32 66.7%

LiITHT 11 22.9% FR7. ¥F2. FE2

R IYNY)] 5 10.4% FINEE. BN BHTR. f s, MIEREEK 1
ait 48 100%

KA HA R AT o R mdiif. FASLl “SHETE, TETL” BRI KR,
FLFBEEPLL “IRIETOR, Tor#st” IR BHET DL “MRH MR IR J@ ) fL 7 s sl “RNg,
RIAE” WK AL R R s IR, Xy s, HorH R RIRIR . RS TEIN X .

“HEETH, MBS ? RE MK ? 7 — &g, Forebl “RE - W, JLTEE Cul
AR TR AT, SRR —ES . X— &R, W E R GelH— T U
BN, AT RLER 55— W Rl — bl 7 4k 4 e
6. Wig

PDLESRER, B—, (RWE) hAAZMENR SRR Y 41.9%, A A 32 258 A W
K SRR BN SCBCRE NI N K R XIS a7 <ERT ShRd, ARESEERmE (it
WY ML RIE o F IR 75 B A G A JE SO RERf E FLEE T R R

B, R WITUIEREALE X RN b, TSGR R [FARRL. 3530, Rt kg 2
TSR, AR A ERESHE AT, HIEERMEARRERAE., FM0. BESEXR. W
I, TESrHT CGRIEY LLTRY, BRFBELTTN ARG S, T BB R FF AR R W 5 2 58 &
TRt R o

F=, WrE GRE) T HT AWVENY . AT AR A . RIS 67.7%, &=KIReHL
Bl i — 2 AR E—ARid v LR [F Dy Re, BARMERTI R4 Gl . Fik, ARERSIhaez
() ] AR I — @ ], E0ASBEAL A P A % o

7. &Eig

CRif) 48 2RI ABIE S 62 DNALL AT 7 Hoc. Ak, Fhric 36 1, & 58.1%, mT &
PEARIC 26 Bil; LEITRER 1% M IARiC B S R, ATl A, SRl 2R R SCR R AL, 1 L,
Bl REMERYR 34 61, SEORPERIR 28 Bl VrZ MBI, RIEBIIER AN 2B SR, EaihE
Phy KfE. SEEMBEIRAE SRR, TiRel, RIM 2461, &5 67.7%, WlEm TSR, AREX
RO — R THREMUR , AHIFFRTE ™A —— X R R .

HIEFIOL,  CGRIED) PRI REA “mn” “gt” “E7 SRMERCE, WAREEAW. K. s
M ETCRAER T RLE R HAEMWART RS, MELS5HEUEY] . N EFI AT
Mo WXL AMIYRENIHEE, WL — PR GRIE) I RIEHIHE R
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