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Discourse Functions of “Le” in Narrative Utterances
XU Jing-ning
(School of Chinese as a Second Language Peking University Beijing 100871)
Abstract This paper discusses the functions and distributions of “le,” and “le,” in narrative dis—
courses based on the discourse analysis of < KongZhongXiaoJie > a modern fiction by a famous Bei—

” is used by narrator to set up the main phases

jing author. It claims that in narrative discourses ‘le,
of the progress of story while “le,” is used to narrate the detailed events in each phase and it is also
usually used in the part of abstract and coda.

Key words ‘le”( ) ; narrator; progress of story; event; rhetorical relation
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