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A Study on the Response Discourse Marker “Zhe” ( This)
Qu Xi-meng
( Harbin University of Science and Technology Harbin 150080 China)

The response sentences in modern Chinese have shown a type of connection characteristics and the main connective words
are “zhe” (this) and “na”( that) . This paper described the functional characteristics of the word “zhe” ( this) in response sen—
tences and analyzed the class and functions of “zhe” ( this) response sentences. As the first word in response sentences “zhe”
( this) showes the characteristics of grammaticalization and different degree of grammaticalization.
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