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On the Sentence Final “Bu jiu X le” Construction; A Case Study
Concerning Counter-mirativity, Mirativity, De-counter-expectation
and Rhetorical Questions

Chen Yu

Abstract The sentence final “bu jiu X le” construction (henceforth the BJXL con-
struction) is difficult to be given a valid pragmatic analysis due to its unique schematiza-
tion. Distinctions can be drawn in comparison with the syntactic and semantic perform-
ances of the highly similar construction “jiu X le”. Verified with different expectations,
the BJXL construction serves as the reverse to counter-expectation, and to its common
consequence, namely mirativity featuring exclamation, interrogation and negation. There-
fore, the essence of the BJXL construction is counter-mirativity, which explains the diffi-
culty in characterizing the construction pragmatically, identifies its differences from the
de-counter-expectation marker, and reflects its emergence mechanism from rhetorical
questions.

Keywords “bu jiu X le”, counter-mirativity, understate, mirativity, de-counter-ex-

pectation, rhetorical questions
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