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Abstract - As a common linguistic phenomenon in both English and Chinese conversations, discourse markers are parts of

information organization in discourse analysis. In conversational communication, the pragmatic function of discourse markers was

analyzed under the framework of Relevance Theory for its procedural constraints and speakers’ attitude. In addition, the tentative

analysis of conceptual information and truth condition of discourse markers provided a new perspective in discourse analysis.
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(1) Barbara is in town. David isn’t here.
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(2) A: Did you kill your wife?

B: Well, yes.
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(4) A: We’ll all miss Bill and Agatha, won’t we?

B1: Well, we’ll miss Bill.

B2: We’ll miss Bill.
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. (5) This is Paul. He is a syntactician, but he’s quite
intelligent.
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