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Abstract

Discourse markers are words or phrases that lack propositional meaning and function almost independently of syntactic
structure without altering the propositional meaning of sentences. Utilizing Fraser's theoretical framework (1999, 2006,
and 2009), this study systematically examined discourse markers in three Persian domains: political, economic, and
literary. The discourse markers employed in literary, political, and economic discourses were selected and analyzed as
the research corpus. Following comparison, the type and frequency of each discourse marker were determined. Findings
revealed that connecting discourse markers were used to varying degrees across all three domains. Four types of
discourse markers were identified: contrastive, elaborative, inferential, and temporal. The study found that contrastive
(248) and elaborative markers (218) were used more frequently in political texts than in economic and literary texts.
Inferential markers (116) showed highest frequency in economic texts, while temporal markers (184) predominated in
literary texts. The complete corpus comprised 93,431 words, with 1,965 (10.2%) functioning as message-connecting
markers. This differential usage pattern demonstrated that discourse type and purpose directly influenced the selection
and frequency of discourse markers. Findings further confirmed that in Persian, particularly in political texts, creating
informational contrast served as the dominant strategy for maintaining textual cohesion.
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Introduction

In recent decades, the study of discourse markers has emerged as a significant area of research in linguistics and discourse
analysis. Although lacking independent semantic content, discourse markers play a vital role in discourse organization,
establishing connections between propositions and guiding audience interpretation. Being grounded in Fraser's taxonomy,
which classifies discourse markers into four categories (contrastive, elaborative, inferential, and temporal), this research
systematically investigated these linguistic elements across three major Persian genres.
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This study held importance for several reasons. First, while previous research had primarily focused on English, few
studies had examined discourse markers in Persian. Second, understanding usage patterns across different genres could
enhance our comprehension of each domain's discursive characteristics. The central research question examined how
discourse type (political, economic, and literary) influenced the selection and frequency of various discourse markers and
whether identifiable patterns existed within each genre.

Methodology and Theoretical Basis

This corpus-based study employed descriptive-analytical methods. The research corpus comprised three distinct text
collections representing each genre: political texts (31,020 words from Kayhan Newspaper editorials), economic texts
(30,959 words from Donya-e Eqtesad Newspaper editorials), and literary texts (31,452 words from Sadegh Hedayat's
novel "The Blind Owl"). The complete corpus totaled 93,431 words, providing an appropriate sample for linguistic
analysis.

Methodologically, all discourse markers were first identified across corpora and classified according to Fraser's
framework: contrastive (e.g., "but", "although”, and "however"), elaborative (e.g., "and", "also", and "or"), inferential
(e.g., "therefore”, "so", and "consequently™), and temporal (e.g., "then", "when", and "before"). Frequencies were
calculated for each marker type within genres with percentages determined relative to total markers per genre. Chi-square
testing (0=0.05) established statistical significance, enabling systematic comparison of usage patterns across genres.

Discussion of Results and Conclusion

Findings revealed distinctive discourse marker distribution patterns across genres. Political texts showed highest
frequencies for contrastive (37.7%) and elaborative markers (33.2%), aligning with inherently oppositional nature and
complex argumentation structures of political discourse. The prevalent use of markers like "but™ and "although” reflected
authors' strategies to present contrasting viewpoints and establish discursive opposition. This pattern suggested that
Persian political discourse particularly relied on contrastive relations to construct persuasive arguments and highlight
ideological differences, with elaborative markers serving to develop extended justification of positions.

In economic texts, inferential markers predominated (18.8%) though at lower frequencies than anticipated. This might
reflect characteristics of the journalistic subcorpus as analytical economic texts typically employed more inferential
markers (e.g., "therefore™ and "as a result"). The journalistic style appeared to have moderated this expected pattern,
possibly due to the need for accessibility in newspaper editorials compared to more specialized economic discourse.
However, the relatively higher use of inferential markers still reflected the cause-effect reasoning fundamental to
economic analysis, where conclusions had to be drawn from presented data and trends.

Most notably, literary texts demonstrated highest temporal marker usage (26.5%), perfectly corresponding with event-
sequencing requirements of narrative fiction. Markers like "then", "when", and "before" frequently appeared to establish
temporal relationships in "The Blind Owl". This heavy reliance on temporal markers underscored how Persian literary
narrative prioritized the chronological unfolding of events and establishment of clear temporal frameworks, which was
particularly crucial in modernist works like Hedayat's that employed complex time structures. The comparatively lower
frequency of contrastive markers in literary texts (24.4%) further highlighted how narrative coherence in Persian fiction
was achieved more through temporal sequencing than through oppositional relations.

An additional noteworthy finding concerned the distribution of elaborative markers across genres. While being most
frequent in political texts (33.2%), they maintained substantial presence in both economic (25.7%) and literary (27.5%)
corpora. This consistent usage across all three genres suggested that additive relations (marked by "and", "also", etc.)
represented a fundamental connective strategy in Persian discourse regardless of genre. The similar distribution patterns
between economic and literary texts in this category might indicate shared strategies for information accumulation though
serving different rhetorical purposes in each genre.

These results clearly demonstrated the direct influence of discourse type on marker selection and frequency,
confirming the primary hypothesis while offering new insights into each domain's discursive features. The findings
contributed to theoretical understanding of Persian discourse structure by empirically validating Fraser's framework in a
non-Western language context, while also revealing Persian-specific patterns like the particular prominence of contrastive
relations in political discourse. The study limitations included focusing on a single literary work and using journalistic
texts to represent political and economic discourse. Future research should expand the corpus to include more varied text
types within each genre and consider additional factors like authorial style, historical period, and audience characteristics
that may interact with genre effects.

This study represented a significant advancement in understanding Persian discourse marker systems and provided
foundations for future discourse analysis research and professional writing pedagogy. Recognizing genre-specific marker
patterns can substantially enhance writing skills and textual analysis across specialized domains. The findings have
practical implications for Persian language education, suggesting that instruction should emphasize different marker types
according to the target genre. For translators working with Persian texts, these results provide crucial guidance for
maintaining appropriate discourse marker distributions when rendering texts into other languages.
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Figure 1 — Frequency of contrastive markers in political, economic, and literary genres
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Figure 2 — Frequency of elaborative markers in political, economic, and literary genres
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Figure 3 — Frequency of inferential markers in political, economic, and literary genres
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Figure 4 — Frequency of temporal markers in political, economic, and literary genres
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