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RELER . BHRAR, BFEEEN “BR” AAHEE, RT “REEER" BM40 5 E ok
RAWIAMELR, ZhLm TARELARARE TG ARG HEX, MAGMABHEREMNE,
i 7t WordSmith Tools 3k #FxT &4 E o “EIR” #EAEN 7% E, AXEN “BR” A% ERN
BEXEEAME, ME “BR” GHLTENRA, RTEFERGPRERSNPEAL L,
kIR ER; B REEER; ERE; B0 RAR; R

515 : TS5 ESTE

TEM A 2RI, AR R 0P 5%, AR A RS R Iy s i 251802
HEDL, TESA S S , FRHE S E IR RHR A 750 | P AU S,
BT H BRI S o 7ER SR LEd, JE8 5% )5 Bk S0 IS &R
SV AVEST 2 R QI TR N i e ] 1 B T R e S i S TN =R 1) 8
Ak AR A M EHEZ, LIRS St s Ay, At B i e e 1]
PR AE S, e b SRR . PHEL CERT CAfl, b CREERT g
TR0, U RIKEZ” d#ihm g, NhESREMNZH. hTEgHh
MR “ROET MR, R T 5 OSBRSS CEET EiR, HA U
5 R, CRIBEEZT SRl USRI MR R A
T (2l HIEAA ) RIKIELE “BEEEET (WR3Che ) o XSERAE T R AL
Wi, R ek, et S EE R e, Sk, “ERT
BEEIGREM A RE R R E Ry X DE L, ERT AR RIRYS

13



PEASETFE (2018FF 2 1)

FramIR AR SRA A BEAS, FRAER B AR, s W&k, 1A, 1
WA CEIR” U R CREEZE” AT b E B R AR TR R, 2
BT R G 4 R C o KA R . “ERT fE —EZRT, B—EZ
R4l “RiE” . i “HER” SBNAEL, sL M AR N TR,
AR T A —E 2 R e ER N . A SCLAFRNZE T vk, it seid iR
B, b CERT ASFZRE SR, S SIRNE IR . AT A s
FEART), LA 1905-1907 48] CHTRM) 5 (R ) Tk R 5Har KBRS F 2 30E
WRE (LATfRifR CRBHEEE ) ) Mo irZEf. ik Wordsmith Tools {4 X] 18 AL
AR IAIEFE L ( Concord ) MEATTEANIE SUAMHT. BRABRETAR, AU (rhEEH
RS R S04 Lol B3, 1830-1930) ( LAR ik (Bl et 2 ) ) Xt 5
R R CTAHEA T3 e G ) 2 35 SR G 54T o

BoEIESES: “BR” EEERIEN

TEBUCTE F 24050, o etk . S5HTR . A RIS SEINHITR, s iif &5 -
RHEF AR IR R, PN HOC RS AL . € SCAL RS 500 A 822K ( Stuart
Hall 1977 W SUHUWLEMATE 5 SR ERRE D, S HE S RS HS RGN R N,
YONTE 5 GENTERIR BB ERLT ST R ALE i AZEx 5 M A T B R AL
ShoEile FrlRAE, B BNETE SRR T g ™ A 8 X A9id AR ( Stuart Hall,
1977:17) o BRRICAE O B3R RO A REE I, OyE X
b EIAE, BESHIEE A, A=A IREE S, AGeA SRS, shmda 3t
IR mitl, FAORTE S S RMADT L RTENGIE T sh 5% 55, Bifia N 4™
5T HUMHESR PR A, ANAGR S SR LAY, S AR SE AR
AN KRR MIE S SIS E RGN AL B—J7H, 355 S A7 Y &
ge, DRI sOARTES, Rt e ot m SRS ik, (A USSR,
MRS BRI T, R T AR R S R S e R . Wi, 7
—Jif, BAFIE— DGR S REN RS ARSI TR G H Y, M
GRS KR IRl TREERE R RN S AP ES), B84 TEL.
HEZ, PSR AHGE, WS A K A KA AR A8 S A I I )
R LA R LA, RS e MRS RO A T gh 2 rh . PRI B — AR )
BB R SR . AN “EE” SR REE X — eI T R IT .

T IE SRRSO A TS, %R (Hall) YONIE S S ESRAT “BERIE”
(conceptual map ) H1'o BUMTEBLSEA TG, W& B AL MMEERE, MEERSITER

14



BE “ER” BAFH

SR o ARSI, AR, dn— D ELOE, A TR
—MEEHYE SO AR Z SR, SRS R OBES—4e R (s ) o 2
RIS BRSPRE” e — e, HESEGET REMETEF A e e
SCORSCH, FAC R AR SO EZERT B HTLRL MO EREIA, B T
RSOTERIPLR, Wit TB SR FARITANEZL, BRLL “BEEERE Bt 2o
SRPE RS RS . RO RECAR], B EE” BIR R S R T E alR
/N IKGERNN , AR EEE Y 52 A R AT, T AR k™
o MITERTLENRS . FE2XHEL . MM J BRI, AR R BAR R ZE R S 14T
TRYE, X R T FRALE S TS R A2l EE A UM A ST
B BRI A e, SR, JCIRJeih & s, AR et aifis, bt
PR R e ATIEF AR, SR ARSI A, SEREYE
NS R G R R AL AT ARSI, A2 GUARIAEE, JENIAEE, MMk
RAHEAEAPRES . DISCI O BRI BES P, AR S st aeth . Dot e fedt, ok
THELAR AT B . Lk, ARSI B R R AR
BN RS, ROTREYEES, ISR SIS TR N R, W CERT &
PLTERI T S B A R, T — DN LB A 2 BN TERLEE R AU S

E1 BMEEERE
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FEHSETFE (2018FF 2 1)

KIS, ME “ER” MEEnTN B MEEER, FOEEhiELRE, A
TEHE S EFEF A (Leech, 1981 25 —8%) W8 Xor-E2, m “ME&E X"
PRGOS JERE, PR HAAEE AAE ST (IR S R R ) o
fh/SPE S, RIAMER . #EAEC, BUEE L R, R S M A
T 2R 4EEAA ( Weisgerber ) $2 H 1RV 7E 18 ( spheres of meaning ) #lA,
AR TR AT SR et T SR e A A JE 5 6 S AR R A AL ( Werner, 1952: 252 ). “I8
i7" FRENEAE B H A M HIEBCE o R IE S 18 SO S TT 1224 56 /R ( Trier)
I P 2R A LR Y, R R TR R S, RIARIT IR A T
FARNC TR SR, 18 SR AT 3 R A2 (semantic sub-areas ) o FRET /KB EETE X
BFRh 1B o 18 OIS DR SO AT S v, mAERR—R B 7
ORI SRR, AR, FFER BN SER MRS ERS A LA
FEEAZA . WEESRIEE S ET i 8BNS b, AT STl
SEHME” XFRP, XSPEEGEIFFRRE CRIERIN ARME T2, fHEk
TR R IS, Ak ZOR iz, RN, EREOCR . R L. IHME L]
BV e anfe (W 2) , F XA F RO X, SRS Er
ST S

B/XH 2

B
D iE];E/

BX 58

B2 BEXEERE

AR /RI I SIEmE Fwllz, R 55 AE SRS B 4 A2 1H X
Wz KA. AR SO, “ER AR RIEFEZ RS AR, Z8aFEBIE,
TERCN T Ibe, X E WL, B “ER” AR S R EESER “E” 5 R
WS, HBEE R E ZMS P AR, IREF IR SC. IBERHE SCR,  “EIR
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NSRBI B B e A REE S IR AEIERE SO, CERT BESTEA T MR
“ER” SRR, AMER AR, CDIREE” o EXAEX R, ER
Mg 1 AR (citizen) , HASERT “AR” (WHF3CH) o BE AR —id
MBLRRAR. (Lol B ) BoR7E 1830-1930 FARR],  “[EIER” B 34,080 ¥k, i “/A
R” B 737K (WE3) , JEEMNETTE 2.16%.  “ER” A RR I R E Z0,
{HARMEAE S ST R B X ], DR S R I citizen, 18 gt iz, “ER” 2K
B VAR ALY £ R A HE, DERESRNCR, U E” 4 "R . iHIEX
I national people, 5 “E " $EHCAY TR a0 E R ay . B REUF . B RZFSE]
15 i national revolution, national government, national economy. iX1FEN T 4HFE /-4 “15
X EH” (semantic regrouping ) MIISIAR, 15 S LR [A]— 10 B AN Rl e I 7~
TR o TERFE/RE R, 15 U it S & A, TR
i, & SO AT R SRR SRR IR R kR R T T
I SR XAE IR B 2H, P RRT R 200 5 A RO E 3 8k 4 1 IR —in], I3
P RO CDIRGEEET B,

40,000 34,080

30,000 21,108

20,000

10,000

0 2300 2035 1459 737

FR AR R BER R SR
3 (BABUREE) ABHEFRIALN

‘RTEHR” 5 “RIEER" : #HSEEEXRGFENIESEE

fErt e kg, AR G OMEZIEE, Wb &R 2 IR ;
M A B IR 5. “RIREZ” BUSIR Ty, BT 1648 4 gl
FRARANE A" (4E2E . BRI A K, MLARIE 2P D [ o Al i S i — 1,
[ U A QTR i s BB S I ek R o B [l Bt 23 [ 40 BB U
FEARIN . BN s . AR EARAAG SR A AT, W £ oA R it
PR CRBEEZT REERNIUCE PR R . B RANE AR R 5 | R 6 2 Dt [ Je S
AR, G TR BGAT T A, S0 TRRINEZIE S . R AR,
EREA TS REESOHE AR — RIWE, XSt R RR TRk . TR
TR B ETHOA . QU At BTG A7 T hni o 40 “ A “RAC “9it” " 5%
Ji¥afy” o B AR ARSI, BRI SRS . I AR

17



PEASETFE (2018FF 2 1)

15 “RIEEZ” BERT X NS ANZ KR T T EHAE, WMEiEGE R GERD) |
ZU KRR () | H2KR (DAL ) BSUERFR (RIEAR ) 5. X8e Rt 2
SCEEAE TR OB, MG RIRE ZOWBE SRR . AR WESRIE RS [
ZNTRBUACHE B RO L [ 5 [5G R BB ARG . — T, RIE RSB A mAL T =N ET L
HFETEF . Ui, B8 Pk KIS Al Y ROBEA TR, R FA IR RAREE SR A 2 [ A1)
fi G IESRAILRMA, Wz R T, —EZ N RSN A AR, L
PO G ph e 401 T b A AR B M AR I 5 |, RO I A Ao UL ]
fleitt AN E PRk S EPROCRATE R, K AT ARE 315 [ S BE A R . AN E B
BRSBTS A R . Ho—, XAMERL T DA SO SN, LA
PR I i B PR IA R TE . e, XPRRAET . S0k, DI O R,
Lo VL RACH RO R MR R T . WIRIE SR R TE M, 5002 1898 4E T H 4B
KW, RN XEESAEALAR P E TR ORI SRR (Cao, 2017) , WA
AP P B EE” [IAEES, RE R E A /D IR L,
25 SCRR (Levenson, 1968: 156-163 ) * DM IE PU~FAMi vhifi & G080k A T I
AAY. RGN F O MR R AN DO TR T DOETRNC R F e, W22 h Ak 7 40t
F7oo RIFAHERERA TH T T RRE S, mORRE F AR IR, BUtT
DURF FAGERRINRT ST Al it A TARA AR S, SISCRRZR e, A LA
SKRAMKIEXTDGEA I, bR AR S TI0R, (HERS R R,
BRI AT RGN - e DGRk TR, AR
HKBET o FISCRITUONE Y T FA2 e L BB My A bR, Pl 5
T RIPETRES R A R — R, XETREON I, bRt E e
SCUEAL IR S IR MERMXSERWOR I Bt s" , BRE I8z R
5O EAhEk, MBI, BERUCEHSEER, SRR EA RO

‘BEIR” EIEEN: “UREE”

PR R 1 T 1903 AF ek A M B, SO i H 4B SRS R A S DR S
1l RE A R R, ARl RLUR H O R B 1) R BE T F BN, AU BRI, T
SEmE R MR “ERT — R E R, T R B
o 1 CHrRAR ) GRS (AR F ) SRR B 4B e, B Rk,
SO E AR AT, TEEE DA BA BESDABRIER, HERENERK
RN, AR TREXOR. REERANEY “EEXEXZHT" , Al
FBUAHLE “FREAEZER” . “DiShE#EE .
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APBMAKRF) “HR” 28, UAhSREHRTE, GEEHFER, PEZ
il Ak, dTERAMESZ, FELI. SARETHURITHIEZ, $X4
PHEEUNERTZ T, T EPREFREBUATTZRA ARUFF N TN,
Bk AN, BA BRI, EARBRXENZHH, RTRELFRT
#, B SAEREABRXES, RTHWBRF ——F2F%, TRIEEHE
o R A FERRME, —UERAENHS, HRERATE, TRE— TR
KRR R SRR . CHrRAMR) Z W88 JiE & RS0 Cir
RUL) MRk REEa I, CrRREEAuE ) smil: “RdE, BRI HZAR,
MEZ A VURCNE . k. Mg, ARADUREW:, TS, Siked, misci,
S PLREAFE o MIARAA R BB S BRI, MRS o Bk ORI )
St R LR (R BT RARE, RIS “UURER" KRB EaE
o Il (2011 5-6 ) FIE AR — LYY, ToROFRIEI ZEMES:, (DL [ 507 1k R
BREXT, il K7 2T ET WEENE. SRR CRET AR, il
ERESRZEA MR, LRASBTERIZ P, FHOC “FEE0"
RIREXSZEKRE N, PEAREZFRNZFRE XM ZKRENL, i+
ERAFKREXFZEHRENL, RAEKEN SEFRBARFEARE—F#
W, IANREZRAEMF LT R? RRELN—HFARARAEREREXFZREL,
BHEKRE, PEAMTREMZRGASE A FFBEA, EEENRF Rk
RN, THREES Z A, £ RAERSY, FROATREES D 407",
BAETHER, XHERNFEASKEE G EHXHESRAAS, BT
MBS tmE. ZTHAMTER, KNEA-KERARHEMmES . BTl
PEAWHSE ), RERTREMLE, REAY KEEK.
XN, RO BRI T A RIVE R, 1l T L% Al (9 S5 ok
SR RAMIE JCIL [R] 1) 5 BE R I ARG, e RBME TS A . A S Xy “ KR
Lo b T, MEEIEAE NI, Sahls, AgUtREER. KT
IE” BOAAUR L RRBNZ RERR S, HRARTGR, RAKIEF- 58t MR BEA
MG ERRAA L. KT 5 “PE” KAWL E SRR RYER .
SRR iR R TR IS, BOVEEEEZ R, Bl (e A =AE) (R
TR, ez, FREZ” o (L) (FESAS =) il “SRERBEZE .
R G, REE, @R, “KTH-", T SRS S EE TR
WWIET 5 KR B CRIET RET CET RERSUASE; R AYSEE
WRZAERE “RT7, F s R AR R SCORE, TR X “ R o KN
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FEHSETFE (2018FF 2 1)

DL 32 BE ARG, HBUARZ CE” BAesCckz R o BEAMU CET
R RN ER, REEL, MR S u . B BSEREZ N R, RERIRRS IR,
mZ . WL R oo, WL 3. PEAMEAARTKRRGERE, BOUE X R W
SR EOAF . FEIE HERE FER RN, 556 EAS R EIRC
Ko RAESCARE S E “HMR” AFEHIER, A5 SCRR IR, anocisiti . #E A+
g, “ER” ECRAZ, SERAMNEAN (W%, XIFE, 2009: 309-310) , s
—EZR, (CBWEIRE) S5, 1830 & 1895 1Y 65 4Ea] “[F " H IR K, H
T 1895 2 1930 AF[EHGHIE K, HBL/SUCGEIE, 43520 1903 4£ (3906 ¥ ) | 1906 4 (1551
) L 1913 42 (1065 1) L 1915 4F (1601 ¥ ) | 1919 4F (687 1K ) 55 1926 4 (4307 ¥k ) (I
Bl 4) o RSG5 8 R DT S AR DG . BT S S B8 T 1903 4RI COff R )
B REE, & 1906 4F5 (Rl ) KBRSA &, 1913 4F K4 T R HlFRas, ke
E B A o TS U85 1915 8 30ikiz 8l | 1919 Uiz gl I 1926 [ R ar A
RIPIR mE)E e REE" BinE L, FHE “DIREE" Buadik.

El4 (FUHKEE) “ER” 750

FERZOBEE “F”, O5E “R7 . BEE, AR FAE; RE, BEosRk. “E”
5 R BEMA TETERDT, WREAARE. CERT SRR TSR
L, EIRE T IREE SC, SR TINRREAE R . IR DIRIREZE LRG| 51
BIASEER, KRR E LGt 2oE B S SC e . 7 SR RIRIE S Z [
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R EAREZRARZR. T “HR” eRME, TR (1940) 7E CHRFEEX

W) A EAEE, X CERT SRR R e BT U R R
Brggstuf, T E RA A AR L Sehr . XA, X TR aAR, 2
TobgE, WZRZIERERAEN] . [ ROk A2l rT Y, (EUR I RO LR S i 75,
AFEDT . ™ MMERRE ST S, FABLEY . DSOS B R R T 8 v G 4R vy
JrEE . PURGIHE LR, BSR4, s RO SORHE, DA ARAY RO &
SEASE ERUE S, BEREICITENARERE . — M HTE RIRE KW H R T}, S8 anpn ]
I, FEMEFE B GeAt 2 b B B o A AR A BORTE RO I R GE A b A5 T R
J1o MR RS LUB R S BT, ATBUARE R DT U R AR . 1 BRI B
PRIIA “” 278, BEAS R RIGE S, FMGORE R H i RBARR [
K™, B RN —EZ A IR XA iR CERT s T

“EIR” 1B X

“EER” 1 7R WordSmith Tools X  KEFHEIEE ) #4118 L2, K
=AM IREZ —RY Concord HY, i1 pattern JHEEHEHL “EIR” #45BCiR 04 E . Pattern
DISNE R (R S) |, T 24 B FENF G, #% “ER” HEiiams ks “H
R zsmlfaeg, s “ERY B, EH “ER 51 H & HAE R,
RSP, A2, /£33, /24, /£5 (L1, L2, L3, L4, L5) KA1, 472 (R1,
R2) SEREHIARR . INFRIAB RSk, 0 “EE” §ik | R e I,
JEZE VPINZ 0, F2 1 waHET S 0 b, SR CRIEEXT o T CERY
ZIRAWPINZ E AR IE” o GBI A R xR T SRR
Ko #HERERGYS “ER BB, 5 “ERT BGmX R SR . SRR
EEAE IR R RIEAE L R 1), (A R E R 2 KA 29
G, Hadfe, B LA bRl B BEEE, Al CER” 5.
WordSmith Tools U7 Tk it SCA H A3 0 RS MALA P g, BL “ER” SH
M RE, #e “ER” WEREESEE, B “ER” SO E R &
FIE” . WS, mTIERER, b “ER” B SGHHT HRE AR, B
BT (RIRD) 5 CHrRMR) KaFeiES: . T RBReREmE K, WAMR 5% 4a
B PIANBACALEE 0], PR B 1E A A R MR
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FEHSETFE (2018FF 2 1)

'(‘ x
File Edit View Compute Settings Windows Help

N s L4 13 2 L1 Cente R1 R2 R3 R4 nsi é

1 ER ER| sl S8  #0 EHR X =& fiE BR #a =

2w kdE B Rk @ 2% o8 ol fiE ER

3 BR  BA 6 WX BREX e Bh R R NE

4 BEm 9% #F BR #z 38 BR  4¥ #o Ba

5 WM TR OMA BR FAR BRSO EE B® O Bm &h

6 & ¥& NE W HF #F BEF @B X% BA

7 %R n¥ TR R - CBE REIX Wme 55 2 ¥&

8 @Ax BE Fa BS i =T I BR BR  TE

9 FE eE by R E=R - % EFa Td 48

0 W2 FelA R #HdE h T Ee BEfe RN % B

. | RBEEX & 2R ER THEER  BAR O NX wR Im

2 ¥ &% ER mE @R =h 8% Bg@ 8% &R

13 fh  PE EX HR A £ BE #8 =E  fE

14 F3k o fiE B 3] EH ¥4 R & WK

5 Ha  LE +E B 2% s} #0 T WE 5F

6 #Ho BF =RE Bx NG 8% ™ T2 me kX

7 X EX W& A Bt TZz— Y EmR &8 ZH

18 58| HE @e W 020 % TEh R 0 BE @R

1 T8 ®E BR B ¥ I 2 BE w®E Eu T3

2 HR BZ W B 2% BR R Hh ¥ FKF

21 A#S B #— %t B WA HR #0888 B

2  HE BM e P me CER N 55 FF o8

2 BE ¥ BB ®F b TR BN 8E X 88

25 RE| miE FU @8 @ &S W@ miE &R ERe

% REEY 5% ®EE BR 85 M BE IR 9F xR

zZ R R 25 St wF 88 R U Fa 2

2 %k S8 S$B B T BR  We BT TR %

2 #h BAE BE XR B | %8 W ORE Ea AL

N X ae¥ mE W & Ak B = B8d 5F| v
concordance  collocaes  plot pmmlm timeline filenames sourcetet notes
71 entries Row 1 T ER .:gl

El5 (KuHRIEEE) “ER” BECIAAT 30 KAk

fElCRT CER” BTN AE . B —2 N E GBS, MR R 3 G
PR, WERIEMZA 1 YSIZEH LT G, Box T 5 CERT SCHR
RONED] 30 FmsIh AT SR BT A, 5O E R ?Kﬁﬂiﬁ$5EE
BRI —. I RRIKEZIEA, ARG S S H S “it%l]”
NG, CERT 5 EZOEEHEIE R AR, S LEER, IR
i WS | M T 7/ YU CP i e EE S E S A (EIEVFEJX) REEWA S
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A, CES” RIMAREZRBEOE, IR R, IR 5 RS
EBIMREZE AN — AW, EoRRIEER. “RIE” 5 “REFL LSR5,
A | IREEME, “REEL THTL LPG], SRS =, (QRF “dLm”
5 CRET o BREREAR ChET ) CRIEF S SRAHDT OO T IR (EAR
HEAE, “REE B3k, “RE =k, #W CRIEEL BF “RIE” .
IENTE /RN (Gellner, 2006 ) Fir &, BROZZ R% 3 ™4, R 3 SO RO HEA:
Rt g CRIET 5 CERT MER T ICEZE SRR E WA, WA E
S B BUACEE R IR PR B IR SRR WG, R MR e R
Z G 5 R D RE N E AT . R E R A SUEHE: “BUNT 5 PR
F I T LR GAFKMYI D, WY EAATIE, A CER” 5EREE
KR, L L G 22 HE s R [ SR A 1) A AR AE i S il . LTl At e 54
B E kT (W), CRET 5 LT Sk, R 5 CREY
HK—W, RIS, AT RE, BBLTA 1 ENE R, AT N
AR B SRS M B G, R R SR RIS, CRET 5 L
TERBERTES H HARRIRTA S o XA IR 5, A8 R FEL R0l ek RIRW L, 17 “FF
WYL R m R F R, W CER” B, it I R AL
R, B P RE” R, MR, B R R s
SRR 2, ZBRE ARG L, BATHASZ B, SRz, REEE
BUIBAL, ARSE IR R F R E R FAZEFEN . SR R 2 BT TR,
TR BWE BT Z AT Y. GBI, CTFERRT A AR
TEZ N IR CRET 5 RS BONEmIRIME S, O JE BT i
ik

HTOZIACE ZAMERE . " fE4A 1 RFAE NI, LHPRs];  “ 380
FA OB, AREPRS] . CEAT T REERH R 2 R R O
W, MRECE S EXRNEA, WA E KT EE7 KRS EPRMA R
BRI ER S, AN CEAC , R 4T RBCEBRIMBAA T CEERT W
WEAE RS, o4, A S EY (k) ShelsExT g, CHET (—k)
MR, RN () SRERHEXTS . CYEET DA 1 BN E R,
FoR “HER MESRZILE RS . HERB SR AT A TS (I 0),
H A g, CER” MRS E L, WM SRR B CRK”
ME Lo ERAIRIR g, Ry R MERIWE DB ESG, A A, X
[l B A5 R O E BN 2 . TR A0 B R B R (P AR R ) FEmiie. RO i

23



PEASETFE (2018FF 2 1)

B CER” MEXRT R EREANE, FE CERT B RE KR,
Ht, #aEPNEIHNAS, —RIEERSRY (1772-1778) , HELTA 1 A5
EHAE, CRMEEARM T (1861-1944) , S T8 2 YA, PO PEER A <
R R LEK, AR CER” PR TR, EHBERMENARE TR
WEFHERT “FAER & “REX" 5 “FAEE & “EREL AR
MPRRE . SRR R SE S IR R, R EACHE,  CEAERT WIET; ik
e, R EERGeE, K (EZK®) Fik “BRMEE" , WEEIRIA
RWEA, BB EREE. WA “ER” EEEHEr T “BER” XN “F
AR 5 “TBRFER” MREMmE R NTEK . B2, 7 (Rilt) 5 CIrRAH)
AEeH, AUEHES: CFRFER , MEERETWEZN, X CERAERT MBI
A, PR CRBEC AU IR, W AL, AR A S ety dt
A ZEH], HARARE WA ARR SR 2 R AR, #—VIrik A7, AR EAR T
REE, AR Rairry g o R SOEE—5, DONEIS FAY FRE R AE T E
AAAE, HAE CREAI” . ARBRE” . REATRBOMNE IR Bk
GYIE B RO IER R TR E AR R 2, MM H DL RO B, B
REFERERZ, M= (=AU ) &, REWNFH, B —-HEHUALEHE,
B — R, WYL 2 8, T E R AW AR B E 2R, 0 KA
MG TEZ, Wt/ M, RVAT IR, s EAAE, BOmE 24808, —H 20,
P =200 =, B 2R R R UPERCE , A A REZ L, ANEWRIH
FORZ AR, KA M E A RAFZAES 7 7 T2 0 AR AR B A RJE SR RE T e
TR E M GRS . N =R Sr 2 Brh, B FAGE E R 2 BOG ., i m EAE
ERZBEA, Sedb AL HIERIK At 2 RS M e, e Lk, W S Hdr
JE TR ILABUN Z B, R TR S ABCK T, WA, LTEAR IR ABIBR 5
AFEATAT, HAWERTLH, SR FIMEH, S0RTH ELH, AN LB
Far R EZ B, AIMET" o TR0 M SR FEAE R R GR35
FNPEASIE e A A E W ORI “ER” 18 ATz 20, WIS —i e,
W T RGOS B SRR BR T E RS EIUES Rhd S “ER”
W DHES, B CRER) BT s “Aolcb L, M BER RS, HARES L, 4t
SELERMTEEZELZT , “BHRFEX MR RBReEZE (B S57R) &
RTEE R E OB P AR, Db “ER” e —2E X EERNEK.
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BE “ER” BAFH
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A Corpus-based Investigation of Guomin in Late Qing China

Abstract: One of the fundamental changes in modern China is the transformation from a traditional dynasty
to a nation-state. However institutional change is often pushed and guided by a system of ideas. Previous
studies on the late Qing transformation focus on the evolution of institutions, giving little attention to the role
of language in the shift of ideologies. Based on a corpus-linguistic, this article examines the prevalent notion
of Guomin in late Qing from the perspective of ‘conceptual map’ and ‘semantic field’. It argues, contrary
to conventional understanding of the term as highlighting individualism, Guomin prioritises a demand on
the normative behaviours of the people, reflecting an elitist requirement of nation-state building. The article
summarises four levels of semantic meanings of Guomin as a statist construction of a new ‘national people’ in
the preparation for transforming the Qing dynasty to a modern republic.

Key words: Guomin; late Qing; nation-state; corpus linguistics; semantic field; Xinmin Congbao; Minbao
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Attitudes towards World Englishes among Chinese
intercultural volunteers: A subjective reaction test
study

Gao Yihong © Xu Hongchen"

(a. School of Foreign Languages, Peking University;

b. Department of English and International Studies, China Foreign Affairs University)

Abstract: previous studies, especially those following the intergroup contact theory (Allport, 1954), have
suggested intergroup contact is conducive to positive attitudes change regarding outgroups. Taking language
attitude as part of Intercultural Competence, this study examined Chinese college-student volunteers’
knowledge of and attitudes towards World Englishes (WE) before and after four intercultural communication
events held in China. The pre-event participants were 758 volunteers, among which 551 completed the post-
event test. A subjective reaction test was conducted before and after the events. The test stimulus included five
WE varieties: British English (BE), American English (AE), African-American English (AAE), Indian English
(IE), and China English (CE). Major findings were the following: 1) accuracy rates of variety recognition had
the following ranking: CE > AE/BE > IE > AAE; recognition accuracy for all varieties was improved after
the events; 2) overall evaluation of the varieties formed the following ranking, consistent before and after the
events: AE > BE > AAE > CE > IE. The results indicated basically conservative language attitudes, which
was largely independent of increased WE knowledge during the events. Short-term intercultural activities
without interventions especially guided reflections had limited effect on positive attitude change. Pedagogical
and methodological implications were discussed.

Key words: language attitude; Intercultural Competence; World Englishes; intergroup contact theory;

volunteer; subjective reaction test

Introduction

Attitude can be viewed as “a disposition to react favourably or unfavorably to a
class of objects” (Garrett, 2010, p.20). This mental construct has three components —
cognition (beliefs and stereotypes), affect (positive and negative feelings), and behavioral

orientations (e.g., willingness to communicate). For language attitudes, the “class of
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objects” include not only the linguistic entities themselves, but also the “native speakers”
or cultural group associated with the particular linguistic variety. So “language attitudes”
are not purely attitudes towards languages, but also towards peoples or cultures. It is part of
one’s cultural identity, and involves intercultural sensitivity (Garrett 2007). As such, it is a
part of Intercultural Competence (IC), i.e., “the general ability to transcend ethnocentrism,
appreciate cultures, and generate appropriate behavior in one or more different cultures”
(Bennett et al., 1999, p.13).

Methodologically, language attitude research can be roughly grouped into three categories
(Garrett, 2010): “direct approach”, with self-report techniques such as questionnaire surveys,
focus groups, and individual interviews; “indirect approach”, using “subjective reaction test”
or more precisely the “matched guise test” to elicit projection of the participants; “societal
treatment approach”, analyzing discourses used in various contexts such as the media and
the classroom. For its convenience, direct approach with questionnaires is commonly used.
Yet it has the limitation of possibly eliciting socially desirable answers rather than genuine
thoughts and feelings. The societal treatment approach may be seen as discourse-based direct
approach (Lybaert, 2017), which can go deeper in meaning exploration, but relies more on
the researchers’ interpretation. Indirect, projective tests were invented (Lambert et al., 1960)
to avoid validity threats and obtain more genuine attitudes. Although being criticized for
using contrived speech samples (Lybaert, 2017), it has the advantage of keeping the social
desirability effect to the minimum.

Traditionally, the learning and use of the English language has favored British and
American “native speaker” (NS) varieties as standards, which also entailed British and
American cultural hegemony. Such NS standards have been challenged, particularly by
Kachru’s (1982/1992) “World Englishes” (WE) which classified English varieties around the
globe into the “Inner Circle” (NS varieties), “Outer Circle” (traditionally interlanguage based
on “second languages”), and “Expanding Circle” (traditionally interlanguage based on “foreign
languages”). These multiple varieties were supposed to hold equal status, with different
internal standards. Related to WE are other concepts such as “English as an International
Language” (EIL), “English as a Lingua Franca” (ELF), and “global Englishes”. Despite
differences in conceptualization (Kachru & Nelson, 2006; Seidlhofer, 2011), these concepts
were aligned in challenging the hegemony of NS standards and advocating more open attitudes

towards different English varieties (Jenkins, 2006; Kirkpatrick, 2015).
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Empirical studies show that attitudes towards English varieties have gone through
changes in the past 50 years. In the 1970s and 1980s, people speaking “standard” British
English (Received Pronunciation, RP) were perceived to have higher status or competence
than speakers of other English varieties. Similar results were found in UK (Giles, 1970),
Australia (Ball, 1983), and New Zealand (Huygens & Vaughan, 1983). Around the turn of the
century, the perceived superiority of RP dropt, while the American variety became its strong
competitor in status, as found among US, New Zealand and Australian participants (Bayard et
al., 2001) .

In Asia where many countries of the Outer and Expanding Circles are located, studies
on language attitudes and cultural identities have increased in the new millennium. Recent
research have shown that positive attitudes towards RP and American English were well
maintained, yet evaluations of other varieties somewhat improved. McKenzie (2008) found
Japanese participants’ rating of American English was higher than that of British English.
Kaur’s (2014) questionnaire study showed that pre-service teachers in Malaysia preferred
English NS accents, and viewed non-native speaker (NNS) accents as inaccurate and
inappropriate. Ahn (2014) examined the attitudes towards Korean English held by English
teachers in Korea, including Koreans and non-Koreans. The participants were found to have
positive attitudes towards Korean English in cognition, but were “confused” and “conflicting”
on the behavioral dimension. Shibata’s (2010) questionnaire investigation on middle school
English teachers in Japan focused on attitudes towards two types of NNS teaching assistants
(TAs). Participants held limited accepting attitudes towards NNS TAs, and TAs with
grammatical accuracy were preferred over those with more native-like accents. Adopting a
social constructivist perspective and focusing on the effect of ELF online communication
on language attitudes/beliefs, Ke & Cahyani (2014) compared the attitudes towards English
among 58 Taiwanese and 48 Indonesian students before and after a two-semester project of
NNS-NNS online communication. It was found that although students gained confidence as
English users after the project, their NS-based language attitudes remained largely consistent
as before.

To account for positive attitude change desired in intercultural contact, the “intergroup
contact theory’ or “intergroup contact hypothesis” is one of the few theoretical frameworks
that enlightened empirical studies. Proposed originally by social psychologist Allport

(1954), the theory predicts that positive intergroup attitude outcome depends on four optimal
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features of the contact situation: equal status of the groups, common goals, intergroup
cooperation, and institutional support. Later researchers developed this theory (for a review,
see Pettigrew et al, 2011; Hodson & Hewstone, 2013) also proposed “membership salience”
(Brown et al., 1999), i.e., when the outgroup members contacted are perceived as “typical”
of their group, it is more likely that intergroup contact will lead to positive attitude change of
the outgroup. The intergroup contact theory has gained strong empirical support. Pettigrew
and Tropp’s (2006) meta-analyses of 515 studies has shown that intergroup contact typically
reduces prejudice. They have also shown that contact has positive effects even when the
optimal conditions originally proposed by Allport are not fulfilled. Godon and Hewston
and Swart’s (2013) comprehensive review of studies shows the broad range of beneficial
outcomes of intergroup contact (e.g., outgroup attitudes, social distance, perceived outgroup
variability, and behavioral intentions), reduced negative mediators (e.g., intergroup anxiety,
and threat), and increased positive mediators (e.g., empathy, self disclosure, and outgroup
knowledge).

Regarding the effect of intercultural experience on IC, descriptive studies of short-
term study abroad programs have found positive outcomes (e.g., Chieffo & Griffiths,
2004; Peppas, 2005). Focusing on international volunteer work and drawing on intergroup
contact theory, Yashima (2010) drew on intergroup contact theory and adopted a quasi-
experimental design to compare Japanese college students who participated in 2-3 week
international volunteer projects, and those who did not. Preliminary analyses found that
in most IC aspects studied, including openness/ethnorelativism, international concern,
interpersonal communication skills, and self-efficacy, volunteer project participants were
higher than non-participants. ANCOVA results further revealed that there was a significant
difference between project participants and non-participants after controlling for pre-existing
differences in all of the variables studied.

Despite the influence of intergroup contact theory in social psychological studies of
intercultural communication in general, language attitude studies guided by this theory have
been few. Apart from interdisciplinary barriers, the feasibility of attitudinal intervention and
experimental design requirements may also be reasons for its limited application. Another
challenge is to sort out the possible reciprocal relation between intergroup contact and positive
attitude or attitude change. However, the theory offers useful general research insights for a

broad range of methodological types.
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In China mainland, “China English” (CE) as a WE variety has attracted research attention
among language educators since the 1980s and 1990s, generating heated theoretical debates (Li,
1993; Xie, 1994). A general move toward positive attitudes towards CE can be discerned in
theoretical discussions. Currently most Chinese scholars hold that CE results necessarily from
the development of English, shows Chinese cultural identity, and is in agreement with rather
than in contradiction with internalization (Wen & Yu, 2003; Pan, 2005; Li, 2006; He, 2009). At
the same time, IC has been promoted in recent years to replace “communicative competence”
(Gu, 2016), and began to be a formal goal as written in the 2017 version of the national
curriculum for foreign education at the tertiary level (Sun, 2016). While previous IC education
in China focused more on intercultural knowledge, the new curriculum highlighted respect
for cultural diversity, critical thinking ability, and effective intercultural communication.
Yet empirical studies on language attitudes have shown that Chinese students generally held
conservative language attitudes and lacked respect for linguistic diversity and equality. Their
evaluations of British English and American English were higher than their evaluation of
Chinese Putonghua; their evaluation of CE was low (Gao, Su & Zhou, 2000; Wang & Wang,
2004). They knew little about and held negative attitudes towards WE varieties other than
standard British English and American English, though some students believed that “there are
many standard Englishes” (Kirkpatrick & Xu, 2002), and CE should have an equal status with
British English and American English (Bian, 2009). For British English and American English,
attitude studies produced mixed or contradictory findings. Some found “craze for American
English” (Yan, 1994) and American English was rated higher than British English (Zhou &
Chen, 2008); others found British English was ranked higher than American English (Evans,
2010). However, systematic studies on attitudes toward WE other than standard NS varieties
have been rare.

With the “peaceful rise of China,” the world is approaching China. An increasing number
of international events have been held in China, with student volunteers providing service in
multiple languages, especially English. What WE knowledge and attitudes these intercultural
volunteers held, if their WE knowledge and attitudes underwent substantial changes after
the activities, what cultural identities were implied in these attitudes — these questions are
important for English language education and IC cultivation.

The present study was targeted at Chinese student volunteers in four international events

between 2008 and 2011, namely Beijing Olympic Games, Shanghai World Expo, Guangzhou
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Asian Games, and Shenzhen Universiade. Based on independent studies of the four sites (Gao
& Lin, 2008; Lin & Gao, 2010; Liu & Deng, 2013; Zhao & Chen, 2014; Chen, Yan & Jiang,
2014). In a general sense, the volunteer work context met the requirements of the intergroup
contact hypothesis, i.e., the participating groups were of equal status (fellow sportsmen or
trading partners); they were in pursuit of common goals (friendship, solidarity, and fair-
play; promoting public knowledge of science and technology developed worldwide), and the
intergroup contact is institutionally supported (by the host government and guest governments
alike). The major exception might be “intergroup cooperation,” as in sports meet competition
is involved between teams among nations, and there may be commercial competitions behind
exhibition of technological advancement. Although individual perceptions and “membership
salience” in specific settings are bound to vary, it would still be interesting to see if WE
knowledge increase and positive attitude change would happen during the event, without
deliberately implemented intervention. Results of such large-scale investigation would also
serve as a baseline for future research as well as teaching and training practice. Therefore, this
study aimed to address the following two general research questions:

(1) How well did the volunteers recognize the given WE varieties? Compared with pre-
event recognition, were there changes in the recognition after the events? If so, what were
they?

(2) How did the volunteers evaluate the given WE varieties? Compared with pre-event

evaluation, were there changes in the evaluation after the events? If so, what were they?

Method

A subjective reaction test was conducted to over college students in a pre-and-post test
design. No deliberate research intervention was implemented in-between, except for the
intercultural events during which they served as volunteers. Five recordings of the same
material with distinct accents of English varieties were played to the participants, and at the
same time they were asked to fill in a 7-point semantic scale to elicit their attitudes to the
above five varieties. T-test was run to analyze the differences of the volunteers’ attitudes before

and after the international events.

Participants

College students were recruited from four international events, who served as volunteers,
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held in China, i.e. Beijing Olympic Games (Aug. 8-24, 2008), Shanghai World Expo (May
1-Oct.31, 2010), Guangzhou Asian Games (Nov.12-27, 2010), and Shenzhen Universiade
(Aug. 12-23, 2011) (Table 1). The 551 participants in the post-test were those remaining
from the larger sample of 758 participants from the pre-test. Except for those of Guangzhou
Asian Games, all the other volunteers participated in both the pre-test and post-test of the
research. Reasons for the attrition included various absenteeism, and failure to collect post-test
questionnaire copies. For feasibility and validity reasons, no effort was to identify and match

individuals’ pre- and post-test questionnaire copies.

Table 1 Number of participants

Olympic Games | World Expo Asian Games | Universiade Total
(2008) (2010) (2010) (2011)
Before the events 200 267 0 291 758
After the events 69 267 119 96 551

Participants had varied tasks in the events. Among those who served sports games in
Beijing, Guangzhou, and Shenzhen, 76% were involved “language service” which depended
primarily on L2 skills such as interpretation inside competition venues. The rest were “non-
language service” which did not rely heavily on L2 skills, such as information provision and
emergency help in service stations set on public spots outside the venues, For the Shanghai
World Expo, 46.8% worked in the Expo Park, their services including guiding visitors,
interpretation, media and forum organization, which involved more possible contact with
international guests or Expo clerks. 36.7% worked in service stations in the city, and the
remaining 16.5% were doing general, miscellaneous tasks (Lin & Gao, 2010; Liu & Deng,
2013; Zhao & Chen, 2014; Chen, Yan & Jiang, 2014).

Instruments

The instrument was a subjective reaction test, which consisted of a recording and a
questionnaire. The recording was five readings of a 71-word-long text, introducing a technical
device “temperature relieve valve”. This technical content was deliberately chosen to eliminate
the possibility of any cultural attachment influence to participants. Five males, aged 20 to 25,

were recruited to record the above mentioned material with their own native accents, namely
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British English (BE) (from London), American English (AE) (from Maryland), African-
American English (AAE) (an African-American from Indiana), Indian English (IE) (from the
south of India), and Chinese English (CE) (from Beijing). The range of these varieties covered
Kachru’s (1982/1992) Inner Circle (BE, AE, and AAE), Outer Circle (IE), and Expanding
Circle (CE). Within the Inner Circle, it included “standard” varieties (BE and AE) and a “non-
standard” variety (AAE). The variation of reading lengths was within the range between 26
and 30 seconds.

A questionnaire was designed for the participants to fill out after listening to each
recording. The first part of the questionnaire consisted of an open question, which required
the participants to identify the geographical, racial or ethnic origins of the speaker. The
second part, designed to measure attitudes towards the given varieties, was a 7-point semantic
differential scale, with 1 representing “the least” and 7 “the most”. There were altogether 16
rating items in the form of antonymous adjective pairs (e.g., “respected” vs. “not respected”),
and these 16 items were distributed into four categories: social status, solidarity, general ability
and event-related ability (Table 2).

The first two categories, i.e. social status and solidarity were frequently examined in
language attitudes studies, but their trait adjectives varied. Hiraga (2005) generated five
adjectives for each category through factor analysis, such as “educated or not” and “wealthy
or not” for social status; “friendly or not” and “reliable or not” for solidarity. Ferrer (2010)
applied seven pairs of adjectives to measure social status and another three for solidarity. The
category of general ability or competence was also included in previous studies. Bernaisch
and Koch (2016), for example, included four pairs of adjectives such as “smart or not” and
“flawless or not”. The present study chose the commonly used adjectives from previous studies
for the “general ability” category, and added the last category — “event-related ability”. This
category varied according to the nature of the event that the volunteers served. Thus, “sports
ability” was, used for the three sports competitions (Beijing Olympic Games, Guangzhou
Asian Games, and Shenzhen Universiade), and “communicative ability” was adopted for the

exposition (Shanghai World Expo).
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Table 2 Attitude Rating Scales (Translated from Chinese)

Categories Items

(1) respected vs. not respected;
Social status 2) h?gh income. vs. low income; .
(3) high education vs. low education;

(4) refined vs. unconfined

(1) friendly vs. unfriendly;
(2) warm vs. cold;

(3) genial vs. serious;

(4) reliable vs. unreliable

Solidarity

(1) confident vs. humble;

(2) having leadership skills vs. lacking leadership skills;
(3) capable vs. compliant;

(4) enterprising vs. happy-go-lucky

General ability

Sports ability
(1) keen for sports vs. not keen for sports;
(2) gifted in sports vs. not gifted in sports;
(3) robust vs. frail;
(4) physically active vs. sedate

Event-related ability —— —
Communicative ability

(1) articulate vs. inarticulate;

(2) active in communication vs. passive in communication;
(3) clear verbal expression vs. vague verbal expression;
(4) rich body language vs. lacking body language

The pre-post reliabilities showed satisfactory Cronbach o values: AAE pretest 0.735/posttest 0.832, BE
0.802/0.817, CE 0.830/0.802, IE 0.794/0.837, and AE 0.828/0.859, all above 0.7.

Data collection and analysis

The data were collected before and after the events, with the same procedure, though
the post-event order of recordings differed from the pre-event order. The five recordings
were played to the participants. After each recording, there was a pause, during which the
participants were required to recognize the variety of English first by answering the open
question, and then fill in the 7-point semantic scale according to their impression of the
recorded speaker.

For the recognition of varieties, the score of 2 was assigned to a correct answer (e.g.,
“African-American English” or “black American English” for AAE, “Chinese English”

or “China English” for CE); 1 was assigned to a close answer (i.e., “American” or “North
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American” for AAE, “Western European” or “Europe” for BE, “East Asian” or “Asian” for
CE, “South Asian” or “Asian” for IE, and “North American” for AE), while no score would be
assigned to answers other than the above. Descriptive statistics was then calculated.

For the subjective evaluation of the varieties, descriptive statistics were tabulated
regarding each of the four categories of each variety, and of the sum total of each variety.
To compare the pre- and post-event scores of variety recognition and attitude, t-tests
were conducted by SPSS 17.0, with missing data automatically excluded, and the level of

significance was fixed at o = 0.05.

Results

Differences of variety recognition accuracy before and after the international events

Table 3 shows that the ranking accuracy of variety recognition followed the subsequent
order: CE > AE/BE > IE/AAE both before and after the international events, and reveals that
the recognition accuracy for all varieties was improved after the events.

Such results indicate that the volunteers could identify local varieties of English (CE)
(Kirkpatrick, 2007) without much difficulty, followed by “standard” varieties (AE/BE), while
they almost failed to recognize other “non-standard” varieties (IE/AAE). While there was no
surprise that these Chinese students had no difficulty recognizing their own English variety,
the differential recognition rates of other varieties could probably be attributed to the English
language education these students received. In China, English education at elementary,
secondary and tertiary levels all highly relied on “standard” AE and BE models, and students
had little access to other English varieties except their own, i.e., CE.

Readers are reminded that the following results of attitudes towards different varieties
should be read by referring to the above accuracy rate of recognition. For those less identified
varieties, IE and AAE in particular, validities of the attitude scores were limited. That is, the
related attitudes might be directed towards varieties of a vague rather than a specific kind (IE
was taken as a certain kind of “non-standard” English, and AAE was sometimes confused with

general American English).
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Table 3 T-test statistics of variety recognition accuracy before and after the events

After (n=551) Before (n=758)
MD t (df)
M SD M SD
AAE 0.52 0.55 0.42 0.52 0.10 3.195% (1096.755)
BE 1.06 0.95 0.94 0.95 0.12 2.216* (1235)
CE 1.52 0.82 1.40 0.87 0.12 2.394* (1179.834)
IE 0.54 0.85 0.41 0.79 0.13 2.831* (1105.811)
AE 1.13 0.95 1.01 0.96 0.12 2.292* (1257)

*p<0.05

Differences of attitudes to varieties before and after the international events

Overall differences

Figure 1 indicates that the scores of volunteers’ attitudes towards varieties followed the
subsequent order: AE > BE > AAE > CE > IE, both before and after the international events,
and Table 4 reveals that the scores of overall attitudes towards AE, BE, and AAE rose up
significantly after the events. The results reveal a consistent tendency of attitudes towards
English varieties: “standard varieties” (AE and BE) were in a prestigious status and “non-
standard varieties” (AAE, CE and IE) were lower in attitudinal ranking. For the last three
varieties, namely AAE, CE, and IE, respondents ordered the one in the Inner Circle (AAE)
above those in other circles. This result indirectly illustrates the volunteers’ positive attitudes

towards “‘standard” varieties.

21
20 H—AE19:99

Y—
19
18 NI 7 b1 S
2 » o AAE, 17.04

G
16

s CE, 15.32

15 &
14 e

i X IE, 135
13
12

Before After

Figure 1 Overall attitudes towards varieties
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Table 4 T-test statistics of overall attitudes towards varieties before and after the events

After (n=551) Before (n=758)

M SD M SD MD t (@)
AAE 17.04 | 372 16.51 3.61 053  [2.566* (1307)
BE 18.02 | 3.00 17.57 3.40 045  |2.558* (1259.347)
CE 1532 | 244 15.06 2.93 026  |1.765 (1282.769)
IE 13.50 | 2.88 13.59 2.93 0.09  |-0.555 (1307)
AE 1999 | 254 19.69 2.96 030  |1.968* (1271.648)

*p<0.05

Ranking of social status

As for the social status of the varieties, Figure 2 indicates that BE/AE held a high
position in the rank, followed by AAE, CE and IE respectively. It also shows that before the
international events, there was no significant differences between AE and BE (p > 0.005), nor
between CE and IE (p > 0.005). While after the events, significant differences appeared among
any two of the varieties (p < 0.005). Table 5 reveals that the scores of attitudes towards social
status of AE and CE rose up significantly, while those of AAE drop down significantly, and the
scores of attitudes towards of BE and IE did not exhibit statistically significant changes after

the events.
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Figure 2 Attitudes towards varieties’ social status
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Table 5 T-test statistics of attitudes towards varieties’ social status before and after the events

After (n=551) Before (n=758)
M SD M SD MD t
AAE 4.49 0.92 4.61 0.96 -0.12  |-2.276* (1307)
BE 4.79 0.83 4.78 0.94 0.01 0.225  (1260.601)
CE 4.06 0.78 3.87 0.89 0.19  [4.052* (1258.901)
1IE 3.83 0.89 3.90 0.99 -0.07 |-1.312  (1247.494)
AE 4.99 0.82 4.82 0.99 0.17  [3.306* (1285.450)
*p<0.05
Ranking of solidarity

As for the solidarity of these varieties, Figure 3 indicates that AE ranked the highest,
followed by CE/BE/AAE, and IE scored the lowest. It also shows that there was no significant
differences among CE, BE, and AAE both before and after the four events (p > 0.005). Table
6 reveals that the scores of attitudes towards solidarity of AAE and IE rose up significantly,

while the scores of other varieties did not change significantly after the events.
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Figure 3 Attitudes towards varieties’ solidarity

Table 6 T-test statistics of attitudes towards varieties’ solidarity before and after the events

After (n=551) Before (n=758)
M SD M SD MD C
AAE 4.23 1.05 4.00 1.13 0.23  |3.749*% (1307)
BE 4.19 0.95 4.08 1.07 0.11 1.819 (1259.371)
CE 4.13 0.79 4.12 0.95 0.01 |0.149 (1282.119)
IE 3.23 0.87 3.09 0.99 0.14  |2.675*% (1259.168)
AE 4.66 0.92 4.66 0.99 -0.00 |-0.006 (1232.470)

*p <0.05
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The result of CE’s low rating was different from previous studies in which participants’
local English variety ranked higher than “standard varieties” on the solidarity scale, though
its ranking on the status scale was lower than “standard varieties” (e.g., Gao et al., 2000;
Wang & Wang, 2004). This may indicate that either the volunteers in this research were more
conservative in language attitudes (possibly due to the institutional selection requirement for
“good English” skills), or that the participants lacked sensitivity to rating dimension difference
and there was a halo effect in the rating across dimensions, e.g., the “good” varieties tended to

be judged “good” on all dimensions.

Ranking of general ability

As for the category of general ability, Figure 4 indicates that the ranking order of the
five varieties was AE > BE > AAE > CE > IE. Before the events, there was no significant
difference (p > 0.005) between CE and IE, but after the evens, there appeared significant
differences between any two of these varieties (p < 0.005). Table 7 reveals that the scores of
attitudes towards general ability of AE, BE, CE rose up significantly, while the scores of AAE
and IE did not change significantly after the events.
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Figure 4 Attitudes towards varieties’ general ability
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Table 7 T-test statistics of attitudes towards varieties’ general ability before and after the events

After (n=551) Before (n=758)

M SD M SD MD t (@)
AAE 4.12 1.27 4.05 1.20 0.07 0.950 (1147.592)
BE 4.60 1.14 4.46 1.23 0.14 2.079* (1307)
CE 3.53 0.91 3.30 1.31 0.23 3.732* (1303.998)
1IE 3.35 0.99 3.40 1.12 -0.05 -0.815 (1255.246)
AE 5.18 0.92 5.01 1.05 0.17 3.110* (1262.347)

*p<0.05

Ranking of event-related ability (sports ability)

There were three sports meetings and one business and technological conference in the
present study, so the event-related ability consisted of two subcategories: sports ability and
communi-cative ability (Table 2). This paper focuses on the former. Figure 5 indicates that
sports ability ranking order was AE > BE > CE > AAE > IE. Before the events, there was no
significant difference (p > 0.005) between AAE and IE, but after the evens, there appeared
significant differences between any two of these varieties (p < 0.005). Table 8 reveals that
the scores of attitudes towards general ability of AAE and BE rose up significantly, while the
scores of AE, CE, and IE dropped down significantly after the events. However, the post-event
ordering of the varieties was unchanged compared to the pre-event result. The rating of AAE
was still far from high enough to compete with those of AE and BE, which was inconsistent
with the general cultural stereotype that African Americans were gifted in sports. This result
might be explained by the low recognition rate of AAE, and also the halo effect of variety
judgment as discussed earlier in the explanation of solidarity ratings. (For the results regarding

communicative ability, please refer to Chen, Yan, and Jiang, 2014).
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Figure 5 Attitudes towards varieties’ event-related ability (sports ability)
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Table 8 T-test statistics of attitudes towards varieties’ sports ability before and after the events

After (n=284) Before (n=491)

M SD M SD MD t ()
AAE 3.34 0.93 3.13 0.96 0.21  |2.907* (773)
BE 4.81 0.89 4.66 1.11 0.15 |2.056* (697.891)
CE 3.64 0.98 3.79 1.16 -0.15  |-1.994* (675.229)
IE 2.77 0.84 3.12 1.18 -0.35  |-4.894* (740.873)
AE 5.05 0.81 5.26 1.14 -0.21  |-2.929* (740.288)

*p<0.05

To summarize, regarding variety recognition, the accuracy rates had the following
ranking: CE > AE/BE > IE > AAE; the recognition accuracy rates for all varieties were
improved after the events. In other words, the intergroup contact experience in the international
events helped to improve volunteers’ knowledge of WE varieties. Regarding language attitudes,
the five WE varieties ranked in a systematic way on the four dimensions (Table 9). Generally
speaking, the tendency of ranking in all four dimensions is as follows: AE > BE > AAE > CE >
IE, the same with the overall ranks (cf. Table 4). AE and BE, the two standard native varieties
in the study, gained an advantage in almost all four dimensions. AAE, the non-standard native
variety, ranked lower than the above two ones, but higher than the local variety (CE) and the
expanding circle variety (IE). On the one hand, our findings are in line with previous research
which shows a strong correlation between standard varieties and participants’ positive language
attitudes (Kalmar, Zhong & Xiao, 1987; Long, 1997; Wang & Wang, 2004). On the other hand,
we found the participants’ local variety, CE in this case, did not rank the highest in solidarity
as found in previous studies. This is inconsistent with previous research. For example, Ogbu’s
research (1999) found that local variety of English was the most favoured one in solidarity.
Participants in our research seem to have revealed a halo effect in language attitudes’ ranking:
when they favoured a variety (AE in this case), they showed that favourite attitudes towards
all the aspects related with that variety. To the degree of its accurate recognition rate, the same
can be said about the consistent low ratings of IE. Pre- and post-test comparisons indicate
that Chinese college-student volunteers possessed conservative language attitudes and simple
cultural stereotypes, which remained unchanged after the international events, independent of

their improved WE knowledge.
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Table 9 Ranking order of varieties on different dimensions (before/after the events)

Social status Solidarity General ability Sports ability Overall
AAE 3/3 4/2 3/3 4/4 3/3
BE 2/2 3/3 2/2 2/2 2/2
CE 5/4 2/4 5/4 3/3 4/4
1E 4/5 5/5 4/5 5/5 5/5
AE 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1 1/1
Discussion

The research had some limitations. For practical reasons, we failed to collect pre-event
data from the Guanzhou Asian Games participants. Also, the pre- and post-test results were
not matched on individual basis, so T-test for independent samples rather than paired samples
was adopted. The recognition accuracy rates of AAE and IE were not high, which affected
the interpretation of respective attitudes. Despite these limitations, some conclusions and
implications can be drawn.

Regarding the first research question, variety recognition, Chinese college-student
volunteers easily recognized “standard varieties” of AE and BE, but did not successfully
recognize “non-standard” varieties except their own local variety CE. The accuracy of variety
recognition rose up in general after the events. Regarding the second research question,
evaluation of WE varieties, participants’ overall ratings were consistent before and after the
events, in the following descending order: AE/BE > AAE > CE/IE, although there were some
pre- and post-event differences on specific dimensions.

Such findings have several indications. First, the Chinese student volunteers’ attitudes
towards WE were very conservative, following the NS-centered tradition. In general, they
evaluated “standard” NS varieties much more positively than other varieties, especially
local (Outer Circle and Expanding Circle) varieties. This tendency was basically consistent
with previous findings about Chinese mainland students’ attitudes towards English varieties
(Gao, Su, & Zhou, 2000; Wang & Wang, 2004; Bian, 2009), yet it seemed more striking in
its intercultural contexts, as volunteers for international events were expected to be open
and friendly to participants from all cultures. Behind such a phenomenon may be the long
dominance of AE and BE standards in China’s English education. The selection and training

of volunteers for intercultural events would unsurprisingly adopt AE and BE as language
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standards. The closer the students’ English was to AE or BE, the better they were as volunteer
candidates. This yardstick contradicts the spirit of intercultural communication, namely the
respect for cultural and linguistic diversities. It is also inconsistent with the IC objective as
stipulated in the new national curriculum for foreign language education in China (Sun, 2016).
As part of future IC cultivation, it is necessary for pedagogical objectives to include open
language attitude development in English education in general, and receptive skills of WE
varieties for college English majors in particular.

Second, there seemed to be positive effect of international event participation on WE
knowledge, but little effect on language attitude change. The stereotypes were even partially
strengthened rather than weakened after the events, as shown in the significant increase in the
ratings of AE and BE. This in a way echoes previous research (e.g., Ke & Cahyani, 2014) in
showing the durable feature of language attitudes and cultural stereotypes. The strengthening
of stereotypes in our study seems more distinct and revealing. In light of the intergroup
contact theory, it suggests that “outgroup knowledge” itself may not be related to positive
attitude change. The quality of intergroup contact and internal reflection may also be issues
for further exploration. In this study, the events were held in the volunteers’ home country; the
intercultural contact was typically in short term, and not very deep. Merely involving people
in intercultural communication activities or teach them linguistic and cultural knowledge
may not necessarily lead to attitudinal changes. If task type and contact period are given for
such events, communication activities may be combined with guided reflection of experience.
Moreover, attitude cultivation may be integrated into long-term general education. We have
made some pedagogical attempts in this direction and shown preliminary achievements (Zheng
& Gao, 2016).

Third, methodologically, the relation between research methods and results can be further
explored. The results of this study with its indirect approach, in line with previous studies
adopting the same approach (e.g., Gao et al., 2000; Wang & Wang, 2004), seem less optimistic
than some language attitude studies using (discourse-based) direct approach (e.g., Bian, 2009;
Kirkpatrick & Xu, 2002; Lybaert, 2017; Madariaga et al., 2016). It may be said that projection
deals with the deeper, more genuine, and more stubborn part of inner attitudes. Our own study
with interview components also identified more open, reflective language attitudes among
some participants in the same quantitative sample (Lin & Gao, 2010), but these rational views

did not well match the results of indirect projective ratings. While the more optimistic views
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of open attitudes will encourage educators to move ahead, the “deeper” or more “genuine”
view of conservative attitudes will keep us alert of the challenges of attitude change and IC
development. Moreover, the dimensional measurement of stereotype projection remains to be
scrutinized. Although the subjective reaction test in this study was designed to capture possible
dimensional differences of ratings (e.g., AAE might be rated higher than other varieties on
sports ability), such differences were not clearly seen or did not show clear patterns. Instead,
there seemed to be a “halo effect” in that when a variety was rated high, it tended to be high on
various dimensions. Such undifferentiated ratings might be related to limited multilingual and
multicultural exposures of the participants, or limitations of the instrument design, or general

mechanisms of stereotype projection. Answers are expected to be explored in future research.
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TXUEE AN TN EISE S R BRSO B T SE R R, TR AR AN
JEMAFEEZE CINEPEE . Je HANEEE ) |, XEEEZIEMRAIMNE (Jenkins, 2015) . 2Bkfbfi
T E R Z 255 5y ik, SeBfe ) el E 5 (| R 5 ) s LA 2 A R .
A E B [FLO B Ry FA TSl ) I AL R AL 2 5 A ISR T — B el
i (Jenkins, 2015) . TERIKMLEFT, IFZAEARBEE IR A AEAREETE . SikE
N — Tl FE AN IR AT GG, 5 Sk TN PR R XA B TR SR A
TG SCARIBGER , TR S B T ok A R SO Se e i F 3 i SCib 2 e Fn Sk AR
J& (Honna, 2008 ) . 7EXFIEFEM T, VFE2AEAMIEH SRS AE AT A A,
AN E T4 R b EE A EsaB i A W ES, TESSEXEHEF A
JrabE P HE HEAEZ (He, 2009) .

FATTLUHAFMIES (8055 ) RFIRML, AMIEAE TR SR FET
SR, ISR S RV . SRR 2 FRE Y IR, ks
OFL2E M EZAEE (Garrett, 2010) o 15 5 AR R IEANE 5 AR AW IE TH B8R HER .
MWNFI ARG, SRR ENER, GRIAAL 5T U =4

(Garrett, 2010) . XJiEF BRI PFXAE T 2R TR S A RS, RV ARY
ZINRERG: (@m—0L ., YPRR, 2013) o THESEIERE 52 3k SRR M52, X4
FEFE S PAD AR IERN SR AR RPN R B, B 2R E AR RIS ) B SRS
B e 2 i B v Az B ET AN R 2= A9 520 ( Tokumoto, 2011) o X FPSZMMARZS 5 itk i
Pl S ER R E BRI ZIMR EN G, S FRA T2 AT o 1 E AR LT
KAt A SR TR AT TAC PR RE S 4L 7 ( Hymes, 1971) o hnfE44 ( Gardener,

1985) f& i, Zifsr BRI )E TS OB Bl G, BRSSP Ak it
SEEERFRER . 2T E N L2 KA R AR, HREUEAE S EIER, TSR
G BB R R A AL S 2 /) (Ellis, 1994) o fEAMEZFED W, 1HESER
Wi 25 it S FH 2= 2T Ebl, AfRORS IR BURHE S AR IHE F 2 . X
A IS S AR SR LETRATT T AR A TR AR (A 2 AR BN G AT DG T 05 dn ]
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Y. (Galloway, 2018)

MTHHEAE TR GEFEIF ) AR, B 7iZis 5 e iknstashs, DL
SHARRAHRER AN O R “ZIRENG”  (B—IL, J58F . &, 1998) o xf
5 AR RERE B 2] & B A FRABATT B X3RN F AR 2R EN S | i L
WS K T X AR YT S A 4RE (Friedrich, 2000) . Lambert (1960 ) 4 U
“BeXt AR TE4 AR ( matches guised technique, MGT ) 7 I T IS KGR 64 AP0
TR A E TN 66 2 PFETE I K2 AR X BETR R IR PPN MRS B, R RSt A ik th
AR SEENEE , NATSSERY N EAT AORERT | sy S5 BB IR B
P58 (Hiraga, 2005) PASEERAEANWFTEAS G2, B4 T AT X0 SERR AL (A 5 7
BT SR, RIEERMERTE LRI Z S H A E % . SR (Giles, 1970)
PRI T R L P A A 2 VG A 1 v P AR R i AR, R Sz O] e [ bR o e
WP AR R IR SE D EshUr . AEYNE. [Rn, BEFZ R 0 ERAA
W51 4. 484 (Mina Tokumoto, 2011) &4 72k F HAS . 5 FEF0 o P4 A9 2 A Xt
fITACATA L1 0 & WEE RIS B, &I seFIkE 2 BG4t PR e B ke S
AT A B A ETE AR AR E S, M EAMH A SZ AR, WX H AR IEER TS
FIFE/R. 2% (Lambert ) 52560 B A T 0 Z S5 BOBEFR 4L 7R s, it
XERESY, FRATAT LRSS 1A DGt FoiB A EE AR A DD B A s ), SRR S
( Received Pronunciation, RP ) H A —JC AU LG o B, XF 58 EFRETL1E ( General
American English, GAE) P& EFb. 2 X A7 A TR 18 & 4 i B e AR (A 5
PR Z IS, A2 2S4S RIN RN B C SR IS & A LA IR SCH:, 9
IS EARTF

YU I BB IRA R IETR WA 1AL, VW TED e P N ST Al T3 N R Z i
[FFEAR R T2 0. MR A& FLOESR, hEGEMNE TV REERK, S99
PANESME B0 T . I ARG Bos, PRI ) ECEB5] 3.91¢
(Wei & Su, 2012) , HEHEIE K LT IGE 20 /bR E S E A T M. 5
TRAAE 1980 A E YR Y “rP ESE” AUMESS, JFXHE A v B SO IR 1) — SE i Rk
PEAT T 280, an “ XA %" ( Two Hundreds Policy ) . “ AF/Zy%E” ( people’s commune )55
ZIE AV 2 FF N E SR R AR DB R — R G A A TiHE (4 Kirkpatrick &
Xu, 2002) o fffEH (He, 2009) 7087 1 H EDEEBTE 5 ARk, FFRFeRs b E9EE
VER— AN T UR A HCE A 3 . IVE L (Wang, 2015) P84 T 1589 fif
AR I 193 7 R A= [ S B A 5 A RS, 98 R LR A T TR AN S
B o AR B 50T AR 2008/2010 ), WAL % . 20 K( 2013,
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A R IR S SR R

R BRESE (2014) FIXUR. AREEEE (2013) J05HRSE 1R A S IS fEd L st iz
o TMNa sy BRI IS 2 S S AR R R HHRRE D ANE S A, 13
B THIRIBIEE R . R R G WA H SRR B HCBRNTY , XA R AP Ef e T
BRI, XHEFEARIRBIBE AR AT, ZATRBIROCE AR S, T
XA ECE BB A i AR ORI R IR R . TR b, ASSCIRURTE i AR X T
FRHETE RS A

2. REIT

2.1 AR AT %

TR QR R 2 m AER Y 137 &5, HhEERLE 86 &4, 2l B NBL
1) 63%; SCRHE 51 44, diZiR B AR 37%. T A 2l A Yok A S2sb ot (24 2] st
BAE ), SR IARE AT A T A S B RS RN RE S AP A e U 55, LIS B
R EE

2.2 BRI A

BT UL RRE S, ARG BRESE ) REANT

(1) FEAXHE RSO AR S SR A7

(2 ) e R HAE S AR A S AR — e MO SRR —JRERE I FSS i fE ST )
M ESEA A

23 LA

TR R A AR R 2 B 2, MR A T RO AR R R (Lambert,
1960 ) HAEfIE “FiBhdR”  ( Verbal Guise Technique ) , AR “F WL R
( Subjective Reaction Test) o FH>k F AN ] I S 38 WAL [R]— e g Sopbkt, R A
AR L RS VA, AR X AR AR AR I (Hiraga, 2010) o SEE MK
WEAMT CREW) EM—RFEARCE (REWANAKEAR: KREEME) , KER
60 i), BIEH & ARG TE 26 5 30 & Z M B MR A=, 403k AR N
Bl IE AR RM L ERBI S R M (EEDGE ) |« BEIERZE KM (EEBATEE ) fE
e (YEEYaE ) ; ARIMEJOE R IR EN R (ENEEYSE ) FIMCRY R D E AR 14
frEde s (hESE ) o AR AMIR E S, B AR IR, BE
B AR AL . B BB S =B W I iE s — 2, B 120 WA 0ah, fBORE K 28
30 Fb.

B XX AR LA BRI, SRR & AR T H ARG LA S —IT . Ak
B9 (2008/2010 ) P2 AR X A A B AR L IX sy R o A, AR R i L
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PR, BT R ARRGESET ER . BRI HAL ., SRR — Ak
JIFISERAE ST o BRASTEWE i PO SR R BRI (R 1), 16 MR RR T
AUBFHEY , RIS SRR (W% 2)

x1 BXXDERIERE XA

AT Wz
i TN E—ARZYT; B F—RAL;

BRI T — BRI WAL — RN
SR AR, YTl WA 5 TR — A5 R
FUE—; A B A R

Baissad FEOIRT— £ 52 9 T B 22
SERE ) HF R TR, iz‘j&iﬁ—‘ﬁﬁmﬁcﬁ;ﬁiﬁiﬁﬂim—%ﬁé‘*ﬂ; WEIEFE—
WEIEREZ
#*2 BUYRXDERNEE
% [ ik ESEYNG &7 Hp [ S [ i EN)E
oL 0.65 0.60 0.55 0.54 0.63
AT 0.50 0.59 0.48 0.56 0.47
— il HE 0.73 0.59 0.69 0.63 0.72
ULAE S 0.56 0.56 0.45 0.56 0.69
BER 0.78 0.81 0.79 0.75 0.82

ZATEWT e B R S5, A e TR XX R BA T4y, IR
7 T BRI R R T BTS2 ok A PR K

2.4 Fibit A

ST 2017 4F 12 AEIZR R S B SRt B, KRRl S 22
D& — GBI ) SR, BB SRR, SR RO 3 T
EREESETE . s | S ERTR RO R R . SR IR R e S (R
BIEPEMEE NS &, MARMRINE L) FER B S sk i 4140, 2%
RN U IRk B TN EIR, SERUIRS N O BRI i S ) v i
AEEFBSy . MERXAH 10 3] 15 5340,

IEHALE 140 103, HAPERLE 137 14, MEAICRN 98%. #4145t
A SPSS 17.0 #FATLA T LR, (1) #H X IXArmRASEEE;  (2) HAPSSEAR RS 5
MR TESE T
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3. MRERSIL

3.1 #R LB IIAFEL

XA B FE I IE B AT T 4e0t, Bl 1 i i AR X S AR R A iR
BE (K 3) , HTRNZAE P87 B BRRM, mh A SEE R g Ui IE
BN P ESE > ENEYGE > EREBRASGE > SERESE > Je[Edh,

*3 SPENHERRETEIRR KRR

AR FR EqEE ESEL YN a7 e e [ B SN e
NEL % NEL % NEL % NEL % NEL %

W 77 | 562% | 115 | 83.9% | 134 | 978% | 73 | 533% | 116 | 84.7%

IR 60 | 43.8% | 22 16.1% 3 2.2% 64 | 46.7% | 21 15.3%

e A R R E R R s, EEIN, AMEINE Y JR BRI 2 AR e A M AR
RIS A R o F il et e 22 IR AR R AE S th R b5 o [ %) 2 T R ) 2 sl /4
MAMEBIN AT . H, S AR 2R W B RSBy D, RmAGR AR . SR, &
Hh A B EE DB RN 26 [ R A SSTE PR T PR e R S R, XS
ZHTR A B ) F A ORI, AT “FRifEs ik i A Ao T B
JEFOEMEEBAILE (AP RR . B0, 2014; BB BEL . MK, 2013 4F)
HObF RSN 5 AT AR H T S (41 VOA, BBC )% ) DAFESEH b, FLEL
e alds, SEEIRFEAL . ARBIRSIT 2RSS M Ar s sy . iR, Bk, 4
WIS, FERMPSEAGEE BRI AR 2, HARRR ATk, i —id %
P oA LI R T AR X e S B SE ER Y AR Wik, PR, &
U AR NP ARAE HOME A e 2 BURR B, RV T )08 [ 900, (R I AN I Rt e [ 0
W eI b, IRRCE 2RI RIR S 140, EDEOEREZE R, DR
B, 323 T RE AN EE g2 B R s, i i EA X e i i B R i
HRAE, TR Gk ok, BULRGRss. REB AR R R R IR, H
AIEERAER, TMH, SEER AT TICE AN hip-hop MR ANTEEREH A4S, (210X
FPAS R R Ty350 . L RATAF R 2538, 2B T XA & AR b [ B A — 3 1 bR
BEEINZAN, W B AR R AR SE X B M B R AR T, SZ IR AN REAE R D55 1 (X 1)
MBS R, PR AL,

3.2 R IE T ARG S AT

3.2.1 ZRE YRRV
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P — R T X RSB AR B BARTEAN, BRSO > EEYGE > SEEBASGE > |
FE9CIE > BIREETR, 455 o s AR S0 O 2 N BBl e T . AR e R e TR (22.70)
ﬂWﬁﬁigﬁT%mA AR, FRIE SR G A DR 0 [ S B A R M — b
Juf (F—I, MR, 20) , WIWTULMRHBLIE N S B0 EEYGE (16.29) HEA K,
XFENBESEE (11.26 ) PEMTIRAR, A BB BB 0 E A R RHESE 07, 150 2RI,
W E— 5 B 2 O R BB AR A PE A Z A A R T R B BRI . 2R AR IR ARG
T JE TURRN AR, T HOCE T A E AR

25.00
20.00
15.00
10.00
5.00 I I I I u BRI
0.00 ” . "
' N
& o &@"7‘ & &
¥

B 1 SHENEMIIELER BTN

e AR RS T S SV AR, AR B EAR R, G ) e g
HAR , XFANEFNY e P S iR AR TE —E IR L . TIZEXT KA AR F ok, X 95 [ 3
HRPEN A S T EEE (M —Im . AP, 2008; X%k, XBIEHE, 2013; V7R R.
UL, 2014) , T AT ASGES S MR IR M, AR AR R, T bR
ZIa, FIAREZ e, EE R Rk . 7E P EIRSEEBE R IR
FEA B VFZk AEERIGEZIE” (I, 2010) MEET, Wk T —RSEds, M

SO KA A TR 5 A 1 0 1) 36 B R

3.2.2 BYEEE P

WL XEAGEE (0, E— R R AR RS E R RN . e, e
PE4EfE b, PP ARIUY R s DY > SR > thEYEE > BIEEIE > R ER A
T, MWYEEBEE (5.52) MEEDEE (5.07) KPR IH S & T HAMAR AR, XF 58 B
i (3.10) MIEM K.
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6.00
5.00

4.00

3.00

2.00

1.00 II IEE m i {i
0.00 . r . .

El2 ShExAMIEIEE AN AT

Hi A A HE AN AR ) P RO R TERE A A PR . s b, EEVESS “H
A E" e AR 2y ki R SEETE S, KRR, BOpttRRE, 5E
BIE B RS2 A SRR . SEE A BIAONAL, FHER I 2R e e E APESY
AR R [ BB BT A TR, B R R A e R R S PT EE— [RlR—, AR
BPE (2008) 5 BEAL. B2, R (2013) 5 FER. BT (2014) HIBFSE, Xt
ElRE DB I Mo PO A e i . D sk B “BRALGR” R 5 , 56 B SZ BRI
PRAEIRG W] B30T 1R Hh A % 38 [ R A ) P D 1K o

FEERUIAERE b, ARy BT > L B HE > i E 50 > B[ 5
> EPESGE . SEYGE (5.0) WK, X EDEE (3.73) 11405 36 E9EE A
KEBASIEZ )G . BARAHXAR, B B R E80,

6.00 -

5.00

4.00

3.00

2.00

1.00 LE b))

0.00
& p S s
% ¥ K F
& @@- & & F
5

B3 ShERMIEIERAAERMNYEERTN
SR RAR R B M Ak B . A2 ORISR BB i f gy, FESMEZ
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HRZR . HEE R AR A8 S DUAS T 2 A P b, il DL e [RGB Y
WAL, T2 BRI ST ) F-IN R 55 BB SR A ) (s —ar . ARAFpE, 20085 V7%
JRy UL, 2014) o REBRASGER RIS TR ENGE, ATREEH T3 ER MR
T, b NI IRA SRS TEABIR P AR OCTTEJE, XEATEIE AR A rh [ 95E
PEOMCTF N BIIE, X 5X0% . XBiEE (2013) MIRFIEEsR—a, Somd m v A v
BB TORARE, SRR BT A S SR E A

TE—fRREIVEE T, PEOEMRAIT Sy . S 0ETE > REYGE > SEERALE > h
s > BEEDETE . o P AR X e R AR IR (6.07 ) ARHEIART, 1] FIA Sk 96 e i
H&1S71, AfE, KUSRTME T XSTENESGE (2.34) WM HRMK. X5m—I.
MAEFE (2008) 5 BAAL. BER>2. Z0 K, (2013) 5 FER. W—I (2014) #F5E4H
Kl

7.00

6.00 -+

5.00

4.00

3.00

2.00 I I I " —fRHEN
1.00

0.00

o #

El4 SR MRIETRE—MREENHERITMN

e [ TR AR AN [ SRR — B il ) B, A AT d2 2 e b
BERISNEOR LA TR SRR R, TR 2 b, AARAA Lo fih . XA FRAY
R oy 2 B A X — BE SR R A i UL o B B E LS 35 T ST A A ) A
TEAEATXA LA SR AP A . R, ARATRIT A T BEFFAS R AR THY
PRI, MR e E VB SN S mZ b

TESCTBESIEWE T, PO KA Oy - SEEEE > SE TR > RERAIGE >
9 > BN, SEYGE (6.06) W& THE K, EEIE (3.90) FSE
FEIA (3.95) BB 2208/
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7.00
6.00 -+
5.00 +
4.00 -+
2.00 + I <
| n RAEN
o | i
% % % % %
P P F
ﬁ>§ﬁ'6@ #@ é&
%

Bl 5 SPENAMEELRERENYEE ERNTFMN

BIR, Z I NN SGESSIRAE ) R, XA LRSS NE AR PN B, R
SR BT — B LR IR LA bR i, 22 A 2y A S AR B A A 2
IERRRY, AR5 Z A28 AR I AN HBIE £E R BRI o ARASIETE 1 5 227 > B BRAR
PR, AT A D R SETR AL ZE A IE, Oy e B T ARESETE Y ALE ( Tokumoto,
2011) o MR Z A Jif g A P AU ZH AR b, il R sz
R TERIEBERRTE . AT RIS SR RIFRISSIRE L B4 . i 2 OCIEAS R
YA, —HWFRR g SRR R, et TANE N O B ) T RE R
RT3

4. HL5RR

TERERACRSOEM A 20k = T, JOBYEE RS S M bR il g
A EE, AT AN SO E AR AR SRR A RE AR, XHAME BB Y R S
PUBIER R A o A I IR TS 5 S AR EAB RS, XA Y P T, X2 ]
POARTES Y BV e, AR R BT AT R T A B, X As 43
HARITA I T AR N AR A

BT, P EWISEE ) ERURESRIEES IR, IR ERRNE ., RE¥IHEH
HIBSRSESEE, AW 9 SE AR 0TE 1B, DA — R 9S50 HAR,
BT NOZIRTH PRSI AE T o AEH R S T, CR2= I AR AR A E N
S EAPREAFRE N, BOTESGE IR Z AN FLE A IBEE T, 22T 2025k 1 S
Y TR A EA G H PR AR . Deih 2] 5 S U o BRAR Y S FH o BB e R [
AR Z AL, AN U R b i A— A

[FIRE, HETSEBINTEZCF Pk e iB A BRI VR I bm R A 2% > 35 i ek
- BEIREE R Z RS S R R SOES R e, REEIEA IS B YO E AR
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VERME—2 3 R4 . B RO BE SAMBHER S ARk, SR E LR E B B
WA A EEE L ZUE IR SGERIRGRS T, HN IR s S 2
UFIZCAROR o BT 32 O e S E A S8 B HHR ARG, FESEPRseiB sl i,
TEE AN IR, 2R NS AR ESOE RN . AR %A R i R R 9E [
TEAEPRIEAS R, T DU M AR AR DB AR A, o= e AR IR o KRR hRm R
TEVELIGE N 35 M 2 REE . R R B RN IEEIR A [, RSN TE A AR A
SRR S TIREZE . SCROY (2012) 8421 EPRIEHCAHESRR R, #
AN TR E R A" BB RS . OIS R F A, m)2%
AR ADCEA TR B AR . ARAS TR B SRR A 2 2 3 H BB SRR A A s B
AT 5 WIRF IR 2R S E AR FURICAZ I FIRIRI N2, TR 2% 2] X e N 25
e SR AR

FOBT L R PO RER R ) (2017 W) S JREEE IR 2 AR 1) [ B 0 R 5 S0tk 5e
PrEift, HARIEE R 2o R A5 BALAR, SRR AR B2 A AR,
B A BN SO 22 S RBUER I |« A AR R A B S Ak 25 S 1) A MR SR S Sk s PR e
( CBKT5, 2012) o [AlA, ZOMARROZAE A O3RNSR AR AR A i WAT A B Heed, 5
PR )2 — SR AT B R 3 2R 1 8 SO AE B i

B H B2E I AMUR =R S AR s, R NERUIRR ., ha E
PUESHNE S5 BORSEZ N EZ M e (Mckenzie, 2010) o 43 (Jenkins, 2000)
T AR AR 2 S F AR SR L1 19, SRR NI S B 0A
[l BB AS R Z RV I  T R R0 SO A R A B SCAb AR . e R A 2
S R FRATT ) B FSCAR I B R BE R,  JeifF 2] F N0 IR B AR AT A B AR A
P IS EAR AN, DTS X A ERR AR AR O UL DEBZ=RR T T H M H iz 4h,
RS R A ORI TR B, 5535k 1 [ R OB RS SO SE B

BE A

WRAL U =2 226 2013 IS s A A B e i i A B i 2, U 5 AR )5 2 3
168-180 U1,

0T PRESUE 2008 R AR BE R IEE O T S (4 A —— RS S i ) — 00 3 R ST
BRI E 2 (Tt 2Bl ) 45 29 55 4 181, 86-92 T,

BAEAE 1980 @R INDOFS A, ChEREE) 552 %, 1-8 L,

ARESVG | R 2010 R A LS AR EE X R STR RS Bs 5 r)
3-10 Ui,

cH

. CESMEZE ) 251,
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P VFESR 2015 SRR RS EENIELRA,  (OMEHCE) 56 47 B4 6 ], 850-860 U1,

X Bk A GYIIE 2o A R I I RSB A B, (B RA0P90) 56 13 11, 212-223 3,

VISR m—iT 2014 POYCKBYE BRI S TG e AR S e I Rl s i, OOMEHEE) 5 35 &
5511, 4348 T,

PLBEEE 2013 Fidwtt 2l 5 A e, Jbat: JEstdes i,
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An Empirical Research on the Language Attitudes
of Senior High School Students towards World Englishes

Zhang Xi  Liu Honggang

Abstract: The language attitudes of English learners towards English varieties is a classical issue in
sociolinguistics area (Lambert, 1960; Giles, 1970) . With the growth of globalization, English learners’ attitudes
towards world Englishes attract the attention of more and more researches (eg. Yoshikawa,2011; Gao & Lin,
2008/2010; Xu & Gao,2014) . While most of the related researches were concerned about the senior English
learners (Hundt, 2015; Tokumoto, 2011; Gao & Lin, 2008/2010), few researches were done about the beginners
of English learning. This research uses the semantic differential scale of senior high school students, which
combined the English teaching reality of senior high school with the semantic differential scale used by Gao
Yihong and Lin Mengxi (2008/2010) on the study of university students” attitudes towards world Englishes. This
research adopted the subjective reaction test, aiming to investigate the second year of senior high school students’
(N=137) attitudes towards five classical English varieties: American English, British English, Black American
English, Indian English and China English. To explore: (1) What were senior high school students’ attitudes
towards world Englishes? (2) What were the differences among senior high school students’ language attitude
towards world Englishes in each dimension? The results indicate: (1) the participants’ evaluation of inner circle
(British English and America English) is higher than the other two circles and their complicated and diversified
attitudes towards English varieties (higher recognition of Indian English and China English) . (2) British English
is highly recognized and gains a higher evaluation in each dimension.

Key words: World Englishes; language attitude; senior high school student
Okl AAEIMTER: s XUR R AEImE R )
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AR M B 5B S A A X AR
-2

R OE: B S5MAIZENXRARMESBETFARN —NRITIEH., UENHLEZTFHRRIMLA
MNEEARE., BERRMEM, BFEFTEBH LT L — WP H, Bt RIIEFRAMARF £
MEFE, LEE, KEMHH T ENETSEHAMNERE, KIRTR L AF LT KF LR
TREMIFATEMER LA TERGHFN, BB EFAT,

KEa: mIT; MR BEAK

1. 5818

MR EmEZEE, BRLOPERE, LS AREGTTE, REGSITHESE
WA, PUBERIE TS P — A K. WRITTHE 16 22 it BN 4 A N R Jm i, I
16 19 28 o8 Jy iz o8 A s R, 1987 4Erh i [E1 458 (rhAe A RN = A 2
ALHNE DT TG ) (RURRRR Chaiea ™) ), BUE 1999 4 12
A 20 H A N RILFTE X T MREZATIE FAL 1999 4F 12 H 20 H, WIS, #EFK
7. BEIRPAS S, [ e ARSI, R TR T XA

JRUEMRITH RN, HZRMITHIE S AR RN E 2. P28 A = 300iE”
BEREIRI TR T A TG (=307 $RME e, FiSCMYEs, PR RS
TS A IERYGE ) o BARIRTTEA RS Ehss, (HEMRIFEHX
MZERE D E TR, WA NZERE, AMTERT T HESADOE (LS55 .
Tl E | RS B ISR ) | A TR (DU @RS ) o 965 . Hif ., whiE.
BB ZET . ML SRR , JUE MR 5 154 XA BBt D A OB A X
RN ZEAX . SULEE, 280 518 AR TSR] 5 58 By B EHAT AN R AR,
M 2R F AL AR T — B, BisZ, RITE-NZBEEHF
WHEEAX . WITFEEZRNZHAE ARG F A S 2 28 R BHETIRIR
3, W =R DE T T SIE F 2 i . RIS %5, AN/ s Il
FIES . FeMEZiEs, s, B SEMSNME, DIOESBORMIES
RN SEZA A TR TSR 2
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T S — BB — D T T R LR, Hhaih 5o
Mo OB . AFGEF . BTN R U V22278 A IR AR BE G TE AN R fh 2
i S S . RS RZEOOFBA ERENE S BENAAERTER], (BRIEF BEA MY
UEE PN (NN I 'ate SR TN E R = e VIV /AT =Y (TP N i Bu e
PAAEIEIRT AR A AN TXHE DT 5 L Edih . Jaf A a0 B Z AR AH G
P, A BEAWTTERE I T | B 2 A~ TR T TR 5 ko

2. IBE5MAMR

e RsT sl P Y N R PN S N T s IS S e v s I e = W N E
BHO S Z 060, DS ENARE, OB Prsl o A Ss RSO SEAS [ (A0 £ 43 BT R A R
HEMRZRNER ., FEEZEAJLHER, 15 S SN0 R RAATE S A — A
PR T[RRI A2 F Ol b PR 2 TSR — . DR RIS AL PRSP R
7. BETERE,. BB U LAt @ is e S 2 ssniE 5 SR
(Schilling, 2011: 218-237) . H[EEl, “F#EMINAEYE . Ltrtosifs .+
AT | Btk B A 2 5 TR AR ) 22 5%, FF4 s T &Il 31k 1) 22 S LR 2738 ( 4
KK, 2004: 121-128) LUK Z A (Klann-Delius, 2005: 1564-1581) KfEFE S
EHRHKR

PR G515 5 A RO RE = SR th B — R AR, — SR R I
AMUAEE T 2# FH SRS, M EEES S F B —ah sk sMERAE ERW
MIASEE . ABJE, DUEA G AT 5 S AR SRR RIS I 45 RO A 2 — By . filan il
vi. (Baker, 1992) VAT & BURLIRZ & 1M1 5 A AT D0 BRI B 2Z R AH DG . e
R LR} ( Kraemer and Birenbaum, 1993 ) JEZ LG5 343 200 K AR A4
XPAAAARTE . BURARTE ISR T 5 A, PSS R B R PRI A 2028 H 5 A %) 5
AR AW RS RE , H 22 A M1 5 A0 AT TRT i A1 A TR AR BT R AP 18 1) 285 B8 1) A DG A
AR PiflEE (Ladegaard, 1998a) A4 F1A: — AR X BLAE AT HRIEP; 22 18 S H
B FAEPR AR AR, VEE B AR TR IR 25 S R MR A R — A B2 AR, (H
JE () VR AT (10 285 R S 53 P ) 10 P AR RS v () 5 T Lo Pk S SR AR E 20 . TR
—IpgEH, $ifle (Ladegaard, 1998b) i B AR VLA A 212 £ A [RIAEIE AKX
PREFFZE0E . O aF AR ARTE . AKX B S S, e R R bR ST 205
L RFA S MR TRERSH R B2, WXYEE S FRZ, mEhiE s 4 TIRE,
PR B AT R B BIRINE 5 A B A AH DG

IR —SERIE Y AT R IUPE S 518 5 AR A, R At —SE RIS 20 & B ]
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SIEEBENAEE, ) 2Bk (Lung, 1997 ) ZE4 6 FEC X AR B . o) 48 A2 45
FR VIR =PI ok i 103 A& H ARSI S SE S 8. SEEkA
TSI, HFTRSAHME, FHBM 12 25 70 B A%, g gn otk s
PEXT 8 15 A R ZU AR A VRS . BREFS (Lai, 2007 ) 5 FH )45 ) £ A 52 A il o
A R S A AT TR L R A A Z R e, R B A 28 T
1048 44 Hr2g —AEGRINF A SN G A, BTSSR BN 2o e 3 A 6 38 58 1% A0 TR 7
AA A T H A A S LR E AR AR A

3. BMITEENEMR

WG A VSR AE 1999 AR T mH Z AT Ry R REENER . il R
THAER, FEERHZATEE AP R RNA SCIRT RS A ENIRIEAZ . B
(Mann and Wong, 1999 ) slii/f /& M 11 5 SV 09— FTE . Al Tk
FIREEFIR 220 72 2 0L SIS MR, OF98 & PUXH T8 R 5 e IR 145140
B LT, B E PG SN H B, S5 R HE TS, AR . L ( Young
, 2006 ) ff RS TE AW TR m AR A A (GG 144 ST AR 2=2E 197 24 N b
AR ) BIRE AR, PR RIS A AR R R B SR R TR A Y EE B, ]
TESEE > A BRI 2 S, AR T ETE XA T B A [m 0 gl . 7655 —
HipEsE . L (Young, 2009) Z:H{E FI (Mann and Wong, 1999 ) 5T XK
ISR 185 A4 A A= LE (T 7 S EANE 5 It A T Gy, A LS R Bos B 514,
SR TR IR T AR S, K5 R00E . SEiE M E. T RIS
B AR, K HEE AR R 300 176 A0 5 1 (5 Y L [ 0 i 1 P B A 22

W TR AR NE S S RAAELL T — S, Hoe, R IIE S A
WEFER DR, LSRRG A 5 — 22 O, Br LA T 1l 8 Bk 0, G
BT FRIRTTR RATE E S, WG T IR LU AR . SR, BAREIRR A OGE
AR E R B X E S SEMARYEE, (E2UERITESSEMRAZE
SRR T NBAR IR F AR, M % 8RS BB RYER . 5=, DIMEMR]
B A BN R T RME SR, A% R E (Fln
PRI AR g. BOPNRSE ) S F AR Z mAAHE . BURBIAIZES >4 (Giles and
Coupland, 1991: 104 ) 45t [Al—HEUA N BN R] B 905 5 & FNE 51T N RAFEE S
(1, TG E A DEIR AR —A 5 84X SR A &7 e 510 S Z A
Kbk, MBS TR S AL R S SN E A BT, AR
LRI 55—, [EEPRE S AR, HEXIMES SEN ARG
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S PIEE S SEME, AUFIE M 44 #1 >% A4 ( Gardner and Lambert, 1959,
1972) WY EEYEIE . T HARLEE RS PEAERE o T AR B2 9 R 527 > Y S HIE
MR PEAE BE R 02 A F 1B XA B A . 25 =, R LA oY E OG0
RN BAATE 538 AN A5 S 00 (R ) 5 A R 35 A8 22 TR A DGk o

4. MR

4.1 FF 714

SRR, JEEEE (Lung, 1997) FIZE3EH (Lai, 2007 ) BYMFSE K BLAF s Lo
T X i A R S 1 s A 2 5 A R AR A M B ( e A R ] 9 [ 5ol R
s (s AR RIE & A USRI T X A —FP 0B S0 ) R RS . W
FIRDALUS , e AR B & 530 e & 5 il b IO R Bl T B X ) — gl 22
We e SUlElmy, A RIS RIS 5 AR AR T B XA — M E RS0 ) 7RI
HRIE—FEUIES o X EAE ARt 2sth S8 R, SRR ORI 1A=
Fb 55 A X 3 T R A TR AR RS PR T B A S BRI ASE

4.2 B RAF F Ak T ik

AR TR GZ IR TR A o AR R 7 A A 3 4 i e B b )y
T HL A T DL A et S5 At AT ] ] i 4k S BRI AR AL AT T I 225 . ARBFTE IR 2#
A SR TE CHPAEC A A ) 2B DUG Ay, AT T8 730 TRl DK B R e T80
20 . B VA SE TR E R, RRIEXNE T2 & FhiE 5 i 5
RESRIPEAN o

AR FEA PSR, R E BARERR R . PR —% W, ATRIRH
BEEAT . PRz, RIS AT, BEAERR . ESIE AR AN
(45 S BALFE ARG, 55— R A EEAE B, BlantEs] . iEF A . hShRe
T4, AR AR AR AR WO S L ETE . JOEREIERIES B . AR B7EA
AWM TR F AR TR A BRI TR M Z [ A OGP, R Il A A 1) 2 L 58 AT LA
BORAROI R TRAE . SIRAE A AL, HABBR A B Xy T Y
P flan, —J7m, BTFERCAETEARCEEAR, APFRONE SRR R )
— i, T URREFRIEE SIS 5EH B, BENUTRANEIE 3T th il S A 1
VR GBS B Z MO RG2S I, ABFF RS A )
KEFAE YRR 5 A B0 5 A BE 22 IR AR ek

4.3 B R AR

AW RE > =B B (DUERBTEG (2)58F019% (3) IERX &4,
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TEMER BB, FATE SR LIS 5 AR B SCHR, ARG AR SER i e A 5E 5 8
JEE R A B ) SRR DG [

TES— U S HEHT, AT HELSEHS (Lai, 2002) MBFFRAETE & A REN & 5 T
WAt T 32 AN, 5 T A4y E 5 ( Pennington and Yue, 1994 ) F1¥# % (Hyland,
1997 ) MUWFSEARMRL, FRATEH 4 fidsvekrmk (4 RRmANRR, 1 R IUARE) .
WU FHIIRAE 2011 4F 10 ASEFTAY. 2R TRZFJULAE IR B T, FRAT )
REFAEA A 180 3l , Wilml 115 fy. FATEMIAS H RS T — 1A A R R AE IR ]
e T EE I, R e A 0 2R AU IR T AS A A, i Dl s A 13
W3 98 AR o JEIEXNTIX 98 (3 [ WAL 43T, FRATT R BIAT DG . SR
TE A LR R A5 BE R . R P o AN e e R o0 #r, FRATT ) B kA 7
TS, B, BEUSIREME] 6 MR reRr R MR 4 s 2 v i R LURH A 2l
RIAASERFEIE S A2 B, BSUS ISR T i ) A4 AR R 5 s
BEN G A A I, SRR B S 5 R, I HAS KIS A 1
o 8, BUE MRS AR ER ) 2R AR AR 2 o W LR ], BN
JroR HUR )R] e A e e MR ez i B E B H , JRA TR I 2 AR AR T ez hey
HOE R EL AR ) A B A 2O o W AR M K2

U IIRTE 2012 4F 1 M TR AU R BR A B T, ) 37 £y
[, Fori Ay 34 Oy 2 IR AR S AE IS /Y. IR IPE(E RS, ARG =
ARG PELERE b R(5 BEERLE 0.6 LA b, ZEDETE AT CHEARLERE FIEREATE0.7 LA |,
BJEAE 8y 5 A E I 0 T EAMEGE R ERfE BRI, FRATX )4 LAY LS8 B Sp A T
B, s H R —SOME T T . BEAh, FRATTH R B2 AR X AR 42
FR2E R TR )X — [P [0 5 A TR AL, X ] BB R A 2 A X 2 B AT
BRZ2ES, FrLAFRATT 5 AMEG T 0 H [a) 27 AR 2RI T AR 6 IR

55 =PRI JRAE 2012 4F 8 AT, TEARARRI TR # LA iy Rl & e
FATER LA IR ER S BRI 165 frla) 4, A4 A SIS ()45, X FEILIn] 143 £ [n]
o WATLUEBI T 6 AL b P2 0 E MR 1A 6 I 17 A A bm v i ] 4 b
KA, % 103 B2 AR OE T TAMIR 224 . 5 =R S ISR 15 BE B4l SR
INEEAELERT PURME & ARSI T B A RS B R . it RS I, R
FNERF T RN UEE T2, e R IR R A X B 5 L il Ts . i
HIBTERL S T T HZERE &S 3 2 4 DGR U %A%

IE B AETE 2012 4 9 HF 10 A #EA70. ITTR 2012 ~ 2013 2#4E R —
WS S A . AR = R A B , 2012 ~ 2013 2243 1530 4
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K= AT, Hd 1174 2 RKFEZMT AR A (REARTTSE) |, P4
WA 19 %5 . BT A BT TR A B B IR EE, b R IEHE, AR
CL4AE 2012 4F 4 A 21 HSINBEE @ gamiat, FEARIEMA T Sl ol A5, il
FIRZFHIBEPORATIN 1 ~ 4 BEENIIRHF, JE RTINS W B RIRHs,
JIT LAAS YR IR A5 38 o et O R R I ) A LR, 4 H IR RS, &
LA IE] 407 (A RRAS o T ASURIRAL OGRS R AR TR AN, R
TEM) A TP 1 T ()R B2 A 7R 14232 vh 2 208 IR )RR 27 AR AR IR A= 355 s TR] )
DA B S 5 e A R R A 222, (HR TR THE Z B S o vh R A A X 1
VR R 2 O PR 22 S, T FLAR AR IR 1A TR I () 7RSSR AR B2 bt AT DA ey
ATEMR T2 TP E S a] P DA AT H DA A TR IR T AR 3 I TR) b, LA
AR, TR AT AR (SN IR DO A A . R —hRiE,
132 Byl , FRATIHRIG 275 ARG TS EBRCAEE R, AR
B3] 273 Ip AR (92 B FBA, 181 Bk ) .

5. fiRER

F BN THRIAM S LR AR E Ty 5 SIS . SR AR AR . TS
MR, AEERA 6 s, 6 fLRMAIAIE, 1 FMIIATIE . 6 st RAPIIE 3.5
BRbRIE, 3.5 U EFORIERTES, 3.5 LN FRAImiEas. W& 1 iTUE, Bk
AR T H R T R iR A S, HUOR DG . AT SR THAR R F AT
fewr, HUORBEIr s Hain A EER S R RN ERE EAPERAR o AT
S LRI NANL . BRAFEN B F | B RRE EE AR G A RPN AT
WRIER, (FRXSRIEERANERE FTPM R AR . L RFEXN S | S
W TETERLA AN T AP AR 25T IR T DA, (E R X 0 1 0 Rl A e 155 s S £ T
BRAFE G R 2R A X B 7 5 @ TR A B R S G T K2R L R
AT AR S T EAMEPEN R AR, R AR B TR A K o R T T
AT B FRE RS . Sl R R AR 20, T A 4
RPN BE A3 TR A T AR A s3I K

NG & BRI T A A K2 A 5 R A S s R A T L PRI A A 22 5
HARF K o ARG A SR ] L K2 A S 3 37 S B A T L AR A BOREAS DA S

BN IR B 15 B3
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x1 ORNAMBLRFEBESTE

B L

H#E (4i%) FHMH FrifEJr 2 RRS(EN brUE R 2% BEIKF
HEE (AT 4.5098 1 0.93371 4.2807 | 0.94923 .059
HEE (EAE) 3.6680 1 0.80796 3.6639 | 0.89456 970
B (AT 3.9705 | 0.84130 3.9837 1 0.88485 906
e (e 3.4411 | 0.83311 3.4445 1 0.93340 976
BiE (THME) 4.1955 | 0.88170 42775 1 0.77185 430
g (TEME) 3.9593 | 0.78921 4.1879 1 0.85471 033*
Yo (T HAME) 4.9050 | 0.87677 5.1250 1 0.74126 .030%*
A (THAME) 3.4914 | 0.84457 3.7120 1 0.95905 .063

R T REMFEE R PR s,  | ACERHRIE R R,

*p < 0.05

6. it

b FAt 2B T AESE (B0 Labov, 1966; Trudgill, 1974 ) KLtk b I3 LR 24
A BRI T A2, EPERIRNE 5 S AT, EK (Lung, 1997) KIAF
WV L B X A R A, TMIAEEH (Lai, 2007 ) HYIRIASTE ALk 3
vl Lo A X OB RN 5 LB AR R RS . RS, M IR K L
BREFAE X B IR I E AR T HAELE R EIP R, HATERE S

PR TRATEL, &5F . B AEBSE R OUSERA & T 2, 2 T2y
() —Fh A LA bR S, 7RI 152 F 5L B IE OB SO A . BN, B e 14 LI
FE PR HZ—, WRADFGRRPRE S . JUERR TR A MER H
Z—FR e (RIS ) FENFERES . b, I TATAME EHB N E
WG T BEEARY, SOBACTESE R A AR 40 REE) 5 hoesR U DU 5 K1 2
AR Z — HETOEE K- E L ORI 1V 224 Tl X o A B3 (R AR

FEMRT TR LG, s T 2est, JCH R AL bz i, d2
WAL 2 — P A IS BRI . BT RL R SRR AL B TR S K, B
HRACHIFHEL 5 38 3 AR AR B B 5 RE I AN ER 22— BT id 7k
UL BRI TV 224 AL LN B R BEAR ISR . A, S 2 ] N HEL R 5Vl X
A EEZE T, XA L E N B TSR AR R WL T2 AT, R R
TR R AT 25 H ] P R 45 725 XSRS AR AT

BB R AR IR T AEPRTE, e R MR TS — PR 2 TR, T
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SRS M AR NAEWRT 1A BRBH T A A Bife . ZEASI SR, T TAR M KA L B R
A T PR LR BIP , HEA R EVEES, R X SEER
308 T b ] F EE E ARURR, ARF AT 5 Rt R A b X — At S RS
(Bilaniuk, 2003; Labov, 1966; Trudgill, 1974) Ry%ER—%, #B& Bl & MExi A B2
AR 7 B0 A RS

7. L5

ARG DR B A A A A X B L I . SEE AR NI S ST
P, BRI A M A Ko As b 53 R AR N R TS R B A TR 25 TR
AP, HIRERE K. AR F BRI A R B R AR S SR
ZE5E, VORI Lo 2 A o S A0 300 17 o ] ) B o UK

TSR A, EEE BA AL, . B, BT Bds s T
Mg M EH, (R NS A RERIME LB, TTEKEZR NN . 45
(RIS e B A PR TE A 15 o T i S M I vl — IR A TR | 5B Lo R i
BAEEFEEMRE . HK, TEREE S APERI R B, RATAREI BRI
b1 %Y [TA 2973 a1 B L e v U R N N S S vl - AL e
I & S ERARIUR RV ISR TR S AR, AT EESE— 25 o f 5 85
W RIS . O TR — B PR 5, R DG A RIS 25 S AN T A
RIE F AR, o LE S AR A E S SR p RS,
I 1 5 A EEWETE R BAT TN TG 36 0k SRR B ) 925X VRS A T — MR LRI

Bt 3E :

1. &0 H: 2017 FEHEEE AR — BT H W IESSERASES SR (WESS:
FJ2017B119 ) 12017 5 “JHAMIET XA ARMRTE” — BRI EH W NHESERNESES
Y (WH% S ZYG001710 )

SE

Wbk 2004 CHEZTEF2A05E: Shak - AR - MRS ) b BIBSMERCE L.

Baker, C. 1992. Attitudes and Language. Clevedon: Multilingual Matters.

Bilaniuk, L. 2003. Gender, language attitude, and language status in Ukraine. Language in Society, 32(1):
47-78.

Gardner, R. C. & Lambert, W. E.  1959.  Motivation variables in second language acquisition. Canadian
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A study of the correlation between Macao tertiary students’ gender
and their language attitudes

Yan Xi

Abstract: The relationship between language and gender is a hot research area in sociolinguistics. Previous
sociolinguistic studies find that gender has certain influences on language attitudes, language variation and
change, as well as language maintenance and shift. This study employs questionnaires to investigate Macao
local tertiary students’ attitudes towards Cantonese, Putonghua, English and Portuguese. The findings show
that female students evaluate Putonghua and English statistically significantly higher along the instrumental
dimension than males.

Key words: Macao; gender; language attitudes
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BERRMERIEF AR
—— LAB MR BRI = % b 51
#a

R OE: AXUBKSMATIR T &, UWHLETFFETSHANXRAAARNA, BT HAE
HEBHBEAH —F AR E (League of Legends, LOL) & £4# (25 2% ) , FHlH#
FEIMKEN—IHBEFENA, BLOMAATHMNZEEEAEFLEAMUERER, BAL
BEHATH LT BB LU AL R AN EERAES, EELKER LFAETR G B,
WRE . REFEA%E,

KR TEEH; HoEEF; MilER

1. 53&

Frid S, R CRIAUE S BIEREN - iR (FIIE, 2016) o X
—E X HYEE T swear words A AL Z AL . [T, X AR B AE SRS R
AIRIERAN X S, BIARLZ AL TE T 3 B A A i n ke, (BB TR DLRB B IR
BIEER R RIE . MRS RS, TEERNIMEZ B ENOGE. TEEN, B
KR GBS EENIFARRZ, IR, KBS P IETE 5 IR SO/, MK
ez it FENRTEESEERIENUI, Z W T30#ER . Uk, e, 23 (%
Y, 2017) HGWFR T 3RS (S EE ) R B E RN Fra iz,
IR R A S . PRk, AR EMSEME, KT 55150 S0k
Jo FESCACTTTH, B EIE R LAULRE —FSUAT S, EARFRE . ARG &£ 2ERA
HER A R A ARG ARSI M 1 A B RS R TR (= 2 515 IE, 2013) |
PG T (A, 2011) DIESRA TS E (HER, 2002) o 853Xk, BiEEH
IS AR TR S 18— AP 3 (OGRS DL, 20105 #(%, 2010;
VSRS, 20145 RITTHE, 2016) o X F RN FIR M A AW “EA7
CASE M TAOCHIESE (BRI, 2010) o BEHERE W kR UAEL T H 2T,
sk CokiEAE, 2010) gt BEEINCAL . i kAT T8, IFER
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SCEP A T — el AR S TR RINGAE LS . X BB AR TN B EEA
W, X E RIS SCIINZR URGE 7 (#9530 UAGHA T T—E MTRME, B
YL T B BT HA —E TS OE, (BRI S2E 5 h HhR RN 2 S TR A (PR T RIS
TEEWNIEAZ . fEESN, T EAIE RN 2E S RPIFEICBE, XEebi e o %l fd
BN ZE R Z DT BT TOESE, WNASEE . B . SREE . BEXIXER RN AR,
X — BRI SN H SCRREEA T el LIE S (W81, 2008) o EANOHEEABSE 3 24
HhTESER T, BTN R Z N ITEE N RHESCE TR T BN . ARSI SR a AR 1]
PESTEOABESERRE, AMZE RN OIS, RECGEBI - Hriaiiss ik, TR RE ]
(8 FEREAE T TESE T BRSO, JFA 2 RE 2 LU T (A .

(1) EFEHEA, VUL 230 X Al A0 =R A AR ?

(2) AR A VU A 10 285 T ) SR O PR ) S5 T8 A T A28 5

(3) Nt ASAFAEAIRIE 1) 9 26 i xle Tl 2 1] S B A 22 5 2

2. RS

ARSCHERUT A 5 22 52 A I 45 i —— S IER BE (LOL ) VBN BB IG BE, Xt
M H LR AR 2R, WA RN ABTRE R 2, 37 5 0ARM
AT Z . Gl ER, VEH T 7EH BRI B R —@ AP LOL Xk
TR, BLEWA, S TP — N RN, R A S R T Y B
W TERIGRTIAEIS , YEEEIU N =R DR T IR 5 SO, Hip g —4%
B T RENT R A, BN T 5 B @IS S 5 E UL NG . ERE R,
RS RN E A ATE I N BB RS ORE TS ok, 555 SO ARG BT TR
o BEE G, VUL R AR ETE N A KRS AN T

x1 HANERER

o IR e DR A REFHGET
1 3 [RIPEIRIE R SRS (J5 3 ) 11460
2 % L — AT 6789
3 b’y L — AV 6561
4 @ L — A ViiE 8138
3. Bt

319809 B . ZiERAE B o
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MG HSCASKE , AERTE B Fikd, HA%S 1 0B SRR TR AL
PR ST, R BRI 75 MR E RN LR e SRR
Yo FERTZEHUR) 4 DA, MAERRREA (20 3. 4) WS TRMWIEETR, HAE
BTG R R PR E TSR, B R T S MR E
T, T2 P A £ i A3 o

WA, S MEREAS T AR M, (0 55 T A - R A 0 FH e Bl 35 4 1] PR AR 10 5
(LI —E et XA E ST ) , W EsAsmiEs, HhapRm S
TEPT S A L EROR

®2 HADIEEEMEIEERAER

Bl HHEXEEIE KEHEXHNEIE B
3 19 (40.4%) 28 (59.6% ) 47
@ 16 (47.1%) 18 (52.9%) 34

i ERANAERTLIE L, TR B, REA b i RS v S i 55 P A AR
FEE T Aotk A, FERAREERMER L, MBS HEZ T EZH,

32 EE: AR R E LS

ARICFERT G AR BT, XK EE R EMIEEFAAC, 8 DI
BESUR, EH RN, XRBFIEEHIE EERR T B e BRI, R
PTG L2 A R RPN 25 5. FEMTR b, X e EE AT R b e ) h AT AL
FEAEHATE . @A, ORI L DA &SR i LA

(1) F#p—, BHTHET. (WGd)

(2) MV, —T, @, . (FmAHR)

(3) il AFe, Fok THRE T, CRlE)

FIREAEIFECAREA 2, KRG FAEREA 3, 4 thdaeR e, XL EZIETEAR]
FRE BN RA B ORI IR TE AT 1ok, SIS Uiim A mEe smet ], Bk
FfEVE. BEh. fER, HEEAS. ORI SR LT S ES A S, K
] B A 20X PR AP 4 10 S 0 tH B LU B BOR o X ek Sk U G, et |,
TES TR B EEA A A IE—FE 4, IMARXER B Lm Wit o 25 ok, 7ERX BT
HRBUHFISAE 5 i il PR B K

TEVERZE 5 b, Lo S E 2 AR SN F, S Em W i
B” Z2 W EAE AT, T O DU R Al e T A A AR G R AR R L SRR,
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TR 2 5 0 R AT R R R B P ) T RIS SR, T MR A S A R, B
SEZRAIES, AR Z 3 —LL R A2y, B e S iEiE4ss, B
AR EE, HAIEAXT RN

33 EE: AR R AGEF ST

MBS ELRE BT LAR FTRESE B AL 23 &1 7250, Hoh 322 Brdie I R X i
AN, A [F BN T FRESE R 47 AT BEAN ] WEAR A7 oK W] BB L 230 ERE Y15
HAEH P MR, TR ASER S MR R A R, AT AR TR R
AR RIS . WERTE ST T ) R SR TR, — B AR K B
BB B Bl , MRS B SCAR R v LG B TE SR S e AR S, Bl—A4~
o U, HERAITINER . AEXFEMTEEE T S AR B A A () PR
AHIE NV 11 o

ESIRMH L, BENEERRSER M, siE A RIZEA S5 Rk A,
DLt — o B MFRIR N . ERXFING b, Al B B 0h 00 55 1 3G R AT i
W1, T2 FHREMAX A

AT FXS R T RSt R, XV F 46 (0 25 1R s AT g i S0 ARAE S rh H2 i
MG, WA AR S TETR R Bl RGN BSOS M 476, X SPERAITR
UL ST BERT 1, A T2 46 SO TR A 00 SR (R v TR D0 Y, At
1A B AR NI LR SO, DU RAFIIANIER

34 ALK IFEE: 4R R 5H

NGB B SCAREART 3, B TE R TR & MEA I 23 Fo il o 70l TS
b FEAC 2 D F A TS E B T RN B BRI, X TR, DL AR
MR LS . TREA T oM B O AN]SR 2ot R SR s e
B TR PR AR , (HFEAS 3 i 2ot =R TE B RE SR AR T i AR I B
e AR A C R —NRERT N, FEI A A RN R AT A%
FEAS 4 12 R0 B 0580, AT REAFLE RE S fift R bt

*3 HAIEERMEERERRBERL

HARES 1 2 3 4
EREIERIRE 0 47 24 10
IBEEGENEIE ST 0 40.4% 37.5% 20%

M3 Al LB, RIS S B 2 0008 R B TAEA 3, 419
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Pt F46 . Hrb s TIESBORSIE, TEXBRHEEA 9 “FE WEE &L
AR TR, XA VSRR SO T I B E, ARAEER 3 55 AT B FT LA
A, BYEEAX R ERBGR ST 2, (HEl L ERE, FEA 3 194 EREET I )
FREA 2 D EREIERL, RE 2 L ERE WA B il A SRR 0 S TR R, A
4 12 FAE I AES AL EE BRI, X T B2 i TAEA 2 (W R R A A O 5
FHhr, TAEA 3 L FREMA T 2SR A0, dlal EE AR B E C AR %
Hf o FEAS 4 5L TG ) T BRI AT 23 Lo P FE & AR, /b T
o

XRARFR SRR AR WA TR AR UL 2T 15

(1) “Fe#” + 4, 50k Fifh + "R

(2) {reeeee, “FRER L e } FERUR

H—FRR TR A FERUR RISk B S R, kRSB Re S AR
MPHN TGS, 50 —FDRR “FeH” VR h—MEATEEE ], DIREFNEE el AR
ARG IR , P2 3 TR 0 SRR AR S ) T4 R e (M 17 b A 10 G
Lk 10 TPA 7R

SCARH 5 — AN M BUSCR R I B IS0 /M /17 X E TR R AR
AT, RS ENERE T, B, ot TR e A (B 28
WA PRI 2otk 18 A 9 IRTERIT ) o IXFETRHCTE ] B IZERL “FRoa” |
{RTESARXS RS, e iy, B TR AE ATE, o R RE 2 AR R i i 1 e i
B, AT AU = F

(1) “Hmrdy /iy / 47 + s

(2) {eeeeee, “UBER /ML /00", e o} HRGA

(3) “Wdpdy / fhim iy / 437 + T4 sl ml i

IS SO TPk A S B B, TERFERY AT, T T4 R ik
FERTE, ML PR T US04 AR, XRERIE DL T S M
il TSI IR S EASREHA, WAEASLE BB “3&” (AC) St IR H,
M2 PEAETE 26 A0 ™ BR A ) 0 /Abdg” (M)« ¥ “AC” e R At
N7 JAERIE, WO E CHEEN” BRI, K Al BEREEEA CFENT
IR

4. WHg
M ESCH AT T AR Y, B EAE DU EEA T SR 5 i Ee g N, BN A TR
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PR BT BRI PR B H PR B AR, (HASRANTE S A A UK 346 B B3
2, XTSRS M BSUEaA G, PRI 2 F /091 o BK A&
VESRMN AL 25 F 0 . ERMEDL, AE48 P S IR ER AR A —E W E
{EH. WANEEALEE (Halliday, 1985) i, &5 MM ARk, ABALERM S E
AERERNET ARAHZMINE . MBS AR 2], A& RS
e 2y B3 HE ( Wardhaugh, 1998)

FEAS 1 R 5 M SR AR A SR A 24— /NI A P Y ARl B0, X RE R T
—FETIE S0 S i, e xd FR SO VLA —FRITUN o TITAEAS 2 rh it I3 P 324k
METFAEA 1 RN T2 S, W8 7 AR ERA LA TR M &1,
XATREARIZ B4 T A C AR5 A, WU I 0. X —BZ Ui, RIfE
SR, SEEAR LA PR R R, il B A A B ORISR R4 X
AEEHAEE, ATRRBOR TR ETE A Stk ih, DURTESE I TE S IR s i
&L BEMAEIE . MRS, UEXS . S B DR — R A R 2R
AIREXTIE T A A, lan— A~ AT 2 8 [ A A BEEANE =, AT REvE RS 3R
WIE B T . T T — B TR 0 B AU AT REBE TR AFNWT G AA A 45 AN [
AT

FEA 3 B2V F R S5 R 0 T A SRR S, XU — 4 ARy Canpyim
RIS Y ) ATREXS— A ARSI A, EPEAS X — SR TR, AR
MEFR B — L UERR D) 43 a5, WV R IR B2, PIGXEA RR i — PR
FEAS 4 B2 VA ERE AR i B D B AERE i B0, X — IR AREA 1 2601, ATRERE
AT AEMAL B A IR S . XA B SR — R BhE T AR
WEAR AL AZ R, DA T B SR . MMEGILE FoRE , M S Er T Re R,
L RS A AT RE R AR ADULAR H L E B R 1 AU AR 2 —FP AR R (in-
group relations )

XFHEAEAS T B P R RN Lo 4, AT LUA BUA (R Z A 7E T S 1B A AR R R 1 24
BYASAL,  ELAE T B TR R, A 55k s ] T B A =G, AT RBAE AR O
P ETETEICTR I PRI O T 25 AR BARHEE R, Tz B SR 2, HpiE < H s
1S5 16 2 N A] G R R e 2B A O A RS, IXRE S i 53 1<k
(masculinity ) B —2, WAL FREAE ARSIk E1ERTE 5 20, B T4
FREAA DI S TR B, DB A 1 P SR 230, 1 HUAEAS 2 B PEAE 5 0 ol s
S ] TR AA S AR A o MR S AT 2B A B, A 2 DR BE R A <
N7 IR, (ARIFAREREET AL X RIE R SRR A S “FEN”
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ML XTSI T EARIEXT R, BARIEAR BT . (AR, AEXTREAY
WREE R, SE R BAE A X T 55 Pkl S5 A A 2 T RE i Tk, AT RESEA
FEEs RO Lo P SO T 5 R E S s . AR R R AU e 2 ERETE F HE 2
JEATH, AKX AR B BT AR TR mAE 2k, SURIAsEn 5
FREEFIAMIE? T AIEMS FEHEE, AN A=EM T, R EER
fift FHAE BB W 9PN rha] U #E AT 12 5 EUA 4TS (Kwon& Cho, 2015) o TAEHE,
WA ELRE LA RS, R AR S iR th e R E G . IR R E AT
B, R IRER I SO EAR IR X SEERA FrlE— A T e, DRI E
BB A S0 F B AR 2N, R — e Mo PR i i B i T —SE A Y
SN, AN, 7 AT REXT BE A . FE RGP E AR R, 7E R S A
SN TTRES A —S ), BRI FEPNEE, S i T BERE R B LSS i
U, ARAN T REE L KR B A bR R S (WEiE ) , X —$ U EERE
[, RER .

5. thip

ASCUAARSR [ S TR OISR, LR A 0T 5E 7518, et BU M 25 W 2 0 44
Wk ERE OO, K IS T 5 0h E 2O AR S, R A S R
Ak, FEMEHIE TR, FRAS AT & 5 P P A RE B sy, FLTR AU R, 2 P DU AR
XPARRE AR, TEACE S, AR H g b, T s e TR A O A
SEREA T Lo D) B ] T A ROV AR AL AR S, DA P S I R ik s
EUH] T — DR R EE, S SRR PR a SERIE . ASEFAIE
WAL, WaZBNEE PR R AR . TR ITFEAR D,
WA E B2 ST 2 THE AR, ST BRI F #7800 FER A,
MATHEM b5 TH A R A R K sz, DLRO & % S s 52, A itk — 2P oe .
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A Sample Analysis of Gender Differences in Using Swear Words
——A Case Study of Hosts in Livestreams
of the League of Legends

Xu Ting

Abstract: This paper adopts a case-study method and analyzes from the perspective of gender
and language in sociolinguistics. In this study, four hosts (two men and two women) who
are relatively popular during their live period are chosen and they play the game League of

Legends in their livestreams. The recording is one hour in average and transcribed into text in

82



2R 71 5 TR A —— DA B B R 9B 1

Chinese. Data analysis shows there are similarities as well as differences found among them in
using swear words. In general, both the male and female group tend to use swear words with
similar themes to express emotions, but they tend to show differences in terms of frequency,

type preferences, etc.

Key words: using of swear words; sociolinguistics; gender differences
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FOKA A TIE S RYAVIRSL ., (0] & il
DRI AE B ORISR 11T X (2R VS04 1)
EIhE

R OE: URTEARMKEX O TR EETHNATERAAFRSLR, AEFRAMIEST ZHEAS
AN AT, TRFEHEARRI, KAATEEHFERAFXHER Y BHFE— BTN
AL, KA SEHPERMRAR, RETKUEZRERER, REMTATIERE THEMEEIAR, ¥
KEf, 2ERAETREATFHEN, HAEMAES LRY “HEHE" WEEFES EA%, U
B “HEHRFANEET" Eo M TR,

REIE: KM ARIEFN; EARH, A FEA

1. 818

WIAE AN IL R AR A M4 L RA TR DL BN AR T A AR L
Ry I R ORI B TR R 7R S 50 (Landry, R. & R. Bourhis
1997) o ARERATFRIXT AR, Hn. fin. #on, Bn. Zon. fon 5HAN
AL Aedr . S ARSI SCE R FIEAE B ( Bk 2005) o ATUL, A RiE
SOWSEI TS S SRR /3. EADOCRBAMNTR HH AT, R xS ik
AR 12— Bk, ARSI IR+t S AR T — A, rRaT L
SEEHEETE M S R I ST Sufk . SRR

Jemt. KR O (LR RIFRE K, (AERE R XK K 7K ) W7 s A&,
JRZTIRIE, RIS K- NAFAE 220 . Bl s — R i, LU 2022 4F
ARG, SXXTEMEM R R . RoREZIE S, BELE, WPk 158D
T ARIEFW, BRIESEFIRGSHNEZ —, BESERIINHTE S SCHE ARG
UK, SLEFERANRREE 0] DL e i i) A SCER SRRSO iR, 264 2018 4F- 2 Xt
O HEPR X . SR K T XA /R TE ORI T T SC A, & B AN [R) R A R
Pt R . A E R TR S SR, R AR RGE R B ARG E Y, T
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K FHIMTE T RABROL . FARHEN—— R R KA KR 5 K A R R
WP S8

2. KA ARIESE WA BRI

DNIRE RO TES R A, IAG@BiE | ki X . ARERESE, Gz,
B2, BTEELE S CFHEE . /5% 8 RARRMEMLFHE L. HRARIER
BHBTERRRITE BN, RBAERE . RINERECR . A SCEAE M
HMEAE . T E IR A TR AR TR FOWMPIRGE , DRI B 1 5t ok o EA AR P
HE FETIEMENEEEE . Pt TEAEFEI AT R IX (LT FREELR ) IR RAE |
pokdetlr . A, KFROWX (URFRKE D) MREREAbE . H— K. M. K%
AN = i IS T I e S 1 B e o S I i /Ll s A Sl 1 - P (1§15 N £ ]
RS IXY, SRR IR MR X RIREE 5 IX . g XA A, oAbk
N CEHMNEN) B Rmybb Ty, HARIE SR AT DL R B S et AR i 75 5ol
Lo TEGETHET, AR — RS AR — DT AL SN, A G bR R LA
Ao B, WUE S T A AL, N B, Rk,
Fela ISR AT PRA/RIE 292 45, TRE ARTE 262 4%, DIIAE A Lo B ishie i 2
Ak, T TS HMAACTT, —IFFHE . BRI AR IE SO A S AR = 22
FIZEEF RO . ARG I 74T, LU S w7 i 75 5oUl i FAiE

2.1 TR M AT IE R 3E S RO

MR AE AL i R B s A R] - A RTESOUWAT DA 3R A Al AR s X2
BRSO SAEHINRE T AWV . Hrp A A0 A5 7E A A0 3 i vh e b7 18 A
Ak s B R SSRGS TERN AN ESI, AR afEint, . B B0
Bi o Sl Bl A B R A SE R BRI S SR B A 7R1E (LATT fRiFR “BEFRIE” )
F5 5 B FE AL S 1 25 A RE (DURRRR “251iE” )« DURAIEG IR | %
N JIREARERSS W ARTE (VTR “IRSFE” ) o IRliEs X RAHE R X 5N
PIbRRIL, F85 I BEH T AR (AR S s [, B3R, i
GE—RGEI A, LR “RXAFRE" ), WafmEsis ., St s, ik
%, VARSEURRIARIE (AR RIFR “RIXIRSIE" ) o Sk P& AR S F2A
TR (DUNRIFRDRE ) © A0SR, T IAIE F 18 DO 2R A 7R TG 5O R /N
A5 R

2.1.1 AHEASGEIE A IRIE SO 7RO

2SR A, U A A IE S AR IE SO RIS LR, I PR 205 2%, TR 1 165 4%,
ORI A 7R TR SO DU . DFE . AMSCEEI TR (R 1) .
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T EEKFEHBARTBEEARESVWAIES R
INTRTE S Hb s, Al WF+ P | WF+HC | T+ P + 4hC
Bk JEPK 88 10 69 3 6
N
i W 55 28 16 3 8
Gl JER 67 2 14 48
T
" WK 25 2 2 2 19
FEFK 50 23 1 25 1
liF&:pie
i W 85 51 1 31 2

i MR ECTORZR A RIS, AR IR &R AR IB SRR . SEPILT + b
SN A PIACNDUT + IS (F30) o ARifhib A aishse—2, WHASERT T, K
MRGETTIEN, B EAMEETT, (BAErms, IR 3.

SR A 7R IE SO T 5 2 AU i WIE L, U A e APt sk,
PR . BAEESC (RESC) e, BV R R BUE R R o s . A
SN E B AL ARG HF, BIAipCT AL, D7 + PR DU+ AR
DU+ P + AL alidh SRl

2.1.1.1 4 ARy

RIARTE SO SRS o AER) A8 0™ IR SO X Ip i ik s =50
WAL “S GRS ARSI R 55, TR OB Rl CREE” CHuhaT
PRI T/ > KRBT B2 & IR TE SR I K PR b Y B R o Rl 5518
Fir bbE AR MEZT, sKRE DS E R, 2950 50% ~ 60%.

Frrdk. ik (2016) B AE 2016 EXF 0BT AR X 0 IR RMEE . 158 X A2 B
AT B XA = B s =S b B R R TR S RS R A, A9 B AN AR E Y
29.2% JEZSCG AR TS B AUAS SO R —A4F, IHE T IREL . 5 RIS LS5 () B A%
IS (M, RURPHLA IR SR . SR O R BEAR A AT L R — L, X
AT S et Bk W, SRR R T, ZEXHAMTRC. EbRsS A LR INE S RS54
Dy S A EIRXGA A —E 2250

2.1.1.2 F + PR Al

RIZ7RIE SR HIDCEFIPFE B BE, —BIFE E, PRETE . DURDFE 2
thE A S SR EAE, APPSR EHE . B, 5. BEHARTEEOR. ERA
SE R ASCERIERAE (BT IL R ) o ZRTAERE PR BEARE T LU E R, KA
FHE N>, T2 DA S 5 T E P30T, X St FIRIX 2 Ipad Bis 2 |
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TRFHIKTE T RABORI, FAR BN — AR 7R KA KK O K WA R E RN

INZIE PEAS 22 IR ZEA T RIS —E KR RIS F I B2 K2 A A
M TEZ—.

2.1.1.3 PUF + A

BIARIB SR I FRSNCRE . BEIR MR U b, ST . AngE
PEH) “/NO M1l (CAUTION WET FLOOR ) “/AN 95723, (Bus Stop) 7 “ TG A%
( Wheelchair Accessible ) ” 2, 5KFE I “IEZEZ4-A7 ( Lots Available ) ” “ZEIH AT ( CAR
ENTRANCE) 7 “WHE &K (Mind Your Step) 7 %5, IWZEAIZE 50K B IR 4538 T o5
FbE R, RELT RS AME AT . SRAE F R B BRI,

2.1.1.4 UF + PEE + AP

RIS /RIB SR S . PEEMANC ( FZ R ) = HEAMEXTE, —&
SEDUFRMALAT, PRERSNCEE T A THES . ANZERR RS “ /KIS ( Guishui North
St) 7 . S5 PR (QINGYUAN St) 7 45, kRO S5 “HEE (JIANGUO
Rd) 7 “Hifi} (ZUANSHIRd) 7“4 (JIANSHEST (E) ) 7 &, A
A5 2113 BAMZLET, HPERA A, 1 2.1.1.3 KZ MRS EH AL
B, SAE RT3 B P T ELER AR R

2.1.1.5 4lifh 3y

ISR AR AE PO B, BV PRIk (W. Ring Rd) o 7ETKRFE AR K.

2.1.1.3 ~ 2.1.15 #up KBNS, B ENTBTE—&PHe. WHhATLUE L, SMERE
R R 2R RN EFRIR, AN SZEAEESC (5F3C) |, B ik P L 7E I 55
R SR, AMEERAMET MR R, RIRGEAEANE S F RIE T AL, X RE
YR R A — 2, W SRR ESMEBE R R RS o (R M AGERR A
L ERE, ERSIHELTERKR, 40 92.5%; HIKNIRSIEA N 52%, HIREZA N
10.2%, XUEFRMCEEIILE LR 47.3%, RE ORI HELERK, A4 84%, Hik
M55 152015 38.8%, HEARIEZ N 20%, RUEARMECE LI 2 17 39.4%., PIEAHLL, EPR
ROEPRM L EE K, P EEUEZ M A 2E0E, OIS e T P b SE PRt 2 28 55 & R AR ST
HOKFRARR] . (HRIX— 22BN ERR, X AT 59k FUE JUAE Y RIFiL, FA 4z
KL NHERURE IR ARG, FRETITRE T —RAFaiG s e, Hi s
B AR

PRI ROEACTE— R T RBAE S e — L X (X AR ORI s R i . FoadE . i
At (2016) BEXFACE AN BB RGEFRRE (AME + DUEPHE ) S TAE ST, L uE
FERE R 100%, AUEZIRIEN 53.7%, —HBGE (5218 ) PRE-EY 5 R 58.8%.
BXZRNE (2011) GXF BT NAGEE R MRS, UNLTHNAIRS . Bk, Fisik
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H A S 10 RGP TIRAT oM, GEitIHEXGE . ZiEMANEIE S WIMERE, fa
BEIMEAS B EAEL F MRS58 05 61.6% . 65.8%. X SCHISETTHIE FIG R T4,
RS2 DL ST S i A i s B b, 7] DLRSUE g VR — 4o iide st . b
TR R RGBSR LN 60% 227 o QSR LA A7 [ PO 3uk Tl TIOR8 1) — A~ 2 UMY
T, U R A R B A A 2D R T 2 ()

ESRUS 7 B e | B 2w )i N N U R RN G T /AN el sl 01 3 I S5 N
TR—3, HORHIHL S5 SGE R A IR A ZEAR L (HJE 5K P b A DU AR Y
T AL IR B, AT, BT RBIRMZ A0, 5K PP SUE A b S 2 IR I
M) TG RAGE o 22 A — SR, R T I S MR T R AP
B, AR . DLERXT IS DU SRR F U, RTeK R A - A A e
FERRTHGEIE T RS . S bR 7 AR R BT 2s T,

22 ki R ENTIEFILGEE R

SR T LU e XS AR IR SO A IE FAROL, FIAHSS @IS AR, BB — b
MACAIAE . BRSSO . SERF X ZFRIE 30 45, XS 57 4% KK =X A
62 4%, XSS 35 4. Ml s KRR IE SOWAIE SR B0/ U, Bl 7y
WHE RS 1R A A FR S X AR R , SRR ORI SR KAl ;)
F+PEER, kR OB “REE] (Dajingmen) 7 “VEEE] ( Xijingmen ) 7 5 U+
HNSCHEL, WAEPRY IS (No crossing) 7 . BKF TR “EH 2 WFRMGE (Love
Flowers and Plants Begin from Me )”; W5+ Pf + R SCAY, ANAER [ “ 1l B2 8 521X ( Guyaju
Area)” “Hilli5tIX ( Qianshan Scenic Spot) ” %, 5K 1) “£&F B TiE /i 4b ( BUZILI
SUB-DISTRICT OFFICE ) ” “S&IEJi ( Guan-Yue Temple ) 7 25, M PURPZET 1) /041 K,
B 2 A0 PRy 28 e DX 7 2 W B S (Rl SCOMR ST, An AR 2% fE 3 b 74 2 9F 5 55 19
AT + PE + S SCRVRITLUT: + S SCRIAEA T A2 — 300 o MSUEFRIE I LT R
FEPR S IX BRI N 86.8%, HtIXMRIFTHLIN 96.7%, “FHILELHR 90.4%, KK H 5
XZFIEL Y 84%, SXARSSIEL Y 88.6%, FIIHLE LY 85.9%, FiifHZE A, 4E
PRAGEAGME 25 F oK K o X AESSm IO, Wit X 45 2bR R SUE AL AR HL 45 s o
X R X BB (FAMEAN) A, INZ s X BUE A FRE . RSSTE EE
K, XIS, FEMRS S HRAE 7 AR B R A% bR . R R R b
AR EZENG, —REWREE .

2.2 FIRBHATIETIG SHESKRIN

ZRSIRRIERINE T 200, A scy . BB 807, . aifE.
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B ZEESTLUA A2, AR Z B N R SRS MAEEF A (BRI
2017) , AFIBEFESFEERE . 5. BF%. SARSHASREE XM, 178
RAGBINES T, MR B AE S RS L A S R RS —iR R, EAIE
B AE Rl B A, XD B BhAR B g AR S0 CEBIPHBE 2007 ) o i1 F B SCHARIE
B H A I e, AR SRS FEE LR TR AT I SMDUFIRGL, AETE F RS
FEW R HIETE . #isk . BT

2.2.1 AR RO AT 2K

ANRBFORZ A bR LS SRR S ThaE . PSS BB ARIBZ R | 8R4
MRS RNMIBEZHITR . BR . BEEER. WNESHIEX &, PR AR ERRER &
ZMFOR AL SN SRR 2, B AN HES T A%, DTSSR — M — 45 . T T
T o MSSFEA/REZELIE . M. AR FIELAAL, BRI RS B, I
W ARIE T ATASE M PRRE . T 5 BRRIE 5 X RM s K ARG —2K, FRABK
%, B AIISE IR S X IR IR S TE AN —3E, RONIRSS S, DUMEBRAIAR
THRIRHIE

2.2.1.1 AR ARIERES RO

L+ AR BN R ATERT, SlATET , SeHERIK | bR o IAERRRY “Sisig” IR
V" YT COGRIET CHERREE” CIERRERIET S, KEOR B 4
LA R Gl CRIRERY SRR KRN %L SRS
FeERK, GG R i ALt 2 R AR, AReRiEdadr, fFEHhEA
RGN 2T R BRI

LA, A A bR iR Falad R A, 308 R TR R, JCER o i 44 0
o WHER) “KHMM” , SKE B SEAA . R s E 2/ Mbs,, THZE
BUAs, Bl R JRGET R KIS A FR . an sk 7 IR A e sk R AR AL T T —A
NI, TVNINE, INZ RSP 45K, s “skEk 07, MR TR, MUK %4,
S R 1 R R AR (AR E L, Y A &) [UB— 5 X 4.

ZANBZ/GEATY, TR 4 BT IER, BRI EL . EANASG. W
FEFREY “WokIbBrEE” , SRR A - EA + BAAE; KK BT, Bt
BTG G+ EANG . WM Z A, 2 AR s HhE, 2
TIERN A . MRBCE IR & R TE 2L, Pl A R FRI H B 40 ik 24 5

MAFRIARIEF I EEFIE R, TS DT EE S . &4 R ZRBhZ i
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2.2.1.2 R3S HRARIESOEI ZEFAR L
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L2 = O OIME R E AL . I P& “F7 “KET O CRET 4E
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WE L RS O, REOR EERPEET AR RAE N BRI AE,

AR B ARIE A XA HEL A SRR R S A L REEESFHM,
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TR Z LIS BAL R S AL H Y, JIE RS, ) TR 2 Re R bR 55 . 3R ER,
MR 55 TG HOBURA L EE 2 52, FTREIRBL T Wi B BT ITE R 55 . A% TSI A 1 A
FAMR N F—Fh 5 i

2.2.1.3 SRRSO BBUFAR G

IREFOW R TIEHA B BT ADUT, (HRARA S TR, A5
PEUR B, WY CHRRIET 4, REREGHR) PRSI B H, 2530k
B SCHRAT A Ko (AR HIARREBL R EAE, kR X skt T
WA T, RTMRIT, DO, ANMAIRIE SO TR FRARM, HIE/)N
oIRGB THE . 1740 AR, AERIKER I Z R TEIR GG . X S EE LG b
A, AR T IS5 TR A ARXS R G B FRIEFBL.

2.2.2 ATRIE SO AT 5 BASARSL

TR A RIBRARE SRS UEIE N, 75 (&ik) M, W Ea8er.
TERARIEPAEIEN 85 5%, AFfFS (Sik) 1956 4%, AEEFEM 1 5% KEOLR
EPAEIEN 62 45, B/MS (FHik) 1224, BTN 1 4. stE2BEMmATE,
P AR TP TE RS 1E, OO 5 1R . ERTE ST AR TEh A BOR L A0, 1
TRA CTBEAT o X TR R A V26 T 5, B . HUA R S5 158 45 ETE
MK F g 025 A, BAMEREIE . SEImN S, &R EIE B AR i LR
298 29.1%, FF520 19.2%, FIWE LA, 48.3%; K5 1L IAEbR b Y e B
230 23.7%, FF52N 8.4%, FHILELA N 32.1%, MILLZ T, SEPRA/RIEAIRE S5
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MEGKR P /R, AT e A — 262257 . P 20T i [
BRAb i, EREEAACE MR, A PRI AT TR K 1, kK L ki)
WATRIEFOWH BOTE FRUE, IRSFIHFG B —; NEZERERE, ARHEFlmZEs
C2, (HEIHEMMEEMAEE . kP ]SS2, 7EARTE
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J7 AT RA AT
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EIHAAR 3, FrRIER I AT A T, 2 30T A R R
SR, #HSRERROAIES, FEAREFOWH I T L8, AR
PR FAR SCREEM A 7 18 o

3.1 B FA

3.1.1 PF5 n)

UK PIHIAS I AR TE SO, L 8. B ARSEEARIE LA A PR PRE B R
—JEAE AR, REEHA T IER AR — 2 DS, IRE 1 A4 7S TR AR
WHERE) “AAM KT (DONGWAISt) 7, “DONGWAL” J& FIUEMA S Db s
M“St” MRS SO S BALEES , WERS REHIE— g, H i R B B %
H A A R — M P 24 B — 2 4 . ) — b 47 7 R — BOAS [R) 28 B A A L 17 H B2 AN
[P GnEEpRy “ZRANKAEE" FHl L, w7 “DONGWAIL St” #1 “DONGWAIDA
JIE” . “DONGWAI DAJIE” =FrE I 5K D “WEWH” 4625 EA “QINGHE
-QIAO” Fl “QINGHE BRIDGE” Wi, “K#5” 1EhiEs, 5 EEHE T
BIRER, 0 “mAE AT SHENGHUADA ST” | “H— K WUYI ST” . [fl—Hi44,
TERS A 5 E AP e AR —B, Wk R D@, ER 2 “TONGQIAO” |, 7
SHIM EN LT “TONG BRIDGE” . EALFETERM )2 “XUANHUA LU” , 7ES5]
i 2 “XUANHUARD” .

TR, WIS T RiES , o % IS R
Fie B TR 43 o AR R SR A0 bR S, ANRE R A SCuli i “ N b /N IX FE 1717
5% “CHUAN BEI XIAO QU NAN MEN" . BRI R 76/ A8 2R B E IR il AL Ll
WIS, WARG RIS, BRIREA AL Y22 © bR A ——4E B S el sk
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A2 Y20 1 CRRVEF R —AE KRR B “KANG XI CAO YUAN”  “YAN
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HPEE A “YAN QING NAN CAI YUAN”  “QIAN JIA DIAN” . SUIEB-RA 1A B
AHIAIESS, (HEIMIFES, WAL YS “GER K FEudL) — T K& Pk
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BADIES, WHPSALEENIEERSE, MERSREEAT —&. WA
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RZEEE bao. BRI T M5 S 1 T s % e D7 s ) — P EL AR, [R] Bt X
D5 SCAE R B S AR AT A E TR

WAL, PRETEE & B A A — L A R R, QR NE [l AR PR S

92



TRFHIKTE T RABORI, FAR BN — AR 7R KA KK O K WA R E RN

LRI, BRERS . aUKPL ST B A g K 2R RS, (HRRR A
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3.2 BiFE A
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e Y NIRRT
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P, “Gulou North Street” “GULOUBELJIE” . [RIFEREOGAA Sk flr . Sipkptfirss,
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P X 3 “GULOU WEST STREET COMMUNITY” , Wi 18 44 i BRI A —3k.

NIEGETR AR, AT DA SR AR A5 S Be— i DX A3 T 3 . o ok it 1A=
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CAPREIA, 40 North, TikFE WS, mM—MFEE S, JFUL (S) BXUnfiids,
U7 ra i DESHENG ST(S). HHf#dLi# MINGDE RD(N). {HJ2 FBhdhy “dbCit
X7 F SV A SRR SO . AN AELEA I T T R At 24
SEPRHBAA AN SIS, WNIER S5 B By “IEPR B3RS =4 LI H/E “Yanqing No.3
Kindergarten” , TSEPRIUE “JCR i 2EBRIXEE —4)LFE” , E1E “Beijing Yanging No.3
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BV ER, F 200 e — e fbinlif . anad gl BB Jm b A —Ab ey “ e i
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Pavilion” . “J&” 7EH EL G AL H 95 LS TE ) e A —HE, TERIFE R 2 A 51
AT E e AEVE Ty SR s By, ATRURH “HeBsEtr i e s s |, w)
U P R T R R E ), B HBIE N “Loong”  (BEfE 2018 ) . AnSRAHEEE AL
SRR SUUNR . B BIFERA SUIE TR SRR, ] DR AT R 02

ARG HE SN 2 0, AR AALTE R B 0, 5 ) iR . Aok K
MR R “SiERE 1057 PEAL T “At the end of Street Road No.10” . i Jig 5 [H
TERIE SIE ST M4, TR E R TR ENER, A REENCRE. KK O
HUOIARIE R T IEZ 4, EAAE WK, Wk, it HK” , BiEEm “For
the security in your life, please do not paddle, swim, fish and skate in the river.” . It 4b A9
security QN4 il safety, WIHT I ARIOHERG . o0 security FEEFR AL 4 safety WF5 1>
N4 Nt /D (carefully floor ) 7 NiZEHPERL “CAUTION! Wet Floor”
A (AL S SR SCRE 18R ) PR, KR TR R E 2Py
( Cherish Histprical Relics ) " W% Fh{ “Please Show Respect for Historic Site” . PHHLAYT “IF
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WAL, A — SRR R . AR K DR R XY “FIJE” PRk 5 AL “Shopping
5, HSTHPAFM “Shop” SEATLAT o KK H S5 E “H—)"5" BIECh “WUYI
SQUAR (E) 7, izt SQUARE MRS .

AN, A —SEEIRAAAE ST . Wk R S X “RIE” Fr BB R “M EE
PSR, SRR S EHERT LT . SRE ARSI L TS B
VESCH “BECHh . skEZ 25 (E) 7, WiZs& SQUARE RS

4. FIRFH A RIESUWHIEIR
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FREFSMEBIE, (AR B BT B2 #5E A R FDOEDFE BN, RE 4
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FVES CTFUA (BUEBPHS R ) MENPFERES TH, (DUEPEIE) ZPEAZL .
Hu 44 F R SCSCHRE B P REDFE LG — BN, R FIUFEAME SRR k. ” 2017
12 1 1 H, ERBESER. ERRERRS AT AR5 S S5 Ml )
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BB AR JEN], AR AL I SNSRI S5 T, AT DLSEEIDE & FA SR 1Y
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SLRANE NI SEBRE B RS TR, ARTEA BRI, WA IAERE, B
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TR/ IR/ 58l K
7K AL# Guishui Beijie
Fi— K Wuyi Dajie
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Y05 T 5 BE—IE R K Gt
Dingjiabu Yanqing Huochezhan
-Beiguangchang
FFEIE R TEXAN ST ANIR 555 2], SISO (AR 0 ) o 406G LU B
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Ph7KAL# Guishui Beijie
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FL.— K Wuyi Dajie
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AN, B e BN A7 i | RN 44 e S5 AT SO PN R A 5 DX )RR R
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Zhuan 16 Ditie Bei’anhe Zhan Fenghuang Ling

Zhuanl6 Metro Station  Fenghuang Moutain/ Phoenix Moutain
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%,

96

FATHBE PR RN, JAR FRSIGER, TR BRI AR L o X 5 TH



TRFHIKTE T RABORI, FAR BN — AR 7R KA KK O K WA R E RN
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HIThE (558 2016 ) , ZIRTAARFGEHER], B L HZ 0], L5, A |
FAETWIIMIRRZ AR B ZESR . F2 NERARDF R T 1, BAPFEax
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The Situation, Problems and Suggestions of Linguistic Landscape
in Beijing and Zhangjiakou — A Case Study of the Public Signs in

Yanqing District and Zhangjiakou City

Wang Shuaichen

Abstract: Based on the investigation of the public signs of the main roads, the paper analyzes the language

situation and language multimodality of the linguistic landscape to investigate the basic conditions of Yanqing

District and Zhangjiakou City. It is found that there are some problems with the public signs in using Pinyin

and translation of foreign languages. According to the field surveys and related research, two proposals are
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put forward, that is, doing the work of the public signs making under the guidance of the language law, and
improving the level of language service in an all-round way. The paper puts forward two corresponding design
strategies of public signs, that is, to use Pinyin translation as the standard strategy, and to use “Pinyin plus

translation” as the supplementary one.

Key words: Jingzhang area; the linguistic landscape of public signs; standard strategy; supplementary strategy
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1. 515

ERANSEN—K, FAREANZT %% H B “Ching Chong Chinaman,
Born in a jar, Christened in a teapot, ha ha ha ( # E %, #E#, RiEEH AR
wEFK, b)) RTTERToMEAE, AANEXRETERAGERL
BT L.

RE R G, B, FAEFEA, AT TSI A A,
REWRE, “CHATFEAN .

A—z, AHAEAEHEIF, KEHFTET —AThHEERL AREELD
EENGBEBBERE —2LKFE, TEXALEATSWEF, ERER, f
HEANMRGZERLE SR/ S, AT, gy, “HRREIEIANEL

( Yang, 1996, p.65 cited by Ang, 2001, p.37)

DR A S5 2 2 96 18 (Ten Ang, JRFFERL < 55 ) 51T UbAg2AA
FE GBS AEIETEIN 5 7VE )7 Z 3] (On Not Speaking Chinese: Living Between
Asia and the West ) ) I — . SeEdh i) EALS—IBN NS HEF—
S SRR A AR . — A 24T, MR5E3E N B R )7 % R BROCH, i )
T A2 AR, AR TEMROCANE B 22 N AL B — 4> T e ( Dimbulah ) £
KA /NG B4, Al At R AR TR S IR A SR A % RS s At = i A
28 7 VA RIS 00 B P R At it S BRI 25 44 HR 76T £85Il AN 6 T8 22 R 234 iU
( William Yang ) ., i)k 5 gl ik 58 ARy — NI BY A\ Wrlseshg |1, SR B oMER X
1 ( Chineseness ) ” HE Z4MH 1R, fHadd “EM" 2 DI EFMAERENERERRZ
BRI R ? 28I T8 5 -4F (language maintenance ) 81 5 B 4% ( language
shift ) fRF 58 2488 O FF 22K A~ Z ik 40 (Fishman, 1964, 1991; Melo-Pfeifer, 2015;
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Tannenbaum, 2003 ) , [MifRZ A5 E WA RS A% B O &0 1k F 54
Ak FEAS T 098 S A7 E I R (Hatoss & Sheely, 2009; He, 2006; Lee, 2013;
Mu, 2015, 2016; Phinney etal, 2001; Zhang & Slaughter-Defoe, 2009 ) . A SCHEf MR
KA TS AT BOR DL 30 DM ASEE R A SRR AT LA R E

2. BAFIWANES BERFEAB AN S MNIAR: HEER

P LW 24, WMARMIEFERET T =AW B kA2 (R,
2013) : ZB—FrBURM 19 2 RE] 20 HERIMEAER], BT A RBUT; BB
JEM 20 tHE22 )3 20 T4l 70 AEAARU, OR— OGBS AR, BT EIRBOR I
FEA IR X BRIEE LAAMATE 5 Rt SLHE R S B, %R i — BAFLE S 1972 4
BRI (Whitlam ) BURF B 55— BhBONR 1972 £ 24, BUF RikZo030fk, i
FEATFIEL, ERBRIEFTEM L R P IER. JUIHEA 20 el kok, W
PIE 5 TR 32 BRI BUR R . M 1994 4210 (IR 5 RN RFINE 19 28 5%
Fok) #2012 4ERY (WML AP BAHE ) (ATIAC, 2012) HEZ, W IH7EBAH]
WHEE . Byh. &, shacaislh s @ms s, WEs, wdse. HiE. B
JRTESE IR T /N IME IR R ek B8 R (ACARA, 2011) . WIHIHEF
HHE TR 21 20 KRN E 56085 5 BOR FIE 5 205 i EE 5 (Lo Bianco & Liu,
2007 ) .

T BUR SR T R BORM X 88 BB F A, B8 RS BRI &
N b2 kAR B R AL, b ERRR RS IS, AR 19 4 40 AEAIE k%57 5))
TR BRI KA L4551 (BF-, 2013; Pulla & Woods, 2014 ) , F|4Kilid A
SRS RIMTR BRI TAEA V& IR TR, AT B CAH ERE 5 SO S B DL R
B AR SRAFAE RIEZ ) o R S AR = D81 (Ngan & Chan 2012, p.9) 4
DR AR R R A0 A 56 5N A 6 XA SO A R A N B AR R R 2 Sl
[E¥ ( Chineseness ) 7 , ‘B &— 18, FEE DI At S0k R L E IS (Pulla
& Woods, 2014) .

TR 19 20 40 AR, RAEIRLY 55 8 7 I v [ R 5 1 TR i b DX i o 3 IR WIE 1 R
Rca T, gk 19 20 50 AERBEE “YEET iR, R S EIE
S B 24 22 R0 AVHT R R L DA (B, 2013 ) o AR N 55 8h 1k A5k i)
B RBHAR— L 3, A T— 5T 52 P8 A Geia & W HE R FECRL, ARMERLA et &
etk oA TR SR A HARRE , B S MR, R S AR TR
(Inglis, 1972) o Y “VA4&H" 1BEBRL, HLTAGRE THEL, mALENEET S
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Efh %, BMAH Ll Tz RIFMAE T 5, REBOTRE IR ZME, ALY
R TR, A AW B A A £ MR JE B SRR R bn T8 A0S, 1+
T FH ABC (Australian-born Chinese ) , Bl £k T FI I A8 8 A (
AbTR) ) o FEFTRECE TR, BOMESR AAESGE E ZOok R RO A RIGE
DIBEEME, FKMEZFZUl A CREMIES WEEZRIBRE (FF, 2013) , X1E
RKFREE 52 1A% A5 S AR &3[R (Pulla & Woods, 2014) . —TF 5 20 fi
28 70 AR R EBORBUY , AREE L BE P R S A TR R R AU R . SR
HELWHEAANG, AR S A ARWTHE R, A2 20 A f UL RLE AR >
XA R EE T ERAR . A AR = ABC TR T LRI Z A IR A

#y (hybridity ) (Ngan & Chan, 2012) . BOGRFEL (Mu 2015, 2016) #5852
HRZX ACHWPEES T T IEREE, RS UER T A T o SOKE RIS A
(7] R R e B 15

3. BMARIRIEEEME 5 B ()

20 2290, P AR R O IR T B R pEsE, IEFI5E- R B s % ( Erikson
1968 ) I /\A B BOIA [ A i BE 3 42 s IR FIAS 44 ( Tajfel &Turner 1979) 423k [A]
PRSP HEE (Phinney ) K [R5 HEIANTE (ethnic identity ) BHIS AR IA N 5 2%
( Multigroup Ethnic Identity Measure, f&j#k MEIM ) ( Phinney, 1989, 1992) , flff)5
FAMEITHL (MEIM-R) , #H432258 0 DIRSEA . I F5SFHTE AN Wb 2 1 5 WA
e S OINFIAESE . T3k . JE4t £ . BT SCER sl T, X B3 A
X AL AE NS SR e A= AR Al o AR I IFIE 3 22 LRSI L T8 1 R — P IR SE B 5 SN
M 45 3 RS 8 WA B [RLE— A28 ( dynamic ) . 2218 1 multiple )
ey (fluid) MEMTRE, EliEFE M SRSy, 74 AR
AR TR . B, JE4E5H 3 SR R0 Bk R G 5 IR RN L AR A W] 4y
(He, 2004, 2006; Lo-Philip, 2010; Norton, 2000; Shin, 2010 %) .

Je 4R SRR R E MR IFSE Jr =X, 383 0% (observation ) | 7R (interview ) |
WIE AT (discourse analysis ) ¢ 5 ORISR, 2 M 2208 S0\ R 0 2
PRI EIE A VTNEE R PN d 7 1P AR

4. KiEE
AR SCHE AR ACRE 2 A2 AT B B 3 TR RIGS o Sy > LR . WP SE A 1R
RAEAG HLITBE 30 MEAGKRE, AR ¥k A b E R R R, Bk 2R —A
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BB, M R RES A0 A =X — iR 45 U5 (semi-structured
interview ) , VFRFEIZE “ S rkFFIp 372" B FE-URFT, 5% LDIERBIFE (Hatoss
& Sheely, 2009; Lee, 2013; Zhang, 2010; Zhang & Slaughter-Defoe, 2009 55 ) Ul 5&
116 MACREE G, ABRRIF DR W, AR AZ R TR,
R THOR B R RIS ], AR E R RO S A AL, T AT
E X (Galletta & Cross, 2013) . & 1 AT REE, 0T

1 HHXBHNERER

R R AN (A SN
5 1/30
531
! I 29/30
B 4/30
ZHE R i 19/30
fii+- 7/30
5~ 104 5/30
o 11 ~ 154 14/30
TER A3 B ()
15 ~ 20 4E 10/30
21 ~ 25 4 1/30
AR [ 30/30
R} 10/30
- AL
IRI7 A B 20/30

W1 FR, S 5ARRENSERI SR ot S EFHAL, BRI S 5TR,
MAEE A CXHZ TR H AT ) AOEEAGE . RA—(AGEI Ol 7B
BEROETHHFE RS F R, YalACRE 85% LLEIRAF LU Evln, 280k
FEMRSEAEE AR b, AR R oy BRI

SRR, S ANREPA A TS S TR, RS TR AR T GE FE ZRR
HMNEEGH PG 2= o ARFSEPRRER R 10 2 2 BT, s TIRORANE e h AL R AR 2R
ELHAM S 5UiRINEES] . RIS R RE A C v, RO i RS
B, W
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x2 HRABRTHERER

BT S B AN E/ BNEL
el % 19/30
« 11/30
A 10 % 23/30
1% 7/30
FL UIEERE7 9/30
HAE 16/30
NI 5/30
H A WICHE. 28/30
G 2/30

30 LA R R Fp SCHEA TR, 10 30 ALl 1 BRI AL A RSB P S
PISE, HAHR SR SR AT VTR . RS BEITTIR I IR 200 45 ~ 80 7304, Bl
THIVFR IR 2 30 204, DRI T 2O T Bl A i B ER R R . 2EH X e
AUTREREAT T3 . 585, Hop 32 s s SCUi iR e s, I th 75 S i
FOFTEE AR o ATTOR A T E MR A NVivo 10 AT EAR A BEA o, 45
TORADTE (theme) o TR IRAYERE], AN SCEZBEXE o SCORES ALY 3 IA R [l E Y
SR TTRE, e s O A

5. HREARENERFENFHIAR

5.1 Z1ikF

5.1.1 ACBERY By iAe]

AT AR 30 fACEE, 29 fighi HEWEN RN, A~ ACE—
EKFNE N —PA N, BEIIAAT SR A TR AEMOCRIE. , (RARSA PR W R R h EE IR
WA RN R EPE” o AR R H O L R A S B OR SRS ACIE )
CHEET o R FEK AR TSR RSB A TR AR A R A
AN Sy, HHEEAEEIHIYAR A S RIE S A CRSUkiE g, Filan, fiskR
(Brian ) MIEEFRI T H AL

(FX: BOARLZEE T XMET . WERMNEAZS, R, KA

MBEFURBZTFHNEZTFRAZZEFEA, X—EA 280, IR ELT HE
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L, FAEMN A ST ROMAR, HAEMTNOF, RERKA, RatvD,

RAARHERBERBET, TRMNXGEUEIRFINER, FH2f

27 EWREMNOHE . FEMITER 2, AT REERSKE, 118

BEMXMERRABEAT R, AEHEE, wRREUBHRTFEIFX,

BRUEZTHTTRELSR T X, wBBENE, BINWERRETEMT4

FEAT. BEAXAHET, BELZMEA? THREBKFTEATE? )

A7 S BEE A AL AR X A1) A i 37 75 A A AR 2 IR O6 R 9 LA . K22
BNy, b2, Rl E ) TR 25T E R P R SRR, A
AR Rl = IRKEYNE= 2 (N NI Il (ST S G SIS NN e P o E NN R E|
C BT 5 5B R B

5.1.2 B0

XFFEINE, S 5EENEZ TR AT SR TR EE . 3T 3/4 (%1
N B CE 2R KFIE A — P, TR 1/4 WHA R A O RKFNE A, FlH
(Leo) J&iX 3/4 (#ZFrhi—01, .

(BX: HoWRE—FRAFTA—FEA, REFRAH 20 EH K

X, BN ERANECEFERRAFTA, MERMEAZERKAT,

EREMEWEFEXFK—H, BARTLHFT X, ROKHEREFE, &b

FRRFXER, KBLRFRLTFXERY, EERmE— DB ASE

H X8 XFR, AN RE—FEAFTEA—FEA, )

TR B (P AR A 22 B A 2 2% B Y B0 A R A A S, A i i T
SRS, XR2E R FERIAEAC IR R S 5. HMIES . 26 L sea
IUATT I (RS IG[RIE, i S A R 22— R, —FEH AR R, |
— RIS, I BAESAC U S, AR — B RR A NI T L i f
BESRIBRF/NE . 1 H, AER IR T2 A 125 5B oA R IR AT — A~ b AN AT 2 g [
g

5.2 s IRFGEE

5.2.1 BRI E

FEABFGE R, ACEEAT]— 805 /8 T 2% > SCRY AL RN B S Al 7B 2 0 v A 4
(1) W3R R AR BECTRAME A E A (2) e EsUbrgiik, £k
RIS SUIRZE B AT 2 s (3) PREF UK 1 % IR L2
(4) 2 BURFE S AR TR TR R

25 PLER N RHAEMATZF RS2, WrBiRE IR i B, B R E
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WFRsC B2 T B, WREHRF % FHh st ac sl A B T TSR k. 78K BE A
H, FEACRFOR, UL SCRERS LR B ANk I, b i AR A r S
(UL, T ORAFH: R R R R B 2 [RI BBESR T . A BRI R K TR, WRE T4
AR WCRIE ) Sk, SR ZSAHBE AT rh SCHA T REAS H R SciinyBe g, AN BE2Z []
PR SCA IS, AT O3 TCE

A7 B G AHR B Bl A R A2 AR R X BN, JE R 4ok | v
KB PR RECR KK, Sl @i AN R R X A TEEZEN. S5 (Mark)
BRERRH)

(B w4, B#A1EAF R EIE T K [Sunnybank], & 2|4 2424 A @L,
HEaPEAZENEE, WP X (FREE) 2 XREER HK, BAEIEFE
BRNE PR S H M (RETH) AR, EEHL o d B A REFLEE
KA FEE LT X, XARFHXME R, FrUFERKZE 2% 5 E
EE. )

Syib RN A SRS &, BE T Ul SCERR A X R A v i B A
F o BXFERULS AR 2100 NRIBFE A5 21 TUESE, RIZE— A D805 R E X Y,
LR TS F AR R HEFE X SR VERT, HLREAEHE Bt DXl 1 Ae g 3 5] (4 S 3\ [

( Hatoss & Sheely, 2009; Mu, 2016 %) .

Br T FHESSIZ AN, ACEHITR A E SCb i 30k TR E A 5208 13RSI
i, REWRE, AIRZEAMERSCSETE, i1 Eae R B s th 42 Stk
KA AIE A R AE R KI . Horh— (i BloEdd, Bl (hAg) SUkmigss,
R AN — R 0 -3, RSl — HRAIeE, Dl — A ResE 28 T
MIFMTE” o SBT3 A th A e SR R SR REL AT TR % ADHE S, AR A 2y
W H ASCABERS B A T e IRAR 2 B 0 S R IRIME . 2 fE4e (Bdward) BEERIA T HC
FOPUNSE

(FEX: RERNECHESRE CRANE R, BFETHIEFTMX
o, BLibHEMA (HHRFNA) BHEELEAN, TERAN? NAELF L RMNF
Ao L RF AR B, AHATH SRR, mRERN B X BHT
ST, ARSELFERM? TWRET , AR E—KEE, E2-8—AH %)
AT P B B A BN ik - R e R e, R Tl e RS

HaE, e hESUER, S5 2R ATk SRR, REHOCEER 2> h
SRR AT AR IR — D E R BN, FE TR AH H RS, SRR
MUERE ISR E 2 Rl Al
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522 WA
SINVIR AT F22 2 b SCRAS R 2850 =Bl EH B positive ) ZR AN a
mixture of love and hate ) FIAEH THM (negative ) . HA R WAZF 1L (Sam ) Flj,
BE (William ) %27 2] hSCREA AR BRI, BARMBA T B $2 BT 22 S i 2
Gy, ABEMATESER] TR, iR B O TP SO K, ATERER R T
MR E 2 SRR L IO R b i — 2l ot (SN SC) F CPaliEic ) o o4
A 21 DEF R N R, B2 BT “TErh SR AT AR A BE (Ray ) 7 “H]
Pl S E MR (Cindy ) 7 “AT RANT I 24 B ATHEEE (Nicholas) 7 “HETE LAY
SMEIR () EARIZENTRR A S SO (Jeff) 7 3555, HIGFEE, Ai TR
Fe SRR RS DUF A A T R A ER N e . ) B3]
(FX: RAEPP RS, IFEBELESHNA, BAFRARLSWR
B, BT R RS RANER F X B ILE AR T I, B2H &
MEWRE, AHARMNAEEFREL (FX) fEdk----- (X)) EEAESA
Hi, BANFEERKEL T, )
I B 388 2] 1) DRI 3 1 . % TRRIAR I PR 2, IR 4%, XA A 51T
Fy a2 R T BRI B 1 LA ERRASEEZ AN, AR i T AN RN A
OB AN E W 2 S, AT R AR | 5 R AC 538 25 A AR S0 2E AL W 4( Adam )
SR H A MR
(FX: PXHERAARET . BRIATRTAR-—AEF X, RAERFH
B, TR EFRE, RFWEBARESR, ERLAENNAEETARANE
B, fEEFBEHNLERFF X, RAZHEREFEFTHLERTT . )
HIHEEER], A 1/4 MEZF A H CERKFNEA, W ge H o 2z — 7k,
fbHER TARZ IR “hate”  “dislike” “complicated” “hurt” ¢ AR E L4 101, 3R
oA BB JEAR AT DR Ze s, AS AR ST L .
A, AT i —— 7 ZE I A ] & 28l 52 2 SC %28 ( Anne ) DA
(FX: REBIERZR-TFIF X, REET . HAEZFH £2R00
BN IE, F-d X, EIBAREFATIE, £ EREF 2O, BHR
ERATEREN EIREFA 4 HEFE— K LH R E RALERE EAT
MAEMT, FAURERIRFT. )
LHAEVIRARR], AP SO E— s AR OERCA o s JA it — > AR HIE
I 2, DR HAS LAY I 4 SR 0 STy, TR S I it 35 R b v S
b AE A PRI T R1AAS R 2T e T, b )it I PRl o R 251
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53 RIEES T

5.3.1 ACBE R G E 5L IR 8 5 (I 0

HRHE 30 7 BRI, R — O ACBERIEZ 1 H R S8 A sCo 32, AR AR
FORUATER RZBUE L N B S, DA SO R i S5 A b F 4n,
WIEAATESE SR Y), RNarr A BB, X —Z5 SRR 210 AR T 45 AR —3 ( Lee,
2013; Tannenbaum, 2003; Zhang, 2010; Zhang, & Slaughter-Defoe, 2009 % ) . fH
ANDALRERIR H R ST TG RN B B TREE RN B, HAS VS R 3 SR AR A 4 T 1
F. P, BTSRRI AR SCERGHE — 2P SRR, S hnsErcmtt
XA B SCARTE S FE K BE H ARG AS i oy d s, (B NFT IR 01k F , REEE
B IEEXHZ TR T ) BT BRI R SO SEA B AR AE R B T e R, IRACEEM
INER T R SCR A, e F OB I B RS AR, WA A
dkgraE ) hsc, AL, FREETE B IMREIE F bl T O /EA (Fishman, 1964,
1991)

AW IR R INA 8 AT AR RAEEBRRNE, AMAEFIEE R, f
PR —, AT, W5 (Simon) B AT (Nicholas ) HIFHACEE
SR AP B R AL o ARIESCEEATRWES, HACEEE & 1R SOK
SR AR RS TARKAER, ORI T T S ot — Oy, AR
A AR s T ORE T ST, 55— 7T, TR A R AE ) i R AR A
P SGHA TS . IRZ MM, AR ENHACEE MESREF 2 uirh 3. i,
TF] (Shelly ) BYREFEUL, B2 AR BIERAAT— & ARV, sk 2h i iy P4~
E TN, A E i SC, T A B TR . QRS2 2 SRR A B
MEZ, WA SRR Ui S, F50 E, AEMHACEREET, ZF015EA LOaAR
VLT o RS REE ZFER R, HACRA TR B 5 VE Rk, (A2
FHACHEE AN 1B S AOM (linguistic roots ) ™ LA “Hlik Zep 4+ ( connection
with the past ) 7 ( Melo-Pfeifer, 2015) .

5.3.2 ZH9IE S AR 4

FEARMFIE R, 17 (T IR BE DS B m i sC, ik, RAPA#
FHy (Ray ) FIJE s e B SCHAT IR, R PR SC EiiRt
i, XN FRIBIMGIERE, A LA iUR %, BB AN E b ] — 2530, B
JE VA RIS AT IO . 30 fif% T, R LA K R B SR ACREAC L,
AN SR RIAN 2108 0 S 5% A8 i W) 5 2 A BEF B LB . AR 29 M+ RN TER &8
FAMANE S AR T8 . RA 13 Ml A CRACEE NI R SCHFAT H 8
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S, AU SO —Se 7 I SCRN T, ACERILRETIE . A PR T S B AT > 15
T BRSSO SR ST 3, AT A SARA RS, (RN RS
SCRA BERT . T A — R SO R AR WT R TR OL T, %7 —2F3e 30— e
FER T 2B RIAR H Y.l ( Cindy ) M2

(FEX: HMXBEERF X, ERRORAMTL2ELOERZRMAITEA

R THRIEX wRENFET, ROREAFET o 2RI — LB 7

CHATERR A, REAFTESER T XEME—T. RIOWGRIAA LT H

B+, )

A—/NRI T, e i, KUK (Michelle) FIPHHL (Sarah ) F/RACEHE
B AT ]— B B0, e reh iR 2 B AR AC RS SCIE H S I Il , (L TEAth
(LN = L o | 310 I X (RSS2 SR ¢ Y A iV 1) A s S (167 S (17 1
BN, AT T2 AW S SCRI R SORSR B — M e U ik, AR 2 e
SRR X RS SRR Z N “TEFH RAR (fight with words) ™ o AR, FZEFAIAZy [
PN ML A IR L 2 P SO A A [R] 5 2 ] i S I AR 5 PR R e S A e SCR I,
EIMESRYF T SCRYMAA T A 2 pSC. PRINIHE H RIS Se U3, (B4 #7323
/R — e SRR B, sl i A A — 2 12 ik

6. WIRFNLEIE

ASCEERGT TSR AKANE Z 03 . WIE 5 Z BERMECRIEE T, AR
R HA L EAEREEE N, 58T (1) 55— R EHERRR SR,
XA O NSO BTN TE] , FIXAHE E SCA  R BRI o T — A A 1 B, AT
WA T CE RO 34 FAR T H RN Sy, — SRR Lk | HACRER) “rh
EYE” , XSS (Inglis, 1972; Pulla & Woods, 2014 ) 28 Kk, Hi4 MK
TWARFER ABC X — BB H AL, ez 2Rk A S BN 255 T IEA
MY EIZIE T BOR . AR AFE IR A SRR SR Rl N R e Z ] ) 3 w45 ) o PR e 4%
(Ang 2001 ) FEHZEAEH IR 1IE S SR BN RSN EA DT 5 i R 28
FIEAE LM, EANES ¥R 2 (Fishman 1964, 1991) 45 H FEE A FORE
s PHIRIE F R M PEMEESL (domain) o [FIET, V3B RIS EE U2 Sk [RIAL
FEAHETE (Lee, 2013; Phinney etal., 2001; Zhang & Slaughter-Defoe, 2009 ) .

WAk, FEpnt A A s &l . ZEAEA UKL A OB SERENAGAT,
HATWER T B OrNER IS ZmETE: R0 A BRI —E4 AR
B LE AR SR I IHGE , R A [R) 2 AR AL A B e A5 B O BRABAT T — AR R
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SRMERZN . WIS SCRg s, T SCaeqs B C2te N, X IR MRS = 12 3LRE
IR AT RIG . S . WEE AR BRI TRIABGAR b4k mT W5 57
AT 8 B 473D [) ¥4 g v Pr & # ) FE 44 ] ( Hatoss & Sheely, 2009; He, 2006; Lee,
2013; Mu, 2015, 2016) .

AR, XS RS T ATE T SN RIEETE A AR, AT AR BEE #12s
1) & SR TR AT RETE . 2835 Ay SR AR W] LG b 0 A A ) i 5 B8 252 1) 3 B A A o)
Sy TN R A 2 08 Sl A A R SR AR AT SR AR 1] -

SE K :

MROE, BUA. &0, 4 I AMNUE2E—— DL KRR S ) [3]. 5 A D0E #2013 (3)
400-412.
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) PCF R RMELE T B A AHRIE RN, s oeiBim &, S5 A S 85
AR B R ], R S CHUNE F 2 20 TR S0 XERATR UG, T Sck AR F BEML. (In3F)

WFRREN LT G OCFRG, B—DFHEE T B g7 M
=AOCR, I ENEFMERR BRI ——Ir P, IR WA AR AR B TR R R
G T, W10 RERE | ENHE S PR SCF, AR A BRI R K a2y > DU R
ZVIENATREBCRAALIN . PadF $#2), BRRIEMA TR, ZINSLUREBSERER S,
SRIGTERM B — BRI, ZJ5ME— 2% BB % 40 1 JLils . PaSF .
In3F Fl IndF ERFRN IR “HEAk” RGE.,

PR EFARN, WTFENZ, S EE RIS, Bk S22
WA AT ] BN RIIBEZR, XAt 12 >0 o SO B B KA RIME . AR —3R I T 42
FESCTF AR, (P SRR TR BRI R RS . REHILT (2580% ) @
JEH CTERFT (REX) K “FRF (R ) WEBELB ST (458, 1989, 2 1-3
W) o BRFRNTREMFER, BARERER SIEAFRERT, B e 25 R
s BUTRUR BARZ , (RSERE R R A LA, AR S e s £
W —HIE 7, AR AT LIS A 2 S SO, SR, 22 ) F e N — B o),
B 1K= 22T - T e N = B G A e o 0 € T el = e e o | e (O RE A R K =
f) B, IEWEE/R (Erbaugh, 2002: 47) .

FAF R E SR MR . AU S, EARSEE RIS R4, (e )
XEEAE, HEPORBAAB], B 20 TEE AT

— R, FSkRIRRR IR A B TR RIEE R, (AR AU R R A
i, BT EIAK, RTEE IR A (254 RE, 20105 2
2R, 2014) d5, B ERFSMHEASREREMIES, TEAENM TES 6 /I
RECEIE T IR WG, (He, RTIZ FEA/NE S, AR
SRR AT, ARIRA T o IO R DX 7 R (R 20 0 A R
MATASEE A M5 b 54Em A Lagit, i HAEM S E B4, PhiM Al Ph2F w48 ik, 6%
N B R B A A A S i o S 2 A A OSSR IR . R SRS B 2 Ui H
PR ME AR AR 2 L, IFEE— 2Dk B ATEON AR DGR RIS
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5. ETRERFHEMEIN

FAET AN B F AR B G R, A TC DT T OCET X
e, mHEERA “EMRICZ” Wy aeiZnly, T ER AR B I RS 1 RSk
IR RIS AERA EEAER , MATRXER AR DS 5 0 A S mikah, R EF
TR SCRAR A A IS . R, ASCAH B S W R b SO B RE ), W
PEFHATAY 1 L3RBT, NRBIBU A . anfar YA SURT 42 b i 135 A 43 1 b SC
2, WEREE “PREAT BB e E A B

R E KRGS AIES F R RN . KSR CHEGE R R T, PEBRITEH
BEEBEM TSGR, . AR T HEE IR, RATERET R “HR ) M
ORI, SEE 1982 AE N ELR IR VLAE = FT/INE I — ARG R #ETT, Zeid 20 Z4EM 583
MR, BT T A AMELARE RCR . SCR B AT e (1) —IFia A =R Rf ik
IPFE 2, IEFAERGERDOED S, (2) EFAEANHRTFERTFEAZHHERT, 5k
Bel e DFE PR SC,  HE I B 2T AR S RO, PR T OMEF s ) TRG (3) F
FDGEPHE BIGFIESC, JeMaiPhE 56, m AP el PR v bt fEse; (4)
M—AEG TG, JetT T REINAES 350 AMDUTFRYILAL, 1T i i o e ke i R, i
HREAEX TG T (5) R\, 52, Bh. BRI, FTaAE-m s JEat (£
K=, 2001; FEfE, 2002) .

CHARE” IR e A QTR T T i 2B SR SR RS (1,
1987 ) o AR DTEANRFEIRTFA LT, Seblsedfaiisc, Shm b e 2 E
TR, PR (HEFE ) TR, BAR “TEIR” Ll n 2 SR LA SCh B
AR, (AXEERRERN T S A S M E . M EFAENERE, S RERE. e
ARG Ainikis B s TARIMIE R, B5 RGN, HEERE T, SU0EHA
AR G, P E, EEIEEINTASMRE, ZUi# Ph2F il 8- mih
By e, ROk HDOEDFE B 52y > 2, e s, SR E w5 2
W IR RGBT, PR AT 12 ] LURI T A BrAS B B4 i & R DU S R R TE
—i, Tk — NI FHERE TR R A IR LA Y

TEVRT, AT T MBI DR S2 Ui SR R —E T BERE 1y, AR TI%
A2t RGERIEE TGS, A THE R A NG T2 R e 2 (50 . 2B AR ]
2R CAT TP SO UERE J) O JERE 4“1 T “3C7 S5 AE— R /= EE R T SO
S AN . TR LR R IR A BT M S RERAT o AR
i I e = L e O TS TN B o N N 17 S 2 B (1B RO T A=
Al P SCE A B A BB AN, EONRAMY B8 A TR ANE T B SR, &%
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INELE S T A A A A s A ) h i iR B b SCRE ), I B Bh i H8 A 2 8
AL . )RR R A R E R AC T py il . T AiTme S 76 226 i i ) — LR
() PRIDYESE: H SCR Bt 28 5 SEBRTT R I B RV 2250 W SCER BN, R G rh U F Ik f A ME
HEEF/ N T2 ZARRREE , S8 AN LA H 3 AR 1S T

R, ASBIFFE N Ry e SO 767 H S BB B ) i s A2 IO Qi A A s () R MR 4
SRR MU BRI AR, FEEIACH TR SEE “PRE AT M R EAHE S
— i, AR PRE R, BERBEMERE , T AR I TR
OHL, Jy—Jr i, TEERHEN TR, Wil PRE R AL A TR
2 ORI, A ORI AIR TR R ZIE F 2t R g R, “PF Ry Xy
RGBSRV E AR B S AL BRI 2%, AT A 15 Ab 3L - - - - FEDF - FITER & 22 18] P REAFTE
W] ) H 520" ( Peterson, Ingvar & Reis, 2009, %5 173 1) . ik 0iE &,
PEE A SRR A E ORI . MRS e A B AR, AT
MEERZE: BT, B, 3. SRlch—K, Binis, CeEfimms, 15301,
JelhIE 3, BIRTTE, Bxh (£, 1987) .

X BT AR, A 2R O e P TR T S X R TR A E
(Lee & Leung, 2012) . [FHJ5E, W EA—ERENE (ARHBHE. BH5) #5,
HFTE “BHE” fEXFPECRE T HREEENTB, BTEARRHOCR =R IR, HAR B i fE
NRSEFFEADAT G EM (254 . B, 2010) 5 M HAEFBREZ NGRS
BT AN K B0 T RTR SCOR SRR sEmR , 1 B AR A 232 I 2R b SC 0
LIPS K IR 1R E 0 IS SCR RS2 . Rtk Z0MAR A LUy SR
FECF A . e, FEBUR B2 1 E A AN SCRE,  DURS By g W S H:
/D EI TR 22 A FR G R AL RS R IR R RE 7 o i B A B DOE T AN,
SRS F R SOREE B E s, JLTPRAAATRER . BINAEZC =B TH, A~
W P AT I a2 2 S0, ST 55 %o A A T T RS i i 5 it . 2B %
RAEHA A L5 TR R A BRI, (AR RR E K R W Es, w7 A LB EEE, Bk
THE: 3G E 175 i/

6. FEXHE BURRIEIN

ESCIRE, CHERET SRR NI R TR 20 ZARMSEEE, WIRIARE] T H
B MR SCBIMRIR TP, AB BRSO A FDF o BEAS B A o X 22
P2 I s 14 v ST ST DR, 4 o P I 7 2 A PP SO R TS R, L
FHOR R SRR . ASCR B A HETE SCBOR Y AT IS5 LR — 280 (S 1]
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Tse, Marton, Ki & Loh, 2007, % 381-382 Ti; %5 UL “/\ -l S Rp i A0 A 2F e 20 e
Erni & Leung, 2014, %5235 71) .

6.1 XHHTHFFZENEAT LARFEZWLHILE

SRitZs (2014) BHEIE “H ERESCRRRSE IR F I ERY” FUON—E o
PRAlt, S A WG 1) LB A BB B — 0 A2 S I B, A /D B0 A AR
TE A SC2E 2 S0, ANEEERATIF P SCRERYALZs (Li, 2017) o Liand Chuk (2015)
WARM, ALesiz FIh iRl e (6 1) , LUK SZ TE4)LEE AW/ B 5 [
N LS M E 2 Vi, —BOANDOER TR AT s 2RI A . A2
Vi#s PalF . Pa2F #l Pa3F X H & HiBAK V4 T i mitsr, RE/NHDRES, MbiT#k+E
HABE TR SO 2R A LD T T2 R th SO R, PalF s S R TE =
TR A P SOEAMES:, 1 H— BB 00, SRS e AR B, Pa3F
WSl e W6 JLEE S A EA A A . Xtk B E AT BUM R kR, SRR
FFE, R R 22 35 AL SO G F gL, 38 s S U0E
B2 (Li & Chuk, 2015) , T FURSLMES A4

6.2 YA 1 iBft J 69 3R TR i B AL A 69 R

HEEREE I, R T2k, FS KRS S8R LA IEH 1 (integrated
perceptual approach , IPA 21T, BUS T A 5 A9 R Tse et al., 2007, WL55 393-394 11 ),
ZITENFE S 2 BRI SURFIESE IR, th B R RS Ry R,
DA 2 A X A R SO B sl & b A DU R B AR, LA _EAiinl “shi” ok
514l LFE Ak PGB A R 01 (Lee, Tse & Loh, 2011, 55 670 11) . 28 ANEAEHE
T2 AR X ARS B SR A T AR, T LB I 25 AR R UM I Ik . B
TR, FAEANARURS AR E ], IR ARAE N TR, o B E AT B R
TP R o B LRI AR W SO F e b, 28 T2 B0l KA
KR MU

KILRE, TEMEEFETHGYDINTF G, WA F IR AR eiE &
HR, A NSRRI PR, XERR A

(a) #JHEMIBERZIR: “BERRER, JFEHA XTI (Kuw &
Anderson, 2008, %47 W) ;

(b) ¥ FHESEZREN BB 0R UE ST gwts . PFcrn) (RIS
WAL A HIEE G ), UNEE TP L AHR”  (Kuo & Anderson, 2008, 5
54 1)

R B 2R A 2R S RSO R, VR B CHE A R PURE SR OCIES B (Kuo &
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Anderson, 2008 ) . WHRATLIERBY2E ) F iy HARE 5 IR SOE5 LR, R EE P 2L
B2E R RS AW AR LU R TF . R @ S i S0t , B BB G S S
HHERIEFESS T AMEA SRR A B Tl e e D n Ak, e ks PUEE
B HIR B A2 AR A R RS

6.3 36 L Fr 5 AW IRIEARE

In3F $5 it , A2 ir LArh SO B AR Ko i A 1R Z A d &, i BRI S 4%
& TGS, Z1i+4 PalF Fl Pa3F L4 2 @l AUt th SCH R -2 A AT 0 dh A i Dt B
SRty (2014) HIHCEHESH (60% ) WA R KRR HF L B RAEZIA T HWE —
INIFA R BB H . ERRE (47.2% ) WARIEZRNE LLAMhSCBEE . sk,
-E M (71.8% ) 27 AR Y ST A [F] R 7 B LA S SCUA i iy HAB G I A . BEMiX
FERTE DL, 18R 2l R 554 P] 2% G 15 B W 7 2 A A e 2 A 2L W] 2 5 3k 30t
H, MRS e S WA 2 A S RS0 s B, sl me W A T
AR T, FEDREARR -/ NX A, AERERBEM Y E 5,

6.4 % N g PP L FIER DR HRFE

ZUTEAERE S VTR PRI R sl N X AT S AR T 12E 2 R, —4
P HAE 5 ORI Z Ui PhIM, 2 BERHS , Kl 2 A5 S, ribdises 1y B FIE553 518
BB (7/7/7/6) . MRS (B—1ET: 7/7/4/3) . 5 (5/5/5/4) (W3, M
(R T e S R SCEE S 1 R VESY N 3/2/212) o ZUFEAMESR I A&, (HAEmm A
O A5, PhIM 423, BARMTZER AT 1 1248, (HEH THRAME
JEHRLS T AP SURAATREF R EN G, R h 307 2 WA B8

BMEE R IE SN TR FIREE, AR IZORE 28 i TR e 1 e 7 T R HEBRTE SR
TR 5 AR AN R AR R WA 2, A AR BREOR IR I B B R & A vl
AB A AT rh S i 2 sl b RME, 5B A O 2R ) T YIS . BT
PIE TR S, DA X R AR ) SO I B2 AR 2 X 52 AN [ T A T X
gy o TR A TEBN S, AR DAS B A T g s 3R S R s 5 7
TR E A, AT 55 S Hi I B AT 58 1 BRI PR A AR TAERR 2

REETER T Ja RN, 5 1 SN 2 AR AN R R i) SE PR A DU BT IX 3o M A
THEGEITAL 2011 45D RO T, TEENE AR TAE N, Koot “9F4%
ARTN o KA EIED B TAE AT (38.4% )32 ) R “IFH AR T (HAZ(42.6% )
FILCPEN R Bk A5 /BB Rl A7 o EEITIH N (29.5% ) Z M “diim, it
EREEN o ZBFRIVURAN, WNF “EmREERSL” (31.5%) & “Hy=, £l
FMETRMRSE”  (24.8% ) M TAEN DBl E . ety AR, [A]—ie i 5 Pk S 4k
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TAEAN TR TIE A AY KA 5. R IR AR SSIHE A b, g “adil”
(I TAENTEE], Bk (35 23.2% M 18.9% ) BIRH &tk (450 1.7% K 1.8% )
Ko H—H, AE—FRIARENLENE “EEXEEmRsL” , EREAEX
Tk LB AN R 20%. ARSEBUM IO TORE, ASSCER AN R A 1o, X EL AT A
JEIR BT R R T 2R, A X E R aoR U s S 10, ROZ ]2
SEZM TASREBR, JEHLEREIEEEES 3 B RN 2 ik
WL R REE” R KEEIRS L K “HT . Tl KR RRSL” SRS
e R, mhARE S ECFROZ T EREL AT, X TAE T 05
A, P ETESCRYBCEE AT D iR T R TRl BROE S RN, B
TR B AT HE AT RIS SOk, T DAL TZE RO A 1 s B AR (R
2016 ), HA FEAEA R T I ) 5L/ 5K, BUR A BT IR AA AT AL IE MG 1R

7. &g

Tl BUN AR N8 T SRt , 85 B RS W25 R SC B R A2: >, AHRTE/
KO REER RIS . SR SO AR, B R EL 2 T TR ISR R
R DL AEAG R SRR T SOV B 0B R, JEOREUN T 4R (designated
school ) i3, LAy {1 5 27 A R AT 2 AR AR [R] — 2 I BRBE P AR ° 0 S S 75
REA SRR W BT A i SCR R, IR R R PSR s W e, A RPNES. [l
5 i AR R i, ARG TR A AR AR NI IS SRR, B S R
NBAT 705755 B R T 2 A A SCAR I DU 1 An S 280R Sk 2T 1 ORI GE & B 43( Chee,
2012; Gao, 2012a, b; Gu & Patkin, 2013; Kuetal., 2005) , PAFUSR&IEBUFHL
UL A I 2, UL SR IR, R AR /DA TR
A AL RO 15 5 PR, AU R % .

T JE iR & 2B &, E RN GEA S22 TR 6T &4
(Coulmas, 2013; Lin & Li, 2015; Street, 2003 ) . S¥cfEsH R CAR, 1997 4F
DR AR SO A s 1 B SCEINEE R, R IX AR SCBOR At 25 iy “ZAEMEREA” (symbolic
capital ) y=4 T EH K484k (Bourdieu, 1991; Gao, 2011 ) . #hoWIHmg W & 244 H4E
WEAHAT A H 28—, BERS AR DI SC 0. FBITECR B TE 2014 420 il Ay )
T BUN S 7E 4 L 2 b N B S DO 2% > v s, [l e Bl — T 7
DA SO S IR S IR IEATE MY, Yh B B BRE T S 5. F WM
PR (J6Z0E, 2010, 2014) , DARSEOMAIESE S, A FRASy, XFR RN
SN AT B BUR X DB PR B A AR, doaft2—Fh < B st Z2ooibh
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F K8 5 BORE”  (Zhou, 2012, 25 18 11 ) .

7% 15 HE R AR T i A, F SO E ik A B THok p W
Sk G R RN ThOCENE, IFANER A S IR R 7 A e 5 A A IEIS (Ku
etal., 2005; Pérez-Milans, FFtH) o FRATHME HESLHRE, XHAETZY, BAIE MM
WOCHUR, e ReE N ZEENT 2R ERE, DA &S
KIE

B3 -

© HhEK R RS, WG] T — e R ARG R E s R, R B R R AR
SR (Emi & Leung 2014, 4521 3)

Q FW I E =AM Z G ST, flan, 7EE5% (Pannu, 1998) Hhg CFHEEIEEE &/
B F B GO0 H W B S, i 8 MRS (4GB, 404k ) hrhf ARG (11
YD), AT 16- 17 B, TR BB FEE, [AIE M EE R w5
22471) .

@ H MBIV AR (1 - S9%) I, 565 BN SR, 165 5 RHE A, mEinihs
RIATERIEN 5% 9 RBTRAERI AT PRy 5% 9 HARMWITER 5 9. (Rl IR 2011)

@ A (1978) X (HifETF ) (1971 4ERR ) BrifGCRILT- L S5 I/ 55004 T 140 #, RT3
PRI 8075 A, TEATFAL 6524 1>, N 81%; AEHE, FHRANTE (1993) XJ 7000 />8I B
IR T B, BT 5631 A4, (il DT R 80.5%.

© “HHEFR” RINEIMNGFER, BBIRZ DBOEE A, L1 BB RO A R R E T
HERE A B mgE e | Jr R “BONEE, DUCRHRTHR B 2 S50
(Erni & Leung, 2014, 2 132 T1; B0 WS 132-137 71 ) &

SE M :

Prmll 1996 (Htapbbipetitsird) . ChERaRE:) (6) .

INERAE . AT AR RIS 2012 (RS BOR BT A 2 R U aR . P BRI S SERR) |
RN ) e

AT HA 2017 (AT HhSCifre B D BORATZERTE ) L 20174 6 H 25 H.

B 2016 (WA UL ) |, B hAETR, 5123 T,

ARGE O BOGEE N AR BB SRR ST AW ) . 51 A http://www.legco.gov.hk/
yr16-17/chinese/hc/sub_com/hs52/papers/hs5220170213¢b2/823/1/ec.pdf.

KZHE2010 (HPCVEREIRT . AEFRK SR BRI ) . (CPEHESGER) , 91 (2)
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61-82.
KzHe 2014 (FshEESCHCE CIERRE) ki) |, ChEESCEIRD) L 93 (1) = 39-57.
IRHE 2y 2014 (AR S BE a1 7 4 JL el 2 A i v SC2 I PR F T 2 ) . 91 H 2 hittp:/www.oxfam.
org.hk/content/98/content_20711tc.pdf.
SRitZs 2016 Hh/A AR A A R A S0 o) SRS IR A ) L 51 A s http://www.oxfam.org.hk/
content/98/content 24801sc.pdf.
SRS 2015 (FWAL SRS RS AT IR SR BN Z B2 D BORFE A IT AT BIAT) L 2015
11124 H.
2232016 (Orike/DRORE A G F R/ NZ 014 DROGR LEMZE ) . 2016 4F 11 4E 23 H.,
A B 2010 (B LIRS AT =B EE ) o (PERESCZE) (1), 97-110,
e, HEIMER 1993 (HARBURIE R F AR ), BRI B (BURBGEIFER ) . Rl k
B .
PR 1989 (FRHICTI) | BT SOCE I .

\‘

<

G

=]

A5

AR 2014 (FH CAES I =R AR A ), (PERESIES ) L 23 (2) @ 45-59,

Q2016 (N AOTE = SO0 MR SCEORIRT B E T 27~ hSCi sems ), Cr [ETE F R ) 1.
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BETEMRE=ZEHNHLE
S R O A S —— AT M )

XK EFE KR

R E: AHLBEFFIRETEAMANRRLRT, BERERFREHITHT L2 FIRF BT
o fE A KB, TFaE R E RS AN, FH2FEIE AN M. KHE (Qing Zhang ) #y (
EiEE SRt ——AHTLEAEHRTE) (2018) FFERBEMA — Mo £ 1378, Eb
TEEEAMREZBHANRHEL, BRET —PUBEAFAHBENE. BRAREL=AEZMH
BEERAFRFEA,

KB EEAR; BERAR, AT ERE; HREFF

1. BEERMRH=1F

H N HERALSTE T H0r 2 Hil, 155 R LR X —SU 5T
MZ—, WA A T AL 915 528 F b R I TR IR F AR T, (PAER AR
ST AR BUEACHUEAE, IEF AR P E IR T AT, (ASCELIR AR T,
HATE T FE e — S AWIRE, S TR B, W EERITREE [
5 A SR ) i

BridE (Eckert 2012 ) B4t 2ih 52410 5 A8 S TR =AU B . 28 240k
RFETH DL, EBNTEET AT SFESME . W AR %5 7% WA
SR Z AR, a7 i T 1 5 A8 S0 S0 P RS, AR AN ¢ ( Labov
19665 1972) o 55 AT RO AR 24 00 T R 98 T 2 WAt 2 ik Q] 55 A T HL A4 1
SO T SR SR E RS AL SV AR G SO B 2 [ ST TERR, A —
JEL % O A At 25 AT R SRR T AL A S AR BIOKR R B B (Milroy 1980 ) %Y
TR IE WAL S 2 SR B AR U A A DG, R BURAE 1B T REAE L M4t 2
JRHBEE AT, ALEROLZ RAAS - S B b JEAT IR M. X — B Bt B A fou
WA A4 . BOL A, 224 SR AL FA (Eckert 1989; 2000) 4. Zt, HiM
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BERRHREZRHNHFLARE—F (PENET ST F— AR T LA EHRTHE)
A ERR IS 5 AL BRI ARIC, B IRUIE ARSI SERE, A B SR T
TEIRYE, T LIERHE B R E S R E

A EIANIE T E R AR S5 R G, EAMUBER S B
By, SRR IR, PTLURMESI AR R TR R B R 1 1)
RS, TR S AW RHE AR . 55 = RR A T — U1 HAA X BIME R Ui,
WEERAE . AJEAFIE, SER SR T FHANA T S B ARE S RAE, A ATRTER
AR GEECER, MRS TR S 2R R kR, K7 ( Zhang 2005;
2008 ) fR3RIX — B By pFoe Lt

A SIS — SR AR B A N, A OGRS s TR SRR AR IR R AR
TR [ RUACHTE 5 2y TR R SRR BRIC ], 55 R s TR RS
INKHBE AAE T S0 RUERRFA S, MRIERIE , HIEL S0 B R A
RSP AWIE TG, 15525 RA - RS A E S it a5
B R (Eckert 2012: 97-98)

BRI . MRS R AL R KT (Qing Zhang) %3 (HEM
W E S ST —— KA 5 BR 7% ) ( Language and Social Change in China:
Undoing Commonness Through Cosmopolitan Mandarin ) 2018 4 H 554 B 45 ( Routledge )
M ER R, AR T S RE AL R R R o i R . A T RS BT R
R T E ORI DR — S B AR B S R AR 2E R kSR S RS
e R SR Z I AR 52, 4248 1 LA A g s i 8 5 B AR AR o 72, gk 1A
AR S B8 S AR A AR

2. AEET

AR HIZE—DHEDOE A (BRI ) JBIT, Vel Han 4o G is”
( Cosmopolitan Mandarin, H# CM ) o 5P E ST I0RUHE R - HEAR A B4k
77 B 2 B AT E SO T UG A — B E AR RS Bk ™ ) 22 Stk B i B 42
FRRESK, R T X B R ] )Ry — Bl v k2 e iy g it

B NERE = AT AT FE RIS 5, 4 TR S A2 R R
T TE R A P L DLSGRAL . PR . XS S SCRITE L SR OGS 55 R AE I
B, O EMTRS, P T RHR T T A5 A s R AR DR e S AT
LA RIVERT, LA ORHR T30 T TE T A I 3 R B B G SCRIBOR R AR DG S A %5 1
a—FORE A, S T LAE M R e, KR TIRMAE RS, IR
T RER T A T AR R SR, e T RNE AT S e S TE S R
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TESEHES 2 Py s AS g R HE R B S E ] . S A e B A ep R S v B
J2 T8 B e R T 3 AR — R A S s sk ™ et s 25

21 TR E—RES ZFEMRLHH L

AASHE R LA R AEAME TAE . BGOSR R O, X — ABERY AR o
FNH P& 25 32 P s, R E AR B o U U R AR A — A2y
FEABER R, Hah S EH 22 v rEpE b, A Tk £ A W] T [ A S i
BRHERMN 2SS, @M — AUl A A A SR E PR AR T S By, 5

“TERTAT B AT IBRIER T S (R AU ETERZ T E TP EA K
FAE A, MPETEE B ERYSCIRIETE b &4 T e . dbat A OcORME/E N
EZEHR, Hook  th & AR Z 1SRRI im S b st NIE R B RS
JCHIE R SR 1 & e S AR B T — e AR A0 i B S R R AL, T S
BRI 1At N4 TR (p.65) o A5 =& FENR 7 MG S22, Hrp =
AR S AR, AR S EE G A O, BRI KA HiTE & A8 I .

TE =AM AR H, JLAL % (rhotacization ) A5 ¥ (lenition of retroflex obstruent
initials ) BEFRA “HUHFT HAAEA,  CRUMTT IHAEALRUARS IR . BIERIEN,
2458 A 1 XS HESL . IRl R bR R, I Z R B Uk s <4
WLTIEE. BT UREL AL, 1)L, WL o FEBIRIEE G shy zh,
ch 554k, flan “2%24:" (xuesheng) % ¥ xuereng, “IRH fr” (paichusuo) & i
pairsuor, “[A]@&” (tongzhi) & A% tongri; “F F M~ (maozhuxi) & i maoru’ i,
B AR CRE KT, MR AREIESE S s, 2z, c A K & (interdental
realization of the dental sibilants ) , LUl “FIAE" (xianzai ) &% xiant®@ai, “K[I13E” (da
baicai ) &% da bait®ai; “/NUfthiL”  ( xiaosi tama ) &K xiaotOi tama, “FEHL” B
FAEBPARh IR EB T EOR R, W BT 2RI B, 15
A — L PUNEFE TR AR L W T AR 2 AE, — ok AT+ Z S 7.

M Z T, KA & A A2 K48 12 “BAr9E#EE"  (full-tone realization of a
neutral tone ) , RP7EAREEF 5 e s K sk Al 0y e o Bilan, ety
WU HGE i ih SR R BT NS A S AN E R R s (HAE
R B INHRS G X, XIERAEE A S A EOR A TE, Xt AR
B2 B, AUnUHER AR F R SRR X — R S AR A

W58 2 A P2 L AEACR T & B i R b Y, JREXS S 43 A2 e
SNSRI EA R T )E R A R ARG . A R B, EAA R TR R 2
ANAHASIG, TAME BT, JEHOGR LM, TEREOE S T A A SR ERR L
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(P EEF A Rt ——AH T 8 IE R )

R, S22 A AR, 91220 FRE T AR, DMER A X T A . A
[7] T Kl B O R AE 1) KR T L s | 4T 42

YEH M il )E (Bourdieu 1977 ) M5 & TS RIBBADGE SIS, AN ER
T2 5 R KRS SR S 15, M M R U RE TAE R SRR L1588,
A 12 508 EDOEE ST (p.82) o ik EZEM M = i A IR
TERRG, PrUEIES MRS —, fifiEss (F3CRpR g ) AR g
PG BE ARG SR 2 b5 25, it LATH— AN E1 5 38 38 15 1 R o R 43 Hh ]
NIESR YA bR, Ml i WA BRI @ 2 T MU R R 1 B bR . il iR A
B LAt S o A, o A R A B T EEEA TR E SR A (fF
BRI L iE—Ab T R S — bRl T RN ) AR 2 E TR R S
FEARTREN, TEF 15 AR AL A o AR It 25 2 PR T

FR, v E SR ES [ 5 G A 1 — A S AR FLO T R T -l s T, AT
XA TSR b, TR REIFER A O, AN R B ) A A M E B R
BTG ErIE T A . (HIA i8-8 35 ARG K AR a1, (A B I 6 7 s
TEIE RGN CEET o AERXAHNE EDGE T, SMSHE R AT R AR
WG, ORI SRR, T AA LA RS AR, R SRORRE, Al
HE 7 IR T T R 1 DX R B R A, ENUR FRAE Y T, SRR B2 R
MIBEIR, SEAE R AT S i E PR I SUE R F-Be, 5 — A ATy (e i A TR
LS RS RN s B et e U A AL | (AR 9 VR

bR 78S AR SRS Ay L E AL PR G2 A, IS & AR S B iE AR HER
FE R A E WG IR R o A TAMBR BRI G , A 2ot G T 204 AR AAS 3 h 1)
IS, W E R R R AR R LR A TR R Ak, AR E L E PR A i AR
i, AR JRIUIL X T EL S M BTE S DL Rl R 55 U o Ak, BF58 8 X 4h
B R TUARET R, TR S A 5, A 55 PR ER O3 A 3 2 AR b
ARTGOR™ B F CIEE S TAERSEE, Lot 1 TN S i AR T AR R ke [ O By
HERBOEIE S . Bk, FHAETA HE R TR AR E A — 8 Th R 2 A R AR
T AR AN, FETHE S TAEA TR IR, Rz AT Tl R AR Mo o 28 A g 4%
BE TR, X—5 5% 21 (Coupland 1980 ) W RIHA KM G, FEHAE T
BeE N2 RILRA T — A TR AR, R 3 A AR SRS T —
eosiEnEIBE A, SRFHE TR ERA, 5% 5 R AR T +E A 52 15
HLTE I E B . N B 5 5251652 58 RS IEEE K R ARG

22 FEAHXF N EERHE— BT EFLRATT X
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B e I I — DA Th E AR B 2T 2 o IR AR AR AR
BB TTATE — B I SR 2T B S 4™ (S J2& shopping I F-5F ) AL,
HEL T WL F R AT B A FIRAIE, R T i R dn el 38 i B A R O GiE A S
5 | AR, —FIFr 0 P A A G e AL FERFACMUAE T B b B I T
P, T EE AR i S RS A R R AL RER TR CScfeHh A
SRR BEIESR (p.109) .

3R, FRpbsE—2e3 5o, 2004 4FE R FEHZ MR IZ IR 1 5
M TR, BORT RS R AR P ARl E FALIE DU, BRI 2251,
7 H TR AL S, AN LRSI DI ME, ANER G r R T M
S o ABTEATT Heb, WA F R ARYIE S LB AR TR T E I HN, WL B 5 “f
shopping HFATHIIK” AT B —BE, WA 1A T —F 208y EReR I, FEARIAE =
i (1) R IB . — SR inl A B T & i AR A= 06 Jr SR S A 7o, i R4S .
W S IR &, R AREE RS, L e R 5T
XETRE A B THAMGE RS [, AR EIMa I UNME, EEFA
SFIHAIEA AR EIPRE L. (2) ICRETRASIR A . T4 NS FEDUE R 2R 08 SC L]
K2 Je— 26 GERTT B ARG 7 SR T SCIAR SC i 2387, W DIY | townhouse , spa 55
EASR AR LA TR AR S, B T DR B A EPREE S, B =L 5
fio  (3) fEHRERTT S @ TG E A, ERARAY, WA FRAERTZ LS
PITRBEHATEIR 4 “ 22 LAR” AR A AR iR, SR R T H BTE S KUK

XA H FEAHE T R AR S L TN . FREALER
T A Pt 23 SO AT —SE e 5 amiE, il “dk . Pkik” ¥, B, FEC KU .
7117 NN 1 I i SO 13 S SIS /07 N T M 5:€ <270 = i <2 M T il Y 1 51
BEFH 2 E By, AL —F AT PSR AR T 3K T &2 el 5 —F o i 4
S BRI E? EETEE] T “ILEL” PHiE (co-occurrence ) ( Agha 2007 ) o FET7
Hrb 5 X el v S m] i B — SRl R 1 2 8 Ak s S0 AN B Oy R e i )i, 43
“HRAE . AIEFE. SRR EPRMET &L X PSRRI S LI AR oA S E s
iy THRACE o FR AR FIERGE SAC AR ARML, )8 T RES T, ]
PEBEAR T SR W 1 FH 3 — BB A F2 S Al — Bl b B 2 I e e 4, AT ik 210
FIUAR, B 5515 B IS H Y SO ok X 8E & L et s & h EIE 5 Fieh 2 A8 1T

3. L EA
APZH T PRERLS . MHEHLE B FIS AE SIS S R B SR
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3.1 PR

X IR R R A R AR T H SRR AR R T T 1 S R AT
A LR BIHTIE AR S LA BT A & 1 45 FIE 5 AR S B et B R R ah B 22 5 L dy
B SER, RE T E S AU AR RN, RS AR i, TE
WHRHER T2 H R, M TERR AR TS & 1 . PR il A i 5 vk
TP AR S B A XA, X — R R PR o PR (bricolage )
s 2B FRAE L, — R B W . E SR N — R B AR et 2 (Zimman
2017: 5) o XEEFFSHIEAEE T N2 —BURNERY, BATTAT DUZEAS 6] (1 3R EE rh FAS
[l I N & FEAN R ) T R, X e AT 3 Ui ok ot “ R 48 " (lindexical
mutability ) ( Eckert 2012: 94 ) o URICHURE R - AR TS @ 15, @ ZoA -4y
EERHER RIS B S0 A VCEL b AL SR BT B R A RRR AR T
ST, (] A e A Bl P e 1 A G AT S T R DA S B SESRAH T 1 e TR A TR
e { CARRRRT R Sk AT By B, e DUR B PREEENGRIE T S
PN E SN O TNE RS R el (O SRS A= 501 ): S S SUY S el i p A

32 A ER %

TEW BB R 4L & 3015 5o, AR45E 1 T B4 (Bakhtin) (9 X5 HLE”
(dialogism ) o ELEE AR IEHULTE AFINTIE A HSE E 2, MO HLHEGE R 5 2
B, WREE A RN A EEhE . EURR A RO 4 AR 32 S, SR IEE T TR A T A
BIEWATIH, T AR N FARPE R — P R . WS AR OGS & 225 T
MEMEL RS, REIEFRIEN, CHM FREE S D iR, XEEIe
A R AR PR LA R B S Akt S D s scfk, iR F R CXHERE R (dialogic
overtones ) FEfFFRATTILAE T UL A Z BT F R i HE R Al XSRS s R RS R TE AOE B
R, DR X RIIBE 28 100 o5 07 7 TR BOAt S b 35 5, SXREX BB IR = YRR
il AN S SO A ) 7 FREAE T, et 177 Az X 1EAR Y AT B ( Bakhtin 1981:
275) , XAEFLEE AATE 5 B R R R RS b (recontextualization ) . M2, Bk
LSRR RS At 2 D7 s SO R SO iR AR AR

FHE s A E S, T s ™ 2 0 5 RIE T A S 1AL S D s A
AR A B TR A SR 22 S RV B 0y

3.3 EBAHE AR B %

—ASHE R AN B R AR B I HL 5 e 2 SO R R AR I Rk 7 [ 245X A [
B, LAY M R AR T XA 1 T e A . B3 (enregisterment ) 51 5 AIHABAT 5
TR e AR A ARIEIR R S 3 7 (Agha 2003: 231) o 40, 7E#7
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AERI, PRI, (R X FRIHE R T s [] mEaCRY
AE. HEEHESETER, AICEAHE TR S, 2y2yial &FiE S 5
AN NBE B0y, ke, REBEETT, KA G E R e b — R st2s
P s 5N B AR, EATRE T SRR R B, XS AR B AATEE
B, VIR IEHTIA (Silverstein 2003 ) A9#81043)Z (indexical order ) HEIA TS
Sy JEE R OB R A SR B T F AR AR SRR RS 5 s A . X TR T —A
FRAUEA R MM =, HES ntl BT UMEE T 2NTER, Rl EUESNZ
HMERAT, IF HZRETHES n 2R 08 W%, JF XAt 56 n Z4EMR
NTER BB R A 58 i . RS 35 056 n )2 38 R SCR MBI R, RIS |
BISFR IR, (X — AR AT 16 5 8-@ G sa i, EEEA T8 o+l 28R,
R st DO, B AR E . B . EIBRfb . RIS E L

SR, RE TSR A T8 0 R Be, 5 155 2 SRR SO i 3 5 2
n+1 JRFRGE XAEAE 2 EAAAER Rl BURZE TR 055 AU A I e, RO R
R E TR, #OOEE SR BT D CARERIET o R, RESHTEE TS ot 209
FEACE SORE BT AARERSE RSN AR, s rES o+l 2R 9a AR SO R AR iER
BN SEEANINLL ST

TR T S R AR T T 1A A A AR L, AT RIREAS SRR 35 26 nt 1 24840
B WAL, s n nt 1 28R SRR R R S OB TR A
FHMTAEAE Lo DRt , 204 R T 3 5 - 3 e A SRR “PR PR AR o
MATHEME b 2 S A0t — e T i, DR RN E AU & Ly sgim TR, B2
B S B, e S T E RS I s R SRR SRR AR R o VR AR T
PIARCHAT T 0, DO HAAE ARG RN 25k, (HEASEAE @R, —# o
THAN, AR S, TEAE DA E .

4. iR

ABIICIRFTFNER TG 25 8, BAEENFARTIIR, XDUERTH S 0 d
H—EMARE L.

4.1 B\

KRBT A —FRZ/ NS AR EN S, (A& HLE iz A G SR )
TS . ER BRI A — N E SRR 225 AR50, 15 ORER T E G S b R
thE SR, DOEE A 5 RS AR B — R AR, RUREA R I
OFRFR A Sy Z TG, BB E NP RIE S RHE (A LIRS BRI )
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PERAEEPRACEIZAE . BTLATEAS o, SEAAAR S e 0 R 2 Al FARARRAE . R4 S .
SHEMEREE A, XA MO REFN ZoAt S A A TIRIZRMES G S5 HE) . 5%
5 A SEVREURN SE AR PR 6 32 50, [RIRE LRI 1 5 A SR A AT S A4
FAE VA At 2228305 . Iy s SRS 245 U R0

WAk, Brh 2R IETEASE—E P A —EAR E R IR T
ARSI L B — 45 E o XGPS IAZ DA “XTIERE R A B gl 2 Al
TSN, SRR I T A G PRE SR A& R A B BT
BB XA SOk e, XA [ — D AR R, TR — Bt Th kA
Bt — Al R, — i s B &8 A R R A anfa] A AR50
(indicator ) & J& AHRICHT ( marker ) 4K f 24 A8 AFE R “ZIMRENS:”  ( stereotype )
Att2s r s

PU/RFR . ( Silverstein 2003 ) FK/REK R HOWIE F A 20 AKX AL 2481020,
AR AR R LR ZIEMIE S BB A A T RO R TRE, 155 ZHER
FIE R, 8% L4 fF 546 (iconization ) | #J ( fractal recursivity ) FIVHFR ( erasure )
X =AM (Irvine 2001 ) o £S5 1048580 F 455 R A2 SOk e R0 S At
W25, Hat oo & SUEZ BT A X Sl 455 Eagad R, Blande sttt 2 sofui =
U G AR R LE AL RUIE TR SRR E AR o SR TR B (R B R 2 e A R
TR N TR BRI Z A b, 3 — 3 AR b ) X PRI 5 2 R R AT ERIE 3R
TER. BRI B RHAR B, BRI AR R Flan, AT EL
B MEE, SPAERIT A 7 X AR AIE

DL 3R 3 1 £ R o AR Y T B R B TR RIS LA B sl . shASWE, 1R
SR ETE AU PR S A IR AN BB R R s AW, o TR A oY LR
F B RS S B F BUUBAM AW, 152 I LLREIE R Fe S,
JREFETFEAR S EPIESHIKR (XIKE 2019) o

4.2 5 RIT ik Fo B AME

FE VBB AT 5 | i 2 i — ()R, AEE S — A2 BRI iR
SRR, R, IR, B 2R R RIREAT AR BEREIAXT L . BT
WHE VR GG AR RN . SREEPER “FE & XTI . ARRNE S AR ETE X . AR
R . X —BHES R TE RS S RS T — A e B R AR S T A, Al
Farb o th w a5 S ey e A T PR E

AR R B (L B2 A U AR — BB 2 T 2015 AR AE A
JEET T CEET R AR PIANIRA TR S . SRR L R M (bR

139



PEASETFE (2018FF 2 1)

K ) AURFEBOEAAR (B, EAG TRIE ST H FREA) BRSEE R IT T sE 4
WHIRRENE, NI T AR E A4 2 & R AR 3L T 5 B oekl, SAaT B s e
FEHERITRE THIMFREEAR . ILAh, SRR NI R B Kt 5 v L e SCIAH DG I 75 5¢
HER, AR . A E] R A MR A B4, i8R S B bR AR A R T
W I TR M EBUTE AL T EEXT L, XS A R T e E SO e R T
AEHATRAE ) (L 2018: 476) o[RBT, BFFTLEFAEME A ffde— gl 2 4 RIS
S ) | AT 1) S 2y ORI R i o B, DA RS T 2 3 At 30 7 1) ) BB A —
SUEE, XFIRATIE SR A — S MR, WS R T DRI B S EE s, A
FESORSRATRLAE” (73 (RN 2018 )

AR T I T AL SR R AR R, B AN F IR SEDOE A, IR
G WHIEE RS, e 2 Z RS, BT R R AR (45
2017: 10) o REIHBRMAAIAHE L, XWitE S mE. U (2017:
23) RIS A PR 2R AEE RN RE T T R AN TG F AT 2, A RELIRIK
M FP IR, BT AT BEbR A (R A AR T e i T i 75 A3 o

PRI, AR SCUAR KRR T 530 175 B AR B AR B AR AR S B4 o AR50 K 8 fin
A B TR AR E, A 28 T T 5 HAETE IR OC R, I NI
PR B P Y 5 AR A B e SRR T 3

5. 45i&

{HAS 2002, APHrEH AY commonness — I A, B & 7 KHER T i 15 2 i
T common speech ( #iE T ) HFRE], VRN THINGEZ AL, [FIRHIARIL 7 — L2887 204,
SHHAAETE S ARG I X B T B, B ER Tl R R R
HBRAME

MZ, APEE THATE T SRS A R R S s, 3] TS R
Bz, BABEIFEARNE, T ERILA 0 SO N R L 25t 5 2 e iR 1
HENSH, (EINTR 2R SRS LR v [ el U Ao A 2 B2 A48 1 47 Rk
LR R, XTARTE AR IBOGER (1) e R UL — AT 15 .

Sk :

AFH 2017 RAETE: ke ANILEREE, GEFCFNA) 5 11, 2-13 1,

X 2019 AR SR 2TE T AR AR . i SR, CIRAME) 55 2 1, 280-289 T,
JRIEIE 2018 BB SIEN, ERIEZ 2018 4EE bR E LRSI H PR, (IF 5 R )
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12739 HARS.

JHWIRI 2017 RRREETE R 7 (IR BRI ) 45 1101, 18-24.
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New Development of the Third Wave of Language Variation Studies:
A Review of Language and Social Change in China:
Undo Commonness of Cosmopolitan Mandarin

Liu Yonghou Zhang Ying

Abstract: As language variation research develops in sociolinguistics, stylistic variation studies have gradually
gotten rid of the static and responsive stances of variationism, and have adopted a dynamic viewpoint towards
style, taking more account of speaker agency. Qing Zhang’s latest monograph Language and Social Change
in China: Undo Commonness of Cosmopolitan Mandarin (2018) treats style as a sociohistorical process,
integrates the latest thoughts in the third wave of language variation studies, and proposes a style-oriented
research model, which includes three dimensions of content, form and meaning.

Key words: language variation, stylistic variation, Cosmopolitan Mandarin (CM), sociolinguistics
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