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Abstract

Based on the theory of evaluation, taking “CCTV13 news studio” and “the NHK sports” media re-
ports about 2020 Tokyo Olympic Games as the research object, the paper comparatively analyzed
the media attitude systems of Chinese and Japanese in the three subsystems, namely the emotion-
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al, judgment and appreciation resources usage, and discussed the different positions of the main-
stream media reports about the news. Through analysis and research, it is found that the two me-
dia used a lot of positive attitude resources in the process of reporting the 2020 Tokyo Olympic
Games. However, there are some differences between the two. Chinese media use more judgment
resources, while Japanese media use more appreciation resources.
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Figure 1. Evaluation system
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Table 1. Distribution of attitudinal resources in Chinese and Japanese Olympic news coverage
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Table 2. Comparison of emotional resources in Chinese and Japanese Olympic news reports
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Table 3. High-frequency emotional resources in Chinese and Japanese news reports
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Table 4. High-frequency judgment resources in Chinese and Japanese Olympic news reports
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Table 5. High-frequency judgment resources in Chinese and Japanese Olympic news reports
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Table 6. Comparison of the types of appreciative resources in Chinese and Japanese Olympic news reports
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A 6 AR, H RS R E b A B BRI O A BT AN O A R
FEETBEE, WAL A SO EEBERCR A PR . T 7 AU B T “ {7 BB BIR, FEORIEAN
A R BiE B R B 1 1 B IR PE AR . DU 4126 T — e BAR I

(9) ARRELNLHFRFLBRAIT, YEIRGRMAANL, FEAFEAIRT —ALLLEHEZELS, 20

8 R GARI R
(1008 A 5%, FERLEXARAETERSE 8 AR, RET B QR AT L LA S dodr,
oy

(11) PHRBFOBRAL 7 AT Y PR, KBEFOEHLE a vy PTREL T3V —L5HBRL. F—20u %
BYRF3R2EY—FLEL L.

(12) > FDBAREL A Y > €y JARZEDOHIMAST. D) 7T X 2 A0 RATIWAL A ZHFL 12
g7 5 AREKEMEEL £ L A2 2041 DKETHNEL £.

IO “TFITLL” AMUXZIZ L IRE TR, T E A BUZ SRR A R R, K237 HLER I
HEFIRLAE— A R BRIUT 31 . S A1 (12) (0 58 507 MAHELA B A #8713 BARR I ZORZAN IR AL
BEAh, ST HIREAR SR T 2020 7R 5 BLIZ 2 AR IE RO HAt mAE BB, 0k 7 P

Table 7. High frequency appreciation resources in Chinese and Japanese Olympic news reports
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