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Abstract

This paper compares Chinese and Japanese quantifier idioms from the cognitive perspective using
metonymy, metaphor theory and prismatic model. The results show that the cognitive patterns of
Chinese and Japanese quantifier idioms are all in the metonymic-metaphorical continuum, and the
corresponding relations between Chinese and Japanese quantifier idioms are both corresponding
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and non-corresponding, it reflects the characteristics of commonness and individuality between
Chinese and Japanese. The common features of Chinese and Japanese quantifier idioms come from
the combination of the economy of language and the universal factors in the development of hu-
man civilization, the differences in communication methods, customs, ways of thinking, historical
factors and so on, have created the individual characteristics of Chinese and Japanese quantifier
idioms.
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1. 58
TR A AR i S B P B R T R, R NSRSk Ss , — RIKSCIL A 71 AR, 304
AL R AFE AR E MR . R H A K, BATRER B SCHINIR, BT BB ) 57 R BAT

(TEE) (BR-BHR 2022: 1471) [RGB BRI E SO “BaBr—f. S8 EAE R e R m = SR AL
iz A DB R E R4, 28 m =N a . HRB AR VR AR S 7R = B A,
MRS e, EREFRERNEERL. W PRI WMsEECLHIEE” o DI
FETFIL] (BEPURR 1989: 267) [2]4 HIE W HIER E 2. [ Ol Lo BiEsdsh L 24608, 2t ho
FBICOMRL TR T IR, JIOEKRESKE L TEST LD, [HEARG] AR EZsnFHES
HEEORCMON 2 4 & ) PHAITEZ B IRES IR A 7B H A5 55 F 7 i 2 A

AW TN DLE AN H V5 S A BRG] 5 1R e SONECR R S . I puE iy “ —M s “—
Bav” WImEL, SRAEEAE(2014) [3], HIEM [THE—& ] [T—D2w =2 ] HAKT(1982) [41%.

2. ERSMATIIR

KT P HB R EE R, T H 2 A3 AT T %%, 1R5(2016) [SIMIAAIMAEX L EER T
DH PG, 5 i H 5 B A & A ke s0Ad T4 - FamnE s, Rt —2B 40 17 H B
NN . - F(2005) [61%F 55 T I H FH B PR 44 i AR KB R 2 A 7 0 SR T 6 R 6
R FEIRE(1988) [T AN Ay ey, X EEH S T I HE A SR AR . Gl <R A )7
SIS B — A BRI SOX R R A T SE R ARE, B TR E R SO BL R
FORARA . fF R = H(1992) [8]XT L T SeiB Al H G & A B i i 5 FEANEE, RS AT EE
B AR RIE ok, IRt AR SO RIS R B RIIMER . 52%2(2012) [9] WA K £ 5 06t
H 8 A B 8 0018 SRR IET TR 7S, 0 H 38 ARS8 2 B iy B 1 (9 20 & A5 B AR
AR R A RS, 4R X PR AE R OB WA, st e ER. AE
H15£(2008) [101i2 H Bamr #emr $EMi e b T HAER S TBE] AHCH B AHE R B, S 3k(2019)
[L1EH TINANE 5 5. e T e [F ] s Xy R, e T HE SR, Ex3E
RAY RS . TR IR (2023) [12]5: T “HR” MIARIAESS, X PGB H o O T AR “IR” 5 A gk
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770, R T AR “IR” 8 A EIR AL SO 5 RFE . $E3(2023) [13]40 % H] DRM
AR T DUE BB ARSI, 45 RO SRR J5 2 DR SRS 5 8 B0 8L S84
TR BE T AR o W TS RSCRHAS T B AR A L s

SARE, AT AU E AR T8 DL R e H B AR AT T RORIR AR T, (HERI K& F
H e i 5 T8 BOXS Be b DRI, ST SELE T AT SU R A2t B, X0 H s i 15 i AT 4R 9T,
b — 2 SN BRI E 2 W] B S5 AN, FRIR NI T B I E e 2 R 22 5 VR =
JE A

3. g E A
3.1. HERBRM. W

LA IFBH(1995: 19) [14]48 Hi: JE T 00 G [ AH AL 1 By <HSALA T O R N 8 77> R T I 25 AR P 1
< HVE ORRANBE 1>, FEX S E A R A R S R

N Bl A2 48 M — NV s (B 530) ) 5 — AN s (B E 380 1) R G vE st s Bama LR AT B8 EL
(1 v P A G 1 ) SR B AR AR R R ARG TE N s BRI R TE S 2 R ) R, i R
Y )5 AN F B o

MES MR R — AR R, B— AR “SH 7 G SR rE— AR B A A ™
BB, BRI —NMEE SEAAR R 5 — AN SR SR A 0o BB E (SR, 2017: 53-54) [15].

3.2. REMERN

Geeraerts $& Hi (B A AR AL R 2] DA SRR R SJB SR 15 SRR M. p kA th B ) B R =
SIS SR =AU RAE B LA A A 2D =M AL H O AT = A1 R FIF 1
VLI, 7RIS BT G5 M FIAE LA M) A7 AR —— X REOC R . =2k SR 2 U W AN T 10 5 1 S 31
¥ b A5T P SC2 T8 R B ANE W Y, AR L i SO IR At L Lo 3C, - LB AR R215 (image) L2 22k
T o XAPIRAENEFR Y EYE 1 (motivation) . ORI AMERTEAR G A, SR 2 B at, WA 1.
i, 5KHE(2008) [16]-

° 1o 3R A 10 T SR EE
0 2. BN B ST SRR

° 3. BT ARSI T SR
' 0 4, RTEROR LG S, AR B AR
e o 5. MR O SR

Figure 1. Prismatic pattern

Bl 1 MR
B A SO AR ey 9 ey B BT 8 R S R 5 A AT VE AT, #R LI
DR A LRI MR P A St
4. X BHEFRRA BN KX RRIANSTH
ST U SR A S, T IUR B F IR
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(1) BEHETF I/ B4R Chr A0 H XU KT

2 THEE—RCA»T | . §{F-oLD8, WA AVANCAIEBHL TH. &
MBINA A=V ROMEI L DT L LA E B S, (CICST: TR / ikt “BEAm—R”,
ISR LA B R E AR T2 U VR, KE WA REAER AR ok

() ZURE )N 2T NILEH O DIRELC % 20 AL DRI 4 20 ZDwe—D L » L. (CICS:
HHEDEEY) / AR, SBUMNER, RELEL—.

(4) NS EFHEAEM™E TR —IBF, FERREE, WET UG, (CICSTRIIEX
INE) S REETN L K OO ZEEOFREE L A AE0BBEEE CHL T, —FHEAS 2o —
H—NOEBELEEZB 20, FHEFEET 2.

MEL A a)a] BT, A B E XSO B8 FH BRI T, TR NG Ry A A — 5 AR
WS, 55— 7 RS SO U RSB, A4, W HESE RS YL A E
FERIRE 22 TR H AN L R R AT 42

DU TE B AR S N BRGSO R, BAH AR, AR — 1, A5
SFPOERCE AR S “ —8E” TR, BRI,

“C—ERE” BRI AT, LK 2:

1. —#&

2. —HA

3. &

4. FHFE—F77 N T8 R AAEEY CFERD

5. ~MMREMAREY GEmARYD

6. —FMLEWrT GHEmTE

7o AXHIEDL, X AFE SRR AL CRE AR )

Figure 2. Prismatic pattern of “one pot boiling”

B2 “—@mE" BRERER

TR R BT, T H LB T SRR R, R R R P AT S IE
B4

USRI AE RS R A A2 e 10, fE30E TR “—JI0)7 « “—4RE” , Wk FREN
—HREHLIT RS RTE . RIS, R LEMEAEREE AL, XEnE R T HE TERBE,
ERBIUF IR (CCL R 2 #UE 249 0.

EPGEHER KGN, FEBEEEREE [ A ORE £ E < | Rk i L RRE RgE
W& Ram ., FEm. MAE A EGEAT 0T, TR ] B AR T B, R T RN ER T, 8
AR, HEAATER BRI TRERMCA N Z G i T A, AN TIE. RO @
Tob 458 ) B M 1R — N AR P R - B R — N A A S B BT, — AN AN RE[RIE 28 — Rk
T WELRE AN AAREIRIN WS R BARXS L) TAE. T < ) i 77 s 2 1 B o W A .
[CROFH&E | ARG [HCAPEMY L2 wE )2 “Ho¥zsHns &, | HFramidink
P AT S -

QD SAGHESF T h o R EFEDO_ROEELE T HHEHESLEY T v

1CICS ERHEAFRA [CICS FHXER 2 — 3 2] (fiFk CICS), RAbnt HAZERF A LR 1 —ANF T B %) LURTF 5% B
ZCCLBRHEARCN (b K% CCLIBRVE) (fAfk CCL), ASCHUEERIIRE CCL ERIE.

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.126463 290 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.126463

hEAERBOE L KRS L G(BCCWI BEEES: NIIORAD & 5 12).
I FR AT, AT DA ENDL H BB R E AR AL T e - BR M E SR G e, XKL T
PR B AR A — Bt

5. X BHEINGAIEN AN E

AT 383 % bV 50 1 5 e 876 28 LA 3ol 3o i i P A S B e, R
T BT, B AMERE . TR R, B T R A R A T rh TE ORI B [
ERAMIESHR, SRS ERFEE O NE, B TIESMEFE. ki, ER5EK
Z AR T2 h, KRR FLAE T2 50 A B 250 I 4 R o o 003 DR 35 e 55 X L. 48
FRB ISR AE . SObFIRT, &% R IR E AR, AERE, amrst, RUasIs, B4, b
PEEG TR, T B SR S I A R
6. &5

AT FE VAR P2 PSR 2 e e R s B e LA S et A A AR 2O D H B 5 A s AT 1 % B A
RITH BB B G 2 (8 e S AE, DFFE AL, IR AR B 1 B 15 1 DA RS
REAE e - FRMTIEER G, RN QU7 R ML . Heitt, FFBE— PR BINT 7 i i H 2 18] 22 53 (1
JEPR o AW TE AR IR M L A, DAk T AT T A

E&ME
VG 2 R A 2 RIS 5 < AR D F B 5 P 0 LA 27 (SYJS: 202388039).
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