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Abstract

The study of music terminology is not only the content that cannot be ignored in the study of
proper name, but also an important part of the study of terminology. There are many reasons for
the semantic evolution of a considerable number of music terms in Mandarin. By enumerating the
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words containing certain musical elements in the Modern Chinese Dictionary (7th edition) and the
Comparison Dictionary of Music Terms, this paper compares, summarizes and classifies them, and
then analyzes the semantic changes of these musical terms in the socialization process based on
similarity and relevance from the perspective of conceptual metaphors and conceptual metony-
mies. The cognitive mechanism and evolution motivation are thereby summarized.
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1. 518

HORRREE B AR AR, ERE AR T AN HRRIEREST RAREE .
RIBEZB T — A BRI R D AR R AR RN S, ERASHRAES A
FEMY o B RTE S AR S R T DUMESR . MO NP I S B A ae v . DI, & AR ORIE 1]
R E M EEA N BARAGUE B A4, JFIRS T AR, #om F AR AL R Ll
RIS ARSI T . RIS 225, X AR IERTEIWET DR, BT R t @n=E 5 .

ARILMRFON G CARDOERBEY (55 7 JR) [20F0 (5 SRARIE X BRI ) [3]Hh il i i SR AR BA K
R EAF R H 8 A P S ARG BAOkU, BRREA I (BURDGERL) (38 7 W)
HALEEARER T ik M T SR RIEE, W, SO AR AR A BT R
AEHIRERIMFAE. R RS L sURAIERE CCL. Jbatif & REAERE BCC KIFIE, FiiLIf
TR BUARDGE R A i G AR (8 SR R, kit 65 1.

CBURDGE RS (B 7 O b ERATL B E A2, — B AR BURDGE SUSEE T B2 T B 2 2
FA5EE . MILDLP O A SRR S ACT] LR BT Seir i T AP N T ANITRIAE S, IRA R EEA
KA TR SCEAR . (AR HEA ) A — R Al 18 SRS L, H P B SRR A AN T T
BEATWCGR I, 0l MRds. CIRCERE. . VEM EREAIAL) . SRR AL T4 - E R, K
o ). WHEGE RIS AREAL, AR & R LU A4 i 100 B . 72 PRI ITA RiE T, ik
AR A T S AR R TR R A SO B G AR ARYE o FRATTIE R 5 24 Y (3] TN AR PR AT A R
B HAEBARIE IR T /& 75 RENS S 1iF SR 2 R IR BB , [FIN 5 SGRAZ R S By
VRIS, RERE AR S B SR SRR T SR AL -

2. BERARIBHS

BEXF e 1) 65 A& ARG, FRAEE G 70 RIAGIRIBE 7877025k 2 A LU 1 W b 23 2877 1%

(—) BEEFEREEFHMR RS E. WG REMRE.

SRR RARBIAEI P A O AR RATE AR ARIE[4], W22, BiALS; B oMECs
AT FH (2 SR AR R Bl aa] i, R 28 ik Bl 2 31 () N 4 R 5 0 U M B Atk 2]V 1R 75 S, )\
KIEOL)SE; 28 =M & e 2 ER AT AR & IR ARE R AIE, 41 symphonia A AN AT ih
M, AN symphony, BCONASH AR .
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(Z) AT B ARAIR KA IR B RIEAT 226, AT LR 9 A PR R .

—REGAFNETRERG R W i F S)IAIL R EEE RSB AR SR,
LIPS SUE N $1E

FIUAE S 2 ROAR o I A T Ll B RN R, e S R SRR R Z AN
SURVEBEHUE o T 55 — P70 7 iR B 3 B AR SRARTEAE A ARMIAE AR RS, T AT HGA RN 5
A EEREAT AT, WO IRATIR R SE TR KT k. ik, RARIE SUEARHY) 65 AN E IREARIE SR 1

Table 1. 65 musical terms that have undergone semantic evolution
1 KEFESCETM 65 MERERIE

AW, B R, T ()R,

B R KR rri s R IR, Z
ar ) ()2, BEEACE. B, B

i R, ()& &R

A Gk 1Y e
B “uE” AT BEiEOL). KiEQL)

@M
s < BRI WL AR, EEAIZE. HZ A
) e, SR T
s B R N R R
6 P . R B
b Y R s« K L
s s A
ST AT »
o a4, i
% B
@M
W R L P
@M
/ﬁ‘\ “ == 3 ‘ﬁ N
o gﬁﬁﬂm R B IR
b Holls 4 b A N TN
R B G ) TN IR
e BT ARECHIRL. ek . B L.
i R L Faeh. 5. Ml L%
1) ST |-
I O 5 3
SR h “BH AL e e e
(17 /I\) (3 /I\) E[ﬂ%ﬁ\ TN %gfj\
8 HA 2 1 5 5 R ST S T
FHATE R (5 ) SITE T AL 2508

WRYE LA L2 2, JATA UG S 45 F83 70 A O 9207 ik DA e e i 5 58 R 20 M R F 7 75732 A
ST Aty SERE A A S I AR SRR R S AR (AR -
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3. FRERBIIEEERE

R ARAE A (VS B BB A, RONE SR AIBEAER, K R IEA A S AT RS
5], BEE LS IR RARE A, FRBEAREAUL R IR T R T, Hh— 1 KA
TEEWAE 24k [6], FERNAMTFTEEL. AT Eifih, LBl X s SRR, AT LGEBI A S
GRSy, AL AU H5 00 BRI S Bk fon, B @ Tk, FROAiEn 5 —
S I 7]e NAARIE 5 MM BERE, IR R TRATHE & A& B AE & 5 [8], bR SR AR ] o f SCIAE
B g A B M S AR R AT A A A SO, Fo,  BEm s RRARIE ST LA s AT RS, MEIRBR
MRV E I B R[0], MM SRR ARIBE T LA e DA B R 2. DLRAERE F2K. LI L
HURBRE FME.

(—) HBEEHTRNH

1. Bari X3 (57 1)

BT AS B PR BRI R 2 (2 A MBI S R o ABAAT MABAEVEZ 7 T, LLansME LA L. 1R
AR SR A B S A MRS . AATRA I O AR KRR RS A B A (PR, AT B AV 2 1
AR BT R o R, IR AR IRATUGRBT A, AW U A B T — . BT R,
AT LU SR A ZZ A SR P AU IS R AE—2, Wt RRARIER A 21k S P B R RAR
W, A DAYE AR TR AT IR A Al AT AT o B 33 AR REARABAE A ST A i A HE 3 SR IR
B 57 AN, A5 BT R AR E SUEAR K5 SR EARIE N 87.69%, R % B IS AN, FRATTAT LA
KX 57 B U R RARE S UL =2

1) fTARmER22 1)

17 BT R EARIE R A F R AT N A E 2 T H AR e A b B A e, ISR T A
MIRECAR, BRI I AR LI = B — R F N NE R, SEBE SR . Rk, PRS2 s EAT N
T RR AL f6 2 5] A3 26355 SR AT 1B SRS A E RN . X — 035 RRARIBTEFTA IR 2 H 135 R 2B R
Erh It 224, 1ERTE R R EARIE T 5 E 38.6%. T 4T AN R T R EARE R

TR, RAT. (CB)FIA. B, AB. (R)EA. BATR. LATR. BHEOL). mEARK. BTk, 4.
BRZEIR, BOE B, A4h. MEWA., BRIk, BBAAE. SGA. T, LB, £33

AL “RESR AN “REAE il AR .

(1) —ERAREAAARGFAE, TEFZIFHR, HEFHGRA.
(2) teAFaEARHLE, —F a% LR A AR,

ERBIQ) RS ], JRASGE TR EAN S I XS EAT Y, e SR A TBRAR A fE R AN
IEHRFERER” AT, XML, “MBRR” 46 TIREMRIA. Fik, KRR
FIAT BRI S FLAR SCRI 5] i BV [+HE B T8 SCRFAE . B R) iR AESR “2242” Jh 7 AR Y
I YRR, HMOEA I XA IR R B

B, AR S TSI NSO, HSEBON, BRI, i S, NS5, H
e CHEET BOAT R SR 1 AR, LSRR RIN, AN o i e S A A AR B PR
BINIS ) LBAE— S5 UG . IR A SO 5| F S BAT [+ T 0 38 SCRFE -

B2, PRI “ROAS” XPANMALT T NRIRIEZEIEBAT N RIFOR AT N IE SR . X
iy SRR Ja A RN 2 B R DUREAH S & e 2 os nk 2:
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Table 2. Metaphorical projection relationship between old and new concepts of behavioral metaphorical music terms
= 2. (TARMRF RERERMBB S ISR X &

. S, A AR

AR (5 1) (2 k35 )

OB 1 AR T BRI S8, SRR N17E)
—_— FT BT AL ST I R

HEREUN, R

SCREMIN, EARAULE
2) HREE (28 1Y)

PEIRFE M U7 R BN R AR IR LR BA PR RS AR ZRIE 2 B A — & AR,
M 51R T AATHIERAR, 2 TR Hofh AR AR ) S 8 — R ARG, SEBL 78 SGEAS. Ptk, PMIME e

=1=a -

IR BT« RS HIAR AR R 5 A I e R IERTEE SURAR M B ER R . 2 SR FARIRAE A 7 25t
3 SRR 3T 28 A, AR R s SR AR (5 T2 49.1%, X = 2RFE e 3 AR SRR IE

P AR 2 & SR ARTE U T -

$9A. AL B A GOZA. R R F. KEOL). HRE. Bk, BAAR. FARI,
e, BAZE. RIEE. B DA TR, kOB,
Ak, PAITHFALEAE. &0

e AL

ANE. AR BHEHR. ITARE L. &
i
AL “3ERG S, AU .

(@) SAHTAE NI QAT Koy ok,

BIG) i) IR ASEPIRSEIRA S, Wit B A RO 5 R D4 36”94 SR
1 eh SR EAT [+ R FT SURHIE . B0 B B R B 0 N 260 S S4B O, 30 A
B S0 PRS2 T A 4

R SR AN, BT LA BIBL T BRI, 4 3 R

Table 3. Metaphorical projection relationship between old and new concepts of trait metaphorical music terms
= 3. MR E R EARERI B SRMRE X &

o YR FERH
HRRA (B ) (202 V)
St PSR R ol LA SR 43 e L
3) fEHRRMIR(7 1)

T PR 2 3 R ARG R R IR L AR SEBRES IR F 51 7 AT BRARL, a3 g HAd A AR AL e A8
—IFENGE S, SCBL T SGEAR . B, RTE R IR P AN B S AR U R 51 AR e IR R
TEE SCEAR M R R IR RTELE T I & & R RARE T — 3 7 A, P R E R
FARIE S L) 12.3%, 7EX = 2KEMm A E REARE D R FrafE AR & REARED .

WHH. BREFR. AW, BE. TRE. FEFH. REF
AL “Hdih” B, AR .

(4) ARWMFBEET —/ &,
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B(4) “Hiiith” AHEHC B AL R AL Sh ) vh B ISR B R, A A AR SR AR S TR I S AT Y
FE RN BIRR T BL HAR SCRIG| HSCER BAT [HARF I« R IRTE) AT SCRAE . IXAIE R TR R A T
CEZNIE S

HRPE A XA, FATAT AR R LI SRR AR B, Ik 4 FoR:

Table 4. Metaphorical projection relationship between new and old concepts of functional metaphorical music terms

4. ERRMA T REARBHRAMSIEMRG X HR

e YR H bR
AR (5 ) (b 22 Y0
it I L7 S0 B e A 3 6 S S A A R R A B

2. BN XZE B 4

ey, s, TR TR G MR AERMEEN . b TSH T HESRIRE ST s E: H “&
77 RARBIESHEITHN; SHMERIREFN: ARMNFERERFEH: SHAMEERIRER M
F pen CPIB)KF/REN A B AL 8 S g S HORIELE, — /MR T EWRA L 55—
MZE X HA . b, —F BREENFINE S FHVasE, (E RS0 1A 5 A& B, 1 5 0 A o 2
AR . L AU T Sk P UM RT A A, RO AR P i P o %) 22 90 ol 75 9 28 2 TR s B R B o e =X
HRBAREBAEARALAREHFE REREF LG 8 4, L5 KAEIE HEBRE RERER
12.31%., HAKGIR:

BiEiE,. ANE, fmE. RE,

—H k. 4B, I, 4 F LK

X 8 AMAE R4y =2

1) PARAAREREQ2 )

B, AT

2) USIEREFHR2 M)

fnE . RE

3) MTR(RH#H)NREEMAE )

— M —AR. 4F%. TH. & F Rk

NHEA L “EEfEALIE” A C—R—HR” A, nCAEE

(5) AR L HEIFGA L EIT, AT REE95!

6) BREFBEAFTRAMTARMNAALL, —2FF. —K—R, BNEHHEFTHRALRT!

BIG) i “FalEAb 7 AR R 7 5675 B B AR B Rl KRS JEE 1, R E AR AN [ A 22 18] XU £
A, G SRR G AR IR & AL, FIRRE B RRYIARELESF AL AN ZZ M. AN
MEZERE, & RIS FANE & AL IEZ MAFEARUIR R R, EPE SR MR . TR
BREERTALINEEZ G FEITRE T 40ERE S RE——E T, WP SRR, A IE A
bt AR 22 A GE AR AE R . X FERBARE AR A P 2 A, ATA BEMRA BN AR BE &
W AR TR BUAE A AR .
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IR, 91(6) Hh A — B —HI " A RO 3 A v B4R (BN 5 s (40 I “ A, AR5 “ iR ),
RO A R & R B AL A B AR R e i, a2 5, JANg IR W T
EAT ARG, FFERER R B0, RSB R RIS R —, P
T i R P 25 R DA AT IR 2 A o X2 MR AS R 22 i R AR O T — S IS 1R AT 08 (At
X4 TR AL T IBCAR ARt 10TE SR Z JE R . B A, AT BLE AN EE R B E R
G SERIIIAS R, XA RS e My 45 A e AR IR R

(D) ERGTAGH B4

AR T 65 AR AR AR E SRR, Hodh B E REAREIL 57 A4, B iR
FRIES 8 Ao Bl sl RS 0N AT MR aUE RRAREIL 22 4>, PRI EE e 30 R RARTE
28 A, (RHIBEmE RIS 7 4> Hemn sl RSRARIE AR 20 DL (OB AR I 5 SRR
24, DB B HYI & RRARE 24, LTRCRS)REFEWIE RRARE 4 4> AR (0
& DNRH RN RGP, WP 1~3 iR

KEBCETHNE RERE
= M, 12.31%

— " &M, 87.69%

"Rk - MW

Figure 1. Musical terms that have undergone semantic evolution
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Figure 2. Metaphorical musical terms

E 2. RMiRXERERE

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.127538 162 WRES =


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.127538

Fhik]

B ERERIE
" EaREE
&, 25.00%
THER=E
), 50. 00%
" ORIERE
4], 25.00%

"HOREE "RIEKEY " ITAKREY

Figure 3. Metonymic musical terms

3. T RERE

4. BRERBOECRERE

RSARIE R SCHAR IR R B 7T 1, B Z PSR IERAHT, B SbHY IR DA K i #53)
BEI[10] [11].

(—) SHEEE RS R

AR IR R 8 25 10 (0B ¥ 7 M, ATV S5t 7 R 0 A R
A BEIT X 5855 KA. FIERRR AN L. B NREFNEDR, MG, @BFFHE
TGRS TR LI, KRS RO, SRR, 25 E TR SR
W, AT ERAT A AR LARIEE DR, SRR AT . BRI, R
R ITEAR, MF AT, 3R E 54 o NTHELE 5730 R I R A (A Be), T
RN AR B S E FRMEATRE G, OHLERYT TR 2 ok T O FRBORT . TRAE, E BB E
TAESEE ST, 3 B BTSN, AT QA B R AR R4 1 5
G EIRARA /B P R0 &, SRR FORVETF A KA B E VB T, TF S 1 4 R
I RHBE e MRS, & FAREA G ERANRR. W ESCRBI “3s” —id, HA
FED PSR A7, JESRAT 1 S 2 TT B R0 58, o100\ 0 S0 0 731 R 5 85 0 R S 2 T 2

(2) AEBE—RGIARAR A

WA 9 & ARG AR B ARG, ST RIS BV . 17 S (L RERS
P T & (2 o BT AL IR TR, T2 0T 900 AR T BB RARIE, EERHE AL,
IR G e PR 7 PR T R I A R B 1] 3 ik AR B8 % ) U TR K T
R R 6], 88 7RV & S, R T 05 & 1025 U -

B FRAGIAE A RGN, S — AR R A S A Bl I 2 R A AR AT
VU, ML, TR TN R RUKRIRA St FHE FIAE KA U
AL BT EER 8 RO, AR S H R AL L, R — LI R0 H R — A LA,
B AL CET LS. U TR RZF O BT SR N, AR R
HFIE REW” WS RSN R R <R R R R
5. &57&

FORRAE IEAEAWEE ANAT AR, AT TAS PR B SR e AW . BEH B 2 W% &

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.127538 163 HURIE 2%


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.127538

k]

SRR SR A4, SRR FERE A 2 MR 0] i T8 SRR 118 SO A A NG
A, T RARAG B FE A S A TR . Sl A SRR T, A BT DL & 5 AR 2R 1A RO B 9
A5 H R BT ST A SE IR 0 R bn e, ORI B SRAE 5 2R, MG SCRAR [A) N SR, kAt 5xt
B ARARE H15 SCE AR A SIS M AR

SE K
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