Modern Linguistics BLAUIE = £, 2024, 12(7), 319-325 Hans Xl
Published Online July 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml|.2024.127561

ET1EBL SRR B B3R RFRIEXS B 53

—— RUSB SR BB FRIT D9 51

FARBL, XK
BUMITE R4 S 2B, WL B

Wk HiA: 20244F5 H28H; FHHEM: 20244F7H16H; KA H: 20244F7H23H

R

AICE St AR R PR E R T B R E R RARGEEE QBRI RE R ER TRERRR, B4
H o BB EE X 77 5 B CRSERZRIERAHANT, 0 H AN TESRAN T R EFREDE
WIS SR A SR BRI . HIRE S FHE £ @ 4 (2001)3H I EALSIE X HERBRERIALSE
BATEES . BT, HTRER ZHATHEAEANRSERER RS, BB CAke KRBT AR
HIFCR, WMIEEEAR, FEFIULBRIEMR. T HIEXNERBERFRALSRRZ R T A4 f R
B, BABRREIERMR, £—ERE L aifRgRst.

Kigia
EEALSERR, RRKIE, P EX L

A Comparative Study of Kinship Address
Terms in Chinese and Japanese Based on
Discourse Politeness Theory

—Taking Address Terms between Sisters as an Example

Xinyue Huang, Chenchen Liu

School of International Studies, Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou Zhejiang

Received: May 28", 2024; accepted: Jul. 16™, 2024; published: Jul. 23", 2024

Abstract

This paper firstly compares the similarities and differences in the use of kinship of sisters address
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between Chinese and Japanese in non-kinship communication when the name of the target is
known or unknown. The result is that Chinese tend to make specific judgments through the age
difference between the other person and themselves, while Japanese tend to use kinship address
by substituting for the stance of the youngest person in the other’s family. Secondly, the paper
analyzes the politeness effects of two languages based on the discourse politeness theory pro-
posed by Mayumi Usami (2001). In Chinese, since kinship address is widely used in non-relative
communication with strangers, whether the name is known or not reflects different politeness ef-
fects, which bring neutral or plus effect depending on the context. Compared with Chinese, Japa-
nese conversations are less restricted by whether the name is known or not, and have a plus effect
which contributes to the smooth continuation of the conversation to a certain extent.
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1. 53|

IRFRIE A H P EE S RGN EEFIEERAL. F bR 3 13 ATE =& o
exil, 2 EAREERRUIE AN B CHER “BR” , FBRUTE AR “XFR7, FRRRULIE AR
Wr il N CAARIEE =5 8 “AhfR” (B ARZEI 1993 [1], T #5% 1990 [2], 4K 1999 [3]). [~ X k., E)E
FROPAL B HAR PR ARR =AM, T8 58 [F T RFR[4], ASCAERR “XSFR(to address)” FHVZERE
ITHEE . BT RYEB SRR REAHE SN, KERFWR ZeH TR B, 30 Xt
H(1994) [SHAATEIEEEAC kR, SRIBFRIF 245 APRIE R . H Y AR R R EELR e —; i
[, BRI (1999) [6]4 “SRIBFRIFARIFIESE B R~ B AALSRARITF I —Fi. Jei 2\ (2007) [71013A Jyifd
)R & 1SR BRI B PRI, ARAE AN R T DU AR AL S AT DA T AR AL

AL, SRJBFRIFLEIRSE R A bRig st AL DI RE 2 B )2 R0k, HZ T Leech (1983) [8]f “ALF )5
M~ K Brown Al Levinson (1987, F3CEFR B & L) [9]f) “ALIA SRS EL” , F W IE A A X H ALK
BHATH R TR . HASEE TS & © A (2001) [1014E 7T AL EHEAT AN S, $2 AR IEAL SR 3
& (Discourse Politeness theory, LA TNFR DP Bi) A2 @ MR FU iR At 1 Hriual. WA S DP B A1 4 HH
K, DABHIR ISR G R ISR BARIFAE 6, X SR JE A brts 5t T ahd R R IR H B SR @RI AE 2 A sk
R B AL R A PR EBE T X B, R4S DP BASXT HALBCR AT 840, B+ H g
JEFRATAE S5 J&8 A2 b A 48 F e R AIAL SRR, e ) ol — D B H b SR BRI R 2% .

2. JEBTLIRERIL

FHE (2001, 2008, 2019) [10]-[12]LA B & L (4L30 S BE H A FLAAY 2 | DP Bk, JF¥HoE SN
“AERA], ARIBITRNER LT RN TELZEEIFERKIEEGER)ZHMER, LAY RAE
B R AE N 1 BRI AL R IEVE R S A AR 3R 1 7 AN REEME S N : © 1FIEALSN
@ HAZ: @ BHhrdHEALSAMTARICEALT: @ FhacAT ARTARCHEAT A @ AR © ff
7 (De fH) ST RHE UM AR Z MK R @ XALSTAAEALSE . BRURIEA R, A SO0 A&

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.127561 320 PARE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.127561
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

TR, XIERER

R R BN “EEARA” AL XS TR . R EEARS . DP B R AL AE
H & AT NI S P 2 AL M B S B 2 i B AR R T, AR T, SRS IEAT N E R G
— € IR LB — 58 B B AR PR, XA B A R 5t RS IS RN “RARE .
SERRIALS SR 8 T AR AN CMXTALECR o BAR, SRBEARIEIEARSELE TR
Z A EAROP ) — e se b . BRURAT A, JESR)m A bR FH R R AR IS 7 “REARZ Y, B RER
MR, oA T — 5 AL R

HUGRALSUBUR - DP FEAG W5 N A A BERG AR T« IR ARZS 7 = AR AL SRR 4 0 “ IE R (Plus
Effect)” . “H R (Neutral Effect)” « “ 2R (Minus Effect)” o “IERCR” Uil A& SR KR
A, “RRCR” RUrE N AESEORALIPIRE, R ERUR” RV IE NBEA S BB R, A
SRBESBURALKPIRES o (BFE T & A, ML “Wrif NRBIRPIRES” AWML SRR, Fit,
B 27 AR BE L (2020) [13]0 ALSR AR HAIWT Bk, A ST I B v 25 0 3 1

Table 1. Basis for judging the effect of politeness
F 1 AR AR AKE

HLHBCR HIBrER R
ERE SRR EAG S
(i A ER) W I, KA ]
R
(W7 7 A BEAS 22 R B b, SRR AU B A ST, A AR
R 4 BRI A AL

SRR AR BIEAT AR AN L 15 44

O ) SR KRR, AT FE A i

UREDN /AT YN

3. ERBERERTH HERRITERFE

HH SRR SR B M EANVE R, (EPOE SR BRI 2 B T S R, R
ZAE, M HERRIE B R, Bz B SDOEEEKK . W, &% HBE(2011) [14]
FER T o H R ] H AR R Ak (R SR SR AR IR 1 R I

DA 2 JFEth, T SO HE AR R L OGS 7 ek 44 AR okt T ek 4 T AN st R H SRR RRIE )
fHREATIERYT,  BARE IR BEE DS ) H 15 2 2] 3 60 55 J8 PRI IE R A

Table 2. Chinese-Japanese kinship terms between sisters

2. BESEEERBRER T HEBEIRIT

BE FRIFR] RIVER
GHMH: K+ SHEH)s b+ A
{{ﬁﬂ’) 3’&(
P (42) + M . BRE, R, @
R R URIR: /N + BR(IK)

BIiSA(bA)
W12 + WS A(beA): HPlisA, FTib oA

A “HH” %
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3.1. BHIFRIERT SRR

Ay, B CRIRRIEN Rk, Z2H0HEAE R B R AT KPR . SR B PRIT I SR
BMNFKIERR IR, FHrRgFEFE., WERXR, FMHZETZHTIEERS G BXREVNFESE,
WHZ, X, HAMSNALAE. B, DARNEEAHEBIRE, FE 74 mEn T,
TTHENTTER . FRKER, HEMEH “@ + A7 . BE” XHEREE R RE R .

R, FEAERIERS G BERIRGIER, WK G0N “(M4) + 7 BRI, dnfil(la). {H
IR R, “Uk” MFR, WM “45” 86 “/h + W7, wfillc). MHARNNEZH “TRFR” |
“WE+ SAYRIP LR, Wi(2a), XNEANEER i+ S AT BT, Wl(2c). X —ARAEL, “~
SA” BDIREAHS T “/~7 o Wflb) s, &R E ARSI, R R0 “ibie + Wi AT,
ek N f3id ThfE, BAeEI%E,

(1) a) FAM Egui: BRd, #RESHiNG T L

? b) R AL ZEERER, TEFIN N IX A BERL.

¢) EZE AU AN, TEFA N X R
(2 a) HIAHENEDOANIC: AFSA. BROWERNFEA L 2.
?2h) MIAHES LONC: HPHSA . BROMRSFA &L 2.
) FOADRFAMHB: AFSA. COBREHRL TLE SV,
WHEE), JCHMUIE NNFELEZE, Wik NAFER IR, HARNEHSEBRRE % W, X—
s E O S BARERL,  #)E T ALSARRAE, Wif(3a). (4a). AWriE AL E CELRI L, ARTiiE A
Rz, RS, T E AT RARRIEXS J7 o “CONR(ER) 7, BHARANBIAH ‘Wi + b e A7 BREEXTT,
4(3b). (4b).
(3) a) NZEX TR AL BB RAELH ! R B [E] >k 2
b) 5 AXHEL LM E L ANERER), AR I [ R 2
(B a) » 2 THEABEOE L. BllibeiA. WOE->TL 30D?
b) & 2 BHUBEOE LD TI: FETbeA. WORE->TL 207

3.2. RAFIERTREE

FEh i bR 3 5 MR T IO N T, ] 3% o SR P8 I {5 R SR IR PR AE v [ 2 AN L . AN s g
T, 2R E A SR E AR R R mALS, RHAEY . T FE A R, HAM 2R
SRBAELEIX PR, (HEH T HARNEH M AR, HRIERS o EIONAE .

TE[FIFERIEXT ZMERIFR P, N E(2004) [15]A A R BN — RS T-X0 7 (AR 8 5 B R AEE . Hfr 22
RN, SN T8 I AH R R RRIE s 17 H AN 2 T %0 7 I AR W8 e A 2 Bl A B Ak T — M4
AN, A CARNEIX 7 KRR /N S, M E/NE A R 7 [1]. wnfl(Ga)H, i
SCHIWT I L AR, WO o “RE” o il (6a) . il RS TAS NG I8 W AL S A
“BEET , WECH CRAEKET ML S0, N TRAERBS R “BRES A7, AR WII(6b)
P19 = ST R D R BN e AR G

(5)a) JE XA CHFKMBIA D : K, EHER 7?2

b) JE XL O E UL ANEE, SRS 2

(6)a) JEEAHAN & VELOLE: BREA. L YBIETHH TS b,

?2b) EESASE VELOLMC: WEA. LRI THHTT 2.

I A RISy, S AR A A SR AE i 5, ELACT LI T 0 R A B TRV RIS
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C) JEEMNBET L VETOLM: BEHSA. LRI THHTT ».

HIEFR, EAREhRT, JEA S0 0 22 1B BRI R, SREPRIE I T A 5 Al sy
K07z A, a0 R g (5b) s . PSR IRSSFRIE 0 [FERT1E SURHEE B 954k, RUE RN B 4
DR, AT DME R W SRR X PG OLE 9 A E A ARG . A HE S, XA
s, il AR B CARN SR E AR R B /N IR S RFRIE X 7, an EAgl(6c). BRI A, Fi B H
PIEXHEDZ AT “H” BE, AR TEEAR, pEMENEE S B, BTN CKE
W75, A REHE G AT T H AU A, RS, HAL BRI, BT A X OT A A
PRIF o PR S ) A [ BLIR BRI /N 2, H5iYnin scEee, hE AR B C AR TT /N k
gR” T HAR N E T AN EEUr il NS/ N E AT, FRIFXTT “6hlib 2 A7 o

(7) BN AR IRER N L FZ U NIRER, RS BEWE ?

(B) BN SABNKRTOLZDTIZ: Blibe A JHHIE?

RIMEZ, O THARAET, Bk, PERG TR “(di4) + H” FRE g, miRd
R “4R” FRIFRIE. T HARIRg S, ANt BN REAME IR ok, EMEL RS, “MH” K
FROP AT DL T A HAE K 2ok, (5 “4k” BRIPAGE A T B 2. RN T %0 T, ikl
VL AT FE S A E s, PR @S 77 5 B SRR ZERAE BRI, SEKT B SR
T, AT HORR “OR7 o HITR, XFHEIRORHE BB BRI, I AR AR E AT A
AR AP R o T H A A5 ) T8 AR 7 IS B R AE I, M/ AL KT H
CHRR i | “Zu” AT HORMR “HET .

4. EFRBIZBRE R T BRBFRITAE R RFLIRBR

M HAHGRFRIEAE P SR R W 0, S RIS T k4%, R RN R . WAt S, EEm
X TTEEA RN, REBEHEM “W/2 + & A7 KRR YA R S BRI, (H56 H
PRIBVRIFAE “Ukif + S A7 IO, Wifl(4a); EAFITEX T kRIS, WAFERE IR mARIE G O o
T POEh D —FR& “ s A7 FSEE XMIIRKFREENA, SR TTdan, 748 Wi + %
JEARIE” ML FERFITT AR, SRIEARIE I

IBALECFIS T AR T, RBP4 T ARERALBRCR ? FERAEI T,
SRIBPRIEFIAL SR SR AN ? R OCE IR R T TE RN & DP BRXHALIACR € X536 1 #IALEL
BORFIWTAE, XTI BL T 2R BRI AL SRR BEAT 04T

4.1. BHIFRIERT SRR

9) Lt W, URIRAWEIL LA E .
E: P! WA, 2
LMEIRZE: M, WO, IREANENE, SLEONHENORSE, ANFHEES RIS
Fgw. BAH MATAEREIE,
LR AKAALLRARE.
T XHUE R U A, Rk & B T A .

(PRI 2012 4 [##] )

BO)H, ik AEAFFN, Ui KR EF], SR ANEER TR BT S AR D

AKX — IR IERIZ A, WS ATEIERR BERAT, XUriE NMEA <417 midE RS “ Fdm” FRIF
2R R R S %
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XF77 s DARIE PN EE B, SRR ROV IE NI, TR B B 306 N RR AT 0T, A%
FRZ b BJS YR N SOGELLARIEX T8 “4H” , G Rh R, Wik N AE IR, HNER S I il A&
LU NSRS R, ZA 8 SEBr BE AL, ST LLAIWr, fEdE EERSGH,  BIMERIE X 7 24
FERAL, SEFEFHSEBARIT “40” X0 iE A & HAT IERUR.
(10) Ho¥: [8@bdeA. MPESOFE> THIST 5. |
BEOF LM [LLD? MEAT)ZZETTARERLEL HOpEIR! |
BFOoF: Tvunwi, ]
RO [ZHR VB N(A00MHD A > 2O HL ) 8BBKE LT 24, |
(7= #2020 4F [fif 2 FOH®] )
BI(10)H, Vil AN B AR FEIBTFIREY IV N, SR AR, UiE NRA BRI i+ &
A7 TR “BHB o A7 FRIFIZARE DURES 5B Wil N AR JE XTI B A bR K 2 4 A5
1B, MRAMEERE, FRREG. ATUEL, Z5 P RERE7 A T ESCR. W BT, FHM
E7E AL BT, FSRBRRIEA R LRI 7, MWl N A b A BRI IR, XFak pl
2UEHK . JFR A EREA.

4.2. REAFIERTRER

(11) TR, IUERSEFrIp R s, ek .
SR, IXARE R ERE EHENT: R, ERTEE K AW
EHEEESESGS TR, BRI T R, ORIV 7
(BCC 1994 = N [ H#R)
i1, kAR PEE L “C EHE” ORI T AR SRS, iRE AR RE, HE
JEFRIE “ KU RFRBEGEB . mxtth, “THE” RELSZHRMN, AERRAE T —4A)F,
HEA LT AT RAER 1 nTOUHIWT, Uil NI BIME S5 HRRE MR BRI = A e il [
Fr CAEAL AL SR AR Sy it 2R . AR, B0 T N RS NG B TR LA N RS AR b R
B, X PSRN R .
(12) LHEDA Ry 7. [TAHE&EA. WS A. |
LT ERAEREA T): [T Hh. |
ZHDORA Xy 7: [W&E L TVWBATT 2. |
ZimEd: [wE. bro bbbl TwuEl i, |
AHEDR Ly 7. [ZOFHE4EEITT . |
FmA: oD~ FAISHADT, sl ihw, |
ZHEDOARy 7. [HEAT-FEHEOL 7. |
wrERE: =52 0w, Zuleo38E]
(¥ 2 — MEHE 2023 4E [f? 1 5O LG Z AR rDLL? )
Bl (A2) 5 — R KT I i RiTE R4 =B RktilE, ZERE 4 15 BLEh
Ao N TERVIIFIEAT, e MR EEARE “BUhs A RIPXAERE NI Zmh A, W E %M
HHPEE . TR, ZmhEMEE R T RV, BRYE T IR MR R, ERE)E BRIE T, R
BT, RUTR R . niA, WUE NS “Bhis A7 &3] 7TERFIERSR . A EFIRTI,
TEX T ARG, A E NS SR BRI, R, X d AT IR S & i
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SFHAANTS, BB AN, RS04 EACE, 7T LSS R HEAT .
5. &5iE

ARSCEE R R E 2R BRI, M CLRI T3 kA4 B DU R RO kA B L T, 454 DP
WRIT TR RN b WA MG, pE SR, ECRmR A msrr T, B DA
“(EAR) + W R AR ES, mu A (k) + R T AR R R SR EL A, “4H” SRRRIE
BT PSRBT, R SRARIE R T ARIEE D o S R R AR AR W T N kA4 AT
TG, ER T IEREALSRCR, SRR AT A —E s E A . Sy O, RF T A, R
WRMMYIERITr FE AT S, T E A TS 5 B SRR R R A, WEKTH
SRR “4” . FEOTECKAR UK o HIER, B BB SRR N AR OROR, XA
Wi B B RIYE, B T AR R SRR EAT DA Ul SRARIFIIIL S, EMA SRR Z W K.
RAIESE R, T R4 N ISR R AR, 0T i T 5 2 AR B TR RCR, X2 1h B
BEAT 5 5 K KT -

M HA 2, QR TR, AR AR BT REAE AR, SRR AT “4H”
KARIEL B CFERIFER L. ERN AR, HANEEENTE ELEMFERN 2 E A,
HOME. ER. B, BUNT M S AT E bR R, B B SN T SR iR AR 3
GFRNER T o I BT RIEX T 044, A SR SR AR AR AL SRR T L TR, BN IERCR, IEN
HEB 2T . W LAESR B ARIT G RV A, HA N AR AN R RSB SE . RT AR ZAE,
AN R ORI A FIT e, SRR Az, 77 5 AR Z R IR K, XA JE R AT
B AT AT ST

S E 3wk
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