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Abstract

This paper aims to compare the semantic prosody of the quantifier “Yifu” and its reduplicated form
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“Yifufu” through the analysis of modern corpus data, revealing the different emotional tones and
evaluative tendencies expressed in various contexts. The study finds that while the collocation pat-
terns of both forms are similar, their semantic preferences differ. The quantifier “Yifu” generally
shows no significant emotional inclination when paired with concrete nouns. However, when com-
bined with nouns describing human organs or expressions, it often implies a negative attitude from
the speaker. In contrast, “Yifufu” emphasizes quantity, and depending on the modifying elements it
is paired with, it generally exhibits a positive semantic prosody. This study, through a detailed anal-
ysis of the phenomenon of semantic prosody in quantifiers, further enriches the theoretical re-
search on the semantic prosody. It contributes to a better understanding of the unique role that
quantifiers play in expressing emotional coloring and evaluative tendencies.
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Table 1. Top 10 nouns appearing to the right of the quantifier “Yifu”
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Figure 1. Word cloud of “Yifufu + noun”
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Table 2. Semantic tendencies of nouns collocated with “Yifufu”
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Table 3. Semantic prosody of four types of collocated words
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