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Abstract
Drawing on Prototype Theory view, Prominence Theory, and Construction grammar from cognitive
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linguistics, this study explores the cognitive mechanisms underlying the intimacy differential be-
tween the Chinese address terms “ldoshi” (teacher) and its modified form “surname + 1doshi”. Through
quantitative analysis of the BCC Corpus and live-streaming interaction data, the research reveals: As

an independent category, “l1doshi” exhibits prototypical fuzziness that facilitates egalitarian closeness

and higher intimacy; The “surname + 1&doshi” construction creates social distance through surname
modification that highlights individual identity. The categorical analysis demonstrates that “ldosh1”
undergoes de-professionalization via prototypical generalization, whereas “surname + ldosh1” main-
tains professional typicality through surname restriction. Cognitively, “ldoshi” foregrounds relational
attributes while its modified counterpart emphasizes social identity. Constructionally, “surname +
ldoshi” inherits conventionalized distance from nominal constructions, whereas the independent
“ldosh1” develops emergent interactional semantics.
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1. 51§

CENTOR gk + I RS R SR, R A, g AME. DUERIEET
T ZE AT IR NPRIFIE /NS, BT FUARIPIE A0SR A TE IS RO DD RESS, UNFRARAA[L]. #H 5
[2]. fBEEHRE[3]. RIEE HFAG “Uk + FRIFIE” VRN — KA AT TE[4]. ST aER 2 A5 il A
BB R SR AR k2%, B HERTT “ 207 X — AR Rz AL B [5] [6]. #UF5 SCHUB AR
B, EMAAZRR, AR BOTRRRIEE 007 A ik + Z007 SRR SERE LA DO, i
PRS0 S [ B B EATE RIS AL, B AS L PTRNFR IR B 00 1 2R [7]. AT A B BT 5 St
EIR, BHERI, IO U+ B RORVVEE R A DRI A R, I ik +
il R 2 WA bR S A — € M, ASCEER AR bR T I A “ak + 07
FOBE R . SRUIBEZE 5 DA S 3 BR VIR 22 e iy P AR i o 72 B ARDLESSRR A, “2Z2007 IFRIEE
WEHNEEREF IR FEICathE REERES T, “2I07 BRARE SUE R 2k 43.7% [8],
Tl “ Stk ST SARGRRIE . fEHFACER T, AR “Z0m7 (I CEIE, EREFTY )5S
“OE o+ T (I 2N, BERIETY” )W RN RREERER . ASTEHARIEF SRR, W
T CYEmE - R - 7 S HTHESE, AR, R IR VI ZE R A AR L] .

2. “ZID” M ‘% + BN FUEER

M BCC iEEE. HIEHSIER AL 2020~2023 E4 “EIN” A1 1000 4, BEHE. HIE.
4. HEAZRIUSEG s, RS aRg <27 5 ‘i + 2007 MHEIUnR., 4RmE 1 ixR:

Table 1. Frequency statistics of “ldoshi” (Teacher) and “Surname + ldosh1”

FL BB 5 Y+ BIF BHISRRS T

b= B RBI% “ZIm” G “W o+ ZIW” S
HE = 320 28% 72%
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ik
Bk 450 82% 18%
JIk 5537 5% 150 65% 35%
EFEIn 80 90% 10%
Mt 1000 64.5% 35.5%

PEDF USRS BN E,  “d + 2007 Stiikes, ZRTRATZEERR, “Z0h” FRFE
W2 MBI R AR . AT, fEEEZRT, NIRRT T A 2k R0 IR AR, 2Dy 2]
B O AN R FF— € OBUBBE B o 1022 AL AR “ 22007, RO MR R, BB &, SEIRDIK. EEH
W, AL W7 LG 82%, mm T ik + W7 . EARRMRN B 5 TR, AL “E
il G VERRZ AL SR B, SR [+HAREIE] [+I55] [9], SRUIEZREFETH. MRS AT ML AR PR g ar
e, M “BI7 MRS T “dk + 2007, HESHROETER)TIRE “ik + 20”7 ik
WA, “ 22 0m 7 i v S 5 (semantic bleaching) il 55 BRI 5, 15 SCEE 5, 4R 1)L Bl s s H
BUZ O SOZHTBA R BLR [9]. H W AR AE T “ 2007 (5 EL 90%, 2 F T RFAZE NSRBI #s . &
W), EEHFASR[10], REMMAURS TEK R, BHPNLENE, PISEHLEmBaEE.

NAF A BURFERI ZE R T T TR AR 3 22 A =00 AR B R LR D) 2 22 3t R K L o
N AR ANERE, AR VRS, B L SIG R gy, T G AR I Y R
ARR[LL]. 0“2k + 2007 SRALLE IRPRE “ZI 71XV, JFPARR AR S, W RUR R B4 .
Y RAENN NG 5 AR — MR - B, AT 4 o R B
BX[12]. <27 W EHETmsRT TRV, ek + ZIm7 BREUER], R R, FEAR TR
DI

3. SEBEM AT REUZUWSTEREIRE

FERRIRIE R, “ 2007 A — A P0LYERE, O R E TR, ([HEEE R Xz, Rz
e, BEEZMWNLAE G, T “2k + 2007 JE I RIRGE TAMEE Y, BROEVEREL S, 4RI
SRTUE, TR B

3.1 “ZIR” WEGZHE

MR A E GRS, I R I RAEST T AL - 5T RGM EAIEAE . “R2IT mAE A
I VEREIL SR, TR TR T RSN REE[13], HRM S SURHE “SHREE TEET . £
fetull, EEESMERS, “Em” ARBRSHETA RPN, AR REONPL L FIFR
Wi, FIML BET AT LS B IR R A AR SE AT LARROY “ 2207 o R30S EIZHTRTA <
WS “HiRedRTFE 7 SUgEE(LIA 1).

[ “HW” RA G ]
B FRET TS
A3
HEH%: KEEWEIH. miREEE. RERGEH

Figure 1. Prototype category model of “lédoshi” (Teacher)
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“EN BITE SCRAE[+RRBURR] [+5 3] A E A wEat, 7o T KB B, sk,
AL SV AE SRR “ I o XIS 72 A T B SR RRRAL [+ 2UH U] [+ A 5 3R] [+
FORBUBIEI S5 1L, BT s AL [+ 7] SR B R SR k. il 2 -

1) RERMZE: “FHRXGHFERRYEFFE. " BB DFHEITH.

(BCC i # )
2) BACR:  CHMEIRY . PO B IR A A

(BCC &4 %)
3) Mbitie: Q) WHEEIF, REAHET.
b) “skihe ABHEI G, KM HEE LI E R R,

(BCC 4 )

C) “WmATAL EFENEHET.
(KA &SRR 7 itit, 2022)

BlQ)2 “ZIh” MRS, R TAR A0, POl S o Beh, 1§12 “ZI” AMUERH
IR, T RAT AN SR U (0 — RN TR, A — P DR AT X7 B S ORI, [ I s AL,
SRR, WS B AE. ATIH,  “ZI07 15 EEzA, BRI . @)zt R it
—IBIR, “CBINT FORMRS IR, OIRSAT AL IRRIE R, AR AP, R ERE SR RS
HATLARR Y “ZN7 o “ZN7 FERRSSATI I AUE AT I 58 7 HBE IR B 1, S e “2
D BT B AN AR R, AR E I EARIC[18]. JEAUE S KA RE(BCC)Stit W8],
“EINNT BAEECE SURAE o5 T A 2000 AR 12.7% EFH 2020 SRR 41.3%, iFSEH IR SRR .

“ZIT B Gz AG, HVEBEL AR T, BT SR ERME R aRE, A o TR B0 S gy
AR BOMEER, ARRRARANME . FEAERAZRRr,  “EI7 VERE BN, i kS e, USRIk
s BUEH SRR SRR, SRUIESRE .

3.2. #ERAYIEmERRE(ER

FME R 20 I, VERERON, SR AR O R A OG R I — Bk, BUERYIE BT A ik +
7, I R R R E B AAMATERE, n “ ok RHRRAA K R, B A, POk E
PEfRRIsEtL, FERIEARIE, MRV, W.

4) FA: B, HEXARMMEZM? T G, FWES)
5) RI¥F: “KkEIF, HFHXMHE. " GLHENH, FAK)

U AFRNFRE NN RAT S, AR ERFRRE S MMES 0 RIE, AU SR 5 57K
e FRIE “Uk + ZI07, FEROET “O87, BERIZUTBNL S 4r, B8 N S (s R 5 Ji o
g

4. REVNERT: XARERSHHZE

P RAM ARG BEREE ], I RAREAEM . WREIRE, Ao RATCHE: RAPRIEE T 98 % 1)
FEAR, SBICRUIEMPEARNZER. REMRIEH, 155 REAT BRI SR 0.
FERRIPAE R G0, 2257 HAE S BRI TE SCESR AR E MR, XM SR AR IR RS A B 1728
DS S I O AL [14] . 1 5 RIKIE L 5 . (figure) 5 # 5 4 (ground) SK AR B i HE . HLRAE A “ 2007
REZPRRAPRIMC, T %+ ZI”7 REMES 4.
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4.1 “ZIH” BXAREHH

B I SR, HAA RS RVE RS R XUT R R b, RIS D REESG &, T AR
WRRIPE I BAR A o IXFPRERFT & Talmy S H 10 “ R RHELQL” (relational frame) IR, Rl ¥ 5
AL (5 S A) R s AL RV L5 J@ v (BT AL) [10]. fildn:

6) WHFW: I, AEPHHESEGHRT T

(BCC &4 %)
7) AR “EIF, KiskabEak?

(BCC &4 %)

fEX L S, I BFERRON GOFA BB & 3, FLR B [+ R SR EPE] [+l AUE]
RARFL, MARBOL By o XA BRI AR 142 S AL 257, TRRCT S IS briiE 2, 3 d
TR NN N Z R BRER RS, B SZ BRXUTT (2R VIR K g3 Tt

4.2. “¥ + 2" HSHORINGE

PRI AR L3038 TN R TT 1o NNk IR KD AR R AR A s By o 4%
[ Croft (IR ERHHLL, 15 HAELREZRXE SRR “Uk + B0 SO0 E 5 B 45 -
PERAF N E EREER, SR EOEMES A, BB R ER B ER, ALt fli.

8) AL “HEHMBIFATAFZRSEEL,

(BCC &4} &)
9) FARAT: REIFRKEEBAHFLIFHRT. T

(BCC &4 &)

BESRFRIL A, ik R R E MR 2R BRI, SR, AFroR R4, T “&0h”
B B A AR TERRIE o XA IR B A AT & b R e SOk rp IR 44 7 [16] A RMB R (GRTE =T #6)),
B A W i 4 LA S M CL A AR A o BURZDLT R /NK SR

10)a) “HJF, EAEZIKEHR R, 7
b) “ZHIF, XANLBHIEA M,
(B aEH)
11)a) s A:  “BIF, HAATHED?
b) %4 “HREIF, RAKETHID?
(GRS

FEGI(10a), FRIFEREN T B T ini 5 T & ALE, SRUIZEGR, B RS BR B0 A T 1518 5 TS
S BRIPAC R — R RV (A TOAEBI(10b),  IE I ik RO R B PRI (M B B Ay, “ Uk + 22
i 3 AR T BRI SN NRIAESE, R AR B SR B 5. AT B 27 5 Ul 2 TR
WIBCAENE N, SRUIEREAR[7]. BlQla)2 BRI, “2M” AR RER, HEAETRmR
H T BRARR, BT S MA S, TSP IONESE, SRIE — B ZI B URER, e T,
R ZEFEVERBURAE R B, REVEIR 3. DIk, R “2007 RARIFSEAEHE Bl B aA 21 LR 2
HORRIE ARCR, SRV . Bl (L1b)idd ok IR oAk 1AMV sk, 5% SR B AR i3 B 2 R B AN 224
M5y, sRAEEEMBEARR, XM ETRRARKAHREERE, RYER.
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5. “ZUP” M “#F + 2P g9 X

“PE o+ I R RREANMES G, TRIT TS R, FER ORI, IR “ut +
LI ARG TS, R L, M7 R ik + 2007 #RAT TR L B oy BLAEHE AN )
EOCME R L BRI H AR 5.

5.1 “# + 2D HEGR g

“OEIR + WL M EEDOE P BA TN L, N “ILRT7 “EIE” BIEUR “ AT “HEnT,
IR ARR [+ IE ] [+ M L [17] XA BUEAE “ 2k + 2007 B BEVE AR UK, PRI,
SRV

RSB + RIS "X i 5 SRR IT TR, S5 FR4R R [1] . # 5 RI[2].
Tl AR [B] 4 FOWE FE o 1A U AR 23 B FH DR AR T2 ST (B 35 AR oA PR ARRAIE . BT 5
Fa AL STk RS 2 R R EZNZA A IR IR F BT B AR, 2 A B AR B
BEHBENZH N BRI 2t + 2007 AR, L “wE IR + R SM40K TP RS “ i + B0
PRBREA[4], I “FSeAE” “FRI”, REGEH S AR B E K.

CHAPRZIR . “EAEIT WNFFSRE LG, A AR I B B SR, HEEE
TR YRR BFATRRE . RIS ANE F AR R R, Ehae b B e B RGE
DS S5 R bR, B, A “2b + 2007 i, Bl AR RN AT E 2 7
BBV, ZRRR S XS T7 RS PREE S DLR AR . IR AR “Hmz 2 .

“Of o+ 2007 AR SRR, B AR T QR 5 M BRI, AR EE DUE R
HRGHI P SLL o TR 3R B RN A RMEAE R IE I &M “i + 22007, haBes A ER
3G RS “PREINT I, DI RIS .

5.2. “Im” e

“EIN 7 ST 2O PR R RS SCHESE, AR S AP T L 22 1078 S . R4 Goldberg [18]
MR AIERE R, ZIAIE I R R R SE PR A, R REAE AR M OB A . E LR B . 2 RS 5
WA, BT OO BAT[+RI IR 55 [+ 5 EAl AR & A e

XA EUH S B AR S IR L. Rt “ I BRI IE S BB T IR, AR
B sh, S AR WU PR B AL & . -

12) AExR: “F, XA AHEERITE, ” (BCCiEHE)

13) “HEMEIFAMAEZBER, LarEsk! 7 (FmAEE, 2022)

14) “HEIRMEAAM, RN $IK. 7 (FEFAER, 2021 4)

15) “HEFXFNFIFHTH, 7 (TR 2022 4 12 A Rid)

16) “BEMEITAIE AR EM LR T, ARAFL! 7 (Mab Rt i, 2022)

B2 “2%7 RORFRIEXS Ty,  “EW7 5 “RXiA” IFa), AR E iy e B(13)5 — ABK
R “BA1” & BT HE, REERVIERMT K. F1Qa4) 217 5 KA IFE, BAUR
LF, REBRITRE, W TR ZERE, KX RPE SR, MG R A, MREM
TZRRAFTE RS SO LSRR T RGN R R BRI S, FONsmim ik 55 ¥ S5 P E K7
SRR EEURM, “EI7 B+EIRME R QR ER e RN [+E B4R 4], WM BRis S5
-
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17) “iB3| A2 G FEMT A& X, ” (BCC &4 5&)

OB 3 BT 7E LR S AT A B, BRI AR B R E AL, T S S A e S
AT, SRAsE RN “BOVAUR” B “BRS HAN7 HE SUTR . AR, HAH A2 BUERR
HRGHA——KN “4 + ZIH” (0 “/NAZIT” VWA E RS, AR k.
6. &iE

ASCEAAIE S 2 = EA RGN 7“2 5“0t + 2007 FRUIEEZER: i R A VERE R
WA RRE T A2 A0 518 SRR E Z R ARESC R, 16 HOLARIE “ 2007 3l I AL ws (a5 e sk
BLT S SCHBTANZAL . REFAFIRCE TR W], itk + 2007 G50 o 2k ERARIC (0 0 35 PERF AL G T
S0 A BAFIRR R, 5SRO R T A REE IR . R I P - R XS 2407
BT RRIE (A A BB T Ik 55 22 5 X TSRS BR A R R, AR St “ 0k IS + BT M 2K Ui I A AL
HERR R UMERFAE . W FE4E RO DUBMIR 2 A B S RO AR B #EA P IX 0 AN AR5 R AR
A ITE T REZE T o ARMMTTT AT RE 1270 BrHESE N F T HAR PR R GE (A28 ARAS B A2 BOLAR T ) (142 57
WAL, BRI AR ) .
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