Modern Linguistics IIARIE 5 2%, 2025, 13(10), 521-530 Hans X
Published Online October 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.13101088

XIBEAREFEPIENMEREER “—&” HIPR
5

S5 2

AT SN, i

Weks H . 20254E9H11H; FHHM: 20254F10A6H; &AiHM: 20254105 20H

wm B

AP MR RR “—&” AR, BTEBRENE, RESTHEICELREEF KRR
i GWRAEEBYE. MRS ER, “—&” AEREEPREMRN2.961K/F, BEF/TIHAM
B ERAAE CMARKER > GEANEER > NMAREYER > GEAKER KEENE; b
RS, EARRERE TGS, TRAERKEMNTEE. FWRA L, FRERmEUELHEH
ERH RN 1, FHHAH K7 B 3F SUREEIONEETLE. BN B0, 8
WERRE. RIMCENEM REIENHRS T EZRSER B A .

XA
PP ETE R, —5E, FRESE, SRR, PPRHLE, EURYE

A Case Study of the Evaluative Adjective
“Yiding” in Chinese Academic Discourse

Shanhui Wang

International College of Chinese Studies, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai

Received: September 11, 2025; accepted: October 6, 2025; published: October 20, 2025

Abstract

This study takes the neutral evaluative adjective “yiding” (certain) as a case study, utilizing a self-
constructed corpus to systematically analyze its frequency distribution, structural patterns, and se-
mantic properties in Chinese academic discourse. Frequency analysis reveals that “yiding” occurs
at an average rate of 2.96 instances per article in academic discourse, significantly higher than in
other discourse types. Its distribution across disciplines follows a gradient pattern: applied soft
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disciplines > pure hard disciplines > applied hard disciplines > pure soft disciplines. Over time, its
usage frequency exhibits a gradual decline, particularly notable in soft disciplines. Structurally, aca-
demic discourse favors the “yiding (de) N” construction, predominantly with single nouns, where the
particle “de” is optional. Semantically, “yiding” is characterized by fuzziness, gradability, and relative
subjectivity, serving the rigor and conventionality of academic writing through mechanisms such as
suppressing high magnitude, enhancing low magnitude, and imposing vague constraints.
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DUB S AT ARAE Sy — P s B A 1015 5 A8 0, VPO B2 5 0 (5 P I T 2 7 i A R e 2
B ()P 18 o B 0 BB AR A S SR EL A o AR fHEIEE (1985 [1]) #HB44(1993 [2]) M 41 EP(1999
[3])~ SKAEVL(2007 [4])55#0 W 5 i X 73 15 AR F ) B 2 X o 5K 5 (1963 [5]); @ FERk(1985 [6]); K=
(1986 [7]); BEfAZR. BT ZR(2007 [8]) 50 1B AR A Bl RS, (R KA G — i, BTk XT
AR R, o KRR 1, BB 5 3RS T mnA v B, 2 Ja 8 a7 2R I 2 R AR .
RS S 3 B R K 5 (1963) (903, BB A THEAER . L 2B, RIEER. BOULIER UL A CIE
WA RSO AR FEAREE TR 5.

Martin (1996 [9])¥iE 5 HIRSTIEEMETE N “THh R - PN RS LUACE AR, H A&
BB VHMEAR—28, KEME S PR R RN, R R PN & U2 2 T 22571
JVZ 557 (Biber 19991, %I 2011 [11]. J&H 2016 [12]. JH4LME 2023 [13]4). BT A A TEHE %
ARAEAR, DAt 3 B4 Biber (1999) (1€ X, IE7-E % B A NAIN BB A a5 R, P M 2 e
SR B VEAL A T D RE IR T 25 3]

ASCCAF VP LA 1A “— 7 AR, BT AEERNE 2, BRAMBRI, dui5iE U8
P, R 7 TR AT R A SRR (14 R I PR I I G A o BRI R A AR S5 T AR S AR A . B
AW 2 BT “—& 7 [EE I EEE R 2005 [14]. T3 2008 [15]. K MIIF4E 2015 [16]. FMEF 2023
(17 S EA ) “—@” (kN 2016 [18]; H2EF. Xi%{R 2018 [19]. ##IHE 2022 [20]), AL
DU 558 R FEAE R VP 1 T 250 VA 22 R TR AR P AR, R DUR VPN IR 5 AR A SR AR

2. “—7" WTERBH
21 “—%" MIALRE
“ S AEDGRFARTE AR T AR R B, ESRR A AR . (CIURSGE )\ ) [21]F e

WESH A H, XkIEE[10] (2017).

2 RAEARE Rk 1 v [ A S AR BT S, RS 2000~2023 4F, L 120 B, 130 £ F. WEEMERERILA L. &
BE. WAL Aobd. RGN, KRR RATEL 7 ISR AIERNE L HOUES, 70 KT MEEAER 3 EERCSMR
ZAERER (REERF) « Wi AR A (Rt , 70 K.
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RN : [H] @ BE8. REMEE, @F %5 097 . @ EAREN; E56. R4, &
woay” L [B] © ATFESGBR. Q L&, RS,

CHARDUE W L) [22] GE-BRR)HXT “—&” BREXWT: [#] @ Bikid. L6, HLih. @
EREM bR, @ RN, @ XHREN, [SI]RT BRI T, Lo

R S ¢ SRR VR A R, YO e B SR .

P I T 2510 5 B YEAL U I Th RE 1 T 253 (Biber 1999 [23]), At F B2 REH 1. 5K
H5EREIRE), RAXHEENGER TN ERERER “—E” .

211 FEAREFH “—F” HERRE
ETHEERESEAI, “—8” ARk il 355 4, SCZEAP Il 7 6, DA
I 22 Bl HHEFR ] “— 8 AR P A P AR 2 S T TR AR, R SRR AR T RN T
A SR, BEM IR ARTE R s it — 20« R ARIE RN E R AR E, HE T
Becher [24] (1989) KU~} 02K, GEitHAE 12 NMERNEE 5 &0r. @3, MUk, TH5EHL. Prsk.
WL WEE . WEL B AR MERBER, BAREEE LR 1
Table 1. Usage of “yiding” in academic discourse (Average instances per article)
1L FAREGFD “—E HERBEREER)
LR B R 22 IS P BURE 22 S RVER AR SRR LR
HE P 2% I MR RN ik N EEY P Hes (s
2.70 4.20 4.90 1.90 2.70 4.10 1.70 1.30 2.60 3.70 2.50 3.20

3.93 2.90 1.87 3.13
. RIS RY: 3.42 AEALSRL: 2,50
KRB
Poerft 2,90 fEE R} 3.02

tde LU, < TR RSN 2.96 KURT, TSR BRI, 765 R ]
Hp IR B FHE.93 /R > MR8 YR > WA RH2.90 UR) >
AU RY(LBT YRR (ORRRE A SRR, PR SRXE s (91 P T R A T AU T 2R
RESRIGE “ 7 M ok B T AR

YIE 5 TR RLR L IR SR (A A2 5700 BB, RO AT, Kok
HRRE 2,

Table 2. Chi-square test results for the distribution of “yiding” in academic discourse

%2 “—E EEREERBHHHRSRBER

[P FHE) B B (df) PE &g 3
WP vs BEEER 0.14 1 ~0.71 ERAERE
SR vs Al A SRl 8.52 1 <0.01 EREEEE

H14¢ 2 R TTA I 45 SR T 0, P 2R 2B B A PR S AR — 58 VA PR B 22 57 v P2 R 25 (P < 0.01),
RYPZERHARIEXS “—E” KIS % . MREEARRZRARZP ~0.71), R “—E” £K

SEFIMThRHE: P <001 NZEREELE; 001<P<005 AEREZE; P>0.05 hERALE. TCCILEME, NEAERD.
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2.1.2. TERHE “—z” WiERmE

ARV P 2 ] 58 7 AR P AR WA R 02220, B A SO R (2000~2023 45, 3% 120
FR3C, 2000~2011 4 67 f&, 2012~2023 4 53 f7), srdcfami i, AR 12 Gkt e A8
FARBE PR St W 3.

Table 3. Usage of “yiding” across different time periods (Average instances per article)
#3. “—Z” TRMEANERFERELIR)

VA RES S aiERIER R R Bt (FH)
2000~2011 3.69 2.66 341 3.20 3.22
2012~2023 3.11 2.28 2.48 2.83 2.62

N ELL RPN A B “— 527 (B R R T e MU AL, K 3 R B 1.
R R BB PR

4
35 —
K 3
B 25
"2
g
1
% £y
2000-2011 2012-2023
oy RS R 3.69 311
— TR R SR 2.66 2.28
R 341 248
R 3.2 283
— AR e SR AR HER EER

Figure 1. Usage frequency of “yiding” across different time periods
B 1l “—F” ETEEARERSRE

7 3. B 1A%, “—3E” £F 2000~2011 “E P2 AR (3.15 YRR i T 2012~2023 4F(2.67 WX/
), RUPFLARBAR A “—z” FIEHSR 2R RS v BRI AR LU 2 H AT M 2
AT “—w” , BULEREARSEE MR TR ARE, EEmAD T “—x” .

B —3RAR, BEERREERRT “—2” MMEH FHEH S ERE . TRERNHEER S RS R
A AL R UL AR R B R BUE R R TR, B & KR SCRAEINE, WA IR AR, B
RSN IR

1) e e 5 EARRFSERETEAEAEAFINE LT ZF IR P o954 B KT — & 09 A
P (BRI SF GEABF) R P A RFLHD )

2) WRBFT, PR YRR Y EZ AP RO ER R, LA Z A A T R A — A R A Yk T HE
M, ddE—ek R AL B R AL A MR S48 5l i Ak . (MR B CEIRA M EL LS4 )
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Bl “PubsrE” S51Q)F i “ AR HEENI R RENE” AV E S BRI R, AU,
R T BEITERE R R, BARTE R SCHEAIRIR . WIEFERERE, TR E RO T RE A
TR IR, RS AR SCAE R IK N F W 0k B B Rk

22. “—R” NEMEA SIS

221 “—REMY) X" Eimath

BEFARRLE S SR I, TP M AR — i R AR A R I s R 2 B — 2 (1) X7
FRIB(2016) 45 HY “— & (1)) X7 25t “X” W v] BA93 o4 44 1l (B854 1 PR R 1) 5 3 1] (BB 1] 1 3 0)
A PR . 7R R SCRRIRR ()N 5 “—@ () V7 k. 5K “—E () X7 ik “X”
P J 1 368 VB AR R TR S 652 Z5E R R, “— 52 () N7 2544 5 87%, “— () V7 4544 i 13%.
NERTC “— () X7 g5k “X7 bR S ARE R R 15 A R R, X B BERZE S X7 BT
HATG, G BdRE R

M 4T, “— )N G ARER T 5 92.11%, & T@HIERN 87%; “— &)V 45
e ARIER T G 7.89%, RTIEAIEARL 13%. DA EERERmE 7 28 RE A IR IE, AIIEEARE
firf “—sE () X7 M0 A 5B B Z B 2R B, SRR R, SRIE 6.

Table 4. Distribution of the “yiding (de) X” Structure in academic discourse

F 4 “—RE(H) X BHIEEARERBEST

AT SIX () He (%)
—3E (M) N 327 14l 92.11%
—E() V 28 5] 7.89%

MRAEL SR, “—RE(H) X7 G AR TR 0 P TE AR 2 18] 3 AT 22 5 285, S R A B A e o
I “—E ()N G5kt FET “—E () N” SRR A, T —D i i i S e “i”
TR, PAER AR R AE T -
Table 5. Chi-square test results for the distribution of the “yiding (de) X structure in academic discourse and general discourse
5 —EWM) X EEREGSERESSHHRTREER
bhAz RITEX) H H B (df) P1E i
ZARER vs B ES 6.22 1 ~0.01 FEREE

222 “—RE(E)N” EHWATHS “H” TR

R XU AR(2018) B T IR “— i 5 LA I <17 SRR, ZSCHR B 5 ()
N” ZiAFAE R A G 5 A G PN

A BYHA:

—E + (M) +N, BUSHRE—Na, XBEEHAN W7 ¥,

B. MHHE:

—E + () + N1+ (1) + N2, BUSHA WA &I mE s, XRESMm AN “H” o LA
Gl “—m” H5RAZFEREIAT 17, B AR A IR EIER RS R EW 17 BT, B
AR R, MRRZEHEWHES AL EAEFRE B

WA GE 3 X2 1R(2018), KPUf RIS “—E(HI)N” Gt AL HE 5L HE 305
it, RN 6,
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Table 6. Distribution of the “yiding (de) N structure in academic discourse

F6. “—EM) N EMEFANBERFHDH

AT SR () Ll (%0)
A HE 319 4 97.55%
MEHE 8 2.45%

M7 6 AT 15, SEARTERC —E (1) N7 458 DL 42 4 & 5(97.55%) , WA A H B 8 11(2.45%)
WMAAH G PAAAEE R R, AR R PR PR AR« — 87 I 30 % R PP A W e 4y
FARE) “EMAENL” , RSP A BRI, RS RE HAEE, BSRRIRRE, BRE S
TR, BREEAREERTERTEER.

XPEEAREAR “—E (1) N” gl B2 A 5N HEN “H7 FRIEIE TS, SRILE 7,
Table 7. Statistical analysis of the presence and absence of “de” in single-noun and double-noun combinations within the

“yiding (de) N” structure
£7 —EE)N" BHERBEASSNRAEN W FRALGH

Ve “I” FRISE BB LA
“I7 ks 158 (49.53%)
BYHE
“” B 161 (50.47%)
“H kR 8 (100%)
WA A
“7 B 0 (0%)

HIZC 7RI, “SE () N7 SRR SARE AR 2 A, B A S i TS
FHUG B2, AL G “H” FRIBW S A2 H. AT “—E ) N7 Gl g 510w A
O BRSO A A T A 1 .

FEGEE “ ()N SR ALl K “ 07 FRIUFRERET RIL, EARIERA 2 RHEAFE—
SEZSE, KATEERIIER L 8. F 9.

Table 8. Statistical analysis of the presence and absence of “de” in single-noun combinations within the “yiding (de) N”

structure across specific disciplines
8 “—EMHN’ BERAE "B FRIVELEAZRSIT

o L B A IS P BYBE A PRI IR R SR RVRE Y

7 FRASE HE ¥ A% B3 W HENL iR 0¥ O IEEY WE B ¥
“I R 12 20 17 12 8 12 13 8 5 24 9 18
“H Bl 12 19 27 4 12 26 1 5 20 12 11 12

Table 9. Statistical analysis of the presence and absence of “de” in single-noun combinations within the “yiding (de) N”
structure by discipline classification

FO. “—EM)N BRAS B FRINBERERD LG

73R “It) FRIAEE BB LA
“H)7 R 75 (47.17%)

BER
“fr” 84 (52.83%)
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R “H R 83 (51.88%)
“I)” B 77 (48.12%)
SRR KR 81 (44.75%)
“H)” B 100 (55.25%)
afi Y ) “H7 R 77 (55.80"yiding” acros44.20%)

8. & ORI, FARWERP “—E)N” G RAHE M7 FRIVGHIEAF R ERE A
IF) A )

GREKRE, FAREMEF C—E@)NT gifgh 17 FRIUE BRI B RHE R, R T AN
SRHESERME DIIfZE R . & 8. % 9 iR, NMAMSEREIAG M) “M” F 300 L p
(55.25%), TMAEEEAL R, ) AT “H)” FF(55.80%). X —iEFH Al RS R R TR
FHSG: B BLZERVE W R R ISR BB it Rk, Wi TR “07 kRGBT . M2 T,
Al R SR o R R VS MR M, G I ATEERIA O E R, R 2 I SRR
Fe B0 (R Rt 52.83% 30, THE%: K} 51.88%F5), FRAIX— 43RG Xt “[” A FH e mmiess, nIaeA
BUREER N B SRR TR M . X5 30 1. R 28R 6kE, ik “—&” fE¥ARIERS
WA, R “—E@I)N” gkgh “I” FRIRIL, 2RISR RN .

X—ABRARBLE “— BN g5k 17 FRIRIIZ AEE 24 58 CR SR, M7 Fm
S AT B B T SRS AR PSS M T A F L . R S RHA 2 R s B gt B, A
EREBIRREAT, M7 FRRIUATRESZ B FRNES . SR XS S r 3 F 5

223, “—IE(HY) X" SHIBEMPLE

RPN I 2] “— 7 AR ARIE ATl “— @ (1) X7 G540 B R B R S R I, e
SR U T M B R A . AN MR R SRR BRI = AN R < —
SE (1) X7 GRS ARTE A A PR AL o

(—) EHEE

FEEARE T, GIEF NN “X7 MFEEERGE, ER AR AR RS B B S e, W T
RE SR MR i, A A R A T A ¢ IR RN . DREE, s RN “H
M B R, AL B RS PREE . AEEARIE R, R R U B R
BESRSAE 2, e

3) REFH AMERIGMR B A L, NERERRFFLRL, RN T RRGRAEAD BB M E T %, I
HBFT —REGRF (FRE KHAED SR BRBMET EZRALY )

4) BN X ERANRLSFOA PR HFBRB— BB, S EHFDROGTMNABMITE . Bl it
W AR P A B F L A AR BRI (R EF OF Tk s P B Ok £ 5 R
BRI EFA D)

IR “—x” B “BER” , WAEEIEY, 15RO AR E S EH RS IR, o i 5
M IE RN AT RE T mil, AT SRR U E SR s E, R T C e AR
WA P4 “—5E” B “RRE , EEO B S8 S OIS IR, T Sk S
SIS BRG] S, AR A g R IERTEY . BRms e Rl
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&2, P ERE SEMRIA, (RN A St 1 m b B AR A e A3 1A

(Z) /IHEE

FEERGVER, BUEH N “X7 FRERAR, (ER ARG R R R ANE B e, T
AL T R R A, BT A VPN T AR R ¢ — e 7 AN VPA . U, “—E”
ATERfEN DB BCCRERFRRE” , HURFHMERERIE, RIALSRRI PR ERS . EFARESE T, KR
B HILE VPN AN R, BRI BV, G-

5) $kim, HATE ARG FTRLT, HATE “MMEALY 0%k, A—RRE ERIRERG AL
Hirsets, B4R BAALR R P T RARY “FON” 5§ “TEN . CRiEA4F GLHHR T IVREZ LGN
AR L Tk )

6) 122, AFfe K-e BER UG fE — ARy TRk (EA8F CRARIE A8 AT R AT RiED )

BIG)TEE X HE W T LR EAR A IR IR “UHMELE” LRGSR AREE A SO Mk
fir, SEPRFALPPSRE, Elh TSRS, BT AR, SR AT R E R e L T
Rt PIAEE EMARTHICE, AL “ ASCREPRERAL” I B1@)1F & “ bRk k-e BEAL” ) 5 R PE
JEIT BN, SEBRIEI AR B A T DRAR,  ERVEE AN AT A AR R B AL, DRISE A A ek oA 12k
A “—E” RIETHEE, CALFRRHPP R . BRG] “ —%E 7 I—RTHMRE, 4ed 2 AR HIALIN
Pk, [ e SR O 1 T B A A A ]

() BEFRs

ARG, AR RS TR “ X7 FREEER, TPEPE PRI R “ —E” JEAR R
ERARIA R, (R QU R BB AR AT HRPEVEAN B (1) X7 G5 A 2 LS4 10 2 e P FE R 17
SR BUI, 58" ATBRAROY IR TE” , 1B SCOMERA I FRVER, S SRR R
M. XAIE DL A AR A P LR, 40

7) WX ZRRFIBEZAER PRRET ARG M. (FRRECPFRERRAILPREREIRE
R EERY )

8) M PRI L3, 7B K309 #) AR (threshold) TARAEFF 7T B 69 84754 &, A — R0 R, (FAF X
ARE P EGRITFRIAAN: RFHNEFRELERE)

BTy ey« i < Btk RUIFIED, (CRARXERREEE MR VRl . H18) i “—E”
B “ RIEE” , BOEIPPAS AR IRE VL, R A IR 505t B ppl «—” BOmIRE, 1E5mitid
1 R -

gRlb, o RE() X7 il il SR THCER SO PR = pP o (L], AEL PR 1k
TR 8”7 WIFRPERFIE . T i S AR A 20 0 A 55 T DA R S 0 5 AL 3 B, A R o U 3 7 2
AREGEX B SHIIR TR TRAFHLE],  “—E” BLIE E BB RIE B AN E B,
AR S S SR a2 ], wiRm R SR, KR RE.

3. “—E” HIBXEM
3.1. =M

BEOMIPERTE 5 I EERE 2 —, RIS RIEE AT BRI EZAE . X H[25] (2003)1& i Frif
TSR, JFAR BRI R AR A OG0 G 1 F AL 25 IO AN e MEAE T 35 (R, B R A
N BYEMI AN FE NI AR (R, 2SO SO 2R 1) A BER AR T SCIRAR IR IR A - p A A 1 7
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WIS, “—28” MBI £ ERDUE Kb RIS, Hoo & B8R B2 1 2k B IR E
Pho ARG, &7 MNP PP PR A, O DO 115 SCHME LS AZ bR sk, A7 A
FAEDD 7 MBI ERIE, DU IA AN RN — R AT E. SRR, (EE KRS RE
—ERE R BB SR B R ) SRR Sy, Bl AREARE S B AR k.

9) ARTARFY, B TETAARINE, E—RFEHT, BETRBAZEFELCHRIZZHNHL2RRAABE
B (FURF KZTFRERGFFZRILA X LREFIE T YRR )

BIO)F “AE—ERM T P “—E” BEHNUGR THMIRE], BEEEJEHRX “ %07 Rt
W, kKR X IR RERS AR IR AN . AR A SR O IR AR TR A R TE
RUSL 26, AN SRAE T RA S A SO S E TUAR . EAANE, A 27 et T e s i e it
A, T AR RIS -

32. B4

FYEVEIT PR C e B TR R YE M EE RN SRR, RIS R R E, EAE
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B % R IXIEH 297 69 4 HH4EY )

B0y “—ERIFENT " FEE AR AR H I, L@ i O, JATRTBLE S M E R
PN TS

ERY - AREAY 0 - BA Y - AHh - A— LW ¥h - ALEYa - AL RYra - ARERYH

IIEE VN RN R i, CESGATIXANREE RS, JFHARZEET 7R, R
JRETHRFY) A EHE” R

3.3. HHXTEMM

VE 2 1 PR A U AE Bt — BUIT 1 [FI  1 CRR& BT 3, A BERUE M (R A 2001
[26]) FATPETR 28 (AR A A TSR (10 25 20, ARG 25 AT TR R AR A g 5 2
BE, RIS G R AURAE . KR 2 SO R E T SRR 0L, BIVP A8 25 R LR A
REERIG NG, B ZH T2 ORI . TESRE G, SO E A2 02 FH BE L T 1%
AN, SOBIE A LRI T 5 R B 2 B RAR O (P T 0, —”
ARBCERATEAIT, DL AR R

“E 7 BN BRI TS S S B R SCHLE R R S B THI R A FE AL
SR DLZR AR, LA LN TS UL A3 O T RS S P it L 7, o i LA
FEIPE 3RS ff oh AT AR A
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