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Abstract

This study focuses on degree adverbs “chotto” and “sukoshi”, examining their Semantic Prosody
across three stylistic categories: formal, neutral, and informal styles. By conducting corpus-based
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searches and analyses, the study explores how stylistic differences influence their semantic pros-
ody. The findings reveal significant variations among the three styles. Overall, from formal to in-
formal styles, Semantic Preference tendencies related to “actions and behaviors” and “objects and
spaces” decreases, while that of “evaluation” and “psychological feelings” increases. Similarly, the
proportion of neutral Semantic Prosody shows a downward trend, whereas positive and negative
Semantic Prosodies increase. These variations are closely related to the characteristics of each

stylistic type.
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1. 5|8

B SCRI I R B TR TR 5 2t 25 20 kA ME M B AUR 2 — (5% 2011) [1], 22T
EITZ K. HAE SRR T Sinclair (1987)%F setin FIBFFE[2], Z )& Hi Louw (1997)1E 332 HAE A ARE
FROEH I3]0 T8 SCHIFE A 1] (4 70 F 0 7 B 8 B s A E SR, AR R T 71 R0 S U
fE, AR T AATVEERIUEESE . (P F S E IR RE. HET, —BekAE R ABRNE
XY TR SCRIATE RS ) = (Stubbs, 1996: p. 176) [4].

RABEE(1985)F8 H, BF 783 RE MR i 4 AT 2 RE VB AR, 5 2 15 0 1Rk P 350 J2 U AT X 43
YIRS 8 G RIFE B RX — al. BEEE SCRITE AR BIER N, FAF Fo0 5 O i
AR B TN SCA, HOAARZ 5 R B SCAR BT I GBI T (R 20145 24275 2% 20165 2250
2019; 5K, TLJ52% 2021 55). BB B A OC pR 2 BEAE PR fEDUE A DS IE A0, ¢ T HAB 0 70 i 8 23
M.

AT HIBE KBERVE(TFAE 2.7.2, LLFFEHR BCCWHFI A KRS TEHEREFANS 2.7.2, DL
NREIFR “ 2 REE” ), BB R H SRRy N =R R A, DR REFEE RN “5 & o &7 f1 </
L7 R, $RIEHAE SCRITEA R AP E S, DUHE 8GR R A, 3% RE Xats, (e
AR EE R E, MRFESUS A S S B A7 %, NiE SCHIE 7032 0 T ) Rl £ B 4 St 43 AN i vk
%

2. ARMIK
2.1. XEEXFR

RIS A EERETENL, CHTSFFHITHR(S BIER, 1972, 1977, HPERX,
1999; I BT, 2009 55). H, HEIAKRAID)FEE “HiBE” “HEIE” M “CEE” =mk. BEikR
Wh,  “AmiE” REERAip bR G, EBmiEhsuERIg &0 g R B, “HEIE”
T CHEAIBIE, EFTAES RN EHTUEE, BA Ok BRG] “SCmih” FEERmEEEE
IEXG AW B R HI6]. MG, A HEEQ2004). H ERFK(2009). FEI 5 H2010)2 N 18 >4 F X FE
FE RN I SR HEAT TR [ 7]-[8]. EFFEiERE R R PR TR OB AR BRI S, FREA ¥ S B A ) STk
TEe IEAER, BICH2019) HR M CL(2020)F1 S BIBEIRI(2024) AT T 5 25 R #2119 5C
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AT T A HT[9]-[ 1] FB5r 3% BCCWI H I SCARSRABY AT TR 7328, AR 2 1 SCARSRAY,
I R F(2010) BIHTEET(2014) X ZEQ012)55[12]-[14]. 52021 7E LMERT TR FERE X% BCCWI
B SCARERY VR “ 44 Kol ” BT TR 4338 “BEE” M “RE” BT IRdscdk. “IWma” “AR
For CHFRHET CBEAARE” T B0 “EesBER” BT, BT iR M “4
KR J&TRASAR[15]. 1Z5rJiis T BCCWI AT TR, @M R

2.2, IBYBHEXHMR

VB SCRIRIIE 7S S BAE R AR AR 2 T R MES T e . B S B SIS S UR(AR, 2025) [16]. MRAkE,
FRAR(2025) LA XA outcome 5 consequence AT FEXT R, AT AT AN A . FABCHE B G =/NE T
25, s FAESLERAE H A E X 515 AR 1 7] JAIEERR(2025) A i rh “ 5638250107 it
FRG, TRV T HAB BI[18].

BEAEVE ST T AR AN 1] BB RLEE R R 57, SRR 22 (1 RIF F 38 v R BTG S IR ST R st
B[R] —1AEAE A R B SCAN RIS ip 2 AR B35 ¥ . Tribble (2000)$2H T RHE I FIME & (local semantic
prosodies), #8H “IATELEREEARER T S BUREE XF” [19]. A, Tribble (2000)F A% RiiiE L EIX —
R AT U3 P MITEABIE. B J52%4(2002a, 2002¢) W FTIESE, #E @ THE LA “career” FLA 78 ZIHIFH
Wit ), ARMAE LV IE SR “career” HIAMNGIE CEIZIFRMANIE[20] [21]. BRI ITJE T/ N
Fto RN TAUESE LNV SCAR AR LB E EEMER . G, AADZFE A F SRS 2 5
BT TREFU(ZEDS 25, 20165 230, 2019; 5K, 52, 2021)[22]-[24]. f%i1E(2025) A Happen, Result
A1 Cause Jyfiil, #RI  TED BHEEEEF P 1)) &5 X . W 9T R, TED BRI AFEA F T HiAh
RSO RIBE R 2, IR BRI A A 1E SCB) B R MERAE , X SRHIER 2 | TED RHEEEHE R
MURF VB e B L[25] 0 BUA R SR vl SR 9t 2 B b T 90t AN DUE U, £ HHE B SSUEAT IR T B M
B, R D AT IR A

3. ARt
3.1. ARITREVERE

AU FEBARERR LRI “5 & o &7 M DL 7 PRI R, HifhREERAREEZ . &R
J7y MR A, X T HAR S I E RV — KA (PR, 2019) [10]. ELARER AR A A
AL, W TUARERE L B AR AN R SO b ) ORI 22 57 7T DL iR SIS S5 QUSR58 . DRIk, AWEIT
R R ERR LR “5 & o &7 A DL 7 AN R

3.2. BRI ERYIERE

TERLEEVEEL BCCWI FIl “ 44 keiE” iERLE . BCCWI A A2 B §i H B E R ERF 9% 4 5 0] 55 [ 5 e
FE, HAE T HMERER ORI, 7 R 7T, & KSimiER ER A HIiEEHE & B0 i g
T AREERE, BT OiEERE, o] FRygk BCCWT H HEERIR R B A8, K, A5 3 s ek
H X FANERE .
33. ARSE

B, HTRSIATIRE. M54 M BCCWIT &N THEM “& K&iE” HELmE 1000 #1574

YIRS (2014) ff AR - BEET AN - 5457 “RREHEK - AT MU — 2O SEA,

WAL T “HEE” Ok
‘%‘:‘v «3;&&:(1” “E”—!X’_JFE'” “%{%4%” “ETQ‘%L:?&” “?2@” «fﬁrgjn «Iﬂ%b‘(%%n u%]%%n 141.@%))

b oA SRR,
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SAF BV AE R TR R A E BCCWI H1 433 FIFH Anteone3.5.9 WAL, ISR RE N 0 4
4; EHCEBFEECIA, X E(2003) 2R, MIE K T-55T 3 BIFEHEC I nf Ml B35 R [26], ABFFTAR
PEXEHE B (2003 R AL ISR T4 T 3 B MIE R T4 T 3 /ey m B L inl s INARF& 254111 1000 1]
51l 42) ALt X 200 151451 41 , R FH B0 5 55008 DR Sh AR 45 & 10 75725 5%, 2002a) FI W75 25037 1418 SCEI[20]
FR, HEATRT LA AT AR FORAE S& R RIS SCRIAE 0T L 23 A R B A, R T RORIE AN [ ST i
B E S

4. BURYHE
4.1. B HEERFEE

W SGE R R SR B TR ERTER G IR R, 7R 7€ B BT AR & (T
J5%%, 2001) [27]0 1 SCE TR 70 BT 5 X819 s 18] 0 52 25 45 WO EAT 1 LA 90, 2 T i 45 HAl SURFIE . o,
o A A B BB e e PO SGB R AR R 2 38 S Tl

RSO 3R] B S A O] BTE SOB IR BEE DU “AT MBI “HEsia” CORy 7 A LB
67 o “ATNBEIE” BRSO RRIERRAE. AT FFEE LaEs s, AmsE,  “fro. B
N7, CHEYEET WG SGERGEE RN BAREY) . 28 s A A R TR, W R, R
T VYT BOIE SOB A R B G S I R BT A R I SCRFAIE AR 5 2 5 P 1] ) £
Fo W CRIES L, Bo” EWRNERE, ‘B 2. B 7 EEAIE XA, RN wHR
SEEAV XA LIRS E SRR IR NRLEES) BRI AE, A
TR N DB SRR, W& e SRR EE . CLBCY 2. W27 SR shiE AL
ST ERIBEEAF KL “HZ 5. KU FERIEBEREFEBAE. K 1 ER 2 B TR
“B g o &7 DL AE RO P TE SO R RME .

Table 1. Semantic preference features of “chotto” in the three styles

Fl “Bro & EZMRHRIEXSENFIE

BYELN S ik NTE % YT
T HNENE 57.14% HFo fithz F5--
HYasa) 19.29% R B & L
AR S AR
PR 8.18% BLw & AHAR
LT R 15.38% DR 2 BT 2 R4
T HNENE 34.91% o W3 47
Hpp ] 20.25% EZAr HEORM-e
LSRN
PR 19.84% HlLuw ~7&3 ARk
LR 25.00% B OAEE Rk B
1T RANE 22.16% %3 D i
HYAsn) 18.25% BOBER] &2 B
TR AR \ .
PR 26.82% ~FEZ B e
R 32.77% KUk B DT B Mt
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Table 2. Semantic preference features of “sukoshi” in the three styles

F2. L7 EZMCERFEIE RS EFHE

BN S i NTE = Y|
1T HNENE 57.14% Bk s o
YA ] 18.48% el AT e
HE TS N
LR 16.00% W BALL R
LT R 8.38% o RSB AN
T NIME 52.20% %3 Hnzd Ebze
s Hp ] 17.92% FEfE A A&
i8S - oo
PR 13.25% ~T&E2 Wan ok
R 16.62% fzu KL R & B
T HNIME 48.44% %35 R3 BEhz-e
. Y7 ) 13.54% W] BT HEEE
FACAR X o
iy 21.35% W RS LT B
Ao R 16.67% BL A& 3 L e

WAL HELIR TR, “5 & o &7 AR SRR B SO 1) 3= 8 &y “ATRAsIE” , S
AN 57.14%H1 34.91%; FEFR AR ) 32 318 SB[y “COBURE” . H N 32.77%. A, AT
RNENE” WG SGE TR AE = RSO AR EE 43R 57.14% 34.91%A1 22.16%, 30 H A S SCAR B A0 S
IR Ss . “CFPAR )7 TR OB FE =R O 0 5 EE 230 19.29% 20.25%A1 18.25%, i 3¢
Mg i, (EEAAAT) I B R . RN T SGE R E =R SO R E SOE R 5 EEa B 8.18%.
19.84%F1 26.82%;  “.CoHUEAE " 15 SGE R £ = MU 5 EE 7308 15.38%. 25%F1 32.77%, X fil
T S e 2 SRR DA B S AR B SR ST A3 1 R

CL T AE =R E GBI AT REIME” AN 57.14%. 52.20%F1 48.44%., “H
WS 87 AE SCE A E =Rl SO i 5 EE 2 08 18.48% 17.92%F1 13.54%.  “PFA 7 HIAE Xt H£E =Fh
SO &7 EE 2 5 16%13.25%F0 21.35% o 0o 3R AR IR0 SUE 1A 78 =P TR R I 5 B 23 5010 R 8.38%
16.62%7F1 16.67%. P W, “/BL 7 (1) “ATAHZNE” F1 “HYA3 )7 PIFE & 5 L B SO AL
SUUERGESS, VRN A OO BLEE . BRNE S A & B U BE A SO AL I R

FEAERESCpR T, “B g o &7 M <AL 7 MESIBaRBAN “47hsifE” , B 5 HAHF(57.14%).
FE ISR, P E I SGE RN “ATAZIE” , (A HERR KRG A “5 & o &7 [1134.91%
L7 [ 52.2%). TERFMICRAF, “5 5 5 &7 WEFIE @M N “OBBE” . i “PbL” K
FRE &N AT NIE”

ZiERTR, “b g o &7 MUY TR SGE R BE SO AL I ZE o T A R AR S A AR A S
PRBIZERISCAR “A7 RahfE” A0 “ i) Bois S & Eb i PR R <O BERE 7 10iE SCE A &
i g ass . RIELER — ik, PR AiE S i 2 I 22 bk

4.2. BN BXIEE

AT T R SGRI 7 AR TE SCR) S T PERE SR TR SCRIAT R 2818 S -
BB S SCHIHR A2 SR B IR W 5| A FATE 1A L P38 B i 2 AR SR e, (AR AT DA AN BT k8 —
R JEHOAR AN I SCA s VAR T SCRIR RS2 SR BRI MR 5| B FATIE 3R] J L -3 B T AT SO A, A AT TR 1E
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SRR IS — AR R T AR S SO s PP PRl SRR R SR BRI 5 R IR, TP AL 4 R 2 RS
2 2002a) [18]o F34h, RERNE S| R BC IR B TE SCEIA AR, BORREA —iH il 3 B 2
RIIA SC, E IR ERI R 5, SRRV ERERTE SCRIGIKZE 4F 2010) (2810 AWFFTH, 2 Phis SCH & Lt
SR 50%0, I ZENLJE T i ks s BURAE SCRIFITEAAE SCR A s RS B ikt
B T RTE SCRI & B R 50%0, YONZIATC IR TAELRE XE. R38R T “Bro &7 M “D
L7 A = RS P iR SCRIRHLE -

Table 3. Semantic Prosody features of “chotto” and “sukoshi” in the three styles

F3. “bro&” FUD LT EEMSTEFITE EIFHIE

A A b5y ok HL

T BN . - -

N st T A [ic3 1 il i3 HK

S TR M % Frakie k| B
AR AR 2.50% 83.00% 14.50% 15.50% 64.50% 15.00%
E= DU 13.00% 52.00% 35.00% 16.00% 60.00% 24.00%
ES RN 15.50% 45.50% 39.00% 25.00% 50.50% 24.50%

“B g o &7 FEAMESCARANEE SO R RIS SGE), TESRRISC R T R EE G, BN ARE
ST T RNAE S E . BARRE, RS “5 5 o &7 B HEE GRS 83%, 1M
Wi SR I BE N 14.5%, FAMGVE S 1B, AN A 2.5%, SEARPETE ). Bl ik “5 5 5 &7
(R PETE SCRI TN 52%, RN IE S 1 FE RVEARGE SR 1 B 23 A 13%F1 35%, 4T3 8 A M SC),
R IR SCB T FEAR B T e HRARANEIAE LB I EEE i B fERACES,  “5 g o &7 RHIE
S RRRAE GRS M E SGE ST BN 45.5% 15.5%F1 39%, JB THE41E ). BRTIEE G
FERFT T RERE S0% LA, (B m T E LRI, B TR .

LU AE RIS R R RS SR ISR N 64.5% 60%F1 50.5%, 15 2B A PETE XE), fE =R
SRR RS L ST BE 4 AR 15.5% 16% 1 25%, TEARTE SCRIJTRE AN 15%. 24%H1 24.5%. HAk
KRG, TEARESCURA, VS SCE D B s, RURE G 0 P B I W A S, (BRI . TR
SR, PR S A AT R B, BRI ARE G I A BT B, B ARAE SCE D) S AR
XEIIEE . AEFACHR A, Vs OB B — 8 T F%(50.5%), BURFINEGE S8 ik —2 BT, B
B SCE), FOAR M SGE) 0 B (RS SRR AR SCH) B 2 Ayt v, B8, ARE X
B0 PR TS R SR T, 2 PRI

FHE AT WL, PR AR SCOR B ZR RN S, o Ml SO 0 R e 3, RRARGE SRR AR S
FEREIES . HAEFASURT “5 5 o &7 B SGHRAE T, ARILH 2RISR R R .

“B o &7 F LT HESGHB AR

() XEZIBEFVIBRTZRRICHVZT HAIZEDOIIVIY MPBATOILAEVIZYSULAEELTL
Fotze RAMYAY MIU-LKVBRKUTEED DT E-~—F EBCCWI-HE R - 7 T)

Q) TTZZBEAESIZELTENTIELLZFNIE. —8IXHE >THL b kBB TV ZEE2HF 2207
UCs Y73 LFELL LTz, B LK. (BCCWI-thig « £45)

B) VIO DREL EHD - BHEZRAZATHPIEIERPELNPLSBIETCAET k2 ¥EZ2 5. 3 A TN LK
DSTVARIZTY) — Y E— A mAT—HLbE3E 5. BCCWI-4FZ B89 « LIR4K)

@ VWFTNIZLUTHARBIEZ2 DT B2 VAR EXITENLVIZDAPETIND L BE2ET Y
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TAVHEN o EXIE. FNEVIITAFIVIRADEELERH T NS, (BCCWI-HR - #3%)

B) ZNIERAEDHFITE B EBNTETINED WODPOLMPENEZTEHEND TENEARADBHIZEN
HZEIRBVETE, b2 ERLKBVBELILC BLBLPAEDHFEDHEM ELTHELLDO LR BN END
HSEIDITHEFZTHENET . BCCWI—4F 7 B4 - BA4HE5)

6) WANALKFOMME. BHMEIUIZWIEIETZKIAHHDOTCITINETIIED, TLHFB koL
EIBRETCITINET B EDESFRDOPTHBEEA>TEOLNE U ZDADTINDS VFI2573,(BCCWI—
— R B8 - BAAHE)

()RR (B8 ATER B4 FH . MRS Rt 0 A TSI RO, JRBIRY I SO . “A L7 B
BCRET 2T, R REROEERE, JFL CNA Ry 3y MEL o OBEL TR DT £
w7 BRI T R MO, B LA PR I %, TR TR GE ).
QFER IR~ » 2 485 “Hb” BEIFH, BIEUEE] “D UL < & o7 o BN “A L7 BRI <
U< %27, BB SRIEHEEMIEE, BOfbibr i, Fubm T s . sl
RAMIRR, L7 B “Bko Tuv 287, FRBHE F—SioRE, BTEME, G
B %, BT ks Y.

Bl@d)yd, “B x> BHi“F >y 2B bsof”, RkKR Rt BRI Bk 5,
HARRHEDE . 7B, TR AR SO B RR, B0 “36L ¢ T <h 37 ji—
BEAHBI R, BT BWGE L. BI5) R 5% EAE I HEE I, 6 i — st LA L
KHEM, EESE T, SBUREEREME. WA “5 5 o &7 ENBRENNFETR, B %
CHDBE 27, HJESCH “HE L w7 Fk IR (0 R R S T IS, BRI R ARG R, 2
RIS, BFRIE . BlO)H, “bro &’ B &7, ATRE “ASREMMAR
W HREMIIRS— AR, ARG OF, BT hikE 0.

5. g
TETE SGHIBFTUH, SCHRIIX A3 e E R & 11206 . ARTT, TEUNRAEER(1985) [SHEH K, 27

TR ISR R X 2T, X0k T4 A 8 RN . AR FURIL, 19 w3 BT SO 2 B SCA
WA I 7= A 22 5

5.1. @

“B g0 &7 LT FEARE U IR CRIBON R T, Y BRI B . AT R AR B SO
BEWA AR FORHS. S, BARGRME BT XA, KT (2006:217)F8 H, B
FROE B AR R L HER . A IR, BIURAETE 5 A R I A I R R E N 20, T2
TR A FH B RIE A B B A ThRE R R MR [29]. @i ESerb ] 3 foR, “/b L7 RoRipi IR
—EEPRAE, B TR, dhAh, XA, KEGTE(2006: 229, 246, 238)iN R H, BURFSCHE. 5K
T3 S SCHR S 2 B K R PR A W i o L™, SR A e TR ). RIS X — R
B RHE T T AR SR AE FIA I (BB SR Z ) VP4, BB 2 IR T s, B A A TS B [29], Fitk
HTRATE RSO AT EE” 1iE SCE A & 32 S A BT T 23R S8

5.2. BEXF

Tl SRS BEEMARE, BA N T A S TN SR [0 115 5 R E. — 771, XIECHIEE
RS L M, WEANRE, AR, LEHCES SRR . S5, N 1 s R
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Wl Jy, FFEFZREMEGH —ERBR T, . PN, JRE AR Rl &S
M SCAR BA — R B EMPERR IS BAh, BERSCAREAE B BRI PRI e A H 1, A
SUKIBE (E BALER hRE, MASKHE. 51 SEELUREM. Fit, HEFMAERERESRIIZ
() SR P4 o XM SCARRHEAE AR5 ] “ B & o &7 1 “b U7 FEIE G BB “ATNEE” 1iE &R
NET, H IR R OB S A W ORAIE SGER 5 EEA B BT 15 G R BB RS G
N, RIS AR A B v SCE 7 B o

5.3. EMIIE

GEM T BB ERER B (R, 2011)[30]. MERESCIARIZRA SO, PR R <R
A7 W SCE ] o5 b R, X S B SRR ST A R T A 1 Rk T A T AN A
TH &L, RS ZIAAEAE SLE . AT RSO RERLE, HE . DEE%E, 2T
ATEXTE, REMTRIEA CHER, EUEEREGE. BETREEE T M&IE, hRESAAER L
YU SE —Fh DLSCAC R HE R e 5 2R, “SEVEE” , FrRAEsS brp AR 2 F Bt AR, KHiT 2006:
258)[29]. Wi beHl 1, ZMAHBCT “Bi0 D0 &g K7 HokRIEH WK, HEERT
PRI R INEERE . IERL, “5 & o &7 A/ U7 78RR SCAR A BB R A3 S o ERs i, T
rhtk i SCEY & EERRAIC

TEZRFSARF “B g o &7 B OB FIE &M G E S, HREMEZEGY, “OL” il
CORFRERNE” B SGER S S, BIRHIE N, X5 5 5o &7 M DL AN SCERFIERE G
METF “bL”, “byo&” BRGEWEEOE, RARBHIENREMA. HET “bL”, “5
£ o &7 MIBGOREEMFEE, FIE=MSCEA s SGF S BT <AL 7, BAEFRMAS
SIS LRE G

6. 4518

ARV T REEE R ORI SO ZE R, BL“B p o &7 R L 7 g, W ERAr AT TN R R AR A
SR I SCARANSANSCAR 18 SGE R S SCRIRAIE . SRR, “5 5 o &7 ML 7 il R
AN SCRIRF AT AE SR 2257 o W SGBIRJT T, BEE SR RIZRANAL,  “AT NshfE” “ sl fiE SGarm
LRSS, VRO LB (IR SO R G PRI S . 15 ST, AR A A SR AN 3 S
M ] I R s FERASC T b L7 BIUPEE XE, b ko &7 RIVELE . IF
H, fEESGEMFERTEL T, WIRE =F oo pr SIRE R RIEAMIE . "0, 19 s #iE X
WITEARFRISCAR ZE R R, SCARS IS SAE G, 28 SGUM R R R 2 EE R R A6
FO R BRYELE T 70 SRR TR R AR R “5 s o &7 M “UL 7, EAERBTF b D K 1T
O FAE TN R, B BIRR A T8 SCRIRm, DU B 2 A .

SE

[11 BJ5¥%. iE%E M. B EEANEEHE A, 2011.

[2] Sinclair, J. (1987) Collocation: A Progress Report. In: Steele, R. and Threadgold, T., Eds., Language Topics: Essays in
Honour of Michael Halliday, Benjamins, 319-331. https://doi.org/10.1075/z.1t1.66sin
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