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o A Comparative Study on the Meaning and Referential Range of Animal Classifiers in
Japanese and Chinese Languages
—From the Perspective of Cognitive Linguistics

Abstract:

This research is divided into five parts.

In the introductory first chapter, the research background, subjects, methods, prior studies, and the
significance of the study are discussed.

The definitions of Chinese and Japanese classifiers are introduced, and the current research status on
animal classifiers in both languages is examined. Previous studies from the Chinese side focus on the
etymology, grammar, and pragmatics of animal classifiers, while Japanese studies trace the historical
changes in Chinese animal classifiers, explore the history of Japanese animal classifiers, and compile the
origins and usage of animal classifiers. While both languages have well-developed basic research in their
respective systems regarding meaning, grammar, and etymology, there is a scarcity of in-depth analyses
of the relationship between animal nouns and classifiers, particularly using the theoretical framework of
cognitive linguistics.

In Chapter 2, it is examines animal classifiers in both languages using specific examples. Animals are
categorized based on their living environments, such as terrestrial, aquatic, and amphibious, and further
divided into viviparous and oviparous. Additionally, animals are classified as small or non-small based
on their size. The complexity of daily life is considered, and animal classifiers are detailed based on two
aspects: the specificity of body parts or external features and historical usage.

In Chapter 3, it is noted that while */>* and “{f’ in both languages have subtle differences in the range
and objects of measurement, there are commonalities in the expansion of usage and the underlying
reasons for that expansion.

The study primarily addresses the causes of expansion and the boundaries of expansion for Chinese
classifier ‘>’ and Japanese classifier ‘{|’, summarizing the considerations related to the expanded usage
range. The causes of expansion are detailed based on three aspects: the function of classifiers, changes in
things, and the similarity of things. Regarding the boundaries of expansion, the study captures them from




both grammatical and pragmatic perspectives.

In Chapter 4, it is aims to analyze the usage distinctions and connections of animal classifiers in
Chinese and Japanese using theories from cognitive linguistics, such as metaphor and metonymy.

Concepts related to cognitive linguistics, specifically the relationship between classifiers and cognition,
family resemblance, metaphor, and metonymy, are explained. The combination of animals and classifiers
in both languages is analyzed from three perspectives: metaphor and metonymy theory, cognitive
patterns, and the inherent relationships among animals, classifiers and culture. The potential ‘backfire’ of
Japanese under the influence of cultural clashes on the use of Chinese animal classifiers is also
considered.

In Chapter 5, based on the reasons for the combination of animals and classifiers in Chinese and
Japanese outlined in the second and third chapters, the study summarizes from three aspects.

Firstly, nearly all classifiers have evolved from nouns, and their initial usage and the scope of
measurement must be based on the original meaning of the noun. Secondly, in the context of animals, the
selection of a classifier depends on both the external features and intrinsic attributes of the countable
animals. The richness of the animals’ characteristics and attributes determines the variety of classifiers
that can be combined with them. Thirdly, when counting animals, the choice of classifiers by cognitive
subjects is the result of grasping the various features or attributes that the objects of measurement
possess. The combination of animals and specific classifiers is closely related to how well individuals
recognize those animals.






