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Abstract: In Chinese, the “ 4F A X7 (haobu X) structure expresses three types of meanings (negation, affirmation,
and both affirmation-negation), where X exhibits differences in semantic symmetry. So far, no systematic explanatory
theory has been proposed to account for these differences. Therefore, this paper presents and argues for an explanatory
hypothesis that progresses through four stages: “ 1R A X (henbu X) => “ If AN X (haobu X) (negation) => [ironic
use] “ #F A X (haobu X) (affirmation) => expansion and obstruction of affirmative « &F A~ * (haobu). Specifically,
(1) the basis of the negation “ I AN X (haobu X) is attributed to “ 1R A~ X (henbu X), and the semantic asymmetry
of X (excluding negative words) is explained using politeness principles, irony, and the semantic valence of negation
results; (2) the ironic use of the negation “ {F A~ X (haobu X) gives rise to the affirmation “ {74~ X (haobu X); (3) the
grammaticalization and expansion of the positive meaning of “ ¥4 ” (haobu) extend to X, which cannot appear in the
negative meaning “ I¥ /AN structure (including words with opposite meanings and high polarity positive words). This
explains the semantic symmetry of X in the positive meaning “ 4§/ X (haobu X) structure; (4) when the affirmation 4}
AN 7 (haobu) expands to the negation “ I A X (haobu X), it encounters both obstacles (X includes neutral and some
positive words) and compatibility (X is some other positive words), thus explaining the semantic asymmetry of X in the

affirmation-negation “ {74~ X (haobu X) (i.e., X is positive words).
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1. Background and literature review

The study of the “ #F /4 X (haobu X) structure in Chinese began in the 1980s ""*. Since then, this structure
has been a focus of scholars’ attention. The reason for this is related to the semantic complexity of the
structure. “ AN X (haobu X) can express both negation (e.g., “ iF ANFFFE  [haobujiangli] meaning “very
unreasonable”) and affirmation (e.g., “ &f AN %7 & ~ [haobubadao] meaning “very domineering”), and even
both negation and affirmation depending on the context, which is referred to as affirmation-negation (e.g.,
“Uf A5 2% [haobugaoxing] can mean both “very unhappy” and “very happy”). Furthermore, the words




that can enter these three types of structures show differences in symmetry and asymmetry from a semantic
perspective: the words following the negation “ ¥ A > (haobu) are basically positive words, while the words
following the affirmation “ % AN ” (haobu) can be both negative and positive words . The affirmation-
negation “ #f AN ” (haobu) is similar to the negation “ #f A~ ” (haobu), with the words following it also being
basically positive . So far, research on the “ ## /4 X” (haobu X) structure has mainly covered the following
aspects.

1.1. Diachronic investigation of the “ I/~ X” (haobu X) structure

Diachronic investigation can be divided into two levels: micro and macro. The micro-level investigation
focuses on the earliest appearance of the negation and affirmation meanings of the «“ #f A X (haobu X)
structure. Based on the textual research of modern Chinese literature, Bin Yuan found that the « #F A~ X”
(haobu X) structure first appeared in the Dunhuang Bianwen Collection, expressing a negation meaning.
Therefore, he cautiously concluded that the negation “ 4 AN X (haobu X) originated no later than the late
Tang and early Song dynasties (i.e., 9—10th centuries) *. This conclusion has basically become a consensus in
the academic community. Regarding the emergence of the affirmation “ 4f A~ X (haobu X), although there
are disagreements, an overview of existing evidence suggests that it appeared in the 13th century. Bin Yuan,
citing works such as Journey to the West, believed that the affirmation “ #f A~ X” (haobu X) first appeared
after the mid-Ming dynasty (16th century) ). Jinsong He, citing dialogue from Yuan dynasty plays, argued that
the affirmation “ #7 4~ X” (haobu X) first appeared in the 14th century during the Yuan dynasty . However,
Qingzhang Meng disputed Jinsong He’s view, citing evidence that the dialogue in Yuan dynasty plays was
added by Ming dynasty scholars. Using Qinyuanchun: Farewell to Chen Qixin Returning to Changle and
Compendium of the Five Lamps as evidence, he dated the emergence of the affirmation * #F- A~ X (haobu X)
to the end of the Southern Song dynasty in the 13th century (note: the Southern Song dynasty ended in 1279
AD). Xiaoyun Cao, citing 4 Folk Narrative History of the Five Dynasties: The History of the Han Dynasty,
pushed the date of the affirmation “ 44 X (haobu X) back to before the fall of the Jin dynasty (1234 AD)
. Thus, based on existing evidence, we have clarified the chronological order and earliest appearance of the
negation and affirmation meanings of * #f- A X (haobu X).

The macro-level investigation focuses on changes in the frequency of “ #f A X (haobu X) structure
usage across different eras. The basic consensus in the academic community is that the development
process of the “ &} A X (haobu X) structure includes a germination period (Tang and Five Dynasties),
a development period (Song, Jin, and Yuan), a prosperity period (Ming and Qing), and a decline period
(modern Chinese stage) "), However, there are disagreements regarding the relative dominance of the
negation and affirmation meanings of “ ¥ AN X (haobu X) in modern Chinese. Bin Yuan believed that the
negation “ ¥ A X (haobu X) gradually fell out of use in modern Chinese, leaving only the affirmation 4
AN X (haobu X) in use . Conversely, Haitao Zhang, based on statistical results from Peking University’s
Modern Chinese Corpus (CCL) and the Media Language Text Corpus of Communication University of
China, found that the negation “ 4 A X (haobu X) accounts for 74% and 87% of the total « ¥} A X”
(haobu X) structures in the two corpora, respectively *. Given this disagreement, we conducted a re-
examination based on the CCL corpus. The statistical results show that among the 322 cases that match the “ %1
A X (haobu X) structure, only 58 cases are negation “ {f A~ X (haobu X), accounting for only 18%. This

indicates that the affirmation “ 4§/ X (haobu X) is used more frequently but is not exclusively used.
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1.2. Explanation of the semantic symmetry and asymmetry of X in the structure of “ {7/~
X” (haobu X)

As mentioned earlier, “ U AN X (haobu X) can express negation, affirmation, and even both affirmation
and negation. However, when expressing these three types of semantics, X exhibits differences in semantic
symmetry and asymmetry. The reasons for this are explained below.

Jiaxian Shen’s explanation relies on the politeness principle and irony. He pointed out that when « %
A X (haobu X) expresses negation, X is mostly a moral word (such as “reasonable” or “fair”), or a word
that expresses people’s expectations of behavioral results in social activities (such as “economical” or
“worthwhile”) ”. He refers to moral words and words that reflect people’s expectations as “socially positive
words.” He believed that people use words like “unreasonable” or “uneconomical” based on the politeness
principle, rather than directly expressing meanings like “rude” or “wasteful.” When “ 4f A X (haobu X)
expresses affirmation, and X is a negative word, it is initially the result of the use of irony (such as “ {f AN giE
[haobubadao, very domineering]). As the use of irony increases, the grammaticalization of * ¥F A~ ” (haobu)
improves, and it is finally applied to other positive words besides socially positive words. Jiaxian Shen did
not clearly explain why X in “ A~ X (haobu X) with both affirmation and negation is a positive word. He
only said, “This is because the aforementioned socially positive words do not have a clearly defined scope,
especially words that express people’s expectations of behavioral results. It is difficult to draw a clear line
between them and other positive words” eI, Moreover, X in “ {fA X (haobu X) with negation does not only
include “socially positive words” but also neutral words (such as “ #fA~— & ” [haobuyiban, very unusual]
can only express negation), which cannot be explained by the politeness principle.

While Lizhi Zou agreed with Jiaxian Shen’s explanation of « #f A~ X (haobu X) with negation, that
it is a euphemistic expression used by speakers for politeness, he disagrees with Shen’s explanation of * 4}
A X (haobu X) with affirmation. Shen believed that there was first the ironic usage of “ &f A (haobu) +
negative words,” and then “ ¥4~ ” (haobu) gradually became grammaticalized (i.e., semantically equivalent
to the adverb “very”) before being applied to positive words. However, Zou argued that the reason X in “ 4}
A X (haobu X) with affirmation can be both negative and positive words is due to the effect of irony; irony
can be used for sarcasm by saying the opposite of what is meant (i.e., with negative words such as “ I /" 25
1 [haobumanheng, very rude]), or for humor by saying the opposite of what is expected (i.e., with positive
words such as “ #f AN # [{§il 7 [haoburenao, very lively]) . Lizhi Zou also did not provide a convincing
explanation for why X in “ 4 AN X (haobu X) with both affirmation and negation is a positive word. He
only said, “The affirmation-negation form is derived from the affirmation form containing positive words,
because the form containing negative words can only produce affirmation and not negation.” This seems
to suggest that the affirmation meaning of « #f A X (haobu X) (where X is a positive word) precedes its
negation meaning, which is lacking in evidence and contradicts the historical evolution of “ i 4 X (haobu
X) where the negation meaning precedes the affirmation meaning.

Yi Dai believed that the reasons for the emergence of “ #f A~ X (haobu X) with affirmation meaning
include not only the use of irony but also rhetorical questions and doubts, citing the following two examples
as evidence:

(1) BWE R, BB S M, HLEA F04T 4% ME ? (The peaks of the Li Ridge rise high, the thunder
roars over the Jian River, do you, returning home, not know the hardships of the journey?) (Jingguo Chen,

Qinyuanchun: Farewell to Chen Qixin Returning to Changle)
() AR oRE AR, WE B KEHEN, EAZE? (Tong suddenly had an epiphany
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and said, “Those who flourish do so on their own, and those who wither do so as well. The autumn dew and
the spring breeze—how could they not affect them accordingly?”) (Volume 14 of Compendium of the Five
Lamps, Buddhist Monk Nifotong)

We believe that adding rhetorical questions or doubts as explanations does not have much significance
because it does not contradict the explanation of irony. Let’s look at Bin Yuan’s (1984) explanation of
example (3) ",

(3) B LI < ARE AR 7, A UHATAEX BT R 2 7 s - 355 WA, IR A R A
YRIFZ 5 FTH L > (The old woman said, “You should go and see him, why are you wandering here?” The
deity replied, “If T go to see him, his stick is so heavy. He will hit you regardless!””) "}

Bin Yuan pointed out, “If we look at it from another perspective and try to add a question mark after
‘his stick is so heavy,’ it seems to make sense to interpret this sentence as irony (i.e., to see “ {4 (haobu)
as a negation). This phenomenon can inspire us: the affirmative form of “ ¥4 > (haobu) evolved from the
negative form of “ £ A ” (haobu) through the rhetorical device of irony *. Moreover, in example (2) above,
the punctuation mark after « 4 A E{F ~ (haobuzhaobian, not affected) is a period in the original sentence,

not a question mark.

1.3. Meta-language negation and polarity interpretation of the stability of “ #FA4s X”
(haobu X) with affirmation meaning

Zi Yang and Xueming Wang explored the emergence and stability of *“ #F A X (haobu X) with affirmation
meaning from a construction perspective ">, Firstly, they argued that “ ##45 X (haobu X) with affirmation
meaning is a result of meta-language negation. Taking * FKIFA XK (wohaobuxihuanni) as an example,
they believe that the meaning of this sentence is based on “I don’t like you—I love you!” The difference
between meta-language negation and conventional negation lies in that “ AN > (bu, no) in conventional
negation negates the semantic lower limit, indicating “less than, lower than,” while meta-language negation
negates the semantic upper limit, indicating that the actual degree is higher than what the degree word refers
to !'"”. Regarding the stability of “ #f A~ X” (haobu X) with affirmation meaning, they only focus on the case
where X is an adjective and believe that X must be a “gradable” adjective. The higher the polarity of the
adjective, the higher the stability of *“ #f AN X (haobu X) with affirmation meaning. For example, “ ik & —
0 — P # — 45 0 7 (delighted-happy—calm—sad) forms a continuum expressing human emotions, with
“delighted” and “sad” having the highest polarity. Therefore, the affirmation meanings of “ {f ANk &~ (very
delighted) and “ {F A7 0> (very sad) are the most stable, while “happy” and “calm” have relatively lower
polarity, so the stability of the affirmation meanings of “ 4 AN JF.L»  (very unhappy) and  &F AF &~ (very
uncalm) is lower.

However, this explanation relying on meta-language negation and polarity has limitations. Firstly,
the explanation of meta-language negation violates the diachronic fact of the emergence of the affirmation
meaning of “ & N ” (haobu), namely, the ironic usage of “ #f /A ” (haobu) with negation meaning "
Moreover, in terms of X being an adjective, “polarity” cannot perfectly explain “stability” because adjectives
include not only polar adjectives but also non-polar adjectives, such as “hypocritical.” Although we can
say “somewhat hypocritical,” this is just a euphemism and does not indicate that “hypocritical” is a polar
adjective (see the discussion on “complementary antonyms” below); “hypocritical” is not in a graded system
because “not hypocritical” means “honest.” We also know that “ #F AN FE 4 > (so hypocritical) only expresses
affirmation meaning. Additionally, this study does not address the semantic symmetry and asymmetry
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interpretations of X.

Based on existing research, the basic consensus reached on the structure of «“ 4 A X (haobu X)
includes: Firstly, the emergence of “ #f AN X (haobu X) with negation meaning preceded its affirmation
meaning; secondly, the earliest mechanism for the generation of “ 4f AN X (haobu X) with affirmation
meaning was the use of irony; thirdly, in “ #F AN X (haobu X) with negation meaning and “ if A~ X (haobu
X) with both affirmation and negation meanings, X exhibits semantic asymmetry, that is, X does not include
negative words. On the contrary, X in “ #f A X (haobu X) with affirmation meaning exhibits semantic
symmetry, that is, it includes both positive and negative words. However, existing research has not proposed
a systematic theory on the emergence and semantic evolution of “ ¥ AN X (haobu X), making it difficult to
fully explain the semantic symmetry and asymmetry of X in the “ ¥ AN X (haobu X) structure. For example,
X in “ I X7 (haobu X) with negation meaning not only includes the “socially positive words” mentioned
by Jiaxian Shen but also neutral words (such as “ I AN}~ %  [very unusual]), which cannot be explained
by the politeness principle. Another example is that although the use of irony in “ #f A (haobu) + negative
words” was the initial mechanism for generating “ I 4 X (haobu X) with affirmation meaning, promoting
the grammaticalization of “ if AN ” (haobu) (i.e., affirmation meaning), why can this grammaticalized “ 4F
AN > (haobu) be extended to certain positive words (such as “happy”) but not to other positive words (such as
“reasonable”) and neutral words (such as “usual”)? In other words, although X in “ #F A~ X (haobu X) with
affirmation meaning exhibits semantic symmetry, including both negative and positive words, this symmetry
also implies restrictive conditions.

To fully explain the aforementioned issues, we propose and argue for a systematic theoretical hypothesis,
namely, “ 1B A~ X (henbu X) => “ Iif A X (haobu X) (negation meaning) => [use of irony] “ if A~ X”

(haobu X) (affirmation meaning) => expansion and resistance of “ #f- A ” (haobu) with affirmation meaning.

2. The negation meaning of “ ¥~ X (haobu X): Semantic foundation and
asymmetry

The negation meaning of “ if A X (haobu X) first appeared in the late Tang and early Song dynasties. Why
did it emerge? Based on diachronic investigations, database statistics, and daily observations, we reasonably
believe that the foundation for the emergence of the negation meaning of “ 4 X (haobu X) is “ R4 X
(henbu X) 7.

From a temporal perspective, “ 1R A X (henbu X) preceded the negation meaning of ““ ¥4 X (haobu
X). For instance, the usage of “ R A~ X (henbu X) can be found in Huayang Guozhi (Volume 1: Bazhi) by
Dongjin historian Qu Chang, as seen in example (4).

() 1B, 3L AR 58, AR — AP IR B, 1 SO R IS TR AR A — 3. ] 2 il
X, RST80T, BEULPE TS, (iR eS , IS o, EEAVR TR A A R, 1T )i i B 6 B
NEE AL Z O X . However, the loess is widely distributed on the ground, and it is all flat and
fertile. Yet, the timing of cultural development is very inconsistent. The Hedong Jiechi region, with the great

river winding in front and mountains blocking behind, has a complex landscape of valleys and marshy areas,
which is very unfavorable for the development of agricultural culture. Nevertheless, it was precisely this
region that first became the core area for nurturing Chinese culture.

As mentioned earlier, the negation meaning of *“ %f A X (haobu X) generally excludes negative words
in X. Does “ 1R A~ X” (henbu X) exhibit such a semantic feature in X? To answer this, we conducted a
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statistical analysis of “ {R AN > (henbu) usage cases in the Beijing Language and Culture University Chinese
Corpus (BCC) and the Peking University Modern Chinese Corpus (CCL).

In the “Literature” module of BCC, there are 8,836 cases of “fRA X” (henbu X). Among them, X
represents negative words in 1,119 cases, accounting for 12.7%. However, it is important to note that “fR A~ X”
(henbu X) implicitly contains two structures: (1) 18 [ A X], where “/~N” and “X” are closely integrated,
suchas “fR[ A", “IRIAKR], “IR[ AWM ] and 2) R [ A [X]], suchas “TR [ A [ #5241
Therefore, although words like “%,” “YR,” and “¥fi” are negative in meaning, given their structure as “fR
[ A X],” they should not be simply categorized as “X representing negative words.” If we exclude
phrases like “fRANEE /3K /67  (a total of 1,023 cases), the number of cases where X represents negative
words is reduced to only 96, accounting for approximately 1.1%. Compared to “/RA X" (henbu X), “4f- A~ X”
(haobu X) generally consists of words with two or more syllables in X "', Considering this point, if we only
consider cases where X has two or more syllables, there are 6,367 cases. Among these, there are only 11 cases
(i.e., AR Y AR, AL Y AR P ARARZE) W ARRERE s AR EE: M) where X
represents negative words, accounting for only 0.17%.

In the CCL Modern Chinese Corpus, there are 15,738 cases of “ 1R A X” (henbu X). If we only
consider cases where X has two or more syllables, there are 11,625 cases. Among these, X represents negative
words in only 13 cases (i.e., fRA 24 M; ARARZE N U AR 2o g U ARS8 M5 AR/ s AR A EE P,
AR M ARASA 2 U ARAS L M AR AN LE 2 ) ARASAASE ), accounting for only 0.11%.

From the statistical results above, it can be seen that it is rare for words with negative meanings to
follow “ 1R AN ” (henbu), which is consistent with Shuxiang Lu’s observation that if “ 18 A ” (henbu) is
followed by a two-syllable word, these words are generally positive in meaning . Furthermore, based on
observations from the two corpora mentioned, words that cannot follow “ 44 (haobu) to express negation
also cannot follow “ 1R AN (henbu). For example, negative words like “ §ii& ~ (badao, domineering), “ 25 1
(manheng, rude), “ J{EL > (fangsi, unrestrained),  XIJR  (xionghen, fierce), “ R > (langbei, disheveled
and embarrassed), “ 15 (beican, tragic), “ 1545 (beishang, sad), “ YEHL > (nankan, embarrassing), « 22~
(shiwang, disappointed), “ JH. 1% ” (jusang, depressed) cannot follow * {f A  (haobu) to express negation,
and similarly, we do not see them following “{R A~ (henbu). On the other hand, words that can follow “/E A~
(henbu) may not necessarily be able to follow the negative “ 4 > (haobu). For instance, words containing
“ 4> such as “ IfW ” (pleasant to hear) and “ #1-52 ” (pleasant to feel) can follow “ R A > (henbu) but not
necessarily “ 4f AN ” (haobu). Therefore, based on the semantic similarity of words following the negative
“UFAS > (haobu) and “ {RAN ” (henbu), as well as the broader range of words that can be used with “ R4~
(henbu), it is reasonable to believe that the semantic foundation of the negative “ A ” (haobu) is “ RA
(henbu). As a result, the semantic asymmetry of the negative “ I/ X (haobu X) is closely related to the
semantic asymmetry of “ R A X (henbu X).

Before discussing the semantic asymmetry of X in “ 18 A X (henbu X), three issues need to be
clarified: Firstly, the scarcity of examples in the corpus that fit the pattern “ {R AN (henbu) + negative word”
indicates that it is not a common usage. Secondly, X in “ R A X (henbu X) is not limited to positive words
but can also be neutral words without clear positive or negative connotations (e.g., “ 1R A~_— ££ > [very
different], “ 1R AN > [very unusual], “ {R ASAHIE]  [very dissimilar]). Thirdly, not all positive words can
be used in the “ EAS X (henbu X) structure "',

So, why can X in “ {RA X (henbu X) only be a word with a positive meaning (or neutral word), but
not a word with a negative meaning? Why can’t some positive words fill in the blank of X? Shuxiang Lv
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believed that the reason X is a word with positive meaning is because “it may be very useful in rhetoric. For
example, in general situations, ¢ 1R /A~ 'k M * (very not optimistic) is used as a ‘euphemism,” while ¢ 1R &
M. > (very pessimistic) is used less frequently, so it sounds heavier when used” "', This “euphemism” theory
is consistent with the politeness principle that Jiaxian Shen relied on to explain why “ & AN ” (haobu) is
followed by socially commendatory words including moral words. However, as Shuxiang Lv acknowledged,
this explanation is not universal . For example, neutral words (such as « *F % ,” « — fi& ,” etc.) are not
suitable for this explanation. Xiaoming Xie and Yubo Wang explored the conditions for the establishment of
the “ 1R A~ (henbu__) structure based on Yuzhi Shi’s concepts of “quantitative” and “non-quantitative”
%l They believe that X that can enter “ & AN ” (henbu ) must satisfy the necessary condition of being
“non-quantitative” (i.e., having flexibility in quantity). Only by satisfying this condition, X can be modified
by “ A 7 (bu, no), and then possibly modified by “ 1R > (hen, very). For example, “ £ /™ > (zhuangyan,
solemn) does not belong to non-quantitative words and cannot be modified by “ 4~ ,” so it cannot enter
the next round of being modified by “ 1R .” Moreover, just because X can be modified by “ 4 > does not
mean that “ 4~ X” can necessarily be modified by “ 1R ”; only when the negative form “ 4~ X also has a
magnitude can it be modified by “ 1R .” Based on Yuzhi Shi’s “positive magnitude” test, Xiaoming Xie and
Yubo Wang introduced a formula similar to testing “negative magnitude™: “ & fA X7 => “ A X7 =>«JE
T X7 =>“ 8 X” (somewhat not X => very not X => extremely not X => most not X) "'”. For example,

2 ¢

the negative forms of “honest” and “civilized” (“not honest,” “not civilized”) both have magnitudes, so they

29 G

can enter the “ R4~ ” structure; while the negative forms of “cunning” and “barbaric” (“not cunning,” “not
barbaric”) do not have magnitudes, so they cannot enter the “ R~ structure.

However, the aforementioned explanation seems to involve circular reasoning in determining

“quantifiers” and “non-quantifiers,” which rely on our language experience. For instance, because we

rarely or never say “fRANE™” (very not solemn), “JE/™” is categorized as a quantifier. In fact, “JE™”

means “solemn and serious” and exists within a magnitude system, with words like “solemn,” “serious,”
and “formal” falling below it. We have also found the negative form of “E/™” — “/AJE™” in the
BCC corpus, such as “laughing is not solemn,”  “neither beautiful nor solemn,” and “the demeanor is

not solemn.” So, why can we say “not solemn” but not “very not solemn” ?

We believe that to explain the semantic asymmetry of X in  “/EA X” (henbu X), we need to consider
two aspects simultaneously: (1) The principle of politeness and the need for euphemism. This explanation
applies to positive words (rather than neutral words) that can enter the “fRA 7 structure (e.g., “very
unreasonable” ) and explains why negative words cannot enter this structure, as “when evaluating with
speech acts, especially evaluating people’ s social behavior, it is necessary to speak euphemistically about
bad things and fully about good things.” (2) Whether the semantic valence of the concept resulting from
negation is unitary. This is closely related to the two types of antonymous relationships between the original
word and its negative form—complementary antonymy and graded antonymy.

The complementary antonymy includes i.e. and either this or that. Taking “honest” as an example,
its semantic valence is “+” and can be represented as “honest”.”  “Very” is an adverb that expresses
“polarization” and requires the following word to be conceptually unit-priced. Therefore, we can say “very
honest.” The negation of “honest” results in an antonym with a complementary relationship to “honest.”
Whether this antonym is expressed as “dishonest” or another form, it is also unit-priced, but its semantic
valence is “—,” so it can also be modified by “very,” i.e., “very dishonest.”

For graded antonymy, taking “solemn” as an example, its negation produces results that include both
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positive valence concepts (e.g., formal’) and negative valence concepts (e.g., casual’, frivolous’). In other
words, the concept resulting from the negation of “solemn” is not semantically unit-priced but rather
“solemn”.” Therefore, it cannot be modified by the polarizing adverb “very,” and we cannot say “*very not
solemn.”

It is worth noting that just because a positive word exists within a graded system does not necessarily
mean its negative form is not unit-priced and cannot be modified by “very.” It depends on the position of the
positive word within the “+” polarity—if a positive word has a higher polarity, its negative form is less likely
to be unit-priced (e.g., the negative form of “delighted” [“not delighted”] can include “happy’,” “sad ), and
thus less likely to be modified by “very” (*very not delighted); conversely, if a positive word has a lower

@ 9

polarity, its negative form is more likely to be unit-priced (i.e., only includes “—"), and thus more likely to be
modified by “very” (e.g., happy’ => unhappy => very unhappy ).

Based on the CCL and BCC corpora, we selected three sets of words (i.e., good-looking/beautiful;
prosperous/flourishing; happy/delighted) and compared the probability of the negative forms of the two
words in each set (one with lower polarity and the other with higher polarity) being modified by “very.” The

results were fully consistent with our aforementioned analysis (Table 1).

Table 1. Results from CCL and BCC corpora

Negative form Number of cases (CCL/BCC) Proportion of “very + negative form” (CCL/BCC)
Not good-looking 651/402 38/651 = 5.8%; 38/402 = 9.4%
Not beautiful 69/29 0/69 = 0%; 0/29 = 0%
Not prosperous 3606/163 89/3606 = 2.5%; 13/163 = 7.9%
Not flourishing 22/1 0/22 = 0%, 0/1 = 0%
Not happy 3235/3044 458/3235 = 14.2%; 427/3044 = 14%
Not delighted 18/1 0/18 = 0%; 0/1 = 0%

It can be seen that for positive words in a graded system, the lower the polarity, the closer the
relationship between the word and its negative form is to a complementary relationship (i.e., either this or
that, such as “unhappy” means “sad,” “angry,” etc.). In other words, the semantics of its negative form is
more likely to be unit-priced and thus more likely to be modified by “very.”

Additionally, for neutral words that can enter the “ fR A~ structure, they inherently do not have a
“+” or “—* valence. However, these words express concepts related to “normality” and “universality.” We
can refer to these neutral words as “benchmark words,” which are equivalent to the “0” mark on a ruler,
serving as a starting point and standard for measurement. Their negative forms imply a deviation from this
“benchmark,” and deviations naturally have degrees, thus they can be modified by “very,” such as “ R f~—
¥ (very different), “ {RAN5-% ~ (very unusual), “ R4~ 215 > (very unaccustomed), “ 1R A— 8 > (very
extraordinary), “ R ANfi] B2 (very complicated), “ 1R ANFHIA] > (very dissimilar).

In summary, we believe that the negative form “ {4 X (haobu X) originates from “ 1R A X (henbu
X). The semantic asymmetry of X in the latter is completely consistent with the semantic asymmetry of X in
the former. Therefore, the explanation for the semantic asymmetry of X in “ R4 X (henbu X) also applies
to the semantic asymmetry of X in the negative form “ §f A~ X (haobu X).
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3. The generation mechanism of the affirmative meaning of “ ¥4 X” (haobu X)

So far, Xiaoyun Cao has traced back the earliest appearance of the affirmative meaning of « 4f- A~ X (haobu
X) . She found the following sentence (Example 5) in A4 Folk Narrative History of the Five Dynasties: The
History of the Han Dynasty, a book written before the fall of the Jin Dynasty (AD 1234), in which “ {f A~ Z&
TH > (haobuxiulemianpi) undoubtedly carries an affirmative meaning.

(5) BHXFNE S =R sk 25, BAMh =07 WA BFEF A A AE . B, A H bR,
R < MRS T IR N IRIR IR S — AN SRR O, Y RE R S AN Tl . T R
it gk e XNt . After Liu Zhiyuan married the third daughter, how could he know that her two brothers,
named Li Hongxin and Li Hongyi, were always upset and said behind his back, “Our parents are so ignorant!
They married our sister to a horse groom, making us brothers feel so ashamed.” They just hated their brother-
in-law Liu Zhiyuan.

Qingzhang Meng also found the usage of the affirmative meaning of “ #f A X” (haobu X) in Jingguo
Chen’s Qinyuanchun: Farewell to Chen Qixin Returning to Changle and Compendium of the Five Lamps
from the late Southern Song Dynasty "*).

(6) i THEIE , DA TN, AnFIE, B HBE , SR LA, Mhitsz. B R
, R, HIFA AT EEME?  After the plum blossoms fade, even with the spring breeze, it is better to
return early. When the swallow’s mud is warmed by the sun, and the grass covers the parting road; when the
warbler sings in the morning mist, and the willows brush against the saddle. The peaks of the Li Ridge rise
high, the thunder roars over the Jian River, do you, returning home, not know the hardships of the journey?
(Jingguo Chen, Qinyuanchun: Farewell to Chen Qixin Returning to Changle)

(7) R . “ZRFEHR, WHAW. KEFEX, FAZ[E? (Tong suddenly had an epiphany
and said, “Those who flourish do so on their own, and those who wither do so as well. The autumn dew and
the spring breeze—how could they not affect them accordingly?”) (Volume 14 of Compendium of the Five
Lamps, Buddhist Monk Nifotong)

These earliest examples of the affirmative meaning of “ I 4 X (haobu X) can be explained naturally
as the irony of the negative meaning of “ 4 A~ X (haobu X). As Bin Yuan said, “The affirmative form “#f /4~
(haobu) originates from the negative form “ i /4~ > (haobu). Initially, it may have been an ironic expression
of the negative form “ I A ” (haobu) in spoken language. As this ironic expression became more frequent,
the meaning of “ A~ ” gradually became blurred, losing its negative function and attaching to the word “ %f
. Thus, “ I A (haobu) solidified into a language unit equivalent to an adverb” . This explanation, which
attributes the origin of the affirmative meaning of “ #f A X (haobu X) to the irony of the negative meaning

[4,7-9]

of “ If A X (haobu X), has gained relatively widespread acceptance

4. Grammaticalization, expansion, and obstruction of the affirmative meaning of

“ $FA  (haobu)

Both Bin Yuan and Jiaxuan Shen agreed that as the ironic expression of the negative meaning “ 4f A X (haobu
X) is used more frequently, the “ 4 ” in “ IF AN X (haobu X) gradually becomes blurred, and the degree of
grammaticalization of “ # 4~ ” as a whole to express affirmation continues to increase and solidify . Shen
Jiaxuan even proposed the following specific hypothesis: “This evolutionary process is likely to have first
occurred with derogatory terms negated by “ A ,” and then expanded to other words besides moral terms,
such as “ {FAHH ~ (very lively)” . However, the affirmative meaning of “ #7 4 ” does not extend to all
words besides moral terms, which has not been explained so far.
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We believe that in the process of expansion, the affirmative meaning of * %4~ > encounters both words
that cannot enter the negative meaning “ #f A~ structure and words that are allowed to enter this structure.

e ==

Since the words that cannot enter this structure mainly include words with negative meanings (such as “ &
1& ) and words with highly polar positive meanings (such as “ ik & ), and the affirmative meaning of “ 4 A~
not only indicates a very high degree but also expresses a strong exclamation, it is naturally accepted by these
two types of words. However, for words that have already entered the negative meaning “ {4 ” structure,
the expansion of the affirmative meaning “ % A > is not always smooth, and there are also obstacles. So,
under what circumstances will the negative meaning “ {f- /A X “resist” the encroachment of the affirmative
meaning “ IF AN ”? What are the reasons?

First, in the negative expression “ If A~ X,” the frequency of using the negative form of X (such as “ A
X, WX R X “ A BE X, ete.) is much higher than that of the affirmative form of X. In this case,
either “[ A~ X]” is an indivisible unit, or the ratio of “[ A~ X]” (and other negative forms) appearing is much
higher than that of “[X].” Therefore, the “ 4 * in “[ A X]” cannot (or is not inclined to) separate from it and
combine with “ %}  to form “ #F A .” The foundation of “[ #f4\ ]” as a unit does not exist. Consequently,
the affirmative meaning of “ #F A > cannot expand to this type of negative expression “ #f A X.” For
example: “ lF AJE — B, GFABAE FARIEIR, GFARIBEE ARG BFAST L, AN
Ry FABIE. AN FAER. FAGNE FASES. AT A AR AR
28 WA EEHE. A NI (respectively, very dismissive, very strange/inappropriate, very unpleasant,
very unappreciative, very unreasonable, very impatient, very unnoticeable, very outrageous, very abnormal,
very shameless, very inappropriate, missing the point, very inconsiderate, very resentful, very useless, very
illogical, very mediocre).

Based on the CCL and BCC corpora, we conducted a statistical analysis on the proportion of negative
forms such as “[ A~ X]” among these expressions mentioned above, and the results showed that the

proportion of negative forms is very high (Table 2).

Table 2. Results of the proportion of negative forms

“X” (number of cases) (CCL/BCC) " X <“"n;gegg,f;g§;’ proportion) I““‘“Si‘;‘;‘,’; other ‘;ggggy;gg;m ofx
J&— I (701/441) AJE— B (701/100%; 441/100%) 100% /100%
R (408/183) AMEARZE (408/100%:; 183/100%) 100% /100%
JEUER (596/218) AR (590/99%; 216/99%) 100% /100%
W% (75/68) TIE2E (74/99%; 67/99%) 99% /99%
ARG (175/142) ANHIFRIGT (152/87%:; 142/100%) 98% /100%
T4 (2519/3014) AT (2438/97%; 2926/97%) 97% /98%
JEHR (1211/334) ANFLHR (1124/93%:; 298/89%) 98% /96%
181% (586/457) AMZAE (470/80%; 429/94%) 94% /97%
X+2) (697/605) X (585/84%; 478/80%) 96% /94%
L (544/592) K (496/91%; 556/94%) 91% /94%
IR (813/394) ANEIFE (765/94%:; 372/94%) 94% /96%
SEAT (258/159) G4 (233/90%; 131/82%) 95% /85%
I N1 (263/208) AN (244/93%; 184/88%) 93% /89%
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Table 1 (Continued)

“X” (number of cases) (CCL/BCC)

“ A X” (number of cases/proportion)

Inclusion of other negative forms of X

(CCL/BCC) proportion (CCL/BCC)
AR (1235/349) AR (973/75%; 312/89%) 84% /93%
2% (168/77) AR (121/72%; 61/79%) 81% /83%
2 (198/93) NGB (158/80%; 71/76%) 80% /82%
AT (132/36) AN (90/68%:; 32/89%) 82% /94%

Secondly, the X in the negative expression “ 4f

A X (haobu X) refers to the socially evaluative

commendatory terms described by Jiaxian Shen . We agree with Shen’s explanation that 44~ + socially
evaluative commendatory terms” can only express a negative meaning, utilizing the politeness principle
and the asymmetry of irony. According to the politeness principle, “when evaluating with words, especially
when evaluating people’s social behaviors, it is more tactful to speak of bad things and more fully to
speak of good things. Generally, criticizing someone’s shortcomings is an act that can harm their dignity,
so it is not appropriate to directly use derogatory terms, and thus “ A~ * (not) is used with corresponding
commendatory terms as a substitute.” Additionally, “as a rhetorical device, irony often uses positive words
to express negative meanings.” Therefore, in words like « #f AN yfH > (literally “very unreasonable™), “not

99, 6

reasonable” is used to euphemistically express “domineering”; “not reasonable” is already a derogatory term,
hence, according to the asymmetry of irony’s application, it is unlikely to apply irony to a derogatory term to
express a commendatory meaning. If we want to express that someone is “reasonable,” we would use “(very)
reasonable” to positively and fully express it.

Thirdly, the X in the negative expression “ {f-A X (haobu X) refers to the aforementioned “benchmark
“—FE” (same), ““FH” (ordinary), “3iE” “2JM” (habitual), “AH[F]”

(identical), etc.). We know that the affirmative “ 44 ” expresses a meaning equivalent to the exclamation

words” (such as (common),
adverb “ If ” (very), and the aforementioned “benchmark words” express concepts that are “not worth
exclaiming over.” Only deviations from the “benchmark™ are “worth exclaiming over.” Therefore, adding
“ §F AN before these “benchmark words™ only expresses exclamation over deviations from the “benchmark™
(i.e., negative meanings).

Fourthly, if the X in the negative expression “ #f A X cannot (or rarely) be modified by the
exclamation adverb “ 4f > (very), then “ #f A X can only express a negative meaning and cannot express
an affirmative meaning. This principle has a relatively broad explanatory scope, covering not only some
“benchmark words” and socially evaluative commendatory terms but also other commendatory terms and
neutral words. Taking the following words as examples, these words can all be modified by “ 4 A ” to
express a negative meaning but cannot express an affirmative meaning. Based on the CCL and BCC corpora,
we found that examples of these words being modified by the exclamation adverb “ 4f- ” (very) are extremely

rare, as shown in Table 3.
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Table 3. « 4 ” + X examples

“¥f ” + X (number of “7f ” + X (number of examples)

X X

examples) (CCL/BCC) (CCL/BCC)
158 (Willing) 0/0 IR (Glad) 0/0
4+"5, (Striving to do better) 0/0 PP (Reasonable) 0/0
AL (Polite) 0/0 A (Fair) 10
B%3% (Understanding) 0/0 3 3 (Upright) 0/0
%4y (Law-abiding) 0/0 512 (Content) 0/0
#%5)2 (Steady and dependable) 0/0 = (Satisfied) 0/0
{H4% (Valuable) 0/0 924> (Safe) 0/2
53 (Practical and economical) 0/0 >J15t (Habitual) 0/0
#1178 (Standardized) 0/0 “F#: (Peaceful) 0/1
—F£ (Same) 0/0 FHE] (Identical) 0/0
i@ (Ordinary) 0/0 — % (Ordinary) 2/0

It should be noted that for socially evaluative commendatory terms, some words may be modified by the
exclamation adverb “ 41 > (such as “ If[& = > [very sensible], but “ 47 A~ [# 5 > only expresses a negative
meaning). In such cases, of course, the fourth principle alone cannot explain it, and we still need to rely on
the politeness principle and the asymmetry of irony to explain.

In contrast to the words covered by the fourth principle, the X in the negative expression “ 4 A X”
(haobu X) can be widely modified by the exclamation adverb “ # > (such as “ &} it  [comfortable], « /&
M > [happy], “ H 7E ” [at ease]). In this situation, the negative “ #f AN X (haobu X) is compatible with
the expansion of the affirmative “ {4~ ”; expressions like “ {F ANEFAR .7 “ IF A E 24, “ IF A EHALE ” can
express both negative and affirmative meanings. Since the X in the negative “ I AN X (haobu X) cannot
be a word with a negative meaning, and words like “benchmark words” that have no clear commendatory
or derogatory connotations do not accept the encroachment of the affirmative “ 4f 4 > therefore, the X in
the «“ If A X (haobu X) that has both affirmative and negative meanings can only cover positive words.
This explains the semantic asymmetry of X in the “ /A X (haobu X) with both affirmative and negative
meanings.

It is worth pointing out that the phrase “ i % 5 ” (haoburongyi) which is often seen as a special case,
because its affirmative form “ #%% 5} ” also often expresses a negative meaning ">, Why can’t “ #F AN%5
5% 7 express an affirmative meaning? “ %% 5} > is not a socially evaluative adjective as mentioned above, nor
is it a “benchmark word.” Moreover, “ %% %  is not inseparable from the modifier “ 4~ > and it can also be
modified by the adverb “ &f ” (“ #F%¥ 5 ). According to the criteria mentioned above, “ I A% %  should
seemingly be able to express an affirmative meaning. However, we know that “ 4% %) ” has two meanings
(i.e., “very difficult” and “very easy”). When expressing the former meaning, it serves as an adverbial,
modifying a VP (such as “ {2 5 4 77 2 — 5K 22 ” meaning “it was very difficult to get a ticket”), while the
latter can only serve as a predicate or an adverbial modifying a bare verb (such as “ IX T8 @ H {145 5 [ i 17
meaning “this question is very easy [to do]”) "”.. We searched for more than 2,500 examples of “ IF %5 5
in the CCL corpus, and almost all of them serve as adverbials (a few serve as complements, such as “ I1X ji 3
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T 515 UFANZY 5 meaning “this article was written with great difficulty”). Although we can say “ #f %% %)
,” the syntactic component that “ 1§%¥ 5 > actually expresses when meaning “ 1R %% 5 ” is different from the
syntactic component that “ {f- /N2 5 ” serves. In other words, if “ I A% %) ~ also expressed an affirmative
meaning and served as an adverbial modifying a VP, it would contradict the existing negative “ 145 % * that
can serve the same syntactic component. That is, the negative “ {J-%¥ 5 ” serving as an adverbial prevents the
affirmative “ 4/~ ” from encroaching on the negative “ If AN 5 .7

5. Conclusion

So far, research has clarified the diachronic sequence of the emergence of the negative “ #f A X” (haobu X)
and the affirmative “ #f A~ X (haobu X) srecognizing that “ #f A~ X (haobu X) can express three types of
semantics: negative, affirmative, and both affirmative and negative. Moreover, it has been recognized that the
X in negative “ I A~ X (haobu X) and both affirmative and negative “ ¥ A X (haobu X) mainly covers
positive words, while the X in affirmative “ A~ X (haobu X) includes both negative and positive words.
However, there has not been a comprehensive and systematic explanation for the semantic symmetry (i.e.,
X in affirmative “ #f A X (haobu X) includes both positive and negative words) and asymmetry (i.e., X in
negative “ #F AN X (haobu X) and both affirmative and negative “ i 4 X (haobu X) mainly covers positive
words) of X.

To address this, we propose and argue for a comprehensive and systematic explanatory model: « 1R
A X7 => “ A X (negative) => [ironic pragmatics] “ #f A~ X (affirmative) => expansion and resistance
of the grammaticalization of “ #F A .” Based on diachronic investigations, database statistics, and daily
observations, we believe that the negative “ I A X (haobu X) emerged from “ 18 A X (henbu X) and
the semantic asymmetry of X in negative “ #f A~ X” (haobu X) originates from the semantic asymmetry of
X in “ 1RA X7 (henbu X). The semantic asymmetry of X can be explained by the politeness principle, the
asymmetry of irony application, and whether the concept generated by negation has semantic monovalency.
Furthermore, we argue that X in negative “ #f 4 X (haobu X) includes not only positive words but also
some neutral words without clear commendatory or derogatory connotations. This means that the semantic
asymmetry of X in negative “ #f A X (haobu X) should be more accurately described as “X does not
include negative words.” The ironic usage of negative “ I A X (haobu X) led to the emergence and
grammaticalization of affirmative “ 4f AN . Subsequently, affirmative “ #f 4~ » began to expand, targeting
words that were not accepted by negative “ #F 4 ,” namely negative words and highly polar positive words.
This explains the semantic symmetry of X in affirmative “ 4 A X” (haobu X). However, words already
accepted by negative “ #F A 7 (i.e., some positive words and neutral words) do not uniformly accept the

2

expansion of affirmative “ # 4 .” Therefore, we have summarized four criteria for negative “ I A~ to
resist the expansion of affirmative “ 4f 4~ ”: Firstly, when the frequency of various negative forms of X in
negative “ AN X (haobu X) is much higher than that of the affirmative form of X (i.e., X), affirmative * #F
/A~ cannot invade. This is because, in this case, [ 4 X] is almost an indivisible unit, or “ A ” is not inclined
to be separated from X. Therefore, the probability of “ A ” in [ A X] breaking away and forming “ #f A~
with “ 4F > is low, making it difficult for [ 4F 4~ ] to exist as a unit. Secondly, when X in negative “ If A
X” (haobu X) is a socially evaluative commendatory term, the politeness principle and the asymmetry of
irony application prevent the encroachment of affirmative “ %4~ .” Thirdly, when X in negative * i 4 X~

(haobu X) is a “benchmark word” such as “—#£” (same), “AH[F]” (identical), “*F%~ (ordinary), —
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M (usual), etc., affirmative “ If A4~ > also finds it difficult to encroach. This is because “benchmark words”
express concepts that we are accustomed to, and it is extremely rare to modify them with the exclamation
adverb “ 4 ” (equivalent to affirmative “ #f A ). Only deviations from the “benchmark™ are worth
exclaiming over, so “ #f A~ ” + benchmark words can only express negation. Fourthly, if X in negative “ I}
A X (haobu X) cannot (or rarely) be modified by the exclamation adverb “ #F ,” then “ 4F 4 ” in “ #F A X
(haobu X) naturally finds it difficult to express affirmation (i.e., equivalent to the exclamation adverb “ #F ).
Therefore, affirmative “ #f A ” finds it difficult to encroach on this type of X. These four criteria work
simultaneously. Since X in negative “ 4f A~ X (haobu X) includes positive words and neutral words, and
neutral words resist the encroachment of affirmative “ #7- 4 ,” the target of encroachment of affirmative * 4f
/A~ ” can only be some of the positive words. This explains why X in both affirmative and negative “ #f-A X”

(haobu X) can only be positive words.
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