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E/p EEHRERSHEHIFH (2000-2020) ——FE-TF SSCI B
citespace RI#{L 3 #r

A H

(A kFPEIES LEFI%E, AdbKkiyH, 410000)

#H&: KIE M CiteSpace *F WoS #: 4% % 2000-2020 Fi5 5 F £ A E £ AP R ITHMIE, KIE H4F
REPEEANCS: TLEORR, THOHE. TH0EL, ALKBBIFXEEG T 204, KiTE
SRR, REARKRKEAY, RBEZFTHTAA,

X##: £&; citespace; B

FHELSAS: HO LARARIRED: A

jillls

— 5l

YERN—FE WA T B, ESAEM GRS homamEa iz, i AE S 80 B
(WALS, The World Atlas of Language Structures) FHAREM SRR, £ 368 MFEARIES
h, AREESNESESKESA 277 f, AAREESESH 35 , BAEREMH
HEAWES R 56 Fi S AHIEDGETE RiE1E 5 B (0 1984, XIFHE 1989),
WHIAE SPOETC R 8 KR MARITIE S WPU/RBIE R MILEREES AHIER, EHIE
WEPEMESIER. BPMAIESR (Darviidat) . ZH/RE R (Uralic) « NFER
(Hanmito-esmitic) + EIXIEHR (Hokan) . JE H/R—FURZ iR (Niger-Kordofanian) .
JE¥ —HE HiiE R (Nslo-saharan)  SEPNENEE 245, HAEPRGE R (U0 ep R —HER 22185 1k
FAES . PLTAE. AEE. HY0ESZ)  (Sapil, 1921, Morvacisk1978 , Abbil992 , Bybee etc .
1994 ) 1,

AREMEZHIERWESH A, BESESHARCHFEE, ESH—EHEDUEE

M kAU ANENESHRRMEFER. A TIFREMEN, ACES
Citespace( 5.7.R2)F Xt BT T BRI BEAT 52 B0 A, RIS BB FCMIBUIR, BRI
AR ARK KR Y, LREBI s .

— MRBEERIRER S

KW FER I L BTN Citespace( 5.7.R2) i, LL3E ERL S5 T 70T 16 W 2%
#¥ %E Web of Science (WoS ) NI F&, LL “ TS=(REDUPLICATION) ” NI &,
KRRy “Article” , 1EF N “English” , SR WoS 2K “¥it” , #kik “Linguistics”
A1 “Language Linguistics” JS7l (1) SCHR, IFIRIESE J9: 2000—2020. ZLPREALIGE, HFA K
R 142 4, DU R s 2 T sl R T .

LEA “EE” HFRIIFERCE
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(E 1 “ES” MR 2000-2020 £5 CHE)

WIE 7R, 2000-2007 48] 4G ¢ 5 8 1S A SCEREED , 2004 42K SCE TN 0. A 2008
IR, ROCEEE MR ETF, 2013 4E. 2017 SE AN R OSCEE . WK EF, T
T4, FHRXES ISR A

2 R BHR| R 2 S R B 23 by

1t Citespace(5.7.R2) Fik#E “Keyword” LI, B[] E5E R 2000—2020. H43% 2 i) B
&, 3 EOCHE R LA

grammar gpeech

constraint acquisitioncreole

aspect inflection
ideophone . elitics

repetition’commty morphology
prosodylanguage englisharabic
estonianoptimality theory

typolo
= gyfocusphonology numeral

semanticschinese
haitian creoleaustronesiancompound

discourse analysis mandarin
distributed morphology

(K2 “EE”7 Sbindtg &)

Frs AR g | IR Frs KRR e | BK
Otk Otk
1 optimality theory 0.15 12 26 verb 0.01 2
Language 0.09 11 27 word 0.00 2
3 iconicity 0.16 9 28 Prosodic contraint 0.00 2
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4 phonology 0.05 8 29 pidgin 0.01 2
5 english 0.09 7 30 emphasis 0.01 2
6 aspect 0.09 6 31 grammar 0.01 2
7 Chinese 2014 6 32 typology 0.04 2
8 morphology 0.03 5 33 plurality 0.01 2
9 inflection 0.14 5 34 Haitian creole 0.06 2
10 semantics 0.07 5 35 pattern 0.00 2
11 syntax 0.00 4 36 agreement 0.05 2
12 focus 0.11 4 37 diminutive 0.01 2
13 creole 0.02 3 38 clitics 0.06 2
14 tone 0.03 3 39 time 0.03 2
15 negation 0.04 3 40 cue 0.00 2
16 prosody 0.01 3 41 construction 0.03 2
17 ideophone 0.03 3 42 Sound symbolism 0.01 2
18 speech 0.02 3 43 doubling 0.01 2
19 arabic 0.03 3 44 compound 0.05 2
20 constraint 0.02 3 45 perception 0.00 2
21 repetition 0.04 3 46 Distributed 0.04 2
morphology
22 acquisition 0.02 3 47 | Discourse analysis 0.04 2
23 | Total reduplication 0.01 2 48 estonian 0.01 2
24 austronesian 0.02 2 49 finnish 0.02 2
25 Formosan 0.02 2 50 blending 0.02 2
language

*® 1 “EF” FEASCRIFILLIRG (BRERASMIET 50)

MRS ORE, HAh “HE” IR RN “reduplication” (R 4,
KB = ) “optimality theory” STIRAUA 12, IKLE 2 LLE (5 2) KIREEFERIE 57 4,
FARRBRS IS N 1, REWEEZ KL, AEFEEETEA, WHEENINES
WHARIVIN &AM

MCERINAM S,  “optimality theory (fLi&i) ” “language” “iconicity (ZAUPED”
“phonology (& HR%2) ” “English” “aspect (&) ” “Chinese” “morphology (JEZ&%)”
“inflection (JE#T) 7 “semantics” X J\ AN AR

AT ELEN S, MUK = R LiE 18 (Optimality Theory, &FK OT) N E SIS0 Hr i
fit THEZE, OT H = L HEARHIEA DLk, ARTRAE S 4 1 & R 30, ok
BEREMENE RYHIE, BRI LA TG HIA AR BRI A . 2000 Ff5, HY
FREs e OT BIRAE/E I Bk, L& RAEM (opacity ) « TRAEEE (absolute
ungrammaticality ) « H B8 (free variation) « IFEA R (over-generation) . #i|2) 2%t
P (conspiracy)  FUIIER = M 1455 . (H OT FISHIAEZET N A /DR T EE Cansd M S
MDT %) ity IF R E 000 . SRS & 17 B8 I GUK 1B 2 B L 0
iconicity (ZBMHED 3 E SEH 3 CMFF 5 2= 1 A14A N C.S.Peirce $#&H, il REFRFI T 45 (1)
KAEL, BFFS (sign) 40 =17: icon, index, symbol. i) %R [EH % 50
PERIAF SRR ERBAT Geon) , i W] LB EARRSERRIE AT S, fede (HED Fpris
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CSEFRHE ) Z MBI RIEAZ TERAERR), BT AAEE — 2 FABIOC R, BT DLH A2 5K
BRI ) —Fh G AULST . Peirce H iconicity (FALLME) X —ARIERIBFT 5 T A BT g Sk 2 (8]
TEER—MEIRC R, i “ORIE S WAEE B B e 8 BN, # B A FE
k. 7 (Peirce, 1932) o Stolz (2007) WIRFGRAANEM B I ELAE, 5 HIXFh R AETF:
R EORE S 5 PR SR I 4E BE G ARG &R, T R o 5K B 8 U 4 50 (0 E 8 2 A I P B
BAHRBFIMEEE 2. Mattiello (2013) B#ifEH, ping-pong. fip-lop K& X1t &Lt 5
GAMEA o X Fh R TG B AR B (1) R R AL RIS F BB 138 B AL 10 B0t B R
B MBEE E IS BGSE, AR 7B TR 516 SCZ 1A B AR B AR G R

MR MAM S, —HUKR, ESHETRFZXNESFEZMARNER. NERY

(phonology) MFAIKE, KREZFHAESH AN “HEL N ERE IR U
M, FBESZmE R A EES, i Marantz( 1982) (1)1 22 78 (Skeletal Theory),
McCarthy #1 Prince( 1986) [1#)##41i%%( Prosodic Morphology), Prince 1 Smolensky(1993)
& 1R, McCarthy F1 Prince( 1995, 1999)4 Hifrxf MEE 16, X BRI S R Z A
TR —MEAEHEENAENESHE, EEE NATINEEREE DL, K3 DL S5 —
B —EUR A EM, MR 25 VU S . WIEZSZF (morphology)#1 /i K& » Sharon Inkelas
A1 Cheryl Zoll, Sharon Inkelas fl Cheryl Zoll (2005) &% 7 (EB: & LS
(Reduplication:Doubling in Morphology) , #2 i T JE % & il # i ( Morphological Doubling
Theory, F8 MDT), MDT A N#& R NFAESESLHFARMESIH, HIEES
B SHES, WSEHE ST ES .. ESEENNRRASEERS (W
FIEE. AR TR , A REERS (R, EMED) o B5RE IR —
INER S RIS ESIUR, R GESK—/NE, MEATE SCRHE— 2 ES R
WA ESNEE, MDT I3 H KRS 1 H & 1) prfa el

A K, FAESEAFRFES P DRRENE . TRk @ik, AT, RFgasEns
= . Bybee &5 (1994) fERFFTH A 51E S HIK (aspect) B A FER FEtt, ®ES
g S R R SO EE R . MBS, MEHT (inflection) /& —FEARILTT
X, Bl AR R IK I FEL D R, MEZAHC. S TIOET RS, %5
JEAT— FTR N TEASRIE T L FIRAE (derivation) , YRAE AR ST PUE H FIMNIRTERS . #H
EEmi &, R It 0 S B2 G R

BN 21 Al fGE, Bk (17 ik B WA A o S AT %2, (I 70T B
FHARE 21 S PG, FAE 20 8wy 78 1k Fis s 1h 5 i A 0 S 1K D) RE AT %
%, Sapir (192D 7E (BT W) e TRINEIE 25 AP PE RN 1 — s 5 A7
ERESR B, WAESRENE SR ORTE . 58 58, BEIT A BIRIER.
SREZIIG N, M. 20 A 60 FAUE, BEE N —IIREIE T FHINEN K E, HET
1B S R E RN, Key (1965) LL 47 FEEALEHIE S AR CRZHCNEIME]
FBE), MINRETERE H R, 48 H“ 381 (emphasis) ”“ & % (plurality ) ”F1“ 34 )1 Caugmentative ) ”
FTAEARE TR EZ AN = WIIE. Sherzer (1976) PAE 1463 DL S AL — Lo if
S ES IR, IR B — AN S R —Fh i S b 42 1] 2l 6] ) S e
fERIE “/PFE (diminutive) ” IR X, IEW—EREBRIE “EE (plurality) 7 F1 “ i
(distribution) ” & X . Uspensky (1972) #5155 %% | HE ALK “HE MM (increase
of quantity) ” “HEHIIK/> (decrease of quantity) ” “FEEEHENN (increase of degree) ” il
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“FEFEIR/D (decrease of degree) 7, AR EMIME R —MESHES K TURRE
W CREMEE) , Baet—aE T IRRER FREAEE) - Moravesik (1978) Xf 35
PAERGIE S P ESANE MR T TR A . hds i, ESRE N DR A 5 T A
FERER, BURESAZE S TE—FrE 8 X WME— ST B, HE IR T — 1 EORE
B EALHTE . Abbi (1990) MIVEAELET 33 MR IES TWESHE, JRKhH.
i 4 i B S AN ETE LA 21 B, R BRSE RE AR A fERE. FHE. 5E
VAL RN, A% . Kiyomi (1993) F% 7 IiMERPESAMNIIAE, Kiyomi (1995)
BB LT 30 P k—ER B TS F 4 A A B iR S A E X, XA R AL Giconic)
FAEG M (non-iconic) BT X, AL FE Xt —2 7 ik id#2  (consecutive process,

WEH. FiE. B8, 0% MBS (cumulative process, FH4F. #ib) 45 FEZAL
WFEFEA DR, =ik, S 4.

EEMRIR

MBFFEIEE RS, RIEE 1 “HS” BT FMIKAT 50 19ockn, AT LLUENH HERK
SRWPFEENE: EEKAR . EEKNIIRE. ESMIEL. 5%, SN ESX MRS KR
b, FEMR CESRAAA? 7 “ESRINMIERN? 7 ER . Hk, ROTEAMESE
BIGPARILNTELIIRE, B TE 5 MR 2 ALARMT e S S M6, &F, NES
Ve SGEAT T, M b7 B8 P AR HTETR R

1L B A

“HEE”AFNESHIRE BN MR, A2 BRI, AR T EEN
SE SO > R TE g — W, M58 L2 YN E SR TR RS FB i1 Haspelmath (2002)
W E SR A B AR ], IR LI T3 02 B —FiE s 484E; Singh (2005)
W, EER MBS, BUEZ K aiE 0 AR B, JR LA T i DL R
Hriml L F; Inkelas (20060 WAy BB i & 0 1 1] 15 10 38 2 B 5 4 B A0 1T10 S 3 ) T 25 44 1]
A . XA SR F IR 2R IR P T HBERAEHE S RN iz, W g
R EBSHVEEE— PR, WESRE BT BL HACCEN TRz, 1 H ATk
5 S S A 210, BF51ERES (Mass, 2005) . Mattiello(2013)7E 51 A F13E4 L,
X HEE E AR T IS HIA: “Reduplication (E &) is a word-formation process whereby
some portion of a word is repeated, either totally, as in copy reduplicatives ( 5¢ 4= & id] )

(e.g.gaga) , orpartially (#4r217) , with apophony of the (internal) vowel (JG#&72EHt)
(as in riff-raff) , or with thyming constituents and apophony of the initial (consonant) sound
(3f& ) (as in boogie-woogie) ” .

2.EBMNIIRE

XFUIRE %5 52 B T Se AT RITER, 2200 X R 5 I E & D) se AT o dr S0
It WHMNRRZMERE R L MG S ICH M EZ IR, Dansieh (2011) X AEPEF
%%, INNESAAZ0M. ik, BT RAEETIRE. Freywald (2015) Wi #Fh
TEPARAEE (1) 56 2 8 & JE 3 real-X Reduplication (RXR) F1 Durative Reduplication (DR),
i RXR A D RE ALK 1 i) & SCIRAEIL R B A . Liptak, Saab (2019) X & 5 A3
FIKL Y (paticicle) HSHATIHARIEME, 78] “ZMESNIREERIEEMFWER” 1)
4. Li, Ponsford (2018) V& ' 108 Fifi s, WU 1 45 MESIIAE, AATRYEE XA


http://apps.webofknowledge.com/OutboundService.do?SID=5DZYiIfSvoTSkCsqob2&mode=rrcAuthorRecordService&action=go&product=WOS&lang=zh_CN&daisIds=3888768
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B U E 77 1122 T8 T AN AR A BIRR O 2R 73 i D e S 3 X T-AFAT] — X 18 B3 IAH
KMIhge, —MNEFIE LG22 5 — A B & AR

3EBMIEX

R AR, BT FE X SCER D, 38 208 SOREVE D e T AE — & it
FCo Mattiello (2013) figii, FAHENERZBAGUMRELNER L, I 1155 RIEREZ IR,
ARF MR 5. HAOEE X, 40 humdrum BN HE, razzle-dazzle BONMRIESEL. FEMK .
Ponsonnet (2018) /48 | Barunga Kriol (b8 KX H 3L T 9235 (1) 7 B BURE ) HE S 15
NXAME, ERE WIS SRR R TCL S (aspectual atelicity) o Sb4lh, ©IRBEHFLRIA
ROCHNG: RO LB AT IR s DL fr 2l 51 AR

MM REES

B BIIR . IRVESE « W R0 # 7e S A ek 35 (Y B L R 3R o QBRI AR e e A i
REZ HAVRKNE, RIEESEWERT SRR, Bl SwsE A 78R 2 E .

LA FER RZFEA

W TERT RZFEACARIAE R TT T, —J7 TH A2 W TER RFTE e AU 2 FEAL, B2 R FEAMY
JRBRAELE 5 50U, EOF Y B AU A P K, 0 s RS E B S IR T O
HEEREIT . BRUCLASE, EEHFFWIT G FIE5EIE 5 1E R MU AEd, ASL CGRETFE) |
(10 B I R RS2 B2 R

H—ITH R RITE S 2R, BEETE R AR, B R0 FEA FH 2 AR
S KRR 215508, RREN K EAEREIES ESIMR, WA =R F L
PR F EE NI REAIE S %5 . Kouwenberg Fl1 LaCharite (2011) B 50 7 AN FIAL
Ry b e B BURTER S AEA (i 2238, 3636, KA, M E Mg e F s,
AR B, WEFEIE S PSS EE R SRHE. Arcodia, Basciano Fll
Melloni (2015) 23 M AR — IR B9 \AN 73 SCH) - Fh DB FEAAE TE UM D e 2 18] (1) AH O 1,
I A2 ) 81 2 R 2R T 3 DX )+ DU A AR DOE TR & o MTTIER, TG R AR S oAt
(RN )5 1, 36 ot B ) i) 0 P &8 P i S T R Ak 22 Sl o] DA A il VR iR
15 5 HB MO L. EL MR E, 5808 RAEE T8 FF G 0 Bl T A4 B ™ i

2 WA R R R AL

TEFRERRG 1 5N, SHEF A H R E S W EEIRA . HE BT T
A2 R R e BT AR G 82 A 0 08 B UE VR IR % v) 1 SR (i
LIRS ) , WNHRT KRG, KEESUTCMEGTE S AR TR R 2 AL
OHEET, RIS RS T, W Klein, HB (2005) HHF 7T 1 5 & 1K & HLH],
I HT 2 oA BAE A9 CRI G B3 = il Aot ia] B2 4 35 20 o) A AHESD B oL fE (Rp &
BMEAAHE MR ®EE, FHEUCTIGR B Ok SR AR IO BE a7 k. X —
HMACAER TR 5238 O R, HONRAN THEES N E RN KRR EZ RN EB ST
TSR 7 AT RE

ARESHNEEFERME BT REMTEHSE T, J5R5E 1T N 738 IFE
AR, MREAW R #EA. ol ¥ % 3 S FNE 5 HAH B FH B PPl S 300 O p
K VF Al I 4T 5 5 AT (parallel and serial) 15 & %% B i . Serial Template Satisfaction(STS ;
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McCarthy , Kinper, Mullin(MKM)2012) & — Ff 75 # 3% J7 %1 & 7 3 47 3 2 & 1 1 05 7%

(McCarthy 2000 et seq.) , XJ& M A FATIPA LG IR hRAS . A — Se s U i
R EERLA, i B EIFRL A Z, R X R DUET Y & Base-Reduplicant 18 #&

(McCarthy, Prince 1995, 1999) , {H MKM H# i & 1 XL ZHIHAHER, IoNEink
AR B AT AR B IR o AR BB, Bl A B S AR A e AT TR T
CHFE STS Wi /1t J8T, ik it 7t C KA XM B S IEIE FR 3R Y T i BE .
Zukoff (2017) f&ii, STS Sibr EIFARHIBREA RS . RE, HANLKRAPERLTEEMNIL
RS, (AR ERAWHE E R R, IR R Rk R

T 45iE

AICAED) Citespace I AT, MPIEERSCE . RBEIASEJ X E AL “HE” B
FOIRAUE AT oM, e R (1D WU RBOLRTE , EET FRES
FETCUE, H T IT 3 202 DALIE RV BISHE L, £ GEHiE 5 PR A A1 B 1018 AT HIR
e () WBFFIMKE, EENET . RS HEEDRANE B R E R, (3)
ML EHAKTE, HEWTLR “27 KE, MRRENESEES, DIy aiEs=z,
WRITi%EZ .

T EdE . MR NTWEE. Gt rgmRs], JToikiR B e =S,
TS AR 2 0 SCHRBEAT AN T3 A pir b, B 71— 22 i

5 AR

[117K8. N EAR FFaik s B k09 A B A SGEE R L [J]. BINET 52,1997 (02) :37-45.

[2]S. Inkelas, C. Zol |, %%, (E&:MAE Loy &Em) NE[J]. HKiEFF, 2009, 11(04) :375-377.
[Blakat oA, # 2 &, ik by R HAF: ARF R FH LM E T RZI]. + EiE L, 2012(06) : 483-499+575.
(4125, T&5AHRMIGERFLHLID]. &I K5, 2012,

(61 A =& A EwiZit: T &AM [J]. 5 KiEF 5, 2018, 20(03) : 374-385.
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Review and trend analysis of foreign reduplication research (2000-2020):
visual analysis of citespace based on SSCI

Yuan Mengyu
(Hunan University, Changsha/Hunan, 410000)

Abstract: This paper uses CiteSpace to sort out the overlapping studies of linguistic categories in the
WoS core collection from 2000 to 2020, and finds that the overlapping studies focus on three categories:
overlapping nature, overlapping functions, and overlapping semantics. Through the quantitative analysis
of keywords, this paper attempts to discuss the current status, hot spots and future development trends
of overlapping research, and grasp the trend of overlapping research.

Keywords: reduplication; citespace; tendency



