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20264 H2M] 12435 GAKUSHU TO KENKYU QRHDEODEH

ETESE A ENEHRGEE TR CHE BT

LlAEEAY BEAEHER 0F 0%
LEAEEAY BRAEERE % ¥

i B] SHFRFRSZREFETALLENRNEE,LALREL L ERE BRI G IIE, A
R % AR Fe 6] ik B @R IT B A AR e B 2 AR RN AT, AR R BT F R EREH
FAFGINC AL AT, RINEARFIC SN E Eab 3 b Liafe b 5idn S ARSI K,
T FeE RN B EF TR, X—AFZBTTET RAALRLEEAGS AR IR 537/ 5
7 % ARG 3R I 55 2h9) /8095 SRR KB R A AN R B BB T B A P R A R S 2T
0B RIAT . FFRERTRACGRAT 3 FRIEE TGRS, A& S L AR T &
TR B 6 FAEARYE 36 T AR AT R AT R

[ BILE & ERGE A LRERERIL BEEE

5

(3

T B FEAUE R U2 I LS S U B R HE LY, F9KIE T R AL T R P AR AE S A T AL
il B 23— 35 5 2 10 CUnia) ) (0 52 2% 52 185 e, JFG Ay 3 T CUn g9 (1) 52 2% B2 T e AH N FEAIC, DAZEHF B8 A 3%
IARH 518 5 A5 BT f#7 (Coloma, 2017; Fenk-Oczlon & Fenk, 2014) . UT4E3R , Z AR 75 B 5 A ) B
FUFIRAT T IZ I . 40 Bentz 55 (20233l Z AR bR 70 1 80 Rl F MR KK, KL =70 2 — IR b7
FEIR 25 SO OC, SCHE T8 5 NI S 28 FE AT 240N 4 « Liu 55 (2025) 38 3 2 54y T 18 2 AR S 218 11
RN TSR AR ST H R K.

RE CAW NS R FER Rt T LR (R A B AR 4 S kR E A E B R R . —
J5 T, FHOCHI L 2 SR i TR AS IRV )R A5 2 T R 28 L, T R3] 5 2% B PN 3 1 A8 LR R R Z IR A 73 AT (Zhou
et al., 2023; Song & Lei, 2025) . 73— 77 [, IEENERIE 218 5 (WP0E) B 2% FE BB BN 55 , A R
% 5 TR Bl B —FE A, HE DL T R R S K IE AR B 2 4EFFAE UJenset & McGillivray, 2017) . A
B TR T H DA 1 2 4 B iRV B 44 B R R T H G HBEHNH 2025, KA AR PGE RNV N
FAN[F) 2 B4 R) R 52 A AT O 2R o LM SR U, AHIE F0 4 25 T 5 B T R 4 1) ol AR DU SOAR B IR R AR
DOE RN B % BE R G A2 (1 20 245 TR B BLR IR A 52 2% B A AR 1t 308 L ¥ e Al BN BRTE &8 S 1 DI 9 5
FRBUHAL A 5 TR R SRR
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1 XEER

L1 15 2R

3 5245 5 A B TTAE 5 B I TR AR (0B AT AN, % U8 A B T R AS IR RV B R E 4
£ 1 B s AR A, DUAR AR 5 R & 34 (Campbell, 2013; McMahon, 2001) . [ A #h 22 38 6FAS [F)1E 5 1 J I
AR HEAT T RS0 7T (Hsiao, 2007; Labelle & Espinal, 2014; £ 77, 2014) , NIRATTFE A [F1E = )2 1 075 48 41
BT EESE,

B BRI I AR T, RS2 B S R T2 k. ST AIES R B A AMEERERX %
WL BT PR T B R A U, RO AEAE 5 AR M AR b, 298 S 2 — AN R T (il ) AR 18 5 &2 R
A — AN 2T Cina) i) v] ge 2= T 184k (Coloma, 2017; Fenk-Oczlon & Fenk, 2014) . & 4% & A7 4 40 A 15
B B % B S5 (¥ UE 45 (Shosted, 2006; Sinnemiki, 2008 , iff 714 M 2 FhiE & WA 5 ML HEAT T KR I0IE
e, Bentz er al.(2023) &1 %118 5 52 4% FE g SR AR ik = LR R 1) B, 32 L0 FH 22 A48 i 1 i) 1) K
HIRE 5 AR, I DL P18 5 B A S5 S R PR BN S 28 JE BT B 5t 1B FE 38 % 80 Fii 5 11 28
N IRFEFRAR AT 0T, RILR ) =00 2 — (AR bR Z AR AE SR 5%, 3093 SO 1 B 2R FE RS , BLBCKR
FRFEUESE T FMHEERE/RU. S ARIERI, AFESAREERSMOEEHFEEREZES H
AT AR A R 2 5 LT3 X5l . X U, Shcherbakova et al.(2023) 75 %2 | 4 1] F Bl 1] 76 4 i 18 V245
BAHMRR, AR 75T EAMASEE 42 B, B FENRE VL2 0 ga b B A A TRUHE 0N . 1% 5L
FH 244 it 5 8045 , I 44 1) R Bl 1] R4 8 1 VR RFAE 2 8] A7 LE B R4 1R 5% 2R, (H B4 () 9 R 2 ) B O R AR
PSP o 1B 9T 5 SR A FE SR 41T 2R R 44 1] AN B R g B B S TR AE O, T AR BRI 2 R U AR OG, i
VA G B B A R A R R R 7. B0, Nijs ef al.(2024) LIPAT 2L RA NERL, B HE B RH
() Kolmogorov 5 % 5 , % %% | —Fipli H H- 2185 (515 i 2205 B M SR R AR 7 Z R E . %4
R, SRR A B 2 B 7 RS T-r 225 A4S, IR AW &S, F RS E &M TS
IRPEZ AFAER B IR R R o 2T TG R IE A SRR T DML BOAH S AR (H I R W 8% 1) =2 18 AT £
M BRI ZESR . 556, Liu er al.(2025) 185 B AL 73 A b T 18 B Z 215 (A2 1 A , B0k 1 5 2% SR
it IR, TS+ BEANTE P Bl AR/ B 5C &, I T i BA 3w iR A 2 2% LA EE
H I 7 TR S 818 W R I AR TS & A 4% I P . X — A B ARV EAN R HES
FHAE BN AT PR B 3 — )R TG S RHE MR . Sz, CAEPH R ZUESE 75 5 W BEE 5 S A%
BB R UL, B A [F) 15 5 B A A [R) B AR B2 4% B aX — B 15 400 4K S8 A7 7F 4+ i (Fenk-Oczlon & Fenk, 2014; Sin-
nemiki, 2014) .

AR R R EEPERRIVE BT AESETE S B 1 DB 224 (Nijs et al., 2024; Shcherbakova
et al., 2023) , X iR] V5 A% BE I I A8 A B 58 1 40 A BR AN /b B AR R 1 Re 8 1B A Clul B A2 RS 4D
HH )V B 2% FE 7% (Zhow et al., 2023; Zhu & Lei, 2018) , 5 /0 BF 5t % 5245 5 15 A8 i F v i) VR 20 1 5 4
P H T 2 TR AR (R LA P BB AT T . EE A, Zhou er al. (2023) B8 48 24 R 5 A hR] Y 52 4% BE 1 1 I v
. MR H R SOR H R RE B HATC R B RES Z RS LIRS, RAEE T ¥R
EARAE L E B B AT . R I, AR S AR IR AR I 3 1) R A A AN AR A, M
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AR 5 R 5 AR BEAR [0 {5 S5 2% FE SR T AN I W AR R I 7 TR AR W) & o R MBS T R RE S
VESZER I 7 Sh g, e Tl B 44 5 SUAR AT i e RIR B, AR S EHA IR AL T 90iE k4 .
U1, Zhu & Lei (2018415 T BUARHEE v Ji 37 A8 1k () I3 el S AR R AAE o i BIF 70 4 X6 A% G2 451 W 52 A9F 52 116 SR R
P 38 5 JE PR S bR AT 20 T 40 BEEE R AT 0T, K IUILARTEE RO E E BT SRS . X RPN &R
/N85 77 5 U (Principle of Least Effort) 4 % /N J52 U] (Principle of Entropy Minimization) %515 5 % B iR 42 fit
T IHIECHE R T S AL R U A S I A PR N FE XK. Song & Lei(2025) T 7L 2 H A
W /b B 2 4 25 4] Y M) vk 5 2% B R S BT VR 1) o T 9 LA o LA g T 98 0 2, 308 gk el 08 A0 44 A7 P 1
FRAR R 2B , PRI 7RI 52 A FE R R)VE 2 2% FE 2 RN RAUA 5% 3R, I DUBHE M T 2 1 R R i A2 o, 1)
SR FERE G M ANE R R FEN B R B . X — S5 R SCH TR 18 5 N AR AR 5 A% BEAAE PR W A

1.2 dARPGERENE & A FE I & TR KA 5T

AlphaLexClassicalChinese (ALCC) /& B /MEH X iy ARBGE SCARIE B 2R FE I RGIEVPAL TH (R 3 8%
7,2025) . 1% T H PABIARPGE 1EVE 52 2% B 0T S HESE (Zhang & Lei, 2025) AFERY, K 95 w7 AQDE 115 = HFE
HEAT A B X R AL B4 , B 70 I Bk 3 A SCAR AT R AE S SR AR DUTEIE 5 0F 70 SCAHE FE VT Al 302
J7 FH B A SR AR A o

ALCC HJRVEE 2% BEVAS R R =0 48 B < R0 %6 B 1AV AT SR 2 FEE L 36 STANE AR .
T VI PR A A S A o b S B ST A SR B IR i ]V A B S R A RV R R A S R B P R A 4
ANFEAR o T SRR LA ] SRS 2 K] o3 R U I R B 1 L AR AT B R B 2RV AR DO TR R RV
53 1K % 5K S Ffh /S AN S 2, i 3 1 = 2838 13 TR b , (045 %5 S5 400A)I0 5 LG VR 3 P 3 L SR 4R A
WVE 2 AR I 34 TR bR T 2 E T 1 A AR ST o B (A HT 50 18] AN R R B0 RRF-TE AT b S L
Ho gt 2 S DAL S B (2] Bl i) ABUE S5 R E I & A AR R, O™ B0 S AR .

FAS T BARTUE 1Y 2 2% B I & T H (Zhang & Lei, 2025) , ALCC £ A JZ i SEBL 1 VY T L Ak (R
BB 2025) . BH G, KR SCA LR H A AR DU ¥ 1 [ roberta-classical-chinese-large-upos #i 7
(Yasuoka, 2023) , iZ A% B 431 ] PE AR VE 5 AR A7 A% 23 B = A J7 T IR 28 3998 90% A b, iR T il 4RI
B R SR S RE N RIS R . K EERHDGE T 2517 43 281 22 K 4+ (Pulleyblank, 2014; F /7,2013),
ALCCIE I “Bhia-+TE A bRl " it 4 , itk 7 DOE T AR E o) &, 08 B DUB VB VR Ao 30 =, A TA) T il 2
FEFRFRA R o ALCC AR /R ARDUEAT B Sl i N aml 3oy Gbmdl , B AR A IMARDGE A HIA R . o,
& 1E 7 I 2 RE B i 5 i R R 71 (McCarthy & Jarvis, 20100 o 28R ZR 25 i AR DTE B R B6AE K B0,
ARIE MTLD 57 75 K 0.890 HAE (HARBLE A 0.720) , 1% 18 A5 52 2% 5 0 58 745 & AR DS S BRRRAE

T B BRI (2025) 38 F ALCC X 334 ARE ST/ T HE 1 R A A 1) S 55 SR S SC AR HEA T A R 44
JE 53 #T IR BE WL AR AR B AT 13 AR DUTE SCAS M BE T 2 0 R B, BB S L3 /N2 )R
= GRS S FE TR ) R ARV K T1% 0 1Z SRR IE T ALCC A il ARDUE SCAR RV B A B 7L

ALCC Ay ARBUTE AR A A% B2 1) 7 I AR AL et 1 2 48 B PR I & T, HF IR N R 3R]0 9 AN [+
ZHQAN 2% AU 0% 2 I ARG 5 88 v 1 Zh 78 B ML B 48 7 7 008 3CRF, AT A Bh T 9R #h BILA A 57
FEAEEPRRAE R 18 5 J0H R ARDUE [ I 8 78 R 52 T 98 AN 2
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1.3 IAHFRRE

848 ) 5235 5 2E WA AR E T G & 45 T PEiK (Jenset & McGillivray, 2017) . — J7 [, J7 5215 5 %
K ARG VI 23 B 7 325, AR e 8 2 SR B B HL O R0 W BE I 8 BB R AUV e S — 5 T, W R
e 2 G R I A A A O R A A AR A G T A S AR A 40 BT, T A SR RO B0 ATE SR R
PGSR 30 UE T B . I 4k, Bl A V8 R P B0 AN B VA I V2 LR SR A A A i A S
T S5 10 U0 252 2 1) B 2 e A R KRS F) B8 43 BT (Jenset & McGillivray, 2017) , X th b 26 2 Z A0k 0F 703 X
N Fit

SR, MG 5 5 IS AR I 2 1) F br >R, H AT 90 1 B A I B 2% FE LT R bR O A IR, 2 BB A
IR {H (Shannon, 1948) LA K AR A7 #E 25 (Liu et al., 2017 S5 /DB LRI bR . X LR FRTE — @ 2 L REAS e ik
B E RGN ARRAE B IR PR BN I . B 5, AR 2 AT AN 6 A B 1) 135 B8 8 A4 1 4o PR ALK L 15
TORIRNAR 7R B TR 5 . R, (i I A B S AR AR S A AUE B & T A T
FEZS VTV AT A) R 2 T 1 B 2% FE I 98 (Zhu & Lei, 20185 77 75 55, 2024) , (H L AR VE IR G BR . I e » 1K A7
P ) SR T )V ) v 3 1 ) R 2R PR R R, T 2 O AR CAZ S AH (1 4R AR (Lei & Wen, 2020; Liu ez al.,
2017). HT A NETF B EEEPE LR bR, DG T 704 DL A T 3215 5 P R A0 1) 2 4 BERFAE &
HEREMNERR.

B T BRI A A R BAAN , O O SRR R 5 4 5 D AR 5 A AP — e R PR . 1
Je, O B AU E T AN R 2 TH Canial Y0 ARy 2 18] (19 5 2% FE AU L — 2 4875 (Song & Lei, 2025) ,{H
W AR RN B — AR Z T E R A0 Ao 0, 78 I —RF e A P 2 1S A AE 2 S S R B FE AL
fiir, HAET M= REMEDT T . HIR, AW 7R 32 B R ERKINE 5 (Liu er al., 2025; Nijs ef al., 2024) , 1fi
XPPGE SRR EDERE R G S R BA R, RN ARG S M E R R AEE > &5, SATR
K2 FT B 1E S0 By WO $h AE VB REE AT 1 5T (Bentz et al., 2014; Labelle & Espinal, 2014) , 1X A] B2 A 2 DA
A IETE 5 AR KA .

2 BRI

2.1 WHTH ST A

AT E R R ADOE TR AR IRIE B % B (R A 3 S ) R 2% B AU , DL TE 5 Bk FEAL AT
BARBLHTIEYE o ASHIE TORs [ 25 40 T F 7 il AL

BIFE 8 1« A AR DUE R A FE & B AR IR A a2 AT A2

B7E E T AL 2 =t ATV B2 24 JBE A% 8 e 18] 2 75 A AE UV AR P AL i 352

22 W EdE

AR 5 BT AL Ay KR JR 92 o ot AR 7 50 S0 BB R ) (Song & Lei, 2025) %18 L PRI 25 B 42 11U
ST SR ) DL R 4y S 2 48 i st FE SRR A0 K Y CERE Y CRAKZE VR R A B4R YV CRIKE R AL )Y 2, 3£ 30
A E AR S R AR, B T B T S, FRATE R TG SR o (I e AR BB R 5
b, HERER BB THERMS AL LZNERRYIN L, H1EF AR TIHER R ADIE AR
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fiE, Rl e BoA ST 5 A A .

R SCACIN [ 5 2B 3 2000 45, e 2 I BT, JL 70 9 114N 7 52 B B, B0 36 56 28 L 0 B0 L g AL
JE AR R TT VB TR A B SR T 0K fe 8 TR b6 B AR DUTE R F AR L . 5
Ab R SCARLE AR B BA B — Bk, A B TR B AN [F) ST 5 R AR 52, AT B AE A 3 23 BT ik A
DOE A 52 2% FEAE 2000 4F 7 ST i) P i 28 4k o R EE SCARILEFEN T R 57, Hitd g5 &0
Song & Lei(2025),

2.3 HfRsbE

s A B ARG T =A EEP R B e, I Tis A ADUHE SCA R B % B 2y B TR ALCC R (R /R
b B A S SRR R Y T SCAR AT WIE R L B . BB 11 A I SRR B, A A D s B
% A S EE A, NN ST AN FE AR 73 i BT 384

AT BT A7 S1ANFEbREs i8R 114 I SE B B i A /e 5 A7 38 ETFE R B A gt s . giitfade s
WP AT . B2, AT Python 1B 5 statsmodels T = A 1 [ 31738 £ /N — 3 [7] ) (Ordinary Least Squares
Regression) 772 , Xf it A 1)V 52 2% JE 48 b5 #E AT — ¥k 546 % (The Quadratic Trend Test) , PLIIE RN 5 2% &
fabr & B BE ARG S . 0, XA B AR I A B K 48 bR, R H Python 15 & py-
mannkendall T 5 71 [] Mann-Kendall # 34K 56 77 15 , (28 PRI A B AR50

3 BFRER

3.1 RFEARLRMEIE AR WL S A R R AR

TUGEHR I A R E W], N A 10 M EVE S R e A BT R AR AR AR . Gt SRR 1, B
HARBH W IR R B 10 M8 AT 2 4R B R Fa br , BT T 1 ISR 28 I S 30 &% 31
A B ES R E SR E AR AL R . BA KU, MSTTR. MATTR. MSEAW,
MAEAW .MAELW %545 by 22 I AE 2k 1 2 4k L FH#a %5, i MTLD \MALV .MAVV 1 .MAModV .MSELW %45 7
EOARR R T s .

R1 ZREBRBER

Eizan FEARARHY t R pfa | ##H

VI 7y BRI A Mean Segmental TTR (MSTTR) 0.69 0.00 0.00 7t
BN RFFAT L Moving Average TTR (MATTR) 0.69 0.00 0.00 | EJf
SCATRI 2 K Measure of Textual Lexical Diversity (MTLD) 0.64 -0.55 0.01 N

T 5l 1 34 53] AR S B Moving Average Lexical Variation (MALV) 0.75 0.00 0.00 TR
8l Py i AL 57 ¥ 1 Moving Average Verb Variation 1 (MAVV1) 0.72 0.00 0.00 Tk
B B E AR T Moving Average Modifier Variation (MAModV) 0.65 0.00 0.01 BN
i R A AE 7y B Mean Segmental EAW (MSEAW) 0.71 0.00 0.00 | k7t
SRR 2 B Mean Segmental ELW (MSELW) 0.75 0.00 0.00 | N

F )1 35 P A 1) 5 1 Moving Average EAW (MAEAW) 0.71 0.00 0.00 | kJF
R 31 35 Sl i A Moving Average ELW (MAELW) 0.71 -0.01 0.00 | EJF
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NPREBEESWER

32 REFAMEEAR I E AR ETER

Mann - Kendall # # k5 56 45 R L W], R 510 4 N EVEE R E bR B B F LA @ . Gt di R &
2, iR A E A WK 2 s . HA, MAFR2K A3l BOR FE4EFE 4R F5 , MAVV2 \MANV .\ MAAJjV R iiliC
ZREELEE R bR . BAROR UL, MANV . MAAA)V 548 55 2 LB A M FTHE S, T MAFR2K \MAV V2 445
b I EEAR A R

#£2 Mann - Kendall #2360 16 45 R

etz fabrArY VA Tau {8 pfH f=E7]
2K BB T BI85k 5 b Moving Average Frequency Ratio 2K (MAFR2K) -2.02 -0.49 0.04 TR
5l T4 3 i AR 5 B 2 Moving Average Verb Variation 2 (MAVV2) 2.18 -0.53 0.03 TR
2R S OEATEE. I Moving Average Noun Variation (MANV) 2.65 0.64 0.01 L
R B 15 T 25 1 A e B Moving Average Adjective Variation (MAAdjV) 2.18 0.53 0.03 It
MAFR2K MAVV2
0.135 033
—e— MAFR2K . -- MAVV2
—=—= Linear Regression 0.32 4 l’ ‘\ —== Linear Regression
0.130 - . K \
= _ L \
S 0125 P gosty M) \
[ 2 Sog =
E = 030 - Nesom
@ 0120 ko 3 - ANy
3 Y i e T 0.29 1 \ . N NS
__________ AN N Tl ']
0.115 - Y. - 0.28 ] W N 7L
: W 7Tl
\\ 7/
0.110 4 0.27 o
&l 3 “ © A S “g ~ Vv > © A > 9 S >
z M P2 54 b2 P 53
IS SIS IC T ST I I C N O FOIC ST S S I SIIC ST S &7
Periods Periods
MANV MAAdjV
0.47 LA N —¢- MAAdjV N -
A A .. - 0.055 4 ==~ Linear Regression EN JeriNae
0.46 A /l-pf"“ vy R { T N
- IR _0.050 A =X S %
< 0.45 RO S z Va e
Z Y V] < . R
Soan] A 3 0045 .{//
s i 2 0.040 ’,’x’/’
& 0.43 3o o
B s L7
0.42 : 0.035 1 /
0414 tohr | MANY . 0.030 A /
A — ==~ Linear Regression (
] > “ © A 3 5 S “g ~ > © A > 9 S >
z 7 7 52 54 7 b2 52 54
PSS (\06 {\06/ {\06/ I ’ 4\06/ ;\06 ;\06 RO {\06/ ;\\06/ 4\06/ IS ;\06 PR ,;\06/ ,;\06 oS &7
Periods Periods
52 7 =T 3 1= Nt =
B2 ZUETRCEXEREREREE

AU EERIAPNIT . H—, AR B LI B 2 A @S AR R R e br , Bk B A iR,
BAE Y e 2 PUBE I SR R DLt WY ) BT Ha 3 o e SR AR LU AT A 55 1) VB A 20 R 2 FE 4R A
PR 2B LTS Ryl 4 1A MR 7] 55 2 FEPE IR AR SR A R Rp 8 BT S . AR, SEiR] R L RE < B iA A
W SE D FEEYE AR A RO N B S . =, W ARDOE WTE R 2% AR AN [R] 4 5 AN S 50 BRI 22 A Y
AL, FF HLAS R 255 2 18 F 1] Y1 52 25% B i b 22 T8 772 BT 50 2, RV B A4 22 Rk L 42 3 R 725 10] 22 4
PEFE BRI B T AT B8 A B A 9217 Bl S ] 2 AR AR IR T B
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4 ¥t ®

AN BRATS AW E BRI AT S . W5, ARRF R AR BL, 46k 2 5 B A 15 3 Js A8k 35 (10 Rl VD R 4%
FEFRR , To 1o AR AT A an ], N SE 28 B0 B0 A A B R 1 b TR B, BRI A AR AR R B 2
Song & Lei(2025) i o B i) i B R A 78 i AR DUE B 4% FE (0 P I A8k, ORI T R R . IX R BRE &
HePEAEX — P s B R K S WIC B R BRI — N AR T UAR T 2 R Re R R, Kbz — 2
B S e R R K . B S AR R AN RNE S B S A 2 A 14 B F) (Lavidas & Bergs, 2020;
Nijs et al., 2024) o PAR ), 22 98 2 B% (0 T R 3E 1 b [ 55 HAth [ SR H0 X 2 (8] (280 #EIX — P SR 55t
NSO R AR TR A S AN ST, =l T DUE L R G, 18 R A8 S I M S X 2 S Ak R
(2RI, 20250 03X 5 IRATHEFE o R B A5 2 BAR RNV B2 2% B2 1) B 5 T A L 2 — 8. 9 — T
T, 622 BIDAR, Bl A [ 38 9, 4L 200 K RSO 2%, DUE R R G MEA ) T RGMEEM . ik
AU FE R SLAE S 14T BUE PR FR SR RS 404K , (R0 K B 8 A SRR T 1 VG A A 52 = Ak (X B8, 20200
(A IS, DO S22 AR AR IR % IR B SR TR & SRR R B & MAE R D, HE3h 17 bema 14 1] Y0 A0 52 & 4] 1) K & 6
o BRAh A7 5 4 SR R I 58 2 DA BUB AR A N, AR 2 SR U A R s TR s RN T
SCE RN AR R (2 5E4,2012) 0 XS ORI W RBAE — @ AR B YOR TRNE A g, 9
1 I 1 A AR SCA R AL A R AT R A TR TR SCAE ST NI AE SRR EARTE TR R G
SRBE IX P AR SO R SR OK S (R, 5 AR bk RS TR R A R

FR AT TR I, A8 ARDUE T R R T RE b, A4 LU A 1 55 1) VB A 22 14 4 FE 4
PREE AR RIS R 1A R 250 45 2 FEE SR AR SR AR R RRLE E S . 2R 2 REME R RS KT
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The Historical Evolution of Lexical Complexity in Classical Chinese:

A Trade—off Perspective
LEI Lei & WEI Yaoyu
(Shanghai International Studies University)

Abstract: The diachronic evolution of linguistic complexity has attracted much attention, particularly in relation to the Com-
plexity Trade-off Hypothesis. While existing research often examines complexity trade-off at the lexical and syntactic levels,
detailed analysis of specific dimensions remains limited. Our study investigates lexical complexity in Classical Chinese over a
period of two millennia, revealing an overall increase in lexical diversity. Specifically, diversity metrics for nouns and adjec-
tives demonstrate consistent growth, while those for verbs and adverbs exhibit a significant decline. The pattern suggests a dy-
namic regulatory mechanism within the linguistic system, where increasing diversity in nouns and adjectives is complemented
by decreasing diversity in verbs and adverbs, reflecting a self-regulating process to optimize communication and economy. The
findings contribute to an in-depth understanding of the evolutionary patterns of Classical Chinese and provide empirical evi-
dence from a lexical perspective to support the hypothesis of linguistic complexity trade-off, broadening the scope of relevant
research.
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