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RESUME

L'interaction entre la normalisation et I'influence interlinguistique n’a pas été largement
étudiée dans le type de texte spécialisé qu'est la littérature pour enfants. Cependant, on
peut avancer que la normalisation est particulierement importante dans les traductions
de livres pour enfants, en raison de I'importance accordée aux besoins du public cible.
La présente étude consiste en une analyse de la normalisation dans la traduction de livres
pour enfants de I'anglais vers le chinois, en utilisant des particules modales comme
opérationnalisation. Nous proposons tout d’abord qu’une distinction conceptuelle et
empirique soit établie entre la normalisation et la sur-normalisation (ou I’hyperconven-
tionnalité), et qu'il existe une tension entre ces derniéres et I'influence interlinguistique.
En combinant des analyses quantitatives et qualitatives, nous cherchons ensuite a déter-
miner si les traducteurs ont tendance a (sur-)normaliser les livres pour enfants selon les
normes du genre dans la culture de réception, et voir s'il existe des preuves des effets
de I'influence interlinguistique qui rendent les textes d’arrivée davantage atypiques a cet
égard. Dans I'’ensemble, I'étude montre qu’il y a normalisation mais pas sur-normalisa-
tion, puisqu’ il n'y a pas de différence majeure entre les livres pour enfants qui sont
traduits et ceux qui ne le sont pas. Cependant, une analyse qualitative a petite échelle de
deux particules modales suggere que l'influence interlinguistique et le style des traduc-
teurs jouent un réle dans certaines différences relevées entre les livres pour enfants qui
sont traduits et ceux qui ne le sont pas.

ABSTRACT

The interplay between normalisation and cross-linguistic influence (CLI) has not been
widely investigated in the specialised text type of children’s literature. Yet it may be pro-
posed that normalisation would be particularly salient in translated children’s books as
a consequence of the importance assigned to the needs of the target audience. This study
embarks on an investigation of normalisation in Chinese children’s literature translated
from English using modal particles as operationalisation. We first propose that a con-
ceptual and empirical distinction needs to be drawn between normalisation and over-
normalisation (or hyperconventionality), and that these are in tension with CLI. By
combining quantitative and qualitative analysis, we then aim to shed light on whether
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translators tend to (over-)normalise children’s books to the norms of the genre in the
recipient culture, or whether there is evidence of CLI effects that make the target texts
more unconventional in this respect. Overall, the study finds evidence for normalisation,
but not over-normalisation, with translated Chinese children’s books and non-translated
Chinese children’s books largely similar in this respect. However, a small-scale qualitative
analysis of two modal particles suggests that CLI and translators’ style play a role in some
observable differences between translated and non-translated Chinese children’s books.

RESUMEN

La interaccidn entre la normalizacién y la influencia interlingiiistica (CLI, por sus siglas
en inglés) no ha sido investigada de manera exhaustiva en la tipologia textual especiali-
zada de la literatura infantil. Adn asf, es posible decir que la normalizacién seria particu-
larmente prominente en los libros infantiles traducidos, como consecuencia de la
importancia que se la da a las necesidades de |la audiencia meta. Este estudio se embarca
en una investigacion de la normalizacién en la literatura infantil china traducida del inglés,
usando particulas modales como operacionalizacién. Primero, proponemos que se debe
hacer una distincién empirica y conceptual entre la normalizacién y la sobre- normaliza-
cién (o hiperconvencionalidad), y que estas estdn en tensién con la CLI. Al combinar el
andlisis cuantitativo y cualitativo, buscamos dar una luz sobre si los traductores tienden
a (sobre)-normalizar los libros infantiles bajo las normas del género en la cultura recep-
tora, o si hay evidencia de effectos de la CLI que hagan a los textos meta menos conven-
cionales al respecto. En general, el estudio evidencia normalizacién pero no
sobre-normalizacién. Tanto los libros infantiles chinos traducidos como los libros infan-
tiles chinos no traducidos son ampliamente similares en este sentido. Sin embargo, un
andlisis cualitativo a pequefa escala de dos particulas modales sugiere que la CLI y el
estilo de los traductores inciden en algunas diferencias observables entre libros infanti-
les chinos traducidos y no traducidos.

MOTS-CLES/KEYWORDS/PALABRAS CLAVE

normalisation, influence interlinguistique, traduction anglais-chinois, littérature pour
enfants, particules modales

normalisation, cross-linguistic influence, English-Chinese translation, children’s literature,
modal particles

normalizacién, influencia interlingiiistica, inglés-chinos traduire, libros infantiles, parti-
culas modales

1. Introduction

Among the proposed recurrent tendencies of translated language (Baker 1993), a
strong preference for conformity to conventions or norms in the target language (TL),
sometimes even to the extent of exaggeration (Baker 1996: 177), has been highlighted.
This preference is referred to as normalisation (also known as “standardisation,”
“conservatism,” or “conventionalisation”). It is related to Toury’s (2012) law of grow-
ing standardisation, which posits that “in translation, source-text textemes tend to
be converted into target-language (or target-culture) repertoremes” (Toury 1995/2012:
304). Chesterman (1997: 72) elaborates this law as “translators tend to replace text-
specific items with institutionalised items: translations tend to be less idiosyncratic,
more conventionalised, than their originals.” The tendency implied here is accom-
panied by an avoidance of creative or unusual linguistic forms (Kenny 2000;
Bernardini and Ferraresi 2011), so that, overall, translations exhibit a greater degree
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of conventionality than comparable original texts. “Conventionality,” in this sense,
refers to the idea that much language use is routine (Stewart 2000). Stewart (2000:
80) hypothesises not only that translated texts are more conventional than non-
translated texts in the same language, but also that translations done into the L2 are
even more conventional than translations done into the L1.

Normalisation, or a tendency towards increased conventionality in translation,
is most often regarded as a consequence of socio-cultural or economic constraints
that influence translation (Kenny 2001). Since translators translate with readers’
expectations about acceptability in mind, this biases translators to orient their trans-
lation towards existing norms and conventions. Translations that deviate from these
expectations for acceptability might cause the translation to be criticised, ignored
and rejected by the target audience (Kenny 2001: 67). In contrast to this social expla-
nation of normalisation, cognitive-linguistic explanations of normalisation assume
that the category prototype and highest-level schema of the TL might exert “magne-
tism” (Halverson 2017: 15), which encourages the use of “specific TL lexical and
grammatical structures that correspond to those salient nodes and configurations in
the schematic network” (Halverson 2003: 218). As a consequence, an overrepresenta-
tion or exaggeration of specific target-language lexical and grammatical features
occurs in translation, which accounts for the normalisation tendency (Halverson 2003:
218-221).

As pointed out by Van Oost, Willems, et al. (2016), Baker’s (1993; 1996) definition
of normalisation empirically implies two possible frequency patterns in the TL. First,
there could be no significant frequency differences of a particular feature in translated
and non-translated TL texts (therefore, “normalisation” Van Oost, Willems, et al.
2016: 9). Second, there could be a significantly higher frequency of the feature in
question in translations compared to non-translations in the same language (there-
fore “over-normalisation”; Van Oost, Willems, et al. 2016: 3).

However, in addition to these two patterns, there is also logically a third scenario,
in which the linguistic feature in question demonstrates a significantly lower fre-
quency in translated texts than in original texts in the TL. This scenario provides
evidence against normalisation, in that translations diverge from non-translations
in ways that are not typical for the TL. This tendency has been investigated under
various guises in translation studies, and is usually accounted for by source-text or
source-language influence. Toury proposes a counterbalance to the law of increasing
standardisation, namely the law of interference: “phenomena pertaining to the make-
up of the source text tend to force themselves on the translators and be transferred
to the target text” (1995/2012: 310). Interference is also termed transfer, “source-
language shining through” (Teich 2003), or cross-linguistic influence (CLI) and refers
to the idea that translations show influence from the source language (SL) or source
text (ST), due to the basic cognitive condition of the prior cognitive activation of the
SL, leading to what has been described as cross-linguistic priming effects (Kruger
and Van Rooy 2016). This cognitive mechanism of interference has been established
in Tercedor Sdnchez, Lopez Rodriguez, et al. (2013).

Another form of CLI is evident in the so-called “Unique Items Hypothesis”
(Eskola 2004; Tirkkonen-Condit 2004; Cappelle 2012), according to which linguistic
items or features which are unique to the TL and not present in the SL may tend to
be under-represented in translations compared to non-translations in the same lan-
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guage because their selection is inhibited by their absence in the SL, and they there-
fore occur less frequently in translations (Eskola 2004; Tirkkonen-Condit 2004).

Clearly, in respect of the conventionality of translations compared to non-
translations, there is therefore a tension between CLI and (over-)normalisation. They
should be considered two constantly competing tendencies, affecting a translation’s
degree of conventionality. The relationship between these two forces is complex and
influenced by numerous other variables (for example, sociocultural norms, text type
conventions, translator style; see Lefer and Vogeleer 2013). As a consequence, nor-
malisation may be counterbalanced (Volansky, Ordan, et al. 2015) and sometimes
even overruled by CLI (Capelle and Loock 2013; Lefer and Vogeleer 2013). Their
interaction could be described as points along a cline, where normalisation (or over-
normalisation) and CLI are positioned at each extremity.

To investigate the tension between normalisation and CLI, this study makes use
of Chinese children’s literature translated from English as a test case. Translated
children’s literature is a genre in which incentives towards normalisation are par-
ticularly strongly felt, since the acceptability of the translated text to target readers
(including both children and adults, for example, the parents who buy books) is
highly emphasised in this text type (Puurtinen 1995; 2006; O’Connell 1999;
Shavit 2006). This emphasis might be further strengthened in the genetically distinct
language pair of English-Chinese (Xiao 2011). Translators translate with readers’
expectations about acceptability in mind, which biases them to translate in ways that
conform to existing norms and conventions in Chinese. However, it is also likely that
the ever-present effects of CLI might be evident, particularly in the form of the under-
representation of Unique Items - cases where lexicogrammatical items that are
unique to Chinese have no equivalent in English. To our knowledge, the tension
between normalisation and CLI has not been widely studied in this genre, nor in this
language pair (see Section 2). This study therefore aims to investigate normalisation
in a self-built comparable corpus of children’s books translated from English into
Chinese, using modal particles (a unique item in Chinese; see Section 2.2 for more
detailed discussion) as a linguistic indicator.

The following section (Section 2.1) reviews corpus-based studies of normalisation
in relation to CLI in translated language with a focus on Chinese translated from
English. Section 2.2 discusses the use of modal particles in Chinese children’s books.
This section concludes by tying together the threads of the discussion in formulating
the research questions informing this study. The methodology section (Section 3)
starts with a discussion of the corpus in terms of text collection and processing, fol-
lowed by a description of the selected operationalisation, and then a discussion of the
data extraction and analysis procedures. Section 4 presents and discusses the findings
of the study. Conclusions, implications and limitations are summarised in Section 5.

2. Literature review

2.1. Normalisation and CLI in tension

Translations could be more conventional, more conservative and less creative com-
pared to their ST (normalisation as a S-universal; Chesterman 2004; see Mauranen
2000; Olohan 2004; Baker 2007) as well as to non-translated texts in the TL (nor-
malisation as a T-universal; Chesterman 2004; see Kenny 2001; Marco 2009; Delaere,
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De Sutter, et al. 2012; Delaere and De Sutter 2013). On the one hand, there is evidence
that translators do overuse conventional patterns or typical features of the TL
(Mauranen 2000; Kenny 2001; Olohan 2004; Baker 2007; Marco 2009; Delaere, De
Sutter, et al. 2012; Delaere and De Sutter 2013; Szymor 2018), supporting the tendency
towards (over-)normalisation. On the other hand, studies also show that translations
tend to reflect more “unusual word combinations” than originals (Mauranen 2000:
120, 137); structures more typically used in the SL than the TL (for example, passive
constructions; Hansen and Teich 2001; Dai and Xiao 2011; Kenny and Satthachai 2018)
and lower frequency of some prototypical TL features, such as manner-of-motion
verbs and there-BE constructions in English translations from French (Cappelle 2012;
Cappelle and Loock 2013), providing evidence in favour of CLI in the form of the
Unique Items Hypothesis.

Research on normalisation in translated Chinese often yields mixed results
(Hu 2006; Wang and Qin 2010; Xiao and Dai 2010; Xiao, He, et al. 2010; Xia 2014;
Xiao and Hu 2015). In one of the earlier studies on the topic, Hu (2006) considers
normalisation along with other features of translated language and sets out to
operationalise them at lexical and syntactic levels in contemporary Chinese trans-
lated fiction. The study yields contradictory findings. At a syntactic level, the lower
frequency of passive constructions and a stronger tendency of negative and afflictive
prosodies associated with the passive converge with conventional use in Chinese,
producing persuasive evidence of normalisation. However, the higher frequency of
grammatical words realising hypotaxis in the translated texts shows a deviation from
the norms of the TL, as original Chinese texts prefer paratactic structures. A tendency
towards foreignness is also evident in longer and more complicated attributives
(unusual in Chinese). These findings suggest a complex interplay between normalisa-
tion and CLI.

Expanding this approach, Xia (2014) conducted a systematic and comprehensive
study of normalisation in a diachronic parallel and comparable corpus of fiction texts
translated from English to Chinese, their English STs and Chinese non-translated
fiction. She measures normalisation at both the macro and micro linguistic levels to
explore the manifestations of normalisation over two historical periods (1930s-1949;
1988-2007). She also attempts to seek explanations for these changes from a social-
cultural perspective. The findings demonstrate that translations from both periods
show a normalisation tendency, although this varies both in nature and in degree.
Earlier translations tend to show normalisation effects reflected in the significantly
more common use of high-frequency words and monosyllabic words in translations
than non-translations, while contemporary translations exhibit a stronger tendency
towards conservativeness, realised by a weaker compositionality of affixes, fewer
creative collocations and other linguistic features. In general, the tendency towards
normalisation appears to be stronger in the more recent translations. However, there
is also evidence of a tendency towards non-typical linguistic features in the transla-
tions, indicating CLI effects from English, for instance, in the more frequent use of
pronouns, connectives and prepositions, in line with Hu (2006). According to Xia
(2014), the differences over time may be ascribed to changes in power relations
between the source and target language and cultures as well as the position transla-
tion occupies in the target literary system. The study concludes that translated texts
are a mixture of normalisation and denormalisation (Xia 2014).
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The tension between normalisation and CLI has been an explicit focus of several
corpus-based studies (Hansen-Schirra 2011; Xiao and Hu 2015; Van Oost, Willems,
et al. 2016). Hansen-Schirra (2011) investigates typical and atypical features associ-
ated with fictional writing in translated and non-translated English texts, using the
Translational English Corpus (TEC), the British National Corpus (BNC) and the
CroCo Corpus (Hansen-Schirra, Neumann, ef al. 2012)," a bidirectional parallel cor-
pus consisting of English originals and their German translations as well as German
originals and their English translations. The findings show that both typical and
atypical features occur more frequently in the TEC compared to the BNC, meaning
that translations show contradictory tendencies in relation to normalisation (Hansen-
Schirra 2011). Based on an analysis of the bidirectional parallel CroCo Corpus, she
demonstrates that the overuse of atypical fiction features can be ascribed to CLI
effects, due to the literal translation of the corresponding source-text structures
(Hansen-Schirra 2011: 147). The co-occurrence of normalisation and interference
results in the hybridisation of target texts, which are dissimilar to both the SL and
the TL (Hansen-Schirra 2011). By investigating the rendition of prepositional phrase
placement, a syntactic variation existing in both Dutch and German, in translations
of contemporary literary fiction between the two languages, Van Oost, Willems, et
al. (2016) not only confirm the co-occurrence of normalisation and SL shining
through, but also find an asymmetry, in that CLI is strongly present in German-
Dutch translation whereas normalisation is more dominant in the reverse direction.
They interpret this as providing evidence for Toury’s (1995/2012) hypothesis that the
tolerance for interference tends to increase when translation happens from a highly
prestigious language (for example, German) to a less prestigious language (for
example, Dutch; see Toury 1995/2012; Van Oost, Willems, et al. 2016).

Xiao and Hu (2015) also investigate normalisation and SL shining through by
measuring the frequency of idioms, modal particles and passives in translational
Chinese. The findings show that the use of these items is quite often affected by the ST.
They conclude that SL “shining through” may have more significant effects than TL
normalisation in translation from English to Chinese, particularly in terms of modal
particles (Xiao and Hu 2015). Further support for CLI effects come from Wang and
Qin (2010), Xiao and Dai (2010) and Xiao, He, et al. (2010). In particular, Wang and
Qin (2010) find that the suffix - {%: (xing) shows a stronger word formational capacity
in translation, which contradicts the findings of Xia (2014). They argue that this is the
consequence of affix-by-affix translation from the English affixes -ity, -ness and -dom.

The degree of conformity to linguistic and sociocultural norms in translation
varies by SL and also text type (Delaere, De Sutter, et al. 2012; Delaere and
De Sutter 2013). According to Delaere, De Sutter, et al. (2012), the more heavily edited
text types, including fiction and journalistic texts, tend to use more standard lan-
guage than less heavily edited text types (for example, administrative texts). Delaere
and De Sutter (2013) furthermore verify that even within the same sociocultural
context, the tendency to conform to linguistic norms depends on text type and the
readers targeted. In this sense, the operationalisation of normalisation should include
more specific features conventional of a particular TL and a particular text type (Lefer
and Vogeleer 2013). The next section deals with a typical feature of Chinese children’s
literature, which is a unique item that exists in Chinese, but has no direct equivalent
in English: modal particles.
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2.2. Modal particles in Chinese children’s literature

Mandarin Chinese makes use of a rich system of particles, which occur in sentence-
final position to mark the speaker’s mood or attitude towards the proposition. They
are broadly captured under the concept of “sentence-final particles” (Li and
Thompson 1981) or more specifically referred to as “modal particles” (Xiao and
Hu 2015). Frequently used modal particles include | (le), Wg (ne), I, (ba) and g
(ma).

Modal particles are typically used in speech, or in writing that reflects or
recounts conversations (Li and Thompson 1981). They do not have meaning by them-
selves, but are context dependent, and thus each particle can be used in different
contexts to express different emotions (Chappell 1991; Bross 2012). Modal particles
are of interest because of their non-equivalent semantic and pragmatic functions in
Chinese in contrast with English. Chinese is one of the few languages (including also
German and Japanese) that make use of modal particles. In this sense, they may be
viewed as a unique feature of Chinese as English does not have a direct equivalent
structure to Chinese modal particles. In English, the same functions can be realised
by the use of auxiliaries, modal verbs, special word order or intonation (Xiao and
Hu 2015).

A greater use of modal particles is considered a particular feature of Chinese
spoken language and children’s literature. Children’s literature tends to use modal
particles more frequently than other types of writing to slow down reading speed
and soften the tone (Zang 2010). The use of modal particles increases vividness in
literature, which would be attractive to children and arouse resonance in them as
they help child readers visualise scenarios using their imagination (Mei 2015). Modal
particles can also increase the readability of children’s books. The typical association
of modal particles with Chinese children’s literature makes this operationalisation
particularly suited to the investigation of the feature of normalisation in this study.

Previous studies (mostly master’s theses) have investigated modal particles in
relation to the tension between normalisation and CLI in English-Chinese children’s
literature translation (Zang 2010; Mei 2015; Jiang 2016). For instance, Jiang (2016)
investigates normalisation at lexical, syntactic and discourse levels in Chinese chil-
dren’s literature translated from English. She finds tendencies of both normalisation
and deviation. Normalisation is most remarkable at the lexical level (including identi-
cal part-of-speech distribution patterns, overuse of typical modal particles, greater
occurrence of high-frequency words in translations vs. non-translations) and deviation
is most detectable at the syntactic (for example, longer sentence segments) and dis-
course levels (for example, more frequent use of conjunctive markers). Jiang (2016)
discusses the causes and effects of normalisation and deviation: while normalisation
could be ascribed to the construal of target child readers on the part of translators,
deviation is considered to be driven by SL interference (Jiang 2016). She also expresses
concerns that inappropriate normalisation (for example, over-normalisation) and
deviation in translated books for children aged 3-6 could cause reading difficulties
and burden their comprehension. This is an important consideration, and ties in with
the emphasis on target-audience acceptability in the translation of children’s literature.

Despite the fact that a handful of studies have touched upon the use of modal
particles in investigating the features of translated language in children’s literature
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translated from English to Chinese, modal particles have not been comprehensively
and systematically investigated in relation to the interplay between normalisation
and CLI. Moreover, the existing corpus-based studies often suffer from a small-scale
and unbalanced corpus design. Against this background, this study aims to shed
more light on the occurrence of and the reasons for these two tendencies in a rela-
tively larger comparable corpus of Chinese translated and original children’s books
by answering the following two research questions:

1. Are there significant differences in the frequency and use of modal particles in
Chinese children’s literature translated from English, compared to non-translated
Chinese children’s literature, suggesting that translations diverge from non-trans-
lations in respect of the degree of conventionality?

2. Ifthere are differences, do these reflect tendencies of over-normalisation or CLI, or
an interplay between these two forces?

3. Methodology
3.1. Corpus composition and compilation

This study is based on a self-built comparable corpus of translated and non-translated
Chinese children’s literature. The Translated Chinese Children’s Literature Corpus
(TCCLC) and Non-translated Chinese Children’s Literature Corpus (NCCLC) are
constructed to be as comparable as possible in terms of size, sampling period and
content domain. A total of 22 texts of Chinese children’s books translated from
English are included in the TCCLC while 20 texts of original Chinese children’s books
are included in the NCCLC. The token count of the TCCLC is 1,168,137 and 1,215,259
for the NCCLC. The corpora were compiled according to the following criteria:

1) Children’s books published in mainland China in the period 2000-2017. The time-
frame is slightly extended backwards to 1998 for translated books, as a consequence
of the fact that some famous translations by well-known translators do not, to our
knowledge, have more recent editions.

2) Books suggested by publishers/editors or online booksellers as suitable reading for
older children, aged 7-11. This information was obtained from either the back-cover
blurb of the book or classification by age groups in online bookstores.

3) Classic fiction books for children. This decision was made to reflect the reality that,
in the translation industry in China, classic children’s books dominate the market
of translated Chinese children’s literature.

The majority of texts were sourced online. Only a small number of texts were
sourced by purchasing e-books from online bookstores in epub format, which were
then converted into text files by the OCR module of CamScanner.? All electronic text
files were subsequently proofread and corrected manually in order to ensure accurate
renderings of the original texts. The corpora include running text with characters
only, with metadata stored in a separate text file for easy retrieval. In books for chil-
dren aged seven and older, visual material significantly decreases, and it can usually
be removed without loss of meaning. The corpus avoided the over-representation of
any individual author, translator or publisher.’ Detailed information about the books
included in each subcorpus can be found in Appendices 1 and 2.

As Chinese is written without spaces separating words, a process of segmenting
text strings into word tokens (referred to as “segmentation” or “tokenisation”) was
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conducted using a freely accessible segmentation tool, SegmentAnt 1.1.2 with the
NLPIR/ICTCLAS engine.* Segmented texts were then loaded into the corpus-analysis
software WordSmith Tools 7.0.

3.2. Frequency of modal particles as operationalisation of conventionality:
Data extraction

There are more than twenty types of modal particles in Chinese (Chao 1968; Li and
Thompson 1981) and the focus of this study is on the most commonly used five. A
bottom-up method for identifying the most commonly used modal particles was
used. The most frequent modal particles were selected from the word list generated
by the Wordlist function in WordSmith Tools of the combined corpus of translated
and non-translated texts (see Table 1). These particles arel¢ (ne), ' (ma), I[" (ba), IF
(ya) and W (a).*

The concordances of these modal particles extracted from both corpora were
manually cleaned by deleting irrelevant cases, where these tokens were not used as
modal particles.” These concordances were used to calculate the normalised fre-
quency (per 1,000 words) of each modal particle, per file. The overall normalised
frequency of all five modal particles combined per file was also calculated. These
normalised frequencies were used as the basis for statistical analysis.

TABLE 1
Modal particles selected for investigation

No. Modal Function® Frequency | Normalised frequency
particle in corpus in corpus
(per 1,000 words)

1 | WE (ne) Signals that a proposition is “contrary to 4,582 1.92
expectations”; interrogative marker

2 | ' (ma) Interrogative marker for polar “yes or no” 3,917 1.64
questions

3 | I (ba) Codes suggestions; checks that the listener 3,786 1.59

accepts that the given proposition is a
reasonable one

4 | I (ya) Prompts or urges the listener to do 2,029 0.85
something; suggests an exclamation;
interrogative marker

5 | Wi (a) Prompts or urges the listener to do 1,755 0.74
something; suggests an exclamation

As discussed above, modal particles do not have a lexical meaning of their own;
instead their meaning is context-dependent. Applying the mood type classification
of Halliday and Matthiessen (2004) to Chinese, a configuration of modal particles
with regard to mood type can be produced (see Table 2; also see Huang and
Liao 2002).° The column “Optionality” in Table 2 indicates whether the use of a par-
ticle is compulsory in realising the mood type. If a particle is optional, it means that
the speaker does not necessarily need to use the particle to realise the mood type.
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Classification of modal particles by mood type in modern Chinese

Modal particles Optionality
Declarative Declarative g (ne), M (ba) Optional
(statement) Exclamative 5[ (a), % (ya) Optional
WH-interrogative 1B (a), W& (ne), Optional
Indicative (content questions) WF (ya)
Mood Interrogative | Biased polar interrogative 5 (ma), M (ba) Compulsory
type (question)"? (yes/no questions)
Unbiased polar interrogative | I (a), Wg (ne), Optional
(A-or-not-A questions) 7 (ya)
Imperative | (Command) e (ba), ' (a), Optional
Wr (ya)

In the presentation of the findings and discussion (see Section 4), the specific
classification of the modal particles investigated in the study will be further refined
building on this classification.

As far as normalisation is concerned, there are three possibilities. If modal par-
ticles occur at similar frequency in translated Chinese children’s books and in non-
translated Chinese children’s books, this may be taken as evidence of normalisation
or conventionalisation. If modal particles occur significantly more frequently in
translated than in non-translated Chinese children’s books, it may be inferred that
translators are over-adjusting their translations to the typical norms of the TL, thus
hyper-conventionalising or over-normalising their translations. Alternatively, modal
particles may occur significantly less frequently in translated Chinese children’s
books than in non-translated Chinese children’s books. In this case, this may be
ascribed to the effects of CLI, specifically in the form of the Unique Items Hypothesis.
As English lacks the counterpart of Chinese modal particles, the activation of English
suppresses the activation of this unique feature of Chinese, leading to an under-
representation of this feature in translated Chinese children’s books. A further pos-
sibility is that the lower frequency of these particles in translated Chinese might be
ascribed to a different kind of conservatism on the part of translators: given their
association with informal, colloquial language, translators may avoid them in favour
of a more standardised, written style.

3.3. Data analysis

The normalised frequency of modal particles for the two subcorpora (the TCCLC
and NCCLC) was compared to answer Research Question 1. To evaluate whether the
differences between the two groups were not just due to chance, the independent
samples f-test was used in the first instance. This test has three assumptions that need
to be satisfied: independence of observations, normal distribution of data and homo-
geneity of variance. The first assumption of independence of observations was met
in all cases. To assess the second and third assumptions, a quantile-quantile (Q-Q)
plot was first created to visually assess whether the data were sufficiently normally
distributed and then Levene’s test was carried out to test the assumption of homoge-
neity of variance. If the test statistic (p-value) was larger than 0.05, then the equal
variances assumption could not be rejected.
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Where the data were sufficiently normally distributed and the assumption of
homogeneity of variance was met, subsequent descriptive statistics are presented
using the mean as a measure of central tendency, and standard deviation as a measure
of dispersion, and the ¢-test was used to determine whether the difference in means
in the two subcorpora is statistically significant, with p < 0.05 set as the level of sig-
nificance. If these assumptions were not met, the median is used as a measure of
central tendency in reporting, and the interquartile range as a measure of dispersion.
In these cases, the non-parametric two-samples Mann-Whitney U-test was used to
assess the differences between the two subcorpora, with p < 0.05 regarded as a sig-
nificant result.

In addition to the quantitative analysis, a small-scale qualitative analysis of
particular modal particles was also conducted. This allows us to better understand
the quantitative findings and to further explore possible explanations for the observed
findings, answering Research Question 2.

4. Findings and discussion

4.1. Statistical results

Figure 1 shows that modal particles are more frequent overall in the NCCLC (a mean
of 7.74 per 1,000 words) than in the TCCLC (6.25 per 1,000 words). However, the
t-test shows that this difference is not statistically significant (¢ = -1.51, p = 0.14).

FIGURE 1
Normalised frequency of all modal particles (per 1,000 words) by translated status

All modal particles
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It is important to point out that, as shown in Table 2, in most of the mood types,
the use of these modal particles in the TL is optional. Meanwhile, as unique items in
the TL, they have no counterparts in the SL, which means that the use of these par-
ticles in the TL cannot be subconsciously activated by any lexical representation in
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the SL. Therefore, the use of these modal particles in the translation may be seen as
aresult of translators’ conscious decision-making. Keeping in mind both the absence
of modal particles in the SL and the optionality of the use of modal particles in the
TL, the fact that there is no significant difference in the frequency of modal particles
in the two subcorpora suggests that translators clearly aim to normalise their trans-
lations to the conventions of the TL genre, by adding these particles to the target texts
- and are largely successful in doing so.

Meanwhile, it is equally important to point out that, although the difference is
not significant, these modal particles are more frequently used in the non-translated
Chinese texts in the NCCLC than the translated Chinese texts in the TCCLC. The
relative under-use of the particles in the translated Chinese texts may therefore reflect
the opposing pull of CLI in the translation process.

A subsequent question is whether there are any differences in the use of individual
modal particles. The results show that three out of the five modal particles investigated
do not demonstrate significant differences in the two subcorpora (see Table 3).

TABLE 3
Results of statistical tests for individual modal particles

Modal particle Mean/median TCCLC Mean/median NCCLC Result of statistical test
I (ma) Mean 1.99 Mean 1.55 t=1.33,p=0.19
e (ba) Mean 1.49 Mean 1.80 t=-1.13,p=0.27
I () Median 0.58 Median 0.78 U=173.50,p =0.25
g (ne) Median 1.29 Median 1.89 U=139,p<0.05
HF (ya) Median 0.23 Median 0.79 U=122,p<0.05

As shown in Table 3, of the five particles under investigation, only "% (ma) is
more frequently used in the TCCLC than the NCCLC, although the difference is not
significant. It is interesting to point out that, as shown in Table 2, I (ma) is the only
one among the five particles that can be used in one particular mood type only (that
is, in the biased polar interrogative type), and 1% (ma) is not optional in achieving
the mood type when in use. An alternative in achieving a similar semantic meaning
would be to use an unbiased polar-interrogative instead (see further Li 2007), which
is common in Chinese, but a less common type of interrogative in English (a typical
example structure is “Do...or not?”). The more frequent use of ' (ma) in the trans-
lated Chinese texts might be due to the intention to achieve a syntactic equivalence,
where a yes-no polar interrogative in English (a typical example structure is “Do...?”)
has triggered the choice of a direct equivalent mood type in Chinese, typically
realised by the use of M (ma) at the end of the sentence.

Only two individual particles, g (ne) and W (ya), do demonstrate significant
differences in the two subcorpora, with both particles showing higher frequencies in
the NCCLC (see Figures 2 and 3), in line with Xiao and Hu’s (2015) finding that modal
particles are significantly more frequently used in non-translated texts than in trans-
lated texts. This provides evidence for a significant divergence in conventionality
between translated and non-translated Chinese children’s books in respect of the use
of these modal particles, with the translated texts less conventional than the non-
translated texts.
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FIGURE 2
Normalised frequency of Wg (ne) (per 1,000 words) by translated status
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The boxplot in Figure 2 shows that the median value for the (relatively frequent)
modal particle Mg (ne) in the TCCLC is 1.29 per 1,000 words, whereas the NCCLC has
a higher median value of 1.89. The modal particle ¢ (ne) is significantly more frequent
in originals than in translations (U = 139, p < 0.05), in line with the overall trend.

FIGURE 3
Normalised frequency of IF (ya) (per 1,000 words) by translated status
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The boxplot in Figure 3 shows that the median values for the modal particle
(ya) in the TCCLC and NCCLC are 0.23 and 0.79 per 1,000 words, respectively.
Clearly, the non-translated subcorpus has a higher median value. The modal particle
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Wt (ya) is significantly more frequent in originals than in translations (U = 122, p <
0.05), in line with the overall trend. In addition, there is a higher degree of variabil-
ity in the non-translated corpus, with a higher IQR of 1.08, compared to 0.53 for the
translation.

In an attempt to further interpret the causes of the significant differences in the
use of the two modal particles¥g (ne) and W5 (ya) between the two subcorpora, that
is, whether the differences in frequency are biased by the mood types in which they
have been used to express various emotions, analysis has been conducted to examine
their diverse pragmatic functions in the context. Tables 4 and 5 present the results
of statistical tests for modal particles Ug (ne) and I (ya) by mood type, respectively.

TABLE 4

Results of statistical tests for modal particle Jg (ne) by mood type
Mood type Median TCCLC Median NCCLC Result of statistical test
Declarative 0.28 0.56 U=322,p<0.05
Interrogative 0.86 1.21 U=281,p=0.13

TABLE 5

Results of statistical tests for modal particle Bf (ya) by mood type

Mood type Median TCCLC Median NCCLC Result of statistical test
Declarative 0.12 0.34 U =300, p<0.05
Interrogative 0.03 0.18 U=315,p<0.05
Imperative 0.26 0.52 U =304, p<0.05

As can be seen from Table 4, it is only in the declarative mood that the use of
Mg (ne) occurs at a significantly different rate between the TCCLC and NCCLC
(U =322, p < 0.05), with the NCCLC demonstrating a higher frequency (0.56 per
1,000 words in the NCCLC compared to 0.28 per 1,000 words in the TCCLC). When
used in interrogatives, although there is no significant difference found between the
two subcorpora, W¢ (ne) is more frequently used in the NCCLC than in the TCCLC
(1.21 per 1,000 words vs. 0.86 per 1,000 words). This means the significant difference
in the overall frequency of #¢ (ne) between the two subcorpora is mainly driven by
its use in the declarative mood. In Table 5, it is evident that there are significantly
more uses of I (ya) in the NCCLC than in the TCCLC across all the mood types:
declarative, interrogative and imperative (in all three cases, p < 0.05). The tendency
of under-use of the modal particle ¥ (ya) in translated Chinese children’s books, in
comparsion to non-translated Chinese children’s books, cuts across all the mood
types more generally.

4.2. Further analysis of §g (ne) and B (ya)

As explained in Section 2.2, modal particles do not have a lexical meaning of their
own; instead, their meaning is context-dependent. In this section, a more detailed
discussion of the two modal particles that are significantly more frequently used in
the TCCLC than the NCCLC, W¢ (ne) and W7 (ya), is presented, based on an analysis
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of their association with mood type and other particles. Specific attention is given to
the question of why these two modal particles demonstrate a significantly different
frequency while others do not.

4.2.1 W (ne)

As shown in Table 2, /¢ (ne) may be used in both declaratives and interrogatives, and
in both cases its use is optional in realising the mood type. When occurring to
express the declarative mood, it functions to signal that a proposition is contrary to
what has been expected (Chappell 1991) and shows the speaker’s (or narrator’s) wish
to convince the interlocutor (Cao 2005"). For instance, in Example (la), the speaker
states that he definitely does not want to be a monk. W¢ (ne) is added to further stress
the statement of not wanting. In this case, Jg (ne) is optional, as seen in Example (1b)."?

1
a) *4(dang)#h(rdn) A(bu)/E(shi), F(Wo) A (cai) An(bu)ft(xiang) *4(dang) Hi(hé)
ii(shang) Wg(ne)o
[Of course not, I don’t want to be a monk ne.]
(“IOkou]L¥[dai] E [1i] i [de] € [ba] € [ba]” Dad in the Pocket [NCCLC])

b) ¥i(dang)#k(ran) As(bu)i(shi), F(wo) A (cai) A(bu)fti(xiang) *4(dang) Fi(hé)
ii(shang)

[Of course not, I don’t want to be a monk.]

In cases where g (ne) is used to express the interrogative mood, it may be used
in either an unbiased polar question (A-or-not-A type of question in English) or a
content question (WH question in English). In the former case (that is, an unbiased
polar question), the interrogative mood type is achieved by repeating the first element
of a verbal group (either an auxiliary or a lexical verb) with a negative particle in
between (Li 2007: 121), and therefore the use of g (ne) is optional and an omission
of the particle will not impact the interrogative meaning. In the latter case (that is, a
content question), a further distinction should be made between two different situ-
ations. In instances where there is a co-occurrence with an interrogative word
(WH-elements in English), ¢ (ne) may be elliptical. This is because the interrogative
mood is actually realised by an interrogative word the use of which is compulsory,
whereas the optional use of the modal particle Jg (ne) functions to soften the tone
so as to make an enquiry readily acceptable (Cao 2005 in Note 11. Therefore, the
omission of Wg (ne) would not cause significant loss of meaning. For instance, in
Example (2a), the interrogative mood is basically conveyed by the interrogative word
MF(n&)JL(er) [where], whereas the modal particle Wg (ne) is merely used to soften a
direct interrogation. As shown in Example (2b), without ¢ (ne) the sentence is still
acceptable.

2)
a) ih(ta) jk(cang) £M(dao) Wh(na)lLler) K(qu) T(le) W(ne)?
[Where has she hidden ne?]
(“7 (qing) #il(tong) %€ (kui) ff(hua)” Qingtong Kuihua [NCCLC])

b) fili(ta) jil(cang) F(dao) MF(na))Ler) Z(qu) [ (le)?
[Where has she hidden?]
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In a different scenario, where an interrogative word which indicates the inter-
rogative meanings of when, where, why, how and so on is omitted, the optionality of
the modal particle "¢ (ne) changes and it then becomes compulsory to use the par-
ticle to realise the interrogative mood. However, this use is highly context-based
where the omitted interrogative meaning must be recoverable in context. For
instance, in Example (3a), from the answer given by the addressee, what {/:(ni) % (jia)
H(11) A (rén)JE(ne) [your families ne] means is actually /Rr(ni)Z (jia) F(17) A (rén) Bf
(nd) B (1)) £ (qu) T (le) [where have your families been] and here the interrogative word
WFma) 5 (1i) [where] has been omitted. In this case, the modal particle Wg (ne) bears
the function of realising the interrogative tone, without which, the interrogative
mood disappears and the sentence is no longer grammatically correct (see Example
[3b]). As the recovery of the interrogative meaning in such cases relies heavily on
context, it may present a challenge to young readers whose ability in recovering the
elliptical meaning may not yet be well developed. Translators may be aware of this
and it is therefore reasonable to argue that a safe strategy in the translation of chil-
dren’s literature is to avoid the omission of an interrogative word in translating a
WH-interrogative, which in turn makes the use of ¥ig (ne) optional. To sum up, except
in interrogatives where an interrogative word is omitted, the use of W¢ (ne) is optional
(Wang 2006).

3)
a) YR(n1) Z(jia)HE (1) A(rén) BR(ne)? Fh(wo) & (ba)E(ba) f(ma)ih(ma) H(jin) 1]
(shan) fik(kan)%¢ (chai) Ji(q) T(le).
[Where are your families ne? My dad and mum went to the mountain to collect the
firewood.]
(“4z(jin)Ati(mao) i (1) (xidn) it (ji)” The Adventure of a Golden Cat
[NCCLC])
b) *2 (ni) 5 (jia) (D) A (rén)?
[Where are your families?]

Based on the discussion above, we believe there are mainly two potential situ-
ations where CLI has led to the significant under-use of W¢ (ne) in the translated
Chinese texts in the TCCLC. Firstly, the modal particle ¢ (ne) is generally optional
in realising the mood type in Chinese, either in a declarative or an interrogative. The
optionality of the use of the modal particle gives translators choices: they may or may
not use the particle in the translation. In this situation, the use of the particle could
be viewed as a conscious choice of normalising the translated text to conventions in
the TL genre. However, the under-use of the particle in the translated texts, compared
with the non-translated texts, also indicates that CLI plays an important role in the
translator’s decision-making: if there is no modal particle in the SL triggering the
use of WE (ne) in the TL, the translator’s spontaneous cognitive response might be
to translate without using it. Such a tendency is particularly evident in the case of a
declarative. This point can be illustrated by a comparison of two similar situations
found in the NCCLC and TCCLC, where the non-translation (in Example [4]) does
make use of W (ne) while the translation (in Example [5]) does not, even though
adding ¢ (ne) sounds more idiomatic and would be typical for a native writer. It
appears likely that it is the lack of an equivalent in the English ST that suppresses
the use of ¢ (ne) in translation and that CLI inhibits translators’ use of the modal
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particlelg (ne) despite their attempts to conventionalise usage to TL norms, resulting
in a relatively lower frequency in the TCCLC.

4)
Myn) #k(yue) Fxia)ik(yue) K(da), Fwo){J(men) JL(I)(ge) Hi(tang)# (zhe) /K
(shui) jfl(pdo)Fii(dao) f(méi)~(ge) “/I\(xido)f7(fang)1~(z)” fJ(de) Fif(chuang)[]
(kdu) Z(qu) K(da)i(jiao) T (ding) ()37 (1) [¥(de) #(11)7F(z)o % (hun) L (shén)
#l(dou) FR(shDiE(tou) 1 (le). F(wd) Fi(deéi) &(chéng)ik(rén), JT(kaiffi(shi) Ik
(W) i&(hai) JiE(jué)fi(de) f1(ydu) —(yDwi(dian) 47 (hdo)ir(wan)/L(ér) Walne), 1]
(k&) Z(déng) FR(wo) fE(zai) Je(ni)di(kéng)HE(li) #(shuai) T(le) 1~(ge) K(da)fp
(ving)/\(ba)¥(cha) (zhi)jF(hou), nl(k&)ml(jit) Fi(zaith(ye) A(bu) jX(zhe)Z,
(me) FE(jué)fF(de) 1 (le)e
[The rain was getting heavier and heavier. Several of us waded to the windows of each
“little house” to shout Ding Lili’s name. We were soaked all over. I have to admit that
at first I thought it was a bit fun ne, but after I fell into the mud on my back, I never
felt that way again.]
(“E[mo]i%[fa)~# [xué] £ (xiao)/ M (xido) 4 [nti] Ak [wa]”
Magic School-A Little Witch [NCCLC])
5)
“PR(nT) fE(zai)fi(kan) ft(shén)Z(me)? "f(hé)fl(shti) [m](wen). iX(zh&)if(shi), fth
(ta)fpi(liang)[1](de) HEWHEAW YLD (chdng) Tl(yi) Z(dud)/(shdo) Z&(hudn)fif
(ji€), R (yan)fil(sht) Cl(yN)Zi(jing) fiE(néng)i¥(gou) ti(bd) HR(ydn)it(guang)
(shao)fi(shao) #%(yf)JT(kai) #&(can)fii(bw), {i(tou)[f(xiang) Jill(bié€)ib(cht) T (le)
o “Fk(wd) fE(zai)F(kan) /K(shul)fi(mian) f-(shang) #%(yi)zli(dong) #(zhe) fJ(de)
—(yDHi(chuan) f(pao)7k(mo), "Rz(yan)[i(shil) ¥i(shuo), “¥i(jué){F(de) E(ta) 1%
(guai) 4 (hao)fr(wan)j(de) (We[ne]).”
[“What are you looking at?,” asked the Rat. At this time, their hunger was somewhat
relieved, and the Mole could move his eyes slightly away from the table-cloth to some-
where else. “I am looking at the streaks of bubbles moving on the surface of the water,”
said the Mole, “and I think they are funny (optional ne).”]
“What are you looking at?” said the Rat presently, when the edge of their hunger was
somewhat dulled, and the Mole’s eyes were able to wander off the table-cloth a little. “I
am looking,” said the Mole, “at a streak of bubbles that I see travelling along the surface
of the water. That is a thing that strikes me as funny.” (ST)
(“Piin)pR(lin) X (feng) 5 (shéng)” The Wind in the Willows [TCCLC])

Secondly, in the case of translating WH-interrogatives from English into
Chinese, the effect of CLI could be further enhanced, as there are direct Chinese
equivalent interrogative words that the translator can use in realising the interroga-
tive mood, and translators may consider that the omission of the interrogative words
in the translation may present a challenge to young readers. In this case, translators
are more likely than not to maintain the use of an interrogative word in the transla-
tion, which could further discourage the use of W¢ (ne) since the use of the latter is
optional in this context.

4.2.2 4 (ya)

The modal particle ¥ (ya) can be used in an exclamative, an interrogative or an
imperative, and similar to the case of Ug (ne), it is optional to use W (ya) in these
mood types. Therefore, as an unique item in Chinese, the optional use of I/} (ya) may
help explain the existence of both trends in the translation choice: it indicates the
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normalisation trend when ¥ (ya), which has no equivalent in English, is used in the
translation; and the trend of CLI as W (ya) is found to be much less used in the
translated texts in the TCCLC compared to native Chinese texts in the NCCLC.

However, apart from the interplay between normalisation and CLI, as observed
so far, another factor also seems to play a role in the significantly more frequent use
of B (ya) in the non-translated Chinese books in the NCCLC. In Chinese, both
modal particles 7} (ya) and i (a) can be used in an exclamative, an interrogative or
an imperative, and in each case they are interchangeable (Chappell 1991). When used
in an interrogative, similar to the case of ¥g (ne), I (ya) or i (a) expresses doubtful
questioning. By using IF (ya) or i (a) in an exclamative, the speaker (or narrator)
indicates that what he or she is experiencing is astonishing or surprising. As illus-
trated in Example (6a), by using the modal particle #f (ya), the speaker indicates that
what she is seeing is unexpected for her and this " (ya) could be changed to i (a),
as illustrated in Example (6b).

6)
a) I(@i)¥f(ya), iX(zhe) {i(ba) /I\(xido) frj(shan)y-(zi) nJ(ké) H(zhén) JEi(piao)sE
(liang) WF(ya)!
[Oh, my! This little fan is really beautiful ya!]
(“VE[méi] G [you] X\ (feng) Ay [de] 5 (shan) 1+[zi]” A Fan without Wind
[NCCLC])
b) M@i)¥F (ya), iX(zhe) fti(ba) /)\(xido) Fri(shan)1-(zi) Al(ké) H(zhén) ¥(piao)sE
(liang) M(a)!
[Oh, my! This little fan is really beautiful a!]

When used in imperatives, Ff (ya) has a hortatory use in prompting or urging
the interlocutor to do something (Chappell 1991). In Example (7a), the modal par-
ticle B (ya) is used by the speaker to give a command to urge the listener to take
action. Again, W} (ya) and/i (a) are interchangeable, as in Example (7b).

7)
a) “id(guo)k(lai) Wf(ya), & (lao)f(huan)! > Ju[(hé)f(shu) Me(han)iE(dao).
[“Come ya, Old Badger!” the Rat shouted.]
“Come here old Badger” the Rat shouted. (ST)
(“MPin)pR(lin) X (feng) 7 (shéng)” The Wind in the Willows [TCCLC])
b) “I(guo)>k(lai) Wi(a), & (lao) R (huan)! ” Jif(hé) (sht) Ik (han)jE(dao).
[“Come a, Old Badger” the Rat shouted.]

Comparing the use of I (ya) and Iif (a) in native, non-translated Chinese chil-
dren’s books, there is no significant difference in frequency, as the two particles have
nearly identical medians in the NCCLC (¥ [ya]: 0.79; Wi [a]: 0.78). When compared
with translations, however, a significant difference in frequency is evident for ¥4 (ya),
which is more frequent in the NCCLC (0.79 per 1,000 words) than in the TCCLC
(0.23 per 1,000 words; U = 122, p < 0.05).

A likely explanation for this finding is that there may be some influence of writ-
ers’ and translators’ personal preferences. The quantile-quantile plot of f (ya) shows
non-normal distribution of the data (see Figure 1 in Appendix 3), with outliers in
both the TCCLC and NCCLC. The most frequent use of 5 (ya) in the TCCLC occurs
in the book Z[.(h6ng)=k(téu) % (fa) Z: (an) g (ni) [Anne of Green Gables]", with a fre-
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quency of 3.98 times per 1,000 words, while the most frequent use of #f(ya) in the
NCCLC occurs in the books [(xia)7k(ci)JT(kai) it (chudn)#(ging) [“Next time
depart” Bay]" (4.92 times per 1,000 words) and “k:(da)#k(lin)/N(xido)#K(lin) [Big Lin
and Small Lin]'® (4.97 times per 1,000 words). The frequency of #7 (ya) in the rest of
the texts in the two subcorpora varies from 0 to 1.81 times per 1,000 words. While
the CLI effect driven by the Unique Items Hypothesis as well as the optionality of
the use of 14 (ya), as discussed above, in all likelihood account for the significantly
higher frequency of f(ya) in the original subcorpus than in the translation subcor-
pus, there also appears to be some effect of individual preference by authors (and
translators) in selecting " (ya) rather than the inter-changeable alternative.

5. Conclusion

In sum, we have found that the overall use of modal particles demonstrates no sig-
nificant differences between the two subcorpora, namely, translated and non-trans-
lated Chinese children’s literature. Furthermore, the investigation of each individual
modal particle shows that only two of the five commonly used particles demonstrate
significant differences in their frequencies, with the translation subcorpus having
fewer occurrences. There is therefore evidence of both normalisation and CLI playing
a role in conditioning the frequency and usage patterns of modal particles in trans-
lated Chinese children’s literature, in comparison with non-translated Chinese
children’s literature. Translators” attempts to normalise their translations to target-
culture genre expectations are evident in the overall insignificant difference in the
frequency of modal particles between the translated Chinese books and the non-
translated original Chinese books. As the particles are unique to the TL, have no
counterpart in the SL, are commonly associated with children’s literature in Chinese
and are also, in most cases, optional, using them appears to be motivated by transla-
tors’ attempts to meet the expectations or conventions of the genre in Chinese.
However, we have also found evidence suggesting that, in tandem with the impulse
to normalise, there is a CLI effect: the relatively more frequent occurrence of modal
particles in the original Chinese children’s books than in the translations suggests
that the absence of equivalent constructions in the SL, a negative form of CLI (as
captured in the Unique Items Hypothesis), pushes the translation towards the other
direction on the cline of conventionality. Since English does not have a structure that
is directly equivalent in form and function to Chinese modal particles, modal par-
ticles can be regarded as a unique feature of the TL. The activation of the SL (English)
suppresses the activation of this unique feature of Chinese, which has no counterpart
in English. Furthermore, the optional use of some particles in realising mood types
in Chinese may have further suppressed their use in translation. Consequently, modal
particles tend to be under-represented in the translation subcorpus compared to the
non-translated subcorpus.

The results of this study do not support the claim that translations are relatively
more conventional than comparable non-translated texts — at least not in respect to
the feature investigated here, modal particles. That this is the case, even in a text type
so strongly shaped by expectations of target-culture acceptability as children’s books,
raises important questions about the nature of normalisation and its manifestation
in different text types and language pairs. Clearly, normalisation and CLI, as compet-
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ing tendencies in translation, are both in play, and their interplay is conditioned by
a complex set of factors. On the one hand, there is normalisation demonstrated
through the use of largely optional modal particles; on the other hand, there is the
under-representation of the particles in the translated Chinese texts compared to the
original Chinese, indicating the effect of CLI. In the “the tug-of-war” between the
two competing tendencies, CLI seems to prevail, which is especially obvious in the
case of two particular modal particles (¢ [ne] andlF [ya]), which are found to be
significantly less used in translation. The qualitative analysis further suggests that
their occurrence could also be influenced by translators’ personal style or preference.

The findings therefore suggest, as other researchers (Dai and Xiao 2011; Cappelle
and Loock 2013; Lefer and Vogeleer 2013) have found, that under some conditions CLI
wins out over conventionalisation, potentially highlighting the fundamentally cogni-
tive constraints of translation: interference is cognitively almost inescapable. What
leads to tolerance for and the realisation of interference is certain prevailing socio-
cultural conditions (“the relative prestige of cultures and languages”), translators’
professionality and text type (Toury 1995/2012: 311-315). Therefore, the law of stan-
dardisation could be counterbalanced, to different extents, by the law of interference,
depending on the relative strength and interplay of these (and possibly other) factors.

This study makes a contribution to the growing body of research that considers
the occurrence of and the reasons for normalisation, in relation to CLI. However, the
corpus design of this study is comparable in nature, which limits the investigation
of CLI and thus the tug-of-war between normalisation and CLI, since translations
cannot be comprehensively and systematically compared with their source texts. A
comparison of translations and non-translations, both in the SL and TL, will yield a
more complete picture — an important avenue for future studies that aim to better
understand the relationship between normalisation and CLIL

NOTES

*  Haidee Kotze is Professor and Chair of Translation Studies in the Department of Languages,
Literature and Communication at Utrecht University, and holds an appointment as Extraordinary
Professor at the North-West University in South Africa.

1. Translational English Corpus (TEC): <https://www.alc.manchester.ac.uk/translation-and-inter-
cultural-studies/research/projects/translational-english-corpus-tec/>; British National Corpus
(BNC): <http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/>; CroCo Corpus: <http://fedora.clarin-d.uni-saarland.de/
croco-gecco/croco/index_en.html>.

2. INTSIG (2017): CamScanner. Mobile phone app. <https://www.camscanner.com/user/download>.

3. Itis worth mentioning that four books translated by Ren Rongrong were selected and included in
the TCCLC while two books written by Zhang Tianyi and two by Yang Hongying were included
in the NCCLC. The decision was made to represent this text type within a broader literary system.
As one of the most important translators and writers of children’s literature in China, Ren has
made an enormous contribution to the translation industry — his translations account for approx-
imately 8% of the total translations of children’s books into Chinese (<https://zh.wikipedia.org/
wiki/fT-V4& 7 #>, translated by the authors; <https://www.worldcat.org/identities/lccn-n82048380/>).
Zhang and Yang are both famous children’s book authors in China. The corpus is therefore rep-
resentative of the text type it intends to represent.

4. ANTHONY, Laurence (2017): SegmentAnt (version 1.1.2). Computer Software. Tokyo: Waseda
University. <http://www.laurenceanthony.net/>.

5. ScorT, Mike (2016): WordSmith Tools (version 7.0). Computer Software. Stroud: Lexical Analysis
Software. <http://www.lexically.net/wordsmith/>.

6. It should be noted that the modal particle | (le) was excluded in this study. The token | (le)
occurs with a frequency of 64,410 (27.02 per 1,000 words), the top of the frequency list. As a modal
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particle, it usually functions as a declarative marker. However, | (le) is not only used as a modal
particle: it can be used as a past tense marker to express that a certain action has finished, which
is not of interest to this study. The high number of cases and the diversified use of | (le) made
manual sorting of the concordance entries extremely time-consuming. Due to the limited scope
of this study and time constraints, this modal particle was therefore excluded from this study.
Further investigation of | (le) is foreseen as a future research possibility.

7. These particles share exactly the same forms with interjections in Chinese, but have different func-
tions and positions. Interjections usually occur at the beginning of a sentence, but can be more
flexible as well. They can form a sentence on their own. The concordances of these modal particles
extracted from both corpora were manually cleaned by deleting irrelevant cases, where these tokens
were used as interjections. The data cleaning also excluded cases where these particles were used
as topic makers or tense markers.

8. The functions of modal particles are adapted from Chappell (1991).

9. Itshould be noted that Table 2 does not attempt to summarise all the potential uses of each modal
particle, but rather focuses on each modal particle’s most prototypical usage.

10.  The categorisation of the particles in the interrogative mood is mainly based on the work of
Li (2007), where tag questions are not included as a type of interrogative (see further in Li 2007:
126).

11.  Cao, Xianzhuo (2005): BLA7IFE 1 HL.55 FL L [Modern Chinese dictionary. 5th ed.]. Beijing: The
Commercial Press.

12. All the examples cited are formatted as follows: for examples of translated Chinese (extracted from
the TCCLC), the example in Chinese characters with Chinese phonetic alphabets (TT), a literal
English back translation (translated by the first and third authors), and the corresponding English
source text are provided (ST); for examples of non-translated Chinese (extracted from the NCCLC),
the example in Chinese characters with Chinese phonetic alphabets and English translations
(translated by the first and third authors) are provided. The elements under discussion are in bold.

13. The “*” indicates the sentence is regarded as ungrammatical.

14. Wu, Fang (1999): 13k /& “Z-Jg [Anne of Green Gables] (Translated from the English by Lucy Maud
MONTGOMERY). Boston: L.C. Page & Co.

15. YAN, Wenjing (2013): "F{RFF ik [“Next time depart” Bay]. Xi’an: Shaanxi People’s Education
Press.

16.  ZHANG, Tianyi (2012): K#k/]\Fk [Big Lin and Small Lin]. Changchun: Northern China Women &
Children Publishing House.

17.  The translated book H:f[H][45 £ [A Wrinkle in Time] was in incomplete form when this study was
conducted.
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APPENDICES

Appendix 1: Translated books for TCCLC

Translated title

Title

Translator Gender | Publish | Publisher Author Gender | Originally | Nationality

1 ﬂhé\ % Dﬁ ﬁnwj §; 7 e I Adventures of Huckleberry | N/A N/A 2004- XI Zing rén minchi bin shé Mark Twain M 1884 us

Finn 12 T # A K H R4 The Tibet people Publishing House

2| BEAW Charlotte's web Ren | M 20148 | PEETERE Shanghai Translation Publishing E. B. White M 1952 us
Rongrong House

3 Tom'’s midnight garden B2% Ma | F 2006 il People’s Literature Publishing Philippa Pearce | F 1963 UK
Ainong House

4 | REEHEE The great blue yonder WER M 2005-4 | i # E A New World Publishing House Alex Shearer M 2002 UK
Zhang Xuesong

5| EEUER Down to earth ; M 1999-4 | EEBE L EHE N China Juvenile & Children’s | Patricia F 1965 Australia
Rongrong Books Publishing House Wrightson

6 | NER Rascal ERE wu F 1998 EEPELFERE China Juvenile & Children’s Sterling Noth M 1963 us
Shuling Books Publishing House

7 Lff%&&%‘% Peter Pan Wm E‘ Yang F 2013-1 £ ﬁ B ﬁj‘g%}i%‘i China Pictorial Publishing House J. M. Barrie M 1904 UK
Jingyuan

8 E’H 5/7;&25( 17 A wrinkle in time ng H‘ﬁ F 2007-6 f;wmx ;E é }%ﬁ%lli Jinlin literature & History Madeleine F 1963 us
Liaoli Publishing House L’Engle

9o | A RE The wind in the willows i1 Yang | F 20164 | T E LEE R Sichuan Juvenile & Children’s | Kenneth M 1908 UK
Jingyuan Books Publishing House Grahame

10 | o) iz Gulliver's travels HHE  Jiang | M N/A N/A Jonathan Swift M 1726 UK

Jianfeng

TToT ‘T |IAX] ‘'YL gob



Appendix 1: Translated books for TCCLC (continued)

shui hii u

2hou X lidng

‘nm uo oriin & oy chi bin sh

11| Ax%F The water babies EBE  Zhou | M 2004-1 5 > fF)LE H 4t China Juvenile & Children’s Charles Kingsley 1863 UK
Xuliang Books Publishing House
12 | ¥Rk E Tuck everlasting B N/A N/A N/A Natalie Babbitt 1975 Us
Chen Zhengyi
13 % 'ﬁh/é 2-%%% %fv Alice’s adventures in bﬁgmﬁmm Guan | M 2014-1 :‘Ed%;“l\% ;r% jd‘; 2 ;‘})—2 i East China Normal University Lewis Carroll 1865 UK
Wonderland Shaochun Press
14 fd i HEY m};jﬁ The miraculous journey of | F )"%% F 2014-2 ;}ﬁ%ﬁ ZL: )%z% Xinlei Publishing House Kate DiCamillo 2006 us
Edward Tulane Wang Xinruo
15 "fz)‘é %%’E ' The secret garden %ﬂf%]%% N/A 2011 it %XE Z‘g )?Z’(‘;ic Yanbian People Publishing House Frances Hodgson 1911 us
Huanyuhong]l Burnett
16 | BEE S Stuart Little : Ren | M 2016-1 | "FEE TR E Shanghai Translation Publishing E. B. White 1945 us
Rongrong House
17 | L EE5 Anne of Green Gables 2R wa N/A 1999-2 | # & B2 Hainan Publishing House Lucy Maud 1908 Canada
Fang Montgomery
18 | e The wonderful wizard of | TE{4%  Chen | M 2016-5 | % 1B 3 Xivan Publishing House L. Frank Baum 1900 Us
Oz Bochui
19| EEEERE Island of the blue dolphins | B2 pu | M 2014- | HE LR Xinlei Publishing House Scott O’Dell 1960 Us
Dingbang 10
20 | 2B Treasure island BEE L | M 2005-1 | U H B China Workers Publishing House | Robert Louis 1883 UK
Danjun Stevenson
21 | Bl R Daddy-long-legs T Dong | F 20153 | FESELEE R Zhejiang Juvenile & Children’s | Jean Webster 1912 us
Yan Publishing House
22 %Tﬁ'ﬁ % ’95 ﬂi] /b);tw Mary Poppins ZEE  Ren M 2012-5 mﬁm dﬁ /‘%Wlic Tomorrow Publishing House P. L. Travers 1934 UK
#7175 Rongrong

M: male; F: female; N/A: not available; the English names of the Chinese publishers are either from the Internet or translated by the authors of the paper.
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Appendix 2: Non-translated books for NCCLC

Jiatong

Title English translation Author Gender | Publish Publisher
1 kot C%u’a‘"”% “Next time depart” Bay Wl;f Yan M 2013-8 T‘}{[ﬁ LE % Lt i &%i Shaanxi People’s Education Press
Wenjing
2 mm’ B 7 ihkép )CL‘ig ;L‘( ,—‘;Lg A collection of children’s literature written by N/A N/A N/A N/A
%Vg ;uxﬁ great writers in the past 50 years
3 ﬂ:g%ﬂt“ & %é 5;7%% ]% Dad in the pocket: Regret medicine %gpﬂ;ﬁ M 2013-6 = ;fhl - ﬂEé‘ cﬁ i E 21st Century Publishing House
% Yangpeng
4 ;ﬂ(;f;{‘?% ‘/‘j\n;ﬁi Big Lin and Small Lin /?E&%ﬁ Zhang M 2012-8 ;TE,%L}% QA( i ‘%dw i Shc ¢t Northern China Women & Children Publishing House
Tianyi
5| BHEEARE The Secret of the magic gourd WRE Zhang M 2015-5 B # 1A Anhui Education Publishing House
Tianyi
6 ‘/.st %%/‘%‘;‘%%% Xiao Lingtong wanders in the future ")‘F;j'{% Ye M 2016-4 ”{%“7“";’2%" )L'ii?“u i }b%)i i Changjiang Juvenile & Children’s Publishing House
Yonglie
7 /&3% ﬁ/% e The adventure of a little tiger b2 g Tang F 2013-4 FF i ;‘}Z%‘i Daylight Publishing House
Sulan
8 Rk "“'HB;%J # My mum is a fairy C}z’c?%n' # Chen F 2014-10 B i’h/';\\oman LE iy %ic Fujian Juvenile & Children’s Publishing House
Danyan
o | REREEF A fan without wind IHE sun M 2015-6 | TR SE JLFEBAL siangsu Phoenix Juvenile & Children’s
Youjun Publishing House
10 mwig‘;}g The dream of the king wolf Iﬂ%‘ % # Shen M 2013-1 3}%”&**}"% }NL;L i )%"H; Zhejiang Juvenile & Children’s Publishing House
Shixi
11 g Shéns—;% ; ﬁ\n( s /li ng Boy JiaLi Girl Jia Mei %;%\' Qin F 2014-9 th g ﬁ"? j KL‘;; Q_L; Ej;\%i. China Juvenile & Children’s Publishing House
‘Wenjun
12 E%&& & 5 A b 25 White Fox Dila and moon stone c}‘t’?&% Chen M 2014-9 RE> 7 &L i ?}Zﬁ: People’s Literature Publishing House

20T ‘T Y|IAX] ‘VAIN  OLY



Appendix 2: Non-translated books for NCCLC (continued)

13 7{%‘# E {3 :}’&VE % Smiling cat’s diary: Looking for black knight ;f-;fhéj_}ﬂf Yang F 2008-1 Eﬂ;‘ yﬁ )?5\?} Tomorrow Publishing House
Hongying

14 | BRaic B EHRFE | Smiling cat's diary: Blue rabbit-car grass ftie | Yang F 2013-4 BERERE Tomorrow Publishing House

% Hongymg
15 | Eie-EiE A THAE | Joumey to the West: The king of fairy tale retelling | 25 & (%) / | M 20018 | ZFZELERA 215t Century Publishing House
classics HHE G

16 é%‘m[‘“mfﬂ The adventure of a golden cat %J\jdgx Sun M N/A N/A
Dawen

17 %’%b%aﬁz Qingtong Kuihua F% H Cao M 2008-5 J/fﬁ j\TEE é )':f)}'(%t Jiangsu People Publishing House
Wenxuan

1 _.&ﬁ o U] E Flying to the Sagittarius ﬂ' HW"E;TEE Zheng M 2006-9 ,ﬁﬁ 1{: /$ )Lgﬁj )h%)jﬁ Hubei Juvenile & Children’s Publishing House
Wenguang

19| B2V The magic stethoscope HEH shang | F 20102 | fB#FEJLE R Fujian Juvenile & Children’s Publishing House
Xiaona
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M: male; F: female; N/A: not available; the English book titles are translated by the first and third authors of the paper; the English names of the Chinese publishers are either from the Internet or translated by the

authors of the paper.
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Appendix 3: Quantile-quantile plots to assess normality

Normal Q-Q plot: Modal particle 'ya*
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