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New Developments in Variationist Sociolinguistic Research

ZHAOQO Peng Tianjin University of Commerce
TIAN Hailong Shandong Normal University

Abstract: Variationist sociolinguistics is a main branch of sociolinguistics, and by the end of 20"
century it had already seen a development from Labov’s conceptualization of “correlation” to the
conceptualization of “agency” between linguistic variables and social variables. In the first 20 years
of the 21" century, variationist sociolinguistics advances further in that 1) it witnesses more
researches that provide insightful account for speaker’s stylistic practice, 2) it expands the range of
research objects in terms of linguistic and social variables, and 3) it applies more qualitative
analysis in case studies. This article discusses these new achievements so as to understand the
characteristics of this new development, which are tentatively summarized as 1) emphasizing the
constitutive role of variation, 2) advocating a transdisciplinary effort on variation studies, and 3)
highlighting theoretical account by applying various conceptual tools.
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1. 5|5 ERUSETENC LIRS ER

TR SEF W E /B SE R HEZ BRI "Rz, BS
IR T 5 2R VIR R (R A 5T 0 MO A MRS S [ 4 AR S IR
055 & FRNC R R B UL AL S hnid . A8 HAh 218 2% H Labov 7E
20 T2 60 AEARAN ST, BUAY YA FE 22461 (4N Labov 1) 4 % el &% 141 29 ' 67 7
Gy 5% 308 5 6 HE AR T AR I BARAE SO0 OF 5 28 1K) #5178 400, IR
FEX — 10 5 ARG F A S AR T (AR RS PR AR R Z R . i,
i (Labov, 1966) ¥EH A1 2 iR A RSB E M =B RS, AW EEAH
BVTRR (r) XA D AR AN ] S AL AR R s T S I F I R SE B
i 5 40 & At 23 B |2 B AH DG (correlation) . Trudgill (1974) iz H] Labov
THEI YR Sk 23 TR 5 2 B9 O 1, R 0 [ 2R A i B A A TRl b 25 B R 1 Nk
(ing) 3X — ¥ 7 AR I A AN [R) 35 (7 A PR HEA T 9%, e At S5 B J2 8 e, i FH [ap 1957
AR IR (BN singing, going) MR FLELE 1 F L2 JL-F- M2 [in] X FE 1)
bR S (AN singin’ , goin’) , WIRUE T4 & )2 5155 A M M, 5
Labov 41 2 52 15 3 2 01 i F 98 A BRAH— 38

Labov [ if 5% 9% K A8 S5 A 58 1 5% — IR 3 7 (Eckert 2012, 2018;
Wardhaugh & Fuller 2015) , s& #1318 5 7 A R 1Y — 1 B R (Bell et. al. 2016) ;
g B AR S At S T 2R I S B TR O, 1) 20 HHE48 Saussure Fil Chomsky i
W F BT AR PR AR, koA R R X T 2E A B K BTk (Cornips
& Gregersen 2016), #R1M, 28 4t 2316 F 22 0P AE L HAE — BURAE . 7EHEA 21 i
4 Z 1T, Milroy (1980) il Eckert (1989) [AMFFT AT AR S 4t 2518 75 F & SR A T
SRR TTRR . 140, Milroy (1980) 38 ixf %5 58 & v A8 1R 5 4k 23 P 2% B 53 AP 31
AR DL R TE L X B SC R, RIS N TE 5 328 F S A A S I 48 v (1) i A3, 5 2%
FHOC , R 2 D 25 28 B 1 vy, o 75 28 A0 FH 1) LU B B, T ELAS (] b X A [)
T AN R AR % 0 Ui N 238 AN TR 18 7 AR Aok S 45 B -5 JH I A ) 45 22 [] 1Y)
WERL . Milroy ¥ AP BESIIE RS I AR SRS, A h X Bl % D) 9 4 25 I 45 56 22 %)
W AR R R A8 R B A AR R A s e VR R T AR TR F AR 5 AR
(Sharma & Dodsworth 2020)., F41, Eckert (1989) X} Jie 457 3 1 &R DL JR il Fj 227 A=
T 5 AR HEA TR 5T, T AT 0 2 A ol o 55 A8 (A 0 17 000 R B A7 2 A 1 1k 3 R
o3 By X SO S AL SV L, AU B T AR 5 2 A AR s 2
i =R B G R e e 1 N0 TP VI S 2 =S ol e N e N R =32 SN
FHE IS LA S 5% S BRI 4 A R, S I S B AR T AR R
DAL/l T T Ak 1y < 55 i SR AR 2 i 25 SR AR, ke I R B A 1 5 AR 5
1) JE DR S A TR 4 2 T B LA R ] 33k Bk - 25 Bl R A 2T A S
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Milroy F1 Eckert % 48 554t 2318 5 54 10 & A FR 0728 S 58 1 58 Ui
(Eckert 2012, 2018; Wardhaugh & Fuller 2015), X IREIA P RERE: 1) 5IAT
RGBT 1, AU AR EE 2 = B S 1 5 I & 2 51k &
I Z BB R ; 2) FIA T “Besh " HE& , AR Labov IRFEIEIE 7 A48 S5 LR
FAFE SRS M E WA, R iE S SR E RS MRS
Pye)—FpEhRE . Al AR S ARSI — R HOE &I TR S AT S R 2y
PRI 2 ) AETE — 22 WAH OGP, T 55 R TR R 5% — 38 Z [ R T B 1 A
R IT A Ptk e

2. TRMSIBEFHE2NHEHNHTLRE

HEA 21 el A8 At iE T 2 R R NSRS B B R
I HARSIRAER T G Fbi 5 07 v L
2.1 FHMRBR

A St 1B AR 21 22 AT 20 A 0BT R A R AR AL iR R
VIR 1) 3 32 4 48 (Wardhaugh & Fuller 2015), # 4% Eckert (2012, 2018) (1)W1
3K T B LR 22 0 B 5 40 4 Kiesling (1998) X bt o 23 X — BEAAR U8 3% 5 =X ik
17 W B 9%, Moore (2004) X 3¢ 5] {8 /R 4 2% £ AE U aE O CE AT A 5T
Bucholtz & Hall (2005) X B 4 52 B i A 5% , L I Zhang (2005, 2008) X 1 [#] 4
R BE A 2 3N F R A5 o X A 5E SR 0 T AR AT U A 1
FETE T SRR B By, 52 0 I8 AR R I R R AR 2 S, DL SR LR R
AL 23 . 94, Kiesling (1998) & 1 0t o 23 38 4o = M A 4 G 5 A8 AR5 2R
 [-ing] 2K & W ABATT A AL 7, Moore (2004) & PR =1 v £ A= 8Ok ik £ b ff R AR AR
HEAY L (Nt AT 7R 25— AN FRFNER = N FRJ 1 were, “he were drunk”) , I 1t
WL T — A FRAE “populars” (1) 5B A {4 ; Bucholtz & Hall (2005) & L 7 Ui 4 7¢
W S e b A O XU S B (stylistic practice) ¥ H & & T AL S Z i (IR 0L
Bucholtz 2010).,

FATUATK T A58 HAA i) B X A [ R . fl (Zhang 2005, 2008) & 3, 3
AT A S 7 b 5 0 0 R A T Al B AR AR R e M BN RS O SRR R
5 EA A 2 PR USO8 e B R A B ) — AR R A e

B (full tone) , B A 7 [ 7596 A1 65 18 1 X HLAT 2 BRAGRHIE 1 T 3 o
5 A — AR AR R U S I DR K 2. R Tkt Ak U e A A H
AR HE IR AE [ A Al MR T AR PR 5T rh i 15634 J7 =X, f d T 09 TAEBREEH A T 5
G, 5 TR b AT 3k S — 2 gk mr A b 1) & 7 =, el B LAk
T (thotacization) (J&“4E” [hua] & & [huar]). JLAL & XA H F 22 TUZ AL 5035
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o B0 B R AE , 78 A B SRR R, LR 2 E R AR
22 MR ) AR TS FE AL SR LT B9 58 P AN IE 4 mtih 1 i EaE X, BRI
T Y A B 9k 3 3 AR A S G T i AR A 9 R A 5 (Zhang 2008: 201),
Zhang (2008) & K , B8R A A lb 28 3N Ui s e 45 B 2 7 LAk, (HJ2: A1 R
BE Al BLAE R 1 2 28 BN FIR O kA il D LA X —db AR b Y & 2
Zhang (2008) f i1 , X AR Y UETE X (WS B TR LA E) R AT
5EA A AR @42 54y, I H R ATHE A 4k 238X St 25
TR I BTG 7 SO AN 2 5 AR A, T2 B i AT AE B T A 3 I R B0 R B AR
it 25 25 SR BT >k

AR, 21 2028 At i 5 A 0 & R R BAE 7 = e i o8 bimi . ol
Kerswill K H: 1 BABFFE T 1820 P9 38t B0 — b 5 2085 B A S 1R i 75 AR IR, &
2/ S O T B e oyl < VR R S W S e S 1R NZ N [ S VNI <[ =D e o <1
JR A . AT (Kerswill et al. 2013) ## A 7 ZALERAINET THJZ 4 2 40 % () JLE
AR NI A B IGO0, A BN I P s LR ) 28 A AE T X000 H RS0, A ik
BB S AR SRR R UIASC, JLEME DR EONE 5 2R AR F 2 5,
W R ICHER 5 M A R . PR 5 AR AR 200 S R s
X5 T IS B R IR T T A S B 2R B B XA T AR AE LA AR
A iy Iy EREA JG s 5 X
2.2 FHHWHARITH

DA I 3ok S R 5 S8 01 22 T D) RE AR R AR At S50 TR 21 2 n R &
&, FLZ AT S H PR IR 0 A A LE AR S RS A T T2 R
AR, AT RS a0 St B T I R E A
AR AR S R R, T ELX R A R R R W 2R S U
MR G R By AL S JE R R AE — 81 . 40, D’ Onofrio & Eckert
(2021) WA T 5 UL & & 00— e kR0, At mT 58 25 76 DU I 8 A4 1) o= 8 R
S, TCH B & B RERIEE S, B R R s e AR SO 5 o X S R R A
BV R F UE & AR BT E B R R T —E R, filan,
K 18 B P RO s T R SR F A I R S, B U, X R & E O U
15 8 Z [ A AE R “ S (iconicity) . 7EIX /7 1A, Gal (2013) 2% T15& 5 284K AT
RFHEHA TR (qulia, R T B 7)) (PR EAES AR kKB L.

FUH AR At 2318 5 A 0 — A 2R [FLa, BPER DG T B s 2 W1 e HAR E 1Y
FESZ I B U R B 0 [ A S ) T R SR R R . 5 AT, 21
T 20 () 728 St 4518 & 2 AN UM 8 Labov 56 78 AU 35 A7 28 T (r) X — HLA Ml X 1
RN I N I Y v et e e W S I 2 = o o 1 7 N e LT S 2 S |

+ 140 -



U MiE RS IR R

A7 3K S8 FOUAFETE I AT S G, R T2 G S TR VR N SR 1 “ M) “ AR % “ By
JZ2 7B A Y U S BRI WE TR BTSSR AR R 2 ]
15 2 AE M WFSE I EE 5 . 1 D’ Onofrio & Eckert (2021) FIf 7, “ 175 8% X £6 75
RN R 8 T A 22 S A9 ) AU 76 tho 4 24 1 4k & 7 AR TR A T 5, AR 0
BEE SR IR R X DU R AR UOREAE Y R kY
VEAE 258 5 AR TS TR 5E o AALANLE B AR A SR8 5 AR AR S UL
AR 2 B 3 AR B, A Sy oAt S 2 R M R T UL E T T S A Y 4
XA — BB R Z AT T AR 05 A S AR TUAN SR A O i AN AR
T, iR TR BAE MR B0 E AR A IR IR AR — SR X s
FIWEFE 1 e N T UL BTG 7 =0 AT, SR 5 4R AR UG T =0 il e 2 Ak 5 %)
LA IR B b B, R, B0 TIREMR T IR T Ut S B AR R, X
T RIF 5 a8 A AR 9 106075 7 5K, D00 AN T2 [ O 5 I8 sl 24 T A T
PLBE B Ts 7 X BE A, T LRI i 11 FR 38 | I AE At 2 25 S fbad f v
AR TS 2 X EATAMARRRIE 1Y T U SR R T U Y XU
SCERT SRS 5 S B Oy A AT R N AR At i T A 21 A
M HEREN T EES BRI,
2.3 MR FE

FEWFFE 7357 T, ANV 2 50— IR v ok FH 8 2 (R — R SR Bl — e 1 Id
B — AR A B — B A BT T R IR R R Y R R
GE T HRICA AR 21 20728 St 2318 7 2E i IR 5% 8 IR T 0 5 AR IR
PEAT PR A B, ok H AT e 44 4k 25 8 SCHEATHLIS B . Coupland (2016: 6) ¥4 7
BB A STE T AT 5 1k IE AR R AR 1) 3% A M 0F 5 1) /NS A A ZEF 5T
BEAR T HAEA R 5T i P E Y PR ST ik . AR AL S IE T A IR R A
B4, Zhang (2018) $& Hi—A~“ I T WS (AT 2310 5 A AR T AR, 60 KU
AN 2, 28 10 XU A S S AR AR ARAE | SR IEIE 5 B PR S 78 WUS JE o i 7E T
5 (XNAKJE,2019), FATT (HEJE 84 L 2021) MAHSEHIF 5T 22 61 o JH 44 H — A4~
ABTAESE  ALHG LR DUAS HAR B 20 B A5 B

1) B 2 5 75 AR R A I 3 5 AR R, RS A T e P A A — e
(A 55 TRk, A ELIARTIE 58 H A9 B 5 15 5 A8 I B LR R B O T s AR A
T AR IR AR A AT PSR A vk 2 T A, Rl DO S A2 Y . o] LR AR
YT T HE 1 7 = U <7 T B2 — 2B W 9 01 5 AR TR AR 1

2) 5 5 X 1 AR R AR A G A E AR T, X AR A N A, —
JEE T AT K H AR R BIr AT A AR 2 X, TR X BRI T AR T AR 1A AR S Bk
() BAR R 2 AR T 33k e £ 8 T AT LA AT 7 s M ) 4 ] GE Y A 2 Y, H T
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AW SR a2 AR TR KA o U N R AR G B X i U R A — R
55 AN TR) 7 367 T 2 5 38 3 8 2l B (o FH 18 75 7% 300 R AR 1A iy 2 AR B 19 5 A
AE B2 B A RRAE, Qi (B EE  ZET, SR AE . D, XUk R e R
T BT AR AR BT A B B U B PUES B, R AN B At
54k, (social move),

3) RS T AR F U E B AL S By B EAA ML . 1 AR I S AR RS
X PEAOAE T UL 37 I E S G KRR S AT A T A
B0y XS R, W E UL R S B A ) B R S LA,
WX AP E A S IA TR 7 SR S, LS B A 1T B FE A 23
FEF SO B ML AL AN, 454 . RRIX — S A BT 2l B — SR &
n “f#i 15 AL (enregisterment)” | “ & v/ b (rthematization)” | “ 3¢ Br 5L {3/ (stance)” .
“JE MRk ¥ (indexical order)” . “PfZE (bricolage)” , 555 .

4) )R RS SE B ) R OB S 0 o AT IR B A9 (i Ak o FR A
“F5 R A AL SR b 2D BRI T AR I al AR AR SR XU A X 5 | & A
SARIIVE - o A3 AT B8 P A 38 X A T XURS A DA AT R B R i AU
F5 Z AT AR TH B35 5 XUk S [ PPN DA K e b ™ A B AS [R] PEA H O BB i A
HAE 4o BXFERY AT AT DAEIA o 5 AR i BB S /5 R S soln

AL

3. TRUSIEEEFHMERBN=/EE

AR S 2B 2R A 21 20 BT R R AR = AN B B R AE . X — R
JE FARRBLE AR St 518 5 AR R K R
31 BFESTRMENN

AR S 2B S 2 R BRI — A W B R R B S A S A . K
JRI A B 5 — YR BTG 5 AR SR OT R AR S 0 S S A SR R
He WE T T F ZMAETE MM . B T ORI ATE R T OREE S AR
SR LS SRR I IR R . 658 = UORMNWIE 5 B S,
HH AR T — S5 RGN 5 R G0 LR —A LI [
KON T A AL L R, 3k R IWIE 5 AR 5 4E A8 T =35 Rl o — 1K R ik i
T IR H IR R, BEE A A8 T A S VAR A ST
ANWRAAL , Gk I8 8 AL g SR, AT 3 5 AR T0UAS P2 8 28 [ 2 2 S 3R
Pric, A 48 AN [ AL 22 B R G155, SE M8 55 AR 50 A [ 28 R B BAT
At 2 B R T T AN 48 1 D Re , AR 1 5 AR U F A E A O S0
ST 37 FRUS (B T5 T S I (Kiesling 2001, 2005, 2009 ; Moore & Podesva 2009)
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AR S AL B AR AR RS s 2R R R R A IR AL G, B
1, Milroy {545 “3E 23 4% " B8 (Mitchell 1969) % & T Labov {75 F-H8F 5% , Eckert
fE U Sz BRI R BRIE (Lave & Wenger, 1991) & J&& T Labov“ 5 1 L [A 4K A4
L RN ST TIHFTERNRRNEN . IWEX — KRBT, Coupland
(2001: 15-20) 78 20 B AR 85 AT , 44 2505 55 25 A0 AR W BLS J A4 1 7 oy
R A e O W LR =R 0 )| B Do 2 S = 2 M) D& R AR L0
LB . 21 40/ 20 4FAF S Ah S 1E F2E M R BT IE TiX — 4.
— T, AR B AR A S = 0 Z B Z T, W Bourdieu (1991:
170) KT ZAEMERT IFIE , N8 At &8 5 22 ST B T — A HETFE A A
(Coupland 2016: 10) , fEFR AT ENE 5 HAASOOUE — DN E W5 E 2t —14
AT S5 BB SRR AS S 45 R LA SR I B (0 A, A LA 45 R 1 o A 5 P
fE, IR E O3 0 5 S LA B KRS RS 1 X B E I E o
(Blommaert 2010: 28); 53— J7 Il , 761 & “F N, B St S & B 5 HME S
SO LA AR Y BUB IR B AR SIS T S AT BNt KB
¢ (Kristiansen & Dirwen 2008) , 551G 15 W 57 FEIE 45 A 8 78 B AR TG 15 X i /0 4F
A BY 520 (Georgakopoulou 2014)
3.3 MIEEERHNEILERE

HEA 21 g A8 At Sl F o kR i W A RRAE Y R v s ELe A, B
A LRI 5% 3 5 AR S B 0 A A VA 40 1) 3 G LR A T B R, R R A
LI FE B A S AU NELS . AR A S T R RA N R — R4 e
ARG, R, X F AL S0 7 22 R 2 BIS 7 W  A7A e 4 (BLEEE 2013)
I AT 38 422 52 A 0, £ 1 5 A BRI AR 2 B F 5 rP S 40 A, 9% L
AR )2 WS P, R 208 T A B N Z A — E R SR
JERIE MR IR A AR GNE . FEX AN X L AR ST 2
FRIS T ZHE TR 9T, 3 T /N RIS I8 e AF 5 174 ) R R 45, [ I 3 o AR 45
W22 b K AR RE A5 F R /B RERE S BT BE 7 AR TR S B SUHE ok B
R 2% F 4 a] 4 i (Coupland 2016: 6). 41 SR 156 78 22 G BF 58 A BL Al 1 42 Hi /s
PSR 21 20 A8 At 25 1E T 2F I — N RRAE TR A (A B0 3k ol /DN L 1 15 2 A A
o XM, B FA BT F RO LNV Z S, W0 Silverstein (2003) 2
A8 mPE” | Gal & Irvine (2019) 42 1 (19 “ EPUE A . Blommaert (2010) £2 i
B s, Agha (2005) 42 H i < iE 4L " , Gal (2013) $2 Ay “ A4k, %
A A — R REBE oA TR R E N M 1 B 21 20 B B A IR AR S A 4R
THUE A,
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“HE IR R N AR AR A R ) — A EH A A . FE Silverstein
(2003) &K, “F& 1L 1 e R A AE L ANIE Sh R R o B, — a2 A 0 I TE A B
8 1 WOk, T ELTR AR 1) B b U6 X A B AR R S IR A TR . — HiZ
FEAE R RN IR AT, ATl vl LK MBI e 18 35 A58 TR SR U Ok IR SR X A
BRI bR G . 25, ZE AT SEAR XA BH (2 B3 5 RRAE g 1) T3 4
FEUR, — BZOE 5 RRIE B, (08 5 FRAE A B & S5 IE BT 8 1 SR R i 1A
PR . SRR R B IR R AT AR A RRAE Y R X A AR Y
ZIMEN G , AIE XA BN G IS IR AN TR, F8 [l P R A A4 AT g ok X 43
PRI R GL o Y IX RS AT AWk B 2 O B2 AR SRR A R G, T
L F i — 25 1 A R gl o X Rh R MRS s AS 2 AR 1, T & — 4Rk
(AT FE , 6K AN S AR, 25 B0 5 728 I RRAE S D 4 T > 45 FAS [R] 1) 57 3L, T
“¥8 1M FLJT (indexical order)” . F8 [a] Bk AN 1, 17 2 1T LA 35 R i) [, () B 4
] 2405 ] AT A th— R A5 ZAH G R S GBI 2021) , PR M 26 35 SCAE HE—
AR S I 20 AT LR A 1 X 8, B Eckert (2008) Ui 09— AATT7E AR [ 1 &R
AL 1) 3 SCEE R o L A A — A DX 1T LA R R A 2 15 v e B M 7 2
H

BT HEBES SN E BB, BB 0 4 B 9 25 (1)
JAE R BEAT A (Irvine 2001; Gal & Irvine 2019: 12), ARt 2B S ¥R =
), AT ML RE S IE A M R —FP i S R SRR S S S R R S A X
A SR A0 Pl 6 2k R, 81, 40 2R B 9% 1F B & 35 15 1 stupide T AY u 5 )
BN B BRI, SR, an SR AN 36 A IR A 7 L B4 R A
B NS B A 55 A A ARG 0 55 An SRR AS S8 G R ik

CSEISMHE T B AL S R IX AT B A AT X AR (Gal & Irvine
2019: 19), X AL FEFR B VB NG F /5 19 Rl — N8 5 AR I (AR B G AS [R) 45 5
SRR R I AL A AR A R AR 1) AN R B G T L 3R AR T
R ENX A B 5 EUE S S R X AN T R, v LR
X 2 ELPAR A AS TR R S B ML TE I 57, AN T8 A5 AR B BIr B R AR i A
S BN AE Ak SRR T O 1 B ELA T SR R SRR 5 AL
G5, TERXAE X L, CREIE MRS BT H A 0 R T s RS AR WO A 2
AR T R AN T R AR SR N R R T B AR AR A R AE
Bs 2, B ST RRE T A A8 T AR BT ) A B R BE B
WAL BN HI e e % 5], XA E N B, ARSI A EIRIEE A
TR ZI M A S T AR IS Ak S AR TR B AR LG N S B A AR R B ARAE L TA
PP EGX AR R N TE S A
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ARSI IE T A i 5 e ad 25 20 4R RO K , 2 W3k 26557 & J 1k
B AT T Gt — 2 Al TS T ik ik — A0 T E AR A ST 5T R B R R A5
JrEAFRRIE SRR St il 5 o BN B T8 S QU Al b i 5 U i
FE RO BB . RS T R MR S A R S E O EAE,
FEWFFERRAE 21 22 AT 20 AFHE— 200 Wik 5 28 57 T BAT ikt g b | DA it
P78 S WT TR B A BHE o 78 T AR AN 8 2 R 7Z SRy W I AR, 3k S8R ik E— 2D
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