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Observing the Consistency Between Huayu and Early Chinese
from the Phenomenon of “Choosing the Archaic over the Modern”

DIAO Yanbin

( School of Literature Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875 China)

Abstract: In the use of huayu vocabulary there often exists the switch between a modern word and an
archaic one with the same meaning. Focusing on the latter reflects the phenomenon of “choosing the archaic o-
ver the modern”. This phenomenon is obviously shown in notional words and function ones. By tracing the ori—
gin of archaic words and mixed use of archaic and modern ones it is found that they both come from the early
Chinese and have complete consistency which is the best evidence of the relationship of origin between early
Chinese and huayu.
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