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University students and nicknames: The origins of nicknames and the feelings toward nicknames
Syota Tanno and Kenichi Maeda

The present study categorized nicknames of Japanese undergraduates and examined their
feelings toward nicknames. Results categorized nicknames into 12 categories: “nickname
related to one’s name”, “name with —~chan” (e.g., Yuki-chan), “famous person”, “name with
—kun or -san” (e.g., Yuki-san), “appearance”, “nickname related to one’s nickname”,
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“psychological attributes”, “another reading on Kanji of one’s name

(IS

, “occupational role”,
“object”, “hometown”, and “unidentified”. And results indicated that undergraduates felt
“nickname related to one’s name”, “name with —chan”, and “name with —kun or —san” happier
than “famous person” and felt “name with —chan™ happier than “appearance”.
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BEROLHROBEFERDD, “HHT” CWIEFTTHD T2, HEL, AROEFTOHRLEEZLT
“hE L” EMFENZD 4TS b Ly, &5, “"REEFT L0 O RERADOZENIVD &
T5hH, HhiE, “Wo&x—" LI =y I XA TEMENDD, “@EAZ” EWVH=v I Rr—Ah
THMEENR RO L LAY, TOLIIE, = /73— LEFEEBEETHY, Ao T=vrx
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=y 3= AT ABFEIL, Crozier & Dimmock (1999) 2VhFEAE R RICAELITV, =v 7
F—bDOHKE “FE” (appearance), “LERFFME” (psychological atiributes), “EHERIFFA” (cthnic
group) , “PEBIAIEFK” (sexual), “&1#” (animal) $ L X “4 A% 185 " (nickname related to child’s name)
D6HFAY —IZHEL TS, £, Crozier & Skliopidou (2002) TN ZHRIZHEAITL,
Z vV F—LOBEFE FE” (appearance) , “LIRFFE” (psychological attribute) , “ RARAIFR” (ethnic
status), “PEBIAIFRA” (sexual), “&#” (animal), “4HI%Z4ES” (play on name), “H4 A~ (famous
person), “#” (object), “&HE” (occupation role), “f#n + &#” (plant/food), “FD{h” (others)
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BLO “SEAD” (unclassified) @ 12 752 Y —Z38 LTS,
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FIRDHNT D D & HIZ, BARADOARNICITIET RN H 0, Crozier (Crozier & Dimmock, 1999; Crozier
& Skliopidou, 2002) DOHHITIFRONBVARANEED = v 7/ F— 2R b DL EZLND, £
ZY IR —LOHROAT I —BHIIMAT, =y 7 32— AT 2RIEFBIEL, REERE
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EXNREVEE L=y 7 32— 2OBEKIZ V1 EILRATSEThH 71, BIENSBIE= 7%
—ADREBIT AR B TH o7, MHBREORBCESNWC= v I F—LOBRDH T =2 —531F 447
2L A, WEATT RED RBRIERD” 176 B, “WELRA” RED LA 121
B, “FobRA” LD “FHAADLH” 248, “DESA” 2ED “C A+ SAFHT” 1818, “2
HA” R ED “FENTME, “WELE RED “= v 7 X—L00IRE” 14, “BiboA” 7
EO LEEMNT 13, “DEL” RED “BTORREELD” THE, S BT PO EH
TH, RS0 Ao lo B 4@, “HKF L0 “HEH 2 HE L0 RET 19 HO 12
AT A —¢tie o7z (Table 1),

Crozier (Crozier & Dimmock, 1999; Crozier & Skliopidou, 2002) D4 MEIC A2 NI T I Y — & LT, “b

RAATTT, KA SAMET, 2o LD ORET BEO “HEORLEEXDLT BMELR
2o “HRAMITT, KA AT BEY “BFOHRALLELDL” 1L, BEEBCBO THKAY

AW, ZFIORTRELET 2 BAOULHFMOPEE ST TVDLELILND, £72, “=v 2
A LPOIRE” PHEEREINZERE LT, AL Crozier DIFEIZBIT AT ) —SF0F
EROERVPEZON D, AT, MBENEE L=y 7 2—2OBERIESNTHT I
—m & T o=, Crozier Ti&, MBEVBEE L=y 7 X—LEMBEDESL & OHEOHT
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Tablel = 7 F—20OH7 ) —, ], BHEBLV=y 7 32— 057 DS

BT ) — = 7 %L DP T EDVE SN R
ARTEIRD WEAZ 176 2.44 (0.61)
B AT WEHeA 121 2.60 (0.60)
Hh A FoboA 24 1.96 (0.55)
hos ST bEIA 18 2.56 (0.62)
BTE AW 17 2.06 (0.75)
=y 7 = A BIRAE W& LIk 14 2.29 (0.47)
OB Bt A 13 2.23 (0.73)
EFORESEEZD WEL 7 2.71 (0.49)
5 g 5L - 7 1.86 (0.69)
i MIE~< Y 4 1.75 (0.50)
H B K+ 2 2.00 (0.00)
TH 19 2.11 (0.74)
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U—EEADs
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I, BB O BEOARE RV 7 8T 2 —O—TELE 5 AT (Bonferroni
Collection) 24T >7-, TORER, = v 7 x—sizxtd RERE (F (6,376) =5.41,p<.001) T,
“HETERDT (M=244,p<.01), “HLR AT (M=2.60,p<.001) BLD “< A AT M
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REAVEFMT =y 73— LTINS ZERELWER LD L, £, FERICHEEST =y
F—bL LV LA HRAFRMITE2y 7 R —ATHEEND ZEFELWER LA Z EARLTH
D

422 2.41 (0.64)
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