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BE/BAMIAITE HE - MAE - AERE
ZEFIRTLIUEAR

E

(1. PELAE KRS AMEE S 5% RN BT # O, B fi% 710128,

2. R KA SR BE, MM JFE 475001)
T OE AR OCHRIR 32 A B/ A e xR O R BB R, R B Fr B A is/are (like) B By AL R, 2RI T A 4 M A
NEURRZEM B/ VR B M m e Pn, SRXANEREL, F RSB/ A BRI ERTE, B
R EBERTAREIN , EHFRAL LU ATER LA e A MAAENER Rt T L, BYEMS,
MR AT R Rk e SRR, MR v kA, B, AR ERE, AR RO R AT E MR, BmiT A kit M
FHE A EE R R GRS MM ARE S /AR R RN R R, EARENTON L £, kb, &
AEXEMAZG SR YRR/ AaRENRERRE,
KW B UM MY E AT BRI, SRR
hE 4525 H315 XA A XEHS:1674-6414(2019)01-0070-08

0 3lF

Berg AT MG RIS A D SR R i, P LAGE I 22 P T2 AR A B 1 224, I CRoA Ay g A1 gy -

Jo 3, M E— Y DRI T G R 22 1 — D iial I 27 ( Chiappeet al. , 2003: 86) , [A] 1HG [ iy 12 7
B I R AR TE R (Vg 45 ,2018.:5) 20 HE4E 80 4RAX, BEE INRITE 5 2= BT EI’J 24k, Lakoff et al. (1980)
LG T BUREEIG7 e By P2 T 2 AR T, IR ), B AN ORAB T T B, i 2 SRRy =X FeAT]
R I T AARAS RS R PR Y o ASSE A RIIE 5 22 23 AN 70 1 e man A vy, i i K B B A — > |
A , By A G A TG rh AR, B FHBH MG 1) X3 A 22 1Y) (325 48,2007 ) o B
X EHE, ZHEHER, RS GO EBRER — 20 WS BSOS PR & 0, B “love is a
journey” fEFR A I STEME LA “a peach is a fruit” A5, B “love is like a journey” 7E ik I [F] LA BEA
“a peach is like an apricot” &MU, MAM, NNZE B By JE AR A4 WM i) i) WIIRGT o O T sy A1 iy T
S, A AT = RS LAY WA R g AR AL LU BOREAY A Ry R 38 1 35 LR A
BRI AT DA e, JEBE LAY (Glucksberg et al. , 1990 ;Glucksberg et al. , 1993 ; Glucksberg, 2001 ) $#2H
By g IR AN U R , T —Fu WA BRI, o (A B S 40 BE T84 SC, o nl 4 b SCIuws, 1ERS
M, e AE L SO AR SO b S Y B A DR T R e 48 b SO, I 3Rk 0002 LU E PR i)
W, 7ERRI “music is medicine” HF A “ medicine” BEFE A S IRARINZGY)” A I SuBE AT HA TR TR
M7 o BT “music” 2 b SCEBERY LR 5T (8L | PR F DR FE T8 , i 2k 1Y 2 —Fhu i Ak
MRk, B 5 A IR0 . 5200 M A “music is like medicine” H7, Ifi{A& “medicine” #5845 X “ IG5 HY
2587 B music” il “ medicine” WA HEE , 3B —Fh LB TR, B FARMR Y — AT o Btk I

%S B #3:2018-09-19
EE&WE: B RAAHAFLLME A FIREAIHK AL ERP 5356 B R IEHFAFR” (15XYY001 ) | 0§ % 9F B 3% K 557 7 A A 57 L 4
RRA SRR - R EATR” (syjsh201710) # H-Eobk s R
EBRN: 24, %, ThRFMEFEHIT, BLEERFHEAE, T2AFALBRERE,
WL, R BESRERFSNRETFREALNETFHAL T ORI AT, EEAF AL R FEMFLHMA,
<70 -



EFE MR R/ T - A - RORE 2 AR SHIERT ST

FiA (Bowdle et al. , 2005 ; Gentner et al. , 2008 ) K LE AR FIF A AL B HE 5 E ok , 4 BT AT Fei 2k 1 a2
FEBCE R, T2 By 2R3 R T AL PR Bl L A S R

RESR B AT G TC s TE B XL R TE N A EEAA 22 5, IR 2068 T [RIAE A A AR g 14, 2 a7 DR 3R A £\
i Em s B 0e 7 BB AL B A I i A VERIRE Y 3k . PG, BRI “ my job is a jail” 4 [
G “my job is like a jail” (TR ALIE L, B 1 fRTIE PR Z B2 A0, I TCAEAI 2200, JEmE A iIIA Y
P64 (aptness ) 7E R AL Th G e PEAE T o A8 241 SC 0 MR X A AR R AR (0 4 92 , 47l £ 09 R ik i
2 M5 Y E . B, “life is a valuable gift” A4 “a valuable gift” T T AR “life” i — Lo S 4%
fif: 50 P HIRSB 55 . SR, XM IR “life is a journey” 15 24, I HAT 5 H ML RRHIEZ , 1L
an, A BbR A 2R T B R R AT, A RS R AR R AA S 29 (conventionality ) 7£
B/ WG )R8 T BL SCBRE FH o 2B IX 53 24 B R 75 Bemin o A 240 g %) Mg A B A A SC Al A
S, 4N “a gene is a blueprint” | T 5T A7 Fahgy A MR B AR SO, i AN L 2 My X, 40 “science is a glacier” o [
Wy AR JEER AR IN Sy, B e ) i - BT g T2 X, R 24 i /) g e s e 2 =X, I 5 v /e 9 1) AR 249 o ) 1 A
FHE BRI 2l 2 2O o BRAZ EE RIS S PE A BRI 241, Chiappe 45 (2001 ) i % SAHAUME F124 &
JEOKF s/ W Wy P 0t S I [R) R TR . A AR AR IV B 22 | R 426 00 P BB BROKC 5 [, 0GR B ey
PR LAY A REPE RO o AT A, B SRR R R 2 RO s P e P e it 2 ), {E AR L 24
RS ORI S AR AR 2R . Chiappe 55 (2003 ) FR35 1 1A 24 M1 ] g4 e B i A 328
PEARGF , A 2 VA AT B AT R TN 5/ G F) 6 , L 2 %) 00 1 i

XL BA AR IR S AR A S SR, POV STk, FeAr] & BUAERTOF 71 H O o
—EONER R, BFRERA S22 B BTG, BARINE  FAEL AR ZA 5 5, BB o
#h (Roncero et al. , 2016) , A BFFE K Z H 2% JE PN PR 220 5/ B WG 126 4% O 4 FEO 52 00, LU B 2 PRI 24
J& (Chiappe et al. , 2003 ; Bowdle et al. , 2005; Jones et al. , 2006; Haught, 2013 ) , t& 24 4 F0 0] B P
(Chiappe et al. ,2003) , AL MIZAZE L (Chiappe et al. ,2001) , MAR/D[R]PEE PIARLL LAY R % EAE A,
PRI T T 12 4 T 4% B e S s/ WY s 4% i 2 1) DR 3R 5 LU, R SR 4 2R 2 [B) A RG22 4b . Zharikov et al.
(2002) .Gokcesu et al. (2003) .Bowdle et al. (2005) .Gentner et al. (2008) ,Thibodeau et al. (2011 )£\ K
FRLFE AR G PE 2 5 Be WY M i 47 Y DG SR 3R, 117 Kennedy et al. (1999) (Chiappe et al. (2003) ,Jones
et al. (2006) Glucksberg et al. (2006) .Haught (2013) Roncero et al. (2016) & %& B4 Yt i aE L2 2
S 5/ B e O G Y OCBRE R R o PR, S RTBIF ST I I B B o S i Tkt S2 il R A TR , A 5 1
TR E BGOSR, W Bowdle 45 (2005 ) il Chiappe 4% (2001) #9323 # H A 16 4,
FEAEE A L I 2948 R AR ER AT S . G S T, 7R AR b A SOl o 5280 s, RE T8
U L FE AR L, LA [ A S > 5 R 2 a7 % b el PR 2R X B T e S 3 Ak 2 ) 5 T, LA S T
4 T M AR A BE A R O a4 A o ASHESE B AE I & LA WS [0 e (1) 45 2 P 24 J3 R 30 2 8 Xof
Be/ B Gy A 6 0L S A L5 e 7 (2) i s, WP S5 ey R 3 B o 58, 46 75 2, MRl 2 g AL 2R X6 e/ B
WY P49 328 TR0 ) B 5 7

1 RWHE

ARSI B AR VAT AL B A PR DL AR = R R A BRI A P . SEBRSR A R
X 2l GRS AR P A AT
1.1 %4

PATUE AR T IR R 2R 52K 2016 UL LAl AR 121 A (4FER% 1923 %), Hir,
30 ASIHE YHEYOTE 50 AS MM B EHITE 41 ASIniER LR,
1.2 &6 S B

FHTPEE SRR rh 24 e e gy 3 79 XoF, &0 R 2410 A is/are (like) £418] B” BB, 18
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B R B B B BT AR SCHR (Ortony et al. , 1985 ; Gentner et al. 1997 ; Chiappe et al. ,1999 ; Chiappe
et al., 2003;Jones et al. , 2006) , —ZHR2ZAEXS RO IV E 90, 71— AT R SCHFRL i — 20
XN T LA B SR GOTE . HARITT
L2145 YRS g0TE

Chiappe (2003 ) S Roncero &5 (2015) (RIS 7 , o/ B W /m) B 48 1 MDA 228 1 B AEAH G (401
r=+.85 flr=+.82) Pk, rA iR LR L X B, 30 44 52 0% B L HR R A 1A G P T 25 21
WE . WM PEAE IR REAE 2 KRR IR A A B FZERFE (Chiappe et al. , 2001: 254; Chiappe et al.
2003 52; Jones et al. , 2006 19; Thibodeau et al. , 2011 206; Roncero et al. , 2015 804 ) , sk &, {#i &
B A AR AE M N AR 2 B2 S FEE (Ashby et al. , 2018 162) o 14 Y PESSEY0EE M 17 44,1 fRFE
CEEAEET T RS RRIME YT . WERE AT IR G ] b iR BRI A A Y 2 SE, T

“kindergartens are (like) zoos” , A& X AYMA] AN “ colleges are (like) zoos”

1.2.2 LA BEE R RE

56, T 20 32— S X IR Be WX Y FR AR . SRS H 44 2 DDA S B 3R e 1Y
P AR R H AR G B S, SR A “anything that X7 B9/A)=8, #lU0, i/A) “lectures are (like) sleeping
pills” MR « sleeping pills” I L gy S anything that puts you to sleep” , H/J5 L35 30 44 2R R e
YR SR G SO M A IR AT R 24 B S TS o W 2 B 4 W A B HC M R gy S22 () Y O TR 3R B ( Gentner et
al. , 1997 341;Bowdle et al. , 2005: 204 ; Jones et al. , 2006: 18; Roncero et al. , 2015. 805), i,
“money” (LR S (EAT TR0 AT M2 00 2 AT HIG  money” 1500 S 0G0 5, L2015
RN =T R, R BN T R AT
1.3 &4 a5 L B

79 X RI AR AL B, FAT B 2 PR 32 XoF G/ B G XA S G R TR L g A — AR AR
BPE R R WX 16 X, 75—t M AR A Bey BT 16 X, B 2H 34453 R KL 2 (8 R &5 14 B ] i
KP4 8 X o 4 ALBE/ BHRGTOT (R A2 B G M P E L& 1,

ML BE RS FEAS T K252t (30) =6.383, p <0.0005, FHMLA A (M=5.99, SE =0.067)
W LeFr Ak (M =5.37, SE =0. 069)E/J%LQ/]J_L‘[_JO XA PEREAT 2 A EE ) x 2 (1A 24 1) 5 22007, 25
SRR ,F(3, 28) =1.494, p >0.05, 3% R UK BRI SR T 224058 18 & BEAT 7 250000 . 18 247k
WERRE,[F(1, 28) =121.748, p<0.0005 ], KA LSRG A (M =4.73, SE =. 08) #fi LL 1A

LT (M =3.44, SE =0.08) fy iy e 5 , HoAty 3228500 A3 B3O 35 ANtk 3
R 14 HR/PAMIT AL B L FE

HFERA A 1 % b ¥
R = 6.06 (.028) 4.88(.14) Love is (like) gamble
A S MK 5.92 (.13) 3.70 (.016) Coaches are (like) encyclopedias
FEBLERE 5.35 (. 14) 4.57 (.10) Crime is (like) a disease
A YK 5.40 (.02) 3.19 (.08) Birds are (like) airplanes

EfET BERAER, AGEFLN W(ZEFAL) B T(HEAL) B EERA LA L) ET(+ 2B S),

1.4 3642 5
SCIGALFE A o SR iE 41 5204 32 X ) AR KAy . AGRIERFE TR, AR
FEFE 573 % ) B B AR R IR RS B AU SR AR (Blasko et al. ,1993; Jones et al. , 2006: 19; Roncero et
al. , 2015 805 ) TN #L £ Jif J2- 4 My A Ko JH: L AU ey SL 1] ) TR0 B [DR1 Ik , 3902 X B Iy ) T 5, TR 24
.72 .



F&E IR RIS - LY - AR 2 AR ST

B BRI, — ) ] RESR AR A (A — 2 Z ALY 1Y, i~ Life is like a box of chocolates” , 17 fig &
P HIEA—FE R, U “pawnshops are goldmines” ( Chiappe et al. ,2001:260; Bowdle et al. , 2005 ;
204) o ABEESFLAT T RN (AR BT (AW A ) o AR5 53 rh, 32 Sk iy /my W] iy LA B mg
AR AR B BRg R R TG ) FE T i, TR 1 -7 Sy R MR, 3 e A HES B b
Blo [RIRE Y 32 10 2 B 28 30 2 BT B BN A 9K, SR 20 SR AH I 1Y) B 3R A5, 52 il o5 B 2 fiv
U A RGR A, PO BRI 1, BRI S A 3 1) A2, PR AR 7, SESR AR 03 58 il A T, —2F
SARSMER — AR 9T, 5 —F 32 e e — o .

2 SRS

G, AT A M IR B X By WM P Al S RS2 IR 1A 2 R R4 - I ) 1 4 i 4 1)
PI{E LI 1,

.
L
6- LS
il
=
& 4 l
fudg
Al J \
3.37
o 3.56
1
WA e A b ]

Bl BRMETFERTE
o=, = Rea T, REARKAENFES

M1 AT O, e ARy r A 5P e B4 ) 9 e i 4 S5 4 FE (M =3.90,SD =1.49) i T4 24
PEARE (M =3.56, SD =1.08) , fEHrarian i v , 4 2414 s 9 Kama i 4 S 0 2 (M =4.21, SD =0.79) J)
= T AR (M =3.37, SD=0.82),

B A= PERE Y (Bowdle et al. , 2005 ) TA A KRG ARG 5 fi 452 WL 20 J3E 52 k) - IR 2A0 e ) 22 FH B , 397 74 Wi
) Z2 UV G , SR AEAS SR rh, 24 0] B0 e i 4 S5 T € (M =3.727, SE =0.318) £L 2 OB & i
(M =3.788, SE =0.223) iftflk . XIEHRREAT T 2 CHLASE) x 2 (48 25918 T5 22 04 , L2 B Rty 4 PR 2 9
T PRI B] A2 i B A PR A o R o o 45 2R s (L6 2) , B4 %) S 2800 7 g 1 A R ] (1]
WABZE,[Fp (1,40) =0.264, p=0.610], [Fi (1,28) =0.026, p=0.873 ], & W 24 W 2] A1 27 My )
AR g O fp SO RE 2 R 28 e AN S o DRI, AR SIE B 45 R 5 iy A SR N — 35, ML 24 ) O A i e
M3 5 A, T 24 /) TR 2 M ) 7 A PTG 2 35, B TG 8 o W 249 Wiy ) S 2 0 W ), B G S SR AT A B
WIS F AR o RTINSy , A6 2 X e/ B W 4 T2 496 i 2 7™ A R S P OV D < e 2 P g o
SRk 1A S AR B e I Rk o ZEAR SR rp A 2 R O R R ) R Bl S R E (M =4,
05) TR YRR E (M =3.46) o #7522, 2N Do he 211 i Ay ey /e ek P s 2 28 B 9 9%, ik 5 7k
AR By g Al P W e R SO L 9K o A PR ROV AE RSN 3, [ Fp (1, 40) =20.885, p <0.0005],
FEI H R AN, [Fi (1,28) =2.358, p =0.136 |, F&HAHG 2514 oy rdy i ) A1 244 41 A1 ) W 7 B v i
PR Z AR 22 5 o I R BSOS T WA o A2 B2 S 5 1k 9 58 ELARE IR Bl 2 3%
[F,(1,40)=5.271, p=0.027 ] ,fEWH A AR, [ F,(1, 28) =0.428, p=0.518],
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R2 MAERLEHHELAMIRE BSTER

B E H% F BEFH

WA E 1 0.152 0.264 0.610

AR A % b 1 14.196 20. 885 0.000

LR+ 1o Lt 1 2.563 5.271 0.027

WA 1 0.031 0.026 0.873

T E 8] th % 1 2.767 2.358 0.136

A« th Y 1 0.503 0.428 0.518

HLLA B IR 2 1 ) 58 EL RSOV 5, U AL 240 38 Al e P 52 0 S P 52 DAL A o B X L 24
T SOV A S o ] BN AR — PR AE 7 — A N KCF B 5 (B4R 4%,

FOTA 24P X A~ R 2R 3k
2008:94) 25 R LK 3,

x3 MAEMEYMENE BN

SS B HE MS F 7=
WM LA KR b 2.35 1 2.35 4.71 0.036
M7 ML B ROKT b 14.41 1 14. 41 21.58 0. 000

3 WoR e A K A S R R AN R, (L, 40) =4.71, p =0.036 ] ; 7E{RAL 29 B
KA b b SR AT RN IR 3 O BB MK S, [F (T, 40) =21.58, p<0.0005 ], jxsL45 5 5%
B, A6 Y R0 32 R 2 B e A 5 [ R 2 W A AH Bl , 7087 27 M) v, 1 2 1 () 3500 B iR

SRIG, FRATHERE WA B0 e/ Y W B 8 O A R 52 0] o % 2802 B ) S PP A TS RE AR T K
SERFW] AR IME M =4. 41, FRrifi2E SD =0.866, FrifEiR SE =0.0153, b T JHEIEE 4 - M2
J& — AR 22 8] B[] gy O 4 S5 0P e Z (B DG 2R FRATHEAT TAHOCHE 04T, 25 R WLk 4.

W 4 T L B2 RO 8 S5 G052 A M r =0. 073 (p =0, 689) BT — 2 il AA7 e
FHA o A ARG (i 4 25 B E Z R AR R B r = 0. 413 (p =0.019) , Yi B =3 2 [6] 771 1 5 AH
O, PRI, 8 2 v 1 ) S e B T 2K 5 S22 R s i 27 S5 9P o Z TR A G R4 r = 0.459 (p =
0.008) , PiH] —3& Z [AIJRAAAE fm B ARG o PRI, 02 B ey 1 oy /) Sl e e 2 05 . A 4 S B 1Y
FHICE B r=0.820 (p <0.0005) , BEHIA 215 2GR HA Ry 0 2B AHOC 1A 2 M s n i ) 2GR sy,
ZIRK . A PE AR W) I8 3 IE A 56 5 Blasko et al. (1993) | Chiappe et al. (2000) | Jones et al.
(2006) ,Thibodeau et al. (2011) 4 & Roncero et al. (2015) #HFE .

ARSI AT H 1 25 P G B #5428 R O ) I — 35 2 [R] IR LA vy S 35 A0 G
PRI, A 5 R 222 ) B T iy P e 13 Al 2 it P e 52 0 AR, S A BT 45 SR FRAT T3 2 TE T 2 1
U RN A B WIS DRSS MR B SR, Sy T TRV X R S ORI X B s e (40 5008 B A, FRATT S
PRI A BE A T IR AN A (DR 5) o JE e e A, FRATTRE A5 45 21 2 2 B UG >4 1 X I o v e
DURR A A 5 22 AL 5 22 I R A DR 22 1 R 2 B8 22 [] ] R AF7E Y SRt [ L

NG S T UL, A R T B i JF O AR G ZR 0 R2 (PR 500 9 0. 211 (p <0.01) , A BI A K BE REA
FER R Ar 21. 1% (77 220 21. 1% W77 22 3R 3 4. 4% WA J5 2201 16. 7% I 3L R T7 22 , IR RIAIR
UPEILRI R T 22 o AR UM S i 1 Y AH OC R B0 R2 (T E R %) /2 0. 171 (p <0.05) , B 243 1
REME BRI 4F 17. 1% B905 250 17. 1% W07 22 3R 3l R 0. 4 %o BOAAT J5 22 R0 16. 7% 3[R J5 22,
R AR L R R0 J7 22 o PR b T L, B i S A o 1) 5 28 vh R I R B AR M A A 0 H
AT LA SR STk BE R
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EFE MR R/ T - A - RORE 2 AR SHIERT ST

x4 IREME -NAE - ABESHEMREFOEXESH

REE [ v fm 7 o W E
) X FEr 1 0.459* " 0.820"" 0.332
HEE
BEMH 0.008 .000 0.064
MK FH 0.820" " 0.413" 1 0.360"
e
B 0.000 0.019 0.043
) Xk AE 0.332 0.073 0.360" 1
Y4
BEM 0.064 0.689 0.043

H:x #p< 0.0l % p<0.05
RS EEAFEESTER

L& R R2 % 5 iy R2 B BEM M T E H[E T £ e W=
RBAEE | 0.459 | 0.211 0.185 0.459 0.008 0.0441 0.1667 0.2108
Bk | 0.413 | 0.171 0.143 0.413 0.019 0.0042 0.1667 0.1709

LA E 25 SR AT, B2 BE AN B8 TN 2/ BH G 1) S 456 O -, T4 25 PR P S8R B 28 B AT Tt Dy g PR, —
J5 1AL, B/ YW EA) e 40 S A ) (R PR A O, A 2 P v P ey ) B ] T B A, 3X — & LS Chiappe et al.
(1999) .Chiappe et al. (2003) ,Chiappe et al. (2003) ,Roncero et al. , Martin et al. (2016) W&, 55—
THT 5/ B W ) S 5 88 FH 2 X i ) AR AR B AT G . AR By, A e 436 1) ] PR AR, 50 BB AR, A
IR T RETE R 1% & IEMIE T Chiappe et al. (2001) A58, SRR 21 ARG B2 10 G/ A g ) 1B
PEEDCEVEVE ] B RGE L LU  PE VR PSS 5 45 25 P A 0 i 4 v 222 B A RE T e/ W e Fr) 8 %
7= A= 50 o WA R Y , ARG A ()RR IR R A 2 A AR A B2 v, 28 et S 2 A AR Ao iR
HNFRL o A8 SRR VE P IEAE T35 g ) A HIAAR , 4 s HoA B (Roncero et al. , 2015) o [RI, HAA Y
A YT A BT T e FF, A X By BT 1 R i A R B AE ] . X — 45185 Chiappe et al.
(2001) HEYZESRANEL—F, AT TIA R TS 20 J3E 52 W G/ B ey 114 1B 5% s e, (ELHE A i ok AR B A BEAE AR
FHo 405 2 ARBLA TT A 2028 B 2 52 el g/ B Wi B 3 1 B PRI 3R SR T AS ST T 9% & 3, 2028 B 1Y) 5 i)
HR,

DL 827 2 38 52 PR KR ACBIR HEA 7 3 B 0 260 b AR SCR I e )R BGR E , L UORA ExT
W/ WG 14) TE 43 O At o 08 2 2 T R 2 B S JE AN Wl 25, A5 R 5 LU R N A U AN AT 7 —
FRIE b SRR TR, R B — i B BE = SCRIAS RIS S E 0

3 4iE

B A A B AR R, MRZ R ZEINR IR Z) . A SCRE T S0 L MBGE X B
WA O e P S, 5 55 A T 9 ) R > R 240 3 T 2 2 K e/ WS ) e 43 O 2 15 A T 52
W7 BRRR AR B s T 2 1 MO A A A 2 ZORHE O B2 , 4 PE A RRIE AR 18 2 PR s 5 J
Z PR AE D A VA UL 2 A i R S i R iy S ) 4 SCIB SR B , SCIR IR B2 g , ML
JE R s ] 2, SCHRR RE BTG, ML24 MG . G L8 A AT TR o ) B AR PR R A FA T i BB R . A SR
B (1) HRLA L X BTG B e O 4 AN EL A 38 S ), T A 24 PN AR BE AR SCHEVE T 5 (2) AR LUt
B Lo NS g LU E ) S 8

2 S BRI H BRI AN A AR AN — 0 ARSI a2 g AL P A e , AT T e L
THRITE RS, BT 1 2 PR el R R 55 R 30 B W AR S 6 2 ARy . AR PR R AL 2
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WA IR ARSI , B 77 R R 18 (1 Y e L oo ml B Bk, LA 8 A s A W 14 9 i e v 0 T
HEA O, AT By WG ) e 12 SR TR B R 5 I8 . A2 JE g , A RE L 6 Fen 5 ML24 BE AT,
A REREREINGT . (EAHIFSE 7 « W24 JEE 6T ey TG 114 o35 O e ARG o 22 3 32 i, ML 249 JEE A B T 32 305
W TGS F) e Qi e, L2 B v O A1) - AN AP B s . ANIFTE A5 SR SCHs 1B AL, DA ey 2 18 19
eI TLIRIA , WG 4 128 (14 PR RO , 18 S PR B W e PR A I B2 R e ST R 1 24 1k
5 R ) T i S 3 A OG : B I PR e o, B i S B 2 3 o BRAA A RS T , AGE E t SCid
PEINER , SAZEE e B A A e 2 AR e AT 200 00 PR 0 T AN B g ), AT ] — e il i
HUBA ARG AR IR AR A HEAE , TR T2 A A, AT TR T5 B2 LA i A , T B R AR 54
MR A —EWE L 1 T8 (Chiappe et al. , 2001 253) o 3 W], Koy WG A 2L £E 2 AR R (R 22 . 19
GERL MR U ST, WA % AR (Jones et al. , 2006 20) , NN B, AR, 44 G P
DI FERRIE BT A B, B LU 35 o AN, SRS S P A A JRE S 2 M POy G436 O e
A ZEAR  (ELIRDE M A A 2 B, 08 B Xt ey I e B 338 O e ) M PR TS DRI, G R T AR 24
PRI ey AT EE R 2R 1R S PERERSHR B o e s (e ) B 2 BN S A2 it AL,
B NI, A5G IR 2GRSy WM B e e o MO S EE, 18 YIS i/ 1, T de it
TR X s TN ) e i e A TR

BN AT A RS R A R R AR &, 175 YW AR R AR — B FRATA B AR A0
R PEAERS WGy AR 1 O T 32 A P AT, 1T LS 8 AR BV E R R . S AL 1 2 1 Ak
JE HUREAR RSy AW e R O 40 701X 07 22 , LA S0 G/ PH e 10 % Ji 4 14 DR 308 AN 1 T 0, 3 e B 460
MBPRER, FEAARRLYE Sh ST AT, AR SOF AR TR SR T A2 Y, RS S PR RN 2 . A
SR, T RTESE (S BT LA 24 (Gibbs, 1994) | Kb, 7647 | R SGES R T, — SR EAA 24 1)
WA AT BES RS M IS A TR TR IR 18 P e 2 7 T AR TR A B i 4t R AT 41 ( Chiappe et
al., 2003: 65) o TR HAM N ZR BVE FITETE AT, B F0RE 53 SCREAL, DU 2 2 i A ey W i 4 1o 72 )
LESIS ERets =3I

£
x

AN
ey

S k.
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An Empirical Study of the Preference of Metaphors/Similes from

Multi-dimensions: Aptness, Conventionality, and Familiarity
WANG Xin  SUN Yi

Abstract ; This paper, selecting 32 metaphor/ simile pairs as stimulus materials with A is/are (like) B as their basic forms, sets
out to explore the role that aptness, conventionality and familiarity respectively play in the preference of metaphor or simile form. By
dint of the questionnaire survey, the participants were asked to rate their preference for metaphors or similes. Correlation analysis
revealed that conventionality failed to predict the preference of the two forms but aptness and familiarity demonstrated their impact ;
high apt figurative statement preferred metaphors while low apt figurative statement similes; the same was true of familiarity. high
familiar figurative statements preferred metaphors while low familiar figurative statements similes. However, the ensuing regression
and commonality analysis showed that whereas both aptness and familiarity predicted preference for the metaphor or simile form,
familiarity was a better predictor and therefore more predominant.

Key words: aptness; conventionality; familiarity; preference; rating
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