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(IR R I A Ba G TR 38 ) AT

(AL mESM 8 K2 S B FF, 4L5 100089)

“HES BB (Conceptual Metaphor Theory , fRifF% CMT) JZ N JITE 5“7 A HIE Se A A , e 56 BT =
% Lakoff FIH775¢ Johnson 78 1980 AEIRARHH RRAGC FAT T L A= A7 B BEGT) ( Metaphors We Live By ) —43Hh
DR o WIS ZBE NI 5 22T I S s i g e R N T T ) R B E AR BRI HE R 2 —,
AA Ty MR O AR TR 5 22 AT R , X RO 2 S0 N2 a2 A AR G
FRHIPIFE A T BN . H CMT 21 DOk, V222 F 0 T TR S8 B TE R B i, f F
FIB 22 K7 Kovecses HARMH IR H 2 — MBI OF 720 10 48, 2 A RS 5 27 i 20T Bl 5 9 9 4e
N2z —. M LE(IR RIS I BEE ) ( Extended Conceptual Metaphor Theory ) 2020 4F: i S
JAt R L, AR CMT JE47 1T 207 fidh AR, FERE LU ISRl A7 2 /005 5 2 3F oy (54 1i)
(7 BEAR B B A TR 2 TR L 7 Koy S p s M T S e AT 47 B 5 32 1 35
SN BN B LN TR RELIN T2 R0 A X CMT D[] R 4 R W s GE Ry © 410 Jie i M A ey
¥ (extended Conceptual Metaphor Theory , ECMT) ,,

1 AEHE

AFIEATE TG CMT RYBRACILIR, % 5 b A 55 S5 TS B XA T O
BRI 556 AR A TR 1 HR OB R I T B,

S TERTBEAT R CMT (LSBT P 28 ILARRUI I 9 B 1 Lakoff 1 Johnson T 1980 4F 4241
1 B ORI I Sy S 3 98 TR TS T f— P A JE Ay R AL
B T L R AR L L BOERY . 25 S TR 2B S ORI 5 T R E R,
SERFEIN A I B pervasiveness of metaphor) ™ BRI SL KAURIMUI” “ BB KL
i creation of metaphorical reality) " Z A" B RN (grounding) ™ “ KA KO AN 2 Koy 4L
A B M RORIRG  RPERVE R S R ORI, CMT Ty £
FEHEHR KO RO ES S RIT  IRSRISE" A 7 MR I (A o, OMT 245 2
HEFROEE , RESS RN 00 2 I (1S R E) e R TR T A F AL (1) 7
T X (lteral meaning) SRR AF7AE7 (2) MAEABIRIRIL — - FUTHIXTE R I B IE 5 4, i
T LB A Oy 1074 R P T EEHR FY PRSP ISR 7 (3) Tl TRERS sl e

8 B #7:2021-01-25
EEBN AR, B, LTI EERLHT, B EHAE, TERFiAFiET ZHR,
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MR EFONME SRR 7 SRR, SR R OB ] R A RE S (4) FRATBOZIE M E
VE—MEL R A RPN R i e — D ERE R R AL TS h sl 2 5 DR & RS — &R 537
5 JE A T RETEAANE F b4 B O RE & ey e B ™ A i TR R 5 ) CMT rhe XFLL 1
g a i E1) L S0 e A Y S N T e S | e 7 712 0 5 O L 8 o 38

R B ERTE S 2 R LR U TER) (figurative) o AEE U, JLF AT YA AR LUmTERY
JUFAEAE T X RZ3k . MRAE CMT /Y 1E5E J5UU” (Invariance Princple ) , F AT 4 18 i B A0 F1LEAK
B SA SR A S A0 R 4 S SORE S X ECE T 5 X (literal meaning ) F1 HE Iy S ( figurative
meaning ) Z 73, WAV SCAIAATE . AEFE VO, FATHNA g B2 T 73 HOE A A b i1 S, (HtH:
WML, Bk P n 4 2R . DI 0 A B  VF 2 HAR L St 2 LU M Al 25 28 . IV
e T IRA o B LA A PR GG T A A AR (AN B s R s, BEA 0 25 [B] G 2R, BEAS 15 R, B AR ) A Ao
S ) FA DR A AR AN 2 T M (literally ) | T2 FE MM (figuratively ) o 53— 77 1T, CMT AN, — 2845
WEEHE PN R T (H DT S BB 4¢, BT TR A A R s m AR I, )i ud, T x4
J) (B E) b2 B (B FRATE0E LA Ly i 77 025 3Lt , IRt CMT {19 A B R B 4 1)
B SR L HAFAE R B (BAEE AR XA R F T & OS2 AE , B R AR, R
g CMT fir 5k /M £

S =R Y VR 22 A [ B B e A TN R IR T IR B IR g P vy o AR A
( generalization , B FRIE] A fL , schematization ) F1 % ["]4k ( specialization , 5 F ]  , elaboration ) £\ 1 F2 . A%,
Fewar, TEMTSALE R AP AAE— A RE LR (element) AUHESE (frame) , IZIC R BEMS WIS B MESL, X2
Fewmid e, A ZoTRA S — A BA R EHE AL E (frame-specific concept) , XM & BEMEE sl #1010
HEZEAMAAE RIS, PRI B & A

SRS EDP IS B BT O W A S A A AT AL R I S B 2 JE WL (Multi-level View of
Conceptual Metaphor) , H Lakoff 1 Johnson 7ECFATHLAAE A7 B ) 8 A IR0 ( domain ) SRR IEHE
BRI, 2B AT T AN RIARTE A A R MR & ey i S AU S 454, F 38 “HEZR” (frame ) | R IR
(image schema) . “ A FHIAEHL” ( cognitive model ) | “ FRAE {1k A A5 1" (idealized cognitive model ) | “ 355"
(scene) \“[E3” (schema) \“f{§ 5" (scenario) , 5555 , (HARIEN T 5 —MEE4 M . VR, FRATAOME S R Ge
FAAR R B AL S A 2, TRk S S G M A S U A T IRATTA RS R 4, Forb i DL A
A R B A A A AR B A] o ABATEAT AR B B R B ZE AT T M &S R G R Al —
NRPNEA LA (hierarchy) . BESFRMITRZ ] 1k DUFE S5 R 2 SURA A . MR ME By 2 200 L AT:
— W B AR [T e S i R PR 3 DA, HE R O B 2 [ U A P M AR B AN [R] A S 2544

FHRFIN NI A SR SHER R R TR R . 5 B, R AU —FhiR F R, B2
—RRAET A A — R T R RIRLR] , B A e FATAY I S, oA 5 S B P 3R T
Ko ARATU T TP 10 By 1 1 32 2 2% Fh iE e R R A 52 3 SE T B DR 3R AT R 40 g O RS 1 iR A
(situational context) FiEEE (discourse context) M-\ H1iE 1 ( conceptual-cognitive context ) Fl B {415 55
(bodily context) . FiRe%FhiE L R AT 43 Ry IR S HY . Ja 5 5 (local context) Fl14 J7) 1 5 ( global
context) o A FTE A ANTERFE SCPRIGEE H A T HIR , 534500 Kl 5t O 2 AR . TEEEm F 1y
By s S LU AP B8 e AR (G RERa i &k ) (6% T 2% PR il RN 42 R it i R shif S R
SIS AR

SN H AR A OIS ]2 T A B A Tl R AT e, JF4R 0 H 5 0 W2 T i gk A T 1
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AT SC 2021 456 3 1

e R Z [ AR o CMT 22 3 2 2 2 — I B AR R SN T8 FP R 8 = OS8R CMT
FORHER G DA HESGX SRS 2 100 (1 77 TR IFICAZ A Ry B G , HERR 10 B 2 8] 2 1 A
TR o SR 2 =L 0 B () 9 A B I 5 S , S e 9 SE I AR Tad B, 7R s
HR i LR T S Bl A G ) O B s ) 5 B e SR IR B A S b (R R BT 3 e HEZR) R 45
Ik Z A, LR 55 T e ik ) R . O e A PR BT 1 SR T 50 TTARALED , B R AE
LML SEAR IS AR . ARFIETRATHE TR LR A E LR BB R IR A R A SR S . BARTEIX
FIIEOL T, VFZ O BRGS0 A A A O BEZS TR A2 187 L, (ELAR SR AN A 7 A s L A J= T, oA ] e X
HaAT s8R o

SLER T RS ML (ECMT) 94 JRliEf . JE T8 RN & CMT A $R7  1E& A
O ECMT 75 58 SRR “ a2 K™ “ O A" A AR 7 PO HEBE 4R e 1 224 CMT ., CMT SCiERY B
eI AR PR PR B 06 S, ECMT R R 5 SR Xy TR A U2 A AR TS IR FAE SR = 119
FETEIE I SR B2 18] 2 ATESE S5 CMT 3R3E Y B A 45 A8 2 B — 114, ECMIT Rt By ) HE & 45 4 1
BB [A] 217, HARE AR A 2253 X 3 R R PR AR HE SR O B s (] PO A J2= 1T CMT L SGE
KAHCIZ BB mHEEAE, T ECMT DA B S AL A 7E TR HCAZ WAL T T A2 ; CMT A B
UCEAE T REAMAZ T, 10 ECMT DA B e B8 A= I, 2 MR AIE AR . ECMT BRiRs] 1
Fean = A SIHLA R BAH A (the experiential correlations) , X IEF T JA SN T-AYTEBE N %, AL RE
A CMT I il ) B o i BEAE R TR T IO R R A RO B A0 (RIS, LIS D T e TR vh i i s fie
eI AR Rk SRR A REAR . ECMT X3 1 Bem AR & 4t A AN () [ R B, Ay 17 DA B s
[f] J2= 21 73 4 2R A& ( conceptual pathway ) AR 6 T2 Eam TE A ™ H FTHIARR e, DR1 i [l 25
T CMT ASREMRRERGG ™ AR A B R ]

o/ \ T g [ O S — B A LA (R AR B A e TR AT ST e B AR i aed [ B2 — B2 N B
ERNE, BES TR ARSI ORI, O B el — e B (IS & 3 R OGHKk
IS B shS RG0) (5, fm , FEF IR ECMT fARAF5E AT LA LA J7 i R I A HA i s vh 3
FRPE N2 S5 (schematicity hierarchy ) I SZHFILE ; 54 2 AT HER M 5 AR 5 B 5 3™ A2 1Y
HAARGR R 055 R Z A (context-induced hierarchy ) FE4T e AR 45 5 S 37 BEOAR B A4
HKAFTENNTHEA T ey ELZh AP PR 5 AR5 AT SR S R GERRNG P P A R I

2 B

ENEELS G TE 5 2 HAA O BE A LA |, X CMT ARk sl R Y — 6 8 2 [n) A T T IR A
I B T SRR BE SR B L™, TR 1 FRATX AL & B A R, X AR R HAT BRI S E M {E
AP EAU R

Si— X% CMT 47 T @ AL . CMT [ 1980 4F R HFILIK, 51K T Bai i 78 i — 37 kK
AR A, PSR TR ST, BE BRI 2 AN 55 (B AR 2R BE E IR RN IR A e X
CMT FAF /eI BEAT 1 A5 (i 4k 8 , N FAS BB AT TIRA T (1) L B A 18 5 B2 HL T i
Lakoff 711 Johnson (1980) e FAITH LALEAF (4 e ) i th R BB AR R, iU G 32 21~ 5
Jit5E , 15 Kovecses 7EA A5 A SR [ AT 0E 1 — 20, I DT I B £ BE 25 48, LT T A1 i 5 A . (2)
Grady (1997) DX T FEAC K A5 5 BEGT , IA N AR B Bk B N6 B (e i S A Bl iR . AR 43I0
FEA KGRI AN R Bk A A, 2 BA AR . (3) DIE~2 8 iRIE ML A& B Al T DA 45 i —
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W24, AR PR M SR 2 Z 07 (the Multilevel View of Conceptual Metaphor) ( 32355 ,2020) . 7E& A
IR R G th R A S MRS S IR i, 31X — IR R P& R G e F AT iy e
WEEA AR = OCHZPER] . FRATAT LA D) DU B 2 A 48 - i =0 DR HEZR OB ], H
PR BEAR UGB I8, BT TR R B S A h A HE o (4) 4B IBEE" AR, CMT 7EER A48 75 Bai i)
WEASAS 5Ty T B 1 H Rt , (7R — R i ] By A AR A D e %) [, o Z2 % 1™ Bemioxsh B s 3 o () e B 5
CMT F 22— R HIEE , = XA R 2R 1975 8 R DO R i T 32 31 745 Fh & AR R R 1)
SN, (5) JCTERRMT Y PEZAN T AL o OB ) — R E L TALE] , VR H AR5, 2 1 B
iy R 0 B, X3 TR BRI TARICAZTE B e S A e PR o 2 I sl HE 42 1w
IR S BE A T A2, TGRS 8] 2 T B AE By T ARSI e g T,

5 EINSHSE RS . IS EE IR T RS A B e 3 5 S5 IR = 2 o
WH AR, VEF S 09 M Ba 2 200 (R RN 5 2 B R R 2 DR HE4E” A0 B s
™ A A DL A P R BS540 PR 2 FLAS TR P15
TR M — AR Z S (schematicity hierarchy ) , il A By i B9 #8338 38 ( conceptual pathway) , &—4>
WA G P R DRI B ™ A S Bngy ™ 0O B s ] B 2H A, 33 S [ AL & 45 44 J22 ThT Y B
W — TN A SRR EE AR B OGIR 1Y) 2 90, IEAh VRS R BRI 58 R COVHD) TEIE IR SR 45 Bl ok
YEE DN TS R G 5 PE A S 2 SV — S B E LIRS B DN EAILRIBR 1 Bandy e ey
Hb BTG AR H NI 4 ( generalization ) ™ F1 [ B (elaboration ) ™, 3 DU A HIFRAEHL G U4 &
RERS DR BRma A Gy Y X 7 XERR (35-36) o S MR OBl (] ™ 9 AL G ey, e e T ARE G B man FIARE &
BAWPIIK NG . SR BT OIS (B Zia M AL G SR A7 O B s B LA B A HEZE Al 4 ]
XAERMBE, TR, 45 A B “BEEFar 22 2007 38 2k 0 32 [R] 94 ABE G R i 5 e I 4%
El| W i S B St I g (S B Nt D E L e

5= TR T RN R TARSS G PSR R EA B R T B 1Y HABIFRA R IR T HEIS T M H
FEPS B EIR I, B A S 15 A TN 5 430, 3x BR AT B T30 SR 90 NG, TR SE T B
REHIPE . A4S AR T R n B 22 01, BEA 1L 58 SO s , A BUR Z RS EmT . RS CMT
FJE e RO e & e p i , AR AR 2 Ik B A BFFE SOk, XA B T3 T A B imE S 2
AT IR ANGE D Z Ak

IR ATV AR MEZ AL, BT IAHER” 0 HE R AR B2 WX LA X 3 A, AR 5 IFARAE 7 ik
1B B4R DO 3 BB VR 4 A DO Z R S A 7RSS PR By o3 B rh 23815 IX 43 2 ) o (HIRAHE
3, AR A5 X BEa (0 BRI HH AN RE 23 BRI AIE 5T 27 2 A 5 BIFSE 2 A RB A Jt &, T L T 3RAT TR
AR N R G R A T A RITE L
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