I
it

A KGN Fminie - B2 S e B DS
GUEITFEE T, R T AFE BRI, S e G . tedn,
IEREAIR I IERERARIUL (MREEIE 1979; MEHL-1- 24 1991, 1996) ', REY
RETE & A A TE LR W ( Halliday 19945 B4R 1996), TAKIE = 24 HUHE
B HLS ( Conceptual Metaphor Theory) ( Lakoff & Johnson 1980),
2L AR R 2540 % 2838 ( Class-Inclusion Theory) ( Glucksberg
& Keysar 1990; Glucksberg 2001b), %%, A5 F 2 PIAFIEF =0
AR . R AT RIAZ O NS T R, M TR R . S
M EEE

AR TAEG BT =TT, AR 5 R Bas A gy A R 347 1t LA A=
FIREE RS, TEUCHIENS . et A 7E THA TR B A0, Y
AR R X — B LR B HH AR 22 7 A T AR RS2, R

i A EFARIE ST TR BT (e SO ST (17 CYY 004)” (BB
W, *Tubyedh, SEH R,

1 fEGEREE T, B RIELIGERIE GRS (figure of speech) “ILII” T2, 0t AR
MR, M 20 28 PO I REE IR A R BT - 1158 (Kenneth Burke) MY, By Rog 42—
RS, MR TSI BT LA (Burke 1973 152), JRU4E Burke b FGl g —fl
MBS, IR REIAE, 15 Burke (1969, 1973) (WL S5 1E 55 T4 Bangi il o B i
EREFHIR RIS FTASTR, 1055 22 1 5 4 AR A P e 32 45
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IWHITE 2 R R BUE T IR SR, JF RO AR 5 27 BEIE 1 B 24 A
ot MZE Bk, S XA OEIE, AR S N
HEAR Sy K HGE PR RETT TN THE, 24 C 205 1 AR a LAY AL
Gio BEEMCHEIEH AR, BSm . BT RA FR R TIARE S
SFPUAER, TRBL U R RS ER S N, ZERE S E A
VRSP A IR B2 = pia TP SRR el LI et U e R e A e YL S )
FAARORMESIT , Baar . AR TE AR OGRS R K s X
TARE SR SN . e RER v N R G RETE 5 2 EE E
JE (N, ZRESIRTE P HTHESD) i CE IR 5 T B s B . R T
BRI, BRI OERS: . IR MR R A R B A A o
FERE, AsRIH— 5, AR WA 2" (A, MHCE T NE
W EZFESENE T 200 Bk . LA BETTRE, ART1E 45
SRS, BRI Femptye (B BT SR . SR BES0) W,
CNFIE R AR RIS . A, OGBS RN Rt A
DAz R, I RASREN . RIS R AT S R SN
L B e RO PEAE HARTE S AL B RO, SRS, X SEBR Ry
VLU, 7T RT Y, I NSRE BT, FRATT AR SRR 1
FOILE, AADEIROE R RAEAS A R U E R — Be “H R AR, TRLL
FIIT AR S AR S AR R AR B IR, LIRS K

1 EHSESINT BGHESE 5 R P2 (the Association for Researching and Applying Metaphor,
[p 23 Wik 4 https://www.raam.org.uk/) =I5 (155 8 Ji (fif 22 BT i 1477, 20104F, EB0Y “Farg 5
R HEONE (R 2RI, 201245, 0N “EAE S-S T IEG ). 45108 (ERFIRFE
B, 20144F, FBUON A2PR. FEERIZE TG, 12 (hEAEE, 20184F, FBUN “Bik
R U By MRS BB ) o A R B et ) RS R ER i g™ T AR (PS8 B JR Shie
%, 20114F), BEHMN—MSSEBRMN S, WESNS SR RIE R ZHRE R, X—R
FI AT 8 C AR 5 272 IR BT . 560~ (ARIE 5 2%% . REIREHR = 2755
Msy, SRS T R AL ERL ST A S, )T U TR SO, B
L AFTAE L DI MR, AR AN, BT A B AR U RIS 2 A B
SrAETEDL, AnBRI4E 2y (Metaphor Festival ), &% B4 5 15 75 E PR 251 (International Conference
on Figurative Thought and Language) 5%, F&ATWAMER (10 . FEMRTTE HEA PRI o
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(hngn), 187 . schn. B4E . INAIZEIE R,

VE R — A AR A GBS B R BN, AR BAEORTELE S AT
INFIE T N GR, B ERE — L) G 5 2 A, IR AR R A
o BWETEERACEHDGER, APk sE B GENg  Fmts sy
17, BRI AT BE R AH DGR ST I B AR N 2 R s A S R4 1323

SR HIE, H—-FhNFIE, 2L PBNEINE, EEEER
LR . AL SR B R r N AR L RE, W ST R AT A Y
JeLL KB s s HaRk, 4k Hmiios it s ke, BARAR
W E e, SRR, UIRBIE BRI AR Bn, BEEE
Fergy . AR SFEm B E B, AR Dy ARk, LA
I s A Pk

S RORAE IS S A HESL T 30 A M e AR AR A i ) A B
A, A IE R “BE &R (BE S5 28" (Conceptual Metaphor/
Metonymy Theory) .0 NZ . BESBRMIEIS A, Famd A RHA
AR, LU — S E Yk B R AR 2
BRI, B IR R H PR 25 e s . fENiiE S e Em ok, B
WA TR . BESPE . RGEEFUAR PSRRI, ISR SRR g
BT WAL PO AT AR R, BRI EE, AR 4] T Lakoff &
Johnson (1980) $& ke i) =ML Famn e Y, BISE G gy . 07 {0 gy 1 5
PRBEGT . AR THES R, R0 MRS (e mAr g, E8A
FETF NI SCRIJE T IR L A o SC A7 %8 . TCie bRl 7 48
FOAN T ik G b 2395 S RIBE g i DX R, DA Ry AR DL
BU] CnDIm B4 . BRI IS . $&i) Z (BRI SR, oAk, X1
W2, A RWAIAGR AL, XN MORTE S BRI e

TEAANE S IEm . ME SR p AR S . FERRBIZ ), 38 =5 ld
KA SEBNRTUE T el . Femmre s Xy Rl B b AR, Al DA, B
Wiy R R | 1A SCIE A B, B AR R DA R B B i)
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FR IS 22 SCHE AN I o SO S HREATF GGy . FemapLi . SN B2,
FENETE L S R b, Bang A i I AR IS A2 5 VR R, AEAR 21 00
T, W Z A S T SRR X B . Fem i E S R,
EEARE T AR BB R, W Goossens (1995, 2003) [ Bkt ”
1%, Ruiz de Mendoza Ibanez4% A ( Ruiz de Mendoza Ibdfiez 2002;
Ruiz de Mendoza Ibafiez & Diez Velasco 2002 ) fPUZSkang . #4065 H 356
%, LUK Geeraerts (2002) My Gt A1, BR 1 Famy . i iy s C &R L
Gb, HEMEE (SRR R “HEESEEET ) WIRTE XY R — R
B, MaZ, BoFmELREN“—IEL X (semasiological ) L1k
PHEFR . FeaETE SOZ A E B, WAE—EF Pl fand . 5%
ML 2 JR A [ A Lo i N F R U & 5 i S22 4 (variation in
meaning), MIMHLAIE AL, A B TIRATIRE LN 2 UG Piitis
TE 5 ) BT

SR, AT R e rE I RE, EW N C— X 2R
(onomasiological ) BRI &, IR T4EE B eSS, anfarik
PR B i A IR, BRI R S BIMRLE R R A I 29 S R, b,
Kovecses & Radden (1998) VA4 1 — 5 41 il 24 % Wy 5 328 46 1 oA 2400 s )
AAZPRIEN . BRI S, NS E R T B
g 5 [ T A T o] ) O 22 oy 98 i ofe e R B — 2R U (A 15t
R EMT SRR )7 BRIE MmO, ARV S B . e
PRt 2 ROC TR M AR X TR — A3 (i, “Letk” BT (s
L) MR, AT LR MR e gy | e POk SR 7 RIS R i
(W HES) %, BFRS A (variation in naming), X IF AR50
B ELNAS . AT, SR R IO E R AN R A AR 5 T R e T ST
A, RO ENE (3 =) FIE LEDEC BRI E),

WERFA TR IO MR N RS A, TR TR E , e, 5%
MR TR R SRR i R b ke B AR . 5 T S8 — 2R
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BB IR TR E . A L, RS WA
e TCAE R A, B HA SCRIRG S . F#emy LZ R R — 7
JASRZMAIENM . X TIRAEMIREIM S, Janda (2011, 2014) K4, #
RGN S RNC R O OA R X, T — N E LS. SR, X — W
JEHIE R e Y B E (U0 Brdar & Brdar-Szabé 2013, 2014b), i
TN, XA B A2 B ey X — MGl 798z, AIMTHISS 1 ik
RS AT # e AR B b R e . RS T2t
FEA R PGER . MRAE AL G iA) 2 SO b T e By . FLmsblil, Benczes
(2006) F JiEBIH “2+47 A5 =2 BT R eR & 5,
BTGB AR, AN T I . R B Eh iR A, xS T
PeALME, M AR B —JrH, A, R iR FE
Ky, tean, il -ghin” HALn] RevE AT s EIA s SO 3 R
RZ ARG DG 3R (23 fish AL R 3hin] to fish LAFRik “#oft” - shfE)
(Dirven 1999); 53— 5T, WAT 28 ROMHG AR R G A0 38 e iy (4
Cetnarowska 2011), B 13X =Aiialk 2 4b, HAWM TR 595 M fa
Wy AR

INFIES 2N, “IEFRIE X" (language is all about meaning)
( Geeraerts 2006a: 3), X ZIARIE S FRYEA TN, ARBE T HXT 5 L
HAL AEHFEN, ML AL RS D RE M B9 A TR TR I Z (A T i
SRR, TN RN o R i SR 38 MA, PR AR I TR - TR S A
(Langacker 1987: 18-19), BE#AIEF WiRIC RSS2 RIS . BEE
EERgy e, B RIAEE R B A R R G s 2 B e . A
SERRRE . ARBH N TR CBar . Fen SR, BEEN S
TENHNE 5 A N 18 By RN A v 1 2 SOR AR, D) B gy
e 5 —SALGEEE UM Z A I H B G FR, W MBIt , S
WA R LA . AREAREER T B X —ARE FER T E 4k
I8, LAXTR B . e iR I E R (S5 = ), JfRE
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CHEEET RN SrEUNBURAARFIN RS, AN, TERNERE . e A
HERRR, NHE T =BT ANEIEARAE 4% X 535 I SC B,
TR AR B RERRE G 15 RN YA R R AU (2 W Panther
et al. 2009; Brdar & Brdar-Szab6 2017). Al LLINK, R 58525
L E R b B 2575 G £ N ol 9 B = 7l

BB . ML AL A AR BT X B SGER h F
RN BRI, IR B . b, A im s R ARKEE A O
BE AN A SE UG . MR AT RIARTEAT 55 o R BRAE T 2O LA IR
FEIERARE . ATEEPE, TTHISS T RFEaie iRk =k, 7k
B RIS R L E R R e, TR, BEA TR &
&, AR T — RPN, T AR R e .
M. Stefanowitsch (2006a) Si45 1 2 Fh e O bR 1 TR b B
Wy EEMRRYDTEE, A ANTTHRER SR MR EREEEAN, ER
AT VIR H AR RN A A - s “FemibRic " AT HIG X T EARTE
T SO S W TR T =, BRI . B nHIBOE XS 7 5, (H AR
SERARKARE EIOR TE R R bR e . HAENM S, SR
Ri)2 Pragglejaz/NHFE 1 “BamitUi 298" (MIP) ( Pragglejaz Group
2007) Fit BT 8 307 e T AP R 2 2 3 A LR A L AR A 20 R MIPVU
(Steen et al. 2010), JS4 HH SO M AN FIAR T 1 AR 1 58— I AE
28, (HE A HERGE RIS H ), BT — 20k 5 (A, Hb24 5
LA Hi 2 T IRBI AR AR XD IR SRR S B AR L T L
Wit

HRE SR . SRS N Z )5, CA KEMFRED) THRIE
WL FEMIERR Y . RS RGN R, DHE/RERM . B IR
MTEEA A" BYFEASNFIRLG] . 5T AR RIS AR RIE , FRATTAESE
Wit , RIEE S RSO AT REAFFEZE I | Sl IR AL g . Fena . F%
IMEESTE S . Bk nl FME (availability) 485 T REMFFER SCH: . AT,
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RIS KAl . Ah 2 ERE, SRl BRI AR AR, 32
k2B H AR AR, BRI A # TR T R . Fenaniy A2
S B, SIEEGENE . SRS EVORE LU AL EE R DG B . e
BE . BSUEXT T — BRI RS . K, BHER IR . i S
5 B SCAG S R B AT LS S A HR DGR AR Ll A A . X 175 JE B [
BHEAR A 5L, ] A SERE T8 55 0 LTS B Ah 78 5 ma Iy T 8ttt —
AT, e SRR Z BIE S N R A5, Bz BEE AN R
(B, scfe. Dosh . #EssHER) B2, meAh, B, FeiiRI AR b As
S RF R T, B R 2R . BT R bR E R A R R
ARSERESE, EEXTREE TR R . FEITT, DL T F AR R R S R
BB XTI, BR . BEEAAME SR SRR, T B
TRV FE A8t (n, AR DB AR AR, DUBEARR) Hr ke . g
225, IR T —ER R . 5/ \ G RI Se X e Ak BEXT By . i As 5
PATHE

RES B . BRSSO E T, B, A URIES
MG, AT RATEAERAT Ry, BRAR AL, O . iy
B RAE, W IEX — %0 s, 2020 904E AR JF 1R, L) Charles
Forceville 43R 1) —Hb 27 FM A Fangs . BE ST 58 1 2= M N SiiE &
BHE AR TR, FH L FAE Bk BEBEZEEEA, i
T B I I 2R m, FESE LE T, AT E e 4
AR SCRE, DAB RS Ry Crenin), RS Ry CRemsn) M, $2
&, WATRAE B R SLBRZEM], BiRpher & @SR b kG S
Bendy . Fendy, JFTEMCERRN b, AN ARE T Ry Cenin) i RAE T 2RI
fiEo BEXTARIE T . RO AR (B I L R, BT R L
Forceville (i EIEARIERESL, Pérez-Sobrino HZ RSN . FEMbRTEHESE
PR VISMIP A58 By RO B SR R I HEA TR A 40 sk, 35+ i 7
ARSI T (S IEB\E), BEAMBET R . HWnEiEs/sok. D

xxii



B ) 5 % gy B 5%

B, BEUREZE S, X PIEE R NS AT MRS RaG . RS R I
JZTHT AR o

ST BAAGE, AT HaTRE SR . RS T
TR, PRI, LR ORIk R kaE, JEXTRRmg . Rt
PRI, AKATAR I I . IEA ORI S, Ik, B
W FEUETAIFST RS SR H 25 . IAHNE S 2R OME R . S
BIE R A ARG T AL BT T BEGT e F SIAL AT 5 R B B A R
FUT B0 B . i A 2 ML A et H RTF A, 323
V5 R BEmgy | TR A TN TGO 0 T DX AN TR PR R A, A
TERMERE, MEREHARARIR R, HERES . OHIES
NP HEOR T-BOE) iz o TR . Femablisy, X otk
— AR T B . RS RN R S R R

BT, A BTEXHARIE 5 20U T AR . BE S ES
oG A TR 2T e . ARSI . IRk 5k,
BRAEIE S R R BR . ey, R0 B ARE R SRS B . e
AAAERE SR T AT BT . P ReAiE . SERY, X5 & FH v A s
FEW IR IR THRVT s ANOUA XTBRA . R EIRIR R, WA XA Ty
PSR

FEARAIESCZ AT, A BLEXT—SARIEMLIER . B TSN, 4
1548 K “Barii” (metaphor) B, SR BN MG 5 % “HE& R 8
MOREZE . AZHESRIN Ty, B IFARETERR, T2 AEHEA ML B
W I TS [ 4 AE AR A2 T b —Rh i R, DR, KR4k “HE
B (conceptual metaphor). ., JEBE “/Ey” FEBE “ikiT” 2
[F] (435 28 R T LA ORI 499 S MR s By —— A Al — BOiR 177 AT
PUNBRIR G F bR R ms & fa i, RILIEE 15 A JOURNEY, AR/ ERMIETH &
JZ 1T B ELAR PR BB FR A i 1 7 (metaphorical language ) 5% 56 % 15

(metaphorical expression), L U, We have a rough road ahead. She’s

xxiii



Studies on Metaphor and Metonymy

come a long way, HHHARLZMLEE, WWRMFLET 1%, 1
Hb, AT EERE DURARE “THF B X P A [ ) 3 SOR 5
linguistic metaphor flverbal metaphor, 1, linguistic metaphor HAK &
TRBaIE = B ek, XTI “BESBar” (conceptual metaphor);
IMiverbal metaphor W2 W& 5 “ARE TR ” AXNIE, A& S &g
TEAEF R R, 55 WA SR e AR =5 2w e . 55k .
FREZMEL) LRI, A4, BESH (conceptual metonymy ),
¥ 1 15 5 (metonymic language ) /#% iy 4% ik ( metonymic expression ),
15 7 ¥4 (linguistic metonymy/verbal metonymy ) FJHEAT 5 T34 B Al
FARTE R

AR AT TR AT AT AT R ST E AR
AIFIGIE SO —E G

o GRIME, 2019, MRS EEME. AT R0 RS IR TR, (4b
HH) (4 20-27,

BEAh, A MR O TS B R L —

e Zhang, W. 2016. Demarcation and variability of metonymy. In
Variation in Metonymy: Cross-linguistic, Historical and Lectal
Perspectives. Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter. 7-46.

TEME, BAE ] A AREE B X By . eI e 2S8R Y R ANAS S
MEIEG M. SR . BT rZ R T 2006 — 2008 4F7EL 5T
LR KA Tt ], AR AN & 22 e By 2 5, TR
P L “ B ARERAL” Fem o B S M-8 30, TR gs G B RHEEHE IR
RO OCMET CIRT R A L. R IAER R, MWL 1
ZAGEEH N TT , ARIZFTEECR TR B . e kIR GHR TR/ NI
R T, RETERED], B ARAL” Fm e A R AR SOR Z [ 73

1 Geeraerts (20062 ) ¥ NHIE &5 A0 —ARES , A FATSCHE B R IR 505, ARG |
Fewnly . MRS . FUMBLE S, B4,
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i B B2 5 XA R AL AT e i g A ZIEA A AN 7 =L,
FAT B P X — s i[RI, AR X LS 3 (0 b ) i A A o
WIZWM R, 20084 Fk, FRA b L A B 6 R 2% ot a0 24 Fl AR S5
WHHE%" (QLVL) R B A2, PRV DU i A S R o xf
%, FHERERARMZ TG Ik, WEES . T BG5S A
BEXTEENG AR AT T RN RGN AT, IR R R AR 515 5 115 & AR
SRR . 2013 4F AR P 2 e, AR RSP EIE RS E S

, WEERMIF . B TR, FERGIN, FRATBRRG . ey i SCH: — BRI,
TR 5 40320 T N i 2 S P B AR 9 8 3 B Lo FH P T AL, e v
MIFRIE . B CF) BRG], 5, FRAGE, RN PRI R fiE ik
PR B M o BT 2 W . Bk, JFFEAR KRR EE B R R A
B, e — AR AR OGS ) R R FI 5835 . 20164F7 H, FRILEITR AL
T, 5 MBS SR G SRRI 0 SME RO T
WFIE S - 1B S FR 0T RIS - NG S 3" R (RS
FEETT ) — B Xk, FRATECEFEMERIL . XM REEG LA REEUE
SRAERRG . F U AR R, I T DI SR A AR 2O PR
AR R SO Eh A . (A5 IeR, TRk S, —J7
M, ENCEEMR 7AW SR e m L e8ae 8,
CBamApiEoE ) CGRAEFS 2000), (Fmi5IAA ) GREASC 2005), (Bl zl
TREIRZ ) (B2 2007), (RN A S5 s ) (30 2007), (A
e ) GIRRE . 10 2010), (M SEEMIOTTT ) CREDY 2011), 45455,
KHEGHRBZ M2, J5—Jrm, ENIMGEm . Fmdtoeny & H o H
S, BRI RS AR AT SR RN, RO A SCEk, FREE TR AE
Bl bRz, IRR KRB,

25 1 ORI R e e AR, R 32 B A A O R R B, B,
LA D TR 1 SRR B A A TR SR AL | A s TR
Dennis Tay {8 4= A1t 5 5258 K T W A X T A B 455 K 1 B 4
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TEBIEIL; FPEA RS TR R LBt 7 %ok, Bt
WA TR BRI s LS A A SR A T 1Y
S PLEEE, WX AT AE, AT AR TAf ;s SNBSS IR
FEEIRRIREIN . M EEEREIN . ZEGERT EIMTEAR B g Ul e h 2 7 1
KRS, SR S 28 AAD S S Gt st S R R 2 SO AR T
AAHRI THZ P Ll BECE L LIS RSEE H B bR
ARG G T IRFZ SRS . X T2Irme, fe—Jf
PRI | R, FREANTR A LA A PRI 2 A R
RIS b XS ET 02 TSR, B MR B AT, ASAIxELASE
o RS ERZA FRAY SR

ARAT N AP G HE AR H I TR A iy U S DU U
52 (17CYY 004)” BB BAVERTTERUR , XUL¥elh, EH WKL, AHBN
SRR E R, DImRtDuAE, BARBRLE BN, (H2RT2EH 1A
28, MRS RN S5tIR AL, BOFEHEAFIEIE! AB U5
R, HHEFRE,

LSSt
NGNS
202044
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