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¥4 (2003a, b, 2004, 2005, 2006a, b, ¢, d) RETHENTETNHI &
N, ATy OEBAEVIDAZ T 7 EHREIZL T AR LEE A
OHESERE., Zo0R e 5 BBREMICEEEEr RTINS WS T L Th
5 (bbAAZDOL I RBEERIILT LLERN THALEIERWE L1
ESFETHRV), o REZZOOEESEREIC A & 7 7 BRI AL
ST BHEWND T &, T OBEEMICIEET B R B E BRI
BUAULTCIR B L TWANL EE LD, (ZoOFEEMLEETS LW
HZEMN, BEDS TR LA TO R B HBEO RS A RTIR
WAL LTHNTWEELEZOND,) ARIXIOZEZHICETIS#D
PR ~DBAETOLL Y LT, BEoO®mIEE LT, 2FEV D
FAY—{bD~FE LTD, AF 77 OFESHICEL 5 EREZHEIZ
FIHLTRIIETHLDOTHD, LTOREO—HIZITEZA (2004, 2005,
20062, b, ¢, d) RETRERRLEZLDOLH DN, WTNbEH OB
~OD ) — & LTHEFELCETIIEEWTH D,

2 FHEEhTITU—b
HF AN —{RIE b2 2 Lo TW5D (of. Lakoff (1987)) A ¥

Ty EBIDBEOHT AV o & b EBEIZED D OMEEMEIC S
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AETFERTAY—1k
AT AV L THD, FLETE S AT TV~ & 36213, ®RORFET,

B CHARE Z oMo RE L 13E - THEEILTWS, LHTahs L)
BRBEDI LT, ZRUORERILTWAD, Lidfirdb@moy i tieic B e L
BOETEHTHWD MBI L TWANLELELD, ZORMIHAZIERD &
IR TE B,

ERED LB AFX—<T 4 v 7 REEAEEL LTS ER LY To
ZOOREEMUDEDK LD BETWEEShE LS ThD, BE
FAVTIREUE D USR0S 2 DL ORI & ATEEIC LTV B I 5L #E 23
DEORGELERD, TOLIRBANLER—BLTIRAD LN TE
BAZ 7 7L LIHESIITIROL IR bR EE I NL D,

3 WHWP % Non-primary metaphors

I b DR,

(a) Simple non-primary metaphor (Resemblance metaphor)
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# K F A
e.g. Achilles is a lion
(b) Image metaphor
e.g. Woman's waist as an hourglass
(¢) Generic Is Specific metaphor
e.g. Blind blames the ditch
I bid, FOBEFFEREBPETAICHz - T, (@) 1EGrady (1997a) 25,
(b) & (c) 13HIAIE Lakoff (1993) 72 & T CIHREIMEICE-S < #Rn R
FRENTWD, ZEDhERPHEFOBEMALED () KETILOTHHLE
Zbhd,

4 Wb S structural metaphors
(d) Non-primary (Compositional) metaphor/Structural metaphor
e.g. Love is a journey
IOMDAZ 77 bUTOIEL, V—R@EHE ¥ —Fy MO B %
AIRRIC LTV D DI E OFLmE sy & UCHkEE LB 3EEME (0 (2 (2006
b) A b—EMEIE L THE) Tid EEME) OBEEA THBMEICE LA
A=V RAF—<HIER) OFETHDIEELD,

[ — 2 gEk) <H L > (&= ]
JOURNEY LOVE
+ travellers <TRAJECTORS> - lovers
+ vehicle <CONTAINER> - love relationship
+ destination <END OF PATH> * CoOmmon purpose
+ obstacle <IMPEDIMENT TO MOVEMENT> - difficulty

5 FREICBIBZIAYTy
(e) Metaphor in Science
e.g. An atom as a solar system
ZORENHEHEMIZE S Z LI LNES )Y BRIEBTBEAF 770
B L CiZBrown (2005) 72 &%), '
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(f) Analogy
e.g. As bees cat honey, so care eats heart.

(LT 7 & BHR)

7 HGEANR—ZR

(g) Generic Space

A Z N RAR— X (Fauconnier (1997), Fauconnier and Turner (2002))

BT DB AN—ZADRENIKORDEMY | F S ITIREMEDO TR LS O
HOTHAR, LAV VARG EFR (6) HEORBICL I F
KRBT 2 2 LIXBEMOBTCh B,

HBRAR—Z

ANAR—Z 1 ANAR—ZT

8  AREMARE &L

A (2006b) THEATZEBY , FEMED & 124 5 7 7 ERICBIT DV —
AEF—=7y bREEMEE UTIE T8 bR e P— (b W0EA A=Y
A¥—) OFEEBRATZHOICBER, 2F ) AEMFEHRBI TS IH
e, AF 7 7 BFEOT AEEMEUADME DO THARN, &I T M
BEx D, (A (2006b) OBMEIX, Z DT &0 OAREMFEHR D b OTER
I EDFERTR SN T D DO THY . BATHREA LY EEZY
TAOLEDRWMEETHEZ LERLELDEELD,)
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9 WhHW S Primary-metaphors & A—J AF—7

IOZEEHLTRINETHRARAENLEZLTELN (A (2003
a, b;2006%)), BETREZLLLT, ZhBEBNTLIF Y —{bD
BRI DEZETHMHBGrady (2006) O Supercategory DE X HFIZE b5,
ETZRIRFZ MBS OB A b OHER S 28E (Dodge and Lakoff (2006)) b
HEhTWD, BB L TRITIE, %7 Grady (2006, 47-48) Tk, Primary
metaphor Y —A L & —57y FBRAGIFT DL DERFLRNETEEX
F (Grady (1997) TE 3BT correlation IZE$ < £ 2 F) #BEL. KD
ok ~Tng,

Does this mean that the source and target concepts of a primary metaphor
share nothing at all? I believe they do share structure, but on a level
more abstract than the one at which sensory images are represented. I will
refer to this level as the “superschematic” level of conceptual organization,
since it transcends the distinction between sensory and response content.
It includes information like the following : Ontological category (e.g., Event,
Process, Thing ; Nominal, Relational) ; Scalarity and Dimensionality ; Aspect
(e.g., Punctual, Durative, fast/slow, etc.) ; Boundedness ; Arity (ie., the
number of arguments in a relation) ; Trajector-Landmark structure (i.e.,
figure-ground organization) ; Causal structure ; Profile-Base structure ; Simplex

vs. Complex (i.e., internal configuration).

% LTI DERAEARIZE T < “superschematic level” MDA ¥ —< 4451
“C Superschema &FEA TV, b B AA, Grady it [EBR) OEEMLEC
AT THRATWVWS, L2L Z O Superschema & H28FE5 % D id, Similarity
DYTEEAEL U THRET 5 b D TH Y . Primary-metaphor D Y — R & & —4 v

FOMREMEIC L VRSN D L T2 E X HFICHAMNICRALEZ b O L BT
&%, Grady i3 LIBEFTC. primary-metaphor D ¥ —# v h & YV — 2% Fh
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Z1 Response Schema & Image Schema & IFUME L, ZDWAF —< D AL
# A & LT Superschema Z LB -3F T3, (Primary-schema O & —2 v
% Image Schema & FESZ LICIXfIREN H B LB BERRZ OAIIRY £
) OB OERE & Grady (2006, 48) O DLLTOFE (Table 1) %5
AT LIcLWRLTEBI I,

Image Schema Response Schema  Superschema

Heaviness Difficulty Scalar property

Up More Scalar property

Proximity Similarity Scalar binary relation

Arriving at a Achieving success Bounded (punctual) event
Destination,” Goal involving an actor (TR) and a LM
(Emerging from)  (Resulting from)  Binary temporal relation

Source Cause involving TR and LM

Heat Anger Unbounded entity

¥ 7= Dodge and Lakoff (2006, 86) CIIMMHFZEDMED DIRD KHBE~D
nTna,

— Abstract schematic structures are not learned by a process of abstraction
over many instances, but rather are imposed by brain structure.
~ Image schemas are created by our brain structures; they have been discovered,

not just imposed on language by analysts.

IITHAA—Y AR OBEITHE LT, experience-based 723 b
brain-based DIF~KEL 7 hLTWD, ZOZERAZ T 7 HIFRICH L
THEKTBEIIRE Y, BERL, YOXIRAA—VAF—<2EETD
MEVD T ERMENDEBNRMA T =X LA TRESNTWAZ EITRY,
Fox DR DBAFEICA A=V AF—v (DHEDYE) ZETIAF
7 7 WIEREME S RS (B2 (4) @ structural metaphors D% 2 1)
DI, EERCZORCEREEHESWDITAEBNICEEINEA AP A K —
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VIRY —AE Z =7y b OTLSFIRH OBLIMRRO BB LRI L T B
ZEIRDPHTH D,

10 b

b, BEMEOHIEE LTO, 2FVHT7IY —~bD—FEELTD, A¥T77
DOALESTIZED LML HBMICFIZE L TE 7, bebEigAk (2003a)
B0, EEEPEEMIBACELBELUEL LD AZ 77 0z %
HANZEZ D X 5Wleofedd, —F ORI primary-metaphors Tdh 72, L
UL I THRA LI D REHFLHY | BEETORALTIE, v
 DEERLHH N ZOHF TN L2255, AfilL, % LEIZZDLS 7
R DR R IRD DI DOMEM B - U COMEE/ — e LT,
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