, 2019, 42(5) . 475-482
Journal of Zhejiang Sci-Tech University
DOI:10. 3969/j.issn.1673—3851(s).2019. 05.005

( . 310018)
(CMT)
. (DMT)
, ( ) . . .CMT DMT
CMT ;
;. CMT ;
(DMT) P . . ¥ . .
: HI94 4 A : 1673-3851 (2019) 10-0475-08

An intersubjectivity-based interpretation of the explicatures and

implicatures of deliberate metaphor
FAN Zhengiang » MA Ruijie
(School of Foreign Languages, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: The deliberateness of metaphor is becoming the contending focus of metaphor research.
Conceptual Metaphor Theory (CMT) holds that the understanding of Deliberate Metaphor Theory (DMT)
cannot be separated from activation of conventional conceptual metaphor system. Deliberate Metaphor
Theory (DMT) considers it as a construction process of temporary resemblances. Intersubjectivity was
introduced to analyze typical deliberate metaphor, i.e. novel metaphor. It was found that, firstly, CMT
and DMT can give a more comprehensive explanation of metaphor based on the uniform framework of
intersubjectivity: some deliberate metaphors can be understood by directly activating conceptual metaphor
representation system of CMT, while others are constructed by metonymic activation of schema knowledge
and the construction of temporary metaphor. Secondly, the metaphor activated by CMT metaphor system
conveys explicature; the metaphor constructed temporally on the basis of metonymy conveys implicature.
Thirdly, regardless of explicature and implicature, deliberate metaphors convey the cognitive effect of
“meaning beyond words” and serve for specific communication goal.

Key words: deliberate metaphor; Conceptual Metaphor Theory; Deliberate Metaphor Theory;

explicature; implicature; meaning beyond words
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