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FESHES: HO21 XERRERS: A
0 51 B
TETR] JE 2% A, “metaphor” — i) fY £ T i8] Y5 &

“metaphora”, # M5 17 IR 2

“metaphérein”[G]J# , HL BT 2% “meta— " 2= N “over”,

¢

metaphora ”, Fl
“across”, JHHR “pherein” &} “to carry”.“to bear”,
B A “metaphor” 5148 “to carry over”.“to transfer”,
TEE S A 5] SO 488 — ) 1 & X (sense)
“EERST RN 53— b AR BT B, B R R SO
%,

P. H. Matthews" 2% )¢ 4= 3 {1 B = 24 16)
B )25 metaphor” I Ay 5E SCH A :

(1) “figure of speech in which a word or ex-
pression normally used of one kind of object, ac-
tion, etc. is extended to another. ”

(2)*“used by G. Lakeoff in the 1980s of a gen-
eral pattern in which one domain is systematically

conceived and spoken of in terms of another. ”

FE D JRAEFEE S B, L2 W TR [
NG 522 K% R (G, Lakeof D MIZEE P 2 K2
@7 (M. Johnson) ZEC FATTH LA AE 771 B ) (Met-
aphors We Live By)—45 J 8 ) 09 HE & By #198,

ks H . 2012—12—26
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NI B ST E B AR B
W2, AE Metaphors We Live By X#b& &7, 3%
RANLy s b T BV B T gy 1% B2

“We have found, on the contrary, that meta-
phor is pervasive in everyday life, not just in lan-
guage but in thought and action. Our ordinary con-
ceptual system, in terms of which we both think
and act, is fundamentally metaphorical in na-
»l2)
PRI By M S A R O s AZRRYIE
F VBRI TN EA T EARE R . B S AT A
BE FW LA, vl IE 5/ 5 AR T LA R
Mk (. . . all words are therefore metaphorical”®),
A PR BR M R AL Ay L, SR EIEFRAT LU R A
DYEESE A . 14N Time flies” “tax threshold”,
“sweetheart”, “steepest decline” ., “& 55 RLAL". “ 4=
37T IANBU 85 S5 A T4k ok 1 1] 5~ vh T 4 25 s
A4 1 iR T 281 3 S Bl 1) H AT LA SRR
P Z T8 5 R R TR T A A7 23 [|] . Jeab

ture.
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ATE.
1 EEESRLE

B A5 A TR A B (arbitrariness) i &
P Giconicity) » X1 F F AT EH 10—
WRMRZINIE A, X —S 18 AR R B -2
TEELE 2T 4G . RAEAJCHT . W - 2T
M i S EAVEC T HAE Y (Organon) P18 TIES
Pregindn, Horh b 7 R ARVE R, AR 12
PR FE 18 SCA B B AR T AR s 1.

Mental affections FEEETT I
(thoughts) (15

arg ke ness of

are symbols of ZohF ik k)

Things meant
© Brtezt

Spoken words

(REGHE

are symbols of ST

Wrilten words 1L

Bl1 38 SCE AR G B e SO % Foim

- Z Ay, AME R W) AR 22 18] 4 5
S N SEHE N Y SEHE X A S O R T
“likeness”, RUAAAL . 113k fal 02 AR 447, A5 1fi
TE S H S AE R A, A TE G, 2o AN S8
AN LB S5 IR Z BN T R AU, X
PRV F F R IR A & . 1916 4E 545
JKk (Ferdinand de Saussure) 7 E 15 S 2 FE)
(Course in General Linguistics) P H TIB S M5
AT B PERE IO F# A ERAH S Z
AHXS Y18 & B RMEDF W H 4532 B AL AR 257
Z Rz /R W (Charles S. Peirce) , %5 (John Haim-
an) , 7 % (Thomas Givon) Ml #ifL%# (M. A. K.
Halliday) %, N K ¥ 18 LB 55 44 2 R 1)
TIEGEFSMRMEDY . EEEEEMEIEZ 5
— HITH A MR IR

U S AT 51 5 » KA A A R X S
S ALY A AFAERAUNE , B RS fP A B
KT BEIER G AU A B I8 BOR BR A g Ak TS
GEWFIERESE FIITHR (] 19 26 R K R BIMERIE S AT 5 1
R A2 AR TEA L . AT R PRGN
Re S L TAE DA W E 1B, HIATE EHEMER
IR — ZR AR b A A i i — 2 2B S R
PESE PR vt 5 A B0 S B ERA BT 4 0 2 Bk

5 R A B AR X A Rl 2 Y B — S L T 3
DAL TP i 8], BEA S 2R R AT 2R
Lo AETEF WG GO AR A 2815 5 B E
BT, 5y — Sl F Al RE R R AU AT, BN AR
NGIL T ARZE F /T B AUE B R & T AH N
R SCBAR] AU A 0 A5 4 1) T A Rl
ZLSYIR AT TS HE A “ umbrella” | “net” I 5 52
WAL EARL AR R R T, S LR
AT & R R RS DL A TE 22 57 — PG & A0 2
J5 T A RRAT TR 22 T AR L T A Jy T DU 48 1 A
B QAL A TRIASADL 2 WL A B 5 AL o AR 4fs » 1T
“table” fl“ cat” Z FE MR AN IS & & AR TR ARAR AE 2
AR AR AL . B TR F AT B R A
BA YR 7K EARE—MmE. HEATH
PR AE ELA X 3L 58— BB DC &R BEA I
T XAHEMAE . A5 5 2B AU
MRS 78 2 B 2 R RUIE T L IR
FAAE

SURHR TR & A N S T L BR T AR
LICF A — ) S R BA AT B MER T 2 an
“flower” . “computer” . “lady” 2115 A 324 2 ] %
A AL IE a0 v 4 e AR MR Romeo and Juliet
FIE . “A rose by any other name would smell as
sweet”, (HHUREMEF AR NIRLL LGS 5 S
MEXRM WAL ERER TAEEEN. (£
HIRSCIK R /R BIS A% O R Th & A5 AL e,
TEA ] Nt 4 1 g — A S0 BV 5 A5 5 i L
(synchrony) , LI AIF 5 5G4 0] VI 18] 79 Q15 OC R
(associative relation)™™ , A &y H isp 4 by J7 it (di-
achrony) H HWFFEMNE . R4 R INA )3 PR B 1Y)
RF A S ABTE B G S5 AT SR TR tsiR iA
T 5 AR TR B A% 1 -

“The fundamental principle of the arbitrari-
ness of the sign does not prevent our singling out
in each language what is radically arbitrary, i. e.
unmotivated, and what is only relatively arbitrary.
Some signs are absolutely arbitrary; in others we
note, not its complete absence, but the presence of
degrees of arbitrariness: the sign may be relatively
motivated.
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WL AR IR Y C R . g0 32 SRR [ 1
S FRAE K. Trier) 2 H B 15 X 3% (semantic
field) BET LA I AR IS A 7E L 3 KO
SR BARSE LA AR — DB FR . P EE
IZ AT - 7R 5 A SME B0 3 25 % 4k AL
P AR B R ) SR o TR [l TR N AT
AT R OCIK . XA B R X
WAVERIFE T 5 25 J2 0 o, DRy (s S HG e S AL i i
SR AN OCIR YA 22 AR R TR S AT 7 [ DG 5C
ENIUBLI D=

2 BRRIEIRRSTHLEHIFNIE S FSHIRME

2.1 BRMIRA SR

TEETE A Gl R LU A R " Z W
FE Ly Y 1] DX 43 B WG R BSOS . “ Time is mon-
ey” & By X AT TE ) sV B s like” AL T B
Mo QNSRS FPIX 53 iR T R4 B BT
M W BT U A e iaT » Ti JEE  Z2 r Be A AN B 2% T L e
AP (54 o SR s v B A T R S
AR RRIEA R IR B i N 53 s F
B A S 22 300 B A A DA LA il 42, e 2 44
(tenor) , B FIACA & — B R i &, T B 1) 28
A (vehicle) , 5 I A<, & HAR AR . B ngy D) ] A
ARG BAR 1) G0 S SR ARAE L —FF” . Ba g 70 ]
W eeee e P B XA ANAE B RE B T 13 s
TR 9{63;55%&%%7%7%5’3%%%1%, ¥
PRS- 1W . T A0 KO
(] 2 JT 2 » BT e — A By .7 (5 SO I T
SEE BT B LA A B 8 T He Mg i) 5l AL g A
BT IS (A B v o AR AR G 4 i A 178 26 ) A 2 L A Tt
DX

ARG it “ F A DAL R TT Z Bt 1 801 H:
AN, G EBOEZ 270 IR UL R A S
WA R E R HI RS W WL AS DR RIS
FE IV 08 S T IR 75 22 T R
T GEIGEY”T . 3O EY SO T4 SR
e YA D 22 L0 o (HL A0 — T 8 B s 1 7 A I
PE, BEDLEAR i g f s LTRSS
2.2 [BRmgy BRI

S R ML B #bAE Meta phors We Live By —
ot B A IR ABESE fa s T e e B R Y A
PEo ABTES: BRI HE K ) WA~ AR S iR N
AR 37 R AN LI PR 22 Ry Y5 S8R H R Ja, 5k
F1 H bRk #6 2 A 2 3K (conceptual domain) ™, Wy

AR SR THE T 22 W, T A& X R
A B e T T HAS 20 A B S A5 LA S
Y PUICTHGE R B By B T 2 & 3 T 31 5 3
METFIER U IS S B U G . %1
2003 MLHUBIE T —ANEid X a0 T R B
PLASE/S1E QU
non. "), B M4 1% B (“. .. Metaphor is a neural
phenomenon. ") . A ZSH A i 1] £ Bl ELAA AR
ST FIRI RME S . PR AR TR
O ERIEF ARG HE S IAR S A
gy A LU T 2 DX DA R sy 55 2 ARL PR A 5%
o n] DLATA SN AE S Zh i) R R AAZ A

Bmg A2 P A W 8 2 ] Y e S (mapping) i
ANk O — AN B B T SOR Y R AR TR
B ASK I — A AR TR IR RS G Z IR
FAEX B R B F A T XA,
EMEMESE E. A BT LR A R A
G P R B R BT ST R A X SRR, T X
FhOCER I A Rt TS (B A AR A B . A
AR AR AL A B s e S TR R T B
* gy KL A HE S = ] e R, R
LL“construction” 1 “society” P 1a] 4] , 158 BH 3X 7 4~
BRI LRI

R 1 “construction”Fl“society” py L [ BR

metaphor is a natural phenome-

construction society

entrance the right to join a group or organization
back door a secret, dishonest way of doing things
ceiling the upper limit
an officially agreed limit below which
floor

something cannot go
foundation the most basic part of something

a political or social system that has de-

superstructure .
veloped from a simpler system
room opportunity, possibility
an opportunity to do something, or a
door

possibility that something will happen

SRR AE 2 A A A SR
AT ML “Hh 27 R AR IR A&
b AR E S T ORHERA DL R A I AR
1117 EL F AR AR 2 F) S L 3k 2K B AR
IR i Bo ST RY AR NG N R = i e e/ 8
AR S 20 R 223 A H A del DA T 0 A AT Txk
Ay e Has AR T7 s

B A WS BIL A 45 78 1 B 2 BT B e AN R R 2
1 EUME IR BT AN . PR 7 MR L A A R
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B WIS D05 B Aok R o ABE S Sml ) R A AR 3 B
PLIIAS DA A0 . BEia i) 22 2 M AR 3 ] )
ARIAE 33— S A e A I e 7 B ey ) 22 3] S RE VA
L. R ) A R AL (similarity) , 338
T AEARL A BCAEL T 2 v 79 B R s DU 7 [R] — 1> 9A
HIREZR R B4 1~ 25 47 1) () A0 4B 2 Ccontiguity) ™,
B, KLLE R R 207 2 B 21802 KHE
KBHA S, F“F B R ARREAS 5 M 33X B
ML N IDRAE B PRFU RO YOG P T ™ A5 5 5 T 5
ZLERER W TIACE BB ARAR IR “ 217 F
A Z TRIASFEAE AR i B i)« 287 Ho AR 5|
B MR XA A NAE SR . AN “ MR 2137 2 B T
BB T AL 7 I e Wi, 30K 486 S5 43 47 458
A B 74 SR AL ) 35 R B AR
2.3 MRS R B 518 S AR Y

AR ) B S A 2 B ) 1) AN 23 7 A TR R
] H AR S5 E A 2 IR e A S ) SR
SHE X AZH A (“In metaphor, there is coac-
tivation of two domains”™) . a2 P E Ak ]
RBP4 7R PR
AR AR o F4 VR SRT BRIl a] Y OCHR L 7
AR SRR ANERAR T ELBTE 2 AH TR e AR A A
oA PRI ABE A 3 ) R S B R T . A R
PP (A5 S A e 553 . AR — A B g — %o
MR AR ] 1) A AR A o N7 B SOGHR L TR 4
BT 17 e Bang DA 45 5[] 9 DG B T~ 22 07 2 L
S S N — N TS R RS

it green food” X AMHETE H 1 7 “ green” i X 4>
P, 18] 1) By » R A B R B B OCHK . BT
“green” JEAHY AR @, AH PR IR LSRG
HLIX LM R S A% O IOC R L T LA green” iX DB,
WA A TR i T AR S 38 H AR oA AL
VA SRR B, 38 UL “green” Jy i, i F
“green food” XA [ B AN T 3 B8 . H PR HE G 25
F ok 5 green” X A1) (1Y) 1] A EK (45108 7E
R 2 5 AR SR A ) 1 SR BT Ak . LA
2T green” MU A TENCAG B B FEBCET L 41 “ green
lifestyle” . “green issues” ., “green agriculture” 545,
2o NP2 A SRR AL TR B PR A5 R . 3k 26 L iy
FHIEA 1S gt A 25 AR TR) 1)1 SCOC B AR
14, , 55 Rl “ green” 33 A 3] 30 25 0 H B A 8k
TH o SR A A 1 SCAE RS RIS . 40 < green hand” |
“green with envy”. “the green stuff” (3= iE H
F8“money”) ZE4E, “green” 3k AN A ) 2 X R BR FI 17

EANAIVR T 5k —FEAN B 3R CHR

RERAG TR MR TR B IR R Y SCHR C
o 28 shepherd” J& AT 22 1Y - (B A B “ cow-
herd” U] HATFRGF BEE VE , [RIREH , “ tree” RAT I,
{H“pear-tree” F1“ cherry-tree”t EH A FH X B4,
A1 2] “ green” {4 {71 - L, T AL i 118 20 €0, 5 kA
@7 AR BB 2B
PR A S0, Bl S A 5 P4 ) o L v 1 AT P o
H B .
2.4 EFRYERARIER R

FATAAFR T b 5 7 ¥ 2 BRS¢
o SMEFYE N NAI A B ST i B R K
(image-schema)™™ , M Z1E 5 A5 A, 8
T WS AL AT (E] R SR AL O IR , PR A R I =X
2RO 1 2 L g 1) PR A AE 08 DG T LAAE B
WTETE & PR, BRmLH R NS 1Y, I A
KDy X BA R — 1, 7EAS [ 1 AR (6], BEA ML &
(primary concept/metaphor) DA M FE A [ Wy 77 75 FH
SRR L s (] LB R] R/ PR AR S XA
SR E SRR T

R — X7 & B P & EEFIFA
RARAE AR BP A , — X J& A8 i BEXT 7 X5 —
ARG 4 e S v B 1 1 BF B B AR
XIS NHARMKAR . fedg Frde Z ), g i Si 2
] AEAEAT P E R TRAE ARG S /55 8 TR
T ORIBOC R WA R R R TAE R E . AW
UL PEETE & A TR NETE F N,
PR PR — AT,

3 % iE

P PN Lt piN L e ST S ROl I S U O
FEHTOLAR AL W] By A 3 5 A 4RI gl
SR AT T ELAR R T B FIE S 2R KR .
{EABATR BT I BB TER TS iR S A & . Bl T
TR S R N RN, SR AR R PR S B
i S4B s O T S L. BEE A RRE S AL
BT 58t TG 5 1 B AR R S BOR  Jn A
JHl ERP(event-related potential, 2 {4: #H 7 M 7)) 4%
AR SR A3 b R A B SR BEA T 5 1 Bl B 1
MRS A . NS O i 38 i A0 2H 208 5 I AR
— ELAN A WA R AR A A RNE F e S AR R
&G BFARELE B R EE B Gl W6 H s
INE H 6T 5 AR AR AP 0y 35T
i T A



% 6 3 M 25 e B i

SE -

[1] Matthews P H. Oxford Concise Dictionary of Linguis-
ties[M. L. FRIBSMEHE HfRAE, 2000 224.

[2] Lakoff G, Johnson M. Metaphors We Live By M. Chica-
g0: The University of Chicago Press, 2003; 226-256.

[3] Newmark P. Approaches to Translation M ]. . |-
BIMEHE ik, 2001 84.

[4] Weidemann H. Aristotle and the Stoics on Language
[G]// Brown K. Encyclopedia of Language & Linguis-
tics. 2nd ed. Oxford: Elsevier, 2005; 471-473.

(5] KRR BB A9 AR EE S RMMEDT]. IMEEFYS
WFFE, 2002(2) . 2-7.

[6] Saussure F De. Course in General Linguistics] M]. New
York: Philosophical Library, 1959: 125-131.

B TS A 923
(7] ot B XS IM] Kb BmAF H R,
1988 94.
[8] Brmme., 1B S =AM, dbat. Jbatkss i ist, 2006,
335,

LO] G M. B4, keGS0, 1R Bl Rifag
R A PR =] it R AL . 2007 384-402.

[10] F/Ngg. DURBMAA S EPR M4 sifg (M. dbat:
A UL . 2009 132,

[11] Jackobson R. Two Aspects of Language and Two
Types of Aphasic Disturbances [ G |//Jakobson R,
Halle M. Fundamentals of Language. The Hague:
Mouton, 1956 55-82.

(12 8 PR MOAISf BE 7 B e mas i S e 22 S0 . 78
BB R TR, 2005(5) : 131-134.

On Metaphor and Iconicity of Language Signs
CHEN Fu
(School of Foreign Languages, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract; Randomicity and iconicity of language are controversial topics in linguistics and philosophy.

Conceptual domain theory put forward by Lakoff and Johnason illustrates the mechanism of mapping a-

mong conceptual domains. The mapping of conceptual domain makes language signs establish associative

relation. The associative relation among signs based on similar points shows that language has iconicity.

Metaphor is considered as the core of language conceptual system. Therefore, the research on mapping

mechanism of metaphor can show that randomicity and iconicity coexist in language system and have dialec-

tical relationship with unity of opposites.

Key words: language sign; metaphor; conceptual domain; mapping; iconicity; associative relation
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