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Abstract; This paper is aimed at exploring textual metaphor from the perspectives of semiotics and cognitive linguistics. Like

ideational metaphor and interpersonal metaphor, textual metaphoris one of the organic constituents of grammatical metaphor. It
organizes the ideational and interpersonal meanings into a meaningful text via metaphorical thematic structures and metaphorical in-
formation stmuctures. From the perspective of semiotics, textual metaphor stems from the iconicity of linguistic signs; from the
perspective of cognitive linguistics, it roots in the sequencing nature of human cognitive patterns and the ”Association Principle” of
language processing. Textual metaphoris closely related with the ideational and interpersonal meanings of the text, so the study of
textual metaphor should be associated with ideational and interpersonal metaphors.
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(1) a. If more goods are produced more supporting ser-
vices will be provided.
b. Higher productivity means more supporting ser-
vices.
(2) a.Probably that pudding never will be cooked.
b. T don t think that pudding ever will be cooked.
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(3) The Second World War further encouraged the re-
structuring of the Australian economy tow ards a manufacturing
basis. (a) Between 1937 and 1945 the value of industrial pro-
duction almost doubled. (b) This increase was faster than oth-
erwise would have occurred.
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(4)a. He arrived unexpectedly in Warsaw yesterday.
b. His unexpected arrival alarmed all of us.
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