2009 4
S ( 102 )

( , 999077)

[ | AL R FAREC #F L5 F R BOTE R0 LA L, WY T Ll —H6d
INFe [aofy T30 2 R 8, SHiB ik B0 415 RS R 5 X AAY B IRE . AR L W] ALRY A AR
A AR P8 [y, SR T MR RAEAEE R BUEM L. XLF R FLNAKRE, Bm
RRVTE F 4. A GBI xR EE A A BT, BT BRI E AR AR ).

[ | ik % AR T AR % SUbE; iAKe Rarhy B3t BLAT SO ALY 7R PEAY [

[ 1H | 1A ] 1672—4720(2009)04—0217—11

° .
3
« ol

”o @ « X _
Y”

« » ( vehicular diversityy
. “ “FiE T =“BF”
” R ARG M8 R Tk F 189,
« » ( vehicular multiva encyy © s HT KGR T A — G5k
Moty PLif I PE AR,
. ¢ roe i KRIELT byt =
, KA F AR XA .
s , RN R & 7 AR, FF ke |
. A8 Hm AR ﬁa)ﬂ ARAF Bk, A B de AR K.
fe 8T K97 A s,

b o .

217



®

BiE AT AR A BAE# “FRAFR
R #LEiaa) X —HF4E, BT “Fi8 7890
$e Rk (@Bet danaim, ik gt 4 ALk R K
PRI &, R EAE LM “F b7 =
TERG AN B X T Fivtiast 5 X
F R Aoy ity BIX K AR ET . ©kada
person a dance(,r*g, %/\ E#Eﬁ‘; 433;—;(/\ ,%ﬁ;: A
ROZE R BB F A AXFBBE LT

feey.”

§

right on tamget

218

« 2

S PIACEMENTD

—«  » (CARGUMENT

2

. 0 the Point miss hebomt beside the
pont 1 hitthemark 1 he outofplace 1 he
o the right uack wide off themark

defend

[43 ”» 43

» (ARGUMENT IS PRESERVATDN)

43 »
9

uphold vindicate
rescue  save fortify
defend support back confim ( t©© make
firm) , “ ”
=« ” (ARGUMENT IS PHYSICAL UP-
FORT) confim fim
(agument, swong forcefu] weighty Pene
rating , :
« "=« » ( ARGUIMENT B
SIRENGTH) pPenetratng

piercing sharp cut no
=« » (ARGUMENT IS HAV-
NG A KEEN EDGE)

denolish

43 »

construgt gy
a foundatiop structure ,
« »— « » ( ARGIMENT B

BUIDNG)

« > _w » ( ARGUMENT B DECOML
FOSITION), feara
part take 10 Pices dissect ay bare

oot
put

prth uter put {om’varg] set forth propose g0
ahead , “ ” —
« » ( ARGUMENT IS FORWARD
MOVEMENT) 80 ahead

arryve at(a conc]usion) move nto
( another topic) « »
=« 7 ( ARGUMENT IS DURNEY)



2009 4
( 102

win

. lay one s card on the @
ble ( ]l the tuh) wump card ( the most in
portant ailgument)  Play ajong (not © chject)

« ”»

« » ( ARGUMENT IS GAME— PLAY ING)

« » ( m aster

topes),

It & —R= %,

M & —ARE .,

3R A T8 AT A
T,

» ( met— mewaphorica] caegory)
DA IR D F B0y R EM RN 2k
45 (8allobed through the hook in wo days)

SHBLF AR S 0 E 3 (YROZTF

MAFRT .
6)F A REER B EE,
4),5) 6)
\ 12 3)
. 6

© know scm.ething or sanehdy as a person
knows hs ten fingers the Pajn of his hand
T g ¥
applause [ke thunder

E B el

nunherless as fe sand
%4y F

as |g8ht as a feather
it 2,

as plack as a raven

1% B8 —f% 2

as hrave as a |on

219



T A F 3K
as husy as a hee
1R 3% Ak
as hungry as awolf
HARALEY
as fast as |ghtning
Ji e [A @,
as shaP as aw nter smoming
& R R —H AR
( )

a bholt fram the b ue
R B

castles n the ajr

=P e

a square peg n a ound hok
75 AN IR

the sPring, autumn of [ife
a2 A A

10 hang by a hai

T4 —K

10 reston one sams
MXAFE

o swin with the tide

R R

10 be in the same hoat

Fl 25

10 trin the sai] © the wind

A AL Fe

t0 add fie] © the {lanes

K _E A

to sitony ride the fence
¥

10 getwind of sanething
R EFHR B

Constant dropping wears the stone
HRF 4,

A rat crossing the street § chased by a|l
& LB, AANBAT.

You wi]] cross the brid€¢ when You get

0 it
feel kg KA.
220

s (mea
Phorica] signifier) ( metaphorica]
sBnifed) ,
«
» ( ):

like a drovned ryg % K E R, )

% & pG A

like a mt i a holegg ;7 ¥ % &, )

R P2

ke a duck t©wWaer4a842 K )

s 13K

like a hen on a hot girdleqg # 4k 45 L4

#)

A% k4R L G 38 &

as stupid as a 800se(B £ ol )
Bd otk

as supbom as a donkeyymulecz 124807 )
B F

as Uinld as a rabbl(}]ﬂjx —ﬁp% )
AN

as biter as womwood G a3 E )
Fhofik

(
X

birds of a feathe x5 #9749 8 )
—f 2 %%

© draw water in a sieve(E F 41K )
ATk

o fih i the aitE $49 8 )

Ko 35 A



( )

2009 4
( 102

10 cry w ne and se]] vinegarg| R EE)
BEKEHA
0 €0 {for woo] and cane hack shom(%«; Ea
2R RET RIR )
fir 36 T pbde K
10 squeeze water outof a sone( z sk he:F S
KD
el R
t0 put a]] one s eg8s mn one baske‘[(;]%,ﬁ)i—
G EM i —RET)
INGE T
10 Jook for a needle m a ha}’stack(,g_ j‘i’:ﬂi
234
B R4
0 kill wo birds wih one stone( —g, 5
)
— A
0 kick @ man when he down(ﬁ/\@]
X, B W)
EHTH
Damond cus diamond (45 7 #t4b 4, )
HiE 235
There isno smoke without fire CH Rt H
K. )
T T AL iR,
Justice has [ong ams (i 3 #% F B ¥
XK. )
The bumt child dreads the fire Gy # 3.
et K. )
—Hid ke, = Fla R,
Asyou sow you will reaP GgAF k., )
FINAFIN, AP 272,
As Youmake Your bed SO Youmust ] on
LGHRR B2, )
(xR
He that has one sewvant has wo he that
has wo has put half a ong and he that has
three hasnone at all (— Mg AH N H A
MAIE = MAFETE,)
— Mty KB, B Aferdy 46 K08, = A

Fark &k 8.

( culure— specif

©)

Sa R B— AR W PRy E A B R S
PRl — A PR Rl @ A E
& A4

221



Ba e— AR B PR REE @ LR
& A

9

WY Fe HRT Fa.
T B A 1 B4 R
KT BT, 2 fh.

B —RAerhy, 38 —K4F.
FAR P

& FBE b

i am NN

ik A2

b

0O eam one s bread(;.}% W 8,——k it
A

bread and butterg 1,42 % i —— by £
ZANEK IR

bread and cheese ( .

)
10 ta&ke pread out of one smouty(
— )
0 know wh ¢h side one s hread is buttered

222

iy QLAY PR —m R T Hh——b Wy il
Ao egH BT

bread and waterg ¢, f2k
BmE )

Fb iy )

, « / ”» . «

b

2

omeet one sWaterpO(;t\/\%@J Bk
P e TR A PR AR B AT )
RAREE

Achilles heekfr & & 74y fip 38—k 4y
e Ay 558 )
HIh BRI

Catth—22 ( —+ £ EH—bh &
T Y Bk )
MTQ



2009

102

223



<«
b

”

£ATTA 3 QEEX PR B HL6Y 3E L T it
vk KA, Fei I FE T 0 R K R A
B Fik.

BAME L KD, © i T B89 &

PR R A AR
A vs. B VSs. Cc vs. D
l | | |
k y z k

iX RO A Sh A R R B A2 69 48 & ™
uhiE) B 2 ) A Az B L& SGE AR T 2
ey % FA (k& Ay Rtz — #58E Qi
X, KRG W5 A AT A A5 UARit, £
ETHER D,

A kX AZRR A CL AR AB, VA SRR
BAR ), BRAR KETH R B £ 73X —U 42
A FCEE AL KK AL R AE
%E L e (A ARG T A X A
Ko ). K, kitgd25 —AS04x Dag L
#. B, @i ke A5F, KMNTUAA DR &
A ARG, RRIBEFXE LKk AE &
o R AGHG — NERAF LR, R ASRL T A 48 R
WA E A, B, mE ey M F —h
RET B 4.7

224

frauc

41 #&H9 FAE

»

« Jung_



2009 4
( 102

b
b
b
9
b
b
b
”»
”

4 46

[13 2
B
° ’
. 2008
’
B
’
N . .
o
,
° ’
’
’ ’
’

. 1993 ,

228 , Q

206

« 2
s
°
b
°
®
°
s
°
b
°
«
«
9
K
« 2
b
s
°
°
« ”
s
K
» « ”
K
°
«
b
« 2
°
°
« 2
s
) 13 ” [13 ”
°
°
°
«
b
2

225



2

6

”»

(

»



2009 4
( 102

45

b

WY %4

o

OO &4 1979 (E4 AN, T4 B A, F 74 397,

@ Andrew Goatly 1997 The [Lan8uage of Metphor Londorg
Routledge PP 258—260.

@ George [akoff Mark phnson 1999 Met@bhors We [ive
BY Chicag University of Chica8o Press P 4

©@® VerenaHaser o005 Metabhor Metoni¥ny and Experien
tialist PhilosoPhY Challenging Cognitive Semantics  Berlin
Moutn de Gruyer P 5 152,

O@OWOEEH 199 (&5 4t 5F 20, 481 AR
AL % 16— 17,209 17 210—2127.,

@mVivien Sing >p2 Five— fold HaPpiness San FmnciscQ
Chmonicle Bocks P 11

QQEX 50 A5% (M R Quillian) fe i 4935 5 4
K.

B® Robert Innis (Ed ), 1985 Sempotics An htroductoy
Antojogy B loan ngon
261 256.

GBEMEI B A% (4 )2001 {+FE ZAEL) L&A
R i magh, % 696 714 .

®% 2R (£%) 2005 (F BF 5N 5 AR it #
215W .

@ CharlesW illiang 1976 Outlines of Chinese Simpolisn and
ArtMotives Dover PublicatiOrL§ P 405

hdiana [University Press D

: 2009—9—15
195%6— ) s

s N

. Parlels Interctions
and Hluminat'pn:s Traversing Chinese and Western
Theories of the Sign 2010

227



2009 4
( ) ( 102 )

Selected Abstracts

Reaffimng the hsePparahle Connectpn heweenMetaphor and Culure Q17
Abst.rac:t Drawing fran Qian Zhongshue s« wo hand ks and severa] side® theory of metapho’r this
paper critiques the currently fashionable cognitive linguistic concepPtion of themaster tope  taking it
10 task for neglecthg the insePparahle relatinshP heween the metaPhor and culture [t argues that
metapPhors are closely repted toa sociey s colfective vajue orientations and the cognitjve conceptiore
s nadequacy {smost clear]y revealed when it s confronted with those culure— specific metaphors
which are the unque projucts of a partcularm yﬂqopgy SOC P— Poljtical history or |jterary convern.
ton

Negation in English A CoPus— bhased Study (228)
Absn:ac:t This artick Presents a study of negation in English based on the one— m j]Jjon— word
Freiburg— [ OB Cowus ( FIOB) prw ritten Englsh and the four—m jfJion— word demographically
sanPled canponent of the British Nationa] CoPus for SPoken English ( BNC), W e first intraduce ne-
gatpn varants and then discuss the relatjonshiP peween negation and non— assertve foms on e one
hand and hetwveen negation and supject— operaor jnversions on the other The discussijon § followed
by an exploration of fe scope and the focus of negatjon

Unjversa] Pragmatic Princ PlesUnderly ng the A simmetry heween Chinese and English R €lative Claw
ses 237)
Absiraczt A oontrastive study of reptive clauses n Ch nese and Englsh fram a typologica] perspective
has led t© wo discoverfe:s that the wo languages hHhoth use anapPhoric Pronoun rejatviation strategy 1o
a certam extent which is consistentwith the Prediction hy« Noun Phrase A ccessibility H ierarchy (
Keenan Connie,r 1977) andwith the realization ofQ— PrinciPle (Hom 1996 ); and that the slec
ton of ze relativization strate€Y n e wo Janguages s supjectnotonly 1o« Noun Phrase A ccesshili
¥ Hierarchy |, butalo 10 the PripciPle of avoiding anb Buity which s iself derved fram the Q—
principle

AMulti— dinenspna] Analysis of Transla@bilit/ (254)
Abst,rac:t The artic offers ag— dinensjona] analys;s of the jssue of transjatability from the conmuny
cative the cognitive hehemeneutic and the de— constructiona] perspective The author aigues that
any depate over the translatability, intranslatahility issue ought 10 he carried out in fe same dinensjon

S0 as 10 avoyd confusion and to ensure a more CONSrUCtive terac tion
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