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On Schema: Visual Processing and Visual Rhetoric Analysis

Liu Tao

Abstract. Schema as modeling mechanism and an algorithm of mental representation mappings

the world as it lays the foundation of perception and cognition. Visual contour and features in visual

processing are intentional “representations” of existing schematic structures. In Kant’ s philosophy

schema is taken as a mediation or medium which fits categorization to experience and therefore in—

tegrates sensational and rational perception at the transcendental dimension. Schematic mapping in

visual cognition works at the levels of form construction and meaning generation while the former

follows gestalt-schema the gestalt laws of visual form-organization and the latter incorporates with the

cognitive model of visual meaning in which the basic visual patterns namely visual metaphor and

metonymy correspond to image-schema.

Key words: schema; visual thetoric; visual processing; gestalt-schema; image-schema; Ge-

stalt psychology
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