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1. [FC®IZ

Lakoff and Johnson (1980)Z (XU & & J 258 A AX 7 7 — B
(Cognitive Metaphor Theory, CMT) Tld, A% 77— H2bZ LIEDE
TR AHOFRBIERED A Z 272l TWDENIZEETRI L, £ D
FEFMEAF T 7= (Lakoff and Johnson 1980, Lakoff and Turner 1989,
Lakoff 1993, Grady 1997), £ B 9" CMT ORI, FREHEREEL
COART 7 —% EEAS 77— | ENDOFEE R S B Bia A
H77—FHLEHL ., BEEZPEICXBIL QD2 ETH S (Lakoff and
Johnson 1980, §#f5 2011), 72 RBAFE THIREEOLHE LD,

Lakoff, Espenson, and Schwartz (1991)¢> Master Metaphor List Tl

MRV AZ 7 7 — DFRIR PR DI TS, L LD, EhLL
HIDAZ 77— FeLlrlkk . FBIRERBER THHI L0, MFEMED KN
EWV ST SR UR U IR S I TE T2, RFIZ 1990 FRIZAD, =2—3
A(AFVAD British National Corpus, BNC °7 AU 4 ® the Corpus of
Contemporary American English, COCA 72 &) 3R #4525 T, AX
77— RBETEDIROEBIAY MRV ML, ZIDMEEAZ 7 7
—ERFELEIET HRAMNEA L7 D (Deignan 2005, Stefanowitsch
and Gries 2006),

SO T, AZ 77— DR EFIRE RIS L, HOFENRAK
77— THWBILTODNEID ORI Z EXAL LIS & DR A0
AT 2d D (Pragglejaz Group 2007, Steen et al. 2010),

A& 77— O BELICIAT 72 S EO O IO AL, T
FHT T a—F NODAZ T 77— 5D B S -T2 R e 5 801
Bbnd, —F, INETRGT OB EELWTEAEVOFER 5
RSN TEIZETZE VR, LIDLERRE, B0 B DO A7 7—F9E
OBRAZHEL CTRZLITEERILTHD, T TR TIE, FiE7
7 7'a—F LT MPA,E MIP(VU)%, ELIZ T T 7r—F LT
122D TH R SEBR e B E 25 LB D Met & CorMet 2 1Y
LT ZNENOTFIEEZHRTDEEHIC, TNOE SR B 70451 50>
DICESRFIL . 0B, FEROBEPUR, FE ROV TRt 5,

PUF 2 fiCI3 e TR AL . 3 i CLUBRFAATV, 4 HiTFEE
DEASBOFREIZ OV TR RS,

2. ZITHR

RETIX, 21 T CMT #HEFRL. 2.2 5 25 TZNZH MPA
(Stefanowitsch 2006). MIP(VU) (Pragglejaz 2007, Steen et al. 2010).
Met* (Fass 1991) =L C CorMet (Mason 2004)D FEZEE -5,

2.1 RBEA277—H 5 (Cognitive Metaphor Theory,

CMT)
CMT ([ZBWTIAZ 77— | L EDGE 158, BB E L Co T
AKX 77— (conceptual metaphor) | Z 5L, EDOFEE R T B2 S

FERBUL A% 7 7 —FBi (metaphorical expressions) | EFRL THIREIZ X
BlSiLot,

ART 7 —X12 SO R DM D G5 (mapping) (Lakoff 1993:42,
Lakoff and Turner 1989:112) | L E#I4, K0 ERAZ L& TR %R
BO7ME A R D1 D L B & &-R#-D (Lakoff and Johnson 1980, 451
2006).

A

< B
(FhEE ) < ) (

(RARAIHEE)

K1 &A% 7 7 —(#H2006:79)

WarAZ77—3i@, FFETIT A ls B OB, BAGETII<A 1
Y>OIERTHFESN, [A%Z B TRZ D) EVIZEEFEL TN,

(1) a. Anger Is Fire : Anger is burning on the body.
b. <ZVIEK > ROPNEFET D

(IX HEFECTOEAS T 7=, Z DA 7 7—RBLOFITHD, A D
g 2 BB Y681 (Target Domain, TD)., B Oz A1H1% & M
(Source Domain, SD)ERESS,

2.2 MPA(Metaphorical Pattern Analysis)

Stefanowitsch (2006)(3% N E TDAZ T 7— D3I ABIN R E N
ThiEL, 3—/3X(BNC)%& W= Z B TR0 FiEER
Frlzo WIFEAZ T 7—FHUTIZ(3)? claims, criticisms, arguments X5
72 TD ZHFES¥ 5K 8l (metaphorical pattern) & ieb Db, ZH T
WHD(ABI@)D 2 DD — U PFIETHZEEFL S AY T 7
—HNLCHBRDIEGRNE T2 BIRZ CODNED RIS, A
FTHEVHBRNER)D IR — A% ORI G E LT, 7ed5(2)i1%
metaphorical pattern O E# Th D,

(2) E#%: A metaphorical patten is a multi-word expression from a
given source domain(SD) into which one or more specific
lexical item from a given target domain (TD) have been
inserted. (Stefanowitsch 2006: 66)

(3) ARGUMENT IS WAR (Lakoff and Johnson 1980:4)
a. Your claims are indefensible.
b. His criticisms were right on target.
¢. He shot down all of my arguments.

(4) LOVE IS WAR (Lakoff and Johnson 1980: 49)

L2 —RIE R BN T AR T 77— | LI AL CMT TO
(5277 —FBRNZHTHT20, ZDORENELLOERTHWSN
TVADIIFEE R LETHD,



a. He is known for his many rapid conquests.
b. He fled from her advances.
c. He is slowly gaining ground with her.

BAREIZIT Kovecses (1990, 1998, 2000) TRESII- G D AZ 77—
DUNTC, IR (BNC)A DT & At S 7= 5] 1000 v‘o%#fsﬁ%
W T AT EDBIRGEL . MPA OF AIEEFN TS,

2.3 MIP(VU)? (Metaphor Identification Procedure)

MIP(VU)IZZVETDAZ T 7= T DN RAMER T D&
L EBEOZLIEORLVEVICBT DAY T 7 — D55 D,
BB GHT R GILHIHE MRS, FEL S A Z D EBEOSFHTF AT
BV CRE B RELIZIRGEOFEND I TAY T 7 — %38 E T HFIEZEHE
9%, BARI72FIE(Pragglejaz 2007:3) 1ZX 20 L5175,

1.7 % X b afka il

2FEDXEIY ZRET D

Ba. TN ENDFEICH LT, WREDOBE®REZRET D

3b.ZNENDFEICK LT, BAREEIET D

3c. b LR DBk (a) & FaARZE () DI TN &
ZOTRHERKIRTH D . o, I
HET D

A TEDLGE, AZT7—LRETD

A2 EEN

Ko THfRTX 5

BE2. MIP2007 OFIRER S - HE 2016:3)

PLEDSBB I, MIPVU)BIRIE T DAZ 7 7—E1L CMT TD
AR T 7 —RBUTHE T 5O THY  MEEAZ 77— DHHIZ W TR
SRLTORWY, T72b5 MIPVU)IESEREOE DENRAZ T 7—
(EH)ELTHOSN TOEONE 2 FIETHD,

2.4 Met*

Fass (1991) ® Met* (% . &5 o & 41 i BB (selection restriction,
preference)lZ D& | TR G L7 FEERBEUIOWT, VT T2
RN, AN=I—W0> AZ T 7 — 00>, HHWTE NI e R B E
ST D, BERBZRFIRIL, 1. V7 IV RREDELDLFE, 2. AR
== EIMOPEL, 3. AXT 7 —nEIOHIW, O 3 BRETHD,

AR=I—F IO AR DO FIEORE R E/2D3, 22 THEAK

T 7—ENNOHIENE SRS TTRELT 2, 725 Met*® Met 12
IEARN=I =, AF T 7 — D " HDEWREWVIGAD 5T (Fass
1991:50),

FABIG)6)T)@)NEENZENIT TV Ah=3— AX T 7—_ ZEHI
(R DI RBIED TRB)RBU SN AHI TH 5,

(5) The man drank beer.
(6) Dave drank the glasses. (=the liquid in the glasses)
(7) The car drank gasoline. (Wilks 1987:199)
(8) ? The car drank coffee.
(Fass 1991:55-76)

2 MIP & MIPVU DWW HOWTITHEF(2015), #k - HEF
Q016)IZFE LWV S, O FEE HWIZEE L Cix MIPVU 1 MIP
IZHELTRBY, LB s TABTIEmE 2R —ICIRV K5,
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X 3. Met*®FJ[H (Fass 1991:61, Figure 1)

Bl drink (LM EFEOM BB B AFEITIZIRABM DB AD 1 L0
BPGHIRAE R oD, EEDOD{\/% CA (B O—TE), HHFEDAL
BIZTE— v | (BRBW D —FE) DS AN B FA I (5) 0 F 3 AR BRIZ 8 5K L
RODTYTINVILRBEHIWEIL, ST ORENENINDTLIT2D,
:ﬂﬁi"ﬁﬁ—@&ﬁ*f&;é Met* CIESUZ W DIA[ENE S, Bhad, B
FE)D 3 SOHEDENT D FERT L — L(sense-frames) & fi#l # O H.
_%Téﬁ#gmﬁﬂjb 75:?6& W23 H B 2o BtRA D, SUIR
Tl RRODIE L DA AT S

2-H @fb:i—@#ﬁul’éﬂ;h [R5y C4f& (PART FOR WHOLE) 72
E DEEZRALR 2 £ A= — B HERR LRIl (metonymic inference rules)?s
WG T DNEINTHD, Bl ZIE6) TIE. HFEDNLE A A B IR
TR, ZNEANDBRIRDA-TEY, Binl i & O B BRA R
DALD78, A= —LHIHiS D,

ABT 7= E D ORI W21, sense-frames, collation, semantic
vectors, screening & 9 4 DD FEFE D K Y L > Collative
Semantics(CS)& ) Bk D B RS FEAE DS HOFRZ collation E<

Mo TS, bokndk, Met*d FJlEiL Collation D7 mtAD—
B CThHHES IS QD (Fass1991:64),

MR OFR S EFEANZIINL B ADLIRNAS, sense-frames 1XZE 410D
SEEEAR A arc & node D2HODE I ar TRIBLESD THD,
collation 3 sense-frames %9V &N HENLDE KO BIFREZ X5
4%, semantic vector |% collation OFEFAZIT T, BEROE R — Bk
(coherence)Z 7R T H D TdH D, k% DIEHIT screening ThHD, LD
REE T B, RHI22DH BT X TOMAEHHITRIL T semantic
vector MEIESND, ZRHD BEROM A G E1E semantic readings
SLH72D readings EFEITAIL, EAE LD reading (% semantic vector (2
BEE L TV 5, Screening (X2->0 semantic vector 23R, T BAF
J& D semantic readings& % 95,

ZAUZ Metab program LUVOHERE
HIRAfRE 7 FEICX DT DFIEEMRZDIETAY T 7 —ROAR=I—
BILL %0)5&% PEZAfRR T DLt 2,

Met* |34k % 2 T E & IO TEN TN OB ES BRI RM
IR C TSI TRIWZENHES — BEMEEAL LT DR AT T 77—
THHNEINE AW T D, TIZL M OMRIIAZ 7 7—RBLTHY .,
WAL 7 712 E R LTV,

IS LD DFEDOT O,
4

2.5 CorMet

Mason(2004) D292 CorMet IO~ ¥ 7% Dl DTz
DOA—/RRAEEDST AT L THD, TelZ LI TOa—RALITFE
FO4YE TV BNC X° COCA 72 EDBETEDE D Tld7<, Google

search engine 2> AEIRA K7 E 3 HEAFEA N2 Tl L 72 33 (domain —



specific documents) & ££ & 7= 5 &% 7 — & ~X — X (domain specific
corpora)x 57, UL FIZEEKEIT - TOD IO FIEEELD D,

. AN U CHEIRE R E LTz — S 2% 15D
- T DR G DRI R 7R FE OO 4
. BRI AYEEE (selective preferences) D2

. WA ORI (polarity) D FH

. R (systematicity) D I E

. ABEEDOL— DM

S Uk W N

4. CorMet D=EIE

FNELDT=DIZR D 2 FEIAD 7 V% N TND, 12k R E
THUEFELGLOOI YT, FlZE FINANCE<&R>fEkiz 135
stocks(k£), bonds(22#9), NASDAQ, Dow, investment(¢%), finance(4
7L FUH MORIENIBEHOF —T — RO ThHD

HI1 OV, FrE OB A G AT A RE L2 EE GO0 Dy
TUC, Bl IXENF attack ThAUiE attacked, attacking DEFE DD
A (-ed/-ing) B D D E WD, (L DO ATREMEDN ®ED
attack,attacks (X AAL72\Y) . FECELN AR B #iEI L WordNet %2
LCRET D,

LIk 2 2% T, Bh# attack 23 FINANCE O8Ik T T\
HOIxHT 27 =V DOFIZRUIZH DR THD,

1.(attacked OR attacking) AND (bonds AND Dow AND investment)
2.(attacked OR attacking) AND (NASDAQ AND investment AND
finance)
3.(attacked OR attacking) AND (stocks AND bonds AND NASDAQ)
4.(attacked OR attacking) AND (stocks AND NASDAQ and Dow)
(Mason 2004:25)

HhH &= 3CE 2O T apple pie parser(Sekine and Grishman 1995)
B S TSEFMREHRPIL, r— A7 L —AIE T 7L — e oo T
LR E R T 53X DI L T0d, Bl IR, =08 0% B %4
H4 570 I1Z(S(NP & OBJ)(VP(were/was/got/get)(VP WORDFORM-
PASSIVE)) L\ )7 7L — Al

WIZTFINE2IIIED T T NACGERMBZ N Z | T DEDT-a—
PNANDRAROFEGR L ZNENOFESROFAFEEVH L, HE
DEVVIEIZ 400 OENFAFERZRHER R DL L TR, 727210 -
mail > download D L5112, —DLL EOFEEIZ 2D BV TS
FEER T, SEIRE DL DLV TV A — v b EOSTEO R TROD
HLNRNEWI RN HHD THIBRT 5,

FJE 312 1% Resnik(1993) @ the selectional-preference-learning
algorithm ZfEHL ., TORERE I TAZ—/3F L, pour DEFES give
DRAHE HAIFEL VT case slot TRESNTZFEOELFEVEEVHIT
Z O slot OFBRAYELF2H - LB R 2 WordNet @ node
RO 5,

JZAH—43F121E Jain, Murty, and Flynn(1999) @™ the nearest-
neighbor clustering algorithm % f19-2%, fRERANICZ OEESR 2 D
W e—BMDHHITAZ—PEV TS,

FNEADTIHRIEL 1T, 2 DO BH DV IL2 > ORI M A7
TEDFEMPEL B B (REI)EMHHD ThD, CorMet AMEENT DR
M S REOFEITENFR OBHR BRI IS HIRE A,

B Z1E . LAB O &hF pour, flow, freeze 7% liquids % 3& R L |
FINANCE O fE# ClE R CEhi (pour, flow, freeze)’® assets(¥& )% 1%
PRI 5, ZOZLIX liquid 23EMEET, asset 3 F & THHZ AR
W45, 2% HUT LAB 78/ —2T FINANCE 7287 —4 v M)
TLEEET D,

72k, HOBFNEIR X ORFEINEETHOL MW 58 EE LT
1O X TOMEEEN general English D=t—/SZDIFEE D72 &%

25 THDHT L, @I X TOBENIR Y TOMELI~TH2E
b 155 ChDHTL, D 2 HEHRT 2,

FIESOEAET AFh DO~y T LR T2~y 7 O %
WES D, vy X OEREDAATIL, 5BEEE X LR 250
VYU T DI TCEFESIND, DAY 77— L THWDBFN ST iU
ZVNEE | FEEEE, @Y k5T ME~O— 7 R
EWOWNATRNEIE | ZDBRIIFHHED L35, @F DB MO
GABRICH IR T 57 01F, ZOEHITLV IEMZRL O TH D AT
D3R

LLEDOFNECZ > THHLI#EH Master Metaphor List (Lakoff et
al. 1991)& 77%(L0/13)f & HZ LA HIEL TV %,

CHETRHMEFREDOSLND, I—"AFREF, ka0, 2
2 A ERRACIT DAY T 77— T O FIREARBL L=, WHiTITTh
SOOI GE BN B L biatd 5,

3. H®&

SEHENT T —F LT T 70 —FOLELLICB W THAZ T 7
—OMHOIEEZE RO TN EVIERITIEL WD, LrLRRS S
FRTEONERAN CHBTIEET IR, 2 B a— 4 S ETCIREOER
DOIGFEE HIEL QAL TH A,

LITICHB, AR o T —2 & kL, 220 FEICB N T
LIS EL TOBEDIZ DN TRETT D,

MPA MIP(VU) Met* CorMet
H#) WAL 77 | A2T77—R | SHERE | fF oM
— DR | Bohhl Y | BART 7
Fal — O,
Ry
» DREEE
ST RIS | Corpus(BNC) | =56, ka6 | SVO O ##§ | Google
DT —H HEOXE AR FEARL | Search
THHEIL Engine 725
O RE I A
E L 7=
Corpus
&A% | O X X O
77—
ART77— | O @) @) X
FKH
BEAERS | X O — —
FEEOM | X O O O
i
1 HESE

HHIREDH DI T — X NENEIGEIDITR1DEBYTHD,
BACHT0, ETEENEND THEICBIT LAY 77— | OERAEWE
R T2, TibbEEAY 7 7 —E BB D>, A7 7 —RBIETY
WHODDDENTHD, FHLTHDHE, MPA & CorMet (353 HT 5428
BEEAR 7 7—ThHY, Flea— Az AW TR EDO T —X % HY
W T HENET D, —J7 MIP & MettZEblo Ay 77 —%
HELTOAY 7 7 —ORFED FIAEFLIRL TEY, AH 77 —LZH T
WAMREMEZ FIEZ B T LI L T A3 k@35,

MPA ORI AIZ TR G LT DA% 7 7—FKHN TD OERBEETe
HOIZHIRSNTERY, FZORBOBOFHRBEMRIENS, D
RGBSV TARYBICEE R AY 7 7 — B RITE LD RREMEDR S D
ZETHD, LILBERLINETERIZ AW TSIV TEIAZ T 7—
IINTICE BN FBA AL, IR HBIZHET 2 FEEZL LU
FEITRZ, CorMet IXEERNIBESAY 7 7 — %I T2 THETHY |
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AR T 7 —RBUZOWTUIB LRV R E, TR TOAXT 7—% 5547
FTAOTIIRNZLILA T TH T CILRRSN TN D, ZOFETH
BRI OV, #B4E (Polarity) & WO & E F O TR IS T MR
O XA AO F FMEEHE T A A TR L TNAEZETHD,
Met* TIZRIZV LD SFERBD LD I EE FEo TS AR
WEND, TERT 7 a—F% MIP TIEA L TR BN
BB END, BRI R A B RO M E IO TS R Bk
W, ZTO—F T, BH OSBRI CIINME2EF T ETE RN
IO R BIL < SHROBBEL T, GEEAT 44 L fELA~E
B EE DN ERO B EL BB T ILENDD,

4. FEH

ARG TIXBEBI ., WRIRAY T 7— T 8N SREFOIFEDE
M& ST, DBIRLIRNAY T 7— 5 O FIEO FfR%Z 1.5
77 m—F LU T Fass(1991)& Mason(2004)DFFFEa IRy B, S3F
T FIETHD MPA & MIP(VU)ED LB 2241 T o7,
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