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Abstract

The role of the left and right hemispheres in metaphor processing is controversial. While some
studies have found a special role of the right hemisphere in metaphor comprehension, others
show no difference of these two hemispheres in processing metaphor. Based on the conclusions of
previous researches we found that metaphor type and language level have crucial influence on
this dispute. In the future, the study of metaphor comprehension should distinguish different
types of metaphor and different levels of language.
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1. 5|8

K&l (metaphor), tHFR ST, & —FPacA B Lo 0 b 2 3. DA RIBR T ML B R /R S A1
B WEn. BBE. EE L AT NEERE, R AR EEMEAT . HEHIEA KL 70%K07EEK H
Beran, HCASE e P A B AN S . ARG R — EAA SRR SR SRR, BRI 2
BRIETE F ML HIERAOC TR SRR 22 AOAIT FE BT, KA BRAE PR ARl B 58 . JROR L SR
TR ARG NR . BRm & HoAt AR 71 I Sh et S B K ¥ 7 B ZAEH (Brownell, Michel, Powelson, &
Gardner, 1983; Bihrle, Brownell, Powelson, & Gardner, 1986; Kaplan, Brownell, Jacobs, & Gardner, 1990;
Brownell & Stringfellow, 1999; Eviatar & Just, 2006), {HH A4 L ERTEFEM N T2 B EFRHRIERN, AR
RESPIARIEEA 7> — B AL

2. AAERERMM T REEHRIER

Beumay 0 o 2 BRAG 35 (0 B TR 38 Sk B ORI B3 2 AR (R B 7, X S 5 R IR AR — RS & B AR
My FRAR I ) R INAFAE 2 5% - WIFE Winner & Gardner (1977) A 70 K IR 25 g1 45 s 3 R P Ramy &) A1 B s
BRI R S B ) AR AR VLD o &5 B R IUAT - BR B0 B 38 (RHD) bE A2 2P 3k 451475 18 38 (LHD) 58 X 34T
VLHERAE 45 (Winner & Gardner, 1977). Brownell %5 A (1990)Z R #5735 B AR 18 0 B B 471E e, BAriA
BEWI: —MRZ SUERR I W “warm” HA M L “loving” )« 1 —F2 2 LA Iw: “pen”
EAAERAM X “writing implement/cage” ). SRR, A FERIGIE A LA FBRFEA505 N TE M 1) 108 6 B&
mar CH B XA (Brownell, Simpson, Bihrle, Potter, & Gardner, 1990).

TR V22 3R FH I A 2 AR AE A R B A mh BRI 9t SRR A - BRAE B gy 3L v (00 R R A FH » Bottini
KA PET $A I ER AR Bmiy SO A AT A . AR Bl A BRI G BUNEGE, A A B BRAE
I e P e P b LA U1 FH (Boottini et al., 1994). Sotillo 2% A.(2005)H] A ERP ¥ & A RER T T 76 Bard
PR E) R — B B AR BRI S . SE BRI —DABM L A “H gt ), %A ke £
PRRRS DL RIEOR] , — M ml DU SCR)FIAA (an “ A7), S —F R AR E LA TR “/55 7)),
BORGOA A A) 1 518 AR A TE R R, IR/ il bl e H AR 1A 1) ERP. 45 R K B A H #5
o) DR A A [ R A 0 ] X 3 AN [ R B R0 » SR 8 RS 1 R M 2 =) 22 /A
B gy b T rp 5 — B BB AR F (Sotillo et al., 2005). Mashal 25 A(2005, 2007)F)F fMRI AR K FL, ¥
BRI AE AT 2 BRI F_EvA FNATT [ 3 5m Y 38% (Mashal, Faust, & Hendler, 2005; Mashal, Faust, Hendler,
& Jung-Beeman, 2007). Faust Al Mashal (2007)f8 F /- ¥EF £ R 58 7 Bamiim L BRZ 5w . SRk N
ke AL gkan. — BB . RIS RN, BARXAIWE SR B ARG . 45 R, 0 TR B,
SEIAELME CHREO WREIELME CEE) B, #a 5 w0 R85 R0 5 5 0 ORI, 1 HAth
JURAEBHA A R I BRI IR RN o 7838 A A e BR /A sa i in Lo A i 3 — B (ks
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W 7 SR EEST B R T SR BE 4E F (Faust & Mashal, 2007). %% — A(2008) 3K 7 VLB ROR 515 54
MEARAGE AT TS, IERE T EEMLER. LK 1 MG S & Bkemiast, L2362 MG —Ris
SCTAINE TN S R 38 RV TE SR BRI o 45 B R AT 2R T X 4338 0 B i AN 6 S 1] ot L 7 2
BRA = O BURE s A X 73 BRI — AR NG G TR0 I, e A R BRI U A 2 22 . SRR a
R WA 28RN T8 SO B It i MR 2 22 18] g 3748 RS — € L 3 (Mashal & Faust, 2008).

3. A¥IRERMMIPTEBRHRIER

TEFBRIEIN T AT R A BRI A 22 AR S RBE I [RII ,  B A R R 2 I 7ot L3R BT . T Lee &
Depretto (2006) FJ1a836 A 25 8RR KW =AM, 18] 1 (hot) 517 2 (cold)FALE FIH X b SUFIR < R, A 3
BRSO — R 2 B9 AT SCREl(chilly), R ia 2 Balgr T iRl (unfriendly).  #%idH)
Wiii] 3 51 2 7R X R AL SO0 I AR BEvar SC LY B AR S T SCAE KR 2 BRI A - T B
G XAEZEEE, MERA HIE 2 045 - 3KE0E (Lee & Depretto, 2006). Stringaris %5 A (2007) ¥R} By
SAY, I SR RITE R SR =R R A 2R AN T LS . BRI W) TR A R . g SRR PR
SRR SCRTE SR NN, AT 22 5o T AR s TR 3 B o BRI 2 AR [ e ) P A R 2 s
(Stringaris, Medford, Giampietro, Brammer, & David, 2007).Kacinik I Chiarello (2007)3% F 7 # B £ R 5+
F)FAEEE R BRI TR R ZE e, ARSI E T R, HAR R A A IR R . R B bR
VARG T . S5 RORBIE N TR b, AR A 2Bk A 1H ) BRI BT e S E BRI T
BT REES . BAEBWHES N, bR ERIE &4 28R, i XH bria FFans 3 H bxia # e
KHERER R R, HZESRE. X —25 RIS BRI LR AR AR, PiRER7Em
L fh)rae e i SR AL, B ek A% . A ka2 BTG B R ) iy e B0 S5 1E 5 — 3
W5 S, BIF A E N BT A& 18 SRR R a8 7 78 45 2 BRAE N T2 T ORI By SCA) B R 0 15 100
(Kacinik & Chiarello, 2007). Bohrn %5 A\(2012)i@ i o B 5k R B, Bardnn 132 E0s A2 8k, HoAHr
PO R A A/ R UCE A AT B, B A X ] R K R AR R S 1 e GO B R R A —
ANASHH IR B BE T S 9% (Bohrn, Altmann, & Jacobs, 2012). M7EHIE AT AR FH, Forgacs 55 A\(2014)
VU EEAE T S gy SRR BT SN o SES MR R SR S 2 - 1A A xt, 45 R RITE
R e B IE R P, W3 N T3 FE #8922 7 (Forgacs, Lukécs, & Pléh, 2014),

FAHBERRE, XTI R, PRI RS, EMERTH R IRa &
DLE S . 0 Rapp %\ 2001 FFI0F 58 SC R4 IR A 2218, 1T 2004 4E A1 2007 4F 1) MR BIF 505 1M S48 A
N T, Seas R A BRI SR 45 “An Ais a B” BT R RIBRIGT B, IR BRI A) IS 25 . TR
AT 2% M Jo SR AT PR LT S0 45 B R BN T Ry ) B N T T SCA) R B 2 s A Bk, 1 32 2
WO 7B N B AT 8] AR A S [ A A 5 [ S AR A X A, 2007 AEIBE SR “ B ReE” 4y
Fris AT Wi R E, ERUR L BT W M SR NERX, A R IR T
A AEROCHA, T 3 BLAE A BRI T.(Rapp et al., 2001, 2004, 2007) .

4. RMMIFTELAFHERESS

AUt IREEE I A R B IEIER, MR 2ms L&/, HFEZ5. Kacinik Al Chiarello
(2007)FARIF 78 FR sz st 2 PRI H R B A 1R 20 A Bk T 28 57 o T A)/BR T A0V s sl Ag fE v B, T
S/ B SCRIE Dy H bRl o pl e A S I, 2 o — B (TR - T R B, B B - B g 5 3h) AAS
— Bk (F TR -RA R, B A)- R 3, R RKIMAETIRAE /LIS 2 A B ER, —BUR T F
T SCAN B S H AR #A R BN, BFFCAATER & GBS MG OL T, oA Bk Fem s Sl F R
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‘# #Hl(Kacinik & Chiarello, 2007).

Arzouan %5 N(2007)R H ERP WFSE AT AR, FESRANS Hr A im0t A% Grkangyim x . — M [ i
XF ToIRARNT BEAT 1 SCHIBTESS o 5 B BT A b i R G 5 i) 0 B8 22 0 1 A, T A% e e A — fik
T B 2 PIBOE A . BERFEVCARERIIN TR AR RS 5 ZAER 1, T BRI R ERE B
BN T 454 (Arzouan, Goldstein, & Faust, 2007). Coulson & Petten (2007)%F ERP 15041 EF H AR A 45 & i
BEUMGIn L FR N B R 5 R 22 S o ) A ) R o T S/ SCIR]E R TR P 2 =28 A R (i
T B 101 30) B B AR AN T 25 R (IR P = T RIS BRI ), A) i H brinl, 7 LS
B P LI . AR5 A BRG] | R PR o PV B E T P BRI R I AR AR L, B B R B — 4k (Coulson &
Petten, 2007). Schmidt 55 A\(2007) BB 7RI, Toit s ke SO 2 — 71 X, BIRINABEBR) . 15X
KRG N B TEEG RIS, B, ESCRREVIM N AN TEREA RIS, 15K RM
AT AR LR T AR RS S R — B SR A AR 4y T2k, 2o i 6 5108 Ok ROk
REVINAE B0, 1A s ) 4 5738 Yok R R A B 145 200 L (Schmidt, Debuse, & Seger, 2007).

FEHSCIESE R, Ahrens 25 A (2007)F]FH fMRI BOR 585 — e 1 R FAHEE, BRARH FILRE a0 A 57 5
BELgT IR 2 15 2 WO AN (R IR X o SR TG v = e S8 (10 ) 1 S5 A v A AR, L S G ) ) B g e Y 3
KT HAR P A) T SLEIRAE SRR B 3L 0] 1o 85 R R BUH MG S — B 1 SCH L, R R A
BRET [0 G RO s S e nar SORH SRRy SCAR G, 80U 5 H [ R0 A g )iy [m] DL R A A [ml 7 ]
R L B B S5 XA 280 . WA U ERR I T, 2o 45 I #G B0E (Ahrens et al., 2007).

5. IR RE

LA R A SR T A L SRR A~ BRAE Faiar i b BA R AR, A R FE AR A R =, (H
G R BUR TP G IR AR TR A . e, DMERT TR B RN A 7, A [RIBTEFC b B A4 R ) 22 57
R FEW A RA B D EEF R AR R R R R F X AN R SR A Bk
SRR FEM N ER . R FHKTRERZE SBERARA SN EERRE, DE T
(R3S 56 LAIRIE AORLEEAT BIF T, 100 53 A — LR A6 A0 7 A4 R, A0 ARMEL & IR 5345 2 2 s i e in T
DRSS T I Y 0 22 (X 70 S [ g SR R A AN [ ) 5 TP B AT 5 5% IR — T fMRI B 5T L
ANTALE 1 KT A TR D e 8 R B AT AN [ AR X (72, 2015) 0 BRIHOXT B AL 7T, R 2456
B 7 AN F 1B KT I LXK 73

E&WE

WA FA R R H (2015CY Y023) .
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