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Abstract

With the rise of embodied cognition, the understanding and thinking about power have made new
development, and the embodied metaphor of power rooted in body has attracted more and more
attention. Embodied metaphor of power emphasizes that people construct the concept of power
according to their body experience. Current research mainly focuses on the embodied metaphori-
cal effects of power and spatial location, power and body posture. This paper reviews the latest
research on embodied metaphors of power at home and abroad, summarizes three psychological
mechanisms of embodied metaphor effect, and points out the future research directions of embo-
died metaphors of power on this basis.
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1. 5|8

BUA1(Power) /& 45 — M RE 42 ] B ANl N BT RE /1(Galinsky et al., 2003). {F MR HEE,
738 H DA BAR 7 AR IARNTW H E AT, 8. HE. B8 BOSEE T LSO
M LH . AL B SAEBEA B S — 28, a1 “HRCAR. TECN/N” % (Fiske, 2004). i
MURF R A2 SRR ISR E AU RAE, Wi EE DO R AL B A — e R ERAEE R, S
WAL AFEAETH [ K [](Zeng et al., 2019)0 #E2E 50 ERA TR T 5IXLEE LT R HY) S-S ELRE—
i, X BRI AR ? HA OB R A ? RS RSO X — IR 5 0L 4t T
HrILA -

ZHRIR B0 U BRI, ARG AL AR FON R RS AL EENLES, FEIKA
FRAFIE R TIHHENAT S0 LS5, & —FBes SR M. 20 AR, BifEsi B s
ZIJCHI R BL(Di Pellegrino et al., 1992; Gallese et al., 1996)efHIA K00 2 K M E & M R THA S & 4,
ANETHEER) “Eg” Wi, B NHMERHOHEREERT Sk, SRS 17 RA TG4
FHa, YeEBRATUHTIEZ FA R AN R (G4, 2010). BRSMARIEIN, iEETiE GEIZ R HE S
MESRAE T B2 5E . iRAE A S e, AT HAFAFH M S 5 rm LS5 84, mz—#
Bl (Simulate). 7E S A SHEMHAH, AATREIGE . 15 18305 24> N a8 2 3[R A 1 24 w1 52
T HREE ORI 5 S AOIRES, BEEUE XTIX — SRS I8 1 I (Barsalou, 2008). K, MESRAEEA
T b — RO, AR A RS AR B MURE B LIRS SE O B R I S B . AT, R 5
AR FE 2 B 5 A AR — 8 FLRRE & IR B (Dove, 2009), FUHTIX 285 Z4 14tk M8 4 1R Mk B2 4k 5 Jak it
BEN AT RAL . AT R RIX — 8, B (Metaphor) UL A8 51N L BHA B & RIE R G . &
W PRI AS 5T A2 FH — P S ok B AR LS o — Fh S, @ ey, AR E4E, @M S R A R
NGTR) B gE AT, FRATI A R A FH ] BB AR PR 25 IR B 52 2% 3t R & (Lakoff & Johnson, 2003). &R
Mg ¥ & (Concept Metaphor Theory)$2H, ARIMES KRG A — &2 HIMNER P Er, BRFEAR
TR R SELRIMBAANEESE, LA G B4 G0 TR M & AE AT b i i B ANE 2 i B
e e Bt R A4 7 () (Lakoff & Jonhnson, 1980). Wil . AbEH A4 S Ak S AL i B g e 4, T
WAL 5P . B A AN (Gagnon et al., 2011). B 5 Ra UL 45 &t A 7 35 1) . B Baa B
(Embodied Metaphor Theory), 5 AATA DL T SRS AW ES), L—F A LE R T EHM S
W 5 B 5 U 8] 7 AR B iR 45 AT R AE . 2 SR s M & R i u s, R 7 B RaR
5 RS TA) 2 e S R S IR AH B I (R 4k B, sk, O34 8L, 2018). HAT, OB A
FrEE T H B B BRI AU 1) 2 PR AE T AT IR, B TR AERU) 5 A B L B B R
W15 B A 2 35 1) B B B 2500 S5 9 3

2. WAhE=ERA

B 5 22 [ R B F 7 foe 0 T 5 22, AT B “m” . 2“7 0“7 &,
R BAER RN RIE AR RS, ETOCh AR RE, NS SOOI, AR
RANGLT “upper” (LZOBYZE. HIEF R AR R GEBUI S A S, 20E 1= [ R EE A8
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RS BT Ve - 25 )M &F %1 (Spacial Concept Metaphor) 32 57 b 71X — A & . 1A HR B8
Rah W EERm T Rz —, SR EE AL S A O T B KA HiE. AN
7 R, AR b5 2 B 3 RBE S BRI IR SS « FRATDN TR & i B AR AE AR KRR R
A RS AR AV R B0 AT IR, MRS (R P AN, A 1R 2 TR B e B e m) K30 90 Dy 38 L7 TR
LI NN 151 LS D WSl ) el L1 1L

Schubert (2005) 1 5G40 E 1AL/ B2 B2 (B BR8N, FESRid ferh, — AR BT - IR 1 #E
PRFRAETR (A0 E N = AR )43 501 52 ILAE P ok 5 e 1) T S0 ARG, e Tk 7 0 P N AR R T B VP A o 45 R K
B, AR AR b BT . TORURAR I IAE B RE T U7, B SO s R, HOX — 45 SR IF AN 52 ]
R sem . BiJE, SREAFRSCRIREIIEH T “EBAT EJ7, RBRINLT R 757 AR E &5
(8845, 2014; Hong et al., 2019; Moeller et al., 2008). ZHFATIE IR 7T B IS, W& TN
SEF7 I 2 BB A ) 5 7 A v SRR R AE — D, a7 i ) AR TR BT R L BT KRS
JI77 R it bR R H LAE B 26 R T I, SR 5 IRV 9 3 1B 48 5 B (Sundar & Noseworthy, 2014). Orth
FE2020)FE MR EESA BIRS IR A RN, SRZRER RERE R TT AT i i S 5 2 AL, Hrh A7
B AR R 2 DL E B 5w S R ERET BT B s B .

A RAME NI RAE 57— R MERBUE 30, 1R85 @3 AR L L3456 77 TH A R BIL(Fiske, 2004;
Hewes, 1955). Schubert 25(2009)% FH 4R E 5 7B RN B RAENL ], SEE6 R AR AR K
INTFAR BT T JE M AR (AN 3% - AR AT B S S, 45 SR R I AR R /N g2 e NATTRAS 7 A S 5 1
YR RNGE T 81— B (BRI T) - KA, Bl i i 0 B RN SR, SRS Bl J5 7 2 22 45 (2015)
TERESCAE 5t N R Stroop YA REE 7 iZ45 @, AW T H K5 P ARRIEER T, /NTF 4k
W B AARAL FT o BB b, AR AINANM 2 52 M A g 8 R B A5 0 T, RO R &  in T 25 &2 i o
RN EISE, P Z A AEE R BRITERSh (He et al,, 2015; BHIRASE, 2015). 25 A7 B AT 5 RS
I N AU EAR I BT o Yang 25202 118 S EAH VAR 5555 1 B SRS J7 ALK AN I R X R
TESRE T, W BORGOAAE — N KT R e sl 4l & bt s “17 sAm Sk, dedd <57 sHIA b
%) R AT S U} R 45 B AT B 2R AT S, e s A g S R T IS S A2 L AR 1A 5 ) JE a8 3 A
X, SRR YIEMEFA TR SOV TR, &) 5 R RTIS ST 1 R4S .

HeAh, s —IE RS T B A BE SIS 4E R, R IR A EDOR SRR R R,
AgmBhnaEEoEEs by 2y i EA BRI —2, FYRRNgE N A SRS A B T R
(Lietal, 2021). A] WAL 75 2% [A]BEhgy AN — g A& B — W LI, AEAE 75 B2 M [ A R i 2 5 3R ALk .

SRRUE, AR MRS B R AE B AT S92 AU FN I S A2 50 . IE4N Schubert (200575, “%
BAVERIR Iy 2 50, S2br ERAVE R Z TR ESR”

3. RNhES*ES

LB S B AR AR, AR SR BB R FATHA ARG, i 3RAT R 5 5
THREERSTEE, 2018). A SRMIEISIN, ESEEHERKEZEEY, SEBHIRINFIRERS
R I SN T BRI S, IR AE JE B AH B SR L S IO X — M. RIRE e ORI, s
() AR T P L . DU R BB /R s R R B3, T e B ) PR AR U 2 DA B 4 Sy oo i 4
PUJH(de Waal, 1998). AR WMATERUUMIME, — RIERIETESLIR Y, KEE N S 1A%
FNBE R A A A AL S R g, Horh gk B 3 e i 7= A B m AL ) i (Carney et al., 2015).
X —ANA NEME R R R IE &4, Ry, 3 2 LUGKJLE CE ARy sk i2 3 5T
PERUEIE R AR (Terrizzi et al., 2019).
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B3 55 B 2835 (B ok 25 AN A7 AE T R AR AN JZ T, 3830 S A BT D9 JR T AR Ak o T 72 AL
TRIFET T 1 BRI 3 2ol RAC B W SRR T TR ¥R B o I ) P (I A5 B AR AR AL, JF 3R
PR BB T AN AT AU 1 25 8 (Carney et al., 2010). HAh, 4SRN Tk B 22 34 AN AT A P e AT
S5, EH B AR I R A A BT 2 1 i EL R AN 241 2 S A BRORR DL B 35 1 BRI B B L (BRI ) 4
2019), AW B R LESEGE T ROUBEE R, IR BOR A BN 7 A B R A AR AR — B [a], JF
SN JE BRI 54T 4 -

U5 G R Bamanpe g BARARE , (EZ B30 YA RIONBRTE SEEEAMERI R KIS . 5%,
SCACHME IR R R ERATE S A I T 1 RR & 30, %R B B R 45 1T A B B (Lakoff &
Johnson, 2003). BIfERHHF K AL, FEARBSUIAE N BAEANFRPRALE L, WORUREIT A
ST ERESARESHE R SRE R R BUTE, (BTS2 U SO AR ISR AN SR (Park et al., 2013).
HK VR R BEAE — € RE S LR 5 SR 3 A B N o A8 T3k 5 bk 45 0 £ A0 B (4531
BB -3 Z 5%, (B L A B T BB R 20 SRAE S5, il S8 e 8 FH 7 5K 28 35 1 2 138031
NERT T, RIS SR R A P i e 35 1) 55 M HAR AR AR T (Bailey et al., 2020), X —BLZR AT g5 K]
PRI E R ZIBCEN AT O, ANATTHRAR SE AT 2 I T i 1 BREE TS, 6 L B B RO 1R 2 i R v b4 7
M. Ja, ARl MAGram ) —f, 2t ZEmsh e A m—r. SREHHE
A 55 BEE LE P AR AL 2 BT AU BB AT AN, Jamnk A1 Zvele (2017) 515 — X5 B 41
BEAT AR, RBUAE F XTI (1 iR B3 5 FFASBE U A A GBI N IR . aitd i, it
B G SN, UUAE Bl B A28 35 (K AR AR AE B 28 AP A AL T PP A

4. AR SREMENOIERF]

MNATTH) B AERNA TN BE S 2 A5 5 T 57 BB A2 B R BT B B 5 RS TS sE an T s Ml i 5
TR RE, PhskZ AT AOMERE . H RTEER X — [ R 2 =R LS, 2V ERRRES R 8, RS E
FFVEGIE BN (KSrner et al., 2015).

4.1. EERESEEN

FLHRAS J3 3l)(Direct State Induction) & 18 & AR AS 7T LB SCEAME IO EDRAS . BENFE Bn T,
X T FEANZATAT S Gl FONL (A HERR) B 500 o BLHRRAS B BIALH58 1 B PR A0S I 3 2 AN 5] B
o, MAGEM LT, Mmd—P il anTh§ L& AT N (Forster et al., 2009). 541, Miragall 55(2020)
RIVE ST 2 PR R, AR AR SO M AR AR R R . B TS, FIRREIESX
RE& N = AERgme, BB 2 s RV . B RIPAS LA cAZ B2 I8 ¥ ] B (Cuddy et al., 2018;
Miragall et al., 2020), 1405 fAd 7k 2 F RN TS AU 1T SsREE FE SRR, 3 n] e 2 PR 9 LA 9 ki
& TAOTRNC AR T SRS (HEE, 2017).

R BEEORES JE N TEAR KRR E FAGL T8, 53 3 1 OBRIRAS Be B 5 AT NI 2 O T 4b R &
XA RS AN AT NG KX A R B G H B, [ v] BEEE B S RSB, )5 W B A = RE T
AESE M. Fik, HEORESHNSECEMAROHENRA, AR RO B b a4/ A7 RIEBR T &
AN 2 R 2 .

4.2. EERBTh

TERA A 3(Modal Priming) ™, BOGGEPRESBOEEANHEZME, R S B4 (Komer et al.,
2015)o ZHLHEMEE ME & RAE R RSBSOS ADE. mERE. BB, A EELMIEEE,
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XS AT LU SRR 5 B AR 55, 2018) o 91 40, 4 ELSF I B =AM A SR E A,
AMBIREN BN IR =, R 2 R R B YE(Stel et al., 2012). BAEEIBAR] T MRS SIS K
R, IR 2 P ABTE 250 WAL N EE AT S, RS X S A S LR, MRS
T SE KL A AL 38 51 R 2RSS L0 10 B IR (Barsalou, 1999; A 6%, 2017). 4k, 4
GRS GG B2 RN BRBWMBEEAUER TES 2, E5 % TRMARIN LM B, Zanolie %5(2012)
R NAT AR B B 7 ([ ) SRR (iR, B A ) B N B s, REmE B
(R - EMERUT - ©RIFEMFiFR T 5 AERERMRHN N1 JRIE. mEAS &G T, Ay
P300 A1 LPC 45 [ M BA 5248 K, -t 50 A AT P B 20 3 o BSR4 o S0 sk S8 R B DA AT R A 1)
EIE W, X R IR 3 2 R BRI AN R AR E SO A ) R AR S B B, I RFSRAE T R R
WA INFN P RALEE . S N3R5 = ZON AP By (Wu et al., 2016).
4.3. REEEETNEN

JEEIZ B AL (Sensorimotor Simulation)H, A2 A SEGEZE Z I A BRI, X0
RAFAU B E BB GE A B 43 ARAL, 5 AR IR A R X 3o BFF FEUE S, FEPAT . MR S R —Zh e,
RIS NP NS AFAEE S, RIE S LUBLSERI AR GO A 1 B A M R AE 5 AT 2 B0 BTt ) R [X
A7 AE % V) BE A (Savaki & Raos, 2019). HIME R, OHRIEAREAR L2 “widFEL©BmmED” o @il
B, AN RT v R S A AN T A N AT, B RE X Sl RS HE AT RAE . AR IR 032 Bh A AU g 08
B B ) Sty L B RR DR 2 2 ] AR 1A 00, AATTRT DL AIZ 3RS S RS B Rk, 8
BTG B [ B BT R AH Sl M R ) — 85 43 (Slepian & Ambady, 2014). Dijkstra Al Post (2015)% 3
AMRELE IS A N FAEME, BRI RGHHT O IBRL, PSP RS EBUIES, T
B THAL I FIWT . PSR S AR B 73X — o5, TESEEA IS IR FE v, e 1ig3)
[l % 45 75 B NV R (Mollo et al., 2016). Glenberg 25(2008){#i F T iS4 i MR AR, it 600 Yk —3
YRR 2 5| R J 3N B 1 12 2 RAE MBIk, 128) RGN 87~ A% 57, IEW TI83h KRG REIRE 5 2
P i G 1 EER AR AR S K

BN ER A B[ SE T RIS B RS ST NS, B AT B Zh P 1T,
oM B AT A . BN, 16835 R A OB, IEHAO & B g T E e Sz
(EPAE, 2013), 1A 70 AR A G0 ) fid He 3 5 b ot B ARER N, TR R R B AR B M, AR
PR AL B KL P X E B AL AT OB, PR A CET B “R7 BEE. T
PARF5 T8 A7 7E R (4o SRR AR T B R BN A58, B SR =0 < OBRE” FC.

AP 1A B A AR TCT2 AR AR ARAE , L B BR8N AN el e — WL BT Ok sl i, A2
FSERME R0 A4 28 B2 (R 1) L B B 58 b o] B A B AECE AR B AR B30, AANEERU) S
A YRS 2 (R AFTEE SRS, 23 B0 B0 S A B TR U A B AR, IX — 45 S nT RS e 2hidh AT i
B MR T2 5] R SR LS 1 m AR Ak, ATV TR m A 13, IRARAIA F1 4 (Giessner et al., 2011),
XS A B AL A . o7, AR R B A, AREDUN R — AL R AT B8R, AR
BT AR FEMLEIER T R BN I SC R, A e A T B ARAL T HL 5 RN

5. REE

HEARBEIRI SN, NSt T GBS AR AR 4t 7 — D afr i, AiiA AU
L5 Bt 7t © 23 WY HL By B 78 AT TR e rh A IO A AR DR LR, HAk AT i AR 2K
i o PR A B By AR SRS e B A AR SRR AE I, RS i SO B S . AR, AR R B
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Koy RIS AE O BEHLAI AN A 22 SO T TS AR AR B — B 4508, ARSR AT % i LA R 77 )«

e, AR E B BB AT AR A2, (RER N 2 BN ORARER = . H TR AL
TR B By 22 MBS 3 ST EAT 5 SR RE, 2% 1 AL I 7E D A W F0AT i 7 Hh ke i 7R
ANTRIATL A 2 ) A A 5 P ) 7 22 B 22 PR SR RIE 7 00 DA B o [ BF B0 R R A R A R A AE 2 P B AR 256,
AN FIRLAS IR B I & OS2 A P22 5 . AR4E H 515 X (Embodied Sematic) 18, 15 AE B F7-
TEA AR TP P48, AL 36 KN IR 5 18 2l R 45 (Barsalou et al., 2003; Martin, 2007). — S875F 77 38 B 72 J8 40
PR RIS VR I S RS, OIS B X S G s 12 3 X A 4549 2t 2 R R 11 Ak 3 7 A R
(Kemmerer et al., 2012), W2 ul, BRSSPI SRIE. FIER TS BIE 3 RAEFAEE KRR
(Mollo et al., 2016). A7 H S Ram I AR Forf, AR AESBLAS J3 20 (10 1 BEPR 2 AN [R) kR Ie T 2 [ £ 4
R0 1 4 B AU S BB AT, DA SR B AR R I (R A A T AP SR BB R AE . lin, &
WA RE @ A B BB, RIS MAR T B, P S AR R AR N T

HW, PRGBS SCU R R Z IR FT . L2 SCHOYERZ I T AR ERAg T 51
J73,  [RINARYE B RRE SRR, AR R SRR IEAN R, 5B IA S AR LA F TR R O 3R AE 5 2R
H FiAN[E)(Casasanto, 2009; Willems et al., 2010; Brunyé et al., 2012). FlUnkambtss nf G 5mAIE A %, i
FIFHE A AP YEFE O BEERAE AT B S AR FA R, H AR 2 R dth & R AE (Casasanto, 2009). [
tb, BTSN 2I15 . PRI S AL RETCIE BT I8,  tHIGIE B TFAMA BT AR (4 STAAN E I ARURE (1) K 28
Jie. Meah, AR AR GG R ER A A AT, MRAET 5 RABEBSEN Iz b, g —
IRARAS T RE RN 5 2 AN GOME & AR IR S, , (H MBS 003 — b & 5N RE S 00T, ik A 3hid
JET (Korner et al., 2015). BHULF I, TEARFMSER T, AR ISR 5 5 TR & 508 ) O
FRAEZ AR R AU N L

G, AR Z SERUH B RN N AT . — RN THREEM S, PRSI T
BLHIAE I B8 A 24 35 By ) L 2 R AR S 105 3, Mg LB AN, I AL b R . XY
TOHPREF S, RWSRRIANOHAMEZ G, MesEd SRR AIET IEMES S R 5%
56 2 1T AR PN e s, NI B3 & A2 12 (Artoni et al., 2020). AWK, ERATBUIY iKE
HIGR G, MAEVER QR BFER N BU B RI5E T, FF FAGZE IR B R 852 V35 3045 B B o5
(Weineck et al., 2021). Bk, T fgIX SRR ATE R K B X DUEEAT AR 2R, R DL AUA . At
NSHE I 7 2R B2 OB SS, A7 Bh T4 O B VR 97 Ok -

E&ME
B 5 e - I W () FL S BRI 7. 9 0 2R I & (17YBA2TS).
2530k

MR, TOMERT, WA, HENQ014). BUIMES 10T B 50 2 M BRI AU IW I R, O FEEN, (2), 388-393.
BGePy, TOERE, MIEA(2019). BRI JE BN A BB AR SRR, OHEFER, 51(1), 106-116.
BRFY, mhibAs, TOEBEQ018). i S ASIEERN SIS RS Mt SIAA. OB FE, 38(1), 20-24.
IR, ey, SR, (UERL(2018). U1 H B BN IS R R KA. OB, 38(1), 25-30.

JERAR, FHsAE, ALEE2015). BUOTHES SR RS RMINAA. OEFR (1), 514-521.

kB, mHibAs, JRAFRLQ018). BHASIESIE T RS, OEFRA, 38(1), 15-19.

Wb, EEF, ¥, UL 12013). BaMESHEESKIIMRR. OEFH, 33(2), 168-174.
EIE(2017). AL GIELSHG TR RS AT, AR, T TR,

B, fdek, BE, KA4EQ015). BUTMMERRRMIRIE: KA KNS BRI, OB F#7R (7), 939-949.
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