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Abstract: The present paper explores the sources of psychological reality and natural interpretation of
cognitive linguistics systematically and thoroughly. The authors think that the two merits come into being
under the theoretical prerequisite that cognitive linguistics acknowledges life experiences as a part of human
language knowledge. Under the precondition, the mature and profound theoretical foundations in the field of
cognitive psychology and the findings of cognitive neuroscience lead to incomparable psychological reality,
whose nature is the internalized sensorimotor experiences in the neuro-network of human brain. Embodied
philosophy, which has extensively absorbed the achievements of cognitive science, has substantially
demonstrated that embodiment plays a central role on the levels of concept, mind and truth by choosing
cognitive unconscious as a primary breakthrough. Because all levels of language located in cognitive
unconscious are embodied, language interpretation is as natural as the way we feel individually and
practically in life, since we are both life experiencers and language users. It is concluded that psychological
reality cannot be separated from natural interpretation, which is determined by the physiological fact that
human eyes and brain are uniquely combined and the fact that the embodied philosophy is supported by
numerous accomplishments of cognitive science studies.
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B O CRGHIRAIRN TARNE F 20 B SRR B AR RURCK ) . 3 S B T
FAENENE 5 2 ANZI AR NKE SRR — . EIATIR T, AR ARG B A S A A
WEIFH AR B R IS 5 A A S S LU OB S, SR RS sh 2 g0 A 22 I 25
HIPNLELL; ARRROAFIRHERT FUSCR IO R T 52, DRI R ROV R D, WS BY4EMR =
ANZEHEIRR AR ZOIAL. A T N EIRIE S S BRI R, Hod T BERARLR# X
A S RTE SRR AR BRI, RE B 2. RS — B AR PR SR TG P 22 D RIRE S i
RAE OB SR ANERE HARVEA AT 20 F1

KB NENEE S DBRECSEE: WUR AR AR ARIG T

RSO B BERIT IR R TE R S DGE A RIS LB I (11YS163) [IFE A R -
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1. 5|

HENARNE 5 5B MR, B ERIES
o NANE 5 FARNG IR A URAE 5 AR —HB5) .
A A BB AR LG, AR 98 H A s O B B S
R BN OFE BRI RE AR T RN ANE S
S SRR ST O A AL, AN S T AKE
T RS VR SRR AT A 2 RHE F AR SN
ATt H AR 2 X RS T AW A IR I L
) L. %o I AN B B el [ P b LA — SR
Fi(E 8, 2002, 2003, 20120, FEgiy, 20051, 7
T4, 2003F!; Piaget, 1952, Neisser, 1967!"; Lakoff
& Johnson, 1980, 19998, Johnson, 19871*°!; Dewey,
19871, Glernberg, 2000™%; Thelen, 2001*; Solso,
2004%4*1, Clark, 2008, Shapiro, 2011*"; Radman,
2012781, Dreyfus, 20120, HATHIBFFe4h i HAT &
B E SR HERFENARE: —£&S
BAREENZL, BRUOMRIG T 25 (0 SR R i ik
TR ZRBIBENAE TR, HMT. X% e R
NHE T8 3 — 5 HESh I A8 5 2 B8 R I 0k <t
T SR R T AGAEI R E AL I U
A58 5 25 108 155 250 B R R A RIS & 1
O LSRR H AR PE U8

2. “LREIFFE
— AEEE OB

WK 5 280 T8 5 MR AR QRN AR 1 5
s, AR T RSB A L, R E)E
HISRL, BOYEZ B SRR, 2 B
ZEPESNRGR . NFIE T 0B S AR IR AE
T L FEIPTRT, RIBCIE B 256 1 4 22 W 25 1 9 AE
e FATRIANR T S 1 EL B 22 367 O R e H T 42
B M EBE AL . IR OIS &
FANEF AR SRR — s, Rl AR
B, RATE OB ERE SO RN RIE S
R EE, A4 T CLRPTERT FRCR. <0
FIFE” EEHE T BLR A5 1

21 “LEFRR” z “HE” B
BHS5ES ZXAHIR

20 22 50 FEACIAFOH IR T KR EHLE.
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HMBEAWNE REE: BER®. BHIRAMRGILN
IS T DME B TRk AR 7T, Tra
(Chomsky) .0 % 2 SCERE T 7 4 44 (Skinner) 4T 9
T GEF IR XL T AKIE SRR O B
], A TE S TSNS S B 2 P 51 ALY
SN

iR 35 44 ) L 3 00 B 25 55 448 L 7% 3 20 (Wgotsky)
P “Ak 2 S0k A BRI RO B 2
— B RIBIT N T IRSERIFERE . 4R RIE R AR T4
EREIES N EAL 7 (internalized) g P 350 B T RE PRIV A5
fhFE Y, PRI — A AN B e 48 i P 3 O B T
Mt RE . LML T F B RrAt AT 11047 R 7 S0t
RN ARATTRLRCEE N BB, BT R E O 58
FREFESS IR o A W 52 ) LB SR I 402K,
RILEIM S R BT =AM B 1) FEHSH
B plin, 4his ) LSRR T 28, RO
ZEAIER T b, BN A £ R 2) HEAMM
BB, B, 6 % LAR M) LE UK IEEE, g
e = A RBRIR S| T bR, AR T kA
TRIEFE = AR, EANZ AFERE SRR 3) K
LT B N 4t GRS B

e RIRIENN, 1B B F— IR P L
e, BAARFEMRRIE, HRREE RN, g
BEMREMZETRES “ZT XX, HERARF
o JE4EZ PR LM AETER R, TS S 2 N A
(At 3REE, SR — B ) LE IR EIG— MR —
ANBFREE, EE MRS X ) LERIREYE
WAL )G, AT E4ERES AT T . Al
CHEA RO R AE SRR R, R A
N T AAF AR R IEBATA TG I S 45 51

22. “iLEIFFE” z “BN” 57
HESOCENEEER

55 Y R R AR 55— LB O B R
His b0 H 22 5K B P S (Piaget) . Alih AR 1 5 e AR T
MURE—FE, #BR BRI 7F= 0 Az BRI HEAL 2 i
R IR A . FTLL, A T AR “AREAER
HAL RGBSR R, JLEN 1R BERT A A
AR, B AR BRI RS A R 2

FRAR Jz W7 AP (Piaget, 1952) AR 4, JL )1 R &
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AL NS ANZL AP A ZE U o BN A2 e [RIAE AR
RS — AN O . i, FATHMEE . F k.
B AT YRR RN 3 SR I e AR i RE A B AR A Y A i
BN o AAR{E N LR [FIAEIE - Kz 2,
HRINR LR G IR A4S E BT LA [ £5¢ 7 H7E
2t A& 5 (schema) . B2, BTz 28 )L L. P
AEALER A B, AT S B GZ T 1t S
S BR 2 N A PRI A Lo R 4T o A2 5 A5 A A LA
MR, W FEAG S WS, IZHT I BEARUAJE -

B ASAE ) LE AR FE 20 DU B BE: 1) &G
BB 2) ATRIERTEG 3) AMRRIEIEL 4) B
XERAER B iz Beth )L B B e, 3B
Bt dih eh g I AU TR IV B 2= B se o I
BrBG BT LRI RN RAER) TR, AR5
K& ORI B B fay 8 8 20K e oy — K
s PUHRIEITBL 4 LIOAT 9 AR AEh 11 56 52 2RI
PRI RINRAL; BARERIER B, LR SR I
=AEEGUIUG T D E 3 B
EVE, EU5R2 6T S BRI 5 B 7 IR AR BL
JLEE Q2 REls R A R MR, AT DSBS e
MBI PR SRR MY, JLERE )
CAKREE THRMME KA B, MBS KR EST
ARSI NSIE 2 P B RS DN ) T VA8
MIas R, FEEREAE WM SRR, 274 “H
&7 RO IR, TN LE RS S AR A
LI

23. “LEFRR” z 817" #iE:
D EXIMBRIE S S R FH B AL

25 (Neisser) T 1967 4FHUR T 55— 35 (KL
Y BF, WEENROHEZEREA .. ARG
HEHBAWRI RN — 2 5H8E RS PR
17 b 34 (Serial Processing Model), —HciE ¥ X
(Connectionism) X # 4T 43 45 Ab #AE T (Parallel Dis-
tribution Processing Model). 5 #/ER A3 ANIERE
em et SR, 8 g AR AU RO S Bl AR
PN TR MR 7R, (i 7 N LR R
K. SR, H “—HEBBRAKE—A" PR
e, H\HERAR RS2 2] 1 Bl 3 A 18k

W 2 SR A LA FEAT 3 A AL FRAR R, fRiFR PDP
i, 1986 4£, Rumelhart & McClelland®'Fil PDP fiff
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FNHMRR T % 3E: GHMTAMmAE: RO g5
REIEAD) (& 1)F1 CIFAT o0 AT AR B - o0 BRI A JEAR AL )
(B 2)br A N TAE X 2875 DA 0O B 25 Ak P 7 2K
Moilt o AN, KIGFEAZ I A TR — A
BARKIMZ OB e, TR AEAFAE 2 B R
P TEEEAR . ARSI T RIS, B2 1A
BREG NGRS T RS AZ 68 AL
A RGN AT A & R — A BRI R 5t
BT LA, eI E AR HE AN B R T I (WY, T2 2
AN FIEAS 5 H RIS % B B BATT D e b 3 2
SCH L BRESZ o O FRTE 5 28 TR BRI S OB R AT A
HITE S S 10— 1 2 U R AR IE ) 1 I 3 X
(o fde e & E

24. “LEFRER” z “|]X” 15
B & IAF SRR

IWRRATAE R FHY, =~ ANKL ANFRE R
AR JENEN OB 2 RO R R 4R
IO R L E IR RS TR MR K, o
itk BHR. FEEEE. BEEGRRR 0 SR
RS KEZ A E BT UTES, FFHRA HZ A
JB T AT AR (B8, 2003: 65)P. B
Ry o HA MR . BRI R N REE A A RE 7,
R A SO T N2, Fod B a G 7 dr . ELcr
R =APTBL NFIE T RO RO IR TR
B, PR =R GR B E A . R U B L (Gestalt
theory) . i & L £ (canonic perspective) 1 Ji& %4 [T i
(prototype matching).

% 300 P22 (KOhler,  1947)P28E 58 A T4 ] i
PLSERIBEEAT LR 73 28 o T kg AU 00 B 2 50
N, BRGNP LB NFE: Pra e S
FEF AR Y BN GOz KT i s {5 5 2 M. IXAT B
RUFHh R E A A S IER R UAR T HEF W
PR T AN 0 o AR A X ) B R AR A T SR
DL AEABL S UL F B SR S5 R R AL 2R o A% SRS EIR (LR
FEIEAR) B R A ST 5 2 IR S5 4 L 1 sUANAE 22
SR O NE S (P B B P A T BB R

TSRO B 22 O 8 1 7% 31 A 5T A5 1)
BRI NAES SRR T, IR . Prid g
WA, RfRE 2 — R AR B 2 AR
— AN S ELAE AR I Y R (Solso, 2004:
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114)9, failtr, ST AN BRI B B I 7T A S A
FAAR AT RE A LM, AH AT B2 2 v (1) S AL A
WAL BRSO, ST SRAE & i i A B — AN s o
IR R, RAEH NAARIR IR 7 AR
—MEAELER, BRRAMIESE RN —
4¥. Palmer, Rosch & Chase (1981)15¢T LI H &4
A FRIA BRI S5 R R, SRR A A R A A
PR, RS S NI TRER, S SRS S R I TR) A
Ko R AR TR IR, AR T R T H—
YRR S, T o8 T 3X A A ) L (epitome)
BICAEECIZ T, P BRI A B — etk 4R %
B 2 5 A — A AR AN ez . S
BRI AR LE AL A A B BRI e R B o =
SN, anrp e s i ey SR AN bR
PR R) TR . SEDUN E SERIF ANE] L XU 2,
375 P FEAN [RS8 5 IR BN F1 3l ]

Ji 0 G B 2 6 AR AR UL IE (template matching)
AR EE B GRBES. JRR CAR RIS
PR, X — B MY B f i (3R AIE ”(Solso,
2004: 5)M), SR AARKATATHE R 1. BRI F 4,
S ) e — SR BT B 3L [FEARE . AT EY
B R B VCRE e . ln, A A FrE
R RO TUERE, (R JFEAE AT A TUE 1)
PR E o ARYEE R VLA, BT B4 T &
PR B (7 S AFAE K Az A, AT — AN Bk S
A R A2 U R R A S AR AE N b e PR I
RS —Fhh AL N EBERAE, BT DAFEASE SR 5 40 il 3
FERSULHED, JEAVCECRI AT . FURAR UCECAR B, J5A T
BCBEIREE 7 aciz it SRR AR 1S B R i
PN B 2 (1) iR 3 U e 348 %o 48 Y W B iR e — A
DUEAT o B TIEmEU A4, BOE S i X
Frdg IR 5328 DL R VA S AA 1) 43 SR R A B 2 (1) T

FAIEFE L.
25, “ILEIFFRR” 2 EBEA: HETSIEEX

% [H1E S K 22 9 (Sydney  Lamb) 2 #2480 &1
EEEMOE N AT 1999 4 H AT CRMN 842
— PR EBMZINENE S FE R R ZEEES I
FHIES RGN, 1B S RGBS K o
LMK ARG, MG SR ZEF 7. A
0 A 8 B K AR TR R AP I 4 R G0 HR

88

FACA PG TCIEE T A AR R RS, B K
F M 44t 7 7T (nection) EHETTT R, ANAI 3£ TGI8 7] LA
HE I BB EARFERRWHEG . X =
BERRRS B AR AR XL FEA I R A AT LA
TEAE M U T RE S RS B E PG 2030 RF . A
PRHAS . BE NN ER R S5 0 3R T LA (fire)
ZIRZ 2%, WIS P T 2 8] [P Bk & (Gazzaniga et al.,
1998)4, W2k il Ak , M2 AR 5 N E B A Hh
%, LA B R Bk ZE [E] (Lakoff & Johnson,
1999)11 3% At Fk A Mk 76 55 4 5t S 14 T B o R ik
3 MRS SO (1) A A

FAE 19 thad, IGREE SR IMANFKIE S FRmL
HEEEDINK R, 1861 4, EAEMP KLU FIEM
T RE AL TR - BRIA R [ 538, IR 2 R
(Broca)[X ; 1874 4 [&AE 3 Je v KB sV 5 15 RS 2
FH R 7 2R B[ JE S G 51k, IR 3 e e
(Wernicke) [X 5 11 1 Ay JEL 2 JE it (140 M A8 01 43 A7 7E K G
[ &N Eh A (Barsalou, 1992)2%), ML\ SI1E & 24 ARG
BFMAERI S MGG T — B, S R
FEERMK. MR, MARK RS, 2
T R PR B 1 S T BT AN A K B e
TG AL RS . MENEIRN AR PN HIE
TR T HARTFE. WAMBERLIE S M
AE RN EZ AR, ARSI B E )
T AR N i 28 9 285 1 PN FE A6 2 N 81 5 iR
FERYR

3. “BEIS%Z”

—IAHES FREE AN

A5 PG 75 AR 42 3 2 AN 8] AR B0 27 2 9 R R A
BEFNIESNMEAEE AR RIS E X
(embodied realism). 1A% T &1 (cognitive unconscious).
PRIG I E.4E(embodied mind) A g R L AH (metaphorical
thought) K BY 1 ARSI T A A% O N4 . Te FHEE TR
SFHPAFNE S FERRIE S I, “RESZ” KR
IRATT ZE Hoh, HSE LR RIS A e TR & &=
THI R AARSS:  TH RSS2 R A PR D e AT I3 R & 52
FRY PIRRRITE 35 AR B SRR 2 R A

3.1 FIERIMSEE N

KPR, AREILSE 32 X (external realism)7E%
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(N o Nl TR B ol e h SRS 1 AL N Nl S R
o FESHAA — DML T RAT MR M AR
NS, S B M R A R R i AN A R BRATT T &
AAFIR G e B, 0 A B ORI oIS 2 e B “ Ak
A BT e . A RS R ORI B 0
(), BRI e SR A 20 B S 2l L
PO EREMETH, CEENAEZIE I,
AN R/R$EH T “FIE, #IRAE” (Je pense, donc je
suis.), EGRE T AR KR, B EEMER
N5 FRASZT A F0 AR OR 2 “ B T AN “ N7
PSR R AR S SIS ) N7 A E BT .
AT AR R 2 W S R R AR AR AR
TEFNHRR RO E R RS IR IER
SN, —BRIERZE M XEM AR (F8#,
2012)RBVH 3% P % 18 5 1 0o B 5 24 4 H 0 B AR U
TET B, Tt R ST R 2 3R AR N AT S o 1
I FERAE AN o T RF RS (Putnam) £ H 1 R IH
523 X (Internal Realism), 1A 95 24 A 1) 32 SRR A ok
WIS o

AR Bk 2 b B (Dewey, 1987: 269)H
N “RESR AL TR R T 5 thE 5 1) A8 4 9332 5 1T ) 3 A
A, CAEMEEEANZEER ‘BEHEL A A3
THMH BIZRVE.” B fi(Varela, Thompson & Rosch
1991) 0145 A HIF 70 i SRAIE A A e A B2 e — AN
B B AR IS A ST, a0 A LA B p 2 A B 45 4
AE, A AT B PRI AR . ABATIA A
RIS, PSR ET—NE R0, TUKPA
HIFRFF, M2k H T3S (dynamic dance),
HHERATTI B R G R B AR S AR .

INFNRLE R 2 R O 2 E R BRI R, X
Xof T B i R L TRI A “IE RO (fit) SR At 7 A8
BIAR A, SRR IR LS IX PO s FR A A5 IR S
T+ X7 (embodied realism), FEHgH “FATE—MEHE
A A S IRD 2R T R T FRATT R IR A 17 5 R Ak B 3
fit” (Lakoff & Johnson, 1999: 102)%!, Sk K F1 L 3k
FET X S 7 RIS P47 (Embodied Philo-
sophy), R MMABAE N A ER . AL 1) &
AR P AR = AT RIS S 0 R R P
P R RE, SRS 08 AT e 5
FPOE ISR, RIANENE F E R Ak, 2
NHITE 5 AR E AR PE I SRk

Open Access

3.2. INHITEIR

FEde < B2 TR, FOARIRERFA
A S E AL B RT . 7 (Dewey, 1987:
270) M AR -BHERNEI R — AN E AR I
AR R ZH YR TR W R A LA —
vk, AN N RAREUR UK R B Sr, h
N iH (cognitive awareness) H & I [ Al PLA WL —
ANERGY o AT R RN RELER) 95%, H&
e R itl, 3X 95% A T R IE Wi AL
B A iR 4E” (Lakoff & Johnson, 1999: 13)F,

WA N RN R RS, HEEWN 2RI
PUmi: H%6, BHABIETRE(shaping function), #i&
TREOREZERERL, BHCONBIEEIRM “TTRZTF,
WA EHRA R, R, R AR — 2505
PN RS, filn “ BIRY X—ATEL, AN
R—RWIA T HB=, FrafE S OEE KM%
AN, WEE. BR. A WA B EHM
T S AR AT R RRT B, RIUARI N E
WIAAE RV UG T 2 U Rk T BRI R, anaiipg
B 5 I AT IE NS BEAR I IR AR R A & — A
ZIRE, WEIRAE AN B TR AR S IO R .

WHIBHER ORI T NET SRR B 2y .
B, BN FTEIRK, BEEEMRIRTNICE
RAE: WHMTRREZEREMN. ARIRMANG EEE
IR B AESUE, TG 16 2 R T 5 — £
MO NRIRES 2 B E s, S AMUBEFREIRAT
HEN AR, EERERATA B S s K
SRS RE WAL T X — S, BFEERAZ
MRS “RMSAR” FOEL R “ RSk,
BIE R, 2k, JEHMESE. M. TR
WUE H ARV T IR IR, R 7R & A A
AR, B H BN ARy U R
Ao WIMESAESE. TECAMGE. VTN RIRESR
MES R AN RIS B2, T IR ME
PAIS T IRIA B HTE S AR S

PN 2R R 78 AT DL B 3R AT 5 4 s
BHRIES PRZR I, G, B RE=E A
LB OB VE RS AR R AU DOHE ) R AR A . A
ABFERAEERE, ATV R LS A IERR,
R A BRI R B A SR AR RV 2 A0 R iR
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PUEIE SR AE S, KRR NN &R
THBEWEIE AT, BT R EIR, AR
FATAN TR AR AE P AN 7 TS T AT A 2518
“CERATRA —/NER o T W S i I A R R Y R AL S
LR, (ARZHL AN FEHEEEN, &4
BRI FAE FH 45 5L (Lakoff & Johnson, 1999: 18)F,
R RS2 PRk

3.3. IEHY B

AFET ST 2R “ BahfEMERe 17 W, &
WP E AT R R IR T RIS W,
A A S 1R 55 1Y (embodied) .

B (Thelen) X “ /&5 (embodiment) & Xk & X
R “CNFRARLR S RN T SR S A B
Ao WX ECRE, NENHGR T SRR, ik
KE T A TS R B MALZ SR 1 X BRI
Aoy EI I R AE T, FIHERE. a2, THIE. EE U
BB e T T BORCIR B BEAA . 7 (Thelen et al.,
2001: )P A KIRFEE ORI A BE R E P
HIFRATI By Ak RO bRy U A . X I AR A
TEIREE NARFI IR P ik sE 1. AT Sk, K
AT 5 PR () BB AR AL T O R B TR T 2
fitho  ZEAEAN SRR I 2 (8] 1P AR B0 M 2 43 ) A
JBN R 4t (perceptual system)Fliz 3] 2 4t (motor system).

SERTRUL: “BF—FP Y ETE WAL ” (Lakoff &
Johnson, 1999: 17)P), T A7 AIEE S, AT B fry i >k
HEBRE RN, W& 0 ERE AT IE WL
(categorization) . JE AL I FEBLRIE N RHIE LR X 4
RN R REE R RE . JEmE L R BRI ETIR,
HA B CWRHE: B8, ERZHUGH TG A R

ROREPEIE S, R AT RS Ty 20 R K 45
A I RATT AR B AR K i 225 4 LA B 5 40 5 L
D5 U E s FRIR, NRRITK IR ) £ 46 s 1 3RATT4
BICEE ARG R, BanEAIRRRZ &7
74 THEE S RS Bk, T, MEEm A
AAR BN, BUONARRA A RGN SR,
B CABRAT T e s i R RATE R —3 5 IR
OGO B A R G R TE W — i TR
A . (0’ Regan & Noe, 2001)P A 4
B A By 2 SRz B FH A AR IS F o

RIS FARAE ML “ SRVFERAT I K 2 30
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YOI )R S 0o S W 3R AT HEFR (A 2 2544 7 (Lakoff
&Johnson, 1999: 19)1, A M & 1k YW (1) )7 A 1L —
B, AP SER T < JRAY . g bR A —
PR LR, B RVFERATI KRN AT A IEASERE A S
HEFRANAR RIEZN o BET A B HEBA B T BRATT SE B
I — R4

TR RATTH A5 M — sy, &Aoo
W AR P 2 450 . NIRRT 7 3 & O
WEEH, EATTRIET HE AR, R X H R A
MR EE, BTLL, MR LA
B B R 1 B TR 7 S HERERE T . il
MR Pl RBATHEEIE— YR sE ) r sz
AR, ARSI, §9581. &
T E A, X — R GRS 50 ] 45 2
e R b, JUEIAES BT AR
SERETTT LA SRR «RiTH 7. Bldn, FRATAT BATE “A
YIXE, —BERYE, JEREE”, FRE T MIR,
—HRYE, JERME” S5, X A0 R 5
KBS Hb)ifivs, FAZOGEwEN S EARgE
— i 1R D I8 B 48 U0 5 S B RO R TRAT T AR
HEEETA, K2R SRS A EEE
o BAk, AR RIMESTER S WA T RSk
B A (B il o

5 B (Varela) e vt A F1 A BRCUH B 1T AS & RAE
AL SE U R TR AN ENE VAR ER (14T 79 7 (embodied
action): “JEITEH ARIRIT MIXANREFRATAR T H
e S, NIRRT S M S RN, X L5
KR T BA A SRS BIRE Sk =, X
SRR GEIZ B RE IR B NI T — AR AR R, O
BANCAR) 2 RIES . A ATR RATEE—
VORI S . BT SIERA T C & T L
PN S B A . AT 71 ” (Varela, Thompson
& Rosch, 1991: 72)P,

RIS IR e — il e g5 4, IXFhaE M s B
PATKIE IS E) RS —HB 53, IV 2 M HERE
RIS ENHERE, Flan, PR, fdnis. ¥
KRGS, b, “PalE” “Hige” “9 K7 ZRIig
G, &OARIERMHESL T AR, X
Tt G546 S Pt B RG0S, E 2 VORI R &
TAEXE E AR R FTRL, JEARZ RO HE S
i G Z R IR SR PRI MR . L B B30
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fERE T Rt NEIAE AR RS, TR SO R
MRIGERE), 07 [ETRE A A PR AN RN 7 P S 28 B
RS iEh g, H5% . HE3E T (Dreyfus)\ i
AR A H T S RiE s 44, T HR BRI
f#(Dreyfus, 2012)™1,

PRI R FEAR OFE RO . R AR, TR
AT S HRA HEL AR — AN, EUAURH A
(175 SR A IR AR BT R E a,  &5 sk
B BRI e T BB MR AR R, AR
(o ARSI LB B SR IA T A ST A 1 A e —
A= TE ) BRI S XA SR Y) S bR L)
R R, 8 5 AR AR AR T AR AR I 5 PR HE I
— MR TFAEMER X AR, TR Y
KRR, AT AR Z WA AR, B
T E AT B R 4 B AT A BLTE F A B AR )
(Shapiro, 2011)™, Itk “IKFR B2 Pk =.

3.4. {RIER9FEERRG —RRME A8

REBRMMERAINEFE, JEHEK, HEZX)
EATRINES A HEFATE G40 I 75 2248 B T Hoe 4
B R 2 B it iz sh 41 (sensorimotor domains) i 46
i (Gallese & Lakoff, 2005), 3 il &4k frI A &ALl
Al A A A BT (conceptual metaphor) . A8 A B gy fd F A7
Rt F B 12 21 4035 1) 47 B 3% 48 S 41 2 2 W0 445 1)
255, Bl “YENLE” B CIEREE” 14
PTG A AR E A R “Hl7, ZiKig
BRI R Y 5RO AT LRI S “Hle”,
W CPUENLE” “RENE” AT “BREL
&7 ORMENET Pl BmER”, 5%, Mk
) S o A 6 420 56 11 P MR 3 i (R, v ST
2006)%, A1 AR (Gibson) g i, FEE M AR e
EERATEHE RN E AL IEEHNEER, &
T thy B 538 18 AN A 2R 858 H (138 B 78 18R B v Y
241 {4, (Eysench, 2001)2%,

“RES B A AR ANTE F rh AR AR R Y, an R
AN R RS R MR A, FRATTRUAR M B WL =
MZE5 . 7 (Lakoff & Johnson, 1999: 45) VR & gy 2 %
NES IR, TSI e A RATHERE . &40
HIH #4835 19 T Bt (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980)E!, 4 &4
AR —Fh RIS S, il bR
fIC7, 3P R 2 L v B TR R RO Rk B T3

Open Access

T ATEE S, BEFAR IR KRR w5 B A o Vs
IR (Heidegger, 1955)B\ Ay, 14T £EHTS 52 Bk 1Y
G EAATERDE, s —BATOR SR it
Ft, M HA TR S R AT B e L a5 5.

HE 2 [ S0 N R B& i (primary metaphor) fll & &
Fenii(complex metaphor). JRBEMIZRALT “BHF7, 2
PR “or17 BB i N R o R BT R A
4 &I “IRE 7 (conflation) B BUFI G K H) “ X
437 (differentiation) ¥ B¢ (Johnson, 1997)B2, 75241 )L,
B, WAL IR E s & 500 F IR A 17—
e, TIEX gy, B, ZaR e R SR ERE. X
B, ARSI B Rt H B ek 1, B T ER
(DX 73 B BE#Z AT BB X o0 A A 3, (ER 54
PR E K IAETE, S BT IR LA gt X R
TERLHT . FrPAUE, JBRFEm =l fE 2 B AN, B3
(R R AR o MR A 1 o 8 TR R (AR A [ e
SN T RIEIThaEZ —. AR AR LK IR
A IR T BN E T R B .

JiR gy AT PRIR I N ] Tk G 1 R AN T B
Mo AR AN T J8E G B AR R —
A FITERE 1o IR B ARVE T IR R ) SR M
H B, 38 I 4R N 48 ) IE 3 2 ST R R R AT SR B
XFUILERATATRERCRA R, HERATEAER. W%
Hlam, FRAVBMERS WL HW; LT ENSE
IR A, B/RR AR TTREN, (HR T MRE
H %3 (Lakoff & Johnson, 1999)F,

TR E /R FIRR44 (Fauconnier & Turner, 1994)142
T A% 4 li(conceptual blends) B, 33X b & i I HE
BEUE LB RO . #2273 (Grandy, 1997)B4
W E RS R, & E AR T 451
[ S 2 RRGE 43 o 5 BB B AN B 22 J5 B FSTE
—RIERRCE RE AR LS B, “ SRS
— R X E AR CUSIEE “A
MR I RIEXT IR N« RIZRTT AL
(NI N QS A P 78 ST SR IR A “ WS U YY)
AR IR Y S5 S R R B

By EL A b 2R R R, TR b R AR T
RE I I 249% . Narayanan A Jy(Narayanan, 1997)23 718
Wl ZE0 R A2 F M 20 2 T O 5 45 R . RS I FR N
CAHIE, MRS O XA EENME, FeRBc
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BOE, 1O BN BOE, HA AT — B AT,
Jei— Bt e BRI 2R . BRI ZE IR TR (A &5 £ 4%
T FNAS [FR] (PRES AR, Bilhn, “nZUR7 SBOE R
W7, U7 SIS AR R PRI
Bi” “ITREARBE Y, 4%,

N R 2 B AT T =R A AR (A% 0
Bl B EA=AHEEEM: B, SRR L
B KIE AR, AN SR ARG, MRRIRA1%
MBS RGAR KI5, B ZISEmERAT 5 R
TR B, MR BRI U A SRR I A 3,
i B SRR, MM EMEEEs S EERER,
B MU HES . B, “AE A = IX AN RS
(k3 LR Z /N R 307, kR AN AR B AR RER
S “B%” 1, SRS H BB, X
W ME S BRI SR A 2 b 3=, MRS RRm B
PSS R, (Hm TS, e RSk
MG SR, Flan “®i7 g “NERRRE” X —#M&
I e 2 FRATT A1 SR A B N A A AN R S Ak R
CEARE, R EYgERARATTREN . (Lakoff &
Johnson, 1999: 59)MeVJi ki 2 A1 R B IR A — 4
WH R IRk E T IR B i | sh A | R . bl
CRRIFE % Yk Y.

4. 7EiE

IRIE(E AR RGN EER T2 —, RMEIIA
AT, EREE ALE . R 4 450
AR NI 25 R e | “HRIE” A “ Bk %
BT NN T R “HRAA A — A e
YEE T NANE 5 22 000 3 B S MR RE B AR PR3
RT3, R ANTEREA AT 0 e B B PR U P A < B
G—" YuE 7T CORPTER” A CRE SZ7 AL
Gi—, TIRINAEFER IS R AR 5, HR
HURAFAE TIAEN T B R RE S R G 1R s B 56
P, TR A AR B Pt R T B 1 SRR ) B AR RN
HHEAARLG M . RSV SRR, R EARTE R T
f, —F AT S E] . IEE e 5 (Clark, 2008)P T
T, NEAUE BAER A4S, 2 KW= A2 A %0
B A o NARFI R 2N 0 30 BB 2 T3k e
TR B e R . NIRRT SRS IS0 1%,
RS R, IR M — T RN, TSR
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