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Abstract

This study is a cross-linguistic study of the metaphorical and metonymic abilities of monolingual
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children aged 1~6 years based on the CHILDES corpus. Children whose native languages are Chinese,
English, and Spanish were studied, and their conversational corpus with adults was analyzed to ex-
plore the phenomena of metaphor and metonymy at the lexical level in children’s early language and
their relationship with cognitive development. The total number of children’s corpora for each age
group (one age group per year, six age groups in total) was about 1400, totaling about 8400 corpora.
The study used a combination of qualitative and quantitative analysis. The corpus was first labeled to
identify and classify the metaphorical and metonymic expressions in it. Then, statistical methods
were applied to compare the differences in the frequency and type of metaphors and metonymy used
by children of different age groups and language backgrounds. The results of the study showed that
children whose native languages were Chinese, English and Spanish demonstrated the ability to use
metaphors by the age of 1 year, whereas the use of metaphors appeared later, on average between the
ages of 2 and 3 years old, and with a significantly lower frequency than that of metaphors. This sug-
gests that children’s linguistic and cognitive abilities develop with age.
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1. 518

JLEALT NAERRERIVIAN B, HAB S e I8 2 — MR Kk 2. Bk, *)LEIES
KRV T AEE & A0 A 28 L R i AT . AR5 15 7T, W « 7137 3E (Noam Chomsky,
DU AR TR L) 38 5 IR —— 1B F e R, R TR 2 308 TRl (1992) [1]4EH, #
B —MiE T AN O EE B8R € FANAR R, IR LUR e 77 e 230, X Rl AE AR bk
W INEIRE D E BN [FRE, MOANFNE S 2AKRE, BRATBEFIT NS S RGEA S 2 L
W R FE A, L BRATT I M & R R A BRI I o JE T Wilkins (1972) [2]4 H i TE1YE I JE R AE " (Nullum
in verbo sine vocabulo)ix —#1&, 1yl RGME LSRR £ B, 75)LEMSTE RIS R IEE AT
BARMEM. BT ERHEIS, AFFFRLONENE S 2 AR R, RAHR)LEES ™ H A k%
AL R, B RN TE S IR SRR ) 5 AR R AE R TR R N RTR T

12 ) LEAE FNEUR AT O, B XS B 5 e W ae ) MR AR AR 2 S A AR ie . gk e
O AN, B BE T T A X TS (4 10~12 %), ARG I SERT 7o Rt bt 7 E8E 1E. Di
Paola %5 A (2020) [3]5 Pouscoulous #1 Tomasello (2020) [4]FWFFE R, 3 % )L O I s 28 [
W PRI N R B AR RE J) o X — R B LB KR ORI SO R T ORI N —— KRR ATESE, JLEH
P % B AT 3 R Y BT AT S (R AR O¢ R AT IR ) e I L R R A 2F . E AR R,
Bonnet 1 Tamine-Gardes (1982) [5]. Gibbs (1994) [6]LA & Konieczna (2006) [7]Z5 244 F- E MK 1B = A
FERAIE T 1% Fh FHALE 5 QAT 9 5 BRI 1 N 75 B

WA KT LEIE F 15 Eare 5 H 0 R 1 K BRI 7T 32 BT T 45 i S e AT PRSI 75 kLR 4
[8]-[11], XELRFFEAET VLR PAAEN DN RERR: — THZRET R EMEEL, 5—J7 s R
Wi A 3 5 A ) LE ks A ML R R 1E 5 NENR RIS 5 615 5 B YERHIE . AHFFEAETT
IR E T SEMOWE S0, 1 56 R H AT Bk S i K ) LG 5 #0E 2 CHILDES, HFSiEF . HnEER
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IR B FE SR A 1 SN AT SE R SO HRJE T Pinker (2007) [12]42 H (1 5C B I FE i —— “ JL#AE 6
BHTRE AR TRES, AT HENRTIZHINSS, ZRWEZEZR” , REHHE 2~6 ¥ LHEIEF
RS BT PN B B e AR e ST A5 B o Sl e R R RV T B S e B R K SR A, TR
Femrae /)i R RILT 2 B, RN AR AR . AR RS AIRIR G R FAMTRE N AI(E 3 ¥
L, RIOVES M MR B K 2R RS, 4-6 & )LE O™ AT S iBE EOR )
SORBaN . BRI . KRB IIADGIESE 1 e AR set, SRR TR K S L E R
BYERAERIER R KRR, ARG T 20K “ WRARBIRhR 7 A R BRSO 1B i SE AR d .

2. FRIpHESR

1E)LEE S AR, R SERIE L B R 7O RGBSR ETKIE S R
JIET AP e R SR, DO TR ERR € T Al Re M A)ikgi i, )L e AE A PRGN PR
RIEF[13] [14]. R0, HoEeREH, LERINESHREIFEEMELES, M2 HiE GARTEE
BERH[15]-[18]. S AN, 2563 E R G A UES RS M G I i e Hahiz b, L
BRI A T RS 3R I S — A AL I A58 5 [19] [20]. % T-HF 738 1 B HAER A0 7 ] e 2 5
i) i {5 F AR BRSO RE P, TERLEEAE 35 A I T N AR AL T SIE S 3, R IIE 5 R BIUSE T4 (1T
B [21] [22] . (EAERRE, IWAITE S 2 5E TERIMEE S W, F5KiEF AR5 A\ Fn6e /3L =
SEEE, XA B R A BB ENE——3E S A LUE R - B R R SRR T
M 38 AR R A LAR 2H A [19] [23]

JLEIE SRR S KBS ARG EEAERE DR KRR, ESEA-MEERZR TR, 8%
T FRRIE DL R AR S AUE AR . RN SIS A DURMIE S 77, SEREUE S BN R, dndEAs

Jals “dog” MIEEIREIRE “animal—living thing” HE& WS IV IE AL [24]. IXFE T - NI AS ELAE RS
Wiy A0 gy (1) B R R IR JCA R o TR 5 2 3 R AR RS VRN B i T AR ABL I (1 53k
LS (G0 “ Time is money ™), & i IR i A1 F2 PE (4948 Y $8 4K (U “ The White House announced ” ). /R Lakoff
(1993) [25] 5 Mk Fa g 7 L 4E 23 % o Hb Az, {2 Barcelona (2000)i8 it & g O B2 ST UESE, JLE
XTEEW(WIA “Mommy’s phone” FEACEESE) I HRAR L T-amey, R BHAEMI7E N Ak e 1o B BEA 1 [26], X
FhZE 51T G5 Piaget W\ UK M BEER R 3678 BTSRRI AH G, TERTIZH M B(2~7 %), JLEIEET
R AT Be g 1 B4 T S O R B 1271

M T R FE 2 RS T IR R . RORIE ST 25 A5 208 5 S AR IR 7t Bangy A gy in 1
ML, BB TR B LB R RS A R AVE A O R SR T LRI AT, ik
LG HE 25 B A0S L EE 7R BT A L 22 5, 1K O TE S AR I U PR BE T RS o X St SN RS
AKHE & S AT AR, RSB T NS R IR A AR, IR 5ESHE R
XTI RERT AT
3. MRGER
3.1. IBRLERLFS

AW FE 3T [ Brad FH 0 )L 35 = B0df 2 CHILDES, RGEEEL 1 PUE . SoiE AP 1E N EHER) 1~6
% )LEMEREEAR . BUARTFOIESE, Mol H 3= miE 5 KR i) E 24 8 [28]-[31], £ WA M7 R &
PEFEIE S RE IR B E R AR I[32]. R RFEAR AR, R AREG N FRAEQ~6 2)BRH M
SR SRR, HAE 6 LT EM 6 HlE . TE PN RLE NG LT hRdE: (1) ZIERIPAY
AR DA R B IER; (2) RIBNEMRK; 3) LiET KEIREREEGF . 1ERRAER FARHE I 5L
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KM, Mg

T FEN D1 5 ) LE HEAT I 2 60 70 BH (0 B dx il . R T %0

FORHEE, AR E

Eﬁﬂ‘ﬁﬁ&, B R F BN R B LB B AR v gy AT i 1 1 S A 1 I R R L

3.2. ARGER

AW FEE T 48T CHILDES 1B R ERIEIE, WA T 1~6 % Hig JLE(FHE AT . I EMILE)AE

TR Z A FH R A m i B 5 . BRI &5 Rk 1. & 1 Fors

Table 1. Results of corpus analysis in Chinese, Spanish and English

Fz 1 P, AMFIBMEER SR

L' ifsi¥ £33
FR BER e Bw FER BERE e RW ER BEN e R
1 1362 51 2 1 1450 43 0 1 1503 177 0
2 1416 35 3 2 1615 25 4 2 1486 148 3
3 1384 44 59 3 1505 79 13 3 1426 94 21
4 1340 10 54 4 1566 27 71 4 1499 36 53
5 1530 34 57 5 1466 29 83 5 1346 31 60
6 1496 34 67 6 1341 26 68 6 1107 37 55
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Figure 1. Histogram of the results of the Chinese, Spanish and English corpus analysis
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BEFEAREL, JLEAER F SIS0 R B L FR e e ) (A FR AL . SUERTFE R M, LB R e 1 %
(12 A &) e A7 BT P AR ) 2 PR B i 28 » T 2R S FR) B e (8 Y BE 38 % 78 2 %9 (24 D i) BOT 46 3L
L L2 e g R W A P PR S D 25 PR AR AR S I R, X — IR ek 7 HA S RE i 5 R AL RE
TR R R o RN AH St A — 58 2108 7R 115 5 I SR AN SO RS 30t ) L 2 i A e s
RIS, REIANEIE 5 5T A LB AE B 145 I o) BERE AN TR AR EAFAE REMEZE R . XL P

BN LB E S R R RS R e HR 0 T BB SRR, R NG S R LR RS S S e
AR FENUHIAR A T 2 S () SEIF AR .
4. g

4.1. HiPS5EBEN

SHEBF AR, JLEEE S rf B R i (5 FH AR 5 IR R AR AR D R 2, LR ) H B
()R LT Ra . AHE S EE SR, JLERRTE 1 % (12 A H )RR A= A S i R 0A, 1 RGP R
WTELAARRE I T AEIR 2 2 2 (24 MR EA A BE R, X — P2 RN el s aitE B 7 [33138 4t T
SEUEHHE . (2001, 2003) [34] [351 Ik A R SEEG e T R T HH ] LA TR BT RE T 1R R T,
LW AR SR RGP H S ER AR A 1 B AE S R ARV KB T, ARG R S Z R EH — 8.

TERHIE S RIEMBL(12-24 AN H), JLERWEEZERIOPIF LA (1) WSIEFER, migyer
B4 “Uao” $a40%, BUBLN)LEH “guau” $8000; (2) FIRERE#:, ol ) LE#EK 40 “gun”
g N T B E[36] [37]. (EAERMEZ, 2 %4 )L R Ram (AR I i 4 R F%, Nerlich %5(1999)
K AR THCEY e S8 “HEAMEMEAE” b, B LE AT R E AR S R AME R R . X
L EVEE S B RE TR R 4 S0, 5RO DS g H G P A s fef B 0T B 38].

RIS S LW s T RIS 2R . WERPTR, OB, JUEMPGYEFE)LEY
23 B R AR 2 TR R AR AR, DU JLEETE 2 % I SR I H o ) 2 P e AR T
KPP S B AT RRIE T 1) DUBE NI BE 5 MR A 54 2) ST A B O AL A2 (1 1 45
TER . BRI RY, ARG S IS5 7 2T fe 5 m ke & & %z [39]

WK AT, JLEX BRI iz & I B . 4~5 SN, JLEZHRKETIESE
W, HAE 58 A AIEAMAC A SR TR, A ) B T RS L X Bt AR X [40] . IX — AR R A
BU 7T ACE R TR, ONIE S SIARII0 A B B R AL T B YE[41]. MATHE A4S R R “iEE I8
WA FEE” [42], SRAMESIGEE ) 1R IR E S Re i i B AL . SUIERF LS R EOR,
JLEEAE F R B AR & LG fE ) 2B B ERRE. BRI S, B R R TENE 1 B LA,
M gy ) SRR B HHBAE 2 0 7 45 [43] [44] 0 1% — R IUSCRF TIAKINE 5 2226 T 3 B MES 0 ek iy
W 5K[28]. P BIR, 3~4 5 % ) LB M WL BE ) A FE (0 DB, 2R I e me A A e 1) S35 HR

BT UL Earite, TESCERET, AR RN ESBE NIRRT IS BEER. EEIHE 0
HJ2 3~6 2B, AR AR/ AR S ) LB RS B RE ) A R I OGN . AT DUA R I NI T Ak
WK R (G V) 38 = R ARTE S (W KR AR R g 7K . FH DL AR R DU I () 45, VB B 58 4ih G By
MEIR. 15 4 )5, BB ms1S ) LE R I FYRAR M AT B AR  25 2], Br R e 4L A )
EYEEFRERET) . ZIETHENRINIHL TR ZIEAF BE ) LHE 0T e AR e R R E R . Xt T47
TETE 5 K IR 2% B iy (W Ry g Y15 5 BhS SLIL H PIRE S R[50 ASD)[) L, FRARFLRE A1 T RE 7 1)
R G B . AR NI e - BR T R R RN R AR S IR . U R R
Wiy HR 5 ARV ZRN T (R FEAR S B AR JEA), 7R8I A8 )5 PR 0 i I B R m 25, X FhdE TR fE
I “NEIB A" 15 5 16T NS T REBE AT R[45]
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4.2. REMRFGE

N SR\ B ) L B 5 v AT R e E 7 (R A SR AL S RS, ARRBE AU LR T R . s
AT A RHEEOR, WAL LA AR (INIRS) I FiL B (EEG) BIUE £ )L 8 1 2 REREL 4R i A5
(fMRI), $RFT) LB 7L A 2R o g AT AT B ) R i A e LB R 4RI ) LZE I X (-5 th R B 4 18 SO
EAHREIBUT | B XGRS 2 R, s MR R R AR . JLR, BRIV SRR
AR, FFERMALE) CHILDES s A L TE R AT H 208 B . 3mrbsit 5 704 . SRRA
[ S I S 1) R SR AR DA S el 5 ) LB I K . AVE R R RTINS R =, #ATE L)
W 5 15 SCAL BRI 7T, AN TE 208 R AT 5 AR, RSO SR R (IR A B B ST 5 R S
BN, SRERH S B S A MR AE R SCA R 2O B . B0 ST AR s o vt AR TR R s (n s
] RS A IR EAL SEIRAE S5, PR A 5 19 55 ) LB AR B ™ HY 4 i SR T man /e v 1) e A1
NG E MRS RAHESE . SB0Y, BEHSHEOAMEEARE, REFHFEILENHREME). LE
VR RE ) (R AN BB ) LLAR TR AR BB i B (L FVE L 2 fe e, A5 Il 5 AR ) i
e 0 HE R R  nan F) BRAR S5 A o 30 T3 ASD S5 4L AC VA B B ) LB (K A 7 T 5 LG
BL[45]. ST, JTREATIPRFBRBER I 7E, 2 TAWE T “ Semy - By ” R BE, Beit#1xt SLIL ASD.
Wr T30 R SRR LEE R AR AL PP Al TR o PRSI “ M e mar 2R~ BB ah il 5 T 107 &
WA AE[3L], R BT IR FERAGRE . &5, AT KMNOARIBERT T, SEIARBEN. EFH
By RUREEZYE LR, PR R AR R e A e AR A OR e S AR P R AR . T8 2 SRR
XGRS % REOHEZE, WL R . PR, A Y. InRESE)MIE G5 (2 B
PR LI SIERELS), ARV BMEE VR MLEE S 5SS AR RS, JRRE Ik
BUFAR N ERTT LB 5 B8 ) R SCHPR IR 75 SR LB A FR A S ke

5. &

AR FiET CHILDES WHRHE, XrhsC. Seif KPP i il L #E (1~6 )2 i T B S 4 il R
BT T RGEMNANCEH SSES T AFFRGR TR, JLEERT 1 540 BRI, 1R 2 IA )%
WHILT 2 DA, X—RBFHIERY], JLEXEETA08 56 R IR 56 T 5 T AR M 5 R 1 Bevgy 2
fift, X—ILR A RE B AR A R B BE 0 b T I (O ME T U ARV & . Bl LB ARG K,
BEmg RN g B ) IS PR T H, XA T B S RAAR SR MR, BHREL TSR A6
(T I R o X PR AN SRl R E . A2 DN B DA R AR B8 v Y R AR DG, D
IE 7B RESIMRE RIS KRR

SRTMT, AR BT FARE M) —Le R BRI . 58, FEARRUBR G 7 Gt A Ry, vl REsE M B
FAEWIINRRE . HIR, B R EE BRI R R, OGEME. JOEMEYEAFE, HZ TR
RIOEETE S 20 AR ARV EAGEEIATIHE: 1) ¥ REARRE LFRER; (2) IANELZIE
RITTE M (3) BEA R IROHL S KRR 130650 R AR 1E B 542 R B RN T
MEZE[41], A HENRFRIE S R R (0 A PR B REEAT ) LE) )T 707 R AL E kIR . Bilhn, 5&TRam - %
WA BE L UE (15 50T NS, AT RENT AR E AUE 5 RRAG ) LEE (015 SO 2 K i B A I R0 (A

RUEAE LR RIR, AW A LEIE S SIS RUR B M T A EE S E R T, Ei2
TS PAT RN UE 7 e i R A% e i J 153 7 41 JRRAIE X0 2215 AR MR R R O A R R =
R R IERS 75 00 S BRI FUFE RN T T o J5 SRR 70 aT i — 0 B S IR AIE B A SR I =R, IRAIRR
I BER A VIR 2 N AL, AT ) S B 5 3 1) L B0 5 RN R SR Y

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.137715 324 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.137715

FIE &

E&WE

A SO i VY AR E R RS20 S 2L RHIE ST 0T H 42 B 78 3t SR .

B oW

AR SCE T EATT EA& Hr— iz A 22 s A, FEREO .

SE

(1]
(2]
(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]
[7]
(8]
(9]
[10]
[11]

[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]

(18]
[19]
[20]

[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]

[25]

Chomsky, N. (1992) El lenguaje y los problemas del conocimiento: Conferencias de Managua. Editorial Machado Libros.
Wilkins, D.A. (1972) Language and Languages Study and Teaching. MIT Press.

Di Paola, S., Domaneschi, F. and Pouscoulous, N. (2020) Metaphorical Developing Minds: The Role of Multiple Factors
in the Development of Metaphor Comprehension. Journal of Pragmatics, 156, 235-251.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2019.08.008

Pouscoulous, N. and Tomasello, M. (2020) Early Birds: Metaphor Understanding in 3-Year-Olds. Journal of Pragmatics,
156, 160-167. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2019.05.021

Bonnet, C. and Tamine, J.G. (1982) Les noms construits par les enfants: Description d’un corpus. Langages, 16, 67-101.
https://doi.ora/10.3406/lgge.1982.1126

Gibbs, R.W. (1994) The Poetics of Mind-Figurative Thought, Language, and Understanding. Cambridge University
Press.

Konieczna, E. (2006) Motivation in Language: The Case of Metonymically Motivated Innovative Nouns in Children’s
Speech. Odisea, 7, 103-117.

Choi, S. (1997) Language-Specific Input and Early Semantic Development: Evidence from Children Learning Korean.
In: The Crosslinguistic Study of Language Acquisition, Vol. 5: Expanding the Contexts, Routledge, 41-133.

Gentner, D. (1982) Why Nouns Are Learned before Verbs: Linguistic Relativity versus Natural Partitioning. Language,
2, 301-334.

Tardif, T. (1996) Nouns Are Not Always Learned before Verbs: Evidence from Mandarin Speakers’ Early Vocabularies.
Developmental Psychology, 32, 492-504. https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.32.3.492

Tardif, T., Shatz, M. and Naigles, L. (1997) Caregiver Speech and Children’s Use of Nouns versus Verbs: A Comparison
of English, Italian, and Mandarin. Journal of Child Language, 24, 535-565. https://doi.org/10.1017/s030500099700319x

Pinker, S. (2007) The Language Instinct. 2nd Edition, Harper Perennial Modern Classics.

Chomsky, N. (1965) Aspects of the Theory of Syntax. MIT Press.

Lenneberg, E.H. (1967) Biological Foundations of Language. Wiley.

Bloom, L. (1976) One Word at a Time: The Use of Single-Word Utterances before Syntax. De Gruyter Mouton.
Brown, R. (1973) A First Language: The Early Stages. Harvard University Press.

Schlesinger, 1. (1971) Production of Utterances and Language Acquisition. In: Slobin, D.I., Ed., The Ontogenesis of
Grammar: A Theoretical Symposium, Academic Press, 63-101.

Slobin, D.1. (1969) Universals of Grammatical Development in Children. https:/files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED032543.pdf
Goldberg, A.E. (2006) Constructions at Work: The Nature of Generalization in Language. Oxford University Press.

Tomasello, M. (2005) Constructing a Language: A Usage-Based Theory of Language Acquisition. Harvard University
Press.

Biber, D. (1988) Variation across Speech and Writing. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/cb09780511621024

Friginal, E. and Bristow, M. (2017) Corpus Approaches to Sociolinguistics. In: Friginal, E. and Bristow, M., Eds., Studies
in Corpus-Based Sociolinguistics, Routledge, 1-15. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315527819-1

Croft, W. and Cruse, D.A. (2004) Cognitive Linguistics. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/cb09780511803864

Clark, H.H. and Clark, E.V. (1977) Psychology and Language: An Introduction to Psycholinguistics. Harcourt Brace
Jovanovich.

Lakoff, G. (1993) The Contemporary Theory of Metaphor. Cambridge University Press.

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.137715 325 PARE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.137715
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2019.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2019.05.021
https://doi.org/10.3406/lgge.1982.1126
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.32.3.492
https://doi.org/10.1017/s030500099700319x
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED032543.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511621024
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315527819-1
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511803864

FIE &

[26]

[27]
(28]
[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]
[33]

[34]
[35]
[36]

[37]
[38]

[39]
[40]

[41]
[42]
[43]

[44]

[45]

Rundblad, G. and Annaz, D. (2010) Development of Metaphor and Metonymy Comprehension: Receptive Vocabulary
and Conceptual Knowledge. British Journal of Developmental Psychology, 28, 547-563.
https://doi.org/10.1348/026151009x454373

Piaget, J. (1971) The Theory of Stages in Cognitive Development. In: Green, D., Ford, M.P. and Flamer, G.B., Eds.,
Measurement and Piaget, McGraw-Hill, 1-11.

Hyde, J.S. (2005) The Gender Similarities Hypothesis. American Psychologist, 60, 581-592.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066x.60.6.581

Hyde, J.S. (2016) Sex and Cognition: Gender and Cognitive Functions. Current Opinion in Neurobiology, 38, 53-56.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2016.02.007

Lindberg, S.M., Hyde, J.S., Petersen, J.L. and Linn, M.C. (2010) New Trends in Gender and Mathematics Performance:
A Meta-Analysis. Psychological Bulletin, 136, 1123-1135. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021276

Zell, E., Krizan, Z. and Teeter, S.R. (2015) Evaluating Gender Similarities and Differences Using Meta-Synthesis. Amer-
ican Psychologist, 70, 10-20. https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038208

Maccoby, E.E. and Jacklin, C.N. (1980) Sex Differences in Aggression: A Rejoinder and Reprise. Child Development,
51, 964-980. https://doi.org/10.2307/1129535

Barcelona, A. (2000) On the Plausibility of Claiming a Metonymic Motivation for Conceptual Metaphor. Topics in Eng-
lish Linguistics, 30, 31-58.

FEAS, AR, LR MR RAERE ) R BT AL (LERELY, 2001, 24(5): 606-607+609.

JARE. JLEE I [A] REMGT e /1 R R SAAIIR[I]. BIARSME, 2003, 26(3): 222-231.

Bushnell, E.W. and Maratsos, M.P. (1984) Spooning and Basketing: Children’s Dealing with Accidental Gaps in the
Lexicon. Child Development, 55, 893-902. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1984.tb03826.x

Clark, E.V. (1982) The Young Word Maker: A Case Study of Innovation in the Child’s Lexicon. In: Wanner, E. and
Gleitman, L.R., Eds., Language Acquisition: The State of the Art, Cambridge University Press, 390-428.

Nerlich, B. (1999) Mummy, I Like Being a Sandwich. In: Panther, K.U. and Radden, G., Eds., Metonymy in Language
and Thought, John Benjamins Publishing Company, 361-384.

Talmy, L. (2000) Toward a Cognitive Semantics. MIT Press.

Falkum, I.L., Recasens, M. and Clark, E.V. (2017) The Princess and the Pea Test: Measuring Children’s Metalinguistic
Awareness of Ambiguity. First Language, 37, 207-226.

Bloom, P. (2000) How Children Learn the Meanings of Words. The MIT Press.
https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/3577.001.0001

Bowerman, M. and Levinson, S.C. (2001) Language Acquisition and Conceptual Development. Cambridge University
Press.

Calder6n Guerrero, G., Maldonado Ahuamada, C. and Vernon Carter, S. (2017) La comprension de las metaforas en
nifios de primaria. Revista educativa, electrdnica de investigacion, 19, 104-113.

Calderon Guerrero, G., Vernon Carter, S. and Carrillo Pacheco, M. (2012) Interpretacion y reinterpretacion de
adivinanzas metaforicas: La importancia del nivel de desarrollo y del tipo de tarea en nifios de 7 a 13 afios. Estudios de
Lingtistica Aplicada, 30, 61-82.

Winner, E., Rosenstiel, A.K. and Gardner, H. (1976) The Development of Metaphoric Understanding. Developmental
Psychology, 12, 289-297. https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.12.4.289

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.137715 326 PARE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.137715
https://doi.org/10.1348/026151009x454373
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066x.60.6.581
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2016.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0021276
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0038208
https://doi.org/10.2307/1129535
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8624.1984.tb03826.x
https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/3577.001.0001
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.12.4.289

	1~6岁儿童隐喻与转喻习得的实证研究
	——基于CHILDES语料库的分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	Empirical Research on Metaphors and Metonymies in the Language of Children between 1 and 6 Years of Age
	—An Analysis Based on CHILDES Corpus
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 理论框架
	3. 研究结果
	3.1. 语料选取和分析
	3.2. 研究结果

	4. 讨论
	4.1. 理论与实践意义
	4.2. 未来研究方向

	5. 结论
	基金项目
	致  谢
	参考文献

