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Abstract

Metaphor processing constitutes a vital component of human linguistic cognition and thinking. With
its high temporal resolution, ERP technology has become an important means of revealing the neu-
rocognitive mechanisms underlying metaphor processing. This paper systematically reviews ERP-
based metaphor research from three core influencing factors: individual factors, metaphor types,
and non-individual difference factors. The review indicates that, in terms of individual factors, in-
hibitory control, second language proficiency, and working memory mainly affect second language
metaphor processing, whereas creativity level is primarily focused on native language metaphors;
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Regarding metaphor types, ERP-based metaphor processing research mainly centers on nominal
metaphors and verbal metaphors, with nominal metaphors as the core subject and verbal meta-
phors receiving relatively less attention. For non-individual difference factors, emotion, contextual
conditions, and task types modulate metaphor comprehension by regulating the allocation of neu-
ral resources. Finally, this paper summarizes the characteristics and limitations of current studies,
providing research ideas and directions for future ERP-based metaphor cognition research in terms
of research subjects, metaphor types, and experimental design.
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1. 5|8

FaMi AR —FE S B RETFB, R AN AH S MM A R0 47X, Hom T2
FE SO MRS IBSRE S S— RAERMIAAED), —HEWAES S, LHIESFEMAR
FHAE S R . BEE NSRRI EHOR TR R, B DhREREL RS HR R B in L sh &
WU, A AL GEAT R SEIR T FE R PR 487~ BT DA 0 P 7E Tk P2 1 DG R 4%

FF A HL A7 (Event-Related Potential, ERP)/E A —Fifix I EHA, BAZRHIIN 15515, 6
FEAESHE DN 2 R A 28 L B 1 A AR A, 17 BT 2 Pt B Ay o A [ i B3 P ik ] g i 5 o 20 e i,
HONBEMTAZI AR R B B 2 AR 2 — . E Bt Kok, E NS ST ERP AR T E
T KBRS TT, B SR RRM N T AR RS AEAE RS DR 3R B A ORI A ) R I T IR AR, R
N400. P600. Wik (LN). B3I IES(LP)S: ERP A4 S5 Ramin T A0 SGEIA . 15 SCRBEA . 18R,
TEIN TR E VMG, v RERRAGT AR B N TE R IR A T 35 MM & i A BEE A

LA HET ERP MBI 70 COY 2 4E 2 200 BRI 5844 2R, BF 5 P4 25 A SR W PR BB 5 B B g o T
B e 2R AR BT TR | o B SRR R SIS B B (1 T, B AN A A B — I LR
g A MEZER . INBEMS LN RN AT, SR, H AT M AR X Sl 7 R 34T R G RIM
HERE, SRR RTRZ RGNV, A F 520 PR 2000 B in T /e LS5 38 B RN A &
TV BT B (P HE S

BTk, ASCERELITEREET ERP HAR MBI, WMERE. B, EMeERR R
AL YERE RGBS SRR, RGNS [ DR 2R S e BN T ERP RRAE SRR, S Y ai
FORAE, FINTHE R AEE AR 2, FH AR AT 1A

2. EF ERP HIEEM TR
2.1. MEEZEEEMIN TR

— B ST EORTE R IR O S B N RIS 1]-[3],  A5ie— BRI IR KT E MR R
B H N400 P /N Blan, FAE P A ERP £, DIARSGEACFHRDUEEEE AN R, 5%
AR BAGR NI T R 5 A SR R L B SOCRAEZE S DT ALES R SR, MmN T “ 4l
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BIE 7 B, A2 S E SR, X REE TR SRR, AR B BRI R AR, X BRI ER . 5 mKCF
SSJEA, AR #I0 L B R T 2 DUB MA@, HEME KX, HRIEXEMK
FH A ) N400 SR SE K, 15 SUEE H 3 )y, AB/KE, JEUAIN T R 2L 2 S, i
S F RACFE R Ry, X R B K2 ST ) T L ] — i SCGRAEAR R, AR/ 2% 2 38 I B8 43 ST
RAE[2]. Jankowiak LAHP @K BERUEF AR, RAE CHIKITES 5 ERP BiR, PRI HEE
BE AT RPN H R R JOE SCRE A I TR . S5 R EOR, TEREET, WAXGE
BRI AR AL N400 SN (E M) < FFRM < Bribarm < 1B A)),  F R A ) U
JEAT BT RRAG s FEAT N2, e A (0 o o 5 6 28 v T 1 ) 508 SO ), L rpoli s e i 1) 4 Do v
RIRAK[4]. R, PRI LR IIE SO B BE(600~800 ms) A B 25 2 5, X RIS ISR PF 1%
S B I (0 RN - 38 SGE A B

A — LRI FEHR FE I % R T AR CAZ S5 P AT Th R X B i T 52 [51-[8]. 5 fRM 8 AT A s it
K2 FEPAT TAEICIZ ¥ 2% B A0 ) 2 1) 78 38 & B ) BRAR N TR /B . SRR IR EoR, B4 B
JoRET B ) RO SO & ) 10 S SIS R IE A 2R 22 S 2, 1T AV i 12 25 AR 1 9 o) 52 i oy ) 3L A
(A P AR 2, X AR DG, SR [RIVE F T R f) iR N 7]

ot A e ik LR A K B, /D B AR 78 13 77 7K ST X e BT IN T RIRA M, 3k 2 F g ) A B
AT RHERI[9]-[11]. #ll0, Abraham K ERP JFJ& T —IWRF 50, #RF0m . (RA1IE I NFELE N T8 s
BRMY « JIG T SREVE F TR BB B (0 G 2 22 5. R 45 iom, Bk, MIhE S T A 4 1, N400
A U BUR, e RAEAEIE M HT B (e R U IE = Hiibam > eI, 1 N400 J5 B R
515 B AS RS, WRAEFEE S SR SUEE > FEikEs > FaiE)s Hk, BIE TRk
2 SARBILTE N400 JEB A o by i Bid 0 NI R o Y B R S T [ [ 110 750 T3 25 B W A 6 6
BB, AR OB G 22 R T R, 1T N400 FR A AR AR I H 2 R 25 5, X R B T Ak
FARR TE SGRBGSE AR, M2 515 SCEA IR K AR S SRS, Rl ) AR A 58 RIS S
SRS, BT K B LA 24 8 SRR B S S R iR A R

A/ BORFF 5365 VIE g - B KR (MILE ) P IR TRV JE R, 2 528 7 (TQ)XHZE UM R 2, [ IR 8 A A 22 S
G ELEIRIK . Kazmerski [RFF 7R, Bamgie SU E S80S 32 M 1Q S A IR MY, & 1Q Mk
DR L 25 B0 1 XU 48 5 70 2 I TARICAZ R UR, A8 Shius B s SO = AL TN, % 1Q Mk
DU E B 52 PR ) BIY BT 0 L rb o DA Sl i i S, AREE TG [ s 77 19 B9 R AT 45 v T e i AR BR AR 12] 6
%4 W SCRERR TR AR I 240 SR AR ER I, BRI TR R AE AT 55 T R S AMARIA JRE 8858 FL I AR

2.2. B3 EIX RS0 T A2

Fem /A NGNS, RIABEMEEES TRS B, o T2 KOk SCEeE . M
W TREEEEAE AN, R 2 Y ) 22 S 2 I R X S R ER T () SR AR L i AR,
T B R A A L MR 2R B A BN [

AT, AT ARYE AN [F) 20 bR e R - P 2 8, T 9 32 B[ S8 44 1A B[ 8] [13] (Balcon,
2010; Sana, 2021). %5[A]F&0gi[14] [15] (Zanolie, 2012; Schubert, 2005). ¥ #ik&Mi[16]-[24] (Lai et al., 2019;
Obert, 2018; Miller, 2025; Jankowiak, 2017; Jonczyk, 2020; Rataj, 2018; Tartter, 2002; Lai et al., 2003; Goldstein,
2012)%,

2| B R 2 LR AT 5, Bil, Canal d#id ERP AR RSP HL R (U “ 255 F 2 REA 7 ) 5 O BER
WET( “HUT T EE” )AL T BT 0 T 22 57 (250 i T 45 SR R B0 B B g 250 R R me 175 R T K LR
(1) N400 28, I “ Ry BARPERON [ B AT R i 30 & 15 AR v S S AT 78 RAE
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R F

R i = R i S e SRR AN T RS A B A ST RN ] e AT T LA R S AT i,
Miller #8158 18 5 Jy S5 i 2 150 8T Rk i A s 22 A Kb, IR He 5 BB HEAT XS B . B
FUAERRMW], EMRJR, 55 08 5 MM DR AR AL B R U5 R A) rR R BLHE N400 RN, T R8T AR
e A S IE SRR AN ZE, N400 SRR MBLE 2. M2 T, BHEERIH ALK N400
MMz 1R X > Brarfei ) > e8], thah, AR, HHIWEE R RHE

FoAt FEgs R AT FEAR R BB D . a0, L DL e S S AR 25 A T Sk 8 P 2 T 1) V1 oz i T e B
By S 1 SC LR 3o 35 S K Met + Lit 3@ A1 55 B LA Met-only WOAETEXT R, B FL4E R 7R,
£ N40O I [ & F1 P4, Met + Lit Tl MG 5 SCH A 47 1 7] 2 30 B S0 (3 SR shoss, HAL% K (1) ERP
BRI Met-only 17 AH 24261,  BIMELETC AT 55 2R 7 10 SCRRE AL 55, X — 08K
SRAFAE, AR AR e B 1) S B B, AR DR RSO - i SOst e, HHGE I 1) 5 3 &
P B SRR I TR AT, SCF 1 By in I rb ey S5 7 T SO BIA (AL R . O T #87m XE & B
THIARIZ S

23. RHftBRAENMEERE RIS MERRI RN

EHE AT, AL SRR R 1B S % (we are feeling down). TR 50K % S5
WSS £, B, Baiocco TR ST & M FIAT 55 2K A6 ERP By S Famnin TR AT /EA, seaedit-h 2
(FE55 2870 . 8 SUA PR AT 55 /0 3 B AR 55) x 2 (&b 1 28 /h k) < 2 (F) 728700 B )/ T 1))
WHAgE R BRI % Shami i Z VI OE, HARS TR SIS 5N TR ERP fa45[27]. Fitk, HIEIHE
SR RUT S5 B R IL A e sg 7 R B AR S R rP 1 25 B SIS M SRR I SRR B . 7838 A BRI I T
S, A g B A 25 2 T A BT IZ 1K N400 808 RTZS BTN LN 24087, A B 58 22 (R 38 SCHRIURN f5 4218
NN FEREBNRIEAT S, ERRME R T AR LP &8, REIEAZ) T 58 215 %A & 5t
P51 R S A TR AR AR T B R RO, HE— 2P EDIIE LN R LP ¥ 54 5 TAFAE Gk

1E3EF ERP HIBRMAH AT 78, T4 A 2 B0 ERP 24087 o %5 LA 5% BRmg 2R AT 45 K A . 55 1 1B
VLECAES5[28] [29] Bamrt:FIBAE 55 (301 18 4 MEAESS (311 RUHEATS5 (23] [32] ALK TGAF 45 /45 3N 1 152 [ 33]
a, IXUEAT S5 2 AT RESS AT ERP b . 11U, Baiocco WIFTLE LN, 7B R TIE L&A
WT AT 55 b, BT A B OGHAT PR . PRBCS SR, ORI 45 e i 2= 15 B Y 35 1) N400 RN 5 7
AR GO (LN TIERE B R AT 5, R JE T AT RS SCHIWT, AR BRI TN, 5%
BEUET 1) NAOO RS I Sl g 55 - 2 S, R0 A [RI I T 7 11375 & o 5 1 1) PR B B0 1R s (LP) [27], RN L&
OB SCREG LS 4N L, 1 ARG R IRRE IR 8RB ML, kR i L 2 BT S%
FAIRIEM, PEAE S5 T A AR e B B oy 22 57

— BRI 5 R UL T B SR AL R I M P gt A AE R4S AR (28] [29]. Bambini 58 NARFUE BE (/MBS SCRF
PEIE B0 B my B AR AR E L, J8 IS ERP HAR S FaM N T4 N400 1 P600 Bisr a4k, BIRiiE
R B 1 UK 2% 58 P TR B LR RS i (28], W 7Rt SR, e B ARAEAE B BOin TALHI, B
TEEL T 2 N400-P600 XUAHZN., N400 WL BE T 51 F iR R A,  P600 4B F )2 1Hi 14 Be g
BOCHES s SCRRMETE B o] B N400 R, FEACNTCA MR, (HIGVETH R P600 RN, K H1E H
T S U 7 PR BV T B B AL O BR T, AN SRAE B S R R R

3. B4
3.1. MEER
LREILAERIET ERP BOR BRI TAHSCHT FERCR W] 6 B in TR 2 R R 2 4R 52
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WARFAE, AMADRIZ . B8 AL 5 A 22 5 DR 3 i AN R B A TR s Ra e in 1) ERP 08 S5 A A 72
H.%28 ERP 535 B i L0 B A DRI ER 5 T BORS HE X 1

SRBEAT A, FEAMMARER L, ddlEml. TIERGRE . TR R E R ARSI T, GliE
AP R AT RERA . ERRRAY b, JEF ERP BN T 35 B DL 44 1] B AN 50 1 R
Hor DL m R OB X R, Shial AT SO BRI MAZERER B, 1H . BB AIUE
55 TS 3k T A 2 0 YU 0 A PR S e e R AR AR

AR R0 B RAGREE L S H S AR ICAZ R EAE T B RN T, e T AR R R A
I - TE SCEIER B, IR AR AZ B F) g 1 R BAR N BOR SR a1 61 1KY
AT BRE R 0 005 SCRE BB s N A S S0 AOME & iR 0 2% S I H B v R v S
FrRey, TR RN T R T AR B A P R, A AR A VRN L SE R R EREE

B R AY e N CHMERE 55 ERP RGNARFAE . I BF 78 LA A4 TR Baign o 8 LT o) 5%, 5l 1l i A7F 7 AR %
8D, SHr R A Dy A R A A RE I 2R T, RRE N T R BUES AL N40O BB, 1 {3 2 T 75 A
SN ENSS 7, RhAE RN RV B A 2 T B I ARR AN A, Rk 2 B () 1 B v
JRAS RV R P O AR AE (UM SR R AT R

B2 A ESRMEEMEERBR, W% 518 KIS BRI T SR B 4%
Bamrin LA AR . HA B SO0 RTCA ZR B, 1 PR Ay By BRAR A% 0 PR AN 215 58 SRR PR
M .

N400. P600. LN. LP Jz N400 J& M IR 555 ERP B> A 7R B i L (R A% 0o 4 48 FLAE BR SR AR
3R R SGEIE . TR HHERL . RSN L. iR SRS MRS R, LA AT 2 B E e
TN SR ECE WG BT PR 1 S BB R R . BTN, BT ERP BRI 5T AR — RO RHE R
PRSI THLHIER YT, RN ZYERE . ZMAMBTTAER, FARABRIRRE iR, B, BHAERRRE
SR, BT AR 2 R A 55, ERP BORMERSS I pHre 035, ARaml fth 2L o
FERAE T FE W SUEUESE, WS ST A Z RN E A2 .

3.2. HiRER

RAEEET ERP HIBSM 280 58 CLHUAS 18 2 B B R, (HIE B AT AF AR 1 22 iRy 58 38 11 1) /8

B, MR —EEON R Y, 2R ANE R —RENERH, MAMEEZR. R, 9k
AR 22 S PR 3R ) R A8 EL R AR BT AS A2

Hk, BB I8 o A AN, 90 E 0 22 i [n) 44 TR B iy S5 3 i) By, 2 TA) ) ) S5 A 2 i g
P ECR D, BEE . W R SRR RBR I AT AR VIR R, Bk =% B AME & IR A BRI T a2
52, JoiF RO B ST R B g g A 5 0 TRES .

wJa, WM RAGIE = Z RS ek, pAEE A Z S TR E A, BRI i 2 D
PUBRHEE F I JOE RN G, AR BHEE 5. FRI B, 185 IEMBR 552, RN KRR
PR BRI AR AR DGR
3.3. KkRE

TERFFE BT, AT St %, SR IR BN B H 5. AR FL S 5 o — R 3 B ¢
T, EAESAMER R R, EMEER R EWEZ RS ERITRHER, WA ITA
I] (R 2R (8] R W R S5 42 VR S B an 4R e s /KPS0 R 1) 8 L RGN 0 18 3 i s i o I ) 52
e e 248 28 15 45 58 2% A4 1R 28 ELAE R GnAeT i 5 ok 22 B R TR 20 5
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B — R, WAAFER I B AFEHES 5. ARE S I G0 B sk, I RE .
S A Y S 0 TR LU T, F2 9 BN T AR A S S A R R B4k, SERT BRI . H
P o 0 07 6 S R AR O B N TRR I, SR TT BRI TR el 280, o9 5 R IR T 3R sk
RS A SN S i VAR K =

SEHEk
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