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(1) As Lakoff and Johnson (1980) observe, a metaphor
can be viewed as an experientially based mapping
from an ICM in one domain in another domain.
This mapping defines a relationship between the
idealized cognitive models of the two domains.
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O00000L&I[21,p.539]000000O0O0OO:

(9) Can we think about subjective experience and judg-
Hardly.

sciously make the enormous effort to separate out

ment without metaphor? If we con-
metaphorical from nonmetaphorical thought, we
probably can do some very minimal and unsophis-
ticated nonmeta-phorical reasoning. But almost
no one ever does this, and such reasoning would
never capture the full inferential capacity of com-
plex metaphorical thought.

But even if nonmetaphorical thought about sub-
jective experience and judgment is occassionally
possible, it almost never happens. We do not have
a choice as to whether to acquire and use pri-
mary metaphor. Just by functioning normally in the
world, we automatically and unconsciously acquire
and use a vast majority of such metaphors. Those
metaphors are realized in our brains physically and
are mostly beyond our control. They a consequence
of the nature of our brains, our bodies, and the world
we inhabit. (Lakoff and Johnson [21, p. 59])
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MM Theory of Metaphor

P&P Theory of Syntax

General rules

or “Generators”
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Move o

General constraints
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Invariance Hypothesis

with Target Domain Overrides

Binding Principles,

Case Filter, etc
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(32 0000000000

a. Look how far we’ve come.

b. Look { what; how much } we’ve done.
(33) 0000000000
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a. It’s been a long, bumpy road.
b. We had a lot of trouble (so far).
34) 0000D0oOooOooooooooDoon
a. We can’t turn back now.
b. We can’t stop ({ our relationship; it })
now.
(35 0000OoOoo
a. We're at a crossroads.
b. We need to decide (which to do).
(36) DO0OOO
a. We may have to go our separate ways.
b. We may need to divorce.
@H oDooDoooo/ooDoooooo
a. We’re spinning our wheels.
b. We are doing nothing real.
@) oDooooo/oooooooon
a. The relationship isn’t going anywhere.
b. The relationship produces nothing (true).
c. The relationship has no benefit for { them;
us; you }.
39 Dooooooo
a. The marriage is on the rocks.
b. The marriage has a lot of troubles.
(40) 00DO0OO0O0O0
a. This relationship is a dead-end street.
b. This relationship has no excitment (any
longer) .
@GnH oooooooooooog
a. We're stuck.
b. We can’t do anything good.
42) 00O
a. Where are we?.
b. We are lost.
c. What are we doing now?
@43) 00o0ooooooooooooan
a. We’ve gotten off the track.
b. We didn’t do { what we needed to do;
things that are more important }.
(44) 00,000000
a. This relationship is foundering.

b. This relationship is { being lost; losing }.

al0O0O0O0ObcOOODOOODOOOODOODO
000 lve000O00O0DOOOOOOOOOODO
goboobooboboobooobooboon
gbooooooboobobobooooooog

OO0 ICM@OO0)000O000?
dodoooooooooooooooooon
0(@o0o0ooooooooooooooooon)
00o00oo0o0oooooooooooooooo
oo ooooooooobooboo
00o00ooO0o0o0ooOooUooOooooooo
do000oO0oO0ooOoOo0O0OOOOOO=00000
pgoddddddooooooooooooooboobo
0000000 “o0cbooo>ooooooog
oooooooooooooo
321 000O0O0O0OOODOOOOOOOOO
0000000 MOL&I[18,20] 0 LOVEIS A JOUR-
NEYOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOoOooooo
00000 (00000 )0 (CobOOo)oooo
00000o00OoO0oooOooo(oooog) (eg.
We’re having a trouble) 000000000000
0ooo0oooooooooowooooooo
000L& 0000000000000 000o0Oo
oo?
322 000O0OO0OOOOOOO
0000o0o00o0ooooooooooooon
joddddddooooooooooo? oo
gooooooooooooooooooooo
dooOoOo?00000000?00000000
0000ooO0o0o0ooOoooooooooooo
goopoooooooogo?o000O0OoOoOoOooOGg
ooo0ooooooooooooon?
0000o0o0o0oo0ooooooooooooo
odooU0oooL&JoUoooooooooog
g ooooooooooo
ooooooooonb —ooooboooooo
00o00ooO0o0o0ooOooUoooooooooo
ooooooooooooooooa
000 “00”0D00o0bDooooooooon
00o0o0oooO0o0o0ooOooUoooooooooo
0o0o0oooOooooooooooooooooo
pgoddddddooooooooooooooboobo
gooooooooooooooooooooo
oo

33 000000DOOoOOoUOOoOoooOoOOO: O
od

L& Oooooooooonooooooooo

oboooooboobooboooobooooooDboDo

oooooo?0000000000D0OO0O00OO



3 0J0000000000000000

10

ooo

ooooooooooboooobobooobooo
coobobooooooooboboobobooOooooon
coooooobooooooocooboooboo —
ooooooboobooboob0 —0O0O0000o
coobooooooooooooooooooon
cooooooboooboooo

oobooooooboooboboooboooooon
oboooooboooooooboobobooon
cooooooooooooooo

oobooooooOooOoboboOoobooooooon
coobooooooooooboobooboobooooooon
ooobooooooooooboboooooooooon
cooboboooooooooocoobooOoooon
Oo00o0ooooOoooofel0OoOoOooboOooon
gboooooogd:

(45 00000D0D0D000000000000
0000000000000000000000
00000000000 0000000000O
00000D00000000000000000
00000D0D000000000000000
00000D00D00D00D00000000000
0D [51200000000000000000
00000D00D00D00D00000000000
00000D0D0D0D0000000000
0000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
0000000000000 000000000
0000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
00D00000000000000000000
000000000000 MO00000000
0000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
oooo 6, pp. 161-62]

oooooooobooooboooboooooon
ooobooooooooooboboobooobooooon
cooboooooooooobooooooooon
cooooooooooobooboooooono

oboooobooboobooboooooooobooon
oooboooooooooobbooooboooooon
coooobooooooboooooboooooood
cooboboooooooooboocOobobooOoooon
coobooooooooooboobooboobooooooon
oooooooooooobbooono

ooboooooboooobooobooooooon

00000000000000000000000
000000000000 00000000000
000000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
0000000000000 000O00000
000?00000000000000000002?
00000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
0000000000000 0000000000
000000000000 00000000000
0000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
000000000000 000000 )000
000000000000O00
33.1 0000000
000000000000 0000000000
00000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
(0)OODOOOODOOODOOOOOooo0on
0000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
000000000000 00000000000
00000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
000000000000 00000000000
00000000000000000000000
000000000000
0000000000000 “00700000
00000000000000000000000
000000000000 00000000000
00000000000000000000000
0goooooo
0000000000000000000 (tacit
knowledge) D00 00000000 [RS 00000

goboooooooooboocooooOooboooo

ooboooooooooboocooboooooooa

goboooooooooboboooboooooonog

gobooooooogno
ogoooooooooOoOoOoOoooR2iooob



OO0 A 00000 [Source-Path-GoallODODODOOODOO?? 11

ooooo:®

(46) DODODODODOOOOODDOODOOOOOODOD
goboboooooooboooooooooooon
gobooooooodoboooooooooooon
gooooooooooooogl...joboooo
gobobooooooooooooooooooon
gooooooboobooooooooooboobobo
goooooooooooooboobboooo

gogbooboboobooboboobooboo
goboobooboboobooobooboon
0000oo0o00ooo0o0oo0ooooooooo
goooOoOoOoOooOoOoOoOOoOOOOOOooo
goboobooboboobooboboooboon
0000oo0o0oo0ooo0oo0ooooooooo
oooooooooo
332 OO0OOOOOOOO

Bernstein [1] 0 000000000000000O
Oo0o0oo0oo0ooooooOoooooooo
gobooboobbooboobbooboon
000000000000 ooooooo [20,21]
00o0o0oo0oO0ooo0ooooooooooooo
O00o0ooo0ooooo0ooooooooooo
gobooboobbooboobbooboon
googn

goooooooOoOoOoOoOO0ODO 20,2110 (O
0)oooooooooooooOoooOoOoOoOO
gobooboobbooboobobooboon
gobooboobobooboobobooboon
O000oo0o0oo0ooo0o0oo0ooooooooo
0000ooo0oooooooooooooooo
000000 (ecological psychology) 0 0 O 00O
[8,11,26,2710000000000000000O0

4 00O

ooooooooboooobooobooooooon
coobooooooooooboocoboboooooon
cooboooooooooobobooboobooooooon
0000000000 L&LJoooooooooo
cooooooo

oobooooooOoooobooobooOooooon
cooboooooooooobobooooooooon
ooooooooomoooobOooboobooo
ooooOOoO0O0000000000L&J 0000
cooboooooooooobocoboboooooon

O0Dooodlep.48l0000000000O

gobogooboobboobooboooboo
goooooobogo

OO0 A 00000 [Source - Path -
GoallODOOOOOOQO??

0000d0o00oL&ODo0oooonooooon
gooooooouooooodooood
Lakoff [17,p.288] D000 O00OOO:

(47) A metaphoric mapping involves a source domain

and a target domain. The source domain is as-

sumed to be structured by a propositional or image-
schematic model. The mapping is typically par-
tial; it maps the structure of the ICM [i.e., ideal-
ized cognitive model] in the source domain onto a
corresponding structure in the target domain. As
we mentioned above, the source and tar-
get domains are represented structurally by
CONTAINER schemas, and the mapping
is represented by a SOURCE-PATH-GOAL
schema.
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Lakoff [17,p.286] 00000 0000:

(48) The structural aspect of a conceptual metaphor con-
sists of a set of correspondences between a source
and a target domain. These correspondeces can

be factored into two types: ontological and epis-

temic. Ontological correspondences are correspon-
dences between the entities in the source domain
and the corresponding entities in the target do-
main. For example, the container in the source
domain corresponds to the body in the target do-
main. Epistemic correspondences are correspon-
dences between knowledge about the source do-
main and corresponding knowledge about the target

domain.
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Lakoff [17,p.276] 00000000

(49) Each metaphor has a source domain, a target do-
main, and a source-to-target mapping. To show that
the metaphor is natural in that it is motivated by the
structure of our experience, we need to answer three
questions:

a. What determines the choice of a possible we
structured-source domain?

b. What determines the pairing of the source do-
main with the target domain?

c. What determines the details of the source-to-

target domain mapping?
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000000000000 Lakoff [17, p. 278] O
gooooon:

(50) Schemas that structure our bodily experience pre-
conceptually have a basic logic.  Preconcep-
tual structural correlations in experience motivate

metaphors that map the logic onto abstract domains.
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