VIV LA T 7 —DEER
— U3 Y R MAT BRBONEC T 5B

ghE el (BT R)
FE FIfEF (B RZERFR)

E£E

AET7—LYIYDEVE, AZT7—HECBVTEHEL NOEERBRETH LM
(Aristotle, 1954), T4, BMEBFEDOFE T, HFICEL T, VIV 2KBETHEREAN as
like \ZFR & T BT 7= 5 Z & R THIZES RV TS (Goatly 1997, Cameron and Deignan
2003, Israel et al. 2004) , —5, BAFEIZBWT, ZO LI RREAN (X572 2 [H-WE)
WCIEELRWZ LIXERPLEM SN TWD (FF 1977, 1LFL 1988) . AR TIX, A ¥ 77
—DHFEEEZRTIDLIRKRBAEZAF 7 7 —HRKREA LV, ZOREELFIFET 5, S 51T,
FilCHRIEZ V— A WO BEZEAT A LIZL - TEIKIChE S A% 7 7 —HRER
NEROICEMATRETH D Z L 2R 7,

1 [FC&HIZ

(E57] Bz TRRSWDRBEEZSLINIERT I Y (ER) EFFIEh, 20X 5
REBEEERVWAZ 77 —BR)ERBENTE, —F. k5% [Hknwk) L.
KR THDZ L ZHALNCTHRENIFEFICZIRITDIZEZ LB, BARFE, KEFEOHEICR
WTHE SN TS (1977, 1LEL 1988, Goatly 1997, Cameron and Deignan 2003, Israel et al.
2004), Zi b DRBLUZ-OVN Tk Metaphorical Markers (Goatly 1997), Metaphor Flags (Steen et al.
2010), EWRIEE (P 1977) EOLAHTHBIN TS A, AETiX, #5 (2016) 1245
ST (A ZT77—HRKREB LRSI L LT D,
2HITITAEDEITHREBN L, A ¥ 77— RKRADOSHFEM LT, 3 HTIIHKRERER
DAERL « BRICHAIND BN BEHRLREROREZ [HR{LT7 L—2A) L
4L, BIRITDIED AL T 7 —ARKRBEDOEREHIITRET D, AMTITI A X 7 7 —H
ARBEDY X P EGBIT, FERNPOBEKREZBENTE VIV EAX 77 —OBKRICEAL T,
MERTI-E Y LRFTEZbOTIEARL ., L LAERAZBERICHY ., EEIZIZIREIT
DIEBEELWEW) FatEEd Ry sZ L eid,

2 EITHR

A TIHREDOHEND, A ¥ 7 7 —HRRBADOZHREIC OV TIERRT 5, 2.1 TETHAFE
DEFFE L LTHHR (1977) 1LFL (1988) Z#Hi Y EiF.2.2 TIXHEFEDOHFFE L L T Goatly (1997),
* Cameron and Deignan (2003), Israel et al. (2004) % #2335 5,2.3 TIXEITHROMBE S 2B L,
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AERFEODHORIGERICE L TELET 3, 24135 LD TH B,

21 BEREICBETEA42 77 —BAREROETHE

BARFED A Z 7 7 —BIRRBIZOVTIE, T (1977) BEOSEMEZ B L. <EL>. <
Fl—>, <t#> <RRFR> <#f>, <®E&> <RE>O 7THEICHE LTS, (DIZFDOHHE
LRpITHB,

(1) a. <F|E> YU (DX I/BINT/D T NN E L W D/SHERBD) KR
| b. <E—> YU {LFEC/RRO/RRDIE % L LEDR E B2 5 RVED bRV
KW
c. <HB> YU (IGEVIZRTRWICNT &2 L bBMACE BRVVICES & b4 5 h/cE
DINTTe L 2 BNBIEHERBNB NI T B/E BT BV E EaiinF o n
D% LDSITUEIZ/BEETOIHEL 1S RIZD/ B DR DB/IOHTRWE>HDIT D/
XDAZEE} KW E
d <RF> YU (PLBINCHLEPRA/MNEESIEbRDPNANCHLRZIBNCS B BN
DICHMIIERLNZDB/IERELRZBIERHRES) KR
e. <EAE> YU (2BXSWB/ZBDWB/% LOIEFES/ 2RSS/ ENBE &
WO/ EBRSED/ 2 ERICH/2BBETH/2ERIEH/2RBVRT /% 5,
DUV T D/ D L0HNTH/0MEE2 525} KO
f. <E> KWRIZ (2 T/RL/EIRATH/EINLRTH/ESIT/EES L/BIER/
%WTTW&%o%W&A&ﬁ@Mow&}fﬁEOXmEmfv{%w%mﬁf
ELDBBEWVE IRV '
g <RE>KVRIZ (\WDIX/EoTHBRL/TLEXTED L% NI/ —BO/H 55
D}y YU, KWRBIXS U (k7 T AR} 72
' (FAF 1977:1111)

WA TH (DL SIz) Bz ) TBo~) TSLFED] [0y I
5T Tdkdb) T RAC] [bRK NELAEZ] T-Z20b0F] [Ues
DHENL] TEZEDVIILRY] T LEWNMILARWV] &V SHOEBRRR L TS
TLERTREEHED ZLBERHINTVS (LS 1988:36-39) , ILEL (1998) DFEIEES 45
B (2016) NE LD, KWL LONQ)TH 3,

2) A2 77 —HARKREOSE
DEHR, BT, i, ELTH, Loz <@L

a.
b. (RAL, ZOH 077, HFEK <[@—>
c. LeddrENL <Fl—HEOEE> (<FHiE>)
d &WH, BRAT <B| >
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e. £3T, bled b <{RA8>

f. LEDRV, EhbbL2RW <SHEOBE> (FFTIERE-—)
g FEAL Ello) <>
(#5 2016:257)
/

TInbAASEIZE LT, A0 7 HBEICMA T, < hEs R <BE> ERITREA, 2 O
L 57 <Blf> 2RTER. Q) DL d7R <fIE> 2RTRAM O AF 7 7 —HRRIAIIR
B EWNRBEND, KEICIXEEORITHRAEZRETT 5,

2.2 KEEWIR

H#EE T, Goatly (1997) 28 * # 7 7 —iZi#i(metaphorical markers) & V) 5 A FF CRIRDO KRB &
20 DI N—FIHFE LTS, Zhbid, 1 <BREi#>, 2.<588>, 3. <RE>, 4. <ERAY
A BT/, 5. <MEH>, 6.<iE>, 7.<LfIFE>, 8.<at'aF&fok I V> 9. <FEH
fb72 PO, 10, <Bio I V>, 11, <EEFE>. 12, <fGf8>. 13, <fB@EhF>, 14. <5
FEBF>, 15. <so 10 speak>, 16. <KFLiE>, 17. <BIBF+SHEHF>, 18. <E—F >, 19.<
(8>, 20. <as it were>ToH 5,

A7 7—HRBRROSH A8 T7—HARRE
1. Explicit Markers metaphor/-ically, figurative/-ly, trope
2. Internsifiers literally, really, actually, in fact, simply, fairly, just, absolutely,

fully, completely, quite, thoroughly, utterly, veritable, regular

3. Hedges or Downtoners in a/one way, a bit of, half-..., practically, almost, not exactly, not
somuchXasY..., ... ifnot ...

4. Semantic Metalanguage in both/ more than one sense/s, mean(-ing), import

5. Mimetic Terms image, likeness, picture, parody, version, caricature, model, plan,
effigy, imitation, artificial, mock

6. Symbolism Terms symbol(-ic/-ically), sign, type, token, instance, example

7. Superordinate Terms (some) (curious, strange, odd, peculiar, special) sort of, kind of

8. Copular similes like, as

9. Precision Similes and other | Material Verb + like X, the Y of a X, Y 5 X, Noun-Adj.

comparisons

10. Clausal Similes as if, as though

11. Perceptual Processes seemed, sounded, looked, felt, tasted, + like/ as though/ as if

12. Misperception Terms delusion, illusion, hallucination, mirage, phantom, fantasy, unreal

13. Cognitive Processes believe, think, regard, unbelievable, incredible

14. Verbal Processes say, call, refer to, swear
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15. so to speak

16. Orthography “”. I white space

17. Modals + Verbal Processes could say, might say

18. Modals must, certainly, surely, would probable/-ly, may, might, could,
possible/-ly, perhaps, impossible/-bility

19. Conditionals if... could, would, might; imagine, suppose

20. as it were

K1 X277 —ERMORW (Goatly 1997:174-175)

Cameron and Deignan (2003) TIZEHETOHE L EFEDORLVERDY 2598 L. actually, almost,
imagine, just, kind of, a little, really, sort of, like, so to speak, literally, if you like, in a way, as it were
&) 14 ORBIZFAFHLER (tuning devices) VIR TA X 7 7 —ICHEHE SEHRBE L
THIF TS (Cameron and Deignan. 2003:149-160) , 7233, alittle & if you like %K< 12 D3
BIL 7 TIZ Goatly (1997) THEHI LTV 5,

S BIT Israel et al. (2004) 1, equivalent of R° no more ~ than...d % 5 72 BSE BTN % . think
of ~as Xview~as IR ED<BH>ERTEFAGAF 7 7 —HRBBRICR A LEARLTY Ds

(3) a. “You think of a womb as a kind of place for transients, but it’s a whole other life in there.’(John
Updike)
b. “And my husband and I basically view skiing as an invitation to suicide.’ (Natalie Wexler in the
Washington Post, 9/22/02)
(Israel et al. 2004: 125)
UEXVEEIZBWChlike, ask Vo REBITELELR, BB ERAF T 7 —HRE
BOFENHERTE 5,
AZT77—BRRBAOSHEEICEE L, A ¥ 77 —HICITBERS 2 - L % Glucksberg
(2001) 23 fEML TV 3,

(4) a. Cigarettes are literally time bombs. (5|3 351 1) BEfRIR# )
b. Cigarettes are time bombs. (8 55| EF[RIRH /2)
c. Cigarettes are virtually time bombs. (JE i3 FE B A9 1T X RERRIE B 72)
d. Cigarettes are like time bombs. (FEEL|XRE[RIBFED L 5 72)
e. In certain respects, cigarettes are like time bombs. (& % FEIK T, HEIRREHO L 5 72)
f. Cigarettes are deadly, like time bombs. (FEEL A HR ¥ THRBBEHD L 5 7)
g. Cigarettes are as time as bombs. (FEEL[ZRFERIEM & 7 U < 5 WAELY 72)
(Glucksberg 2001: 46-47, #@& 2016: 258)
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FABI@)EAZ 7 7 —BATRRBICHIZEREADE TN D, (dayh b g~ LELIZON T, A
77 —5 LR RBZLEBEBRENTVS, 22T, @)Y THEREHERXHF
Ty —EPHENA LD THAILIRERT AL, AF 77—y I Y BNEREOHDINT I
Yy—ThHBHZ LBREZ D

2.3 EITHROBER

Sznajder et al. (2005) A31E L < 892 X 512, Goatly (1997) DAFITITERAIR b D Liff
EHRLONRELTWS, BlxiE, 8.<ataF%HovI V> 10.<Hin I V> 17.
<BhEhiA+ S FEEE>, 18, <BhEhFA>, 19. <GRMHI>72 EIIMEPELLIAETH S, £, 15.
<so to speak>, 20. <as it were>{X, 1 DDORBENBEMOSEEZ MR L TR Y | JERMEICZ LU,
—F., BRE S EICHBELETRR (1977) OMEDHTLETIERL . {IKEVWIZART 2V
JEELBNCELRVWVEVIEE}ZEUHBROERICIIMESLABRPET I TV IHIZRE
RSZBY, BlzE, NIV KREMEZT7 V—A e T5< LR A 7 77— E
boTWwaEfgsn, Mg bRw) ARy Ntz e bh) KidEhEh <H
BITES> | <HBUIEVS W) X RBRAIMEAF Ty —DBHFETLLICEDND,
<PBE> ICHEENS TWhi) X TEBLLTHDE] LEVBRIDHZLENTEDIN, L
HNSTEBHRAENT <RE> ZROMDIFBAHETH S, FRIC 725K/ XEZR TS, <
RE> I BEINABRUBRFHARTH 5,

<BE> (3Tl i1 <F—> ZoEIND (AR LEEBIMUTHS, SHIiZ, #E
(2016) Tix, (2e) WIRLIEE I T <fFfE> KHEL T2, (5) KART IO [£¥BH T
XY T I NVRBEREER LIS WiRD T,

(5) a. PTIRMHTNTE b.? FFIXTE B THIE

TIETRALTELAARE L EEOHRILX, TRENMIL LR TH LR, mEGTL
ZIE. 1977 & Goatly 1997) ORIZITEELL B E VN, Goatly (1997) D 2.<RE>.3. <IRFE> 72
ErxHE (1977) EABLTWD, £, 9. <EBULR EDLl> 13, <kB> LER-TE
D, 11, <EEEEF>, 12, <fB>, 13. <@BIEBF> 2 21X, FHO97D <BERF>, <#EE> &
W, FHEICERYBBNI LI, AFT77—HRBRLEZOFELWIFRFMIZE T &
SEENRENZ LERTOL2DEELR>TVSHE BRI XD,

2.4 F&H
CITCRAXBIIRBITIAAZ 77 —HARKRAOSHEME L | TOMISERIC OV TN,
HAEIZBWTHEEBIZBWTHLEZERAFIBNRINE—FH, TOSBICIIRERH D Z &
Bhdd, RETIE, T (1977) IZEB3BERICESW=SEERA LoD, tER{LO—ED
T REFNENDNRTA—F LT EHHRILT V—LERET 5,
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3 HREZL—LA

AETIE, THERAE] 205 TRRZEHOLE) 7 L — A FBHITR L, HRFEROB
BEZ7L—AL LTERET S, KLY L—AITIE, <> <Fl—> <FHE> <> <G >
<FRBEE> <FBREk> <(RAB> <SEE > <tEMfb> @ 10 3T XA —F 2 IBET B,

B41. kEieoL—L4

3.1 HRIED L—LDINS5 A —4

ET, A 77—V % (BEOBLRIEMELRKTE L) LEHTS, [
V) ARBIR IEEMOEMR) LW ORBMEEEDA X 77 —DEH (Lakoff and Johnson 1980
BREVPORRRRDD, BREVIRMGMHITEITIFNRO IR LT—RICHESNS
FhEE TH D, RBOLEFTIE [HEFR] 2 2 KERDOU L > Th 5(Bowdle and Gentner
2005), 7z Pragglejaz Group (2007) MDi#:;~4 % MIP (metaphorical identification procedure) =33
WTH comparison & WO BEMRFEHENDZEND, A¥ 77— ORMABEIZBNT, <k
B> Z 1 DOBBDONRTA—FLLTLEDLZET LIEIRYLENZ S,

<HEER> (T THe~iid) TH#§ 5 & | “comparing” “comparable” 72 &, H#s{T% H (K% B
RHNCIRET DA Z 7 7 —BRKRBEEAND, <F—>, <HEL>, <ER> 13 <> 215-
ERERHAT D, Thbr <fl—> <EE> <HiE> ORFA—% L LTRUT S, 2hbd 3
DDONRTA—=FIL (6) IARTLIIC, BRIDT7 L—Alz k> THELIh TV B LR DE%
EEST—RIZBVED ZEBAHETH B,

(6) a. BREIAL—F <[El—iXFEHA>
b. 7 a7 FNZIEW <SRN
c. BENLNTEEh TV A <FHIE T BERE>

(6a) X <Fl—> RHF [—H] ZHWAZ LT, [B# LHAKICE TZ20FLL] L0132
BEHEANTVDZ L E2RTHITHD, (6b) X HGEV &5 <HEEl> 2HFRTAEBRIZLY,
RIgD2ODEYPEBENTVBZ L ERLTVD, BEIC(6c) <HBE> TiE, [2iTHEER
TW5] DI, <Hff> OEIBRRLS>TVWAHILERBALTWVS, (7) iI<tiid> A
ZT77—BEBATEHILEERLTWES,
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(7) a BRRL2HBEVL, ZOWITHETTL 5L 3 bIFIZHVABE,
b ¥ 75U —%Bx, B ML ERLE /NSRS

c. Love is not a game.

Ta)ix <fBiE> LB FEWNL] P <BW> & <A> ODRLRI2FYOHBRERRT 5,
(7b) 1% TRAIC) <@E—> ., &9 <@g ZAVWERBETHLIB, 2o [R¥xT T
Y—%B ) L [fFhL] E0n) 2 2ORRJIMEDOHIEIT, §ROHBAFT7—%RLT
W5, HETHREE (Tc) DX HIC <HE> RENAFZF 77 —HRREL LTHVWLONH S 5,

WIC<BEREE> L NV RT A —F & X D, LI Glucksberg et al. (1993) OB 7 T Y —4]
&7t (Categorization theory) I REND LI, AF T 7 —%2BEZX 2 L CEERERHZEH-T
WBZ LS, 1 OOMILIENTGA—F L5, 22X —FED H5FED] “akind of’
“instance” R EDRAZ 7 7 —BRERENMMEESND, £, <> ORIC <#@gl> +5 ¢
VW 5 BERIIDOBMRIX, SED <RFl—> <MEL> <EE> OHBTOBRORRFIOEFKLEREFETH S,
WHeE TMATIY —LBETD <@l>( —Fo) H3ED] ) b <FAl—> X <EH
> OfEpIEEZONAZ D, K1 TR CECITRR LT,

Bl <BBE> ZRTRBRL, (Kot 20 TEd) 2222 M2<UERW]
“exactly” “quite” “almost”’2 K ZHRTH 5, 2odB RE (k2 ) ) RE ([~EH] ) |
Xz <BE> OTMNRSEEXDZENTED, (8) 1T <BE> ¥ <F—> <SRE> <&
><@iif> X LT, bV Eb 2 LERLTNS,

) a BHREBLEDOBROFIXE LM D7, <@—>
b. In some ways your brain is quite similar to your muscles. <#E{Ll>
(IR VTN D EZARDH Y £T)
c. BAELHRIIMYRLRD <tHE>
d. exactly the type of thing a politician would say (JEEERR) <#imE (k>
(WO HBIEENREVEIRI L)

(8a) 1X TE 7<) <BE>H TRAIL) <RA—>¢RA%E0ENREEXRT Lo LELLHITH
%5, (8b) IZ<EELI>IT quite &I <EBE>ORBMDIET S, (8c) IX <HiE> 0 <BE> B
R LN L Y LWIBEBMNLEMETE D, (8d) & TBIRROREE] &\ ) g
WWBWT, #0 b LE] <BE> BEfRTAIZLZRLTWVWS, K1ITBITS <BE> 2
LOREIE)NE, ZDXOIE, ERNFRONRT A —FICRUO<BESHBEDLY 2622 L %
AR LD TH D,

T T <t REHEL LERRILT L— ADOREHERIZOWNWT 6 DDNRT A —F %
EBELTE, ZIhbik, Thb 3D LEBORRDERILTZ V—L DT A—FZZRY
®o,
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T <Bil> L <FEE> 02oTHD, <kil> FiRLTHIAZ 77 —HRITELZ D
BMOMETH D, LIendoT [£5T) [1BEE¥S] “seems” “imagine” ZED L H Iz <
B> DLODERATTHIL S TED, EBIAF T 7=V IVRYTFINREBLER
D, BVOFEEZAHRE LTVDD T, ZOERBNEBOEKTIZRV & W S (RIS TEE
5, The <> & L7, ZTITRGMEE (1722 2i3) ) REEE ([E5 Tl “asif?)
bE®HD,

SO TEEARD) R TWhiE) LVWokkRBDOX ST, <> & <SHEt> +52 ¢
bARETH D, MAT, M2 3 2Ebx5) RT3 2L, WL LTRBETH L
bTED, Thz <thfk> L35, WIRTHAZLEHART A L THRYBEATSZ &
BTE DI EIE, Goatly (1997) Th 3 TIC figuratively, metaphorically 78 & DRI L - TR
BN T35,

3.2 EXA.»)

Uk, KETIIHERICEDZ —ED B RZOWT 10 D/3F A —F 238E L Tk
Zl—Ah] BRELE, TR, 2 20FEME R L<EBSF R L L=<Fl—> <EEl> <if
B> <> <BESLE VW) 6 DDNRTRA—FITMZ, R THAZ LERBTX BN, =
L TE DAL VI RRBBITH L, <®Bill> <RAB>, <S58 b> <tRiL>E 1 H 4 o<
TA-ZEBE L, WROFEBRARICEDS 7L —AThD,

R2IFHERIETZL—2DNRTA—2 L ZREFNICHTIEELEABLEEOAX 77—
HRREADOHIER TH S, BRBRRZIRSBIIAST TR LU, KRETIE, /85 2A—4 %248
ETAHZ EDFEIZONWTEET S,

K544 BAE HEE
<HE> | H~bha, LT compare, comparison, comparable to...
CEED | Loz, BT, TV, 1285k like, as, similar to, imitation, parody...
ERL, LEDLRWY, LRV, EOLOD
<AE—> as~as, the same as...

L&D, LRRB, ~kv, ULk, HLO
{ER . than~, not the same as...

<KERWL> | —FED, HEFED-- type, a kind of, instance, example...

literally, really, in fact, almost, possibly, a
EED | T8I, bITR, BEAY~E, ~iB- ly, really, in f possibly,

little.

~ 128 —



£2. HRIEDOL—LEBEFBRBAOX R

4 HER

3 EITCIRHERIET L—AZEAL, BERE, KFEICBNWTENENDNT A —=ZZHIET
HZART77—HRERENEETHI 2R L, AEH T, EROSETITRY BV EEL
Mol —AZWY B, WR{EZV—AZHAWVWAZETCENLOMBEREHEINDZ L E
R,

12 HRIE 7 V— A2 B\ Tld, Goatly (1997) THMD 7V — 7% L TV iz 15. <so
to speak>, 20. <as it were> X, ENEN <> & <> ZHeY (F22H8) . XV
SN THR—ICIBET 2 Z L RFETH 5,

821z, 1 DOFEBPEROMIRBFARER 7 — R IHERDO XS TS L <, R
WIBNEND Ty — A Thote, SEIORBIIDETIIRL, NI A—F DD, BEDONT A
—Z EEOZ ENFERICRY ., FRICESDLLMBERRIET 5.

9) a. R#RD/ misjudge (A7)
b. £S5 RTYH (FH 1977: 111ff)

BlzIE 9a) i TR EWHIREABA-TWBRZ ENnD, [RB] T74bb, <@il> OXRH
LEZONS—F, 2] LVWIHIREANLENNREETRY, T2bbH <Rf8> OKFHL
bEbxbbd, £/ 9b) TERTH IR (1977) Tik <B@E> KHBEINLTWDIH
BIFZH, <fRE>, <Fl—>, <@il> D3 O>OERZHFPMEATND, TDXIIT, WERDT
B LW HETE, BEROHEDOTFREMEZ2FORBFOEBNRBBEL RV, ELHEFICX-
THIWRRERY 5B BEHITBBENI O, LOLERIELTZ L—AIZ, RATHDIILE
RTBREERMICELZD2bDTHY, FIIE <@Bilk> & <AE> LWV 5, EED/ TR
—ZBREBIZE S EAR B Z EIBE L IR LR, TR bHEERERICB T 2B OMEE
KR LI AZ 7 7—BHARKRBETHD LHBINEDHLTH B,

#3102, ERIEDT7 L—A T, HEREEMICRRONTI b o, BEWRAFZ T 7
—RBEZHALTCHLMERKEBIER ZLXFAETH D,

(10)a. i T B9 ZbiX
b. EATRIZHWEL S 2R
c. Pretty nearly true desert (7>72 ¥ A& ORYEITIT V) (Goatly 1997:187)

(10a) IBEAWIL A Z 7 7 —RKBRDH| TH 5, (LT L—AZBNTIX, TORJRL <
W > <EFEL> <Fi8> O3 20flFEE E bR A 7 7—HRRBATHS LI TE 3,
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(10b) IEXFICEBOAFRKREANKET 20 THB, ZOFA TE5T) 1T <fiE>, Tk
21 <EE> LHEBFTE B, (100) DX 3 ICHEEIZIVOT b RIEICHEIET 3,

BEEL T, HRBRBOBEROAUEZ XD ERFREENIERIEZL—2DE 5V E
DOMRIE, ZEOBED L D ITHEY EIZFHEMR RS2 ER0TBRERRN L ThH B, (11)
i Goatly (1997) 2L DB (D—H) L HETH 5,

(11) a. say <Verbal Processes>
b. could say  <Modal + Verbal Processes>

Goatly (1997: 174-175) Tid“say” & “could say” % BIDEE LTW5B, —FH®bk7 L—Aa%
AOWIUZAIb) D AEIE <(if8> & <S> 2RTAZ 77y —HARKRRL AR, FrlcEn
LR ERIET DLEIZR,

CITRHERETZ L—ABAIZ Lo T, ERORS TEHBYBNTL ole A 2 77—
TAREOGROE D Z R TE, DOLVERNICEMTETHDIZ LR L,

5 F&EOH

AWM TIHARBORAZ 7 7 —HARRBEICETHHEEZRY B, 2 ¥ 7 7 —HARKRRANS
BICDe B Z L &R LI, TRNONBETNENAF 77— 5 LEDESVERT I LiE, K
PDERMENTELAZ 77— Ly IYORGBENIELHREC - HENB O TRV
EERRT D, ERETHRAOHERRTSTHHZ L EBHL, kbl D (Birz%
YMOWE) OT7Vv—LEBATHILICE > TERRRRLERMIBO BRI E2RL
oo SHITHRIETZ L—ATHRET S/ A —F Tk, BEOMUEAFBICEDS = & %0
BE LW, EROHYBETIIBRALENRPoRBTBELTH, AHICEIHS - L
BTEBZEEERLE,

E1 RBAZ 77—y IV 2R LARVEMARRILZE LTk, 85 (2016) ® 10 23R,
#* 2 http://www.metaphorik.de/sites/www.metaphorik.de/files/journal-pdf/09 2005_skorczynskapique.pdf
BACHRER: 2016452 A 28 H
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A boundary between simile and metaphor: A study on classification of
expressions related to simile
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Abstract

Although the difference between metaphor and simile has been an important issue since
the time of Aristotle, it has not been clear which phrases other than like or as form simile.
Recent studies show that there is a wide variety for such phrases in English (Goatly 1997,
Cameron and Deignan 2003, Israel et al. 2004) and in Japanese (Nakamura 1977, Yamanashi
1988).

In this paper, we term these phrases Metaphor Markers and 1) compare studies on
English Metaphor Flags and Japanese Metaphor Flags; 2) introduce a “metaphorization frame”
which comprises of different cognitive and verbal actions as its parameters; 3) demonstrate
that this metaphorization frame can give a notional and systematic understanding to what
seem to be random lists of different types of Metaphor Flags.
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