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BB S E B RAE: N ENRIRESHUENH

form T — FRE OERE & HE KKE

(e IRTE K20 BB, 3 430079)

W B AR AAE TSR EZAN TR L E(EL . FE A £ T)EATRAE, 12RF) YA EAT 1 449
AP AP EIE S G RATIEBE R, £ AELE ALK EERETHE/BE I TG LENER,
HE T B R — AR R 4 R E S AL AT A LT RE N A ERARR TET TSR, BMET
Be R —F ST 4B A ME . KRR B RE I KA AR A, SRR A2 AU AR AT ] &
Fadf F R £ L,

KA AT &, AR HE;, EFARL B s

NHES B84

1 5|3 simulation); A 5 Al L T 4 B 32 2 R 25 (6] B2
PR . 595 7T 00 540 o 0 T I (spatial metaphor), AH R 37 AL AT BE 5 f [a]

BT W N K Ay | TR (metaphor mapping).

S B R ZE ) FAE R AR AR e, 2 DIBREZ%RVEEIR

B AT 2 )P LA 14 23 1 51 1 50 45 0 ik 4 149 i) 1 E

I o BIFFT & R F AR [ 19 S 5650 ST 2 ) — : =

A2 BT R F AR ) 1 9230 30 2 2 0 T 25 il ALl A R A R

it ] S R BE A g A% AL N (Spatial-T I ‘ ‘
oo PR - s TEEATHRE 1, BFFE IR 90 T 3T )
Association of Response Codes effect, fij#K STARC) R P 0 125 ] — B 6 2 . U
(Bonato, Zorzi, & Umilta, 2012; Rolke et al., 2013; " o T % - “ "E L~IH e 7R H
FoRid X B X IEE S AT RN SR, %

von Sobbe, Scheifele, Maienborn, & Ulrich, 2019), e R I T TR A (de 1
¥ > N T KIS ) 1] 2] ) !
R B, Wit BBk, LRy P P D de Ta
Vega, Eikmeier, Ulrich, & Kaup, 2016; Ding, Feng,

% HLAR FRE U 1) W 2 AS 4, dugl R AT T U , .
[9.0 B 1 2 (mental time line), B35, 5 Cheng, Liu, & Fan, 2015; Ouellet, Romén: & Santiago,
A VA (A R - T BB T A %01‘2; Ulrich & Maienborn, 20‘10)‘0 i Feinl o B s
SRR RO F 7E . L = e e e /e ARSI G A (Hartmann,
e 4 —RE, I ROBOE AL WA AR R Martarelli, Mast, & Stocker, 2014; Martarelli, Mast,
2 A BTSCIEIR, P /e A e T B U T & Hartmann, 2017; Rolke et al., 2013; Vannucci,
Pelagatti, Chiorri, & Brugger, 2019), % 5 ja] 5 528

i5 Bl 4 B (sensorimotor experience), H I 4 7 HL ) ) N i k '
' a (Boroditsky, Fuhrman, & McCormick, 2011; Ding,

Cheng, Fan, & Liu, 2015; Fuhrman & Boroditsky,

iﬁl H Jig:é;;ligﬁiﬁim ’ 2010; Rinaldi, Brugger, Bockisch, Bertolini, & Girelli,
5 AR HE4 T 0 H (31671122; 31500869) . R . ] 3
e . T4k H 22 B s
RS K o e AR 5 e ey 201 ) DIRBISTADREDL, TR E A W,
(CCNU19TS075; CCNU19TDO017), HEA AR — By ) 2 ) — B e R, A

BIEMEE E K&, E-mail: xianfengding@mail.ccnu.edu.cn BRI ) S RARAE ZS [ A, R o0 B4 e Hsf 1]
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FORARAEZS (AT, o0 B ) S N B e, DAt
FRNARRAE N B — A2 B
212 ERHEERBEZHER

Rt UE 48 #3625 31 R
K, FTLARAIE R — 25 A4 Oy ] i 2 s [ 2k o R
LXK T2 T T R IR TR 2 sl i A 4 5 A
TR T A A T ) (RO BRI [ 26 7 BIFAE A D 1] 152
F5 5 > 5 (reading/writing habits)iX F R 4t 12 B £
e H R OCHE AR, BB M E T A A 4
JE U P [R) 2 9 J ]

B, AREEES B, .o
PRI ) 4228 1 A ] o PG BE 2P Bl ad a2 3
S R, o o dA] YA T B SR T LA g, 57
PR AR B2, A AT0 A R AR A2 T R R SR, X
i 218 A T I v B (Ouellet, Santiago, Israeli,
& Gabay, 2010), AW /¥ 45 S0, SCiBEPxT
A LI ) ] A B T O SRR, % A R 1) A B
o7 SEPR T A 1A 1 4 0 2 3 1 R B2 ) R A
2, X B I [ ) A B S o TR, ke s I 1]
58 2 v B PR (Fuhrman & Boroditsky, 2010), MZ2
A7 B B 5 R DORHOR, oIS SR 9 8 i i1
0T 5% 38 38 (Ding et al., 2015; Kong & You, 2012),
HOIHA — 2% IS [l A 100 B ) 2k, 33 5 HL ) i3
BE W7 —2 . (HIE, 2T A [ A ) 3
AR 5 7S W AR Bz, A AT B 22 3b e 4 IR X
A 1) 22 (4 5 HE 31 5 1 (Chan & Bergen, 2005), It
AN R ] 24 A I B R A A 5 (1) A
BRI EERAETE A, LA 5 Bl 5 2 A1
(Vallesi, Weisblatt, Semenza, & Shaki, 2014), .1
B RA S T IO . B NI
&K, FMRIRAEAE N ZE 3047 1.0 BRI A1 2R, 3002 K
BB B 455 AR EE N ZE B A A fi 5 R v 28 56
(Bottini, Crepaldi, Casasanto, Crollen, & Collignon,
2015),

WA, BB R RE Uy ) g
G MR STARC %, Casasanto F1 Bottini
(2014)RIF 58 e B, Ar 2 1 B BRI (] 2R AR e 2
MZEZB=A W70, BAEREE T 5 r e s S i 5
WA TG, AT R 25 SOy a) 1 A i
S SR, %o 78 ok ok B SR ) FH e B s B
e, FH R STARC A% 0, ORI E] 2% 1Y
Ty 1o B g AT T 22, 5 28w A ) A ) A
5B AT R AR B 1 A A R Bk 0 0 BN TR 2k 1Y

J7 1) —%,

IRAFTEAE SRR, AR SO BT R
B SR 2 S x5 00 BRI 1E] 42 0 Oy e, T A
PR B 1R 352 5 5y I ) O 2 1 55 2 S O B
N B 2 1 5 Te] o 33K S0 WA b 8 B ) 132 B 5 ) BT X
I [E)PE A AT AR BE 1 0 3RAE B e VAR, 22
YeRE F O PN R 2R IR T B S AR P R AR
MR I8 B 22 50
22 BIRMLETHE
2.2.1 BB T4 B 2 A IEHR

IR 5T 3 K BTG 4 bt A7 6 0 33 [
2o N TR Ok RAETERT, i 2 RIETE
J& o BIVAR St 1% ik 7] T A7 SRl 1o i B g SRR, i
) B ] FH Ji5 58 B ) S5 S 6 BE PR (Sell & Kaschak,
2011; Ulrich et al., 2012; Walker, Bergen, & Nuifiez,
2013), o 010 S5 B4 B A2 S AR 2R, SRR AN
5] ] 1Y) B A2 shAH B £ (Hartmann & Mast, 2012;
Rinaldi, Locati, Parolin, Bernardi, & Girelli, 2016),
HEF R LI, an i a] 1] (deictic stimuli)
2R R R 1 B4 B} (sequence  stimuli), /O BB (] 2%
149 7 1) K 2B B e, BRIV I T %o 7 2 [ i
J7, MR A BT [B] 25 XF R 23 8] 5 77 (Walker, Bergen,
& Nuiiez, 2017; Xiao, Zhao, & Chen, 2017),

MPUEORTE, bR T 224 4 RS
B IR R ZeAh, AAMTEHA — 4% BTN 4EBE .0
JHIE]ZE . Fuhrman 2£(2011)%5 52 % 0, PUEWHL
R T 20 A 2 B O B (R £, SR AR T T[] (1Y
M) A, RIS 6] 5 1O AHOG, B a) 5
TG, FAMBR R A R A 45 R (Boroditsky
et al., 2011; Lai & Boroditsky, 2013; Miles, Tan,
Noble, Lumsden, & Macrae, 2011), A f5e8 i9BF
FEARRY], YIE bR I )R], AT 55 52 F
HARFR A 25 5 SO 2 AR T U, wl il ] 7488
A=) 7R, o BRI 7 tHECR,
Ao B (V] £ %) 5 1) T B R T 3 A9 A 2 (VT
2015; Xiao et al., 2017). JGig M, FiRMFsEEs R
HRFWY, DU B P — JR T 1 2 3 A0 R
[SES
2.2.2  HIRHN LT YEE R EIZ AR IR

oA Y R YO PRI () S R IR T R S
T BB S 2 5, R 200 J5 4E B R ET 4E R
EE T A AW ? 8 WA — RO S0, TS 48R
Lo FRIN ] 22 7T RE AR YR T ARG I8 B 2 o
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FWERT A I IA) ) 20 4 BE 2 (] SR AL - 208 A AR IR - S AL 937

HIATATAE B FRHLIF, FATRORE 20 3% A M T
TEFATHIET 7, MFAT W 28738 i 19 b 5 7E FAT]
55, 3% A AR MR b 23 1k FRATTHE A R 5 i 77 1k &
EOR, A 2 5 5 U5 K R 7E — 2 (Bender &
Beller, 2014; Lakoff & Johnson, 1980) 3% FH L 4% H
BMEMALAE S A, HO ARSI AT & R
WA o — WU I LSS 5 R I, Ao A 4
14 K 40032 B 25 90 R A% 1) 55 28 SO I [ 28 14 J 1o,
T I 48 B %) i 00328 3 42 96 10 %o B [ & 1)
] AT A (RES, 2018) 0 IS RA SCRp 1) ijAT
B A 10 B0 1 B 0 6 T 4 R o () £ 0 A Y
XM WL, T ARES A AL 1T
T BUAF H 28 36 (— PRI ) i AL B ), PR a4 i
AN [R) SCA B L3 7 ) — B i 2
OB R)Z, BUAORTERT, o KTEfS . HFLAIE
et . AF5TFBSE TR A UL B BEBT R A
FIRY TS 20 J32 O BHLIT (1) 2 ) i) 5 0 K 7 B 2F 0k
AR, AT 7R, SRR TE S
(de la Fuente, Santiago, Roman, Dumitrache, &
Casasanto, 2014; Ntfiez & Sweetser, 2006), A —
TG T FUIE AW 58 3% W AT T AN A7 12 i 2
AR O BT TR) 28, DR T A 8 A g L 22 56 2 A7 AR 1T
J5 Y i B[R] 28 %) 0 22 45 F (Rinaldi, Vecchi, Fantino,
Merabet, & Cattaneo, 2018), {HiZ LI L AFEE
RIS, BN — M LA S &y b b g 25 [ RE R,
WEFE T wa  TS 48 B2 T AN 2 LA B4 rhol 1
2% [8] {7 J7 1 J5 (front and back), i 2 B A Bl J7
Y2 35 S[R3 5 (near and far),

BT b3 Bt s 3 28 SR R I WS, TE A
FEEINN, T A I () 2 ) B3 T RE 2 S AN
R 4R 2 BRI . LTI A R S R
21 FH 23 8] Behgy ke Sk wsf 1, A s V) AE 2
z5 [H] 4k (Boroditsky, 2000; Casasanto & Boroditsky,
2008; Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). [algi i ik (%5 [
P T Sy o T ) =74 AR OC 15 B (Boroditsky,
2000, 2001). AfT2AHs o il A = LTS
B 8] (Y 7 =X Sk 0 58 B[R] (Boroditsky, 2011)
Casasanto (2008)I\ K, AMTIRIGHS[E] A9 5 A IF],
RGN gL DS e N T T TH= WG (B 2 35 A4 R ST )
TR GA L R B — 8 R HOE
T, A AR A TS A A S [B] BT (Haspelmath,
1997), HLUNTEHLTE T, 45 “good times ahead of us”

Fi“we can look forward to the beautiful future, or

think back to travails past”%, FEVUET, A “H
KRR R RiHE S o R R
PIAEAE, AT W TFERT S 4E B B RAERT A, 4T
W &, T LR 1 2 [R) Byt bl Aok ik
A R HRAn AT R die L “ N, “RUs
W E—ER, KRR LR EAE, B
SRVETE h A7 7E H] “up/down” R IB AN B4, {H
e A DUE AR 250 B R G, TR,
2009; Radden, 2003) Y3 i 4 HE 3 T 5 ) i i A 1]
IR S E P E L

iR (] KR Y U s A5 B TR 2 A ST IR TR 1Y
SCRE, H/JE RE s R) BROE 23 52 MR s JE] FE i
JE 4EFE RN IR 4 RO FAE . Nuaflez 1 Sweetser
(2006) K, FEIG T Tt L& TR 825 T
PP BRI AR 2 A A [ 25 B mi ] FH
£/ 52 7 [ B O 2 5 7 N o O - W £
STARC & h7, {HIUH A AMAERT G 4E 5 B h
STARC AQ, 7 I R4 Fdfrde 2 STARC
BN o 3 RGXFPZE SR, IE S B O BUE 3
W Z T 4k 23 (8] B % (Boroditsky,
2000, 2011), Boroditsky (2001)#F53i4 &3, MiE
CE e R R G E A e N T B3
FH A ) e KPR RS i H, B
IR S a8 ARG, gl e IR
e 1 o K O O 208 2 ) AR R S e E .
Fuhrman 5£(2011) &3, 7ERIMAT R thsCht, 55
DA 388 0 1) 3 2 B0 1) T A 0 T 4 SR AE B
[i] o 3¢ 3R T S0 1 o iy 07 P 22 2 R et 300 3 45 S 2
M [E] 22 4E . Lai A1 Borodisky (2013)HY 4% 5t
TIE S22 [1) [y 26 560 Xof Hsf (7] SR AE A 552 [] o EL A 3
FIBDE A2 o Eb A FH 2 7 BRI e
I EAT 1] - R W S 20 R A B IR R AE, R AR
T BERTE, BRG] T A LT 2 B A B D SRAE
2.3 IhNEs

AFLLE H, AN TR 23 () 2 B 0 B ) 2% A e U5
WP AFFER RS o F A 4 B O FRIN B] 46 £ 2%
B 52/ B 5 B, 5 22 A S IR Y B 12 B &
0 o7 2 1% 48 P () 2k B SEA SR o % i 4
JEBT M Ze R IR, TIAAAE— 2 4. —J7 1, [0 Rl
138 7 B A R 38 B 22 08 1T i8S 1 U 4k B8 A )
RIEIR, 75—, WHE PR Ss E) BROR EIE R
T 20k P8 0 B R £ 00 SRR (LR B 5
SERE LR S . 5, PITREIE & I



938 O B R 2 it B

%28 %

T RO T L 1) 2 () g P A S, A T
Pl N ) 2 4 R I ] £, L 2 ) gy 2 v
Il e i 2 O BRI ) 2 1 R R U

3 DIRRTE) S Y EUE HLE

W AT, W58 3 % T ) ) 25 () R AE A 7
TV, &P A REAE AE — A R[] 1 23 R] 4t
JBE Ay BIHEAT AR, IF H e AT A M 2OR R ik
TR 50455 S AR EX 3R 14 B8 42 sh 4 56 F i
H 23 AT B o S 3 4 R AN T O B o [ 2
S HA AR B 4 B O LR BOE U, R
[] & b I [ 12 8] (1) B 5 (time-space mapping)
Pl = & S [ e =R VI s v o LT <2
TERE R A S A 18, T 4 DAY A A7 TR A ke
V55 LR AL 75 AH DG
3.1 Z—HEl vs HEHLEH?

AN T 7 U 014 0 L i) £ 9% 3 2 75 LA AR W] 11
BE ML 7 R ) i B & 45 15 B R [ 1) 99
W 0 SR HR R ARE A Y R R RNEOS Tk, R4
AN [ A 5 ) ABE A I 12 LA A TR) A s ML o AR
% G2 1 A 0 BR A% 5B B 1A Al (disembodied
cognition) M s, MEA BN TR —F 45 S 45 4E 1
iR, JE— R KOE BE O T HEaE ALE S
WA B TE B AR 43 B 0, A A R BT il it 72
T ¥ K AL AR 238 A B0 A 80s o
—3#, Boroditsky (2000)7E 4 ML & 1Y B 45 4416
WA, Beman A A% O 1 R LA 48l 1 O
ARG I A B GG, AN 204 B SR AR
5] AR, B ) ARE A2 0 ST S — b i KO 19 3
SCRFS T o 3 G R0, LA O B 1) 28 k2
BT, B AT EOIE DL R R 25 5, A A
V] 24 J32 4 s T 22 (0] B S AL ) 7 12 A 5 7K - 1 3
SCHLH

EL G SR R AR IR MR A A L Y e DDA G,

TS A [ 7 VR 198 AR 2 R 7 3 4 5 B SR ML o
R EL & A F (embodied cognition) Wl &, 5 HE
TR SRR B S R A VIR OC, WIARTE A
o AR T R AL 23 B AR A AR LS IR
FIE SRR T . LI SRS IR U R 1
AR R BB S &, X LI Bh 4
IR TE 2 I WS BT R AW, ENTSEAARAE
KIgrf, I HAEZ AL B DAL AT B B,
A4 o 25 201 (9 B (Barsalou, 2008, 2009), HiAt

— BB 5T SRR IX R A 5 (Glenberg & Kaschak,
2002; Gallese & Lakoff, 2005), A2 ke, B4
A Ta] R 9 14 SR 8] & TE ) BT 1 B B 1 Jm AL
il 2 A B D3, T3 A AN ] T AL s 2x F
KRB LU RS BOE W FE b, 5 SRS
Mo BA B ROE L . B L AR EOE
FE I8 A 25 DI OCIK, I8 4 T A ) 4 B2 0 B 1]
LA E AR I, BATHN % B A 4 8 03RS
BL

S ERAD UL e IE G WE 7 B ET R AT — LR R
P FE R o NG T (2015) & B, TGS AE 1] A
W AR DG AT: 55 38 2 o AT 55 v, 7 A 4k B R I I 4
Sl T 4R Y BN () 2 A B A8 W] IHEE, H
T J5 48 32 R e 1 48 32 Y 0 LI ) 26 AN B[R] i
T o KPP GE S SRE AA YE N AN YR
AN TR BOECE LR, PO AR T A 2 T s Y
RIS, AFERDLE Z M5 85/ sk f, Bk
AT RAARAE WA S A RN I A P R e A R Y
BLA, PR R AR 1) A AL ) i i 2 58 4 ] — A in T
AR, EA s & A

- HEANTE 35 08 SOV I 2541, T 2 B A )
Ii] 7 ] — Ok RN W& 38 T 20 45 4E ¥ (Eikmeier,
AlexI-Ruf, Maienborn, & Ulrich, 2015; Eikmeier,
Schréter, Maienborn, Alexl-Ruf, & Ulrich, 2013),
X A4, SR 7N i IS A B RN A A 4 R OR TRl AL,
I LRI S 44 1 A 1) g ZKOT 10 3 SCRLARD, B
TR 5 i ST AR A T o R[] YRR A
Eikmeier, Hoppe il Ulrich (2015)i#F— &8, ok
75 sz g J5 2 (T B R RN T 1 RO ) I A 5 A i
S 48 FBE 1 I [8) 2% (] — BP0, H AT 4R 1
i A B[] 60 233 ] B SRF 8 B0 ) 32 2 — o g 7K
AR T8 SCHLT o R A dn R S 4 B R — Rl Ik
V-1 B is S LEL, IR A T3 KON I A
I [F] AR K O B2 B ARAE, X2 S B R Y
N [ 25 i) — St ons, (HE5 RIF Rt . BR¥e
(2018)th & 2R K 400 %) J% bt 32 8l 28 36 W) A2 A R JE
Y .0 PRIN R 2696 6 23 B 12, B S 1] (932 3
R W) 55 EL B T A MERE YO BRI ) £, {H
XTI Jo 4R 0 B[R] R VA b 2 5

B — 20, R A48 7 P I ) 44 8 (deictic
words) FIAH I Y 3 23 /R K A Wi AE: 55 16, A A fi 1)
THEER K-S KGR~ LA R-T
Lo BRI ()2 152K FWUY 4 #4 $} (sequential words)
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FWERT A I IA) ) 20 4 BE 2 (] SR AL - 208 A AR IR - S AL 939

FRUAH I 14 G 0 T A 55 BsF, A AT 1 340 52 7 1)
B B — o /SR — T DA B B~ /R — L %0 B ] £
AR RS, TCIe R F W Al et B) A A} i AT
%, Fo A 4k B O BRI ) 26 05 1) BN 43 g ok AR
(Xiao et al., 2017), XFEERM— 4R, 44k
JRE RV H Al 95 1 24 JBE )0 T S () 28 7 S Y5 RS L
il AR S A A T 22 5, Wi R BROGEiE s A1
SEM, S A2 B 0 A 1] BROy 52 0
3.2 {RIK R B SAR AN S 7Kk S Y B3 ey Al g

C A A TEHE AL P 57 S 350 LR () 4 1 0
AR VA O, S [R) L A% o0 RS () 26 A5 43 B8 1Y)
MLHX — 8 . BESR anit, AR FI808i5 sh &5
F14 2 SR [ 2 AH 7 T BB 2 — FP IR K O 19 8% 32 3
BLAH, TR IR I T A 4 (8] B A B B[] 28 A1
L AT BE A — i KO AR 1 SCAL . X P 2E L
il 0 L AR HE R 3 R 5 B el 2

FRAE 275 5 B A e, X TR E
TIE 1] BEAFAE P AN [ AKOF B B BILD - AIRAKF 1
H BBl (embodied simulation) 15 7K - 1) [ ity ke
%} (metaphor mapping) . H EHELLHE (952 25 A A3
il N W R B RO R, A AR A G
) JERHTE Bl 22 50 1 T BTG o BRIk, AN s N
T AR AL 5 N Bl 22 6 A DG Y e A UL
TR o MRS AN T Ak R A B R G B AR 2R 56 1 A4
FHE 22 RGEEOE, BRI 5 iz &
S AR 2R 1) 22 HoAE F (Barsalou, 2008, 2009), %f T
OIRRF I ZM 5, A5 B 52 20 45T f Bl 1) Bk bt is
SN E T 2 AT Y R L BRI R 2R A 1) . AR B
fiff B 1D A gk B e, AT AN 22 1l A Bl 32 45 5 B
R LA NGEREH BBAELM, KB,
BRI 0% 145 B B A, Bk, A2 s
e R R AR BRI H B A5 843 3 5 Ze i
A Z BN TE R A ARIE R o X ERNZ B 4256 98
TR R EERAEAE, BB EAFG-ATNE
fiE, T L3 ol sf (1] 0233 8] 22 [ ) 36 R 76 H 8 A T
HR R Wi B R R SR AL, FAEAEICC T . 2R
ME S PR BOE I, 5 2 M S G . SR DL R
WA GRS, A=A A7
P iR o R, 2 A o 0 B ) 4 1Y 3
BRI T H GBI T, 5
P55 XA ENB Zh 2 5 1 T — B

ey I S5 2 4R AT ST N LA B 5
MBS . Lakoff 1 Johnson (1980)7E iy e 5F

P (Metaphoric mapping theory) R T By &
FTAEDLR . A0 T B 5C & P i R oy B
FrME & (target concept), FHFHRfE H PR AY B4k
REASHR N TR & (source concept)o FE B[] Fl1 %3 [H]
H B C R, dh g By () A5 R B AR,
ELR B 23 (8] 4 [7) F PR A 2 (Boroditsky, 2000) . F&A]
UL EIE 2, R, < RS s g5
ZIETE T — et o P L An IR AT B w5 Al
CHTRRAE, SRR SR Z MW IE R T —
PO o [RIRERY, FRATTH 8 H SO ] rh g et 2
AR R ZS P g e B <R, Flhne B,
SR A AE, IE R R Y B 5
F, A FRATTRE A I () A0 2 [R] 79 3 o 4 3 3
S, DT BE 6% FF D00 0 25 2 B 1) 25 (] Al 2 > 28
AR PIET . ARSI Tt g, BRE
SRR & Ry A RS AT A
A5 B Ryt A B3 2 AR, BEi]sem
FRERTHLE . BB AR R — B A P AL
(intra-conceptual mechanism), & % 5 LA
K B AR AS (R ANE B 2 00 ) A R AL T Bl 2
—Fl Mk & [8] HL ) (inter-conceptual mechanism),
Tt B RE 6% 2 I Ak S I AR ] 14 4B A ] P 25 N
ZE 0 WG RN RAE (R B, A, MOCk, B R
7%, 2013; Landau, Meier, & Keefer, 2010),
3.3 IhgE

HRYE O A BFFEUESR, 2047 2 B 0.0 B ] 2
FERIE TR/ BE B, s SR g i
/A4S SRR B2 S A5, & — MK
IKOP E 0 B BB o 3 Fb B B SR IR 1
S SR RS R W B EAE A, B
bEE — B EAR I ERAZ S A0, XA R 5P
PE IR S SC . I —Jr |, wifE Mk
T2 0 BER (] 4R R B AR IR TR P 0 A [ R
WY, U A — s KT B T 422 A B e i S AL
il o ] RS ] 33079 4 AN (6] Fr) 91 08 T 2 38 i 25 )
Iy S8 7 B S G R o S B S i LA
I 5 M (B A L R 2544 ¢ RTEI R &%
fE R VR, T E PR T B p 2L R
PR B RS B 2 5

JE X PR HLE A I 0 22 5, (AJFHEERAH
%, T REEHZYORE 2B ', BENEE
THEME S ALY RN EAER, B2
HWZRFARN, Hk, F8EME SR, B
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BLHI AT e 2x [l A A= VR, R K P ) Jg ot iz 3l
B o 7K gy e S5 AL ol [] i i 8 o ben,
W58 K B A A R I /3 1 48 2 000 B ) 2 AT
PAZEAE, T RESE PR o P Aol AL o 1 B A s [ ME 2 I
RS 75 LR AE Y K — R L BORE I, P
FLEIERR AR, (HARE—F0 oy

4 |o)ERF0RRER

Zr TR, ARV, N RES E4E R
A SELAST [B) 26 A 25 AN ) AR VR, T 3 Ak U ) 3
23 ORI R AL B 25 5. 25 A AR IR T 1)
BB E 2, AR AR — ALK 1 B iz Sl
il CEL B AR, 1S AR A R ERE TR
w2 () B, AR T RE 2 —Fh s KT I R SO T
L] (e B ) o {F AT F 5 180 77 A — LB AR 119 )
AL, LT C 34 () 2 ) A VR 2 R R R S R R,
A BB () 2 BTG ) P 2 AL LA B S B R 25
G T B — IR AT .
4.1 LIERTEIZ IR B

e A 4 B R0 B ] i R T 42 B 4 0,
T 4 B 3R A (R ZEGR IR TS A 23 [R] B A
(ZE 5 ), A S 4E RO B R] 2 A0 U LA
K%, A RER IR T17 38 /43 L i Bt iz B &2 46
WA RE IR S RS AR . IBAREBEAH
TRRIEYE? BT —eWF 52 T & 3T .0 BT A
LM BRI,

el de la Fuente 55(2014) %4 PLEE 1 8F # 1 HT
Z A R ARy, R RE S Ty Wi PG PE
1 ) T 22 M A A SR e Ry o, i 25 A IS
7o AR X TP 25 5 AT RER IR T G Ui £ 7
A R 16 5 B H A 5 PR (7R R0 B O 5 3k B
S ARAETT A BRI 1) BV AR NS S &
AL G, WiPSPEF N F B AR, a2 wifh s
AR P <} 18] 132 72 8 ] (temporal-focus)” AN Al . de la
Fuente % Aik[R]l—Fp 3046 B4R AN CEOGTER
K)FBAENCESCHE T 22), P&t Aokl m
Ja BRI 25 B IR B B A 40 ) e iR S
U AE 55, 25 SRR ST Tl s T v A0 e (R
(temporal-focus hypothesis), 7 7 L8 5 bR 375 1Y
N I8 RN R 3 Y 5 1] (Nafiez, Cooperrider,
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The multidimensional spatial representation of time:
Dissociations on its ontogenetic origin and activation mechanism

HE Tingyu; DING Yi; LI Haokun; CHENG Xiaorong; FAN Zhao; DING Xianfeng
(School of Psychology, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: A growing body of evidence suggested that time can be represented separately either on the
lateral, sagittal or vertical axis. However, how these mental time lines originate and be activated remains
controversial. Recent evidence supports that the lateral mental time line mainly originates from
sensorimotor experience associated with reading/writing habits, and the activation may be a low-level
sensorimotor mechanism. In contrast, the sagittal/vertical mental time line mainly originates from spatial
metaphor in language, and the activation may be a high-level semantic mechanism. The future study should
focus more on the diversity of origins, the gene basis, the neural mechanism and the analogy between mental
time lines and mental number lines.

Key words: mental time line; origin; activation; embodied simulation; metaphor mapping





