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20 B 2= IR M SR A o Y (B IE B AR AR R &=

M o Mt gt

(* P E R B BRI T, ISR E R A S, JEET 100101)
CrhERERE R, L5 100049)

OB AR A E RS R TR AR R AR E 49E S 5 K, KA T ANEARANK S B 8 e st
B ARAA . REHR LIEFX AL E )N A A ESEILFEM, AN R EHNAGLFLEE
EiEHZE. HE. BETEHEIN MERFEIREZAH A, RTHERNERPNALFGREHE,
B )R LA ARG AR T FRAVENNIRE ST 5%, B, EHZBFIMHLE, RNL
HE G ikFe B AR AL T it — 4 R IGESR

KR SRR, HEESRA; CEAEN, LgiAke

NHES B84

1 3% WFFE I 25 Bani 4 B F 7 A A0 SRR A,
R AT 0 I A A 95 G 5 0 LA,
HEEAL, BAR, By, o MBS ORI R, JFA A
T L BT IA TS =5 5 B AT &
B B I A LR RO ok A RO e SN
s A R K LR L3 £ S A B2 B R 3 3 AR LA A ek . mi)e
: , e et o 112 N ol YO Y 1| 5 P N 5 1 38
oo SRR R R 5 6K P T B SR RAE R I GO, 0
I 1 22 [ 0 24 S8 0 B 60 £ H 36 2 35 o+ 403 i i o

W A LI R R B 9 A K . J& X (Boroditsky, 2001; Boroditsky, Fuhrman,
y T B AN N A )

X A . & McCormick, 2011; Chen, 2007); |- F it 3 £ 4
F A B L 7E B3 fi 2% () BB 25 5 I 1] 46 I AR v

2 75 PLE S SEAN . o B
B AH %5 (Lourenco & Longo, 2010; Srinivasan & RAEDUR PR T, PINLEF. T, B4

CFANA (M, 75 KE, 2006; Boroditsky, 2001):
Carey, 2010). Ik #2552 S C I 25 T i¥;¥2i¥m%fiﬂ¢M§;;ﬁwﬂf
SR R T o R A o e s e g, L TR AR
5 F %5 i (spatial-temporal metphor, 1o AETE L TRDHA SIS T KR
= P P - ’ (W N ; - . . {\‘, %x L
Clark, 1973; Lakoff & Johnson, 1980), H2s [ 7x ii'ﬂgaﬁfgﬂmeri; 12'{)!(1)117)5 T (&, RAERE,
R S S B i B — Bk e g, IR, ’ ) °
ggglmgiﬁZMTiﬁfwiigiizi A KA, “A 38" (ego-moving)
(/Z\hen ‘2007' ’Radden 2)(/)104' Sz;ntia 0 Lu’ iéﬁez’ A IR S)™ (time—moving) PRIk et BE A ¢
e e n TR BGES, (U2 T AfIA
' ’ )- e " ) = lr"m iE BN AR L FA (Clark, 1973; Lakoff & Johnson,
IR, FIRTR IR RBIRTS, MITESEHE a0y e pygeaniopanion, Ade 0 %1221
IF2x [ 50 P R A 23 7] 6 4F (Boroditsky, 2011a)., ik %?&ﬁﬁ%iﬂﬁﬁﬁl‘ﬂﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂi%ﬂgﬁmﬁﬁi&
(0, “FRATH T AR 0" . FE KA, &
Wick H . 2015-01-09 SEAERTTT, B LA E R B R s R

o BB TR R R R 073 MR o -
M Ko £ “Hs Y zL»I]A" y B
1 (2011CB302201), H1[#l[6% (1 SAFH 23 4 Z i 300 BILIARAR . ARSI RaN T, AR LB

o) 19, PR A B 32 8 0 25
WIRFEE: XIHE, E-mail: liuye@psych.ac.cn I, BAnFRATT U th 2 B E R B (R )
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WiwAE N FNIAE (I (R 3E o 3X PR B[] 12 2
LA T B2 28 )32 Bl v i B R 5 R 3 G
AL A (Talmy, 1996), F2 BT 78 i B 2 iz 3
F &5 S YR R e J5 20 (McGlone &
Harding, 1998),

AR SR X B 2 oy 14 I KTl 2k b i
T2 Sh LA, DA R EE T I E) Az Bl AR A0
IR SEE, 5 F 43075 e B 5 Bl AR A 28 3 1
F, SRJE X B A oy BAR o B )2 Bl AR U
BLAIHE T8, 3B B DA S0 B8 1Y £ B Sk i
TR 3K S R 22 e 5% i ) ] 52 3 0 A IR, O
DLAERF 5T Hr A7 A B 4 RN () SR A T A B, 55
AR TR AT IR

2 EHELESh A A ORI S

BRI ) 5 25 ] A B R R S AR TR R, (H
X FF AR P 2 78 0 32 T A A A SR Y SR BK,
TR T B8 S W HUR —FRE F SR, W RTE
P i B m B O B G RS 3h B v i A S X
(McGlone & Harding, 1998)., i HL 317 4 7% b 4
B A A TRl 5w Bk R s, i,
“EFAET. A KA SRR T B
PIRLAR, “BIR”. “Ja 4RS840 8 T B M 3 A,
EATRE R E R, AT 2 2 e
Z B X5 (Clark, 1973), B, DIAERRZ T
R B 2 v B A v %) B [0 Sl A R T T 0 BE
ISR R 5Y o

FUNBE R TR G WUk 3, M8k
B —RFH LB 7 F1 0 RS, X — R 514
+ T AL R ]S S A B TS — B SR B
WAL HAE B XS B, BFoE 3 R Bl 5 12—
HEA(HAN, FRET T BB R ISR), X —4
THAT AT BE LL— (]2 20 A 2 s DL
FRG M IR, 7R TN o 5 PR N Y
B (BN, o k———>t H——>K3K), RIFZRE
I A B SN (18 Ty 2O SR 3K — A L
B L, IR0 SR T IR BLET, ZR A YA 1
AITFH R R — LA (B, AR AR, A
A IRAR T4, Y A S S R S
FARAE IR, AT B DA — ol ey ke S 14 400 £
B ) — RS B9 A, DT N T O R R e
M I 3 B (Gentner & Boronat, 1991; Gentner
& Imai, 1992). 337l i e S — Sk i &40 AT LA

JFH A S 30 e — Pl gy 2 A AN AL T3 5 VK |,
IR 5 HE S R YA % (Gentner, Imai, & Boroditsky,
2002), {HE, ZBFR MBS A T 520 R A5
A AL B AR R KA, i DA 7T B2y
20 A gt iz A O A TR A0 T At
SEE Y B IR BE AR AN SR T R,
e ) Sl i) i A b, SRR B T AR
Wo FTLL, BT ge ik & I 200 24+ iR
H AR T AS 2 B 0] 52 Bl LA AR 4k o

McGlone F1 Harding (1998)kH T % —Fhg
e, A 50 P RS [ 28 0 0 B 23 B ) 4 Sy
Ja gy, R A s SCR RO B A4 O B bR
Fan, AERSMMRE A “RATE &
1E WK T (We passed the deadline two days
ago)”, WAL BY)E A . “Buk H e &
£ WK T (The deadline passed two days ago)”, k%
B A] R AE TR A = AT B s O AR
BMWR, IKaMESBH 17— K217 (The
meeting originally scheduled for next Wednesday
has been moved forward two days. What day is the
meeting now that it has been moved )? "X &&—4>
RO Rl = 23 IR, Aol 2O BT
gfi(move forward)” ¥ K, X -1 41 A B A I X,
B AT D3R R A S 30 R AL A A
ARz E, AKRERTTT, RAE“ATRIHIMAMA),
0, T L B A R A G 7 RS 3 A — (B () 5 ) A R
FRI BB, o LR, RALH E B A
). SEEGATIRARY, M A JE 3h A2 A RS
AR OLT, R4 23 4% “move forward” £
AT R R L, B EE T RAE A R
2, MTER shAE i [ Sl M g oL T, T 2s 8
fift AT B B R —, BIEEE T RALNT A 340 A
M5 . IESE R H AR R A 0 i ) AR,
T LA 24 Ja 2 A 2R A [R) A9 B[]z sl 00 A s,
TR 0 B (] 48 7 1) e AR M A 2 o 32 S 50 (R A 5
UE T B B2 B A0 O BEBR S 1

JEEARZ W T, AMTERRE AR T X A
A7 G SO ASOR B (] [0 A58, LA abbe Sk 4 I A 44 Xof F s
] 12 zh A0 £l B9 %6 $% (e.g., Boroditsky & Ramscar,
2002; Hauser, Carter, & Meier, 2009; Margolies &
Crawford, 2008). {HXFhJ5 ik nl GE £ 1R A A1) ik 45
P 25 5 55 PRI L A A B 0 22 55, T DA A &Lk
[FIFEZS 5 32 3 e o
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SR 23 1) R 2 S 3h 78 =X 000 B8 A ik e ) 12
LERIBYSS I . 7E Boroditsky (2000) ) — AR5 H,
25 (] R S F P sk e, 38 o RS ] sk 25 g )

A PR s 2 A ) W ALK A 3l i ) I T A2 S A A

FRESR PR % McGlone 1 Harding (1998)52 56
rh T A BORY « J] = 23 07 IR) A, X T 5 AR i
B WURAATES SEAE T 28 AR B ], R4
IR R R R — 22 alfE B, % TR
V] Frg o Tl 2% 32 B 52 el ELA W) A 5 ) T =R
I RME 55 00 1, A [ iy s ) 1] =K ) 2 4o ) 3G
N R 2 2 8] 2 115 25 18] OC & 1Y
Jash s, HeE 1A s E ] 3 A )
B, Lo g R SaT NG R —5, R raitss
e BRUS ShARkT B A1 1) B[] 52 Bl A0 A SF i SRR
[ IR R, AT AR 5 T Bsf 2 g iy v G e B [ 2
LA O BB S

SR, X SETE S % 3 5 T HEAT BB 9T
F B FLANR A B, BT R BEJE AE LI A Y
PR TA RSN T IR 2 HE B st
PERRAE F ARG 5 T — 28 H 8 AR T R LS SR
A Ry S 56 A8 sk Sk 56 TF B (1152 3 400 AR 90 3 3 5K
PEo BIan, LEALIF I A] AT — L fa7 B iy B 22 ] B
ok Ja 2 A S E ] S LA ARG, FRBITEE
B 0 T [ e 0 %) B ] LG FRATT 3 L fg Bsf
[i] B 5E AT i & B 7 ) (Hello, I’'m on my way to
Boston. Is Boston ahead or behind us time-wise)? ”
It LB BB TR R I TR AR B R
WA 05 R, IR A R IR TR A8
ff] T 8 38 S 17 J5 1 (So should | turn my watch
forward or back)? 5 tIRI AR IE T LAY
SIS, &5 R B2 5 Bl 25 A5 B R) 4 e I )
iz S A —Bes, Bl B 5 R s B R (Gentner et
al., 2002).

VLB SRS s T AN R S 56 3w i AN
A SE g at, 32205 T R REAEAE I ik [m) R,
S #RAIE SE T I [E] 2 AL A O B, i —
AU B R I 2% B g e R B e, i LT THE H
B AR E T A B W B )2 B A AR 22
S, AHE AT A TR 7 S P s B A A AE Y
PANRAE T =X,

3 EEtEzEsRAmEZ

B F AT, FESE R B R I A] 12 Sl A e 4

B R 2 R A% HiE 3 400 (e.g., Boroditsky &
Ramscar, 2002; Matlock, Ramscar, & Boroditsky,
2005) . 1§ 4 (e.g., Lee & Ji, 2014; Richmond,
Wilson, & Zinken, 2012), &5 5 fk(e.g., Lai &
Boroditsky, 2013; Duffy, 2014). &2 5 (e.q.,
Duffy & Feist, 2014), i# 2 [ Z X} i} ] iz o0 9L 15
PRS2 M AR 52 2%, W ARBL T RS B W0 A e
Y R o

31 ZTHIEHEZK

73 (B BE A2 B I BE & i R TR B, RN A
I B 57 & 14 3Z 50 (Alloway, Ramscar, & Corley,
2001; Boroditsky & Ramscar, 2002), B2 W%
A Ay -3z 5 (Jamalian & Tversky, 2012), ¥
SRAETE A O ULE B Y AR I T (Matlock et all.,
2005), +H: Z2 H AR A AFS 51 n 1. (Matlock,
Holmes, Srinivasan, & Ramscar, 2011)#R4: 5 0 it
B2 B A B (L2R 1),

FEINSE A 1 G o AR BT A HEBA AN DL T
CHLIF R & AT IR A T LU B HERI BT T
FIN e HEAE BAMELS TR A TE W] RE kR A 3l F)
ik H MR CHLA K LIS A SRR HL I e %
T A] RE 4% B Fk 3 (Boroditsky & Ramscar, 2002).
TFF 5 25 A A 33 L X6 B[] 1) AN [ [ 52 o 1R T AN )
s [AUBRAN 28 07 o TR afe e 58 RALIY Afe % 48 g i
BARIRAS, X FRE L, ST AR
B, BFAEXT R AR 0 RE CALER R A EA T
—NERENFIERE, BESEENFY S
RN, 3 A 2 () L Ay S SR A ol At A7) 9 45 A B ]
e AL TR E B,

MIRATRE AN B F-HBERT, B RLZ 30
R R 2 Z BIR KRR W . EL R,
25 e 2 BN (R4 ) i T3, SRJ5 4R McGlone
1 Harding (1998)5% 5 Hr I 21 Ay AR« il = 25 13”
[¥) A ) W i e R R I (] GE B A AR, S5 R R
LU EPNEEE= S =g N TR S R BN <75
RSB A7 — IR RAE AR A,
AHEZ, A0SR S AR ) B A T, RE
o B R — ik — 3k T >k R AE B 8] 3 19 A A
(Jamalian & Tversky, 2012),

BR T HSLWEsh &5, Bilis 3o Xty 2
gy B o 0 A AR BT AR R . RIS B R —
B AL & SR RN 5 Wy B S AR A W K 558 B
BORS A WEFRE LK, BT itk
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%1 TEEHEH M S A TS TIA R
Aok
sESWA B TR AT AR
B 39 fa B 5] 2 0 £
Sz Boroditsky & 1. 7EHEBAZEREE A MG T A AE DGR HT I B9 A L HEAE AR Vi LR e S
Ramscar FOAEA RO B B AN TR RN R S AR S T A9 A AT RERE 3 R MR & 2 v g i)
(2002) ] s L
2. FEHLI A BT Bt SR TR BN ALA B
IITe % L BRI F) A2 5% W T LI TR % WA 6%
AR ] 1) 0 7t % 19 7 20 O T A 2 R
B S A
TR Jamalian & SBUEIFEKEAT A TR, SHE R AR R A T, R R B kT
Eggy BUAS 1 B R O7 [ BT 4, ARG 1% IR A B KA e 11 3, IR A MR B 4 4 vk
HELHH NP ] i) A 3 0L £ I 18 30 B 9L AR
M ALE B Matlock et al. 53 #liZ k), sk # RBUARME WM IUE S A MBIk K 75— Beik f s vk
(2005) He B B B — MR A, SRR G BSOMEE T BRI B R BhiE S
)T BT O B, SRS TE 14 ST 2 A IR E
Yo FCT R, 55 1 MR ] i) A
PSS T, Matlock et al. 5 & IE I b 7 52 5625 # T BB TRE B IBU: 52 BB R ¢ R0 1 5 1L ik A
(2011) FREFER, WEHIFA TR WO T AR Sk TS A

HhIFETERE, H i [ A I fi] )

ZEE, ERE ., DUE . B, mWmiuE . JF=
. BRAES 2 EHIET TR #E (Huumo,
2005; Matlock, 2004a; Matsumoto, 1996)., {5l 4, 3%
3Rk “The bike path runs alongside the creek.”
3R] I AN SR A B 52 Bl RN “run” BT L3R
75 5“The bike path is next to the creek.” 11z 3l
SRR AL TR LSS B R B AR, ELBOE
T KWz 3 &R 48 (Cacciari et al., 2011; Matlock,
2004b; Richardson & Matlock, 2007), Flfs [AIHE &
KL, ERlsshwiE T LR s s, 1
— I, BT 4 S B 4LE B ) i
B E B 3 i) — M BRIAR ), IR EOR B AR
LA T TR PSS, A DT, WS
6% McGlone il Harding (1998)525: v I 5] (i
WS =20 R 25 2R, B3 80 Bl ) i B
RE /s T AR A, 0E ) — B Rk A
B AE e B B 3R sh sl i 8] B2 3l I A e 25 5 ik
BBRRNBE, BT #— LRz R R
M B 3T T P A ()AL A A e, 9 X S
MOR R B R RLZ B AR T B ), L
R Y T 2 T AE b s 5 H 0 b 92 Bl R,
PORE T REERE A IR, 24 D H
W35 T 7E M 32 3 s V) BE AT B SOk 9 15 ) 2 400 AR
(Matlock et al., 2005), SLHuZ5RFHIRE EHILZ
AR AL IB Z R, (HFAERE RS R AT

[R]85

WA —SE RN, EES5JRE3 X
5B A iEsh, WaEE M AT T EE
LA B (Matlock et al., 2011), 1% iE5h—
MR I RS IIN T AE S, M
T X EEFFS 8, AAMTHE P 0% N —A 5 1] 55 —
ANES R B BEAT T B4l (Matlock, 2010), 425K
B A% O B8 U 75 25 4 b b 30 50 B 4 a5 B
I, KEB /Bl AE 52 i McGlone AT Harding (1998)
BB i = 2 B0 Al AT, 2R T X — AR,
Ik T HIRSmW A, I 2SR gl P IS
Bf, Kool TR —, BER TRESI
A (Matlock et al., 2011), %045 1E— s e
b 158 BH B 2 s [H) 32 Bl Y 58 i 42 1 T AR AR
5k ) 8 0 B2 AT B
32 &%

IR S 4R FE B, AR A R AR R
P, MY AT F R, SR AR H
. TIRIRAAE H 8 AEE T X se Y] B IRLS, iE
SR SEUERE Y, B ER WA 2 5 S O 9 e [E]
A BRI R (e.g., Droit-Volet, Fayolle, & Gil,
2011; Mella, Conty, & Pouthas, 2011; Tipples, 2008),
VIR 5E 32 B4R v 1 2 55 1 PR e [ < S 1)
Ok, BASWTA B ST 16 B i) 32 B 0 A Y
£ R B AR 4 ST AN SE i ¢ R (R 2).
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FER AR

RGP WO S AT BT A5 I 6] 7R
BEACEI; SRMARMUARE
AR, A 5 FI WX —
AR IEE Y

TERL B — 4 N R R, A&
o i) - % 11 Fk Bh A9 B [ 32 Bl 00 AR ok R AR
i i)

2 2 gk A 3K sh iy ) s A
2 T (9 506405 17 & R 2 ) L ) B
AR Y JE

HEG W b 2 %) A 1 T B ) B A
B IS AT, AR R R R
A 320 00 06 i T 2 3 A ) 24 £ 1
(s

Ve 15 e 20 09 Bt L 3o 9 I 18] 3 1 i A

R PR
e 19 B B A AR LU T R I ) 3]

%2 BE5HEEHNAEELROTIERR
e B AT 55
U Margolies & S 1. 2: KGR (E M M 1 T 1
5 B i 32 3 9 &xgm SR T2 5% S A X R B ] i A
FR PRI F 2 3a, 3b: SRR [ T o i ] B A0 e i)
BN AR — P, SRR I
1 IE SR
Hauser et al. [iis— O A BUR 6 3 IO L, S5 ]
(2009) A S PR e 1 RSN 1]
Ruscher (2011) i i — B 11 14 3% 3 ok % B i 20 90 £ #84 f10
WA ARG RSO, SRR B SCh AR
151 2 1yt e K J
I E (R Lee & Ji (2014) 4G fefh, IS AE4E 1, Horh—i4)
25 IR 75 5 0 ) PO BT RS MM T, — 4 B B
E B R AR T SRS RIS, s A B
15 % S LB ) 3 0 6 1 6 T T 1)
fil 32 S ff
AP 4 R Hauser et al. g5 MUBERI I I )R, SRR 52 U I 12
Sz g (2009) %
FRIEFERIOCAR  Richmond et al. 5 5 5 G REWI IR ] 11100, R ) 52 1 4 ik
(2012) e vy o

VR e T A R I - R R
TR

—SERIF Y & AR )1 45 BRAR 1 B FR Bl [
B Z A R R, T A I 45 e kB R) 3142 B
MLA RS wlan, HIRATRE— 1t ey F
1 R I R e R i A B S e < 1 A R ]
G R — AR A A B, B ) T4 5 0A]
PR [R) S AR (95 T (Lee & Ji, 2014), Mfiiii
WA TR R 2 5 L AR AR B0 55 e ] A By R AR A
FEARE DG . BRI i AT, MR g
MG A0, O] R S e
AT ATT, ARG AE M 2 SRR, T AT
AEIR A b i1 1E #4301 1% 254 (Margolies & Crawford,
2008), AFFTLS AN R R BEE & AR R
A ()52 2 A0 A AR AL T 0020 MTE I . i) HLAR 25 5 B
()32 Sl A 1Y IR LR 1, SR A B 3. 3h (A
KRR —DFOEE, PO A S AR —F R
FRBRE P, T 24 SR R[] 30 i 40 f B, B 2
S W2z 544 g T8 B B Pk (Margolies & Crawford,
2008), M E I A9 A IR 3 LA B EE B AT,
B TIOIN £7%) 35 493 155 2 e S TR B LU B Rl B A
i 48 (Ruscher, 2011),

SR, A B R, BURAE Sy —Fh AL (1 3
WAs %, 5 A K300 E S S0 Z BT
ORI, BRI el A T AR I 4 B B ) T

AT AL . Hauser %5 A (2009) A 1) 5 %%
PRI, WRIPIRES . AR = A
REE T X —BUt. REM, wEARNAM
A R A L 32 43 5T ] 2l 10 B A B i 19 ) TR R T
XA sh B RS A A, K SRR ORE R
PURARAS; T HLAE A 38— 1 A AR S B
NAT 2 B ) T3R5 1 3R Bl i A A Sk R AT B ] 1Y
23, DA XSS g5 S 5 IR SR AR Y
1% 26 1) 1E 173500 5 5[] 32 30 40 AR 0 X6 g G & o8
J& o PRI, 2R A% s 8] 52 300 A 2 15 1 2
U5 Rk — 20 AR AR .
33 BEEXHK

FATAE 038 A AT LA e sk 5 R 1k Fe A
FYJEARL, TN HLR BE SR FRATT Y A, MRS FRATY
AR Ty, BB AR Sk R | R
i, S, B, RSN ERENT
LR R B T T, RS2 15 M (Boroditsky
2011b; Keefer, Landau, Sullivan, & Rothschild,
2014; Landau, Meier, & Keefer, 2010), FA17EL IR
P [ B PR 380 199 I ey 2 % AT 0 4 ] g S B ] R
A2 VRITE 5 T (Boroditsky, 2011a), 75 AR B9 SC4k
BRE, BRZBET RENZW, HAm oz
S S HOAANTRA . BB R ey 77 O R A



1716 O B R 2 ot B

%23 %

(Fedden & Boroditsky, 2012; Levinson & Majid,
2013), FRATTXT I )iz B AR A ) et 32 BT R
AL B 52 0 (Duffy, 2014; Fuhrman et al., 2011),

X HE DU 5 S R 5 R N 2 55 B v i
B8] 32 Bl AL A e B A ) v, 45 2R K IR X T
25 ML) McGlone F1 Harding (1998) BBk« & = 2=
WIR R, IS 5 2 JS ALY 8 B i B 48 £ O ) 9
PRRT ) R, B ol ] 2 S A 1) SR R ) R 3 g e A
DUTEAH FH 2 B 1) TSR IR (R B A A5 ilE— 20
BP0 A B, U {3 A e i

BT L0 1 2 B 22 SR BT I R S 9 A

FEDUEE S T I L DGR A 2 58 20 R I ) 3l 9
M, W—FEFHERS S —FEFERT
15 A B (V)32 Bl A0 A B 43 7 A — 8 IR e (Lal &
Boroditsky, 2013), MiEF M AE, KA AN
Prir i &R, FHE T3k, EDUE T, “HE
BURB B A K BRIk 1B FIAS T A % (Chen,
2014),

Ao, Brgh. &, WinSFRAER T Y T
B T A kG AEY, BIE—E8
J§ b2 AR H F AR TS oo [l HE sl
A AR, TR N ] T A5 [ SR SRAE A
[E] 48 & 10 45 3R (Boroditsky, 2011a; Richmond et al.,
2012), fltn, weilAE (s A B DI NZE & 47 R A iz
Bl 7 2O HE BT e i (] R, S EOSAE I H D
SR TRV N SR =127 e Sl = e W I ] B e
(Duffy, 2014).,

34 MRER

IR T 5T & AR Z M AR AR 22 07 161 19 22

SRS RERZ M AEENES . ARME

177 2l AT T 38 A [R] 1 s 6] 32 340 £

folhn, PR A A S AT BN B B 18] 12 S P A
BT LUK B, A7 BN B3 ST 2 Ml 1 % 1 ] 3y 1Y
A, WA S 2 R S A AR

6 ) NAE T4 6] 171328 B 00 It Ay — S A 1t 1,

LR PN AR N O PN N e S il DR
AN B9 S R AR S S R R 22—, i, AR
JRTE . AHIE AR O A | RIS TE A
Al BEERE 3 3R 3 LA (Duffy & Feist, 2014),

R T RUESE I 2 R A S UE, R EANIE
IS SR R TN 22 S 5 I () SRR A R 4
MICFR, AR RWIR A A IR iy ol n] g
RIS BT AT A, T SR FH 8] 2140 £ 1) Bl i o ]

RERIMMHLAE AT R . S5A ZRIBFSE, WAL
FEPE | R TEME R B RRAE S AR B 1S S 1Y
SEPAETE R Bk (Duffy, Feist, & McCarthy, 2014),

AN B TR e ) RIS 45 5 i aliz s A
PR Z mER] T R A EEER . ARG
(personal agency)fs ™A B Fsh ik F(E E . Bt
FHNWIFAE B bR T w478 LIS BB E B AR fE
J1(Vallacher & Wegner, 1989), A & & & H A+
AE 7 W Bl B AT BB A A IR B A B AL S A A
(Richmond et al.,2012),

H BT %5 284~ 1 22 5 Qe 5% e ) (1) 328 B0 400 £ 326
Bk D, B £ SR 5 Y SR
B[] Bt Sy = of b 435k A BF 5 R AL T A S
VLR T XA~ VA 1) 328 Bl 400 £ 09 e 3 B 58 38 1A
P BN, LR A REAE . BTG T AR
S HHHFERRGEEER, HITENR T HE iz
SRS BAER .

4 BIRTERE

Lakoff 1 Johnson (1980, 1999)# !, AZKHE
BARG IR SR/NY — B AR AR, X
SURTE | HLRAME ST LAY B AN AR A 2 L dh
S, I HITA AR EHEE A SRS 50 1%
Priag o N ol w9 UL Y O i B o 2 WK N
[& g 3815 (CMT, Conceptual Metaphor Theory), #
bR AL AN A HE . 4R VRIS (source domain)
I H b (target domain) .. 38T 45 [ g — FlUE 1 22
B, — RS, — BRI, —Fhod g i Al
WRGES, AU S B XN AL, T
W H R IR B SR —F LA I8R5 348 19
TAENGEHY o BRIy (14 A% J5T AR 2 K 2 VT 4l 190 B o W Sf
S EAREL b, U B AR W B 4 TR i A
BRI s BRI — R I R B
M o NS T 2 4 109 A B AR (04 ARE A By JT T ol f) ol
ZEIRBEAE R PR AE Y, YRR BOE T B Y
IR AT, FRATAT LATC B 1 b AR L o i A 2 1) 4 U
B, BT LA B 4% O B A S B 3) 4E (Lakoff,
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cognition)si i B 7R £E N H1 ik B2 v BT & 5 14 G B
H, BRmEsH . Esh = B Mg sk
T FHA1E 4N A (Barsalou, 2008; Lakoff &
Johnson, 1980, 1999; M-¥#& 4k, 2010).

SR B A B R O AR — A TR R
NATTIE Z 0%, AHE ] — E AR 28 )X — fR TR
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[H)32 B AL 4

B BN R AN R R0, Bl A
TE H SR FAL 23 PREE Y 24 o b O 3 1 T SR 458 A IR 100
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55 Sy By () BRARBR AL T B IR S B R BR Al . i 4n
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AP HT R,
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FEAE SR TR 5 4, e 0 382 T L PN R A
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15 ) 2 30 5 1% 2 0 T I R I S AL A R R R

MR T S5 A0 K 25 5 2 At £ B
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B FCR M 3 OB TR R BOR, (R
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S T P RS 4 2R, T LR LR A
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2 HH TR 5 R I AT O ) Bl 2 ML O B (O
2012; Carver & Harmon-Jones, 2009) ., 7& LA #51Y



1718 O B R 2 ot B

%23 %

A O R BRI P A58 b, TSR AR R
T2 IBE A SR, FRATAT LASREDN . 52 e i 8] 52 3y
AR, AR R YE, TR 2SR AS B il A 1Y
TE PR, T A A B A I T sk Y S L
fa . T4 shHLLE R RNy, ShALGR 5 e
PR HEBCR, HPEIFASE2HMIE, WL
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b N Y L D I N N SR (T R R k= S S I W B S
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LA S R B AEAE 2 5. DA DE R R
U Z I LA B2 A I i s LA 1], W) R
BN L T IN BRSO B, FEIZ AR
(43 A ep, AR AN R A B BT A 0 4IRS
(Krieglmeyer & Deutsch, 2013). i H A I#F5E F,
S5 B BR8] 5 min B ) 32 20 40 £ 1Y) 2
Bl Hauser 45 A (2009)7E 3 56 o R Bl T &
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The Factors that Influence the Choices of Time Movement
Perspectives in Spatial-Temporal Metaphors
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Abstract: A large number of research has confirmed the psychological reality of two types of spatial-
temporal metaphoric systems: the ego-moving metaphor and the time-moving metaphor. They are often used
to represent the way how time move and also represent two perspectives people used to comprehend the
relative motion between self and time. In daily life, many factors such as spatial motion experience, emotion,
language and culture as well as individual differences can influence the individual choice between the two
perspectives, which further reflects the flexibility of its cognitive process. Research focusing on detecting
further factors explaining which metaphoric system a speaker uses not only enhances our comprehension of
the relationship between language and thought, emotion, and sensorimotor experience, but also provides
further experimental evidence to embodiment cognition.

Key words: spatial-temporal metaphor; perspective of time movement; psychological reality; embodiment

cognition



