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Image Schema and Non-propositional Meaning of Metaphor
LEI Hong

(Foreign Languages Department, Beijing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract; This paper attempts to deal with a controversial problem in current research of metaphor, that is, the iconicity of meta-

phor. The author argues that imagery is a crucial mechanism in the comprehension and the imagery content of a metaphor consti-

tutes the non-propositional meaning of the metaphor whose existence has long been denied by the traditional theories. To examine

this problem, the author first reviews the main findings in the relevant literature and then builds a semiotic model of metaphor, in

which the role of imagery can be easily detected. Both the linguistic data and the experiment provide ample evidence in favor of

our argument. This study is significant in that it attempts to explore a hitherto neglected domain of metaphorical meaning.

Key words: metaphor; image; image schema; non-propositional meaning





