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The Argumentation of “X IS Y "Illocutionary Metonymy Construction
Zou Chun-ing

( Harbin University of Science and Technology Harbin 150040 China)

By virtue of the deficiency in the vague differences between metaphor and metonymy in ICM framework and by virtue of the

deficiency of the original illocutionary metonymy attribute model presented by Panther the aim of this paper is to conduct a meti—

culous and in-depth investigation of illocutionary metonymy “X IS Y” construction. And it argues that “X IS Y ”ought to be cate—

gorized as illocutionary metonymy instead of mere metaphor which is carried out to reveal its underlying mechanism and patterns

of the dynamic reasoning process. Making use of “Attribute Enforcement-association” Model which is a highly-specific and con—

strained attribute inferential model based on the amended version of the original IM and blending theory. In accordance with rele—

vant construction theories this paper specifies the comprehensive aspects concerning “X IS Y”

contributing to the deeper in—

sight of “X IS Y” illocutionary metonymy construction by the standard of which this paper expounds and proves the rationality

and efficiency of the model proposed.
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