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In recent years, with the “empirical turning” and “social turning” in cognitive metaphor studies, scholars are constantly
concerned with two fundamental questions in corpus-based approach into metaphor: methodologically, the innovation of metaphor
search and metaphor identification in corpus; semantically, the distillation of metaphor-triggered mechanism and the factors on
metaphor choice. To date, however, little or even no attention has been paid to metaphor annotation in corpus. Based on the ma—
jor findings from metaphor identification in NLP and the metaphor annotation in some representative metaphor corpus both at home
and abroad, this paper systematically proposes the basic principles and contents of metaphor annotation, and analyzes its patterns
and methods so that we could provide some references for the scholars both at home and abroad in cognitive metaphor research and

the construction of metaphor corpus.
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P -U oK X 5 T H 2R B9 AH ST 58 7™ A2 B B2 T -
BT AT T B AR SR PR A AR TE
BEAX S PRETT L 4 A2 RN ) B b
VM), DA A By AR T BT 58 S (AR DG A 4

2 FEmMERER R

B b v 4 D IR O B b v L B R 2
FRAG A HTHE  FF X B i 9T A2 A B
HIAVEFT « ASTFFEHEE T Leech( 1993: 275) 7E3@E [
TERHE 3 AR R, RS S HarE AN A
PRIE T AL HE A B U AR S IT M i 2 AR
FPEMBAMIARTE SE R, REUER WD R AR 0 5 4
FLEAS S DU - 56 i) P L PR L R L — Bt T
o FLHHAR LA FT B X HERARIE M AN E B Angh
FRRIEAE 35k 458 R 15 52 19 18 34 ( Leech 1993 ,1997;
fal i 4E 2003; Sinclair 2007) o BEAh, MOBLAE 2
BLEF AN & L M . Leech TEAR U 5 0 b 12 1)
ETRFEY SRS NI N 59 11 B2 W P ] N 4
SR 04 S0 2 X B bR TR B N A N R
TR T A AR] R ST B i Rk R A T A R
TEEF AR PR & .

(1) SRR o 22 5 ) 35 A X BRI AR
B RET & L B BRI AR A0 B 4 D IEAN TR
( Byt IR)YC S VR R H AR A S e ) o MAER
S 7ol 7 o <L e i s AT D O Y N 1 N RN P23 T S P2V £
FHRABE RS R W3R4T . SR, R B AR 1 AR
MR IR Ze & — X oF JE k. WP WMAERE,
VR i R R RO 7, T b 1 2 W01 40 2 R bR T
PITTATH: . PRI, AR AT AR AR U = A 3 2 (]
SRAG I —Fh Z W 7= (T {53 1998:8) o MWH
A EE P AME L EE BB 1 1 SE RO R, 22 B g
HIE F B BAL R S5 AR ERE N AT
5 B AR R B R . esh, ey B
AR JZR B S ( Ritchie 2003) o QAR 3 BbR
T T v B A B gt 3Rl JR IR B AR IR LA R AH N 79
UL 8 O 55, By () TR o0 R sk L s < BT
AR ZE SR . RS IL, X Ry A 3L AR R b
ATARE R WAL N E .

(2) BePEtEE . pangEkl 4 RE v SRS 88
AR FEILAIIE T S i A 30 R i m] D
H IR R R i AIF 9T B 0T T & L R .
AR ST B ARG S 380 P2 A (4 LR AR
WA= E2E5 . FET U0, PR g5 di o4 5] i) 3%
fith I, T s AR SEE R (A 2T B 19X BadniE 5 12F
TSR 2 BRI , AN, s .

(3) dERGME RN 5 g it HAh & A H
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— BT W R H S AU O vk
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(4) —ZPEEN . ZEFRmMibRE T, £ T R — B
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SR B BRI D RE L b 2 22 (BRI 18 B e Fh R BE I
A—3E. BRI, 7E BRI AR 1 Z BT, AL A% ]
REIRE B BUIE AR UE , IR B 90 Bt i — 2R
2 PSR B AR TE AL RN AR, R AT BE 4 AR T
#2225, AT A AR BRI bR v A5 B S5 20 B -
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e Mo . EAFTE TR R e 226,
R B2 S0 P AR TR Y B X B AR S5 B

(5) PTEPEF . Leech( 1993: 275) 1A JyiE A}
PEARTE T BAREA FABVE, RAELE AT B “hRife”
1550 R AR ARy S ERASBEVE M o — kil —
badi. RIMEAFEAE , b L BRIE i I S B AN LL B4 e
158, YF HATSAA W AR e e oo — 098 G
bR i AL 5 R, B a1 T S MR e R
R b Ry TR R AT FH 3 SR A R o AR 1 s i
FH R G R, 38 22 R 3 FH 2% 3 3k 42 57 1 h
ST KA M TR R E R IR IL S . S ET, H
PR A S Al JEE S 15 BAASE AE S 1 T A A 1 R A
WAFAE LIRMM . PRI, BEAR B 25 5 % 55 5
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WFFEAAIRRETT 58, BUR AN, 456 A B IIEE
H G il — A T BRI T % -

3 RmEiREARR

wl Y M AR 1 18 5 ( Extensible Markup Lan—
guage , XML) J& H Al e H UL A 38 1 55 e A% 2o
5 SCML 25 FLI AL AX0A HE . XML AN i H 7 3 A
25 WA SO AU S B (B B G X R 4
IR RE S o PRk, FH P AT 3 AN R i SRk
FE AN Rl U N I FRICTH 7 - BT, XML 7]
RN HTML SRS 5 A 2 BAT 35 iy SO %
PG ATREE ST . AT LA, XML ) [ 545 055 By
FRUEEBAR B ARSI AR B A 3G o ARUFSE LI
XML PR ETR H EZEFET LT 3 TRPEE 5L .

(1) XML BEIEHRFRE BOTHE A LI, BEAS A Pk A1
SR A SE R PE . LR AN, XML (1) BEAS 5 44 2 )2
PRI TR AE , B BRI IC R IR S AR R 45
(start tag) SFEEHRPREE( end tag) , FF1E W 1 S 3L
B PR R BT MU FEAR R | REfS
fAT A XML AHSC R R P B9 TT A&, 1A a2 B DTD
X SCAF LR FEAT AN PR, XML AT feff By 5
TR ORI B, TEORHRS 2R T 5, AT RE
i i R FIREE MR PR BT AR T ) R GEPE AN SE 8k

(2) XML 5 A 74 09 € L7 A 4R (5
SR N7 AR FEAS iR ( nested) 4544 R 2RS40
ERYIERTZ Fo SYTRHZE U B INAS [RZ 015
S R B 435 A4 A8 A5 52 AR I, o 6 AR 285 44 gl
AR R IE SRS MG ZUAE A B 454
NI i 2 5 28 Sy PN B 45 ) 0 B2 2 AL R A
SRE =R R SR 2N S Ea =S RIS R e
B 5 IR S R o A BR M bR I AR R B o
e n] DABRTE KRGy B e AR 2238 D Sl , IFARIE AN [F]
FEJE BESE H 1 S 2 A T R AR

(3) XML HA aJ§ J@th. |58, B 7 XML %
b SCHY B ZE B 2 A, T kA AT A AT 6
DTD, JFR H T ZF “Rl 7 2 7 g bR i 4. Hakk,
A e Ao FH 2 LB R AR o, il X XML (9420 Dy et
TP e, BN aE R NS IR EE ST . XML
(Y9 FEE PR 2 Dy LA AT 87 A P s o A A4 1 12 1) e
fili( 2555 1999:24) o ANHTARIA, By g U] B
it 5 AR R — A B AR A R A AR, AL, AR TR
R Fh BEAS A HIE AT 5 ks Xl e SR 2
— ALY o XML A5 4 Sy By by v 42— 4~ 3%
TESE AR B 09 77 20, I FeiF T A i AT Ebs
LI, PA A2 sl eh 28 AN RIAR i A RO oK 31X
WS LA HTML AT il ik SCAS A X el i

L2 DA RO T TR R R 1 B s T B 2805

4 BRMIERERNTTIE

HRTIA B E R PR 13 vk EZE A5 AN Tis
S NTARE + HLasil B HLaspnit + AN TEHEI L
MALAs 4 H3brid . Z WL 9, Bamgidr 32 7l 43
S BRMR ) S BRI P AR . BRI RS
BRI A Rt JRCAS0RE W 3 5 ) BRU bR 1 1 JBT
Ho R, BEM bR 1 00 AS O 7E B mr TR Y STl
b 38 A AR AR B9 AT S AR X B 251 )2
T AR S EAT I T A BR AT E SR T B . ARFSR
K Pragglejaz Group( 2007) $2& H i) MIP [ igiiH
BT ERIE L UE, BEmgi AR T 00 W ik A2 A 3k
WA — PR Jr . SR T, AWM TR
RBemay R 1) B B i R FH N TR + MLAs4iBn ™, 78
BamgRic B Be L LA “Blasbrid: + AN T 5B 7 5L
A AR R H . Z T LR X W RN 7 s, 32
EA LRI s =

(1) Bemsy tE A& 00 FR R P A i Ze . /48 La—
koff A% A 35 114 Bes S B S5 1 Ay By 19 43 AT 5 T e i
PESEAS TR P AE SR, {5 HC 0 P S i A [ ok 22 |
FRTEE S PR . R, 7E B AR TERS T, X RE
M B TCR ) Z ook B ARt s i /i - e,
A P BGE A ETE  24 00 R A T 5 ok 2 B
gy 4 ek 5 Py i AR Ak TY SR SR 4 B i k2 4R
Ramiis = I g5t 5T 8E; TR AT 28 ik
AT BB TIE SISO X B (R T ZRAIE

(2) MRS IrE e SHEOR R M. 5
(SUTESE e SUTH NP RES ik 7 88 - SN 7l
& (conflated) ,{HifF F I35 HIE R )2 45, &
FETT ¥ 56 B b 3 AE H A & &R S8 ( Steen 2007:
175) o BESRTE T B i TR ) 2 A A8 e e A4) 2 1Y)
FEAith , SR AT FT a8 A v X W 25 ) PR 1) 5 X I )
JrEie . MBS IR R , IUAF 11 By 20 )%
s P YU B PR, SR Z Bl RS H S
PRAE Y 5 12K 38 5 e 7E A 8 2 T A U, L ER
AR P U 4 DG R () RS AT o X B[R] TAE
ARICFRBEE FKE 52 i Ry T 2 Ak S5 28 1 1) o 4
SRLEE AR T R H SN R . teAh, N
H At Banss 5 shiR BB s 1225k F , 115 BRI
FRAE R b 132 %6 52 J7 TSR 32 3 B A1, HE AR AR AN
HATAEHENE

(3) BRMTARE M T ) PR . By b 1 B B
FEARPE B A i AR BT el A 7, 302 B
M TERZE R R PR DR E 1 o 3K 503 B R TR ] =2
J& S AU E BN TE T B Bangi P 1) Y MR S B A B
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AR 7% TR SR 1) ] 1 (RE) R AT O 26 S AR X 5 b T
IR X —Hr B AT 55 v DG S T R AR TR A LR
It T s AR B 2O ST AALE A
L. LLAn, TRAHTAF( 2015) 7EITN IR
BHE SRR LA i R A S BT 2
N A AR K™ e 4 il s B T 9y =X, BT Hi 1 /%
AT %) ST AT AR R r B B T AR o i I
UL PR B BER LS S AR A T AR
TEREPMERCE RS IS T E, R
AU T PRI R A b i — Sk

5 BRMIRENAE

5.1 Jufs SR

Sy SUEN PN EY Y AR de st S ek g rp SUEE
RSO AR F A B BIE SRR S (AR Rk
U5 SCAAR L Y U R HH RIS ] B e By
B B BRI T] 2 bR I (8] 252) 1 SCAR B9 PN 3R 4 )
AEC ANk A Bev ~ SCHER S P BE F1 3R 09 @I 3R 5 R Ak
AF) o RXUEAE B HE T 0 Sk AR, I 1l G e R
FPAE BT St 5 SCAS HES7 G R . M XML A%
OB PRENE B TRIE TN IR E R SR
fE o BEAk, BRIUAR (N 200 20060 35 0 37 1 A IR B
B AbRSE . HAARAREAS N

@ » 17 »
. name = .

< annotator team =
” > < /annotator > 43 H| F N bR
FARURPRAE BRI BN AR AR BRAAL B
BN o
< annodate
“..7> < /annodate > 43I FRIR “BriE AT A IAFR

25 FPRINT[B] 2 AR (6] AR TR R 45 ARPRAE” o

111 »

17
orgname = ...

initial_notated = “. .. ” lastmod =

< corpus source = discourse =
“...7> </corpus > 43 KRR “GERIAZ IR AR
TEAL SRR S E RS TR AR A .

DA AR P2 A2 P 3R B iR R AR
BROTEER 1. EARYE, &0l LARS B A o 308
Jufe BRI S EOR 38 T s ZE I it i AR B
XTI 5E i A e A ik 35 2 S — SRR S
A%, AT LR SR A R I 6 5T SCAR S0 TRl HERR 11
Geit2F80E , JE T E 5T S AT 22 18] A4 AH 5C M (R T
2012:40) o 45K, B iE R E & # T 2R IR AS
RIS B A 1R BE SRk A BRI N 19 7T /s
BEAThRE .

5.2 IHEARE

VAR A B U gk R Sy 1) 28 KA 1 3] b
T S FE X R SCAS v A AN TR BT BN
bRl ic S kR BT PE( Leech 1997:2) o X J&

38

— AP BB BT R AR T T I B A AR TR S AL B
FRARXT LR R — B A SIARTESROR . H TR
TLABE i A 3 PR AS R f4F 4G Claws, TreeTag—
ger, Wmatrix 5. Ry g2 b i iE ik dn i £ 2
SEE X BRAG PEIRIVC T . RO, TEARTE Z A, 75
3 A A I U R e A BRI v B By
PRI, SRl T ALAR 19 A SRR R X
XL TRV AT ) PR AR 1, AR T A TRV SR TR X
WFAFE R B2 A . BARPR A% R

<p>

<s n = ‘45” > Container <w NN > group Tiphook
yesterday <w VBD >said it was still <w JJ > confident
of <w VBG > winning its <w JJ >joint £ 643 million <
w NN > bid for Sea Containers even though the <w
NN > battle has <w VBN >swung <w IN > towards
James Sherwood’ s ferries-to-trailers combine.

<sn=“46">...

</p>

PLESCARRITEL <p > FonBaERIITG, </p >
PR R, <sn=“45">Fll<sn= ‘49" >4}
SNFIR SRR R . TIORAE S N B FREH AR
i E P, BB 25 A L an, <w NN > EIR
group J=— 1 HHE 4406, <w VBN > IR swung 230
Wl 253 PRI, 3 P 10] 1 BRI 2 280 43551 U
el ARl E R S iRl ERET -

5.3 i XARTE

NI 5 0 H R B 58 ) AN
WFFERITEWE o DRI L T SOBR T 0 B8 J2 KR i ik 22
PRt A i A9 B 2R Y o Sl HE S O0T L KR B9 T
MAREFEMAEZLLT S I

(1) FEATER

ABIF I 95 [ 2% 745k 2 Paul Rayson
IT & TEL TS hRiE: T B Wmatrix JE47 A Y
R DU s A A0 BRAEL A5 IR 2 U S~ Ay A ik
T YR I R PSR UM B T A i A2 H ARl S
e A I B (MR 4T 2017) o e Ah, AEAR
SR ERTY , AW T 51 H BT U A BR
15 B} ZE Master Metaphor List, ATT-Meta data bank,
Metalude {E RHESHR G AT R 19 S K5 24
SR AN AEAR R T B T Ok AE b aR B 5 Rk 2
A6 2R B AH L Y B A S A, AR T T A E X
AP IE S o HARPRIERS AT

< view >

<mapping > LIFE IS A JOURNEY < /mapping >

< metuw > road < /metuw >

< source domain > journey < /source domain >



2018 Mg T %

BAx

R R A R

$2 4

< target domain > life < /target domain >

< source > MML < /source >

< original literature > more than cool reason < /
original literature >

< /view >

VA ESCASEYIT Sk < view > o Bakay 5 4E B9 T
b, < /view > RN R B E ML 1E; < metuw >
< source domain > < target domain > < mapping >
S % 5 T B 1 H A B 2 journey . journey , life
A1 LIFE IS A JOURNEY; < original literature > 7~
ZBIG R T & 35 More than cool reason; < source >
PRI W ) TR B SRR IR T B TR
J%£ Metaphor Master List.

(2) 1Tyt

IERAE OO FE IR SR TC ™ A Baa 28 SO, A
frITeik A S S L ey 1 PR D 46 R 22 20
iy 22 3R RS2 v JE R AL g o SR, B3 14 U1 24
PEIFIERF IR A, B — DR By ). BRg
TR 22 S 7 AR AN [R) B s 2K 1), JHG vh i DL
B A RS i AT KU ATy 52 BT ( etymological
metaphor) o [ET AR 24 P R R A vy, DAL R
I Nl S DR B c P e w S YRR Db U S ing
SN E I . BAARPREARS AT

< view >

< conventionality > conventional metaphor </
conventionality >

< conventionality > novel metaphor < /conven—
tionality >

< conventionality > etymological metaphor </
conventionality >

< /view >

(3) 2t

Keumar ELAT )= 244 ( gradability) , BRIV, A [R)#E 7&
F BRI PR B 2 (A A AR 25 5 o JEH T O R, TR
I H BRI T S 3 SRR B Z R e e R A0 Bk
5590 LEUN, WA PN A B P 22K T 0 R
B B PE o T SC I mge) i A e B MR EE A AR
FEEC, Al WSS TR 2R v s o 8 52 B i
AR ASAH S YR &5 | A BE almi 1z T
B v (g B P ARE A8 I, A N A8 3 ST o {2 16 O
( Hanks 2006: 31) o B i) )2 2P DA 5T b P
i A BE AR B o S A A R R Ry, G S A
BERRAR . M T H AT M AR ADEER TR TR
FE B AT R N =5 5 +5 B9EEIX [H]
PEAT R . BB, Reond P e R B e o Rend Pk
TR RE XS 48 71 R o FH 28 A B 426 52 34 1IN A 7

HEAEER L. BARPREEInT:

<view >

< metaphoricity >5 < /metaphoricity >

< /view >

(4) Mal4ZrE

Ko e B9 ]2V (indirectness) K215
I 1 D BB A8 3 b B2 1 A DG, I HL 23 52 1)
Keiid2e 32 4 590 B AR Y ( Krennmayr 2011: 273)
PR, AT 3 A 8 g ) 2 PE X B BEA T AR T B
MR s ) TR S ME AR 1 75 )2 100 AT 3 o R 22 B ~ L
$2 Bz A I 20T ( explicit metaphor) o [R]42 K3
e M By v e B AT TR T SR 2 R Y
LA ( EL N high wage) 38 i [a] 42 75 2OR ZRALE
H BRIl B4R Jo s (i B[R] e ML A T & e e
SRAE, B W WG ( simile) 5 BB R0 =
B K BRI Ta e M4 , RITEAL o ah+a v v s 3k
WA 8 M /& 09 B 74 ( Steen et al 2010: 33 —40) .
BARbR A KR

< view >

< indirectness > indirect metaphor < /indirect—
ness >

< indirectness > direct metaphor < /indirect—
ness >

< indirectness > explicit metaphor < /indirect—
ness >

< /view >

(5) pricif

LS gy Y o G A B A B9 65 TR AR i
( marker) B¢ & 7 15 ( tuning device) ( Goatly 1997;
Cameron, Deignan 2003) , [A] I 7] % X 2 bR iCiEAE
BRI RN SCAR LR R o bR W BRI H shiR
ST B E L RSy o BT Goatly X Ry s
PRICTEABUS Y24 1k I PRI 19 53 28 A0 4% W PEAR
IO 55 U8 3R] S 55 A6 i 1) O I S LS IR 4F
( Goatly 1997:172 —199) , ARWFF7 F 3T ik Sy
R, 535 D BEAS 2E B Ba g AR G TR R AT AT
B A B L AgERE, ISR F S N BARPR
AR U

< metsignal >

< metsignal N = “11” >

< signal > literally, something of < /signal >

< sigclass > A — L < /sigclass >

< /metsignal >

5.4 W HbREE

Ry 2 AN I T A SEAS #E BRAIL ), H 2k
ARYIRESERENS L FRAT I 1 FAR ] 5 A 2256
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SRR FAEFh R I AR R R R g0 454 - SR,
TR SR TS T A BT S B Y D AR FRATT W B
AEBRr I HAR A (). AR, A SRR AR R Y
e 1 20 BT R B SOAR BRI RS e X
ZE[R] U H 5 B M X PSS I RAE AR OC . HLAR Ok
Vi, BT EAT BE IR~ BEAE I R 5 i FE R
IR FAD Be LI RE . HAR TERI R
b, War RE LA DD REIL LAY O - AN SR
WS SCPRIPLA A, BE 0 D) RE I 3= SR TR B
i {LFH B9 20 ZE A ( deliberateness) J577i  BIY L GGy {2
TR 2T | UG T 2 i B =R ok
fitt o3 — Wy, el BRI IS TE 42 52 B T 2 ) 2 ek
118 M T T 22 i e 75 RO o) 20 i A g S O e
( Krennmayr 2011:152) . HAKFRFEAR U F:

< view >

< metfunction > persuasion < /metfunction >

< communication > deliberate < /communica—

tion >
< /view >
6 ZEFRIE

RS PR T 7 B v e v B 5 B i A v 2
A7 HE R R 2 A R R T 5 %) B SR
Z— o AWFFEAE LALE E N AR R B B iR R bR T
S HEAR B RAR T B A T A9 A OC 2 1]
Ao AR HE T U710, R G BT AR T A AR
JE); PEARTE TS & 7 T, 18 IE XML 78 B3y br i b
B DA S AT A5 4 AEARIETT L T7 T, %) B AR T Y
MRS ATt ERT R S, I8 N TR + HLAs 4
By 75 “Hlasbrid + N TG BY 7 I 69 BLES 7EpR
A G B 7 T, R BRI AR T N A S BAR UL, O
TEVBCR ] “TEAPR I + e HEPEPRE 7O 5. I
Sb TR B b AT SO IFAT BT 7 , XA R
UBEiiRitg AR NE N S R 8 EPSNIURE RIE/
PN S PRTE SR E A, R AT

S 30k

Moo, MREERE A AR [T]. T ERE 2, 2012
(2).

THEE. EREE S HR R R L B0R ], Y5
2% 1998(1) .

HFER TN B T R R o (D). S
il, 2017 (3) .

AT, TORLPERIF ST (D] A8 v i K 2 1 24 a8 S

EfmEHA: 2018 -01 - 12
40

2003.

M FEE I i XML— 19 Web JF & T H
1A BHL T, 1999(5)

MikEfd 75 BT OhRTE T H Wmatrix (9501 45U
WoE 1], AMERAZ:, 2017(2) .

sAH W se RANEL TR R MRS IR TR R
PEREE S R [T ] s R, 2015(12) .

JRILT e, P B R i B T (D). AME 2], 2017
(3).
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