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The Differentiation of “Meaning” in Cognitive Metaphor
Xiong Xue—jun
( Zhongkai University of Agriculture and Technology Guangzhou 510225 China;
Shanghai International Studies University Shanghai 200083 China)

This paper clarifies the standpoint of meaning in cognitive metaphor from the perspective of the relationship between language
and thought. It then argues that it is necessary to distinguish metaphorical concept and its meaning from metaphorical utterance
and its meaning and to give their definitions and elaborations respectively in hope of a better understanding of the sense of mean—
ing in cognitive metaphor and the rational application of the theory in China.
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