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A Corpus-based Study of MARKET Metaphor in Chinese and

English Economic Media Discourse
Hu Chun-yu
( Guangdong University of Foreign Studies, Guangzhou 510420, China)

Xu Yu-ting

MARKET is an important cultural keyword in contemporary discourses. This study, in light of Cognitive-Cultural Theory,
aims to investigate the universality and variation of MARKET metaphor in Chinese and English on conceptual and linguistic level
based on four thousands of concordance lines with the target domain word MARKET in self-constructed Chinese and English eco-
nomic media corpora of millions of words. The results indicate that the descriptions of MARKET are largely metaphorical (ac-
counting for 2/3 or more) ; Chinese and English share 17 semantic categories on the generic level but there are obvious distinc-
tions in their types, frequencies and linguistic instantiations on the specific level. Further analysis shows that the similar cognitive
embodiment of human beings, cultural integration and language borrowing facilitate the universality of MARKET metaphor, and
the respective variations can be attributed to cultural entrenchment and linguistic preference.
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ECE &Y — Y« 25 Z BR” ( Stigler 1976
1201) .

ENRATTIHEIBE R R T, i dE— AW
BV AR RS, T HLX PP BN AR A
L Bangy A ZLfitlh ( Mitchell 2016) o &b, 10F 25 B gy
FHA AL 316 P (Lakoff 1987:295) , AN [A] SC AL X%}
[F]— £ 57 MG AT AT AN [F A S AL I T AN [R] 1)
T 2R, ARSCHIRL A& E T iR e L B iR AT
LUIEBLZE AR HE , I8 2 v e W S B An o] X T 3
BATRES AL, 25 A e E S BE M 515 = Bara , AL
AR J5 A SCA e Ll

2 HMRES

2.1 ANFNSCALER i

Lakoff il Johnson ( 1980) {31 7. 1) * 4 & [ Wiy
HHi2” ( Conceptual Metaphor Theory, fAJFR CMT) ,
Fu R G AE i« P (source domain ) [1] « H0 uf
(target domain) (%A 2 e B, 38 & DL 3 HLA
P53 >fe ) At A B A A O il SR 09 S8 R ( Lakoff
1993) , IXFPBLSTIFAERE B 7 A, TEARME T A
ITHRy B R 22 56, Bk T 5 38 A% DA T AR SC ( Lakoff,
Johnson 1999)

CMT =72 5 A [y %) 35 i 4 | > ] 2 BF 5
M AE AN B 3 F Ak AR B P, Kovecses
(2005) $2 H 19 “ A SCAB BRI ( Cognitive-Culture
Theory, f&J K CCT) 7&Kk CMT 0y N #ZHE &« H &
P (embodiment) ,{H 3 5 4 . 7E &3 AR T H
AR TR ) B 38 e B e ) [ B, 38 201 O 1 B iy
TEIE B PR AN A1 8 . FH 3 75 b i) Z2 46 Fn AR
PE. Kovecses 8, NFEIRIEH LLEFEM AR S
thes M2 S Sl =T pliss A 2R B 4y =,
LA K 5t 41 5726 4 A [ 4 S SR ] T K e 22 6 22
SR e (B3N N XUAR 25 53 ) S S 3 e i il
223N ( Kovecses 2005 :231, 2015) , ik
P B SCABR M AR S T IE 43 4 D HERE . (1) —
FPE ( congruent) F§ A~ [F] SCAbFE— 2 8 L =2 ]
—ME SRS (2) Pl k£ (alternative ) PN &5 By
F 5 (range , BRI SCTE [F]— 4048k T PR S RY A) 3)
FNES T B ( scope , B 3G i3 W] — W5 358 57 BE £ 53 14
FOIRAEFE) 5 (3) P55 ( preferential ) +5 AH [A] #1044
A RIS A R T SRR (4) M — 1 (u-
nique ) F§ A 5 H A 3C Ak 32 04 il kR Baomy ([R] B
2005.:68 -78) ,

2.2 FEFIERE SR T B b5

A, B51E  Faan X LU A5 B i B 7R
Horpr | 22 3% B 19 B51E 5 6 LR 9T 22 5% A 3 iE

EHEEIBFIE J715Y . Stefanowitsch (2006 ) #8 HY | X
T WA PREM RN &, 5 UL 00 BRe K5 28 7 1k
ALAF 525 () FTIRB, &FEMER; (2) M
WTEDIA U BEngy 5 (3) MBI 58] 15 BT A DU B
Wy 5 (4) K 2R ] Ak o 05 Jek A HE e 3R] 5 1 AT T
(5) Kz & B2 36 15 bR il i, AR WF IR Ste-
fanowitsch (2006 ) $2 H 19 “ B 4 = 53 M1 ( Meta-
phor Pattern Analysis, f&i K MPA ) , BI2f8 = 250/ 5%
Jrik o HPRAE D BRALHR . (1) B S — 0k (an
ECONOMY ) ; (2) ZEHREAC T IZ B 09 18] T ( 4N e-
conomy/ economic ) - FETE R} ZE 32 gk %8 1] 19 &R
51475 (3) F LA BT UM R 5147 1Y By 2 55 52 4
(Ui Chinese economy is flourishing) , FH S H
HE & B g = (40 ECONOMY IS PLANT) ; (4) ¥
B Il 3R] SR A S A ) 2R I I R B AT R R
o, MPA PRIHCE 8 A i B4R Mok, M FEBS IR S &
BB o X b A 5 P £ 32 Wil ( Fukuda 2009 5
Lépez, Llopis 2010 ; ¥4/ Z=fEYF 2018)

3 mIELt

3.1 5% )

ARIFFEAN S« T 3537 B By SC (e T i
), ST R IZ B G FE AN [R5 03
PERIZE SR, BARBFIRREAN R . (1) L9« Tidg
gy A AR AR S A 5 (2) IS T 3 B
iy A IR ] A SRR (3) IUE T g g
TEWR & 08 BAA S [R5 (4) WIRLL PR 38 5 e V30 5
“Tikam” A,

3.2 WsTiEk

S TR Y BEEGE [ P e B g 25 SR 09 (e
Bl , A SEAETEAA T4 S R I B R E 2 ) R
155 SO I B AR AE D7 T — 2otk . AR Rk
Sk H 2014 4F R BT ) A E 2
BTy o (457 N) P Y Business flgbit 3= 2 A
203 T 50 BT PN AR b 3 35 Al AR ) 2 2R B
Finance & Economy Mgk PJ 25 £ 22 SRl AR S
AT 25 35 B4 1) ) 3, ;X P 40 5 (P Bl & 35
JEFY By« el - A F R Al - BEAS T Mo AE T
S NS FRChERER . B Zelirh A 4 A4S
Be sy SR BT S, 22 e X JE A7 R SCA e, H
H B TR R BRI 2 SR 59. 4 7] DUIE 2
36.5 7. SRR L TE L AR 2 5] FIAR RN SC
AR S Ty T ) — SO A AT e

3.3 Wt B ik

BT Ry B B 5T B A 4k A 43 )27 (inheri-
tance hierarchies) 45 H R 1E ( Lakoff 1993 .222)?
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P Kovecses (2005 :68) $i5 Hi i« N— e PEAE &
gy ( generic-level metaphor ) fi7 4= H 26 18 HL A< 48E
A ( specific-level metaphor) JZ i £ £ B A5 3C
AR RS SR AR S B o T A TR A ] Al
PRERY — VRV SCREWE 5328 5 SO0 08 3 YR A 1) Al
A BRI SIEWE 5328, LSR8 7R X5 T 37
W A A 2 T R SRR RN )2 T A8 A A 4
HARE A 4E . (1) S5 WordSmith Tools 5. 0 473
B T A MARKET” © 76 F 3R A1k %E
A8 LD BB LA B AE TR 1 3R v 512 SC 423 1] I HET T A7
(2) & B3 PG A~ K R Y 4 FF R 5147 I 4 IR
Steen 45 (2010 ) F4 gy PR 50 25 PRV T b B ;
(3) XTI B #EAT R MPA H28 | [R5
Deignan (2001 ) Fll Kovecses(2010:18 —23) 5 lag
T SCHEBEIAZE  Lakoff (1987 ) B FE At P ek 3 w5 (
“EZART R CRR ) V324 L A Charteris-Black il
Ennis ( 2001 ) | Skorczynska Al Deignan (2006 ) .
Skorczynska (2010) ST XF 28 55 Ko 19 Y 4855325
(4) X2 5 14 4= 0 Be gy A — 22 1o A EA)Z 1
B YR I IE 1) B B X)L 5 (5) X 38 0 PR RS A B
AN IRYE 432 X5 B, & 7% Deignan 45 (1997 ) [
515 Ba iy DU 2 X LUAEZE (TR IL 4.3)

4 ARER

4.1 I T g By FH AR T L

%, B, T il MARKET FE 7 3% 94 Ff i
kAR A A 44 18] (Y HEATRT 4) T SUE T
FRE T (53 >38) . & N Tz 515
H Y« T S e EDCE A 1,301 B, A
KEIFT(1939) 1Y 67% ; TEHEIE TP A 1,345 4, 5
SRR BIIT(2189) Y 61% . 1) UL, IV TP Fl i
T RIS FE A R BRI D (273 5
) A UE 1Y BT R A B 5 T O

B, SR R R

CEW ECO
BIR 36.5% 59.4 %
) FIRM, YEAR,
HA4EHMALA | £ PE A TY
BANK, MARKET
T % /MARKET 2189,
} 1939, %3 53/10000
ik F# 38/10000
LRt 1301, 67% 1345, 61%

4.2 WHE T Bang” PRBRIE 5 %) L
B ext R, TR 2 646 Bl T i R Y
44

PRSI AT R &2 )2 T U TE uE )25, 3K,
SR P YR R IR 78 18] B0 1R £ 80 22 BE R K
(352:353,1301:1345, Wiz EZIEHH W E1H) , M H
W7 T 17 R G 38 s, Hor e g
“F Bl J7 g AN AR ARG X HEA TR S RS
I IR [ g BB — 2 & LA (T 55.
6% TL48.9% ) , FR BN H L« T 7 B0 7 HE 1 1%k
) —EM . AR AE ARSI A AR A
FAEAR 2205 )0, DUVE i« - Ha gy 0 2 g/
B A2 s T il (AR, PS5 12 M
14) ; FEigE Ay < BILE T 5wy ™ < K gy ™ 1 sh 4y iy~
B TR (WLER,F 5 6.7 1), Hod bt
LIS T W TE AN 55 2 St [ Bk R 0 Sy JEC 1] 280 6 ) B
WES(NE,NFES 6.7 .11 .12 1 14) , 5 B R
W7 By e B2 i se

T — 25 3 YSI3RS A D L B
ZEFRERI 4 25, B ARG < Mgy ™ < 7K gy i
“ Shigngy 18 B4 2 A IR 80 S A0 Ak 43 25 T
gt , 45 R OLER, . e IR B RO A B e R
HimZ iy« Ang”vp, sede=s ATl b4 i
B A AR RIS BEE 7 RhiE S, T ELRT 3
RITEAF A AR M 22 501 . R &R
i FH % % UL A9 “ #LA AL ( personification ) By £ 5
FBe, RP3E i« N2 shHL  RRAE F1 T 2ok 21 A7 45
e AZK & 5" ( Lakoff, Johnson 1980: 34) .
B A Mgy H U BAR AR B] 43 SR < BRVE”
“TFHR” 53 E) A TP R 4 PR 5], (HBUELE
Bl 3 ZEAYTE AT BOER B b Z2 F H 983 1 XT R 28
WIFE“ /KMy ” dr, B i W e DOIE Z 9 A 3 FE X
JE BRI EL DL (emerging) “BE/KJE” (plunge ) Fl
“HIEZE” (mainstream) ;10 EL“ I sh” F1“ " P
KIEFFEGE = TO0E . R, JEiB e« s
LR B TE A5 B W B TR, s SeER R
BH , I ey B2 A 2SI B AR
PR S PEHE AL St

4.3 PTG Bam” 15 T 2RA X T

Kovecses (2005:151) B 45 H, “ AN [FEEF
AHEI AL S B, 7E 4% A 15 S Baod L WA7E 7
257 R, HNHE IR 4 JE TR AR 1R 7 Th Y
T4y %) 7 1A) A AR 4R, fE 4 Deignan 45 (1997 .
354 —55) 42 I Y B 1E T Ba M X L i 4 421
(1) AR BRI AR IR L 5 63k B o WA 5 (2)
W BE g A RIHE & RIA A (3) RFEETS
JHASTR ML & Bami 5 (4) BT 18] 1 5 T 7 SCAH ]
(R gy AR, v R B, 28, 58 i (2 50 — Fn s —
SRS T AR A, PR XU 1 o) v 3R] L 4] Gt
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(RF AR BTE R 11% & 40% 55 5 3 025

ik 66% & 89% (FEANHE . 5.3) .

2, DO T B IR TR L3

sn | mm || TEE| BHR | BBRER st
(Types) | (Tokens) R
| R e 115 256 19.68 LEEY)
* 123 265 19.70 market is not fully healed
) /5 e 12 297 22.83 TRIMT TR
* 12 274 20.37 market dropped
; .- X 31 170 13.07 HNREAT A KA T
*® 9 119 8.85 pouring money into emerging markets
A w4 D8 60 154 11.84 AT HEERT
*® 32 145 10.78 equity markets are retreating
s 5k X 16 85 6.53 B# A e T
3 35 157 11.67 market for higher education may change
p o e 19 4 3.23 RS ke
# 26 71 5.28 cool overheated housing market
; X e 16 37 2.84 T K A& 3
# 19 7 5.72 a plunge into the market
g i % 10 55 4.23 R BN
*® 21 65 4.83 housing markets took two paths
0 ik e 7 4 3.23 RS
*® 9 44 3.27 exuberant market
o R 10 42 3.23 At A WAL T 5 L
® 14 40 2.97 market is built on rickety foundations
. Sy e 3 5 0.38 i
# 16 38 2.83 bear markets
" T e 19 60 4.61 FAFAT T
# 11 15 1.12 exploit capital markets
;3 Sk /15 e 15 18 1.38 T 83T A
*® 15 17 1.26 markets can leapfrog economies
iy 5/ At X 8 22 1.69 o 5 EA
*® 5 6 0.45 gobbled up their markets
s 25 e 3 4 0.31 T BAK
% 2 4 0.30 market is so murky
16 W% X 5 7 0.54 KA T3
# 3 7 0.52 market that is already on fire
1 85 Rz 3 5 0.38 AREFHTETHES
# 1 1 0.07 Stabilizing role in markets
il WA 4R (352) 3(353) 5 AR R R (1301) 32 (1345)
s i KET) 5 A2 30 W15 26 R P ke 25 11 0 7128 10 14

5.1 BT I R A T AU AT

R BoR T AR S R 2T R 22 O AT
A AR v B % B i 3R (23 s R ) L 0X
ISR SRR M (S S R S S TR SIS (S5
e B 22 5 B UR B9 — Fh B A J7 L, “ i 47 (MAR-

I, I 8 8 — A N R R Y SOk oG e
(Bennett et al. 2005 :205) .

Fioh, T i e AR G {3, S HAEAS
WFFETERE b i v T B R DG (BUE R I HEAT T
VU)o S SR AR S 1 T PN 25 1 S 4 R] , B S
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TNTESR B G H P PN 4 (Scott,
56) Bz O AR (B2 HE ] Z2F 2016:88) s AN FRASE T G 5 T B M A 9 O AE T ( Char-
R R & Ry BT R < T 47 X — &5 22 A% O teris-Black , Musolff 2003 :153) .

Tribble 2006.55 — A, IR EDAIE “ BEoman 7 2~ 3 05 e 07 3 b 3 o R

Ry ERP TIPSR B A o3 I SO AT R

A | AAhE | Bk | mEE | kL | BEE | BRE | 2 | BALH
R 161 42 22 6 10 10 5 256
* 105 43 28 32 3 34 15 265
b | AMER | ek | 23R | FRE
X 17 27 14 2 60
* 2 6 7 0 15
K| kB | B | RE | BA | sk | MiE | AR
R 15 7 14 0 0 0 1 37
* 31 1 27 11 3 2 2 71
M | kE ~E -0
R 1 3 1 5
* 9 19 10 38
2%, HBI TR I Y TR X LY
& % Rk .
ar | O £ 9
9 B A e
. WAL absorb; 3% % ;calm; B 43 ; confidence ; #1% : zeal ; & Bk : favor; 7 % Z 5 ; hand ; 42 J& ; health-
AR | 30% N
y; B K ;strong; 1§38 ; suffer; 4243 ; worry
A AERIRS TR KA, S E T, B EERT  BEW T —deIn, TR T HZF 2
IRA 0% | 2ER,ERAE
appeal, arm, believe, breathe, cripple, disappoint, exciting, go on a tear, nostalgia, notorious
7] 11% | 4 :bull
To, 2%k
4 . ) ) . .
Ak A 37 89% bear, soar, nascent, feed, tail, humming, harness, lion, hover, pounce,fledgle, rave , live, dog ,
bark
*F 5. 34) 40% | 48 expansion; 28 %-; fragment; KA hollow; #5#tm4E . exploit; 2%, disrupt; #4%; cultivate
ES . R B, A, TR 3BT, 207, 0t B8, R 95 315 R AL T
Ak A 39 60%
base, concede, vast, balkanize, cede
S 18] 34% ‘/’é‘iﬁ;penetrate;’f@ﬁﬂ;saturated;iﬁ‘)*;bubble 125k . freeze ; T A ; ;surge; s 4T :plunge
X RAB R, K R RIE, 2R, R AR R, 3R
I A 66% liquid, emerge, volatile, buoyant, shrink, frothy, float, steam, dry up, stagnant, churn, main-
stream, roil
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5.2 P i kg A= o A

IR, rh 1 w2 I AN R Sk B Y — 2Pk

LU 36, B I I T i ey 3L 52 17 28I (Kovecses 2005 :68) iX Flv 3% 3 P4 FAR LA LA
— % 2 AT A4 TR S B | T _ELER v L 45 M A FH T 3 WRZNIEFT 23 A, RS2 17 FhiR
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WIS I AR 2 B B g e R, mi S SR AL T AR AE
F4%” (the Great Chain of Being) iX —“ AJSILE
A R UM B A B SRR S A SO A AR
;7 Z 7 ( Lakoff, Turner 1989.167)., “F 4”5
HEAS 1SR FHRAE T 0 5 BRI R AR ATl
KHEZ, BV N — B — i) — S A ik — TEAL
Y7 BN SIS A 8 2 e R AP A AR U
UK R A, ARV h AR < AN (A
wi% G/ YRR R ) — B A — S A AR
SR B/ BEG/TAR) — T (KKK
R/ )7 Hord s 2 AR ZE M & By A A
FRARNE AT H R S ( Lakoff 1993) o HL{4 %« Tl
Y X e TR ARE R S, e
BEAYSE S ZE B B RRAEAT S 1 NI 5 1 S
T SE 2R Z2)JZ PRI WG, 2SI T A 2 W] T
XA ERIE TG L TF IR EE U HAE H 5 1040 |
TTAERASE ) i e AR SG 3 T 4 09/ T, itk AE —
B T _E AR AR S ALY T S BR A s

2, T R /R I HETE 17 SIS IRk ARE -3 17 FH 3 %
25 S JEHDEER, W R 43 YR A 5 A B4 A
T SLG32E B A AR b 2 57 o™ e U B
5 H R B PETE” R PRSetE” 5 [ UL ik S KR Y
5 SCARARE o RN TA S i G 14 A 25 22 b AR I AE BL AR )2
TAT Y BE & B A iE & 3R iR B ( Kovecses 2005 ;
68) , Hrh U & L ]« gy 7 (W3, 17 5
12) FE, 440 1 - hib gy A 8 43 28 MO8, W 4 5
r [ b B ] SR A N Dy s Sk AR AR R D s
ICTZBRAE AATTXT - Hb DA A RS, WO ==
KTIFRMFE R HEAMAE” FnAk H IR B @ik %
Remgy . TS 3 =y be A M s < oK (LR, TS
7) M 32, W TR Z2 AP S 0 iy 1a) TR SCYB RN = e 1]
DUIRT fig 5 0 ] b A2k I VG S | ROV A AR R R TR Y
WFPEPRE S | LA B B TR W AR v SO 26

5.3 P T g ke v 2 o B

T8 3o 3R X < T 37 S AR T T X
L, B SEE FIAE AN Ry R0 K 3% 3 28
P TR] I, AT HRA 30% S DA b B9 X 1 i), fz
HAEAR LA S B Y TE 5 2R _ A A0 24 i T
AR o Xoh 7 P 3 S BRAE T S BRI 1R 5 _EAH AR
M lan, SeiE R IR 3 BUE EPERY dim sum bond
market( F R AT IF) POEFHA H HCEL)
[ZaR I Aps S N € 4 DRl (0 Sl ES MY F RS UK€ s ] NS
WU PR E L R X LA 3 457 o S 4
BROCFREGZ I, 25 A BT AR 1Y ST AR AR 19
S RO S AR AR B SRR A

SRR, T 22 S W (1 2 - 72 BAE &2 T 5

Pl A RIS, P S BTE 5 2 1 B WA A e dr,
R BB G il g A RSO Y Y 35 TR 4n
“TrHi i i At g AR, (HBGE A1l
A H ZHAEIE AR, a0 B/ IT B2 B
HVETIT 7 | T 37 U A B | T 3 MO AORS o T
“oKmgr” iR Y ST DOEE BoA T 2l R R, an
buoyed, surging, frothy, volatile, churn, roiling &%
ShERTIEZE AR X R 22 S5 P 4 H XU SO TR
358 25 S R A RURIE: 35 A i 4 S — 2 RE BE 1Y
“SCALIFEISE” (cultural entrenchment) ®

6 Z5RIE

A LN SCAR BRIE " S HRFE , #E Kovecses
(2005)4 4 #5 Ak Bad X T 58 04 Sl [ 0 44
Deignan %5 (1997 ) 1% DU )2 B5 i 7 Kooy %) bb B &x
XF PR T 7S A 300 < T 37 B DA ARE 28 )2 T
T H IR THAT 43 )2 V328 MOBEU AT, s U B
M A — PR )2 T R Bk ], (B 7 B )2 1 15
S R T 3 P A RS A 25 S FIVRE
iE— 2 AT 3R B, AN JS AN I L R 96 e | S0
Al Mol B A, R DU T i Bay R Y 3h
s 25 2RI M 2 5 SR 3R BT | SCAL URTR 0T s
SRMAACAZ T B A 0 i e F T 50 R = 45T, )
FECZBAM 2R TFEEAE IR TE. O 11K
6 RS 24 1) BRw M ( Lakoff, Johnson 1999:3)
t, EIE “ A 8 B i 1) 7 1> TAT H 5 MRS ik
[& 5F, S 4 B A AT B 24 T pE L 4E (figurative
thought ) A4 B8 ZZ HL Al ( Eubanks 2011:8) , b4h,
ARSI HE AN B A ER AL A QDA i o e = 4 |
] B Al it o X P 7 SCAR A 4 LA B X AR 50k
F AR AR X P 5 SCAR BT ST DA M A TR IR F A TE ST
YHERBRE X,

O T WA E 15 (2017) XHEETE 7 255 g T LA 5T 1%
BERC A BN TERNERR A TR,

ORI JZ Y BG4 B R
E—1$E’J”@Iﬁ§,ﬁﬂ economy is an organic unit & economy
is a patient (Lakoff 1993, 222) ,

@A ICH MARKET 1y — A~ il 35, AR 21l * market
s ZEHL2A1FE market, markets, marketplace 55

@F iy« FoAth” 248 AR WE A Z 143280 &1

@ AL SF” (Eubanks 2011 ; 8) iX— AR, JiF Eubanks
(2000:91) fr H A9 “ 31 £\ 0 [E 58 (sociocognitive en-
trenchment) , 11} “ [& 57 (‘entrenchment ) — 18] € [ Lan-
gacker (1987) ,
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