2017 1

2017 No. 1
194 FOREIGN LANGUAGE RESEARCH Serial No. 194
O
* ]
( 464000)
:HO -05 CA 11000 —0100(2017) 01 - 0054 -6
DOI :10. 16263 /j. enki. 23 = 1071 /h.2017.01.010

The Cognitive Patterns in Expressing Abstract Concepts Through Images
in the Structures of Chinese Characters
Zhou Yun-hui Wu Shixiong
( Xinyang Normal University Xinyang 464000 China)
The structures of Chinese characters have two patterns of embodying images: one is pictographic character forms the other is
the symbol meanings of structure parts. Many of the images contained in Chinese characters are embodiments of cognitive schema—
ta. The images contained in Chinese characters embody abstract meanings through metonymy or metaphor. The metaphorical map—

pings of a single image in Chinese character structures are coherent and systemic and the metaphors produced by images are con—

sistent with the metaphors in Chinese culture.
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