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Towards a Qualia Theoretical Model of Generation-comprehension of Metaphor
Xu Sheng-huan Liao Qiao-yun
( Henan University Kaifeng 475001 China; Sichuan International Studies University Chongqing 400031 China)

The generation and comprehension of metaphors are approached in the present study from the perspective of Qualia Theoreti—
cal Model. Metaphors demonstrate a mark feature of both difference and identity between the tenor ( T) and the vehicle ( V)
with the difference being necessary condition and the identity sufficient condition. The difference indicates that the events repre—
sented by T and V are not the same; therefore their representative concepts and the words are by no means the same: T serving
the purpose of extension and V intension. The identity referring to the identity mentioned in Leibniz’s Principle of Identity of
Indiscernibles initiates the association of one event with another in the mind and consequently seeks some sameness in certain
aspects which makes it possible to refer to one event in terms of another. The T and the V of a metaphor are regarded as two dif—
ferent events for the identity exhibits the identical rather than the same feature of the events.

On the basis of the analysis of the rough set of Leibniz’s identity a Qualia Theoretical Model of Generation-Comprehension of
Metaphor is constructed. Qualia the core concept of the model implies the perception that the subjects of consciousness expe—
rience the phenomenal characters and qualitative contents of the objects. Three core mental processes are involved in the genera—
tion-comprehension of metaphors: connecting extracting and coupling. Connecting indicates the mental connection between the
metaphoric expressions and the related events. Extracting means to extract the phenomenal characters and qualitative contents of
the events under the intentional guidance of the subject and the specific contexts. Coupling suggests that the organic integration of
different phenomenal characters and qualitative contents together with the mental simulation of experienced events constructed by

malposed qualia finalizes the comprehension of metaphors.
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The theoretical model is in nature the mental realization of events to usage events by means of qualia. For supporting the

operation of this model chiefly three patterns of thinking are exercised namely perceptual thinking logical thinking and in—

sight.
Key words: metaphor; The Principle of Identity of Indiscernibles; The Qualia Theoretical Model of Generation-comprehen—
sion of Metaphor; perceptual thinking logical thinking and insight
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