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BRI 5T 0 E A AMEE AR ESE S 2B A A EY (KSR o &
X B b, e B R M S S RV ( conceptual operation) S 4 HE 2 B TR 1 FME FE R L)
NS, BRI 5, 3 A PR RN B A5 A L T =Xk S A8 PR A e )25 1T A R e

W B e 2 FH R 2238 37 ) RN R M HE R A B T AL 4B SR, | O A B L P AT TIA R A
B SA EE R ( Chilton & Tlyin 1993; Drulak 2006; #)i5 B 2009; 4575 7 2013) ,
AT Z RS RBOR 7 0 (58 52 1ET5 2017; 0152 281000 2018) o BEE Z BRI ME,
T B v FE A 20 B B oy %) U AR R L gy AT G T 385 2 PP S ( Forceville & Urios—
Aparisi 2009; /I PEIE 2011; BXF5 R 2= HE8E 2016) o TEALE KRB, Ba il F— 255 b B
165 ( metaphtonymy (¥ %) @, LU £ 45 W b B4R AL R I 1 7 L ( Goossens 1990; Ruiz de
Mendoza & Diez 2002; Pérez-Sobrino 2017) .
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G R W e N 2N A Y B4 4. Lakoff & Johnson ( 1980) fit TA 0 [ gy 3 16
( Conceptual Metaphor Theory /CMT) by FemgaE AR BEHE T 1 SCHY P HTHEAR R i SE A &
V4 R 31 7 VLB 6 T R R ATUBR( #2418 2004; Tendahl & Gibbs Jr 2008; Gibbs Jr 2008; #\ I
852017) o BRT 0T, 2R BT T BN A T EHR . T 355 Z RS ( Forceville
2002; O-Halloran 2004; Forceville & Urios-Aparisi 2009; {5 1E 2011; £ « & T 45 2018; #k
fit: 2019) o

B AR BRI R — A B 5 — A, F2 BRI Ay AR v (74 B AR T e S
( Lakoff & Johnson 1980; Gibbs Jr 2008) . Forceville( 2009: 24) 4 22575 Fangi & X4 “UR 1A
RO 5391 56 4 1 32 PR RIS BT 3R B 7 A B, AELPE ELAAR A3 A v, ML V50 Sl 8 Bl b o A [
SRS, BT H T 2 RS R as . B 288 R 22 USR03, Se R4 5
TRV 14 5 25 2 BOK BT A 7 432 , T30 5 9 1S e 4% H A e LR I TR ( Yu 2009; 7578 E
2011; fr7EH 2013) .

e AR AN B R — M ERIR 5 — D 5 E ARG BIME &, 2RI A AN 4[]
M 1 e 5 ( Lakoff & Johnson 1980; Turner & Lakoff 1989; Ruiz de Mendoza & Diez® 2002) .
R SR SAE W E) B B 32 41Z N ( Lakoff & Johnson 1980; Forceville & Urios—
Aparisi 2009) o % -t A7 Y5 5ol R A8, 50 G Al f 150 B M 1] T LA 4R AR T BE, (H AL A ] S0 ( of.
Turner & Lakoff 1989; Kivecses & Radden 1998) . £+ AR ¥E IR i AN # 18 1 N & 2 28 56 %
KB/ YRS T #U I ( source-in—target) FIHIIEL B T 538 ( target-in-source) P&, I 75 e KL ailt



XM R Ry B A~ B 3 R AT 43 H1( Ruiz de Mendoza & Diez 2002; Ruiz de Mendoza
2007; Ruiz de Mendoza & Galera 2014) .
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1F Goossens( 1990: 350) 47 H B4 ( metaphtonymy) FIHE&Z )5, SRS M R %
FI| T Z 74 ( Ruiz de Mendoza & Diez 2002; Urios-Aparisi 2009; Alousque 2013; Pérez-Sobrino
2016,2017) o BT 3CF R FEms Bl A Z2 MR A 24 DA e i Ay B i i (AR & e A A
LR, A 2 A R B gy E T Be iy A % B /E FH ( Ruiz de Mendoza 1999; Barcelona 2012;
Radden 2002; Taylor 2002; 4% 5K 2008) o 3 L6 5 A FE AN [a] , (ELA0IA Ay gk i 0 iy F2k
A X5, ATRR NS .

TESEBRAIESE rh, B i v 9 f7 2 SR “Ramay AV W 145 A4S ( Pérez-Sobrino 2016: 78) ™o
UHAOTSEAE e R v A TR BT 2 A O A B i) YUl B e ( Pérez-Sobrino 2017: 62) o7
BN B DL B e S XA ) FH B I 97 JRE ( metonymic expansion) FE4T [EHGTAS 1 P2 167 ( Ruiz
de Mendoza & Galera 2014; Pérez-Sobrino 2016,2017) .
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R TR T A — A SR 7 R R o T I R P A L o B e g oo A b, — i AN
A T ) BB o S, I A B T (R RN B A A5 S e R T R A 1 S B R i R 3L
T IR AU G 42 T, 75 B AR S PR A T 41 e

AN AHXS T 5 G 7 i 1% IR A 3 2R I 5T ( Urios-A parisi 2009; 47+ [6] B 1 2016;
Pérez-Sobrino 2016,2017) , #1xf HAWIE IS 5lRE € RO ST AT AE 58 0, JC 0 R A i 2 154
SRS TE TR o 183 230 5 h 58 52 5 56 F AR DG AL U W , 7 SORE 2 2 S
TSR, DA S 2 S S B v 1) S 548 D RE -
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PARER](2018 4E 3 A2 9 A) FRIE 32 i 0 3C W i AH e pl i 5% F v 36 57 &) O 2R DT 1] 41z 1B
B 8 RS R IR G . SRR IE A H [ [E PR e A0 5 87 8] 4311 ( China Global Television
Network/CGTN) Fith[E H # ®( China Daily) , 174 #8044 E HA B 5 AR 1 42 ™ ( Xinhua
Net) o
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) 3 (3) B/ e B B R (4) A ECF(EIE RS S) 5 (5) A5 AEAY
2 S P S R S Y R SR SN S 2 A N S e e S e Dl 2
J s Bl I e DL AT LA T Y SR S ) TR A 2 T AR AR O, A
N Wy B Zh 254 £ P 232, W) 3 S Dy I 15T W AR 1 S T BN ( Goossens 1990) , G
WA YR R PR B ) o

XLCME SR AU S 3R0A i th e R R B, B A . B, X R R Y
MG BAT B A AR VE R, ST SRR R R TR
AMEE  AHARR S T AT IR (53T —— RN R) o HAR, 1 2 B v ) U
BB A RI, th 2B () W2 Gk A 8 RO 2 S ER e R e BRI, X
R B i 28 R T B YU S T 4L ( source-in—target) , ZE Y R fJE KK A AT
BRI &5 A FS B S L i 72

BET AT VAT R R, A BB T g G 2 B B A BRI AE 28 32 SR B e T 5 o
Goossens( 1990) B #E/& 245 F0 Ruiz de Mendoza & Diez(2002) M Ruiz de Mendoza & Galera
(2014) A5 5 gy B Zh AU, O 78 75 B0 B 19 S Atk B 25 5 BEAE AL AR L X ( Tdealized
Cognitive Models) F1 5 ¢ 2y G B it (19 7C T B8 S v 95 R AE R 9 47 2 SURBE AL (9 44 72 ( Lakoff &
Johnson 1980; Lakoff 1987; Forceville & Urios-Aparisi 2009; Halliday 1994) .
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Baldry & Thibault 2005; Kress & Van Leeuwen 2006; F #:4€ 2019) . T-A SCHYRFFE 04 0 &
RS B iy, 5 P SO B RS B AN TR AT -
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AR BRI AR A “A R B” /I “A IS (LIKE) B”; Mt &m0y
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A2 BEFUABEMNAZLCEXL

N 2 S b i, BB 1 oAy v SE P RRED , I EAE S RAEAT 5 i — il e iy oA
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AR Ruiz de Mendoza 552235 4 I BAY , ST B L T 2 — Bevk o SR, 2B B niy 2L
A oC U RE, HOL e 5 BRN A3 ) 2 HE AR O R SO OB, BR TR A A& (ideational /
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( Halliday 1994; Kress & van Leeuwen 2001,2006) . 7% 3K, o 3E F i A0 IF BRI H 7E
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PR [, e s A 7 A R R AR B e 1 5 G 7 32 2 AR A G ( Kiress & Van Leeuwen
2006; Jewitt 2009) , H: k4 LA BRFaMT “AH Pk 2 £ 55 ( RELEVANCE IS FOCUS) " By AL  J 55, o

F LG AT DL 127 3 0 PR v R B W ) 2 SCOAS L R S A B X6 7 194 = R e, T A LA
FEMNMEERIENE. S T R T IR B RERILE B e 2 J5 1% A s
FEMG A E B AT LAY R AN 3, L A T FEE R PR v A G i S

P FEFR 3 AL AR T AARER 3 AR SR S [ A 132 32 R 1 B L —— LA g oy
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The Discourse Construction in the Perspective

of Visual Metaphtonymies
Yang Xiran

Abstract: This paper studies the structures and meanings of visual metaphtonymies in the pictures in English
news reports about Sino-American trade relations. It also discusses how the news pictures construct discourses
through various visual metaphtonymies. The news pictures related with Sino-American trade relations generally
contain visual metaphtonymies with the compound target domain and the visually composite source domains. The
pictures construct, restrict and explain the trade relations and the related concepts with the superposition of various
kinds of metaphor and metonymypotential energies. However, the present interactive frameworks cannot interpret
the characteristics and functions of the visual metaphtonymy which is used to construct the multimode discourses.
This paper analyzes the theme pictures in the interactive framework of metaphtonymy at first. Then, based on the
elements such as functions, the hierarchical structures, and the mapping types, etc., it constructs the mode of
multilayer meanings selection and integrates the superpositions of metaphor and metonymy meanings so as to
interpret the construction of trade relation discourses.

Keywords: visual metaphtonymy, multimodal discourse, meaning construction
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