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Abstract: On building an EMOTION representation model of continuum from metonymy to metaphor and a system of pictorial
and verbal representations this paper taking ten Jimmy s narrative picturebooks for young adults as data conducts a com-
prehensive analysis of the pictorial representations of ANGER on which a generalization of multimodal collaborative construc—
tions of ANGER is made and followed by a brief account of their cognitive poetic effects. Our data analyses show that apart
from the frequent use of conventional metonymies such as “PHYSIOLOGICAL EFFECTS OF ANGER FOR ANGER”  Jimmy
constantly employs metaphtonymy vividly illustrating the dramatic effect of fierce ANGER. In terms of cognitive impact the
most effective means is pictorial metaphor. Jimmy fully taps the potentials of such visual elements as bright colors shapes and
pictures to construct complex metaphors incorporating the basic metaphors like ANGER IS HEAT ANGER IS THE GAS IN A
CONTAINER BODY IS A CONTAINER HIGHER DEGREE IS BIG IN SPACE etc. Meanwhile by virtue of the interaction
and integration of metonymy and metaphor Jimmy represents in an appealing multimodal manner with such conceptual meta—
phors as ANGER IS FIRE ANGER IS A MONSTER ANGER IS A NATURAL FORCE. It holds that pictorial metonymy and
metaphor represented in a fashion of “defamiliarization” of the linguistic counterpart have more forceful cognitive poetic im—
pacts than linguistic metaphors alone by means of refreshing readers’ conventional schema of interpretation.
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