DOI:10.16362/j.cnki.cn61-1023/h.2013.03.007

2013 %5 A ShE % May. 2013
%34 % %3 M Foreign Language Education Vol. 34 No.3
( 200092)

DB 0GR R T AT R LA 5 A AR R R SR S AN B ER R M B A e i T bbb eh 4
B AL B ARG FAR B R 2 R R AR AT e 09 B ST R R R L IR R R R B AT S0 5 0 R AL, R
T — s KORAR R SL ey #  Reo X T8 B By KRR E M 7 X B R I BEX 598 5 R A F 0 X A UEE R IR
AT % FAHEAB L F F @BRATH I -

DB B R BT RAAE S FHELMR

: HO30 A : 1000-5544(2013) 03-0001-06

Abstract: The study of grammatical metaphor in China is characterized by introductions interpretations evaluations criti—
cisms supplementations applications integration with related theories and contrastive analysis between languages. The main
drawbacks lie in lack of leading and independent studies insufficient nourishment from related theories and insufficient appli—
cation of the theory to the study of Chinese language. Future studies of grammatical metaphor should focus on the accurate defi—
nition of the congruent form the determination of the scope of metaphorical form the basic model of grammatical metaphor
the relation between grammatical metaphor and language typology the study of grammatical metaphor in Chinese language and
multi-disciplinary researches.
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