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QAR APE Azt AnE YAHE thgo] Bk FANZE FYe 4T AE ¢3 o WAL
58 A Pest $7Qe BRI, 22F BAG RA-LF AAL FRAAE AR 458
AYEE 247 ATIH F44 988 Boh Aol ete] o) FHFA AT AT &
T AT AGAAZA 8, dol2A 43, odu] WEIZA £3, BA HERA 2% 5 FH8E7
29 $59 o7 BHo] i AT A2E 24 Bk Lakoff} Johnsons AAF Aol 7L
e AGAAE MBTekn ek EEe A $F02Y BFE aalogys) IUIE BN

Csaekgel A Adez EASE AMES FUA el ozt ¥4 AFA W
¥ A& metaphorst andlogy®] AXTE 2L Ajsee ATHT Y& ANY o5 ANt
Fetadael 444 4 ot PAES AN

1. )\-] =2

2141719 gtael wfo] AEHOR A WY AR JPdrt &S Foo AT A T
gt EAo] AuEm A9t 37 ARdde dAe A3 fAE Aeg ¥k gy g
o] 214 Aoz WAty AP vAH F23 (micro-local) A4S A WA 2 Aot

A7 FEld 58 EE A% A3 F8& gnE etk FHOR 21477 He 2 3
€ AAALE v dgatn grgdE ALY A} Ao 2o ga2n. 7YF YL
At 8 25-gF ] B dG AY wao] IA HE e AZE

A7t H & FHLR dte ARG B(E, & A F A 71?2z = APL A vEd
F At} &AM T, F 1Y, B AR A2A So e EF 27 F g Ao-7]F A
AE AMg3 gge SF FA, U, 9u, 9= T g AAFH #3ol A g 98,
3714 ZA g e #7 53 aA-8gA, 2E-PE2E BEA-AHA 5 45 FE
& BT &g A F4L v Fas

onlg s, Ay, ¢ER, FACHE, TP, MYstn, HAEn, JguiE A
Adste o Atus 852 1 AAR gFFolth JuE Ho 7te FHAY FFoAM JAL v
T+ Tk AFHA Ay g4 £ APesiy 9o AU doz IPL Alu EE

D) & d73Ale 20033 cAYAAR AdiE Jxgdd T Gedvagy] dudAz A9 g}
THANE

211
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g% @ 24 w2 Dadoly] HRejch AT 4V A AFHA , AIHY £ ‘2R
 AA g5 Atn A8 27 anadlogy(FF, F4], AL, FADH metaphorst #do] glok T+
z, 39, 2%, B4, A% § 27, 430 /e E4F AN FAEE analogy'E B B¥
o] 9t} analogy®] do1d FA(HEE metaphord B7|T @tk 29 analogyst metaphorel
A& A7 o] 29 dvs} F2jo] A §F ol gkt [Gentner, Lakoff&Johnson]

A wgain Qe AR, vde], AFE Axd adu HENR A2PUL A g FH
WAS FAANAZDT Yok @AY FE AL WA7IgE AHos gan dgo] AYHE 3
AA gERE O EEE B0 s guE FT8e A FoA g FAC dgoq gF
& ug 710 AT W EE e 247 e F2F 549 A Aolth ggolA v
A Ogge] F3e Q49 by, 7Y g, ARE dalrFe] A § guE Fade A
2glo] AF e Wad 2

Agu@ FAIN? oFA ke u|E HEX At o|Fserl? v AAD? o U
2.8 ou] Al ‘St o'z wHrelx Efo] k. FHd 214719 o¥A EdHolL T
e a3 Azt BHA A H2sn FHAA oA Y F e 'FHA ov] AAG HA7}
7Fsstn 23 RAFAETN?

2. - &

G. Lakoff(1992) AolAoln $A41AQ 123 £3t4Q B HEn YA AFH vehEE
A, A4, QA $E02 ‘'S TR oolUeR FUiE & gtk FeAE AN,

AEHQ oo} oo, FElLE Alnpthe doje FAZA Mol .. A4 BFHYU Aol A
£oA Yol velEE dAdoE /XA ZaH. Aol td Dot FHozA vEE: BT
9 245 B53 YU Wolu FA AW Fda) gt AHgdte Aoz s

AEZHQ vjet £ AH g g st

HeEE Ay 998 AYs £ AFE Btk vetEE: AEAA ddA 2A-GHE (F dHE50
THEE B SAE Y RES ddaFE) Adald FE goln. Addele] gu)Es FHd HEg
27} gt wa-odde) HoaA vy &, AAES Mdez ¥Am PEE oA o
T . dgIE e 999 AYoz ojd 999 APL olAf}rE AL Hrh vEEE dFqdA &
Fojdoze Woz olFd 4= gtk o] w e (MFAHL) Any FEE ZEthLakoff(1992)

WEXY 24 “Love is a Jouney"& AZ#RAL Lakoffs A of3elgts Z+ 7 3
g A% FE WozA vEEE T2 A r|E dog gt o ddA 4P

_T_
3]
(source domain)}e Joumey(e}) o2 $ele £3} ojeo] FAHCE AYFo2AN FAD MY
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W3 E ) Lakofft olgjdt /i MFE Al Putgs ojf = 5EF vg¥z FAY
o] oJolN BEQYLL Love(AHHolth ‘e A} AA JY ZPoz FAHE 7234
AdAA = oujgo g 3 A AAE FASE Ut “Love is a Journey“Sle WEEE @
©2 Journey(d3) 9EE& YA Love(AR) 999 oujgoz 35 g AAE 743t 4
s Aol 43S ok d2A RE ‘9" e uAHT EAX o] gitt. q-AF vElE @
< A 2UAF ALY BEgAA g A A g S olEo itk

3 AfeA 53] 3 Fg¢-8golA] Lakoffd] Atz A, I4 a2 Ay +Eo2 44
HElZE oBA $88 & de7l? Lakoffd] HEEE 38 ARFoE AT + U7
el XS F8H8tg wo] ofBA TAT & YN #88FY oF B AR FEH A& T
AN = de7R

olg 3 Ego Ud s slgo] g AF Al HHEe] HIo] wd AA=Hn Qi
[Chiu(1992), Lakoff&Nunez(1996), Davis&McGowen(2001), Dubinsky(1999)]

Lakoffe] "WE}E‘E 713 $AM o2 RE HAST) analogy’ T ‘similarity’ol thE Q4]
A AR ol#d #HNA AX e st M= “Metaphor is like Analogy"Z B A &8c.
Gentnerst 2 8 AFAES WX E 'conceptual metaphors as extended analogical mappings’ €]
AH oA Er}. [Gentner, Boedle , Wolff & Boronat 2001].

F83 uig TEo 7t Alng APAA A, §F, WMEEE oADA dFookery? fF
oF WEtEHd oA Jehdx ofgA FE}erl? olF E5E ‘TGS of¥A s st
71?7 e B89 A2 YHA Ao ok

20417] W) o] 2o I EE)5te] diFsle] P& o] EF}A G. Gamows “TFT T
A= A} e AloldlA analogyE ZolAR | 713 2§58 FIAE analogyt analogy Al
oA analogyE ZFopdct’gln 23t Gamowsl B8l analogye TAE ®©1dte FAAA &
Ao o]& F e ool ZA analogy® HHE A8t 3t

gr2EE AGANAFE Aolo| AL ofo|to]E0] analogyst F o] 37 Z83xn Utz
B}, ool o] FojAe] AZoA ‘analogy’®) 7FsA S(viability) MEA QABE TE Ao
st Zgo] dojdth ofe|d ou|dlA analogyst ATo] A v|2A T FFE A
3lA Held goj2 Bt} F intuitive analogy %+ analogical intuition®] ¢w]e]t},

W AR FAGdA =gk gulE gEds e FFsHA Freke EAste AN ALt
T analogyZt Yo} AAMARAELS analogy7t EA3HE F dHEE MY, BF, 999 728
A3 olaidte A8 Y3t Stk & analogyE iAol e - TN, &AM, BA
5) Atold] "HS ALgE o o]dslElz #t). [Gentner, Gick, Anderson, Holyoak]

By 3 A, TAHE 53 Bhs dFEHE AP Uk FAZF gl ¥4 A4S o,
&3 A AFAD EAY] FATG 2 HE e E e A FAAA od A dE
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‘ofojt]ol'S Ziots of Al A WYL =gFE T o] LA & U4, 2, 49, ¥
F, AR, A4, olojtje], TF AF Az, d:eE FL base-domainoli: 2tk ulebA
base-domain® Wdte] EAHAe X7t He dYE target-domainoletn F-Eu}. FAAY #
7oA base-domaine FEFH] EB8}7] A HAARAYY AYo|2A |1 HB HloE M o]~
24 9%2 %t} base-domain WEFE Wo] AANAM U9 (source-domain)el| & Faich.

ALEEY 5L Fol A9 g4S Eo1s Fe2 wa2i FFan f2q o2& 4 3
Ao JbeAE wEA g aE 4 Yot A FFe g WAYFS =87 - B4
o7l Rtte HAH ol Aol - 7|5 el7|HThE AZH - AAdH el ‘analogy’® A3H thkA
ol 4T A&o ATE oA ok £FH AG FAAM NdH AAE S analogye MWELL
2A 715-d0F o AF7t HIe o]FoXn gtk WEE AR GoR REE o]
Bofe] UJEHQ AFAE Lakoff9} Johnsono)t}. Lakoff & Johnson®] Age] i3t #4-& 433}
& AT FEE wiith olgd “Fal A o] ef Yyl 25t wAfH 23 FRh

MAA f3ol dig 715-9018 A7 HI2o Lakoff & Nunezol 93t 483 side] oig
472 2 A 48 A8 Lakoff & Nunez(2000) “where mathematics come from: How
the embodied mind brings mathematics into being’elzte AL Z#A39c.  Dubinskys
AMS-Noticesoll 2] A& £o2A B A £8ugAEY #S Yozt

Lakoff & Nunez® 8 £ £33 7igo] odeis oRA 2&71? & A9zt sigith 1
Eol AN NAAH Aol AT ground-HELE MEAANN FEHA #8344 AGAAZ 32
e 285 delxd gl $eats} £udal Aleld) v, o3, 34, ¥4 F 0¥ 944
§ Ho]i §ith

FEEest A Lo 13 o)A Hur|selA At HHAE AMse FAH A MA ¢
oA HHrs'E otk Lakoffe] WEIE o]&¢ #HL A A2 o3 HA7|ske} ‘F447 7
Pus)sl Alo|& QdAse Ro] dElXeld. FitAe tusAE Ao HAH2ZE A YPdte P
gt MEa FEY= FeAAd 3o EAste F4H Hdv)Ee] g kg oFrt Slth
grepol] $-g7t frEEls Ade Asketw 3, setusal, agn 3 ded did YAty
AZte 'HA7)ske) el X'e] i g oldol A o B =AE Yo 8l dth

Lakoffe] 7133 ojelxe] gH& EE /¥ AAE wWEeEeln 53] A9 JA7 FAHZ
APsrax Astste] & A% AZA7 HE ground-HEIEI ZE A AACEIR)E A
shed FAHA 98g dde Aotk Q7N FI}F fEdES dZde  ground-WEHES
ground-WEFESH 434 e QA linking-NEHEI} 34 o) 94, FANE 33T
ol Ut} Lakoffe) o] 434 /g o2& FAsh: #3134 94, A T dd Age
B3 HYE o8k ohth Lakoffd E52 /gL otdA 23 /A Alne oA o F
oA ME-L AGA AseHEr}? o g el



FRgFe A4S AQ-FF 283 Hge 215

1,23 .3 22 Adse AFE Ake] 4238 AL oroA $k=71? Lakoff & NunezZ} #AA|
3 ‘Agez FAHE A& /ME'e ground-HELER Thg3} o] ¢Ast gl
The pile of objects
addition, A+B ; putting A objects into the pile of the A objects
subtraction, A-B ; removing(deleting) B objects from the pile of A objects
multiplication, AXB ; B replications of the pile of A objects
or cutting each of A objects into B pieces
division , A/B ; putting the A pieces evenly into B boxes
merging(clustering) every B of A objects into new objects.
olgld el X 253 48 ggo] AFFHoZ AHEHY T AHo] HEdH TE Ao
HAYE o) d A& AL FAHLR A% AAT TANE 24 U Aol oY, g
g9 Rrle] g AN ZAKE HE ATH F4H B A AolS ABHE AEL)
AP A& vl ‘S8 3gHo ¥ Fel glo] ABHoz +4 shss
Lakoff= body¢t mindE Descartes®] o] &= th& embodied mindolA 217te} 14 2 A%
S ubetEdh oA AZES AR Yol EXE Ron(iAen) W n(Astn) , e AF
9 HulER e AAE AMgste 8F AYA ‘bodytmind’ 7t B RFe] AH§, A}
S A9 22 7159 ANz A FAHQ FF sdoRsA] BAggrin B 4
714 ©ojg] EAe] tiujs} o)} AUH AR A9 #HZ--F 27 BF B2, 7N, Fo
A A3l7] $& ground(basic) metaphordts H-Et}h Lakoffs ¢17te] 7]13-do] AAE Q1749
AAZE AYge s A F3 AAAZ B4 #A AN AL e L2 A 4tz g
73, SRR FAELS VBT 9vldX Lakoff, Johnson 22|31 Nunez®] 33 o}ojriojs] o
¥ metaphor?] 3, o= |, QA9 BHY Ho] EE 987t Utk Lakoffe Nunezd MAA
online book reviewdl Al thg# #& F4& ¥z Uk,

e 7HA S EAAESF F AL U A FAlojoh

AdH detze 334z 338 + e A A9 2AEE) dAYFolch

A vetER Adel fste] F59 vlolHE ARl gk .58 oleltod Ax #H o] He
T8 ofojrjojgt 2ES A AANY WFUEE 4B}H oz an AXHog 1Y R HAYE F
A2 dgth dE2A AdH deE A 2oz A daA ‘A B ag'y e % g
TAEC] o9A A% Auig A Hevtel g dRE F) Ag Y AXF vy Fel.
NdH vietEE e dojx EPE] o AE grlg RAHEsE A9ste Aok

N

T84 ofolrjol 9] Lakoffsh Nunez®] N34 wWeLE FetagolA 3229 Ho|(transfer of
mathematical knowledge) 7]} ¥ €t WA At e F387 olojdo], Fald ulF s
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2 Wexe 2AY FAstel gtk AdA HelEE JEY FRugdN AFHLR AHEE
L3 e vgE A # 31‘4 F3 mp-ggo A T 3 olorje] e FAM it o
Fd AdE HetEsl g 4 ok By oz "dielA TEF TE V& g Ao o
3l /dd wetEst dE 4 A
AEA velxs & FEslook sty Z“How the conceptual metaphors work well?” &%
T e ﬂ’éﬁ]’ﬂ“ stagste) A e 84 ololtjo B diste] A7) AEIHA 2
AR A AokE 74 ‘embodiment’7t FRoIH oHA &L AU He EE5E RA -

? 2%

424 V3, V3, V32, Eolen ve susse vl AeAn 4 A

—1"

g oldste AAF AR A% FAAAMN? o] & AGE UFATE Ad2Y 3
Ba5s 2oz AYPshe BFo] TN olyF AYe] FYFE FUYHLE 1
E}XZ o)A Ao|(transfer)E + QEIN? Lakoff 5 AAANZ A5} AF7HA 9] &
& &S FRUEN?

Dubinsky(1999)& Lakkoffe] $871'ddl tig WelX Z2AEd] giste] vj#ZQ AL Bolxn
91t} Dubinsky®} ‘@2159)'E $8t £ ¢oj& ETZ o]FojAx Y 715-Aojete JrjE 3§
29 of 'PAFe YL 1733 o] Ytk Dubinskyd AT e 42F =y 494
o g $-2E z2tn Yutn BAY AAF F3 =2o 4L gaFe] £EoA A
a s ofof gt

gusete o9 & AN o] B Fungal, £, WAL, e AHeE e}, dut
Awe BRAA ZAANo 2 g Aotk FiA o A3PlA ol FaIATN F£3HE A
= 523 AY2ES} JAdor gk £3A F3y Faete] Fgt Fio] ‘i A
Pow THIAT REF FEsool st REo] Juw F3A oot FAHoE dv|E
443}““"1 Az P FHEolor & REoT, 3 =23 dUE £E 4L AL

Zo met 79 "e7t gk oA FHK] BHAA vig X EAolTh

AE}"E})‘ f2azg, olzg|vux Fo| Y 1229 FIe FAHF, KA 71E EBE
(AA, 9, Aztg, A2E, 34 5)& AYse WeEs sH5e. 710}77}115 Azt Ad2ES
# %) 3o} (decontextualization) 2 #4ste] Baln soh. 2ZAW a2 £ dd 7

¢

m gk

AR A ¥ (embodiment)® E718AE @icta R 237 usdd 58 FE4d Iﬂ%
Pigjet®] #2413 27397} 74250 Lakoffe] Edol] ©ZW de-embodiment®] Sg¢ &3
A8 2319 (de-contextualized) 543 F47 259 Fedgo] o)Foxn glrk
a8~ 718 Euclides® "Elements’dlX B gt AW2E AHE3 AA &5 AA7 H47)
3} ololt]ole] ground-metaphore] 71&3tn Qlrh. A 8] 3d) B&EA DASAA S WHE
Ao Aguixe) ouje] RuE e AFUA BE7] 2) FoR AF FLF WAL 2 AN
78 wE7] 3) 499 Ze 35RHNE A, YL T VE 2L a2 =T FE A=

rki
Hﬂ
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ugld, AduY E7E ALdE AAH AY B 498 TR,
Lakoffe) B3 v}go] 9% AAs 458 Aol Astate] & WEE on] AAA 3
A FYRE AP FAAN

&% o AYE A B 44E FE Y TTE 2] FUL BEo] E AY
wo+2E g7 ‘Bl B daA Sl gtk BE Hee FRE B8 dAfoln Uk &
o S7] A3 B2 JAEADT] Y oIES (A BoIUA A8 v

o ¢ Bt PHe down YA 7] FoI of® X4 (a piece of knowledge) o F&7
o9 SRR 4 A7 Aerh 2 AE G Bl 2, (o) (ko) (S19)
£9 % 4 JEoP gafe SR04 AL ojn] T AE 39 A Az Aatt @l
£ ol 2 NS FAG Ao 3 AYL HAEA?

A BoluA. V2 AWE A ol AYE Tad AN vk VIE AFS e

+2 943 23 YA V2=1.414--227 ojyd a,,+1—% +L 1 -02 3949 § o, F

#0717 & V28 97 Eudle] A& Aol V29 Y EE AL I AU V2o U
o V2& 9 o8 Ado] ATk ofw Aol T WA A ey 2 V2 Ad AP o
g »za,

Aot ANAE A1 AAS, fEd, do], WAL G ANY HALE AFo] T 9
8 MFo|Z AL 45 AT e WEHTE FAY 4 Yok AFo]S o] Hod M &
g %%, o]%, BS3 u], 223 FPH N LS AT 5 Uk WS woT ¥ijo)
om Fojd Wel Zolg 128 At} eluetrs] g 459 W Zolst 191 HAZHY <)
tztde) Aol Vol MFo| Hr|wen o] EE WA A7|2A 715011 et Moy

£Y¢ BB 5 Y2 £ x2=1 A%, 5 V29 UL BE 5 QP
NFolg ¥ 4 Mol 4584 AP & W 5 0X9 olg vy 2
A S o1z 9o Ae AN Y2e ol VEold tiaus Al
_ @ Wol AAA Mol H2HH 2 HolE 2 A A% CF Ut AR
0AZ FYs AR woz Hol ¥ BE etk 4¥ OBY ol
X C V2

=57t 95 o) w X2}y OBDX o WAL ol

2
714 L7} FEY Fe BAL 2 7] LT JAME AR A% ground-metaphor7}
TAE MY dZAd, d3e] vk &E 201Q] AAZFo] TAHE Fo] Ay 2L R4 aga
718t i3t metaphorE A3t} metaphor$t metaphor® d#x¢] & metaphorE ’linking
metaphor' 2t31 F-2t}, Fo] Arld&e Aot =¥, ¥k t# ground-metaphors 3 °]5 tlAE
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a3 A Aol BAES Adste = FH¥ linking-metaphorsE X §3txn 9lt}.

gaggoA x2=29 $& v&d AFHE VHHE £ 12 e AL 25T dFolth A
A AL Lakoffe] #HAA AR AF AYste] AQHE @4 &9 A¥ds +Edn. F
AL AAA ] A Zgo] 2= 'neural embodiment’ &2 wElEolth EA 17d] 4 174}
tdtodA 2718 Ze AP, AdHozut £ 1+1=2& wi$E A FEEEY BAHAN E A
o|7} Utk

Mzo] H7E Foto AAF, Felgd FHsd AAE FVlze 4% 233 1 AFHE 2
o] W3 o|F ¥F T WEE2A APdl MFo] FowA WEoAE HPA, AR, uH,
A3 AL & MEL o], dH, & & WEo W

Lakoffo] 7Hd-& ‘XAF Yo BEd YT JFAN} NY F&AE FHNH J&E 3
Aolt}. o] /ML V2& AXNAA APoutt s&dty Adss Tt dAd B £33
An EE 2L Ao Beld AAA7} FAGEL dut AT YFo] HE TF V2,

of tid AP Axtelede] o] AAA TdAt 2318 AWL FHonh

Lakoff&Nunez®] #Z-&% AZA7 2A5sts FAH AP AARQ vz 7474 £3 of
olfole] tiF Fatetg o olfd td FrEE FHE F7lo FE3Ih ground HERE] 7]
z3lo] o $F9 eIz dorte 44 94 FAL v T8 ojds AAAN 4
o] Ho] 344 Mdstgez s} A

Lakoffe] ‘lELE'S) FaF AL A9 715-AojAAS 4, AHE I3 grE olfE &

A

rr

Sk

Y B2 2t 53 FRUEIN FHE 7 5-AolAA) BHAA olastelel Feego] A
Fohe A9 Wo| R Bk opfe AN olFolAE FAFE BHY =AY At

stgate) dgs A9 £ gag AYse gol(old), 71E, s8 AL, 1¥ 58 ¥
2o Ao gt AN £ 32 =9 (logical arguments)E FHrETh F8F g &
Fog A oug Agstn olfstx Aste PA7F Y S ZF Ak

st sl B8, B, F3-09-5o-4E F F44 cjolrjold] tjg opgdt HZ ¥4
& SEEgd AR EAAA Aotk g o @ watrx Eu F4d diF @7t
A2 AEHT itk 71E-Aoigte) ‘Dildiscourse)' ol HE ATE FIEF HEF A E0
etz Qo fadse a4 'ga 34's REosA, SN FEy gu-ws
77t GEAEAA 2ot 4A a2 ERFoR o)Fod ¢ udhe JHE T9E Role A7
Zolt}. 7]E-dojdta AT 71xF FEEGd U dFe FLY BT ok A% FrFE
t}, 71%-doigte] MM tld}, E9 @3 TRE UFE 71% o)E2E Saussure, Peirce, Lacan,
Barthes, Jakobson, Lakoffel M otelt}o}E 7z e Qlth 7]&-Aodte olojro|Ed F&ol
ZgA7)E AT Wakerdine, Pimm, Sfard, Emest, Noss, Presmeg 5°| 3t
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71zolth Ao, olopy), w4, B EE FE T uistd 7|23 97
3 A4S ¥dsi, ANH T, 5H 3, AFHT, FHsHR, Ju
A3 e &gl %Z‘—l;ﬁ‘\’l q%L 3“3} date Ba-g3), 4 2de g4, 33-%3, F
"J-H]‘&-E}% o8 A4 = 9u)g ghEY 7t qF 29 AdojF Algo] Jhsdith

F8e Ba-gate izt % %5317—‘1 ANe gdsiA oldd ¢ it e 58] %
A F9L ‘JU], oA}, 7t AELE &AEe o] 2o digld ol Aqedxn B £ rh
Fesgol A on|E wrEo] 7k d3t A EAT PAL of" Roju] o]FA o] FAA &I}

Walkerdine , Leonard 5 Saussure?] 713-d¢] AA9] #3lA  metaphors} mytonym ¥
o] F2gc}h B3 $:A18te] F2 BAHNM metaphors & EE HFE mytonymE FHE AL
x o} 7|E-Aojgte AFAN HZ ATE Yu|2 B HE gu2 AMgEE ok B =%
oA HWELE, | EHoR A3t

Walkerdine signifier(7| ¥, E7)& TA3E= 942 EAHwritten symbols)ol A, WAE o
(spoken words) , E&(actions) , £4(diagrams) 2 AE2 FF8Ah & signifiers A 9
uje} A#gd o2 A sign(715)7F B

signo] g <] o]t Algel thate] Walkerdine® thFE ©)u](ambiguous meanings)®] A
Z g8 e signifiersell #A1E 7 £ signifier7t # AR signified(719], o)} das]
= A9 dgte] BAL Mt AoldAl Jacobson[1985] “metaphor’$} "metonym”$ signs A}
o] % @A “paradigmatic’$} “syntagmatic’ ©AEFE JidelE EYEHT. 2 ¥
Walkerdine[1988]9] 4 2B “metaphor’$} “metonym”e] 98] AMEHA HAUth “metaphor”
"metonym”"E dol-7159] A4, BH 2 o] A} AGoM M2 BEde FS(complmentary
polarities or duality) ©]2t}. Walkerdine & Corran[1979]12 487 signs9] WEt¥ S} v|EY s}
o g 437 sign A2FANA Thes} go] AATT ok |

>, &2 &
(.
@ I me wphoric

t_

st

relations
ok and etk makes Aeoltor
1wo plus thiee equals five
2 + 3 = s

efc.

1) metaphore] 23 sign®] W3

9 ageA F474 2&9 B4 "2+43=5"8E sign® metaphor #A9) JE THE signse] dE B
o 21 k. 9714 84 7)Ee dol, 2, olo]& = AA dAdeZ dlX H i (substituted)
Ak,
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2)metonym®l| 9§ signe] W3}

2435 — ‘3425 — 5=243 — et

metonym #Ao] & Wst= 71550 AL (AR, AEF | rearanged) UTH

Augd 9= do-8y £ SAE9 #HNA “grammar of arithematic”o]3l =83 w724
o2 "arithmetic laws"7t Y de2 &4

Lakoff] wWelXolZolA Hu EE 270 £F 37171 dalAe 822N signe AP F24
717+ wEbEolt), & “2+3=5"gk= Ale 4y MEY WdE § 9 AAAE ZesiE ol
Lakoffe] WElXo]|&L ‘B8 1§ HA'H “2+3-5" Alojo] we}¥ Ho|(transfer of metaphors)”t 4
A dojue g HEEL Aoje] guE o & e AAH whUG S 2t

7he) 3o WEE 24 Aozl viEde WMzt o Fast APHAAY HE
T PEY Wy F88 4 vk AAA oqu oA g AW EAE oldEn
FHog Aozt dojuts ety HWEIX HolE EEE e AHojt FudAH dAfuA =
48 g7 agE A4 2l veigd £ e /s d Fe2 A aygeAAe gfe 533
Foll o9 gg ARE vl

BE signol® metaphor®}t metonym g9 ®gE ) vl R F3EGd Udehve =
E sign® WEEY vEY Y9 ¥gls} Aolg i weld 3 oA thE dEexe o
EY $&% 2AF HA Mdysieer stk F8Ege JE-AF AN AAls JfEREE
F8td Jde A WEE 99e Agsin, Agd WEY £F4A signsS MEY L] A
e wes Ak $8F RET WES oEE 4 Sl dEiEe nEY AdY HAT G
BEFES AASn sgAl] Axsidep 3ot HEH o AT} Aoj-7j59 wWidE=A 2oF
signs& 813 ojn|s} 3 9% ojujs} dAd] ol E Frt

“243=5"2 FE ZA “ZAH(abstract)"o] T EE "2AH2 A}i(abstract reasoning)” TR A L}l
v} o]gd 34 FAL dol-71Z gt BAAHA BYA ‘metaphorE W A(discarding metaphor)’
Axtolth, signol A metaphor7} AFEHAS 9 |, sign® metonym Q9] W& weE 27 £ %
4 A4 4 gk . FEAHEE AN FoA sign®] metaphor FE0] F4 FELE EYE
A& o, A context AN sign(Brh &3 signifier)d] W BAE F8tn ojdfste] &
ZAolt.

metaphor’} 719)¥ £+ metaphor A949 Aty 78S “AHXAE o M(in context)” AHAIE
o g og wAagh FEEgolM AR LR a3 FES drd PFHAEE ATA g
i WelE doj A FAE FAFYH Fyego] dnt BH2EA st FaErgdA
"context effect’d] ek B A7} o]Fo|A: YIt}t. context effectd HHF T FXT context
g 2 % g5o) 33 % gERY UG AU Qb 7Mojth. Walkerdineo] A
& signs AANA dElE-nEY }d Aln BFL2 FIHALAA contextd] BHAAM FLE B
& BA 9t L 3= contextualization-decontextualization Ab31 5o v d 4 ik
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2 =R S on EE 'S 95T URE 8¢ 822 WEE($H)E Lakoffe) 4
Aske vheold AzaE AN B o 4% 449 54 AN 24717 204719
te de ke B Al sy Ao EARTHE Aol FuEAA At o2
n gE 7Y AYe 2R3 Fot] ulg wEol F& FaT Y Aol

FAH AYIA 2= Y AAEH HEEE gRE on AA B4 BH0EA )E-dejg
o WHe aen. FHtrd A8 Absd A Ede MEEe vEd 48 s,
54 39 AANA 3t T2, protocol $EF WA FE 715-qd0le] gl FRH9 o]
£ AAZ 9o B £EE 7|3, AR, 39, oliX Sol 32 AgsHE Fudelst AUHE 3
sigo] o guldon oJexE AT AN FEo) 4T el I
o 2|3 Lakoffe] AAE R4, Aol-71 %) JuIE 2 3}4E, AA-F3k o|& Fo2 FHA
Q Mao] Wasih AA Fus 4% AW Yehte 2, £, 715, 3g0) ‘Foa o)y
£ FAd 2Seo] B Avist ol Ut sl WD & Y= A I s @
FoA g Fas

A 34 AFezA & MR Y Y& o FFY AY T A7 Aol A
o BAA L. oY WEEE B8 ST ANF PES W0 A8sH Sa Ser
AAZE BAEY, BE A} ol BHe AeaAe gET £BE £39 $4 Al
2o, vEd A9 2o BT 398 QA FFe) urk Y= Yok,

Zargd

Barthes, R. (1967). Elements of Semiology, London: Jonathan Cape.

ChuiM.M. (1992). Reinterpreting misconceptions through metaphor and metonymy: Teaching and
learning math, University of California.

Davis,G. & McGowenM.(2001). Embodied Objects and the signs of Mathematics, PMEZ25
discussion group “symbolic cognition in advanced mathematics” Utrecht, The
Netherlands: Feudenthal Institute.

Dubinsky E.(1999). Mathematical Reasoning: Analogies, Metaphors, and Images, Notices of the
AMS. V46 Nb, pp.555-559

Gray, E. & Tall, D. (1994). Duality, Ambiguity and Flexibility: A "Proceptual” View of Simple
Arithmetic. Journal for Research in Mathematics Education, 25, 2, pp.116-40.

Gentner, D. Structure-Mapping: A Theoretical Framework for Analogy. Cognitive Science, 7, pp.
155-170, 1983. '



222 A%

Gentner,D., Bowdle,B,, Wolff,P., & Boronat,C.(2001). Metaphor is like analogy. In GentnerD,
Holyoak,K.J..& Kokinov,BN.(Eds), The analogical mind: Perspectives from _cognitive
science, ppl999-253, Cambridge MAMIT Press

Gick, M. Holyoak, K.(1980). Analogical Problem Solving, Cognitive Psychology, 12, pp. 306-355,

Gick, M. Holyoak, K.(1983). Schema induction and Analogical Transfér, Cognitive Psychology, 15,
pp. 1-38

Holyoak K. J. Novick L. Melz E(1994). Component processes in Analogical Transfer: Mapping,
Patterncompletion and Adaptation in Analogy, Metaphor and Reminding, Eds. Barnden
and Holyoak, Ablex, Norwood, NY.

Jakobson, R. & Halle, M. (1956). Fundamentals of Language, The Hague: Mouton.

Lakoff, G. & Johnson, M. (1980). Metaphors We Live By. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.
Lakoff,G(1992). The contemporary Theory o Metaphor, In Ortony,A(Eds), Metaphor and
Thought(2nd edition),Cambridge University Press ’
Lakoff, G. & Nunez, R. E. (1996). The Metaphorical Structure of Mathematics. In L. English
(Ed), Mathematical Reasoning: Analogies, Metaphors and Images. Hillsdale, NJ:

Lawrence Erlbaum.

Noss, R. & Hoyles, C. (1996). Windows on Mathematical Meanings. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic.

Polya, G. How to Solve It A New Aspect of Mathematical Method, Second Edition. Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1957.

Pimm, D. (1990). Certain Metonymic Aspects of Mathematical Discourse. Proceedings of PME 14
(Mexico), 3, pp.129-136.

Saussure, F. de (1959) Course in General Linguistics, London: Peter Owen. [Translated from
"Cours de linguistique generale”, (1916)]

Sfard, A. (1994). Reification as the Birth of Metaphor, For the Learning of Mathematics, 14, 1,
pp. 4-55. '

Vygotsky, L. S. (1962). Thought and Language, Massachusetts, IL: MIT Press.

Walkerdine, V. (1982). From context to text. a psychosemiotic approach to abstract thought. In
Beveridge, M. (Ed.), Children thinking through language, London: Edward Arnold.

Walkerdine, V. (1988). The Mastery of Reason, London: Routledge.



	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0216.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0217.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0218.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0219.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0220.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0221.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0222.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0223.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0224.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0225.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0226.tif
	SHGHFM_2004_v18n1-0227.tif

