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OCHOBHI HAIIPSIMKH BUBUEHHS META®OPU Y CYYACHIM JIHT BICTUIII

Axmyanvricmu 0ocriodxcents noiseac y cnpoodi meopemuiHo20 aHanizy ma npakmuyHoi anpobayii 0cHo8Hux Hanpam-
Ki6 6UGUEeHHs Memaghopu Y CYYaAcHill AiHegicmuyi. Y cmammi po3Kpumo OCHOGHI [0el, SKI CIOCYIOMbCsL KOSHIMUGHUX
acnekmig 00cniodiceHHs Memagopu ma it nepexnady i 3pobieHo meopemuyne 0OIPYHMYBAHHsL 2iNOMe3U KOHIMUBHO20
nepexkaady memagopu 8 nOemuyHoOMy OUcKypci. 3pobreno cnpoby meopemuiHo2o 0OTPYHMYBAHHS UGUEHHS Memaghopu
8 NiHeBiCMuUYi, a MAKOXHC OXAPAKMEPU3Y8AMU OCHOBHI HANPAMU 00CNIONHCeHb Memadopu, 30ilICHEHUX Y KOHMEKCMI KO2Hi-
MUBHO-OUCKYPCUBHOT Napaouzmu, 3 Acy8amu NUMAHHA KOZHIMUGHO20 CIAntycy OKpeMux munie Memagpopu 6 Xy0odlcHbo-
MY OUCKYPCI, a giomax numanns it munonoeii. OkpecieHo cmpykmyphi ma (peiimo8o-cyeHapHi Xapaxmepucmuxy pisHux
munis memaghopu ma 3 ’scyeamu OughepeHyitiHi 0coOONUBOCMI KOJCHO20 3 yux munis. OOIPYHMOBAHO HeOOXIOHICMb 00C-
0ICEHMSL OKPECTIEHUX XAPAKMEPUCTUK OISl BUPOOIEHHA KOMNIEKCHO20 KOSHIMUBHO20 NIOX00Y 00 8USUEHHS PIZHUX MUNI6
memacgpopu 6 nepexaadi. Taxum wunom, 6 napaouemanvromy xoumexcmi KTM koenimuenui cmamyc 06pasnoi memagho-
PpU He € OKpeClleHUM HACMITbKY YImKo, AK cmamyc KoHeeHyilinoi memagopu. [oxc. Jlakopg, crasxcimo, Ha Oinbui panHix
emanax noe’A3aHux 3 yicro npooaemoio oocuiodicens (1987) cxunases 0o Oymku, wo obpazua memagopa «8iopizHaEmMbCs
810 KOHYEenmyaibHoOLy, ane Ha Oewo nizniwomy emani (1990) nedsoznauno cmeepodicysas, wo maka memagopa 6ce-maxu
«€ KoHyenmyanvHoioy. Ilpuuunoio maxoi sMinu mpaxmyeanus ananizoeanoi npobnemu, ouesuono, byna He 306cim 4imka
sunpayiosanicms 6 KTM meopemuunozo nioxody 00 po3kpumms NOHAMms KonyenmyansHocmi. Axuo mpaxmyeamu ye
NOHAMMSL SIK NOMeHYyian 006 ekmusayii KOHYenmis, Mo 8 Ybomy NIAHI KOHGEHYIUHA Memapopa modce po32nsi0amucs K
KOHYenmyanbHd, OCKIIbKU 60HA POSKPUBAE CMUCTU ADCMPAKMHO20 KOHYENmy yepe3 npusmy CMUcie 06pasHozo — npu-
uomMy 6 macumadax ne oOMedHceHOi KinbKocmi iHOUBIOYanbHO-a8MOPCLKUX KOHYyenmocgep, a KoHyenmocgep GenuKux
MOBHUX A KYTbMYPHUX CRITbHOM, — 8 MOU 4ac AK 0Opasna memapopa 8ueriode ax «00Hopaszosa» (one-shot), «ueuo-
Konaunnay (fleeting), axa mae micye Ha medxci 3icMasnents 080X yice cPOPMOBAHUX OOPAHUX KOHYENMI8 | NPU YoMy
obmedicena 6 macumabax npoOyKy8aHHs ma CAPULHAMMS — MOOMO K maxa, wo Ha Yo poib NPeoeHOY8amu He Modlce

Knrouoei cnosa: xyooscuiii ouckypce, memagopa, Konyenmyanvui domenu, petim, ppeimoso-cyeHapHuii 3micm, Koe-
HImugicmuxa, KOoHyenmyanivha memagopa.
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MAIN DIRECTIONS OF METAPHOR STUDY IN MODERN LINGUISTICS

The relevance of the study consists in an attempt at theoretical analysis and practical approbation of the main
directions of studying metaphor in modern linguistics. The article reveals the main ideas related to the cognitive aspects
of the study of metaphor and its translation, and makes a theoretical justification of the hypothesis of cognitive translation
of metaphor in poetic discourse. An attempt was made to theoretically substantiate the study of metaphor in linguistics,
as well as to characterize the main directions of metaphor research carried out in the context of the cognitive-discursive
paradigm, to clarify the issue of the cognitive status of certain types of metaphor in artistic discourse, and hence the
issue of its typology. The structural and frame-scenario characteristics of different types of metaphor are outlined and the
differential features of each of these types are clarified. The need to study the outlined characteristics for the development
of a comprehensive cognitive approach to the study of different types of metaphor in translation is substantiated. Thus,
in the paradigmatic context of KTM, the cognitive status of figurative metaphor is not defined as clearly as the status of
conventional metaphor. J. Lakoff, for example, at the earlier stages of research related to this problem (1987) was inclined
to think that a figurative metaphor “differs from a conceptual one”, but at a slightly later stage (1990) he unequivocally
asserted that such a metaphor after all “is conceptual”. The reason for such a change in the interpretation of the analyzed
problem was, obviously, the not entirely clear elaboration of the theoretical approach to the disclosure of the concept
of conceptuality in KTM. If we interpret this concept as the potential for the objectification of concepts, then in this
regard the conventional metaphor can be considered as conceptual, since it reveals the meanings of an abstract concept
through the prism of the meanings of the figurative — and on the scale of not a limited number of individual authorial
conceptspheres, but the conceptspheres of large linguistic and cultural communities, — while the figurative metaphor
looks like a "one-shot", "fleeting" that takes place on the border of juxtaposition of two already formed figurative concepts
and at the same time is limited in the scope of production and perception — i.e. as such that he cannot apply for this role

Key words: artistic discourse, metaphor, conceptual domains, frame, frame-scenario content, cognitive science,
conceptual metaphor.

I[ocTranoBka npodjeMH. AKTYalbHICTh HALIOTO
JOCHIJKEHHS Tolsirae y crpoli TeOpeTHYHOTO aHa-
JI3y Ta MpaKTUIHOI anmpoOarlii OCHOBHHUX HAIPSMKiB
BHBYCHHS MeTaOpH Y CYIacHIH JiHTBiCTHIII.

AHani3 fgociimkeHb. [HTepakiiiiHa Teopis B
3apOJIKOBOMY BHIJISAI MICTUTh ijei, IO BH3HA-
YUJIM TIO/IAJIbINe JIOCHIKCHHS MeTagopH sk (heHo-
MEHa JIIOJIChKO1 yMKH. LleHTpalibHOIO cepell HUX €
imest po3yMiHHS MeTaopH HE MPOCTO SIK PUTOPHY-
HOI (irypH, a sSIK «BCIOAHUCYIIOTO TPUHIIUITY MOBH
(Richards, 1936). Take BuBeAEHHs B paHT MPUHLIHITY,
IO Ma€ MicClie Ha PiBHI MOBH €, Y CBOIO Yepry, MoxiJ-
HUM BiJl BUIICHHS IPUHITUILY, 10 IPOCTEIKYETHCS Ha

AxTyaapHI IMTaHHS rymaHiTapHMX Hayk. Bui 61, om 3, 2023

PiBHI MUCJIEHHS: 3TiIHO 3 BUCHOBKamMH A. Puuapjca,
OCHOBHA (DYHKIIiSI MUCJICHHSI TTOJIATAE ¥ BMOTHUBOBA-
HOMY IIiJuTIO 3B’s13yBaHHI 00’€ekTiB (Richards, 1936),
1 3BIJICH BJIacHE 1 IOXOIUTH OCHOBHA O3HAKa JYMKH:
metadopuunicts (Richards, 1936) — Ginpme Toro,
TYT, 3@ HOrO CIIOCTEPEKCHHSIMHU, MA€ MICIe i 3BO-
pPOTHMI 3B’S130K: MeTaQOpHUYHI MpoIlecH B MOBI Ta
MUCIICHHI «HAKJIaJal0ThCsl Ha CBIT, SKHA MU CIPUI-
maemo» (Richards, 1936), abo , IHIIUMHU CIIOBaMH,
«CTIpMOBYIOTEH Hanry nyMKy» (Richards, 1936). Bin-
TaK AOCITi/DKeHHST MeTadopu Ha PiBHI MOBH OKpec-
moeThest A. Puyapacom sik oxXitHe BiJT IO CIiIKEHHS
Ha piBHI Mi3HABAJIILHUX TPOLECIB, CIPAMOBAaHUX Ha ii
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3aCBOEHHS Ta MPOLYKYBaHHS, 1 B MEPLIY Yepry mpo-
uecy MucierHs. OCHOBHOIO 0COONHBICTIO IIBOTO MPO-
Lecy, K BiH MIIKPECIIoe, € B3aemomis (interaction)
JIBOX KOTHITUBHUX CTPYKTYD, a00 XK, y HOTO TEpMiHO-
morii, gymok (thoughts) (Richards, 1936), mo 3miii-
CHIOEThCS Ha PiBHI CIUJIBHOTO U1l HUX 3HAYCHHS.
A. Puuapzac okpeciioe 3rajai CTpyKTypu B TepMi-
Hax «cMuci» (‘tenor’) Ta «dopma / 006pa3 / 3HapIIAS
nepenayi» (‘vehicle’) (Richards, 1936), siki B poboTax
HACTYIHUX JOCIHITHUKIB, IO TaK Y iHAKIIEC OCpyTh
Ha 030pOEHHS aHaNi30BaHy MapaigurMmy, abo 30epi-
rarotbcst He3MiHHUMU (Venuti, 1995), abo x mepe-
(pa3oByIOTbCSL 3 pelyKyBaHHSAM OOpa3HOi CKIaao-
Boi — ‘sense’ Ta ‘image’ (Newmark, 1981). Sk BugHO
3 (opmynoBaHb, MpoOIlEC MUCICHHS PO3MIISJAETHCS
HHUM y TICHOMY 3B’SI3KY 3 IIPOIIECOM YSIBH, TOOTO Mic-
TUTH 17IEF0 IHTErparlil IuX Mi3HABAIBHUAX MPOIECIB Y
KOHTEKCTi 3aCBO€HHSI 1 MPOAYKYBaHHs MeTadopH, 110,
OYEBHIHO, TAKOXK MOXKE PO3IVISIIATUCS SIK OZTHA 3 11IeH,
SIKi BHIICpE/KAIOTh CBI 4ac, HaMI4alouu IMepcrieK-
THUBH ¥ HANPSMKHU IOCITKKEHb, 3iHCHEH] B paMKax
HOBITHIX HapaiuTM.

[Mpuniun iHTepakuii sIK OCHOBHHN MPHHIUI
(YyHKIIOHYBaHHS KOTHITMBHUX HPOLECIB y KOHTEK-
CTi CTpyKTypyBaHHA MeTadopu OyB 0COOIMBO HiTKO
aKueHToBaHuil y nopobky M. bueka. Oxpecieni
HUAM KOTHITHUBHI CTPYKTypH — OCHOBHHMI Ta IOIIO-
MDKHUH cy0 ekt (‘principal subject’ / ‘subsidiary
subject’) (Black, 1954—1955) — He TOTOXHI CTPYKTY-
pam, okpeciieHuM A. Pudapacom, OCKiUIBKH MICTSTB
izero cdep mpoekTyBaHHS MeTadopu B TOH yac sIK
‘tenor’ Ta ‘vehicle’ Bka3yloTh Ha CMUCIIOBI Ta 00pa3Hi
XapaKTEePHUCTHKH KOXHOT 3 IIUX cdep 30KpeMa, IpoTe
cama izless B3aeMoJil yCiX 3aKiafieHux y meTtadopy
KOMIIOHEHTIB BHSBHJIACA MPOAYKTUBHOK Yy TUIaHI
PO3BHUTKY IHTEpECY A0 TEMAaTHUKH W CTHMYITIOBaHHS
MOSIBU TIOB’SI3aHUX 3 HEIO HampalroBaHb. Kpim miei
inei, y nocmmkeHHsx M. brneka orpumana Teope-
TUYHY PO3POOKYy TaKoX BHCIIOBIcHA A. Pudapmcom
i71est MOBCIOMHOCI 1 ycerpoHUKHOCTI MeTadopu. Po3z-
BHBaIOuM 110 ixeto, M. briek BucyBae mpumyiieHHS
CTOCOBHO iCHYBaHHSI CHCTEMH 3arajlbHONPUHHATHX
acomianiii (the system of associated commonplaces
(Black, 1954—-1955)), mo MicTUTh BKa3iBKy Ha iCHY-
BaHHS CITUIBHOTO — Ha YHiBepCaJIbHOMY PiBHI YH TO
Ha PiBHI OKPEeMHX CHIIBHOT — acoIiaTUBHOTO (POHAY
00’ eKTHBAIlii TOHATB, aCOIIHOBaHUX 3 MeTa(opoIo.

OxpiM mpoleciB MUCJICHHS Ta YSBU, a BIiJTaK,
rimoOTeTHY0, MPOIECIB IMONEePeTHHOr0 YU HACTYII-
HOTO CIIPUHHATTS, TIOB’SI3aHUX 31 CTPYKTYpPyBaHHIM
MeTtadopu, B KOHTEKCTI iHTepakmiiiHoi Teopii Oyma
YaCTKOBO AaKIICHTOBaHA TAaKOX pPOJb MiJCBIIOMUX
MpoIIeciB, COPSMOBaHUX Ha 11 3aCBOEHHS i penpoay-
KyBaHHS, a caMe BipyBaHb i aTTUTIONIB, Y MO€AHAHHI

3 YUHHMKAMHU IHTEHIIIOHAIBHOCTI. [71es1 aTTUTIOIB SIK
(dakropa, 10 0 MOTUBYE MeTadopy, 30KpemMa, HaJie-
KuTh A. Pudapncy, AKuif, IIyKarodu TiATPYHTS IS
MeTadop TUIY «MOsI KauedKay He 3HAXOIUTh Y IbOMY
TUTaHI HIYOTO 1HIIOTO SIK «BiTYYTTSI HIXKHOCTI ¥ 3aMH-
nyBanas» (Richards, 1936), a Bigrak BHcyBae npu-
MYIIEHHS PO MOXKIIUBICTh CTPYKTYpYBaHHS MeETa-
dhopu He JuIITe Ha OCHOBI MpsAMOT omioHOCTI (direct
resemblance), aje i 3araJbHONPUAHATHX ATTUTIONIB
(common attitude) (Richards, 1936). CtocoBHoO imei
BipyBaHb, TO ii, y cBoto uepry, BucioBuB M. biek,
NPUMYCTHUBILH, IO OKPEMi KOMIIOHEHTH MeTadopH
3a3BHYail aCOLIIOIOTHCA 3 CYKYIHICTIO TakUX Bipy-
BaHb (‘set of standard believes’) (Black, 1954—1955)).
[Ilo >k 0 YUHHHKIB IHTEHI[IOHAILHOCTI, TO X MOTH-
BalliifHi XapaKTEPUCTHKH PO3KPUBAIOTHCS B KOMYHi-
KaTHBHUX KOHTEKCTaX PerpoayKyBaHHs Ta BiINOBi/-
HOTO CIPUHHATTS MeTapopH, HA YOMY 3HOBY-TAaKH
Harojonrye M. biek: 3a #oro crnocrepexeHHIMH,
caMe CYKyIHICTh CMHUCIIOBHX YHHHHKIB y TIO€THAHHI
3 YMHHUKaMU Hamipy 1 BH3Ha4aloTh OCOOJIMBOCTI
PEKOHCTPYKILil MeTadOopH B KOHTEKCTI TeHEPOBAHUX
MoBIeM ToBigomiieHb (Black, 1954-1955)). Ypaxy-
BaHHS 1/1eli, BUCIIOBICHNX y KOHTEKCTI IHT€PaKIiifHOT
Teopii CTOCOBHO PO I03aCBIIOMHX YWHHUKIB Ta
YUHHHKIB IHTEHIIIOHATBHOCTI y MOTHBAIii CIpHii-
HATTSI Ta PENpoAyKyBaHHS MeTaopH HE BTpavae
CBO€1 aKTyaJIbHOCTI 1 B HAlll Yac, OCOOJUBO SKIIO
HAeThCsl PO CTBOPEHHS CIIUIBHOTO TEOPETHYHOTO
(dbyHIaMEHTy NIl PO3POOKHU CIICHAPHOI T1IKH JTOCTTi-
JOKCHHS MeTadOpH.

Orisii OCHOBHUX OCHOBHHUX IIOJIOKEHb Teopil
IHTepaKiii BapTo JOMOBHHUTU CIIOCTEPEKECHHSIMU
M. I'ectepa ta I1. Pukepa, 3po0neHUMU B KOHTEKCTI
aHai3y LEHTPaJbHOI JUIs Iiiel Teopil inei B3aemo-
Iii KOTHITHBHUX CTPYKTYp y BHMipaxX MOETHYHOI Ta
KOHBEHITIfHOT MeTadop. BuByaroum ocoOamBOCTI
i€l inTepakmii, M. I'ectep, HaykoBHIi iHTEpEC SKOTO
(oKycyBaBcs B IUIONIMHI JIOCHIPKEHHS MOCTUYHOI
Mmetadopu, BUCTOBUB AYMKY, 110 11 crienudika momus-
raey HakJiaJanHi 00pa3Hoi CKJ1aI0BOT Ha CMHUCJIOBY 3a
MPUHLIMTIOM TIPHU3MH, a00 TaK 3BAaHOTO «KAapPTUHHOTO
OauerHs» (‘picture-thinking’) (Hester, 1966). «Mos
(yHIaMeHTaIbHa Te3a MMOJIATAE B TOMY, IO MIOSTHYHA
MeTadopa — 11e «badeHHS SK» (‘seeing as’)», — 3asB-
Jsi€ BiH, OKPECIIOIOUM OCHOBHY pHCYy OOpa3HOro
MHUCJTICHHST — aOcomroTHe 31MuUTTA imei 3 obpazom
3 OJHOYACHOIO aKTHBAIIIE€IO MiACBIIOMUX, IHTYITHB-
HUX YUHHHKIB OCSTHEHHS SBUIN. [nmei mpu mpomy
HEeBIIIUTBHI Big 00OpasiB: sk migkpecmoe M. Tec-
Tep, «IIOETUYHA ysiBa — e YaCTHHA MOETUYHOTO 3Ha-
yeHHs» (Hester, 1966): BoHa OyKBaJbHO «CILIaBlIieHA
31 3Ha4eHHAM 1 3aHypeHa B Hboro» (Hester, 1966).
Biarak 3HaueHHEBMI KOMITOHEHT IMOETHYHOI MeTa-
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¢dopu He MOXHa BiIAIIMTH Bix oOpasy i mpexacra-
BUTH BHUKIIOUYHO B JIOTIYHOMY (OPMYITIOBaHHI — HOT0
MOYKHA OCSITHYTH JIMIIE HIISIXOM 1HCAKTYy, a00 XK IHTY-
ITHBHOTO TIPO3PIHHS TTHOWHH pedei depe3 MPU3My
MTOETUIHOTO 00pasy.

Crnocrepexernns M. ['ectepa ctocoBHO B3aemMofil
y ckiazi MetadopH 3MICTOBUX Ta 00pa3HUX KOMIIO-
HeHTiB Oynu po3BuneHi 1. Puxepowm, sikuii cripoek-
TyBaB iX 31 cepy BHKIIOYHO MOETUYHOT MeTadopH
y chepy MeTadopu KOHBEHITIITHOT, BIAIIOBITHO 3MEH-
LIMBIIY aKIIEHTA HEMOKJIMBOCTI BUIIIICHHS B 11 CKJIaai
CMHUCIIOBHX 1 OOpa3HHWX KOMMOHEHTiB. OCHOBHUM
BHecok I1. Pukepa B iHTepakuiliHy Teopito metadopu
noJisira€ B MOCTYJIIOBAaHHI i/1€i HEOOXiIHOCTI Bpaxy-
BaHHSI LII€I0 TEOPIEFO MPOIECIB, OB’ A3aHUX HE JIUIIE
3 ysaBoro (imagining), a ¥ i3 MOYyTTAMHU / EMOIIISIMHU
(feeling) (Ricoeur, 1978), siki B #ioro ¢opmymtoBaHHS
€ «aBTEHTHUYHHMH KOMIIOHEHTAMHU» Ta «HECYUYHUMH
YaCTUHAMH CEMaHTUYHOTO HAIIOBHEHHS METa(opm»
(Ricoeur, 1978).

JloriuHUM pPO3BUTKOM i7Ie#, BUCIIOBICHUX Y KOH-
TEKCTI iHTepakIiitHoi Teopii, crana mossa y 80-x pp.
XX c1. Teopii, B KOHTEKCTI KOi pO3KpUiIacs KOr-
HITHBHAa CyTb MeTa(opu SK OJHOTO 3 OCHOBHHX
IHCTpYMEHTIB 00’eKTuBalii JIOOUHOI 3HAHb PO
(eHOMEHM HaBKOJHIIHBOTO CBITY — KOHIENTYallb-
Hoi Teopii metadopu (KTM), mpencrasneoi mopob-
koM JDk. Jlakodda, M. [Ixoncona, M. Teprepa,
3. KroBeuemnia. Y KOHTEKCTI TXHIX JTOCIIKEHb METa-
(hopa po3KpUBAETHCS SIK OFHA 3 KIIIOUOBHX KOTHITHB-
HUX ONeEpamii, M0 3AIHCHIOETECS EKCIEPUHIIIHHO,
TOOTO SK «PO3YMIHHS 1 JIOCBIJHE TEPESIKUBAHHSI
(understanding and experiencing) (Lakoff, 1980)
ofmHOro (eHOMEHa dYepe3 MPHU3MY IHIIOIO MUIIXOM
MIPOEKTYBaHHS (mapping) Mix JBOMa KOTHITHBHUMH
obmactsamMu, 00 X JOMEHaMHU: HarIsIIHO-00pa3HO
CTPYKTYpOBaHO ceporo jkepena (source domain)
Ta a0CTPaKTHO CTPYKTYypOBaHOIO cheporo 1mii (target
domain) (Lakoff, 1990). IToHATTS KOHIIENTYyaIbHUX
JIOMEHIB Ta MPOEKTYBaHHS Mi)K HUMHU € B KOHTEKCTI
i€l Teopii He JHIle KBIHTECEHIIIEI0, aJle i CYyTTEBOIO
napagurMaibHOI0 PO3POOKOI0 BiAMOBITHUX MOHSTH
A. Puuapnca ta M. breka, BKIFOUHO 3 TIOTPaBKaMu
M. T'ecrepa Ta 1. Pukepa, mounHaro4 Big MOHATTS
B3a€MOIii KOTHITHBHHX CTPYKTYp 1 3aBEpIIyIOYn
MOHATTAM B3a€MOJI] Y BUMipax IIMX CTPYKTYP CMHC-
JOBUX Ta 0Opa3HUX KOMIIOHEHTIB.

Meto10 cTaTTi € BUBYCHHS Ta aHali3 0coliu-
BOCTEH OCHOBHHX HAIPSIMKIB BHUBYEHHsI MeTadopH
y CydacHI{ JTIHTBICTHII.

Buxknag ocHoBHoro marepiany. CrykTypHa
Metadopa (structural metaphor) — e Mmeracdopa, o
JI03BOJISIE BUKOPUCTOBYBATH OIUH BHCOKO CTPYKTY-
POBaHMIi 1 YITKO OKpECJICHHWH KOHLENT sl CTPYK-

typyBanns iHmoro (Lakoff, 1980). Lle meradopa,
IITEOBUH TOMEH SKO1 BioOpaxae CTPYKTypy JOMEHY
JOKepena, MPeACTaBlIeHy SK CYKYIHICTh IPOCTOPO-
BUX YM MpOlleCyalbHUX BigHOCWH. BoHa, sk mpa-
BUJIO, KOMIUIEKCHO CTPYKTYpOBaHa, 3 TMEpeBaroro
oOpa3-cxemarruHux komnoHneHTiB: « CYITEPEUKA —
IIE BIMHA»: «cTparterisi cymepeukny», «3axHIIaTh
nyMky»; «HAC — [IE PYXOMA CYBCTAHIIIS»:
«gac teue / muBe», «YAC — LIE TPOIII»: «Bumi-
JUTH dYacy, «mpominstu dacy; «KUTTIA — IE
I[MOAOPOX»: «mpoiTu uepe3 BHUIPOOOBYBaHHS»,
«oporu xuttsa»; « TEOPIT — IIE BYJIBJII»: «dyn-
JTaMEHT Teopii», «OyIyBaTH TCOPIION.

Ontonoriuna (ontological), abo x ¢isuuHa
(physical) (Lakoff, 1980), meradopa, sika Hamae
3arajdbHUM KaTeropisiM aOCTPaKTHUX KOHIICTITIB
OHTOJIOTIYHHMH CTaTyC CTaTyc 00’ €KTIB, CyOCTaHIiH
YU KOHTCHHEPIB — IPUYOMY B 3arajibHOMY, O0e3 ToY-
HOT crienuikartii, IKU TOYHO 00’ €KT, CyOCTaHIIIST 1
KOHTEIHep 3rafyeThes y iX KoHTeKcTi. L[g meTadopa
TaKOX KOMIUIEKCHO CTPYKTYpOBaHA, 3 TMEpeBaroro
oOpas-cxematuunoro («PO3YM — IIE OB’€KT»:
«mpuiitn Ha po3ym»; «IIOJIE 30PY — LHE KOH-
TEMHEP»: «3’sBUTHCSA B MOJi 30py») 4M 06pas-
Horo («HAC — LIE CYBCTAHIIIS»: «gac crikaey,
«IYMKA — HE IHCTPYMEHT»: «BigTouyBaru
JIYMKY») KOMIOHEHTIB.

Crenugiyaoro  (QOpMOIO OHTOJIOTIYHOI MeTa-
¢dopu € mepconigikamis (personification), B KoH-
TEeKCTi sKoi 00’ekTaMm, CyOcCTaHIlisM 49n abcTpak-
THAM CYTHOCTSM HAJalOThCSA Ti YW IHIINI JIIONCHKI
axocti («OB’€EKTU / CYBCTAHIIIT / ABCTPAK-
THI CYTHOCTI - LE JIFOAM») (Kovecses,
2010), HampuKIam: <OKUTTS 3paauion, «Teopis
HaJlajla TMOSICHEHHs» Tomlo. Sk mpumnyckaroTh [[x.
Jlakodd 1 M. Tepuep, Oins BUTOKIB mepcoHidikail
3HaxomuThcsa Meradopa «[TOJIT — IIE JI», Bunm-
HEHHS SKHX BHMAarae MpUCYTHOCTI YSBHOTO arcHTa,
sakuii ix BumHge (Kovecses, 2010), (Lakoff, 1989).

Opienrarniitna metadopa (orientational metaphor),
abo x «Metadopa 3B’ 13ky» (‘coherence metaphor’) —
1me Mmeradopa, MOB’sI3aHA 3 MPOCTOPOBOIO Opi€HTA-
1i€ro, KOTHITUBHA (PyHKIs siKoi, 3a 3. KpoBeueniem,
NoJIsra€ 'y NPHUBENCHHI aOCTPaKTHUX KOHILEMTIB Y
BIJIMIOBIAHICTh 10 CHCTEMHU 3B’S3KiB, XapaKTEPHUX
st cratianeHux cuctem  (Kovecses, 2010). Ls
Meradopa 3a3BuuUail TOKIE 10 00pa3-cxeMaTHmdHOT
crpykrypoBaHocti tumy «BUJIBIIE — IIE BI'OPY,
MEHIIE — IHE BHU3»: «1inu minum Bropy», «IiHua
Bnanu»; «KOPTAHI3OBAHICTS — IIE 35AJTAHCO-
BAHICTb»: «ypiBHOBa)XHUTH 3yCHUIUISD» TOLLO.

ToBOpsuM PO KOHBEHIIii{HI KOHIIETITYaJIbHI MeTa-
¢opu, BapTO TakoXk 3a3Ha4NTH, 0 Yy KTM icHye me
OIIMH TIOMII TakuX MeTadop, a caMe TOALT 3 TOUYKH
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30py HPOCTOTH / KOMIUIEKCHOCTI, 110, Y CBOIO YEpry,
rependayae BpaxyBaHHS TaKHX AcCIeEKTiB, SK 0CO-
ONMMBOCTI B3aEMHOTO JTOTIOBHEHHS Ta KOMITOHYBaHHSI.
Wnerbest, 30KpeMa, Mpo pPo3poONieHy B KOHTEKCT
miei Teopii iel0 KOHIENTYaJIbHUX IPOEKTYBaHb
(mappings), 3miiicHIOBaHUX 31 cdepu mKepenaa y
chepy 1mimi, abo >k, B IHIIH TEepMIHOJOTII, CYKyI-
HICTh KOHIIENITYaJbHUX BiTIOBigHOCTEH (conceptual
correspondences), 9u TO BUX1THUX MeTadop (primary
metaphors), 3 orisy Ha 0 Metadopa, CTPYKTYpo-
BaHa CyKYITHICTIO TaKUX MPOEKTYBaHb, 200 X BiAIO-
BIJTHOCTEH, SIKI BOIIHOYAC PO3KPUBAKOTHCS SIK BUXITHI
KOHIICTITYaJIbHI MeTa(opH, MOXKE BBAXKATUCS TOXIi-
HOW, abo X KomIuiekcHo (complex metaphor)
(Kdvecses, 2010), (Lakoff, 1980). Hanpuknan, mera-
tdopa «KUTTA — HE [TIOJJOPOX» — 11e komruiekcHa
MeTadopa, sika OXOIUTIOE Psii BUXITHUX MeTadop /
MIPOEKTYBaHb / BIATIOBITHOCTEH: «ITFOIMHA, IO HIe TI0
KUTTI, — e TIOIOPOXKHII, «ITPOKUBAHHS KUATTS — 11€
PYX Y3IOBX TOPOTHY, <OKUTTEBI IUT1 — 1€ MICIIS IIPH-
3HaueHH Toto (Lakoff, 1980).

I, makiHemb, CyTTEBE pO3pI3HEHHS THIIB KOH-
BEHIIIMHNX KOHIIENITyallbHUX MeTadop 3miiCHeHO
y KTM 3a nucCKypCHBHUM KpHUTEpIEM, Y 3BS3KY
3 9UM y BHUMIipi OYI€HHOTO IUCKYPCY PO3pIi3Hs-
0Th 0a30By / 3BuyaiiHy (ordinary metaphor), a y
BUMIpPI XyIOKHBOTO — XynoxHi0 MeTadopy (literary
metaphor), sika CTaHOBUTh MOETHYHY TpaHChopMa-
1i}0 3BHYANHOI, 3M1iICHEHY 32 JOMOMOTOO crieiugid-
HUX KOTHITUBHUX MeXaHi3MiB. Cepel X MeXaHi3MiB
k. Jlakodd ta M. Tepuep, a Binrak 3. KpoBeuems,
BUAIISIOTh, MeXaHi3MM posmmpenHs (extending),
po3pobku (elaborating), mepernsay (questioning) ta
KOMITOHYBaHHS (composing).

Posmmpennst (extending) 6a30B0i KOHIIETITYaIHHOT
MeTtadopH, 30KpeMa, rependadae BBEACHHS Y TOMEH
JoKepelia HOBUX KOHIIETITyallbHUX €JIEeMEHTIB, HaIllpH-
kian, ‘My foot is on the Tide! An unfrequented road’
(Emim /[likiacon) (Dickinson, 1976), ne ma o0pa3s-
cxeMy KoHBeHmiHOT Mmetadopu «KUTTA — HE
ITOAOPOX)» HakmagaeThCsl HEKOHBEHITIMHIN 00pa3-
HU elIeMEHT «MOPCHKUH MpUOiin».

Po3pobOka (elaborating), y cBOIO depry, MoJisi-
ra€c B HEKOHBEHIITHOMY TMepeoIpalioBaHHl BKe
ICHYIOUMX €JIEMEHTIB JKepena, U0 CTPYKTYPYIOTb
0a30By KOHIENTyaldbHy MeTadopy, Hanpukiuaa: ‘Our
share of night to bear, our share of morning’ (Emini
Hixincon) (Dickinson, 1976), ne BXke HOpPOCTEKY-
I0ThCsSI KOHBeHLilHa Mertadopa «BUIIPOBOBY-
BAHHSA — LHE OB’€KTU / BAHTAXKI»: ‘to bear
hardships / difficulties’. ¥ xonTekcTi miei Mmeradopu
€IEMEHT «BaHTAX» OTPUMYE HE3BHYHE CMHUCIIOBE
HaIlOBHEHHSI, IO HOTO MOYKHA ITPEICTABUTH SIK CITLTbHA
JUTS BCOTO JTFOJICTBA «HOINA JHSD 1 «HOIIAa HOYi», B
SKIf 719 KOJKHOI JTIONMWHY BHIIIJIEHA OKpeMa JacTKa.

Iepernsan (questioning) 0a30BOi KOHIENTYyallb-
HOI Meradopyu O3HA4Ya€ CBOEPIAHHUN CBITOIVIS-
HUM BHUKJIMK caMOMy ICHyBaHHIO Wi€i meradopu
(Kovecses, 2010), sxuit Moxxe OyTH BHCIOBICHHH Y
¢dopmi mpsimoro 3anepedenns: ‘They say that “Time
assuages” — Time never did assuage’ abo x CTBO-
peHHst ansrepHatuBHOI Metadopu: ‘Time is a Test of
Trouble — but not a Remedy’.

Mo x cTOCyeTbCAd MEXaHI3My KOMIIOHYBAaHHS
(composing), To 3a WOTO 3aCTOCYBaHHS ITUTHOBHIA
JIOMEH MOJKE IIOSICHIOBATHCS 3pa3y KiabkoMa 06a3o-
BUMH KoHIentyairbHUMH MeTadopamu  (Lakoff,
1989), nampuknan, psaku Bipma Emimi JlikiHCOH
‘The Summer lapsed away — to imperceptible at last
to seem like Perfidy’ (Dickinson, 1976) micTuTh Bij-
pa3y nBi metadopu: «HAC / CBITJIO / TEITJIO — IIE
CYBCTAHLIA» ta «IIOAI — LIE Ali», 3Bigku, ax
NpaBUIIO, 1 OXOAATH NepcoHidikauii, B aHami3oBa-
HOMY BUNAJKy — NepcoHiQikalis Jira.

MexaHi3M  KOHLENTYaJbHOTO  HPOEKTYBAHHS
(conceptual mapping), 3akinafeHUii B OCHOBY KOH-
BEHIiltHOi MeTadopH, HE €, OHAK, YHIBEPCATHHUM Y
TUTaHI CTPYKTypyBaHHA Metadopu B minomy. Okpim
IIOTO TIPOCKTYBaHHS, SK BKa3ytoTh JIk. Jlakodd
ta M. Tepuep, B Metadopy Moxke OyTH 3aKiamue-
HUAW IHIMAH MEXaHi3M — MeXaHi3M 00pa3HOTo Mpo-
extyBaHHs (image mapping) (Lakoff, 1989), sxuit
nependavae HaKIaJaHHS OJHOTO OOpa3y Ha IHIIHN
Ha OCHOBI MONIOHOCTEW PUTAMAHHOT IM CTPYKTYpH
(internal structure) (Lakoff, 1990). BixnoigHo 1o
PO3MEKYBaHHS IMX IBOX MexaHi3MiB y KTM nopsin 3
KOHBCHIIIMHOI BUIIISIOTH TAKOXK 00a3Hy MeTadopy,
gKa, OyIy4d CTPYKTypOBaHOIO B pe3yJbTaTi Hakia-
JaHHS Takux oOpasiB, cTBOpIOE B ysBi, 3a M. [icco-
HOM, IX CXeMaTH4yHEe MMO€JHAHHS — Bi3yaJlbHy MOAEIb
(visual template) (Gleason, 2009).

BucHoBku. TakuM 4HMHOM, B NapagurMalbHOMY
koHTekcTi KTM KOTHITHBHHIA cTaTyc 00pa3HOi MeTa-
¢dopu He € OKpecIeHNM HACTLIBKH YiTKO, K CTaTyC
KoHBeHITiHTHOT MeTadopu. [[x. Jlakodd, ckaximo, Ha
ORI paHHIX eTarax MoB’ I3aHUX 3 ITIEI0 MPOOIEMOT0
nmociimkeHs (1987) cxmisBes 10 TyMKH, 110 00pa3Ha
MeTadopa «BiIPi3HAETHCA BiJl KOHIENTYAIbHOI», aje
Ha Jieio misHirromy etarti (1990) HenBO3HAUHO CTBEP-
JDKYBaB, 110 Taka MeTadopa BCE-TaKH «€ KOHIICTITY-
anbHOIOY. [IpHYMHOIO Takoi 3MiHHM TPAaKTyBaHHS aHa-
JIi30BaHOT MPOOIEMHU, OUEBUIHO, Oyia HE 30BCIM YiTKa
BunpamoBanicte B KTM TeopeTnuHoro miaxomy 1o
PO3KPUTTS MOHATTS KOHLENTYaNnbHOCTI. SIKIIO Tpak-
TYBATH II€ TIOHATTS SIK MOTEHIall 00 €KTUBAIl KOH-
LENTiB, TO B LbOMY IJIaHI KOHBEHLilHa MeTadopa
MOXE PO3IISIATHUCS SK KOHLENTyalbHa, OCKIIbKH
BOH2 PO3KPHBAE CMHCIM aOCTPAaKTHOIO KOHLENTY
yepe3 NpuU3My CMHCIIB O0pa3HOro — NPUUIOMY
B MacmTabax He OOMEXeHOI KUTbKOCTI IHIWBITY-
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aIbHO-aBTOPCHKUX KOHIENTochep, a KoHuenTochep
BEJIMKUX MOBHHX Ta KyJBTypHHX CIJIBHOT, — B TOM
yac sk oOpasHa Mmeradopa BHIVISZAE SK «OJHOpA-
30Ba» (one-shot), «mBunkomnmaHa» (fleeting), ska
Mae MicIle Ha MeXi 3iCTaBJICHHS IBOX yke c(hopmo-
BaHUX 00pa3HUX KOHLIENTIB 1 MpU IbOMY OOMekKeHa
B MacmTadax MpoayKyBaHHS Ta CIPUHHATTS — TOOTO
SK Taka, UI0 Ha II0 pojb MPEACHIYBaTH HEe MOXE.
[Iporte, SIKIIO PO3MIISIHY TH MOHSTTS KOHLIENTYaTbHOCTI
y JEIo IMUPIIOMY CMHCII, & caMe Y CMUCII TOTHY-

Mogo3zHaBcTBO. AiTEpaTypO3HABCTBO

...............................................................................

HOCTI J10 KOHLEMTIB, TO 3 Ii€i TOYKM 30py KOTHITHB-
HUI cTaryc 00pa3Hoi MeTadopH MOXKHA NEPETIISTHY TH,
o BiacHe i 3poous [Ix. Jlakodd. bepyun no ysaru
TOH (hakT, MO MPOEKTYIOTHCS HE MpOcTo obpaswh, a
KOHBEHIIIWHI 00pa3m (conventional images), i He
cami 1o co0i, a Ha KOHLENTyaJbHOMY PiBHi, a came
Ha PIBHI 3aKJaJeHUX y HUX 00pa3iB-CXeM, CKaxkiMo,
CXEMH «4acTHHa-1ije» (part-whole), koHTelHepa yn
NUISIXY, BiH BIIXOMWTH BiJI TOIEPENHIX TPaKTyBaHb
1 BM3HAYa€ 1€ NPOEKTYBAaHHS SK KOHIIENITyaJIbHE.
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