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OCOBJHUBOCTI KOTHITUBHOI'O CTATYCY OBPA3HOI META®OPHU
B HAYKOBOMY JJUCKYPCI

Axmyanbricms 00CHi0HCeHHA NONAAE Y CNPODI MEOPEeMUUHO20 AHAI3Y OCOONUBOCII KOZHIMUBHO20 CMantycy 00pasHoi
Mmemadghopu 6 Haykogomy ouckypci. [lpedcmasnsiouu docnioxcenna memagpopu 6 pamvxax KTM, eapmo wje pas niokpecaumu,
WO KII0Y08010 XapaKmepucmuKoio yici meopiti, npo wjo ceiouums 6dice cama ii Hasea, € y6aza 00 KOHYenmyanbHux YuHHUKIG
meopenns memaghopu. Memoio cmammi € 6ugueHHs Mma analiz 0cooIUBOCmell KOCHIMUBHO20 cmamycy 0opasHoi memago-
PpU 8 HayKogomy OUCKYPCI. ¥ ybomy docnioxcenHi Hamu 6Y10 niosedeHo 6a308ull NOHAMIHULL hyHOAMeHm, HeOOXIOHU O
O0OIPYHMYB8AHHSA 2INOMe3U KOZHIMUBHO20 NEPeKIady Memagopu 8 noemuyHomy OUCKypci. 3 yiero memoro mu 3poouiu 020
meopitl, CNpSIMOBAHUX HA BUSUEHHSL MEMAGOPU K IHCIMPYMEHNY JH0OCbKO20 Ni3HAHHS — NOYUHAIOHU 810 meopil inmeparyil i
3a8epuLyioul KOHYenmyanbHol0 meopicio Memaghopu 6KI0UHO 3 il hpetimMoso-cyeHaptolo 2iKoio, wo HaMimulacs y euUMipi
KOCHIMUBHO-OUCKYPCUBHOL napaduemu. J[o6e0eno, wo 02150 CYYACHUX MeopemuiHUx nioxo0i 00 00CIIONCeHHs Memapo-
PU 8 KOHMEKCMI KOSHIMUBHO HANAWIMOBAHUX CMYOIll Oy0e HeNoSHUM, AKW0 He 32a0amu npo nepcnekmusu inmeepayii 6
yi cmyoii ioetl YiniCHO OPeaHI308aHO20 NI3HABAILHO2O0 00CEI0Y, WO BUABIAEMbCA HA PIBHI CMUCIOBUX, OPIEHMAYIIHUX A
€6aI0AMUBHO-eMOYIUHUX YCIMAHOBOK, SKI MAIOMb MEHOEHYII0 OKpecIosamucs sk gpetimu i cyenapii. Ilpoananizoeano, wjo
i0est ppetimie ma cyenapiis sk YILICHUX CMPYKMYP 3HAHb, 0OPOOKA 3MICIY SKUX 30IUCHIOEMbCSL Y NPOYECi Memagpopuuno2o
npoexmyeants, Haodyna ocooauoi nonyaprocmi 6 nepuiux decamunimmsax XX cm. y 36 43Ky 3 CmaHogieHHAM Qpeiimoso-
CYEHapHO20 HANPAMKY, AKUL HAMIMUECA HA CIMUKY KOHYENNyalbH020 Ma OUCKYPCUBHO20 NIOX00i8 00 OOCNIONHCeHHS Mema-
Gopu. ¥V x00i oznady ocobnusuil akyenm 6yno 3pobieHo Ha npodiemi munonozii memagopu, OCKinbKu 6i0 YKiadanHs yiei
munonozii 3anexcums ioenmudgpikayis perimoso-cmpykmypHux ocoonugocmel memag@opu, a maKoxie KOZHIMUBHUX Mexd-
HizMi8 i noemuunoi mpauncgopmayii, mobmo came mux ¢axmopis, AKi NOBUHHI OYMuU BpaAxXo8aHi y npoyeci nepexiady aK
8i0meopenHa memagopu 3acodamu iHuoi KoHyenmocgepu ma iHuioi Mosu. 3pobieHo 8UCHOBOK, WO YiHHICMY 2inomesi
oocnioxcents noemuiHoi Memagpopu noiseac y npusepHerti ye8azu Haykogozo csimy 0o npobiemu npeKoHyenmyaIbHux
yuHHUKI6 Memagopomomeopenns. He marouu pesepsis, wob cmanosumu anemepnamugy KTM, ys einomesa, oonak, modice
Oymu yCniuHo 3acmoco8ana 00 8UNAOKI8 AHANIZY Memapopu, CRPIMOBAHOL HA BIOMEOPEHHS eMOYItIHO20 00CEI0Y, MIEH YU
IHWLO10 MIPOIO 8i00AeH020 8I0 00C8IY 00 €ekmusayii KoHYenmis.

Knrouoei cnosa: xyoodcniii ouckypce, memagpopa, Konyenmyanvhi domenu, petim, ppelirnoso-cyeHapHuii 3mMicm, Koe-
HIMugicmuxa, KOoHyenmyanivha memagopa.
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FEATURES OF THE COGNITIVE STATUS OF FIGURATIVE METAPHOR
IN SCIENTIFIC DISCOURSE

The relevance of the study consists in an attempt to theoretically analyze the peculiarities of the cognitive status of
figurative metaphor in scientific discourse. Presenting the study of metaphor within the framework of KTM, it is worth
emphasizing once again that the key characteristic of this theory, as evidenced by its very name, is attention to the
conceptual factors of metaphor creation. The purpose of the article is to study and analyze the features of the cognitive
status of figurative metaphor in scientific discourse. In this study, we provided the basic conceptual foundation necessary
Jor substantiating the hypothesis of cognitive translation of metaphor in poetic discourse. For this purpose, we reviewed
the theories aimed at studying metaphor as a tool of human cognition - starting from the theory of interaction and ending
with the conceptual theory of metaphor, including its frame-scenario branch, outlined in the dimension of the cognitive-
discursive paradigm. It is proved that the review of modern theoretical approaches to the study of metaphor in the context
of cognitively oriented studies will be incomplete if we do not mention the prospects of integrating into these studies
the ideas of holistically organized cognitive experience, which is manifested at the level of semantic, orientational and
evaluative-emotional attitudes, which tend to be outlined as frames and scripts. It is analyzed that the idea of frames and
scenarios as integral structures of knowledge, the content of which is processed in the process of metaphorical design,
gained particular popularity in the first decades of the 20th century. in connection with the formation of the frame-script
direction, which emerged at the junction of conceptual and discursive approaches to the study of metaphor. During the
review, special emphasis was placed on the problem of metaphor typology, since the identification of the frame-structural
features of the metaphor, as well as the cognitive mechanisms of its poetic transformation depends on the compilation of
this typology, i.e. precisely those factors that must be taken into account in the translation process as the reproduction of a
metaphor by the means of another conceptosphere and another language. It was concluded that the value of the hypothesis
of poetic metaphor research lies in drawing the attention of the scientific world to the problem of preconceptual factors
of metaphor formation. Having no reservations to be an alternative to KTM, this hypothesis, however, can be successfully
applied to cases of metaphor analysis aimed at reproducing emotional experience, to one degree or another distanced
from the experience of objectifying concepts.

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

[ocranoBka mnpodiaemu. lleperisay KOTrHITHB-
HOTO cTaTtycy obpasHoi metadopu B pamkax KTM He
BUpIIIYE, OJHAK, MPOOIEMH TOHIYKY TEOPETHYHOTO
(byHIaMeHTy, SIKUH BUSIBIISIE CIUTbHE KOHILIENITYyalIbHE
MIATPYHTS KOHBEHIIHHOI Ta oOpa3Hoi Mmertadopw,
00’ €IHYI0YN JOCIHIKCHHS IUX (DEHOMCEHIB y pam-
kax eauHOl Teopii. L{sg mpobiema Oyna BupimieHa y
KOHTEKCTi OOIPYHTYBaHHS TilOTE3H 1HBAapiaHTHOCTI
(Invariance Hypoyhesis) (Lakoff, 1990), ocHoBHwMi
MPUHIMIT SIKOT 3BYYUTH TakK: «MeTaQopuvHEe Ipo-

AxTyaapHI IMTaHHS rymaHiTapHMX Hayk. Bui 66, Tom 3, 2023

eKTyBaHHs 30epira€ KOrHITHBHY TOIOJIOTIIO (iMifpK-
CXeMaTH4YHy CTPYKTypy) Aomeny pkepena» (Lakoff,
1990) (mpuuoMy «Ti€r0 MipOrO, JI0 SIKOT BOHA CITiB-
najae 31 crpykryporo gomeny niii» (Lakoff, 1990)).
V cBiTi TMi€T TIMOTE3n KOHBEHITIHHI 00pa3u, 0 Mpo-
eKTYIOThCS B KOHTEKCTI CTPYKTYpyBaHHS OOpa3HHX
Mmetadop, € iHBapiaHTaMU: BOHH 30€piraioTh TakKy
iHBapiaHTHY 00pa3-cxemy, HaKJIaAalouu «4aCTHHU Ha
YaCTUHHU, I[IJIe Ha IIiJIe, KOHTCHHEePH HA KOHTCHHEPH,
nuisaxu Ha 1nisixu ooy (Lakoff, 1990).
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AHaJi3 KociigKeHb. [es cTpykTypHOCTI 00pas-
HOTO TIPOCKTYBaHHS, SIK HAJCKUTh yTOYHHUTH, HE
Buuepnyetbes y KTM igeero obpasz-cxem. 3TimHO 3
BrucHoBKamH [[x. Jlakodda ta M. Tepuepa, cTtpykrypa
o0pa3y, o MpoeKTyeThes (image structure), BKIItO4Yae
TaKOXK aTpuOyTHBHY CTPYKTypy (attribute structure)
(Lakoff, 1989), sika 0XOIUTIOE TaKi aCIIEKTH, SK: KOJIp,
IHTEHCHBHICTh OCBITICHHs, (izmuHa ¢opma, Kpu-
Bu3Ha. Lli XapakrepucTuku, sK MOXXHA HMPUITYCTUTH
3 KOHTEKCTY iXHiX MipKyBaHb, BUSBISIFOTBCS y JTBOX
BapiaHTax: CTATUYHOMY U TMHAMIYHOMY — 3BayKArOUH
Ha icHyBaHHs MeTadop, y SKi 3aKJIaJeHUN AUHAMIY-
Huil oOpa3 (dynamic image) (Lakoff, 1989). Ilpo-
eKTyBaHHSI TAaKOTo 00pasy y JOMEH IIiJIi Tepeadadae
MpOLECYallbHUIl KOHTEKCT, y 3B’SI3Ky 3 9HM, Od4e-
BujHO, J[x. Jlakod ¢ Ta M. Tepuep, oueBUIHO, i BBO-
JSITh TIOHSTTA «aTpUOYTUBHOI CTPYKTYPH IS IOA1M»
(attributive structure for events) (Lakoff, 1989), sika,
y CBOIO YepTy, OXOIUTIOE TaKi acleKTH, sSK: 3arajibHa
(hopma, TTOCTIHHICTB / TUCKPETHICTH, 3aBEPIICHICTH /
He3aBEePIICHICTh, MOBTOPIOBAHICTE / HEMOBTOPIOBA-
HICTh, CTUCIICTh / PO3IIUPEHICTb.

Merta crarri. MeToro cTaTTi € BABYCHHS Ta aHa-
73 0COOJMMBOCTEH KOTHITHBHOIO CTarycy oOpa3Hoi
MeTadopy B HAYKOBOMY JTUCKYPCI.

Bukiaag ocHoBHoro Mmarepiaiay. Ilpencrasis-
roun pociikenas meradopu B pamkax KTM, Bapto
IIe pa3 MiJKPECIUTH, IO KIIFOYOBOK XapaKTEPHCTH-
KOFO IIi€1 TEOPiH, PO 1110 CBITYUTH BKE caMa 11 Ha3Ba,
€ yBara J10 KOHICNTYyaJIbHMX YHHHUKIB TBOPCHHS
MeTadopu. 3aKOHOMIPHUM HACIIZKOM 3raJIaHOTO
aKIICHTy cTaja TmosiBa B TuX ke 80-x pp. XX cT. miza-
xony no BuBueHHs meradopu P. Llypa (Tsur, 2009),
B LICHTPI1 yBaru sIKOr0 ONMHWINCS IPEKOHLENTYaIbHi
YUHHUKA MeTadopoTBOpeHHS. OCKUTbKU TaKHid TUI
MeTaopOTBOpEHHS ~ NMpPUTAMaHHUH  HacamIlepes
XyJIOKHBOMY JTUCKYPCY, TO IIEH JUCKYPC 1 BUSBHUBCS B
IIbOMY BHIAJKY IPEAMETOM JIOCIIHKECHHS.

Hocnimkytoun cienndiky moetnyHoi meradopu,
P. Llyp BiAIITOBXy€ETHCS BiJl MOHSATTS LLJIi, 1[0 BU3HA-
Yyae MpUTaMaHHi Hiil MeTadopi XapakTepUCTUKU Ta
0COOJIUBOCTI T1 (PyHKIIIOHYBaHHS. 3a HOro BU3HAYCH-
HSIM, IIJUTIO TIOCTUIHOT MeTaOpH € BiITBOPCHHS €MO-
id, 0 MaroTh «IU(y3HUH XapakTep», MPOSBIIIO-
YHCh y BUTIISI/II «HEBJIOBHMHUX HACTPOIB» Y KOHTEKCTI
MOB1JIOMJIEHB, CIIPSIMOBAHUX Ha IEpeAady «IpeKOH-
LENTyaJIbHOTO JOCBiy» (nonconceptual experience)
(Tsur, 2009). OxpeciieHa 11iJib, Ha HOrO AYMKY, MOXKE
OyTH JOCSATHEHHS IIUITXOM CTBOPEHHS «BEpOAIBHOTO
eKBIBaJICHTa CTPYKTypH €MOLii», SKUH BUXOJHUTH
3a MEXI JIOTIKM KOHIleNTyali3amii, abo k «TupaHii
YITKO OKpECICHHX KOHIENTYalbHUX KaTeropiii».
Binrak 06’ekrom nmociimkenns P. Ilypa crae mera-
(opa, 110 BU3HAYAETHCS HUM SIK «IYTTEBAY (Sensuous

metaphor) — T00T0 MeTadopa 3 aKIICHTOM Ha CTBOPIO-
BaHMX HEI0 TOUyTTAX, Hanmpukiam: ‘The frozen wind
crept on above, the freezing stream below’ (Ilesi), —
I[1JTb SIKOT BJIACHE 1 MOJISITAE HE B PO3KPUTTI CYyTHOCTEHA,
a y CTBOpEHHI «eMmolliiiHoi atMochepu» (emotional
atmosphere) ((Tsur, 2009). Skio x, oJHaK, 3pOOUTH
cnpoOy BimHecTH 1I0 MeTadopy 10 OLIbI odump-
HOT KaTeropii, To BOHa HAJICKUTH O KaTreropii moe-
TUYHO TPaHCHOPMOBAHHUX KOHIICNITYabHUX METa-
top. Lle crae oueBHIHUM IIpH OMISAI KOTHITUBHHUX
MexaHi3MiB 11 TBopeHHS, siki Buainus P. Llyp, a came
MexaHi3MiB Monudikamii (modification), mo iHKOIH
Mexye 3 medopmariero (deformation), Ta agamramii
(adaptation) (Tsur, 2009), 1m0 € MPSAMOIO BKa3iBKOIO
Ha Te, 1110 TpaHcPopMaIlii MiANAETHCS HE 110 1HIIE K
KOHIIETITYaJIbHa MeTadopa.

I{iHHICTb T1IOTE3H IO CIIKCHHS [IOSTUYHOT MEeTa-
¢dopu P. Llypa nonsirae y npuBepHEHHI YBaru HayKo-
BOTO CBITY 70 MpOOJIEMHU MPEKOHIICTITYaIbHUX YHH-
HUKIB MeTahopoTOTBOpeHHs. He Marouwm pesepsi,
mo6 cranoButu aibprepHatuBy KTM, 1s rimoresa,
OJTHaK, MOKe OyTH YCIHIIIHO 3aCTOCOBaHA JI0 BUIAJI-
KiB aHaJi3y MeTadopH, CIIpSIMOBAHOI Ha BiZITBOPEHHS
EMOIIIMHOTO JOCBIY, TIE€K YM IHIIOK MIPOIO Bijia-
JICHOTO BiJI TOCBITy 00’ €KTHBAIIil KOHIICIITIB.

Orsi cydacHUX TEOPETUIHUX TT1IXO/IIB 10 JOCITi-
JOKeHHST MeTaopy B KOHTEKCTI KOTHITWBHO Haja-
IITOBAaHMX CTY/iN Oy/le HEMOBHUM, SIKIIIO HE 3TrajiaTu
npo MEPCHEeKTUBY HTerpaii B Il CTy/il i1e# minicHo
OpraHi30BaHOTO Mi3HABAJIHHOTO JOCBIY, 110 BUSBIIA-
€THCS Ha PIBHI CMHCIIOBUX, OPIEHTAIIIHHNAX Ta CBAJTIO-
aTUBHO-EMOI[IHUX YCTAHOBOK, SIKI MAalOTh TCHJICH-
LiI0 OKpeCIoBaTUCs K HpeliMu 1 crieHapii.

Mosxsusicts BBeneHHst B KTM kareropiii ¢peii-
MIB Ta CIICHApIiB BUILUIMBAE 3 OCHOBHOI'O MOCTYJIATY
i€l Teopii — i7el IpoeKTyBaHHS CIeIialbHO OpraHi-
30BaHUX 3HaHb, KA TP OLTBII IETATHFHOMY PO3TIISI
acormieTees 3 igeero Y. dimmmopa CTOCOBHO THITY
Mi3HABaJbHUX YCTAaHOBOK, OKPECJICHUX SIK «CXEeMa,
a00 K KapKac KOHIICITIB ... 10 33J1a€ CTPYKTYpY, a00
3YCIUICHICTh TMEBHIM YaCTHUHI JIFOJICHKOTO JIOCBIIY»
(Fillmore, 1975), a BinTak 3 izeero P. [llerka cTocoBHO
YCTaHOBOK 1HTEHI[IOHANIBHUX, OKPECIICHUX K HaJa-
IITOBAHICTh Ha «CTEPEOTHUITHY ITOCIIIIOBHICTH JTiH, IO
ACOIIIIOITHCSA 3 TIEBHOKO cutyariero» (Schank, 1975).
Cawme 1151 acoriaris ife, 3 6e3mocepenHiit mocuaH-
HaM Ha monepenuunteo Y. dimmopa Ta P. 1llenka,
1 OyIa 3aKiazieHa B i/Ie10 «eMITIPHYHUX TEIITaIbTiB»
(experiential gestalts) /Ix. Jlakodda (Lakoff, 1980),
[0 3rOJIOM — 3 IIMM JK€ TOCHUJIAHHSIM — BUIIPAILIO-
BaHa B 17€I0 «iIeali30BaHUX KOTHITUBHUX MOJENEH
(IKM)» (Idealized Cognitive Models -ICMs), abo x
3HOBY-Taku remTanbTiB, J[x. Jlakodda — mimicHnx
CTPYKTYp OpTaHi3allii JIFOACHKOTO JI0CBITY, IKi BIacHE
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13aKJa/ieHi B KOHIENTH, 110 GOPMYIOTh MeTa(opruuHi
nomenu. Cepen IKM, 30kpeMa, Bxke BUALUISETHCS Tij-
THUII «CLEHapio» (scenerio) — Mojesb, OpraHizoBaHa
3a CXeMOI0 «KepPesio — MIIAX — Hib» (source — path —
goal), o po3ropraetbes B gacoBomy Bumipi (Lakoff,
1980). Y mimaHi momryKy KOMIDIEKCHOTO TiIXOIy 0
3raflaHuX i7IeH IIKaBUM €, 30KpeMa, 31CTaBICHHS KOM-
MOHEHTIB, IO iX Y3roJKeHa KOTepeHTHICTh CTaHO-
BUTBH COOOI0 Takl relTajabTH JOCBIIHOIO OCITHEHHS
npeaMetiB 1 sBum. Cepesl OCHOBHHX KOMITOHCHTIB,
SIKI CKJTATAIOTh eNipuaHuid remrtansT, k. Jlakodd
BHOKPEMIIIOE, 30KpeMa, YSBICHHS PO «YyYaCHHKIB,
eTamnu, JiHIiHYy NOCTiOBHICTb, MPUYUHHI 3B’S3KH
ta uuiey» (Lakoff, 1980), 110 * /10 KOMIOHEHTIB, 10
CKJIaJatoTh cueHapiit, To Tyt Jix. Jlakopd Buaminse
YSBJICHHS TIPO «JTIOACH, pedi, BIAaCTUBOCTI, 3B’ I3KH Ta
mporno3utii» » (Lakoff, 1980). IlokazoBoro B mbomMy
MEPEeNiKy € BBEACHHS KOMIIOHEHTY «IIPOIIO3HLIIs)
SIK aKICHTAIliS HA BUBUCHHI CIICHAPII0 B KOHTEKCTI
MPOTMO3UIIHAX CTPYKTYp; CTOCOBHO YIyIICHHS
KOMIIOHEHTY «IIUTb», TO II€, OYEBUIHO, OYEBHUIHO, €
ommckoro, ockimbkn JIk. Jlakodd BBaxkae, mo crie-
Hapii MaroTh IITBOBY CTPYKTYpPY (purpose structure),
a y3araJbHEHHS KOMIIOHEHTY «3B’SI3KM» — BKas3iB-
KOIO Ha JIeIo OiJbIl PO3LIMPEHEe HOro TPaKTyBaHHS,
B KOHTEKCTI SIKOTO BiJTUISIOTHCSI «IIPUYHHHI 3B’SI3KH
(casual relations) Ta 3B’s3ku imeHTHYHOCTI (identity
relations).

Ines dpeiimiB Ta crieHapiiB sIK MUTICHUX CTPYKTYP
3HaHb, 00POOKa 3MICTY SKHUX 3[[IHCHIOETHCS Y TPOLEC]
MeTaQOpUYHOTO TPOEKTyBaHHsS, HalOyna ocolnu-
BOI TMOIMYJISAPHOCTI B MEPHIMX JECSITUMTTIX XX CT.
y 3B’S3Ky 3 CTAaHOBJICHHSIM (pEeHMOBO-CIICHAPHOTO
HaNpsIMKY, SIKUM HaMITHBCS HAa CTHKY KOHILIENTyallb-
HOTO Ta JHUCKYPCHUBHOTO MIiJAXOAIB JIO JIOCIIHKEHHS
meradopu B podorax E. Cemino (Semino, 2006), ta
A. Myconsda (Musolff, 2006). IlapagurmansHa
cneundika IUX JOCIIIKEHb CTHUMYJIIOBajla PO3IIH-
PEHHSI TOPU3OHTIB BUBUCHHs MeTadopu sk (eHo-
MeHa, 10 (YHKIIOHYe HE TPOCTO B Mi3HAHHI, a B
Mi3HAHHI, SKe 3MIMCHIOETHCS B MPOIIECi MidkocoOmc-
TiCHOI IHTEpaKIii, a BiATaK aKyMyIllO€ i TeHepye He
JIUIIE 3HAHHS, alle i eMOIIiliHI Ta €BaJI0aTUBHI aTTH-
TIONH, SIK1 BJIaCHE 1 MepeaaroThCsl B MPOLECi cripuid-
HATTS W TeHepyBaHHS MeTadopH SIK JUCKYPCHBHOL
onuHMI. 3 1€l TOUKH 30py PpeiiMm pO3KPHBAETHCS
SIK CyOJTOMEHHA TeIITaIbT-CTPYKTYPa, B AKIH MUTICHO
(hyHKITIOHYFOTB, 3 OTHOTO OOKY, aTpUOYTHBHI, IPOTIO-
3ULIHHI Ta OpieHTaUiliHi, a 3 JPYroro — eMoUilHi i
€BAJIFOATUBHI YCTAHOBKH, MOEHAHHS SIKUX Y BUTIISII
BIJIMIOBIIHUX TMPHUIYIICHb, OYIKyBaHb 1 CIIOJIiBaHb
CTOCOBHO JisUTBHOCTI Ta KOMYyHIKaIlii BHU3HaYa€ OCHO-
BHY QyHKIiIO QpeiiMy — (QYHKIIiIO MEepIenTUBHOTO
MozemoBanHs (perceptual simulations). Ha Baxiu-

BOCTI AOCHIDKEHHS y (hpeliMoBOMY 3MicTi MeTadopH
EMOLITHUX Ta €BaJIOATUBHUX YCTAaHOBOK OCOOJIHBO
Harosomrye E. CeMiHO, BIH TaKoX ITiKPECIIOE TeHE-
pyBaHHS B MOTO KOHTEKCTI CITOMIIBaHb 1 MPHUIYIICHB
nigkpecitoe E. Cemino. SIckpaBUM NPUKIaIOM 3aCT-
CYBaHHSA MHOHATTA (QpeiMy €, CKaXiMO, KOHCTPYKT
‘strict father frame’, o moxxe OyTH BUKOPUCTaHUM B
KOHTEKCTi aHIJIOMOBHOTO TUCKYPCY JUISI XapaKTepuC-
Ttukn Mogeni pecryorikinmiB (Lakoff, 2004).

Bupuaroun meradopy Ha MeXi KOTHITHBHOTO Ta
MUCKYCHUBHOTO MiaxofiB, A. Myconbshd 3ampormony-
BaB U 11 aHami3y OUIbII cienudivyHe MOHSTTS CIie-
Hapiro (scenario), B KOHTEKCTS SIKOTO, Y TIOPiBHSHHI 3
MOHATTAM (hpeliMy, Mopsiz 31 CTPYKTYPHUMHU, Oinblie
aKIICHTOBaHI MPOIECyalbHI aCMeKTH Ta acleKTh
areHTHBHOCTI. 3a BuU3HaueHHsIM A. Myconbdda,
CIIeHapiil — IIe TOHATTS, IO XapaKTepHu3ye «pPiBeHb
CyOIOMEHY KOHIIETITYyalbHOI KOH(Qirypamii B mera-
¢dopuunomy mpoextyBanus» (Musolff, 2000) Ta Bia-
HOCUTBCSI 70 miaTumy ¢peiiMiB. Binmrosxyouuch
BiJl TOHATTS «creHm» (scene) Y. dumimopa, 1o
BHU3HAYAETHCS K «OyIb-IKHH KOTEPEHTHUH CETMEHT
JIONICEKAX BIpYBaHb, i, TOCBIiY, TyMOK 4H (haHTa-
3iii», 110, SK BiH 3a3Ha4a€e, MOKe OyTH acoIliHOBaHUM
3 MOHATTAM (PperiMy», a TaKoXK BiJl BXKE 3raJlaHOro
BHUIIIE MOHATTS clieHapito sk migsuay [KM Jlakodda,
BiH (DPOPMYJIIOE TIOHATTS CIIEHAPII0 SK CYKYyIHICTh
MIPUIYIIEHb (assumptions), 3poOJICHUX KOMITCTEHT-
HUMH YJIeHaM{ IUCKYPCHUBHHMH CIITBHOTH CTO-
COBHO THUIIOBHMX acCIEKTiB CHTyallii JpKepena, Mo
MPOSKTYIOTHCS HA BIJNOBIHUI IUTLOBUI KOHIICTIT,
HaNpHKIIAJ, YYACHUKH 1 TXHI poJIi, CIOMKETHA JIiHIsI Ta
il po3B’s3Ka, a TakO)K KOHBEHITIHHI OI[IHKA TOTO, YU
MOYKE BCE 1€ BB@KATHCS YCIIIITHUM, HOPMaJbHAM
YU J03BOJICHUM , 3TOJIOM YTOUHHUBIIH «THUTIOBHX)
K «IPOTOTUIOBUX» (prototypical) Ta 1OMOBHHMBIIM
MIEPEJIiK aCTIEKTIB ETUYHUMH OI[IHKAMU, TIOB’ SI3aHUMU
3 COILIAJIbHUMH aTTUTIOAAMU Ta €MOI[IHHUMH yCTa-
HOBKaMH, 1110 TIPEBAITIOIOTH Cepe]l IEBHOT JIUCKYPCUB-
HOT CIIJTLHOTH, HarOJOCHBIIIH, IO CIIeHApPil BKIIFOYa-
I0Th «HApPaTHBHI, apTyMEHTAaTWBHI Ta €BaJIOATHUBHI
¢dpeiim-acieKTu.

Migxixg A. Myconsdda o anamizy ¢periMoBo-
CIICHAPHUX CTPYKTyp MeradopH 3HAHMIIOB BijAro-
MiH 1 B TOMANBIINX CTYHiSX, BUKOHAHUX Y paMKax
KOTHITHBHO-INCKYPCHBHOI TapaJirMu, 30KpeMa B
pobotax A. [etirnan (Deignan, 2010) ta E. Cemino
(Semino, 2006). A. JlefirHaH, 30KpeMa, aHATI3yIOUH
foro pediHinito cueHapito, BHecla B Hel HE3HAUHE,
ajne CyTTeBe mepedpa3zyBaHHs: BipyBaHHS W OLIHKH,
aKIEeHTyBaBIIM B TepMiHi «BipyBaHHs» (beliefs)
MOJKJTUBI 1HCAWTH MO0 TOCHiIKEHH MeTadopH, SKi
MOXKYTh BUHUKHYTH Y 3B’sI3Ky 31 3raJlyBaHUMH BHIIIC
inessmu Y. dimmopa ta M. breka.
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I, HacamkiHenb, TOBOpSYM MPO JOCIIKEHHS
MeTtadopu yepe3 NpU3My KOTHIWII ¥ AMCKypCY,
BapTO 3a3HAYUTH, 110 B KOHTEKCTI IMX JOCIIPKEHb
OyJIo TakoXK OMMCAHO TUI MeTa(opH, sika OTpHUMAaa
Ha3By po3mmupenoi (extended), abo x merameradopu
(megametaphor). Buokpemnenns miei metadopu €
3acmyroto [1. Bepra (Werth, 1994), sikuii Takox Ha3H-
Bae ii «raemHa Metadopa» (underground metaphor),
TOOTO KOHBEHIlIiHA a0o0 XynokHS MeTadopa, II0
MPOCTATAETECA Yepe3 YBECh ANUCKYPC, YTBOPIOIOYN
c000I0 €NVHWH MIUPOKHH (peliM st KoMOiHamil
noBepxHeBux Mmeradop (surface metaphors), oro-
CEpe/IKOBAaHO SIKUMH BOHA MEPENAEThCs K «ITiJCBi-
JloMe rocyianHs» (a subliminal message), Hanpukia,
metadpopa «COH — LIE HECITPOMOXXHICTb», sika,
CTPYKTYpYIOUH aHAJi30BaHWI HUM YPHBOK TBOPY
J. Tomaca «Ilix mokpoBoM MostouHOTO Jicy» (Werth,
1994), BusBIsieTHCS UYepe3 MOBEpPXHEBI Meradopw,
IO CTOCYIOThCS OKPEMHUX 00’ €KTiB OMMCYBAHUX JICY
ta micta). 1110 5k CTOCY€TbCsl YPUBKY TUCKYPCY, SIKUI
B Takhi Crocid cTae KOMIUIEKCHUM BHUPAKECHHSIM
MeTadopH, TO BiH y IbOMY BHIAAKY PO3TIAIAETHCS
SIK TIEPEIIOMJICHUH Yepe3 MOBHHUH MPOCTIP «IUCKYP-
cuBHHH cBIT» — ‘the discourse world’, mo oxorioe
TEKCT 1 KOHLENTYaJbHUH KOHTEKCT, B OCHOBY SIKHUX
3aKJIa/IeHO KOMIUIEKCHUM MEHTAJIbHUN KOHCTPYKT —
«KOHIICTITYyaJbHUI ClieHapii» (conceptual scenario):
perpe3eHTallis IeBHOI peaybHOI UM YSIBHOI CHUTYyaIlii
(situation), 1m0, y CBOIO 4epry, OXOILTIOE TaKi KOMIIO-
HEHTH, sIK: Y9aCHUKH (MOBIII 1 ciTyXadi) Ta 00’ €KTH, a
TAKOXK 3B’S3KH MK HUMH, BKJIIOYAIOYd BMOTHBOBaHI
LIJUTIO, 1 BiJIOYBAa€ThCS B MIEBHUI Yac i HAa MEBHOMY
Micii. CTOCOBHO Takoro KOMITOHEHTY, SIK YYaCHUKH,
9U pajire «po3yMHI icToTm» (sentient entities), abo
XK «ocobuctocti / dirypu (characters)», To mig ix
xapakrepucTuk, 3a Il. Beptom, sk 1 s xapakre-
PHUCTHKH / CTIiKepa aBTOpa XyJOXKHBOTO TBOPY, BUKO-
PHUCTOBYIOTHCS TaKi MapaMeTpH, K «IyMKH YU Bipy-
BaHHs» (thoughts or beliefs).

3ramaBmd TOHATTS «PO3MIUPEHOI MeTaopm»
(extended metaphor) II. Bepra, HanexuTh TaKOK
3BEPHYTHCS A0 3ICTABHOTO 3 HUM IMOHATTS «PO3LIU-
peHoi meradopu» (extended metaphor) Jlx. Crina
(2014). Ockinbku B po0OOTI OCTAHHBOI'O MOCHIIAHHS
Ha [1. Bepra BimcyTHe, MOXHA TIPUIYCTUTH, IO 1€
JIBa HE3AJIKHI NUISIXU TONIYKY, CIIbHI PUCH SKOTO
€ CBITYCHHSM HAJICXKHOI 1IeHTU(IKAIii BiAIOBITHOTO
(hbeHomeHa.

Y dokyci nocmimkenns Jx. CriHa 3HaXo-
JUTHCS, TIO-TIepIe, KOHBEHI[IHHA KOHIIENTyallbHa
MeTtadopa, Ky BiH TpakTye sk mMeTadopa B MOBi i
IyMITi», i, mo-apyre, Metadopa, Ky BiH OKPECIoe
sIK «HaBMECHA MeTadopay (deliberate metaphor), sixy
BiH BXKE€ BHM3Hauae K «Meradopa B KOMyHiKamii» i

sIKa BJIACHE 1 CTAHOBUTH LICHTPAJILHUI IHTEpeC HOro
JOCIIIKEHHS.

[TonsTrss «maBmucHOI Metadopm» (deliberate
metaphor) [Ix. CriHa cTBOpeHO Ui BHU3HAYCHHS
KOTHITUBHOTO cTaTycy Metadop, sKi Oy’au HaBMHCHO
CTBOPEHI aBTOpaMH XyAOKHIX YW MOCTUYHUX TBOPIB
3 METOK KOMYHIKaIlii TUX 4M 1HIIUX iaei. Bix koH-
BCHINIHOI KOHIIETITyaJIbHOI MeTadopu 11 BiApizHSIE
HacaMIlepe] KJIIYOBa OCOOJMBICTH 3aKJIaICHOIO
B Li MeTagopHu KpOC-IZOMEHHOTO HPOEKTYBAaHHSI: Y
BUTIAJIKy KOHBEHLIHHOI Lle MPOEKTYBAHHS € 3aralib-
HOBIJIOMMM, KOHBCHIIIMHUM, a y BUMAJKY «HaBMHC-
HOT MeTadopu» — HE KOHBCHIIIMHUM, CTPYKTYpOBa-
HHUM 1 NPEICTAaBICHUM HAaBMHCHO, TOOTO 3 IEBHOIO
PUTOPUYHOIO METOIO.

[IpeacraBiieHe MOHATTS, SIK BAPTO 3a3HAUYNTH, BKHU-
BaeTbes JIk. CTIHOM HE JIMIIIE JI0 JIAKOHIYHMX, a i J0
Oinbm po3norux meradop, a BiATak iHKOIHA. HAOIH-
JKA€ETHCSI A0 MOHATTS «posumpenoi» (extended), abo
K «merameradopm» (megametaphor) I1. Bepra. Mic-
ISIMH 1i TIOHSATTS TPAKTHYHO IEPEKPHUBAIOTH OJHE
OJTHOTO, 1110, HATPUKJIAM, CTOCYETHCS ICKPaBO 00pas-
HOT1, OTTICOBO-PE(IEKCHBHOI MeTadOpH, IO CTPYKTY-
pye mekcnipiBebkuii conet ‘Shall I compare thee to
a summer’s day?’, ajie MiCISIMH CTa€ OYSBUIHUM, 110
MOHSITTS PO3LIMPEHOT K HABMHUCHOT MeTa(OpH» OKpec-
JIOETHCS K Aenio Oumbln mumpoke. MoBa, 30KpeMa,
Hie Mpo BUTIAJIKK BXKE HE MPOCTO CIONISAABHO-ped-
JEeKTUBHOI MeTadopH, a MeTaQopH, IKy O 0O4eBHIHO,
MOXKHa Oy70 O OKPECIHTH SK «aKIiitHa», 9, MOXK-
JIMBA, HABITH «CIOKETHA» — TOOTO PO3JI0ra «KHaBMHUCHA
metadopay. Leit Tun meradopu Ix. Ctin, 30Kpema,
BHOKpeMITIOE 3 ypuBKy pomany l. KanmbBiHo «SIkio
MOJOPOXKHIA ...», okpecmiotoun 11 sk «KYIIIBJIA
KHMXOK — IIE BEJJIEHHS BUTBW». [Toxidxo o
Bepra, Bin Bu3Hauae TaKy Metaopy SIK «pO3LIMPECHA
(extended) (Steen, 2008) i 3acTocoBye 110 ii BUBUECHHS
JIBA OCHOBHUX TEpPMiHU (pelMOBO-CIICHApHOI mapa-
IUTMH — «ppedmM» 1 «cleHapiit», 3a3Haualoul MpH
[IOMY, III0 BOHA OPTaHI30BY€ JIOBTi YPHBKH TEK-
CTy IIISXOM BCTaHOBJICHHS «3MiCTOBOTO (ppeiimy»
(a content frame), skuii B aHaJTI30BAHOMY BHUMAJKY
MPOSIBIISIETHCS SIK «cLeHapiii MeTadopruyHOi OUTBUY
(metaphorical battle scenario). Ilpu npomy, sk yTou-
Hioe JIx. CriH, 11e#t ¢peiim, abo X CIIeHApii, reHe-
pY€ cepito BHCIOBIIOBAHb, IO € METAaQOPUIHUMHU B
IIBOMY K KJTFOU1, OCKITBKH HAETHCS PO Pi3HI aCTIeKTH
MPOEKTYBAaHHS 3 OAHOTO 1 TOTO  KOHLENTYaJIbHOTO
JIOMEHY, 1110 3HOBY-TaKH MOKe OyTH acolilioBaHUM 3
«moBepxoBuM metagopamm» 1. Bepra.

OKpeciolouu  TEOPEeTUYHI MEPEAYMOBH  JTOCIi-
JDKEHHsI MeTa(opu, HEMOXIIMBO TaKOK HE 3TafaTH
i1ell OgHOTO 3 KIFOYOBUX TMPEJICTABHHUKIB KOTHI-
TUBHOI cemaHTuku — P. Jlanrakepa. OcCkinbpku y min
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poOoTi peneBanTHOIO Oyde inmest acmekTiB oOpas-
Hocti (Langacker, 1987), 3ynuaumocs came Ha Hiid,
MpUYOMY B TOMY BHIVISII, B SIKOMY IHTEpHpeTye ii
came B Taly3b JOCIHIPKeHHS MeTadopy B Mepexiai
E. TabakoBcrka (TabakoBcka, 2013). OcobmuBo
Onmu3pKor0 11 criocoly mociikeHHs: MeTadopu BUS-
BMJIaCh, 30KpeMa, iziesi KOHCTpytoBaHHs (construal)
PI3HUX acmeKTiB 00pa3HOCTI y IJIaHi CHIBMIPHOCTI
LUX acleKTiB OIWH OoIHOMY. Hampukman, BUKopuc-
TOBYIOUM 0a30By KOHIENTKaidbHY MeTadopy «CTAH
CITIPAB — LIE PYX V I[TIPOCTOPI», B axy 3akianeHa
cXeMa pyxy, MOXXHa YCKJIQOHUTH ILI0 CXEMYy KOH-
KpPETHO-00Pa3HUM acleKTOM PyXy MIMIKH: «CIPaBH
minom - go0pe», TEeKy4oCTi: «CIpaBU  MOTEKIH
TUTABHOY», CIIOTUKAHHS: «CTIPABH IIIILIH, SIK IO BUOO-
icTiil mopo3i», ale BOJHOYAC HE MOYKHA YCKJIATHUTH
i acmexTamMH TEeKy4YOCTi 1 CIIOTHKaHHS pa3oM B3s-
THUMHU, OCKUTBKH, 32 E. TabakoBChKOO, TYT Ma€ Miciie
«GITKHEHHS TPOTWIEKHHUX AaCIeKTiB 00pa3zHOCTI»
(Tabakogcka, 2013).

MogoszHaBscTBO. AiTEpaTypO3HABCTBO

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

BucHoBku. Y 1poMy JOCHIKEHHI HamMu Oyiio
MiaBeeHO 0a30BUi MOHATIHHUN (yHIAMEHT, HEOO-
XigHUN U1 OOTPYHTYBaHHS TIiMOTE3W KOTHITUBHOTO
nepeknanxy Meragopu B IOSTUYHOMY JHCKYPCI.
3 mi€0 METOI MU 3pOOMIM OIS TEOpiH, CIpsIMO-
BaHUX HA BUBUCHHS MeTa(OpH K IHCTPYMEHTY JIFOJI-
CBKOTO IMi3HAHHS — TIOYMHAIOUHN BiJ| Teopil iHTepaKIIii
1 3aBEPITYIOYN KOHIIENITYaTILHOIO TeOpicro MeTadoph
BKJIFOUHO 3 11 (PpeHMOBO-CIICHAPHOIO TIJIKOIO, IO
HaMITHJIacsl Y BUMIpI KOTHITHBHO-JAMCKYPCHBHOI
napajurMu.

V xofi orisity 0COOIMBHIA aKIIEHT OYyJI0 3p00JIeHO
Ha mpoOiemi Turojorii Meradopu, OCKUIBKH Bij
YKIIQIaHHs i€l THTIONOTIT 3aJIeXUTh 1MeHTHdIKaITisA
(bpeiiMOBO-CTPYKTYpPHHX 0coONMMBOCTEH MeTadopH, a
TaKOX KOTHITMBHUX MEXaHi3MiB ii MOETUYHOI TpaHc-
¢dopmarnii, To0TOo came TuX (hakTOpiB, SKI MOBHHHI
OyTH BpaxoBaHi y Tpoleci Mepekiany sK BiITBO-
peHHsi MeTadopu 3aco0aMu iHIIOI KOHIENTOoChepH
Ta 1HIIOI MOBH.
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