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TaymadyeHHs MexaHi3MiB MeTadopu3saiii B Cy4aCHOMY MOBO3HABCTBI
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The article focuses on different approaches to metaphor
interpretation. A comparison of the most important theories
(standard pragmatic model, conceptual metaphor approach,
blending theory, relevance theory, hybrid theory of metaphor)
on how metaphors are understood is provided.

KurouoBi cioBa: Mmetadopa, mparMaTuvHa Mojielb MeTadopH,
TEOpis KOHLENTyalbHOI MeTadopH, Teopis KOHIENTyalbHOI
inTerpauii, crpykrypHa wmeradopa, audys3na wmeradopa,
remranbTHa MeTadopa, CeHcopHa Meradopa, apXeTHIHA
Metadopa, akcionoriyna wmertadopa, TEOpis PEITEeBaHTHOCTI,
ribpuaHa Teopis metadopu.

CyuacHa HayKa 3Ha€ JeKiJbKa HalpsMiB Y JOCIIDKEHHI
Mmeradopu Ta TpoueciB Mmeradopuzanii. OmuH i3 HHX
pO3BUBAE TPAAWIINHI TOTNISAMM, SKi WIYTh IIE Bif
Apucrorens, 1 BIAIITOBXYETbCS BiA  TOro, MIO
MeTaopa — 1€ eNNTHYHA BepCisl MOPIBHSAHHSA, TOOTO
“IlepeHECeHHs 3a CXOXKICTIO”. Moro MoxHa 3ycTpiTH y
HAWHOBIMIMX JOCITIDKEHHAX 31 CEMaHTHKH (IWB., HArp.
[5]), xoua Takwmii migxim, sk yBaxae O. CemiBaHoBa, “He
BUTPUMY€ HISIKOT KPUTHKH W TOTpedye meperisny,
3Ba)KAIOYM HA CyYacHi MOCATHEHHS MOBO3HABCTBA Y
rajgy3i KOTHITMBHOI CEMaHTHKH, JIHIBOKYJBTYpOJIOTii,
ncuxo- i erHonminreictuxu” [2: 203].

I3 “nparmarnunum nepeBoporom” y miHreictumi 60—70
pokiB XX cT. 3’gBisieThcsa “‘cTaHIapTHA IparMaTHYHA
monens Mmetapopu” (I1. Tpaiic, Jx. Cepnb), 3a sKoi
MeTagopy BHHHUKAIOTH 3aBASKH IHTEHIIIM MOBIS i
3alekaTh BiJl HHX; Cy4YaCHHH KpPUTHYHHHN aHAaIi3
muckypey (P. Bomak, T. Ban [leiik) Ta i KOMyHiKaTHBHA
JMHTBiCTHKA B3arami KBamidikye wmeradopy pamme sK

3aci0 KOMYHIKAQTMBHOTO BIUIMBY, TOMY CIpPSIMOBYE
JOCHIAHUIBKI ~ 3yCHJUII ~ HE  Ha  BUSBICHHA U
oOrpyHTyBanHsi Metadop, a Ha OIIHKY IXHBOTO

BUKOPHCTAHHS SIK 3HAPSIIS MaHIITyJIFOBaHHS CBiJJOMICTIO.
VYKIaieHo HaBiTh CIIOBHHK MOMITHYHOI Metadopu (muB.

[1D.

Ile ommH minxix no mpobiemu MetadopH HOIATAE Y
BHUKOPHCTaHHI METOIMKA KOHTCHT-aHAIli3y Ta
JIOCTIKCHHSI KOPIYCiB, IO, HA TyMKY NPUXWIHHUKIB
(A. Hdaiiraan, A. CredanoBiua Ta iH.), 3abe3meuye
00’ EKTHBHICTh pe3ynbTaTiB i YHEMOKITUBITIOE

iHTpOCTIeKTHBHE TIyMadeHHs (nuB. [4; 6]).
HaiicyuacHimie mosicHeHHsI MexaHi3MiB MeTadopu3arrii
3MIMICHIOE KOTHITMBHA IIHIBICTHKA, Y SKii HaiOUIbII
MOUIMPEHOI0 €  JisUTbHICHA, 33  BH3HAYEHHAM
O. CeniBaHoBOi, Teopisi KOHIENTyaJbHOI MeTadopu
(TKM) Idx. Jlakodda ta M. xxoncona [10; 11; 12]. dus
TKM neHTpanbHUM cTae MocTyjiar. wmeradopa He
oOMexkeHa cQeporo MOBH, caMi TIPOIECH MHUCICHHS
mronuHA MetadopruuHi. B ocHOBI Metadopuzarii 1eXUTh
MpoIIeC B3a€MOIT MixK CTPYKTypaMH 3HaHb ((ppeiimamu,
CIIEHAPisAMH, CXeMaMH) IBOX KOHIENTYAIBHUX chep —
chepu mxepena (source domain), abo MOHOPCHKOI 30HH
(donor domain) ta chepu mimeni (target domain), a6o
permientHoi  30Hm (recipient domain) (y Ttepminax

pisux nocnigaukiB). Cdepa mxepena — KOHKpETHila,

BiToMa 3 0e3nocepeHbOTO JOCBITY,
aHTPOIIOLICHTPUYHA — uepes OIHOCIIPSIMOBAaHY
Metadopuuny  mpoekiiro  (metaphorical — mapping)

“rocravae” 3HAKH LI MEHIII 3pO3yMIJIOT KOHIETITYallbHOT
chepu MimieHi, Toxk Meradopa CTa€ MICTKOM BiJ
OYEBHJHOTO 10 MeHI oueBuaHoro. JIx. Jlakopd Ta
M. JDKOHCOH  BHOKpEMHJIM Ta  CXapaKTepu3yBajd
OHTOJIOTIYHY, CTPYKTYpHY, Opi€HTamiiHy Mmertadopu, a
nocmigopauky  TKM  (C. Imaxc6epr, Il Kopicos,
B. Kpodr, A. Macondd, K. Paxinina, b. Pyazka-Ocrin Ta
iH.) PO3pOOWITH Pi3Hi aCHEeKTH MOEIHAHHS JOHOPCHKHX Ta
peruImieHTHUX 30H (1uB., Hamp. [17]). Okpemo moTpibHO
sragati mpo Taki ‘“momudikamii’ TKM, sk Teopiro
nepBUHHUX 1 ckiamaux metadop JUk. Ipeiiai, Teopiro
MmetadopudHOro MozeioBaHHs A. UyaiHoBa, Teopito
metadopuynoi iHtepnperanii /. Piui # ocobmuBo —
Teopito KoHmentyanbHoi iHTerparii (TKI), a6o Tteopito
onenguary K. ®okonbe Ta M. Tepuepa. 3amicth
meowienHoi mopeni Jx. Jlakodda ta M. J[xoHCOHa,
XK. ®okonbe Ta M. TepHep NPONOHYIOTH CKIAIHINIY i
JMHAMIYHIIY MOJIETb JeKITbKOX MPOCTOpiB (Many-space
model) [7; 8]. Meradopuuni mnpouecu AOCTITHUKH
MOSICHIOIOTh B3a€EMOJII€F0 MEHTAIBHUX MPOCTOPIB, a came:
nBox BuximmHmx (input spaces), MOPOIKYBAIBHOTO
(generic space), cdopmoBaHoro Ha 0asi mmepIHx, i
smimanoro (blended space), a6o GmeHmy, MO MICTHTH
€JIEMEHTH MOYaTKOBUX IPOCTOPIB 1 BUTBOPIOE BIACHY
KOHIIETITYalbHYy ~ CTPYKTYpy, sSKa ‘“KMBEe BIACHUM
xutTam” [7: 137]. Tuterpanist “rpyHTy€eThCS Ha 30aTHOCTI
JIOMUHMA /10 OOpa3HOro MHUCIEHHS, O BCTAHOBJICHHS
3B 53Ky MIDK MEHTAIbHUMHU IPOCTOpaMH, SIKHH, Ha
Nepmuii Norjsy, BHAaeThes HemoxnuuMm™ [3: 54]. 3a
K. dokoHbE Ta M. Teprepom, y CKJIaJHUX
KOHLIENTYyaIbHUX “‘Mepekax” KOJMIIHI 3MilllaHi TPOCTOpH
MOXXYTh CTaBaTW BUXIMHUMH [UII HOBHX IPOCTOPIB, SIKi
BapTo HasuBaTH “Merabmenmamu” [9].

HeoOximuHo 3ayBakuTH, mo npuxwibHukn TKM He
3aBXIU CIpUitMaloTh Teopito Onenaunry. Jx. Jlakodd y
[11] moBoamth, six mobpe 3uanumit y TKI mpukmag My
surgeon is a butcher (Mii xipype — m’scnux) moxHa
MOSICHUTH Yepe3 YMOBHY KOHIENTyalbHy MeTadopy A
PERSON WHO PERFORMS ACTIONS WITH
CERTAIN CHARACTERISTICS IS A MEMBER OF A
PROFESSION KNOWN FOR THOSE CHARACTE-
RISTICS. Orxe, cdepa mxepena meradopu MIiCTUTH
(peiim 31 crepeoTunHo0 iHPOpPMali€ro, SIK-0T: Xipypr —
e (axiBemnp, M0 MpaIoe OENiKaTHO, TOHKO, 3 TOYHICTIO,
sIKa JTa€ BUIUMI ITO3UTHBHI Pe3yIbTAaTH; M’ ICHUK BiIOMUI
yepe3 ¢izuuHy, rpy0y, OpyaHy po6orty. Ha 6a3i mporo
¢bpefimy MH MOXEMO pO3YMITH W  yTBOPIOBATH
MmetadopudHi  BHCIOBJIEHHS, CcKaximo: My lawyer
presented my case with surgical skill (Mii aoeoxam
nooag moio cnpasy 3 mavcmepnicmio xipypea) i My
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lawyer butchered my case (Miu adeoxam szapizae moio
cnpasy).

[Mponozuuito  Bukopuctatn y TKI  pesynbraru
CHCTEMaTHYHOTO BHMBYEHHS 0araTboX KOHLENTYaIbHUX
metadop BucimoBmoe M. Tenman [16: 136], BiH xe
NPOTIOHYE  CXeMy-“TIpUMHPEHHA” JBOX Teopiil (mauB.
Puc. 1).

generic
space

source domain
— input space 1

target domain
— input space 2

blended
space

Puc. 1

TeopeTnyHe mEpPEeOCMUCICHHS CYTHOCTI MeEXaHI3MiB
Mmetadopu3aiii MOCTae B LEHTPI yBard BITYM3HSHOTO
MOBO3HABCTBa. BiIIITOBXYIOUMCH BiJI KOTHITHBHOTO
niarpyHTs meradopuynoro nepenecenns, O. CeniBaHoBa
[2] BHOKpemiO€ mICTH PI3HOBUAIB y MeEXax HOBOI
THUIoIorii MetadopH:

1. Cmpyxmypruii pi3HOBHA XapaKTepHu3ye
iHTeTpamis “IOHOPCHKOI Ta PEIUITIEHTHOI 30H Ha MiACTaBi
OITHI€T CHIBHOI KOTHITUBHOI O3HAKH, KA B IHTETPOBAHUX
CTPYKTYpax 3HaHb HAJISKHUTH [0 IPOIO3HIIIHHUX SASPHUX
ckmaauukis” [2: 207].

2. Jlugpy3nuii pi3HOBU TPYHTYEThCS Ha “IHTErpanii
JIOHOPCHKOT Ta PELMITIEHTHOT 30H Ha MiJCTaBi CIIJIBHOTO
ciieHapito abo komiiekcy acoriarii” [2: 207].

3. Tewumanemnuii PI3HOBHT “monsrae B
3aCTOCYBaHHI 3HAKiB JOHOPCHKMX 30H Ha IO3HAYEHHS
peUMIIEHTHUX  CTPYKTYp  3HaHb  Ha  TiJICTaBi
CTEPEOTHIIHOTO  YIOMIOHEHHS  30pPOBHX, CIYXOBHX,
OJIOPATUBHUX, TAKTUJILHUX, CMAKOBUX TremTaibTiB” [2:
207].

4. CencopHuii PI3HOBUZA “‘3aCTOCOBY€E SIK 0a30BY
KOTHITHBHY OIIEpallif0 CHHECTE3ll, IO TPYHTYETbCA Ha
BUHUKHEHHI OZIHOTO BIUYTTS mig BIUIMBOM
Hecrnenu(piuHOTO TSI HBOTO TOJApasHHWKa iHmoro” [2:
208].

5. Apxemunnuti  Pi3HOBHZ  IPYHTYEThCS  Ha
aCOIIaTUBHOMY IO€IHAHHI CTPYKTYp 3HaHb Ha ITiJCTaBi
apxeTumiB  — “IepBICHUX  YPOIKEHHX  ICHXIYHHX
€JIEMEHTIB, SIKi € BUSBAMH POJIOBOI IaM’sITi, ICTOPUIHOTO
MHHYJIOTO €THOCY, JIIOJCTBA, iXHBOTO KOJEKTHBHOTO
Mo3acBiioMoro U 3a0e3MedyroTh IIUTICHICTh 1 €IHICTB
mroacekoro cnpuiaaTTs” [2: 208].

6. Axcionoeiunuti  pi3HOBUJA ITIOCTPYIOTH 3HAKH
MPOCTOPOBOi ~ OpieHTalii, sIKI BHKOPDUCTOBYIOTH Ha
nosHadeHHss ominku (y Tepminax JIx. Jlakohda Ta
M. JI:xoHCOHA — opieHTaliiiHa MeTadopa).

Y CTpyKTypi Cy4acHOi aHTpOIO-, KOMYHIKAaTHBHO Ta
KOTHITMBHO 30DI€EHTOBaHOI HAayKH MpPO MOBY 0cCOOIMBE
micie 3afimae teopis peneBantHocti (TP). Mozens, 1o
MOSICHIOE poLecu KOMYHIKaIlii Ta KOTHILI,
3arpornionoBana [I. Bincon i /. Ciepbepom y mMexax
iHTepnperatuBHoi mparmatuku y 1986 p. (ams. [15]) i
oHoBmoBaHa ax jgo 2012 p. (mms. [13]), wmae
npuxuibHKUKIB [18], mpoTe BUKITMKAE i 6arato KPUTHIHUX
mipkyBaub (C. JleBincon, M. Tenman). TP BBakae
IHCKYpce (hyHIaMEHTaIbHUM Ul PO3YMIHHS MOBH, IIPOTE
BogHOYac (pokycye yBary Ha KOTHITUBHOMY HiIIPYHTI
komyHikarii.  CucreMa  peJeBaHTHOCTI  BU3HAYae
BIZIHOIIICHHS] MI>K BUCIIOBJICHHSIM 1 HOTO 1HTEpIpeTaIlisiMU
Ta J03BOJISE JIIOJIUHI SK “paIlioOHATBHOMY TPUCTPOO IS
nepepobisinns  iHopmarii” [15: 46] cminkyBatucs 3

HaliMeHIIMMHU ~ BTparamu  iH(popmauii. OnTuMansHO
PEIICBAaHTHOIO HEOOXIMHO BBaXaTH iH(OpPMAIlI0, sKa
MakCHMaJIbHO 30aradye KOTHIilil0 (Ma€  HaWOiIbII

MOXXJIMBHHA KOTHITHBHHH e(eKT) mpu MiHIMaJbHUX
3yCWIISIX, CIPSIMOBaHMX Ha 11 3acBO€HHS. TP yBOIUTH
MOHATTS ~ KOTHITMBHOTO  ceperoBuima  (cognitive
environment) i ouesumHocti (manifestness). ¥V meswmit
MOMEHT ()aKT CTa€ OYEBWAHUM MJsl IHAWBIZA, SKIIO BiH
(imgmBim) 3maTHU y TOW MOMEHT PEMpe3eHTYBATH HOTO
MEHTAIIBHO 1 COPUIHATH L0 PENPe3CHTAIlI0 K iICTHHHY
abo iimMoBipHO icTHHHY. KOrHITHBHI cepenoBuUIIa SK
MHOXXHUHH (DaKTiB, OUEBUIHUX U IHIUBiNA, HIKOJH HE
30irar0ThCs, ICHYIOTh  JIMIIE  CHUTbHI  KOTHITHBHI
cepenoBumia. MeTa MOBIM INiJf 4Yac KOMYHIKamii —
3MIHUTH KOTHITMBHE CepelloBHINE ajpecara. 3TifHO 10
konuenuii /. Burcon 1 1. Cnepbepa, wmeradopa
3’SBNSAETHCS SIK BINHOMICHHA MDK TPOTO3HIIIHHOIO
(hopMOrO BHCTIOBICHHS Ta AYMKOIO MOBIA. JlocmigHuKH
TPaKTYIOTh MeTa(OpHUYHI BUCIOBICHHS K Taki, IO He
BUMAraroTb OCOOJNMBHX IIPOLECYyalbHUX 3yCHIb 1 He
000B’SI3KOBO MalOTh OUTBIINI KOTHITUBHUI €(eKT MpoTh
BUCJIOBICHs OykBambHuX [13: 97-122]. Otxe, TP, Ha
BiIMIHY BiJi KOTHITHBHOI JIIHIBICTHKH, 30CEPEIKYIOUYHChH
Ha poisii Metadopu y KOMYyHiKalii, He po3misgae IUISTXU
MOSIBM KOHKPETHHX MeTadop. HampsiMu Biapi3HSAIOTHCS
TaKOX TIYMaueHHSIM MeXaHi3MiB wmertadopuzanii: TP
yBa)Ka€ TAKUMHU 3PYIICHHS MDK CKCIUIIKaTypaMHu Ta
IMIUTIKaTypam#, TOOTO TPOTIO3UIIITHUMEU (hOopMaMH, TO.I
SK KOTHITMBHA JIHTBICTHKA, HE 3BEPTAI0YM JOCTAaTHHOI
yBard Ha TPOMO3WIINHHI 3HAHHA, PO3TILLAAE IX Y MEKax
cxem (image schemas) a6o 3mirmanux mpocropis (blended
Spaces) sik KOHIETITyaIbHUX CTPYKTYP.

HoBy cmpoOy TOACHUTH  MEXaHi3MH  YTBOPEHHS
MmetadopudHHX BHCIOBIEHb 3filicanB M. Tenman [16],
HA3BaBIIM CBifl  KOTHITUBHO-TIPAarMaTHYHUN  MiAXin
riopugaoro teopiero metadopu ('TM). TloennaBum Ta
nepeocmuciuBim  gocsrHeHHs TKM i TP, puenwii
YBOOUTH TOHATTA  KoHuentyambHoi chepu  (KC)
(conceptual region): “mepmmii KpoK, AKHA MH POOHMO
TICNIS YCBIIOMIJICHHS clioBa, — Ii¢ BXomkeHHS a0 KC 7
[16: 199]. KC dopmyroTs: 1) mekcuurmii KOHIENT (3TiAHO
no norssaiB M. Tennana, ¢oHonoriuHi Ta MopdoorivHi
3HaHHA — YaCTHHA JIEKCHYHOrO KOHIENTY), SIKHI
MICTUTh CHIUKIIONEANYHY iH(opMalilo 1 He Moxe
CKJIaJIaTHCS 3 MPOIO3UIIIMHUX 3HAHB, a JIUIIE 31 CXEM Ta
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iMiJpKiB; 2) BiNBHI CJIOTH, 110 OyAyTh 3alOBHEHI yepes
NOENHAHHS 31 CTPYKTypamy ‘““30BHINIHBOTO”  3HAHHS
(TumoBWE  mpWKIAN ~ TAKOrO  3allOBHEHHS ~— —
KoHIentyansHa Metadopa). KC (Puc. 2) 6yayts pisHUME
He JIMIIIE BiJl MOBIISI IO MOBIIA, ajle 1 Yy KOXKHil KOHKpETHIiH
KOMYHIKaTUBHiH curyarii. KOHHEKTOpH, aKTHBOBaHI s
3alOBHEHHS CJIOTiB, YKOpPiHEHI y MOBHO-KYJIBTYPHOMY
CEepeNIOBHIIII, a YaCTKOBO M I1HJMBIIyalbHO-CIICIM(ivHI.
M. Tenpan anainizye crocoOu yTBOPEHHS MeTa()OPUIHUAX
BHUCJIOBJICHb 1 TPONOHYE pO3pi3HATH MeTadopy Ha
mepeTHHI Kareropiii (category crossing metaphor) i
merapopy 3 Moamdikamiero kareropiii  (category
modification metaphor) [16: 219].

<" | LEXICAL CONCEPT “\

- “
\
¢ \

OONCEPTUAL
METAPHOR

Puc. 2

Orxe, npobiema Metadopu 3HaXOAUTh
0araroacrneKkTHe BUPILICHHs Y CYy4aCHOMY MOBO3HABCTBI.
BiJCyTHICTh €IMHOrO TPAaKTyBaHHs SIBUIA 3yMOBICHA
PI3HOILIaHOBUMH MEXaHi3MaMu MeTadopu3allii, mo 9acTo
€ erHo- abo ©  IHAWBiXyaTbHO-CICIU(IIHAMI.
[oenHaHHs PpI3HUX  TEOPETHYHHX  MIAXOMIB  MOXe
CTBOPUTH 0a3y ISl MOJANBINNX €(PEKTHBHUX JOCIIKEHb.
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