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Metaphor Correction in Chinese: A Cognitive-pragmatic Approach
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Abstract: Metaphor correction refers to the linguistic phenomenon in which language users refute an inappropriate
metaphor and replace it with a more suitable one. In Chinese, a common metaphor correction sentence is “X bushi
M,, (er)shi M,” (where M represents a metaphorical expression). This paper begins by examining the formal and
semantic characteristics of metaphor correction in Chinese. It then proposes a “Conceptual-pragmatic Model” that
explains this phenomenon from the perspective of cognitive pragmatics, and clarifies its meaning mechanism through
a case study. Finally, it explores the principles that govern this phenomenon. Metaphor correction involves alternating
mappings between two source domains activated by M, and M, and the same target domain, as well as the contrastive
and substitution relationships between the meaning representations (including the metaphorical sense and the derived
implicatures) that are formed on this basis. The construction of meaning is constrained not only by the principles of
metaphorical mapping but also by the relevance principle and the symmetry principle. This study contributes to a
deeper understanding of metaphor correction in Chinese, both descriptively and explanatorily, thereby enriching our
understanding of the dynamic use of metaphor in authentic discourse.
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1.5l8

By — BN HIE 5 A B D U 2 — . Lakoff & Johnson(1980) 5 H AR & Bengy B 1 Fi
BT IRAD B B G R, R — BT T B At 2 A AR i S AR Ty 2 e ik
DA DG 1 25 ST i ) B, E HCAIR S o S 7E T 5 A B e A X B a1 3 AL L %o B
FESEBRIE F A i 2R RN Ze MG TR R o I AE Sk, SRR 22 A BIF 5 DGV USSR RN 1Y
TP 55 IS REAIZ VEHLH] (41 Cameron 2003; Musolff 2004, 2006; Deignan 2005; Semino 2008,
2017; fkAL% . tREEME . HME 2021) . Gibbs(2016) Xf 2 Ff Sl ik ] — $E sk A TR T B2 106 7 1 43 #0T,
R W 5T T2 BT B (4 I A7 S RS, AN R OG0T 5 76 N 1) e iy 2 35 8] ) 3 A5 e 1 ALy ot
P AN M TR 5 DGR Z AP RS N2 3 56 07 1 Y 22 5, AEAT A AN [a) B it ok o] — 4
(K&vecses 2020: 99) ., B2 [a] — A B A&, i1 T°22Br B 09[R, X 6] — =59 0 By 77 Ut S A7 A
2E5% o PG, U005 K AL By T A MER 2R 8 A PR (RT3 23 5 8 A FH Pk, O
T G 38 A B o XA th BRAE IR RN AT I E T, SR T AE A it R4S B FE 4 B A .

(D)EFXF3, “ThLERAAAT T, £ R34, f%"ﬁﬁiii’lx/l\iﬂ\fg‘ﬂ'i%?%éﬁi_wo TERT A
I, RAEHE. T RERERRLT . (BCC EHE)

Q) “BAZFANR. " FHRARI. ‘T ZERRGF, RER. " RWHFRATE R
fFif, (BCC i&#HE)

G)EMA M T AT AR, MADERKI, R4 247, D LIARTR A ERZE S KT
A2 KRR, (CCLEHE)

(4) “—ir—3” BERBFHALH L2 LAFRN, RRAFE-RLRA, MATXERGS
"Bo (P ot L E )

DA b 4% X 2581 [) — =0 ) AN [) B 7 X2 ) O BB S 3 o g S R HLAS B B,
HH A AR T, RS LA — T Al MR R A T E IR . X — IR Ak
BT B FH A sh A 1 | T AR R RS R

PO 7 #3055 8 RS S P 2H U 52 R Rkl “A5 8 —1B 1E4)” (denial-correction) (Winter
1974: 325-332) 8 “X} Fo 75 %E 7)” (contrastive negation) (McCawley 1991: 189-206) . 7EILi& 7, iy
5 28 G0 T R “H e TE R L bk 1987) “Feiiy” (550 1983) B “75 2 By )™
(ks . Kk #7 2014). Hasson & Glucksberg(2006) . Giora et al.(2010) %532 F.0 B 56 4347 T 45 7
By E A AL o SR, DA B B SR 35 AR R A 15 1 e 2 e A5 LU IE 1

ABIFFERE 1 5 0 I 0) By A 55 2 IR I A e i R AR 2 0 “Bami B ik, H B 2 AR
Y B LA 1 SR IR SRR RS SRR AT IS | AR5 DTN HITE 27 ff By e — A 2
WAL, JE45 G250 BRI SO R R, Joe 5 BT I G ORI A 2 A i 29 S0 . AT 5 R
TE AR A R P J2 TR HE DU BB IEWT ST, 2 a BIFE 2 % LS s v e £ P 3 25 e vy 2
i, I AR A BRI T A ST AR R R S %

2. BRI IE A1 B0 S5 A AE AN IE X KB
2.1 B TE 5 IR 6 69 S5 4 AE

e 16 1E 305 4 ) G B 26 15 R T SRR BT 200 =28 1) A2 BB IE, RIUETE & X 28 Frxd 4
Pl A AN S B A T IR %, gl (1-2); 2) A RABIE, BIUETE X A C Z B A i 14 B k1 7 %
1E, W (5); 3) Tkl B IE, BRI GG & 5L T X8 bRXF R0 T i, ahxd HoR 8 5 Ui BEFFE 10 L &
T ) B UL S A T ST R 3R, il (3-4) .
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(5)F . AhR&Km---- RARRKGFEE,
4 B 27 RAHAMD?
B RAT, KA REA NGB A, ERALIREE R —MA, (BCCiEHE)

R 71T S B v i A 75 A L Ie), B 8 TE AT A R DUFP 5 A AR 1) By — B i 2 4, B
13 B A1 1 Behgy 34 R BT, U] (6) 5 2) BH My — B W 45 44, RI1A00 4 g kg BH Gy , 18 1 gy kg 1 iy
i (7); 3) w5 — B MG E5 4, B 46 By Ay 5 0y , 46 1F By > BT, Qi (8); 4) “ME My —HE M~ 4544,
RI7) 1 [ i R I B ' Ay s, an g (1-5) .

(O XKBFERGRETRABR—RKLIRFE—T T Z#E LRI R, m AR NE—H,
RE—FBARA R ES., (BCCiEHE)

(MDEHRAESELBRME LN PRI AGAERME, SRR THRA, AAZAXZILTH,
(BCC &# %)

(8)# A (RBULZ )BIR(AREY & 3L), FERRER, 2R, (BELE)

e B BT Ak BT B (S)) FIMEIE 1 B (S,) B Rl & 7 SNt By ZAEE . b, i DL 254
F& S, HHTE ST, S, WG B RS, BIULTE & 1 55 5 — MR 46 1, AR5 51 AR AR 24T Bk,
AERAE R “XAZE M, (D&M, o 75 —Fh g5t S, AL THTE, 1 S, B T /5B, LR BEIEFH
Reud i AT ek 115 8, i

DFELZFRE—HK KE, MAA—ADE, JERE T T A w95, {2 TRl K&
(JAE-FAEEFBERE T EHHE)

(10) 6 BRAFARGHET, R AR RBAF AWK T, PRLA%L—, Lo R%h—, (ZRE
B A% 5 b B At & Ly itiE)

BT DL R Ah, DU IS A R A 3R S B IR S Rl A T IREYY A
B A BRI AL R B S R i 5 | 5 B A5 R 1SR L .

(IDRBHET—TX1004ME T Kmik, KT RZ 6.66, M2 8.88#1 XIER M, iX
A3 %1 (BCCi&# %)

(12) R RBERTE B RAT, KB R ayF &, Celina BUrxbig i k. “MH2 a5 L5, AAE
FLEAR%, 7 (BCCiEH &)

T I3 RRARARAEE, T KK 242 49 AR LR A E R, AL BRI RAT . (CCLE
# )

AR, HAE A B I A T 5 IR F AR IE . LA(14) Rl i) A 1 5 s & G 3]
TSR FRIC S 1FAr R 1F A B, T AN T BRI B B S “Te bl A BT X W Bams = (a1 77
R IE LR

(14) %k =F: X TR RTH, A+ 2HE,

MR RX AT, (Exit4a B H)

HR A8 TE AR, B GITE 1E A3 AT DL 43 SR SRR A TE F 2 B IE P AP . R Z 5w 1E &
FHYAEIE, BB IE R B E A — A B ek . (0%, A7 245 00 T U605 & 76 [ — 155 Pl S xi v
UM EAT 2B IE, NI AR TE nsr AR Fn £ . Bian:

(15) 5 F FAELEMN, ZWTLAHE, MAEFD JFR, 74, (CCLEHE)

(16) AT Rty , e fehe BAEAR, mAR T A BP R, At &, & 4. (CCLEHAE)
2.2 3B R 5 OE 6] 69 38 SUAFAE

Rl e R 2 A A, R T 4 Ay R 24 gy AR 47 sy A o 2 78 (K Svecses 2002: 29-32) . HE
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LIBRI AR C 2N IR F RGN — 0 BR 2808 F AL SR T 2 2 BRI KA . B ar Baa
JEAR BT ARG RS M AAR ) Y B B 2Rk, RS B FIRAL I Iz 82 . AR ) i s
(M,) FME IE By (M) PR 2 MEFR B, B & 1 ) 43 LA = A2l

DM, F1 M, ¥ Bangs . filan, (17)mpr iy /Mg s f 00" 5 (18) /a) b iy “lmdp s 2~
T AR TP A RGE, R TR PR R A BRI A

()BTt 42, RERPIAAHIEL T RO L RAI, KAERARZNFEE, M AL,
(BCC i&E#H %)

(18) AT HBFATm Eith L, AE “@FL”, A ‘B L5, SR ENE T RN
TG EFGE R, (BCCEHE)

2)M, MELLI B, M, R Ay B . lan, (19) 9 “Uk T —20% K A (20) H “BE B4 27 # 8
TRt~ i, WU T — S A A e R DX G AT O LT B 2R AR A, JE
TR R R B A

(19 HREELHRKEIEHFTETRLDH;,: “IH(RE)ERIRIRLEHAKLT —E4AK, ®
A—Ra&K®” . (CCLEHE)

(20)ER GG @ A2, “BH AR E, KA " RARBE®RE, @B EBER, 24
R 4G = 18] s b ok KR #T % F w A R K, (CCL B4 E)

3IM, Fl M, ¥R A B o an, (21) e 38 Rt i “RRAG T “B 77 “JH BT & BRI,
(22)FFT 5 LUAE “/IMET™ A “HES57 .

QDIERAFARE, REXRTEZRE, 2F, mABL, BELTHTALY, IALANH
% EAEHAER? (CCLEHE)

() REREHR—ABRG D, REKXBRELALEZAWETT L, & HIV RN, A
— 4 %t HE TR DN SRR B R R0 4F S, T4 BRI AR IR AR R 36 A, (BCC &8 &)

FEFRIAE IE S50 b, 175 R fim a2 (6] i o SO R B b4 X Sr . s EFIIES) =R e R B8
I, BB IE I G ] LAAH 43 R0 Sz B IE | 33k SUE IE -1 A& I = Fp e,

DX B IE . X 2B I B M, A1 M, BAT SRR S S M SR, 1T R B o A
FERAWE S AP B BOE BT He . ildn, (23)h “IE TR R N D2 NIRRT R T
X P AR SR A ] R PEAS RERAE, (24) Hh “RALIR A RAF” AN “HuBR YRR (RS W 638 T AE A 78
J2 THI 38 5 AR R X 3

(23)MAEGT HLZIHGER, REVCANEERE, BATFALTH, TE2ERTMAR iy X
NN B TEH, (CCLEH &)

Q)3 F AR E R, KKD DI k” RRERF R KOG RAE, MARMKR KRG TR, (CCL
EFE)

2)iB i AEIE . BB IE A M, Fl M, B R R S AL JE P, BEEREEE . K/, &
%, PR SETr AR AR 22 5. B, (25) “TH83” 5 “JF 73" AH g, J5 & RN BB TR, TR AL
TPy R R AR (26) H, “ke” 5 O AHE, JE A MG TR, T | R AR R
DRI IO 1, T — o RN AR AR JE 1 e 1

)M FTREALE AR, KFHEW =T —FREHBAEARE—ANFHRE, mEA-ANRTH,
((EsemA)T B)

(26) 16 1E L AF4F, B AR KT Rk ¥, MR X8 18 6930 3Kk £, R L9k k3%
b e B AR . (BCC iE#H &)
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3)IFFNIAUBIE . IFH1 B IE i P i PR e AN AE AR RS2 B R A, AR 22 R ik
KF o filn, (27) “ELHR” A HET 70 L R 32 i T ARG RE B Bl T 5 (28) 2 4 A
AR A 90 g i T 2 SRR A R B PR AS [ S

Q) I ZAFRF @ LER T . B LR AR RIS D7 RRFRLI AT HER
—A~@ Ak, R, R LK, A — T . (BOC i5HE)

() ERKEARAZRS—MEF: PARRRT AL RAZERALE. (FEERKE
MRS

3. BRME EE R AN ENIE BHLE
3.1 Uit R4 e AR AR A M

By R 2 — A IR G2, SO —Fh i G CRE Y 1998) . IANFNIE & 24 Al 25 53 5l AN [F]
£ BEXT B BR G HEA TS o NS 2 B S B BRI 2O T GE S AR G AR S g, R
K 5T B 4 A B L DiiE A R B S AP B SR IR R . 18 F 2 A9 S B HE (Sperber &
Wilson 1995 ) Il i 55 % £ By (4 At 132 A A JHL o 249 S0 ARy =X, (EL AN A 5 T g ) BER A 22 45 18 1
R 2L . VLK, R 222 B T AT HA RIS & 22 515 2 BRE Rl & 238, DT B i1 i
B K ¥4 (40 Tendahl 2009; Panther & Thornburg 2017; 5K ¥ . 2585 2005; T A4S 2009; FRH1
2011) Panther(2022) %G T PRNEE LA AL E, A S AL ANTE HIAIL ) 3 [ 4 ol 55 i 4 3
P51 (inferential motivation), X BEthgT Y 8 7 i R 55 7] o) 2 DN 0 Sal ke 5 0032 | 2 ok AT B 7 S 46
W FHHEFRALE] o A4 Y By A ME i FH AL Y7 66 5 Bty X (metaphorical sense ) K Hoaf FHACR (42
FE BB SO P 5 T ) 152 (Panther 2022: 147) . Bi140, 78 “ZRRN 2 M IRHEDRE” b, TR (4 45 10F 9 e S
2w B L, (2 iG3 4E F  ah EAg “WRH” | RO SR A AR SRRIE . BT R SR
B RS N A0 B AR ZE, I JE T “BIaf 37 (explicature) [ J5B5 (2 WL Carston 2002: 349—-357; 5k
WE L S 2005) o TA RSB G AN ™ Az WA S, 7R 2 1R T 38 AT g A% A FL 26 fa & X (implicature) o
MRHE B BEIE, B A HE S R 7E A SO LR I, Sl ad “Ai$2—25387 X 52 B Y (Sperber &
Wilson 1995) . B, 25 Uiih & B i LA L Bk [R5 A ] B2 75 36 SR 2R 1 B, 120 1 A ik 152 e 2L
PG — AR “URHE I AAT A L AR FEARLEAR , A F b i S “B RO HaB SR 2R A4t .

e 6 1 S a7 S 0 A A R e, T A T ) 1 B (ML) B Y 3 5 3 2 ] i 56 R B AT
FOFT VA AR L () Sh A R . A R e RO U 5 AN 1 T 2 Y SE PR T, Bl DA DA R 2 T LA T
OYFERE S THAN, ISV B A B AR T B A S 7EAR 2205 B0 T VR A SR M,
(I AR, e R LR S, X T Uil 3 e 15 18 AR AR B (ML) G2, M, WA st e
RARFEE FHRTRES A LM IE M, Fr =2 0918 FHRCR R 25 o BRn& 1E 1) 52 28 1015 i e 24K
T 1 1 SCRAE Z (B A X LRI AR . X H 2 — R A, 18 A REASCER (1] Gn 5 5K A 2R #45
VRT3 5E 5 & 47 5 0 Bk 55 5 % e (Ruiz de Mendoza & Galera 2014: 172—176; Pefia & Ruiz de
Mendoza 2017) . B8 1E At Qi sk, ‘& BT 3Rk i Xd 57 . 3 o s 0 91 S5 08 o6 & I HOE AU 5
WX FARVE =4 . S I8 Panther ORAY, R I& I /) AABE & FASS R o] R 0 8T 1 R ER o

K1 PIX S M,]-Q[X J& M,] F/R a5 P B il Z [ RO R . M, Al M, PG> By
(IR 25 7 2 AR AEAE R AE e 2R, i 5 dmk 5 400 a2 i) D) 30 3 MR o A 24 g o 7 7 5 Al 42
{8156 & (iconic relation) . F=A™ BRI 263 SR H BUTE AR 1) G 5 1) 1 5 B8 5 15 5% h (Panther 2022:
146) . & 1 il YR S AEEE” SR8 M, B8 IE T Ak B 2 BRI S siE s, A AR S SAEE )
& M, R0 R AR AR BT ARFE I 5 AR, R A8 RR 8 A Sl R SO, A 45 B A8 1 A i
BE ok TG H AR B R e PR . TR B IE P, M, R A A B AY T B R A R A, TR
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TEH TR, S PRXT G e 3 5 T AT RERF A AL B & 76 BARIEST S, M, TR A4 B2
(HP By, By, By, ..., B,) # 22 40 i W5 20 BEI 0 X5 Bz 53 (B A Ay, As, ooy A) b PR AR BRI S FIRR I
HIE AR (AR S0) o B M, ANRRIH R Y RTSE bR B 0, ULiS & BE R8T 1 B M, #5717 5 —
AR BRI, ) 45 TR — #0322 ] e o I BT B T M, A ey SC (BB SC,), [l st o] 4%
TRV A B SR HM R R o fh T RS R A M S HE 2 5 # 5 R  A AE — RE I 2,
S NHI (8] SE T #5345 S YR 3 0 B B B S B A% E RS PR R . JE A X L
AR, 2 0 5 Y RS AR A S AR B o0 22 TR A 2 55, AT 7= 2 AR 14 1 SCRIEE SR o

PIXEMI1]—Q[XEM2]
M S
H b s/t

w1 = N\ w8
Bl Al

B2 A2
B3 A3
Bn An

I
.......................... Lot it
. L e
! . :
: :
i M2 5
: j ~— REXR
B2 T — | R = #IXF
< o ——= WX
3 A3 —o WX
Cn An
o R

- E%uﬁﬁl 277 ——————— Iﬁ]#%%
A RCR 2 _— it

B 1 e Eegir A AR

3.2 EH) 5 M

TSR 2020 4F 7 HANSHGE E AR R4 b GRERIHR ) ic & T o B A3 & 5 B S7 & 1)
— DU X4

(29)3e4: £ Fom AR R K AR 4, PP B R S B R A 2, AT T T A X AT
ARFLAEN EET bR

AT R EREG TORRE R, mAREC? AR KATIR R A
“EETIR,

FEIXBOW IS B ST B i BT X — BB I TR SR BT R st B, BUF T R R
XHE N R AEBEAHER TR SRR, IEEA A AT K ICAT R AN, I =B i A S i &
I, ARAE_ESCRYBETY, %m0 S RS AILEI T F R B 2 SRR
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P [[ABELG SR | ->Q AR BUA B0 7]
I S

Rt st i

MF‘m % / — \fgm

TEf A
xfﬁ)\ %H:%L

P A e Ag

7 J5 2R fdum—v ﬂm

ey 3L A RFEEA AR :
Wi A EGAT A

R S AR g s

i % DR = ZRIXFA
ZEH YT
AR LAk - IR
R BLAE — KBEX
[y X A FFEL g

- ummwﬁﬁwj— T MR
B RngEERRE A < | T A

B2 “G2 ‘2 mARdE” A E AR

WNIEL 2 P, Y RTTREE K w57 M T WA B IO A IR L ) R ARG R
I XA 6] S A S AR R AL A . I B S L AR S (H AR RS b, O
T BT ABESHESE, AR T AR T S TR R AR L XS
%E%éﬁimﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂiﬁ*,ﬁéﬁt“ MALH | ST AT MLBOAE N S SRR N AR . i
FEAE R A SO IR B S AR AT A 5L Wﬁﬁﬁllﬁ’ﬁﬂuﬁ?ﬂﬁo i%ﬂﬁt’*‘fﬁ?cﬁﬁitﬁﬁﬁiﬂ%
,%‘T‘lﬁﬁ%ﬁbﬁﬁﬂgﬁﬂﬁ,ﬁ\ TR ARSEAR TR G VOB RS SR 18R I BT 3
B B G EIR S ] . A Y ATIASE T, ii%@@%ﬁﬂ%@hﬂ%"“}ﬂ% MR TR, B “EwE”
B%HA‘XT@W“E’J “Jilj:” Beuman T £ A B W SC R HEAT T EE A . IR WO 1 RN ROMEHE
2R, Wi TREREE . ZEE A YN E R R EITR, BT T IR A o e R R
(07 B, -5 LI A A 3 FEOBT S RN S AR o (R AR, R IR | fEE AL i
PR AR T 2 0 B 04 S AR AT R, FB R Ry & rBR ™ BRI o fEic & Hifie
955, SRk = N AT A (U X I 7598 19 BB, SR AE P [ PRt 2 57 G
WM ALAT N o ZARFENCENZ AT, AR 5 103k ik b s — A, B “HAT Rpgemi A 5 2
A BIR AT S 28 B e AR, G AR5 I8 1R U S S R AR IR R R AL Ik Y
B o I, 3887 2 TR i BRI SC (R R iy JEUEE” ) R 38237 20 i8R A T A SC (R Ry
ST RIS T BEINS E, DTS 52 ARHE B 1230 07 A 19 56 2 SRR
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4. BRI & IE R B I 29 = )
4.1 T&rhr w7 0]

Lakoff(1993) 4 i % “Ie e B 07 I Ay, Bahdy B AN B i S S Bl i A A 254, BV R 4 14
Ko FH 2, A5 E S K X85 — AR A 82 58T . Ruiz de Mendoza(1998:
263-265)FE LAY FEE T PR A fE  EI” D Ch ZEARE A i i A rp e R B A S N T
RIB LA D AR LARFF— 3. AEBRMHE A, Y53, AR, 5 R — S el <7 e i 5C R 4R A7
S22 57 D) Ay ) 2, B0V S YR SR A 20 S ) 2 A DR — B, A BB T AT AT . SRR T
RN T 358 H e Bl S R o A B, RE T T A S A R L — B, JRE B TR A R
[ 25, N 3.2 FB4rprad, “it™” A a0 0 IS TR R (R] A B ¢ R AR S
AR S S5 4, 3 (75 P 2 B S %) R o R A8 A PR S — — X R AR . Hirp, 3T RN it
B TEME S IR T TN R AT X — 28 Jm AT, (PR YR bk B ) P AR A R AE AR S
JSCEEE IR X L, AT 2 S R X 525 LR S5 A 7oA %) 7 AR A S ) A B

A1, Ruiz de Mendoza & Pérez(2011) 0848 H T “BeSf s B o 3% I U0 A2, 7 Be gy e 5
T3 R 8 SO SR A4 T 1 R AT RE L B VRS A T AT R SRR o a— T ) £ DA S s A
ARy BRFAE 2 A A, A HE AR A B o SRR, R AT 3 B v A LA 1l e iR — MR B
5 YR S5 X ) 17 SRR B A, 2 o 3o B PR S0, 2% DR (R B 7 R I R R VE . ian, “ast i
XA RIS B 250000 T B S ) G T O A B, DR AR B Lk NI AR it 7 3 %o i A i i LA B 1)
P o 3K — 1 SRR A3 B G B PO S 5 8 7 T A S ) T T | BRURK P 17 SRR B I R 25, A2
HE A TS R, DOTATRG SR T R E 1 ) BT
4.2 KIRJR M

HR AR JC e BEIE, A 28 A DA 3 Bl 8 2 A0 1) (5 A dee /0N 9 I 60 5% 0 o8 3R AT B R R TN T RRCSR
(Sperber & Wilson 1995) . Ruiz de Mendoza & Santibafiez(2003)7E I HEAl F 42 1 7 “BH G S50~
RIS 2 1 AR Al RSk 1 e X, FE T T RE AR P s R A A IR, LS e . TE
LR, “EBEEET Z T LAFE AR VA ) B G I R O B AT (PR ) 1 S,
P AR5 AT | G M RN R R 3 2 6 i SR A S U A T IER RA B BRSO E R A M
ZF, HoAthas vERRm (Anf5i55 . FIRE . AR EE), BAR A T & X, (R E = “a” ke iy “Fr
SRR FRAE, AN DAL I8 3 I BEA T Ay 0 T 67 T 0 s, XA B 1R OB U SO
T3 —J7 T, FIR IR 6 2025 BB E A B i B . AE b, PRATIA IR e A — RS AR
X LG G R, SRIRHRIE T LUK 32 15 5 10 10 ) 4 T A8 55 XS A8 5% fie Ry AH DG ) — 2 M A& i 43 b (D
R IR OR T AR ), NITTHE S BT O SRR AR X o TRIRE, SCIBE RN IR AT LK 37
TEH BEE 5 R AHDC AR B L, A5 B 2 R B T UG TE B A S
4.3 xR R W

DU Z A AR AR A S5 R -, PR BRAE TR 5 A4 2 0, G FIE | 1A ) T 454
RS, 8T (2021) K4 il 23K — PG B9 JEDUAR Ry “XF AR I, IR IA A B 2 DU e 2 A i T )
Z—o RFEME Q01K N HIEE” WA, DUELL X MA, DOETRE L “STEgR b E,
X5 E T 2T AR A LAy R UIAE OG . TESKNE (2019: 107-108) i#F— 2245 th, DUEH 1Y Hoiy
22 LI I 2 B, AR IRt EL, 18 SR B #R . DUE TR ER R E T
—FPREIR Y 1E R LU TR BRGR, U1 a3 SR 1B TE R R IR B AR S5 R T AT SRR . i
Ty () R 6 1, JCTT I By 22 305 30 5 78 A VA A A R — B, filan, et 5 RET, “H
KIFEHL” 5 “HRAK ML, “BRBER BT 5 BE IR, UM RT S AR, ‘K
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5. 4&1&

ARG MR AR T BARDOE h BRSBTS, A T BRG] A S5 A AL,
AFEIE R ST, a2 07 RS AT G R B IEM . SR, FET00 4R Fengs Fi & 1E
Beuma 3 SCOCHR, B P 8 IR S ARUR 94 S % 7 2 3B CRIF A 20 =Fl . ABIEFE A58 2 A A1
1, BT — BB IE AL AR 2l PR . 255 RO, AR SCGEIE T i & IE B4 Ik
f AR AR, ORI 5 1 HIAL S RV A A 45 28, R 2 PLHIAE T A IR (] — S
Z ) B 58 A i S, I S B SCORTBR B SCJZ TR SR A 16 b 5 AR BB O i #R A2 )
(P T A ) i JE U] | Bl S5 o e D D) . S0 S D) L2 R X6k D D) f e [l i 24 . A 3R, SR NS
SEHESR, FRWUE T AN AIE 4R R, A B T B R A M3 S SR T B il H A sh A8 . Ak
WEFERT LA A BE TR AT B 18 I B4, ) andE 47 B8 35 % ELAIF ST, 48 7 AN [l 5 14 Beoi & 1 E
J7 R BAETE2E 575 I E5 G iR 43 A O BRSC IS 218 40 B 45 07 v, SRR AR RE ARG &
1) By & IE ML AT BE
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