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Extension-Intension Inheritance
of Verbal Emotional Conceptual Metaphor

Abstract. Verbal conceptual metaphor is a dynamic semantic derivation based
on cognitive gestalt, kinesthetic experience and logical intent functions. The se-
mantic logic construction, conceptual relationship care and conceptual feature
transformation involved in it play a vital role, and correspondingly give birth to at-
tributes of extension-intension inheritance in its cognitive operation. The exten-
sion-intension inheritance is an important element of verbal conceptual metaphor.
It is with the help of it that verbal cognitive semantic operation can achieve the
transmission and transformation of the action image, meaning and conceptual rela-
tionship between the performer of the action and the metaphor, and establish a
unique semantic logic and cognitive clues between them. Accordingly, it becomes

VIREG IR I SR A <A i 0 1 MR B 1) SCA A A T Rk HE
19BYY209) .

104



the core element of the action-event semantics and the pivot of conceptualization
operation. This article will mainly discuss the problem of extension-intension in-
heritance of the emotional conceptual metaphors of Russian verbs from the per-
spective of the attributes of extension-intension inheritance and the operation of
extension-intension inheritance.

Keywords: verbal emotional conceptual metaphor; extension-intension attrib-
utes; extension-intension inheritance; selection of difference; cognitive construal.
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BRI NEAE IR &5, [Lakoff & Johnson 1999, 236; #ik. L%
2021, 138] it F& A Joft & X AR Ak — i PR BN A 5¢ R A1 A A B VR S5 R &
NN, & DR 32 4 OC 5% 2 T S IR O i A2 G T T Js o AR 5 1)
INEN” . [ARESAE 2010, 29]
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B ORI B R IUIEAN IRy MR R e S
B 2 MR 25 1) AR 5 7 T MR 2 B B 5 RO [N« B SO 2016, 81,
(PR wa S g R RN S e R s 2 N Y PO [ 0. S R e
VAT ) P SRR B TR DB SR S R BT AL B I R ATE SURFIE (P9 ), AMAE
WP ZP SR R (OME D CLEAZ SRR B 3R 500 AR A 1 K 5l
VEATNRFE (AME o), BT IR B RRRE e L3l 77 UM etk i 17 B 5
ML BRI RS ORISR N . B E, AR 1 Bl R R e g 1)
A0 HE A IR 7 T 2 IR & MG A B R RFAE S A0 SE 2 B8 B HH A EARRALE
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