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The Up—Down Image Schema Affects the Emotion Process of Chinese Idioms

Chen Xugian
(Center for Studies of Psychological Application,South China Normal University,Guangzhou 510631)

Zhang Jijla He Benxuan

Abstract: Two studies explored the influence of the up—down image schema on emotion process of Chinese idioms. Experiment
1 found that “metaphor congruency effect” exists in emotion process of the Chinese idioms. Experiment 2 eliminated the influ-
ence of spatial cues,with which the links between “up” and “down” concepts and emotion were more directly and clearly at no-
tional level. The result showed that emotion process of the Chinese idioms were not affected by “up” and “down” concepts when

It

they were only connected at notional level. It suggests that spatial information is necessary to the “metaphor congruency
effect”.

Key words: up—down image schema;word emotion color; metaphor theory;embodiment cognition view
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