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The Formation and Development of Simulated Sensorimotor Metaphor

Wang Zhuoyan Ye Haosheng
( Educational College of Guangzhou University , Guangzhou 510006 )

Abstract ; Simulated Sensorimotor Metaphor belongs to conceptual metaphor theory, which is the latest development of classical concep-

tual metaphor theory. Simulated Sensorimotor Metaphor theory finds that the embodied effect of conceptual metaphor does not necessarily

need to be based on previous experience. Abstract concepts that have nothing to do with sensorimotor information are also found to have

the embodied effect through the rapid learning of metaphors established. Abstract concepts without previous experience basis can also

cause the simulation of sensorimotor. In addition to the main ideas of Simulated Sensorimotor Metaphor,the formation and development

of this theory are also introduced. The advantages and limitations of Simulated Sensorimotor Metaphor are put forward by comparing it

with the classical conceptual metaphor theory.

Key words:embodied cognitive theory;conceptual metaphor;simulated sensorimotor metaphor



