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L.

== S
=~ RIS

FEEREEE > Bl (similes) 2 —TEF &
YRR 705 » B R R B — PRy T EE
gy, BT FTEETT ) (£5555 » 2001) - @y (X
T Ry AT LT ) FH AR A2 A e PR g
BY) > EEREEY) T8 AR A AR AT
B TGk > S Ry T AL (base) 5 AHEZHE -
N BB AT Ry G ) SR R T R

(target) ; (FSRME > 2014 ) « F£ P SCHYEAIFR
B [ LIEHEA R G T

NerEE T EEE T i L R R E R
JE RS B (VAR - I AESE S >
like B as T Al (Rl e BL0G {{R A 4T
FE L 2R — (e B 15 T/ NEE g —
B (BRI 0 TN | Efe T &
i | TRIEI > 1T T (R ) R HEE TRITET )
3 BT A

B~ PRSI AL LB R Y
L

(FF « N7 ) 122 (Gl 7/ 5=/ BfE

T ~ e~ A R Bl B oA TR R

R FEF AR =R E eAGE  1 TRR EE
R R T4 (255505 2001 ) < T, |
fEHE > IRV E R YT — P AR -
"EE bR T B FEE - DL EAYRT

A BURHEE L (i RIS Z Ry EE
BUEAHRE - By - (FERC - Rl R E]T A
IR AreZr ) Hobey TR, J9iEE
TEHYEERT - FRC T AREL AR B s ==
BER > EmER SRR OEOSEE - 51
R EEm > (ERAEESEMDRTE (L
Bt > 2002 ) » FFHEE Ry AR = mom AR
24l > CEmTHRI R HLR i — » T5bAYEE
WA [EI R — 2 > TR B P D
A FEEHHYE A - R AZ IRAY

EY B (s > 2014)  BrIE 240 > 3
(R B 2 A A PR S B EY £
TR R CR B R AEY) - st B EE
WA T e Hy FofiR M - R I T o
T g (1< TR B 15 7T 2= AR g A A 1T R B e
B B S 2 0 B2 I R (2 2 HE B 21 e 58

( Gentner & Smith, 2012,2013 ) - HEF L
RO - a2 (BB 7 - /NED) 1281 T B (BLZE
=) o B4 (HIEM) Pz -

CEIT) TMER T EZRE LB - | BT AT
A TS | L FE I B 52 R
Sy IR 2 st B RIS (s > 2002 )e
B LA B DUE HY HR B S ER B R R O R R
TEHAEPEE -

2 ~ EWRE

g P AR Y PR (B EE Y 0 i ol Py I
JALLEZHY (incomparable ) - EERGHY T2 & 2 3
WHEHIMEE Z B - st R EEYHIGE
SR A P E 2 (Israel, Harding, & Tobin,
2004 ) - fi¢ FIHIFYFIIC » Pt n] DK 2l
e EH(EEYHIILERL - tisFEe iz
HIEARE (R e E R e oAb e
HY) > A0 BB T NEERR G | YR > SR

TUNEE BN R DA > T/NEE ) B
Tl | RRVILEEEN T 85 SRS
(Gordon, 1961 ) - (Rt » Bl SERESI R ILTR
LR E R - H—2 s Bl ik 2 i 2 /D%
H—REIEE ML FAR - IEe B K R
KE FAIREARE (ECARERES » 1989)
ZAIM » M E R EFE— R 2 S
BE - TR RGBS IR BRI R EROT > 1)
W T EFRGAFEAARTFE TR
T —fE A S Eav4Eftay C o BEZAEA
ERMEEYHEERE - (EE MR 2E
BIFER 1 () EEINY o



— ~ Bl R AR AR
bR T ERY Z 4 - Bl R BT
VIR - RtERIE 2 W H M 2o B gy
e AT SRR E > DL EBIERER  TEE R
ERMAVRE R T 815 0 AR (EEREA
REGCREFATREEOA - B UaEEERA
HEEFFERFIF (Silvia & Beaty, 2012) -
REMER "85 EEFENRERSE
(exemplars ) ZV5E3EHLAY (paragons) @ [{E
BB AT R R R E T B - BT
AR RERE - b FREEARLE - G 1E
HEME : FFra S B0V IEREN: (factual accuracy ) ~
UM © sESuEl A B RS EEI IR AR H
HytE - gES{EE MR EEEHYEE (Gentner &
Smith, 2012, 2013 ) - FRHERIHY R BIEAE
JE& N HYER > & A e rAaIReH -
T~ BT R B R R M
TEEg S I R A SRR SR TP
SR HE TR - AR ZE P 2 2 L
TGN RS BT R T RS EE Y
COZAHRR ) HP I B KPS EARE >
TYESSENRR | BRI IES 0
TERSEHY (EFEled) FUEE IS+ /)N
FEREREAL T BRI T —{EHRH - &%
AR AZZRE |~ T DR RGP 2R S 2
AV ESR ) DAR T a—fiefe s U =—+7x
i - P B R e SR (1R SCARIE D
1989 ) « B T Ji S B o - Bl 7 g S FH 2KH
it H A TE R Ry S TG 4E B - P58
B A - PREEA R i T St ke
RS AKER - By ] RS Byt B Bl sE =
KPR EREAI RS - BIfE 2 m e
thr w DR [T 28 3 2 HY Gy Bl e s 2k
EH AV WEBEAE (Veale, 2012) ©
= ~ HmE GEHISS &
WEFTA - B e BRI 2
FEAFHEEFENRENRST - G2 " #aE

- HEBGR -

R110E6H FE=+8 1-138H

gt - SHEVG R o EfRER - T
= EERTERRERER S BR B
IFErpREE (irony ) SR&SEEERE 1 HlT
B AESaR NEENAEE > (F sl
itz > Bl T ahusirEt o B0 G s —
B o fmEEt - TR 2 T E ) B AR R
ARFR o AR SR TR R — T S AllE
77 (linguistic creativity ) HYZEIR - B4 T 8 H
A R R M ( Israel, Harding, & Tobin,
2004 ) -

B - B AIRRG 2 Ry SEE B 2

%

TEErrEayEmd - B (A FE2 B
Aislike B) FlIfEm; (A& B AisB) 2 Rif#
FEAHER] - T2 EE S &AL
RZENEENRE © 280 > HAERIAE Y
HYEE S AT R A DURA R Sy - HEEH
EfHAIE (Plato) & 2l R wLE RN
W 2 %9 2R - AR
by 2 A 72 22 Ry 3BV B 1] DL A 5T
HY > TEd R EAFTHY & & # R R s B AT =0HY
M > BCHE VIR 2 A 4S8RI -
SCHELTE] > B R s ISR L Bl T

TR T~ TEEES S TR Ry

TR o (EBSGHEE > A A like s 1
fEmnG A - PR B ES —EEARE T
g U R R e BT R Y S B i R A Y
AR o B LSS f2 B R 5 S BHERY T 1T
BRI NS T/ %ae - B ARSI E = s HYEH
gif2 =, (Israel, Harding, & Tobin » 2004 ) - 24
ifiy > = L 3ERE =22 (psycholinguistics ) FI15E
HIFHEE (cognitive sciences ) HYEEE » A 5%
B g AR (5 E AT B 451 HY
- [ AAERRA B A E 2 E 2 (Bowdle
& Gentner, 2005 ; Gentner & Bowdle, 2008
Zharikov & Gentner, 2002 ) 4747 #Eg A [E 06y
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Z [y [E 1 B SRR A B AT 0 T
RN > DLE SR M S pE S IR A
WA RIS JIBE EHIER -

— ~ B B Y F [E]

HEET IR PR Y SR [E 2 B FHY
HEY » WE&ED 5 A~ i E E I R A B2
B o S5—{EILERE MR LB A -
e MR AL T —E R TR KR
—EEE CFE NS (Ortony, 1975 5
Tendahl & Gibbs, 2008 ) - =5 —({E L[5 B A
BUTHYDIAE » W B EARIE—(ESEE (i) A
R T S — (I (RS ) AR - PR R
BITILDNAE - B FIRR w2 B A U7 m

(directionality ) » BEZR{E S EEFH (R AT &
fEFI=m Y 7 [ M EL A H R (Kao, 2016 )« fE
AR IS - AR A S R
EAHEE (analogy ) - IRy E MBI B s T it

( cross-domain mapping ) AY%H] ( Bowdle &
Gentner, 2005 ; Gentner, 2010 ; Lakoff, 1992 ;
Lakoft & Johnson, 2003 ; Wolff & Gentner,
2011 ) - fR48 Gentner F1 Bowdle (2008 ) HJHF
5% » 7 A PRI i mT DU U3t AR B I A P
g Y 2 R AR o 2L TR E AT DA
RFALERY A - WA e TR & R 40
HATEwEEMavEEE (figurative analogies )
54N+ BRI R A0 K A W I < > T
TR ERA (% - i Bk 15 Ee g DA
TE T FURGEEH G (Kao,2014) » (A - Bl
MiEmta L EFE —EHMIGEE

( conceptual combination ) FYEY] -

L BB A R

WAL - 7RG - B RE A
FoWi(E 7 (Ve T Ui T sEdn L, ) B
WE P b (gl T IEaE %) - mkE
I s R — (S T2 L AETRSC  E
g I e i = R | B R L LIPS bl S
& - NERRmY R 2 R EEERE

&Y - bR T bR HE B RIGEREY AR - DUR
HE 7 ] = B A2 2L o

(—) (EREREEAVERETIE D

WIRTEIATEE] > AHE B - LR

HHRERY T EIRAEN Z FE - (EARAVRIELR
2 [ EEES - EmE R AR it TR R IVEE S e
7~ B FE e 45 f8 A 02 A ( Holyoak &
Stamenkovic, 2018 ) o [E4[1 Veale (2012,p.77)
BRI - T BEZARS I (RS AT
{EFEARA FARER - B al A B S e B R TE
AVFLEE T /F ( While metaphors are masters of
disguise, similes are fundamentally unsuited to
undercover work of any kind. ) - | 8=~ »
HAEME (explicitness ) /245 R e ELlg 2 Y £
A - [N - WHEEEEDRmER TR
bEi - ECFT R Y PNk L S P 2 2 Y P
B Eug sl H 4= ( Zharikov & Gentner,
2002)

(=) TERAMARB LR AVE R A TIE 7

R 1% B % 18 Jt R &7 ( the Relational

Precedence Hypothesis ) (Aisenman, 1999 ) » 25
e AR < [RIHY 22 52 AT RE 2K H R EE S TR
VA CHEBEME (attribute ) BiRE %

(relation) WFEHAY - —fifi S BIEZETE
SMIIRHE - TR (R e BT ThREEFT &
BAVIT Ry > BB E YR 2 R R
2 IREAMEY R B ) 7 (Israel,
Harding, & Tobin, 2004 ) - 2270 » H—F%
& 455 % (an attributional context ) FEFAREESFE
B i 0l Ry FE MR 2 nT A VSRS - HEEE SIS
Sy EE R R (JRBN - MRS FEEREL G —
TR © ) 5 MAHEH > AR —ERAAEER (a
relational context ) F¥#fL4E P& FEER 1T FAEEIR
N ERIENY o PR R S S E R YRR
T (BNAEps SRR s — T ) - B MEry Rl
7] > ARG T 2R » 1T R Ay FE I |
e [y 77> PARZ U 69 2 2K R 2 ( Zharikov &



Gentner, 2002 ) - #atjEEER - AFIHHEA T E
B 2R i AT B EL B 2 T 2 [BIHIRR %
11725 28 i K s B LA HY B M (Wolff &
Gentner, 2011 ) °

TEIL R 42 E - IRIZ REmYNS - 8
Uiy L1 P A HA T » T L e e R B e
P e R RS 0 B ROtk
HYEAN > WEIREEHVE] 7 - FRMTERFTLIH
bR R IAMER s R I - B T RAr
FrE—ERaE ) 2T/ NHR— SR
TR » Fefft o] DL s =0k e i il
RIFEEHIR S > B2 T IR MBS EREF
G 1% FEHIFR B A (E R TR Y ST AT B
H o DERTEIE R LT G AR A
FRAEL VDI | 2MEHY CFFEE) RN
AT BRI AR AT EEAE 0 (G -
LAY TMEHABRGIERS " BET250%
7K INNZ A H ARG - PhtER B T E R
T FTEREY T ERE (EEm AR
ZAh > JRETHIZR TERE (EhmlSRAYERE)

(7Jcae » 2002) -
(=) EEmEERAE )7 2 TIE 7

TR AR By /5 8 B S A PR I Y 45
TR 7R A PR EIRY o B = A
SREE LR - BRI RN FE R
FHET/AKEERS - S/ 5 =R Al
SRR & FE T R » AH R HE >
PRI R 25 R (categorization ) » H
AT A 1 R R R TR AT 10T AR B 5 S A1 2 B
B o 5 R f e abE e TN
g o ERSR T | (FeEssiE 5
HIRFAS | S (EHgER > T TN BT )
SRS ) T2 — T - BRI AR
FIHERMHS SR T BT - S
H 2R AT A R SRAR S S 2 R
LM AYHY ( Gentner & Bowdle, 2008 ) - 7, 1A
R E B PR B B R AT T AR R S R

R B R EBLEL R R Z I R R R i L
1 Bl TP SR B IR A 2 B AY
B LB A I B Ry s R Z (Vs - 2014 )
A - [R5 M (directionality ) H5ZEHNg
KiE (Kao, 2016) = FeAr L 5] PASAT -
Ry 7T ks o A RS IET R
JeEs (BRI MIE FRYRH RS -
NG PR L R S Tk R TE SAEAY - BRI ]
5 RELLERAYAERR 5 MFRWEA S5 RS
12 WAL A o SOR R B B 2 AR
i R A SRR (R (1B L 4REE D - 1989 )
PEIR SR AG B T 3B 758 — 2R A ( the
grammatical concordance principle X Gentner &
Bowdle, 2008 ) - 2iHH T sE = HVE RS E
SE=MVIHEE (Gentner & Bowdle, 2001 ) -
Fh &S i SRR 7 2R 72 22 0 DA e fep e
"2575 EJE (conventional base ) | 8 " ¥4 EL
J&& (novel base ) | HYi#RE - AR FHER
NFREBSE  HEEAERER TAXFE
MRS > BAEFEERE e ErpriieR
N FRERE R EGSOHRER] - R
Gentner 1 Bowdle (2001 ) AAM{E(sE FHEE
EERER - MR AFREHEAEEN AL
J&& o R DR R 2 © AR aa Frasiy
"HTAEAE o RIEE DA R o —(ERE
YA s TR A 2 A S AN [F] 2 A
HYHET TSP S AR 2K o bR — (B0 AL A 18
R BN ERR A — RS B (R AR LR
T A R > T R RT o B Hh SR
( detachable concepts ) » FRTZ IS | KA
PMEILF o FEFEEEENT » 5 B R i 2
AR AT 55— (E 7 . ( Gentner & Wolff, 1997 ;
Gentner & Bowdle, 2008 ; Gentner & Maravilla,
2018 ) 4N > T P& | i —(EREEF AR
[] {558 P FH 2R EL i 8 BE R S YR 4]
BT R O R T R E R e
5], 2 8 hES - Hilb - EFARH EEE

- FiGaYE - R110E6H H =+ 1-13H
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19 (polysemous ) 5 [THTAEELJEA Ryig 9 4K
JiE 7 (1o EE A S PR CL RV B AR - FRDMEER
EE
(PY) BHmge DA A= B0 EE A AL R SR T
ERELIEE A AR E
2R A 200 BE A LB U 1) DA RS I R 22 111
AR EMEm D EmEE - (HEEAAEL
A LUE IR R - B AEAARE
BANFFRAER (FR T FEEWERSFHhSR
BRI ZA0) » A LA ARBUEAIE S E - M4
AEEal e HE#m R f o S BN 4E
R A B R I S i R i Z R R I
HH - AT Bowdle #2 Gentner (2005 )
HIE SIS PG R - MR E4ETo
S A EA AL 5 - 9es
ER A o ) P s R e Y B 1) b B
Z=h s 28I 0 et 2B BA AR AR
EhigieE 5 I > i 98 2 B Al B R T
#g o EAEKRE - MmeEAEKREE
WA B EREDRESY DU R = o R R E R AL
JRHVAESLFRATER  AMEE{ERE AR
FAEIERFEE » EeRHERERAHEIN
HIF S 2= S TR - T AR B RA 2 A
EWERIA T R FATEIER R A DI EH AR
Zy Wi S sl e ) Y CHfE PR R ] BE S FE[E]
BessmFUELRE ) HE ARy T2 | ik
BT kG o BN T IR R R TR AL
" YRR G o T AR RS, 7]
L NG SV S 0] 7 RS I o
Bl TSRS BAEARAERD RS E T - H
= WK T BhE ) kT BER | SREAMARA
& BEIERREATE > HAEEMEH
AR BB 0 BT At AR #E H)
RIef > B0 - YRR G ERE | o SR GhE
1 AR Rk Ul i e R E R
Zh o D T YR e o BRI T 5E
0 b RRE YA G & — R E S

SN R R B S A P LA B T F
FLJR Y 2% 8 v 32 B E FIEE Y ( Gentner &
Bowdle, 2001 ) - (Rl - SRR AT BE & &
HEEE AR IEEN AL > TREIEE
HERANE NSRS » ERELEE L
5 77 1B F] B R 2 Se R ( Bowdle &
Gentner, 2005 ; Gentner & Bowdle, 2008 ; Wolff
& Gentner, 2011 ; Zharikov & Gentner, 2002 ) »
5 S -3 EH T BT R BRI A ] DA
Rk A BGIRRTA R ) ] DA
SRR T -
(1) (MR TR TIE
BE & 20 A o0 BB B o & R 2
(neuroscience ) MY&E » A MK FT
AR EE AV BE A B AR 7 e 4 A TG MR 1T 4R
¢ » fil41 Shibata % A (2012) #7717 fMRI
W5 - 45 ELE R N HIZHIEE B (the
medial frontal region ) ZEZE( T # 5 /KEH
Vi ShER AR AERA R - (H R
{H) 71 %8 ££ [ #5; ( the right-sided prefrontal
region ) 5 [ifE T 5205 » MR R EMEES
HIBEREA R -

{f ~ EbmrsaE: ~ BOMERIATE ST

S9Ny 11 o Uy 7 s 6 07 A B o T Y ER R
(literal comparison ; ARG —E )
FHEAYEE (literal categorization ; {FI[Z1ER R
= E ) HATAE o BB A bk EE
(figurativity ) » i b EEBTRR P4 T 2 A H AR
BUEL R & N B aVERE - aEER - whiE
N A L g FH 21 S AR 7 B FR B H AR
HIEEAM 7> (unexpectedness ) o SIS {H T -
Gerrig 1 Gibbs (1988 ) fdiF " fe A TEUAI
( unpredictedness ) 2K i 4 £l & M 5B =
(creative language ) - [t AT EEHY RIS 14EE
S fe HAHBGEER Y E B A B AR TE
HEEEEREMNTE - A im B/ N AT -



#he R H M EE R T BRI EAE L an 2y
EY) > AE] s W E S el R I
EEERRHY o EAR 0 BESHV B B R =2
ISR - By s GoE R — R AL S 2
FIEWIEEL - Veale (2012) H&FSH - 4945
A EEEHE I T RE & 48k 8 12,000 {15
HYBE ST ARSI < (B2 - Ry T RERIE T
PP B A (o FH i i T LB (5 P Y B
Uy BBE AT © 20 bl - BEIETRIRE ey o] A F A
EY) 2 A - 1 e Ul R
R=5HY (Israel, Harding, & Tobin, 2004 ) [
ia i (E R S E R & B R 2 R AT E S E
M4 (R RIE T R IR ERIE T -

ke ~ By~ BEAIREJIRIRTE

FE AR B A Rl TN EE g B A R B B R
B EAEHAE IR R
HEHIRREIBEST > PlIADARE R (Gf) M
STHIRMERES) (Gr) (Silvia & Beaty, 2012) -
FIP R E A RIS R E g B S TR Y
o —{E (EZHED B Bl ARVE)ZS ~ il
CRE - FEYVNSRIIREEE G - 24
A HRIECE PR Z B AT ge A
JEE - ARRILAEE (BT MR
FHEAM:) RERER - WRZ BRI S
—(EE R E 2 ( Gentner & Smith, 2012,
2013 ; Glucksberg & Haught, 2006 ) - 1 [ #EF2
H o BEE R EH RS A RS, - Bl
EAL P 758 132 o M 41 R {EL 70 R AR AR Y 2 L2
Ve > BlnfE s NgE T 855 BVRFE Z21% 0 /1N
HEHMAVEE (W) SLVAPERR - A E
MBR FE BeA S WY AR R VA HERR - $ A
s A BB AR AT L RS R JIAERA (Silvia
& Beaty, 2012) ° [t4) » FERIARCIE P ZHAD
FEARAAR R 2 AL B R A B2 MR AE
fHEE ( Beaty & Silvia, 2013 ; Silvia, Beaty,
&Nusbaum, 2013 ) » ¥7$% Carroll (1993) Hy=

Fe fg 2 )7 # &% ( three-stratum theory of
intelligence )» Bl%& JT B B4 SL3CFiTH FO )
RE—EBRE (REERZR)  #H AL g
RZ Gr & T » fE AR > B o] DAER]
Eug A aS B R A T AR AE S
PRI » SRR m] AR AR R e M B ARV
B3 TR EEEF] (Carter, 2004 ; Skalicky
& Crossley, 2018 ) - EMAFHIFE L T S FEF
I BEE  IEREEER - ARV » K
TEEMES HBSRAYEIEE M (Beaty &
Silvia, 2013 ) - Silvia £ Beaty (2012 ) EE 31
Fybbmn RirE aliE B fe it T RAVE I, -
MEEM » 7200 S A BT FRFR I Y S B
WA ZE RIS (Kao, 2016 ; Beaty &
Silvia, 2013 ) » [t > Feff e H0A FH ERiaHL
% e AZEET S - DS HEEAN
A& ST -

2k~ R B S E AR
PEEEE T ?

R bl - BefM T LIS AT e A AL R B
AR R RE S AT B B - (ERERE
A AR RE S A R &) -+ PR A o) Y
Rt T AEAEH o R EmEA R
T EREIZHIRR - EF o E R A
B A= H BEr R BRI - 28
7] 7% fE 5 2 g I R 2 FE U ( Gentner &
Bowdle, 2008 ; Zharikov & Gentner, 2002 ) ; [ff]
Vot (2014 ) BEHE R AT i BT S0 2 TR - i
PGS R AN G N R o TR0
RIS EHN S - AKAEZ R RS TS 8
EE L HBE RS - R - SR
HE M ERIE T EECEE 2 o - PPl
55—l 5 e ZE RS A B EL SE ESE Rl 22 A
Hy 8 B Ry i

- HEBGR -

R110E6H FE=+8 1-138H
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HARRELSFENEAE FAYRE - &
g fHE: A= HYEARENM: (explicitness ) » %2
REEREE MR RIS TE BN E  #E2AfE
g AE SRR i R Ry P g i3 2% 22 ( Zharikov &
Gentner, 2002 ) - [f]75 $2045E 1R A gEEL A4
NHEHAR - BE - — AT EalS
JIEEECHES - RRIH WA G SRR
BNt A B s B sE SRR EUE R
R B s RS LASE © MAERFEJ7H
HE B P = Y [ B e e Mt & S e i S 5
HEEWREE -
BRItz 4h - BEmAEE: 2 N AR R Rl
78 BB TEENY 55— {8 [ R ) Y B Y
SESCEFSE (literal categorization ) FH[E] » B2
"EELETCA ) BT SR AR o AR
& A A B E SRS A BRI BRI
Mé& TRKERNGEER @« BRZE
o HEEEHEREMEREET

G T R | AR
i L RIBMIENE % - @R THRR
— S LR -

il ~ R ~ BRI RIRIZE AR E R

woE

{£ Kao (2021) HIBFZEH » A 112 i
REA (SRR Fy 20.54 5% IEEE Ry 2.17
%) ME B9 S B3 - 5T T B B AR S5 -
HAH 20 > F—EE =R —EEE - F—
sH4H AL & —(E i 22:EE5 (an abstract word ) DA
Je—1{iE 248555 (a concrete word ) » DAFZEHII4F
F—aa4HAY S 7 & M ( verbal property )e LA
FEZET > g4 10 [fHEEEAERE
J&§ > 10 EEFHARR - IR T2 AW
(&R 5E ey A+ — A+ DAY =0 HY
o i SS—{E LARE W I = R - s
Fs

e [
B Ry

S BAE T e BRI L e ) 2 rp B —
{EZRAMES > AAtEEsHE R E C 2 EEY T =UE
AEJTPEYRTHR B2 - B8 EEmEER
BIERIEHIEREL R - NSRS Rl 5 73]
JEAERRHY > BAS T sl BAE R R L E - AL
Pt R R RS BRI (typical ) 5 AHEC
Hh o fER{E S B R LG T Ral UL ARHY - 2R

T A AL Y R LB > A PSR 7E LAY B
HJRLE AR R ALY (atypical ) » BFFE£2: 51
A 20 r#ERSERGEEEE I HARSUERR
HHET > S B B2 2 T B A R A [l

( Beaty & Silvia, 2013 ; Niu & Liu, 2009; Silvia
& Beaty, 2012) - {HIS—12HVE » HGBNER
T =TdBERAY 2 PE(Kirk, 2013 ) S5 20



EEHNER LR - B R TR T
A B B e e AU B AV PEIR LR - =0
e g B RS Ia A Y M BRI RE IRk -

SFor A EA G M (fluency ) DR BRI

(originality ) WK JTIH » Sl HEAVEE > J5 =0
Ryet EARLCIER RS 5 TR 9 IRIB AR
HYBLELE Z MRV EIME R & /A =E » HET
73 77 2R e [ FE R RAZ I > DA/
I R s B U W At I e S W <
R RIS 0 2 7 R i2 e (R
0 3 73 R RS — /% > 4 07 Ry iiig e s
8 0 5 oy Ry AR i = i1 - AN
HN&ESEYS > ST AARETE A » BT LA
B OPT B W OR B M T
contamination or confound ) 7 Al#5 JIEFE M
78 (Kao, 2019 ; Reiter-Palmon & Forthmann,
2019 ; Silvia et al., 2008 ) -

WoRss R - Bt B S HTER
FRIRAVEAAH T - B B fE e (e Ais ML Al
PR 7 IS # A B ZE R - ZR1
Bt 2B S E AR RNV 40T - B
TE UG P BRI W 7 T HY 1S 0 # LR R
FE s o PEAE R A SR T AR B
gy 25 B B B S R AR Y B L TR 7 P Y 3 ol

( Gentner & Bowdle, 2008; Zharikov &
Gentner, 2002 ) » HER7EH T BEIgAE — MR

e BRI ER

R~ BAEAHEES

FHh  EEY KRB E R AR
RS NBEERES » 45 36 L24FA 30
AR A (B EF R

Sy ) e

BAH 15 pEilaEET—3 o AR
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Walking into the Creative World of Similes: The Application

of Similes in Creative Thinking Activities

Chen-Yao Kao

Department of Special Education, National University of Tainan

Abstract

The purpose of this article was to explore the essence of similes and their applications in creative
thinking activities. In the first, the structure and characteristics of similes are addressed. Then,
similarities and differences between similes and metaphors are analyzed to deepen the understanding
of similes. Then, the reasons that similes are comparatively suitable for creative thinking activities
are discussed and the important findings of an empirical study concerning similes, metaphor and
creativity are presented. Similes’ educational implications were also provided. The authentic products

of college students were shown for reference near the end of this article.

Keywords: similes, metaphors, figurativity, creativity, fluency, originality
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