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METAFORALARNING LINGVOPRAGMATIK TIPOLOGIYASI: TIL VA
PRAGMATIKANING MUSHTARAKLIGI

NWHIBOMNPATMATUHECKAA TUNONOTNA META®OP: NEPECEYEHME A3bIKA U
NPATMATHUKW

LINGUO-PRAGMATIC TYPOLOGY OF METAPHORS: THE INTERSECTION OF
LANGUAGE AND PRAGMATICS

Qosimov Abdulxay Axadali o'g’li"
Farg'ona daviat universiteti, Amally ingliz til kafedrasi o'gituvchis

Annotaisiya

Ushbu tadgigolda metaforalarming fngwistilk va pragmaltik tipologiyvasl, shuningdek, Bl va pragmalika oriasidagi
munosabatiar o'rganifgan, Turli tifarda turi xil mefafonk Konstruksivalar o'rganilib, ashby tsdqigoids mefaforalaming
mulogqoldagi pragmalikc funksivalan va ma'nofannt ochib berishga harakal gqilingan. Tadgigolda sifat va migdoriy
usiffardan foydalanilgan, turl ingwistik manbalardan olingan malumotiar tahiil giingan, Tadgigol natijalan madaniy va
fontekstual omillar ta'sin ostida metaforalardan foydalfanish va tushunishda sezilarli farglar maviud bo'lishinl anigfad
Lishbu nalijgiar melaforafarning pragmalik funksivalannl yvanada anigrog fushunishga yordam beradl. furli xil {fimony-
madaniy sharoitiarda tidan fopdalanish hagidag! biflmianmiznl kengsytirad

AHHOmMayus

B davnom  Ucoredoganull  PACCMAMPURASMCA  UHMEEONPAZMAMUNECKAR  munonozus  Memadop,
AodyepruSasmcd B3aUMOCERIE Abika U Tpazmamuky, HMoonedys paanugdubie MemadopuHeckie KORCMpyRyuL 8
PaIHLIK AIBIKGK, daMroe Uccnedosarle HANPSANEHD Ha paca‘pbrmue NpaaMamuyecKuX #ﬂ}-’HKHUEr U FHaHeHus ME'mEI'EﬁDp
LE] KDMI'I.!].I"HI'..I”KEL[UH. B uconedosaHUl  UOMOALIOSETUCE KaK KEYECITIBENHEIE, MEK U KORUYBLMBEHHLIS ME.‘mDﬂb.l'.
SHAMUALPORANUGCE D8HHLIE WS DALTUMHLIX TUHSEUCTINYECKUX UCIOYHUKOE. Peayfemambl Uccnedoaatun aeIFeunL
FHAYLMENBHEIE PAINUYUA 8 UCNonbIoeaHul U NoOHUMSHUL Memagop nod enuRHUSM KyNsmypHEIX U KOHMeycmyansHbx
shakmopoe. 3muU avanus crocobomeym Bonee 2nyBoKoMy NOHUMSHNLIG Moo, Kak Memadops) giyHKyuaRupyom
npaaMamuyeckl, DPacLUUpRA Haluu IHaHUA {Jﬁ UCTGRLICEAHUU AILIKG & DaINUYHEX COUUDKYTBMDHLIX YOTOaUaXx,

Abstract

This study examings the linguo-pragmatic typology of metaphaors, highifighting the intersection of language and
pragmalics. By expioning vanous melaphorical constructs across languages, his research aims fo uncover the pragimatic
functions and impficafions of mefaphors in communication. The investigation empioys both guafitative and qguaniitative
methodologies, analyzing daia from diverse linguislic sources. The findings reveal significant varialfions In melaphor
ussge. and comprehension infiuenced by cuitural and contextoal factors. These insighis cornfribute fo 8 desper
understanding of how metaphars funchion pragmafically. enhancing our knowiledge of language use In different
sociocuftural settings.

Kalit se'zlar: Lingvo-pragmatik. fpciogiya. metafora, pragmatiica, til, mulogat. tahiil

Kmoveawe choea: flunssonpaesmamuks, Tunonosus, Memagoper, MNpazsamuxa, Hiem, KoMMyHUKSUUR,
Aramus

Key words: Linguo-pragmatic, Typoiogy, Metaphars, Pragmatics, Language, Communication, Analysis

INTRODUCTION

Metaphors are a fundamental aspect of human language, serving not only as linguistic tools
for expression but also as cognitive mechanisms that shape our understanding of the world: The
study of metaphors has traditionally focused on their linguistic and cognitive dimensions. However,
recent advancements in pragmatics have highlighted the importance of examining metaphors
through a pragmalinguistic lens, considering their functional roles in communication. This
approach, known as the linguo-pragmatic typology of metaphors, seeks to understand how
metaphors operate within specific communicative contexts, influenced by sociocultural factors and
speaker intentions.
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The intersection of language and pragmatics in metaphor study offers a comprehensive
perspective on how metaphors function beyond their literal meanings. Pragmatics, as defined by
Levinson [1, p. 3], mvoives the study of language use in context, encompassing aspects such as
implicature, speech acts, and conversational maxims. When applied to metaphor analysis,
pragmatics provides insights info how metaphors convey implicit meanings, fulfill communicative
intentions. and adhere to or deviate from conversational norms.

The significance of this research lies in its potential to bridge the gap between linguistic
theory and practical language use. By exploring the linguo-pragmatic typology of metaphors, this
study aims to contribute to the broader field of applied linguistics, offering practical implications for
language teaching, translation, and intercultural communication. The following sections will delve
into the theoretical foundations, methodology, and findings of this research, providing a
comprehensive understanding of metaphors’ linguo-pragmatic aspecis.

LITERATURE REVIEW

The study of metaphors has evolved significantly over the past few decades. moving from
classical rhetoric to cognitive linguistics and, more recently, to pragmatics. This section reviews
key theoretical frameworks and empirical studies that have shaped our understanding of
metaphors' linguo-pragmatic aspects.

Classical Rhetoric and Early Metaphor Studies

Classical rhetonc viewed metaphors primanly as stylistic devices used for embellishment
and persuasion. Aristotle’s Poefics and FRhetoric laid the groundwork for metaphor study,
emphasizing their aesthetic and rhetoncal functions. Metaphors were seen as deviations from
ordinary language, used to create vivid imagery and emotional impact [6, p. 45; 7].

Cognitive Linguistics and Conceplual Metaphor Theory

The advent of cognitive linguistics in the late 20th century marked a paradigm shift in
metaphor research. Lakoff and Johnson's seminal work, Metaphors We Live By, introduced the
Conceptual Metaphor Theory (CMT), positing that metaphors are not merely linguistic expressions
but fundamental to human thought. According to CMT, metaphors structure our conceptual system,
allowing us to understand abstract concepis through more concrete experiences [2, p. 58] For
instance, the metaphor ARGUMENT 15 WAR conceptualizes arguments in terms of conflict,
influencing how we perceive and engage in argumeniative discourse

Pragmatic Approaches to Metaphor

Recent studies have integrated pragmatic theories into metaphor analysis, exploring how
metaphors function in communication. Pragmatics, as the study of language use in context
provides tools to examine how metaphors achieve communicative goals, convey implicatures, and
align with conversational norms. Sperber and Wilson's Relevance Theory, for example, offers a
framework for understanding how metaphors generate implicatures and enhance communication
efficiency [3, p. 67]. By examining metaphors through a pragmatic lens, researchers can uncover
the nuanced ways in which metaphors convey meaning beyond their literal interpretation.

Empirical Studres on Metaphor Usage

Empirical research has highlighted the variability in metaphor usage across different
languages and cultures. Studies have shown that cultural factors significantly influence metaphor
comprehension and production. For instance, Kévecses's cross-cultural analysis revealed that
while some metaphors are universal, many are culture-specific, reflecting unique sociocultural
expenences and values [4, p 78] Additionally, context plays a crucial role in metaphor
interpretation, with situational factors affecting how metaphors are understood and used In
communication.

Metaphors in Discourse and Communication

Metaphors are pervasive in varnous forms of discourse, including political rhetonc,
advertising, and everyday conversation. Political speeches often employ metaphors to frame
issues and persuade audiences, as seen in Lakoff's analysis of American political discourse [2, p.
89] In advertising, metaphors are used to create appealing and memorable messages, influencing
consumer behavior. Everyday conversations also rely on metaphors to facilitate understanding and
express complex ideas succinctly.

METHODOLOGY
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This study employs a mixed-methods approach, combining qualitative and quantitative
analyses to explore the linguo-pragmatic typelogy of metaphors. The research design includes
data collection from diverse linguistic sources, coding and categorization of metaphors, and
statistical analysis to identify patterns and variations.

DATA COLLECTION

The data for this study were collected from various sources, including literary texts, political
speeches, advertisements, and everyday conversations. A corpus of approximately 500
metaphorical expressions was compiled, representing a range of genres and contexis The
sources were selected to ensure a diverse and representative sample of metaphor usage. We will
include some samples from these sources:

| #erary Texts

The world is a stage, and we are merely players. (Metaphorically comparing life to a
theatrical performance)

Time is a thief, stealing moments from our grasp. (Metaphorically equating time to a thief)

Political Speeches

Our opponents are wolves in sheep's clothing, seeking to deceive the public.
(Metaphoncally depicting political nvals as deceptive predators)

We must build bridges, not walls, to foster unity and cooperation. (Metaphorcally
advocating for collaboration over division)

Advertisements

Our product is a ray of sunshine on a rainy day, bringing joy to your life. (Metaphancally
likening the product to a source of happiness)

Expenence the freedom of the open road with our new car model. (Metaphoncally linking
the car to the concept of freedom)

Everyday Conversalions

Life is a rollercoaster, full of ups and downs. (Metaphorically companng life to a
rollercoaster nde)

She's a diamond in the rough, with hidden talents waiting to shine. (Metaphorically
describing someone's potential as a precious gem)

The qualitative analysis involved coding and categorizing the collected metaphors based on
their pragmatic functions and contextual factors. Each metaphor was analyzed for its intended
meaning, communicative goals, and adherence to or deviation from conversational norms. The
coding scheme was developed iteratively, incorporating insights from existing pragmatic theories
and empincal studies [5, p. 112].

The guantitative analysis involved statistical tests to ideniify pattems and vanations in
metaphor usage across different contexts and cultures. Descriptive statistics were used io
summarize the frequency and distribution of metaphor types, while inferential statistics, such as
chi-square tests and ANOVA, were employed to examine the relationships between contextual
factors and metaphor usage.

RESEARCH QUESTIONS
The study addresses the following research questions:
What are the predominant pragmatic functions of metaphors in different genres and
contexis?
How do cultural factors influence metaphor usage and comprehension?
What vanations exist in metaphor usage across different languages and sociocultural
settings?
RESULTS
The analysis revealed significant variations in metaphor usage and comprehension across
different contexts and cultures. The predominant pragmatic functions of metaphors included
conveying implicatures, achieving persuasive goals, and enhancing communication efficiency.
Cultural factors played a crucial role in shaping metaphor usage, with some metaphors being
uriversally understood while others were culture-speciiic.
Research Question Method Key Findings
What are the predominant Clualitative Identified major
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pragmatic functions of metaphors | Analysis (Coding and | functions: illustration,
in different genres and contexis? Categornizing) persuasion, emotional
expression, simplification.

How do cultural factors Qualitative Cultural norms and
influence metaphor usage and | Analysis (Contextual | values significantly shape
comprehension? Analysis) metaphor  comprehension

and usage patterns.

What wvanations exist in Quantitative Significant variations
metaphor usage across different | Analysis (Statistical | found, with some
languages and sociocultural | Tests: Chi-square, | metaphors unique to
settings? ANOVA) specific  languages and

cultures.

Table: Frequency of Pragmalic Functions of Metaphors by Genre

Pragmatic Lite Politic Advertisem Everyday
Function rary Texts | al Speeches | enis Conversations

lllustration 45 30 20 50

Persuasion 20 80 70 15

Emotional 50 20 40 80
Expression

Simplification 35 40 30 55

Pragmatic Functions of Metaphors by Genre

= [ Kerpry Texts

mm Poiitical Speeches

. Adveitisements

e Everyday Conversallons

BO

=
o

L Lri]
Lo L=

Frequency
=

30r

lilustration Persuasian Emational Expression simplification
Pragmatic Functions
The quantitative analysis showed significant differences in metaphor usage across genres.
Political speeches and advertisements, for exampie, predominantly used metaphors for persuasion
and creating vivid imagery, while everyday conversations relied more on metaphors for conveying
implicatures and enhancing communication efficiency.
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Cultural influence on Metaphor Usage

Low influence

i Globalized/' Westernized )

Moderate Influence

40.0% (USA, Spain)

High Influence
(China, Arab countries)

DISCUSSION

The findings of this study highlight the complex interplay between language and pragmatics
in metaphor usage. Metaphors serve diverse pragmatic functions, shaped by contextual and
cultural factors. The variability in metaphor usage across genres and cultures underscores the
importance of considering pragmatic aspects in metaphor analysis.

The predominance of cerain pragmatic funclions. such as conveying implicatures and
achieving persuasive goals, suggests that metaphors are integral to effective communication. By
facilitating implicit meanings and enhancing message impact, metaphors enable speakers fo
convey complex ideas succinctly and persuasively. This aligns with Relevance Theory's emphasis
on communication efficiency and implicature generation [3; p. 67).

Cultural factors emerged as significant determinants of metaphor usage, reflecting unique
sociocultural expenences and values [8] The presence of both universal and culture-specific
metaphors indicates that while some metaphorical constructs are rooted in shared human
experiences, others are shaped by distinct cultural contexts. This finding supporis Kévecses's
cross-cultural analysis and highlights the need for culturally informed approaches in metaphor
research [4, p. 78] The vanations in metaphor usage across genres further demonstrate the
adaptability of metaphors 1to different communicative contexts. Political speeches and
advertizements. with their persuasive goals, employ metaphors to create compelling and
memorable messages. These genres predominantly used metaphors for persuasion and creating
vivid Imagery. For instance, political speeches often depicted opponenis metaphornically to
influence public opinion, while advertisements used metaphors to evoke emotions and highlight
product benefits. In conirast, everyday conversations use metaphors to faciliate understanding
and convey implicit meanings, highlighting the pragmatic versatility of metaphors. Metaphaors in
daily interactions were mainly employed for conveying implicatures and enhancing communication
efficiency. This usage highlights the role of metaphors in simplifying complex ideas and expressing

emotions succinctly in routine discourse.
CONCLUSION
This study underscores the importance of a linguo-pragmatic approach to metaphor
analysis, revealing the intricate ways in which metaphors function in communication. By examining
metaphors through the lens of pragmatics, this research offers a comprehensive understanding of
their pragmatic functions, cultural influences, and contextual vanations. The findings have
significant implications for applied linguistics, particularly in fanguage teaching, translation, and
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intercultural commumication. Understanding the pragmatics of metaphors can enhance teaching
methodologies, improve transiation accuracy, and facilitate eflective communication across
cultures.

Future research should continue {o explore the linguo-pragmatic typology of metaphors,
incarparating larger and mare diverse datasets to uncover further nuances in metaphor usage.
Additionally, interdisciplinary approaches that integrate cognitive, cultural, and pragmatic
perspectives will provide a holistic understanding of metaphors in language and communication.
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