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Shutak Larysa, Navchuk Halyna. Metaphor in the 

Mainstream of Cognitive-Discursive Linguistics. The article 

considers the theoretical analysis of metaphoras a complex and 
multidimensional phenomenon in modern linguistics. The im-

portant role of metaphor in the proces of integration of verbal 

and contextual identity, as well as the categorization of lan-

guage is emphasized. 
The author analyzes one of the most relevant theories of 

metaphor – conceptual. In modern research cognitive metaphor 

is considered as general scientific theory of integration and 

realized through signs and replenish the terminology of one of 
the concepts, and as the result gives a «blend». 

The article describes the types of metaphoric encounters, 

such as metaphor, based on the comparison of ontological me-
taphor, anthropocentri cmetaphor, textual metaphor, terminolo-

gical metaphor. 

The basic aspects of the study of metaphor in terms of 

semantic sapplied a comprehensive approach. The role of meta-
phors in the process of conceptualizing and categorizing the 

world, including in the development of sign systems is analyzed. 

The dependence of metaphorical discourse processes and 

the role of metaphor in terminology and terminologization is 
depicted. 

It has been proved; that a metaphor is a sequence of ex-

pressions of the cognitive functioning mechanism mediated 

communicative development process of the sign at different 
stages of speech and cognitive stage activities and discourse. 

Integrative model of metaphor realize the sense of examining 

any processes of language sign in discourse, including the phe-

nomenon of terms and terminologizations. 
Here is also presented the opinion that the concept of 

«discourse» can overcome the opposition «conceptual / linguis-

tic» metaphor as covering the entire continuum of the sign. 

Key words: metaphor, metaphor, cognitive metaphor, 
conceptual metaphor, discourse, cognitive and discursive theo-

ry of metaphor. 
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