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Abstract
Our study investigates the process of topic 

comprehension in a metaphorical expression. Our 

experiment used a meaningfulness decision task with 

three conditions: no-vehicle sentence (e.g. life is 

unpredictable), vehicle-after-topic sentence (e.g. life is, 

like a gamble, unpredictable), and vehicle-before-topic 

sentence (e.g. like a gamble, life is unpredictable.) The 

results of the meaningfulness decision task show that 

the vehicle-after-topic sentence and the 

vehicle-before-topic sentence were judged as 

meaningful more quickly than the no-vehicle sentence. 

Moreover, the strength of activation of topic was 

correlated with the strength of aptness. 
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2. SD  

   

 80% (12) 88% (10) 

 81% (13) 88% (10) 
- Fp(1, 83) 

= 43.31, Fi(1,71) = 24.37, ps < .001

 (Fp(1, 83) = 0.27, Fi(1,71) = 0.50, ps > .10  
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2

Fp

Fi 2
Fp(1, 83) = 36.74, 

Fi(1,71) = 42.05, ps < .001 Fp(1, 
83) = 4.60, Fi(1,71) = 9.79, p < .05, p < .005
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Fp(1, 
83) = 15.09, Fi(1,71) = 7.48, p < .001, p < .01

Fp(1, 166) = 51.76, Fi(1,142) = 
44.63, ps < .001

Fp(1, 166) = 7.60, Fi(1,142) = 9.48, p < .01, p 
< .005 Fp(1, 166) = 
51.76, Fi(1,142) = 44.63, ps < .001

Fp(1, 166) = 0.87, Fi(1,142) = 0.00, 
ps > .10
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3. N=72  

� t � t
.33 3.23 ** .58 5.86 ***
�.07 �0.77 .08 0.87
�.30 �2.82 ** �.22 �2.28 *
�.17 �1.83 † �.05 �0.57
.22 2.34 * .19 2.31 *

R2 .45 .57  
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