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[Abstract] This article reports an analysis on three hundred and thirty seven papers
presented at the Eighth International Cognitive Linguistics Conference (Spain, 2003).
The result indicates that currently there are fourteen major areas in cognitive
linguistics research. The whole paper contains a general introduction, the
methodology, the results and a concluding summary.
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2, W ERRERPARBL AT ? I K R, IAEINE 5 AR N BT AS ] OB A R ARG . L
THERFFEA, HMHLREFEIPRIL . AILTFEARUCK, BN AMETIY) BT ST IA RS 5 22 1R 5L
TG 2 TR, 2EERAESESWT2001E 8T, R2004FECEEIF T —Jm. IWFIE S =A LW “iEH
T RN FRIBEFENAD, INIEFERMES M. B, EEREANZE AL
RN T EF S o X — 45 s A S 5 F IAEVa A 2 5802 o 2400 B AMASNTE 5 22 10T 90 21 i AL 3 R L py
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INFIE = 2 E R4 (International Cognitive Linguistics Conference, fj#RICLC) 2 EHPRiNFIIE S 5%
2> (International Cognitive Linguistics Association, TFRICLA) HLH I RANESIN . ZSRHEEH—
W, 20034E7 HAEPEHEF B IT T 45 )R A RIS 52 B BRI (AR 80 TCLC) » TCLCH SR NAIVE 3 2 S fo i 2 IR 1)
EREW, REERINAGBESH LSV R EW . NSSEABCKRE, Bm#la AT E A GES
LR e, NGEEMEKE, BEEEREHE A, 8P ICLCEZEIANERA. BEICLCHS R —
AERZ AR, KR SE LT T IMNINE 52 RIFHERIL&ESHE . ERIAL RS, EFHINNICLCE
TR RE b ] DU e AN HIE 5 22 B SR S AR SR

S5\ Jm N HE 5 2 Br 2 i T20034E7 H 20 H 2225 H7E VY LA AL & Logrono A . FLAK A

wH R IE R gs . 8t TCLCH HAEM RIS TFIA B ILA SR, FRIT+ AN . B2
HEE -+ RAAT MR T, B AANES 220 SBHmY  , IEMASNE S 2# 5 John
Taylor i “It’ s a fair” ( %55 H HTaylor 5 #FH Me-mai l514F)  XAMESHHIM T
DLutalise “HRmy” , BOASUORRAMUAE RZ F2e#E Rl Aemsaiie, B5a
“Mouton De Gruyter” IXHFERIHEFAN4 AR BT &35 . DA B8t TCLOH M. %
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Plenary Enrique Berndrdez; Dirk Geeraerts;
lectures
George Lakoff; Ronald W Langacker;
R Leonard Talmy.
Keynote 8 N




lectures
Antono Barcelona; Raymond W. Gibbs;
BN Eia= Brigitte Nerlich; Jan Nuyts;

Klaus-Uwe Panther; Gerard Steen;

Eve Sweetser; Mark Turner.

General 324 DR PATHIAT, JE RS B 1

sessions T e

NHRE

Poster 23 ReAZHZB R IR S, HERIEELE

session REFE 5E I 8] B B AR 18 STk
TE RS PEAEI TR R DA U

gk Ok R

Theme 200 HH AT

sessions

LY

AR T Rt . FRRE KAk S IB3TRE A H . XEZRE TLUNSE: &
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AR A A A R S, AEAERE R H TGS Ay s “ Poster
session 7 HHRICE, KOYMKMMFESE, R MIRCHCZHER “T4HRE" . Bh, A
M BATEE " F W “Theme sessions 7 FFRICE, Oy “Lllail” AEEHR—PAH
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Bl B, EH AN, DT ReE . RS KUk S e Sk H it s . B3
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(1) M4 D e ] . 8 H PSR eI AR AT R AN 25 B, AR AT R X
S HK,  “Lee, Won—Kyung. An Analysis on the Argument Structure and
Meaning of Perception Verbs in Korean””, #f|2: ‘an’ , ‘on’ , ‘the’ ,
‘and” , ‘of’ , ‘in’ ZiH. HFEFN “Analysis, Argument Structure,

Meaning, Perception Verbs, Korean ” ZEfiyilt— D AbH,




(2) T4 T R . A A BUAR AN R DD RE ], AER AN R TATAT AR e AR AL
FFRIF) “ 2 AR0ya” o 40 “Picken, Jonathan D. The Processing of Literary
Metaphors by Foreign Language Learners: Does Conceptual Metaphor Help?”
1, WL ‘does’ ,  ‘help” HPMHFE. RRER>FAFHE— DM ALBE

(3) DR B 95 30 el i m e, A H R R haiE]” BET AR,
JE AN DR B X Lo n BRI TG AR AR . B, 1% rhie]” 7RI E R E A
I, e R s .

(4) A EL : AEF AP R, B AN W R AR H R B R E A L,
HE 5. W “Jhee, In—Young. Pronouns: Mind in the Body or Body in
the Mind?>> W, 2Ll FPER(1)-(3) BAbEL, FRAI4S 20O -
“Pronouns, Mind, Body, Body, Mind ” . ZE#rIAIEAHEH “Pronouns,
Mind, Body” . KKitt, H0hiA ‘body” A ‘mind’ #RGHE T —.

(5) TR Al . AF—L8 A, AP #. W “Achard, Michel. The
Semantic Basis of the Unaccusative/Unergative Distinction in French” ', 1
21 ‘Semantic Basis’ ¥AEN— AR HT o

(6) SRR ERUH IS HEEE, g RS ) T (B USR] s, B andE A
i, 2] ‘Semantic Basis’ J& 115 X JuWE, BIUHJESEMANTICSZR 5, )L
“Basis 7 AEIE—ILIHZ,

it Ul BB (D) -(5), EHE =1 =1TE&REH, 2T 8 s8R . R4S AR
JFe I EE S, DU EseEAb . B, “ Iconicity (Pietrandrea, Paoia., et al) ”
FKIVEHPaoia Pietrandreas N IR SChn @l HH & 0 “Iconicity ” o Image schemas
(Cienki, Alan; Velasco, Olge Isabel Diez; Oim, Haldur; Hung and Li; Kimmel, Michael; Pe
fa Cervel, Sandra., et al) FHHEMiA “Image schemas ” I TAlan CienkiZFiFZA/EE 1
WIhRE . SN “(6) =R EMHR” 5, BHgIER.

L UL AN BB R, B IS =0 =R S8 H R8T 4% 3080 1 A R U 2K
G =R RE. fEath, BEHEWHEE TR AR IS =T =B R tesl. 1F
B T EEBIAE2% LA T B R . DA AE 100 18 SCH I R G 1-25 00 R BIPE U, Bl oiein
ABEN A IZ S o aid o U, U LAkl A2 s, B — A8 H a7y
R Tl . DL, Bl R RER W ¢ BB 7 R, R (2) FIH T L R e
TP SR XA PYAS U A R SR LB AE2. T%A145. 4% [8] o




bExozases], gLt i iR 8w, BA AN ENDIARRFEAER S Filurl,
“PHONETICS and PHONOLOGY” , “BLENDING” , ¢ “METONYMY” #0555 &, 5337kl
1.48%, M “BLENDING” WwJLAHAZK (2) iy “ (10) MIND” ST “OBE” , BIBES
O “0H2%[E]” (MENTAL SPACE) VJHAEZE “MIND” v, |ijBLENDINGFIMENTAL SPACES%3%54H ¢,
R, 2E&54E55 8 T “BLENDING”  HigCHT “MIND” K91 .

FELL B i, ARE B RS T AATES B EIN P RIS, XAE L eawil]. H
A AE L EREARKE R E, MEA BRI, A TS B0 4R 2 285 LB DA R 3
RS, KT Bam , ERAE A TS RN AP TSI, AT R
ARJER TP 3R (2) BT B a5 v B AT DU A 2 R e A

A FHE R | E33T R TP
Et 41 (%)

(1) SYNTAX and GRAMMAR 153 45, 4

(2) SEMANTICS 96 28.5

(3) DISCOURSE 60 17.8

(4) METAPHOR 43 12.8

(5) CONCEPTS and 29 8.6

CONCEPTUALIZATION

(6) SPACE and TIME 28 8.3

(7) CULTURE and SOCIETY 21 6.2

(8) IMAGE SCHEMA 18 5.3

(9) L2 and LEARNING 17 5.0

(10) MIND 16 4.7

(11) SUBJECTIVITY 16 4.7

(12) CATEGORY and PROTOTYPE 15 4.5

(13) ICONICITY 11 3.3

(14) EMBODIMENT 9 2.7

ek (2) BN iZyER, TP @A R 2 S A AT SR AR AT S BRAR MV il e . 43l
Wi, “ (8) IMAGE SCHEMA” v DLJ& Tk snik X, MimET “ (2) SEMANTICS” . ZELL DY
A F @Ak “ (14) EMBODIMENT” By oy LBl e/, 337hs e 3, LA 9% 18 SC B E A 1% 3 il in] 5%
R TZTEBM, 9% N5 B E337TM2. 7%, £ AILAE N — AR rEuE . BT UL ERRBIR LA
A, IEE W —EH R, BT EASRSER T 2%, EEIANNENFHFANE T IMNES 2K
T QO 1 AR RS, BLR Z) X 4B T A dak,  FE S N 2 R8I 2 5 . PRAGMATICS  (6)
LITERATURE (6) ; ARGUMENT(5) ; CORPUS (5) ; METONYMY (5) ; PSYCOLINGUISTICS (5) ;
REFERENCE (5) ; TRANSLATION (4) ; MORPHOLOGY (4) ; NARRATION (4) ; TYPOLOGY (4). 7
ANEEVF 2 JoVRIASR I £ /80, AT CEe i &
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WHOEIFE . X TR S8, BSOS AGARITE =5 20T 8 A f S 2 A

(2) A% GE 3 i ) 4R 48 5 | SR VE

WHITE S Sl tean “yams” ,  “JRRERT , “BESAMEe , “IEAES
)7, “Ramy” SSAERE T HRELERIBIIFE, JiRE KEOIER .

(3) 3BT 1 RLZ H AN TS

INENE 5 22 IRV 2 0 A s, T USRS N AR A R EA (& (2) 1, “3)
DISCOURSE” ); AL S#ESZEP ONINFIWF G —58 5y “AREE” ( EMBODIMENT) A6 Oo 2 I
FOBNNE S %K H O E T NGBS IAL; 55 G S F S okiks e, #
SERE TR A SR “NAPARNE S 27 A

(4) W 7E3E FBOR )iz

WEIE & 20T 70 OB e sy, W RBAE SIS R, BEIE SIS N3 &K
HHICHRRE “CNEE S ERVIE S MOnE” 8.

(5) [ AT FEAT AL T A IR A&

CERLE AT ST, AT RBURZ 8. LIS R g s| N AL, AFZHERIERA R
e O RENER, HARICN R, JCHGESTUERFGUIT & BB =S, RS, B,
A EARITE F A S W E R R A — Rk TR i) (RLCOMEE>>200255 1) o Al
I, A B A T BRGNS I SR AL TR AR B, AN L 5 [ e

M S/ UnERRNES ¥ REE RN EERCHR (BRSSP EN R CHFHTFRIEN LR, LEEFIE. FEHEEH
WEHEEBA: thomaslifuyin@hotmail. com)

Barcelona, Antonio. Metonymic Chains and the Inferential Role of Metonymy




Berndrdez, Enrique. Social Cognition: Variation, Language, and Culture

Geeraerts, Dirk. ‘Usage-Based’ implies ‘Variational’ : on the Inevitability of Cognitive Sociolinguistics.

Gibbs, Raymond W. Embodiment in Thought And Language.

Lakoff, George. The Brain’ s Concepts

Langacker, Ronald W. Construction Grammars: Cognitive, Radical, and Less So

Nerlich, Brigitte. From Green Talk to Gene: the Metaphor of ‘Silent Spring’ in Environmental Discourse

Nuyts, Jan. Cognitive Linguistics and Functional Linguistics, or: What’ s in a Name?

Panther, Klaus-Uwe. Inferencing in the Construction of Meaning

Steen, Gerard. Basic Discourse Acts: When Language and Cognition Turn Into Communication.

Sweetser, Eve. Levels of Meaning in Speech and Gesture: Real Space Mapped onto Epistemic and Speech—Interactional

Mental Spaces.

Talmy, Leonard. How Language Directs Attention.

Turner, Mark. Discourse Blends.
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