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Abstracts of Major Papers

An Embodied-Cognitive Semiotic View from the Perspective of Postmodern Embodied Humanism, by
WANG Ming-yu & KANG Zhe-wen, p. 1

The postmodern embodied humanism, with “ embodiment” as its focus, represents the direction of the
postmodern philosophy of language. Semiotics sees the world in terms of syntactics, semantics and pragmatics which
constitute an internal correlation with the philosophy of language. Based on the above understanding we can develop an
embodied view for the process of sign production, which consists of code embodiment, metaphor embodiment,
intersymbol embodiment, semiosis embodiment and semiosphere embodiment. This can be further developed into a
new branch of Semiotics—Embodied-Cognitive Semiotics.

Theoretical Basis and Research Methods of Embodied-Cognitive Sociolinguistics, by WANG Yin, p.9

Cognitive Linguistics (CL) is combined with Sociolinguistics, forming Cognitive Sociolinguistics, which has
become popular nowadays in linguistic circle both at home and abroad. When CL is nativized into Embodied-Cognitive
Linguistics ( ECL), the above-mentioned interdiscinplinary subject can be logically remedied into Embodied-
Cognitive Sociolinguistics. Compared with CL, the philosophical view of ECL is wider, which tries to integrate
Marxist-Leninist Dialectical Materialism and embodied humanism of post-modernist philosophy, thus proposing a new
statement of linguistic embodiment-cognitivity. We think it is identical with the purport of Sociolinguistics. This paper
attempts to describe the theoretical basis and research methods of Embodied-Cognitive Sociolinguistics.

Abstract Locative Relation: Its Embodied-Cognitive Motivation, Encoding and Constraints, by ZHANG
Ke-ding & ZHANG Xiao, p. 18

This article, under the guidance of the revised Reality «— AEC «— Language principle (where AEC stands for
Agent of Embodiment & Cognition) in Embodied-Cognitive Linguistics, discusses the embodied-cognitive motivation
for Abstract Locative Relation (ALR), the linguistic encoding of ALR and the constraints of ALR construction. To
be specific, ALR results from the active embodiment and cognition of AEC, it is motivated by the spatialization
mechanism of abstract entity. AEC can construal the relation between a concrete entity and an abstract entity as ALR,
he can also encode ALR into ALR construction. In Mandarin Chinese, the formation of ALR construction must satisfy
two constraints, one is the obligatory constraint that an ALR construction must consist of the three elements of
THEME, VERB and LOCATION, the other is the semantic constraint that the locative used in such a construction
must have the meaning of being within a spatial scope.

“Boundary” in Spatial Relation in from the Embodied-Cognitive Linguistic View, by LIU Yu-mei &
WANG Jing-yuan, p.24

The spatial particle in, while mainly representing the relation of “inclusion”, is tied with the important
experiential concept “boundary” and rooted with rich embodied-cognitive groundings in physical life. Taken a view

from how in is used, our cognition of boundary enjoys both wide flexibility and some restraint. The flexibility on



