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Diversification and Empirical Trend in the Development of Cognitive Linguistics
TIAN Zhen' & L1 Jia’

(1.Hunan University, Changsha 410082, China; 2. Shanghai University, Shanghai 200444, China)
Abstract: Recent publications, domestic and international conferences reflect developments and trends in
cognitive linguistics which can be summarized as follows: (1) integration of various research fields in cognitive
linguistics, such as simulation semantics and construction grammar; (2) increasing importance of empirical
studies; (3)more attention on the effects of contextual components; (4) different approaches in deepening the

research of a certain theory such as construction grammar.
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