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Abstract:

Cognitive poetics has developed rapidly since the 1980s. This paper conducts a
scientometric analysis of the cognitive poetics researches included in CNKI and
Web of Science, aiming to reveal the research hotspots and evolution of cognitive
poetics. The results show that the United States and Germany are the main forces
of cognitive poetics researches, and cognitive poetics researches have formed a
compound disciplinary structure composed mainly of linguistics and literature as
well as many other disciplines such as psychology and pedagogy. Metaphor, figure-
ground theory, text world theory and deictic shift theory are the main focuses
within cognitive poetics researches, and neurocognitive poetics has been becoming
an increasingly promising field in recent years. The literature of Jacobs, Stockwell
and other scholars constitute a rich co-citation network. Though the research
hotspots in cognitive poetics at home are largely in line with those abroad, wide
gaps exist in respect of author collaboration and interdisciplinarity especially the
exploration of neurocognitive poetics.
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20 th40 70 AEARLIK, SCHARNE F 20RO 1), D RIRR A NS T
Ao NEITEE” —TaR R B - 28 (Reuven Tsur) F 1983 4F48 1, WiHCoa
/R (2002) By CIAAIRF A 18 ) FIZEAKM (Semino ) FIEH ( Culpeper )(2002) Zi%H
AsCER CINEISCHRS: ) IR ARG AR — 1= RHR 21 iz R AR E L (KA
B, OSE, 2021:27),

FI 2006 4EXISEAE . XA TR CARIRFAIEER ) — BRIk, AR 7E N R
AR, B, ENCA RPN R 2ARAE | KRGS ISR R T
THIMZGR, FHEE (2009) ST TINEREERE L, 07 TIAAIRRE SAEAR AR}
MICER, K HARRRBU A =ABr BT TR . B5HE (2017) B TR FAR
FPEEIZIE . IR R R P RAFAE R R, i AR 22 SO e L5
B PR 28 LR 1) 5 8 R R R AR TR SR AR — R, LRI 1 A 2R
RIS IEER. JRBEZE (2009 ) A IAHIRF2E AR 5 F s ISR DGR SO Y T



SUIFFEEE 1] 1 S0 B b B i SE R IR . XISCRBR B RS (2014) 78 CAKNEE
SRS ) — ISR TIAHIRE A S S . BRI . FENE . B IR R R
Tridie XEERGVERDISC R TIAFITRF A ROMES, MR A7 A BRI PR RN i
WKk, HABFTEERAE T MRS SRS T

R AR SRR Ry S B AN AT R R 25, PT LA SE R BB o S 7E 1Y
BRI S (Chen, 2017:3), FESCHRTHEGUEUL 6 BOR BEZWIER. BT, ©
A7 235 R R AR BN X [ A HIRE A A SR FE 64 T 1 TR AT . % [ P DA
SEWFSERAERE M . VEE SRRSO . R4 S5 5 Bk T 7o, KT
PIHAEIRF2EBR TR ) 2006 4R LUOK AW 1T RAFHSL, #5I TR, HEE.
REVRTE 2 AR UUR SO R G R Z RS, B3 T FNIAARE B
W7 CEIBEF R M BRI SR HUT, N ASRENINAREE I R T S
B, EAMEXT IR I B R R @ . WP RIS A R HEA T T e ()8R
, 2018; sKZAHF, 2018). (HARRFHELI T, —RFEERFEERNDGE, BA
R SN R U ks A T 5 I 2 T ISR 2 — E B S R
ZRR S S, TR R SR IR 2R R ESE AR T-B T4
BB OCTE DGR . ME# S MEMZ GRS, XS0k, g5 HE 2 E 8
Pr it Hh 2B R U A R B D O s RS TR A AN BETR A, AT AL 25 R
JIr S IR 2 N R R AN B

BT LIRS IR , WS IILL E PSRN R A S SR I 4, A SC
TR AT T B R ST TR BRI 2554, DA LU0 EC D) b 1 Ak I N S
SRR SR IR KA PRI

RUEen

ARSCARS FE N AMA IR 2 T I AT AR L 204, LT AR R IR . TR,
STk BRI = AN 2 R FRIAASCRIPT TS it

1.1 B kiR
AR SCEE AR 4350 L KT AT Web of Science A% U 3UHAE H1 BTN HITE22 A 5 SC

47

o B

ook ok 4k



48

N
%0

X

Bko I EARIRE R RS () 7 s ARISCRSE (8) 7 5E A
M2 JRE R (R COAAIRRE RS Uik (D) U, SR T
SCHR 978 G, BFIATES BE Ry 1991—2021 4, i e v i v SCSCik I A A BRI b iy 1A
PRI, A RSO SCHRE , FEASCHR 691 Fi . Web of Science 2.0 £ #i
ERRAN “cognitive poetics (TS) ” OR “cognitive stylistics (TS) ” OR “neurocognitive
poetics (TS) 7 OR “neurocognitive stylistics (TS ) ", FAGZRFICHR 549 55, Wfa] 5
1 1984—2021 4, FIH CiteSpace FRE I A SCHR . BARSSCMZIARE, R
SCHk 487 i

1.2 TR

ABIFFE TR UL TR AR RS TR SCER AT AT AR T ik, R
PR BF 9% 75 5K VBB CiteSpace5.8.R3 1 VOSviewerl.6.16 Wi Fi 4% {2, CiteSpace5.8.R3 J& 7R
EREVE. FRM . 5ICRIMAERE, VOSviewerl .6.16 B/R{EH G 1E . Feftii
PRAERITE . 7ERBOCCRRER RS, 32 H CiteSpace5.8.R3 Hl VOSviewerl.6.16 Xif HEA 7R
HANATIAC R B, X HE AT N AMASI R A TSR 2 B A . SRR, ORI T
REIMIL ML, | 5] SCIEI K I | 2% 48 5 1T S (), s o ) SO DA
ARG R, e R BN AT A BIF 5 S AN A R 34 LA K [ N AR 22 57
AT AT IR R

1.3 W5 In)

ARSI E I AT Web of Science A2 UAHRAE 11y SCHREUR ST 4, AN
FIRFE SRR GRS . ER A 4 | SRS S . JepEs | 45 S5 EE,
PRV N AN ST A B AR 4, BRIBOGSESUI S Sk, TRV [ A AMA SR 2= 5T Bk
I REEEARH TG . ASIUBIE LT AN (1) [ NIMARIR - SO 52 15
PRSI R A S 7 (2) ENIMARIRE A S B E SRR I AT 2R
SeEl7 (3) FEINAMARIRF= U E R T Ry s (4) ERSMATITRE
A SR R A R G54 B2 A . AFSE AR 2 RHER AT ) AT TIRSLRs s A

St[A?
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2.1 Bl i
X EAE SO E #HIT I RS G K, ERNAIMARIR A R AR F R
B e pka e (DL 1),
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30 19 2323, %27 T
10 7 1 TIERERRENDD
01010 10 % 10 30 ot 102 H1 % 533437
<t — n S VN O 0 N o Al N T Vv O DO —~ NN N o~ N —
2232382233888 88888zcsc232s2o2a8 4P
ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ [ I oS B oS Y oN B o [N oN I o TR o I oS I oN (R o BN oS TSN IS A o I oS B o IR o BN oN N o I oN |
Web of SciencetZ.UrEHE A SCHRE W CNKISCHik S

1 NSRS R E

FE| A IR 27 AR DCHIFSE A 2006 AEXISEAE L XA IEA CGARIRF A3 ) — 52k
VRS TFA T b & SR, SCBRECE 75 2013 4F36 %) T T0IE, RS HEA T PR R,
T 2020 AETFUASCHRECRE AT BT TS FEAMASIRR =058 A 20 142 90 AR5 T,
WFFRECR T 2019 AEIR BN T, [RIAET 2020 4 EA T T FE.

SRR, B NIMATIR A ST (AR R R a3 — e i E &1k, BE S
INHIFEEOE IR AL R, BRGS0 TR A e (RIS B T DY, DR B0 P Ra i
Bl A IR 9T I T A S — 8 AN PR, st shise k.

2.2 BlEETEML
T RS U AR A R 45 B TR AT L R R R, B

https://www.cnki.net
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EVERIFTIRAE = I R B ( Hosseini et al., 2018:242), LS NEETEE . H

R | M IX DA B 1) 25 S0 VB VR I 45 % [ N AMA IR 2 5 15 DL HE A T 20T

e, TEAEE R SCECRE DT, MR 1 2 T, AR R SR Y
FHOER TR, BRI . BEIREA S EAN SO i s e R A A e
BR A FESEE (Luedike ) 58N, [RIWF, FESATHT . WL v WURFIRERIAE (Conrad )
SN SCHRS IR s, PRBE 1 X e B A e ARy U B AT — i AU .

x1 PEAMNPAIISFE ST EEE

= BN E EXRARE
TR 17 8
REVRYS 1 0
T 8 5
I B 7 0
b=} 6 3
HHEE 6 2
EISSE 5 6
Al 5 5
IEEpEs 5 3
* 1A 5 2
LUK 5 0
= 5 0

# 2 Web of Science #ZOEBEFINNFESIH T E/EEH

Author Documents Citations Total Link Strength
Jacobs, Arthur M. 22 539 41
Stockwell, Peter 11 120 6
Luedtke, Jana 7 111 20
Pirnajmuddin, Hossein 7 7 10
Whiteley, Sara 7 26 4
Aryani, Arash 6 111 15




Author Documents Citations Total Link Strength
Tsur, Reuven 5 9 2
Conrad, Markus 4 115 17
Gavins, Joanna 3 34 2
Gibbons, Alison 3 5 1
Kinder, Annette 3 50 4
Mahlberg, Michaela 3 55 7
Menninghaus, Winfried 3 80 10

TEAE#SAETTT, W3R 1, 2 AT UL, B85 JRURIE %A 17 31l 2 [l AL AR A R 332 85
WAEE BRI R 2 . BIRARIRIE (total link strength ) S T4 5 5 HAUAY
FUSAEIREL (Eck & Waltman, 2013: 7), fEERESCRMIBE K TIZEE G
Sz, AR SRR S, R 1L 2 AT, [ NIRRT RO R R
JE BRSNS VRSS2 af L, MRS

B2 ESMARIS AR S S G IEMES

[TV
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HES AT, #5HR (Geyer ) FTHEFRURS H AU S VEME BN R, Horh LIS A i
N B B VRN B

W5 - ML AEAS A ( Arthur M. Jacobs ) JEAABK [ Fi K223 F 50 B2 R 2,
PUAh AR AN 224 il (CONB) J2—A800 T AL T 0 5 2 - BHIF 5T
Huly, TERZE NN RS SRS T SR, A IMRI (DD REPEREIL IR R ). MR
(FPZif% ). EEG (IR IE ), NIRS CEZLAMGIIRERAR ). Eye—tracking (RSB LS )
SEINEN I R F AR R R SCF B 5 AL . FES T - #5HB ( Thomas Geyer )
SRR E S E RO R, EEVFR OISR e RE . e R AN 52
Mo HAE - WIFTSEEUR (Peter Stockwell ) JE3E [ T UK SCFIE 5 2 B2, L
JIT SR NAITR: . SCHIR RTINS, SIESHL - DRI (Michaela
Mahlberg ), 4% « 3£ (Paul Simpson ) 25 & AR, 4 (CUEFTFH) (&1
Wi ) ( The Cambridge Handbook of Stylistics ), { 3C# R HIINHIE W )( Cognitive Grammar
in Literature ), {BH4]1/N3L IR )( The Poetics of Science Fiction ), (KNI F8 )
( Cognitive Poetics: An Introduction ), { 244X 3CAK2E Y Contemporary Stylistics ) %, 55
IR DM S5 S AR WA IE W5 A T HRRVERF G ik, 00 TRF9E S0 i gk
VR A AR EE . DAL 2 (71 @GS AT LUE AT RUHE SCBUR R e i
GAEML , HEAATIORRS SR NP2 AU A B T e e, 349 0 TN 2kl

THEAENTIR A SUs B B FIPRR , X — PG AT 2 e 1 ARG 27 s ) A 4
SEMZENAIR

Hk, WHEZ I O SCREMAEIER S ERE, SER | ks = RS s iy
AW R ok, FBIE L SR el TIA IR EECR (WL 3),

M3 T, 5 T A2 23 531 DA R = AR S 0F 5 B0k AR A e A
(Betweenness Centrality ) fis B %, SERERBYATFECR & THERE, (HhA ot
TR

# 3 Web of Science ZUEBIBEINNFFAHE XA RER S/

Country Count Centrality Year
USA 74 0.10 1994
ENGLAND 62 0.06 2007
RUSSIA 58 0.00 2012




Bk
Country Count Centrality Year
GERMANY 50 0.14 2008
PEOPLES R CHINA 29 0.00 2012
SPAIN 24 0.02 2006
ENGLAND 14 0.00 1999
ITALY 12 0.00 2010
ISRAEL 10 0.00 2016
[RAN 10 0.00 2012
FRANCE 10 0.02 2014
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T P — B SRR (Burt, 2004 ) MISSHIALIERTAE ORI, &M
O FAEFLHHE AT S A S R0 T . SR E RS AR G, A O MR A T AN
FEZARHR 45 P B SRR (O SCHREAE, A PO Y s — B R S o 2 E
(. BA AR YRR RVE AT 5 (Chen et al., 2009: 12), f#[E = Ao
TS A TS AT 30 AT A3l A7 A BR A 3RAI B VE 2%

K3 AR R E RSN LS
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BJa, MUY RSCR B (IER4), FEINIARITRR =Sk SCH e i T L
ey 53 ) J2 R VKT MR 55 2 T 7E A DU T AR R - X F5 RUSTE R P Ao L X
CLARTERY) POIMIE R | ARSI e A DO TR 2 AR D3 58 e i) 7 R,
HPU) N AME R RS B IR A WF RO FE B T AR A OEF . R AR 240 K ST
i e A TR 20 S A A S TR RO PR AR F 7 | S E s BUR T e Y 3
WTDURSE B3 - R 2P ER LLE IR RIS . LRIAR - &AM (Alison
Gibbons ) I Y3 R 5§ R /R TG RN LR B - B4FF] (Sara Whiteley ) FITR4
i+ FE3CHT ( Gavins Joanna ) FTERIDE EHAERRER .. X LE 2 A 3 IRIZ BN IR
FWTFEI S, BTV 2SI R RIS , TR RS AT SR B
B TARSRAYSE

F 4 EHRIMAIEFZSIEE X EREN AT

A& AL BN E E ML RN E
1 PO ANE A 74 Free University of Berlin 25
2 R AR 22 University of Nottingham 18
3 il Ne e 16 Tel Aviv University 1
4 R T K= 16 Sheffield Harlem University 9
5 TERE 14 University of Sheffield 9

MAUEAE EF, AR At RS AR AR 27 U vh e B T B s i 5 AR e
X MR ER AT i T 45 A1 207 AT A A3 R BR A58 R SR 45

Li LR, X LEIE NAMARIRE A0 SR B SRR 4, SRR 2B e e A
FafE. B HIX, USRS I REGR, [ N IA RS2 SO b 2 ARS8 25
FRHTZAEE AR, BRTHE AR R U S R A

2.3 RIFE P04
Xof 2F B AT P ) 24 AR RIS T 20 AT e 6 15 Bl i3 3 D 8 31 24 R i B 8 EOR TR
FEAE AT, F 5. 6 4 HIRER TN AA S oT AR,



# 5 CNKDIAFEFFARRAT ST EERIFEH T

rank source documents
1 HMNETE XL 51
2 ESCE® 19
3 HEXFERK 15
4 NS 14
5 A RIRER 1
6 SMEMTFT 8
7 HMEZT 8
8 NEZ/ N 8
9 ZMNHBEF TR 7

# 6 Web of Science U EHEEIAFIR AR KM 55 £ Bk IRHATI

rank source documents citations latest IF
1 Language and Literature 48 255 0.677
2 Poetics Today 20 219 0.371
3 Journal of Literary Semantics 14 24 0.625
4 Style 13 57 0.06
5 Enthymema-International Journal of 1 5 o
Literary Criticism Literary Theory
6 Tomsk State University Journal 10 6 0.226
7 Frontiers in Psychology 8 175 2.988
8 Journal of Literary Theory 8 114 —
9 Neohelicon 6 5 0.163
29 Frontiers in Human Neuroscience 3 140 3.169
% Psychology of Aesthetics Creativity 3 108 4439
and the Arts
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N
%0

X

ATOL, AR R OGS R I R R BN S0 | IR EEE ], 2
WD COMEITESC) RINIRF I & SO dc s AT, BT, s R
T4 0409, H R AINIREEARDGE SO, A IS RGeS0, WHIAEIE
LA T W SCFEAE R T. B AMATIRR AR SCAF I 1R I P R A £ 2R 302 | iR
B, REMF SCL (BHERI3CRE] ) 5 SSCL (AESRE51 RG] ) 1 2—4 X,
Horb, R SCHcGR RIS | 5 m O PIRR (I 5 30% ) (Language and Literature ),
ZHE JCREF 2 NI, fF SSCI 3 X, 2 A3 AR T TR,
T, INIRFEEI ST R SCEHEAETT 50 2 BskiE I FIh, COBRATTTE ) ( Frontiers in
Psychology ). { NFAERIZERTHT ) ( Frontiers in Human Neuroscience ), (3%, B3 &
RO Y( Psychology of Aesthetics Creativity and the Arts ) =TI & SCECR 978
10U, (ARSI HR, 0] AR ST 5T B T LA it A
B RHEE, B T IR )

PRI UL, SENAHE, ESMARIREF AR5 R IR RIBR 3% | 15 2K
BRAL, BAHE—Le ) AR SR ), R T A2 (R il A IR 27 1 28 X
K.

2.4 FRIE R4

INHITRES: A 20 T4 80 ARAUR R EATE AL T 850 A AR R 450, LA T
MITIEZERV A . BB 2FRER =7 TR R I A R 45 44 Je T 1T
WAL ST

2.4.1 i@ R

Pl 4 J&R T EAMASIRFF ARSI T Y E B A

A, ESMARTREORR EENE THF 5. CF Ol BERPFIRA
SCERE, S0 SR T N T IR 220N, (E ] 4 @R SR
APOL, TR AR T B SRS R T 0, ORISR ISR R e R TE S
%o ENHIRR AR AR AT S RSN EEA 2, IR TIANHIRR 2 22 RS Rl A Y
Faio

MEERHATE B, MR B S 2R E vk, 752 Bl AR
S AERRRINFN R 7 A T 5, B0 - AR (1992) FEZEAE GE N F R 22318 )



Kl 4 Web of Science #Z/ O EHREINFIRF AR AN 5 R A1 0 2%

(Toward a Theory of Cognitive Poetics ) W&y, INFIRFE e —FhEs 2= RH B kL,
FH UL B B R BGE 5 RSB (Gavins & Steen, 2003: 11), 3% SCHT A5 BIAH T
SRINIRF2 2 B TINS5 22 AL O B SR Y, (RN S e &
S A EE R “G5E MEAEGR M OE R . IR IOZ I Ry SO B R
RN, B TIAENE S A UUCE T AR B A RO HEE S
S RO | LG AR AR S0 B R AR AN R B Al B VR
FEER A3, TR — RS 2R . M7 “BriRes” .

2.4.2 FEOFIA R — K ER LI R 25 53 b

AT ST S R 90 4 X R IR AT 9 A O B T AR A v 1 56 R RN R LA
FEAE . BHFATR RS PO  2658 5 i T SRR, TR GERR 1T S ]
FIEBR, IR LERNGRESAE (Eck & Waltman, 2014: 239 ). £ VOSviewer
SERISEII L, BOCZRIRIE (total link strength ) S T SCAR) 5 HAt AR B 4k
BKEL (Eck & Waltman, 2013: 7), A 1 OCHERFE# R i 255 VBT

B FEHG H E HTR F Web of Science #0080 4 T 1 A HIRE 2 A SR 93 56 4 1)
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FIHT VOSviewer BEAT[R] a5 IF . TEOGHRERR G JEIT R # i AT AL 2 B, (IR

7. 8)
&7 CNKIIAANFZEAERHT R E K HIA
keyword occurrences total link strength
IANFNIF 422 1005
R st 104 268
INHISC R 73 192
S} 43 150
ERER 34 106
SRS 32 105
R 28 92
NGl 28 83
Feilgy 27 84
WSS 26 98
AL 18 52
WHNES Y 17 69
IHEZS[E] 13 40
# 8 Web of Science #UEHEETIANIFAAR KR EE R
keyword occurrences total link strength
cognitive poetics 102 125
cognitive stylistics 30 47
metaphor 27 57
conceptual metaphor 18 29
text world theory 18 42
emotion 17 38
neurocognitive poetics 16 24
cognitive linguistics 12 17
aesthetics 11 16




keyword occurrences total link strength
deixis 9 23
foregrounding 9 22
rhetoric 9 16
cognitive grammar 8 18
reader response 8 18
attention 6 11
blending 6 12
memory 6 8
neuroaesthetics 6 13

AL, AR EE ARG A FIE T SENE . Bk . BRER 3
ARG HIFALSE, EA ARG A RS . SOR TR S | IR
T2 B VA EAREERMBRT .

S—, FENSCHERP OGRS BB T AR, 2
N 422 RN T3 Yo Ryt — 20 ST X WA 3 3R ) ol P9 2 7 A7 A TR AT 2 O f) L
2255, HI VOSviewer HEAT BN SCHETR] 1 G BOWLEE, K19 i 18] /D50 R i B & Ny
2, AIHALEERILE S,

UL, DGR AR RS SOCHA R I R L, HAEARRREE T A
SO BFEBOCHER] . NSO B SEBOCHE AR, SR A
MDA S Touy < 1 1< B2 VIR £ L] [ R O S 117 1o A A S {5 S Y U S
T B AR

S8R “IN H T 2 (cognitive poetics ) ™ Yl T AR A m T “IA 1 SC A A
(cognitive stylistics ) " BUGAFAE T EANSCHRT, 2 AYILBLR 28 0 A s L S5 1 A
SCHkELR (L 6 ).

HIBERT UL, “DNIRpa” R NSO B A e 28 5, (HOGTE Ri2E 5
AR, T B2 SRR R e o S E— 2 S O

B, Ky, BUEESHNE, B SORER | R85 . s S i 2

a
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5 CNKI STk “AFIEFE vs INHISUREE" A HE I 2%

6 Web of Science # /0> X {F&EH “ ‘cognitive poetics’ vs ‘cognitive stylistics” 7 K5

TR I 4

] PN AR R 2 s ) DG A A 5 s

By 2 A & E RO Z —, IR R AR 7 i — 0 E . H4E
FORUR (2002: 112) AR, MINFIRE A EEER0R0 , OZFIE “SBme B Rl 1
— RS, SR TR R AROR” o ARG SUARIF I B RERIE Y 2T
B B ZARBER, MHAHIRE2AL T 1 B T S8 38 2 A P e B R AT, ]
HAXT T AR BRI FRAA T , P A A T BRI R L, AR X
HEAE TR ( BEURYE , 2008: 304 ),

PR SEEE TR (OB, 5SRO EIE R ) BTSRRI AR B X
KFo WFEEUR (2002: 14) YONTESCAER T, AWAN THE M 5 2EE, 5
A RESEBGR RS, MBI S AR R A R ] fE 78R ©

2|



B B ARG SO TR v i S 0 T Ol — 6y v B R S e s DU
(8 ST 5 434 £ B OCTE TR S AL RTR 4y, B St Ee 4R gt T —FioBr il A
B “HIR A, SCHSCHEMES AT RIS RE R B AL

PRI AE D0 B 2 v 8 AR DA 3 R vl o X [v] — R AR T sl i S AR 254 11
{5 BT ZAESS , RN I R S5 HER . o siUR (2002: 79-80 ) ARy SC
FREA =2 AR R o) B HEEAL B =R, R
Ktk WA EAPE . SCERIZUR R TRAT 0 SO B A T S AT R RE 2, 2
—Fh AP (constitutive schema ), IS RF# BENS i A 14 A [ 91322 Xof ]
— SRS AN R AL

FE 7R B BRI 2 DA R SO 1B % BUME D BN A B3 — A R, R
PHEELEVE S Ay BIE FE s oty AN O Qe 38 o TR R A A DA SR 1 7 ) 4
N, ESORUMEERS , IHER TS B0 — s TR (Stockwell, 2002: 47 ),

SO SIS I AR A TR, BRI TRATH WA AR,
S ARSI — RGN AT AL o SCACHH U AT RE T FAESCAS 805, Bk
MREE DURT” H— M. Sk R g AR S R T R ez, &
5H ARG EL B SO R (Stockwell, 2002: 136 ),

95 =, "B L (reader response ) & E AMIFSE ) BT AR AL B BT BRAL
AR B ICRIRIE . B SN WFTE R L TS0 % 5 H AR BB A SO R B SHIERFSE
AT 20 S -C AR SE ERE R, B SCFAAEPE A9 F SRS QIR o R4 B 5
P B b SO R SOVIE ST AR RO TR AR 1Y . B TR A 5 vk
WFE R 5 SO RO I B30, I SR 8 7 DAGR BE SO SOAR S sl B
2 HHE SO M ( Whiteley & Canning, 2017: 71). PN MITFERF ST 4L
U R RNAEST , BERARIFST S B A R B A TR, R Sy TR AA A
FE—E B R B

S0, EAMARIRFEAHSCAT ST, “MZENEIRF# (neurocognitive poetics ) ” “icd
12, (memory ) ” “MiZ 32 (neuroaesthetics ) 7 Z5A B A BUARR, (RIL T .00 FF
FASI B 2R SRR AH S 6 103X — BT IR B, (e g s b ok
TEo 20 ted 90 ARAR LK, EAMARITFAIE & FF 46 S 1 St i 8 B S A
T AR FRLE, IFRIF T 3T 0 BF R 2B 0 U F 1R %R . BT
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62

N
%0

X

T S i v B SRR RN AR B 194 o) JELG W 32 3) 1 AR 22438 1Y GTE (Emmott, 1996, 2002;
Gibbs et al., 2003; Miall & Kuiken, 1994; Van Peer et al., 2007; Peer, 2002 ), ]
JU+ HIR (Van Peer, 2002) 7ESZUERF ST i UESE 3245 11 28 07 23 90t 185 140 1 75 R AIE
g1, BUHT S AA0 52T AR F A s Y SO BT SR RAERS, EATA I T fE e
18, BE AR AL SR BRILZ AL, IR R 5206 T vk 0 R e R A,
IRShiEER . FAOCHAL , ITLLAMKBUR . DIREPEREIR R 545 Fh o g I3 T
HE O, A51E S R UCRHE LS N Al A b B b 2L (EAE T s, AR
SRIX LM RAR D 2 58 T 3R 877 1 (Hogan, 2014: 520), {HAF IR
&, SCHERNE T FRHAR 2R 1 58 LB 2 NP AR 7T 420 T K A5 % AiE
e, A BT INARE =D 8 2 IR RS BUR 1 R0l B AR KR IT IR &R . il
¢ (neurocognitive poetics ) IX—# B RIRLB WAz, SR AL IS 7 SO 3
T, N FHAS RN 2Rl R IR R A1 & R EAE B AU Tl R rp ik 6
B, MR RS 1 B o Bl S A SR E AL

XA L, E X ZIATRF AR O E S H, AP E2IRE. bEENHE
Z IR A LI, VAP ER S S SR U B PRI T
HE, AR ARSI A 2 AR S )

2.4.3 SRPER——3 1 S0 BT B b | A

G SRR IR T LR SE I TA] B A SCHR o e 48 A 5 | TR DG B R] , AR T 24 R4
SR A PR K RS R, ABFSE R CiteSpace WA T EAMARIRF A/ 58 P-4
RGBT I (WA 7)

TSI P ] O, A B B A A 5 | Sk 58 2 5 SO0 A% (2003 ) st 13
2 CNAIEFE 523 )( Cognitive Poetics in Practice ) VB FEU/R (2002) B G

K7 Web of Science INHIRFEM R S3 SOk E sl 1 -E R B



F 25 S48 Y(Cognitive Poetics: An Introduction ), 7€ 3R BE 43 51 g 2004—2008 45 D) Kz
2004—2006 4F . FIE L 12 A~ F R E TR T INEIREA 7 R P e SCA 3BT i1
N, 5B W RS A TN h B IR AR, flanEDE S s ie .
RIS . SOARTE SRS . XA A T R DA AR 27 ST B 1 ST 3R ) 28 it SRR
2013 4E 2 Ja I A5 | SCREILE M 2 AR 2 U 5%, PRI T # 2 n2
WFFE AR AR

RIS AT, HEAAH (2015) ) “Neurocognitive poetics: methods and models
for investigating the neuronal and cognitive—affective bases of literature reception” LA 6.38 [
FEPRPE R T EAL, SRR B A 2016 4ERESE 2 4o A A /e i SO HL S8 T
T 2011 4R H 222 (NCPM : neurocognitive poetics model ), 3 #
Gl BREF . TREME AN RO BURFEIS, WRICFIR S L. 5%, W3k
BRI Z AR, il E EAARE I, /N R R T A
SEFHRITE . AL, MR AR — R SCERA I PRI C 260) H 4
B, PEIARITF SR MAEAWIR X — R RIS . §758 . BIERTIRZ
TR

YT 28 RS SR AL BIOC R, 3 R/ MR B SR BB 5 BRI,
Do 2 e (13 SR AR R AN ST BRI 51 B9IC 5%, BRI S B 22, JC R
W, HELUHOH . SCHE LI R0 2% rp 5C 2R 08 B s ) STHIRAT By RIS s i B
SN 268 S | FHPAUBE S, T/ 8 SR T R AMARIRE2 A 2w | 4, &
o =R RIS R B I =S, R | SR 200 & e 45
A, SR 2 NSCHR T SN . SO AR F 0, 26 3 SOk 28 p 22

K 8 Web of Science ZuLEHREE AR =AM 4 5| ] 25
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IR

AL, KT, 2 ZEIERARIER B8, B3 IR Z AR A AR e | SUik
IR5G T AN RN BRI S | SCIRAL BRI 5D, (B TEAR R AIE R, ML TRk
HREEE s R R M LU SRR 2 (B AT 3 E R R SC &R .

TR BN U N B AU AT B B 278 SCRREE, O ¢ 2R 0 (B4 5
10 XIS | LS AT R AL, T AR i o | 2% e 18 2 20 A 3R 3 4 79 i 1 1 SR
PSR 10 W, ARSI 2 200 4 ny 1y R MITEAEACR T 2R BB RTRAERY, X
ST SRS TIZ AT 58 I 2 B o SR 1 — 2 2R M SR, 4 DC AR I (ELIS R
W, CTRa . SCRS . SCRNELL XA RIRF 2RI 255 M AR 2 & 3
6 5 10 H (Lakoff, 1980; Stockwell, 2002; Stockwell, 2009; Zunshine, 2006; Semino
& Culpeper, 2002; Gavins, 2007 ), FE4f T INFIRFA GG FLAL IS FOIEAMES:, 2
LW WA LS H R MR, MR 2R AU, SC T IR ERE . A
ITFARR | P2 541 258 SRk ( Bohrn et al., 2013; Jacobs, 2015; Vo et al., 2009;
Willems, 2015 ) EATIEERAYIERETICER, J&EIT 2N MR 2T 5T Y 27 IV 24 i
2] [ — 21 2 STk
351G

AR TR 2R B TR E N AMARIRF A AT SR ES HEA T T B AR L 234
AT EIERR,

B, TERMERI T, FENIMAPR RO R K RIK S A S, BAK
SIS ESMARE R RARRAR, A 20 2 80 AEACHA KL
%, HAEEHEMEECFE. FWNTRERSIGT 20 TH4 90 4840, HrmdiREoR, &
BT FESMARE BT BRI B

B, MWRMEAENSG BE, EAMAMRFFSUS e . ER /X, Hliy
ZIERIIE T )z . ARERRIAAE, TERL T an g3 A& AT T RE sE R R e Y
EARGVERIBN, 7645 AW SIEURIL TARIRAGIE J) o IR T R 2= SR AR SR
fr ) BRI ISR AT N DL RS U R G, BORAZ K, A
BER, RTINS A A T



B, WEZOREIITR LA, EAMAITRE AR T 1 2R IEH T sc1 (B
FHI3CRG]) MSSCL (HEaB5 I 3CRT] ) 2—4 KB F 2 SC72RIBT], FAIA
SRR Y 2 BRI TR 22 i 5 2 A A 2R Rl ), BEE AR 2 R AL
AL AR NI 6 SRR T, IIRp 2 U I A B AR AT AR Ji s - 5 R
SR S AR T

0, MWK R A, o, B NSRS IE ) B e R 4 1
K, FEOIEF S O, DM B, RRZERSREE KRR JRTH
JEHIR O B AR 2 AR 14 A JR LA B 55 NSO B R A At E 1IN RIRs 22
FR, BTF TR AR AR ) o HOR, P RuE B, ENAMIPR A TEAR R
M S, B “EE RN PRI A58 SR 7E [ PN A Sl (AL 1 [l AL
FEAESLUETT BB LA B R R Jo ML RO PR R L AR R 220, R~
ARSI B U A AT AR A AR NI, RS B B T R AL
i, CAANAIRG A Ty S0 R 5 2 i A S SR BLaiAT Ty B Rlar S, doh bR A
JENABLHRIR AU . fR)im, MG ISCORBUAIILRE S R4 i Sz W)~ BLEERD EoR R, 28
i 30 ZAEMAE, INAITF A SUSIN BIRTSE C 28 i 1 - ASE B2 RHRERT, A
Al . B SRR AR AR RS SO R B T F B AL 5 2%, FEBLe AN L
NFSEE A TIARIRF AR PREGE R TSR A RS AR

ARSI 30k FE P AMA IR A ARSI BEA TR A T B RG-SR A B TR 73
Hr, SRR T N AMARIRE A B A R BB KRR , DAESEH T g
FRMBLOL N B R AR TS %
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