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To Integrate Languistic Theories and Practice: the Emergentist Approach

HAN Bai—jing
(Foreign Languages Institute, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou, Gansu 730070)

Abstract: Emergentism denies the existence of inborn grammatical principles and claims that language
phenomena can be best understood by reference to more basic non—linguistic factors such as the general cognitive
and learning mechanisms and their interaction. This new theoretical perspective can help us to adjust the
relationship between languistic theories and practice, thus promoting a coordinated development of the study of
Linguistic theories and language acquisition.
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On the Mechanism of Space Blending

YANG Ke-ren
(Civil Aviation Flight University of China, Guanghan, Sichuan 618307)

Abstract: The paper accounts briefly for the cognitive mechanism of space blending, comments on the
researchers’ exploration of dimensions of spaces, mapping, emergent structure, level of blending and disintegration,
polarization, splitting and partitioning, and material basis, and reflects on the explanation of language phenomena,
methodology, restricting factors and supporting data so as to gain a better understanding and application of space
blending.

Key words: Blending Space ; Mental Space ; Mapping ; Emergent Structure ; Level
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