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Figurel Semantic festure diagram for dachelor (53| & Evelyn Hatch andCheryl Brown. 2001. p. 16).
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The Explanation of Polysemy From Decategorization Theory

CHEN Yun
(Faculty of Foreign Languages, Huaiyin Institute of Technology, Huai ’an, Jiangsu 223001)

Abstract: The phenomenon of polysemy embodies the richeness and economy of language. Therefore, it has

been becoming one of the key issues of semantics and lexicology, but the study of polysemy is still not satisfying.

Under this circumstance, the cognitive linguistics offers a new perspective to it. As a result, this article tries to

illustrate the polysemy from the perspective of decategorization.
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