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Preface

Metonymy is a ubiquitous linguistic phenomenon which permeates almost
all linguistic levels—phoneme, lexicon, phrase, syntax, and text, etc. It
is confirmed by cognitive science that metonymy, besides being a linguistic
phenomenon, is a cognitive phenomenon which is more fundamental than
metaphor. It influences, constrains and even constitutes our thoughts and ac-
tions. It is increasingly recognized that metonymy, deeply rooted in our basic
embodied experiences, is an important means by which people perceive,
express, and organize the world.

The importance of metonymy to the study of language and mind makes it
the focus of many disciplines, such as linguistics, psychology, logic, phi-
losophy, artificial intelligence. However, it is found that the studies of me-
tonymy are still far from being conducted within one united framework. There
are enormous disagreements among researchers on the basic notions, re-
search dimensions, issues and methodologies. Even linguists hold different
views on the key issues of metonymy, such as its definition, classification,
characteristics and functions. Until now, few researchers have touched upon
the embodiment basis of metonymy. Moreover, cognitive linguists are mostly
concerned with the comprehension of metonymy from the viewpoint of ad-
dressee, to the neglect of the addresser’s perspective. They believe that con-
ceptual metonymy is a kind of collective representation that is activated dur-
ing the comprehension of linguistic metonymies. The problem of circularity
(linguistic metonymy—conceptual metonymy—Ilinguistic metonymy) can be
noted from their methodology.

Based on previous studies, the present dissertation points out the es-
sential issues for a proper definition of metonymy, and puts forward the no-
tion of metonymy production competence. It then discusses the emergence

and evolution of this competence on the basis of embodiment and evolution
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theories. It is proposed that metonymy production competence is a kind of
linguistic and cognitive ability emerging from the cognizer’s body and his/her
embodied experiences. This competence is the cognitive mechanism that lies
behind all conventional/novel conceptual metonymies, linguistic metonymy
and various nonverbal phenomena. The metonymy production competence is
further classified into two categories: part-whole metonymy production com-
petence and genus-species metonymy production competence. Both originate
form the attributes and structures of the body and consolidated by the inter-
action of the body and the world. On the basis of the newly proposed delimi-
tation of metonymy, a new classification of metonymies is presented.

Incorporating findings from the second-generation cognitive science,
the dissertation explores the cognitive and operative mechanism of both part-
whole metonymies and genus-species metonymies. In accordance with basic
human cognitive laws, such as the limitation of short-term memory, the se-
lectivity of attention and the least-effort principle of human behavior and the
ego-centricism of the communicators, the cognitive mechanism of part-whole
metonymies is elaborated in light of simulation semantics, and the cognitive
of genus-species metonymies is pursued within embodied categorization theo-
ry. Additionally, the dissertation endeavors to go beyond and complements
the narrow embodiment framework of cognitive semantics by investigating the
situated distribution of metonymic cognition.

In order to solve the problem of methodological circularity, the linguis-
tic data are well selected from a wide range of sources, including both oral
and written data and covering metonymic figure, non-metonymic discourses,
and nonverbal phenomena. The aim is to reveal the metonymic mechanism of
all these data, the production of which can’t be achieved without the opera-
tion of metonymic mechanism. In this way, the explanatory power of metony-
my can be demonstrated without infinitely expanding its conceptual
scope. Integrating empirical research findings to support the proposed argu-
ments concerning the metonymic mechanism of non-metonymic discourse,
the present study attempts to break the circularity loop that has haunted

metonymic studies and seek new methodological possibilities.
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