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A Contrastive Study of the Figure in Both English and Chinese
Fictive Motion Expressions from the Perspective of Cognitive Linguistics
Zhong Shu-neng Fu Shu-ya
( South China University of Technology Guangzhou 510640 China)

Based on a review of literature related to both English and Chinese fictive motion expressions the figure is generally assumed
to be grammatically realized by semantic components such as inanimacy untravellability and spaciality. However our further a—
nalysis indicates that the figure cannot do without a gestalt indeed. Besides there also exist some differences between English
and Chinsse in terms of the collocation either between the figure and time or that between the figure and distance due to the fact
that English is characterized by temporality while Chinese with spaciality in their representations respectively. Furthermore verbs
of path rather than verbs of manner are pervasively used in Chinese fictive motion expressions but it is not the case in English
because both verbs of path and verbs of manner are alternatively used in English fictive motion expressions. It is concluded by
claiming that our research is of some help or implication to cognitive linguistics psycholinguistics translation studies and the
teaching of Chinese as a foreign language.
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a. The highway runs along the river for a while.

( Matsumoto 1996: 362)
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@0 * The mountain range goes along the coast for some
time. ( Matsumoto 1996: 362)

for some time

@ a. The highway runs along the river for a while.
b. "The footpath goes along the river for 15 mi-
nutes. ( Matsumoto 1996: 362)
for a while
@a o
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(2 a. The road (1 was driving on) went along the river
for 3 minutes.
b. The highway will enter California( soon/in a few
minutes/in 3 minutes) .
c. This highway will go through this tunnel in 3 mi-
nutes. ( Matsumoto 1996; 363)
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