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A Cognitive Grammar Approach to the Intrasentential Cohesion of Jianyu N2

Niu Bao-y1

( Henan University Kaifeng 475001 China)

This present study is a cognitive grammar approach to the intrasentential cohesion of jianyu N2 in Chinese jianyu construc—

tion

claiming that the semantic profiling of jianyu N2 aligns V1 and V2 into a complex event. The intrasentential cohesion of

Jianyu N2 imposes a restriction in the sense that the patient of V1 and the agent of V2 must coincide in a jianyu construction. It

indicates that a linguistic element with two grammatical functions in a sentence usually plays a cohesive role.
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