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Cognitive Pragmatics in China in the Past Two Decades
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( Shanghai Maritime University Shanghai 200135 China; Shanghai International Studies University
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Since Relevance Theory was introduced to China at the end of 1980s the scope of cognitive pragmatics in China has expan—
ded from the study and application of Relevance Theory to cognitive pragmatic research based on a variety of theories and metho—

do-ogies of cognitive science or cognitive linguistics. Over the past two decades Chinese scholars have made great progress in

the field of cognitive pragmatics and their academic horizon in this area has been broadened. This paper reviews the development

of cognitive pragmatics in China as well as major achievements Chinese scholars have made over the past two decades and dis—

cusses the characteristics weaknesses and the future development of cognitive pragmatics in China.
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