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(categorization by schema).
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(abstract object) ) (behavior) (activity )
(factive scene) (fictive scene).
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. o intention
motion situation
volition
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Cognitive Linguistics: Scope and Methods
Abstract This paper review s the scope and methods of cognitive linguistics. The author dif-
ferentiates betw een cognitive studies of language and cognitive linguistics, and discusses the most
basic aspects of cognitive linguistics as well as its scope and theoretical basis. He also outlines cog-
nitive linguistics in terms of methodology and concrete operations.
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