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Polysemy of Verb chuan (¥ ) and the Linking Mechanisms
among Senses: An Image-schema-based Approach

Zhu Yan

Department of Chinese Language and Literature, Peking University, Beijing 100871
Key Laboratory of Computational Linguistics (Peking University ), Ministry of
Education, Beijing 100871

Abstract Polysemy is one of the important research fields of cognitive lexical semantics, in which
the linking mechanisms among the senses is considered as a very challenging one. Sense of a spatial
motion verb is directly motivated by spatial image schemas. This paper adopts an approach based on
spatial image schemas, extracts more than twenty distinct senses of the spatial motion verb chuan
(%), and attains a radial-structured polysemous system. It also discusses the linking mechanisms,
that is, metonymy and specification, between different senses, and points out in the end the necessity
and importance of the research to fine-grained polysemy.

Keywords spatial motion verb spatial image schema polysemy polysemous linking
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