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The Construction of Human Cognitive Framework from the
Metaphorical Perspective of Language

Yang Yading
( College of Educational Sciences, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241000)

Abstract : With the computer metaphor as the core of the first generation of cognitive science increasingly prominent shortcomings, the

second generation of cognitive science ,which emphasizes perceptual experience as the core of cognitive construction,has been develo-

ping rapidly in recent years. Language as a bridge which connecting human experience with external things,is of great significance in the

construction of individual cognitive {framework. The metaphorical cognitive ability of human language is the vital element of the cognitive

system and an important way to reflect abstract concepts in human thinking. This paper discusses the mechanism of the construction of

human cognitive framework from the perspective of metaphorical cognition of language, and provides some ideas for future research on

the basis of pointing out the defects and deficiencies in the current research.
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