Modern Linguistics II{YIE S 2, 2024, 12(4), 1-13 Hans )0
Published Online April 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml|.2024.124212

IWHIE
aig

W ZRITYE R 2EAMNEE R, (LR U R

]]III'

FUE TP IEFEF PRNIAL

N
&
)

Woks H . 20244F1H26H; FHER: 2024437280 &ATHM: 20245F4H7H

HE

BoHThR B9 X33 B SR R e R B R M S RE AL R IA M RE R A AR R B R T BRI ER. B
BER, WPIGERER S BWFELEEN. WAk, SACNBIBKR, XERTH2ERRATLE, R
EEITIRE . £EMWILERFR. NNGIESEEHE, AANHSERIESEIHER. B, SRE
HPIOEHE, UBSHERR. SKeo0. SR, HERE. RAREHEENTZERRIE N
WHIE B 2R ARRIAIC G F R, AUH L8] o 2eE BIiAHr Bk, S A mIC 2 IR,
R3S E 1 5 I BT,

X in

BT %, BEREE, WINSWE, FhIEss

Cognitive Linguistics-Based Lexical Network
Construction in Middle School English
Teaching

Mengdan Xu, Yiran Wang

College of Foreign Languages, Shandong Normal University, Jinan Shandong

Received: Jan. 26", 2024; accepted: Mar. 28", 2024; published: Apr. 7, 2024

Abstract

The latest version of General Junior High School Curriculum Standards places greater emphasis on
vocabulary requirements for comprehension and expression skills. The questionnaire survey
shows that the junior high school English curriculum tends to neglect the connection between se-

XEFH: WEFH, TR NG S I N Y] SEE R Z ). BARIE 2%, 2024, 12(4): 1-13.
DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.124212


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.124212
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.124212
https://www.hanspub.org/

WA, R

mantic, lexical and cultural connotations of vocabulary, which prevents middle school students
from expanding their vocabulary and makes it difficult for them to engage in in-depth and com-
prehensive English communication. Cognition and language are closely linked, and cognitive me-
chanisms affect language learning. Therefore, the paper focuses on junior high school English
education, with the integration of relevant research, comprehensive analysis, field research, ques-
tionnaire survey, and inductive deductive reasoning as the main research methods, explore the
construction of vocabulary network from the perspective of cognitive linguistics, and innovates
and optimises the ideas of junior high school English vocabulary teaching in order to improve the
efficiency of vocabulary learning of middle school students and promote the process of second
language acquisition of learners.
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W 250k 0 U4 AR N, MRS B S S0 MR RO LIE S 5 2 3. RSBIERE SR SN i B
B F U2 Fillmore. 1771 W48 & — R 2K 22 ST HESE, ARV 28 A2 A8 NI P R s — A B R X A
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Figure 1. English vocabulary memorization efficiency of junior high school students
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Figure 2. English vocabulary learning range of junior high school students
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Figure 3. The influence of cultural differences on vocabulary memory
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Figure 4. Students’ use of vocabulary
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Figure 5. Students’ ability to respond to words in communicative situations
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Figure 6. The popularization of lexical networks by teachers
[ 6. HUmxHaC RS E R ER

7 AR R, BRI A a2 A R BB B SC B R gL ?

RBAEEIE L

AR AR F|
R BMEAR 2 50E 60.93%
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Figure 7. The subconsciousness of students in building lexical networks
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Figure 8. The popularization of constructing lexical networks among students
E 8. #M4 B EMZIRCMEE R IER

SEEE R I T4 AR SEE R BCE R LR — R AR . B, 68.21% 0 A\ e A2 e
Tl A R H R SR (LA 1) 2R 2% 5] b B v A7 75 S R 0 s 28 0 1 B a1 A2 SRS R 75 SR o T 7E
JOBFUME LR B, AUH 11.59% M2 TN A& IE 5 Bt k., A RIRHh A A BB e il 12 5
Tk FE R R AR X IR, e A A S AN RTKCE 20 SR (L] 6) 0 28—, IRV 280 7 VR B g
F—, JUBFUNSE R A B, FICAEPEE 7 7 IR R, 64.9% 0 2 A RO SRk e 12 B
R R EA R (K] 2), 68.87% )% AE /b 4 & F ARV #-AT BRARICAZ V50 18 1 i v T s aml VL I 2% (AL
B 7. 5] 8). 1XFhaE 2] SRS RE TG B 2 AR AR SR G AR SR iR ialV i, AR TR s A 2 o) M. 25 =,
I T S = A RN B 202 . 22 TR 7 B 0% 0 P i AR D VAR R — 1AV A 1 B 4R R
ZEYE FAAER SO E S, W 2 E A — A, 3R S T S 2RI s i RN A, A
R PETEARIBUE R E(ILE 3) . 76.16% 15 A A7AE BT S04 22 S5 i AN B AR % B A (R 0L, A AT TPE 22 B
N FH 5 N H OV N S RS A LA i B (L 4 1] 5)e B AR OCHIT T X IR A R A
Ko SR DT TR B (A5 BB AT SEBEAN 40 A, T DA BE B 45 HA 400 B B A SRl 2 R AR LU R
AN ] i
2.1. BFENELRRIA, BrZ 8

FOM R ZAUEEAL G L . R SORIIE R 1012 55 17 5 = W7 200 800 KRl AT 305, AR
B S, BRI K SO AR AT /S fb 22 e [1], 9F ey min e A IR, 8
AP A RHATIREE . AT TOE PRI TR BRIz Ak, W1 s BOR AT 205 T 5 AR 1 & ) PR
HlT PR A2, % ) GRS AR e A B 4 24k, ik 2 AR W BRI R AR
REJI[L], XAy A i TR B R, W LB I BUE R B 8 S A3 R ST AR
2.2. EEREEIEPERT CBEM

TEE 5 IR, A e BRI o N 25 R = SRR i B B R R o 400w o B S s 0 v 8 ik
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FErF, FUEMRLE DAL T T S HE, BT R IR SRIRE AN IR, #20 HOMAE UFAF SO ATIEIRE R
E A IR TC — R R A, AR SCRR AR, BALA) T ERES IR, BUE AR AR
BRI AR AR 1S LR ANE, DREREF IR AR N [2]. IR, R ARl EnBe ) FIRESE R 2 e
TIKFZEAFTIEIL T, BN 5 AR HE e O R At R A R G B BT, S EUE
AR TE 1% 56 2 MRS P 2 SRR O AR HE S BEAT L2 518 ], AR ST ORAME . BRI, MOANIE & 5
MR, XRNC B RATA i, S HESGE R BT A e e 3, WA ReE Y, M
IR 4, R st AR AR SIS BEREIR AL 1) A A B .

3. IEip#ELA
31 I\HIIBS =

WHNE S FRIETFM— 03, £ —T1ETHE AR AR ER, € NI FR 2
5 JRANFIRE S A A R FOIE S o 7R RN FIIE T AR BOE R B Fg A, 7E 1980 AEARE IR
1990 ATt s

] Py 25 3 5 3 v S B EINE 5 25T T R BOSIIE AL . T AR SIS AR R, T
SEENENE S F IS, ([ EARAERIRMEE S SN RGN, TR e 8 1 3iE % 5] &
Gr. FHOCHFFLIE RS T N E A AVE WA S AR i B E SRR R . ARG 2
()R 2 IC R AR AR 3 R M SR 2% o0 DA BB ST A BN SCE B0 (38 R RS PR 2 1)V 283 1 R e
[3]o A HF 2 h 2E AR AE AR (0 K 32 22 ) UAE TRV SR A FLSE R BA R, BT e 2
rHSI it % RS i, e G BREE . AR RIS B AR PRRBTERRE L TREAE S, R A
F. KBRS, NI A 2 I8, Bt I 3R .

3.1.1. REISEMFIRS

WHINE 5 U0, AIEX AT AR, 2 B EHTE 2 AL Y 7 B HE AR5 I AE
P, FRTECEA R ARL AR R IR SIS, ARG EH AR R P — e MBS /S, U
Wtk R I . N T RIS TERE, KNIE S 2 K Pt (Roschy B LRI/ A AR 2R BAT S RRAE (9
REYETHERAZR: SEARZRML, BHhR. BEMENEYET LAEE: K TEARZR, #HEMA&,
B FEET FOERE[4]. FEARTERE R~ NI E MBI RIEALEZR, RASAHR. N5t
SHEERREEE. RRREErERES. EHER L, PARRS ARG R RHE, A
T AEZR S BT, AR, 2250 idiZ 9.

T AL N AN ANRE 7, T AATIFE D R 5 ) 2 e B 2 R AT 2 R e SR B R T i .
B [ —VO RGBT S ST  EARRME R RGL, AL AR R, e B R LI RRAE
TC8 TV iR 2 (RFAE,  JF BLAE U AR 0E Tho is HRB[5] o YW 1) J5 8 T DA S I o i v o it DR B — 2
OB, AT DU U N AZ O 1 B . Bz 3R SE B I2 B B0 RSB Ve R, AR T 20T
FERMEA RO TE RV BCS 5, AE e IR INGS, Bl A S AR

3.1.2. FEMIER5

et 78 45T 1980 4 Metaphors We Live By (FA 16 LA A2 B i) — 5 k3. Bam 2 s 2k T340
F—Fp P B FRL 5 — MR ST, — AN SO MRS s 21 5 —AME Sk, 35 Bh kA 13
R MG . ARG BT AT FAR 25 A A K 58 % 38 k. 4. Time is money. LAFRATI#E 135
B ER” SRIEREE AR CRTIE” IR, SERTERATEE R RE R, RZAGHEY, XEESERN
R AR IR .
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AR, AR T RS S e . MRS R S B . A ARG 7T R A At A2 R 2
LU RFEEIT. HArE NI T A BN A AR S A EIR T SR S U NS AL, 4Rk
TN JZ T B gy B AT 7T [6]. A R TR fE B BT AU R I, e ] SCATAE A R AR i 3 1
HEAER, @ ARRE YA T A FE S AT e A, AT SE I IE] SCATAE . it Bl T group of sheep Al
group of people 7E/&EN - BAAIE, At DLFR AR 3 — SR IR 1] 15 1T DA — Tl RE A5 2 48 31 o) — PR 3
CERERINTE)

3.1.3. HEFFNF

HEZRTE Y 52 L [HE 5 %K Fillmore 78 — 142 70 UK B EIG R, &2 —Fig L FFHe,
A — P A WA R S A 2 LI DTV [7] 0 MEHRAE SR IN Ry, TR B AR 5 7 S 20 T PR R 10 SUAE
B0, B HERE OAAETE T3 b AN S5, 7618 5 MM R vh s, 95 ialiE i & % e IE S
A SR IE SRS L. AR 138 SCHESE B A R BRSO (M AHE S e R AL AR, AR 1B 1R AT
o Bltn, 4IRF| “EER” RN, FAETRESBAER CBEAT L P RO A, 24ix i
PErE—HEI, BT —MERR . BOTTE AR SOETCR, MR B AR #, BB E R
b F TR SR (R AR AR, TA IR IS AR . SRS SOERIC B TR L, HERAE S
VB O et o 2 T AZ SR A ZE [, PR 2 A T W, AR R T 2 ST ROR

3.2. FIFIRC M4

VI 282 — b 38 SIS R AL o IR1IE 2= AE NI Th TR R — R X 4%, 2 R 25 DLVE
2, THMT RIS B AR IR AT TR, AR RC BURE S . 1A AR R
HHHIE, AN TRENS A B RN R A 9SS BRI I s xR AR A2, EA FIESR N a5 /E b HEmf L FEAd
i B3]

R SRR

1975 4, Collins Fil Loftus $& H i SCRAE ) WA 28 ML RIS T HIOBE A, AL e — N E LS R
P, K A I8 IV S R BB SUR PRI R AR N o E BB R i, AN E N — AN,
P A ] (15 ORI AT 2R, LR R n A o, MER BRI . SRR TR, WS
PR B S MR AT R RE £, TET A0, BT DA — B 5 . s M (Y
FRACLYA: SR A7 B 2R T 1) DR 8 A 154 2 22 T (R B T D & A, S SRR L 40 J2 X 4% B L 3k D R 3
P, BT DLSEG AN P AR M [8] o W 4 U B B2 At T — ol B Dy RIS (A1 it RS, 2R 10V B 1) 7 2
XA R A R ) A5 RN R & OB ORI 45 SR, AEHE R H 2 PR 4% USRI & B FL4 IR 1)
G AR CE BT R ARG DL AR SEIE SO AT R A, NIRRT 9. HESHIE
= HERARAIE ORI, MR R B R R .
4. INEESEFUA TR MERNAE
4.1. EFREERFRICHEIRIC M4
4.1.1. BEREXRBERIEBIALCHFES

BEARBZWR AR E LB SR H R, R EY R MR, EiZZ R4, BATATDIRE %
ARG IR Z SR Bk, AMITEH WGP HIEALRR, 1554 BN A2 Rl .
- 2 - LT XAMARINGS R, T BT EAE RO, NITHESZREMSE £, mi
AMEF IR o FESSEIRIC U P i AR AVEWE LG, ATDMEAE ) AR R R, B 5 HA .
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BEARTERE WAL H G S m A AL, DTARE, W 3] E RHEC &4 1000 4, fi
] ABR A — R R SC 5 80.5% A& [9]. A RA HIR T — @ BIFEAITIL, 580l e AR AR
TEONARIE BEAT R SL (R F R, DT 408 FARAR IR . BEAEGURI M) i S B i 2%, 2 22 /D AT 4R o H
AIBEATRN . PRIk, O] DA B RO RN R R R S L, S5l 22 AR PR R RN SR BB R = K
WA, HiC R s AR TR 180 R AR Rl &, SRR AR AR N SCHED ) LR RE g, R0y
I R RS J B T SR e OR

4.1.2. JBIEE XK T )RR Mg

PE A RO RS AR R R AR, AR IR A, B0 BB B AR R IR R R
b B b ALYERE B T AL VAR . UM TR AV E RS, B G, PR EEAETC AR X
VA, A AR B AR M R SR R R SCR B 4E 4%, 3R 5 /KF, sRIATE 2 S A Rk .

UL A benefit A, 5 benefit A 5< ) #1174 advantage, interest, favor, profit, gain J& T 5
HARIEmE (L] 9), 1X L& B i RS2 benefit 1R SCiAl, XCENE i FRATRT AR T B R .

benefit: i3], FHIELLIE 2T B sk
5 A5 B PR A A e Ak B

— N T

interest: 1F

advantage:

v “Fzi” f@ v gain: 83K
EiEESE ] ] favour: 8 profit: Ay
I - S deas, Jep || ORI
FAAL 2L i IR MR RN
Rk 77 59 2 RS ATARTE UK IEIR ST
31373 il NN NCEORES B2 sy
5&}5&0 El jﬁﬂéﬁ}io

A o

Figure 9. Synonyms of benefit
[ 9. Benefit B[E) X i8]

4.1.3. B R XiRBF AR ML

WTE R G RS B ORI REINALAFAE, T Al BARAE . A EECR . FYME ks B2 —4A
SFHARAER R, AE5 [R]— 38 A 1) HAth s SCHEAT EUCRIR b, 3 A9 PSR IR

WA 5 EEERTE AR 5 5 AR o0 &, A REHERA LA E — MA] 1) 2 IE 2 X [10]. ]
sedi B UM B )], BT RAr RONEER S A, BN S SCIRIAIER R e SRl e 858 2% e Sl HAT 1 S E i it
%, LA young A1 old N, W& 2 [ali&A middle-aged, mature, elderly £538 75 A [FRERE (Y AEAE .
A RARTEE X FAH B AR R4, JEICEPE, BA man, woman, girl, boy ixXP4ANia i, Zeidtl
BTSN 2 # A B HUMAN, F/K ELE% man F1 woman, — 3% #BE A5 J@ 7 ADULT, {H woman A 454
MALE, &t man Hl boy 1l &, ©AI1XAAJEM MALE, 1 boy %4 ADULT HIFHE(LE 10). KRR X
W B R 2 5 BB A E & X, 40 parent-child, “parent” 3%/ B0 IEXT N (1 [ SR, {HIX AN 48
T RRIEEN, AR X R R R SR 3B 1E & S EE R AR, 2% 313 n] CACUE AL A e,
WIS LR Ry AR N4, 3 eyl i
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boy[+human,—adult,+male] <€¢——  girl[+human,—adult,~male]
man[-+human,+adult,+male] €——» woman[+human,+adult,—male]

Figure 10. Schematic diagram of antisense relationship
10. RYXBEREE

4.1.4. BiFAIRZEAEIRCMLE

Jir 2R o L A W () A B T R L, A TV O AT o BEARYE WA TR VE TR B . AR AT, HAE
RS s Al RE 0, DABEATE W AN R R R AT AR R VR 2 YR AR . ERI T SR 2, FOmRe
DAFEATR N R A, R AR At 5, BRI Seinl MR AR OC BR0m], £ 121 1) Sty B R I AH B 1) 11 28,
A AR N e (LK 11), 85 HAthim i 45 645 314 s, W schoolbag, schoolwork, schoolyard,
TE R AN SCEL AR QIR A VR AR R RV W 2 o 00Ty B AL RIV RO A, 51 2 A R P A R 3] S0
() ST BRI BT 1R S, A A A A Sk DR AR Y W R Y O R N 4, X B T R ARAT T B A R

EEX, SEdmRaciZ.
\

\

. @
@ evaluate ‘\b evaluator
w evaluatlve
undervalue
) devalued
devaluation

overvalue

valuable

Figure 11. Derived words modelled on value
B 11. A value AR BNk 18]

4.15. B —iA% IR M4

A SRS AN M LBLR, 48— AR BAT A B A DL AR 3R] 3o BRIV 2 Al
B SOFAMEANL, A2 B E R R R, T MAES LR, & Oy AT 2 A e ey sl
M SN EI ST, DARARA Bl R AL — MR B SR A S e R AE Al — A Raigh, T 5 AR 2 B L e
SEAT ARy B A . R U2 F — M ) B AL 5y — R i, g — N S RS s 21 55—
AN S, NTTEAR R 2 B . AN A8 1A 1k R i H L At 5 My e 22 ) 1 S
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SEARTAC R SCRA AW 5K RIS R RS SEAH B 2 AR i . TL50E Lo PAFLIA] “head”
N SR A Ky 5 WAL T BTN (L] 12), 3k, SkER” RZIA A S S, RIJEA I,
EE G LAy, JE I e, BT A TR

1. the top part of your body that has your brain, eyes, mouth, etc. in it

2. your mind and thoughts

3. the leader or most important person in a group; used for describing the
most important person in a particular organization, group, etc.; the
principal of a school

4. the top or front part of something;

5. the white bubbles on the top of a glass of beer

6. the beginning of a river, where the water comes from

7. the top of a drum

8. the white center of a pimple on your skin

9. used as a way of counting farm animals

10. the side of a coin that has a picture of a head on it. The other side is tails

1 »
5

Figure 12. The lexical network in the metaphorical and metonymic pers-
pective of the prototype “head”

B 12. “head” ARBAISMG SEEMITLIE T BOIASC ML

WC R4 S iEm B g A B VINECR, SR SO % 2 A A IR, MBS, S hEss
] BRI 2 AR SR R GE AL I, Ra 4 RE R AR o S R OR 2 R T P A B A ORI, 23 A T R 2 )
H ORISR, MRSy iR A, W RJCik IR B AR KR 5 3, DR BUT RIS EE[11]. SZBn R A R
DR AT e A2 A O 38 S 4938 A REE 3 [ RNC M SR S BT — @ 22 57, 8 21938 B4R rp ANEAE AR L 1Y 37
TEFR, BEEE PRI A RERGE — 15 S35 RN TP AR RS . B0 5] 3 22 2R B R B4R Sl S AR
JEERE T, ATCUR R SRR AE TR AR AT 57 S B SCR At b, AR AR (R SO LI AR
FARE SC, AR IZAA M IE (RS0, 3R alIE k2%

4.2. HERE N FIBLIHAT MEERER

BT SR ALV BAR A R AR S RS RN B, IR S R G, HESUE S

WA R LE PR AR I 25 & JL TR R SCHESR, A R Lk~ A B v f B 402 B0 ) 2 S5 AR . ol

1 “land” 1 “ground” EAARZ[F AR, fEEMMFHIRE—FY), (HF ZH T AFRMHELE. LAND il
] 2 A 0 SEMHE S LAND 1 SEA RHEZE, T GROUND i[5 3, 2 % S22 GROUND #1 AIR FIHEZE[12] .
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REHESE S B BN SETE RN M 2%, e BR AT SR PR T8 SCHEZR, AT DU 280die v 2 A 3 SR T
73, ERR RS IS HRNC

Fillmore A JYHESANZ 0 WL F7 320 SEAFAE ) SEAATIT M T BRATTH STALHEZR[13] 0 ASFRISCAL T S AATT
XHE —H G AR, AN BN ZAEZ E R SO B AR, At 2 5] 3 ok il o B R 1
Tr ORI AR . BN, FEIER) “magpie” MIPGER “ =887 o EPELT, SEERENY, [EHEHER
A “ANENT MERITE, M T, “magpie” MIINEE [¥j0Y 723 w0, AN,
[MAGPIEHEZE A “ & N1 IR RITK[12]. A T #EERE S “iBHESRRIRG 2200, R 5y id B 1A
ICHRAT. B, 7ESEPrEeerh, MR PHREE T, AT DL R 5 SO il s s« sex ke,
BhA R b BRI 2 rh ] 30, 1 — B e AR 2%, iR s AR XA R, b T A R R R R
HIAZ R AL -

4.3. ETFANAIES FRIACMEVIER
(> (=~
v

/
‘/ e
(=) (=D
\
CHICIIC,

EZNEPE S

—» ERRUKFR
—> R ETXRR
EZN SLIF SR
—> KR

)
|
©)

Figure 13. Vocabulary networks centred on emotion

[ 13. 1L emotion Jge i BYIRISC /R 4&
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WV 25 225 | R (Collins) 14 22 1) /= % % 2% #5714 (Hierarchical Network Model) A1 47 HiURE AY
(Spreading Activation Model). 22§ /A £& 15 R\ N AE 1R R0 4% i — S8ialy AL T [F] — 2R, 1 23 — S8 3a] Y )
E T EAR T EATNZE R, K L5 2 177 AR G2 [14] . EERFM g, AT iR —DAE
WERS S BEANT SR AT 5 5 L R 2 5 SURFAE (N R/ s TR B EE) o T BSOS AR AL 4k 2K 1 )2 K W 28 A5 Y
R SR, BT SR AR A, RS R R A LS, BRI, RGBSR N SIS
MATUTAE T M PR AR, BUR LT S BEEY O S, DA sR [ 15] [16].
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