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I~ This paper provides a detailed analysis of three closely related fragmentation verbs in KEY
u
4 English (dissipate, disintegrate, and d¡ssolve) from the perspective of Cognitive semantics. WORDS
m— Special emphasis is placed on the conceptual modelling strudures, aboye ab metaphoric Fragnientation
lii
m and metonymic mappings, which underlie the polysemy of these verbs. Pie three verbs verbs.

under study share a common image-schematic basis, linked to the physical notion of Cognitive
Seríiantics.fragmentation, and a basic pattern of metaphorical extension. Flowever, it is argued that Image

the different lower-level scenarios typically associated with each verb seem te motivate schemas.
the existence of partly divergent metaphoric and metonymic mutes. Finally, the results of Polysemy.
the analysis are explored theoretically and connected with current research on the partial Metaphor.
nature of metaphoric mappings as well as on the metaphor-based conceptualization of Metonymy.
existence at a generic leve!.

2 Este articulo recoge un análisis detallado de tres verbos de fragmentación en inglés <diss:Pate, PALABRAS
w• disintegrate y dissolve) realizado desde el punto de vista de la Semántica Cognitiva. Se hace CLAVE

especial hincapié en las estructuras conceptuales (sobre todo proyecciones metafóricas y Verbos de
W metonimicas) que subyacen a la polisemia de estos verbos. Los tres verbos estudiados presentan fragmentación.

Semántica
una base imagistico-esquemática común, que viene asociada a la noción fisica de cognitiva.
fragmentación, asi como un mismo patrón básico de extensión metafórica. Sin embargo, Se Esquemas
argumenta aquí que los diferentes escenarios asociados con cada verbo en un nivel inferior de imagísticos.
genericidad conceptual pueden motivar la existencia de rutas metafóricas y metonimicas Polisemia.
parcialmente divergentes. Finalmente, los resultados del análisis se exploran teóricamente y se Metáfora.
relacionan con la investigación actual sobre la naturaleza parcial de las proyecciones metafóricas Metonimia.
y sobre la conceptualización metafórica de la existencia en un nivel genérico.

SUMARIO 1. Introduction. 2. Conceptual metaphor and metonymy. 3. Common
patterns of meaning extension. 4. Verb-specific meanings. 5. Some theoretical
implications. 6. Conclusion. 7. References.
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i . lutruduction

Tbellíeoíyo[ conceptualíiaeRapbor.as developecíby LakofK Johnscísu.andothcrSChOIars¿u

tiíe Cognitive Linguisties traditíort offers valuable insigbts for the theoreúealdiscussionof

Enearuragextensiorísni language(Ltkoff 1993).Froin diio perspective.1 attcmptto providein

(bis paperacietuiledanalysisof chreeEnglishverbs(dissipate. di.s¿ntcgratc, andd¿ssoh’c)which

canberegarcledas lcxical insunúationsofrIte plwsieal raotionof fragmentation.Theprimary

alfil of Ihepaper¿stoicleríl iNi he coíueepvualmcdellingstructureswbielí underlieaudconneet

thediffei-ttnt serosesofchesevcrbs.lo ñAs cormeetion.it rnaybeargueddía thcsínredinage-

sebeníauiebasis (cf. sccti00 ~)anddic existenceof wcll — entrerac4ícdnieíaphoriciiRappiflgs

onto nioreabstractdoinairisaretwo crucial iactorsiii aceoísntingforcei-taínsirnilaritiesinthe

seniantiebebavioíírof tlíe threevcrbs urídecscuí-utiny, Motivation vi conceptualetructureis

also bí-ouglít to beaciii order tu dealwith dic parcly divecgerítmetapboricaudmetonymic

rontesfollowedby cadiof tVe verbaSotíe theoí-ctiealsíííplieatíorísareexplored.espeeiallyas

regardstíje parcialnatureof metaphoricmappings(Le. how certainsourcc domainelernesíts

arebíoiígbt into focustu chedeerírííeíítofoclíerswbenprojeetedontoaspecifietargetdoinain);

chenoii oíasofpriírí arr nictoplaor (Crady1997) aiadmoin mcarárigfocus(Kóveeses2000. 2002)

xvi II be partículany .rclevaííl. in U-ns respect(cf. sedion ~). Fnirthcrmore.it is intcrestir-íglo

observelaow suclí par-tialnlappirag-suríay berelatedtu tlíevanionob.igh-levelsnctaphorswhíeh

allow tas to conceptualise flie domain of existenee lo English (cg. EXISTENCE IS

PERCEPTION. EXISTENCE 15 FUNCTIONALIIY) (Santibáñez2001). TVe anaivsis is

exteíísivclvilitístratediw nicaris of corpusex-iderice’.

~. Conceptual iiietsaplior atíd íiíetonyniy

It iR a central tíai it of Cognitive Lingriisúcs tbat mrtapboraud metonymy.which have

tr-aí.litiozially bcen regardedas iícuaessentialrliezox-ical ckvi ces. conístituite fundamental

conceptualníeclíatuismu ir’ lariguiageaníd tlaouglú.Metaphoris defíííedwith¿nthecognitive

fr-aíncworkasapastalnaappiríg(í.e.asetof correspondenees)betweentwodoinaisís,asoLírce

domai.íí.and a targct doníain. ita sucha wav that wc cari reasonaríd speakabouttVe target

rloínait ¿sí tersos of tVe luímowl cdge asid langiiage assocíatedwith tVe socirce dosnain-

M etoravinic Iflafí lowcvcy. al-e - - a-- pings. 1 iríterna1 to olvena (loníain andarepniníanily (but not

excliísíx Iv) ciscd for rí ferc rítial pcíi-pcascs(cf. Ruiz deMendoza2000).

Conceptual rile ti pbíIr 1 tavolves erie u- ínoí-e coríventionalizedcorr-espoíídenees

concíptmna 1 d ira ‘isis (sru e g- l akoff arad JE))1fl500 ‘930. 1999 Lakoff 1987. 1993: Johnsora

j3j) Líníhí it stíc ( xpí essíoras ínay be regardcd as itietapliorical a nasniuch as thcy al-e
sarietiola d lix ross dí lun Irí íuappirígs - whac- lí tvpically opes-ateon huicianconceptualsystems

sri a r hncllx u tiro inscunís i it iiuaí íe wav. los instaoc-e. líe xvell - knowrí sraetaphorTI ¡fORJES

Al! c-v-ísíí¡ílÍ:s :1ro t:¡k-íí fíííríí liii- ltriIitlí Naíií:ii:iI C:íiyísís.

Esiuidios Iriglc.:cs deis, Uuii-ersidusd.(ilíií-iplíssí’n sc

ti —
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(arsdARGIJMENTS)ARE BIJILDINGS mustbeconjuredup in orderto mdccseniseofevenyday

expressionsmachasVi-e titeos-yneedamoresupport.Vieargument¿a shalcy.Wc wdl showthat titeos-y

tobecvititoutfoundat¿on.andSofarweitaveputtogetiteronlyiteframeworkof ite titeos-y(Lakoffand
Johnson 1980:46). Theseandotherrelatedexpressionsreflectourcapacityto reasonabout

theoriesaudargumentsin terms of our experientialknowledgeof buiídingsasotructured

wholes. Similar1>’, we often coneeptualizelove andlove relationshipsin termsof ajourney

alongapath.fromasofirceto adestination(Lakoff 1993:206-209):Loolcitowfarwe’vecome.Wc

caí-it mmbaclc now, Vi-e relationsh¿p¿sn’t goinganrw/íere.111e’reapinningoarwheeís.E>’ meansof

the LOVE-AS-JCLJRNEYmetaphor.we map travelkrsonto lovers, thevehicleonto thelove

relationship. the travellers common destinationonto the íovers common goala. and

impedimentato travel onto difficulties in the relationship.Inferential patternsrelatedto

journeysarealsosuperiníposedonthelovescenario.Thus.ifwe aretravelleraonajourneyand

ourvelíjelebreaksdownor getsstuck. wecanlix thevehicleorgetit pastan>’impediments;or

we canremainindicvehieleanddesistfronotnyingto reachourdestination,orsimpí>’ abandon

thevehicle. 3>’ invokingtheappropriateepistenílecorrespondence.it is poasibleto reasonin

a similar wayaboutdiffieultiesin alove relationship:we cangettherelationslíipmovingagain

by fixing it or getting it pastthedifficulty; we canremainin therelationshipanddesistfrom

t~cígtoachieveolir coinmonlife goalo.orwecanabandontherelationslíip.It shouldbenoted

tlíat tVe atructuralsiníilaritics betweenchedomainsoflove andjotirne>’do not correspondto

preexistingfeaturessharedby bothconeeptaorto similarities iii tVe externa1world, but tVe>’

areratheraresultof thenííetaphoriemappingitself-

Coníceptualnoetaphorusual)>’ enablesus to understandconceptswhich are abstractor

somehowelusivein terrnsof othermoreconcreteconeepts(orat leastmoreclearí>’ delineated

eoíostnietscharacterizedby ahigherdegi-eeof interna1structure).Furchermore,metaphoris

ofien eníployed¿si oíder to bring to the fore certain aspectaof the target domain to the

detrimentof ocherelemento,inchíding inferentialpatterns.which ma>’ generateundesired

croas-domainineonsistenciesandarethussystematicallyleft ant. Consider,for instance.the

well-kx,own CCNDLIIl noetaplior (Reddy 1979; Lakoff and Johnson1980). which playsa

cRUcial role izo objeetivist theoriesof linguistie eommunicationasid emergesizo a varietyof

eveíydaylanguage-relacedexpressionslis itenrd to gterhat ideaacroasto him,Yourreasonscam-e

th-roughtous. lb- to packmorethoug1stintofe-werwonls.Hiswords cari-y little meaning.In virteeof

this níetaphor.objeccsimp onto ideas(or meaning).linguistie expressionsareunderstoodas

containersfor ideas.aríd eomnniinleation¿5 a nEtatterof sendingasid receivingpackages(tVe

addresserputo ideasi oto acorotainerwhich¿asentto theaddressee.whoin turntakestheideas

out of the corítainer). The mapping, however. obliterates important faceto of the

coíomunicationprocess.suchasCherelevaneeofeontextvariablesanid tVe dynamienatureof

meaningnegotiatioíí.

~s4etonynnicniodela are also fundamentalstructuresini human conceptualsystems.

altlíoughuntil ver>’ cecentí>’tVe interestin this subjectontVe partof cognitive linguistahas

9 Fsmrrdios Inglesesdela UniversidadComplutense
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beenrachersubsidias-y.As níencionedaboye,meconvnflennappingsaredomain-internal.In

chisconirceetion,RaddenasidKóveeses(1999: 21) definemetonyníyas“acognitiveproeessin

whichoneconceptualentit?y.thevehiele.providesníentalaceessto anotlíerconeeptua1enticy,

dic target.within thesaíneidealizedcognitivemodel”.A furtlíer characteristieof metonynny

is that it is primarilyusedfor referenee,i.e. ‘Ma metonyrny,onecanreferto oneenitity in a

seheníaby referringto anocheren~titv in thesaínesehezna”(Lakoff andTurner1989:ío3). It

níustbeeuiphasized,however, thatchis aspeetdoesnot necessarilyindicacethat a specific

expressROninstantiatesa nietonymy racherthan a metaphor. sinee it is possible to use

rneton>’níy norí-í-eferentiajly(cg.chepredicativeuseinfohn isa real br-airo) and.conversel>’.

níetaphoriealexpressiOnscanalsoperfornoareferentialfunction(e.g.Titepigis waU-ingforbis

check: Ruiz de Mendoza199:: 164). Lakoff andJohnson(1930: 38-39) drawattencionto a

relativelysuiallsetof conventionalizedmetonymiesin English,suehasTI-lE PART PORTEL

WIIOIE ((?etyocír bííct ocer-boce!), PRODIÁCERPORPRODIJCT(HeÁgota.Picassoini Jhs den-),

OBJECT USED POR USER (Vio sax lías íhefiu toda>-). GONTROLLERPOR CONTROLLED

(Nixon boinhed Hanoi). INSTITIITION POR PEOPLE RESPONSIBLE (ile Army wants to

rerrí.siiuite tite drajiú. TEL PLACE POR TI-lE INSTITIJTION (The White IIocíse ¿ant sari ng

an>-thing). and ~l’HEPLACE POR HE EVENT (PearlHarborshhí has an effecton our-foreigrr

poíícr).

Ruiz de Mendoza(1999. 2000) focussesonthefunecioríingofdounain-inelusionrelations

~ríorder to eonte-ro-t tL-ir r-nnn,~-,fl,--j1,: ,Atvar~t n,eton’.r~es >11 lito tv-o ah -1H11

eneompassing categos-les:Sourcc-in-lar-gte andwr-gec-in--sour-cenneonyníies(seealso Bcíiz de

MenídozaandPérez2001: Ruiz deMendozaandDíez2002). Sociree-in-targetínetonyníies,ini

wlíieh thesoureeisa scíbdomaiouf tVe Éarget(eg. TI-lE PART PORTHE WHOLE, OBJECT

USEDPORUSER), serveto expandthesour-cedoinain.Figux-ei exeníplifiestheOBJECTUSED

PORUSER níappingirí ‘lite saxhasdiefin todaj-

EsrridiosIni 4cíes dela UniversidadC’oropIoor:~.
ji ‘ 211
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Figure2. Target-isi-sourcemetouynoy

On the other basid. in target-in-sourcemetonymies.wheretVe inclusion direction is

reversed(cg.PRODUCERFORPRODUUF.GONTROLLERFORCONTROLLED).anoncentral

subdomainof the sonreeis líighlighted. By way of ilínstration, considerFigure 2. which

representsthemetonyníicmappingunderiy’ingtheexampleNixonbombedHanoi:

Tlíis unorthodoxdistinetiondiffersfrom receivedaccounts(bothintraditionalrhetoricasid

in cognitivelinguisties) ini that it leavesout metonymiesof thePART-FOR--PARTkind. which

arepurportedí>’basedon merecontiguityrelatiosisbetweenelementswithin anexperiential

domain (for detaileddiscussionof wh>’ thesearelefc outof thepicture, seeRuiz de Mendoza

2000).AccordisigtoRuiz deMendozaasidDiez (2002). theselectionofamatrixdomain(i.e.
thedomainagainstwloich anotherconceptis profiled) is performedonthebasisof tVe well-

delineatednatxíre of dic domaisis involved as well as other basic principies of cognitive

salience.like theorespostulatedby RaddesiasidKóve~ses(1999). Theseauthorslook into the

variouscompetisigprincipies of relative sauiencewhich impisigeupon tVe selectionof the

preferredmetosiymievehiclefor a giventarget.TVe>’ makea distisictionbetweencognitive

principIes,whicharebasedondifferentaspectsof humanconceptualactivity. asidprisicipíes

of apragmatiesiatííre,sueloastVe principle of clarity asidtheprincipleof relevasice(Sperber

asidWilson 1986). TVe cognitiveprinciples discussedby Baddenasid Kóvecsesarisefrom

huníanexperience(e.g. concretephysical objeetsaremore salient thanabstractesitities;

fusietiona1parts take precedenceover non—funotionalparts), perceptualselectivity (cg.

imníediatestinící)i. factual experiences.asid clearí>’ delineatedwholes are typically more

saliesit to us than non-immediatestimuli, potesitial experiences.asid poor gestalts).asid

culturalpreferesice(cg. typical memibersof aeategonyolcenstandfor thecategoryasawhole,

asidbasiccategoriesarepreferredto non-basiccategories;initial asidfinal stagestendto be

moresalientthanniíiddle stages).

11 EstudiosInglesesde la UniversidadCorrzplutense
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3. Cornmonpatternsofíneaningextension

Aecor-dinglo Levin (‘993: 244-246), tVeverbsto d¿ssipate.lo disintear-ate- andLo d¿ssolcecan

be eíassifiedon tVe basisof their sharedíneanisigandbehaviouras verbsof eiiangeof scate

(libre spec¿lically.excernall>’cacísedehanígesofstace).Proníasyntactieviewpoint.theseverbs

displav anicunlíeruf coníanonelnr-actei-isfies.‘i’líus. for example.thcy nía>’ paí-cicipate¿ti the

cacisac¡ve/jnehoat¿vealternatiorí (cg.Di-co- d-issoh’edtitepíIíl in di-e -wotei- Viepilí dissolced¿si tite

-wo-terP; iruscnrínentsun>’ appearas subjects(ej. Dic Iuzrrírner- disiríícvrr-otcd tite glass); asid

neitherlocativeinversicmnnordiere-bisen-Ponis allowed (cg. *In 1-hewaÉeri.so-pu
1di-ssohiríg,*Irl

lIw u’aucr it es-e ¿5 o pi!! dissoh-irsg)-

Ir sltosíld líe noned.however.U-nt tlíe labelchangeofsida nny be sliglícly eonífusizigfroní tVe

perspecciveof semnancies.especi¿dllywlren opposedlo otherx-erbelassesin Levinsiííventosy(e.g.

verbsof ezostenceandverbsof appearance).This is sobecatise.for ilístarce.it is possiblelo usetVe

verbsunderstsndytospeakaboucliotitihe disappcaraneeand/ordcstniíctionof agivesi erttity.AswiJl

beconieeviderítfroní tite anal>’sis.it is frequerítlyverydifficsilt to establislíclear-eutdifferences

bctweeru sud,dosel>’relateddoníainsasexisíenee.pe¿-eepíiort.nioveínerit.asidclíangeofstate.

In CognuitiveLiuíguistiesspee¿alattention¿apaidto theeonceptua1motivationof lingcsistic

cisage.Ini chis vena, it utighc proveinter-estingto fisid asíalíersiativesernantieeriter-jonwhieh

aecoítrítsfor whvdiesethí-eeverbsxnaybegí-oupedtogetherozí tVe basisofforníalsiniilarities.

As Mill he set-it below. chis ericen-ionis to befocínd i o ilie powerof eoníceptoíalrtíetaphorlo

aeeountfor rrtean-¡ingexleosions¿si arelativeíypnineipledway. Thus,tVe threeverbs.wheníot

císedto denotephysiealfragiríentationí(theirliteral ííiearíing).níayvariouslyexpíess‘nnotíon

(ic. ‘scactering).‘disappeararice’. clíangeof state. ‘destníccioríof plíysieal enítities’. aríd

destiuctioníof abstí-aetencities (or Yessationof physieaí/abstraetexisteríce.to avoid tite

causativebias).citerl iii coíííbin:acion:

\4C)TiON(seaítering.‘dispensimg.‘movingawayfroEuí eachoíhen)

a dic heaírapiiilyríissipciícstotVe aíniosphere.

b bis boíl>’ seentedto disiiíregrareasidfi>’ iii ahdírect¿ons...
u rl-re deuteriuriowasceíutinuing lo bedissolr’ed- loto dicpalladaum..

2. DlSAPPEAPANCE
a oVe srnokeosasbeginiíingto d¿s-siparc.

It Re >‘eflow-iríg pagesof tVe Peníguinedisienwiil be ennutbling. tite sprnewull liave

coiíapscd.tItesignaRtires will bedis¿urregrorirug.-.

c. Avaolcncneauacnccsutbesatciyrlrssolsedwjthiíí minutes...

lt:ttjr-rlvirie lii :rttí,r
1ív,-i:íiiiqoif ‘liv ¡sIl ittssoit-ú<l ir, Etc ttotúrisstlsr- idra titaR RortttOttc [04 iR iiícrr-s-o titan it wotíltl

íh:ssolsr -I Iííís itt iii’. rioSE Elle eííí~oí¡sr ir> it:: tíÑe a]íerstatii-ít d ::rgrtatíh- liír:::sí cl Lx tite gí i:c-ricAUItON -1-OH—
Pi-Bici SS tísí - it rl ít~,í vi—sr. t Sí’ s~ lo Leí- tisis- í,ícíiirt-rtts——ba-t-sl i-x[il intuí rt o oíd tío a1í1liísil ti, ¿iii tite

liii- Elii-i-t- vi-uit: ititil it síu IX W V,íll seR-st iríilns tite itVtttt1itrR Li 355 iuii ItILX t-:tstis It:- iivjtivteíl
si::- ti::: Iiis:liiíir,t-írt-~ss:: í-¡lvivi II ir liii jírí iii of -trs<-uí-ríí~l —t-sr- nt ir ittslitntcirol tití fi xOtte,si:ítií:í

Esto dr it s ¡riele sc <it- lcr (-½:icersido d 1 orn pi:: ti rt st
rt,--;:-3 xiii it
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3. CHANGEOPSTATECbecoming)

a the>’ do siol storetheener~’but d¿ssipateit alrnostentirel>’ asheat...
b...a half- sínoked,stubbed-out,hasid-rolledeigarette.disintegratinghoto ragsof paper

andsbredsof tobacco-..

a te naturalsugarsin theníaltdiseolvejito theliquor3.

~ PHYSICAL DESTRUCTION

ato d¿ssípatetheeme”fromthecorpsesof threeof te youngmenhemurderedt.

b thewreckageof aorashedaireraftgreatl>’disintegrated...

e. TVebufferplil is ten dissoWed¿site water..5.

~. ABSTEACE DESTRUUIION

a theConservativosprewarfearshadbeendissipated6.

h shefelt herwholeurúversewasonte poiníof disintegrating.

e... theNationalAssembl>’asidall political institutiosisweredissol<íed-

It ma>’ he arguedthat the first two meanings(‘motion’ and ‘disappearance’>are reall>’

suhcomponentsof aprototypicalfragmentationscene:theparticlesmakingupagivenentity(an

objector substasice)nríoveawayfroní eachotherto sucioanextentthat theentity ¿ano longer

perceivedasacoherentwho1e~.Tiñe fragmentationaceneis fairly sohemafioasidseemetobe

reccírrentin everyda>’humanlanguageandcognition.soit casil>’ lendaitselftobeingdescribed

in image-sehematieterms(cf. Santibáñez2002).

Image-echemasrna>’ be roughly defined as preconceptualahstractionsover recurrent

experiesices.typicall>’ of aapatialnature.Amongthehest-ksiownexamplesof image-sohema

arethenotiosisof GONTAINER, PATH. aid PART-WHOLE. aswell as thosethathaveto do

with apatialorientation(UP-DOWN. FRONT-BAGK, LEI4-RIGHT). Eachimage-schemais

characterizedby a number of atructural elementaas well as an associatedinternal logie

(Johnson£987; Lakoff 1987, 1989; for sornetheoreticalimplicationeconcerningtheverbs

underetud>’. ceesection~). From theexamplesaboye,it is posaibleto seethat thebasic

tisis exaííípteis fairíz siííeitanso(íc). -t-liieh 1 lía-ve usedtu exenípli~- the moúoíí’ meaningoftlieverlí Codissolve,
It dependeon how seoclitioseso c:onssnueRice sccrmwhesherthensalt sugansarefett to changetbein ontologinalecacsís
whert theydisgoive istirí the liquor. Theexampleis moredoubtfulEhan(3a)and(3$. cinco rusti-qíi-or isapne-exissing

ss,bstarícewhile borlí )íeí,i ant! roga ofpoper resuttfr-orn cherragnicenrasionproceseiíseíf.
4 ti is atAri possiEttc: tít undensiandstnell disstpalion ini tenue ctf disappeanaííce(le. Iaclc of percepois!

axaiiability shzoughtite icnisesO-

-s Ir ninighl be angued itiat helínnfter pihconsirínesRo exiet alstsoughin a diseotvedetate.Ini ray opimion.however.
it is monoappropriaietu lahel rlíe exarinpteas así iitesantiation of sise phystcaldesiníctuonnieanrngoncediscolsed
‘o waíer. it te t}íe cortíplí oc ruteor ihe jtitl shas contiriuíe Ro exist rather shan ihe pi!! isself.

Thearíalx’sis sífíhisixaiciple ntayatso ~OSC SOnCOprcittertís sinceISiS poseibletouííderesandfeardiesipasconin

terínu, of disappraraníce(le. feas dtssipateMicen rhey are no longor perceivedbr- dic experierecingstíbject).

ltoweven.1 prúfer Ro iiiut,ític cheexamplesínderthe ‘abeRrad deerníetionheadingin shetighsof pervasiveevidenee
frír líe sríesapboriccoríí:í-

1iiíiatizationofencotioneini Englislí (c:f. Peña2003>.

iB EstudiosInglesesde la UniversidadComplutense
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structsíralelernentsof the PIUXOMENTATION image-sehemaareat leastthe following: the

entity or substancelosing its integrity: tVe act of breaking-upitself; tite outeomeof

fragnoentation.typieallyini tVe shapeof smallandrelativel>’ncomerouspieces/parcs:asidsorne

kind of foree(eitheriritersialor ex-cernalto tite affectedentit>’) resposisiblefor thebíeaking-

up.Tlíis basiciznage-sciaernatieseenarioma>’ beenrichedasidpararnetrizedat variouslevels

of gener-icityini differencwa>’s:for instance.tVe causalaspeetma>’ be furthercharacterizedas

anexternalagentviolentí>’actingupontVe affeetedencftywith aninstrunnent(cg. aperson

usinga hamnuerto hic a wirídoxv pane). TVe FRAGMENTATION sehemaalsopossessesa

ocructízí-allogio of its own whichallows us to derive rníeaningfcslimplieatiors. Porexample.

everydayinteractionwith entities in thcworld telís cas that che foree appliedoni tVe affected

enffiy rríust be strongenoszghto bceakfi into picces,andfíat it is typically checasetlíat tVe

strongcrPíeforce. (i) tVe greatertVe fragníenítation,Le. che larger he siumberof rcsulting

pieces,asid (u) chegreatertVe scaneringof suehpieces.

TVe r-elationshipbe -cenchefloreevcrbsunderstudyandthcconceptualAtrucharesupplied

by the FPsAGMENTATION isnage sehernama>’ be furckterexplored.Tlíus. te-o noam statesof

affairs (or sulíseenes)siaM rcsctlt from fraginentation:either tVe afieccedentity loses its

original ideninity to becornesornetlíingeNe (meaning3) or it is jsmst destroyedwithout it

bccom¡ngan>’ ocijer kind of perceivablewhole(rneaniog4). Notetlíat. in an>’ case.thesiocion

of ph>’sieal destruction is eonceptuail2vdependesitfor its undersandingon spatial asid

perceptualrneaníizígeleínents.In fact. (líe senses(or níeasiintgs)listedherebriííg to che fore

varsousfaceusof tVe fragínentation:seenario:the nítotion’ asid disappearance’readingsfocus

onNo differesitstagesin thefragrnentationproecss.whcreasche changeofstate and ph>’sieal

destruction’interpretationsprofile twaaltersiativeresulcsof uhatproeess
5.Theroleplayedby

funcciozíality thereareuscíally fcanetioríallinks betweena w-Vole andits parcs.whichareno

longeroperativewheninítegrir>’ is lost--- is aNoiníporcant.aswill beshownbelow.

TIre canhudiedconcepíof plíysical fragníentation.whiehmi instanítiatedby tVe ven-Vscinder

study.ma>’ bernetaphoriealiynníappedunto tise realrííof abstractentities(lo theexaruplesin 5.

preworfear.[cci-witoíe miterse.political institu-ci-osis)- Iipont anal}-zingtIte conceptualnmetaphors

(or rooraríalogies.izo Vis terníinology)strvíctcsí-ingtVe Englislí lexiconí,Coatí>’ (199-: 4647)

drawsanencionto clic ceification,ofabstn-aetiosisasacenca-almecaphoricalpatterni.Tlíeverbsto

diasipate tú <lis-mi fríe-ate, asidtú dis-soiveareustedbythis acsthoraínongthelexicalPecioswhich

applyinageiteralway(he.che>’canVe stscdwicl, awiderangeof abscraetenticies)whenit comes

to spcakiíígaboutconcreteajíd incegracedwholesbcirígsubjeectu penetracioí-í.de.str’uetion,

Ir 1 i~ rí a lix iLe ttícsiíiti s-iintFIot-íí:s-ta iíihi:r< ti crí iLe utsr:ítilisgct:ai tauin ií:cas-iií-igi:ifííi ilisiipiíito lo StIattir.

tt, titríiw .ípaí r x Li -k uit ilij<:l-tíx-uíii~ us-íitcíti: fir ilín Isis otto u ui-bs res-ít:tts as setuil It ~tttviiiva1——-sttiiitgts stighttí
vi iffeuos iittunn ti: IllssííIve ¡si caecí! lícísie so ~í. tlisvcíhcre it: jisísí ci asiírtlur. ti: iishíniuc, wtieíeai it duvíííregró,e

eiyrttiiluigít dttX rl ‘ííl~cs cai-euuid tus: itI)tuiirt íd st :stRegsr stíííle sírtaííuít-Ias-d.
Isis t:t-guh- a í:iaiset-iif t:iitcstnísl wltutl:erahae íiisip

1:í<iiarai e íttcatíirig is sIse. isilílí: rst<<it ti: p riíflhí:aí-n:sí¡lt
tic fn-igtítn-ííaatíiitt fríe-vsi.
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FranciscoSantibáñez Acognitiíeanalysis offloreeEngliahfragrnentation ‘erbs

asiddisintegration.AltlíoughCoaclfsremarksongeneralapplicabiityarebasicail>’correct.ini

tite fallowing section1 will discussin soínedetail the revea1ingconnectionisbetweenslight

differencesin ploysieal íneaningasid differencesini metaphoricalmeaning. especiall>’ as

regardsthe tendene>’of eachof theverbsto co-occurwith certainkisids of abstractentities

whesiusedmecaphoricall>’.

To susonp. thecoreíneaningextensioncormectiosisbetweesitite differentsensesof titese

verbsma>’ bediagrainunedasfollows:

[Ñloíuot’c—4 olsxpl’LAIS.A’KCF —s (cnixNcc o!- STATE)—* I’HYSIGAL DEsrttceíIoN] —* ABstRAenDESTRUGTION

Fi~,re3. Commonpatierzoof meaningextension

TVe figure s)íould be incerpretedin the light of the foregoingdiscussion.Thus, thefirst

four sensesare enclosedin squarebraeketsbecausetVe>’ relate to differesit facets (or

subseenes)of theiínagc-sehematicfragonentacionseenario;the‘abstractdestruction’sense,

in tiar-si, emergesasa consequenceof ametapitoriemappingof this materialontaotherless

direetí>’ apprehendeddoníaisis.TVe arrawsareintendedta capturetite motivatednatureof

the links betweentVe different senses.Finalí>’, tite chasigeof state’ senseappearsin

parentitesesbecauseic constitutesa statuof affairs alternativeta the ph>’sicaldestruction

seenario(i-e. tite enítit>’ undergoingfragmentationlosesits original ontologicalstatusand

beconoessomethinígelse).

4. Verb-specificnwanings

In tVe precedirígsection1 ha-reoutlinedtheconomonmeaningcomponesitsof tite titree

fragmentationverbs uínderreview. However, not all theaspectsof a fragmesitationscesie

seemto be equalíylíiglílighted for eachverb. ini what follows empitasis is placedon the

peculiarities of tVe ph>’sieal seenariosprototypicall>’ associatedwith eaehverb asid,

particularl>’.on Yíow tísesesubtiediffereneesaffectverb-specificmeaningsofainetapitorieor

metonynuicníat£ire.

In sosnefragnaaentationverbs the perceptionelement is more central titan ini others.

altlíough it ínay be argcíedthat it ¿atacití>’ presentin the tlí.ree cases.Titus. if we sa>’ titat

soniíeclíingdisiotegraíc.s,it follows tlíat it is no longerpossibleto perceiveitasawitole,but it rna>’

bepossibleto perceivurtitedifferentpartsorpiecesintow)íiehthedisintegratedentitylí.asbeen

separated;it ma>’ alsobe possibleco makeconjecturesasto the nanireof titeoriginal entiti>’.
Tite ideaof fí-agníetítationroía>’ be usidea-lisiedb>’ specifringtite numberof resultingpieces.

Considertitefollowing exaníple,witich exploitsthatparticularaspectoftheinternallogiaof tite

PI3AGMENTATION irsiage-schenía(je. tVe greatertite fragmentation.tite largertite nunílíen-

of resultingpieces):

£5 EstudiosInglesesde la Uní-tersidadComplutense
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Fra radico Sentíbahez A cognihiteenelvsisofrhrecEngiiíhfragrnen±eeioní-erbs

6. lc careereddowro dic track for 500 >‘ards beforesomersaultingtbreenr four times and

er-asbinígbroadsidemitoaclumpof treebeforedíscntegr-ataííghito íoopieees’.asatrackside
officicil desen-Llíedit.

Hoxvever.tite casesof lo dissipaceand¿o d¿ssolceareracherdifferen¿.Ihis is especialí>’so

becatasedieseverbo lypieallv impí>’ tlíat tite resuhingpiecesarenot obsero-ableor arevery

difficult to ideaatify becartsetitey llave Leen nuixed wuicit otitersubstances(in thecaseof to

díissolce.ini a liejuid) As far astIte ver-b tu dLssipate¿a concer-ried.witat is ofcenrnappedis U-he

pereepcualízíeaninagconíponent.tlaat is. the fact titac clac afiectedsubstaneevanisites fi-orn
sigtít. TVe mostobviotíspitysiealinstaotiatiosisof chis conceptitavecodowitit suehgaseousor

gas-1 ike entitiesasfog ocsmolw. WFaentite fogdisappears.sunliglí makesplacesaradobjects

percepcilale agailí:

o. TVcn, chenaistdissiparesto altowclícíntu seewlcaí jo below.

litui. chescacter-ingaspeecuñengecsníetapliorizedtogetiterwitit titeassociatedksiowledge

-clíat onceagiven elerncnchasscattecedconípletel>’andvasiisited.ic ¿oposoibletoseewhatwas

bebiníduí.TVe followi ng corpusexanaplesillustrateitowonceal! abscraetencicyhasvanislíed,a

hiddeo eleuzíeiíti o d¡selosedor agivenproblenoorsituacioncaníbeassessed¿sianewIight:

8.
w Aray lingcriítg doaclíco about dic elosenessof litat alhiaítcewencdissíparedxs-iien Citaneellur

lleiníral Kuit1 gayeitis i-cngíngsnppoí-tfor PresidenFrana~oisMitiernaridocallfor aspecial

rtter gí ver! tmeíttculctíiife rerccenezctDecenaber.-

it. Tlac cxciterííenct <ir tVe adverí ciarestaí-tedto d¿ss¿paceamI 1 was left ;íirit tlaccol] reMití- of
kracíse—ingflí;at 1 -se-asion atrain se-uItiíardly arty-rnoncy. u-tu rickcíarid níowlíere te go.

o. Oníce dais u ícwaiíalogy¿a recognized- ir canbeeonípaíedwirh theoídantE] slíown tobemore

adeípsate,iii u batit dtss,parespí-eviurísí>’ ciasoluialeproblents.

It carabeobserx-c-dtbtu thed issipacinagseicen- like cnútvrtaavbe citaraeterizedaxiologically

iii ti i fien-cnt waxrs.TVe ftci-cepttía1 bar—lcrma>’ beriega!¡ve (cg.doubts.prolÁe;uts).so n-ernovingit

o felc MS soune¡lii ttg- guiad. or tVe 01 1-terwaví-oíand.it clac bcír-ricr i o positix-e (e g. cxeÑerne,ut).jIs

disappe;irariccis see’tcassoíatetlíiíígci¡ídesirable.In anvcase,tice factof etahaíícizígpen-ception

artd aM-aretacosis patcralcally- p~ (ve.

-- O iii:-- liii— íítiit ni xirttcttiíi— tíctirire iii rut: ~ tutu 00 ¡u ‘-va <iii- ‘rito vi liitr,tIreí! faeia’s-} se-licí-tí tuis itt-t—iiiii

cas itiltir tít iiiustrii E ¡iir.ísrorti 1 irruí: ir itit¡ltiiit ¡it vií—s (liii r ui
1íiiiircs uííí liiiitttum ‘ti ittti’ itt—. Q ir irtjifui ¡itt-u its - tít titos ititiliótí

¡sí—ls—o> ít:.ís ni uit [uit <tu it <sí it, tu ííííí—ílí,c-íi Asís ulitítí ti srííatt i4it.itiii unÍ’ pi tít síhi.Fíw iítí ttir— tira
iíiíiicru-gr.Ííiiití (í- ir i¡7 t-uitsi— ilittrtit—i-,íirrtl rturií /utt—;itt>t—rs ni ¡/uí’ vise !iriilíe iictiífit e¡itííus)

Ii ttiiuí Ii, ttc{~iuiI tic-it rin-ir i.r¿tli.ítj<trt íd iii iitti-íttal 1 íííucí-íí 1 tít, 1 I4r1(,\itN t -Xi t(t’ií it ii!iri-s iti clii

It: tins-s-i rtt1iii— liii- it iiví-í-ssix i tirjir it ríatití iJar tic iiisi1i1ii <tutu u pritir Ss i íkí ir pl it: urr-aitii:tl]i,-. sí-iíii-tt

clitisis iii tii-iiff íí<-ííií- ti iríttíííí-.siíurísar irlílí: it

Eíítrídios ¡ir ir?-5 es de ¡ti E rut er i clvi 4 Ca~trpirs tcrí nc
it iii
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FranciscoSantibáíiez A cograitiveanalysisoffloreeEnghshfragmentation.rerbí

Tite verbto dissolvealsogivesrisetocertainsesiíanticcolnotatiOlís.whenusedinmetapitorical

expressiosis.whichma>’belinkedtotheperceptualfacetofitsphysicalmeaxíing.As iswellknowsi,

this verbtypically involves anobjector súbstancebeingput into aliquid until its particlesget

scattered.mixwititthe lirpúdanidfinail>’ fonnpaúof it. Asaresultofthedissolution.theoriginal

entityisnolongerperceptibleassuch(j.c. asatoindependententity).Thisperceptioncomponesit

gets mappedonto more abstractdomamnis in order to speakanid reasonaboutesitities

metapitoricail>’vanislíingor disappearingfrom existence.The processis usuaflypresentedas

extendingovertime ratiterthanas anabruptchange.ascorrespondswith thegradnalnatureof

tite pitysicalcorrelate(in this sense,notetitecoflocationwithgradualin 9b):

9.

a tedissolurion-oftruthdoesnotmeantat nostatementsaretrujebutonly thatthereis no
stable,uncbangingabsolutetnít.. -

tite cosisequentanidgradualdissolutionof catitolienatioralism-

However, in tite caseof tite verb to d¿ssolvetitere arealsootiter elementswhichmay be

higblightedwiten adissolutionscesiariois metaphoricall>’projected.TVus,whenanentity or

substancedisgolvesinto a liquid. we cansee itow tite liquid gradualí>’ weakensthe liníks

betweentite particles witich make up the affectedwhole and, as a result. tite>’ gradualí>’

separatefrom eachotiter. Oncediosointion is completed.titere is typicall>’ no traceof the

dissolvingesitityorsxíbstance.TVesemeaningoof ‘completelossof part-witoleconfiguration’

asid ‘destruction of bindisig force’ are ofcen metapitorizedwhesi dealingwith groups or

complexesitities (cg. organiíatio1ís~marriages,etc.) wbich arebrokesinp or terminated,

often isi aformalor afficial way:

lo-

a- Tite basikruptc>’of William Sinclair’sbusineosarousid1870 anil bis cleathin nSS~d¿ssolved

tite farnily it mit.

lí. TVe SoeialistLeagnewaszitusdissolvedini Ma>’ 1937.

e wartiniíe assaciationswereahnostinevitably doomedto dissolu-tion.

d. TVe forníerpolitical coalitionwhiehdirectedsuppotitowards te skilled workingclassini

tite privatesectorliadbegunto disso!uie.

e- TVe law. ratíter. reflectosocialchangesini titat it persiíitsmarriagestitat have¿si practice
effeetivel>’erídedtobelegall>’dissolíied.

filíe Parliarnesitwasdisgolvedby siuilitaíyforce. --

g theconfiscatedpropertyofdissoleedníonasteriús-

A relatedzsietapitoricaluseof tite vertí to dissolve involvestheelimination of barriersor

boundaries,altitocígh ini machcasesspecialemphasisseemstobeplacedasweflontite ‘gradual

change’facecoftheplí>’sieal correlate:

17 EstudiosInglesesdela UniversidadComplutense
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a. Tlíe riscof tlíe video-clipnaeantnocsumestartlingdissaíutior¡of inediaboundar¿es.but,

í-atber, tite ineorporahionof pup into tlíe aesthecicsof adveí-cisiníg.

lí. llis beizíg, bis deslíe, Ls stretehedanid brakenover sexualtracialdivides. So Pi-mces

inn
1tnlscis alwayslo dissoltc differencesaíí(l Jiortierí,

AparÉ froin clac ‘per-cepticarí’ elennent,tite ‘nnotion elennencis also líighligitted isi sonie

naetaplíoí-icaioccuirrencesof tite ven-li tu d¿ssipaíe.[si its phyusiealdinaensiontitis verbIypiea]ly

unvolvesa seenar-join whieli tite paitielesmnakingnp agivencntity separatearadgo awayini alí

direeíi unís. lite ‘searcerinag meauaa:agingí-ediertt fi gcíres prona-Iinesitiy- ini tite followi ng

exaniples

¿2-

a. FináIl>’ puarreleasedusuuiparesclubiteadspecdbecausetlíe dutsernswiníg<equence¿a nut

cornectly-ct,ropleted,restíitinigiii slíou-t teeslíotsw¿tit tlíc woo~leruclubs.
tiacir cítergiesweredissupenedira arnulíittídeuf tiring unden-tak-ings.

e. Ves quieklv Ihegí-eaaescfortiunetendedtobedtssipercu¡arní:tntg-inraunecí-abledescendanats.

4. TVe Preoclípeasaiící-vsrevolutiunaí-x-energiesse-enesuciodiíusiparcdasid citaíinellcd inno

suppaí-tingNapiitcoií Boiaapanesnailiíarxrreginie...

Ini (~2H e) speed,críergies, asid moníex- al-e epí-cadar-uttnaratbrrtbanpr-esenredun-

eonceuttratc-u]- leí (í ud). un’ lite odien-liar-id, tVe dispen-sederaergiesa/egatíaen-edtogetlíeragamí

so 1 h¿tc ti acy can be usct] for a s1íecifie plírpose. As can be ubsen-se-edfrona tlíe exaniples.

dissipatiuuícen:dstu be assessednegacivelviii axiologicalternus.siríceit is isnplicdthatwhatis

seacten-edis lostanadCali naolosigerlíe tísedfor awoí-t1-awitileplín-pose. tus,it is un
1>’nuatuialcitac

tbisphysicaiincan¿nígmnayget tetapitorícalí>nnaappeclirían-dertu nícaníIta t valcíabí eíesouí-ces

(saluncí-. tirnie, cifort. enerazy-,ccc.)arewascedgraduailv

aB.

a. Aa pcrínailessbrokerstlaeyofíerí tadlo dissipntecnergruonííaake- daasí4 iríesid activilies.

b .. tlie en-ariiiítíl se to ini x’lai(-ia Ceixaisesse ife arad ter Itrollaer liad dissiporedtVe ltufs

fío rtunc

e nísuseth-ot “-lía teverrcsu,a,-cesse-ere cunde available, tVe>’ se-ere íuut dissipaeed,bit

cciuaietaírátediii spyc ial uniits.

1 Hí ¿tv-li u ~. u ui liii le í a lijo svuí-i-¿ arid di iSti~Oucd ni ucii uf [lis ímíe ini su ‘iii congeíaial soidcnn

Ira(erraitir

Purilie ix evideniceof rl eneganiveaxiologicalload oftIíis ser-tsecanjie foitrící in cite tecímical

tutrm drss¿patzou.wlci cii is 4efinetí by tlíeCJt.onubc,-s&Jeocecríd Ybcltno/oge-DaIcI¿uríar-ysc ‘loss or

diníiínuíiori, císuailyuírídesivable. of poseen-, tI-te lumi puw-cr beingcanveí-Éedmro teac’ (see

EstadsosInglesesdele Unit-ersidodCooup¡uuercse
iOuOÁ 5-uit. it 7 oS
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FranciscoSaneibáñez Acognitiíe anal,’sis offloree Englishfragneíotatton,uerbs

example3aaboye).This wasting’ sesiseof theverbtod¿ssolremayalso beappliedtostatcsof

affairsinwbicit onefails to profit fromanadvantageoussituation:

14. Ffrmscan casil>’dissipatetiteir first-moveradvantages,asHemyFord did aftertite first
world warlí>’ sackingman>’of bisbestseniormaíaagers.

Tite derogatorynatuíeis particularlyrevidesitinthecaseof theadjectivesdissipatedaraddtssoíute

(derivedfrom tite verbtú di.ssol<‘e). whict areofcenusedto speakaboutpeoplewho spendtoo

muchU-me asideffort on harnScílorviciouspleamares(ratitertitanonmorefruitiul activities):

15.

a. Sulivandeseribedhimself astavisígonceLeen‘wild, dissipatedandfavorite with Lot

sexes-

b. JulianoSandsplaysadissipetedSwiss,..

e. Zaetariaswasa tui/br painter wten he wasn’tl¿vingoff lila naistresaes,asidreputedil>’ a

dissolute.

TVeseexamplesma>’ bepan-ti>’ accountedfor in termsof theSCAflERED- SELF metapitur,

as posited by Lakoff (í996: ííí-íí0. Tlíis metaphoricmodel is basedon tite experiesitial

knowledgethat it is diffieuílt to fusictionpruperí>’ (asidtu exertnormalself-control)witenune

is foreedtu resposidto a variety of divergentneedsor responsibilitiesat tite sametime. In

metapitoricalterms, «wtendifferentaspeccsof tite Self areattendingto different concerns.

titeSelfis split isitopaatsttacareat differentplaces»(Lakoff 1996:112).Witatis mappeditere

is tite source-domainknaowledgetitat anentit¿ycanonl>’ functionproperí>’whenita partaare

togetiacir;tlíis metaphoriemappisigenablescusto derivetite target—domainentailmentthattite

SeIfcanonil>’ functiunuproperlywitentitedifferentaspeetaof titeSelf remaintogetiteria.

Furchermore.it ma>’ be arguedtlíat the exanaples¡si (£5) constituteinstantiationaof a
metonyníicmapping.sir-ii-e it ja tune.effun-t. or itealtt (or eventite moralSelf),rathertitantite

individcíaí, titat becoraíesdiasipated.TVe metosirniemappingwouldbeuneof titetargct-in-

sourcekind, i.e. annetonayinicmappingwheretite target is a subdomainof tite source.More

specificall>’. by virtcae uf chis siíetonyínya generieactiosi domainis nnappedunto oneof ita

suhdomaina(anentity irtvolved in titeaction) in orderto highlight it.

As a cosisequenaceof cteníetOnynuicmapping.it is posaibleto usetite deverbaladjectivein

order to designatean actribute of tbe entit>’ involved in theaction. More spcc¿fically.what

seeníatú be highliglíteti is tbe fact tlíat taldng pan-t in tite action(i.e. dissipatingvaluable

resour-ees)itas brougíitaboutsoisiesigníificant etangein tite entity- This kisid of conceptual

ctkuff Ii 996< i í ¿2) [iiiuV iíles íhr: folli:iselrig exprcssions as linguistic auianaiaiiaíiuías of iLe SCAVVEItFID-SEL.F
nieta jíií u <u lles jareo-y ural!reurt 1. /‘tt i¡ ,oiarseífrogeítíer. lles real togertí-er.Hes uit oírer ‘tu.e pl-aré. He Itii-sri u gori! uogertuer jet.

He? ati jiít aa-sc
4.
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disstp;ílcd pci-suri

disnípated crícrgx - time..

Figure4. ACTION- FOR-ENTIIIX INXuOLVFD IN TIff ACTlON noetuíiyiny
(a díssipoíedSaallss,o dissaluce)

mappiragalsountierlies tite noetonyníÁc beitaviour uf utiter related deverbaladjectiveain

Englisb.Poriníscance.we aaytlíat soníeoneis dnsnkwhenlíe/site tasdrunaktaonuuctalcohol

andjatiacreforeimableto belíavepcuperly.It is fairly evidenttlíatwtacja literallyconsumedja

aleotoliedrink rachen-citaratite peraonwiao dí-inks, btu tite latterundergoessumenoticeable

citanageaasareatílcof drinking.

Otl-acr níetunynaiecoharíectionísarealsopoasilale.Conaidertite following cí-preasiona:

í 6.
ca ,..thíefeebleexcusefar Vis dissipatedbeíiaviour.--

lí. Pyclíaguras,tose-ever.leftSamosaíídse-cnttu Kruton. iii arder— at least,sabiabiograplíera

said-—tu escapefroin tlaedissoluuecotírt of Polykií-acca.

Exanaple(iúa)ma>’ aLobeaceuuntedfor in tersosufasiníilartarget--in-sucarcerííetonyrny.

In dais case,tite acciondarnaaiuígetamappedarito tVeí-esciltsubdomajn(diasipacedbetaviotír

noaybecunecivedof ascite resultofdisaipadngcnergy.ti trae, ere.):

dissi¡xctedbcuiziiriaiu;

4
disinpatedeucíuzv - time - - -

Figure5. ACTION -FOR-RESLLTriíetonyníy- (/Á.sdissipacedbdíocio,r)

Fi tic diosJnig¡esesde¡o [lrtit cusido4 Coíríplu re,,íe
ci> <<3. <cuí, it <1<11

20



FranciscoSantibáíiez A cogí-calleanalysisof[¡creeEnglishfragmentationverbí

Ini (í6b) theadjcctived¿ssoluteja appliedto aplace(thecourcofPolykrates). Theconceptual

rationalefor thia example¿aslightly morecomplextitantite previouaonea.sinceit involvestite

coactivationof two indepcsidentmetosiyrniea.Ontheoneitasid,wehaveametonymicmapping

like tite unerepresentedini Figure4 (ACfION-FOB<ENTITY INVOLVED IN TI-lE ACTION),

wluicit accountsfor tite metonymicuseof tite adjective.Ontite otiterhand,aPlACE-POR—

PEOPLEmetonym>’allowauatu referto agroupof people(i.e.thepeopleintite courc)interma

of tite place 0V inaticution where tite>’ arelocated(i.e. tite cuurt). 3>’ coanbiningtite two

metonymnicmappinga.a propertyof a placeor institution ja natura11>’marie to standfor a

propertyof titepeople¿sitlíat placeor institution:

dmssolule people

4
diascalute cciurL

Figure6. PLACE-FOR-PEOPLEmetusi¿yín>’(tite dussolutecoati):!

Titeaemanticclíaraeteriaticaof titeverlí to disinte~rntearealightlydifferent.Ratitertitanon

motiunorperception.tluia verbtenidatu focus atrictí>’ on loasof integrity, titat ¿a,tite fact titat

titere ja no losiger a coiterentwitole oncefragmentatiunlías takenplace.Thereareobjects

(e.g. buildinga. machines, fabrica, etc.) where the whole ma>’ be casil>’ perceivedas a

configurationof parta: ini titesecases,tite loas of part-witole atrueture¿atypically tite central

meaningaapecttbatgetamappedfromtiterealmof titepit>’sical to moreabstractdomaina(e.g.

tu speakasid tbisik aboutrelationahipa.atructurea.systems.etc.).Moreover.tite part-whole

atructurejaoftcn relatedto tite fusictionofeacitpartwithisi titeconfiguration;oncetheoriginal

set-up is disintegrated.tite fusictiosialcharacteristiesof theaffectedentityarealsobat:

17.

a. Accordingla Buddihista tbe constituentaof beingarete five Khandas— forzn orbocly’.

feelisig.perception,mentalactivity andcosisciousíoesS.Whesitheaefiveaggregateaarein

Tice faixí thai ilte clcvcitoal adjeciive du-ssolieuen-picalísra/ls it, coilocacewith iiruíe. eoeígjorítíortey(or. in general.

any íc,,iandrs/gnatistgsuiríte k/ríd of vaíuable eíatity) shaws tlíat it has beconne runctiaíaallvspecializedLarnaeiunvrnic

jnsiart! iaitasas <uf ube cii tve [u -
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combination,titere ja he, abeingis in exiaíence.thuughtite aggregatestitemaelveaare

alse-ayschasiging.Witesi clic>’ disituegiatedeanhtakesplace.

lí. Evente nuclearfannily¿sintite procesaof d¿sintegi-etircg.

e. Socictiesdisintegrateiraní withisi more frequesislytitan tite>’ arebrokenup lí>’ external

preasures.
4 fromtesionzitenaarí-iageappearstohavedishítegi-ated.

e. Thais siíagraificentviajanof cburchasid societyunitedSssri organicwitole was, bowever,

dauíiaedtu diaircregrere.
f. Píesocialfabricis disintegrehrtg..

g. TIíe dishtregí-ariaua of anyrelationshipis painful.

However.tlhe verb rnayalso ocena—ini níetapitoricalexpressiunawiterepart-witoleatructure

asid Icínctionalit}- are not neccssarilyhiglíligitted. TIíia usagealso has easily identifiable

con-relates¿siphysicalexperience,anchasrocksorglasabeingreducedto particulatematter, ‘si

tuis respeet.noteitow ¿si (uSe)theinetapitoricalsonree(shater-edglass)¿a explieitly mentiusied:

‘8.

a. í’rn quite sure>‘ou airead>’know alíesnappedshortly,iter controldcscnregí-errngwith a

surgeof ar-iger.

lí. You do siot rtaindyour reputationdisinregraítngalongse-it titereatof thaeConapan>’?

e. Isabelfeit iterdefiantbravadodisirctegr-arelike sitatteredglasa.

Tite verb to dísiruegrateja al50 ennplujyed.botit literail>’ asid metapitorically.in examples

involving chí.angeof atate.A disintegratingentit?yma>’ breaknp ¿sito eornponent parca (í9a) or

bereducedto fragnaenta(a buhbhngrnossin i9b). altitougittite secosidacenariosecínatu come

cIasen-lo tite pruocypical cuíderstandiísguf disisitegration. Examples (190-e) instasitiate

níetapVoricainiappingsof thais pitysieal nocion:

19.

a. Onceinside ananuí-nal,eclI virasesusual>’disi-ritegi-a¡e jito separacedproeií~moleosilea

asidgeneticmaterial(C).
b. fila Iinsiba begancadisirítegrateinto abubblingníasaof fat,seaterasidbluod.

e. Somaliaja dísí,íregi-oriííg ii-ita aríarehí>’.

4 he eauícctlintinue clainiirag jíaícíoecnceu it leadato tVe líeavyx-eiglat division again

<¿uit1 tegs-otíutgi/ito clisos.

e. TVexis/asof fir foresta,islantísaid latesdisintegr-eredinto anouterLondonaníburlíasida

r-aoííídanieseifecalledLenitia -

[si (í~c-4) chíeníetapitoricaleoneeptof ‘socialdisisitegration’¿areinforcedby cheuseof tite

iiounasatíorcla-yasidclio.o.s-(oebau-aeterisecite r-esultisigatates.Example(í9e) fcírcberslíowatite

Estadioslngksssde[aLhi¿versidec/Cororí/iro,ir.-

2001. -¿a - li~2 /1 4-4
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negativevalue jndgementstypicaily associatedwitit tbia notion.Changeof atate, itoweven-,ja

more frequentí>’itighligitted ¿si titecaseuf to dísso)ve,wbichja consonantwith tite protoiypical

acenariocunjuredsip by tite verb. Moreover.empitasiais typically placedon thefact thattite

change¿agradual. flíere ¿a also a tendene>’towan-dsnegativeaxiologr (examplesuob-e).

althougit that lésid of inten-pretationja not alwayarequired.For instance.¿ni (uoa)tite ven-b to

dissolee¿ausedin atecitiíicalsenseto tite gradualtranaitionfn-ornoneahotto anotiterin afilim

(titefirat sitotfadesawayasiareplacedIi>’ titeaecond).In (20f-g)no negativeconrotationacasi

beapprec¿atede¿titer:

20-

a. Becauseit wasimpliedthattesegiríshadbeensexual1>’availableto a-widenumberofmen.

tite hero cauldn’t live with titein after tite fade-out-Tite>’ were regardedas tainted,

T>’picafly’. te>’wouldbesitut inte back,tbrowingtitemselvealii front of titehero,asidget
to dic patiteticall>’ in bis arma.TVen hedissolvedinto ahapp>’endiaogwith sumedrip lilce

AnsieSluinley.’

b. TVe oídclear-culcertaintiesdissoh’edisito anindetenninatehaze.

ix... tite gamedíssolved¿sitomasaivecoínphicat¿ons.

d Leí-will- pose-erd¿ssolvedtetoitelpíesanesa.-.

e--as te painancdbewildernnentaluwl>’ dissolvedinto murderousfuíy.
f. Whatbeganfurusastite efforttu captureapurel>’objectiverecorduf witatwesawgraduall>’

dissohredinto aqnest,anad>’ase>’of self-discoveny.-.

g tite exiscingmecitaniarnaof formal andinformal imperialcontrolwould dissolveinto

bandaof friendaitipbetweenequaltradingpartners.

A apecialcaseinvalvesexpreasiunaaboutpeopledissoííáng¿molaugitten-un-teara.Tite main

meanisigimplicationin exampleslike (
2za-b)¿atite loas of control un tite parÉof tite subject,

whicit ma>’ be metapitoricail>’asauciatedwitit tite pit>’aical experienceof pan-tichesscatterisig

awa>’. uncetiteir bindiragcunnectionaliarebeenbroken.andbecomingparÉof anotiterentity:

21.

a. Tu iterlíewildermenttitey botit d¿ssol<red¿sitogigglea-

b. Sheauddeíilydissoltíedisitofloadaofteara,

ini this sectionWc liareseenituw basicfacetaofpitysicalmeaningailso itavecorrelates¿sitite

¿nterpretatiunof tberuetapiton-icalusesuf tite verbaunderatud>’. It canbean-guedtitat, at least

tu a certainextent. tite>’ conceptuall>’motivatesorneuftite senseaoftiteseven-Lstypically listed

in dictianaries.Aword of ca’cition ma>’ beneceasan->’itere. It shouldbetakeninto accounttitat

metapituriemecitanismalike tite osiesanalyzedin this paperitelp us to usiderstandmore

deepí>’ itow tite d¿fferesitsenaesof a lexiical item ma>’ be plausibí>’ conmectedin ituman

conceptualsystems:howeven-,tite>’ aresiot predictivein tite sensetlíat theyconstitutejust one

23 EstudiosInglesesde la t.Jni,-ersidedComplutense
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of tite posaihlewayaisiwlíieh tite pulyscnoynctse-an-ksof tite x<erb unden-studycauldLavebeen

organiizrd

5. Sumetheoreticalinaplicationa

(lincearationíaleitas beenpn-ovidedfon-tite inairínnetaphor-icalusesuftite clareeverbasuden-

study. iii thia seetiun1 attenapt Éo explore ita inaplicationafon- tite daca/y of conceptual

unctapitoz-.1 anopan-cicularí>’¿síterestedin tite fact chaat.in eachcase,therearecercainaspectaof
thepí-otoíypicaiacenariocvokedbv titeverbwhicV aretwpicailv mappedaritotargetdoníainaof

asíabstraennatas-e,Sunneideas itax-e ¿drcadybeenanícicipated¿si chíe discuasioríof corpus

exaníplea,alchauíígit hecestiíey are fcíñiterclarified anta] placed wñithri (líe contextof ca/rs-cnt

researehin Cognitive Iiiríguistics: apecialattcntion ¿a paid to Éhaeexpían/ato/ypower of thíe

nocionaof ¿ra-oge-sc!,crí-tu.pr-i-mar-r-metapitor-,asid‘naln m-eao-iragfocu.s- Pinally,¡ br¿efl>’ cxaníiríe

how citeniecaphoí-icbclíaviourof tlíe threefraginesitationverbaanalyzediterenííayberelaced

to alteinaciorec(araceptiializaÉiunsofthíc genaerieideaof existcríceirt Englislí.

As íaíeíííionec] aboye, iíriagc-schieínaca(cg. GONTAINER. PATII. PÁJIT-WHOLF) are

akelealgestaRpatccí-nísuf anon-pí-uposiciuííalnaturew-iticit recurirí ourevcrydaybud¿lyand

social expcricatee(johnsoíi r ‘98”-. haRofi 1987. /989)- Tiaeaeu£aeani/lgful suadcia servea

central sta-cae/-uncag funct¿ un i ru I-aaíinaro cogníici rin. espeeiallvsincc tlíey- naay nuanifeat

titetaiselvesntetapfaorically(e g sta/eaii-e often(¿oncepcual¿zeclin ter-iría of locatitItsi witiii ra a

camai rter) - 1 rí sccti c Ti 3. 1 haaxu a’guedti aatu auacof titecxpn-essioí-asanaaly-zedlacreconjure IP,

at leotsct aa ceccair-a excenít. tice FR-NÚME NTATI ON 1 inage selieí loa: tu is aclienala ¿a scabaidiau-y

lo chíePAPsT-WI 1 OLE schtcíiia se hiela 1 si tctrnarequi reschic iíííage-acliesiaaíicriotiort of OBJECT

Luí- lis fui II devcloprnieuic a íd uírtcft st tíadintg’t. TIje URJA 1\1 [NT/sIl tiN seheííaabasically

capÉui( a ucíí e í lucí cci expcriesice tíía É.as a rean1 c uf iii t ílíj c ct bre ak i r~ ita piecesrna>’ lic

scatleí-cti aoci ir: area (anicí chía i É ¿5 soínetifíes pos--. bR. tu R c oiist ucíc t chíe wlíolc by

rearíaítgciig [liase picces) (cf, Santibáñez2002). 1W 1 RA( Nl I- NT NTION sehícítíafigures

pror-ittri( ial iii ira,- taphus-icalexpresa:unaseritit ti e x etIi tu 8t suti ¡curo te aííd it is asausxaed-

albeií rial fui tb¡cd -- ita r-ttast of ILe utlíci- exaiuíples;lío xc r it nias tíso he ícgarih-dastite

4ijíual (ato) xc1i euutíahísís rtInr-a,lc-eíits-al iuaraííar-íg eleitaesatt[aac uve-ls rin ¿si —< it us .. ... Oii tlie
ti CStruc[uní ci f theiii ud¿rag-fon-e-e thacpl-eservec] í he /11te pi ítx cal pi utípa Oí e tiiitpícx cutítwa.

N—lrui-euver. tVe ttotiaia tI ~í aí-c whole cusif¿g-uícat¿on¿a~-pic-aIlyasscíc-iaíedve-itli faííicticírtalitv.As

etrtpii-ically fi—ove 4 lix [‘<1 skv asid Hcíícenawa=r(t
9P4), ~ e-tiíasujíunc íiae ps-iíitaí—y- way of

reíat rtgatníictiate Ira [anacfian. siseepastaareofíesi icietí cifiotbic seguííciítswi lii a síiecial¿zet1
funccianiwichiniagixestcuiítIígíaí-at~ír-t

lite fiascííeiuialdauícicsauiil uf patí .xsriatile curífigíír-at¿ostsíís<t lies ar [líe liitse uf thte pn-imar’1u

metiapitus-t JRGANI/A 11< IN (cus-~Ni3STRA([1 S<III4UC<IUl{E) 15 PIIYSIGAL STRLGIiJRE Grady

(í997) asguesti aat it 5 pitasible ro dccoinapcise<:ullvei íciusialized niclaplitirie pacteríla(cg.

<u tÁu a-ni is]i:tiis ti,- t tv-¿a unu-nt uit~ itii¿tí~ní- iii itt, ciaP; tui ctotu-liir-s 41—u- Pu-iTt (-<oc?).
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THEORIESARE BIJILDINGS) into mon-ehasjcmappingscalledprima¡ymetapitors (seealso

Lakoff and Johnson1999). Prima/y metapitoraare basedun direct cun-relationabetween

anbjectiveasid senaon-iinutorexperiencewjthin reciarringexperientialacenarios(un- primar-y

Grad>’ asidJohnson2002). BesideaORGANIZATION IS PHYSICAL STRUCTURE,

otiter prima/ymetapitoraalsopía>’ afundamentalruíe ¿sitite inten-pretationof fragmentatiun

verba.Cunaider,fon- instance,tite expressiosiswitit to distipate in (8) ahuuttite metapitorical

remuval of perceptualhan-riera; titese enníipleaare ultimatel>’ basedun tite well—known

KNOWING—AS-SEEINGmetaphun-.whichlaconceptuall>’gn-oundedjnthe correlationhetween

tite subjectiveexpeuienceuf cognitionasidtite sensor>’experienceofvisualperception.[ni otiten-

cases,titehighlightinguftite ‘mution’ ingn-edientn!a>rn-efen-uatothecunceptualjzatiunofchasige

in ten-msof mution.witich ja asWc
11 a metapitoriepn-iunitive (unthepen-vasivepresenceof tite

EVENT-STRUCTUREmetapitun-jn humanlanguageanid thougitt,seeLakuff £993).

Aecurdingtu Kóveeses(2000, 2002). tite main meanircgfoatsof a aourcedumain ¿ate

particularconceptualmaterial that ¿amust counmonlycarriedoven-tu tan-getdomaisia.What

Kóvecaescallacentral rnappingsaremappjngs¿ni whicit tite main meaningfocusoftite aourceis

projectedunto tite target.TWanotion ja¿siman>’wa>’a amulartu thatuf prima/ymetapiton-(for

instance,jntensityjatite mainmeaningfocusof fin-ewitenit fusictionaastheaourcedomainuf

a metapitor).As ¿afairí>’ evidentfrom tite diacuasionof corpusexamples¿si tite preceding

sectiun,djffen-entmeauíingfocj aretyp¿callyasauciatedwitit eacitof titeven-hawhenengagedin

metapitorieactivity: tite verbtú dtsintegr-atetendato focusun fragmesitatiunandfcmctiunality

(and secondaril>’ un mutiun). witereaato diseipateand to dissolve priman-ii>’ bighligitt tite

pereeptiunmeanhíg(eventite main meaningfucus ja sitifted tu either in-agmesitationun-

motion¿sicen-cainmetapiton-icailexamples).

Finíail>’. it ma>’ he titeun-eticalí>’ interestingtu relatemetapiton-icalactiv¿ty cuncen-ning

fragmentatiunven-ha with tite conceptcual¿zationof exiatenceas abasic dornainof itmnasi

experience.It hasheenan-guedtital exiateneeis metapitun-icalí>’atructuredin English¿siten-ms

ofatleastfourcosiventiunalizedsnappingsuf agenerienature:EXISTENCEISSPACE(cg. ¡‘hay

comeandgo out of existente).EXISTENCE15 PERCEPTION(e.g.
53,ooojoSa inengfr-ceer-¿ngwill

disappear-nexÉyear). EXISTENCE 15 FIJNCTIONALITY (cg.A defencecoanselwould tear his

evidentetú sitredson claatfact atona),asidEXISTENCE 15 POSSESSION(e.g.He gastetiteji eld of

Erngineeringita ver-y existente)(Sasitibáñez2001). Titesebigitíevel mappisigsareconceptciall>’

grotandedisiwitat L¿nadsier(1981:171)callatite regioruofirctei-activefocus.¿e. tite realmuf sitan-ed

experiesice.cudatesice.action,fusiction,consciuusinteraetionasidawaresieas”-In broadten-ms,

witenanentity accesseachissubjectiveregionit ma>’ becomeavailabletu us ¿ni ail titose wa>’s

(it. we caninteractwitit it orociterwiseexperienceit). Theven-hawbicit líaveheenanalyzed¿si

tbis paperarehasicalí>’usedtu speakahoutfragmesitationasid destructiun(of hotit physieal

asidabatractentities),so tite>’ ma>’ qual~’asexiatesiceven-ha(in titesensetitat tite>’ areusedtu
prufile a specifical-eaof that gesieriedomain).Wititout guingdown tu te apecificaof tite
relatiunshiphetweenmapp¿ngsat djfferentleveisuf gesieralization.sorneve~ ohviousfacta

25 EstudiosInglesesdela UniversidadComplutense
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maybenoted:expreaaionsfucuasingonloasof integr¿tynía>’ beplacedundertite EXISTENCE-

AS-FIJNCTIONAIHY beadingby virccae of tite intjmate relationahipbetweesipan-c-whule

atnsctcmreasid icunetionalcitan-acterizat¿on~metapitun-icalexampleswitoae rneaningfucsia ¿a

pci/sariy jíereeptual conatitute lowen--Ievel instantiatiusis of tite EXISTENCE-AS—

PEIRCEPTIONrnapping; and cite focuas oo nnutiouí refera cas tu tite conceptualizationof

e=custenee¿niapacialten-rna.

6. Conclusion

Ini daispapee1 hax<etried tu provide adetailedanaiysisof titreefragníesitatiouíverbawhicit

are uften presescedas lan-gel>’ synunysnoua,especiallywitesi used rnetapiturically. Tibe

titeoretical fraunewan-kcitosen fon- tite asialyaiahasbeentLat of Cognitive Lingraisties.TVe

c(tgmtive pan-adigrsiprovides sumeusefulmetitodologicaltuola not tu be fosisid in utiter

approacitesto seunantiedeseription.espeeiallyaaregan-datiteatructuringasidníutivatisigpowen-

ofconceptualriwchanilams1¿kemetaphor,nnetonysny.asidiníagc-sciíeínatiereasosiing.¡ itave

alauxx-nÉ}aat, ahito-tapiatite titree-verbaunden-atcudy’sitan-eirídeedaconíanuníííeaninagcore,soune

ani}íorcasitdiffereneeanía>’ be¿dentified.In this cunneecion,apecialattesit¿unitaabeenpaidto

cite closen-elacional-íipbetwcentiteplíysical acenarioevokedby eachverbasidita nnetapiturical

nneaninagextensiosis.Finail>’. sumetiteon-eticalpointa ha-re beeninadeccgan-dirígtite partial

natureof ínetapitur¿cmappingaaswell astite cosmecionof titeanalysispresentediterewith

tibemetapitor-basedcunceptííalizationof existeneeini Englisia.
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