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LOOK WATCH  SEE
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@
stare gaze observe glimpse COBUILD

look watch see look “

” 113 ” Watch ” 113

" e " “ " LOOK

at look  watch

see

1 I was looking through my binoculars at the hills. @

2005 — 03 — 22 . http  www. journals. zju. edu. cn soc

1953 —

@) Sweetser E. Etymologyto Pragmatics Metaphorical and Cultural Aspects of
Semantic Structure.Cambridge Cambridge University press. 1990.
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2 We were standing watching him skip rope.

3 a.l saw a rabbit over there.

b. * I was seeing a rabbit over there.

activity
conclusive
punctual
look  watch
3a
2 3 4
1 agent
WATCH SEE
look
56789 10 11 12 13
frame
scene
Talmy
event-frame '© 17 18
® *

18 p.258

@
activity types 1 p.200 2 p.107
transitional event
durative
2 see
3b
argument
2 experiencer
theme
LOOK AT
©)
1
2
Fillmore '
situation

“ John broke the
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window with a stone ” 1
2 3 4
5
attentional windows to window
to gap

Ungerer & Schmid 10 P23

1
18 p.272
1
Tom saw the train coming into the station.
1. 1. Tom
2. 2.
3. 3.
4. 4.
5. 5
break
1
“ K LOOK WATCH “ " SEE
LOOK (WATCH)
SEE
1
1 LOOK
WATCH SEE
4 5 13 ”
6 7
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4 Look and see whether the postman has been yet.
5 Sorry I didn’ t see I wasn’ t looking.

6 We looked but saw nothing.

7 a.l saw you. I was looking through the window.

b. I saw you because I was looking.

8

8 "It s time we left.” Ian said looking at his watch.

6“ ” 9 13
9  He watched her carefully but saw nothing.

18 p.312

Talmy figure

ground

motion

path

LOOK WATCH SEE 2 3
LOOK

tik
B B Eia

~

2 LOOK

manner

mE

S

3 WATCH

n 18 p.343
18 p.27
fir
B iz TR
SEE
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Langacker — prominence
specificity perspective
@)
LOOK
sharply studiously
8
6
1 through at
LOOK
10 She looked him in the face eye.
11 Jane looked daggers at John.
10 LOOK
11
“ ! look look
look at into on to LOOK
WATCH
LOOK
13 ” 13 ” WATCH
12 — 15
12 Watch what I do and copy it.
13 Watch that boy jump.
14 Retana watched him smoking.
@ Langacker Talmy Ungerer & Schmid. Schmid An

Introduction to Cognitine Linguistics. London Addison Wesley Longman Group Ltd 1996. p210
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15 He watched the sun sink into the Mediterranean.

WATCH LOOK
WATCH
WATCH LOOK
16 17
16 1 watched him get into his jacket.
17 1 watched her cross the street.
WATCH
WATCH
SEE
SEE
WATCH
clearly dimly

18 I saw a man making his way towards me.

19 Looking up I saw his eyes fixed on me in curiosity.
20 For an instant I saw Martin’ s face go pale.

21 He saw the water all about him green-blue.

22 I don’ t want to see a boy of mine in his company.

15
LOOK
WATCH
SEE
WATCH  SEE
LOOK

SEE

18 19 20
21 22 WATCH
LOOK
18 p.336
SEE
Langacker ¢ Pp-31733
Langacker '°
LOOK WATCH
SEE
SEE

SEE
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23 Here the exploring party of the three turned round to look at the view below them. The

scene of moorland and the fields was like a feeble water-color drawing halfsponged out.
London

24  When she came within a score of feet of the desired goal she saw through the window a

young man in a grey checked suit. Dickens

2 3 “ ”
24
23
@
2
2
LOOK —
WATCH + -
SEE — +
o
2 LOOK WATCH
SEE
look watch  see 4

25 look gawk gape goggle gloat ogle squint stare gaze glance peek peep peer
watch examine observe regard scan view
see glimpse sight spot witness

LOOK 20

@ listen hear
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11
12
13
14

15
16

17

st 3 e 3h i) WL RSl i
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look  watch

see

look
watch

see
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English Verbs of Vision Conceptual Alteration and Windowing

ZHANG Jian-li
Institute of Linguistics Zhejiang University Hangzhou 310058 China

Abstract The basic human cognitive domains include space images and colors. They are perceived by
the human organ of visual sense—eyes and expressed linguistically by verbs of vision. From the
cognitive perspective the present study focuses on the three typical verbs of vision in their original and
literal meaning LOOK WATCH and SEE with a view to revealing the relevant linguistic
mechanism.

A FRAME is an abstract scene where some cognitive components gather. According to Talmy
some conceptual and relational components are interrelated and form an event-frame. Such frames are
of many types and one of them is the CAUSAL EVENT-FRAME. It falls into five sub-events
1 intention 2 physical initiation 3 immediate sub-event 4 penultimate sub-event and 5 final
resulting sub-event the intended goal. The sub-events are windows attracting attention to the
contents. Each can be opened but the whole event can be construed without all of them opened.

The frame theory can be used for a macro-cognitive analysis of the English verbs of vision. The
visual process is a typical causal event where an actor intends to look at an object and eventually sees
it thus reaching the goal. But onthe other hand the ways of lexicalization of vision are different
from other average verbs. It often occurs that the whole concept is lexicalized into one word denoting
the whole event. In contrast the visual process is divided into several parts which are lexicalized
separately so that each part may be windowed. Therefore LLOOK windows the first and second or up
to the fourth sub-event while WATCH and SEE window the fourth and fifth respectively. These
three sub-concepts window three sets of sub-events in a causal chain in such a way that some sub-events
windowed imply the whole causal event.

According to Talmy prominence is of three layers FIGURE GROUND and SETTING. The
motion of FIGURE is denoted by the verb which is composed of several parts including MOTION
MANNER and PATH. According to Langacker the Principle of Prominence can be supplemented by
the Principle of Specificity and Perspective. These theories can be used for a micro-cognitive analysis of
the verbs in question. LOOK windows the actor’ s FIGURE and PATH WATCH does the actor’ s
FIGURE and GROUND and SEE the experiencer’ s perspective and GROUND  with other
components backgrounded.

The lexicalization pattern and ways of windowing can be accounted for by the theory of bodily
experience which states that vision plays an important part in perceiving the world and in
interpersonal communication. It is the human demand for precision on vision that leads to the
specificity of cognition and expression.

Key Words cognitive linguistics causal event-frame principle of prominence lexicalization verbs of vision



