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Thirty years ago, Gilles Fauconnier and Mark Turner published a technical paper (Report 9401) with the
Department of Cognitive Science, University of California, San Diego, entitled “Conceptual Projection
and Middle Spaces” (Fauconnier & Turner 1994), aiming to describe “a fundamental and general
cognitive process, running over many (conceivably all) cognitive phenomena, including categorization,
the making of hypotheses, inference, the origin and combining of grammatical constructions, analogy,
metaphor, and narrative”. This theory went on to be developed most famously in their landmark book The
Way We Think: Conceptual Blending and the Mind's Hidden Complexities (Fauconnier & Turner 2002;
see also Turner 2014).

As predicted, Conceptual Blending Theory (CBT) has gone on to impact numerous fields across the
cognitive sciences and beyond over the past three decades, with applications as broad as rhetoric and
ideology (Coulson 2006), creative solutions from mathematics to music (Eppe et. al 2018; Gomez
Ramirez 2020), cognitive poetics (Hiraga 1999; Sweetser 2006, Freeman 2008, 2020), painting (Morley
2016), courtroom discourse (Pascual 2002), advertising (Joy et al. 2009), memes (Coulson 2022),
possibility studies (Hanchett Hanson 2023), sound design (Melvin & Bridges 2024), neuroscience (Pagan
Canovas & Valenzuela 2014), and science education (Fredriksson & Pelger 2018) to name only a handful.
Closer to home, within cognitive linguistics, theorists have worked to understand relationships between
CBT and related phenomena, prominently including grammar (F&T 1996), analogy (Fauconnier 2001,
Hofstadter & Sander 2013), image schemas (Mandler & Pagan Canovas 2014, Hedblom 2020), primary
metaphor (Grady 2005), conceptual metaphor (Dancygier 2016), multimodal metaphor (Forceville 2024),
polysemy (Fauconnier & Turner 2003), metonymy (Coulson & Oakley 2003), embodied cognition
(Pelkey 2013, 2017), aesthetic cognition (Auchlin 2013, Freeman 2020, Pelkey 2022), creativity (Eppe et
al. 2018), discourse (Oakley & Hougaard 2008), narrative viewpoint and stance (Dancygier 2011,
Dancygier & Sweetser 2012), diagrammatic reasoning (Bourou et al. 2024), and many more.

In the process, numerous challenges and expansions to the theory have been proposed, most recently
including the use of computational frameworks, artificial intelligence, and large language models to
approximate conceptual integration and generate new blends (Eppe et al. 2018, Schorlemmer & Plaza
2021, Wang et al. 2023) in both linguistic and visual modalities (Ge & Parikh 2021). Elsewhere,
biosemiotic and evolutionary implications of the theory that give attention to the gradient heritage and
continuity of CBT with alloanimal cognition have barely begun to be developed (cf. Turner et al. 2020),
but hold much promise for understanding relationships between advanced blending, the language
capacity, interspecies communication, and the human singularity (following Fauconnier & Turner 2008,
Turner 2014; cf. Glebkin 2015).

This theme session features papers that consolidate developments and applications of CBT over the past
three decades while relating the theory to new possibilities.
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