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Abstract; Based on Conceptual Metonymy Theory, construction grammar and relevance theory, this paper, taking for example
the Chinese construction “Hen + N” , explores the cognitive pragmatic mechanism for the interpretation of grammatical metony-
my, argues for the joint work of conceptual metonymy and relevance theory for the study of grammatical metonymy and puts for-
ward a cognitive pragmatic model for the interpretation of grammatical metonymy. It is found that the interpretation of grammat-
ical metonymy is constrained by relevance theory, the interpreter’ s subjectivity, semantic coercion and context. In the inter-
pretation of grammatical metonymy, when the interpreter discovers that the lexical meaning is incompatible with the meaning of
the grammatical construction, driven by the expectation of optimal relevance in communication, he will take the subjective ini-
tiative to seek a way to make the two meanings compatible with each other, which results in the constructional meaning coer-
cing the lexical meaning. Then, the metonymic cognitive mechanism prompts the interpreter to undertake metonymic reason-
ing, in which contextual constraints facilitate the interpreter’ s identification of the target concept from many adjacent concepts.

The interpretation of grammatical metonymy is a dynamic process of meaning construction, which involves the subjectivity of
the interpreter and the constraints of cognitive and pragmatic factors.
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