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Abstract: The viewpoints of embodied cognition advocate that cognition is essentially embodied and the
body plays a pivotal role in an organism’s cognitive processes. Traditional symbolic—computational theories
assume conceptual representation is stored as abstract symbols in semantic memory, separated from systems
governing perception and action. The embodied theories of conceptual representation hold that conceptual
representation is grounded in the same neural systems that govern sensation, perception and action.
According this viewpoint, concepts are essentially neural recordings during perceptual and motor
experiences, and these recordings can later be re—enacted as the way of conceptual processing. Recent work
has focused on the emergence of perceptual phenomena in conceptual processing, the effect of body
movement on conceptual processing, the embodied effect for processing abstract conception, the embodied
effect for processing combined concept and modality switching costs effect. Future researches should focus
on combining symbolic—computational theories and embodied theories.
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