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RELACIONES ENTRE COGNICION Y PRAGMATICA:
UNA REVISION DE ESTUDIOS EMPIRICOS

Zambrano, Renato
Universidad Cooperativa de Colombia. Colombia

RESUMEN

La pragmatica tiene como objetivo explicar el fendmeno del uso
contextual del lenguaje, especialmente los significados interperso-
nales determinados contextualmente (Leech, 2014, p. 30), también
es la interaccion de los aspectos contextuales y lingiiisticos (No-
veck y Sperber, 2004), sin embargo, yendo a los fundamentos, no
se conoce exactamente qué explica la pragmatica; este estudio se
propone rastrear las evidencias cognitivas que estan asociadas a la
pragmatica. Este estudio se realizd bajo el disefio de revision sis-
tematica de la literatura (Moher et al., 2015) de articulos entre los
afios 2004-2017. Los principales hallazgos muestran una relacion
entre pragmatica y teoria de la mente, en especial, la capacidad de
comprender creencias del otro; también aparecen relacionadas la
emocionalidad y la intencionalidad, asi como procesos de funcion
ejecutiva, atencion y memoria, esto, sin embargo, solamente se
ha estudiado en relaciones directas entre comprension de ironias,
creencias 0 mentiras, con tareas de comprension de creencias o
emociones, asi como desempefio en tareas cognitivas especificas,
en donde no existen relaciones detalladas entres los aspectos de
atencion, memoria, intencionalidad, emocionalidad, pragmatica,
entre otros. Sin embargo, se discute y propone un modelo de re-
laciones entre cognicion y pragmatica en tres niveles de relacion:
aspectos cognitivos, metacognitivos y pragmaticos.
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ABSTRACT

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN COGNITION AND PRAGMATICS: A REVIEW
OF EMPIRICAL STUDIES

Pragmatics aims to explain the phenomena of the contextual use
of language, especially contextually determined interpersonal
meanings (Leech, 2014, p.30), it is also the interaction of contex-
tual and linguistic aspects (Noveck and Sperber, 2004), however ,
going to the foundations, it is not known exactly what the pragma-
tic explains; This study aims to trace the cognitive evidences that
are associated with pragmatics. This study was carried out under
the design of a systematic review of the literature (Moher et al.,
2015) of articles between the years 2004-2017. The main findings
show a relationship between pragmatics and theory of mind, es-
pecially the ability to understand beliefs of the other; emotionality
and intentionality are also related, as well as processes of execu-
tive function, attention and memory, this, however, has only been
studied in direct relationships between understanding of ironies,
beliefs or lies, with tasks of understanding beliefs or emotions, as
well as performance in specific cognitive tasks, where there are no

detailed relationships between the aspects of attention, memory,
intentionality, emotionality, pragmatics, among others. However, a
model of relations between cognition and pragmatics is proposed
and discussed in three levels of relationship: cognitive, metacogni-
tive and pragmatic aspects.
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