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Abstract

This research seeks to examine the conceptualization of “knowing” in the Mashhadi dialect.
To achieve this goal, it will first provide an introduction to the concept of knowing. This
introduction includes the philosophical (including empiricism, rationalism, pragmatism, and
postmodernism) and cognitive concepts of knowing. It explains that in cognitive sciences,
“knowing” is often conceptualized as a mental process involving the storage, retrieval, and
manipulation of information. Then, it discusses the role of conceptual metaphors in
understanding this concept in various languages. In the next stage, it seeks to see how the
mechanism of understanding this verb is among Mashhadi speakers. The findings indicate
that in Mashhadi dialect, this concept appears in two forms of “knowing” and “remembering”
for languages, skills, addresses, and practical knowledge, and understanding the verb
“remembering” results from the process of objectification. The results can be useful for
cognitive linguistics researchers and dialectologists.
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Extended Abstract

1.Introduction

Knowledge and knowing have long occupied a central position in philosophy,
cognitive science, psychology, and linguistics. While knowledge is commonly
understood as the possession of information or skills, contemporary cognitive
linguistics emphasizes the role of conceptualization in shaping how knowledge is
perceived, organized, and expressed through language. Different linguistic
communities conceptualize abstract notions such as knowledge through culturally
and cognitively grounded metaphorical structures. This study investigates the
conceptualization of the notion of “knowing” in the Mashhadi dialect of Persian,
with particular attention to the coexistence of two verbal forms, danestan (to know)
and yad dashtan (to know/be able to). This research seeks to explain the cognitive
mechanisms underlying the use of these forms and to compare them with
conceptualizations found in several other languages. By adopting a cognitive-
linguistic perspective, this study contributes to the understanding of how dialectal
variation reflects broader conceptual processes and cultural models of knowledge.

The concept of knowledge has been examined extensively across different
intellectual traditions. In philosophy, classical epistemology traditionally defined
knowledge as justified true belief, although this definition was later challenged by
Gettier. Empiricist thinkers such as Locke, Berkeley, and Hume viewed knowledge
as deriving primarily from sensory experience, whereas rationalists including
Descartes, Spinoza, and Leibniz emphasized innate ideas and reason as fundamental
sources of knowledge. Moreover, pragmatist philosophers, notably Peirce, James,
and Dewey, conceptualized knowledge as a practical tool for solving problems,
while postmodern scholars such as Foucault, Derrida, and Kuhn highlighted the
socially constructed and context-dependent nature of knowledge.

In cognitive science, knowledge is generally understood as a mental process
involving the storage, retrieval, and manipulation of information. Researchers
distinguish between declarative knowledge, procedural knowledge, and implicit
knowledge. Cognitive linguistics further argues that knowledge is shaped by
embodied experience and conceptual metaphors. Lakoff and Johnson’s theory of
conceptual metaphor demonstrates how abstract concepts are understood through
more concrete experiential domains.
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Cross-linguistic evidence reveals considerable variation in the conceptualization
of knowing. In English, knowledge is frequently conceptualized as seeing, as
reflected in expressions such as “I see what you mean”. Mandarin Chinese often
conceptualizes knowledge as following a path or grasping an object. Spanish and
Arabic portray knowledge as possession, while Japanese associates knowing with
entering a state of awareness. In Swahili, knowing is conceptualized as arriving at a
destination. These linguistic patterns suggest that conceptualizations of knowledge
are deeply influenced by cognitive and cultural experiences.

2.Method

This study adopts a qualitative cognitive-linguistic approach. The theoretical
framework is based on conceptual metaphor theory, conceptualization, and
reification. Data were collected through field observation and the analysis of
naturally occurring speech among speakers of the Mashhadi dialect of Persian. The
researchers examined the contexts in which the verbs danestan (to know) and yad
dashtan (to know, to be able to, or to have learned) are used.

The analysis focuses on identifying the semantic and cognitive structures
underlying the use of these verbs and comparing them with conceptual metaphors
found in other languages. Particular attention is given to the notion of reification,
whereby abstract concepts are conceptualized as concrete objects that can be
possessed, transferred, stored, or manipulated.

3.Results

The findings indicate that the concept of knowing in the Mashhadi dialect is
expressed through two distinct verbal constructions. The verb danestan is employed
in contexts involving factual or propositional knowledge. In contrast, yad dashtan is
predominantly used to express competence, acquired skills, practical knowledge,
language proficiency, and familiarity with locations or directions.

Examples from natural speech demonstrate that speakers use yad dashtan to
indicate knowing a language, being able to perform a skill such as swimming or
cooking, or being familiar with a place. Historical evidence from classical Persian
texts further confirms that this usage is not an innovation but has deep roots in
Persian linguistic history.

From a cognitive perspective, the study argues that yad dashtan reflects a process
of reification. In this conceptualization, knowledge is treated as a tangible object that
can be possessed. The researchers propose a “giving—receiving” schema in which



Journal of Linguistics and Khorasan Dialects, 7o/ 78, No. 2, Summer 2026 36

knowledge, conceptualized as a transferable entity, is passed from one individual to
another. Initially, a learner lacks the object (knowledge); subsequently, another
person provides it, and finally, the learner acquires and retains it. This cognitive
structure enables speakers to conceptualize knowledge as something concrete that
can be stored, maintained, and used.

4.Discussion and Conclusion

The findings demonstrate that the Mashhadi conceptualization of knowing is
grounded in an ontological metaphor that reifies knowledge as an object. The verb
yad dashtan embodies this conceptualization by presenting knowledge as something
that can be possessed and retained. This interpretation aligns with broader patterns
observed cross-linguistically, where knowledge is frequently metaphorized through
physical experiences such as seeing, holding, entering, arriving, or possessing.

This study further argues that the persistence of this metaphorical structure can
be explained through Lakoff’s Invariance Principle, according to which
metaphorical mappings preserve key structural features of the source domain. In the
Mashhadi dialect, knowledge retains the characteristics of a transferable and
enduring object, allowing it to be conceptualized as something that can be acquired,
stored, and maintained over time.

This research highlights the importance of cognitive mechanisms in shaping
dialectal linguistic structures. It demonstrates that linguistic variation is not merely
a matter of vocabulary or grammar but also reflects distinct conceptualizations of
abstract notions. This study contributes to cognitive linguistics and dialectology by
providing evidence that the Mashhadi dialect conceptualizes knowing through a
reification-based model in which knowledge functions as a possessable object. The
results offer valuable insights into the interaction between language, cognition, and
culture and open new avenues for comparative research on the conceptualization of
knowledge across languages and dialects.
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