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A RIB S AFHHE

7k 18 A
CRBERD K AF 2 e O 2 &R, K 300134)

H E RARAETABSENG—HALATRLS T, EAMAAETAILERE, RALHHEALT
RAEZT AFIRG L, REM, TEAHRET: JABETARNIE. RAET IR, LAES
5#ETRENXE. AR TRAET AR EGIRTEF M FRGESE; RARAZRERKE
Aoty R, FBRUAS B EE A AN, A S T Ae TidAe kA @ B AE T A AR,

KEE R EE; AR

SEES B84
1 mHIE R SEMIELS), A BT RIS A

R e = R A O S MR AT O Y BR A 3 TR
(Shintel & Keysar, 2009; Zwaan, 2014),

HGAT, DAEAS T 7 A o8 22 1 58
=AVHTRTF . SCHEH WA FHE(Arold, Kahn,
& Pancani, 2012; Davies, 2011; Rogers, Fay, &
Maybery, 2013), ZZ3itiE & M T3 8 (Brown-Schmidt,
2009; Galati, 2009; Shintel & Keysar, 2009), i
155 53k S R E )22 & (Brennan, Chen, Dickinson,
Neider, & Zelinsky, 2008; Goldin-Meadow & Alibali,
2013; Shintel & Keysar, 2009; Vanlangendonck,

A2 A (communication) J& LA & MAZ O 1Y
—Mib s NPRE =, T REMBER, 32
SRR E AT 55 XS R AT IR, DR A A
H. s ERBERPEEAT R E AL A
M ALVRRIER I T, S B RO A
LR M L S ROA IR S L SSIWAT A
YEPE, PLRSE U SEAT A N ST AT I A7 PR (R,
2013; Krauss & Weinheimer, 1964), &5 .DBEl2E
S T BT AR S i R E B T

; AR VE 25 b AT b b
fni?lf::;;ﬂz;ii;%ii&?%;&é%gg;gi Z\/illem?, Menenti, & Hagoort, 2013), 3% T4
W R R R i
RO, DRI T S RIE S S 2 RRIES NASE
(18 H) (Brown-Schmidt, 2009; Christensen, L B
Fusaroli, & Tylén, 2016), 54~k i v il 4~ 1A 3 SCI 09— A AR R AR HE,

FRR, ARRERA AR R, 0 IERBRIERISRIE L R
T 48 2 T 22 B0 KR S PR AE . e P L Se T TmATENA . PERFENNS, NZRIETHNE
F 3[R B A 5 4 S R R 24T 2, S g FROE M &, ZCTRE T 035 s PR 2 B 0 X X 4 35 i
VR IR e FRIR . A8 AR I 2 4 A SR SCAML, DL RS TE S R RS H
VB R R 20 5 MR R A O R AR O AT 55 1938 24 1 2% 35 (Davies, 2011), Grice (1975)
D L P B 22 1 0 PR A5 g e, IR IS RO VA R IBU R IE Tt A A
FRIN, 2 I 1 A BRI X 2 S E AL,
DR Sk 0] A 338 BB 5 3R 52 3 56 2R IR N 1

?iiixgﬁgﬂﬁ*$ﬁﬁwﬂﬂwmwm Pl S it i ORI 29 2 7 2 O 2
sy R B TR, SCHEHE T AR B A
WAEEH . KIEM, E-mail: zhhengch@126.com FAESCHLE BT R BLSC T ek, BB S
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BE NAERE BRHEGKIEME, 2016; Arnold et al.,
2012; Rogers et al., 2013); 3Z3C i 1% 5 52 W Y [
PR E PERRAE S5 07 1 (SR TEE, 20135 sKAEE, B
[ B, 2014; Levinson, 2016; O’Carroll, Nicoladis,
& Smithson, 2015),

21 XRIBEGEEE

R T AR BRI N 7T 3 e T B
EIEF AN, RMAERMS R E, ZRiE
FUARE-NEETEARNEMHT KA,
AL AE B R LM P TR T R A A T AR
PYHERLARRAE . ZEWIER — W R E R
12, WAEHE S RS SR A B A
WA G sZmAEFERE . KB, &
TR R . ST (B Y B B AR, S — T
A2 U v B EL A AR AN AR E M, JUHRAE A AR 1Y 32
TIEHRT, 2CWE T 32 2038 A N H 3 M 28 i
B TR HERR A2 A (5K AELER, 2017; Davies, 2011; Sacchi,
Riva, & Aceto, 2016), Clark £ Marshall (1981)$%
I — R T R E R W RS,
BN A  E R R 3C TN G B R E
AN ZRES . RnhAEESEFELR; JF
R R A A B R R B0 R A AR O R R
TE BRAAAAT MWK R — BT
A2 SRR T B A A AL AR
AR 22 e, RS E TS 2R S R R
TE B AR RIUAE . A XT38 WX 52 00 P Ik sURRAIE,
T T AR B AT 2 (A0 20 00 4l 128 M ) A e R 0
B AR B A it A k2 S E B 1 Y 6 A
RIRX G, BOE R G ST RE SRR 1 R IR ASE
Yy, FRBY, Mg, XRIBEEHEEENITE
e TR B R W] s B xRk
A4 BR # 4: (Arts, Maes, Noordman, & Jansen, 2011;
Gatt, Goudbeek, & Krahmer, 2010),

X PRI R B, DIME & i o R
VG S M3 TN G 0 —Fios Ak e B,
TARXE T 2 A B AR ik 215 B (Galati &
Avraamides, 2013; Heller, Gorman, & Tanenhaus,
2012); & 245 B B T 1) 38 it ) A% ik 22 b i)
LR, WAL THBRIES SR PWE X, JFHid
ZA5 B R IA 2 F B R X 3 O BUR S
FAZ i B B S A FRE O S, MR, 3T T
B H AR B D EiAS 2 A SUSE A B, R4
SEEE B R B IE F 1k A AL 5 (Katsos,

2009), Vanlangendonck Z5(2013)35 X J& i F5E
B 3g I 28 i A O HE B RE AR A s HEBR S AR B,
M 55 B 5 [ A %o 45 2L =205 BT S 300, A«
RiGFRBEBH R AR T, 0 A
[P B AN BN T B2 A8 T X S —
KT FI—A/NAA, RIRFH BRI I 453K
FOWE T, R XA RIE T IR AT Re £ 1 [R] fE ng
SR EE, HIF AL R B ERfE A . R,
WA AZ TG SR AR A AR RE ST, AUk
SEATIET, FFERTCIE MU Eff R . o5 —
3BT A Sy 28 i1 5 AR TR R TP X 4
MIMERR IR, RIMAF B D WRE, R
WG I BT 2 5 R AT M IE S T
KMEHERE, EEHER R AT H # 28 3  i —Ffh >
150 KL 2 3 B2 F4F 5 (Sedivy, 2003; Snedeker &
Trueswell, 2004); ML Z T, ANXRBERENES
PRSI &, 3 TR BB 098 38 N GE o 5
T, T SREEERA X 2R LR
KL, ZmIER LR A9y A8 R AE
BN S IRE B EHE R, EiiTE0hEERE
S AR X} 7] Z) (Hanna, Tanenhaus, & Trueswell, 2003;
Nappa & Arnold, 2014; Zwaan, 2014), Heln, 24
Alex X Elise #3.“I need to sign this”, Elise 1] & Rl i}
oI B 78RR AR, AR BT
I P, Alex 3% F 2K T fig 3834 “Can you hand me
the pen?”, ZZ U WX A% 5 ZHMW B3l BR 32 1E
(ZWmIEERS . FEFEEMRBSE), RET
Alex ANFFEXTE PFHE . LR EBIR A, £2
WBE RIAPEIE— L5k “the pen” By 1H & 8,
HZ N ik“Can you hand me” (Arnold et al., 2012),

PAH X IR, DU R A 2 4 — R LR
TR L AUR B 22 J k. B, HIRBEIRCHR
TAHVAIF ST B4 AH X A2 % 1 R 2 06 4 ol 10 PRI, 32
Bl M N 1 T T P (1 DB 71
BRI R A BT R RN 28, R EE LIRS
PRI 48 50 7 5E Ak BE S5 A (Buz, Tanenhaus,
& Jaeger, 2016); M REAEX L P48 T HirxT 4,
1% O-in-Qs #1581 -1 % (Brennan et al., 2008); &
B3R Z (AR i 24 F4r 25, FHiEF RS0
P20 73 45 E BRI (Markman & Makin, 1998; Sidera
et al., 2013); WA TE T FAE S8 B4 16 90 B R
EEAT 55 (Arnold et al., 2012)555%, e 2RBEHE
TG AR RN E, IFAZRRIBETH
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ISR AN T AT 25 5, IR RIPEAE T 28 3 2 WA i
X P 8 X S 6 AT 55 T ) 4R R R G AR 10 R
R, XHEXMNENMSRZERTR, 7TLLEN
RGN RFERE 2R 2F LD, I8
AR RE Y. (HE, AR T XL AR5 MEL
IR SEAE AT A B ) R AR AR A .
& 7 . Bezuidenhout (2013)35 H 22 1 1 & A HI Y 4>
BT R 25 IR 0 . — R AR AT A AN & DL A K
o, RS R TR AT
R B 22 38 5 AT, (B FIF R 2 i 5 1Y
SIS, XM TFMAE SRR R R A
W, ZMIEFEEEST TN — > EE NS
T BB AS HERE i R R DL B B 3
RET AW IR RN, 52, XRIEFHE
S8 A AT N [ S O R B S8 AT 55 A K B A8 AT
% BY R I 22 53 (Brown-Schmidt & Heller, 2014),
FOR, RIERX 2GS 52T 2 ME R
A, BPRLZE TR S A N S IR, R E S8R
HERHEBTHALZ., FBETRHRALSD, =
TR — o X SEBR bR ST 55 AL 4R
I BN, KeeAgAe MR T R A I, 2SI
THE MR TSR A g TE Bt b, 4Lk
TR T E RS Z, “HRTIE & T(5 B4 4 (Barr
& Keysar, 2002). #RTM, 5L H A9 2 3t IE 58 A 2SIt
MERFRET NI AR, 75— ANIARBRINEE T,
VT T AT e A AR A BT 2 Bt
A Rz, AT S, 1ES N A A Re R
K—Ee 5525 BTG R ME S, MR E LS
%, [R B AT RS T A i R S 23S T E A DG B
ZAG B, MRIAZ B0 than B4, 0] LR
FE I —FP AR R (18 5 R I AR, FFXT R
EX G I BB, R RERER, e
T LR BB <3 ie”, FHILEREAL,
RE—A A S s 5 0] AR UCR I (R B
Zaad b, Wl R R B E Bt 2 it b
Grice (19753215 5 15 B AN (Grice’s Quantity

=1 Gricef3z

maxim)FEHE] 1A E ) LS EELR, S0
# 1. Grice H i35 X S 135 75 i &
AR . Tk, A VEM T X e L Y 1)
B, XAURE TR MIES WE BEEE, FHita
BT A8 Bl A E X T2 a5 s LY
R =,

B2, ST H A AFAEA BT A A Y,
BE AN R SR A A TR E PR E G R,
T L35 75 A e 1) R A 95 T 4 P S T I 5%
[F) 4 (8] B9 B 3l 5 2 %5 (Beyer & Liebe, 2015; Duran
& Dale, 2014). HIlt, ZZHHE S A2 — RSl s,
HAZ D TET R IR —Fh 3 25V i ARG R R A2 I
T DRI AR 5 32, HAE S U e v s B e
RIS BE W17 Al S5 I AF N 181 2% R o 52 T
TIEE G B RN YHNITE, A — IRt
2 B AR, RE FE A B A AT 5 R IE L 2
WHE, FERAEZRREE,

22 RRESABHERFEMN”

L F RN S - M EARESTNER
R PERRE TR AL, X B S BT A
FFH ) B 3 R e BRI 5 2505 o Y TS
H—BON R, SRR W E AR PR AT
AL P A WTEXTT” (audience design)PL% ., “Wy
BV RN WG S T, WA N TS
A TR 1 B b i) 3 [, 1T 3R B0 AL 1) AS T 9
PR F AT ARG, [FAERE R R H Y
AT IR AR [ B 28 i 2wl (R R ) 22 G A& .
B K% (3K1E#E, 2013; Brown-Schmidt, 2009;
Rogers et al., 2013; Shintel & Keysar, 2009), HAK
TE S It T 75 J7 11 28 IR U8 AR W 3 1 o T
WENE, WESREUE NN e MRS E
o [RAERRE HEARIE A A2 1 5 A 3 = e X
AR R, A INAISS )O3 i S U8R R e
PR, e, 35 F <SRRG 0T ORI B R A
FH(Brown-Schmidt, 2009; Malt & Sloman, 2004;
Rogers et al., 2013); Z BRI FIJE 3834 A4 b 3G

ERHN

B 1 EEFERE
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B 2. EFRFE
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= OAW3: EEHFRRER M4 IEFFERE

VASE e BRI B GRS R L)  AUURIAH RN S IE 5 I BA e
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EFNPLAE R RS TR T R, o B A X R
EHAF AR E R A E S B, 2 EH
I mAE R AR ERREMES N, 57
4R X5 R A2 A B T A0 R S B 1) — B (Barr &
Keysar, 2002), Brennan Fil Clark (1996)14#f5545
S AR 1) 22 WA & UAE T, BE7R T 38 Tk W)
P DA — e T A IR 29 X 4, XA
PR PEAE TR B A B T3 38 A HURIAT 19
PR — 3, B SR A A I WA — L4
LY, HANZZ & K F “ballerina” i A J& “skater”
FRIF—A%F 5, XA 24 78 AR IR AR oA 0 7y 3
EE, SR AL TR R A X6 G T bk Al Y
B FE A B, TR R A8 T ICAL I S A AR, Y
AL, AZ 175 15 R O BRRE, SO ARG < Tl AR R
TEPE R O R E R, RBCN SRR G R
ZmA BN ELSZMN,

“lRPRIRE B TR B R 2 T S Tk 38 kT
ST AR R IE YL, FEB g Fa & T R 1 5
MRS R, WA S 58RI NS =05
H; Markman Fll Makin (1998)% ¥, fE&H T 2-5
R BYHER J5 38 i e e PR R B p e e B
FIR, VL FEUAE %A I W 25 38 3 X0 AH 1
APURAS W BURPE o 38T E X T A A4 8 2 i
P AUR M B 1 — 2P UE SR A A LA TR
1H5E 2 T, Yu, Schermerhorn FI Scheutz (2012) )4/
FEP AT AR A, S EA R, 5B
i, [FEAAT T IR SVEE S MIE T, AR EH
HAEESEALREAN T, ZmPLMiE S A&
U R A R 8 A, IF E ARt (] A (4 48 & 4 ik
TR EENE, RPREETARTART
L SE A2 i A 45 D b 3R] 1) 28 I 8 T AL
Horton (2007) %% % HER K 7 51 AR 4 154~ 52 58 [] 14
IR R A BRI, T ok, — A
WELE I 55 AF T 530 58 Ul fi 444855, R IR
Pl % G 5 1 37 [R) 1A SCIRE I i 44 B R LI 55 ]
i . Duff, Hengst, Tranel Fil Cohen (2006) A5 T54k
SRR, SR 38 SAE R R BABATT
— B A A R R A R 4 R AR R S IR E
B <R E R T IC & T X BT .
Mz, UL FIERRER T S s S R S AR
TE RN 5% B3 R — A S AR T

P B 5 A TR T IR AR R RRAE B IR,
GBI IR S 5 <[] P AR 2 RRAIE R 2B TN o 7R

FRE AL, B[R] PR E 5 B A A g ik A A2 i i
FNAN T RGN, BRI ™4 T PRI 5T 0 Al
R — PO, AR 15 B 78 38 T I e
R 2B TF 3R 51 218 5 0 T3, WA S HF R
WIET M TR TGS ZWEENET
A Z BB RO RS . SRR RMEER KD
FR ] (Bezuidenhout, 2013; Metzing & Brennan,
2003)0 T3 —FOULEINIA, B2 S0 i
FmTLL ARG, SRR e, WU
BRI IS 55 R R iR T NSRRI, R
“[RAERRE PR RRE, B SS I I S O T AR
W BEAE AL (Bromme, Jucks, & Wagner, 2005;
Brown-Schmidt, 2009; Pickering & Garrod, 2004):

2 i BV B0 T4 ) 52 i 2 S R IR B AR B S E0A
M EEMNE, HIEASBCNERIET — M T8
W —¥ 4, W2 s, EEmTRAE 8
A, 22T E B A 0 0 RN R R IR
TN, XA Bl T i 8 58 T A 22 U TR PSS T
B A B ERAAE 47 B 4 (Keysar, Barr, Balin,
& Brauner, 2000),

AN T, PIFN UL 40 i £ S A T 38 TR
FOAHE R TP AN A DA 0 I e = A S ] A O FR )
DAAE DL R AR XS F iz a8 R AR 2, 3 B T3
TR Wl FZS E SN TR S, M AR
EMLRARZWBZERES M LAZERNE . R
WML, B8 TRRENWAR TR iF
TRA . ETEM. DRI, B3 OERRE .
NI PAT MRS AR, ZCiE S IAALE
IR, XFEZMEIE T RZWMIES Tl LA
SORIEWIR . HBNY, RIS B TR E
B BRI M AR e M AT 5, W2
Ui, [ AR P 1515 B 38 WA A i H LU R
MRS ALREINSEE, Bk, Zi#E
X FBOWI I T B BRI AR, R —E iR IE T
AN B IR T SR RS O 1 B R HE R, X R e
R B AR F IR E R A, Rz,
R Z [A) PR E P 5 SRR, SR AR
I e T A FRIME RN 2

3 XRIBESMIER

TEAC UL 5 WA e ry Jeah b, FSEHE
SCUL T T Y [A) PR E PR R A A IR A <l
HVT I RBARRAE, RIET 0 S i = o T
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PR T —E R . S TR F AT LR Ak il
ARSI PO R (2D N il o [ = =B
TrAA S BA ko, DL [R] 2 A 5 00 oA
filt, 1 P S S [ 3% S A I 1] A 0 B )
—FhIE R (Gahl & Strand, 2016; Rogers et al., 2013),

B BN, WG 5 «F AR R PR IE
TR LA v W E Bl R, BRI S
A it 3k A P A2 P A 1) ORI i B i A . R
2, R R B SS IR WE? — R A] R R
B AN IR 3 B 5 VR S R B (1 i
UKy, o T A A T oA R R A
BOJEAR . AL SRR DTS, JE S HE R N AR
ALOHEURE, ik, R, W BES%. &
X — i i A U ORI iR, O
KO R AE 0918, (A48 e S8 i v iy 3 [ 7
SOFRER A5 0 B, e fm] £ it HE Ak mT LA BR dh
WA 5 7 A AR ) i R —— Ul S IS R E
W 35 Y 2 R B Al R SOk BT IR, T E R
FE T TN T W 3 BT D U] LA R AN B A
(Shintel & Keysar, 2009), TR %5 5 B 3Z Fi 15 5 A
ROR AT Bt AR AR T — AN HA R
WA i KA 2 a5 M M AR ST, A
/MU R AT 5 380 . AR, AR E W
th, A HORS O B T8 T DA R B 5 R A A
ZVORAFIE I TR AW B8, X BRAE SR a), X
TAHIZER X 5 (Epley, Keysar, van Boven, & Gilovich,
2004), AHILZF, 2230 & )1 5 RS B2 i 54
PRE AT R B T SR BE b i R iR A, B
W AR A T A g h 2 R AT BE 1 B
LR, SRSAETELRIES F AR, X
SEU G R R AR A BROCTE M I8 LU N Wr %
R B, g R R — R I AR T
1 2 (Brown-Schmidt, 2009; Roberts, Langstein, &
Galantucci, 2016), XHE, T AU & AR T
SRR T WA LS RS . SSIIE BN T
£ ML F15 (Classical Theories of Communication).
LI F B HERLE (The Interactive Alignment
model) (Clark & Carlson, 1982; Hellbernd & Sammler,
2016; Rogers et al., 2013),
31 TRIESMIMEHERR

ZWIET M T2 BRI, ZRIES M
TR RO R R MR, A BT A R
PUTRIFBHE T, ARV i B oK, it

P24 i ) (Brown-Schmidt, 2009; Clark & Wilkes-
Gibbs, 1986; Rogers et al., 2013), ZMLIIBIN A
TR T LB PR A R S (R R RN
BT A AR, AT 2 F B E A e
F IR E S AR 2R B SR, 5
HH T 1 S5 2 AT — 20 VR R R 58 35 1 5 Y
XFPUT BT, BEE A TG A KO
AW, SSUR A 1BGAE S5 1B WA, R
MR IAIE S E BRI R m, R, SCiE )
S — A E T S ST A ——IH F S B
B, 155 Z MBUBIRR R 145 SS U A 18] 4] il
L [F] B9 32 7 X 42 (Brennan & Clark, 1996; Clark &
Wilkes-Gibbs, 1986; Jacquette, 2014; Kronmiiller &
Barr, 2015),

A F I TR 2 s R, SR E
BT 2 B e AR ] R AR S PR T T S L
S TR L SR, XA BT 4E
REORUR &, PUTT DU REIR M SRk
T ATIIN T R 52 2 A 95 58 Ay IR o A1 52 i
TR EAE S5 A5 N SC TR FOIN AR i A B IR Y
i FEASUREA 25 S Ui TG Sl R AR S (R AR, B
[ &, 2012; Berezan, Yoo, & Christodoulidou, 2016;
Brennan et al., 2008; De Ruiter, Bangerter, & Dings,
2012; Epley, Keysar, VanBoven, & Gilovich, 2004;
Koppensteiner, Stephan, & Jaschke, 2016), Brennan
008 MR R MEAEE EEHEE, 15
B HR 2 A8 3 T L= i M (S & T LATE A 2 B
e L RV WX 5 A 55 48 b LR B )t
FIRF W EIEFTME AR R, E
0-in-Qs WA T AWM, HEFEALH T
MO 55 RO B, R S iy U S AR i
MELLSE I, (HBFFRAE RUESE T A8 i 5 3L
1) S R DR P A < A i R R B R
(2012) 19 WF 5338 3o ) % = Fh 5F et I MRL, R
B 5 SCUR 21 0% 35 32 BT 55 o e I A M B
MERE RS2, BRI N2 IR R B, G
AR Ve R S i 5 AU o I R i 3
AR R B A, De Ruiter 55(2012)3F— 5%
TR T ARE & (G R s in & A pE Tl =
AR A, RIEAESmE . AR R
FECT R . MR F A AR B A,
TE T 2SR TR R R X TN IR R
PR, S0 RERS A BY AR T8 5 15 8 S5 BL A 1 3)
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B, DA Bl sl D A8 B 5 A8 -

LS A AT L H B A X 45 5 A N2 A2 28
TR N T MR TSR R A R R e SR e
INTEARR A5 o 28 W ) g 5 RIS Y e P4 8 1k
TR ARA R A TR AT J7 bk 5o a1l 5/ MBS IR
PSR E, T AL Tl R P B AR R B R
B AN W TE B, RO T 22 s = 00 RIS e 4% 4n
SHEAE O 19100 T R e S 75 58 2 ) 220 1 IX 0
Wes A A0 3 AR 0 22 I R A A A R 1 S [ 4
AR, XS B ()18 5 PR P Sr i FE A,
PRI, ZE 9 7 0 T A A0 B TR R e % 38 i
FIINHIEE SR BE  o A FF5T AAS 308 DA s T 22 1
T AR E T RN A AL T R A R, AR
T Y — 7 7 28 T L Bl AR s T e
BT S IR, ST R 2 DTN S 13038 7E ] B
CABIR AT G &R TR (5 2, KA
R BT R PR A 1A (Yu et al,, 2012),
Rogers 5¢(2013)FFMEZE | TR T —FA[H
P BT RE B, g AT A5 S W P b B 1 2 i i
BRI EMERBTFR, LIEFHEBRKERE
P S TIB T NS R E, BRNiE, 2Kk
S X — KAV RIE RIS R R, 155 %
3l P DOl = IR RN N S SOR PN a7
MIEE R ENAERETRK, DI AT A AR fE 4t
T R WA R AR, BT SR M b A 32 i TR
PEEIHESE R, LI HAE R TR,

WK, WE T M T LM FRRmMIES
NFIN T BB Rl R Emm, HE,
X FFAS me e X HEBR 2 IE B O Em T p AR &
PRI SR A3 A5 0 R B AT o S8 7 AR
A NFATE 1 e KA TR AE T3 i 1% 58 A B 38 o
()N HL Bl ad B B IS AAAE, B R Bt st
FRAE MR E T 22 W5 5 N EIIN TS AN ) RE A —
A ARG B R AE R BRAEE TR T kA, DR iE
LW E S TR AN R R, B WA G
AR F R B R R B Sk s, XA
S WAL A XS REAR, X T HE1E 55 8 W F
A3 WA M MACR B E R T, BN
FWL, BER, ZETE N T AR AR T
PR BE 2 BEAR, (20 B & PR R S8 18 B AR K
B AE X RS E RN, AR IIE AN XS 38 3 H ZhA AR
TTRIE BN T, XFEIE T, 155 S RIRH)
Wi EEA T 2NFEFTFEENMERME, MEZ

I T — T A2 Ut A 1 15 B8 A1 ) A 1) SR
32 RRESEIRERE

SEU I H B RMERALIN S, SR E IR S Y
Al F B . BRI, R AERE SSU I T SS U
B H 5] K AERMS ML R . SZiEH &
M TR IS AN Tt B2 — AR kY
A MRS NZ S #, mAS  E.5h
S YRR AR D) 588 98 3 55 AR T e AR R SR
A T 05 30 2 T i 11id 72 (Epley, Morewedge,
& Keysar, 2004; Ferreira & Dell, 2000; Rogers et al.,
2013).

MILZ TN, CMIBES LRI, &
WEMTERPAMDLPASA ZREETH R
W RR L BIEEAE, SZ i B U R R E
MRS R AR T X, FEREN T AR AL
i 1B b Y 2SR 38 2 3K (Ferreira & Dell, 2000);
[ W 2 %o T A8 Uit o o 1) e e AR 2 1 i 5 R
1, AT BRI (5 & R S5 (Epley,
Morewedge, & Keysar, 2004), [Fl#E, B SRR
BEXSPE R H S 2 BRSBTS R 22 i i
PR AR SR me MY, BRI, R i &£
PRI AR R A 38 55 B L i S Rk 7
IS, ULE AR R E TR F R A SIS
W& BARARLRAE, 11X 28 RAE 2 A S R FFTEAC IR
HRCLZh, MR MRS R, WAE N
W 25 I, 3ok 2 R AE A0 1) o 5 A A 458 X5 1Y
L EAE, K, SEmETE . BRE L AR
28 ML B AN ], B Sl A AR R 8 R SR s
H i M5 & 1 (Pickering & Garrod, 2004), 5
SIS — B ZATET, HERER A AN R U
T B4R ST LR S AR G R,
T, 2 JAIGE AT 2 A R E R T AN 2 A B —
& 7 i 44 R, LT R B iR A BT
JERRHIC A & 27— BARE TR
T2 A S, U6 X W35 52 Br BE I (9 15 & A HE K
SR T 18 F H 8l id 8 F14F1E (Branigan, Pickering,
Pearson, McLean, & Brown, 2011; Green, Wilhelmsen,
Wilmots, Dodd, & Quinn, 2016), &8 3iE Xt F Wt
HWRPUE S S ih & KRB T AEE A
ARt PIFIS I XNTE T . St
WP E BT PR R L SRR T Bl AL
WAL R AR B L RS Y .

Rogers %5(2013) ¥ fii i) T3 &k FIAT], 22
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W N T AR AT RE AR AR B RO g e R, th
[ ] Re A A A IR A SR Pk i T A, %
FEE 2 BB RN B S AS AR ARSI IE T
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Cognitive characteristics of communication language

ZHANG Hengchao
(Department of Psychology, School of Law, Tianjin University of Commerce, Tianjin 300134, China)

Abstract: Communication is a way of social interaction with language as the core medium. Different from

the cognitive process of individual language, the interaction of communication determines the complexity

and flexibility of the cognitive process of communication language. Focus on summary and review: content

features of communication language, communication language processing theory, the relationship between

communication language and non language factors. We should hold a relatively open attitude to explore the

cognitive characteristics of communication language in the future, experiment with the design of multi

factor superposition, consider the nature of the communication experimental situation and understand the

characteristics of language cognition on the basis of multi seed processing.
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