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N F o [H] 2 FESCUIL)  ARTY B e . ATITTISEAN T
S T WD RS A, S st W R RS AR S, 52
SRR I % JE GRAFLER, 2013, 20174, 2018 A B H v g - PRI B, AU E F A A
AC Yt N TH ko R
’ ’ ’ ’ THRESE, X EBA—ZEr3tE M, X7 e it
Beyer & Liebe, 2015; Brentari & Goldin-Meadow, T{‘ ff A KF;E/J I ,jj;\jg_‘xr
2017; Graziano & Gullberg, 2013; Levinson, 2016 W IR A BT R R LR A SO
5 zZ u 5 5 \4 s 5 ?:IJ__T ‘#*/[‘H‘ - 1 0 mL) '#}n'f_f‘i/\*
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Regicr, Kemp, & Kay, 2015) TR AR, T R T 3T S A B A
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o e g Ay SRR ECSPEILE. RO E, — S
v BTESEA Hdo — s AU TH . - N .
BT AR A BRI, Stk e o L, VLR SRR SR
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I ST AW A R 7 6 L T SIS AR
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JEAESE A BAHEIE S il b, &% as il
FOEPEER A I Z PR RETE . AU S TR
I [R5 PR L I R R AR, DA S
PPERFE =T 1, 73 50 %0 R 5 BEIE BEAT 15 440 711
WV, BARTF <SSP w00 [ PR
fIE ) B R 3 IR T 52 R I AN A A
PRAFAE, ST 5 I T )G R e A A4 BE &
M SR - PR  [7] P40 R A AR A S
F8 B TV 45 A (B S 3 0 5 N s L gl e ) I )
fiE), “BZURH F I TR R R AR A B 23 Hr it —
ARV L b B B R R

2 RESMIMNEMFTEMEER

UL E RS ERE, IS S 5 # 3
EELVSE 20 e X L PP O Eibi DN A
gh % (Davies, 2011; Galati & Brennan, 2010), M3
TR T NARHE T &, SR S R AR G X
MA% s, IR L &, SCmiE 5 A R a
& T 2535 B BN AT S U R 5 2 (Clark &
Marshall, 1981; Kronmiiller & Barr, 2015; O’Carroll,
Nicoladis, & Smithson, 2015), Grice (1975)3 538
NGB E NG R (1 e X (= N K 3l
[F) AT G VR AL, 75 DO 5 35058 Ui B 3l i A i
Wo AT, FFRE —BOA N ZIE T 2o rY X
HARFRAE IR T S U8 5 0 v ) <[] R 5 v
TE——22 W 2 5 5 HE T8 R S Ui 7 458 AT 55 0K,
i 5 7% I8 () p S [ S2 i Al AR A R I B
155 15 B (Horton & Keysar, 1996; Nappa & Arnold,
2014; Perniss, Ozyiirek, & Morgan, 2015), X,
SEYL T TN TR [ A E MR IE SR A T /M
SEURAE R BT SRR . B8 [ PR 2 T 5T
PRI T AR RS . UEE e TR
FETE
21 FRWIBEMIMREREMY

YL R PEWLRA T, SC U T R UL
PYRFE R 1738 5 N A BYE BRHE, S2ma Rl 152
LT A AR AR AR SEUR X7 X i X 0 )
FEE WG OC R SRS RN RS IR IE T AL =W
K ) F BT R E UL T D R Y AT T
PE, A2 ik B v R E B T I B 4k A
T 52 [7) 4 o e ) 28 P 9 4 B #E (Barr & Keysar,
2002; Brennan & Clark, 1996; Graham, Sedivy, &
Khu, 2014; Kronmiiller & Barr, 2015; Metzing &

Brennan, 2003; Nappa & Arnold, 2014),

PRAY U T 7 U0 R PR RRAE 1 B A S
K, —BEEMFERAES T, ZHER—r &
[ARORZ N CR 2 g R u R AL e L < 7 | K= K 5
A ULE HEL AR IE T R IR B (S IR, 28
XUT N REE S AT G LY, e[ A .
[ B ) E T R R, TEREAE S,
O SR BT T 38 X0 << B 15 5 W — U A — Bk
R B AR DB AR | AT R R BRRAE AR

Kronmiiller Al Barr (2015)¥ 32 i i 5 Ui & 4
FEMERRAE 73 P RSN« — 2, “RELA5 5] (9 4 [ 5
FLF %0 (same speaker advantage formaintained
precedents), 832 ¥t . 3l R A 1 & B AR
[ 38 B B 5 cn, B E>), (A — W H Ak
ULE RS — SR 225 . R, ST gl
AR 35 0 #4340 (different speaker advantage
for broken precedents), 5[] 15 E A FEE
PRGNS FR ] — % B, IR 250w W] — W7 35 19 o
TR, M, A R TR A A AR SE T
WmE L, dn, SR, EMERCSRRR),
H Sy [] — T 215 SFe o 75 BB 199 228 3R DA 0 o T 45
¥, EAINRUHE B —DARX S, 4N
UL R B AR

Barr 1 Keysar (2002)f# F] T 3¢ 3 i 15 5 AT
%, BRSO B VE AU B ORI AR 4,
S 1 UESE T FRE UL S BB Y B A SRR
WT 5 32 4 (BRVERS AL T 1300 ms). 5288 2 X
S ESCEFULE N EN) . B E S (S %
B, DHALEB)MF A, KA 5EETE
G T B B SR 0 AR R B LR, B
= Rk I B3 O U IV H e | Sl = R I ) B S L DO
(50 ms), Metzing il Brennan (2003)# 5% HHif
B, R ulF BT RS AR A T R R
B, W BT L R BT G Y SN BAE IR
It HLURRE U635+ 0% 2 BRAR ) BT 45 ok 1 28 I e,
Ao B 23R 8 Bl A U2 1) [R) — W 2 4 K
M FEARRD, B 2 A U 5% & # S
TG, FBFT S BRG] T 80W AR FEAR 2
KT B LA A G, IR T IH 30 -5
A5 160 3 Bl S5 5 L AN 8% T, BIE S BRI
SR BLE AR R, HLA ULE R e EARME . Graham
FQOIHAFF UL ARG, AT &
AR ] 1 2 BRI 451100, 25 4 8 MEAKUN . Markman 1
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Makin (1998)81#% 1 JME &5 i~ > Al AL 55,
RS2 A2 Ui 1 WY UL R E PR RRAE, 7RSSR Y
2~5 RIHER s AR PR FF R AR XS R, B AS i
I B AE AR TS TR 8 B0 1) S BRABLBG, Wi 5 3%
IR0 58 o A0 AR 51 ) A v

WEFH 2, SCTE S M ULE R PR E R L T,
T AREE DL B0y« S IR A5 5 THI Y 22 H Ik
PP RIEE ) o 910 2 D B KRB I, T LR AR
WEF/NARF R AL, WX TR E 28 P
N AR A R A 1Y S U AR A R R AR, XS
O R e e, BRI A X TR U I
TR AR T 0 b [ 22 i 2 BRAE JE A I 2 S
R BN IO G B Ui WL Th B R IR A 45
) E ISR B S ET B B R R 1 R
TG AR O B 03 2L B (R 1 548 5 A U
R AR B R 255 o 1S UL R E PR
S XAET, — W REAR T 3 1 = 128 S,
o U0 1 A Ut T P o T, 3k S T X TS TH B
WS B R A IR S —Jr i, 8 S
R, R UL N Bk 2 IR,
T 1] [R) A% 3 A [R) 9 28 i B . ORISR 1) 46 AR
[ X G ST RBATL 091 D) S 7 1) Wi 25 A 3k % RAZ A T
s, B RIIBEE DRI AR A C X%
AR AR R — B IE, EEmE LS A X2
T H SR A S VRN
22 ZRIBEMIMUTEREMY

ST F I W R E MR, B R
WEAMIN T Ry FH RO g R, S
S S MR T IR A AR R S
PABRA W5 S F) B8] R, I OE T3S 4 1Y
FLEPEf#R P (Clark & Carlson, 1982; Horton & Gerrig,
2002; Kronmiiller, Noveck, Rivera, Jaume-Guazzini,
& Barr, 2017; Matovic, Koch, & Forgas, 2014;
Vanlangendonck, Willems, Menenti, & Hagoort,
2013),

Horton (2007)% fF 1 P> 52560 % W), 46
) 1] R ER A R R, Bl A AN [
MIRBIFED], Z 5, — D REETES &0 T sk
XF 4 E R X Rt fh, BRKRI: B XA
TE [ AT SC I (SEFHE 55 th 2L RS AR X 4R),
PR A 44 0 B P T s PR B 7 0
Rogers, Fay Fll Maybery (2013)) 32588 £ T4
MR EFE BF I B R K S8, S vh AR A % B B,

WL F AR AT T UL H 18 5 iy ma vk, 4521
R TWEFMET, WHEES &ML,
Fifi 5 W B 03, URE NE S R B R E OF
A VR £, WESIAS TR R N T T R
$5 & PE4FAE o Duff, Hengst, Tranel il Cohen (2006)
2R B 5 A L e A kL, I A I R, 4
R HEFE—ERE R RE
PR (5 7 PR T 28 SRR AR AN () T 2% B o itk
1b); TS TIE T W R M A T
T RERMERS

Galati fll Avraamides (2013)3LEAT45F, &
Se, BHEULE WA SE R N 4, [R) B 4 10
XFWTE FAE R, B ar =R s g 45 . AN
SR UL I RTEm T FH ), Fk
KR EWIREIY, LR H ST 1%
AMEC—FWEEX L), AR KM
FIWTE R A O — RS XF 5 ). Hk, L5
PIAIEAZAE S5 - AR5 1) ) W —— 3 SR % 4
I ) Wiy L AH X B (RS AEAS T MRS &7 ),
WHZXT AL B (FER T FRE) . TR, UL 0] = Fh s
S T T E RN S . e, EERH
ICICAES5 o BB FIBESF T wk ig1c A2
A BRI T & R E YRR IR, AN A
TG A M IEAL gD R B IR TG, SR E )
JE R MR T W R 2 PERRAE, D) 4h, TR
T A5 2 T T 2 R AR A2 1 X T 3 T S
PR RZ M, WORMbS L, BFE BRI
T MEFFR P 3% (Galati, Michael, Mello, Greenauer,
& Avraamides, 2013, SZHGZEHE ),

Yu, Schermerhorn Fl Scheutz (2012)##8/ 5%
LA, IR T T R M RRAE A2 B A R
HAETEREW, SEEES  5 E AL
5B EE IR 3E R, 2R PR 5SEAKR
KR, ZWiE T A R R AR YRR E,
It Ho w0 [8) R4 2 i1 A 18 75 47 S 41 5 o i
B UESEAE TR T W R MR R S BB
s e R ) R B Bh & D MR L, ESEE
BRI T R PRI A AT R

WA, NEMIET I RE, 155 SRR
5] vy 3 7 K A A, O A T T I R E LA
IR, U7 B2 AR MRS R, &A%
R FERE S PR R B X R IR . AR MBS AT
o, ST T R MR A TE T AR T AR,
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S b R T A U A A B R s K B
FORFEE R, RIS T LA A 2 10l & Rk
68 I SR A o T R S A U o LA
ULI, firan, A B IR, A RBAE Y
L HTEF B B E, (H B AN HIE XA W) o0 76 WF
OB AT, A IERE AN E T B BEAR Y R
IR Ak AR s M AL R AR B B — it
MIE AR EBE, A T LA AR B HEr AT
Zab B, X T W R £ BE 9 2R AR F
TR F BT
23 ETRRESMIEHFEENIETEL
fRif”

G846 SC A 5 TR PR B PE RS, IS
MAE TR T 1R AR ACRIE 0 fA B AR T iR AR AL
iR 1%i.(the acoustic variation hypothesis): 22 H 3k
WIS R EE . RS RS2 A AR
PP S0, SR R A R E A R AR T A T
B M ) ) T TREI Al A v B s AR
T (AN B TR IS ), 95583 1) o ) RIS A, D
SR SR ES), RZ, g REOE Y B
P 2w MR AR AL P4 E £ 38 (Arnold, Kahn, &
Pancani, 2012; Brennan & Clark, 1996; Buz, Tanenhaus,
& Jaeger, 2016; Hellbernd & Sammler, 2016; Wagner
& Watson, 2010),

BRI TE SRR A W & AL A e B T UL e
P, IR & AR AR P T UL S A L A
PEo N, ZHiAS i S5 KX R, YRR
Kt BRETHEE Ty, NG S KA MV 27KF-(an,
WSO T AR SRAE) SE AT RO A, SRR
| BIASSEHRAE; [ Z 7R4K(Bell, Brenier, Gregory,
Girand, & Jurafsky, 2009; Brennan & Clark, 1996;
Hellbernd & Sammler, 2016; Wagner & Watson,
2010), FR4FIFIE SR AC T T B AR AL R T T
FEE, I ULE AR T BRI B H AR
R AF TR T RIBIE R, BIE & 2520 # 1)
AT K B, ﬁ%?fi?}ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ%g*(Amold
etal., 2012; Buz et al., 2016; Clark & Krych, 2004),
Arnold 55 (2012)BF5E H R T 1 2 B AC Uit S 407
K, B EEE )8 T — I R & ik
WCEE—DEA 6 ANEO RN I, By
TS E SR T M, W 5 5 A — DAL=,
SRR AE, g e s S
18 FAEACE SR T IER R AL S, HR T

AREFR BRI R, 0L HOE S R S mA R
H s T8 iR . SR P T 23 S AL P Rl
FAFT : — R BRAAE, il 5 18 5 20,
Wt C e U £ R OF 2 T g — 2
CRERFARAET, W R UCE R T e B R H 2 A,
AEFEAOXT R . AR W SR R B
SEPRR R AL E, BRI, R SRR
ZHI W A TS A A R Bk R (W 2 2 B )
XS EEE), U TR, TR
ARAEPETE >, RIVTE AL A B T 35 R s PR A,
UESEWT & B AR PR A T = AR B 7

Sebr b, AEBLSEA U B BN Rl AEAELL X
Oyt AR 52 R RE U AT B R R AR I S S
BIR, oA 748 P B B AT BE A8 1 2 B 1R 2 T
AR SR AT AE— AP o TR OUL R A S
R T 220k A T SE SR B R AL AT 55 AR Y
ZESE . R B T A L R e A A
R 8, XA B TR B S W B A
B A AR O AR A AU, (8 RO A
Rl PR

AL b, i I S R ) AR
P T R — PR B, A B TS A FER SR
WSS RERE, JUHORAE A s 5,
LT B 5 B SO 7 3 [R) 52 7 P A L FE B,
W LBl [ PR R RO B T A A R
NAEZ WS G H B b b, SR
FRIEA SR SS R RN R 2 —, HHAN R —
A e ] R 1 40 5 b A8 T 0 5 2 SR B A Y DA 0ot
e, TR0, S AL R B TS AR A A
HA AN 2R, 10K S ZOse T A A AN AT A Y Br
SR )13 D S SRESR TR S R
BRI R 2 B . MRS 2, SRR A A
EPE RN T R AR 1 52 2 5 i oA R e 2L et 7
IS, Jr T3 s m o T . T UL
SyF R LI, SR I R < BB e
7[R PR E MR AR T RE SR B <UL E AR E R,
A RER BN W R R, RS A B
g T iz B AT BE R I — AR A RE, B
— 2 YL gk AR T I A R R E M R T
FrE R IL R A . MR AR

3 ARIBS MM IpETEEIEIE S
ZEHH NIk, PR E B0 N s S A
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B8 B AU S 5 < - D B B Hh
AR, SCUR TR T R AR E I R RN e — B
HEoE U, ARRME M AN 2SR A= AT 55 AR ACIR
o A v A2 U () 48 HOE R E 1Y T S 2 IR
B2 T S B £ WA 2 — e st n
TR, A B G 52 I [R] DA R < il 98 — P 98 ol 2 119
K, G T TN~ PR AR BN W R o
(3K 1E#8, 2017b, 2017¢c, 2017d; Edelman, 2017;
Greenaway, Wright, Willingham, Reynolds, & Haslam,
2015; Haywood, Pickering, & Branigan, 2005;
Hellbernd & Sammler, 2016; Horton & Gerrig, 2005;
Keysar, Barr, & Horton, 1998; Kronmiiller & Barr,
2007; Vanlangendonck et al., 2013; Yu et al., 2012),
SR, BIFFE R T 28 Wi o 5 U T ) aok AR A
RERYIP AR T2 <l FfRe e M 2% I8 R TR & H.3)
WA AW S I AR 7 B, TEAC I
N - R A SR R TSR R, —
WA, WS Z W0 38 4 i 5 n T B3
B <[] P E VR R AR — Bl BISWLRIA, 22
TZ WY E N TR A R0y, <R AR E
PR R Bl A2 T T3 1 A T A B Wi 5 | A3
ACULVE F NHUIN T R g o AR R 1 TE ol P Ao 2
1 FETRRBIAYIN T A% (Constraint-Based Processing
models), WEIFIJH#EFEE(Monitoring and Adjustment
theory).
31 ETRHEBIRIES MIRE

BT BRI TALARLN Y, MG A .5
RAAER—Z, 25 H A —FpEEHL . BRI 7=
 PEA T IR A B R E A S A 2, O AR AR
PERFIEBR 05 5 R AR R R e, SC il  dhEk
PR R G T AT 2], B0 5 28 5 [R) AR AH CHE 9 15
KL SZ i 1 i B 220 51 =3 I T U 3R (Arnold,
Tanenhaus, Altmann, & Fagnano, 2004; Brennan &
Hanna, 2009; Greenaway et al., 2015; Horton &
Gerrig, 2002; Vanlangendonck et al., 2013),

Vanlangendonck 5% (2013) 0 WF 5% LA S BE P A2
TAE 55 IR A T SSUR I 7 [A) A 45 A2 PR A 1) 25 A= e
(] o 2 50 v S8 It WUy IR A, A8 sk AR AR 43 T,
I3 — G R, AR EOR— iR E RS —
T B AR FER G o B trail ThiF H AT
Il b2 I —ANLLRE, bR T AR R A,
(ELAS 1 B 0 7 R (SR U5 R S
FEAKATRD), Wy 25 8 08 75 R 00 T B s A 1 45

l(Frare

LI T 5 58 AR A R o A 3 A%
o FEARMELTAMNT, B4 tail o, WWE—F
2 [l B — AR R — s g Xt g, W —
TR IR 4 SR SC T AR, M trail
FULEEXT 3 AR SE R — X 5, —~
X5, — AT A e X5, — ARV
WA ERN S, FTA trail h, $EXFEAEE
R, Bk, FERMER R &AM TR B
WS, R RN RS AR
FULE A A ORI TR S W, BB S RS
B FRINEN, WA AR A, WT 5 BN IE B %
N 50%. SEEEEIR R, UL TE S R R R A
2T IR PR R IR, SR A&
T —Btk . WFIE 3 TR TREIM S RiES
PN T AR (H S, B AR, R D AR S AT
55 IR AR R XA N E BRI RS B, A A
FER—ERE LTI TESENIRESHPE
BT —EMFERG B ME L), ok
PEAS RS T 3 50 B S8 AR R

Metzing Fll Brennan (2003)L4 & Yoon, Koh #
Brown-Schmidt (2012)7E8F5E P48 i, A H K
PAHURNR]PF 4 2 M 0 A7 T 38 s = A T
AR, RIS N TR A R R R, AR A
LW, MW Z AW A TS5 . XA
XERE AR IE T, [ AR 15 B T R g — A
AHXT 55 A PRI 28 28, S5 133 Pl o 01 19 S ¥ A 42
AHfEYE, AR 5 g e S (R BT

W 2, 5T BRI 038 318 7 0 TR AL AR
P . AT 20 B TE N Tk £ 2 3 B o [] BR A
SEVERRAE B %, XIS LR AR E S BAEARS
TGS N T A e, A ETE A8 i = A Y
B A SRR 1 [RIB, IR ASHER 28 B 7 A A
Tl B EESE R HE R . RS A A IR
R Y, X — R BGOSR B
Sy AR5 2SS B H A G AR . sl i,
T R Tl 110 28 1 5 T AR R A 5 9 < [ £ R
E R T, O % S
BEINN T REZLR. ZERMLGEAER
R, W E MBS . T E A R
LY E, ASTH) AE IR P OR TR B A S AR
117 FR) A A e AR o A A A o 5 R il A
TN R Ve A, JCHEE S TC k58 A IE
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32 WEMFAEEAIRIES MIEL

5 3 T R 1 52 B T O A BN [E],
FE A PSS A N S T8 7 N T A () R 1 B
AN B B R R R, A 2 ) R B A
O PERHE, [FAERR R (S BB R R
TESS UG W T R B R T 25 R 0 S8 1 5 A
FI(GRAE R, 2017b, 2017c, 2017d; Edelman, 2017;
Horton & Gerrig, 2005; Keysar et al., 1998; Yu et
al., 2012),

I N A B AR Y, AT T AR A £
5 T R 5 B2 B 1Y AZ B B AR A DGR
PRI DA A2 3 RV i T R v, 5G4 B A2 3 [+ 1
17 S0 52 i T B A5 2R S BOA T £ Y B
JEHAEAE T Z ) B W T[] L LA R %o 3¢ it 1 B 44
AHXE A AR B 25T, X HERL B B LS O LR
Wi — AR5y, PR R B A PO R RRE, B —
kR %o A 7 B RN R B3 S A T R, Xt
A DL R AS U 1 L B 22 R B e i
RS 4 B (5K 38, 2017b; Keysar, Barr,
Balin, & Brauner, 2000; Keysar et al., 1998; Kronmiiller
& Barr, 2007). SKAHE(2017c) R FE AN T 58
RS I LR T AR UEAL Y 10 DA T BB, AL
T ) R B O BT R B, ST A T i
(block 1~5), 229 T 56 A K — B\ Fa 12,
W IR X RN AN R, — eSS iR S
5 TR B AR kP — AR, S — T
17, 22 F AU P B BEARAE 25 A R 38 i1
BELEIRT . AEEFR . AEEF R
KT —30E, B2, ZRZHEF N TA
A [ P A A 8 e A T AR 5 5L ) SR AR
B, SO R A A AR B R PR E
FEKSBONMARGE MR E, FI, sZR RN
AR N TT45 7 H A R DL B

Brown-Schmidt (2009)#2 i X + 32 i i 5 A
AN I ) AR R AE 1Y S AR, N 2 SR
D5 TR R R . AU L SE g I R Y B
SEU A B SR F 3 424 . Brown-Schmidt
(2009)TERF 5T it Lo 2 HE T PR A J s 45 - ek
Ea=p R =N ISR I E =8 35 =l
(VT 5 AL, ERAES A B, A
— BB, X5 i 52 E BUR E TE  R R,
ZhrBeh, HREE AW, SRR YW

ORI O LR T R E 3 T4 B () AT 5 — W B
B R E I RiR), MR EZ RN, Zi#E
CEZEIEAN A0 M T W7 25 5 A8 00 1 5 10 S0 4R 1E )
RV B 232 B0 4R F [ A 4 E M0 AR B,
T 5 ol 3 U 17 15 %k et & B, 0 TR A4 R RS
FE S MBURE, (CERTEAES SRERP,
MAEIFIEEIE T 5SS

AL, —Jr i, WS 43 2 A8 s
HOANHUIN A3 AR R BT 38 3 TR0 < vh 2 — P
WAL R, S —Jr T, PRI A g T
R E N T, LIRS, JE S AETE
[R P PR B A S BE, A ER R 5, W o
B P IA R 2 2N Bk R R A L R, Al
REE A H TN S B, T T RR 04 AR AL A
XN AL, TR SR )RR R TR R &
AR REE, FHAGIN A FRIAAG B, 5
br L, LIFEBRSE i J0 ik 58 & i AC i Z W08 5
T, HIRAE BRI AR R A B A5 e R,
1E40 Brown-Schmidt (2009)f7#8 1y, % 5 & #F
SESCHS H A A RIS R A R, B
P, AR S s, A B A B I S
Be, SR HERR 32 3 H] ] REAEAE 1A BB
200, TAH BT XHEARIET I T2 08 HIRIA
HURRIE, RZ, ZEHX G0 AEE A T ) |
LA VAT . SR SE R, 1
A B F SRS E W AR E S I K,
LR BB AL R R 2 i — A
£, i, 5 AW (Yuetal, 2012), ZHiES
AW (AS 5185 H5l) (Tolins, Zeamer, & Fox
Tree, 20175 ER T, ZWMIEF N T AR
PR PERRIE . BT 0, RORBF 5T T sC L R
B (0 A 8 0 3% LA L i 25 A R, BEA
By PO MBS 2 5, WA BT 38 i S O H R R
B A SR

4 ZRESMIZIRMER

W RS AL OIS, S LR
SRR A A R i R B, BRI —id e
ST SR e 7 — bl BE R 1 RS O FE LA TR
BB RSB, X EORA A AL S AL
I 20 7% JE T4 PRI PE A O BUIRS L AR SR, A
OMRNTE IR O RR T, IRA S B SR
B ARRE AR RN T AR T DL R R A
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N CRE A ALI R~ FUR N & 5 %N 2 (iR
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R, SCULTR T E SRR TE T R/ IME S
VAR, X — M R ITE B AR Y 4T
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Communicative language cognition theory

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

Abstract: Communicative language cognition is a typical representation of communicative cognition, and
language is a typical medium in the process of communication and interaction. Communicative language has
the characteristics of interaction, cooperation, collective reward and personal responsibility, which results in
the complexity, flexibility and practical function of communicative language cognition process. The article
focuses on induction and review: the theory of peer specificity, time process theory and consciousness
theory in communicative language processing. Future research should furtherly explore: the naturalness of
the experimental context of communicative language cognition, the inclusiveness of experimental angle and
purpose, the relationship between language cognition and nonverbal cognition, etc..
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