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R RFHIAIEL

7k 18 4
(CRBERY I 2F R4 B HA FR, R 300134)

W E FHRERARZDT A EZEIEETEN, FHRRTAMEE ST A M B A 5269 A, 4
AFE T LR L AENEETEAN, FTH AR THER A AL AT, XFETLAAFEFT AT FHAE
TERAERAHRAFHEIL., DAFRRERL, DAFRHALTEER, ARMREEZH—FFERR
FHTHAATIES A R ds b B G TH, RAFRREMEETRERNG XL, RAFHAEAR
I FEFZ L.

XA AR FH AR

SES  Bs42

1 8IS Fukawa-Conolly, & Wiesner, 2015), F-30] Lk [
s N WA Mgz |, W FRAARGROLIET
SRR LA TSk N MO A, SR - i 7

FE LB RN Ry FEmh ek & A, TR AR AL
iR AE s BT, T3 R e i = R Rk 1
W, AR TRRAZTMAYRIE SLIE BB EH X,
FHYEAZ RS BB, YRKOBCER,
WFEHERLIE), FHRXNZMERRAATZ
MELAZRE, BAEEE R, WIRIES & X,
HEEHEFRAILRIT . MFZ, FHREXHRS
5B A RO A B R B, LR
Fetk . MBI SCARME R T, DURAE T W ERIA Y
Bipi T8 REFHMET REEAAF, B
SR AR E] B RE S AR RERE, A A R R
RRIRPER 2 AR, TG RNE R
B, MRS BT AR S, MRS R A R R
AR EEARIN A 0
PAEDFSEXT T 28 P T FA MERE AR T — 2 1Y
SRR, JEERIN T AN A9BSR, SR .
14K S IR (The Growth Point Theory). 15 B %
{1 (The Information Packaging Hypothesis); ]
IC M T # 4k pi A (The Lexical Gesture Process
Model) 5% 18] 1 4 2% fB Ui (The Lexical Retrieval
Hypothesis) . # #1 17 A 19 T 5 HE 22 3 i (The

B RE: TR A, T R
MY ABR B30 =X, LSRR B it SR
R BRI TIAT 55 E R AT B3 [l
B, AU I I B I AT U0 RT3 1 A
Wil 5 22 o o AR R W R R, S BN R RN AT iy
g — PR A e R, T S B W] Y 22 U H
By (5K 1E#, 2013, 2017, 2018; Berezan, Yoo, &
Christodoulidou, 2016; Brentari & Goldin-Meadow,
2017; Drijvers & Ozyiirek, 2017; Duran & Dale,
2014; Edelman, 2017; Krauss & Weinheimer, 1964;
Matovic, Koch, & Forgas, 2014; Sacchi, Riva, &
Aceto, 2016),

L fEER R Z AR T RS, FHRME
WML Z B AT OCH:, TE4& UL R
W TR, =X T AR
B FHRRIKWE AN, b wdgFa, +
PR A I T 38 WA T 43 F) Y — 38 4 (Iverson &
Goldin-Meadow 1998; Kang, Tversky, & Black,
2015; Novack & Goldin-Meadow, 2016; Weinberg,

iﬂj{ iiq;AZ(‘)l?,f/l\;rOl S 1 16V 11900 Gestureas-Simulated-Action Framework) . & %
T ey R X i 4 L YJ - . . . -

zg)ﬁ AL SR = IR i (The Image Activation Hypothesis); FL[7]3E [l

WAEVEH: kfEE, E-mail: zhhengch@126.com F7 (The Interface Model) . TA I 97 i [ fi% i 15t
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(The Cognitive Load Reduction Hypothesis), JI44
M, < RS A B B R R 2 T 28It
I AR TR IR FNEF RIBE R, BIPAH
WA BT THX TR F Rk, FHRIKAMT
TR e Rl F BRI <RIV P T A A B AR i 1]
ICRr R AR, DA R UGBS IR vl A 34T 1 T
FHEZR PSS R T T HAARAE e, BAK
ME, AE AT H 15 F AR 8Os 1R,
S B 5 A T 0 ELAA A SRR FRAE 1) R AR DL
PEHETE TN R <3 [ 3 AR 0 AN A R 67 A
AR B 7 2 T 28 BT S0 DA o AL AT
WE L, =F R TN R — i R i = A5 T
AR SCAUN A UL T I AN S 43 TS HS U 24 B A
Wik,

2 ETFBMBSREXRNRZRF
BIPL

T FHAE T REAAAE kA, IR
LW EMT, BEA B AE R E, BT 4%
—MERZARG . WM TREMK SRR
BEEEBU, 2B hFRMESER
WERCR L, R T TR TINEHE
2.1 RRFBHEKAER”

McNeill Al Duncan (2000)# H T 38 F 41y
“HER R, AN T HMIEF LT 38 Y
EWARG, FHWM-2"RIE B 15 X
RGN AR, AR A T2
17 1 2H A A A B G R A O R LA A, R
A B NAE AR R RS Frid K s
BT BN Hh 22 R FR A U AN W i G R Y
WL R, 2 BT HMESEENA
P SEREE, Rk XM B2 BA

Graziano 1 Gullberg (2013)BF58 R} T 52
T HANE T BE R OCE M, IR R R A
R, fFoTH IR s T =M R =4
RS LERI(4~5. 6~7. 8~10 %), AREIE
AR, 8 IR RSO, LEH ARG T,
WA e, 225 AR NS R (AR
FNSCEN, JLEFEREARE], SR X R AR
W E R SRR, ANFTHOILEMIERE, (] Dl
HER R, A B AR AT, R AR R B
BE, BENLE R ECRT, o — AEE R R,
mA— AP, 3 BT RAEWIRCEI AT

TEIE 4 AR, ORI IR B R IT A PR
Fo 4R TR, AFRBOAET, AT F RILGE
N, Hg e sl 5 Rik iy, T3
AHRE ST 22, i AN I W R 3R 25 A T3 i 22
S o MG AR T T S IR ] X
T TR RN 1 TR R R T, A
T E RIR AR TR IR AR T
WESET . WHHE WM P A WE R, A
Wit s sy, FHRMM B LEAE TR A A
[F BRSBTS g R, F3HJL
FERBEA SERAE R IE, I E WA IR, T
P AR E, R T FORE S R — A
Y8, AR MR A [ B S, At DG IR
FIRILR TN A

AT H SRR R, G R R BT R A
F TN 5 ) AY 8 SCHR PR AN R[], AT LUK
TR T PR AL R 5 T Y S A R b A 3
SCRE, BT RORTE 5 3L ) R AR AR AT B T A
Wt Xt B S 5 B BLf# (Koppensteiner, Stephan,
& Jaschke, 2016; Post, van Gog, Paas, & Zwaan,
2013), Hostetter (2011)#F—E45H, FHM T2
LT AR SRR, 52 AT G RIE: 55
Koo THGRIE F )Y E SRR S 7 T 255 R
Wil o fH, A —mE T, T3 TS S
PEBEPER I, 2P TS B8l FE b 22 i 2
HEPU SRR, RSN G5 )
FriefbAE BN B8, AR ER . HEE
N, A BT S SRR RO R

AU, ST A B R R iR I S U T
G [ L F ok vk, WAR, 2B I F AL
AT m L@, JF HiZ e A B Tt
Wl Z R R T AC AR B i fp e . E2, Y
KAHIE A R Z A 7E T HAE IR T T3 5 i
I B AR | SCHRE, T R T AR
A A DO, #eE 2, FRARAULREF
A SRR, B DL R T35 5 VI8 Y 2
P, AR T 3 LTS RS, T3
AT F AN T B A 0 2 AN Rl R 5 BT
BRI X T AU T AT A R A S B
FEA P, AE 2 A K T 3 St ] 07 O B A2 1
T AT A ) 1
22 XRFPBHERHERR

5220 T Hep 8 K S S A, Kita Al
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Ozyiirek (2003)%2 1 T 58 3t F #1915 B 2 ik,
TN R 32 i A b T RN A Y 06 B TR Y,
FHEEALURE L TR P S MR R,
VI3 N A i i At AR, HXHE BRI S 4%
PE KA i S A VE i . XIS SR 0 . —
B FHIFB MG B RS S8 RAF (LA 25K H
RT3 AR A S 0 B 5E), RMIE S
TERG IR X B 4T F 2 6] 45 8 J7 T ARG AR JE (Hostetter,
2014); ZREMEFXMERGEN, FHAHT
PS5 BT S A E S RN E R,
W34 Bl /NBUS BAL A B T ) 0 i
s 2 (Bock & Cutting, 1992), T34 B A A
AT R, AEEBERA LA F B oty B A
TR IRAE R, Fan, 435 5 #3851 A6 )R
BF, Ui vl el A R AR Y kR,
B SE AT o (B0 43R B4 B 17 2 R % 1)
KR, BT ARG 78 Vb R R34 T % T A,
FHAEBAE T B I AME S I FRiL

Ziad P F R IE T R FFE A TIE
FHAE B WIS, 7ELUER T R AR BNIESE . RIS
FHA K GHIBAF, ZRTFHE B B R R
IR S F A T 3T AIIHE, Kelly, Church
(1998)F1 Ping, Goldin-Meadow (2008)%) Wi i HF 5%
Hp R LB R A JLFE VR N 7S <P E AT 55 19
PR By, 2 S5 Wi S 5 BRI, Eean
—AE T, fEUTE S HRIA T AN, [F
B AR SR T A5 B, il — Bkl
PR IR 2 25 4 10 i BE ST R, 25 R
PR @A FREIE S E L R eH R gmid,
HA R TFHAEFEE SIS, Hostetter,
Alibali #1 Kita (2007)8F58 i H T & F BIE R 5L
AORE, 55 N R T B R AT 55, SE A 1)
Wr H R AP — P, HEBA
T X LA AR (AR A, Ui A e 2
fF2IEAR), —Fh&OE T, 2 BLR S F R B L
U ETE (5 2 ik 5 ). 85 SR A, YEFO&
W B N TR ARG, SEFMIRER S, UiE
FHRBEFEND, RZ, Y8 F KIS,
HE R, U0E TSGR W, LU B
=R

Trofatter, Kontra, Beilock I Goldin-Meadow
(2015)48 ) F-3#MIE F 38 0 B AMEA By F 3Rk
A F AN Z &, SLEWTE X A A B R

fif . Koppensteiner, Stephan il Jischke (2016)fiff 5%
ol B0 R L R Sy S B R, S
AN ) 9 28 T T34, DAY 2 LA 1 1) A A
UESE, F-IAAZ R WA i 7 i 5 00 s i 3L
PRI S F5tE . Cook, Duffy 1 Fenn (2013)7E2% > 1%
RN AMR, MRMIESHMT A EFAESE
ERW ] NG, TR WA TEF W HAME,
T8 T35 5 A0 72 (A i B il e vk A B R AR
FRAE, ZCHIE S IR T A B 05
B RS R, RIE S L R A
W K B R 22 56 1) B P (Arbib, Gasser, & Barreés,
2014; Glenberg & Gallese, 2012), 3 iE 5 AHE
BIREMEETHME T LM EAMENTTI. 7
Sh, EE WM s E TIEF AN BN E
M RIS EERRAE, RIEE A AU T2 38 i R
OB RSN, SN, B E AW TR
RA R BRI T EIRESRE, Wik, FHME
AMEA A SR AR 2T B B B, i 3R AR R AR
W AHIIN T A A7 faf (Novack, Goldin-Meadow,
& Woodward, 2015; Ping, Goldin-Meadow, &
Beilock, 2014), Alibali, Kita Fil Young (2000)i% 45
T R AR AR FE S 3 [F &
A, F B TR RE S B A
FRH

HI S, ARG a . Z6H
MR RME NS, Fit, L E R
P ABRESIMRET, FHRMEFHLE AT
TR ) G I AN R ] Pk [ I T35 N8 I SRR
FRAE By 25 P g T W3 7645 B3 b i1y 5 b
o AT LA, AERREAC T AR T, K R TG
W FHHE S WA S E P BA MR ok,
DA B AR B 3 B B B o o8 8 T RS 0 B,
B EHRAEAER . S — LN FEER, FH
M S I P E IR BRI AETER, —
T FRAAT LLRE, IR T80T DIFRE
SE. HREZREL, 5— I sgmthic
FHEREWIERNE, Hansg i [ p 9 e g,
xSRI AT, A LA 2 B
RS . KRR RN i — 2D R 5T
B, BEFRRINAAE S ML 28, M
T S 4 55 0 ™A T R 1 AR () A 5 Y T A
FEABXT TR FEAN R H SR SRS IR PR BT
FHPINHAFAE, XA BT 5w R AP 8 A [ S W0
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S [ PR B 2 701
3 RRFHHEEL

TR T 2 NSRS A I S 358 TE
SRR RIER, WE R KBS E A,
BRELRI MR M E T, FHMEF M
ERH P I 2 A T B A S U I T S AR T A O R SR
AWFIEE R T 3K — W i 7 b T H i BaE AR 1,
T T B A RS AR g 3]G 2 {1 10 ) o 5 )
P F IR RAEABOE, R REITEF 1
KA RO R AL T O 1 T A AE R
B0 iR 1A T A T EL A AR LG B AR 1 9
G A% (de Marco, de Stefani, & Gentilucci, 2015;
Graziano & Gullberg, 2013; Hadar & Butterworth,
1997; Hostetter & Alibali, 2010; Krauss, Chen, &
Gottesman, 2000),

3.1 LM FHERRBFIRCR RS

Krauss 55 (2000) 14 3 Y4 T 4 AR U 7 i 17
TCR R AR, Ay T 32 it 1 5 10 Y 4
R IR BIME S, S8 T FAS T8 5= NN T 2
WORVEA, R RIAEXE T kA i R A
FERY 3 ALVE T BT3Bl A E 58 7 19 0 1)
TG, U HR 28 MG SCRAE TS, My
RN A S IBOR AR o a0, S0 e f FRk Bk
BT m, el —ABEDE T35, IF 388 her
T, XA B TR IX — RIE RS, &
WAL R, EWERS M, DRV RM,
A2 It 3k A v AR b T, B S
E AN, Wrek £ (Rauscher, Krauss, & Chen,
1996); A 1E = R WXER, FHRBHH
AR N 4 £ (Morsella & Krauss 2004),

TRz T R 25 55 R R S i i AR
o, BRTR, AT LOGIR R FRIA (BT A E . R
P EWRIAHIEFE R, & LU AMER KR
BARRZE; R, FHREIRAERAR R
8 L ) LA T N R BAE, LA B A A T Y e
P, RAZ B TFRANETIES, NHAR
BITE S S IE T, FREBE R F KA
f# B9 /E F (Nicoladis, Pika, Yin, & Marentette, 2007;
Pine, Bird, & Kirk, 2007),

Beaudoin-Ryan #l Goldin-Meadow (2014)3Z 56
txf iR ST T Ao TR AR TR, SeIAT
55 BOR LB R R R 038 TR B )R, 4

R, EIEFmBES R D R BT ENILER
KT EZHE G, WS I F#ILE
WA B — U I AR5 SRS, DA TR
R[] K S AR B AR ), R LA AL
HEFSTMSARERET L . THEA. %%
B —DAFEZA A FIRARAS TFHREN
2% [H] SRAE M) R (AN K BABL . B AHERE), ek
FHT G In A B IG 45, RE X B4 b X 43 R
TR T A R T kR SR O
Broaders #ll Goldin-Meadow (2010)4/F 5% Il 38 i3
PRIV 0T BGRAE, LT F R F i H R
B BGEEM, SRS BB B R
N, BERA LI, AR R S B 0 4T ) R
5 (1B W I g ) 5 = DA R Y o 21 B
AR IR T A R, L, (a)F] i o
WA EE, R E R e
3 b 0 1] T i [ 2 T H:, PSR
GE B — A NS BI 5k IR R
HEHIE ABORIE T 28 m h A &7 4 T RE N FH
i, HEIRAHEHZM T XL FHZRNE
Bo B AT R : FELAE X
TR Bk 1Y) S 0 17 B R 5 23 S e B T RiE 5 2
W E 458 REFE . Arnold, Kahn 1 Pancani (2012)
SEE-R AT SR RER, AR T YRR
PEBE RV BCAE 55, 3T kT rf W 28 S A 55 35 [ 3,
TP RFE IR AR TR SWE, £ A
6 MBS R IR BRI A MR, S WEHK
XTI G SE, W B e R — R R, Rk
IS PR BB 5, Wy
FEF FCE THRERX, SRR N AE LR
FHATRE AR T B R R ) . S
B SR IX A3 T W B SR RN AR T SRR, R A
T AR S T e R, SEG [ T
SEN P TR RO M B e, S
EMPRIE SR R, T E A i R4 4
PERE T G, SRR RIS e i U
HALWIE T MR A, BARRIN R, i
Ry M, HE s B, WA E
WS 25 T HBE UL R 5 A it 2 .
3.2 BEHRBGEREAMELITANFEHRIERER
BGOSR UGNy, FRARRRFMEEL 52
T A R e S (8] R [FI, T3 R RAE
HRFEEA B TS A LS BEG LA FER
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(Hadar & Butterworth, 1997; Perniss, Ozyiirek, &
Morgan, 2015), 5ICXTR, BUAT NG FHHELR
FIRIA R, MULE AR TR, BABE S Z M
N B SRR ZS FNAT o 1O BRAE 5 AU, T-F
Z KM (Hostetter & Alibali, 2010; Sassenberg &
van Der Meer, 2010), ZE& T 5, PRSI
T3 T LA AL B RAE 1 WS AT, %
PEREE T 5 AU FHAR KRR, JFXHE F A R
AR .

TR AU A A e ki RRAR R T
FHFIXMANIEM . EPERERACREE, A 1)
T AU A A P R T A U [ AR AE A R
PR R, M TS R Ao Rk 2,
A BT 55 A0 38 T 1 S5 ) B A R B R . Alibali,
Spencer, Knox I Kita (2011)F5Z 56 4T 55 & HO 4
RAPHEAREE N a7, e, <Rk
AP — DR S B — DR Tr ), B4
H—rpE Rz 2 EREs? 2, — il
W E R RV T, S —HA R, 4
K, TP s i (T A s R A8 Y
B AL, R R SR N HE R A 2
g7, HE LB ) BUHR SRS A $A Gl
LT 2 I e 4 A A R T R R SRR E 1A A
14z 37 X); O FHRHAN R Z . Goldin-Meadow
(2015)fif FH A 45 2 ) A 458, R L B AE Mok
ot R ok Bl R DR F A Rk, i,
“TALZEDAF TAL” GEHRM), PO,
—H R HES, 5 —AMHIES WFER, 5
Jil TN, B, AR XS T, RE
TE 58 A W AEE T3, RS S ARG,
K T 2 v 2 40 2 T i B 1 ke, 58 R
TRAES5, HIERAE 5 P AR TR ik i
AR, IMRI B S R BoR, FHAILEITRE
A 55 rh v 12 2l DX 250, R AE AT 5 b
FHRIKALIERE 1B S RAL MRS, A TR
S5 R 4, (H R s Z R AR SR Bl R
B %% . Grenoble, Martinovié¢ fll Baglini (2014)1A
H, REEF AR, L&A ET
B, (HRSLEBR EAMTIE R I F RT3
FAEA BV I X, S0 X T PR R AR
8 IR 220 M 2 AN A S AR T A R ), Ak —
SCH R, T RO 0 R R AE R 5 A4
PEFAL 8] A BC 5 R — R BE LRI T S8t Y AL

FHOR, PIMAFZZ BN IFE, 5T
PR — B RS TR, AMUATLKIE T
BEMKA ., B4 b, mH T REX G 5 A AT
B ELIE

XTHE DL P Rh S, RNigRFEXTEF NS
P FRAE B BOE MR, T Hx T IRALZ B0
FHRAE BT AR SE, YR T S F RN E
I B B4, XA R R AR A
AR S B, BT 35 B2 Bl R AE 19 B0 2
H— WG A G TR T KB WA . 2 it
By, B AR R — M NS N, X
LRGSR TR SRR . IHREMIK R, X
RFHEMME . BARLRIERE . RiEFTHE
PEINT, DA KRR 3R R AR A AR R O AR ) S
B, F-HWIE TR P B A T Z M SR AE 1]
BRI RAEEAS, 52, ZRFEBIEEH
A TN A 2 Rl BLRAE Y B G AR AL T — L
2, lan, MIEFREWEARREMAG, Jefr
AL E”, 5 A A R B R R+
TR AL, (E2 AR R 0 F Ha3hE, anem
F I EW+& bdefl, FAEE T AN
HIRIEAA AL, WG Sk T 55 g
TG E . A A . SR, TSRS
YEFW SC e TR T 0E . shit S5 4 &t
FAE, 2 ] ARG R IR R 2615 Y [ B 3k,
BT 48 ) FB R AZ R A D Th A SC 2 I F 4
5. 1IE40 Louwerse (2011)fr8 1), FHX2ZH
TA R 52 T Y 5% 2% WL T 3L v 58 i vk 2 22 g
NS/

4 TRFHHINATEER

AU T H A N G AR AR DL A T B AR
T8 AR T X A A B IR B 5 R (Goldin-
Meadow, Nusbaum, Kelly, & Wagner, 2001); Kita
Fl Ozyiirek (2003)7E LIRS 1 48 1 <3 ] 710 [l A%
BT RO AT S R AR AT RIS, Bk
HE AW E R A ERIT AL, hFFRm
WE TR T AN RS, s i i 72
AR B ) B ik, R T SRR
SCREAR TN AT

G, AU T B AR 52 T M A IR T
PIATI I — TR B E, FH AR
TRAZHREWNAGTIR, THS5ERMAEL
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A R T A R EOR A A T A 8%
71, BVBEARAZ Gl AR, 148 NS5 g ] LA
AR AR T, XT3 RA M IR A K
J&JEH 251 (Hu, Ginns, & Bobis, 2015; Novack et
al., 2015; Ping et al.,, 2014) . Goldin-Meadow,
Nusbaum, Kelly il Wagner (2001)#F 57 A 23R # =
il F X — R Hy ) A i LR B, R EOR
() I S A — LU T IR i T H S22 PR R 23
A F A MAE T3, 2R ER, T8
H B L TE I H Y EUR B £ . Novack,
Congdon, Hemani-Lopez #1 Goldin-Meadow (2014)
SR FH By A 5 ) U S SIS0 bR, i T3 A
LTFHA =T s, —L kW, THAgaxT
e A ) R A ALK OF B T, TR M
P ) 14 7K J 2 B g

B, TS REAR A B far 5 B A 5
TN A, WA LR T FHIEASMIES
R EAE, TR S ERIERLAIMEE
b fE, REWM RGN — DA, FHAIE
B AT A OCHK, (R FHRAF T F 1
ML TR GE, F&—Fh LR AENE W ZVETT A .
IS AR R R S 2R Y, SN AI T AL T R
AT JZ U FVRRAE 900 BESR A, e [R] 21 s 5 19 52
TONHEREE, R, S B AR R AL ik A AE
— R TR BN B T 38 5 TN A KT (4 AR Xl
ZAERIE, THLWNS 54 BT 095 AR
PRI P R ERAE N B A RAE A AR R R L. R
SREH AN AL, BFFEE AT M B 8T H gAY IA
AL Be— A — 2o R G BN R RE, H)2
A LAB A — 5, VRN ARTR 5 A A 1 — Fof 2
I, FRLRED T RIXT R — L BRI R
EAY AT, T IX L85 Bl W IF A B2 I TS
FW ) 2 B ARRIE . TRz, ERRNT
SN TG U B ARG ST P, RAE A ELAR W
VKT SRR BRI, A5 58 I T3 i & A B
T SN AR

IR TSI HAT TR A B R AR
Novack il Goldin-Meadow (2015)8F5¢ H145 H, 3
DA BT AR i e R BRI S R A
WA RK, HE M T miE S s e, T
AR S . AWM R4,
AEL 2 B 52 A2 U HH A2 T A T 3 AT LA B e 4 3 O
HEAT WA M A s SR 1) T3 7 R o O 2

W ZAMOEHE B, X M AL TR Kb
B < 2Z AR IR A, BT ok AT RE 2 BT AT
T AT AAE B ANEELER R H 8 BB AN [
B BE R R I, 2 N AT P S e e S e
B, FESTERRBIE T MM Z S5
25 [8) 3 W o i 45 35 3 R A (Alibali et al., 2011); F
PR ] DLW A b R s LR S 2R A Z A Y R R g
(Brooks & Goldin-Meadow, 2015; Goldin-Meadow,
Cook, & Mitchell, 2009); B F 38 J8 & T fif eI
ARG B M 0GR (Broaders, Cook, Mitchell, &
Goldin-Meadow, 2007; Sharma & Droch, 2015),
I, T3 I 1Y A B R 2 S UL A R 7 fT AR
FNAZ LN BT Y19 45 ) E e R R

AU, TR DL E LAY 7 AR AR S 5 T 1T 5
TR BLEEEITR, MFTE, N RTE=
()8 AL, AN Bl SR 18 8 ) R AE D7 1, T
WO B W R R AL R R AR EA, X T LA
Ui T BB TR 52U B 8l rh AR 58 i & T
R 5], TR SRR A H W —
PEBRAEXT RS EAT AR, HH B2 AL E
OB G, T WA SR BN . X
— Bk, FH—TT R AN TEE K
AL, 55— 5 TR R S P 24 SR A R IR
TR T, RIS P B9 Bk R A v
HHRN, FRPEERAR T RE AR 45 5 ¥ R 1 F AN
HO R PETE WS, BIBS R A SO TT RE AT A
BT A RS, T3 T 2 ou b (F B ry A
R, AALREAR T A8k fa i, LA i 52 i
INFEEAR B ERAMZ 0O R, M52,
TSR ATR A T A AT 1 A0 R T 22 A [ 26 7
HYFRAETE R 1y 35508 .

5 Bx

NATTAEBEIE I AR 0 SR M 7™ A -3, A I L
BRSSO [ S T3 RAREE
WFHAE I h s A E, HTFHAR
A s s, B LS RS E T R BT A
TERY RSSO BRAL . L LR PFRT L, A1
SETHME TR, THXTIHESRIEMERZ
ALY RS, DAL RIS T 22 S A A G 9
REAR, ARR WIS T A —Fh i i 4% T30 1E,
HHEATERAR S EE . &30 T3
B B 3 1 3 R AN TR, E% e X T A
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ORI B4 i A B 8 T35 i SRR SR T Y o R
KM FE R iE— 2 25 LR JLAS 7 T 1)
Fi—, LT HEINAEFIE A ST 5, 75 2
BB HABARE F AL R MY . SIS
BTN T AN IR T S S R A, IR
W FEAE LR SO i T AL i i R, I B0 X 380
7 35 P R Al DR R AR AR P o R R, H A
PIAEBFSEAE QN B I AR T3, IF Ak
PR . TR 4 N B A AR R T
B, U T RONAE LIE R, Ay
T T AU A A B R S S8 A D T
e LB ARG B AT 2 IS AT S R,
Fe A DA WF T o OGTE T TR MIE F M A C R,
AR T F5 R TG #1817 (6] 2 15 A7 AE A ARG &R 7
G S PRI X T 52 U9 5 T 9 T A RF A A
IIRERRT R — I
5=, SCURINAN SRR R M, b
JIviR, AEEAIR ST 1] 7 X 52 U U758 A X 7™
gl A A 0F T, BT FRUREE, e
Pl 158 T H o A Wi o B sl i A AR A
R HIRIT ST & TRl A o XoF T 52 Uit B 3l e 1 552 36 2 o
— R EHERR T F RIS A MR I . R
KWL ik — A 2 A S S s QBT AR R
SR, AT TS T S R B R O
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Communicative gesture cognition theory

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

Abstract: Gesture is an important nonverbal medium of communication. Gesture can not only assist
language communication but also has independent communication attribute. As a nonverbal medium co
occurring with language media, gesture communication can help to reduce communication cognitive load.
This paper mainly summarizes and reviews the theory of communicative gesture based on the expression
relationship between gesture and language, the theory of communicative gesture activation, and the
cognitive saving theory of communicative gesture. The future research should explore the balance between
naturalness and control rigor of the experimental situation, the relationship between gesture and other
nonverbal factors, and the practical significance of gesture cognition research.
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