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A . HEMREEE LRt RIECH S HEE AU, 65T 100872)

# E &R R %50 (Category Perception, CP SR )R ¥, EREX A4 2 FEFEAMFHTRT, 4
HKESFREERNGRERE R — KA RE Bk, BEH, X —HH 4 G R A Lk 23R4 Fo
Sapir-Whorf X Z 18] #i69 T ZiE4E. X3 CP A WiE T e F AR B T CP ML LMk, %5 Z BPaT
E5-%rh . 535S AR Fodb 2 A A FIEHE, ARE S /A CP R PARZ MR, L8 CPRE LA
EiB 6 3 H VA CP AT AL . BLIUEY CP 2 E . #5953 M RUEFIERIRE T4, S5k, BRT 5 =4
ML, AAERE CP R ¥ & T I IH Ao S AL A, XA 1658 5 s ST 4 F= Whorf B3R #9 47 AL
B EH CP AR Wi IR A YRR . A CP R M 5 Fi5 3 49398 A B L A A ALH) T4 6 LA 5 = A
FENTF, THMRE CP L) F ENH BGE S AL FATRGER, RRAFALTARE ZRAENL L R G
A ERITIRE.
EEIR M et KR ML, E T M), Whorf 183K ; i #HIEi4
SES B84
1 %I%‘ Regier, 2007; Lillo et al., 2018; Regier, Kay, &
TS 6 . A 2 Khetarpa‘l‘l, 2007; Regier &‘Xu, 2017), 1B F TN
AL # i (the Universal Evolution Theory)Fl Whorf A Rse, 1 2R F R M LR 27
. . . , . WHE AN FEET BN, R ER
{15 (Sapir-Whorf Hypothesis) i 16 o Bl (0, IA 1 & SR TR T AR S AR T 7 £ 1 2K R R
BRI E A, WA, " = e

C P i LI FiFR CP RN ) B % 5%
R 5 5 0 (e Ly oioeory Pereeption, DURIFR CP AU 55 -

A [ 51 A T R
TR, AFELEE A A A (Berlin & Kay, 1991; Kay, N .
;ﬁ P %) Hie ;ﬁ‘ ¥ EL N B
2002: Kay & Regier, 2003); Whorf {B i1 % 55 B CP AU 28 7 2 (0 22 [ ) B 25 S B

/‘: N OREE A~ L NGIE 1| | i 4
O il U EVS s Sl Pl
¥ OB 4 9 (Kay & Kempton, 1984; Ozgen & i X ornste orda

] ) ) 1984; Daoutis, Pilling, & Davies, 2006; Regier, Kay,
Davies, 2002; Roberson, Davies, & Davidoft, 2000), & Cook. 2005: Siok et al., 2009), {ilfll, 7T iy
A N N 0ok, ; Siok et al., o s VAR

WAk, BT SR, WEE e T et

SR, IO N , PR, AMARIFARE AT R BRI % 22 AR AR G
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FHINH, B CP AN thil & WKl Y, ARTE%
Rk 25, WSCERIT T AR, RS S
BT CP AL o i BRI A SRR EIIA Dy, B
@ CP &R Fifi s, HAEEMNE. hTEe
CP A% AT AE EIE A 2K 2 i ME & AR SE X IR i)
HIGEZR G T, RE K 56 3 ks 2 L B S
Whorf RBH) e, P — BT 7 A AU
WFFE M o A ORI T3 20 4F R BT CP ALY
HABETE, M SCRFE S IRShHLE A IR . SCFF CP
RN ST T R TESE LA SR WA B A7
WL =ANIT T CP RN ™ A AL R4 T T
ik, il S e P IR AR

2 HHEEE CP MM HIESIRINAYIERE

Kt IESE W7, 6 F 2EE CP RU A4
e E PRI R R, CP &80 A& Whorf (58 A J1 1Y
WEHE . O MR EZA LR LA J7 HIE i CP
RN 2 i IR B
2.1 Bt CP 3B AR M L2

P, CP RN Y 2 i B A pe 3 2 1 75 B 5l
CP &0 (9 1 2RSS . DR R B, TEB G R
h, FUR Y BTE A (RS B Bl ) B
Ao B CP &N o Ao i 21 H BT RE X, CP
RN 7 A 5 %R 0] 43(Gilbert, Regier, Kay,
& lvry, 2006; Gilbert, Regier, Kay, & Ivry, 2008;
Liu et al., 2010; Mo, Xu, Kay, & Tan, 2011; Regier
& Kay, 2009; Roberson & Pak, 2009; Tan et al.,
2008; Thierry, Athanasopoulos, Wiggett, Dering, &
Kuipers, 2009). Gilbert %5 A (2006)F% ] (4 FR 18 %
1155 5 59 i R IO iE B gt G n R, Pk
TEE—H RAGIRANNER ], ¥115
Fofth 11 AR @B F ok, I HAWnZ @ ere
O ZEN AN TR, Y HR OS]
TEAAREF I, B CP AUV AR B2, HHiREk
IAEZE LTI, KRR LA 1 CP OV . 7EHETT
XAESARAERS, X — B2 F i TS
SR, HARZ B THRAE 55520 . Gilbert 45 A
NN, A7 LI 22 i DL B2 B S R g, 1F 2 i
THFEWEES S, @ TRRZR0E = i
AIREX, B EY A I, B
PGS, ARSI @A AR 25K, 0k
AT LA B AR B T B Rk I e ] — 35 Y
O T2 PRARE, 200 1A B0 S LAY T B

W58 AT 55, PRI A AL T 3 Y 2 ik
Mo ZEALET IR AR B CP &0y, UERHELZE T B
B, #iaIX 23 2600 N €0 B sl 28 il ] € e i) 22 5 9%
AR, ik, Gilbert 55 NIKR, 185 YK3h2 CP
N AR E IR A . Gilbert 55 AL 7E AR B A
BEAIHEAT T BUE, & I A A 4 3
ARAGE A7 TE A 5 06 4 — B0 CP &
KA, CP 250N (4 B Ak 5 3k A7 7E, S T i
T FUHLSE 4 55 78 22 B 19 28 B AE H (Gilbert et al.,
2008).
22 Bifa CPHNZAINEEES M

MR A, Bt CP #hZFiE TIIES
W, N3Z9EFiE TS ., Roberson A
Davidoff (2000)>F F — % — i £ FiA i 125 =,
HEARMER T, NE., BEAMENTET
PAT: 55 XFHRIA R CP RN 2, S5 R K, 755
HTYAES T, CP BNIER, ERFIE @I E
55 TCVRTE S i B B A 2 TE i A o B AT o 2 35 1
WS W THAR S5 AR CP &N, B B ik
TNt R T F 15 %, Wiggett
Davies (2008)%%% T Stroop TR Hita CP
ROV IR, KPS Stroop FIELE T HAR A
Wz, mHB OGRS iR -8, 297K
CP &5y, Y& 615 H s 63—, CP &
S/ XL, CP RN 7 A 5 44 K R
%Y1, Stroop Hli7E A B RTH B, anlE3EH])H
BIERAR, 230wl BH AT 3 T 5 24 31 0 8 F
TE 218 5 78 A 2 300 0 5 v 80

WRE BB, 5 IFAH 0 A ShiE 55 52 Bl
CP 34 [V . Zhong %6 ANFEB A48 RAT 55+, <1k
-2 5 ] T AT 55 R 8 3 65 I T AT 554 R
ANFER R S5, RIBR A4 LT 6 8 R AT
- B CP AN B J5 BT 55 1 ARk i 22 Ak
TE“WE-2 FIWT R 24T 55, GRETRY CP &Ny
K, FEBRIRFIWG TS T, ARER CP &K
iGN AATTINCR, B A 58 L (5 06 5 AT 55 B
B SR M T B R, T L6 T 1Y) i EUSR  AZ
ST %52 (Zhong, Li, Huang, Li, & Mo, 2018),

B B RN 1 2 AR 25 CP
BN . Zhou FE N KA & T [A) — A2l i, H
BB 28 R AT A BRI 4, JF R e
Mo e 2 A, BRI BB S, K
IR S 50 2 L 3 KT 44 R 2 i) R PR A A R B A
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LB CP #4J% (Zhou et al., 2010 ). 7E HAt 5 2 F 4y
FIBEH CP AR I 5% 25 PR S 48 87 118 75 A
S 00 k& HE7E Ak . Maier, Glage, Hohlfeld
Rahman (2014)Z R P27 3] AR R 1 S
B, BFR AP, L REAWHIEXHNE
PIbREE, —ZRR LA BA5 B & Mis
%o £ 2~3 RZJm, R EEG M 58 UM 58
EEAT S5 B R EAT R . S5 R EIR, BT
T SO AR AE R R B 100~150ms Z ] 2L 48 4
T RNER, MRRELE SRS U T A4
f) CP 2 NLATE 200 ms ZHI G i35 22 5%, 7E 200 ms
ZiEERRE ., XU, £ IEE A RN T
HESZIBE TR, i AR LS CP
BN, B T SRR A ALE RN 98 N TS A R AR
FH, AHE 0056 7 A B O At ST RN . Maier 55
NN, 18T 7R A R Y BLR AR T AN [ 1 i
FER
2.3 BiEE CP MK 5 AR

ZR Gt CP RN IS IE TR Bon, RS
[RE S R A RS CP RN 5155 25| A
E—E, LISLEREI€ CP 2 BT Wla
JIiEYE . Roberson, Davidoff, Davies Al Shapiro
(2005) R A ARLM: A W7 98 B S 42 FN K B R A2 55 4
25 ¥ AR A AR — ARG I AR
WIRKGES T RA 5 A EE)HTE AN L
ERRI, AR CP RN 515 5 2 A4,
25 B3 . Winawer %6 A\ &P, X 43755 (goluboy)
TS B8 (siniy) B4k 2 B CH 30T DLt Ry 203 7 FR
By CP RN, vt B SR M A5 2851 (Winawer
et al., 2007). 7E5E [, AAAESE TP P
Bt 7325, Roberson & NCRA A RITSF HEK
WEHPOAR CP AN, & ILAETH IR M
2, s R R A 1 CP AL,
XA CP RN IRAE RGP o 3 — 20 10 2 BT
WoR, PN BB R R T A2 CP RN, 18
SRR E SR T AU CP ZL0 . Roberson
FENWH, BT REAELA AR S 7575
(Roberson, Pak, & Hanley, 2008), Cibelli % A%
YA Berinmo 1510 B A B8 AHEAZ, BEK
BT IR 2 AT S, S H5BEN TGRS
HAn Bl ok A el — 2850 5 2k 5 A FZE 50 .
T I8 80U Berinmo 1E 8RR LB
I BB TR], Cibelli 45 ARSI A ROWE 15 &

I LA R S5 i e (L B AE A B 5 280 TP Y
A, T A i T v 2R, ST A R 5 TR
BEAMAF, XFRET A CP AU e E e
(Cibelli, Xu, Austerweil, Griffiths, & Regier, 2016),
2.4 HEEEZHERE

fMRI Fl ERP 554 28 A4 P2 o i 500 &
TEBE CP O AR YR . Siok 4 N B, 7k
AR R b, AP AS [R) 2 0 ) S s BE R E &
s 22 IR X, L 22 S5 R XA
23 H R M E V2/3 X O AT
(Siok et al., 2009), Kwok & A&, #ilrE:>
BEEAEMFLG, 2B R 2 V23 KIKTA
A TRk, TR RN KRG 4 A F) 2 2AR T LRy
BB 2 A B AR B 2R (Kwok et al., 2011),
Liu 8¢ N & B, BORTE AT S R AI W, 7E 47 HL AT
BRI R T 0 N2 Ry, i ELAE — BRI R
W5 225 P3 LAY, S WA AL [] — 2 ) i |
S BRI T (Liu et al,, 2010), A7 HALAF
FEAREBIE T R CP RN 1Y i 4828 B2 U 4%
(Clifford, Holmes, Davies, & Franklin, 2010; Mo et
al., 2011; Tan et al., 2008),

3 ZFEHE CPYNIRILTIES AIER

JERZI R RIE T AEIE CP AN A W
ERm, B AU SO — WA, IAh CP
R B ST TR A AR R . BT R
TR CP RN By SRS BT 2 I Y 22 il RN ALAR
oo MBS ES T BiES R SEIEE, X
¥ CP RS Fil 5 2 s LU L midg
T,

3.1 Eifs CP SRR XML

XTI CP AN BRI DL UE SR, A B
KT TEERE, KT AFRSEE, K
WHB T CP %)W (Brown, Lindsey, & Guckes,
2011; Fonteneau & Davidoff, 2007; Witzel &
Gegenfurtner, 2013), Drivonikou % A K FH B (4,58
GAL 55 GO FIRTAT 55, 2N E/ 5. /5. %
¥ SN R B, FEA  ATIEFERL R LT CP
BN, HOEA R/ AW AE CP AN B
Drivonikou % AI\K, X —ILE T REA Wi F%,
2 7 BN 3 A AR A 2 A A, O
BT BEI N CP U A A B B
FIET R MR CP RN, 2247 Bt LAAS [RIATL il
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X+ CP & #e A FH (Drivonikou et al., 2007), Witzel
1 Gegenfurtner (20 11)X] Zi 5, CP 35 B [ FH ST 5T
AT A AT, LB [R5 %) 552 56 = 0 1
FE, s ER A R R, EET
Gilbert %% A\l Drivonikou % A Y5255, 53K
230 ANk, FIR Sl i IR 3l, X i
AT T Z R Bl ik, 450 RS2 s
TOAEMRNER., iR, Pl RAIFE
Mo AR 24—, LRRFHCR AR
HE R T RS RBORR M ZE, JFE,
5T BRI R I T Bifa ) CP & hz, 1B CP & Jf
KEIHRMAL, WL AREAEE. FRE
REMGRESC IR 25 R, (HXTRI A T CP &5
WA TESE$E T TS
32 REEHREESTHH CP YA

WEMREWEEQ CP M %ZH E TS5
4y BV BT 5 M, 30 B A I 50 B 0 0 9 5 R i
i VIEE, ST CP ALY fHJE, Holmes F Wolff
(2012) A BIFFERF I A IR B ) 17 B BE o A A8k T U A
BISEAE N s R, X R AT A, — AR S
BT M B A MROE T IRE), —HAREE
TR, SRR 2R 7 2T 4 ik i 0
Ak, GREM, MEHS TAREHIHIR T A
MG ay CP &L, T HEA BEER . XiUlH,
BEEAET IR CP RO 3t ry G4,
WBFHIFEA MRS CP A AP R, Al fi]
N, ZEMRAREY CP AR AT BB A2 Hh 22 Fili B8 {5
lia) 250 T
3.3 BiIEEMRAER

EXTEF KD CP RUN S e T S I 5
HEPTRIEE, WA EHE#T T RIE, I B
TAFMEER, B, 8 CI05 KOR BB,
B 20 7 IR BB AT 2 Kay (2002) K
Levinson (1997)%} Yeli Dnye i##%i#ll Roberson
ZEN(2000)%f Berinmo 158 3 04 B i 45 B0HE
Wit fe B, BIRXWA RIGAAEET T m
“GIR, WA E T A FNER A 125 FL IR,
% — FBR 5 61 B B By K — 3, Pilling Al
Davies (2004)il: Ndonga 15 #{ i F1 9 175 434 57 12
B RMB O RS, KMEIRTE Ndonga iE
1% A “orange” (#8) . “pink” (Hy£L)Fl“purple” (45)
PR, {1 Ndonga 58 i 9 1E Bl 12 6} 2t
R R IR AR EZ R, KEE. M

75 MEFNTRFRGE(2007) LU AL BRI | 1T . AP R 5
WEXT 11 AR @R 2, R4 ARG S
0115 LA M 4k AR, A AR Rt/ (60 i
8, 18] 7 LS ] Y AR AR EAE S AR &y o XU,
BARAN [A] R B BN — 8 25 5%, [HEH A
T 2B 1] %) S R 0 A A s

34 ZE4JLHIE & CP ML

R CP &ny BA Pk, Rz AE SRR
ERIET A T4, KR¥FJIEFHEILM
B AS50  LIEAE CP AN 2 B DF ST Se /e B
LB &P T CP & (Clifford, Franklin, Davies,
& Holmes, 2009; Franklin, Clifford, Williamson, &
Davies, 2005; Franklin, Wright, & Davies, 2009),
YT ILE A, CP AR iy g6, 38 w3 i IR 3 L g
K, B, ¥ ERARETHOERZT, H
T 0,5 5 8 S £ By Tl — 288 51 ) 100 R B A TR 26
AR RGeS B L aE 22 B AR IR 3l Bk K
(A . Franklin, Pilling F1 Davies (2005)Hb%8 T %2
JLAERAAE R T IR o s & 8, BRI
EEA G BAn iyt g E I TR AN A, 5
B —FE BT B CP AU . LI, ZILA
BN B8 o 25 3 B Mk % . Clifford 58 A
(2009)2k Fl ERP H ARG 30 B LAE B 44 58 884155
HRM, SRR R -, YrfEES
SE R BT ARR B @, 2ILA ERP
SN 5 [ — 28 I AR W 2 5 . XU, 7 A
AXRMBILRC &I T B CP 2. Clifford
FNGHEZH AR BILEER CP &, 17iH
BLE) CP RS HERH T 18 5 762850 M By o e
PR E 2.

WARRIESTWERYEYIL, FERIBES
ZHTMII BT Z G, MRS kA2
Himba 35 FITiE 24 LAY HL B 5T S B & 240
455 . Himba HE—F AR X M IES, <3
Fregg AR — a3k, (0 1] (14 288 1) 5 BR
531 R IA] . Franklin % A(2005)L) 2~4 % 1F 4 )
BRI IEL) JLF Himba #8400 RB0R, %
WA CP BN RBEN, RAPFIET
P LI L T #4280 CP &, B inl %
BIRAF G LI A BB E SR CP SN, PiFP i
F YL CP N A R IEE T 2R, hit,
Franklin 2 AN, Bifa CP U BA ik, i
3] 1Y 2 19 I R B B, 2T R AT
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R, Goldstein 55 N8 & 340 8 T Franklin %
ANBYSEE:, FAT#%% Himba 15 MPE 2 LA -
LRSI BE R B O A 4 S 2K, AEBLT A
[ 25 2R o TERRME S5, B CP R0y H i B AE
52 4 PR 3R] 19 4 JLEF T Himba 1540 JLTE -
GEmER ORI CP RN, T AN 1A 1Y
U it 4y JL B 3% BLA B (Goldstein, Davidoff, &
Roberson, 2009), Franklin, Wright Fl Davies (2009)
XF Goldstein 55 A B 52 45 B 4 7 70 A iR, R
P2 003 B B AL SR T B BT CP A,
{H Goldstein 55 A 54 5246 v ) 22 WIF 5T 1y S ATRIIE
FE T X B CP U AR . PRI, SEg i AR
St A MR, ERFIENEIR T CP
A5 AL Y 52 2 vk

R CP oS TR . B Pk
HNTR, AU €8 114 2 31 R B T o 2 A 2
RAMP LR, B2 bl 2228 31 ) L K-
e, NTER FDCIGR BA W] BN iEst, &
TR 3% 2L M 5 80T B S 4) 28 (Fagot, Goldstein,
Davidoff, & Pickering, 2006; Okajima, Robertson,
& Fielder, 2002; Regier et al., 2007), WA FHH
T2 MK FL A R LSS TR, O h TS0 ) Y
ORI 2E 57k, KRB NI A 22 5N,
TS T M IRE, ¥EALT CP & (Constable &
Becker, 2017), Jacob #8 (5] H Thériault, Pérez-Gay,
Rivas, & Harnad, 2018), 7E)Gi% FALRERI AR
ARSI, X P EE 53 8 T AN 8] 28 51 i 5
EHPEEE, XD CP UM 2 KX (5 i
A WRIESESERE ST, RO 1 G Y 30 U

4 B CPYEREERHINGELE
HLHI Y EE R

Zidy BRIESE, fAfedE — Rl REYE . BlE CP
RS B 7 PR BRAT AR T SRS LA, o A7 e 36 il
SETEE R ALH, PIMLEIEREEA, 2 A
fif) CP 4N S e 1 AS[A] B o AL . 0 BRAE S
MF B mEE RS 6 CP RN E R R, Y3
BT BORA U R R Ok ) R O, T
2 % 3 B0 F X R IO o X RO SRR
PEAL PR A Whorf i BEHA7 R HT L BLIE AR, i
e R PIAS R — 22 0k ML ] 5 3 5 ey 3
[FVEF T3 CP RN 7 i 5 X CP 23U 1 5
Map R ARASE R, 3R R Y 2

4.1 CP B =4 H #Y#8 K AR B

Regier Fl Xu 47 H <200 0 35 AR A ATTIA A,
AN P68 R 5 B W 2 R B R R
FInEREAFLR, YA FLRHABNE LR
I 52 BRI, A2 R 18 G AR RS B O X5
BEAE B AT o A PR X € P 1 iy B
15 BBENBENT, o B HGE o Y PE BT H e
FUWT, AT B R L P B B 15 A
SMARNIC A AT FE . B, XHE B a5 R
JE 2 0 0 T 4R RS I OCEE . I R Dy
Whorf i & if 7 BIVE A A R WF 5 b 2 8
H R[] 45 3R (Regier & Xu, 2017),

Thériault % A48 H“CP 4B R . AT h,
HEFIBERMNF D ZH, BT RMEES TN B, 4
PRTE T M 45 2 20 B B 26 M5 IR AR I D, R X2k
MM AR, AR ST MR R E% L, Wi
BT TR . — BTG S B 280 A R T
T, BT RS /ERX CP AN Y5 m st 23k
i (Thériault et al., 2018), 41524 > ToIEIE AL
RBIFBRES, IBEMANAMSEEY K CP RN,
P AT AR [R)E VR

AT SR AT S5 IR BB B, A
FEAN R 55 v g 3 A [R) ML i 52 el 230 60,28 391 R0
AR AT B TR 22 AR 1Y S 4R . Koida I
Komatsu (2007)3# i 24 55 & 3, Mk 4T
B A 2, M 57 2 A (03 4 A 48 T TR R
DU EE 328, ST S, s i 2
B 22T 2 A AR AR, ULRA 32K SRS A0 R
B il DTG TR AFTE A 22 5, AR WD N5 AT
S-S . Brouwer 1 Heeger (2013)3% ] fMRI
S I 3 5 I €8 iy 44 A 55 R B 40 B 55 11 B
BRom s oL, R AED O oy 44T 55, i X )
TREMG, WY H R EEJE TR — R 52
s B AN R 28 5 i B AR B 3R A A
I, MEEESBAES T, HIF X —H% . X
UEH, AR SRR AT 55 (0 AN ) I Bl A2 % 231 €8 1) %
fiE, A IHAT /P HGRAE, A I#1TRIERAE, Bird
SE NIz fMRI A UE SRS JE ELA T 5y Bt
B A G2 FIAR R G X, LA TR B J7 Uik AT
P g, WiFhJ5 X347 (Bird, Berens, Horner, &
Franklin, 2014),

B0, 18] 5 B4 TA 0 ¢ R A B AR R i

(Interactive Theory of Color Terms and Color
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Cognition) (GKFRZ, FH#e4l, B4, 2012)HE0
BN A R P AL B SR RAE . i RIA
Sy, BN BR Y & @ R i b p B 3K 3 T,
N K B BT A IR SN T R e A
MR A YR, A N B IR E R
AMHER, TAPTHRZ =AW ()Y #E-
AR s TEIX — 2 R VR A 2 2065 1 g B
JE ML RE P (R . DR (B B G I i 4l 24
A (R B ) TR MR B A R M (455 A0 D B 1
FA)JER O 240 B AN A% S b B N LS ), (2) Al
IR 23X — 2R AR 02 A0 (L 4 ik
B FIBE SRR 1 B)kE SR
AAEA E AL 2 B Sk, ek . B
0, 1) P B AR B SO R 3 A8, e i i 3R
PEFI IR (% A= B 3 A5 A R b . AN () B 19
AN BN — b 55 M SR i 2
O SLWATER, 49 B A 0018 5 MU N
BN RN 22 57 A R A T KT 2 B
INAENY S AR AR, B SKERE, f
1R 1R—15 5 M ST S 2 T AT 20 8D S0
MMES. =ABK. SMERWHEEERH, Rk
E T AXB AN R R H Y, R
Ml 5 B NN —8 J1 K i &S0 AKE AN 2 IR,
g CP AN EZRE . WAREFE AN
WL ORI . BRI . KR . R
WHFE . S DR IGENEEIN A T % %5,
IFHDUR LA, DUESTE 5 R SO I B 58 25 AL B
TR T B A0 5 BTN 0 56 & B A BAE T ERS,
R, AR RGN B A B — 80,
B TR R A B G257, HEi6IA
MRS B 255 (MFEM, KK, 2009, F18,
KR, 2012; T8, RS, MFH, #H3R2, 2013;
WA, WK, MFEM, MR, H 7, 2008;
SKERGE, BRME, JU T, Eak, 2018; RAHEK, X
MU, BRBS, FOFHE, 2008; TKALE, @ik, 2018).
M4, 157 2L 2 ma it CP & 7
4.2 BEXHE CP MMNHIER

T 5 X €528 31 0 1 5 1) T e B B Y
AT RE AR R AT o B 1 52 e g B A N
P A B 19 B 423000 (direct language effects), 1§
HSETE T HAEA VR 58 U A a3 72 ARy —Fh
WS AR BOE, LIRS B MRS AT 55 . B
PERIE S5 b, Bl AT DL 2o i 24 288 3 1) ) e ok

BB X A3, 2 N R HE DL 44, DRI
BT CP AU, HAREIA A 654 56 2 R ei4s
/N CP AKONE; 1 35 X B0 € R B AR I 18 S M o Ry
5 BY AR50 (indirect language effects), 151
JE TR F AT DAY 3 B 6 SR A, 6 5 2
23 (8] 5 1 SO A ] — 2, B B A 1 5 SR 1Y
TELRA B, CP RN H B B0 68 I AT 55 v o

BEUTRG R R, R T RO 5T 3R
BAE R0 T rb iR B B, 2R AR
MR B, 8 DR 18 iy 44 SRk 58
BATE 55, 1 5 AR TSN I 2 4 B A 1065 200 5 o
TR BB, SRS N (2018)FK W1, €4 1] 11y
T 26 28 O 52 ) DUTE BE 18 25 10 B0 €6 A (0L 4 1T,
AR BE S R B ORI DGR, <4y
CETH T SRR TR, <458
A Z WG Rk, A ERMURB ORI, fb]
KB, Sed-go i, DORRHEE AT IC
AT AT 55 R 2L 5 R A N B 4 1
WK, H T DG AR 5 1R 8 0 (0 S8, 7 BT €, A
HREETIRTEM, 029 LE it i R ok
HHEBENEMN, BA, HFNXRER & ETES
IR B B, R T R0

SR, LA W 5T E S5 38 75 76 50 58 N T
W Bt &P i & 2w . J G, B R
AE 55 a0 B B s i BN T, FE R R LA
AR RAE S5 s rh, BRI T 5IEFH
[ B4, CP %)% (Al-Rasheed, Franklin, Drivonikou,
& Davies, 2014; Gilbert et al., 2006; Gilbert et al.,
2008; Regier & Kay, 2009; Roberson & Pak, 2009;
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il T 5 B B AN, A ) R A BN A A T
R BT AR BL R B AT 55, s AR AL il AT
FRAFRAE 55, #R s th 5 H SO 25 5w — 20
BN 22 5 o TR AR SR (201 8) R T AH m] 119 5
e A% 5 RO DU R L P
SR, R I PIAS BT 068 8 A [) 63 i 5 %
7R 22 R MBI, TEE S S
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X, GOX a0 e APHBIE, i
PR AT 6 44 MR, R S DUR B
A BRI G FHA L RIS
RS, AN EE RN LS. SH6
FEA R AR EE, PR R B Rk B L T DA B
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RS IR, T B R B8 I R AN R
RN, TR U0 5 BN HAF o

5 4iE

A SRR T 20 AEEE CP AU LA 5 o
SCRE TR T IR Bl AN S R AL R, O B4R
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— P AT RE T HA T R R A B A Y i 4k
A, R MERTT, A A RE AR 4y 2
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Z—o BRULZ AN, AR B (1] 5 B A OC R Y
MEAERIR” RRE 4, 2012), IAH. &7,
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O, A H AR5 IE B O R . Bl S
B ) () B AR R SORNT R AE 38 S . AR 1R
KFR . FHSUE ., RS AT I AR T B
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R 4, 2008; FIFAME, KK, 2009; Wit
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2 N B R T 1 A e L RAROG, B N v e ) B/
AMEBIRIIZIE, ABrHARYE SCIL RIS T RS
R BEAT 2 S ZH 4 (Roberson, Davidoff, Davies, &
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The mechanism of color category perception: Effects of language
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Abstract: Categorical perception (CP) effect indicates that people are faster and more accurately at
discriminating between two colors from different categories than two colors from the same category, even
when between- and within-category chromatic separation sizes are equated. CP effect is an important
evidence for the controversy between Sapir-Whorf hypothesis and the Universal Evolution theory (UE).
Some studies demonstrated that CP is language-driven. They found that CP is left-lateralized and is
disrupted by verbal, but not by nonverbal interference task. Moreover, the language-driven CP also got
support from the cross-language researches and neurophysiological studies. However, other studies proved
the existence of bilateral CP effects and CP effect in pre-linguistic infants. In recent researches, there is a
third perspective that CP effect results from both innate mechanism and language-driven mechanism.
Evidences supporting language-driven CP, innate CP and the compromised viewpoint can be summarized to
explore the mechanism of color CP and the effects of language. Further research should focus on the
interaction between perception system and concept system.

Key words: color category perception; language-driven mechanism; Sapir-Whorf Hypothesis; the Universal

Evolution Theory





