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iR IS HAR RS U R . BTk
LA 190 7T £ €8 R8I0 T 8 1 15 1 3 W6 = AN 7 TH
(B IFAE, 2007), H{E“Tom hit Lily”iX—%#5#4,
Bl “hit i 47 “Tom” M“Lily” i METC, X B
o H 1Y 55 T AL =] ¢ =
LRI B A €03 3 2T Cagent) RS2y g it ot T A
(patient), PR FLTEMRB AT, BITHRTELH o
T E ARE SN T AR E FROme e
(B, 2018; 300, R, 2013; Blanco-Elorrieta, 2 BHiAIE T EMWE XM AN A @M LT
Kastner, Emmorey & Pylkkédnen, 2018; Friederici, E"] 'lA %IJ ?EF g;:é *ﬂ. %ll
2011), KUk, it ngsitg = 2 hn 1T A I N

» VALL, S CAR ISR LKoY 5 5 20 i T4 M 0 2 DAL 2 LA 5
Z LRI LIS — BRI 2B 2 AU O T Y L SRR S

WEWFSE, AR RS ICEE T . NS T gk

W —(Malyutina & den Ouden, 2017), 54| " _ N
iEﬁw(§§§;@§l£§%ﬁém§§% PR | R [RIEE AR (45 TR R R L AR [
P 7 ] 597 38T SIS TE A5 I T A 2 B PO A Oy

i3

FEART LA, DS SRS Te 4 R 2 2 b X
TR 2B T BE AT A PR R S b (R g, dE
3, 2015; BRfE, 2017; ®hst iR, 2019; WK ME,
2018). ST BhiAlE TCAE F 52 22 N T IR J il 22 b1
il RS IR, AN BT BB T A S i R A
PPUMEE A ARIE SN TR, B e — e R
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Wich W 2019-01-14 21 FELTHE T AR TEMMNIT AN
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KW, ALY Ehinl . KA EhiE A =T g o3 A
BT HIBIG . RO TCH =8I0 = RO [F] i ) ik 4
o R, B oeas i A LA T, AL
SRR E T (R TR CHERIE . Rk, 18Tt
2, IRITEEHE Y A] TR S5 A8 A T TR SCRAE L
& Z%(Thompson, Riley, den Ouden, Meltzer-Asscher,
& Lukic, 2013), DAL MBS ARYE, ANFEESITHE
T RS TN TR A AL, R
HeRA K 3hin) . K shia) Fn = e 3 iRlie Jo 4 i
T A DA R 22 B A A 2R

(la) Tom cried. /AW T . (NP1 g )+V)

(1b) Tom hit Lily./ 4T T HFi#i. (NP1(jti
F)rVINP2Z )

(1c) Tom gave Lily a present./i7 4% Fij #j fL
Y1, (NP1(iEgH)+V+NP2(55 5 )+NP3 (32 5))

RETIEPFRERY, RTERZ, BITs
I TS AE BN R BRI 2, T2 )8 st
FHPF(2014) 38 2o 500 1] A 3R AT 55, F 5T IR
B LB Ny KW = o0l i s oA 1
7 RO o S5 R, BB L A=
JLENIRTTEE A, FHEiRTTmR R D2
TA KXY iF) ., Barbieri, Brambilla, Thompson I
Luzzatti (2019)LLE KA AR AT £, 1F
By e g it A B, #ia = oo dhialig oo
SR RSN B i, 7 e W iR 1 TR A R Y
LIS I S, 7 AN B ) 3 i) 18 T 4 A Y B
A e o I 3 SCRE RN, il Ag B
5% 5 2Z 0 B HIE TR A AR B . P, A Bl
F I T B0 BE 98 e H 18 JT 45 R T B
(Bachrach, Roy, & Stockall, 2014; Thompson et al.,
2013), KEHFFEAT YA Ay 44 4 55 K, (R hewk
AR AR B3 ™ th = oo sl M IR e R, 7™
Ly alin) iy RMER 2, 7t AN B2 ) 3l i) i) TR i
/IN(Barbieri et al., 2019; Caley, Whitworth, & Claessen,
2016; Malyutina, Richardson, & den Ouden, 2016;
Thompson et al., 2013; Wang & Thompson, 2016),
[}, Thompson % A (2013)$8H, ZRiEAE B FH N
TR T R 22 50, RAWRES
H X 05 5%, Caplan, Alpert, Waters, & Olivieri
(2000)#1 Dronkers, Wilkins, van Valin, Redfern, &
Jaeger (2004)5EWFFERW], RZWEH T, KiFESR
H kLA 22 M % T Bl (left inferior frontal gyri,
IFG) A4 M 24 J& (perisylvian regions)fff i . [l i,

ZEONAT AT AMUZEE, WIS 2R niN i &
SN T4 5 (Thompson et al., 2013), ZZ5ie 53]
KA MRI WF5E ISR C3RF. S T HEBR 7K
LR MWW, 5 ZER A 10 T0AR 456 I LA
MZHLH ) MRI 5% (den Ouden, Fix, Parrish, &
Thompson, 2009; Meltzer-Asscher, Mack, Barbieri,
& Thompson, 2015; Tompson et al., 2007; Thompson,
Bonakdarpour, & Fix, 2010), ¥JLLiaIC 3 L A)E:
WA, T 5E SR SR A T 5L .

WL AW ES B MRI 158, 28T 8k
TN THE AN KW ahin) (die/fade/sit/sneeze) . Y5l
1A (achieve/adopt/hold/explore) Fll = JG &) id] (borrow/
bring/buy/teach) s} H ik X8 15 1% O (Meltzer-Asscher
etal., 2015; Tompson et al., 2007), Z5 R &K, 54
K shial A b, w0 T Yy shial e, 22 A
4 )8 5 H8 0 B o i T W sliE A = o8l
T, R S SN 2R ] S L I S . SR
[7] 2007 4FAARUASEER % T, Tompson % A (2010)
SRS 5T RIBAE FRAE (9 AR kL XA, T 22 5
WX I, 3 24 B9 kL DO R fidt BB T 315
AN KWy ahiE . Ky shie = oo 3 iE (GBS
Tompson %5 A (2007)4H [5])Fsf ¥ i X G 1 Ol o 45
52007 EFRERFFRARRL, DRI TigTEL
WA Z AT, SMUZLE G DR . L,
4 4 JAEAE B ML 5 E8 H T BRAEGE
(1 AZEM, 3 A4, X AT Ge - H A s A iy
X I G DX AEAE A A 06 T, A A2 R X
LG R 3 2% B ZE M T X S A AE B s, /2
WAL DX HR BRI 1 1 45 B8 A DA DX
HAEWT o IEAh, den Ouden Z¢ A (2009)3 i &l i
VERCAT S5, B4 T woaln LR TE T s W ah
1) (kiss/stir/cut/put) F1 AN J 4 80115 (cry/sleep/laugh/
Jump) R IR XGRS 0L . 25 R R, S5 Bhin
L, B T X shinl e, A JE S A R AL
MR T [0 35 0

R0 1R JE ) ) I 28 5 T R 4R A ik
(B2, VIR AITE 25 R e ) e 555 40 00 I8 B
FRJZ/]3k o Friederici (2011)h & Friederici Al Kotz
(2003) % WE 5 K B, ZE AT (] -5 400 iR A 3k B
A K JSCRIE S HrR W, e AN, Wiih
LA . R, 238700 0 5| 265 M40
T, 2 B X R e B K iR o A R
T 2 v ) 4R ] ¥ A5 49 0 T (den Ouden et al.,
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2009), [EF, MHXTTHPER, SMUAFEETS
HAR B F %0 44 1 1 1 CFRAE % YIAE ¢ (Binder,
Desai, Graves, & Conant, 2009), Hij 3CA) 0 Hr &
B, ieTeE AR, oniE SCRIEARTE . Fi, ©
TCEE R £ IS TT S A N T 5 | i MU 2L S 5 56
PG, IR X AT e ¥ K shiRlie Jn s M Tt
R ITHE L AE(den Ouden et al., 2009; Meltzer-
Asscher et al., 2015; Tompson et al., 2010),

BRI KB, AT 15 5 2418 S
TAR(ERSE, #H, 2019), ik fMRI S23{F
%W ERIBEE T AT, RAEHEBR I L &R
L o ) 2= D o Y ey i e 1 i S B
AT RE 5 3R SO TA 3¢, (B L& SLAEFE AT
BEMEIR /DN, R IR A B, K shin AR
KWy ghyin] vp (9 JEVEAS sh iR B 22 R shAEAT N, 15 X
AL PEEAR i, I CHERE B AL Ke#shinl 5
AN Ky hinl s TR A=A SR At B PERY
B, MTNZERS . H R EEER
Y3, KW dhin) A K Sl BEE I T,

F 4k, Meltzer-Asscher % A (2015)38 1, MK
Tompson 45 A (2007) 3k B ikt — Bt X B 2E i
JUECE, (HER A 3l in) (an Ko Hy 2l i) R B8 1 A 22 A%
B A)FE BT A T8 IR 5 T B Ze A AN A, 48
F I, Meltzer-Asscher %5 A (2015) H 3k T fij sl
B, B iz i S — Bk & B i — A,
HA —Fp 8T AR IRIE O (IR 5T h 843 K
YIghial (W accept), SAKYshiAIMEL, R THER
JUEE AR E R, RIS T A A
TE2E 5, BRI BT 7 LA K, Bd Al
RERZ M SEER 45 2R
22 FAERTEHEFRR TR TEHM

T E9TAZRFRZ LI

AIEAT TN, IS T T R o vk S M T
LA ENEER, AR 3R 1S T b ik £
BN o (2a)FR M, X+ & — 8 JeywbE s inl i
T, WG H AR A4 () B/ MA] . (2b)
M Z2 B, X TR I Em F, Bt
A ) 91 W 1 % B T LA 4 ) 45 R PR, T
PUR/NVA] . BRI SSIR MR, P T shilie
JCLEN R ZE TR AL SRR F . TS R E M
WG AL R ME— Y, o B e, R,
JaH SAIE ML, BITLE I IR TE & 4% (Bachrach
etal., 2014), LA BB AR, ARG TTHENE 4%

BER BRI ToEs F N TR A Enpp L], 22
i 3 H R — PR RN B I8 T W B iRl T 45
TR R 22 ML e A BE

(2a) Tom hit Lily.(NP+V+NP)

Tom thought Lily is beautiful./i% A N F]
B (NP1+V+clause)

(2b) Tom hated Lily./3% W5 IRFFi. (NP+
V+NP)

Tom hated that his parents lied. /¥ Ui R ABAC
R . (NP+V+clause)

FHOCIZAENF T R, 1B TC 0 e e A =0 AT
Z%, WICEMIN TIHFE A P 2 BEIR L %
Malyutina 55 A (2016 )i iz X SR P 15 T AR K
FEA TR, 5% — iR IeiEwsshiaMd 1L, &
TR R 7 T R I8 TC S W B 1R TT A5 Y 1 %L
HH/D, IR EAR XL, BT e
R NI N e 3B ORI NI R U EZ PO 1 W i
%o FLHIAT R S BF9E (Chodorow, 1979)F1 fMRI
SCIGAF 5T (Malyutina et al., 2017; Shetreet et al.,
2010b) R W], B ITE N T 18 T e wh 5 1Al
WICE I, T EEAEE Z R 2 BRI A
i, fMRI AR5 R, S8 0 A0 W I X1 1)
REMG X, T2 R Ao AT Il e g o s
#R(left middle-posterior frontal lobe). ZEfF I [H]
(left superior temporal gyrus, STG)AHIZE A}
J5i ¥ (left middle-posterior temporal lobe).

U9 MR WY, 3l W s AT 55, ik
FIWr ) TN B RAEER S, BT AlAkil
e — V18 O Y8 W )18 1) (Dan hidlik [esh] [b-a-
kirayim]/Dan lit [fire[theme [in-the-stove] sgjunci) « §as
PEPEIS TTIE S iR 4] (Gal syima [et ha-sefer] [b-a-
xacot]/Gal finished [the-book]theme [in-the-midnight]
adjunc/Sara nista [et ha-kova] [b-a-xanut]/Sara tried
[the-hat]theme [in-the-shop] agunc) N TIE I (Shetreet,
Friedmann, & Hadar, 2010b; Shetreet, Palti, Friedmann,
& Hadar, 2007), 28R KM, SHT—Z0FH L,
B L5 — 28 a1, 22 OUE5E - R0 A 4T
[ 4 250 o BT WS B R) 1 BT AT 55
T YA IEE T — PRI O SiR B) (The user
completed the survey)FIBEEEMISICTEWESh 1R 7] (The
swimmer hated the referee.)E(Jle] T.‘%?R(Malyutina
etal, 2017), 4B, METH—FHT, JH—
o a) 50 TS 1 A DA v S L A s
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H S AN - 15 [X 45 (temporo-parietal areas).

WEr TR, ZEMETT 5 A 56 Ak R T
)45 (Friederici, & Kotz, 2003), A K1k X 45H#
YA RIS ) R B, A g v R R e
P ) s B9 00 B ) i T %8 U A 5 (Mason,  Just,
Keller, & Patricia, 2003), FiCAEEAHTEM, &
TCYE WG FEAE DA 6], WIhs Ak a5 1 1 52 e M
Ao PR, ARk T8 0 W6 fin T A 3 3 Zc &
St g R o el e O3 o oY i R 24 &)
)1 TR A M 0 T3 F2 W) 4f ) 3200 T (Shetreet et
al., 2007; Thompson & Meltzer-Asscher, 2014),
Rodd, Olivia, Bill, & Lorraine (2010)0| & ¥, Z=fll
Wit 5B ANE M RBEW I T A G, [
RAHT IR, 18I0 WL 05 I 3R 2 )ik 45
MR E et B, EFEMIRTEWEN T3 A
5T AN v S, SR WD R R T BRI &
SRS 025 K8 i T A o 322 AT 15 i T (Shetreet
et al., 2010b, 2007; Malyutina et al., 2017),

23 FEAETABEIKER THIRIETEHM

T E9TAZR R LI

HBLTT A 4648 B iR 48 R 318 JC B9 i A A, AN
MigE . ZF . BRSE. AEAHTICE, St
BITH ARG T — R EEE, AR5
T T A AR IR AR R . (Ba)R M, 1530
IR A ARSI RA —Fh, 2% —E
i, Gb)MRM, wEEEtEshin, BA kY shinfm
AN By Sinl ARG /NS, 8 IR TT A £ 11
A P AN, 5 3k B P 2 (Cuervo, 2014
Fadlon, 2016; Rappaport-Hovav & Levin, 2011),
I, SRS A L, BEREE SN IR A IR TR LR
TEFN ARSI B 2% . DA BRI, AN TR
Jof AT IR BT Sl Jo A N TR A A i 42
BL, 3 g b a7 o 2l 1) i 4 1 3 iRl s oo
SR I T DR 2 AL e A 2R

(3a) [Tom] [hit Lily.J([iiZ%] [V &1K])

(3b) [The worker] [opened the door.] /T. A%T
TFTRET ] (] [V &)

[The door] [opened.] ARES T TFIFF T o (B [V])

KB4 SLAETF 5T R B, BRI M (4R IR
& —WEITMA R IR L, TR A A
ZF PR £ . Wang Fl Thompson (2016) AR £
SR AR S, @ RN A A AR S, o A%
TG TBAE HE R TR SR S T R B S R N T

o SRR, RIEAEBFH I T )5 — 283 in 5 [
Mo F3— I LA Bl 2B 2R G F 5 A B 2K
IR SE B BT & B, B ™= Hh s 34 i) i) s
i T 1T B 5117 (Barbieri et al., 2019), [A#f, fMRI
HFR RN, PEFEPEBIT A s IR s T sk
TR X, 3% W 2 0 0T A s DR T 0 T
W, T EIHFETE Z AR 2 B I

LR 32 ST R K 4, Meltzer-Asscher,
Schuchard, den Ouden, & Thompson, (2013 )3 17 17
ICHIWHESS, Hoi T IE ek shinl (break/roll/tear/
sink) Fll 18] 5. 8)118) (laugh/cry/wink/sniff) il T 5 1) B
XE RSO 25 SR 2 B, S shinAE L, s
SN I T AU A0 2L R A A A
TG, Malyutina 55 A (2017) 05 B A1) 745 BRI
FIW 55, 28T g T35 15 % 5 1 30 17 )
(The scientist collected the samples.)*ﬂﬁﬁﬁfﬂiﬁj/ﬂ
(The maid cleaned the room.)Bs} F) Jii DX 4 116 15 400
SRR, SRR aAE L, el TR
SIyiRVAIET, ZEMVAT [EIAA AR v s s

B SCr AT 7, 22T 0] 32 2 5 40) 46 m) vk
I T8 Y148 56 (Friederici & Kotz, 2011), A X3
WM TALH A MRI BFE R, ZEM%ETT B AE
A5 i v 5 3 55 3 1R RS 1 E A G (Mason &
Just, 2007), Thompson Fl Meltzer-Asscher (2014)]
F i, AC g v S R A T R ) 4G AT
T BSCRIE T HT R, BTH EAR IR, %)
TR RTVL G5 H B2 Z 0k TN Bl 1R U E W ] SR T ) 22 /DR
[l PRI, PEHEMEBT A G IR L5 R AT~
(] R A A o JS FETE, FR T A X AT R K
Bl IR) I8 TCEE AR N ek R rh ) B e R I R Bl 3R TR
JLBEAY A 22 (Malyutina et al., 2017), AN, BT 3C4)
Brid 7R, Ja SR DX 95 By 4 45 70 1% 0 44 1)
i LR AE (Binder et al., 2009) HiI )75 /BT A,
BT A AT IR XA R, eIt LR AR,
R, 43 1 R TG £ €0 48 TR N T80 I A1 24 ]
X, 2% BZ 0 X 0] 68 5 ghiRlig s g H o Tad e
B TCHE L ERIEA K (Meltzer-Asscher et al., 2013),

AN, Malyutina 25 A (2017)#8 i, Hk Meltzer-
Asscher 55 A (2013) 26 i U8R N [R] 8 T /1 s
IR T IS TC 45 M A TIB M, (HZAr s sh &85
fAl B sl in) S AEVEAE B in], o0k B ghia] Dy JE =
He&ghinl, XM Ay O Bk, %A
FE RN 1Rk X BR T T AR S A W] AU A
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%28 %

AR IRBI AN T 22 5, 1A 7T BE S A [a] e

T AN T 28 5 o A0 ER S SUAATE /Y T REMEAR /)N,

K2 Meltzer-Asscher 25 A\ (2013)% 2814 & Z 181

TR B, RICIRA W, iR A iR by

KT HE YA,

24 AEBG 7R T #hiRE T 40 T aJ A &
L2 F
YT, BRIE S5 A A R E T A A

(418 0 I 1) 3R 2 2540 e S I AR AL B, e

JCAEAE WL B3R 2 EIR AL E, BRI IC I A e

MR RZEIBAE, HT BRI EICA 65

FZ R E Z 8] RS OC AR A i S B e A e

S, BEIRITRME BT B S RBENEMEZ

(i) 5 HE X 105G 2R Y S RV R ik (£ 2, M

M, 2018), FAENERR FI K W) Zhial Al b, JE =A% FIBL

iR A TT LA, B T AR S A i T 4l

#4(Momma, Robert, & Phillips, 2018; Perlmutter,

1978; Vernice, & Guasti, 2015), (4a)&H, IEEH

B TT RS R & R I BT, AETR)Z S5 R A

TWIBICAL B, AR1EA S8 Jo s ds IR it =3 ) R

JUA R, TERIZEMAE TAMEICALE . ), BAR

AR 224 S IR A AEAEAS IS TT 45 1 1Y 15 R TE

R NP+V7, BT 3R 2 F 18 IR E N8 oA i

AR, AR EOCH O FIER, BT R A

B IC A, S5 R E N IR ZSMe T

FEWSRAR R, A EUOC A G, 8T

BREFIE IO . RIS, RYshinad Eshibrid s

AR AR T Bk sl hinl, fnewas hit”, sl SRt

HAHE M4 (Chomsky, 1993), (4b)FRHI, #ah=t

Al on s ZFeoT, &0 T eI

RIZFENAIERAL, AHNETHEORNZH,

L, #3238 TOES 4 0 WS s T AR Ay

Bt Hy TR MR B ST A R R )28 0T i Al

FR ) ¥ L (R JZ IR R AL E) 5 H R Y 8T A

0, (32 S B0 AR 2Z 18] Y X B 06 RN X, 5

W S8 TC A AR L, I SR R S o T 45 ) i S

S FRLA R SR ZR T ) -1 A TN 2 (Momma

et al., 2018; Vernice, & Guasti, 2015), LI M HiS

Wt ARG 7 2T ShiRlie o g n T A

AL, B AR AR AR A Shir) it T Al

T UL KRy ) A = Sl A i T A 2 L 1A B
(4a) [(F /i) Tom] [cried. | CAEVER sl

RIZETTEE )

[(EBE/MiF)Tom] [cried. 1 CEMERShiA %2
WILEE )

[e] [died (FEif/FMH)Tom.] FEEshHGE)Z
WICHE )

[(EB/F ) Tom] [died (EiF/ %)L/ 1
FET o (CEEEIIRRZILITE )

(4b) [(FIE/Mi %) Tom] [hit (JEiE/ZH) Lily.]
(B hinl 28 T 45 48)

[(FiE/MiZ) Tom] [hit (FEi&/% %) Lily.] (M
Y shinl R)Z B TCEE)

[e] [was hit(Z=iE/523%) Lily.] (8 sh\shiag
EIR e )

[(EiH/ZF)Lily)] [was hit(Fif/&E)G] (8
B A RIZ IR ITCLE )
2.4.1 FERIFDFIEERIALTEEM T

TAER R 2 AL

T SEUERF ST R B, AR T A SRS T AL
TR X 32 P R A At R et 1 5, )
VLA 44 4T %5 (Sung, 2016; Thompson, 2003) A1 [l —41]
VCHE A 55 (McAllister, Bachrach, Waters, Michaud,
& Caplan, 2009; Sullivan, Walenski, Love, & Shapiro,
2017) B B RIEAEDF ST IR W, 55 i FE A L,
BT B R T AR Bl R 18 0 45 4 i B
D IEREREAL . MBS, Lee A
Thompson (2011)i# iR 3l (eye tracking)$i R, %
2T i B A R RN A BT AR I AR B A B i) )
(The black tube is floating) MAEVEHS B8 7] (The
black dog is barking)W IR S o SLI6 45 IR 7w,
SfgRepat b, JCIEAE B E T 1 AR AR A R,
MR E M B, R B B FEIR . Thompson
F1 Meltzer-Asscher (2014)38H, KRiE4ERE T
AR =4 Zl iRl 1 JT Al i i SR I L R ME, T RE S s
SRR XA G o S TRAE AR I IR GE o S A% R X
(AZE AR 32 ) R 5 JE 5 DX (DA ZE s o 32)
R4 5%, Ik, Thompson Fll Meltzer-Asscher
(2014)iE— 248, RIEAE B I T AR 4% 3 i)
WTCES I I RE TS24 B, A0 s RS 3 K
FEFEME SR TCAS M NI T, X — 4518
WAFER A MRI BFFEAIESE SCRF . R, MRI
R R TR, SAEAERINIM L, JE=H 31
WITE I T 2

B IMRI 5838 2 W 8 T 55, s
FIKT AR B AR =248 SRl 4] (ha-yeled nafal [me-ha-
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mita ha-xadasha]/The boy fell [from the new bed]
adjunct) ~ AEVERS Bhial 4] (ha-yalda hit’atsha [al ha-
shatiax ha-adom]/The girl sneezed [on the red
carpet]  agjune) W) 15 5] (ha-yeled nish’an [al
ha-ec ha-gavoah]/The boy leaned [on the tall tree]
complemen) R IR N A IE B R ATER T, HHETIE
FERE SR TTAEA I T AL . S5 R R, SAEME
A% Sl 6 ALK ) SR DA L, i T AR S A% 2l
TRAJA, ZE M T [l 535 ] (left middle temporal
gyrus, MTG)] 0%, B i1 T4 fH% 3 il 4 A
Ko Wy gl im) g g, i X0 I AL TC W M 2 R
(Shetreet, Friedmann, & Hadar, 2010a), Bfi5, %
[7] 2010 ZEAH LAY SE 5 5 11, Shetreet Al Friedmann
(2012) 5353 %5 4% 1 A A1 ok 1 AR B 4% 3l 1A A1) (Dana
hitmoteta [ba-rexov ha-rashi]/Dana collapsed [in
the main street] uguncrmodifier) ~ IEAERG BN F](Dana
hit'amla [ba-rexov ha-rashi]/Dana exercised [in the
main  street] aguncremodifier) M I B B 17 (reflexive
verbs)HJ(Dana hitgarda [ba-rexov ha-rashi]/Dana
scratched herself [in the main street] .qjunci+modifier)
T B R DRGSO . AR R, SARTER A
2 B gy i) A1) (T8 TR L5 AL WS 28 B Ay i R R AH L,
AR TEAF B iRl A I T, e AR [ R ] 2
g HTL ST R ] Shetreet %5 A (2010) AL (1
L E it ol F g T RIR ALY
“NP+V+Det+N+PP” AR B A% Zyin) a1 | AEAEHS Shin
AICCE K25 T 2% 26 2R M BeA 45 HhiE k-] a))
TS X S 157 (Agnew, van de Koot, McGettigana,
& Scott, 2014), SLEER LR, HAEMERS ShiAH)
ARG, BN AR AR S i g iy, 2RO T
el 55— 3O A 5 U AR 3 S A R
W, A BAC R 55, e 1 sl TR B
T YL {7 B AR FE A B iRl (appear/arrive/come/died) |

AE AE 4% 31 i8] (sneeze/kneel/blink/rest) K1l I ¥ 21 i)
(accept/adopt/build/collect) I 1 i X 3% 36 1 0
(Meltzer-Asscher et al., 2015), £ &, S5IE/E
L STIRTR DAY RSN T i< S A | o= 3 R D) IR B O
TEMAB T [, 454 Shetreet Fl Friedmann (2012)
SEWEIT 4518, Meltzer-Asscher %8 A (2015)IAH,
RWTFEEE RN, IE TS Shial e To 4 A8 /Y WL J7
3y A BRI, i iR AR S AL i o ) ik
MALAEEE . BRI LA R, R
W TCAS A A AR SR e AR R 5 5 2% M8 TT Y )

IR SCELE, T Meltzer-Asscher %5 A(2015)%
R HE = BhiR, RN & FIRIB I, LR
b, RS SR AR BhiR), AR O AR
MARZ, T FREER RS, FHEFRE
HEERSIE, A d CEZMER, W THEE
oo WIRTSCHEH], ZAMBTT M52 34k LA T
WH KRR (LM, WE#, 2019), F ik, Meltzer-
Asscher 55 A (2015)5C 5 45 5 v () ZE M5 T [, A]
e R B T R B4 Bl R 15 U T,

AN, BET Meltzer-Asscher 28 A\ (2015)Z4h,
LR fMRI AR5 A AL LA 5T, T ik dE =A%
Fyial B AE A BRI SR, X S R h &R A
ST R et 2 5, BT e R M AR g
RIS 7T, X REFIRAERTCA (8 TRy 1T
242 WEAIMEAHETTEMMIAIANEE

HLHI

FHOCSTIERF R 3R W], HHE T F3hh), #ishiy)
WICEH RN TS B S 2 . B — T 1B AE i
G B E A DLELAT S5 R B, 5 EshiAH L, RiE
S SR B A 1R 4 T 15 (Friederici & Graetz,
1987), Cho-Reyes & Tompson (2012)if# 3 7] F )5
B 5L (sentence priming study) & B, JIEIE SR E
T B A AR, W T A, AR
SR T A SEE 25 5 (Farogi-Shah & Thompson,
2003; Grodzinsky, 2000), L AF 521 B 3hH A,
BT SRR RN O T AE R AR S 3l ) R Bl
) B 1 IR 3% ¢ (Mack, Andrew, Gutierrez, &
Thompson, 2016), LIS R E~, 5F AL,
P VBT B A S AT e, AR B A [R] BE K
Ui B2 TR S8 250 T8k 3 =X 336 To 45 1 i T AR
FINEN R B IR TR 2 0 X VR FA% R I8 (2016) i B
ERP AR TFE, FIAAF&HMHWES, HE
T #eialn ToUE ek g sl ) (B g & e 759 1
AT RE DM EN MBI (ELEFE R T
HE TR RS, SCERAE IR R, FHXT
T A5 B ) B AR A, R S B g 15 )
RIS HETEA], £ VP2 (Unfa]H i e ) A g5
& IR R B T A 0k A X B/ N P600 J 5y, 7E
VP LR /a8 4> Ak U 375 s i £ ik
BN o A HTIA N, IR SR I AN S i T CAE I
AR B BN TS, P600 50N S Mt T B Air
B G355 1 0 A A SR B S AR A N T
I, BESNAIIE TR RN T, 3 #E TN R 4 BT IR
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WZ, RS LAWY SE8 BT, 55—
FEEPE A IEIN TN ZALHI 09 ERP SR,
P T RN DU — Mk B ) (BT T R AE
TP ) R — e B ) (MRS T 577
BRI 45 R kB, 5 E3h M b, Bsh i) )
FEAL (hn ) B v iy < 3R )5 & T W P600-like
B o 43 HTIA A, P600-like A5 S Bt T LAY e B
it AR PR A A N AR I TR SR 3K I 5 AR
PR, ) OGHR, IR RO A B AR e A i i
LI TV, 12k, 2016). BEAb, M T2k
VAR FE 5 R 5 A A e AR Y 4 4 A
K, Mack 5 A (2016)45 i, RIEAE & B sh 254
TN RE T 3245, R WP h X SRt o4 fn T3
FIE G DX 9 R 2 A e R b R W [ A )
T fMRI A 5T IFEHE 3 5F

Mack, Meltzer-Asscher, Barbieri #1 Thompson
(2013) 1) T 56 0B AT 55, 1k T 30 9835 rh iy
F BN E)(The boy is hugging the girl) I 5] (The
girl was hugged by the boy)JghATIEl—A] UG FLAT: 55
IAE s RN . 25 kI, 5 gL, il
IR g A e, A AT 8] 5 S K (left
temporo-occipital cortex) 4 FLAH B BTG o B iFoE
KI5 Mack 55 A 013)FI I Lo, %5 T
DU E B8] (DI A ATE T Bsh ) (5% 2
IIFETE TYFI— BRI B (D ITATE T A 61T
2N T (8 G DX 155 L (Feng et al., 2015), 45
REM, 55— BPRRA AR, #alhn T ek )4,
TEZE N A A AL L T WS . S E D
AR EE, BRI TR S ), FE A A B
| ] J5 ¥ (left posterior superior temporal gyrus)

LOHEE: TS S

A LRSI TALH BB FE A B, 2o DA
T 18] 5 ) vk B 57 35/ %5 Y A 5 (Constable et al.,
2004; Friedmann & Shapiro, 2003), i 3C 5011
W], AR B AIMIN 22 Py 1 AR RS AL . Rk, A
W S5 T A I 5 R ZE AT [, R WYX
G DX T BV B i TC 45 R N Tl R v A 1 RS A Y
{E(Feng et al., 2015; Mack et al., 2013; Meltzer-
Asscher et al., 2015; Shetreet et al., 2010a), %<5
2R =1 SRS AL A R ST A B, A ) S
HRZ AL EREIEN A E-TR LES AL
(Caplan, 2010; Hirotani, Makuuchi, Ruschemeyer,
& Friederici, 2011), B 3CA)3L 40T 22 01, R HLAY e
BB ICE R Z IR TC I A AR RS TR A A
I, S S R BRI 0 45 A N G e L T
Py U E R R T S s B T o e I R .y [ e s
W K Ae TT A AR N T R b 3R 28 T Ry ) ki
#% 4 (Agnew et al., 2014; Feng et al., 2015; Mack et
al., 2013; Meltzer-Asscher et al., 2015; Shetreet et

al., 2010a),

25 EEMMHIALCTEHMERERTEERAD
18

251 RE

FE TN, IBICER I 20 | 1B ICIE G
PePRRia . T A AR IR RIS O 5, PR
TN ICAS R S AR . DL L [l SIS AT 5T
R, Ronai A g, o T A 2 AL
AR A, BUA fMRI FIER MR TR AE BT 5T 4528
7N, WETCETHY R A A T i T DI RE NN X K )
AEZ S HIAAUN TER T R 1 R,

R1 FARTEMERME. EREX. ANBEMIXEXR

R Ta R I T BENR X P NI 2 T
ZiTt SN S5 IBTCI SRR
ZEMT [ml I hR AR T
BEPEE IR TG Ze AR L [ AR E RIZEREIMT
ZEMIETT (8] I hR Ak T
ZE M v LN ICIRE I
PP M AR IR SN J 7 W ITIH SRR
ZEMVETE [l IR EE N T . Bl R E
ZE M BRI T . S R AL A E
3 gt A e S5 Pt S BN R B P e RIZIUAE-E RS

ZEMVETT [l

APERS A . ARTEAR S XUn T

TE: MHTH LIS T M S AV 5 T SEUEDF ST, HERH — ZME DRI 7E T8 520 S A v B R Dy T Pl ik, s SEER 45 SR A

EAE N EA S BeAh, H SO RS & AT AT 45
KR, Prissiie x4,

s VTS AT RE G X 5 Bl 1) 18 S0 25 R DA R 280 T 3k R 114 X iz
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252 XTERBEHEREXEIERANGE
1 [FEFRY, ®BoTih LRIET RE 5 7oEL
AT A AR IRA DG, MIHREEIN TR AE 58T
B, WICIERER BT ARIRE X, K2
WIC AL 15 LG DL K B i 33 B ] fig 5 i
KA K, REAEM TSR ciimitsa
X, Thompson il Meltzer-Asscher (2014)¥5 Hi, &
BAEM TSR HEBERR, R —RHIX
WRPE 7R, Bl iR I8 TC 4 i S A M 26 T T 5 KA
F AR m L &, FELEEM. 456
Meltzer-Asscher %8 A (2015) W5, hinligonsh
N T R B ) b AR 6 KR T i SCRAE W IR
ARG N T CREST R ) . SR G o) ISR, R
SRR R AT B R Z A A AR, 3 ) B e 3R
JE R BRI I A e AR ) R R R A R n T (g
SEARAR LA S 3 2 18 e ) 1 SR SR ER Y .
ST, MEhihigonai i i A, Bk HE
YEFIRTRERBLANT « T (I8 IR R o R,
WICE IS TR CRAE, 52 W) 4 4 ik
o VETCTEBE VSR I ) I ) ik A A S, O
SO R 2 )k i ST, WS Oy 2R e S o A
R R R I8 TR E TR S NS IAIe TT 45 1
Mg AR, LR HEAER AR Moo
FAETR IR IS TOEUE, IR IT AR Y I 3R 2 Ak
fif ke, 5 0 ) R ) 25 AR FNE JT IR SCRTE. 18
U YU W e P R 0 32 2 B0 L A, 52 400 46 )

DA . by e R E e T A A TR LS,
V5200 35 1) WS o (RIS, MIRNCARAE 2R H A, [F—
SRS LA & Ze M A R BUAE 221~ )7 T (Bachrach
et al., 2014; Malyutina et al., 2017), #l“break”&JC
LA 5 e M B R AR T M (AR TRy 1, LRI
W X T, BRAA R ITCHE T, Y
“break” ¥l I M LR IR M [ ] [V &AK], HE
JZWTCLE Y BB e ST, A ARG, Y
“break” I A (AR IR N[ AK] [V, HEZ BT
ZE AR ST B SE R, AR R — MR TT. R, 37
SRTNCRRAE 218, BT A EFE TR w43 R
WILHE . &5 b, ZhiReIT g A AR
WA 2R A HAE AR L AT B3 AN RT 1 FNEL 2 B o

% BB SIS TS A B A M R T AR R
HAEH, RS R %588 Atk AR —J7 1m0 i T
NP HLTIT, Bl 2% BN 3Rl Ju 4 i &2 2%
P 1 At T AR — B, AN P A S R S i
— A TG LT, R <die” F“come”E N X
B, b B break” Fll“come” Z4F1R %, H Al
— A Fh i R ) B R 2 S, J5— BN
FEMC 7 ORI A 8 TRy A A 25 7 o

3 MIREE

SF Nl e TR AE A B AP I T A R 22 L
il 5, FEBCR LR OR B R, W T —
Lo o5t — L BRI B0

!
HEA 45T —»i@ﬁf{% ~ M&Ea‘giit —

#1% &) ik

A XRIE it

WICTE B /r/"

W&ﬁﬁl‘iﬁ <« EafAfER — R

b s RERA
MRS REG)EES NN
1 shinligocst s ot i rh & e v ss BAE R B
kb 6] & WIE X RAE

RERL R BN ——— 3 aadt

WIS

K2 gl g i B 72 rh B e A AR AR B
TE - B h B A T FROR Sl ie A M S A M 4% T, AR IR T SRR iR i e A AN T AR A R, BOHLAR (0 LR AR HK R A5 3R,

BB SRR R
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3.1 FAETEMERMES I I SZEF AR
AR SCIEMT SR, Shialieon s i i A
PR, N M R B . (HIER B SEAR T A
ZEMEEIE . Bk MR WF52 38 2 38 I Wi AT 55 &
W, 5 LY shiE e, #alm T &) SR g,
22 N0 &5 A - 2 3 95 (Hernandez, Fairhall,
Lenci, Baroni, & Caramazza, 2014). Rodriguez-
Ferreiro, Llorenc I Sanz-Torren (2014)] {& BhialiC
FIWAT 55 K, 5 W ahia AL, lm A K&
Vsl ial i 5 IE B R AR, ROV R i, 5B
TUEE I B F MERAR AR S i A L, & g
151 B S Wy shiR] BE 25 55 i 1. . Hernandez %5 A\ (2014)
Fl Rodriguez-Ferreir 28 A (2014)¥1IA ), iEIoHE
BZWahiE, h UEEEFE, ERESMWik, 5—
ORI fMRI BEFE A RN HIWAT 55, %5 T
TN B SR B M B 1) AR 7 PR 2l 3] s ) i X
B0 1% 5 (Malyutina et al., 2017), 455 WoR, 51
BT L, B TR SR A, 22 M
13 ZE T . TR, Malyutina et al.(2017)f8 Bl ialyC H)
Wit 55, 8T PO X e ih & — AR FE LR T
TGS IR IN TAE AL . A5 R KM, 55 —2K5hE
AR, BN T — e SR i, 7 U A - DX
R B EOE . TEEAR I, BRI B iR A ik
PEVEIR TCIE BE B 1) A I8 T A A S At T, HIH
SUEBAREFE, P ES T 2
Gyilik. LR b, NS IO B 2Pk o Tk R
BRI G FR, ATAAAE SR B T E R Ay B R BEIE, AT
LA i) AE R Bl )8 TC 45 # i A NS 40 1k A
RS, Hitk, RSB RE RS SR
W 2 — . J5 Sa 5 s il U ) ERP R TB,
BRI B 2 M Fh e oA i TS &, 5
fMRI 55 SSIERFFE 45 RO O BRI [, 3 SR 5

i S
32 HEARTEHMERMMNIMEREMIZTE
1E R BIA En R 2 AL

5 R iR AL, JE TR 3RS o4 n T
5|58 T %41 T BE ik X A9 75 (Meltzer-Asscher et
al., 2015; Shetreet et al., 2010a), XM, LA
W 555 X BE & T2 e e N T, ZhiRlig oA i
F AR TR] 75 T YDA 2 i T R AT R LA )R
PE o HY TR SSENFSE, R 52 448 r 2k i)
B2 —Jr i, X FE L E Aet ag HAE
HIN AR 2 BB 2 B 0 SEUE SRR o TR AL

Fe N T M B SR GRN A e A AR TN 0 A 42
HL, AT RAGRACXT 30138 70 4548 Jin T A F s 241
eI . B, RSSO R S e R 5 )
BT ) Z— o WL TCZ5 0 52 Z I TxfE )2 )
X — B, B4R LAE % Buropa, Gitelman,
Kiran F1 Thompson (2019)7% %% /a) k% 7 in 1T 4 &
JZET AT, B IMRI 8 R F B, e HbilH
— 7 T 51 52 24 PR A U AR R 28 MR8 TT 25 4 14 10 X3
TEIGOL, SRIE A B— 2 Z 0k T Y Lh e 45 S P4
— K . W IR TSR B = M 28 BRI —
RS, DU RT DL L 50 B8 5T A 24 o B 2 ) G DX 3R
TG L5 22 7 T 52 % 1 o) B 2 1 i DX 1 10
WAL, 5 S Ak A gE BV AT LA R] I v A R v
A B, BRSNS L4 2 A2 M s HAE A Y
TE gl B AR AE LR, 5 SEUERFFE Y s R
33 NEHRRTEMERMEMIAIANHE
HLl
YT LADUER R X &, %5t U A i
B3PI T 2 B B A5, A XTI
Ry, DRSS T B 2, R E R
PR 5 B P AS AR R, K SRR S R A R SR
Tt H I HEE . BARS T
331 INEEESIFEIL TEEEIRG AN
PO AR =A% 1A 1T LA B E A B R =
G, ek TR N, BUEIEVEMS ghim t gy
B, WeIRATEEE TN Fk, DUEER
& AR VR 4% Bl 18] 16 0 25 14 3 )8 T B0 B 5 25 1
RFKE, 2018), [HHFEAFITINY, DUEAETEK )
TS TCEE A &8 T S R I 25 4 (B 5 2, 2019).
R AR AR R UL R RLE PR, AR RIE A
HENP-V I “Batk AR A 4514 (A0« Ak T
T JEEM S ST LUE D) fMRI F ERP 454
ARFE, WEDUE R AR =8 250 F R 1R 4% 454
TR R X TE O . AR R E AR S
EVERE L5415 & T AHARL A i FRL sk o3 B00005 T AE 4L
FITIRE M DX, DU 3R B R T MR gl Sk A5 4 . i SR
Btk AE =A% S5 40 5 AEAEAS S Z5 K00 L, 0 TR
Pk T P600 % T A 15 7% 5 1A i HEL A 4, BB
T ZEM AT A R B s R 6 B DR DX, TN ER
B L& T Al SR S S5 A
332 NEGEREALTEWABG AN
PUES R A (£ @A T LRI ILs
FAI AR R R SR, B0 B slin] e 8 0 s
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ORI, 2019), XFiX—Frkieoasime, Aot
RN Ny T2 MR U 2540 (B 5 58, 2019; 1RJE,
2009), A RFFE WIS, FLLG B 60 & BRI =
“Z B X R, & TR TS (LA,
2006), A BIFF NN, BB 205 T 84 4
W Can A < E B AL, 8 T R S g 4
FI(H S AR, 2018). ERP #F 58 & B, B ahiditns
Ffn T434E 500~900 ms B[] %7 5 & —A~Hi
HR A7 % (Wittenberg et al., 2014), fMRI #1570 & 34,
BB T A RN TS T A A Il (3 S,
IR, 2011), JELEWFoE sl iF T LIfEBI ERP ¢
fMRI 5 AR F B, %8005 40 8 =) o454
SR 5 3 o A SR S 32 I ) 5 L TR e S 25 4 (A
“EgIm T AR, RS & T ARl i
B A3 B H0E T AR D A M X, 0358 B L T
HUBL TS5 o W0 SR A T2 T T2 /) 5 M AR e S 45 A A
W, RS R T S AR SR L B ) B R
500~900 ms Ze A7 BRI G, SRS A s [l
8 S W2 iR in T DRI X, T I R TR0
TS TLEE ) . 0 ER 40 32 8 1240 5 AR LI 25 F A1
L, TSI & T P00 S5 S5 B4 i B4 67 B4 A FEL AR
g%, BOHOE T ZE MR I8AE s ) i B 6 i D) fig
Fig DX, D358 B3 G S T A e 7 e 45 A
333 NIBVHEMH NP IS TEMBIME AR
EFE IR A IR E . <R 8 R
<& LG ig & pUE VAR NP g oo,
B MLl AR R R RIRT R
AFEEE R Hik, Wismasm itz
A LR E MW, XRY, LI 53
1) 35 I 52 LI 8 1 5 Bl IR 8 O 45 ) (W “give a
kiss”H1, Bl “give” Jo 3 SO E A A (1) e & 77 =X
(HIBEMS, BE&3C, 2015), bERBRIE AR A FFS0E
g o AR R, 5iE LR L, &
SCH G ) B i) 0 L PR T FE T 22 A R i 22 T
i (Alyahya, Halai, Conroy, & Lambon Ralph, 2018;
Rodriguez-Ferreir et al., 2014), [, Jo SEWgR Al
VEAT DA B fMRI B ERP 254 R F-Bt, %425
] LA E AR A VAR NP IS oS A0 T
BN R 2B . AR s SRR B oSS i T
T AR A I B X B35 A S I A R R, ) e B
PURCVHEE NP IR TeEs A4 i T B B S g,
T8 B 1218 TC 2548 i il i 3K 5 9B R 3l e e
TCEE AR

334 NEEHAEELTEHNETAGIER
155

DU AR MR TR A (i B 5 R
2EY . M KmE”), 5L R RIS U 4h F (i enz ok
W LB, =iE SRR L
AR SRR, ARSI R B U (MR R, 2017),
HETAEORRIRSRES ., RIS RF
SRR o 5 SRS AT LA B fMRI, ERP 45
HARFB, WHEDUEA R =15 o454 n 1.
FIF P G DX 98 195 190 M PR B A, 2R MR R O
WOnLE AR EL, AR MR TS T A A 0 TR, 3
T T Q0 A I v ] A5 R R A 2 SO 1 1 e Ak
P (FE /N, ARIE, 2017)80i5 & W N400 45 )%
W 5T 2 OB A T ik LR A (R, R, B
Ay, 2017), WIFEHILEICH QR IREE L, =
A 2 18 T RE N 2 IR B BRI TG .
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The cognitive neural mechanisms of verb argument structure
complexity processing

WANG Xin; HANG Mingli; LIANG Dandan
(School of Chinese Language and Culture, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Verb argument structure complexity is manifested in four aspects: the number of arguments, the
selection mode of arguments subcategorization, the assignment mode of 0-roles and the mapping of
argument structure. Most empirical studies show that more arguments, alternating arguments subcategorization,
alternating assignment of 0-roles and noncanonical mapping make the cognitive neural mechanisms of verb
argument structure processing become more complicated. The main functional brain regions corresponding
to processing of more arguments involve left inferior frontal gyrus and posterior perisylvian regions, the
main functional brain regions corresponding to processing of alternating argument subcategorizations
involve left inferior frontal gyrus, middle-posterior frontal lobesuperior temporal gyrus and middle-posterior
temporal lobe, the main functional brain regions corresponding to processing of alternating assignment
mode of 0-roles involve posterior perisylvian regions, left middle-posterior frontal lobe and inferior frontal
gyrus, the main functional brain regions corresponding to processing of noncanonical mapping involve left
inferior frontal gyrus, superior temporal gyrus, middle temporal gyrus and posterior temporal lobe. Perhaps,
left inferior frontal gyrus involves initial syntactic processing, the determination of the subcategory of verbs,
syntactic movement processing and semantic processing of unaccusative verbs, left middle-posterior frontal
lobe involves initial syntactic processing and the determination of the subcategory of verbs, left superior
temporal gyrus and middle-posterior temporal lobe involve surface syntactic structure processing and
argument syntax-semantic integration, posterior perisylvian regions involve argument semantic
reprensatation. The process of verb argument structure processing and lexical properties of verbs indicate
that there are interaction effects between or among some complexities. Some other issues need further
exploration, including the corresponding relationship between the complexity of the verb argument structure
and the difficulty of its processing, the difficulty hierarchy of verb argument structure complexities
processing and the cognitive neural mechanisms of interaction effects of them, as well as the cognitive
neural mechanisms of Chinese verb argument structure complexity processing.

Key words: verb; argument structure complexity; processing; cognitive neural mechanisms





