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FHNAERAROFNA: AU FEHRE

> 1 vy 2
T4 2B

(AR R 2 B T 2 B * WIS R A B D R, ATRE 050024)

B AREHERSEONBETFHMETY. FHRL AN M IR AT T g23h F 46, LA AL
B, B, FHREBBAALG AL, RERTHE S FHOBMERTEAME, 2EBIAAFHRRTAL
BATH, BH . FHAF ARG REBELBERA DL RIIEE . 28T 0MRIK. REAFRFER.
&SRR BNIE R, R TF R iRf G AR T 22 G RZ O RR, T AT Hikde 2 it 55 R = AP
FR R, BPAF-TEHFHOARTEX. MEFHEXRLZ AL, MEFLRL QAR
LG R R F G R T RN F R ks S e 094 AL ikt F Rk s s ey FIRAA RN, R4
TSP ELMBNGF R ARA < A F HRE.

KR FR; Aseag; AILES]; BETE;, B ik

SEE B842; B849:C91

1 35 2 FERHEBFE
N TE VTR 5 8 (4 e 5 PR T4 T, FHAME I E VIR G (MeNeill,

[ B2 () F- iz S AN ml, T3R8 5 T3 Tk 1985; Gentner, 1982; Hostetter & Alibali, 2008), 17
Wiz, KMEBRAWIT . BIEEHEY NIRRT, n, — ST TR A R R X T kb T B,
X P R 5 T A ORI S R 6 G2 00 AR (L IR TFHIE A KBRS & 19 T 5812 3 (McNeill,
(McNeill, 1985), FH b, FHIEEA RMEHEM 1992), & —Fh&s L) FAE (Gentner, 1982), ¥
VL FITUESE, FHAERERE A I i F IR BGZ ok iR T 8 . 8 shEUB AR

T, % F %35 (Goldin-Meadow, 2000; McGregor, (McNeill, 1985), ZHMEM . B T 17 Sy
Rohlfing, Bean, & Marschner 2009; Mol & Kita, FAE, BENZTE A M B4R 2R ), SEHELUA
2012) . [A)fEf#(Chu & Kita, 2015; Hostette & Alibali, W — L A5 fb(Novack & Goldin-Meadow,
2010; Alibali, Spencer, Knox, & Kita, 2011). 1|3 2016). 73 —LERIFSE I H BRI M R &, A
4 J 4k (Beaudoin-Ryan & Goldin-Meadow, 2014; NFHIER G i —Fh ik T7 U (Hostetter & Alibali,
Leung et al., 2012; Kirk & Lewis, 2017), ¢ 2008), ANFRGIEM YT R, HIAARS
(Novack, Congdon, Hemani-Lopez, & Goldin- PEAEFRE B SR B AL 0 SR AE, Sk ST 2 4
Meadow, 2014)% ¥ H A7 B E 1 mIER ., (2, BEFBr, ¥ E 2 E A LR R et A% T
H B T3 Fl B2 Wi V6 FH 722 A ML B B 5 225 B4 3 FHB B SP e FH . MRAMR, YA B
R, mIIE R T 6T T3R5 £ B s el PR FRIEIIRR . A1 S R s T
A E SR TR IR MBS AR X 18 Bl 45 5 W N v A F-#(Novack, Wakefield, &
Bt o R WIS e Goldin-Meadow, 2016). B AR F- 4 W FREH 1
IER S R Rraa =D i e o SR B T T O AV

MR E M 2018-09-20 ), %f%z?%?%anLﬁfﬁﬁanﬂLgifﬂﬁ—
v 5 AR A VBN G1271111), Fo SRBLR ERUE : IE LR (LFT
HEMEH: B8 X, E-mail: zhongyilu@126.com AR WA TSR | B SIS R (B
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EEEWEYIER . OF RS 5 %) T3S i Lk
ROOFEEERNE . W, 2E2IM0TEE),

Novack F1 Goldin-Meadow (2016)IA AF# i
PR 10T DLy S RAEPE T o RAE M T M 26
AL FH AL N i % M F % (iconic
gestures). [t F-F(metaphoric gestures), F3A
HFHu(beat gestures) M ELIEPET-H(deictic gestures)
(McNeill, 1992), fifi 2z T 28 F -5 FIE
iz dk R ARSI R LN FH . Rk
FREBAHTREEZEAME E LHFH T
PEFREIR RS WAk RES PEHEE
LR 1 B By B T e o DT e e A R |
il B A% B AR B . Lhommet H1 Marsella (2014)
BT Ao hBamtE T8 fF 5 T8 kT
BEAFEF R PUR A, A 2238 I IESE 0 A %ok
E SR YE T S e vk T3, I HARIESE T
B FHZRMRETF R, BT NAERMRZNAERT
F AR Fa g F-#v(Straube, Gree, Bromberger, &
Kircher, 2011),

SR, REXNTFEAMEWAESAMNE,
EASREA LT AR

F # B A5 A 1T 8 (Pouw, de Nooijer, van
Gog, Zwaan, & Paas, 2014), T GENE 5L MR IF52 1
AMREGIAHIINT. (Mol & Kita, 2012; Goldin-Meadow
& Wagner, 2005), X MERAIES F£is . QEERE
4k . RN S B B, e
BT B B, R AR RIS B fE B I E
HORJH (Cook & Tanenhaus, 2009),

B2, FHRARFEHEWITE, BRREZF
FUESEAT B A I RE s F AT B 7 A M & B e %
O = " A 1) B 3R (Pine, Gurne, & Fletcher,
2010; Hostetter & Alibali, 2010), F-#[d] H brit47
AL, M4 H AR AR T8 3h 5 A 5
3¢ F#(Novack et al., 2016), 1HE, FHIEAN
TEHEATHN . FHRIFABEEREIWIK, ERIE
PR TFHZ 3, FHM EREN T IR 8GR
iz sh . P ikEL E R A S (Novack et al.,
2016), HA —FEHE  —LM% B4 5 (Novack et
al., 2014), FHEMEEBENATIIEE R AR H
PRERA, MR T % T H AR5 325 1 R ERAE,
TEYR A B A S 2 (B S, T R B R, & —F
BRI T8l . FHEXRE A LS bRIT 8 s
R, R T3R8 L S PRAT 3 55 2 5 i) [

fifp- DX [ Y SRAE, BB SR b A X 2 (] 52 B
1% B 19w (Kita, Alibali, & Chu, 2017).

3 FHIAANIREREILRE

AT BT F AN AR O BELE, PR HE
AT (R A A U0 AR B, F TR TS R A
BRI, AARENA LRI (F84T
R . BRI . 15 R R R iR A/
FE
3.1 ECERIIRE

LR 5[4 R (lexical index model)tA AT
W AERIIERWES, UIEHE W F A0
IR A, PR R R Rk . TR R
T SCBUT A FERRRAE, RS AR A 1R i e B a3
15 18 Ji 1Y R AE (Krauss, Chen, & Gottesman, 2000)
LR 5 BR T () F- 558 2 BET KRS 5 1
T, REFHIEFT WG EA R, AR
EHFRN, BEF TS EZSNE ., BRI
FORW, BSAELZHE RIS . Buccino
FQ00)BFFR A I, SR Tt Ky A ik
XS (Buccino et al., 2001), % H 31k
ZREWIEE R Y, FRSES AR L LE
22, BRI FS DXORT AR B4 A7 35 = DX R TR 1 R
T X 3 (Arbib, 2005), F5 X 4755 &A1 0552 5
L 535 B 9 B (Rizzolatti et al., 1988), J5#B F5
X(F5p) 7™ A Fndes il -5 12 2l ke G s8R (Raos,
Umilta, Murata, Fogassi, & Gallese, 2006; Umilta,
Brochier, Spinks, & Lemon, 2007), TiA[i% X &
MBTALKEFTIN T EZMWIX , X VAR IX
(F5 DX) v G i) AP b s o) 25 = 3R B R ¥ o
32 EERYTER/E

1% BT AU B35 (information packaging hypothesis)
I F R 2 2 E BT AT U HIES
K RITH R RAE N . TR BRI
SR AHIHFE, SRS IA A IG(Gentner,
1982), WFFE &P, AR MERF BT 6, HGME
A9 F-#(Kita, de Condappa, & Mohr, 2007; Kita &
Davies, 2009), Ozcaliskan (2016)% %1% F1 + H-
BRI T 1 B S F AT, MRS
BT, PIRR 080 78 T Y - 3
Ko FIFEPRFILAIF, K g R
G R —AFH, T FIE R I Bk
B, A—1PFHFRBRE, H—ADTFTRERT
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X, H&W RAKEFHRMIT T X FH, XRE
ARG RRHY A (HAETIES R4
T, PEE A ) T A T R AR B AR
Fire XUEM T Y NBAFAE F ks s $
PREF < H SRR AL AR . XTIE B F AR FR IR
ZH A RS AR A MG BT 20K 3,
I, 7T #oh 2 e 7R 5 B 7T 6 . Mol
M Kita (2012)7E0F 58 H 4 S 9L R — > Tk
TR F MR, WFH AR FESNRRT
BHMEEAR, JEWEGE S h I RGBT E
T DR R, WRB R — > FHokR
B RAE T AABRAR, A7) o i 1] T X 2245 B H
W PR ARk A 2R SR e B Y
SR S v w it W N (RRCR i T A E I
B8] 28 4 ) 65 Ty UM A . U I A AT TS B
7 L T BRI, AR AR BT R
M H, EPRTFHSEMT, podxs iy 26 w68 A
e EEAE DG, U ) 0 T S ST oA i 3 5 e
WG F LR, FHIFAEE R i
FERIEM
3.3 RERFEL

R R FF L (image maintenance theory)iA
H, FRABEROE IR IF OIS E AR O RR A,
), FTHRLMBEIHIR

Y5 T HR L AFF IS IRATAT LR BT 5
YER. B 5, THRMEBFEIENOBERR, UH
BRTEBAFEALEES, WL LT
#WWHRhor. BEAMEaE, FWLADKHFMTF
WAL E R CEZ, R BERE TR 5
B, SPFERMMULE e BiRmFHE 3
fe1, TAERATIE S b 5 4 rhoC i (Loughlin,
2016), PR F-H#EE F 1R 2D SR (Rime,
Schiaratura, Hupet, & Ghysselinckx, 1984), HX,
FHREF MBS WEBN T H, £
A A R R ZS B C R, thin: — B EE BE B
B —MEXNA RS, BTSN R S A
RGTCRIEIT WL PR T3, 2B AT T
HB 132 Bl FITE AR R A58 F0 23 1] 19T X L kAl
ZHME R, . RS 2+43=5 B F
o BES Mz PN B ERR
(Wagner, Nusbaum, & Goldin-meadow, 2004). [ It.,
FH BRI IRIUT AR, H 2] LUE T
R FAL FERIC A $E B (Wesp, Hesse, Keutmann,

& Wheaton, 2001),
3.4 EXEHRMRE

IATERF B E A C T B 3 2, A
WHABN A S E T 20T 9 i R PR
(The semantic specificity hypothesis)tA & H AR |
AL A ERY . AR IE SO S R
HI PR Pine %A (2010)iEBOAIEAT WA FH
AT 55, R X A T R AT A B
TR A 5 BT o, s R 1 5 1 H A i
R A 2 W T, o O s )
18 BT S 22 1 F- . Chu 1 Kita (2015)
MR FE LA T 2R ZE 18 .
35 BRAGERM

Fritk A/IE W (embedded/extended perspective)
PIFSEE I, FHIEATI R GEAE A BT,
I R figp R B BE AP B S, O R LT B, b
AT 32 B G AE ) R e rh P 2R B T3, R A
PR32 BN AR (R A Ay - BRI Hh e A B M
KA S NI TAR L2 RE ) BRI B, AR
Gedmiin] TR LR 5 A0 L AR SRR ) A
PRSI, T = A T4 (Clark, 2008; Wheeler, 2013),
FHIAa] DIEHESr2E, Sixtus, Fischer A1 Lindemann
LB RXARE IR 8O 48 s BOE R TR EE AR R
Her i T, R os 2 A EcEfT s, R
A AR FE R B T3 A B AR RO W i 2
IR0 53 2 BONE, T A i 78 H S 8 T s
HITC1Z B0 (Sixtus, Fischer, & Lindemann, 2017),

4 FHAAMDBEMARER

T AN [RIF 5% 25 0 T S A ABE A 7 4 Mo
Fr sk AR A IR o S A W] o AR T3 Tl
R FE AT E AR A FRIERX SR
N
4.1 RIF-REIFEHHFEER

ORI T AN Th e i R B 5540
Ao WFRE PR A, —H B RE
VFEAE T34, o5 — 2l B At = 3, bk
TR — PN FIME S, DL T T 45 58 B
#MVEH . Beaudoin-Ryan Fll Goldin-Meadow (2014)
AR 2= A BRI BB SR T . ARERh T
£ o B o 1B 3 o ST ' 1 AN (B - B9
1B 55, ST 32 dl Bl i 0 00 s R B 68 ) B 4
o g e — B, — R AR oA L
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JCTH M T AR, 5 —Fh &, Bl H
REMLEE, WFrh iR % — ek, DL gy F
P, RENE T BRI 4R 0 Bl R 0T 2k A [R1Z
T BR ) T #4H $RK (So, Ching, Lim, Cheng, &
Lp, 2014), Wagner %5(2004)i - #8AE 7214 55 R il
FIHEMT, HATHET ML 2 B AR IEAZ
FOVF T BRI T3 25 1 T i aaUxt PR A2 64 R
FICAE THEZ M4 H, BT RAGE B2 i
PR TAEICL, [TRIRERE % A E 00 5 2 1B) T AR
1o WeAb, ST FVEAE T A 68 5 e ] R A ke
Hh RS 15 BB RIS E£E(Alibali et al., 2011),
42 MEFEEALTHHFTER

X0 A 7 0 A A 3 AN TR A T A X
PORINGSIRE RSN A B 0 RN 51 B 9
Mumford F1 Kita (2013)2%30R A R (1) F #8042
3 B ILERIRRE R0y X 0F &R, @t
J7 TR A7 2 19 L3 R B T8 10 7 A 4
Ui R BRI 2 T 3404 2 5 L X T3 43 100
B . Mol Fl Kit (2012)8 5% T A 6] F bt K xHE
ARG ISR A EF G T TR IR
o AT B9 A X B (B 2 B 5% I (Grade, Badets,
& Pesenti, 2016), Leung %:(2012)HF5¢ Hik s
Ui s A R, R B AT — SRS
(BER AT 0o ) A b — 0] ) R B M) o 2 30 43
RIS trial, Bl 1 A ) AR R (0F B R i
AV S HWERTE trial 758 #2045 T 00 5
(G Fm b, ZFBEETG/LTFm L,
HFEEEER), M E A trail BFH L%
A o S A0 A7 T B RS HR o Bl A U 4
M . RO AAAI M . Novack %5 A(2014)
WHIE T HLAR T 3R 5 T 302 2] i 52 ma £ H,
RYUAH LU AR T3, ol b 5 F 300 R i
HEXTENR SR T T o
43 MEFEELEHAFER

XA G M E T AR5 . 2
. S0Ib2E R R R M AR N TR B A B
Mo Yk BN E R E R G R, I
HAfR R L RO E B Fod, % pr F 317 1 i
BEAEA T 2R A T3, % L Z AR WA
B2 HUE T, BB R L 1 & R AR
FTETEZNGER, 2Ed 2R REAER
(Kang, Tversky, & Black, 2015), &4 W5 M & AL
25X [A] T4 Ja] )54 2 (Chu & Kita, 2008, 2011; Kita

et al., 2007; Kita & Davies, 2009; Hostetter & Alibali,
2010), KBULFBIRME, F#Z . Chu Fl Kita
(201555 T 0> BUBEHG AT 55 F132 Bl = (R 3 R AT 55
e H ARG AT R AN R T3 g 52 e, H b a] 4
P 5 W ) T A3 0 25 1 1 b T A
54005, [ Pine 55 A (2010) 95T 45 51 — 54,

5 RESRE

510 WEBERLEMRNELE

R B 22 i () £ 32 2 N7 IR AR A X
TN FNTIBE I 7= A= A DL AT i Re, (E2,
X AT RNER AR A BRI i R o T
R M IA A B AR FIBLEL, T JC s BT W 4 B 1A
WA TR
5.1.1 SFBINAINENEREIRR

A I e AT 5 T8 22 G TE T Hany 22 i P fig
WF I LR . T R XHERAE
S BN IE S,

TNC R GG T HAe1E SR B e,
AR T FHREE SRS EZ MR, B
BT FHMIET Z AR AR R A G, A0
LA RTFRAEE TN, BRRESEEE
Z= )2 W AE R R FEOLE], W ICTE A R R T S
EF AL S PER RN, FEFT ML
R Tl 2 s s E BAT AN 516 5 RIB I
HIERTT, FEAR TN . B AESE N AR
FEEZRENEFRHEARETRBEMN LR,
SR S TE B B B AL R, (H X AT AT A
B A 12 S5 2 BT A5 G5 R] AR e A
TR R, R RFREIE FE R F R
&I ARSI BTN LAF B YRR M R LT
A FsF () Y A T, 0 %o A e i R R
WP F RGN R Z A IR, 1SR
PRV GRS T a5 (B . AT A 13 SOk [F)
TR T AR A DE, B BRrEE N E X
BB R EOE T F . IS O S A
BFHXNETRIE . MBI, AlE R, %
LW MIER . AERIAH FHRINH RS
W SR BRAE R, (7] 25 [F) 5L B AEAF N B IR 4l o %
Mg HA — AN, HHEERTHRES
KFETHE G PE, X5 T A M2 g S = an ey
SLEIREAR R .

Kita 45 Q2017) X FHAM R IITL5ER 1
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PR ST — B — TR
AL (gestures-fore-conceptualization hypothesis) .
ZARR R T FH A RAE M TIRE, A FHaE
AEOE . BN TR R EWE EE B0 A
PR MA N T, HIZ B R T R R AE
PERIF 300 A A8 TIRe, FL 2 S o i
B SRR

WFHFINF I Re Ak B, iR
il F AR X E B R A LT R A AT
ORI T RENEP- A o I U SR B e Wl G A DR
MR EEEEAFEX T, WFH ., F .
AR S XTI T Bl 5 A0 TR A O Y S
TP F A AR i, BFITAT 55 MR . 5C i
Tac. Uz REXTFHREREN P, mHE, &
BRI KR LZ AT A ITuaR, GEE M ARIF
A 1 4 7S T o A RN S R, 3
TC AT TF-FAN N T RE 11 P B IA 0 #2545 4 R
ML AT 5 R TR AR 4B A 52
512 NREMEFEASHNFREFREN

JUAESR, 032 K SEiE 5 P iy B S
HEAT T REMEGE . Hh A 7E1E 5 B AR h
A 5058 (U0, Kaup, Yaxley, Madden, Zwaan,
& Liidtke, 2007; Connell, 2007; 5K, € H 3, 2013),
T AR 22 0 S5 36 UF 4% 28 W38 5 LR P 308 A Sh 1R AR
S T HB S AE B BE FRLL , An SR A <R,
Glenberg il Kaschak (2002)f8F58 &, Mi%<X
g i A R o g B A Y B bR B R AR,
L - > U)X 0 R A B SO SR, AN
BNIA e A%, Bl B <47 B AR 22 (4] I, I
AT e 7 18] B B E BB R (Zwaan & Taylor, 2006).
A Tucker 1 Ellis (200 )IBFSE, fufi]% BLAEXT
KNG B P A an<gH B> Fne 4 B 0= R J2 E 4%
Py T, T 20 /0N 0 4 PR B RS 20 1 < 1) B
YRR, T X 00 0 R S80S 1% D) 2 Tl 4T <418 1Y)
KofE. KB LG RL 5 IG5 B 5ok &
A2, IEUN Glenberg 1 Gallese (2012) ) SCF H
JEt, 18 S ATl B A2 BRI 4 AR G0 AR
HEAEL,

DA B3k Se B 5T il AR B 05 . — RIE S
PR (14 HL BB 5T 32 B G 1 S B A HLUR
AR L R AR B b T AR 2 — A
FA LB R S A AT, B MRS, AR
JBRGAES R B B AT R BAR A R G FITEA,

H Uk, 45 B0 RS A LY 8 B3 4
Mg S, A S A T B AR SR T3 e 2
—MRILET TS, FOSEFTAMYR
B SR A

B v T H e S A ] 25 B B R 2 3. 1
n, IR I —A R B B TF 298 R AR
WRF R LT BB E A AR, FHRBRITHR
— R, ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%“ﬁ(conduit metaphor)%lzﬁ‘O
A BRI T 34 ] LLE b AR A S A S
(5] 7 3 15 B LA ME & 22 18] B9 5 2 (Hasegawa et al.,
2015) FHECTHAWZERNMF, Famd: T 9% E KR
T A TN SCERAE 1Y B 2% I R R
Urhg, JoHERSHAIAMIIREA H o EE A E X
MAUE . AW E IWE B AR B A, IR SE
TFHFAEMAEGBKE, AT L
(top) . RF8 [F T F (bottom) A PN Bz 1 48E & Bk &%
(Romano, Marini, & Maravita, 2017), [E#}, F3§
PR BT 1A e % 52 M Bl i 78 45 = R I 55 Hh S
BUE R RN, PR BHR B BB/, T84T IF 0
PR U K (Grade et al., 2016) .2k, HETET
Feng T4 B B IR R AR R G FRA,
Z 0 By e T A H B P SRR | AR L
T T T IR AT
52 XARKRMRIRE
521 EIEBAEERMBRONFRANMINEGENE

i kil

X A PO T FEIAFI T e 19 38 Fi 58
AR AT G T R, T HRe G I IR FF
(Al R HE Xt 25 (652 27 B 10 3 38 A 2SR,
SIS A2 AE B By <as Ak, 360 2 A6 o R
WA EEEE I tk, MBI R, S1XT B
HETFRAEIAFTIRE, AR TSR FH R,

73 (A6 T R U B LA PY 2 A R A S
AR ARAR F FEBAE 2 (B Az 8, LR
aLOEAR. RSN, WMIEIFHA S S S E
B, AR AR s W52 Bl B i o 2 W) is 3 {E
B, BEE B Mok sh i RAE, FEAGIAH ST,
PRBER R R, Hoan: M T3 54 R A o
(7] R85 ) — b T A 0 o — o ] Bk B AR A X ] A
W ZILRAE, WTF-0i %4k T8 5 g
XL B, BRI, AR B DA B
WE, THRWn 250 Bs Mg 305 B 1 4
o AREFRATHE B FFs bR, ABER
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FEHIRIE KX TIEA . £ HER S IEA
MRS, Kempla) . RR . GEE . R SE R
I W P 100 5 R TS Bt S 38 R (g W BRURRAE |, i
M T3

X AR L A PR — R A 2
—FhJEXT H(Lhommet & Marsella, 2014), 512
WX RA TR AR R K. e A FE
RIRUCREA TEs . his . TR/
RIS T5 1 o X LT AR Rl £k B,
T 3 R G Ry — AT A [ 7 Y
Z A (scalar value)>f S 7n P>l 2 X 42 2 [
285 o B SURT LA oKk | 3 i b2 R
HRAhER o 7K A b2k R 2 R 7 i ) B
Mo fdE KA R 2 EACORIA T, XA
FFARM M — e Feom i 25, i R AE,
A RIR AR o I ET S B K2 5 H o,
— M ERRE T RRAR, FhRRLE, #H
M2k 246 R T 35 ) 2 T 2 R B ok BRI 4 S
&, mZMTE R, PITET, EELE L, NEE
T BIEEEAE I, AT S AE T 55 3@ A
GURHIE 18] HARRRAE B WSS, 38— D T e o ) 25
[4]32 5115 B AU BLIE (So et al., 2014; Hostetter &
Alibali, 2008, 2010; ). f&#F(Romano et al., 2017)
FIAZ i (Buccino et al., 2001; Cook & Tanenhaus,
2009; Pine et al., 2010; Mol & Kita, 2012; Chu &
Kita, 2015), 5 b= [z s {5 B AR 75 —J7 1
P X AE 25 )2 3 5 B Ry <2 AL, SixsdE 4
IF1 32 17 K& 5 A5 24 A 38 3% (Allibali et al., 2011;
Goodrich & Hudson, 2009; Goldin-Meadow, Nusbaum,
Kelly, & Wagner, 2001; Grade et al., 2016; Sixtus et
al., 2017), #T{u(Kita et al., 2007; Kita & Davies,
2009; Gentner, 1982) fll 4 4 (Beaudoin-Ryan &
Goldin-Meadow, 2014; Chu & Kita, 2008, 2011;
Kirk & Lewis, 2017; Leung et al., 2012), &2, il
I FHERAR TR, S TR BT

IZ BB B A R R ), BB S AEXS
AV LR IS PR AL B, T2
B AT X 07 T (I SE AT, LIS EITE A 1
SRR I SR o
522 FEANRITFEIAINEEA R EHH

A 199G T F-F N H B BE 19 BIF 5T R 2 H50HR 2
W AT R SEI AT, DI E R T D BE
R IR AR (IMRI) 2K %5 46 T H Il M RE T J5 1Y

H: BALHI (Goldin-Meadow et al., 2001; Buccino et
al., 2001), [HWFsE T, MH, AR KZE
FHBE &I, SECY FHEINFINBER I
B AT i 8] 73 B 3 84, A0 58 45 R A 5 2%
JERATHrdn . B, AR MBIEFE N 24 R ] 2 e
RLRE SR ISAG A DG H L S B 3 — 25 S
MR F HE AT RE A R ZEHLH
523 MEXTFHINFHINEENTFRAR
FHERE AL USRS MO, EgF
P T AR — e AR L, THRBEARAN
INFIIIRE . AHEC T SEbrATahm &, FHERES A
T3 AR A ZEBG IR 4E (Novack et al., 2016;
Kita et al., 2017), K&HFFEUESE T HBEMS 20 A
FEBIAAIN T, L 22 X0 75 40 R AL Bk (Chu: & Kita,
2015; Hostetter & Alibali, 2010; Alibali et al.,
2011) . B 15 P & 4k (Beaudoin-Ryan & Goldin-
Meadow, 2014; Leung et al., 2012; Kirk & Lewis,
2017) WA e PR RS2 . R, H TR AT 5T R
A5 R AE SR TS Y B B, O T A T3 e ik A
2% 5] (Novack et al., 2014) , L4 FIE & v 19 T 1
Rk AR D, XS W T F AT RE Y
AR . AT, G AR X T T AR
WIRERy T IR 5, RIEC A MBI SR, &itlH
FHAKM TR, LLik— 8w F 300
NLHANA

&E 3k

Fkr, &8 (2013). AT BRI RO BEARAE.
D FEFETR, 45(4), 406-415.

Alibali, M. W., Spencer, R. C., Knox, L., & Kita, S. (2011).
Spontaneous gestures influence strategy choices in problem
solving. Psychological Science, 22(9), 1138—1144.

Arbib, M. A. (2005). From monkey-like action recognition to
human language: an evolutionary framework for neurolinguistics.
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Beaudoin-Ryan, L., & Goldin-Meadow, S. (2014). Teaching
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A new perspective on the cognitive function of gestures:
The “spatializing” gesture hypothesis
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Abstract: Human beings often make gestures when talking or thinking. Gestures are generated automatically
during cognitive processing or communication, and as representations, they in turn affect human cognitive
processing. Although researchers have different emphasis on the concept of gestures, it is generally believed
that gestures are different from direct actions and have internal and external cognitive functions. Seminal
theoretical models include Lexical Index Model, Information Packing Hypothesis, Image Maintenance
Theory, Semantic Specificity Hypothesis and Embodied/Extended Perspective. According to the main
independent variables, the research paradigms fall into three categories, namely, allow-and-limit gestures,
the change of gesture patterns, and changes of situation. In addition to in-depth study of the neural
mechanism of cognitive functions of gestures and their intervention research, this paper proposes a
theoretical model with more explanatory power - the "Spatializing" Gesture Hypothesis.

Key words: gestures; cognitive function; lexical index; information package; embodied cognition





