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BESGAME TG, RRMEUREHENH

B+ X
(MBI R F 2 E =0, 1WA MR 273165)

W E HAHETAAWMEZHERANS, BWRIELAF L ENE AL 2B TALIES L&, AL
HAEETZEL., AiBUARRAN T, RE. Ziikdebih h 24, £RAGABRILEL A% TF.
B SUAe i ) Ae R0k K Rt hab b B —F IR T ESUAS 2 i e LB A LAV 2, R, BT R
BRAE S iNFn £ 5. 8 kAiE A fn B £ F . E AL B R E S P LT T B ERED,
EgE E Uik EL D F R AR, E A E AL, A2 ALE

SRS Bs42

HE NIRRT Lttt B, BHiE PIERFRIEE S, BRI ANEREE 0T
WEE S b, AW, OHEERZE N — KW fur {d P AR TR SCRTR o 3 SOHE 3 SC& LA
BT IRR, R 5 R R EE Y REAE T8 PUERRB BT N ZINHLHI A, AT
N BRIE] A AZ I 5 VA, T i D) RE 0 SE IR AEAR K2 FE A% Y 3 RIHE BT R 358 b i A R =0 o AR Ui,
B LR T e L, AT E e mE ., RE i SCINHV R 2 B T AT 45 75 B X &2 R Bl 4R
RN B LA e BR AR, B (Badre & Wagner, 2002; Hoffman, McClelland, &
GkE, BXRETIHFTEARIAL KN, AT Ralph, 2018; Ralph, Jefferies, Patterson, & Rogers,
iR S YA T R H e R IR AR R, B A 2017; Yee & Thompson-Schill, 2016), FE7 it E:Ail
XTI R R (R R T, PLlE, B XA AE T AR T RS AR AR A AR B
X, K%, 2014) AFRHIE X LA/, 5 SRFM, TTRAEFFEI AR E, 2011), H L, 8 SGAHRE
ENIIRE H&, 18 U EA Z WL, BAE WEZINM ARG I RE R EE IR . W H il R
HFHEA . REAT AN EZRRHRE, mixd RGEME L ER R G W EE, 15 LRIERGHE
HE 19 52 300 35 T AT 0 3 S0 IE B LR A RALE, HAATFRKEZNERGE ., 23, 155 . 15
BE SN, Bl2E . BB IEMIIE SOANADER 51 2o TR R) 1Y e B 56 AR 52 BRE A 0 TR 1Y 4
LT SCOTRIRCA S o F 30 S5 P 1) i S 4 AR R o iR, AT NES MAEE T 4
PRI, BRITEE SCNHTAY KR AL . 52 mm (R 3R J I R RAS BRI . BRE BTSSR
A HLEXT TR E TN . ARGERES G LG T &AL, X IhEiR e, 5L
UIREH & RIS MSE R & . il R G FEAAEE LR R MIE GRS T RS,

N A FEATES . BRYUE SCRIER ARG, LUE
L ORXARE XD R £ T A 2 £ 25 ER 0 O 0 A

TSGR SO AR R 3R A5 0 B B 7 M (Hoffman, 2019; Ralph et al., 2017), Z&R%
SRR BRIE TR, BER AR E T3 L PR TSR A M 28 R GE i ik, B
HEEB R R RS . DR RI, 18 LRIER S
FE S R G EA AR B & RAEVLH A =

WHi H Y1 2019-08-19 = T e s .
57,2017 N NN N

o B FIE S B 11 8BYY092). ,2017), WIS #ATA R0, R 4
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2 BEXOANHMBEARN G ZRINFHLF
K H & E A

21 JLERL-IEXNRGHNEWR
SN, AR ) R R R AR
RN, FNEME L RIBE X RGP R AR, Bl
il ZH I ER 43, BB EETE LR R IRZ, AR
A B b R T (EAEFR, 2006), PRI, A4
T SUI R JR 2 T AR 1) SORAS I BE Rl 22 1, 1 9A]
SR ARG MR TR IR & . WFFE R W], A
A g B AR AR W s B Y, SR AR E
PR, A WFIE KB, 7~8 A~ H B4 LE T LI
U R R RDE X, O 8 IR R )
(Cheour et al., 2002), JLE R4 B [6]35 # 4
A CRE R LRGEWE? 1 2R, 24
MR LA BB LE TR D K A 3 AN )i L
KR BIRNC 18 L R Bt (Arias-trejo & Plunkett, 2009,
2013; Rama, Sirri, & Serres, 2013), Chow, Davies
Al Plunkett (2017)38 52 U ] 405 175 5% 98 X (four-
picture Visual World Paradigm, VWP)% %51 24 />
AFT 30 A A RA4h)LE B g -2l ] s ia)i -
T CRAE MG 7 =X, F L 1 58 5 W o i Vi s
LG, BILAR S a8 2 I 4 08 (35 0o
HAri, 5 HMRIEES . 3 SCHESCETE R )
Ve ALDE 16 5, T8 4 F- AL T o R, SR
A B O T HEAT R . SRR, M
ZHTR S LR DA SR A ATT 0 iR T TR 1 S
MR R Ak, I BT OIS F PR EUL OC THE
SCR RIS B HRAPIREY, 18 A LAHM
LM O L R A MIRENC -5 L RS (Rimd
etal, 2013), JLEIRNC-H X RGN KE, Bz
MR, W2 B LEINMRE I MBS &
AR . SR B B5 I T8 i 4 v AL 3K (Intermodal
Preferential Looking Paradigm, IPLP)E‘JE??E i
T YL A THE 18 LR BAEAE R 2250, %
I LIS b e 2 0 XA — B A2 =0, A
VWP BFFEA[R] 2 %L TPLP BIF 50 [ ik
KK, BfFE®E HERERLERC¥IdE
PR F bR i) o SR AL A 2 R A B B, A
LA DU 32 B Bkt 3] 3 AH G FiE 1) 84> 22 A 0 AL
BB, AB20IA B L E 28 3 b 4 ) 5 Fn 2%
PRER ZR kR S IPLP WFFE R W1, 4L i1k L&
G2 5 A INE—1F LRGP F I, BAR4

JUTE 1 %7 b il 22 B0 o 0 35 40 1 A Uk, IRk
A HR) 5 = SCHIVE L, E A AT 598 22 (8] 3 A
RLPEFNE SCAR R ) AR AR BEE 2 4 B A T IR
TR . ZEIEW T ILE ML LI T Bt
BAR) HEAT G A B TR — 0 B A 3%  BAR B
BAE) 22 (] T RN R SCI AR ARU A X BR8] 5 A7 S L) 119
WHE—1E LR SG H G R & MY LG ik
SCFRAE B 6 I S ] 32 AR s N R A Y
HBIZ LA it i 7 NS T P R IB0R AR SUE B,
HRR R B B A S22 5%, D LN DG R
B F B BEEE LU A AT 4R B UM R Y B T
(Chow etal., 2017), 74, AWFSE KM, EFEES
PIFE S AGE JLE, 5iE LR, X i
Z A2 0 R MARBUR, X REZMPIFIES
IR IR —E LRGN R JE, 27 A5
TN T AR ORI ERE L2, 3= A b AT]
A RE Ty BEA AN A B 0] oAb BEE A G . PRI,
WA TN BE LB SO T A A F2 7] 68
[R5 45961 5 (Rama, Sirri, & Goyet, 2018).
22 JLEEXAAENRERENER

MIE R R Bk, By ILE 2R
TG B8 DA 601 5 W 14 B ety R 4 3 SCIA R
A, M2 ARYE B B A X ) 4G 1R A TR
SR, SR AR B S AR A T B
SRR, A6 41 mA S Y R g
HYRA RIS (DT, 2005), BIFMEH T IL
WHE W T IE— R IME, BIH— 5
TR LB T Z M IR s . e, JLEE
o <Ay AR I KB DU SR B
Ja AAE LT JLEE 23— et e g AR D Y
Wik, B4 —A~R R R — A AR T aE L
RAEHE—FpEY H, P AT
INGE . JLE X RI LR R SOIE RIS, Bl B4R 2
AR LT A 4R R, AT 5G
EFME IEZ A%, LI SR SCEE LA R 138 25
FasE, SEJLEMFAIC - XRG4t
BWiEE AW,

B TR IR AN, 4iiT %> (Statistical
Learning)/& H A KJLEEE . EFE, EHX.
AL AE ZAE T PG A5 0 B G ORI R
BOTET %IV Gt RN R 5K
P4, BEERIRILEREREIE T LMk
AT, TASGE R IO ANE T IS A S R



1158 O B R 2 it B

%28 %

(Wells, Christiansen, Race, Acheson, & Macdonald,
2009), “F R F RS2 2 B U MEEA 1
— PR RS R AE ST, AARTEAR L A0 I 5t X
FRA MBS . EFE . 15 XBERAEFEUR. F
WFFER, 8 A H KA B LA & 55 U [F) A 2E B %
B 28 LR, A AT nT AR X R M TR
Fp R A5 N ) 3R)E (Saffran, Newport, & Aslin,
1996), 12~14 /> H R AL LT L o pRe s 14
EZO7 SvalivE s N IR 1 B775 de s E W e R J U
BATA Y R SO SE MGRE "% > (Smith & Yu, 2008).
BT gt emg, JLE T LK SRAS iR T S
FB A IE Ser, dn] LU B 8 )
PEBOZIR PRI LR, A, B, 2018),
Arizmendi 1 BA 5 4 S0 A0 2% 2 SE B8 0 ST
FERI, BV BETE R 1 2 )L B A R e i
S NG AR A A L S THIAEL A 2 Y RE ) (A,
Meyers, Oglivie, Nicholas, & Arizmendi, 2014),

bR, JLm R TER VA G 1T 2T 1Y
FERb LB BT 1RE i T R ¢ (Iexical-semantic
mapping system)o B4, JLERUTAEE RIEFH
JFA T T I A IGE U B e DR BE,
JU B e ) 2 38 o 55 1 A S, IR, E Rt
SRR SO T TR o TR SO 2 1l
JUEETE T i S (] YOG F Bk BOE . W1,
[] it BE A IUR K B O AR IR ok . fERE
T R R SO RO 1 B3, L 3E AN T b
AR H N TR T SR R (37, 2005). AT A
B, WERR . TR AR BGE UFE R, LES
PR T 25 S\ S SR s S A R IO S (R
R, 2000), EHAORBEL, FA7EE =P ERAE SR (1)
A F RS . Z R s LE X A S
FENUAAAE 19 A BLO BIOR S HEAT VP4l AR5 AR DF
i 45 RN E O T 75 KT R X ik o A7 3 i
A2t o (2) Ff I 3 SR o X — SR AR (92,
24 Lz W 2 F ARV 1 S AV I A0 &R 58
C AR R & —HEECE AR R AR, 2 X%
TNC A R L . B) AR F 1B . XK IE TR
HJe LIS R B 2B R AR A K . K
N5 T 125 BE BN LA K75 T D A ) % ) L B 5 285
B R HEA TV T A
2.3 EXIBMEZRABEISE

B2 BARe Sy, AT SCARIRE T 1 3k
LTI 2 BFE R, BULAHAETFR, 3t

REREFEIN B SR TE = v R X 43 B i) B 15 405,
7~8 A~ H B LEERE M E 3 i P R BRI K,
B2, FEIRNCIE SO H & SRl 7 A A e Y g
KAEHBEANEFEKASE, A5tE HF M
3¢ 3, {37 (event-related potential, ERP)4% R %2 T
7~9 A HEILIE LT3 0 p ML, S5 R A
FESETE CERNCE UE B AR, 94~ A K
WL K T AL A N400 i B4, T 74~ A
KA B )LINE A WELE] N400 Ji4Y, 4B Ififiik
SHAE AN SRR, 9 AN H R E LA %
A L HA T RSN SO HIHLHI(Reid et al.,
2009) . 3 SCEE A BN HRE D) BT B R T IR
Friedrich F1 Friederici (2005)ff FHiE S 34T 55,
R T 12~19 D H AR BRI IAE UG R R
Fe, 255944 12 A RMWEILE b, A RIrR
T SCB AP R) N400 4y, B8 19 MK
M4 L& A LEE B0 2L R N8 SO G BILI Y
N400 il4r. #Eik, BFRF AN 1 Z a2 ILE A
F B F IR BOE LN RE S, HIE AR
NI EHIES] 18 MHLELARREA ., B 191
ARMLILRI B LB ATE R N400 1457,
(R« VR AR A e BR A7 O 1 AR A R AT
TEZSFME . PER SR, N400 47 I5 i H oy
o e Bk, A0 RN B AR X R S, HA
BRI RN L A2 2 BRE SR A, AR LB R & L
BRI DX I R A B, LV RO SR B 25 5
AR, AU, JLEE UE S AR
G AR AR A, RIRTEEINME RIS
5. UbAHh, MR E ST ERP HIR BT 21~24
AL TR OB NIRRT, 25 R, W%
1 H [ AR 5| R il UA— 8 B LR
FRABOR PIE L TR N400 sy, Uil
AR B JLEE XTI L2 (A B SR B A T IA e
1 (von koss Torkildsen, Syversen, Simonsen, Moen,
& Lindgren, 2007; Arias-Trejo & Plunkett, 2009),
ANikdnik, W& E L8 24 A AMEKE 2 B4
B XIS SIAE S, Ramad, Sirri Fl Serres (2013)
RSB IMES ST 24 A H KRBLE A WAL
R 3 W EE B AR R 0 L4205 BN i N400 AT,
P UL AT R g, BRT LRER B LE
i &SI i

K H ERP HARMMFRC KM, 12~24 MHE
A 0 B4y LA B s SCHER . 1B A
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T SRR 3R LR SRR 1. R4,
AR B0 B4 LAE 1 i SO R rh 2 5 0
NG TR LI T e & s
() %€ v 771 ERP B AR ARG, =R IRIEBITh
REME LR BUG H AR MR X 1% A R HEAT T 3R AT
5o — A 5 5~10 % LT 5815 SR B AL B A iF
F R, JLE RSB ARG LRI s, B
HIA7 BT SCAb B 25 B DX A L T R 5 4y
BTG BnG A8, ZEMIBRIR B AR L R AMI, K dnas
Bl ZE Hp U A 3G, AN IR LB R 7E LR E 4
Jii X £ 384 3% B 58 (Balsamo, Xu, & Gaillard, 2006;
Binder et al., 1997), 17 X1 XRAF T ERH,
JLEETERUT o 10 AR M X (BA 47)F030 L o 151 i
JEMI X (BA 22, 21)Z2 3 H B £ 193037 (Booth et al.,
2006), Chou % A (2010)L4 9~12 % . ELA A[AIE
SCPRARKOT AL R g, IR SO T 4
PR R 22 T AT TWFSE, KBRS AR K F
AR, AR T [l A ] T P AY S X
WAL R G R 0, T SRR K SF A
A, AR [B1RER F 1] P A R O
XA Z WS . BFFE R A, 38 R K
AR 1w PT R T AR G B A BN U
W, SE0E kR A L2 0 R T TR
il T R 110 A X o 7 5 — A O 9~15 % L i
SGASIEIBEFE H (Chou et al., 2006), BFFE #1114
PUAF S 3R I LB AE AT 1R U R AT S50, A
o N T 1 S T R R R A R P e S i)
WS, RS UL AR AR L3 BT RS 4 Y
T SCFRAE AN S 48 fE A LH . 1, X
TR IR, A ML [0l (BA 22) Al 37 98 B FIAE IS
KN, A b B (BA 21) 03800 N FiE SCHE
i METE PR A DG, 25 UL AR /N | i U
I FREAR A B3k, o SCINZEN 36 2l v A 22 35k %) 38
AR

3 BEXOAHZHRSAMNG REME
E i

B AR BEMLAEE L, AR A 2% A A D) fig
B SR, M NREO IR 3 A
HIBE ) A AT G B A= 2 A (T 507, 2017), H
i, AR NS A IR, (A G SCAR
REJI R 2 R A AL IRATAE S e o o A TAIE I
ABEFE R, i AR AR R E, &

PEEL At (Laver, 2009), 78 SGAHIZHE /3 &
B, 60 % LA L B84 NIRNEIE SCIN AR 43 BT 2 5
T30 & LUF AR BFFEE A X 2 i Tl X
HITHBE & A8 W8 1 MG BT 1S 0 T 5 3 (Verhaeghen,
2003). HEiL, AT SO AR IFA ™
&, SFRAMLL, BREILE NS g
BT 2B, HEBSEANTEE LA A
1R Z BO7 AR R IR R RS E, B4 NRIRA
W SCGAFRE 1. SR, WA BT ks X
NI G AT, X 25 N s SO
AR R, AR AR R R ) Bl A
By AT S I SR A, T LLSR SCIAJ0 A 7] skt
1 1Y 77 78 2 1L B 4 (Hoffman & Morcom, 2018;
Hoffman, 2019; Boudiaf et al., 2018), WF573H,
T AR T 1 & Ak S AR A R PR 4 I
o F R, T S B AH AT 55 YR AR
(Wierenga et al., 2008), Boudiaf % A (2018)ffi Ff]
fMRI FiARHE T 24 R SLAr2Ehe 01 o 17 08U
WOR, IEW BB S EGE R R TR,
T 5 1A A e R AR = AR A A oG . i iig
B 235 R D) 38 7S 78 U5 B BRI R R A R A X,
SERBOE RS . [, 522RER 60378 UL
X A 2 BRAE I X, B AR 8RB B
TR, R RUM, AN R . 15X RE
1155, AR T ZLAE AT 23R 2 X DL
P22 2R IR 2 AT S BOW IR SO TR B BEAR
T SCIAVHIBE J7 19 28 100 R 3 B 132 B A K7 1
WEFE B, el s A i B 6 2 48 N 3R] SUn T
AU R, AIAES @A B R
SCAYHR, TR AR A S v SR SR AR AR
R ) I 4 A SR 48 2 5 18] (19 15 8 3K (Payne &
Federmeier, 2018). ItAb, #4E AR B 38 BRAF K -
Sz BRNCE LEE N, EEEFRFEET
TG EL A 2RI PRI, SR R B 55
Bemy o, #E il HE B bR I fE 77 518 (Hoffman
& Woollams, 2015; Pexman & Yap, 2018), — ik
A i LT AT 55 A 5 R W], AR5 AAEAE 55 h 32
AR T iR, XA R 518 R
IEMEBEHAX, MILZT, BFANEARAH
TR VS AR T - a ks, BFE Ay, &
AEN BT SCRHR B R AN IR AR B K
o, AL L ICR S R, AR AT EAT L
22 (AR T B R, DA B 1) 52 B S g 52



1160 O B R 2 it B

%28 %

¥ 1F % (Hoffman, 2019),

WA, W SCINEIEACAR B T 0 Zpp g A o
WEE 45 S SCHE . 5 24 N A2 [m ) S0 AH L,
A TR BOEEAERZ R E TR EN, 1
AN, AR NAE AT MR AR ] 0 T00 I ) 980G 2, i
A A N UEE A 0 [ DX I ) 98T . AR IR L
T TEAE S5, Baciu AN (Q016) KM, BHFHHR
FAEROATE AR . B . ALt TR
T, BAE ASTIZIE AT 55 04 R o 3876 1A B 7 A 2
BRI Tl 115 5 AR 18 A X Xk, ARk
BR ) G B TR ELAE AT [ KO8 I AR 3 S
Wi{T: % (Lacombe, Jolicoeur, Grimault, Pineault, &
Joubert, 2015y, AF5E A FE SUIMER I0T X 11 22 0 3t
I 07 40 O X ) 98 RS A AR N, T A e A i
R S TR R AR

LE BT, W SGAA AL R g i F s
FH3OE SGAE AP AT AW EA 0
FERW, T ERAF AN SR R SO T A K
1R PT SN & 48 (Hoffman, 2018, 2019; Ralph
etal., 2017), BZAERN, B NFETE LFRAE . H
AR 1 R AN A B, i
SCNEN AT 2R BUAE W S B ve 8% . i) . 540 |
Bl | ERREE RS . i H, 18 A
XD AL MBI N R S VTR 1Y, B
FNZE— AT INATBE ) 2 A0 5 B % Rk
R, kA MEARANUF R, 35 4
DX — B PHAT 8 0 A 55 8% 1) i X o o B
BATAL RO AT A (AF) . Z2%0 K [BI(LIFG). 7
JE B E (pMTG) S X o i HL, &4 A3 S
ZoBOE IR I F A 2 B 1T IX ek 1) — B AT 55 X
BB RS, 22 sk 0 5EE SGN R LA G
XIH (4G LIFG .pMTG FiI dIPC) ¥ 800 58 s 59,
AL & A7 &0 T I8 (IFS) . & BI(MFG) . 4T
R T 2 5T (dTPC) AN A AT 41077 151 4 5T (dACC)
TE W ) £ 75 5K B 4% (multiple demand network,
MDN) X 38 U 5 2 5 58 B 38 % (Jefferies, 2013),

IeAh, FiE AR 00 0 5 iR 2 3 iU
SCNAEA IR . DR RV, &l TAEILIC T
WE A — i A B 2 R % # 2 AF JH (Fiebach,
Friederici, Smith, & Swinney, 2007), B AR LETRILC A
WU AR N AR R N AE ] i 22 5, (A7
i FH /R 3 R R OG 7 55 2 A% R A PG /R B
BAABE, BN RIAWNAF R (Vassileiou,

Meyer, Beese, & Friederici, 2018), &k, Caplan,
DeDe, Waters, Michaud F Tripodis (2011)1A A iX &
BT EENTE TAECIC A B R 50T #H
Herpil A5 B RE ST . 3ok, Fil TAEIRIZ
E T 1 35 1R A 23 52 ) 1) 2 4 TR B R 0 15 &
HAB FAHEEERE 1o ok BB D 32 B A A AT o e B,
AR R FH 1845 2 2 10 BV /) 143 1) i T ik
55, I HAWAT ) T8 58 22 A A0 BE R 43 B 251K
00 35) =25 {45 17 (Rayner, Yang, Schuett, & Slattery,
2013).

4 EEER=E
41 JLEMBANBECAONBEEEES

S

WSCRE RN A R, st BARE, LE
AR NFETE SCNHDLE] A e B R 22 5 . TR
X AR % 22 5 B IS A9 A ] 340 S 1 X B AL W 2
— PO S 3 AR, i SO K e AR TR S,
TAEICIZ A HA 538 SO T ARG A M BE 7 1 5
1B S S AR SO TR HE A 3 ZE R (Kave &
Knafo-Noam, 2015). [Ff}, 5 L5680 A2
2 B MK I Z — (Hoffman, 2019), JLEH T
HETAEIL . BFARETESRAGEER 2
S, BT UAABATTAE 38 SCIA RN J7 T 3R 80 Hh Y 22 S,
W RENAR, MEILE T/ECICE B LOES
Z R WTIEK, 7R SOARILE B okmg L&
BANETF—3 75—, JLE AR
NTETR SN &R L BA B 2 5. 78R U
TR b, AR A 3 v ] A SR 2 AR
Ry, mLEEZMELSE LT, fHA
LR A TS, B A RS R B, AR A
FETE LB EAR S5 TR — R B 3 . OIS Y
T, HJLENE P8R . 523 040
J L33 #2 (Benau, Morris, & Couperus, 2011), 7EJ
XS b, JLELETE SO T B R T A2 2 Bk
At DX ) TG B s A, SRR T B — AT )
RERYETA DX 3 T LAE N B4R AR L, 24 A
DTG T 5 22 2 BR1E SN T IR 3 X R A A 2 Bk
X, B, AEFH AR ILEFMBALEE A
HIBIL] 7 T AR T ) 22 5, (R <00 19 L 8 b i
Bfta . Rt adrdifian, DSR2 S 1 R
a3 A5 B TR SCINFIAT: 55 R 55 4 R B A7 A
1w, WEBRARGHIG
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4.2 IBEXMAEARAZUERNERMEIRTT

BT, AKX, s e e A B
A 2 SR E AP TE AL AL . —FP 0N R,
BEAE A= BRAEIE I, AIERNRIBE ) A 5 2 40,
T 8 SCIA %0 BE 7 0 AH X £ ££ 58 I (Alatorre-Cruz
et al., 2018; Poulisse, Wheeldon, & Segaert, 2019),
B2 SONAL, AN RIRE 1 AT A B A 5 kA
AL ? B, 1R AL SRS TS A A R AR
Fo B XENEF R SR, HTHREDA
i R KRB WHRE R, 28 T PRk AR
AR, BRI Z AR T MRS 2R,
NI AR RO AEAE AT o ) 2t — B4
HARMME N AE LN RS, 2| TR A
W, HN T 2 R T T AR IS A2 35 N 0 B,
B ZNMBACRE W, K, F A EA &
AR BN 22 RAEDLE . BEFERBA, i LAIA
IR 2 AL ETALHE LW e [ A A A
2255 A 1 OUN X 4, T R 3 T 4 2 SR AE ) 2
LG R R BT I8 03— T X S 2 ) 3R 2 s 0] 1Y
% (Shafto & Tyler, 2014), Fi i &5 i A0 100 - A 2
EACHA X B H AR, T DL AR AR B2 5
% M P AL B 52 I (Harley, Oliver, Jessiman, &
Macandrew, 2013). {H37E# R B 2 15 R,
T SCA N2 ARO[ RE BT A, 3 Andmli i L
IR A FUE SRR SUARTE U A (Boudiaf et al.,
2018; Hoffman et al., 2018; Payne & Federmeier,
2018), i H i SCGAE B ATEA (A AR B Bl T i
N

ERNET RAEN WA FEH A5, 78 Lk
. ARSI A TE XS ) i B . A R A,
TR A SN AR A IR S, 1 SGA
HRRE RLZ A A BTN AR . 4y
AR 5T S Al 1] T sk N s B 4k . 15 X
INHIBE AR SE4FWe 7 a2 AL i SCE A
()4 & A ARE e 2 Ak AR SGA R 2 A2 15
BA DM A A SGAR B 206 R A
K Ry o8 5 AT 55 IR TRl T A BT AN [] 2 3 286 i) R0 i A5
WA
43 B AHEBAEZWMERNE

TSGR B E 2 A ANG 3, %0 12 B
RN SCRAE . R AER . F iR ARSI
FRMEEZE A EI 2, 32 ERN0 13RS . R
PRSI Z R AR R R . Y HTA OCHE SO

AL B BB T 2ERERZ W,
GBS 2SN SIE RSN i E i k)
R AR, TR ) 1543 (age of acquisition, AOA) 218
B ] DL Sk w48 TR 2 i RS AR B AR Y . 1R
B SRBEN N LI, 2016), iRlY1 > 15T AT
el X ARG P IR EENEE, JEEIRE Y
TEANAAE K h A 25 AS (7] ) # 22 RAE FL Al T
HHEFRME WA Z R HIk, W0 4F %
AN W B RIS R AR B, [RAE & R
FE R RAZAL . RNCE ST AR ) X6 1 S
INHIEEAL S A BT AR W ? &5 151
T AR, T B 2T 45 i 1R S 3
RBg? 546, B A RN & Bm r i
FAA A, i HOA TR M b ke 1 2 & B A, B 4 6]
HRR R X 1 SCIN R Ak SO e 2 ma W 7 40 L i)
BRI PR TR SR AR 52, G5 i S i 57
TUNC A0S, R0 I a7 28 BLAE e ?

&k

B, B, Bk (2018). WEE MG IR TL—
kB @ N AR R NBE RS . A EFHHE, (3),
78-82.

HERFFR. (2000). #0555 Lig: BlEIMEEE
J AL

T3 (2017). i F NE B ALE] R s Sk mh. O F
HHSE, 25(9), 1479-491.

B, (2017). ZHEAHGE R FRX FIHRG R
g (2R 30). HHRORE, KF.

ZARES. (2016). PRI 2 AR e RS B HL R . 74
LR FIR(NA XL FZIR), 14(1), 54-57.

Y357, (2005-03-16). JLH G & > A AR il SUR R
WEIC. BAEINIE A FE RG2S FFK), (5), 106-
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The acquisition, development and aging of semantic cognition
and related neural mechanism

CHENG Shijing; HE Wenguang
(School of Educational, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, China)

Abstract: Semantic cognition is an important part of language systems, and thus the exploration of its
development mechanism and the underlying neural mechanism is of great significance to reveal the
development and cognitive mechanism of human languages. This paper focuses on the acquisition,
development and aging of semantic cognition, and further explores the mechanism of aging in semantic
cognition and related neural mechanism based on systematic elaboration of lexica-semantic acquisition and
the development of semantic cognitive ability and strategy. Finally, discussions were made on the differences
between children and adults in semantic cognition, syntactic and semantic cognitive aging, and the
influencing factors of aging.

Key words: semantic processing; semantic acquisition and development; aging in semantic cognition; neural

mechanism





