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WikitkAE, MR FE RN FEENRSMELR
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BRI 2 8 — 2 1 T4, o7 WA SR Y] 40 19
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S WAL ] B R A AR LB, 2 A 2 2T B B T
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AR, O Tk 2B T R U8R Y B ]
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M DL 1 I AT A, AT L R B R
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R BE LA HE IR S AR P IR T
PR IR B AN W U0 4, 1075 55 S50 AE 45 B AE L,
H UL TP LR R A SE I R B b e A TR
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i (Antovich & Estes, 2017),
4 MHRARE

41 NEBEHESKRMERAVISHZN
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(Potter et al., 2017; Wang & Saffran, 2014), &
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et al., 2017), % S 05 2 IR DT 1) — Fh b sk
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ST LB B 3 00 19 0 i 2 75 23 5 1 Mg 23 35 1)
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P65 2 I (AN tupiro) 8 15 (AN go), A4 X Fh
FEFAER TGS 252 5 WS iR 1Y)
At FEWE? Siegelman %5(2018) R B il 7F 58 B
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0] LU B 43 B A 5 2 s, IF ik —
K XA e AR S BAE .

MWF 2 bR, REANRG KX S8 A 2R 5
YO Y R SR B R O BRIE B AR — A R i
R, kMEIRAHIA (Linear mixed-effects models,
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Theinfluence of linguistic experience on statistical word segmentation
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Abstract: Ample statistical learning (SL) studies have shown that individuals can perform word
segmentation by tracking the likelihood of syllable co-occurrences in continuous speech. The classic
“exposure-test” paradigm was widely used in this field, in which participants were first exposed to an
artificial language and then tested in a forced choice task to assess learning effects. Recently, research has
shown that participants’ linguistic background, including their phonological and lexical experience, may
result in experience-dependent SL. After a systematic review, we also discuss the direction for future SL
studies. Specifically, we suggest that for studies involving Mandarin native speakers, researchers should
carefully examine the separate and combined effects of various linguistic experience in order to better
understand statistical word segmentation.

Key words: linguistic experience, statistical information, word segmentation





