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* #t 7 47 & (Regular Articles) °

ZIERESING: BRHEERBERN?

BTE X
(M BRYE K 2f DB, MR 273165)

H E BFALALRAEIMIARZEEMEFTHNIEE, FRFRBLELPLAEFETLEM,
CHBR % &k BFHELDARK, —EL2)A TR EHE LK EBEIL L ANFIRRAESFE, EEEIT AR
ZuAMEFH L2 LAY A B AEENIEREG AR L, SAMERT, KA ECE B E Fo BB PA B
B, FoHf R @A BEHGLEER Yol L, RETHRT ZARE LGP FHRRARTRGHATR
B, HFBANT REEET LS AL, W wGE RN 69 T R, AR L2 K EF.

KEiIE BHilk, AFLE, FiETA, —ERL

745 B34

JESk, VR E N UR TR R A BT i R AP, T EL L1 L2
G, BRI T AR RTINS FRIMAGT B, B AN %
TS DR 3, JOUBE . GE M i o0 AR e O T L 0 R 3 8 R
GRG. HWRE BB RE T, I 4, 465 0UE . SAGEE R ERIFIE T (Buccino
T 5EHE 3 A MBS SE A sshib & et al., 2017), WF5X#H R H go/no go jE=(go/no go
R DX, B 5 0 TR AR AR T Sl R B Y paradigm), go 45 o141k 5 B0 1A I — 2
AT B RO B RS 2k FBIAR (L DALy i R A TR R M P P A6, go 2%
I, A7 AR (L) MBS A XD o BB A PRI 2, T no go 4% 6 75 S (dm
BATIR SRR L2 DRI R AR S SR g — e 2 oMo RO P M) 25 % LR
LSS L2 DRI RSROLS LUAEAERT g g0 s qp T, 3 1o w4 A 3 A P
Z2estr T LURMM RS VAISEM T L2 ey it 12 50 GRS . 3B 41T 08
Iy ASCEAEIAT BAA L2 AR gy g 1 o TR R RS B R 4
JEM) MGGl L LARPIRESI LB SAERE W50 gy g s, MR T o 0
KPS L2 RAEFUINTHLR ST L2 BORABTR. o DG e 00 a1 B Stroop

1 CEESNGNNEER LS SRR o b R s L R
TR A B AT I, 45 5 e TR M9 2 i) s
SR VBRI 7 16 DG BRI (41, 7551 42 42
o F A 17 R R, L1 ASE AR L2 9
VIR B0 SR R, SR Bt G T 1 L AR
3 L 0N AL B L 55 B3R A Ty
el B N T A RCR) B
Wiy I : 2021-04-23 1) (0 T A 2K DL PO L i L1

* LR AR AL 4 (ZR2019MCO48) il 11 2K 4 155 4 P N JIN .
ey eamaeey A L it e B LI oy S5 BT A
WAEVEH: M), E-mail: hewg@qfnu.edu.cn ) ) 2 T 3a)iE, e o+ HOHE ) e ik, R

11 ZTiIEREINMNE: 1TAHEEMIESE

KA E—RICE TE, Bergen %:(2010)% % 4
T L1 B L2 S 3af 69w 7e S i i
FRRI, S5 RRE, iR DO A 1 T Bl

1970
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F Stroop X AAE, LhBEUR YA R vh 23 6] )5
A7 A 18] (9 B (0 5 TR AT 1) b a1 m) T A2 Bl
(I, auf “on”, iiber “above”fl unter “under/
below”), Z554% & IR0l 3 90 11 o 2 A RE 45
BN, A L2 FE R 3 A8 N T AEE Ty A 18] i it 7R
rPALAE TR R B ERN 25 5 (Ahlberg et al., 2018)s
FAHQ016) % A 1 I XUHEH I T RS H %
BgE . PUAENL, ERE S LRERILT U
K/ INFRRNI e b 25 ) o7 B T ) A 880 0 o 1 7
JAZF (2019 R IR shii s, % A Jn sh &R b
e ARE B PSR W TR s, 45 R R A
J 3 H) % fn B Ar H) 8 JE 18] B (Stimulus Onset
Asynchrony, SOA)ZF, FohERICTEE S
PESRIIN T 7748 T THAEH, HAEK SOA 54T,
SR I, RRX . ARE SR T
PR T ARBERON, HIZAN F BRI E KF L2
B & b, KK L2 Bl WG A 00 . BRA AR
ZARFBE L2 T A B B s Ah, US4 AR
2% 1 1l G2 A1V A T T v 3 B o £ T A L B AL
N o VL8 AR (2014) R Fl 25 ) i3 3l v =k — i85 24
U A B v 2 5 R S S B (IS 46 T 23 )
Famn) AT THFSY, SR E/R, TEHME ML,
5T 5 S 38 T 1 2R B N T A2 B 25 el B
o] PR R B, T 4 1) A BT R I G AR SR
PR T 23 () BT

KT LR Z R SA . IR IRNCARE S 52
ISR RE, AR ST AS R Eh 2 AR AR, A i
F¥ R T EL A 255880 B 1) ) B SCARE Ry S 3 A
W9 L2 BB ., Vukovic F1 Williams (2014)ik
far 2% L1 & . S0 L2 BT Al 34 2 8] BE B 1 31 E
A, #l4n, On the plate in front of you, you can
see a bone i1 On the plate at the far end of the table,
you can see a bone, Wr5¢/A)F )5, iTiE . AN
FA) PR 5 ) T TR R A AR, I R R Y R X
PR AR, GBS AR X RN AR, SRR,
AT GIE BB A 3 X B /N AR, i
) A 38 X5 I R 2 44 ) 4 3K A S I IR ] i 2 T I
Ji 454t . Sheikh FI Titone (2015)f# FHHR 236 i h;
REAET P HIOEH AR R BDRE T L2 154
TN A BB RON o SE g P kB R R 5 A R ()
T4 (R . W i) AR IENE R Ao 45
REM, ANFEF L1 SR T, {0 8w s
() HE AR _ A B L2 FRARAR 28 18] 9 T v sl

PEMCHFRE Ay L2 14538 0 0 A AE FR 431
S H G, %45 TE Foroni (2015)H9AF 58 ik
BTHESE, 2k A L1 IR R, RIS A D)
k. TEIRNS 5 EE 4 A IA A (Fan et al.,
2018), L2 145 TR 5 1Y BRAR 2 7577 A6 2L ) R AR
HIWE? HUt, Foroni [nl#ial 22 BLHE AR 45 1A F,
[i) By R JUL A A RS s B TR AR UL IR 6 3, )
TR R E A <1 am smiling”) sk ] 425 (40
“I am frowning”)X} 7 T B EE LA TG 8. W 9E 3K
BT EUTF LUAFEE R, YPE R R 4
IERS TN BRI i B Ok R T TS 3 ik = N S S
EVOE, (REMBHEHBIEEM BN AET, &A
R IREAUBIY o

12 ZTEESINAYA: MEBAEFEAEIERE

L2 H B30 mARIRAT T #4047 0 L 5 28

WS HE, HARLA B4 S 46 B I 0 S5 1 IR & i
Lo Rt — BRI IRIA AL 5 A B i 4
PRILRL, 53253 Al b 28 H 2 2 HOR
79T . de Grauwe 25(2014) 1 56 % F D R e 4t
P& 1% 4 AR (Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging,
fMRI) % 28 {85 (L 1)—faf 22 18 (L2) BUE & 0 X 8
BE o SEH DAy 22 1 1) X 52 300 ] 9 2y ] (7 o
W5 AR AEE R VR shin] SR RE, TRkt
ATIRNC AW o FE T 2488 X4 3 43 BT 19 25 SR B s,
Toie il [FE 575, 760 11/ Bz 3 AH 5C 3l i 1Y
SR, A A 09 32 B ik DR R AR A
AW EWOE . Bk, BEIEE R L2 AR E A AT
IR LT L1 A B B350 i HLz 3l X 1Y
VRO R A A7 BN T T g A 1 R )
(Tian et al., 2020), K H L1 BHF5T LS Fik 4
WORAZH WIS TN, =R FRZ 5 k-
& K 22 H %% Vi (Body-Object Interaction Effect,
BOI), % & H R AE 38 BAE & 5 JR A B 0E &
55 Fe HAH IO g DX AR ST IR 2, RN X S R R 1Y
T LA, R R AR A0 2R 8 S i X 5 T
T L2 AP R S A7 BOTAUY 7 Xue %5 (2015)
T RGN IR B R A 3 Y S A E AR
BOI R 19w fik, B8 T 4 Joeifif)+, ihil-3%
WEE WA T LA B AT W . AR
{if (Event-related Potentials, ERPs)%% R 0#T iR,
JRGEIE FNE A BT BOL WL a1, BRI
SRAER T X R B B iR B L IR
BOLIRJLZ&MF N K 1 HGR A N400, 1 HLAE iz
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SHAN X & BB 1Y P200 3500 &5 UL, Beiiiz
SNESTA BT L2 BOLiRRC AN 1., HAT R . A5
KB F N T 0] LR 30032 3 22 48 S LI X 3
T o IR B IAT i i 3 3% (Electroencephalograph,
EEG)IWFFTRFE L B T ERZE N . KA sh—&%
MFE, Dbl 243 1Y 2 R 20 Ak o SRR R i 32 3
J2 2 W05 ¥ 8K, Vukovic Al Shtyrov (2014)% %
THELD-EL)IGES L2 T H iz s ik 2
S5, S5 RAERBEIE M 150ms 5k
TIET S RRG RN, BARAON [ 58 B N 4N
L1 R R, FhiiREEREEEES5T
L2 AN T. . ZRLIAZERTE Birba 45(2020) A9 58
HAE R RTINS AE, PRI
PUPEAF (L1315 (L2)BUEH R AR AT
Bel LA R B AT A B SO R, R A B Y 1
F 7 R 2 IR 2K T AT DI Re i e b . 45
WoR, BZFHRAENET SR, bR
BIEMSCAR, L1 Bkny h R TIX 22 . A2 BR AR
[F]ZE a3, L2 ki R LR, EAH
KATHT IR, 8 8 K A I B S L2 gk
JEIEAESE, 5 L2 J9atEfAEE, BB EE 3l
REXRHMXE—ERELS5T L2 B85
S I

JRUE R AT R R 48 H AR 3 2R T 1 3 2
SEUESE T L2 B B A RN (W AA7E, EdA B
L2 AHEA B B P (disembodied) . HE 2R K I
(framing effect) & L1 ¥ 3K o & UL A DA 0 I 4
(cognitive bias) 5, H:TIREM B R 54
W APl R P B SR A 0 L L 2 AR R Y 5
HAEH RN LR B FE R, 4R Keysar
F(2012) 3¢ L2 145 T INVAISK IR 30 & 3
IHELRAN BTH %, A AT & A L2 AR
NIRRT B L2 TR AE A B M 3 B0 R
WLIH R B 2R, HAk, Foroni A K & M &
ERTEE M TR KM, FEEBET,
L2 Fl L1 IR H B8, (A7E &b
T, L2 &5 A m T 2 B0 B B0 . Sheikh
H Titone A & TH A E 25 171 040 Tt A& B T 2840
PRONE, A ATTIA R 3 22 F RO I 4 A, T i 17
LAk Z A 1 L BRI LSy, BT LA i T
ERHBLZHE G, FEFEQONRAEE
Stroop L2, FHE T E A L2 gidas \HEYC i Tk
VL B RN, 459 L2 3Rl 15 23 1) 2 =22 [ B

FRUES, 1830 G AN AN L 30N T s e B
B, AT L2 28 [BHANC N TR A B &
FHN BB B RGNS 5 Y HTA E L2 A
= BB RO R R BB A PRI . — LS
AR L2 RAEAN L1 K4 ANRZ, L2 £55 5 HAE
REMRM AR TR, P~k X R,
MELAZE Rl 55 A — Pl 2 Iy T 22 1 i
FH, L2 5T A TEZSMNABER, 3
AR RN TRMERAZ RR GRS
{5 B (Keysar et al., 2012), 248K, i TAL5 [FRER
me 1) L2 TA0E B 3k AR B e — T ¢ L2
A TR0 T 25 () B My 200 s i W 55 & B, A 1R
JE IR T 55 (semantic classification task, SCT)H,
R L2 g TR BN T A () B B 2y, (H AR A
FI W4T 55 (lexical decision task, LDT)H I BA &
B 8540 (He & Bai, underreview),

2 L2 BHINARA&E ENF K E R0
S

BRI FUESE T L2 B B0 AL, H
X IZABN S A R HIRIL AR E A AN O . AT RIS
NN, L2 BB # & EZEIF L1 (Ahlberg et al.,
2018; Dudschig et al., 2014; Vukovic & Shtyrov,
2014), 1 F A5 AR RNRNCE Sl ko 8 rh i 4%
B RRH IV DX e Hz 3 RGERY IO, it AR
AR PEFITE R RE, A SCRRZ 4 A 3o Bt i
{5 (Automatic Activation Theory, AAT), AW
KA L2 A B LB ROW I AN S8 L2 T 60 B
BN, B 22 L2 T A L1 B A 45 5 (Ahlberg et
al., 2018), BV L2 fin T rp i B B8O & L L1 AL
WA, ARSCRRZ R BEE T A PR (R (Native
Language Mediated Theory, NMT),

21 HB3hiEE: THEE?

L2 H B0 [ 3h#0E i IEds B 20k A TR
PN TS, ZAE 5 0 B R 2 Bl an SR A %
Fidik L2138 PR T R B B 5800, i iZ
RN & A B H shtE . b, Dudschig %£(2014)
KFIEH Stroop {55, 1Bk R 4 2 (o, ik
A7 BN Z W LR S, SR R, A [E LA
15 A AR AE 2 3 W BB R0 . Oy 1 i —2DIE
52 L2 BB RO ERE T A S i A2 L1 A iss
W, AT T L1/L2 H B3 & A A A ]
Difee iR L2 A ESRNERT L1 S, RS
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BN A IS ] 1 S ¥ S T L1, (B4 BT 45 R R
LI/L2 BN AL EESEAEESES, =
HRIMM B E TR Mk, &R L2 B
BRI 2 F B o de Grauwe %:(2014){ Ff fMRI
A T AEE (L)~ ff 22 35 (L2) RUH & R WA 55
PRI EOE R . MORER PP R S e 22 IR 1Y
[F) 5 3 1) S AR [RIVR 2y, 561 0 DX R4 1 43 #r
WoR, Twshim RS &, E3hREl AT,
PRI 4 32 20 i X RR A P A S By
WORAE . Rk, AFRE A L2 BB A 25
T LLAEE B REER, mije L2 AR B B4
LA A BE

BAREET LR RIS E N L2 B30
AR LLIEBMER, B Ao fbRed, Hixgie
WITFRIHE . B4, MRUSHRE L2 BBV A shibre
MR 2 BRI TAES, Bkl
TR A 1 S S R P T A LR R, H R AE
O T A R ) B R A A BB A AR S L2
T SCHBEGE S Az TOE A ROk L2
SCE, T L1 i S AR R ERAREOE o R
MG Z R R, BOEEIE T A R iR
W5 B B BT O o flan, A& IE )2 ZAR B (Revised
Hierarchical Model, RHM) (Wu & Juffs, 2018)IA 4,
X RCE FSK UL, BERNE T A ST AR R AE &
gt, BAETE Ly Rt ERIEN . A8 H BTGB AY
(Interactive Activation Plus, BIA+)E7E11:U\7‘7 PFES
BRI R AFAE AR R A HLRELS ) (Lauro &
Schwartz, 2017; Monaco et al., 2019), ¥k, HE#%
N A SIS TR 20k B L1 IAAL Sk, DRl
JH & G i g A . B % 8] (Magnetoencephalogram,
MEG) . £ fil # #| ¥ (Transcranial Magnetic
Stimulation, TMS)ZF 81 I 458 5 1) 1 22 H, A P 2
FORBESE . ok . LS8 A [7] 38 38 A B B0 iF
T TWR5E, S5 REIAET T R E IS 80~170ms,
B B A T IR RO A2 T AR R S AR
%, 5 WL I3z ) v T RO G ) AR A R B
2. Btz s )R B B E S (Xue et al,
2014), B2 o )2 ASBE IR R 247 2
AZZ i B HESE(The Immersed Experiencer Frame,
IEF) (Adams, 2016)iA %, L1 B 5 A{fi £ 2
R EEPE, 5 A5 M i
Y. BEREIMEGEBHERRER, EMEN—1
AU R BN R b i 2 30 RAIE, R Ok 4

BN F A5 W R, AN A 208 RAE A S0,
TR R T IN T, 2R, L2 W15 2 R 7EH
BRI IREE  BEAT Y, %) T 2T
B 2 R AR O BB A, 3R RS 5 T A
. H s EskZ BRI R, &A
TE B —A~SE R B BEERAE, 9T LA L2 B B30 9 14
MR Z2 2 5 THE 5 A5 R I8 i i A a0 21
REPFEMLER . FR, 2R L2 B S R0N 90 3%
P A S, AN R BN XY 27 B L2 AR
Ko H:>J 151} E] (Age of Acquisition, AOA)IFZI,
RPXF 5L | mrah L2 kU, e A
AR T REE B S, T BRI S A5 | (IR L2 F
T2 B L1 SCE RN o AR S IE 2 AR T,
L2 5 1l A HAE 2 ZR AR (] ¥ DG IR0 4 37 L2 4k
FER TR, XA L2 FW S, WS X R A A
AL IR R SS, T EAEBI L1 A e A SsE 8t
WE A& AL A O FE K, = L2 AT L R
B N TR R M R AT

22 HiEHS: BUTE?

BETH R S B R BIESE R [ Vukovie Hl
Williams(2014) BT . a0 1.1 {5 ik, scieH
W s fr 22 L1 % . P55 L2 ks
IR 38 0 30T B B AN () AR R S SO ), T AE )
His AR R S LR 1 F & R SR, 3%
CHAE “bone” 7E faf 24 i H T R 2Ll “boon”
[beans]/bo:n/). 5 KB, R 2 IMEARM KNS
TR B I AR G, AR L2 A R E
M2 ARAE LL TR W& 508 = S nis, sk
X 12 A 1 S5y I S BN, X 2 R Dy L2 fin T
P AL TR A L1 A R IE 5 R
FRIERIZE R . e, BESEE I L2 BB R0
L1 235 F Shiis i 45 5 . Ahlberg %5 A (2018)F X
23 [ A 10 B 5Tt S 4 AR, AT L2m
T AZNEE T L1 JEETE RO AR,
IR IR G AR T L2 ELE RN i A A o an SR
L2 BB LA LA L1 Ry, IR AIZsN &
A BB TE] R 2435 /5 T L1, Baumeiste %5(2017)3# 15 #it
LA R RIESE R R . SE 4 Ry dmA R
RN B, FEgiB B B b gl R 5 R i 1 43K
WraEATIEREFIWT, LR G BOWLE B WriZan) i
it 57, M MP150 £ 54 #E ST s # it
B WA E WL L K] (Electromyography, EMG)
1 B Jk H#1 (Skin Conductance Signals, SC), Z53 %
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W, BT LUEENE, L2 B2 imiNmhiE &
) EMG 1 SC AR 455, 681 L1I\L2 H B3 77
RS B EE NS, BE A MU R A
R, L2 4B LM E SR T L1, BHis
SLI ] #5 05 o

SYTRTA, “L1I\L2 H B30 78 2 B0 & &
Az I R] S A B 22 5 R B R v A PSR AR
JE, BAR BRSBTS T G SRR S 1 K,
TEMRIRA NAFRE . B, L2 BB R a5 i R 1
PRERMT L1 PR AR, 02 L2 AGE
XA AR I R B, MLUE RSB, FHARHIRE
HH, 15 S0 B 50 A7 A IEAH 56 (Bergen et
al., 2010; Sheikh & Titone, 2015). %t F L1 k%, F
BIES SR MEAMERIE T RIEECO R
ZIH&WH, BEMNTR2EA 5. fFoRnNEk
KB E S A E RN EZE S — AL
HAKRAE TR E ok, L1 i T, S S 4%
HBZE T 15 e SERE RAL B BT, AR B A it g B
BN o ARXE L2 JCHOR AR L2 Sk, HARMmi#R
TR Z R I 5 57, AT 518100 KA
5 ) A5 PR A D N B T S A 2, TR
L2 H B0 iR IR 55 . R, L2 H 5300
TERE]_ LS F L1 S ANRE T4 vl B L2 B
B TR A, B AR
(Acquisition of Age, AOA) K H:>J 1575 X ] A J2 4
BOZBA MR . L1 5, HZREdREA
FA G, PN FRIEETE A PR n
PR (procedure knowledge), H1TFiZ 28 A1HAY
SE PRI T 2B R . R L SRR S
DX, BT A LT A B BROR N T ELA 6 BH 1 =P Bk
<Ak s, L2 BT, HE Rk
PRBE T A5, T LA 285 5 2250 R P i
(declare knowledge), i T 14 B 224Kt P 5
ML ORTAR SR IX, 7R SCHIR B AR BORIN T - £
FHNE RN B ¥(Chen & Caldwell-Harris,
2019; fa[3C)", 2015) HF L1\L2 i L AHHRAFTEE
BRHFAEMG X 225, B L2385 SCAR B8 15
AU TF L1, B DA Bl i e i B4
LT AR T o FRR, BRE A AL R BB Y
AR %5 £ PE 8 75 P (Non-Selective Access Theory,
NSAT)AE Az L —F B . 4 NSAT, 5
TR RGEE PSS S EAKHE, 170 (Lauro
& Schwartz, 2017; Wu et al., 2013), {H [ 215

L, PIREF RS AETEIATEOE IRR A 4
B, TR B0 18 3 M 3 3K P38 (Selective  Access,
SAT)IA b BUHE & P A G 5 A Sr R AE, 43 00 &
(Boudelaa, 2018), ¥ RMA BN N, BUEHE O
PR A0 S RO A T AR RS S R, iR — 30
BRET ELG, B BEFER S FIE ik —fh
WHE, BRIFTHIGZFET, BT I0E 4
5. AR5 Khn Toasd [a] 45 K & (Morales et al., 2016),
FOEANMEIE, FEE T B AR I 37 B 5

3 EEAKRE

H AT, NN 56 L2 B 580N R B 4b T
AR B, BRI A L2 BB 1 E I
o RAMUER R R R R ST T g, O
15— 2o M (B B SE 4518, (HIZ SR SR A 1
AL (30 bl

B, BALE S R ER EIES S L2 AN
T HRT KRR FEAE S8 (Monaco et al., 2019), BT
L2 iy )13t . A R HALGRES L1 A
BERKES, Bl L2 17005 AR 40 8 A 0
L1, HiAAL 5 BALE 3 RGeS 00 B R L,
FRUARFFEIAA L2 OUHRAEZ L2 )i % T
2B & M 1Y (disembodied)” (Pavlenko & Aneta,
2017), LA L2 FHAHAL, FRadimR. Na
OYMT . AT RSEE | R AR B S R R 2 1 L
(Hsu et al., 2010). Z5 2380 T (Sulpizio et al.,
2019). A EAiCIZ(Pavienko et al., 2017)., A A1k
U SGE B Wi (Keysar et al., 2012)Z 3647 T 5T,
ER R AR 415 L A LIRS . THIERE A
BE L B AR URICAZ S RS 240 B . SR DB 174 AE 4
SN 205 T, L2 WA B 2 B B A,
R AT B 22 6 T3l 200 5 455 R g i s I A
Wr, BB RAEREE . PAEELERERLY
HE R, BRIk, AT LR e 58 & B
FEAREAE A 75 28 L2 H B 30 A SEHE, o A
BN (R B AR <40 (Tian et al., 2020),
N ARBL — AL G H e R . BT L2 807
K IR AL E S L1 AERKESR,
L2 H BN AT e AL T 8258 ke U i, DA i B
FIGRE . TS L1 AE LS. BN kA
L1 ABFFE I, 18 5 A HUVRLE B A B R 2%
R, —HHEIGBFNADW RS R . B
B TG S, IS Bh & g0 S H AR R H
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B 28 3% 19 TS A B T 35 5 U0 (Marmolejo-
Ramos et al., 2020), T, R E G2
L2 WK NTE R, MURALS S R G 1 AL
B 5T 256 0 TR0 A BT L2 A, B T
JE SRR IESE .

HWR, HSas fbkE b 2107 L2 B 58
VAR il s iR = 1 [ IEE O T B S 7o T S )
— M AEE, EIR R B i AR T ELAT 3 5 MK
SRICHEWT o AR, A RIX 5 P RPN IR i B 24K
P02 L2 H B0 A& AR B B )7 5 o E S 2 e
Fok LINL2 B 5200 09 & A A i ) BAG R 20 1,
MHEEE AN A L2 B B0y 9 R B 2
WIS T L1 HAp ik, A WIS B 1 L L1\L2
B BN & A By 8] 5 72 (Baumeister et al., 2017;
Dudschig et al., 2014; Gianelli et al., 2020), #{Xk
B LINL2 BB ROV BA & RS, 6 S f
SR EE . T SRR A ShIEOE BE Y L2
AR, H L2 RAEZEPIT L1, L2 3E AT DA
WG TR CRAE, FrLL L2 BB 00 14 B shiis 2& ml
PLSEELY, (HIZZ58 AN AR 2 T A L2 e A,
JEH SRR L2 # M A B 1E 2 A A (W et al.,
2018), MR L2 wlainil 2 5 HAME &2 ) (Y 3 25
55, L2 1F URIEE S BOE FF 28 L1, Bk,
iRk L2 B BRON M & LTI RER L1 UG E
Ho BT, WATAY B B R EEE f 4
PSR TERXT . U AR R PR B
BEAE L2 ZAZREE B3N, FL B 5800 2 W B A
FE ] F S0 o AR G RE, L2 BA A
YRR I S ELERE A 1) B S0 e X A
oW R R T e
FRa2 L2 ZAGREE R SE I A, L2 A94R8 | i 5 AR
PE L T 150 AT 55 R BT HB) SR AT A4
M7 bR RERERANR . I, ZEHEAN
(] B 2 AN 5 5 S S BERT L2 BB R0 1)
KWV A BT LR i, PR EM, L
A 2 AT RS 7 ik R A s sl BUH)
A0 ] T 20 320 2 TR R A B R, A 3 S W) AN
FERARIE R, AN 2= NS Jr i R A
R (A 11 A 18 AR 2 ) DU o) T 412 2 3 2 (] A
Bk A FR, A7 25 [ A AR & (Grasso et
al., 2021; &4 &, FIEZF, 2015; Ulrich &
Maienborn, 2010), #1153 — sk [F o0 A I3 92
AN E] B A S AP AE S, B4 L2 L

W R A AR BB R0V e 7 MR A Shifdh
HE, L2 WAL T 28 —Bor neRE &2 L2 B
PEABE 2 WA S, AR SRR E T AR, L2
R PSRN I T 25— SOV oK 52 L1 T AT
5z m .

TR, IR A PR IE A L2 H 1916,
Z A AE TR SE LR R TR 2 T R T S
JZiE? MR B IEEHIE, R L2 i@ L
TV 22 S B SOME A8 J2 9 S A . AR L1
W A0S, 5 IE T80 B A E— R iE
gz sh s | R . FRIRE R AR R
fE % A B EE, IMiA S R L2 B 5 &N
(Dudschig et al., 2014), HEAFHFTINN, L2 H &
ROV I I 22 2 ol T SO0 e A B A
PSR, WA IRNCA S A Sos 4 AR,
Meteyard 55 (2012)F7 5, o SCHE& AL M58 1572
JEHIZ Bl 7 58 S HAR B R B J2 BOE A HiT 42 . il
T SC K B TR]AE X JS T 3R A B e R ],
H 3 F200 R L X e A 26 5, AT &
B KA BRI A X ZE MR T ] ke 2
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The embodied cognition effect of the second language: Automatic activation
or native language mediation?

BALI Yating, HE Wenguang
(Institute of Psychology, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, China)

Abstract: Embodied language cognition highlights that language processing is not only involves internal
representation of purely abstract symbols but also body and environment which play an important role. The
majority of the evidences are from the field of the first language (L1), and there is still debate on whether
this effect exists in second language (L2) cognition or not. We proposed two hypotheses, “automatic
activation” and “native language mediation”, after summarizing the evidences for the L2 embodiment effect
from behavioral and neurophysiological studies. And we analyzed the advantages, disadvantages, and
influencing factors. Finally, the existing issues in this field and the research orientation in the future are
discussed, studies on these issues are helpful to enrich the theory of language embodied cognition and
further clarify the mechanism of bilingual representation, and effectively improve L2 teaching.

Key words: embodied cognition, automatic activation, native language mediation, L2 processing



