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B E RAEHHERPESAIUES R, HEES DX,

ZRAGDUBEANTE P . SR AR AP i G

FIER (0, 0 P S) J T5 A7 AE B (T, J W6 0 5 55007 (Categorical perception, LT fRi#FKA CP M) 45 A . (D)ANPE X #5

LRI EDURBIRXE, (RBL T3 S PR (&

5 . GERSTIAN T S 2 R IK A . S DUREAR 3

BER WSk CP AU (3)M> RERBR I ZE P 1) CP R 52 B L ACIZ AT S5 1) 38 148, DEIAZE T4 CP 28U
SAMPEAEA . BATTRM, BiE CP AN AT 158k 1 R L], A7 7E 38 5 WAL, 165 Ve e

FERINL . WEFCAS R SR i) S5 B AR AR B AR FBE

KSR PUETEBERIEAN; UL, Whorf B3, AP DU

4SS B842; B849:C91

1 515

HH e A7 WX — ), — B A7
TE 7 5 R AL S AT Whorf 5% B9 4018 . i 1k
BPEINR, AN TR 5 0 0 A 0 LA 1 A
PR LA, AAATERTY AR (Berlin & Kay, 1991;
Boynton & Olson, 1990; Davies et al., 1991; Kay,
2002; Kay & Regier, 2003); Whorf (B ) 32 H & A
N, HE S A R B R A2, HE R
¥4 38 HL B 66 5 25 [B] (Davidoff, Davies, & Roberson,
1999; Gilbert, Regier, Kay, & Ivry, 2006; Kay &
Kempton, 1984; Levinson, 2000; Ozgen & Davies,
2002; Roberson & Davidoff, 2000), IT4F¥, HIT
B RIOUL A < B DR 3k R R RS2 0 A
3 AL R Whorf B I 4 i 23 HI 245 (500
A1 ELIE L] (Jameson, 2005; Kay & Regier, 2006;
Regier, Kay, & Khetarpal, 2007; Regier & Xu, 2017;
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Lillo et al., 2018). H ®ij, i 5 W k0 58 &4 N
(Categorical perception, AT @&FR A CP Z4N)
SR IR R R IR —

B, CP RN 24 15 (5 1 5] ) 4 2 S 1 g A )
AIRTHE R, A D3 AN [F] W €, B L DX 5[] — i
TP . T ERI (Bornstein & Korda, 1984;
Daoutis, Pilling, & Davies, 2006; Harnad, 1987;
Regier, Kay, & Cook, 2005; Siok et al., 2009; Tan et al.,
2008). Bt CP RN Y 7 32 fif = 51k ?
Whorf R SCFFE Ny, o SCIEmE T F50UR 58 L,
EWETHFECT CP AU . LA P 7 T YIRS S Rf X
— WL (DB CP RO HA A i B iifb e, R
A4 G P A L (D I A B CP AR,
ST ST WETESE 4 R 58 o 5945 (Franklin et al.,
2008; Gilbert et al., 2006; Gilbert, Regier, Kay, &
Ivry, 2008; Liu et al., 2010; Mo, Xu, Kay, & Tan,
2011; Regier & Kay, 2009; Roberson, Pak, & Hanley,
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2008); (2) CP R Z F B TIAL S Em, AZIET
WAL S5 ), RUIEFTE CP & ke B 4
H (Davidoff, 2001; Roberson & Davidoff, 2000;
Winawer et al.,, 2007; Winawer, Witthoft, Wu, &
Boroditsky, 2003); (3) CP 2= i 5 1 75 i s il
AT AR AL, 2 PR S T 5 bR 48 o > T A2 4k,
Ul B B 1) ) 1 S RE A% 5 kS CP &40 2 £k (Bao,
2015; Edwards, 2017; Folstein, Palmeri, van Gulick,
& Gauthier, 2015; Goldstein, Davidoff, & Roberson,
2009; Maier, Glage, Hohlfeld, & Rahman, 2014;
Ozgen & Davies, 2002; Zhong, Li, Huang, Li, & Mo,
2018; Zhou et al., 2010); (4) fMRI F1 ERP #f 55 tilE
AR HAE CP AR H 9 4F FH (Clifford, Holmes,
Davies, & Franklin, 2010; Kwok et al., 2011; Liu et al.,
2010; Mo et al.,, 2011; Tan et al., 2008; Thierry,
Athanasopoulos, Wiggett, Dering, & Kuipers, 2009),
H, i A PR 1 SRR AR I TR R . At
fIAK, B CP AON sy TiE s, &S A e n
HBEME, WEPEUT . (DARIER B, KM H
1€ CP %) (Brown, Lindsey, & Guckes, 2011;
Fonteneau & Davidoff, 2007; Witzel & Gegenfurtner,
2013); )WRIEFIE CP & H v e MR,
ABZAEAR 28 B2 ILMsh Y & &8 CP
RO fHZE, AUFEETER ST NS4 L5
W8y bEWkM T CP %N (Franklin, Clifford,
Williamson, & Davies, 2005; Franklin & Davies,
2004; Franklin, Pilling, & Davies, 2005; Franklin,
Wright, & Davies, 2009; Kay & Regier, 2006; Clifford,
Franklin, Davies, & Holmes, 2009); (3)Holmes I
Wolff (2012)K FA i F A2 MG 5 hn 2 M Fh 4%
1, ZORBOLHEAT B bR O AL 55, K
AR 25 2H I TR 25 2E AT H B A A ik B A AR
P CP AL, ULRH TR TR 2 CPRUM ZE IR 3 1Y
FEJFEE . AT, Bt CP RN 2 75 5 30 A2 ik 5]
b, X—BMibr CP MW & 52 H e AT 5 Tk,
JEH GG, CP RN i i 5 XSl Y SR
5 SO ST SRR 5 CP AN A2 75 I 5 B 3
BTSRRI 2 — o 2280 CP U (1) 85 SCALiF 98 1,
FEAN RIS AR ELE CP U 5155 T u ik
R —3, LLAES Whorf i A JJuEHE o
Winawer 25 A (2007)% B, X415 (goluboy) FlHE %
(siniy) s 7 X 23 19 i A Hh B LA O 7 1 5L FR
) CP U, X—RANZ H il TS, A2
23 (A T HAT: 55 2 e, 10 W3 7 U A 5532 il 30 € 240

4. . Cibelli, Xu, Austerweil, Griffiths F1 Regier (2016)
F 5% 918 FN Berinmo 18 8 20 AY B0 €2 60 52 FHCAZ, H
FYER AN Berinmo 1EHUIRIETR T A EIE LB
FERRANIA], MR P ROV A 18 I LA B S 6 Fr vk
HAE AN RTG53 i A 8, T T Bl
FIKTHERG R, SZRFEFE CP R R P e EAE
AR . ARTEN(2018)K HIAT A 52 55 Fi i L BF 5,
R PUNE# X 4352 11 1 ginker i1 huhe (2.1
CP RNz, & IDUHE KA SO # H DS 7K
i S IRGE B =R T BRI CP AN, T B AL
21556 0B T Ju s AT Dok 2R BUE R
JEWi, {HJZ, Franklin Al Clifford %5 A (2005)L4 2~4
% ETE 13BN S E 4 JLF Himba #54) JL
FWR, BEPHPOR CP MRS . TE
Himba iBEH, ANXAri5 Sk, B ia w5 iR 5
R, S5 HREW, WAMIES YL BT sk
TUBE) CP &, R ETNER . FREIA
R, Bt CP &0 HA i P . Goldstein 55 A (2009)
H4 T Franklin 195245, H & B Himba 154 JL7E ¥
SIUWEY CP RUNE, A & BUTE W S VU B 1) CP RN .
IR ESE R, TEX I CP AN AL %
it —2A5T

PrgiEE T E 55 MPBIREZ —, EERE
P E Z A, 296 31 7 A 0iE 5 A g,
WA B HEERE ST, HBEiERESCF)HA
YNV R 4% ] —— AR B D BN S AR S
SCHRY g N TEAEFH o 98 PG I 1 B (0 1 R 48 T o
PR EAPUIET, FAEBR. M. 4. |, g .
K. EMIEARB L, SR 1. A0
Z(FBEIE, 2001), [BFEPGIE CE R, «iEfiesg”
SR, XAIEAB R GRFE, X, PR,
FF5HE, 2008), i FN“Lr ) & & #B AT LLK “haiq”
(AR R VPS5 7 5 1 & B A S VP 25 ), 475 20 i
WSRO s R R U, PR B B TS
PR AR S, 7E “haiq RTINS 4 4% FR AT 64
XAy, N, “zihaiq” (FE4%). “muhaiq” (K#). 1
YVEZR SR, i A sk nT DL A — A4 B
“B I ROR, NI [FRE, SRR [ Y
W SRR (I, AR B S A A < <8 R i
RIA s gk, HIaFS (Fgh), <<« (K
JKHE) (FIBERE, 2001; FRFZKAE, 2008), TR AEAN
ZIRFGELINVEIR N BN, I 500K LR, &
P9 VU T W SR TR A0 T 5 R AR ) LX) R 4 1Y
INAICELR, SKRFLZE, AREE, 2010; 3KFIEK &, 2008;
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kA%, MFEM, KK, 2007).

WIATRTR, FEXHE T A X 53 2% 1) Himba 1
LB B 6 g e 3L 86 v, Franklin A1 Clifford 28 A
(2005) &L T Wi 4kEW; 1Y CP %4, Goldstein % A
(2009)E1 K & LW LR JEERY CP 00 . AN P iR N\
SR, BESEEOMEAT S T B St E Y
CP %% 2 AHFFE 5 Franklin #l Goldstein FYHIF 5%
AR SR, i O R AT 55 (Gilbert et al.,
2006), DAAVE RN R, DIDUBE AN ISR, 5
YV 5 RN TG N TE 5 S Y E (L e i R AT 55 vh 2
BAFFEBI CP RN, VAFRITE 5 % Bt CP & 1)
YEH o WFFE 4 fR D = A [l (1) 5 TP asR
YRV A S IR RAT 55 b 5B T X 4R
DU TS AATAE B CP RN 7 WA PE A
ARG CP &, BB CP &N 518 F — 2, 45
T HF Whorf 51%; (2) N340V % ANAEAE S (2 CP 3%
N, Ho CP RN A B ik AP E
B KA LEMRHADFEEFTHES, AV HRE
CP &0 4 BUAEA il (ZE L), (AT DL SR 5 B4R
FH o ARWIEGT P B AL R4V SC R DX 3005 5 PF
BCFAE, CAMRERY, FEEECFE,
TG 00 45 K (Siok,  Perfetti, Jin, & Tan,
2004; Tan et al., 2001; Tan, Laird, Li, & Fox, 2005;
I, VI, XIEER, 1989), PR E CFEET
T PR T B B T R ST, BT LS [ R A4
Tk, Nz BA AU LR 45, 5K, 2008,
2012), HEX A RIEAEIE CP &, 1l BEFT ik
PIAERFFE A R ) CP & il F /R R kR A e 22
Jiki 132 %55 (3)RH Gilbert 2 A (2006) 75, 7L
55 3 B F G THAR 5 AEE 5 i T 55 X 2k
TR . o T8 5 O B O [E], G SR i
CP &7, 1 H CP &% 5 25 [ T HeAT: 55 K A= o i 4
2F, [EABAE M 5 —A A BEIESEHE F AR

2 SEe 1 ANPGRS DUR R
TE QIR 55 I SOz HE

21 FHiE
2.1.1  #iR

PUBBE I KFAR A 16 74(F L4521, 4R
16 19~26 % Z[H], PR R 23.43 %, BEE I
TS T ANV B A 2 B A TN VLT 48 PG RN
16 %, BYES %4, Zohk 8 44, AFIRTE 17~38 & 2|,
AR R 23.80 %, REIERNVEIE, XF4NVE 0T
AR NARE, FBNH 5 R ESCFH W

TAR), Rzt /MoK DO R, Pt
DIAPEIE S0 . w3, ML) E W 8O IE
MITIER, TEE MK AsRER,

2.1.2 L&

% H E-prime 2.0 {4 . A IBM 17 9&-] I
Nt IR, BRI PR 1024xT768 12K .
2.1.3 ##

Bl e 2 08 Gilber %5(2006) % Zhong %5
(2018)IMF5E, WA 1 iR, 8 Gl(&R ). G2(1h
Z). B1(fi &) B2(#E )y Lokt LA 287K B
{4, 22 45 (Munsell Color System)Fp - (434351 4
G1(7.5G). G2(7.5BG). B1(2.5BG). B2(2.5B). VI
CIE RGbril Ak, 4 A xyY B2 518 : Gl =
0.256, 0.374, 73.5; G2 = 0.242, 0.342, 72.5; Bl =
0.228, 0.308, 76.8; B2 = 0.215, 0.275, 62.9.,

G2 B1
B SRS Rk

= +
]

B2 ek (IR R AT 55 BRI ]

TETHE AL ik A B VE 1R 2 160%160
B, B UGB A VR S B0, A
WE 2 fis . AR5 RO ER, ZoRPAESA 12
MR NS 1A S5EE 11 AEE AR
e, 78 12 A, 11 AR A R B (TR,
HA 1 M H5HesaARE BT, 4 MEaeh 6
v B AR O TP B a0 45 =R (D)vusE g B
EN T RARH 24 EOAREG . SO/ sk
o, Q)Jumg] H 20 1 AEH 14 Wik
frgk o, (3)TEN H 20 2 WAEH 21
/e, sr /i@, (4)7EmE HAZEN 3 9
HAH 14 /s, A6 B R E 6]
PVE S HARRIORM T e . B, 4 A~ E8qy 12 F
HE . HIRREAE 12 MMiE BB 1R, 4k
12x12 3£ 144 ANEREGAE NSRRI, SLL AT,
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144 /> ) 3% Bt AL 52 20

SR E LT X — { A, IIHECYH
PRt TR (O R 22 10 A 0 B 1R T 22 5% . A Bl
1R A R 22 A B AT AT A, BRI A 2
PR R AF R, S 2 BEA [ 7E 200 ms DAY
A, SRR B A 2 9% i ) % & B #E 17 K SF 43 H
(Gilbert et al., 2006), IR B AT ZE 200 ms,
PIIE R AR R BRIZ 8l SR E 22 IR 4 6 (A 1 A2
W, AR AR
2.14 ®it58&F

2(BJE : DUBANVGE) x 2(BUO G0 JEWsE]/
JEBE ) x 2( H AR BT - A2 L A LT ) TR
Gttt Hr, RIEAOLAR ARG, ALy
Yok s, SR B-Prime RS gmFE, 7EIERSCE
mr, BORed ) o FERAISUE IR, 45T IR A A
FRE R B, BRSO AR A . B
S5 MME—ARRLEARG TR, TRERTE: B
S B I LA 1000 ms, SR, FRIZETE AL S H B
IR 200 ms, FERE AU SR W E BRSO
TR R A2 (BRI 223 6 A B il — )8 S
AN EIA 6 Nadefiy—A4), i H
brofil i R AE IR A, 2 F 8, anSR H bRl
MAEEINAT T, #e D4k Wi s /s, 255250 ms, Z
Ja I — 4 258 TE 2500 ms YA H)
Wr, [A3hiEAZSBE 250 ms, $EE ST —2H
AL A shic s M 5 B 30 38 s 7 A e ] i)
g Kt im R, T B ms, iRZE N+] ms, B
B 1k, BT XS 144 Ao 3
22 HREHWH

FRYEEI A CP AN A X, ARWFST 5 G 7E
AR A2 G HRRETER T, $OTEEEN . SAMRITEL: |
FHOEF AR, FERMERN 144 MRS, H
AEOZEFIN 10 72 DRI R AR, TEX 72
A2, 48 DB NI R, 24 A s Rl
K, M B EA AT e RN 44T s S o A 1% S

MM + 3 SD ZAMRYEAE, SO i B S8 B
2012 4>, BEE R A 87.32%. A A B a4
F A A [R L ETF 1 B B R0 - 2 52 B B S
PIRERBE IR 1,

SN 7 2657 BT R W, RO B =800 1 3
F(1,30)=7.78, p=0.009 < 0.01, 13 = 0.21, 95%CI =
[0.014, 0.42]. A LLBERM, DB S b 2
PTIEIERA; B ig 2000 W3, F(1, 30) =
14.00, p=0.001, 13 = 0.32, 95%CI = [0.07, 0.52], #
TR R AN (7] 0 0 e 2 R T4 R ] — i B
HoAth 1 RO A SE HAE A B3, ps > 0.05, Fi iR
R JTZ5 M, RIGR £ B3E, F, 30) =
5.30, p<0.05, 1> =0.15, 95%CI = [0, 0.37], 4475 ji%
P R AP R R B = T IUE B s
FRON AR W3, F(1, 30) = 29.61, p < 0.001, 15 =
0.49, 95%CI = [0.22, 0.66]. #i{I% KA — Lk bk
AR IR Il 2 THE RN R u G e, IRy 24
I, F(1, 30) = 9.68, p < 0.01, 3 = 0.24, 95%CI =
[0.03, 0.46], #IAIH R A EF A BE 1R I 2 1y
THRAOE @ Ira M8 BEAERBA R E, ps >
0.05,

W B DX 3 2 [0) R0 91 5 PN € B 19 5 I B
FERRARN, A OEL . GBI CP AL
N, P RERIRTEZS A7 O Y SN B R A 1R R
) CP Ry it P HIE AN 2 PR .

RNEES CP U 2 7 2250 AT B, A R
) R0 1 % 8 3, F(1, 30) = 3.87, p = 0.059, n; =
0.11, 95%CI = [0, 0.33]. IECLLE R, HvuiEpt
TR AR T f 3 e T OO R AR AN = T
ZEAT R, R ERON S EAEHIARE, ps >
0.05,

PRI, S8 1 20 ()P B W . G4
FE LU DU T PRI (2) 28 PG 5 R DU 1 K34
PR EE CP SN . RPN CP U & T
DGR QYA BHRAEA . AR B 2 1
CP N o

F1 X ERENE B iR &R T8 R (ms) FIEIR 2 (%)

R i g A7 L
I (] J I N kA LGN
Wik SN 374 (90) 402 (101) 373 (87) 394 (90)
FEIRFR 9.38 (10.49) 20.31 (15.20) 3.13 (6.72) 10.94 (7.89)
J— S 431 (132) 535 (128) 458 (185) 511 (123)
HERR 12.50 (11.39) 27.69 (18.21) 10.42 (13.44) 19.27 (13.85)

T B W7 A REZE, T .
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2 HRAEELE. M A KRN (ms)FI$E IR E(%)CP

M 2R FEE
5 R ZEMEF CP &t A7 I CP RN it
— S g st 28 (56) 21 (62)
DG
AEIRR 10.93 (20.35) 7.81 (10.31)
i 104 (82 53 (161
g (82 (ten
R R 15.19 (14.93) 8.85 (15.05)
2.3 itig

2 VG i 4 10T 1A S 240 1 A G DU T TR M
X —45 R 5 Z A s 45 R — Bk %, 2007; 5K
R 25 2008; FIRZE, 2010). 4474 i AAEE 5 14T
PRIV R R, S A HOT W €8 R 2% €5 %) R B
DA B FE AR R SR, X BLAFAE S T3 A mT e -
2P 7 I T 68 1 RN v BEIARE T AR b 2 FUUR, 5
F, AT SRR 25, WG B L
YERE 1 B 22 FUUG WK, PR S 800 i € fn g
8, 1 R0 o B DA B A R 25 T OOk, S T HE
BRiXSenl gebE, ST TS8R 2,
30 SCEG 2 ANV S DR

TE 1 2% RN 2158 30 W 1) Wt vh 139 B2 iz

ks

31 F&E
3.1 ik

[F] S 1,
3.1.2 ##

g O RITS+ Gl G2, Bl, B2
R SRR BT 55 B MERE, R R1(ZD). R2(Mh
21). PI(W%R) . P2(E)E R4l S8 i T A1 55 1R 44
b DLk ZE R B0 R G bR R A0SR o il R
R1(2.5R). R2(2.5RP). P1(7.5RP). P2(7.5P), L\ CIE
Rt EIbRRA S A xyY 50 : Rl
0.483, 0.148, 108.8; R2 = 0.434, 0.125, 104.8; P1 =
0.385, 0.154, 148.9; P2 = 0.344, 0.183, 201.2, 41 %
JE AT 55 (0 FH AT BN 3 s .

R2 P1
B3 20 S WA 55 ol o e

3.1.3 ®iIt51ERF
2R . DUBR/ANVEIE) < 2050 IES/E415)
TREBET . W5 ST G W T 55 21 58 Y w6 1 W AT 55

SERWA X, BAXERRFIR . EAe e
LS 1000 ms, FEMLSTEIIS, FEBRAEh g B
PRk 4 A EHoP R A, 2R 200 ms,
BRI F Bl J ) Dy (e B 1 (A R R (A1
ik R, PR S e B S . R
HObat 10 Wk, R S (0 06 ] W T 55 226 40 /)
o WORAELR ] G AT . BEALZHE— e
PEATIX A 1, FEUEATIX ] 2, 95— pil St A7 X [A)
2, FRHEATIXIE] 1,
32 HER5HH

SN B A3 AT B S B R S WL AT M+ 3 SD =24
R, RN B A S8R £k 2106 4, R B e
Y 82.27%. W BRG] T A 2 (0 R
2T R VU 0 B 1) S 22 S5 7 B BT A TR R LR 3,

R 3 BRI TR B R SERE & 3R AY T 18 I (ms) F0

IR E (%)
R SR WS EIERINT  a—-EEE
.. SN B 366 (86) 409 (121)
P i
FER 9.13 (6.55) 14.13 (10.70)
2R 431 (78 377 (82
e 7s) (52)
R R 29.03 (21.71) 18.33 (10.25)

SN 7 2550 BT 2 B, RO 00 €5y W 114 28
HAER B, F(1, 30) = 6.17, p < 0.05, n; = 0.18,
95%CI =[0.004, 0.39]. & BRI 4T R, DUKEBE
2R 498 7 7 1 1 IS R IR T i gk 3 I A U e 2
S, F(1, 30) = 4.68, p < 0.05, 7EZL 2305 b
2 F AR, p>0.05, R ME LRI £ 800
PIREZE, ps > 0.05. FERRI T 2008, RIK
() F R0 3%, F(1, 30) = 14.04, p=0.001, n; = 0.27,
95%CI = [0.070, 0.52], %L WoR, 997G i%Ep ik
(AR 3 0 35 v T UGB . R I € Y W 1 58
HAEARE, F(1, 30) = 9.47, p < 0.01, n; = 0.20,
95%CI = [0.028, 0.45], T&] FLBUN AT R, DUGFI
0 74 A P R R R LT % Y W R T I I
F(1,30)=17.40, p< 0.001, 7FZT 40 W55 Wy i) 22 55
A, p>0.05,

3.3 itig

S 2 FBH, GNP AE AE BT A 6 0w ) D
ARG 2 . AV R B, 7EXT PR )
AEABLA: 4 7 0 DA Y, A P T 3 s 1 L U T
Poo WS GH B, SRR, MFM, R, H
-, 2008), FHILAT UL, FESCZEK: 1 AYHE S IR 8 RIT
55, ANPGRS DA B R IR, 55 R s



1234 AL i 2 Eird 5145
SRR 4 SEEY 3: GNP R UG B

[ B S 1, A AT A 90 P R RN DU A TE
o AP B R RSk CP RN A LR ]
BE: (DB CP RNl 1Y, ASZiE S, (2)
SEEG 1 RSk CP N AT BEHHIE FAE TR, 1f
T AR RE R A, L TT RS AR . HLAR
TENTOIE SR, B H AN, qomif
W LR Y W AN [R) B G B, 4 E 3R R Ak R
“haiq BT IIAH S FE Y LK, fe i TS 0 AR J2 R (zi)”
FTR (mu)”, IR X 43 A FE— 1 3 4 60 Fl 14
R—HERESR @, (8 Bh 359 24 FRiE A7 B0l iR &
R MR T KA g ), NPEHE AN
CELIRIEZE R IE SR AN EARE SRS, X
HURE, MV T RETE S A B R S A
B SE AT S5 o TESZIG 2 B TE SR IE AR, ah vy
TR AR X W AR 1) IX 43 s oy s e, R R
R B, WHURX AR REME . 7ESE0 1 5%
MR, BRSNS 9 PE R AT I SRIE A 4
MNP TR 4, 28 GL G2 Al
“zihaiq” (¥%%), ¥ Bl 1 B2 fiy44 N “muhaiq” (K
W)o TV, 9474 5 B 1l X J3 “zihaiq” (&%) il
“muhaiq” (K5 A AW AR IFAETE G2 Fl B1 Z 4],
2 PPl O W SR B I L DU S HAA SRR =, Y
a3 BURT 8 B 5 5 PRSI, RN A 2% HL TUE BT
B, (3SR CP RN s 7 i, S una] gt i
BN CP RN AEL . L EFERAAAE? WY A,
PUF IR T S0, N T OF 2 51 B AN G (Siok
et al., 2004; Tan et al., 2001; Tan et al., 2005; %
45, 1989), AIXFFILF, YIPHA T S0 R TARIT K
B B 1T B S0, BB A A PR RO
(8, SRR, 2008, 2012; F1H, 3KFE, 2012),
AR W 200G . L 1 R B AT Y CP &Y
N A RES AT 56, 24K, L nT BB IR & 1Y A7 i CP
BUONE, B PRI, R YR T A
Z3[0), A5 W60 T AR 22 i 5 W N T B B, IR STB
ST T — BT AR

i LPTR, gV iRg R B . gk DU B
TUPRIME, UESE TS S A, P ROE A
P EBUE CP RN, 1l BERH & i R
AR VER, TR CP &, siEFr
B FEA800E 5 PR R 1) 25 €5, CP A8 [ Bt i B AE A
ALY, TIRES A RGO TR 5 SO A I ) 3
B, WATAE R IRAY CP B, BiiE T A%
Mo PR, W ST S5 A — P 4R

TE AR ZOBUE 55 H A8 SO A

SEES 3 SRR S, BORPATE AT A
R FER, 5ERERICIAESS . BIRICIC TS £
ARG B o an SRS 1 R R G e A2
MEFEIE CP RNV &M T HEBE TG 5 51E,
I ELVE 5 SRS A i, PO BB 7 22 90 174 2
& CP R & ZRNEIE IG5 B B T3, A
PREF3Z BTN . A0SR S5 1 H B CP 5%
IR B T R BN S, R A CP AL
N, BOE T RN, BB IEICE S X2 A
Pt CP N T 22 5 AN K. A IR L 0 45
SRS FRJE R TR, i EE B OSUE 55 B A R 2R
JIREL, SCE 2 BRUABRDEACIZVE N IRAE S48, DL E
AT S5 R IRAT 55 3017 L3
4.1 Fik
4.1.1 ik

DUBRE R KFAR A 20 £ (B L4528, Fik
TE 19~26 % Z 0], “FHAEIR 22.35 %, BEERIX
T E T, ST DA T S U, 4N P e ] S 5
Lo BN A R T, D0 1EH S8 B IEH, TG
[EN=PIEERSEE 38
4.1.2 #H

I SEE 1 144 SRR N RS R A KL
TGk, HFET 15 sk RS R RO B VR EDE
THAE S AL, Bk E R Y 25 MR, 124>
J BT, 13 AR, 15 iKIF 2R
H A% T HESN XA ] 1 4 2 DB T H0AT: 55 AR
SN, HIVET 9 kG A DUE SR E R R S T
FHALS A RE, RIEH LA, fifa, Eh,
CER CEHE”, R R CBA CREE,
K5 S H TR S AR . PR R %84 1
DOB R ETEAE R TR, 5250 Bisf A ir A 1y
BE U IR ]

K4 BB TS5 AR



#11H B4 %5

s BRETEBE ISR K AR TE I R . R 44 P R RO A IE i 1235

,
s
J

B 5 FHil TS HRENES

4.1.3 =5

¥ H] E-prime 2.0 3 {F 42 . H IBM 17 9] I
It IMRL, RSP 1024xT768 12K .
4.1.4 iEF

WEWAXE, XA 1 & fRER+EEid
1WA S5 X [H] 2 J& < I8 R 3 ialic 12 T
%o TEIERICRRT, WOl ra~d . EaUSE 5 4
2B BEME— AN AN25 T Bt o REHIL S HE—1 1
RAEEATIX )1, FEEAT XA 2, S—pplseiifr
X IH] 2, FREATIXIA] 1,

ERIS 1L SHEPIATRE VA (R e 5 o (1l NP = o
P A <+71250 ms, 5 MR AK TRIE
1250 ms, ZERPEAIIC. BIBHE KRG, B EE
ML 1250 ms, SRJA BIZEMLS HBLEAIR 200 ms,
SR AR SR S M i S W H bR B B TE
WIS S A R Bl A2 3h, % F 4

ISR B, 15 T8 AR S, 25 5F 250 ms,

RGBT — 4. A piR7E 2500 ms A
FIWT, FEEA 250 ms 255, B ST — 4L
AL, SPEM A 1250 ms &, HPLE AT KIE
1250 ms, ZER g Wiz DB 5 Bk 3K
TERE—8, n—2, % S #, R—3, Tﬁ;&fi
N, RFTFPHEKEIE . RIKIEA H 2 L84

FREIE L ZE%E’JT”’%&%&T“T%‘E%HHXT@%E’J#
RN, R A A B TR AR R B HLRAN R 10%, 5K
B RE UL 6, a8 R+E A iRE A2 WU T 55 R T
i 8 R+ RIS 55 F A A R, 0fE— X
K 2 % T IR e B G iie A2 . SER I
LK 7,

42 HZERESH
4.2.1 ERTFHAESIM L. A9 EFTC 055 38 A
=AU

f@a@ﬂm&%* S B 43 AT s S0 ok e 1R
RN M = 3 SD ZAMOEHE, BN A s
WO 2216 N, EBEIE R Y 85.49%., WA
N B R LR 4,

SV 2B - DU /AR PG TR) x 2(E (0w i -
U [R5 D) < 2(FLET - 22 LT /A LB IR A i1

Tr 25 R, BEEEE R RN W, F(L, 34) =
19.15, p<0.001, 3 = 0.37, 95%CI = [0.12, 0.56], ¥
bR, gl R REE A TR
[ — S (e He BT 1Y) F2 Ak A 2, F(1, 34) =
18.91, p<0.001, 12 = 0.37, 95%CI = [0.11, 0.56] #
TR R AP Y (A B i P TS R AL R Ak
BRI FR0M A W3, F(1, 34) = 0.31, p = 0.583 >
0.05. M¥%k LA, 4 Hbr @I 317 22 400 BT e
DU B 3 R 94 PG T i 1 52 g B 1L P T A
S, (HY B s e SR A BT, 94 79
B SR B A2 BN, DU B S B AT 98
T HAE 55 s+, 4 1 P R S g i 22
PE SR ULRA, 94 DU 5 A T 60 PR R B X 22 I O
PRV /)N, % A ik (22 B Y MR AR, DU
AT R XU #T AT BT RS . A R R 28 L
fEF 3, FQ, 34) = 475, p < 0.05, 02 = 0.13,
95%CI = [0, 0.34], fi] LN BT, Y Hir @
I B, ?E?%H—«alﬂﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁ%&ﬂ%é@
AREFEBEEIE, p < 0.001; 24 H s 055 9078 2200
SPEE, 8 2% (] — s (0 e 5 48 AN [R) Y s (e i) 2
N 2SR, p>0.05. HENEEMNA L

EUR

iy -

R (HE SR B S L)

o BIHER

e
BE

Ko OIERHEIEICIZBUE S AR

LA

jj—( {f B (F A )

" |ammz

iy
B

K7 @S RABO RIS UE 55 iR
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x4 BERTFHRES THIKEETEET B & 3R AT 15 k5 A (ms) F$5 1R (%)

R i e BT g LT
T[] TR ] TR
ik SR 482 (102) 520 (100) 418 (77) 485 (83)
R 9.16 (13.76) 20.83 (13.92) 3.33 (6.84) 11.25 (11.24)
p— JFavain) 528 (166) 543 (129) 431 (97) 478 (132)
FEIRFR 21.88 (25.62) 34.37 (17.97) 11.46 (15.77) 13.54 (11.74)
F,ps>0.05, Kk, B aHrRVL, BEICIZik SAATERM, HEMEF R EROV NS E, F(1, 34) =

RS XA EF RS CP AN IFTC i e m, A1 & T
YA EF () CP R o

FEIRFM T 2 R W, RO 8500 W 3
F(1, 34) = 6.61, p < 0.05, n; = 0.16, 95%CI = [0,
0.38], %R LRI, ghVT B &R A FE iR
R TIOR3
F(1,34)=16.51,p<0.001, 0} = 0.32, 95%CI = [0.09,
0.53] 0 B 2R [F]— U £ B A A 102 230 I 8 1 T4
FARNEBE Y PR RN HEH B35, F(1, 34) =
24.84, p<0.01, n; = 0.40, 95%CI = [0.17, 0.61]. #
TR 2R 0 AL £ B ) R R I 3 o T R A L
Bk, AW BEAEHAR R, ps > 0.05, NI%L
ZORFE, FERRIEE RN BRI IR IR AT 55 X A2
AP (B ST B A2 ER)CP ZOw T4k, (HIFA R

W B 7% B i 7 8 R 48 R - DR 1 A2 WU 55
i AT B SN S R R AR CP U i T HA(E
e 5 fm.

x5 HWRAEERRRE-BERESHE. ANTFHRE
Rt (ms) FA$E IR 2 (%) CP 3 My 8 /Y T 141E

53 R ZEET CP AN A HLIEF CP U it
S5 I 38 (64 67 (47

DU " i ‘¢ @7
FERR 11.67 (18.26) 7.92 (14.14)

- S g st 15 (102) 47 (55)

R FETRR 12.49 (16.49) 2.08 (14.04)

J BT CP RN i 7 22 Ar R W, A LB
(4 5000 1 3, F(1, 34) = 4.78, p < 0.05, n; = 0.13,
95%CI = [0, 0.33]. % Lbic R M, P REDIA4G
Y ()00 B ik 2 e T AT o B RSR AN i Y 25

3.87, p=0.058, n; = 0.11, 95%CI = [0, 0.30], A I,
FERRETIY CP 340 32 BN BRI Z AT 55 1 i 4
422 EETMESE. AN ERE ST A

E/ ur-J

S 53 A7 B B BRAEE R W AT M+ 3 SD 2 4h
FRICHE, SO B AT O ol 2118 A4S, o B
WY 81.71%. Wi T35 S N B B2t i o I,
% 6.

A B 2( R« DU /NP ) > 2(BI a5
T[] AW ) > 2(00ET « 22 0BT /A LR TR A T
)7 25 M B, A LT Y 0 JEH %, F(L,
34) = 9.77, p < 0.01, n2 = 0.21, 95%CI = [0.03,
0.43]. ¥R, Pl R4 I b 2
THRARE A, FEORM I 200k, RfA
RLET ERL0 0, F(1, 34) = 6.45, p < 0.05, n; =
0.16, 95%CI = [0.01, 0.37], AL LIREH, Hirf
Bt BUAE A AL I 0 5 R I S IK T AR A R
PPy, XEM, FEFIBES TIAMT, Lieig
PO A R DU SR, JCIe I BAE A LT I8
S ITE A PR, JEmE ] AP R LRI R T,
RIEta CP &AM R T o

P R AE (O A R =5 18 T 8T 55
Ze . A AEF ) BN RNAR DR FAY CP A R E
=k 7 iR,

NP CP BUN iy 2( B DU/ PG %) =
2(MET . ZEMEF A EIR G 22 0 R, 4%
Pl B0 A BAE AR, ps > 0.05, 451R%
CP U0 ()5 2253 A R W, 5 B 322800 A A8 BA
XA G, ps > 0.05, Z5EHEAE T, P4

F6 FEESTHTHIKEETENE B AR RE TR (ms)FI$H 1R (%)

R i gL PaELis
B ] LGP 0 1) JL G
ik S 466 (105) 486 (108) 436 (123) 428 (105)
PR 14.82 (16.06) 20.83 (12.54) 12.03 (18.79) 12.96 (14.36)
- SN 538 (181) 544 (136) 464 (120) 490 (86)
FEIRFR 24.60 (20.15) 28.97 (20) 14.29 (19.92) 17.86 (17.73)
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F7T HRAEERHEER-FSENISHE. AUNFRN
Bt (ms)F0$5iR R (%)CP 3 M 2 B FEHE

Rk KRN AT CP AN i: A HLEF CP U B
ik JramAiny 20 (58) -8 (86)
FEIR 6.01 (12.72) 0.93 (4.53)
P JSaAiN] 6 (142) 26 (98)
Fl R 4.37(18.23) 3.57 (8.24)

REHEL . AMEF B CP RN 52 85 15T
E55 00 B T

BV DU AT S A N L A
LAY Y CP &N f R4 T b, T L3R 8.

CEASIES 1 RS 3 MR - ()TEPAE S
M, MIRENBIRTEL . AREF T B3
1) CP Zhy; )FEEITE THEXAES T, WiRZEg
1 22 ALY CP &N 3432 31 0 35 14, (B4 ALHF CP &K
MAKRSRAFAE . MR B, NP2 800 TPtk
DUEKR; GVEFIBTIIULS T, P4~ E% L
BIZE . AT CP RN ¥R PR 2, A AZ 3 T
T
5 Zigivhie

ARAFFEAF BB LS (DEEH R SR
FE I 290 D4 e 4 X 0 €09 2% e L 00 6 s e O R
ARBL T IR B (TR IRl 2x IR T a7
A 5 DUR B —FF, BB CP AL
N5 () RO Y 22 BT B €5, CP U 32 R iE
12AT 5 TP, S CP 3N % 51845 T4, T
T 3 BF 0 5 R — 26131
50 XTESEMAMGME: EB5NEZEYN

290 VY T Bl 1) W 2 2 €0 1) B 31 B DU Bk X
PRIXE, X522 AT R —B ke a5, 2007;
KRR 45, 2008; I 4, 2010). 4475 % A\ AETE H
PP SRR, B T €0 RN € P 2R DA S R
HERR . 5K I8 B 55 (2007) % 80P IR B A% 11 Fp 3k
AR 2, & BRGNP R LA (1) 1 25 (]
o, RS [A] T SCRE S A R R T . R AR

S5(2008) R FH (A FR AU I T L B0 €0, 2 2 0 23 7
NG S0 E o W T X WO ES S ORIN
H, KBNSk A BN EE T . B
052 RE T R FIARE ) k25 M L DU B 2%
SRAMT, W5 1555(2008) ¢ T3 . IR . 9N Pa I Al
UG F BT 9T 3R T, 9 VG i g a0t R
FEINAR T IUG IR . 25 2 W, ZA7H Gl fn
DU A 6T 2158 1) 60 i 5 U Aff 32010 b 35 25
5o HULAT UL, 9N VT B 0T W5 Sk R R ME 2 1
TR, UEWIE S B A, A, X
S RVEPE R, I RAR AR

T 6T € Y W v 1) B S e R AR R U
Y B 25500 (direct language effects), ‘B 4&48 18 5 1E
AN SE LB €08 2k R AR A — R SR e A 2
T, LAS B R 58 B4 55 (Ozgen & Davies, 2002).
FEBEAI AR 55 T, AT DL o iy 22 Yo ] (B
KB X 53, JEEN AL A 44, FLE B CP
RO o H AR B A] A 44 VESE IR CP & . 155 4
P00 R0 v 1) AR IR PR R e PR Sy R SR [R) 4 N
(indirect language effects), ‘T &¥51E 75 nJ LAYH & B
RN FRAE, o €2 0058 W 25 1] 5 18 S 2 (]
—E, BB T RN RS B, RS R v
s 23 R CP 2% )% (Pilling & Davies, 2004), ZA<HF
SR, 18 R SR TR ) 40 PG i N (B P
F LSk CP &N, H AN & H e H v X 4 i 2
A DU N8 3% 7T G2 PR 9 P4 N AE T B0
PR ST AN R 0T, S B T AH DG W) 44 B
IR Y 5 6B FRE U B, RS, ghvg
W] LU B “zihaiq (B 2%) "R A7%E G1. G2, fi
Bi“muhaiq (KiE)"RkFr% B1, B2, HMARTEREAK B
RN, R, H R AR A Y Y ) 5 B
SRR 0 s N B L8, I8 R AT T 3 22
5, ™A CP &, WA ZIXAE, 55 bR
VEFATE AT P AR B, SRR 75 5 el 25 €60 801 0 114 L
FERON

A&, ARBFFEHIAR LI CP RO A7 LEF /42 I

x8 WRE=MESZSFHTE. GUFHEBHMERELE

AL PRk g
B A EE T4k Hif T GRS Fil T
i WIE % XUES S UES WIE %
ik J 3 Fif (ms) 28 38 20 21 67 -8
FETRE (%) 10.93 11.67 6.01 7.81 7.92 0.93
. S B (ms) 104 15 6 53 47 26
IR F (%) 15.19 12.49 437 8.85 2.08 3.57
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R AR AT X — R SR AR BRI
P57 I, WU R E IR IXOETE R . B
W R Z LM PR SCF gl o x4, 9F & SCF
FEBAEZEIG, A5 B 908 S DU ERAS
[vi) A B2 i 0 A AR O . FESEER 3 b, DB CIZAE:
%W ETIMAME CP 20, IEE RN EES S
DA 3 A IR0 o B T T 55 25 A
i BE IR, CP AN = A A5 2 A M e U, — % &
AR, BTSN S T AE I G Y
iR, FEFIE TIRUES, DURS R P %
PokZe . AERY CP RN 52 3 W T, WAk
SETHE S W BN .
52 XTREFELIBHIEERE
AWFFEABAEFE DR FE LIRS0 1 385 3 10 1
AATE . TEGNVEIE S, BESRE SR, H9975 1%
AT RIRHE B €0 00 0 £ 22 W PN - “zihaiq (F
£y Fl“muhaiq (K" HIARZ, HRIGE1E B B
AN PR Z Hiy I i o <RI B, B HEAS
FR2ZJE AW 5 R B, X UiR, 4974 %
FEAE G HA R — B0 3 ok AR . X — e S
298 — 3 Kay (2002)¥f Levinson (1997)%} Yeli
Dnye 1E#i1L &% Roberson F1 Davidoff (2000)%
Berinmo #9314 2 €66 44 SE B0 B0 BT g i S &
B, BEARIX I RIGTEE 5 P i faiR ], A0054%
FEAETE ISR A R BR, 3 — SR 5 635 4 B3 IX.
—3%, Pilling fil Davies (2004)il: Ndonga i #{ i fil
YEIEWOR 78 0 3 AT 55 B A RAT 55, KB
HIRTE Ndonga 15 A orange (8F). pink (F34I)
1 purple (5)% iR, {H Ndonga i i FIHC1E
B BUE MBS 2P R IR 2257 5K
AR (00T FLABURTR . HE . GRS DU K
Xf 11 R EEA BRI 4328, 9 44> R B (2 3]
T SCAs [A] R FE AR, #RA “IER AR O YR, B
o 3a) i SO ] B AR R AR DGR o X W, BR
AN ] BB R BN A — € 22 57, (BAAAE e 7E
W P A0 3 M, 3ok ke T A R T N IR A A B AR
HEFNDG B B W R I Y . 1 250N, Bl
SRR AR A R AR eE, ATEGIER A
AU A ESNE, XA ES M B S 80T 65
K145 B (Cowey, Heywood, & Irving-Bell, 2001;
Fagot, Goldstein, Davidoff, & Pickering, 2006; Franklin
& Davies, 2004; Hanazawa, Komatsu, & Murakami,
2000; Okajima, Robertson, & Fielder, 2002; Pitchford
& Mullen, 2002; Regier et al., 2007),

53 B CPYERLREMLSESIENHE F

F-AeRE5MBINHXANEEERER

ASBIFGE IR S T 5 AR B8 B0, EIE T
T HBRONAETE, ORI T 38 i €0 0 5 Y WA A A
AT REPE o KLt, 255N R, B CP U [F] A 7E
TR, AR TALRIFfE R 2 R . Py
5 S FIRC g S Rt CP AU = A R . )
P I I AL 3 P 20 € 0 D 280, 3 VI e B S5 Bl 1
HEH .. X—FEFETFZEAFRNER—2
(Constable & Becker, 2017; Drivonikou et al., 2007,
Koida & Komatsu, 2007; Franklin et al., 2008; Pilling,
Wiggett, Ozgen, & Davies, 2003; Wu et al., 2019),

T KA CP RN AT RE 5T IR Hiki %o 251 €2 01 o [
ARFHIEGEEERE T, Je—FhAITEIRIE o Constable F
Becker (2017)IAH, B TiulE] ALIRFEM 5 22 7
BOR, JEWEN A2 SN, T O IR A,
W&, CP %40, Thériault 2538 H, AWH ZXF i
CP RN Y SE M C 2453 BHIESE, 7E6i% F AT Sk
MEEB AR B, X P EE ) s T [
B 28 2 W e 5%, XAl CP AR 2 R Xof 230 €8 0 i
& A B9 47 F 5 2L B8 1 (Thériault, Pérez-Gay, Rivas,
& Harnad, 2018). HiiH 7 9K N1H CP RN EAF7E
T2, fH[R] 7 27 R E T IR . ARUFSEUESE,
WHE KN CP U0 T8 55 6 il 380 i A7
TA . 15T UKEN I CP RN Bl & T 55 A8 1k & A AR
1k Winawer Z5(2007)iAy, 1 5 %2058 15
e 2 S B A, A A T AR T, A
1B o YBE AT I, O B R 6 Y R e B
# (Pilling & Davies, 2004), Zhong %5 A (2018)% #L,
PO B AR P B CP 2, B S 3
152 emi2te, fEE-SEsh &1, LG9 CP
RN K, TER-RFIWR ST, L8 CP &k
NEZR/IN e Maier 458 A (2014)38 15 25 B R A AR 0K
YN FIEF R Z 5 EEG 281k, KMk
AR R W S, D AT T SUhR
Zog g CP AU . Wu 4 A (2019)F (45t
P 57 FVE SCH AT 73 90 2 <7 by 250728 R0 5 o T B
T SO, BBl ek 72 o s iy SChn L Rg )
PIRESZ M (5, CP &N . AWFFLAR S RIS
R—%,

3 AL 5 T F A e WA T A CP oAk
N/ ? Regier Fll Xu (2017)4 H “FoBEJH T A8, AN
MR R 2R R AL 5 B R 2 B, AMAXTZRER I
G PR AR X F B A0 15 BE AT AU, X
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T IS P A P A 0 0 R DB 4 R 5 110 G B
Thériault 25 A (2018)42 H} “CP it &1”, A H7E1E
TR ST, BT A A T BB, MR R
SR D, RXEWEN AR, [HIC RS 7 > 2k
RGO, Wl REIE EmE R, — B =
LG A RIE L, 5 PR SAVE XS CP UM YR
Wi 5 23 BRARR o 24 TG MW A8 o ) TR B LY i L BRI
WHE A REH-Y R CP RN, Pl L[
£ . Hu, Hanley, Zhang, Liu Fll Roberson (2014)$%
WP B OB CP RN A T X )
T W5 N €0 B R 5 4 ) R 5 3/ 90 5 A ) 7 A i 5
M2 BP0 N @ H R B, A58 2 %A N
ORI, FiEdmE S T AR g fs, PR Az w
5, JEAR T NI TE] . P A BRI U] CP
RN 3 AL AN S IS HLE HEAF . Brouwer SF1A
9, M HL S TS ISP 89 A B 55 M
S, AMBATRAT IMRI A DU 41t 58 BB (i 24 4T 55
AN B0 WO 55 19 B Bt k BRAE B (s fim 44
D B T BRI, MR R R B 55 T e
— G XU, AR SARYEAE 55 AN A U X i
MIRAE, A W PEAT 70 BORAE, A I EAT R RAE
(Brouwer & Heeger, 2013), Bird, Berens, Horner #I
Franklin (2014)iz ] fMRI WiES2AMA 3 ¥ B AA 0
AT PEF O WEEis AN R AR X, LA [ 807
At

T e i AL B Whorf RIS,
SRERGE . MELL A 45 (2012) 76 K S AR 5Lk 4
filt b, B2 <R 3] 5 B0 A RN O AR A0 AH AR T B
&> (Interactive Theory of Color Terms and Color
Cognition). IZHLISIA KN, B NHIREM & A T b
R ECHE SR B hn T, P R B i A A B Sl
To B EINE N Z A, AR, N,
. HFEHSARNHE, ZAPTHRSH=A)Z
W (D E-AFOKF . 7EX — 2 BRI 2
B 0 ) Bm ML RSP (T L s (WD) R
PRl 24 A5 JRE CHRL I EE ) TR IR £ A LR P (B 5 1 1Y)
JBE b B SO 20 L RN AL 5 vh B B N A ) (2)TA
1K FEIX —E W R AR A 2 A (R
e L CAZFE R R 1, )k a—Sefbk
. AR RSB BE SO, Bz . BiE
A1) BB ARE SORTRAE B 55 . LAY PR
PEA R A9 AE B i A5 A (W] b J . AN [m] RSB A
AR NI — Bk 155 R SO PR A 20 A 3
SCHYTTHE, 2y B2 miE 5 A SCA AR RS 6k

IR 22 5 A AR A 1 K 2 B A )
Kedt s INF AR, B KR, A5 A — i
F A — SO TE 50 22 F I AT 8 26 D e o 2R
Z5. AR ASNHERWHEEE, doE A
RSN DN IEAE N AP & YNE 21 GOEL T N - 9N
IR . G . oK. BB . SheEIK . Sl
TS5 BRI B BN A T 4R, IS0 A
B, DR T ORI S I 5T 45 HL ERIE T2 (1]
5B AN O R BAH AR S /) & B (R R R,
BEAITE, o, Eoik, 2018; K, @ik, 2018;
WA, KA, 2019),

ABFFERM, B CP R BE B A o HLH,
WAFFET 5 K3, SRt 1n] 5 20\ R 08 R i A
HAE RN 15 TR B HE A 5 e HLAT AN E T,
TR AN Aff 7 P 2 A AR 0T B 6 0 A7 B T A AR
FSCIAE 55 S RS2 . AT T R, e i 2
{6, CP UV KA 5 Whorf (B BERT, T5 8% IEIHF A
SRS, IR T BRI . MR, AR
W58 TC T W T 5 15 078 B30 68 000 A [] B BB T e
MIVER, o A7 i CP &N Y 7™ A= 58 35 U
THEF WK S IA & i T8 s L AR T S, Xt
") R AR — 25 (5 P IR AR SRR K .
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Abstract

Categorical perception (CP) effect indicates that people are faster and more accurately at discriminating
between two colors from different categories than two colors from the same category, even when between- and
within-category chromatic separation sizes are equated. CP effect is an important evidence for the controversy
between Sapir-Whorf hypothesis and the Universal Evolution theory (UE). The Sapir-Whorf hypothesis holds
that CP is language-driven. They found that CP is left-lateralized and is disrupted by verbal, but not by
nonverbal interference task. Moreover, the language-driven CP also got support from cross-language researches
and neurophysiological studies. However, the Universal Evolution theory (UE) holds that CP effect results from
universal focal colors and is independent from language. The current study presented three experiments that
replicated and extended the earlier studies by using the same task but different participants. We compared
green-blue discrimination of Chinese Naxi ethnic who speaks Naxi language and Chinese Han ethnic who
speaks Mandarin. The two ethnics have different semantic boundaries of green-blue.

There are three experiments in the current study. In experiment 1, Participants were given a visual search
task that required them to detect a single target color among 11 identical distracters. The stimuli were two colors
Gl and G2 from green category (Munsell 7.5G and 7.5BG) and two colors Bl and B2 from blue category
(Munsell 2.5BG and 2.5B). Four colors formed a graded series from green to blue, with the green-blue boundary
falling between G2 and B1. In the visual search task, each stimulus display consisted of a ring of colored squares
surrounding a central fixation marker. All squares were of the same color except the target. Participants were
asked to press “F” or “J” key as soon and correctly as possible to indicate whether the target was in the left or
right side of the circle. Experiment 2 was to ensure that the difference between the two groups in experiment 1
was not due to the slow reaction of the Naxi people to all colors. In experiment 3 block 1, participants were
asked to finish green-blue visual search task and nonverbal interference task at the same time, and visual search
task and verbal interference task in block 2.

Reaction time and accuracy of the visual search task showed that: 1) It was more difficult for the Naxi
speakers, who always use the same word to express green and blue, to discriminate green and blue than the
Mandarin speakers; 2) The categorical perception (CP) effect was found both in Naxi and Mandarin speakers.
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CP of Naxi speakers is probably related to their using similar-color objects to describe different colors in
green-blue category; 3) The CP of Naxi and Mandarin speakers are both significant in the right visual field (RVF)
and the left visual field (LVF). Moreover, the CP in the LVF was disrupted by the secondary task that engaged
spatial working memory. Both the CP in the LVF and the CP in the RVF was disrupted by the verbal interference
task. These results indicate that the CP in the LVF is related to the fact that Naxi and Mandarin language
activates the right hemisphere.

All the findings reported here provide a more complex possible explanation of CP. Firstly, Naxi speakers
were significantly more difficult to discriminate green and blue than Mandarin speakers. It supports the
Sapir-Whorf hypothesis that language affects color perception. Secondly, CP appeared notably both in Naxi
speakers and Mandarin speakers. It showed the online language effect on color perception, and supported
universal category perception as well. Thirdly, CP was found both in the RVF and LVF. Moreover, CP in the LVF
was disrupted by the pattern-memory task, and CP in the LVF and RVF were both disrupted by the verbal task.
The results support the perspective combining the Universal Evolution theory (UE) and the Sapir-Whorf
hypothesis.

Key words categorical perception; bilateral effects; Sapir-Whorf hypothesis; Naxi speakers; Mandarin speakers.





