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2005)

, (Bornkessel
& Schlesewsky, 2006; Clifton & Staub, 2008)

(Warren, McConnell, &
Rayner, 2008; Grodner, Gibson, & Watson, 2005),

2 WMRAZE

21 BESRERFIHIEE(single-word self-paced
reading task)

Thornton

MacDonald (2003)

1 ’

, 2008),

2.2 ERBhHf 3 (eye-movements)

)

(first fixation duration)
(regression path duration ) (total
reading time)

23 3% = R 31 3E R (visual world eye
movement)
Cooper 1974

, 2010)

(Kamide, Altmann, & Haywood, 2003; Altmann &
Kamide, 2007), ,

(Rayner, Warren, Juhasz, &
Liversedge, 2004)
2.4 AFIEE % (sentence matching task)

Murray  Rowan (1998)

Kennedy, Murray  Boissiere (2004)

(Murray & Rowan,1998),

25 EHHEXBEAL(ERP)FR
(ERPS)
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, (constraint-satisfacion model),

ERPs (McClelland, St John,
, , & Taraban, 1989), ,
N400 , P600
(Van Berkum, 2008), 3 (concurrent model)
, Boland(1997)
ERPs , , ,
N400 P600 , )
ERPs
ERPs , ERPs 4 (three-phase neurocognitive
, theory)
Friederici (2002)
, ERP

, (Friederici & Weissenborn, 2007),

) (Zhang, Jing, & Boland, 2010)

3 BHSBEMMNARS A TFIEREILE ’

, , (Hare et a.,
) 2009; Zhang et al., 2010)
, , 32 E4SEMMNMRTHA FIEBEIT
31 XTRFHEEHZHIFIPER ,
, (@8] (two-route model)

(Kuperberg, 2007),
, (dual stream view)

(D (autonomous modular ,
model) )
Frazier ,
(garden-path model), Ferreira (2003)

ll 1 ’

(Frazier, 1987)
(2) (interactive model) , (two-route
- model),
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FHA 7
////; T i AR
SR
\ (DR
1 ( Ferreira )
2 (good enough , ,
language processing)
, 4.1 &l A g [1-rp g M 3 52 (parafoveal-on-foveal
Ferreira effect)#f 3
(good enough language processing) , - ,
: ( : : , 2010)
(Christianson, Luke & , Murray  Rowan (1998)
Ferreira, 2010) ) -
- (NP1-V-NP2) ,
(Ferreira & Patson, 2007; Swets, Desmet, (NPs) , NP1-
Clifton, & Ferreira, 2008), NP2-
( The hunters stacked the bricks.( / )
@ The hunters stacked the tulips.( / )
(® The bishops stacked the bricks.( / )
: , @ The bishops stacked the tulips.( /
(Ferreira, )

Engelhardt, & Jones, 2009)

AR

’ ’

- (Rayner & Juhasz,

2004; Rayner, White, Kambe, Miller, & Liversedge,

(1998)

2003)

Murray Rowan
(Kennedy et al.,
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7
2004), Murray Rowan a. Donna used the shampoo to wash her filthy
(1998) , NP1- car after she came back from the beach.

b. Donna used the hose to wash her filthy hair
after she came back from the beach.

Rayner  (2004) ,

NP1 , -

) n ) ,
(n-1) ,

(saccadic undershoots) ,

4.2 FHHEERMRIF A FRIEBTR Hagoort, Hald, Bastiaansen ~ Petersson (2004)

’

Thornton  MacDonald (2003) :
a. The Dutch trains are yellow and very crowed.

Braze, Shankweiler, Ni ~ Palumbo (2002) Ni, ( )
Shankweiler (1998) b. The Dutch trains are white and very crowed.
( , )
c. The Dutch trains are sour and very crowed.

( ; )

Fodor, Crain

N400,

(2009)

Matsuki ~ (2011) ,
Hagoort

(2004)
43 SBHEEMEIREIEEFRIZMAR

a. Donna used the hose to wash her filthy car ,
after she came back from the beach. (Clifton & Staub, 2008)
b. Donna used the shampoo to wash her filthy ,

hair after she came back from the beach. , Rayner  (2004)
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(thematic role
assignment) ,
(Huang & Gordon, 2011)

a. John used a knife to chop the large carrots

for dinner. ( , )
b. John used an axe to chop the large carrots
for dinner. ( , )
¢. John used a pump to inflate the large carrots
for dinner. ( , )
Rayne (2004) , Warren  (2007)
, Rayner
(2004)
( )
( )

a. The man used a strainer to drain the thin
spaghetti yesterday evening.

b. The man used a blow-dryer to dry the thin
spaghetti yesterday evening.

¢. The man used a photo to blackmail the thin
spaghetti yesterday evening.

(Hare, Jones, Thomson, Kelly, & McRae,
2009)

5 MEHEEHMEZER

51 AFEMIREIEMHSEEMRN
(selectional restrictions)

(Matsuki et al., 2011) “

(Bornkessel &
Schlesewsky, 2006; Warren & McConnell, 2007)

Warren
(2007)

(animacy), ,

(Paczynski & Kuperberg, 2011) ,

52 FHAGEENE4EEMMEZMN
(thematic roles)
B 1] 17O JER ] D i A7 A
Hi(agent). 32 (patient)ZF F BUfA €4, Fk
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assignment) ,

(thematic role

)

( , , , 2005)

) )

(Bicknell, Elman, Hare, McRae, &

Kutas, 2010). Rayner (2004)

(Bicknell et al., 2010)

(Christianson et al.,

2010),

Patson  Warren (2010)

’

2008; Hagoort et al., 2004) Bicknell

Saron, & Swaab,2010)
53 EBEHASHEEENEHSIEMN

(2004)

(2010)

(Filik,
(2010)

(Nakano,

pAG|

Rayner

Matsuki ~ (2011)

54 AFHEHXEHESEMERZIE

) Hagoort  (2004)
“The Dutch trains are yellow
and very crowed.” ,

N400, )
“The hearty meal was devouring the
kids’ ,
P600,

N400(Kim & Sikos, 2011; van Herten, Chwilla, &

Kolk, 2006; Kim & Osterhout, 2005)

, “The hearty meal was devouring the kids’

’

N400,
, ERP ,
P600 N400 , P600
N400
(Kuperberg, Kreher, & Ditman, 2010;
Kim & Sikos, 2011),

6 SESRE
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, Chomsky
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2011)
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20
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1615-1624.
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SEHE, A, ZEFT. (2005). AN A B 3L A
EARIR L. 02577 2 5775, 3(3), 205-209.
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How Event-based Plausibility Influences Language Comprehension

FENG Jian-Xin; QIAO Rui
(1School of Ethnic Education, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710062, China)
(%School of Psychology, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710062, China)

Abstract: The event-based plausibility knowledge is playing an increasingly important role in sentence
comprehension.The studies of the event-based plausibility in sentence reading can clarity the time course of
different kinds of knowledge during on-line reading comprehension, as well as build the architecture of the

language processing system. A number of studies have demonstrated that event-based plausibility has a

strong influence on language comprehension. On the one hand, methods which are used in sentence reading

can be used in event-based plausibility research; on the other hand, the studies of event-based plausibility

can provide new ideas to the theory of sentence reading. Given that a number of theories of language
comprehension hinge on the rapid influence of event-based plausibility, and many factors, like selectional
restrictions and thematic roles, can influence the event-based plausibility, future studies should balance

these factors, bilingual participants being used in experiment may be a good choice.

Key words: sentence reading;event-based plausibility; semantic understanding



