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20 ,
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, (Bock, 1986;
Pickering & Branigan, 1999; Pickering & Ferreira,
2008) ,
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with flying colors.
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Pickering, & Cleland, 2000; Cleland & Pickering,
2003; Jaeger, 2006) ,

(Pickering & Ferreira, 2008;
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not guilty.
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2005; Frazier, Munn, & Clifton, 2000; Thothathiri
& Snedecker, 2008; Trueswell & Kim, 1998)
Traxler (2008)

Thothathiri Snedeker
(2008)
, DO (Double-Object,
DO) PO (Prepositional-Object, PO)
, DO ,
1.3 MRIKAH
, ERP
, ( , 2011;

Rayner & Clifton, 2009; Sereno & Rayner, 2003)

) ’

ERP



11 : ERP 1729

ERP , RSVP Ferreira & McClure, 1997; MacDonald, Perlmutter,
(Rapid Serial Visual Presentation, RSVP) & Seidenberg, 1994; Moortgat, 1988; Traxler &
, Tooley, 2007) )
, ERP ,
2 MR ’
21 WREER
, 3 , , ( )

213 ARFIELCHMETEWERERBRAT
MR P A)E JR BN R B A E A

211 ATFEMPHBINYN R, XA, Bock  Griffin (2000) ~ Chang (2006)
TR AIER

, 4 D
, , ;2
, » (3

, (4
(Seger, 1994) Ferreira (2008) ,

ERP , ) )

212 \FEMPRAER NN ZIRCIRERY, ,

i 2 3R C S0 3L B ERP
) (Hale & Keyser, 1993),
1 ,
(Ferreira & ,
Clifton, 1986; Frazier & Clifton, 1996; Frazier & ,
Rayner, 1982) , (Boland & Blodgett, 2006) Hale

(Boland & Boehm-Jernigan, 1998; ,



1730 20

4 22 WREITEMBER
( )1
ERP ( 2 )
ERP
, /
, ERP
, DeP ,
, 3
, 221 WR—: NERIEMEEREXAREES
B A1 55 B B UM
, Traxler(2008)
ERP '
CIE X )
ERP
opires o] 1H1 / '
l OPS D) ,
l SRR ’ ’
BRI T ? '
1 )
MR MR shict EEGid# P2 I
gia it

Come >—» :
(D

BV o

2 ERP



11

ERP

1731

DU DeP S5t BT B LA

ERP #5%

i) AR AR S L
DU ¥ DR B AT 55

DU IE R TR I8 L )

HRZHF 5L ERP #F51 HR 5L
Wa
— B R ’ \ — BRI S
iyt
i) ERf R B IR B AU

Ak, W, SRR

A BRI (¥ B
TS, ENCAKED

o~
N\

Wn I E
el o b

oy
&



1732

20

, ERP

222 THRI: iWiE DeP Z5H)E it X A1 7% &
Y a5k B BN

“ ”

(Functional Head)
DeP (Wu, 2000),
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3 4
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Bock  Griffin (2000), Hartsuiker (2008)

(Arai et a., 2007; Traxler & Pickering, 2005;
Traxler & Tooley, 2007) ,

(Traxler, 2008; Thothathiri & Snedeker,
2008) ,

2a-2C ,
2a. The engineer examined by the committee.
2b. The engineer visited by the committee.
2c. The defendant examined by the lawyer.
(Boland & Blodgett,
2006; Jackendoff, 2007),
“examined’ , SvO
“engineer” ,

, “examined” ,
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Syntactic Priming in Chinese Sentence Comprehention:
Evidence from Eye Movements and ERP

CHEN Qing-Rong; TAN Ding-Liang; CAl Hou-De
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: The syntactic priming effect in language production has been profoundly investigated during the
last 20 years. The question remains, however, as to whether the effect would trigger the same processing in
comprehension and production. Researchers have recently investigated the priming effect in the
comprehension of Indo-European languages, |eaving many disputes unsolved. |s the priming effect syntactic,
strategic, or semantic? Is the effect lexically driven or lexically independent? In addition, is it language
specific or language universal in human language comprehension? Given that the employment of a mere
behavioral technique, eye tracking or ERP may not provide solid empirical support or the insightful
theoretical explanation regarding those disputes, this study intends to explore the syntactic priming effect in
Chinese sentence comprehension from an interdisciplinary perspective, embracing psychology, linguistics,
and neurocognitive science, using both eye tracking and ERP. Based on the analysis of the consistent and
inconsistent evidences provided by the eye tracking and ERP experiments, the researchers aim at finding out
the cognitive characteristics and mechanisms of the syntactic priming effect in Chinese sentence
comprehension as well as examining the adaption of the theories of implicit learning and argument structure
in accounting for the syntactic priming effects.

Key words: syntactic priming; eye movement; event-related potential; theory of implicit learning; theory of

argument structure



