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, Ferreira
(1994) R

“experiencer-theme”
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“theme-experiencer” ,

Van Nice  Dietrich (2003)

>

Prat-Sala  Branigan (2000)

(La mujer fue atropellada por el tren, “The
woman was run over by the train”)
(A la mujerla atropello el tren,
“The woman, the train run over her”),
Bresnan, Cueni, Nikitina
Baayen (2007) ,
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(burglars) ,
(computer) ,
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(computer)

(Wu, 2009)

la Vanwege het onderzoek moeten de inbrekers,
die de computer gestolen hebben, nog een tijdje op
het politiebureau blijven. (Subject Relative Clause,
SRC)

“Because of the investigation, the burglars,
who stole the computer, had to stay at the police
station for some time.”

1b Vanwege het onderzoek moet de computer,
die de inbrekers gestolen hebben, nog een tijdje op
het politiebureau blijven. (Object Relative Clause,
ORC)

“Because of the investigation, the computer,
that the burglars stole, had to remain at the police
station for some time.”

Altmann  Kemper (2006)
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2a Tomorrow the professor, who has met the
students, will present the diplomas. (SRC)

2b  Tomorrow the professor, whom the
students have met, will present the diplomas.
(ORC)

s

(Gordon et al., 2006) Gennari MacDonald
(2008)
4 ( 3), R 3a, 3d

s 3c, 3b

3a. The director that watched the movie

received a prize. (SRC- s

)

3b. The director that the movie pleased
received a prize. (ORC- R
)

3c. The movie that pleased the director

received a prize. (SRC- s
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3d. The movie that the director watched
received a prize. (ORC- R
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blond hair> arrived this morning.
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blond hair> arrived this morning.
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blond hair> arrived this morning.
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The Animacy Effect of Nouns and Its Cognitive Mechanism
in Sentence Processing

HE Wenguang; CHEN Baoguo
(School of psychology; Beijing Normal University; Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Animacy effect is a common phenomenon in language comprehension, which mainly refers to
that aniamcy nouns play an important role in syntactic and semantic processing, such as sentence choice,
voice using, word order construction, argument and relative clauses processing. In the present paper, we
mainly discussed three aspects of animacy effect of nouns. First, an extensive and systematic analysis about
animacy effect from sentence production and comprehension was made. Second, different models of
animacy effect were discussed, which included the specific representation of animacy nouns theory, the
accessibility hierarchy of lexical concept theory, the syntactic salience of animacy nouns account and the
experience-based language distribution theory. Finally, some reviews were made about the beings,
mechanism of animacy effect, as well as the influence from culture and context on animacy effect, then
some suggestions about the future direction of this issue were pointed out.

Key words: animacy effect; language cognition; sentence production; sentence comprehension



