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% RS S) B B ST T AT IA A L I

FME BRM Are K K

T DA O 250 B A D 20 A S (TR R I R ),
B Je 550 PR R )AL A FE S S0 AR P RS20 Bl B, i 430079)

H E BHARFINAERSFEAIEMBESERNIRSR, SHAFIFTER LT EF PN R4 0 TH 5B
B EARIK, VAR E RAE A G HEAT A T AR M . b B IRITIF R T AV 2 AL SRR R 6 L.
AR E N, B Lo TEF G ELNBRALELF, LR EEELNELEEZTR—EXLZ%. F
HAR K Bz B K I T K5 R T M4F ey N300 R, mILIIE . L3iEL T NA0O B . % ILH A
RECZPHTH., XEZR—EL A%, EARERWTMEX —ZAATRHTELNLETEZHR—F R,
KEI  SHURE S BT BLUES A, FHAEX s

%S B849:G44

1 3|5 HET 2 2] #1025k (Eitel, Scheiter, & Schiller,
2013). FTLA, PATFSHLARLAS F A A Al 2 1
W & T 2, LAFE B2 ) F A 0 B R
AE NP A 2% 2 BB (Mayer & Moreno, 2002), T
R R S R, 2 AR 3T AT LA
SRy Jee 2 2 35 ) I8 FFT A0 i 388 TR T B 3 T 45
SO TR BRAE B B (B T A, 2012), EHHE
2R AT, 2R 5 AT i — 20 A A
FEMPLHT: — 2 5 B 2, 2
KHAF B RRME T X, WSCFsE R, IR
WA, T RS E A 2] TRk R L L
B4 5 N TR, T BE 3 3 AN P63 T (Mayer,
2005).

H A 2 B S o E P T =407
1. ZMRER  S) B R 2 2] JR ) A
FEARTIBWIIE; 22 AR ST A 8 A s 0 7E
SRR T BRGS0 DR 2 AR )
H & R HCeFE P PR . o, 21k
(A — EH RIS, B T2k
)L FR AR Y, TR Y R AN TR 2 B SR
Wk H B 2014-12-29 [ BT 3 14 15 R A SR SOR A, R dE T 2 I A
* [ HIRFL A 3 T 4R H (31400875); [H 5K H AR 2, R AR BCEERCR B SR (I, 2013),

24 I H (31471000); #HE A SCH SR 24
SEMIE ST H (14YIAL00014); ke st AREE 2 BIREFEIPECMIAIAIEL

Al 45 %% (CCNU15A02041).,
WEIRVEH: B EHI, E-mail: zgbznr@mail.ccnu.edu.cn M EA4E 80 AEARTT 4R, B L R AR M

PR TR PR AR i 225, s slon =F
W EEMNZBRYZ 6 X T — 1A,
RS BIE . A, Bl shimdgZ
TP B R4 74 HUEE G I n DAL 3 1) 25 5 1A
(FELLTF, Fiaikks, L5, 2005), @5 =2, SHA
S0 FH T ) 101 >fe S () S22 3R R (3 A - A K,
2006), AR SCA S FIH A2 WAk Wi
RVIE BRI R, S B 8 A 1
P, XA SCAT DL 22 AR ) Z R ST .
AR AR B % S S BL T i A R 1A L A R
AR 22 A 80T LA LURILSE A0 0T i A 712 2 3 ) S 30
AT S BA S 1) 22 JE B 3 38 1) G2 — AR B (74
T AR A

Z AR B A S A B 2y U
S A, FE, MAGNE 7 ERE
W12 2] F T, BRI 24 > B AL
o WEFE R, ZHRIREE T M SO A A e
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BRI T #E . KR . ghimSEiuiE
B I 2= MR RIS R R 0 . R R, 12
BRI SC A 4 B RE A AT AR AR 2 2% ) X
b2 7 R 0 BRAR, H 224 e 2 D P 2 SR O Xo)
AN Y 2 7 F AT AR B (R 3 52, 2009).

ki J&i, Mayer 11 Moreno (2002)7E XU i R %
A BRA BB DA S i TAR R SR sy T £
PR 2E S OVHTES, R OGN A o 1 RN A
R T2 B R . ZERIS A A Z R S A
AN B BASAEIN Tt AR, SRS S B
TR BB R BB, R
SCAS Bl At U P e A S TE R, DA 5L R A 4 P B AR
AR IR PEA OCIE ;S I BOR AR IS TR AR
BB B, B BT B 0 1R R AT A U
M H R RAE, BT 0 B R T A2 LU BGE
PR RAE, 5= BREERENE, it
B RAE AL FAEAF B 5 2 2 W SERT iR F 30
PTG (Mayer, 2010), £ RS S A HIFIS AR
AR 2 =) 5 2 AU Tt 72 Hh 3R R R AE =X
ER=NIEN | M il 5 b s % S RN TR S S D o =
AR Bk, Fi, ZERA AR T
HEHE RGN E N2 B AE S o8, mA
X A 2 A S AR B B SRR

SR, Z RS SN (FE I T HiER
TR R 50 FRAE AR B LK e il AR Z [ 1 48 &
Z X T AN AR el %o AN 6] FRAEAF BT 0 T A K
i fa] X5 A RN B A BT LA L Y R A A
RBECCAR, EEE, RFMR, 2013), FxtxXx—n
5, Schnotz Fl Bannert (2003)3: !} 1 i 1] £ Ak
> 1 B SCH R A AR AR TP AEAE PRI 5K
HFRAE, — PR 5 T 455 R 17 A0 38 ) iR M 3R AT
MSCFRAE AT RAL; J)— MR R T B4
FHEAT b B R PR R AT, Q058 3 4 FN 0 BRAR
R, FE R SCHE R A BIRh, BAENEE I 1L
PEBE R A 7 ik AN TAEIC I, FF43 50 21 L R
WISCFRIEFIMIE R G SR JG X SCFRAESATIE
SUT, ER AR RN E T, 4G
WL 3 G ST A RIER A [R) B X R 58 R il AT
BERE, KBNS INNBER BT, 45463
F A A O BRI, O P S Ay BUR AR T A8
B, B REE A B 515 B (Schnotz & Kdrschner,
2008; Hochpdchler et al., 2013), ZFiZ i, &
KA B, — iR MmE R E g

TE A iy R0 AF R0 PR ARY i R R AE AL B
HEAY 1) 32 AL G LS8 U B B R gl

FRUAE Z2 PR 27 S (D B S 0 P SC PR A A
TR 58 R 1) T R [R), E T R LS R A Ok £
2] BB L SOAF B ah AN R A 3 T R T AR
BRI T, B 9 B 52 A () 2 A1E A 2 R S i 0
WA . SR, Jerid T 2 ks 3 i
SCIN T R A IT 2 R E T RS BT, i BhIA
HIB 2B S, X 2R S T R SE B
A B RO BRAL AT IR AT, B £ Ak
S INHIBS RO SRR ORI AR, RFER,
T 364%, 2013).

3 BHRE S RE I RYHZF

AMETE Z R ) b R h, RS R U
S UL BURR A o AR 2 IR A T DA B e
FPE SC PR R G008 R 0 S A B TRy
BN HLRI AT 22 5, T TEJS IR 35 SOm T B
Bl TR G o 2 BUGORT AR SRR 1 R R
W %% 2o I A 2 0 5 AR v KA 8 T i vp
fE o 150 23 [A] 43 HR 2R 11 1F B T O 7 2 F9 4 (Positive
Emission Tomography, PET)HIZ)AERE ;LR 1%
(Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRI)3;
AT LS B3R AT R 7 Z AR ) i B B SR B
T T RNEE A A A GG IX., 5 B[R] 43 3% 25 199 i F, 1]
(Electroencephalograph, EEG)HI = {4 4H 3¢ H, {37 %
A (Event-related Potential, ERP)A F| T 311X 43
ZWEARE ST AN TR B

SR, USG9 o i 2 S AR MEEA T T B2 (o
LB . JRIRA = B, SHREI AT
BIEERKE E, A& THELE ., 5%, 85
FHEAZ 55 Z AN AT R, X SE A e R A A A e
) AFAEAS S, AR MESC B ELAAR 2 AR ¥ e ST 43
Hk, MR E AR 25 )8, T4 Ry 434 7 2Ll
XA 2 HCE Y . AT UL Y ] 200 B gk
17, M2 R MR E 4, AR MECRUE R R
MRl BT, A IE 2 R AT R AT 22 2R T D B L
AR HEAT Z AR 2E SRS, 40N B TR
RS (B, SRR, R, HRE
2013; 3%, Brlg, TA, FSE, ERE,
2014); fJa, ZWRY T 323 ] FRR AR |
INEURAE | 24 2] ShHL AN 25 55 £ Fh IR K5 i (Hede,
2002; FEik, JHZM, 2010), X dudf K T} 2
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PR 2% 2] AT B S U ISR W MERE . BRIk, B
I 2 R ) A9 Bk AT MRS 7, D
i 2 Z AR 2E STHFSEBUEE Richard E. Mayer 48
AT AR ST, U MR BF5E T A
TR FAR TR % 3 5K B B 09 ik X 22 & (Miller,
Donovan, Bennett, Aminoff, & Mayer, 2012),

JAEN I, HRAR VT LA i S 5 3 0 5T T 2 4t
e 5] b B EAT HEHE AT 4k, X A 9 JE S
T LA T T, B2, R
Wiz Z 48, BIEATFFE = KEm, [
B, AMEZBREI 2285, HEOTBRAE
BISCEEM T 58E . AR 2B 2C T ' S0
T ERRBIESE, S TR 22 AR A ) A R 2L
PR AL T 8 0 o 5 FrR SO T sk 2 AL R
F B FE LS I SCAE B SO T R G4 FE SO T
I AR LA 5 TR
31 BEIXEREBEXNMIAZSL

TAHLC B2 5 i 2000 #2006 [ SCAR 805 O
T ARG 4L 4 2 A (Bright, Moss, & Tyler,
2004; Devereux, Clarke, Marouchos, & Tyler,
2013), WX ZAE M & R AE /KO B T Fr it 1 £ s 7
THE . UM LRGSR ER—E RS,

LI o 453 3 95 ARS8 S TR SO
W) Z2 I SO T RGNS, W8T B CCT) Rl
B (B )i ATEZS T 1915 B L E A AR &
RAERG, KMixd A [\ g A 5 2005 B 5y TAfE
il (1 % 52 J& 7 [W] i (Warrington & Shallice, 1984).
Warrington (1975) X 43 #L 5 2 A N B AF 5% &
W, Hodr— 7 B3 LU 2 A Wik, B
ABEX A 44, ) — 0 B AT AT AR 44
FR, (A MG RAE . M6 I B A AR A
WA, LR TEMFERGEW ML, W5
— TG0 i AT P AR R K 1 AR B B 5T (Saffran,
Coslett, Martin, & Boronat, 2003) % #, 5§ A¥E—
RAVWIE AR S, XHRNC AR S0 T8 2 A n
B ARl . MRFEVIAX —ME R T om0
B ARG, ARG AR TFRE D
R S AN [ i DX 18 450 43 5 BOA [7) 1418 AT S BB o
A, — FR G0 TR SCHIWT A B 5 RN 428
KR LI L RAD RS R T HARE E 1Y UE R
A2 57 P4 (Warrington & McCarthy, 1994),

SR, AR LS AN SE A R Uk B A
MTEA ZEER TR, H e A

TEEL OS5 i 22 S T REJE R ZEFE I . SCIR
S AT SO TR B o il AR B 90 34 T X —
Uik, R BE R E R SCE RO R,
SCEUI A ETEE SN T B0 I I XA 25 5o
Vandenberghe, Price, Wise, Josephs Fll Frackowiak
(1996)FI 1] PET HiA HL#R T filt e g il 7E = Ff 1] 3¢
MR GV AL AR 55 (5 SOOCHRDE RS, MLoEiE SCUCHE;
FRAR/NVC L) T 0 SO Tad R, B AT O T
o AR R RSO TE SOIN T R A R . TR
P&T e SRR A A 3 FmD B 1% s DX gk Ay Ll 38 )
T SO TG DX, A S 30 3 2% A S [R] 80 1Y
s DX DA A S SR T SN TR R X, 25
SRR, B R TS SO T30 A AL v =
T SC H8 A T3 SO T30 ZE M T T it Moore
1 Price (1999)7EME & /K - 1y 151 - 1 SC iy 44 F
B (i 24 B 7 O B8 B R & “Okay ™) 4F: 45 1)
PET RIS [FIAE S 1 & A SCF R BITEE SN T
TG R 225, BROE B, TEE SO T R H e
T OE 2 MBS T S 1E S0 T A 22 MR
MI(BA 22/41) (faf&% bInl); il A gl £ 1
WOE T 5 PRI A DG Y I MBURL B2 BT (BA 19)
(ELEE ML I B ) o BT A ML M Bz BT 5 SR AE Y
ME & 7K SF hn T JE 2% (Grill-Spector, Kourtzi, &
Kanwisher, 2001), PXUILAH5E 3 TA J 3k SEA [A] A ik
195 B DX 5 S R SO T B G o

JAE ] A0SR R T SO T B BeAF7E
Z5, A F R AL ATE AR R SO
T AR BSRIERSE, RETHEEL
M RIE K BEATAAAE RN T, I 2338 9 2 H 4
AJE 2 (Federmeier & Kutas, 2001), Bright %£(2004)
SR RN FN AT 55 Bl S FIBAE 55, #R5EAE
W SCRAEKE, By FSCF 0 T2 75 LA il 1A
MREPE . JE R PO IE U551 PET B AT T
G TTarbr, KR 5307 i AT #R 58 21
WA B X B R R A BRI AT | L R
el AR [T DA R 55 Al 5 R T A G Y
G DX, SCE O ZE MR b ] g 5% DL A
0 A b T PR I T 3T A e T Tl R 3
ARTE], Forbobl b Iml 0% 5 18 R in ARG, e
PBE TN A AR R HTTE SCB B o BP9 S5 T B SCE
SN T R4 i) —201: . Shinkareva, Malave, Mason,
Mitchell 1 Just (2011)5% H] T fMRI R HLEE TR
[i] 52 By OB o SCR B AR i 1X . 25 R R B
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P&] SCRE S 0 T2 B S i 2 ek 3, Il sk
(b Sroat 11 O S TN 7 S TN <570 N 1 I 72 VNI
B U N~ S S 1R & 7 N T el ] Y P s =
URR SO A0 M X 32 B 5 1 S0 B AT ) e Y I
X, P AR R 1 i X 2 T R R 2 () R A )
AEDXHR . S5 SCHRE TR . SCHTHE SO T Bt
FEAE2E 5, BB R FISCSAAETE SO LKy Be 3k = (A
—IB L RG.

#R1M7, van Doren, Dupont, Grauwe, Peeters FlI
Vandenberghe (2010)iA K 7E Lk 35 [/ — 15 B A & F+
5307 B A SO T80 ik X B, ASE
HEBR BB SN A AR i X 1 22 R, 6 R HERR
T8 IR M AR R GE AT BT SCPATE T BT & 0 I
3, XFEARERIRR 5 SO s A
REEA . MWATHE R 5307 R 2 iR
B AEBOR I R BR K, R 5T A AT RN
AN ] 368 8 A SRS A 0 R fin T 25 5, DA HERR
W ST TSRO0 TG sh i g2 m . 244kl ak
% NI RIS IR A, &1 R 5 S B [l S 1
DI A 2 BRI Y (A BIR D) L T
. RAR % 4 LA BT IR R LY =4 22— (2
T Ao AH LSS HTAA O B SCHRE SN T [R]30E )
X, A5 A AR DX B TR AR 2, U W
5 LPATHE ST R 6o 1R SCPAT 1 1%
ZEARET, ESCHIE SO TARA RN IX EE
AL ZE DA T [0 AL I AR T, 25 AT S
KSR CRA BR—iE IR S,

bR TR, AT LR T mr A
T et AT B T SO0 T3 i X, A [R) K74 1
CERALEWNIE N T ARG R LR, Gates M
Yoon (2005)7E F&f . LA AT FARE LA T
& R 5 S B AR v 0 SO TR 3, A2 A
F AR FE F (58T B A A RS A5 B)IE X
Tt R R BT KM R 43 B X8R, A SR
TR G T e A I A o X, ZE AR R
W1, ZE A7 F T, A 00 AR o R 2 0 - i [
SR T SO A B R OSSR
R R AR N, (H R B X5 ) O E
o TEA)T R DL R R 006 LI A Y 80%
DX AR Sy T S T DX 8, A RS A
149 FE1 R S% 07 S P R s R B R S DX = X
di 96%, XUSELEFIRELN, & il SO TS A B
it 22 ) 1 e 2 X 2 i o 0 2 FRATE Y 52 = 4

i /b. Li, Zhong il Lu (2011)i 53 ER 3l #1 fMRI
ARG TIERIKE 1B 5 S0 18 O T2
AL TR A R A5 B A B A HAT =2 (i il 22
R, RehBsai R LM, M5 CARBHIE X
s B2 AR SR WA B2,
fMRIEUE BB M R, R 5 SCAREE IR SO
Tad B A AR Z2 LS I T M 4%« &t L TR
W AR 2 R G, IR B B L HI A 5T 00 25 S
SCREE R RSCA N T2 R — 1k LR G, JRE XS
I SCHE SO T RE S e B UF S e K . RS
KRR IFAZ, [HIEBFF LR S5M S RAEK
TR A R — 3%, WS R SR O T &
BBV

ARG PR S SO T 5T 2 08 X i LR S
o DX AT, T2 G Y e e R SO T
X, mARM X A Bk R, Devereux 4§
(2013) 7 LA A AfF 5 3l 1, I 2 0k E A Ko i
X L SO AT 55 v i BRI T 1 i X
HEATA T, SN B TR SCE SO T
(2221 BRAKONE, TR R SO I 1 SO T A A2 2 3K
R ZNES, REEPLEME R 2 m
iy 18] B A2 IO N 98] o R4S 2 S 3 v ] R 2 A T
WYATRS 5 T35 SO T, {H A8 15 DX 3 0 25 38 38 1Y)
RAEES 22 SR o v, HUA 22 00 T6L oA 98 7E AR )
R i ATE 2CF 1 2 6 sh A 8 24 5,
20 S RG] 0 T SC 5 W R e ) b 2 3 B 0
ASHATE, VB R 3E CRAETE 20 15 B AE R — ik
X0 T B AR AT fE AT . Devereux 28 A YA
SR T R SO R A R, B R 2 5] i AR
B SCfE BRI TIF AR TE st — B AR E B,
T 2 () s A Ay RO A AL B R, — 3 AR
AR 2 R — IR E B, (EIH AR A AE A .

RECAHAMAR, Tie2IWmMrX, BxXA
A B — 1T CRAEEE, (A2 R G b e E 53 1
TS R E TR S A 2B R (Plaut, 2002), H
R 1 FrR), BRI TR T B
WG 5 R R A R A AL i, SO I
T HE SO T B B 32 B0 5 18 TR AE
ORI A MO I G50 (9] (45 - [0 ) R0 P 4
0T 10 0 o SO Tk 7R PRl e 0 S 5 [RIJ80% ) il
X B BALFE MG T W e . AR, B
A2 RO . ZEREEA FLFE T £
LR 2 3] DI BRE LA R ] S B A 5 A AR R
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EREIHFR RUE SO T BBt 1B SUINT BB
-

L P SO R R i X R ZE R

FORR SO B SO TS AR A B A
32 E. EBEXMISEE

PET I fMRI AR W23 8] i DX 7 14 £ B %
FISCHE UM T RS HEAT TRV, (Al T PET Ml
fMRI AR B[R] 53 HER AL, XTSI X S 51
B T H BER 223 THELS D, I JC B
FIIEHE . ERP AR LU & i B 8] - 3 T fif
SO TR sh AT B ARt T# A -

N400 ¥ 43 A 55 18 BF 55 o B W L B R 4
(Stafura & Perfetti, 2014), AR AR LB T F
SB0 38 ST TG b2 AL R L TR RS AR
Nigam, Hoffman 1 Simons (1992)7F fir 8 /K F 3@
AR R B 5 s X —3hE,
BTEAES53CFEm BB EEPSE & N4
A . TR R RS, TEE AN T
SFER NA0O By, HiE R &iFE N —AN T
MR A N400 FLg3, LI AR o3 7E SO 5 18 R
WM& BE2ES . U N400 5iF LAYRIE
TETEH, WA R 2 1 i SO T ML . N40O
AR TR R G0 R, T2 X P S
HLHMM SRS R, #F—2, Khateb, Pegna,
Landis, Mouthon F1 Annoni (2010)3# i 43 # 3 F It
BCAE S5 (5 AR5 18 FIWAE 55 P 288 310 )
1E55)1%5 & 19 N4OO 345 s, &% B N40O 80, MY
sy FE B R, mi BB —
Hk,

RUAERISCIE R B9 NAOO F ¥R 399 45 i s e A
25 (Willems, Ozyiirek, & Hagoort, 2008 ), {H&
J SRR T B SO T 5 SCE R TIER
[, PR R T 2515 & H—A L N400 H 4
B A R B 53 —N300, 7 B R HIA 04 A DG 1 1)
Wi 4 55 i, ASHH G LU A G AT &5 A XA — A
300ms 747 (U {H (N300), Bl th 3 — A>3 A B
fin) 72 B N40O (Holcomb & McPherson, 1994), 7&
B 201 T TR R ORE OG PE AT S5 b 9 IR o U 5% )
N300 A9 HER, TAH N300 J2 X [ F il i il a4 A
JZ I, West FI Holcomb (2002)3 it 44 i - il 5
MY 2k, GRS B R 3 A 3 A 44 i Tad 2,
J2 A X A3 A1 Y N300 B3 B BT 32 43 A1 ) N40O
BT H B, UBH X F B R R S, N300 19
IMBIEAR R THEIBRES IR, MEERIRT
B R i A5 B TALE . B N300 i BLAE
N400 Z /i, [Fit N300 Sz My m] BE 2 e iy A
A5 K EHEAZ T T A Y B R AR A9 DT R n T
(Schendan & Maher, 2009), i N400 .43 5 i i# i8
B8 X fE B 24 AH5E (Wu & Coulson, 2011), 1A
WF5E & AR N Tt A b & 26 N300 500 .
Cristescu 1 Nobre (2008) % P E A7) L 0 T H g
Y IRNC A 2315 K —AS T Z 40 N300 14T,
LA AT iR BB A 2 BRI S R 2 T,
HMAETF AN R G E S, 45 F558 3 N300
B4 3T ] SRRSO T R
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ERP B3¢ I R #ERR 3878 T B FSCSE 1)
TN T Bl S A AE 22 5, 1R R RO R 4 5
&7 N300 Jegr, fHJE i Om T B B A Al
SCFHI 2 K NAOO 87 N40O A7 AR i L o5
PRI A AR TR & B 2 X B R IS R Gy 3t
R 3 A S e, SCHE TR SO R R — 1 SO T
REEHIM R
33 [E. XENESHHEN S

TEZ RS S BREE N, [ S5 i [l if
B, FFEEIEHNE R SCER T SUE BT
A, ZEREIMVIENSIEL, B UER
L83 AN [R] ()3 B HEAT N T, I IR 28 5 SR A
PG TR SCER g R G R — PR, TR
BRI PN R B T B SUF B G R
TE BCHE R B4 A AL AE AL BRASARY SR, [’ R
SCFEE BAE R &2 A s LRI ARG R, B
I T A AT X X — (Al AT BT . XA
SCHE UM TR G RGeS B SCHE SO Tk 72 1Y
TRIT, G5 R HF T B RS B 3 F A S
TRG, FEHUAT DN, AFRETELES
BAW R ETERERIE N TR G . A SCE
ME SCEERE LRSI R, 456 DITE U
G A RIESE, AT IR SO SRR I DG B A X

AR — RS G IR % B, W
TR AT e [ R T S5 R X, X
SE XAETE O T R e B R i D AE, 2R IE
R T V8 0 T.A9 0 2 M 4% (Vigneau et al., 2006),
RARGE . ERESE 1 MR #(2011) 38 2t 43 A
42 FE A UK 15 SCRESAE DG SCR, RIS U
A R RN T B, B e R ER
Wi F AT KX . Huang, Wang, Jia FI Chen
(2012)FI ] ERP &5 4&F 4405015 5 (Event-related
Optical Signals)$i &R, & A F1E LA d ih
F14) A DX B DXl A 45 A I 450 81 BB R . 3
ISXE L SCE LRGSR M NG, RIE R
FNSCATETE SO T3 A8 v e [ 37 1 ik X 2224
FEAOE T |, 3 R B AR AR ]

331 #BIKE

ZeMPARAR 181X TE 3R R B N T A4, Rt
BERR A 1AIE X (Reinke, Fernandes, Schwindt,
O’Craven, & Grady, 2008; Yeatman, Rauschecker,
& Wandell, 2013), #AT, A AFFEXS BR[O S0
RN T A HLBEER T ST5E . Price F1 Devlin (2003)

T 2 25 AR A S SCHk, & B 22 M ARtk Tl A S S8
B 25 W RE AR WS, R s L I R T
A, A X058 S B0 SO 0. AESE
HEWFSEH, Price (2010)[FIFE A& 3 A2 MR ] Hh
AL AEARSE TR I T AR 55 B0E, 1A B R
B R4 . B SCH A 8 & W B 0 5 am i b A7 e
W EEBOE, A ZE M ARIR TRT Hh R X 22 AR S S
R 38 BAG W Y, Kassuba 48 A (2011)3E— 5%
R RAEXT R 4 22 F e 5 Bom Tt A b, Ze il
AR B LA 5 — 2 dl 1E 5 B R AT R AR 1Y
KEEVER .

H A, ZE MR A SC= g iom T i B
AE A TE 2 16 (Barton, Fox, Sekunova, & laria,
2010). A ABUA SCHROR A, Ze MR 0] %F SC
FEEA RSN T o BRI X A S B —
REANFRRFAE N T, S B A A AL 25 1R B )
BRSO TR (B 5 SRR R T R
(fE#, 2010). L, fEZBHAETh, B/ SOfE
ST R R TRT A AL TS B 4 2 XoF 400 3 3R R
H—EPEI T, A ROE LS .

3.3.2 EMEFTESHM KR

B SO RIEOE B9 R X R T 5 05 R A
IR A BRI, 345 22 0T TR
2, ZEBSIA N SIE EEA K.

e OUEE I Bz 2R U AR O T X, 5
SCAF B 38 3k R B D) AH 0% (Lau, Phillips, &
Poeppel, 2008)., Baron FlI Osherson (2011)LJ %
Baron, Thompson-Schill, Weber Fl Osherson (2010)
TR Z SR A R I 5T T RS B T e IR
HIFRAIETE, (HAMBUT R WE0E . &I
SR TR A — T SCOCFR, XM [ Y 4
G BAEBEAEN], A MR PR AE A
W35 SR AE B A B A 2 BB IE o Peelen
Caramazza (2012) Lk & Hoffman, Evans F1 Lambon
Ralph (2014)if 3 fMRI SZEh & B, 3900 i 3 iy
TEE A PR 8 T S R AE, X Ah RIS BAK
HTE AR PR B g ok . AR FIAE SRy T A
U S XA A I S, KT IRE RN
ARG BIREE G RAT FS . B, Z M
BB B I Sy 2 1 SR A 1 G HE R X (Lau et al.,
2008), 5T T HHZH 5370 2K 45 ] 1 A AR A DL K
=18 ARG 1 AE (Westerlund & Pylkkanen, 2014),
MZEANA T B RO SR AT R I D RE
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JE A VAR I T SO R o2 1 5
SCHE G T RE IR SR P AT 55 00 A AR I 2 8
HE A SR AH E T GT A1 ZE MR T Bl AE TS L3 At
P ROAE S L T S8 . Zhu 28 N (2012) DA
Huang, Zhu %5(2012)f#i ] ERP #1 fMRI £ ARIE5Y
FE N RS A0 B 9 15 SR T B A R P SR A
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The Cognitive and Neural Mechanism of Text and Picture
Processing in Multimedia Learning
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Abstract: According to the cognitive theory of multimedia learning and the integrated theory of text and
picture comprehension, text and picture are processed through distinct channels at the early stage, and then
integrated into a whole. The theories are supported by empirical researches in neuroscience. Brain imaging
studies have shown that the processing of text and picture is different in the semantic pre-process, but shares
the same semantic neural system in information integration later. Event-related potential studies have found
that only picture evokes a N300 in the early stage, while both picture and text induce the N400 effect later.
Although existing studies have provided clear evidence that text and picture share the same semantic system,
further research is needed to explore how the information is integrated in this system.
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