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* # 7 47 & (Regular Articles) °

BEEMIEEFHRTEREES

BEE HEE REE R % XA
(P EBEE OIS, dbat 100101) (P EFRFABE RO R, dLE 100049)

B E BFAEY, ETWEAEERAELIAMEERL. REALAZHLEN, ALLFLE5EZH
B THESF R RN 5 T, MAAELEOREER. RXAATEAZ BT Ty Hm A L&, & A0
HAZ &R T B, TESAUARTEAGMARBRAITT HiE. Lk, LM LY RiEET i
TMH AT TR, RENET R FARAZ LY AiE T I AR, I ARNHALTORE TR,
KR MRATE; BT I, TEEM, TESA;, TEA

HHEE  Bs42

1 58 FHARARW R, N TR TR #E .
_ o A2 HE O [R5 S B A AT
A, ARk AR iﬁiﬁi" mgi;f;;m‘ Efﬂz;i‘*
i B B, AR, AT e 201,
F A 0 A DR 6 e 00 (Ng etal,, 2017; Helnrich & Wermter, 2017),
ot . N s - T3k A A [R]E 58 18 18 17 8, i TS B 4n fay
BRI AR B o ATTFE N X $65k | K [R]85 15 o . . N
PPN SN " e sl At AHE R, WA 52 ok A A RLEE N E RS
B, AR AR, AR 2 . o . A
N P e PR = Y 1£%9 Em%ﬂ‘b\iiimgaﬁﬁﬂgiglﬂ{@o W%T
Bl g 0, At A A3 ) FE A [R] B4 i X% o . )
s e e s . . Xf £l 8 {5 B A IR DA R s A HLEI R e s, 3
N [FlE T8 05 BTN T.(Binder et al., 1997; Grill- " """ i o
. - RUTF 5T i 1 o AR SRS B2 0 25 3R 3T 47 Sk L X L3 15
Spector & Malach, 2004), X1, A 898 & BIAE . .
. e e N N o B T anfa 2 O iE{5 Bom TRt g, &
F A I B A A N S e ST T AR, 1 2 A B 52 i . L n N .
Sl ik A G T N R AL BE DL 32 HOBIS
A% (Beauchamp, 2016; Kuchenbuch, Paraskevopoulos, T BT S 5 6 B ECok A R [ B
7 1y el Z NN EPSS-2
Herholz, & Pantev, 2014; Marslen-Wilson, 1975; uﬁ‘ﬁ*;biﬁg%}n;\&;h;i%;:i;] Iﬂﬁi
V] v N =se e 5
Tanenhaus, Spivey-Knowlton, Eberhard, & Sedivy, j:%; - DE‘FW/{JQN‘HF“-E’;;*; IES ‘1_%;1;“
1995; Eggermont, 2017), Z&H3 1, ¥ & (<4 L A R S LIS L I TS

LT—!’ Y5 s, k 'F'V‘J:I:/# ) S

W45 O JE 1 % 0% 1 0 1135 i £ 00 FERAR WAL RE

B R k. B, RN T O 2 EERIER S ETFHIAMER

R (AR, T A0 SR, AL L L o
;TZL;;WE;J}: m?ij}f:gﬁm:i;;a VI T A A A A
= P Dm S PR WL, ST A R A i
AR SO SR SR, WAL i et iR, i

TN TR R R ST 6 AT, i SR 2382 B AAE B
Wk B : 2018-02-28 B, KA LRI OIS T AR AT A S/
* AP R T AR RO G A BB Pk, btibed 80 ARAL M, Fodor (1983)&1H T 15

H (NSFC 61621136008/DFC TRR-169)% F % H A FH 2R L G, B A A A R 5

AT H (31571125, 31771212)% ) o N - e
iﬁﬁ;ﬁw/ﬁg‘: *“‘Eﬂﬂ E-mail: lixs@psyc)h.ac.cn HFZ A B R BN, T F TR

FIN
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Hh, A RSTEE I RIBLE, A7 50 SR TR
e, A OTTAIE N T AR . A AR 2
SR, HE Bl 5 4 R 2 HALAE B 5
Wi, 28R E, A 0 B A R A T
FE IR L . AR AR A AR R, AR
BRI WE AL, AR N A b Ny TR s | TR A
RN AR, SR T AR N TR R R B e
B, A2 H A PN R B B B HIL ] Y 5
Wi o 2OR, BEHALBLEIFAE A AN R K B fE B
(9 i 35 ) % R 3 0 TR 2, AR B — i 2 X
BH B LRI, R R EOR G T R S SOk
A B SCIRAE ) 0 S HAR S B AU
e KA SR T 1 B I ) 3 0 L B R B Be, (HUZ:
SITERPE N T 0 W) B BeSE WS 46 7 BB, TS
B HES SR ERI R B T # ok,

SCAF A P Al B8 A AL 1Y 2 4K el B AR A
AR AL H Frazier il Rayner (1982){2 ), JF75
B HSLI AR 1 S o AFEF N AT — AN X
AR TR I IR R 25 I8 —Fha] RERY Rk 2548, JF
H R/ vk S5 A 1 e H R AR A ) 32 T AR B
BAEM, ZJE BN TRMEZ 54 SRR
B B TR, {H Altmann, Garnham
Dennis (1992)iF i ™ #% b5 15 5%, HIEEMA S
e S 25 e g R i b — b, R A S Y
Bev] RS BRI SCRprp i i IR X, B ee 5
BRI )7k 454 o Altmann 45 A (1992) 9 45 R IF
A SRS B, AF# A Ak TR R I AE
TEB B, WIFRA “HHE Rk, EEX M
AERAE SR LA B F T Hb 5 e ) 7 ) B ] s
W

BRitb 2 Ah, RHAL IS 2 /2 A B &
BB N TR e 0 4% 22 1) AT LA AR A% 38 05 5
AN Tt B2 2 (Al S AH B . B4, Marslen-
Wilson (1975)%& 3] 32 /K - A K 145 BonT
PLSZ a0 7 o AR R T 8 7 BB AT 55 (the
shadowing task) £¢ T w5358 X IRV 1R 51 LA B 1AL
AN, WO WA I S X E
TN HEAT S AR (B AR 55 ) o H AR iRl Y 2R B 3 S 1
SCRCH ) R LA RE 6 WHE = A 5%, il an
H 4% 17 “universe (5 Hi )" 7EH] F “the new peace
terms have been announced. They call for the

unconditional universe of all the enemy force (¥l

FPEZRCREA 7o AT BT A BN TE 5%

PR @ CRCE B9IRNE; “already (E.£8)7
TE 4] T “he thinks she won't get the letter. He's
afraid he forgot to put a stamp on the already before
he went to post it (fttl A Ky ARSI EIIBEHE o R4
L AE 22 HRAF Z A T AE L 28 1 M RS ) v A ik
ROE TN . BRI IRNE X A U, — 4
A JEHR N (universe), HAY =435 o B e dmi ey
. KETmLE=EF T O)RAENR . 451K
BT SEARVE B JE S 25, s TS =3
TR H R R R R, B, EEE AL
1M HAF & BB 2508 T Bl 2o R 32 B E 37,
PRI R e e NS R Y R IS A b R A
iR, 52 RAEZEAEN.

PL BT SCRp e & i L b, Ak
SR A S HAR IR o Herh—Bh S AR WA
R M £ 2 FILiE (constraint satisfaction theory)
B 5T il 29 B9 45 B (constraint-based model)
(MacDonald, 1993; MacDonald, Pearlmutter, &
Seidenberg, 1994). ZME AR 1155 L &2
5 BB AH AR, AN | A R A
S AT LRIV Ak TR, R g b B i )
LR 2 Z RIS, RS0 A 1 R A
5 RS HAE M . MHE A REER . fln, 1eg
SCR B b, TR R AR AT, 22 F
TSR AL AR TR DL R i SRR B 29
I SO A )2 — A 2 SR I B 7, TR . Ak
ot P 5505 B AR TR 8 SR 40 B B 1 g ik
45K IZAAIG B T ARZ ST B S HF(Chen & Tsai,
2015; Knoeferle & Guerra, 2016; Linzen & Jaeger,
2016; MacDonald, 1993), BRiEss. #iREEFH
fERZAN, AR B S R S I AR A S
5 B AT RE 2 W Ay in Toad #e, (H i T S2 50 4%
AR A7 DAL, R A ) B 2 g A D
PG B 2 {2 A5 5% SR 58 e s 7
SRR I

3 MRESRMBESMIMRNR
A7 R 25K 1L 1 5 1 1 R 0 S

HENMLSZANWGfEEESFELNE
M, A9 15 5% 715 28 (the visual world paradigm, VWP)
4 HR R 2 B A B RN L R RN LA
WO I T EAE AT T — K. X
T3 X 28 AR i E B R 5 0 )
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(] B ] B = T TR F R B, BoRBOR IR T
) P25 2 3R P X 7 198 A0 DR X AR AT —
FERAE, S AT g . Wt ic el IR
B ITAR 15 5 0 Lo R b R i Y A B E
TR F O L AL A TS . BT R
i Roger M. Cooper T 1974 4E 5541, e g ik 52
W — LR e, Tl IR s — S SR, R
TEUT B IEA R M ialE R, #iilS T 2 s
Wron G B EAE X RRWE o thin, AErs)«dk
M (Africa)”it, X L AH I <BE T (zebra)” <M
T (lion)” A Bz ¢ (snake )25 ¥ 1A %) 13 00 He 4] B G
K eE 2, T B gAY IR 3l 5 SCAR (1 0T 58
IRAE AT (] L2 B AR O o IR 1 B8 Y 3R
AR AT UG 7R 38 5 i THLH, Wi H g5 %
AEAE BNl s i 5 0 m Tad A
XHRAT FEA R TAEAT B s 5T
) — e 22 SRS, E T LG A 2 R T o B A
VLR 1R A S T R ER IR (5 B IR S
TR, BRitbz A, PAEAE 5 =8 BN R
Wr ok IR IR, A I A 2, X
MELE TR S N Tt B AR 22 R, X 2%t
WG AT — LR
31 RESEZMOIEmIERE
MR B & R E M DEE RN T,
W R B <R TERN” (the McGurk Effect)si 2
R T &R 5 W 2z 832 BHAER
(McGurk & MacDonald, 1976). 525 4T 45 B R P
FE—-PHAER L& ga” I N E, 3107 2
AR T R Sl AR TRl B S B 7 “ba” . SR A
B, ESRWT S A T LLR B W 1 g 058 o “ba”,
H R 0B i A B TRI L T 28 5 ) 2 L v
Syeda”, FBIAHNGEXT & RN A THRAEA
P A R AT LA e FRLAS TR (Y A oo R
Tanenhaus 25(1995) 5 YK At 1052 1% 358 v =X o8
5 BN U An] 52 ) B AN TRIE b R eI SOV AR AT T
ot g B, ol L TE U 3360 “candy
CHER) By [l I B A — S R B b, X 2E 8]
SR . — A E B R “candy” LK TR0
7 — 440 & HARY “candy”, 5 “candy” H A AH [F]
A T A 3E S “candle (M55 L K TR0, 1R
R BN F AL G A S 2 B 4 ) “candle”,
BT 15 B Ar ¥ “candy” (IR Bk AR A 145 ms,
TR ) i 22 3 H BR B “candy” FI 5E 4+ #) “candle”,

F6 m) B 0 IR B OIH N AE Sy 230 ms, BEK
TARITE Y0 S AEF A BT # “can-"
PR RSP 2 7 A I A S, (R B P S i 2
PR T R A TR KT il BB SCIH i ik
&, ZE1RC /K |, Chambers, Tanenhaus, Eberhard,
Carlson F1 Filip (1998)% BLM 3637515 B HF A9 1E FH
{7 18 (pragmatic factor) f1 41 i X A7 B & 3L W 1E
Fk4E /My BEE TP =R s W . Lk,
YE#H A 2 I 5 1T LLE T “cube” ¥ “big can
(KRB, AATLLEETF “cube”f?“small can (/NZF
) LA B oA T4 0y Mo 55, Rl kgl o
] F“put the cube inside the can (F°77 HLji B 2 4%
Wy SRR BB AS R T A 2R,
T2 BB E ML 5o b ] LU T “cube” I K A4 o
X2 B A 06 5 & A BB AE A T LABCT e
B S S, T X S s A B T MR A
l“inside (HLTAN)’AOEEMR, 46/N T H-EEEPEH
48 5 T

VR 5 ) BN 1)V ) B AR R 2 Ak, AR B
22 M A T AR, 3t 2 A 1 B2 7
BRI LM —B4T . Tanenhaus 55 A (1995) ) fiff
FETFAN T STl X405 A5 5 el 52 o i S /) v Y
AR RRIEAT T L, ISR B AN T
FIS M SR T 78 R MUESR . IR B BUR B L
AE T S SE S AR, N, 4] F“Put the apple
on the towel in the box (& I L 3E R B & 1
Hy il By R4 15 “on the towel (TEB
)7, BER] LMgAE 24 16l “apple (GESR)”, BRN“EM
RYSESR, R LIS 1) cput (B HARNL B, B
SRyl SE SR R T B T B R B 2 B
PLE L & PR A (R 1), BRAEY) B
(1-referent, 72 &)L K XML ¥ 17 1% (2-referents,
F B VEF MR A R 0 A5 1 35 2 gk il
AR B A B B R e, BT A AL R R T &
X IEG U AT AN [ A SR, I I AN [R] A AR 3
B Bk UL, RBRIEWERSAET, AT HA
— BRI, BT PO S A ) TR “on the towel”
P A7 BN B ] “put”FHIC I B A HE, S E 205
WREMAETEN Iy EXREYERSLET, AT
TEEWIA Bhr®, BT 2t Hop — Ao 3
ZHER KK, SEZHHK “on the towel” il T
“apple” MBI, FI AN B 1D 45 IR E AR R
Wb, SRR T HARE, LEA) N LR R
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P 1 Tanenhaus %F(1995)f AL R . 76 B BRI G G, 5 BN BRI MG 58, wal7e R B [ i 2=

F) R0 X 4] <“Put the apple on the towel in the box”,,

TEYE B S T IR R B R E L TRH,
MRS 5 T AR TR, JIFEBR
TG B s SR A TR ME . AR E D R AT T
SRR IF IR AN AL BB BT (B R B AS A2 B AR B
SO, LD 15 B A A 0 A5 BRI LA RV 52 o DR Ak
X ) A W e PR WG, I BV b B I 7E ) - 45
P ST A 12 03X 5 Altmann %5 A (1992) 9 5%
SRR BN, NIRRT G,
SRR TR TR A IS

AR Z 0 58 ) FARARL I 3 26 X A [ R AT T
BE SR, — SRR F R [R] Y H s e
SERE FIEL, EF R 2
JrERAE BRI, flan, AR EE T ILE
S5 ATEMRSIETINT®E LES, &5RE
PR TT LUK 5 5 B, AR B R AEY)
7 B (A5 BB SO s &, B IR A7 iyl i
1B SC; LD KRR R WT 56 ) v 918 SR ik
{7 BoRHEAT A T BLAE, XTRLSEAE BRI o)
A FRAY(Snedeker & Trueswell, 2004),

FRAL A5 B2 8k, HAbARE S F S ik n
gtk . FHO LS SICICE S ME T I T &
H: 22 H AE F(Chambers & Juan, 2008; Chambers,

=

A

=/
PlctiooN

Tanenhaus, & Magnuson, 2004; Lee, Chambers,
Huettig, & Ganea, 2017; Leonard & Chang, 2014;
Milburn, Warren, & Dickey, 2015), 4, Chambers
S5 N(2004) R IS 1 BE 0 N 48 TR R H (5 &
(sh setk, affordance, T8 MISEFE I JE Y15 sh 4
AR FE AP AT M A5 DL S0 B9 PT BE 1, Eysenck &
Keane, 2000) X} J5 &8sz SC/a]a) i T3 F& A9 52 0 o
S, VEFE 4TS 215 “Pour the egg in the
bowl over the flour (FEfE L 19X 8 Ak 2 i # 1)”,
Hrfr, “in the bowl (FEMIHL)”BE W] LI £ 1] “egg
(Y 48)”, B ewi AR &>, WA] LS ] “pour
(B8 BAr L, Byt E/Am R, [
EES IR IRERO MU R 775 - i we e s U=k =
FIEBRAEWIR N 2), TEEME T AR —
AN 2T R B AR R S AR 2 X E (A AT
AR Tk b, BA “pour ()73 sutk); 7
— &M RA - EEREIER ., 4R,
TESE A AR5 N T “bowl () A A 15
TEMME R 2 0 5, 45 5 HE%in the bowl (7EMEHL)”
P AT R H B, X R SEA AR S
{5 B T A g A n T

18 Wit RIS i 5 1N Tad #2(Chambers

) S

7 | =
P N

€ 2 Chambers 52004l T B ML GE MBS 0] 72 PR R A0 35 IS WA XY B8 09 XUGR AR 19 58, A PRl AR — MBI

X Y B RAE I 5
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ke
4%6
1-]&

& 3 Chambers Fll Juan (2008)FHF 5% A FH 0400 52 5 3
. IITIE B A ST EAR TR 1~9,

& Juan, 2008; van Bergen & Flecken, 2017), 1,
7E Chambers Fl Juan (2008)I 5%, HORTE EF
mE 3 s B A B E BT = A48 S, 5k
“move the chair to area two (I} FH 2 X 15k 2)”,
“now move/return the chair to area five ({# 7%
F /M X8 5)”, “now move the square to area
seven (U B B X B 7)”, Hh 5 — A8 RiE 2
KA HE I, 43 N “move (B 8h)” Fl“return (L [F1)”
WA S0 45, Hof return” S R B E -8 S
WA IR S Y SR EM, F return”
ST, BORAE T B “return” (1Y B g 2 H PES 7] #5
FARBEZ X S WFHHIRE, “move”s&ff
TR o 5550 3R BT B BRI T A
PR, RSE 37 S A 01 T e A BRI RE 255
AR F RN T R, X EECNIRE F R B
Wi ) 0 T R T i — 2 TR

AL, AR S A G AF BR80T R,
A R 20 1 5 PR 7 (Hafri, Trueswell,
& Strickland, 2018; Knoeferle & Guerra, 2016;

Knoeferle, Crocker, Scheepers, & Pickering, 2005),
Knoeferle 5% A (2005)k AIM 5 —1H 35 HE 52 T
P Joir 2 B 15 B A5 mT LA I 11 1 /) v
JC A {6 B 43 i (thematic-role assignment), HJJ& 75
SR IR AE ) 7 0 T e Bl 3 (agent) M1 32 B
(patient) ¥ f (443 iC . FESEg it b, Zapil 2
— M EME, WIE 4 F77R, “princess (2 F2)AbTE
— A REAE 25 “pirate (7)) %, AT )Pk “fencer
(b5 8038 ) e i 14 7 o o CRZS TR (RP A EBE AT B
RZ B FE WA RE RS ) o [ LLWT 58 18 2 2 4
IR PR 2541948 SiE“the princess is apparently
washing the pirate (2 3R B 876 7 Uk 16 %5 ) A
“the princess is apparently painted by the fencer (2%
AR AR W B ), B A FAE RS
JEFHNZINH AR EI, FIFESAET, il
1] “washing (P8)”4x H LT 22 1448 1) 1 5 19 T 00
MR, J5#WEZ AT, S5 RIS
€ 22 AL 175 45 v B BB LR 2 SR 1 R £ 1 4
BLifEo, — Hahia b, /) 0T M A5 Fo st
CZ5E M A& A AL T Hh i MY T £
{5 BT A BT A R A G, R
FAF G s T DR PR R R

g5 B, AUERSE B S SRR S
W FRATTX W 5 18 5 R B RN T, ShAS SR
BB RS 5 A PRAR A R . S R A AN A
PRBAE BT K A, R AR R AR T 5 I T 72
o AR RR AR [, S FR AT X it 3
MZh3H BTGB, BEYLIIR TE S 1Y

& 4 Knoeferle %(2005){fi FH i) AL S 5 WoR Bl o I35 =6, Hrh Z2 MRt ds, rPial b S35 KA IE TR I VeI H5 19

AX, FINEER MEEAMA R T
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et AE R B 1 B S 25 g R 2 B T Bk
i, W WO TR R R 7 F A AE B T,
M 5 A B AT S S M RIR 28 B, X Sek [
B PR AT SRR SR TR TR A IS, B
8T T2 S 14 32 B0 A A5 2 A5 S8 B AN T 24
32 UREEMNEFIBEFEURZRIENEM
321 MREEMNSEEETENE

I SN 0 5 I B A 1 o AR S A2 B
GRS, FRE, AT UM R RS 7
1) 24 Fi A 1 TR e . S R R
ZRETEREANFFE T RZ T, METEX
SR PRI T RE AL, 5 IR B 2 4R B A Y
WL RRIE A RAH GG (5 B . AR EH|, 4
PR AEZ2 35 HFRYIAK 900 ms =22 B st & VI B AH G 1
WA (Griffin & Bock, 2000), #L58FiE = 15 2 A0
TN 4y, T5 B E A A RE S A 1
FEAE R

B BFFE & B, A58 0 38 1) AN [ R 23 5 i
FIGrE AR, B, KK B R 235 )
W5 N T (Ostarek & Hiiettig, 2017), Rossion 7l
Pourtois (2004)% F &l | i 44 11 55 & LB R 1 5
OARE S W E 7 i m 2R, WA B amnE R
LSRR AT R U e, 4 e,
BAEBaIENGA—E TS, Coco Ml Keller
(2009 ff FH AL WG B =X, R E S5, il
A AR T S B 3 R ) A2 2% R R R T R N ) B
HEET IUSEAE B B AR B RN o5 S 1 AR
RIS o %57 A BP0 ) T 0R 2, A\ Pk
Z, A S HET Z N R A A+, BT
ABE R et 23 W 5 18 7= 2 14 #2, Gleitman, January,
Nappa Fl Trueswell (2007) % HLAE A5 I ] 2 3L 2
FI7E B AR B 23— PRE(60~75 ms) 7 =LAl
P55 (RETT ), RER, BRPOHE I
B LT BRHE S, (A& I A9 7E
A A S R R R R AR B

Coco #l Keller (2012)58 Jy FL i W5 5] T 40
SR M E IR AEZ BN RR . LIFELHEE N T
IR &I, X FRAA R, WA E
) 3 5wk & A A M LAY B 42 (scan
pattern). PR AEF 7R HAK 0 b, ZORBOAR IR 42
IR ER 3 (55 v AL 5 1 ) 7= A — A L
SR AT, %805 s ) 7 7= 4
ZPMER N ZENLE . 4550 SR, 755187 En

T GahD LR A B Bl & IR s T AL R AR
AR A1) 777 2B B AR R AR e AR O, BIDXS 37 5¢
MHLEAR AR F], 7= A B 4] P2 AR, Ferreira,
Foucart Fl Engelhardt (2013)19525% 4 2 T %440
o 17 52 9 =X e ) O B B AT DA 2 i S AL e A A
B, RATHFESELK, $ulFEBEAET R
FETERLE A N A 48 1B NS . SR E I, 1E
FAE B ] P, 0T i S 1 00 T TE A 3R 2R
T T HANLKT o ik SepF AR B T AL 15 B AT
B Z RN EAER

127 WP ARG, 5 — AR A )
EFRATA AT A B AR IBGE SUAE B, o 34 5] 8E R
o N LA BRI Y — S XE, el it S bleE
EBiiE"? 2k HIT RS 5T # Vaidyanathan,
Prud, Alm, Pelz fil Haake (2015)L) B2 JkBL & 5 h
B, SR 28 M1 e Jis P A D S 36 b et 4 A
SEHORHEE R AR TR AL 2 SR IR b i T AR
B TEHATSEH, B G000 20 29 18 B2 R 1
EMGHATHER, JF R id 5% % 0 IR 3 L) KAk
PR 75 5 Bl o e A B B, AR IR 3 DL s
B AT A A A it O L™ AR b DT E TR B — A
RUAE FE TR, IR SRR A LSS BT, SR
Bl AE R h = o, S apLa B ER, o
Hu X MR GHAT T8 bR o 20l I 25 i e A B
AT DAHE T R Sl Bl (L 15 J20) 7 Az H R I A 5 1
(B 5 HI0) . R FIE T Z MAAAETE L ik
45, ATR) A AR ) TR A0 [R] 2% 7 A R [R] 9 4
i SUE B IR SR, AR X SR T LU AR B
Hb T 5 %55 B Y 5 F EA T
322 HRESENTIBEZRMENE

HIEARWAE M EANE T I TS, Wit (s
BWZ 5N EE . S5 e A2 K
XF 71 AL S T AR R AR R,
Wi Xof 75 RIR A, Ak TS R IR O T A . A ST
KB, RTEBOT R A TSR . R A S A
1149 728 Al S5 AL 0 £ JEL TS 2 5 W X B SRR B R A
EXHE RO BT S L A A2 HARRL, S m i
T LA A €67 B 45 53 72 (Carminati & Knoeferle,
2013; Garoufi, Staudte, Koller, & Crocker, 2016;
Knoeferle & Kreysa, 2012; Kreysa, Knoeferle, &
Nunneman, 2014), |4, Carminati Fll Knoeferle
(2013) Y BIF 53 ST 25 1) 15 28 1) TIPS e 19 2%
ST 3 L0 T DA B AR L R . AR
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PR35 RT3 % %55 7 0 A0 A AT 42 7T LS Bl AT
TP F IR A, IR BN Rk F AR
11Xl (Tanenhaus & Brown-Schmidt, 2008) . Knoeferle
N Kreysa (2012)% B 58 W AR P i 2 A0
AR ARTFCI {1 PHEA R 2 4R 3 Y TR

X1 X fig 2 R AR R (R B AE T R
AZ P A B LA W S IR A AT L [R]
SEIG XTGBTy, T8 AT LU By [ B 4 2 1
MBS X, 5T & A A 2 R ok e =2 1) 400
S A5 BN 2 H HT AN T 4040, Allopenna,
Magnuson Fll Tanenhaus (1998)iL & B, HHRTE
W 2] B 4717 “beaker (Feth)”ZJ5 437 nl FlFL AL 4R
F AR A3 F 0 “beetle (FFH)”, BT 21755
JEEIL HALE B . A A9 2, Tanenhaus 1 Brown-
Schmidt (2008)44 5 5 i A& 48 B Wr 2 F ki & 1
ZE R, B UEE T %, T
el EALE IS, I B 05 ] LA R A £ —
WYk, G5 R, MAE(E BT LLAERE B i
X7 B RIGERAS, SHEIE T 1998 WL (referential
domain) BRI 7E 2 AWK -, TH & 58P R0
HRT, YEE NI X G 8 A 2 i 46
{5 BT BT 35 5 B 72 . Brown-Schmidt
Ml Tanenhaus 45 A& XT38 5 kG LA T
KEWFFE, HFR WX 15 BT /Y 1R RS fE % 42 1k
WHE RN TR, MXFUMERERZIEN T &
A e [F] R LS A5 SR Y .

PR AT B AT LA S i Sy o 7 2 A AL T £
E, REZWAE, BEWI LSOk UL, Huettig
(2015)IA A5 5 0 T3 8 v 330 0 44 1) A2 A 1) — A~
BRI AR = MU BT IRAR . N, XS
WO RS R, S&E AN TIEE IS
K =X A — N EESENEIAT T B
(Clark & Wilkesgibbs, 1986), i 5535 0 £ 8
W B — 2P P T A TR AR, BT R AL
175 B2 70 A T 0 T BN AT T AR, I
K IAE B AR R B2 Bt A4 T 38 1 B AR
RYIR 3l (Altmann & Kamide, 1999; Altmann, 2004;
Altmann & Kamide, 2009; Hintz, Meyer, & Huettig,
2017; Trueswell & Thompson-Schill, 2016; Staub,
Abbott, & Bogartz, 2012), {441, Altmann Fl Kamide
(1999) I 55 1 1: 9% i W1 ] F“The boy will eat/move
the cake (%M S0z 4i/88 B B AL )11 [R) B 25 94K
B -5, Ysh &< BE, Ay

CHER DA H A AT 558 e AE BT 2] “eat
(RZ)” Y IR 5t 2 2245 4 1] H bR “cake (AE)”HY
MR, Jf HARERS 2 1 T HAl T4 0T 2 1
TERL . ) E AR A TR Y Dt PR AN B2 o ) 7 3l
TRRE R 2347, Bl “eat (WZ2)” )5 EIZIR— 7] £
BRI IR T LA SRR R AR A S [R] /E
Mo M3E s E iRt TR, AR
MLBEFRAL, XA J5 2] rp R s ) A T e A2t
THER, X7 AR 37 5 v B AR LB AR R
Hb XX 7 (R R P 2T T

gil, "R, AN R
AR R, W A R 2 52 B WL i T
P P N R AN TR - 2 AR ERS B
W E R R R, YRS R AL R
AL A7 BB 23 5 W W 7 SR v R A, R T 52
Me FE SN Tl B o BRib =z Ah, e st e
XA 1 28 i AR A BE Ak, % XUy 1 F 1 AR N
FEPEATION, B SRR
323 MRFEENESEMITIENER

PLEBFFERBT, 38 500 TS 2 0 57 ) B 5
M AR, A FME S EAE AR . e
fil s T S5 RN T T AR 2 R S RN T A1
08 I A O N 52 A S B e R E, 2
S b Bl A AT R B SR R S, A AT
A, XTJE S A TR AT 15000 SR B i S
I AH R IX S5 g I AR AR 2 A HEVE T o

B, M E B R S mB R ATE S
>k B B o B2 L 520, Pickering, Garrod il McElree
(2004) 55 N 45 AL oe — 15 45 3 20 R Y 2 Bk
AT B AR . AEMATSS b, Bt
T 45 5-1#“In the morning Harry let out his dog Fido.
In the evening he returned to find a starving beast
(F- B B T AR i B 22 i e, 5 G [l ok B
Al % BT — LR A 7 55 ) 7 0 X ) - LR O
Ui, “beast (HF )45 [l fif 4§ 2 9 1 “Fido (%
Z ), R A i 25 g B B G 1Bl “tiger (B
58)”, BERAUT 2] “beast” )5 7 HES T £ M 3 M “tiger”,
R 5 15 2 A 2 B 2 O FRATT X 5 BB A o B
Wz Ah, SO R A 7 5 2 B AR A B X e
vt {5 B2 . 7£ Salverda F1 Tanenhaus (2010)
ORI S ey, AR AL o ) e P S AR W A 2
2 I H A1 “bead”, 3 4+l “bear” LA B TC IR,
[Fi) B W5 388 3 2 B ] AR “bead™ 45 2R & B K



482 O B R 2 it B

%27 %

Xof B8 e n] (1 AL R 3 2 TR ORI, R B R
B E BTN . Pickering % A (2004) i fff 52 ]
R 5T S X Pl i 5 T P SO v T S B 1)
TCRZM T FRATR B AR IR AR5, i R Bl S
T HL Y58 4300 7

FLYR, Ao 1 T BRI R AT B (salience)
SRS T RAE A OB . Altmann
Al Kamide (2009))F 5338 & % 8615 5 & 4 E 1k
W, ORIz &S S, #k
Wr 4] F“The woman (will/is too lazy to) put the
glass onto the table. Then, she will pick up the
bottle, and pour the wine carefully into the glass (iX
AL N2 R T LA 2 T A 2B M R 5 5
SRIG, b2 SR, AL A AR )7 Y [
W& — 7R R (K 5), ZREMR, #ilxs
“table ()AL RTERE SR AY 254 T 2
R T ARSI %A, RIEFSE 70
PERAE MR, TERS SR, O BRI A0 1
frEHE TR b (AERZSEE R, AE
RAEMRASZAET, X T B R sh a0 DA 3R
BERT N T 57 IE R, X R F RIEA
P HE AT 5 0 AP R AEAL R 2 T 52 S 300, (Hil
LG I 5 AT, BT DL B A,
O BRI 1] (9 “table™ 15 B B Z AL, FE/E#H
S 2 rh, A AR T A 0 A R L T
AT R BRI K R AR, SR, MR T
) 3 AR 38 58 2 KT X AR I FE R, 1R E
fIEAY O B R IGE T FFAE M.

]
Iin=
U

& 5 Altmann A1 Kamide (2009)1d F 14 98 5 #1745l

IR, A GE AT Y 52 B2 i /NS A0 ) 7
R L I WA . e GRS = T

e R, WS RO DA S T B BN, OB
) S BT R A TR AE O B R R T RS B
o (HASRA I 5 o B R 2 IATE, B
T 1 1) R 2 4 PR ) A LR o e 2 B A LA
o 238, Altmann %5 A (1999)fF5E g &
1 R “the boy will eat the cake”, [FJAf&lF b HE
B— At H APk <cake (FEAE)”, 7EWT 3] 1A
I “eat” ) B 5, “cake” 7 BIFS 3 T M, FL3E1E B
FRE 7RSI T e giE 4 B, IEARRE
R A0 P ] L A 254

4 UREEEESMIIEPREN
1EH

YRR R IS8 AT FE=) | N Ay i)
BRI, NEREEME T E AR, &
FHEMEGFRESEHET M LB EERLEEH. M
B AR B AT SRS F N Tl R, AR T
TR A PR VE R, XX S n) R A B TE R
M5 B 55 S S WEEE SIS, 4972
TN AT — SRR LR IR TR

B, WALIE B SE R KN SN KA,
AT 9T F I T BEAE S AA I B IR . Findlay
il Gilchrist (2003)[X 43> T PR LB B R AE 7 3,
B LW (passive vision)5 E B (active vision),
T3 TA A A A o A0 i P A 1 B e o O o s 1Y
B 0 UG AE A 56 A5 B A T A7 78 R i Hh A
R RAE LIS S0 5 5 3 DA A X R0 5 i
THT A 3R 2 23 Y, HOn T A0 B SRR U R AR,
T 2 A A X 400 5 0 1T A0 S B Tl AL, BRI, R
i 2 BRI B B H ARG, DS I e
T AR A 5 AL A5 B o 3K PR O et o G
H X R Z N T d B RGeS E, iiE
P D 1] T A i RN A SR R R, S5 SRR
WIRMEA T EEHEN, FENERENRY,
JE B, REAEMERE, 5
SL 0 T B AT AN T R R SR PR U B AR
2. Findlay ARG A5 B A T2 5
# o Huettig, Gaskell 1 Quinlan (2004)[E®EIA N G
HREG N RGN ETTREN], RS8R R 5L
TR E AR, TEHE MR
KB SM R . XFERFE, RIlh AT G
R 23 (B B AR B IFAE M — 4~ F8 £l (pointer), 24
TH 0 TR R EORH R A A R Y B, 4
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EFILESV A S/ ISV NN T
TN PR T RE B R B I

ol P58 1 45 38 X A W 5 IR RE UE S5 T 31> R
Ko TEALE 1 55 9 5 b T 5 0 2 R =2 Wi 2 A
L o T T ) TR A B, 5 AR R R B > W ) E A
i (4 i 2% ) BRAS 8] H AR B T R 7% . AR
D T TE A it 7 R v, D0 T8 5 R sl (5 ] 4R HUf 2L
X T B AR AR R B KA A T R 2 T
HNHAFAE . Altmann (2004)27E T 9515 B =X,
I T FURR B B 2 i T 2R I [a] I 52 B 1 e A
Wbk i, VB EFRZ R <ss 5 s (the blank screen
paradigm)”., 45 5 & B IR AK IR 22 F ) H AR RS 2
I AL, KNSR B AR BCEY) A,
PR A T WA R s (R B AR R, IR RS i T
VER T R A AN AEA o AN, A F58 & 30
A E RIS SCH O I AE 28 B U R 2x 5 i g
1] Hr# IR 31(De Groot, Huettig, & Olivers, 2016),
Richardson Fl Spivey (2000)i\fy, iXFh=s a7 &
7 B A6 B 2 55 R IR sh B (Oculomotor
coordinate) & SE I Y, M R G I HE H L R
AN, A 5 R IG 7% 2 210 AR B 1 A bx 52 R
N5, WA AE BANE T N T ad #e vl e A7 4
XFE—DRGE: S SN E, JFH R
A G IR B35 H AR AL E 0 I 0 T X A7 1 B
AR BA Sk

W, TE R F A5 BT LS e F AT A 1Y
PR, TEE T R R, I E B IR A T
DI E S m L2, A2 o 1
B ILE N TG F I LAY £l B R (Mani &
Schneider, 2013; Yeung & Nazzi, 2014; Yeung &
Werker, 2009), & 5 il TJ& @90l EE /R, 52
I, MatfE B2 A L B ke S AT &
TR A RJLERNCRA R L, 410
Wy 381) — A>3V Y A4 AT LA B S TR AH R &R
YA () B 52 45 B (Arias-Trejo & Plunkett, 2009;
Johnson & Huettig, 2011; Johnson, McQueen, &
Huettig, 2011; Mani, Johnson, McQueen, & Huettig,
2013), EARF A, JLEAE H bR i 3 2 6
SO IR RAE B, R ILAEXT A B AR 1R T R
YA T £ 89149 - (Bobb, Huettig, & Mani, 2016),
Yeung 1 Werker (2009)% B{AXAL R #3L ILIX /3 W5
TR IR AN T3] ) 4 A2 R0 o 75 5 22 ) P K 2R gk T LA
H5 O B LTE A b DX 3 FF PRI S o o X Se B SR ARR

WAL A5 AR TR & A A T 4 B p
SN EAE RE W e T 5 15 B 0 L [0 AT LAY B
JLEEAEWT B — N ENC B, 72 FLT AR i 3 5
BRI M TR B D RC A A . AR 205K AL
T B AR LB 5 B A R AEAT T 205 %
g%, RIESRILE W] LUA AL (5 Bk A Bl X 43
P R P S R A4S, (HJLEE I S Y
AT fE L MK IH 4 25 5 (Bunger, Skordos,
Trueswell, & Papafragou, 2016; Huang & Snedeker,
2009, 2011; Melissa, Snedeker, & Schulz, 2017). i
an, AT R L EAEME S R F A i
W NALAFAE B3 1 22 572 (Pluciennicka, Coello, &
Kalénine, 2016). A #F 7 & BUAE S il 5 (19115
b, IR AR R AN R Y 5 e A (Tto,
Pickering, & Corley, 2018; Noh & Lee, 2017; Pozzan
& Trueswell, 2016),

B Jm, AR BT LARS B B B AR A - i T
o RN PRI EAS SCES A 24 Hh 2 R
15 ST LA o sl 5 R AR g SC/a) e 8y 1 R M £ 461
HE. B, Tanenhaus 25 A (1995)fdi FH R 15 55 31 At
THFRE R L, FERRIEYERET, Bl
BRI AREARD . B, BUe I (Surprisal
theory) 1] LAAR e b fift B AL 5 7 B % 18 55 1 vh )
D SO, JF B O A R A A R e
S8 ) 11T 6 M (Staub & Clifton,
2006), P55 HIS SR 5 24K Hale (200142 H
F — LS, R R ) 7 PR 2o 7 v 38 B A
T 7 A I T DR R B BRI B, el R AL
(surprisal) i S AR RE T 4036 0 T MEE o 24401k 14,
Tanenhaus 25 A BRS04 Jm 3 L A]“put the
apple on the towel in the box”H T “on the towel [
I SCHEL G, A2 38 3 “in” (4 B 23 7 A i TR E o 3L
FAE Y 1 55 1) AL o 1 e, R R TR AL RS
R DL A 2 BUD T A1) 421 “in the box”
AP R R, ALOE T S RE RS 5 I m) 0 TSR Y
AR AT AR AR A R R R R
M2, BT SR =2k, AT R
FE AR e — AR R R AR, R AT D
Z XM, BEHE R RRA V5T AR T
] F P S R BUR B2 I (Venhuizen, Brouwer, &
Crocker, 2016),

BZ, PSR BAETE & M Tl R b4 i
FERWEERMAO, XAEERERAS L, 7L
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HIH A FER R BoP S A A
B LR 9 5 B AN AURE A8 S At A S5
PP B A9 15 BAE im0 e Ay, 3 AT LS
WS HERM TPk, X FHSMIARRE: &
e, PUBEAR B AT LAAE S RSl i SR AT R A
)| IIN: RPN i i T VAR R Sy VA VACRIN
BOEOR Bl 0045 8, S T e 5 1 i T A Y
aE; ok, WA E B T ILE R E
it i, A Bh L AR AR E DR S PR
PIREATIE G, PR, WUSE A5 AT LUA B Fe A%
ARAF I b s B 0 TR e Fm, WEs 3
348 B A4 LG8 £ S50 T 2 TR Y B0 LK X 5
W L, B (R L ak nl LURE B AT ] 5 4
M T R R SR 2 A B, X XU
SEAF AT S, Y XUT AT ) — A 37 55 v B
15, REMS /DR F AR IS X SRR (R
BAEF TSR RN, (5 H AT B X R
2ANTEAR SN 50 2 18] A 52 AT DD A AR,
AT Ay BLRE A A 483 7% 1 ol 25 308 1 R 5 ) AL FE AL
PRt —Le i %

5 MEENES M LA EEE

PRI 5 I S 00 1R I A S T A A, A
H A R N T RE B A BOR 2 4t B AE A= 0
F9J7 7 THITED, A fe) s B e B il iz e BHRL 92k
& HTFAT T I 1) e ), AR 25T I bR
T A T A LASE R AU B 3 1 1Y A EL AR
FH, DR T RE U ) K e o PRI, % H i
ML AT B B N T S AL M R AR
F T FATT X X b 52 B AL B 4 T PR A, T HL A A
TR XS S R E AL . AT R R £ R
TP 1 B 58— M B, & TR 8 s 1
AR B rh i X, s . FIE LR e AR
SERCE RIS )RR o X SR SE BT S AR XS
B, AT T Z A0 B3 AR R X L b
— 17 e 0 2 W 58 AT AL IR T L T Y £
& (McClelland, Mirman, Bolger, & Khaitan, 2014;
Smith, Monaghan & Huettig, 2013; Smith, Monaghan
& Huettig, 2014, 2017), H Fif H AL AT K A9
P58 —1 B8 T X B A BB B < T AR L ISR A
(working memory model)” (Huettig et al., 2011), “Ff
LR S5 (Hub and Spoke model, H&S)” (Dilkina,
McClelland & Plaut, 2010; Smith et al., 2013)) }z

— b o 2 o) 2 A5 T << ] B gk U1 [ 2% L T (simple
recurrent network model, SRN)” (Elman, 1990),

RLLL b ik e AR 8 5 #R IR T Al 5
PEE R B, JF AR R L A5 2 AT 5 e 3 5
T, wEHTH, CHEFS¥PERRARE
N AU S5 R W) ) v B SCTH A 1 3 R A ST AR
R T2k [ S S R 2L e
AR BT W T 5 1R R AE TR SO T AT 2 11 OR AR
UK S5, B B AR — DR ey 2 T
(Baumgirtner, Beuck, & Menzel, 2012; McCrae,
2009), N, Venhuizen 5#(2016)i i3 # 37, [n] 45
B 25T B (world knowledge)X) TiEH
R PO TR RS2, (ER A Mt 3 2R
THE SRR 48 J R A 2R B e R U, R A AN
[ {89 508 J P ) 1 b AN R B, F
AR —A RGN R A i AR AT
X AR 1Y) PRI X L X LK 15 B 33X o g 7K
Vi fE B AL, AU X A TR M
X PR3 T A B 2 — o OC T A5 S AT S )
TSN TR

R HALE T 578 ST T A S i B 5 F i
5 T B9 A2 AR A AR AR SCRAEJZ HI(Altmann,
2004), X HI Jackendoff RUME & 1E X A FHISHIFT &,
Jackendoff MR 5 — ZR 51 A5 5 FAHIRR AU IE A
N, FAE—DOBRAEZ B EE 7, A2 e
ARG BACHIEE T, IS L B . 18355
BAERSAEIXAZ W & 428 HAE F(Jackendoff, 1983).
McCrae (2009)% T IR T — ML, i
PRSI E T 505 B 5 ATE AT Z 1] i 52 EAR T o

McCrae FERS R 26 H Y2 G AR E T 5
15 B 5 1Y /a) 2% b 2% (parser), BIVZEA ML 15 B Y
AR R RARES 3 T R ERE VA B e
) Y R T A ) R EAT AT R, TR
fif BT s ST O D AL S B FEE RS
VR Z B T — S ASUEE 1 24 f0 A ) 125 ik
(WCDG, Weighted constraint dependency parser),
VLA B a8 3R 1 T & Z R R TR S R B — ek
H, X TR A SEAF B vk I T A 52 ma AR AR K
e, YEFEB WCDG, L) Jackendoff f{3iSfE
SR, AT MR RDR B L E RS AR
Br Z I8 22 EAE . BT g = AN BEHUE 1, 4351
e W FE Y WS AR LS AR B
(anfEl 6).
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Syntactic representation (%172 1iF)«<> Semantic representation (& X K 1E)

Visual Scene Context (¥4 1 5%)

6 BERILE LA R BB 9 38 EAT I (McCrae, 2009), Hirfra) gk RALH A F R, 8 SCRIE MG S R, Wit

5L RO

T A0 5 B e DL Ah, 280 R X R
TP A Ak SR A AN A5 R A 3R 1 T T A i
JCA A Ie, RV 3 & R A2 3 3 1 AR 5 IS
WE R B b R R AR T oy B A X
“SEXFHEML T 41 4 (who did what to whom)”, %%
Wit WCDG e AL 5 B 5 iy i A1 £ €843 i
FA5 B, JF RIS B B i 65 e A5 R AT
VETC, d5 i i B ARY 1) A T A AT 25 2R o AR A 55
PRAgESEL R, Bl SR FH S 75 A RN SR A A AL
T 515 B AR HRO I8 SR AT A AT ) 45 R 2 AN )
f, RLBE A B ARG I A AT DA A 5 A ) ik ok B O
W, BT G AT T AL

6 REERE

LR B T L AR B AN e 1
TSRS, MHER . S AL
SCWLAFTT TS T WL BE A5 SR R o T R Y
R BHRFE, SN LRSI A & N7
FTH, AP BRI B 2 R R A A 35 i TR

WAZ B T PRI SR L 0E 155 5 v X5 % 1 T PR

HIH ARBTG5 . AERR A 1R
FCAZ LA S 2 A5 2 nT LRIV ) 52 W 7 5500 1
WA, T RO TR AR 1A 2 IR 1E A £ B
SIS AL HARHIEEE R o BE 3 55 AN URT AAE R
I F) S B e e AR AT 5 T e o A AR
U AE, T EL AT DU E I el R, Rk
T8 &0 o A bl 2 A n IR ME, £ il S
TR, et FiRsgmid e

AR Z W52 25 %A SE AR B W o 50 T80
RJETT T W5, T HBRREARZ R EE T
WM T E BRG] SR, WRSHEZ
[E1) 1% 52 E AL B 40F 57 0 A DR S 48 75 N B3 3 4
AL A SCEEPR Y o F R A SUEE A R £ i)
TR figk R 1 )AL, 485 O O BIF S 17 2% L 8 4 7R Lo 5
T R A BN TERLE], nr A HTELA T 58 B Ok
8 LB F A P T R S A, AR AN
e HE N T BE MY A X — AN R IR RBR T, fifh bk

IX 6 1] R 23 A ORI R TR AT AR I A A 4
A R o

Bi—, WA SIEEESNTENS . ©
AW FE T s 56 T AN [R) 38 3 A B A2 BLAE Y e 22 0L
il #il4n, Hagoort (2005)F%E T — M55 1M
PG, 2 AR R IXCE T2 B iR T
W ANE . B XTEMASH EE SR, JF
Hm# 7 22 M %0 T [0 (LIFG, left inferior frontal
gyrus)XF JE 18 75 B (B0 F 39 FiE 5 5 B
EMEZE/EA ., Peeters, Snijders, Hagoort 1 Ozyiirek
(2017) 7] Fi 140 AH G Ty RE R i i A8 B AL TR A
R IR A AT ] LA R e T A 1 R B 15 B
AHPIEEIEN . HE, XU R BT 0T
AR o B g AL, AL fE B S A
T, U SN AR S AR Bl 2 AL DR 2 g ok ok
Ak EZE T IR,

o5, WRR A SR 4 R R 4R S L E IR
BRETHMITE SIS, 2RI, 2
JLIEF N TR REA 200 & R, L0 (5 5 n] LA
WIEF M T, PILEANEAESNES
f EAURNAMRIBAAAE 22 5, A BEAR A 3 ) H]
Mo AE SR MATIE S L, Hik, i sE
PRI 45 R 5 BRI 2k 5 T UL E M E S 5
P, DA s SO TRCE, R LE AR R
WA EE,

O =, P T I S 2 A NG Sl T — R
JE NI B R B EIE . xR ASCE
A AL E SRR RN, W R i o DU 2 B R A K
f49 o PRI T R 5 AN 5N T A EAL R 48 s AT
Bl e a2l R 5 58 8 RN R 0 A8 ELARE A F
FE. PN, fE—2eg 5T, MadlE BAR R p) i
PIVE R, # DA @ 8 2, ] e R RE 25 e
FEF N T, EEMFEMRCR . BT R
X ARERY AR B, X RIS TR Bk
JEEHIT 5

%, NTH

B AE AT DA AR A 7 43
TRHEARE, B4

B
182t A B BACA G Sh, fE
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FAAT AR T . N TR REROR i
Z I IR G BORRERS SC LT 2 o A T D) BE
SR, ST AL A5 B 518 5 0 LA H5AF H A A2
MR S A, iy AL oE £ 5L, I PR 3t A1
W BEATUCHC, AT TS AR i R fiff PR 28
AL PR R 5 0 5 58 ELARE IR ) 46 75 AT LA
FEFAT T ffp i L8455 B ey 3L G4 Se BRI 3 4
M N T RE AR — 20 e PR AR Ak Bl

B
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Cross-modal integration of audiovisual information in language processing

HAN Haibin; XU Pingping; QU Qingqing; CHENG Xi; LI Xingshan
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Abstract: In daily life, the use of language often occurs in a visual context. A large number of cognitive
science studies have shown that visual and linguistic information processing modules do not work
independently, but have complex interactions. The present paper centers on the impact of visual information
on language processing, and first reviews research progress on the impact of visual information on speech
comprehension, speech production and verbal communication. Secondly, the mechanism of visual
information affecting language processing is discussed. Finally, computational models of visually situated
language processing are reviewed, and the future research directions are prospected.
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verbal communication





