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H B ERFIRRARFALELNEZF X, REARERAERF TEXE BRAFENLELS
A, CAMAEKFEILELE I 5 A RRNE: TFEILGT AN R0 ELESF A
EX RGP HHE. ATFRNLELFIRRmINETERF T HMEAMR, WL THIL. E%. HKBEE
HRAFNICEXF DA, MERRARTEZE—FXEINBEF I BOELF I FEA,

kiR WILENFT,; ERE; MABLNY, THMEG; £ EE; HiEXE

S Bs42

1 35| 1985), A WF9E 1 A B4 > 3000 4,
IS s el e IR
g %ﬁgg%ffz/*\ﬂj%ﬁf‘ﬁé : lElE;’J%%ZK&E;J A5 (Nagy & Anderson, 1984), iHiE2% 8 &
N %%éﬁﬁ;EW§ﬂ%%ﬁ%K;mﬂﬂ TEBE T R R, 2 5] 50 B EHAR E  R R
m%%;%%% R o g RTS8 (Nagy
A HY A Ko X E B =, RN N e
[ 22 L 1000 - HF I CRELAE. 2011). 31 et al.,, 1985); FiAEIBZ)E, HARISLAAM
Ao B R S wﬁm%XEQMM T A A SR 2% v B A 4 T
9fﬁ?/]:(;]i%;g%;%g‘m’}\ﬁ]ﬂﬂﬁgﬁ%;ﬁ% E‘J; % % (Borovsky, Elman, & Kutas, 2012; Chen, Wang,
X%iﬂ?ﬁ%ggﬁ‘ﬁ%&; 1 5 %’[ﬁﬁj(;[%ﬂﬂ?% & Yang, 2014), A AR N ATAL SR, A&
i&%i%ﬁf;ﬂmﬁﬁﬁgﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ$ BRI B 1L (Davis & Gaskell, 2009). 753558
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mréﬁZQMﬂmgxm%’MEﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ T L7 71 e 4 51 B A5 135 LRIt BF S 2
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fEZ FhE 2 7 X, 1 B8 % 2 (contextual 2 EEZIHMIEILENFEY
learning) 7E A A TR 2% >J w7 32 22 1 {3 (Jenkins,

oAb B Y, IRE A e ) (]
Stein, & Wysocki, 1984; Nagy, Herman, & Anderson, e Bk, i KBy ) 4

BB H B BRI B RS B R
AT R I FE(Davis & Gaskell, 2009), KHF
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* [ RAL SR I 4 (18BGLI23), B R K AR ALY, AT A 3 S I AT R AR, A2
FOREIUSYBL): VAR 4B XBSIS: T g i LI 00 SR 09, 30 0 5

F K 2 1 3 4 (XBS1333) RO K 2 1+ 3 4 / e = 1 E ‘
(B1818)IM %1l P e

WAEIEH: FMRY)#, E-mail: sep_chengx@ujn.edu.cn REENLE RO R, RN S U, 6

1574



FEoM

XISCUR A BNFETRBE A BRI 2k 2 1575

LA T B2 — A B B3Rk i3 i 1 35 6 b
LSRR A R . 3 A BUR A > 151055
) 5 M T SR 4 b ST R LR R, K
TARE S BT SR 2 b B A BT TR AR M DR
TER I AC Y, 2 ) 5 20K B R 5 A &
HESTHRER, A BEHE A I RAE S TR R . X —
S AR A ok AR R e 2 R SOCR IR, i
EMUOCR . FHIRER | FHIESE R %55 (Ding, Chen,
Wang, & Yang, 2017; Zhang, Chen, Wang, Yang, &
Yang, 2017),
2.1 BREFIPHASYRESEKRNEIE

AL AR X O AR A T LA B R IR R . 7Y
PEA W5 S ERP BOR#7R 127 21 3 anfa) ik
5% o 3R BT 18] 7 L (Mestres-Missé, Rodriguez-
Fornells, & Miinte, 2007). %M 5E {45 % ~J B B il
WG B . e BB, Ee Bl —Betu i =4)
T ERTRL, BT X AR R AR A R, Rk
BRI B2 2 BB 2B IR S, PR ICE T
SRR, ATRAZE T B SR . ORI AR A
FLR G5 o HE AT 25 ) Z 0 N 5 — A i 2
“Mario always forgets where he leaves the lankey”,
% " 4]i% S “It was expensive the repair of the
lankey”, %% —/Ji% &1 punctured again the wheel
of the lankey™, X =47 A9 FR il 1 20 0 B2 1= o
e s R ep, AT LUKE I T 3] “lankey ™ ) 5 SC
Jcar”, TETLIEFAMFRMT, 5 — A ik
have bought the tickets for the garty”, 2% — /)%
“On the construction site you must wear a garty”,
% = /)% & “Everyday 1 buy two loaves of fresh
garty”, # i B 32 58 = /) 3k 22 S5 AL J0 Bk 3 B 1)
“garty” [ BT 4 . BEIEM T = A1E 2
“She likes people with nice and clean teeth. In a
fight Mary had broken two teeth. After a meal you
should brush your teeth”, 54 A)iE 1 i J5 — 4
1) (O 1) ) 5k B4 Ml Pl S By (LR 26, R Dy
KEEE, FANPIRP SRS, BriE o e s . AR
BB Be, (A R shil AR e I ROCR . Hiin
(BECTR)) S St Bl in), 7 i) 8 0 1 ARE A (B 3R] 1 7
SCRAGAR]) BT HARiR), 2R w58 miit X
HHRFNWTAE 5 o iC 5% FHARIA) 5 & A I L S o .
TREE R BB INT

TR 2] B B, SQHETA S — U LA I e, H
WA E TR OIS R 1 N400 5 55 SR AR & T

KEEAIE RN N400 ZIAIfF7E W25, Hiak
P17 By 5% 1R & B/ NI N400, 3 AN Fp Ak
BT & 1) N400 JEARfAfER E 25 . FIH =
NN N 7SN B S NP S TR T DR 2|
BIEAE T B SCBR 5 A 1Y N400 22 [H] 1 22 S 0 2R
T o WERF NN T BRI & 1 N400 ik,
SHRER TR S Y A B A MES B L 7E X
BRI — R BB, BT, s AR
(%% 3 5t T L SR S B 1) A 7 2R ) i AR A
T LA EAR S F T B AR IS A 1Y N400 F/); TE
AL S B 254 T RG22 S 261, SR i)
S — U B I, BT AT R B3 AR
P A BRI A PR A S, A
R, BT LU P Fh 45 740 5 OGS TR) 5 & 1 N400
N2 . TE5E = A)iEh, W RL2E ST 4 F T,
B X A ) A T R AR R, BB B R S S i
Besefy, B S S 0F T B SR ER A AT DL ) A%
PEF LA A N400 AFEA 25, =T
Bt S Ut B e o o ) SR, R TR
B AT LL2ES AT, Brinlifs & i N400 fll
3 2 o U R0 184 T T 2 T 0 /N, P i) G AR £
e HL I FR B AL SE L

FEIES By B, B 430 A T B AR RS &
B N400 A L Ud i T8 A 25 52 0% o DRUUR % O T, B
) 4 F TR B IR ORI G R) L G 6T & T /N
N400, 7] LA ) SR 056 07 A &t b TG 56 18] 35
BT BN N400, FF5T 2 A i 56 B B B Arinl i
RI NA00 J o2 T T i) 55 X8 N ME 2 =2 ] 1 166
SEITG, DR T 0 4 S 1 W 1) 5 %k o A
ZIES TR, 290w, REER
WEMET, AIGKREFE R N400 k2 iR A iH
SCHA S IR & 1 N400, 7531 ELR A 1F R 0 22 53 3
N LIS T, AIERIAE LR N400 I 25
TR A X R ME s & 1Y N400, 153 T AT LIS &
PR 22 5k o 1R SO B = H AR RS R
N400 2= 5 S e T 18 SUR SRR o BF5E 3 % E ik
P K 22 S U AT L, & B 3 A 8 R T RS
FIEREZR, WAL T 5B RIS
SUR B . FEREIRIA T, WA R T
25 5P A TR I T e, U B A Kk i R 3h
BN B M

ERAMFTERD, LR a4 2%
BB = A F 22 8] A9 3% B M A SR AR AR A A
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il o F H 222 S BB AR BUAE MR, AORHE K
R A E LS ERP HARIC T2 T W By
IR A 5 B B B AR5 & B ERP BLA, #E—20
WA T A SR ) 3 i) 2% 2 19 3 3 (Batterink
& Neville, 2011), ZWFFMEA 4 DRI IER
VER2E MR, AFE BRI S . 1T LA ST S
T Sk =R 2R, BRI AR ERL]
MR . TR AT, AE—A i iR
)RR LS EER D 10 ARIFEIA I, Bk
T8 e ] s AT DA T A B Y TEEE R 2T A
BT, HR B2 i b 10 A
] P TR, TR b a3 A 5] S 5 s AN R 00 1)
HI R S o AT R R S B (LR S A A EL IR
TR AT RN R 10 R, 05k kA
VR BN RN o &5 RBAE 10 (KRB, HiA
ST R ELIEIS R  N400 R/, T LIS
Z AT BHTAIE L N400 By A 3 B W78 /)N
B, BEHAAE B ARTE R Y, Bl A ) 1 e R
KI5 B, AT AYEZR A HE B B inl A 2 o plakise
THNRLIWEERZE, TR EATS
— R &, =R AT e 7824
Jei i), B kAT L2 3] SRR OB I T A G
W) 1E LTCIR TR Y AR, )AL Y
[CACIK (RIS v S 2 5 A2 ) E R 7 P i
Hil, 255k BUE TSR AN AT LL2E ) S5 T
A XA GIE R B N400 RFEER, H—
FRFIMES, =AM T BRI 78 Y )5 3hinl,
FLTA] ()30 SCTA] | T LA ) ST R A X g
W SUTE IR FE Y B ARA) . LSRR W 3R A
Hiria 2w, SR A, HA7EIEM NG
T H v (R 5 ) % TG G 1) % 347 4 T TE ), AT LA
2 2] Z A B iR X I M A B 8 DG 1) 15
/N NA00 , 2T 5% 156 BH 2 > 2838 2o (5] 15 26 340U
TR B AT LA B OB R R X, IR HL ST
5 PIBE B T XHANE & 2k 2T BRI
22 BEZFIPMIESEBSIEXMERE

iz

B 1 TR IO MR S 1) 2 > T, 1) A )
T SC 5 R BRI Toad AR R A AT A A . 2
FIBFT B SEM K ) R TT . Bl s & 218 X
5 £ v %) o R 2 BB 9 3 S S SR A 7 ] 2 ]
T PR ORI A BIMESTE UMEhry? T
T 4390 - 448 1R 58 3K 1 A (1] R 1) A SR A 5

2.2.1 FREESRNE XML ERRFT
BEIRK?

AN 3 S ) AL A 2 2T X A &, 3k
G 5IE X ME T O A MBS R, S
FEA MM TEiE g shii b, R
38 2 A 2 ) BT IR ] LU Bl SO IR, T
WBnin 5O A MBS THRR, ST B S, |
CE 2 UE BB R AT UL S 8l ) B HE & (Mestres-
Missé et al., 2007), JGZERF0EH— KB, @i
TR DR S22 2] R AL AT LA B il SORE DG ], E
A 2E LM 2% B (Borovsky et al., 2012; 5K 3EiR,
2017)0 HRSC T Hrin) B 4 B 08 S 2% 1 I [f)
[, AEFFEE RS T ARS8,

— RO, A 2T AT LRI R iR
CAMMSEIRR, BE8 30 A AT W
%4 HL (Borovsky et al., 2012; Kapnoula & Mcmurray,
2016; Kapnoula, Packard, Gupta, & Mcmurray,
2015), 7E Borovsky % AN (2012) 5T H, ZLR B
BB ) 7, a2 AR R, M1
FEPIFP AL . S BRI S5, kR RE A HE T
HRRT IR B SO AR AR BRI 1 1 A5, ol A
AR 1B 1) 2 S 2 A o i ) 15— 40 )
Z 5 SE MR FN BT 55, A5 rp BB 58 24 R )
o HARiE AR =MIEa . XRS5 UG
TRITEOGH o S5 R e = IR 250N, B
T ] LSS Bl g M R SCAH G IR, B X R A
FEE SCRSCIR AR e T 6 5C 1155 & 1 B /M1 N400,
ATV 285 — R A 3, Bl 3 1R A Y
B, FSCAMMEEY TR, 253 7
BT E

T3 — RN, B TC ik B Y A B
X, iR G B U4 Rt AR R R 2R
1 A9, van der Ven, Takashima, Segers Fl Verhoeven
(2015) i I3 SR 23X, A 1T 5% 21 5 7 R i
58 /5 A 24 /NI 205 BT IR 2 ) ROR, R R
TE BB 55 vy, B3R AN BE A B i SCH DGR 72
24 /NI 22 S5 B g b, TR AT DARR Bl SOM G,
WA 5 B3E S 4 PR TR Ry . At
5T R B T 25 19 25 S (Clay, Bowers, Davis, &
Hanley, 2007; Qiao & Forster, 2013; Tamminen,
Davis, Merkx, & Rastle, 2012),

H ARG R I FH A 0 A 4 55 7T LRI 21357
W RN 4 . Batterink 1 Neville (2011)FHiliE
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BT 55 F1-HRNT 55 25 460 1) 55 2118 0 25 1Y)
AR, FEXPIAME S5 R 48 78 2 ) s, 45
RO BAEN B By B, #RAMESh, 7T RIS ) 604
T B I (AT A E B T DA 8 ) R A% 5 Bl A
SGHA), AFAE NA0O 805 I FE T VA AT 55 o, w)
LA 2 55 B0 1A A R Bl i SCR DGR, A7
1E N400 RN X —&5 R UL A S i AL 55 Hh 4%
D27 iy BV A G o ZBER R &l i b
) Z IR, BRRENS 5 1 S 4 i AR Y R R
AP A A N7 BE R, T KR IR R I R 5 A e 1 1
SO TALS o

KT B AP URZER, AV5EE ] ERP
PR X 43 T A RS N T (Bakker, Takashima,
van Hell, Janzen, & Mcqueen, 2015), fifiT &8, 7&
AP 3000 5 B P 00 5 b, B AR 8 X A A BT
TR E T IEM LPC, LPC it T KD
PR IBUE R, LSRR B RS 2 24 10 /Y AR IS
e BEFERE N R IX — UG B T X 1] 14 1 S
KAWL, R T RZE RS DNE LWL
TS SRR o BRIt RIVEI 4 R IR SR
BN B A% U B B TR BB AR A B T OE M 4,
{HLIX — B 547 I LU e 55 10 (L ZE B L4 LPC
R, RS ILEZ G, kT 5 EETE
TNZEALE) N400 iy, FIRg5 R A 285t K
B[R] A LT, 5 1) A A T AR e i R G B0 M
L, Bz, BISEHIEE G W R, 5
BB LB Y SR o B AT S PR
[F) 502 3 oo 45 B IS e 47 25 22 KT ], 22 R A Ji]
R G T DIA 2 R AR T R A ) i AR A
222 HARWMAIBEEZMENKXRESIIEN

[FESuk el 0l

IR I T A ), A ) E R LA
oy NGNS PRIVl [ 1 O R O ;== | P i ]
B ZJE, B A JE IR B A4 T 0 B it op
1, M2 S A SRR, Ra8Ch
BYiE P24 R (Arias-Trejo & Plunkett, 2013; Ding,
Chen, et al., 2017). |- SCHEFI A O FE 2 T
SCRE IAR) 1 3 2l 2800 1 A A 365 1) 2 15 4 45 2 i
SR bR, (HIETE ARG TR BT 2R AL,
ASTR] A8 T8 SORH DG RIS e TR [R] 3 UG R o
g, 320G 2R AN 5 OC R v A A T AR
7 5 2Z [A] B9 3¢ & (Ding, Chen, et al., 2017; Zhang
et al., 2017), Mirman, Landrigan F1 Britt (2017)M

KEHEAZ 0 A IR BETFI OC R, AT 2 KA
JCAC PR I B AN LR G, FRIE R R EAL
FEF RURAAE LA Y, EEC R 2 AL [ &
SRR LR BRILZ A, BEET SASSES
FRAEAR ., Loan b Ao 2s FRAE I A 28 50 i 3t
ERVRE, OIS T ERAEGE X AN A 1Y
YU REAE, RRAE OC 2R DU A IR AR 8 o SRR Y
SRR (ZEICR, X, 1992), FEE RN A A
[ 2 2 (1)1 O R WA SC I 53 LA R 1) 3 ax 8 7
AR BT SO FR LA BT SR 26 B AL

28 3l 5% & (taxonomic relation) s 8 2 LI A &
Z ] A AR ARUREAIE Ry T, A 2 2 Uk Sk 1935 X
% (Rogers & McClelland, 2004), HEZ [A)7T LU
RN RALE— e, X — SR Tk B M
PR AT ST 0 45 . tRAnAE SR B X RAF 5,
A REEEMRNREEZ —, FREL
A e NAEIN T A B W Ik L AR RS, 0
oy — Se 55 N AE N TG A A Y W AR b A A B A
(Warrington & Mccarthy, 1983), 1% Fi% #4% A
T PRIMETE I T 38 SO 2 e FRAE Pt axX — A i R
Gy AR B0, I HoA BN [A] 1 28 0 4H 8L —
o MR ZATEARRWIENCR, MR TA
[ 2 501 o A () 2H 0] A B 2 030 P i IX. L A2
2% 5 (Fairhall & Caramazza, 2013; Xu et al., 2018),
AN Xu 55 N (2018) LU T 3 A T H RS
HEGER R, R A WSS ST 2N B0E
WIRADE B2 2 A DT [ S5 0 X, 30 8 i IX
NS Rl Nk R E 7 QPO K 7/ BL i M G R
2 WATIR AT . BIYIAERENP OE SEn  f
5 T H43 00 Z (000 22 MR L 2200 T [l 4
Fili 1X., IR 25 A R 3k 8 43 i DX s e 1K TR Bl AR
5 AR T E A (R0 28 RV RRAE A DR S T2, BA K
T HAHEE IR B . A5 R (thematic relation)
Sy AR R Z Ty 2, AU G T A R
SFREREAILF S B F—F g b
HAFE—iL, g meEfe, ML RAMRE
AFPEZE, tinzsEeR . g R . FRX
. OBESCRFA, XS A E T Xl
J& 17 7€ [X I %) (Hare, Jones, Thomson, Kelly, &
Mcrae, 2009), Hare 25 A (2009)f# A X5 st
A T JE T FH AR 2 Fh R0 5C R 8 SR 22
St HUS A S HARRNC Z B SR WA H KR,
M5 2 b 1 44 1) AR G TR =2 8] 9 1 SRS 30
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ROV HE R E 1Y, Hb s 44 3] T LLJS ) 7E 12 s
ZE NI AW . S RN (L B B - 2
B4 PE-EF). TEAEMEREZ
IR R DIRE R R, T H 44 38 FAH & 3R)C 2 1]
B U sV FEJE SOA N i&A A3, T
HIARE RS IZ T R A (B M-
K)o EHFTEN N TR —Fp THATRES A ZFh A
YAz TR, B T B4 R T B 22 )
WA Ja B

FRE R R Z B ) — A EH 22050
S B TR — 2 50 0 T A AT A S A L P AR AE,
T AEAE F RG22 22 R 38 1 1 I8 k=2
FRIE (BRI, 2014). A BIFGEE Xk PIAROC & 1y 28
FEREIEAT T, B — R 6 AP MR
WHIE 3 Ge it T & AR 28106 &R AN 006 2 T 4%
PRI A4 I X {32 (Schwartz et al., 2011), & B2 5
KRG T LM, FBOCREREN T
2 M-I A X o 225 SR 100 B 3K 8 i X 43+ 3] Ak B 25
MARMEBLR, FHXRMEHNLRDLESR
UM & 5235 M0 B 1Y 22 5+ (Maguire, Brier, & Ferree,
2010), fEX—F5RH, BFFTH 45 a0 3 UAH O
WAF 2 B DG TRl X A TG G R . 45 R R BTG
FA LR O 25 A BOE R N400, I H 32U ¢
TR A HIAR TR S 2T 0 F o BB 2= 5. 0
I BeRE = I Ay 5042 LA E (Klimesch,
1999), o i Bt Al & 0GB IA S 5 2 s il
T.#1 % (Klimesch, Sauseng, & Hanslmayr, 2007;
Klimesch, Schimke, & Schwaiger, 1994), £ #% &
FECAMEA 0 WEBRER AR R, FHIXR TR
T o PEBRERE MBS I, AR ARG N 2ER
W BT G 2R 28 0l O 2R LA A [ T AL
il EMXREZHFHFEICCMT, MEHKLR
o BE TR Z2 AR RO BN T BPALA BT Al
e 7 I 2 AR T B IR

AR FRC R RN 56 R 2PN 85 I 3RAE
ARG, (AWHFH Z AT 0, T2 a] L
AHE A 2R S R JRIFSE R, B4
T FY & i J2 23 B A AF % 72 Ak 1Y (Sachs, Weis,
Huber, & Kircher, 2008). 75 JL# i3 T i 4, JL
R ERYE FHOCR#AT R, X AT AR A
HEBRRZW LEEENESEER, JLEX E8
KAWL A Ty BRI R T M,
XoF AT T FIARE & A 4 fig oK L, JLEEXT

2 RS R B 45k TR, BRI ok L A )
FHEBOC R AT R o BB A2 ZURE ) fl
WEHE B RE 0 R R, TEICAR I, 2 o) RO
AT AL FRIOCFR N F B 8 R 200 K &
HE o B AR IE LR, AR B0 21
WG, BAR PR ) T AR T C R AT
= AE 5 44 4% (Blaye, Bernard-Peyron, Paour, &
Bonthoux, 2006),

TERIA 7 ) i A rh, o 2RI TR B 4 Ik Y
1508, SR ) 5 A AR S 2 ) Yy 28 ) 56 R A 2
G FR, PN SE B8 18 B 18 U 48 G
(Ding, Chen, et al., 2017), A W5 H BALELKT W
e RESTIRFEBLE], HE AR YE Mirman (2017)
S NBIWLEL, 00 56 5 S 1l N7 7E AR RLRR A Stk |
i, Ding, Chen 55(2017)4F FWFFEIEEH T 31X — 5o
TEZETE T, 2= B Bo B T AR E ) 5 —
Tl 2 57 15 T 18 AR 1) 2 3 1) %o I AR 2 19 60 0 AR A
(Kt “FBIRSMEHH:, PERFRI, &k BA—X)
R AR, A DUZRBR, BA b A R R A DT
WRAN KK, B WT AR, T — R G e
SHR RAE&S B SERRIE (L “RPIRIZE B
HEMAEYE, CEREasRallfEltEy.
BT E G, FIRE FK HAE) .
FHIRNC A WA 55 % 0l 19 % S ROR, B i
FEXE A L R SR | 8 A SR AN TG G 1R
S5 R A P 25 1F T 280 AH SR AR Fe T G 1R
5 R /NI N400,  1d A8 AT LU S7 8 ] 192 1)
KF; TENPERE =R, & B 38U S iRl A L
F I KIAE AT IER LPC, 1A B 37 18] 9 3=
BRRBIWIEER . BB LR R, WREE A
TR RREEIES 5 H IR Er, 5
fiE 27 23 25 A5 I AN T 25 250 1) 32 G 2 A
7. Zhang 55(2017)3 — L SR AL A5 B AN 2 4y
MEAR B, BEORE EEOCR WA . ZR KA
PRAUE AR B SR AE T, ek 52T DL S Hin)
5 N G IR) Z ] B3R ZR, 52 BE TR i) o
KABEHNCAH WIE XM, L] iEkE 2
KA, HECEA NTEMHB T, Eikd
BHRIE, TR, EARHE L~ FRK
AR RS R, SKE R o i
w2 IR, CRPIETTT LS S B X — 5 2 i
BEAH O 1) 32 A 5 1] o

{BAE Zhang (2017)5E NRIRESE, & BLH iR



FEoM

XISCUR A BNFETRBE A BRI 2k 2 1579

A RLRS B0 4 2 5 A B O Y JE R S (<A
BE™), A BER 35 24 AR 5 T ¢ /Y 3 R 3G 1)

(BB o AT AR S BOX — R WE? Zhang, Ding,

Li Al Yang (2019)i#F—25 42, AT BB MHi1E 515
SRS MR TR O RS, wikes
ST, QSR S S S, A 1A
BRI LS Z A 2 I d s A . sk R AL
55 2[5 BE A O 1Y 3 A R S U B, 5 2T
T 58 TR ) ARGt g a sh . BRI —
¥, Zhang 55 A (2019)i#F— 25 B 4 T 1 55 5 Xt
B 2 2] o e RBAE BN AR . 2 ) &
GG M 2GRN Sk, S5 R R A
—IEBER ) RN, Bl L Re . S Y ETIE B
AH & 1Y) T2 BUAH S 1) 22 1) (O B 2R 7 T P 1Y 5 ) 2
SRR, BR T AL Y B OC Y AR O
TR, o T 5 AT A A Y 3 A
R Z A IR R o 4 AU 27 ) 3 HAAR 8 i) 2%
S Z BNER R B E s, AR
W, EMRETE Nz,

R T IX B RS R AN, RN 22 R A TR R E 56
# (feature relation), FFfEEFZMMEZRIERL
WM, F0 06 R 2 7 AL R e LAl |
F o A AR 5 79 A MR 0 5 e S AR, B 7
ME & 2 [\ J& 7 B A 25 5 & & (Hills, Maouene,
Maouene, Sheya, & Smith, 2009), FFE7EBE 25 AN [F]
AR Al H EE 2, RS R BRI R 2 T LA
H 43 2 AR AE HE AT 2R AE 1 (Tyler & Moss, 2001),
MR 2% ) SRR UM OC 1Y, e BT i 2
2 A T ) — R AT 36T F A 56 3R] R AR
FAEMER ST o QERAT IR AN, DU B i 55 AH
SCMFRAE ST THER, B > b dt sy THRIE R
fE . FEWNCE X2, P& & & BHin T
LStk 7 M S B AR, AT DA SRR A O 1)
SLHRFR o LWANTE Chen %5 A (2014)IBIFSE Y, fE%
ST B, R AE PR R BT b2 2] B, i
LG e ) S R B 2 o) S5 R I 56 By B
SRR TS B SCHOCHIBITE 55 o #rinl 5 = Fh H R
TR, X MRS RRAEIR A GO IR . 4R & B
e 25 2] 500 F AR IE AR e TRk I &R0 T
FARAE T E & T T /NI N400, BRI & W
FEIE A b F Jo k2 2 2 A T R E RIS & T
K LPC, MU WAEHEWT % S R T, %0 #H
SRR IR B 27 S SR AR ELAE N400 |, 7 H $F

2GR, A 2 3 REAE IR 19 2% 2] BN A B A
LPC b, WARFINNEELEEISMT, ¥IH
HEN TR RO A 2 ] A B R, T A ST
Brial SRR R Z B AR R o DR RRAE AH DG i) 15 &
1) N40O i I B AT AR, RAEWEI] LPC i (]
T S8 F) T R R SRR AR G TR IR R . IR
Vb, BB 3 A )V R SO AT DA ST AR A,
IF HAHEWT 2 2D S5, 2% 3 B X AE TR (19 2 2 5%
L,

R SCERIR T =P SOOC R B DGRl 2 2T B
58, XL R WA RSTERMAL Y, Wi T AN
RIERG . KT EHRCRMAERICR, KMAER
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The contextual learning of the lexical meaning
in adults’ native language learning

LIU Wenjuan; DONG Jimei; CUI Mengshu; CHEN Gongxiang
(School of Education and Psychology, University of Jinan, Jinan 250022, China)

Abstract: The contextual learning was the main approach in adults’ native language learning. Researchers

have accumulated extensive experimental evidence. Researchers divided lexical meaning learning into two

stages: the first stage was the acquisition of corresponding concept for the novel word and the second one

was integrating the meaning of novel words into the existed semantic network. According to relevant studies

in terms of the two processing stages, this paper sorted out the role of context, vocabulary and subject

factors on adult vocabulary meaning learning. Future research needs to pay more attention to new concept

learning and metaphorical meaning learning, and so on.

Key words: lexical meaning learning; contextual learning; conceptual semantic network; taxonomic relation;

thematic relation; feature relation





