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W E FEEBANEEINNRETHEASTLEAELG IR, BFAT, TRETEELMT S RE
FRERBEGY A, FRAARELEMTE, ERTE, PRELZHRET VRS @NETE, ENATITE
EFEEMTHOFTEFRN ., WA AR T ETEESF IR, AT ELILARE A ZKRY, LRSI
SRR T EINAE R BB A RE T 69 BB AE . P30 MR S A BRAY 206 B a9 AT 2 R AR B R K IR E
ERSAALE, FZETE A LR T BGIATE— PR AARTIENRNERIE, RAIAHE THEA
FIRASNT ALK LZFTER Fra T BB RENH SRS T ERLIRAPH 9B TS A M ZEX
MESEANRIRE LA EMMEGLLFIRBET ARG,

iR Pk, TIEEM, MZKY, W2 EE, ALmTAY

SRS Bs42

1 31y 278 U A U R DR B3, 0 LA
B T 0 e (OB T 5 1

WA E R A, g LRI RURREE . T i TR

L RS o (R 605 6, B — A28 0 D 2

bR, gk R, st B & Wan, 2014

T . BB R R R s D s TR AR & T, S

! T2 |-
S NS EIR ER, EiRR e St A, W R A
BB T (Kot otal, 2018), jgdts o0 h I IADIHE I AT

SRMT TR S . KRBk, fikifseE o0 D e
ST TRRAN T, 2T I R A 7 (e i, R A LR

WP TE. EEE, G Ea Rl o SURITRISTA S A R LTS
HIZET B8 7 T R I PR L TEREAR Sy E I (stross-timed) 73T

5 1 N A ] 4 208 5 2 A A e 3 5 R T (syllable-timed) ¥ # 7 (mora) =2 J¥ #(Ladefoged,
R, OB A KA o h BT S B 1975; Pike, 1945; Ramus et al., 1999), {HiXFh/3
%ﬁ;%iﬁﬂ_ﬁz'z%%‘@#%‘rio F;ﬂj%xﬂ—%%%{ﬁ_ﬁ ﬁﬁﬁ?gﬁiﬁifﬁrﬁ]%%ﬂfﬁ, Egiﬁ/%égiﬁ%
R AEDTR 2, — Mk ) g (7 O BT LRSS IEIRE T P2 S
PE, 5 R ] R e R R E X (Dauer, 1983; Ramus, 2002; Roach, 1982), J&X3&
%%EJ‘LJ%E%%TJ}UEJ%‘&&EHE‘&%%’ 1—‘5%"?% :J:ﬁ%j:%giﬁrj‘ﬁﬂ;ﬁ/ﬂ:E"Jﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁiiﬂ?&a
2 1 2 1] I sk A, 5 /S O 242 (Whhite, 2014; White T A 1B TR T8 U Bsf 8] B 451 1 A [) it 1] e 57
etal., 2012). I, $haRAEE IR iy, FENTZ IO DR LTS (Ramus et al.
1999), UNEE & IHEAH LU & TR R, JTE et
5] B 11 2275 (Ling et al., 2000), X 2643275 =13
B 5 AH LT B — R 25 E RRe E  fR i s 2

ek B 2021-07-07
* [E G HRBA R e B0 H (W HALES . 31771252,

32071057)% 45, 6 S I A EL A 2000 %) 45 B R 3D A, {EATS AT LA
WEEH: 258, E-mail: liangli@pku.edu.cn BN A Y G Bl (Jadoul et al., 2016; Kayser,
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2019; Turk & Shattuck-Hufnagel, 2013), 5&F &K
BT 22 BAHIE B2, TR E M, g
AL T RS A A, R R 1Y W Y
W HUERAZ (Dellwo, 2006), fH H % i FA il & 1 1)
FERIFARRRE S H AN ARIE, SENT
R R T — RGN A R 3R, A0 45 % A 2
AR A A 3 55 K 25 (Nooteboom, 1997), % 46K 2
e [RVE FH T 35 0 v sk AR, i 3 Rz E)
BT A

U LA R T 2 AR AN IR A (Cn H b
HEDAE S E B ANER S IEF HE )RR X
B IR R E 25, 2021), EIEE Y . W0 A
F AR Z AN T (Farbood et al., 2013; Sheng et
al., 2019), VLiG#H MEERRLH L EG —EM
R, QRO BRI S A, XA
1Y AR Ak 23 5 I T 35 % H AR 1 BAR KT o 241
T U T T B B T AR B R L OE R Y
(3~8 Hz), 711 & 2 H I8 & R K (Ahissar
etal, 2001). FHLLZ T, 5 5cig 58 19 & W < el A8 iy
HHE T2 M, PR — A A A
P, R I A AN R 23 AR AR IR S 2L
WA, BT A PR 4l T 8 & T R
& 2 RN /w/ TS & /b/ (Wade & Holt,
2005). FFHE BRI FZE ML,
T FIEHEEWREa% . AP EHEEES
TR A B AR = 5 22 (R e B IR, X PResE T 52 0
BRI R AR FIE A, ATE E R SRS
7 (body language). GIEF @HGmAEsN ., Bk
P PILETE S (Miiller et al., 2013), Uik Y
T B2 B A 5 5 15 0 I S 4 e AR LA A B
WARRME, XA B T T AP R A A B
(Ghazanfar & Takahashi, 2014), &I A SCHE K2 Ay
AR AR SR T T O B AR R RE A X O
PR 7 A R W0 9 2 W SR o B T R RRAE A B
A, BATKEZE S EBME LS IEmARNY
SR BT B 2w WM TR, AR
SR R AL B RET A, W
WRHAE FIEAMG XS R ORI = ER
BSZ IR, 5 U BH AR X TR AR AR

W 35 R 2 dnu 1] F AR AR i sl ek AR 5 1
AR AR ? X — R RN, B — RS
P P A 2 O AR R A | [ A5 T b L TR B R A A
P22 4735 (neural  oscillation) 77 7€ B} i BX 2 (Haegens

& Golumbic, 2018; Késem & van Wassenhove, 2016;
Zion-Golumbic & Schroeder, 2012), # £ 3735 #IA
HAFT AR B T, fEFENT,
A0+ P 45 (Jensen et al.,, 2012; Schroeder &
Lakatos, 2009). T IBFFE A A P #81 HE G 3] fg
ZAN AT TS W, FR I P9 AT AR B A [ RS
¥ I i) PR 4 (Lakatos et al., 2019; Obleser &
Kayser, 2019), X 53l % 9 FR R #h 4 J2 47 (neural
entrainment), P& HES SN B AR S R kA
PR, W SR T AT 0 T R ST (Riecke et
al., 2018; Vanthornhout et al., 2018), [dH}, FiHHE
i 1) 25 o i DN S A e [ AR i 0% R 1 b 22 e 1Y
FB, Wik B Pk TE R (Amal & Giraud, 2012;
Helfrich et al., 2019). SGIiE LM (Ding et al.,
2016; Ding, Melloni et al., 2017) F1 % 1 75 i
(Broderick et al., 2019)4%, #TF ik, FAVA WL
Jealy T BE S T U HAR R P ST P A A LR
F 5L E 0 B

2 b, ARSCE SEe T = AR DL A AN A dn
ful 5 e T 0 7 T AR, U BT R O B A
B e, e, IRATESS TR I EB T B A #h
ZPRGTE S IR T, &GS A fHE I
EFEM LA MEASHZ A Bl T A R
R, VTG P4 et 78 7 1 BRAR TP AR I R N Ah
TEPLRI AT REME . KRR FEMNARFIZH .
AN 6] RUBE R [R] 3 55 th BRI od 5 15 21
i Y R o

2 SMERTRESIEER

O A SR B A I TR HEAS T SR T, X A A
() T %o Wy o A A B R QL B, O 1 B i
N, T2 0 AR 31 R i MR 22 A T
TR B R L R T SR R O Y B ) 4 2R
(Ding & He, 2016; Kotz & Schwartze, 2010; Peelle
& Davis, 2012). BEH A TS 7 T4 A M5
15 BB 5 e 5 18 B 04 SR T R 43 Ry = I
RN, FEGY KRR A TR AU
HEAEF .
21 HEEHTENTAFIEE

U R A A A D TR I S I R R
IR AR o AL 1) 132 v 3] 5 1) 20 5 1B i &
T E BRI £ B A R A R R TG 43 BT RS AR )
FE 4 (Luo & Zhou, 2010; Luo et al., 2015), 5%
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LA I YOl IR e o N el = R ey gk E ek ok RSN
o B 1 B A R AE A BRSNS, B
A3 EBOE T s s AN A R R A A A Y
A, B EE R S L T ] ] PR A E 4y
S HFAE | (Dellwo, 2006; Ramus et al., 1999; J7
KA, 2021),

T a] ] B R e F R R . BT
W G XA HEAT R IA] B R AR R T T (Rl
WA ], RECERE IR, 255 & BT E XA
F T i BT R 2009 T B (Bosker & Ghitza
2018; Ghitza & Greenberg, 2009), W7 & 8t H3 Xk X
IR AR LS A T B IR B TR, R AT fig
BB T I AR TR R T AR R A
S A ] 406 S5 2T P 9 75 A 5 R A SR A
FMELLPUN o T B — [, WF5T 00 46
JE W F BB # T E MY 5, Yo BBN
BRI T EARE, s BE A
— B O 1 (B B A= A AR T R T
T A AR TIKE . SRR,
HUA e A (8] B 2 L 5 AR TR =X s 35 o T
FEA SRS, TCHLEE Y W) B ) 3 A A e %50 7
(Ghitza & Greenberg, 2009), 7 LLFT & X% F F &0
PR T 515 B S AR, R R 48 ) AT
R A TG (] B A AR AT LR AR R S A N
W CEHFI A" (repackage), BN HT I 1 /) I
S ENOR R A3 o XS4 DL R I R AT T 2B L
e, U B W TR AL P T A R KA B AR R R
MTE—E R BV T 5 18 T A

AR 285 0 5 R 0T P 1) 5 i) S e T T 0 R
St 8 A BN R A% i TR (9 45 B B Y 38 o
HAR T, &1 A A K 22 B A
77 i K 2 (Ghitza & Greenberg, 2009), —/~ & A3
KGR E DAY 1 R TR ) M 22 By ) 2
o BEBBE/KBNAERD SEARZHhAEE
B I R 20k S Hz B A, DLRL iR ) T Bk s
B, 75— HFEEFIENERPHELEN,
B, M—F W E DRI N, B
WHLEEARE, BYE5- M RENES SN
(I ands A in] B A T FNE R ) i A E A
PUERSBERK . F1E T A TTERE KRG HE 4L T 4
A1 P B 0] > Ak 352 () B 22 T A 1, 2 R )
i /NS R IF i I B SRR R BT AR, S
T 20 TR R A A AR, T A R 1 R

(Ding & He, 2016),

R R TR S R R R Ui DR DACRR 3V ) 12
PO W 3 X T IR I AR, EEW R iR
AT H I L B (prosodic boundary) . X 4bi A5
SRS BT T S R OR R Y = R
HABR(Li & Yang, 2009, 2010), Jif LA A7
AR BE U8 A1 1 W 0 44 5 18 U0 4 WA [ )2 TR 1 21
Y, IF5 0 i B U 1 R T A 1 % D) A G
Orid 4§, 2021; T 4, 2010), DUREAE N7
BRAE ATE S AT B SO RS 45 BN 4
J7 ¥ 52 B F AL B 2 (Li & Yang, 2010; Li,
Zhang et al., 2019), ¥ WF 57 LATUE HH [R] s AT 2 i
M 1E 45 #) (modifier noun construction)af it T2 4%
¥4 (narrative object structure)f¥J; G AR &
B, T E R BB B, B RSl
T35 X T B A 43 AT B (LA, Zhang et al.,
2019), #JHEEH RS TE B SOESE T 7 BT & BT
A EE R B 430, A T BRES I b b SO AR
HFETERE . WA, DUERE W E S A 81
REAS I8 T 28 X 5 1 R AN [ o7 78 T A 8 B v
B, MR ESE NI ERAMN T(Li & Ren,
2012),

22 BETEHTRICEFTRREM

HAR S BRI F 5 RAT— RSP R i
5% (context), A] LAFENT[H] |5 H RiE & HH 4P ul A
AHAT (Stilp, 2020), TH 55X 7 i BEAR (4 52 i) 3 R
TR S, X E A N 5 F ) 4
W 35 i MR 15 B b 4R AL A AR X B K R (Brown
et al., 2011; Dilley et al., 2010; Dilley & McAuley,
2008) o Ui & 1 A8 Ab— el 3k ) - o A
5 T 6] B 1 45 0k 52 B (Dellwo, 2006), 13X F 235
2 (] 1] B 1% 43 A7 Be 98 S 1 35 ) o 35 FE % (Ling et
al., 2000; Ramus et al., 1999), Uil B HEH K
P, W 25 S ) e BT AL S B — A M 3R (A
or I are)ZME, RIAEHDEJZEFR I RNCIH R 1Y
P4 (Dilley & Pitt, 2010), ABRAYR, A0 IEHE
bR 2 ST 23 00 B A AR IR 1) I .
X Pl B 5 23 Bl U SR B LR RTT IRY, Baese-
Berk % A (2014)[F]AH RN T 42555 (global-context,
45 BERRL) ) 1 o A IE 3t 1 B (distal-context, H AR
TR T E A TR IEE, & IUBEE B 4R 4 R i
X H b TR B B RS R A R, B 1
U P 5 SR S B R R R A X S R R T
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B A T 8T R A I g, W X R Rl
Bk 119 R0 o 2 1) A D ) A% 2l LU £ BRIP4 AR
A, BRI 2 B R O TS 2 RN i RSk
I ] 58 140 A7 ) 2 ORI R B A AR T A
B AMERENE, X—HWEr S TiEEN
25, NN BEARTE B TG & 0 ] 6 R s R T oA
RS, W B A 1R R 52 5
(Pitt et al., 2016),

TR T BB T 2 B SRR Y )
I 235 e TR A T AR R BRI, X RN
TR AL BE AR T IR S8 R4 R ik A
H IR (Di Liberto et al., 2019; O'Brien et al.,
2020). 4N, —ASPRHE R PR s T 3 T A
U T — BRI T FI W KT (A : /a, au),
PRI A R S8 T8 458 P8 1 4R I (] 23 B S 2
FEGEIF (] (4 UL IFAG, PR i r 1 5 2 (o 1 2 %
75 0 ] £ 1) B 72 07 /5 8 0 v T A SR A R R A
(Bosker, Sjerps et al., 2020; Késem et al., 2018;
Reinisch, 2016). 158 40 & 3 755 34 552
W ¢ R A 18 15 31 5 %% 1 (phonetic boundary shift,
PBS) (Maslowski et al., 2019; Reinisch, 2016), iX
Tl IR G2 [ R A A Al o T oy, RSP T HEA i
B X5 Tba/-/wa/ WY BRI 15 W b, W s R )
BETE N 2 /wa/ (Wade & Holt, 2005), Figh & 2
WL 2 TS R RSN A R, T EAE R
BT X Fh B4 R R 2 5 e, i 2l )
(Bosker, 2017), Jir L3 3 58 48 ) 11 58 90N
W K — ey W e i AR

B8 ARAS 2 X A5 B BRI . AR
AT (B —FE, 5 TR B R AR TR B,
B o MK S AT W 2 06 A SRR AR ek R (Stilp,
2020), FARBFFERBTESMNETRMFER T, TH
XoF 45 7 T B IR B 17 B B A R 2k
AU, R RS B TR R S A E 5 R BAE
BUF, EEPUNGE S TRER R
23 BHESTENFEERZIN

BREF R — AR S A, BhiE A R
aod T PR % 2 A0 T AR 13 2l A O U B B B 4R R
& (Holler & Levinson, 2019), 7 & X & 1Y 38 i
W 35 ) s JRR R 28] 1) 1505 3 1) B 3% 2l 5 1 A
PEAEAE R IR B ICHE, A R T A= [ S
A, SR TR R R IEE S A S LR ARG
T E PN % (Morillon & Baillet, 2017; Morillon

et al., 2014; Rimmele et al., 2018),

YLIE & & 4 H NI — R MRz sh ik i7E
FIE B9 T HOR4i /N B I8 5 (Abbs et al., 1984;
Browman & Goldstein, 1992; Cho et al., 2019;
Proctor et al., 2019), BN, 7&K & /b/bf 75 2B A
FEIE BT, Kt SRR EAYiE s Z B A A
DhE e, DL se & . B 20 # sk
HTE S I A RS S R AR AR B,
TE LI 56355 & 1 1 iz st ik A h s iz 3l
R A2 5 e W 25 %o 52 B 1 A9 1 3K SE (Bosker,
Peeters et al., 2020), L ULIE A =T, BF5
B R VLG # 19 1 s iz 3 {5 2 RE A8 412 T W & X
H AR S W AR S (Wu et al,, 2013), Ur#E Xt &
RN T ER TR B B DR IE 8, b RS
H A &1 Fii2 3ok ## 5 1h (lani & Bucciarelli,
2017; Bcfill, 2020) o Yhif oA 1R FH i P I A
AR FH F AR B R B EHAE, TRER
BUETE N FE WAz 3 (BT s FEH 2 RE
AR W 2 56 1] Y RSO 6 B (Bosker &
Peeters, 2021), iX$b45 AR UL 5 5 A AL
ST 2 TET IS S A 4 B 3 A2 3 A A AR T o
3z 3 RS2

W 25 e A% R Il 75 2 1 B UATE 5 1 AR AR
HEFH T BRAR, AT RE UL T UGG 2 2 (R A TR
FE A R ER AN . FIE A S 3 BEE (motor
theory of speech perception)ih b i ik & AT # 2
= — B LB B 8 4 (neuromotor
command), W7 E N T U8E# 1z sh {5 B 6
WS 2 [ B A0, 3R A BT T B S
W5 1 N % (Poeppel & Assaneo, 2020),

g5 b, AMERTHEXT WA T B Y 5 0 A7 TE
Tz Wrsd 53R s, TR T R U
W 25 X 5 28 2R W A0 AR B Ak, 5 R
PITE T FRERE A% k78 ) - ) 1 R Y IR, BHIRIE S
AT DLk L R (R FRATTAY R
T ey ) PG 25 R R TR, ORI
AT 1K A 2 TC AR R I T FRE MR 7 O AT e .
3 IMEBTEMINF IFEBRMEIE

T OG- W o 5 o B 1) DR N i AR Y
F B R 55 1 #H 2% HL A3 (event-related potentials,

ERPs) 1 3 A& #; 3t ik 1 #& (functional magnetic
resonance imaging, IMRDF ARJE I, FHIHEM ., 5
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BB & N1-P2, N400, P600 25 = {41 5 . {7
J A B2 5 (Bridwell et al., 2018; Broderick et al.,
2018; Morris & Klerke, 2016), T4 KBEE 5T T
O, S8 A A R AR S A B AR T A T B
RGP 0 i 284 3 T b R SR IR 4, K
Pt 28 41 73 )22 THT 48 7 WT 58 T B AR 1) AT Y BOR
2 o TR I T TR0 R RN A PN AR A
1k, DL R 28 Jeqis 304 76 H A iR H .
31 WEMNBHE—MERS

AR B 0T R A D H N T R A T
TER I AR LLRAE, LA KNS5 6 anfe] 52 e 35
N S T I e R R, RIS AR DG TE R
T IS S RI/E A (Ding et al., 2016; Zion-Golumbic
& Schroeder, 2012; Haegens & Golumbic, 2018),
FERIY], 0 Sk Heid s 20 0 i T Bl AR A — BLROA
R RN S S M, ROk IE ST TG BN
B P2 TCERE ARG 5 SR B T R oe e m PR
JEI 75 4k (Bishop, 1933; Raichle, 2010), f1#R¥% K
W I AF AL Sz e 1 ok 22 BT AE 45 7 I 220 ) 4 Ay Mok
- (excitability level), ¥k % 124 Ay PE T B IR 22,
i b 28 ST AR vo 2 5 A 55 A O A0 SRR i A
— B, X550 K15 2 d5 A Ak B (Schroeder &
Lakatos, 2009), Bt LK A4 P934 2L nl i 2 58 i
AN AR RO T BRAR TR

P 4R o MR RO 0 K B 8 BRI 22 R delta
Biiii (1~4 Hz). theta #5i77 (4~10 Hz). alpha Ay
(8~15 Hz). beta #¥i7 (12~30 Hz)Fl gamma 7
(30~200 Hz), fENT3EF &M T, theta AT
BN A BE e i A Y 32 2 1 5 15 5 20k Ay 1 Y
IR BATT, T delta AT R 3 A 43 %0 00 BRLIR) 25
o 2 TR e L A IR A
(Kdsem & van Wassenhove, 2016; Ding et al., 2016),
VT AE DGR R AR bl B, R AR
A B 3E AT 1 98 5 0 N A C I A I Sl AR R
B AT AT A TR B, R
AT HRR S U5 AT E TE N T B AR 4 TR HT Y beta 4l
i AR 44175 B9 alpha #3758 (Li, Shao et al.,
2019), M EAAY gamma AHHT )60 4% 248 1k D)
R ILREAS RAETEHTE YRGS L2 2 W I %
F W& H AR BESE 520 (Zion-Golumbic & Schroeder,
2012; Mesgarani & Chang, 2012),

HEHETI R RA AR, A [R5 0 b 22
PG Wi ) T LA —Fh 2 R A R B S

i P9 IR AAUR 325 (AN theta S50 )T RE SN 1 & 19 2
TN T, e RS (0 gamma S E L HAE T
TR IR FRESE(E B, ST [A] B AH BRSO N
T B i DX A B A U LA B R 4 ey e 2 I 445 1Y
{5 B34 (Baltus & Herrman, 2016), 7E Al 1,
Gamma i RIFFE theta IR AN RG24k,
theta R &4 5 delta (1~2 Hz)tHA #& (Lakatos et
al., 2005; Lakatos et al., 2007)., £ 8K A2 X S5 07
ZHE A B RS, A LTS R OOk A
B, T B SR (T BRAR )R, T A 22 )
T XA delta A0 FIH YL TG 1Y) theta 457 A BEAE
VAT ZE MY B8 X 38k 25 Hz 3R 3% WA 0 35 Bl (Park et
al., 2015). FTRIR[RITT AR M 23R G RE S RAE 5
TR S [ B () RUBE A9 )2 AR L, 8 A B
PR I B B AT R A AN B, 57 BT GE T U B A
(Kayser et al., 2015),

32 WMEXRGEZEAMTE

AT AR AR, T RN 2 SR E
55 AN A AE AR A7 b AH X 5 Bl R A T RE b
KIPLZ (Kosem et al., 2018; Obleser & Kayser,
2019), %L i BRI R T R FH T HRESL R 2 R
i AR DL SR AL T B B (reset) T = AR
i (Lakatos et al., 2009), FAT3E H F X Fh g1y
A AT ERE A B (B X S IR R N 4 e .
RE BN IR IGFNRAERETHEREA
B BA W WEEES, TR R = S R T
PERNB A RSO0 T 4506 3, r DL Jetl Ge g £
AR % ) ARy — B i ) (Kosem et al., 2018;
Tass et al., 1998), # WA &I T 7 ik adE
H1S S 5 R K 3 B 22 ) A AR LA T, DA R
T [va) (O ST [i] i 57 R 50) 382 Tl (O 38 A ) )
2 2 i R Y [ A 78 (Fiedler et al., 2019;
Fuglsang et al., 2017; Zhang & Ding, 2017), frlA
o1 22 2 A A B Al 9k Bk R 7] 25 4k (synchronization),
o AN 50 R T BE I B I B BR O TR B B
(speech tracking) & I/

TEFE G, AR RE T &1, i1
T30 R e A 2 2R . il e BR A8 3 i X b
SRR BERRE S8 BOE AT, WELLRE S5
R RS MY I B O 4 (Haegens & Golumbic,
2018; Obleser & Kayser, 2019)., 2 B 22 325 W 5
NN A et s 2 TG S A AL S F B T R e
i Bt — 2 (Giraud & Poeppel, 2012; Peelle &
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Davis, 2012), fillnidnt delta 75 HE4RZ 6 B
28R (Bourguignon et al., 2013), theta T IR X
H 1AL 4544 (Doelling et al., 2014; Ding et
al., 2016). Luo Fll Poeppel (2007)if izt 1T 3 W # 15
DI B = et R R AR R VN
IifY theta =55 AR 1 (4 AR LA RS E b Bl H1 i
AIF IS MR RIS IR SR
LR S SR Y iUR R E 3 6 S NG
fH R R 2 BRI 5 R Al 22 I S L. B T HAL
FEERIECT AN, HIEA S B 2 e
ey, — BHa s, WrE e xE LU A A
i Je M7 4k 7 KT (Ahissar et al., 2001), A5, Xf
T 5 TR N R B SRR T 2 F SR, fn B
AR (8] ta g 30 % 3] 92747 (Ding & He, 2016; Makov
et al., 2017), (B3 K A5 NAYTH 5 2+ BT 2
RO T B B I A E % B Al (Brodbeck
et al., 2018), AR AT BRI 5 0 HURIE A9 AIF ST
Wh 22 el 78 5 AL B AR, (EL R AT SEAT)
IHAFAE— S [ 8, R & ) BLA I 30 o SR
WA E R R A, TR WL 3 A T BRI N Y 2
5] RE-5 e W 75 5 il A &(Ding & Simon, 2012;
Kosem & van Wassenhove, 2017; Steinmetzger &
Rosen, 2017), FTLAAKEA S 1, R FIEHRS
PRI IO ER, T AT 04 ] v R B 7 2
T

T T T SR, W 35 3 1 B 52 B IR TR
F M2 (Morillon & Baillet, 2017; Morillon et al.,
2014; Poeppel & Assaneo, 2020), Park % A (2016)
R IE — i R [RIRE B K I a2 B 5 W R
I AR o AT TR SR DR S
TR AR 5] A2 P A X5 W 255 400 AT B2 J2 A 2l iz
SIX M), KM _FHTE 1 Hz LH BERE
RN, I HE AR T 0 SRR R B A 1Y [
AR BT TIOIN o WRE RX B A T Y et T
AES S I | iz 3y DX A0 ) & o R 5 B W g
DT R A A PR ot 0 0, O T AR O B A
(Morillon & Baillet, 2017; Morillon et al., 2014),

M2 I RO T R BN T AR Y
Wi o 5 T E I T) 2848 A AR P A DA S 1
W 25 ST, A P 7 i 22 39 2l ) o el A 9T
A AR AR S AT AL, X A AR T AE AL
BT B M 22 05 3 o T B A Y B AR
(Haegens & Golumbic, 2018; Schroeder & Lakatos,

2009). SR, #E A AR L —XF ST B
MBSl R, BT EMIEERE . KA
Ko W T B R i S p LA A BT B
TR 22 T R, 2D R I el A
AR AR

4 BEMTMALTHEXRGENSIFERN
ER

il 2 ey REAR A WT 5 1 1T A HDIR 25 3 2 i
PRI 5R 5 Ah AR AR [R) 20, R T ORI S A
X B U B #R45 B (Lakatos et al., 2019), 7E 5 i
Pt AR, 8 R Y R4 T AR IR T T R
FEPE1E B (Helfrich et al., 2019; Lakatos et al., 2013;
Obleser & Kayser, 2019) ., 155 1) Jo 5 iR (Ding et
al., 2016; Ding, Melloni et al., 2017)f1 & W iFEHE =
A ) 1 3 (Broderick et al., 2019)%5 A it #2

W 2% ) 7R S PRI H bR T B A S A DR X
TEPREE A B T O B 5 Ak 1 B
) B et 22 5, T 5 M 4R 0 Sl B AR AL R) 20 A
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Therole of rhythm in auditory speech understanding

CHEN Liangjie, LIU Lei, GE Zhongshu, YANG Xiaodong, LI Liang
(School of Psychological and Cognitive Sciences, Peking University, Beijing 100080, China)

Abstract: Speech understanding is a mental process in which the listener receives external speech input and
acquires meaning. In daily communication, speech comprehension is influenced by multi-scale rhythmic
information, which usually includes the rhythm of prosodic structure, the rate of context, and the speaker's
body language. They alter the listeners' phoneme discrimination, word perception, and speech intelligence in
auditory speech understanding. Internal rhythms are neural oscillations in the brain, which can represent the
hierarchical characteristics of external speech input at different time scales. The neural entrainment of
external rhythmic stimulus and internal neural activity can optimize the brain's processing of speech
stimulus and further enhance the internal representation of target speech by the top-down modulation of the
listener's cognitive process. We think that it may be the key mechanism to build the interrelationship
between internal and external rhythms and jointly affect speech understanding. The discovery of its
mechanism can provide a window for the study of speech, which is a complex sequence with structural rules
on multi-level time scales.

Key words: rthythm, speech understanding, neural oscillation, neural entrainment, top-down modulation





