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IEESRIERNTENS . ETHREN
FERERIEAER
TR RRA EEH WA

(HE SO DI B, RIS 210097)

# ZE  Bouba-Kiki # 5 (# # BK 2 5 )353& F A B IRAFFEZ A e ue gt £ A, 4FxF BK 28 89 = £ AU4], X
WG R A S Al S RIS A A AN 5T GRS B A R B — BT ALE . B
BRI EN RPEST ZAEREST AN, LR EARFTREMRLEENLE, BHLEZLETLE
. XA, LR TEY KT ED TET RAL Z AMNH, 5T, 4 BK 8m ) = AMH], RELE
R RN LFEE, FRARBETANAY BK 2 B4 RHBE, RN, M T L3 BK B4R
TR RAEER TR Y m A £, #tm, LB THEN BK A KB IB L AL, REEFTFEFSANER
B RAREAE AR, DWESUEMAFHFTE, 75, RETEFTREGRRIL LA T E .

KR EF L5, Bouba-Kiki 2 B, #RM, B HEEME, SES KK

SES  Bs42

1 3]

% 21 (Sound Symbolism)d& i &% 5 HAE R
P R g P (KIS, T AR A ) Z 18] 1 AR AT R M 1Y
Wi} (Dingemanse et al., 2015), X35 & Z1E 5T
RE B EMPIE G ) PEE R8s
H #RiE 19418 (Sedley, 2003), 20 404, Saussure
(1959) 4 th i AR B, 5 ) 1 & NS L R
BARE M BRI, TR R, 23K =2 i
T S R SR A A R E I B G R (Blasi
etal., 2016) XTI CRMRIIE X ZHE, GH5
B AT B, T FURAR BT, AR
SRS SE . R, FRITEE ZAE A A AL X
TR = BRI & R B HE W ESNE,
of BHLA G FH ARG B RN B TH 1 FH B8 ) S5 A SE R S

B AR LR B A3 2 O 22 K Kohler

il

(1929) % B Y Maluma/Takete 0 . 9286, Bk
WL S AR 0 R AR (WL 1), [a] s 38
AT ) i “Takete” Fl“Maluma” . #0757 243
ol ] 25 R A L) 5 R AN TR AR T DT S . 45 R R,
R 439k 50 18] T K “Takete” 5 R il (1) I R AH DT
Bic, K “Maluma” 5 [E I TR ARAHICE . Z )5,
Ramachandran #1 Hubbard (2001)/H“Bouba”Fl
“Kiki"iHHF EE H T Kohler FIZEE, IFIE0 %
A 44 9 “Bouba-Kiki R (R FR BK R ) o
F T BK R0 2 0 i & 515 R PRI
45, XM AR PR S BE 98 N 1 AR WA A AN
W E R AR B B SR AR A ) pE s o T HL,
W2 W R, BK R0 RS 02 i JL 2 197 >
HidiZ, AT R BB TE S BE s S )5 ik
L7 #7642 (Imai et al., 2015; Sonier et al., 2020),

Wk A : 2021-10-18
* LI A RBL S JE 4 75 4R 3L 4 50 H (BK20190701); VT
IR FRRLE L 4 AR L 4 0 H (BK20210564); #H
NS SRR AR R 410 H % BI(20YIC190007)
WAEVEE: #HA), E-mail: yhuangpsy@163.com
A5, E-mail: jiusxie@outlook.com B 1 23] 0[5 31 4 5 20 T AR
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[Nitt, A 1929 4F Kohler KEIZHN 24, BK AL JLW AR AR & BB %A 16 9 BRI B,

NG T AE RS Tz B T . KA TEA
AAEZL )y )L B b 45 2 BT 800, i HL
TEAS [A) 1Y 1 5 A0 SO P W AIE 52 1 32 000 1 FF TR
(D'Anselmo et al., 2019; Fort et al., 2018),

AR, B OHIE T % WHNE S b
LT PR E, HE R RN S U
BT 1R RAEA L BE AL E 22 4 L R0 Y
185 F# A B E) 24 2] (Imai et al., 2015; Kantartzis
et al., 2019; Nielsen & Dingemanse, 2020), t1HEW
PEFEANTHY IR A ICAZ, )02 BiR) 1C A2 (Preziosi
& Coane, 2017; Sonier et al., 2020), A, &
AEBRAE R 32 g T R ol ot A4 T G R 7™ il i
11 (Pathak & Calvert, 2020; Park et al., 2021),

SR, 6 & SAEM P LR ATE R, X
G TR E QAR 2SR o B X —
), & G A 1S KIB IR KB A R
AR, HIRA T R0 uEdE iy 3 .
SERAL WA AT G B UM 2
Az I A TE Y — R 5 LR, IR T O Y N TR R
4 (Ramachandran & Hubbard, 2001; Spector &
Maurer, 2013; Yang et al., 2019), J& K AW 15 )
PRI B SRR S RIETER, OB
AFSETETE 5 2 > i AR B A R T O 1) (Lewkowicz
& Ghazanfar, 2009; Pejovic & Molnar, 2017),

KT, A SCH SERHE S RIER SRS
RGUESEFEAT B, JFAE IRl 354 A&
FASEHY BK RN BB (B SRR, AR SO T 32
£ BK ROV BB B AL WF SR B, JRERTE ]
AESZ MR BK RN AR DGR R o R, A SCHE TR
AASCHY BK RO SUSSI B, 2 1l & RAERY“Je
K-Ja RMEAERBEI, ffg, ACRE S ZAE
U B AR A 5T 7 ) AT TR

2 BERIMELEXRRR

KA WFFUESE R B, AR 15 G A R
PR H AR BB 7R 19— FhiE 5 PL T (Ramachandran
& Hubbard, 2001; Yang et al., 2019), 32 #F BK %0,
FE RIS ISR 32 205 T 24l LR BK AL
B 5 1S — 3 (Crossmodal  Correspondence)
RE.

2.1 B4JLK BK B
W BK RN K I, IR 7 24

W E X EILIMBE ST 23, 4 4~ H B2 LR 8
5 UARF RS ST AR . BARTE,
TEMEAE S, ZILWE S —BUWEE TR
I H— S s A BT K (Ozturk et al., 2013).

WF 5T 34 2R AL 41 A0 22 B4R 4% R (Functional
Near-Infrared Spectroscopy, fNIRS)FIZ{f4H¢H,
i % A (Event-Related Potentials, ERPs)tl & Fj 22
M1 JLAEAE BK #0% . Asano %5 A(2015)% ] ERPs
HARET 11 ANAMEILEES RIS iR
Wo S5RKH, FERB I 300 ms K, &AL
RICELAAET v BeAREE BN, X3, 11
NHWEILE ZFK B BK R - b4k, Yang 55 A
(2019) K IR L1462 R B AR AR R R I, 4
W SIARDC R, 11 2LA J5 1 VE (Right
Posterior Superior Temporal Sulcus, rSTS)H Ifil i
B ER, I B A AR T “Moma” i
B RN ENE Y BRI SR R .

LREERFWY, BILTEEREE SRR
W RO RURE B2, AR E NN, ik
SR R HEBRE & MR G LA . 2L
A fiE A2 “Moma™ 2 28 15 & A IR i 161 T8 2k 830 9 5%
Wel, 328 1 5 3o 06 45 2% 5 44 X Al ik & N4k (Sidhu &
Pexman, 2018). MHEBRGEIFILE M F4E, WFoE &
TR T 3 SL 8 .

22 FHYMEES—HEHE

PEASLAS — BUME AN [R] IRk 38 T8 Y A SR R A
o M B B 45 (Parise, 2016) . 3l 1 BB ES
—HHEI L R SR RIS E AR
Ludwig 55 A (2011 )3 A B il Al SR AR 28 1y
Y7402, JFRIRT R . IRPIAI S R &
LER R I, NN BAR AR 7E B0 A VC L —
S (B - e PRI S ) R AT . %
FURFRY], BERERETRIEME,

MR FWET TP MARIEE ZIER T
FHAUPE . Rendall 1 Owren (2010)48 i A ITESIY)
2SI AR e B B T — B IR IR S T SRR
R, X—BCRTRE A HEE R ANHTE LR GR
HET RN BN, B AE RO s e R AR ST
S RMRBIF E, TEFMR R AR ST &
% H 2 A 3 (Owren & Rendall, 2001), %%
55 8L L8 B e 5 FARA G 2 B 43 ) s o AP
WEERL . IRFINN, ZRARELE LR
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H 1, 3% ¥ 8 £k 2 0 £ (Sonorant) Fl 42 i & (Stop),
M I K Maluma/Takete X, B2 55 5
TEAR R 5 R BB AT ) K

gi b, NSRBI A 2 B RS — 2k
MG . XFRW, IFEFRIEETTRER R,

3 BEEBERIEREXRR

RAERZ 5T S BK BB E R, HiE
WA KERIAIST ., Fort 25 A (2013)iF55 &3,
5~6 AN H 1B LI A B X F G 0 U
P I, TR R &N BK SN Y=
AR T I RIE T 2T 258, J5RIEmN
WEHE F 2R LU ILA I
3.1 ¥R BK R

AT IFST A & IS 1) BK 3 - Margiotoudi
2 N\ (2019)% JH 2 4L 1Y) “Takete-Maluma” 35 20 45 1+
T NI G BK &0, BFFEEs R
FERTERIRIE bR BN BK A0 R, #F55 8RN
HE ARG B RIE S SRR
3.2 MEZLWIT BK 58 1EH

T — AR F R L 2 A BK &
PIVE . BRI T S8 K H F e KAL) 32 4w
JRTE T AN i TE LA BK SN 25 A B, e
KE MG Ry Z 8w R T80
BK %% (Fryer et al., 2014), Sourav %% A (2019)%}
G R Z R B FE 2 B T 2R S
LRSS, 15 AL R (] 0 S 1 75 45 8
LR SCRE, ETRIRAR A .

WF5E 35k ARS8 S 10 £ B4R 98 T BK BB,
It R AL SEFFAEXT BK 200 H A SCHEER] . Chow
Al Ciaramitaro (2019) % K, 6 & 8 % A JLEE R IE
B G o 2R ] 58 H ) 80 TN 2 R B O A
BK U7, T a8 A7 A U AR 488 56 0 %) 29 B R B T A
BK ()% . Cuskley %A (20175 5%IEFIE/E BK
M VER .. SR EW, SN FEEAS S
R RS . L _E WIS B, BK U0 Al fEHX
PR AT T 58 R BE FEAE 7Y 5 ] $EHL
33 EELWI BK RIEHMER

ARG A & B BK BN 52 18 450 B
Bian, 590 B R R A A A AR R I
ALSTE L BK B0 o S8 1, Rogers Al Ross (1975)
% H A 18] “Takete” F1“Maluma” 4 B Wi Bl ik . JF

o) r A B A B L T S B SR P B Y
P EE, BI/th/ A/, R8s SRR 2B LA
WA B BK 300 . 53 9b, Styles 1 Gawne
(2017)% FH “Bubu” 1 “Kiki™ 1 S W7 52 5] 840 2k 47 52
Ky T SE 3 TR R A 4 R A R W B A
EHAA, /KA BF5ELs R FRRER &% BK
WOV . BRI, Styles F1 Gawne R%, JEi7AYIE S L
A HME R BK SO P2 A RS . I iR R,
Delgado % A (2020) R GRS T AL 17 915 & 4514
A IRPELE BK RO TR 45 R R B, i RO
Bl B T S 4 AR SR T BK AN .
iR SRR BK B0 ZiE S L0,

4 BEERRHEERS

SRR G PR BK RO 7 AR BLER, A SO S
TR E BUSIH R AR DG IE, DUBITE TS 5 BUSIH A
BT R4 R G RIBZ S BRI (Sensitivity
Period) 5 i X 45 78 P14 28 20 3 A7 28 4 W) 2 i
R R T B H . EBUBIH P, R ) AT 9 M
5, LANE X AT BB BORRG £5 4 RN T R A A AR AR Y
AN 4 55 (Gabard-Durnam & McLaughlin, 2020),
U 5 OB AR [] . O F AR Y 28 30 2 DG B
BTN 14 DI T B R 45 4 e A R T e i AR Ak, —
AR D AR AR TR A o T R A R el 1 2
KGTTIBPE R . U Z )5, KT H &R 53 7T
#AYE, H R 455 (Gabard-Durnam & McLaughlin,
2020). AR F R REBURIN I SE I IETE E Rk A
B #2553 (Hensch, 2018), N, #F554 &4
W TG RE N FeRKE NI 0 i ) £ R
WEEF ML EMES, UEREREEGZMW
T R AT 5RO, TR E SR, Sk
KB NG 02 m AL p8 b . X R, A
X T AT 4 5 W S A U R (Pant et al.,
2020).

BT 5 2 e T R A o N R R
TR 22 BL3IEPE (Kuhl, 2010; Mayberry & Kluender,
2018), TEUH HUSIIN, KIXTHE S 25 s
IR SR, ANRPABRNE T ¥ M. 5
I E ORI S, R 2 T AR AR, N6
B35 5 2 > Rk J1 48 18l (Werker & Hensch, 2015), i
FHEELZIEWETIET T, HERIER2ES 0]
[EREZ R
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5 IEEMEXA BK &M R ERE

5.1 IEFMEXN BK M S RIZHNASIERE

A SCHRYETE T BURIH A SCAF AT, SRR I
TR F AR BK RN U R . AR,
BK & I 77 AR AR AR A G 5 R U, 7E
ORI, ASREL S Y LS & ZAE; LEHUBIN A,
ANMETE BT 5 B 130K B AT

FRABIETE S BK RO SUSHI B T 0028 i iE
e SCRE. Blan, ST ) 2 5T ) 1 Bt
MBS AKCE R, W2 i A R B T
BB BK ROV o J38b, BT & B, Wr 3240
R BK RO KNS L B ) W 9 4 25 IR
Ko ELRIT, MELT 23 4 H 56 H B #A9 )L
#, 23 A HHE B a0 JLETE BK ROVAT: 55
R L, xR, JLEAFEIE WS & FE
ARIGEZE B BB . 5L EEAEBUE P Hh BT
WA, ROE 2 5 AT 248 W o NI, W7 o
T2 RS BK S0 ) & J' (Gold & Segal, 2020),
SR, AR IE A HEBR VT SE B8 ) 32 400 33 BK
AR UG A AT B . PR, B UM U AT
5150 BUBI (B TR 29 12 A DA K, EERE
M3 ZATER PSR TR EE R . R
KB, EAZ AR b 1E 8 A i 2R B
Y BK %% v/ (Fryer et al., 2014; Graven & Desebrock,
2018). FIRZERFKY], BK B0l AEAFLE U,
It HL R0 58 28 30 RTS8 28 36 1) 3 25 23 B A AT
Xt BK 400 ) 85084 (Bottini et al., 2019; Hamilton-
Fletcher et al., 2018; Sourav et al., 2019),

B X 400 32 B i ) BT 9 I, BKC A0 114 5
BN KL R 12 5 54 DR, Wbk Atk
HH A N B T R AR T %o PR A 3 2 B TR 1Y)
BK RN, T2 R e B N R R R R
W RE CEP ERERZ 13 %, 12 DHiE4i
MOTIRA) W B A RIH BK RN, 1 2R,
BRI 12 % ZHT ) TR HE A R bk
FI BB AR R B BK SO, 17 12 % Z i
BA e 50 07 1 e B R APE R Bl R B T
BK BN o J3 4, SERMNUN B S 30 ] e R
PEIR WA AR (F ARG @ P AR 58 4
) BIME 285 5 01 9 2 2] R BB AR 1S BK &80 o X
RW], 12 2 Z R ILSE 250 %) BK &0 2 HE 2
IZEE R R, N —H A BK RO Y U,

BIAE 32 22 58 T U AL A BRBE opr, o e w3 4
BK iﬁ@(SOuraV et al., 2019), HEERERNE, 12
5 AT R0 R0 ) 25 I B e TR ORI (B
BHRIZISh 10 4 ) PN B9 IE B PS4 AT §:30 BK
R AU o PRI, BK RN B AR T A7 3
P58 U (1 5

FoE W, 15 SAE AT REA7 76 U . Bk
01 P9 Y 0B RIS i AR T BK B4R & AN AT
o SRS ALRE T 22 50 A B X B AU
HISEIREE /N o SR, DAAERFSE 2R R BE 3 25 2%
JERIRGT BK S HURM K, RAEHEBR 7R 15
RO R B OB I, PR A SZ B BK 2K
N RZNE, RFLAERISE i o AR BK 28007 SR
BT S T USSR RN . 25 TR,
AN B T BT T U . S U AN BK 2K
o S Z [ 26 2R o
52 EESKMESBYMMNERIESE

BK 0 SO T RE S 0 T BK AL 972
7 AR Y AR B tho T R 52 31 oA PR 3R (9 52 e, 31
RHEFMHLWHEE,

52,1 EEZLEMRE

BK RN 77 2 1 H AR SR . — 5 I,
R 5 2 2 iR R AR B4 JLXE BK &80 1
Btk i, Pejovic A1 Molnar (2017)iF44 T 4 F
12 A H B 7 S S LR PG FE 2 — 7 5 1 X 2
JUHEA &1 EE B AR EE T (R “Buba” fl1“Kike”)
551503 B A AR ] (9 BK &K 45 5 R B, TGig
ERIEFERERGES, & 12 DPHMIET %,
AT BK R0 A9 SR S 3R o . X A,
R B 5 2 0B BT BK AN 1 & 8 2 ¢
HE,

S5 T, Bl AR K R S 2R
B, ORNIE S SAE M BRSBTS . DA
R, B R L ATRAE S PR E & R4
EOAR . (B, RfE AEE 1936 AT i OB
T BIE S ZAF % R UK (mai & Kita, 2014), f
JEH BRAEREE R Yol DA IS I R %5 L
B S MSLE, I B 5 IE 0 R R
FE I AR RIOE oL W, 25 Rk, JLE
X BT A 0 SRR AL, T A B O B T A B
J BT BT R S AT AR R A 22 . X R
W, JLEEXT T A B TE & SAEC R A HUR, A
T2 T 5B TG 56 1Y R A U (Kantartzis,



FE1H

B A T RIEE) AL .

BE T U Je R Ja R AR AR A 2491

2011). 7E¥ T8 5T AR I WL BT hdo A 25U &
B Flan, W55 A FE 5 T 5 0B BR o i
SERT4, K bouba/kiki L& ua, W HFH S
KRBT E R . S5 R AT, LINGE N BHE BB
RFEH AL, W& AT 05— 5 8 TP
ARUCHEE, K 2 8B AR 5 K 5 DU 5 23 B i Ttk
VERL o 17 LADE G AR08 19 1 a0 56 14 3 5 1 AR 1k,
B TR A — 5 5 A TR R OCHR, 43
AR A =75 5 BIE A TR AR SCHE . IRk, B3R
T 0 R B e R AR R B R XS R IR,
AR S AR B X R ZH A BIEFH &=
B, IEXTRE AR TR B TR AR B B =R
% (Shang & Styles, 2017).,

[litk, BK &0 B BRI 3218 5 450 1 30 598
W IEE S AR, EF2%5 BK &%
BIAAHARA AL, LR TR T RIER AR, i
TEWE S R TP, 5 S 25 0] R AT 4k
FEEEE I BRSO, 102 87 12 2k HA s 5 1 BK 2L
B AHIE, FRRET LK RT3 BK AU Uk
WIS, 002 BK RN BUSSH Y a5 e ik T
HFARMR, BTFHERAMIFRET .
522 BEHNEEESH

SRR, B NRAEHRIER 2 . b
J, T WAL R B 2 e S b s
T /7 (Dingemanse et al., 2015; Monaghan et al.,
2014; Perry et al., 2015), JLEEFERHIHIIEF 22
o e AR KR B AR IR (N 2SR s
RY“IRIE ) (Jo & Ko, 2018; Kantartzis et al., 2019;
Perry et al., 2018), 4N, — IR FHHR shi8 Bi b A
MIRIFSE & B, FEESCRIES A, 11 AH KR
SR L U075 3] () B b A A AR AR, X 3R W
7 TR 7R 2 LR Y BRLIE] 2 ) B {4 (Laing,
2017)o J4h, FEBRAHRIR %I ES T, 14 AR
1y 22 LT LUK 375 3 5K 2 (8] 0y 5e 8k, Jf H.
BE A% ) FH s Fh f0UE% 8 2% > BRLR] (Imai et al., 2015),
JLHAE BhiR (927 3t (Kantartzis et al., 2019), AL
1, Monaghan 2§ A (2014) X3 BEiETERLZE B 43 Hr
K, 2 26 HMILEME T KENLAEERN,
ZhE, EEICEEE £, 53 13 525, 5
F WAL PR IE IS B W 1H

AN, FUEIERY], MEFB K, JLE
X HR B AR R U M AE R R AR AL . AN, Tzeng
N QO 5T & BRLULFE XHE 3 S AF A9 SR 78

3ZHAETE, HEB 7 Bk R, NG
B ZAEBUBE G el BEAE IR AR AL IR 7 AR SCIA i AT
BESIE T R E RS eE X, JLE
TER I FE L2 5 T @S SAF A AE 1R
o8, MRt L 35 SAE BURME 1 W 1 i
Rifi 5 L 22 S (TR, AR BRI AT & E il i
LT, JLE MBS SR B T s s . Ut
AT LU, E a5 LE ST RE T T R AR T
FE B MR B, T AR 25 0 o S AR A
BAERY AL . RELETE T TP AR AR R AT
BYEENC S I HESS d, WJLETE & 2 1E 0
JENPERE o E P35 U th2k 28k, DIt
R, IEFEEMES MRS S BK AN U
Ay %R 7E R[] [ ¥ & (Monaghan et al., 2014), A
i, R — TR 7 B B A SEUESIE

6 EERIUENERFEREEERER

KFHEHEERMEER B TEHRR G XRE 5 AE
A, WG & £ RigthIF A2 m e B RHNE
WIFER . iz sk i 2t ke, A 0LERH
—ASB B BRSSP R . 1
TR RGN & SO F A EAE RS, S
P RTE T KR RIIERE, 18 T 45 M S A S0 45
)& BT R o AR HI 5 48 SR U5 T R FI %
WRZ A EAE R . AR S [R] i 32 3] 58 K s
KHEZMMEAEN . Hr, X (Scheme)& ik
ORI ST IS (i P U i B ek VA= v R P i
(Assimilation) /& EAK SN A HIMM AR B HC &
TE WL 8 0E 76 T8 B my B 2 rp i A AR o R
(Accommodation) & ¥8§ 24 Ji= A A 1 B XA fig [F] 1k
BB, BRI E R, DLE N A EEA
B A YUARRE SIS I IR BE T, BRIk T R AN
A} 4 -7 (Piaget & Duckworth, 1970),

KRFETZMMURE—MET IS, JFHIES
SAESE RIS FG RIS T LA 2 3 JAH BAE
WIHER TR S, Wk, AXEEET MK
1Y BK O USSR, HSe L iEE QIR R
Ji RANEAE AL (LA 2) . ZAERIA NS 5 S AE
WEAFAE—Fh S KB H RAENLHI, 235 K&
IR AR, BN RAE R 32 K 2 B8
WESRMBNMEEEN . BARmE, JLERG
SRR MR SARNE S, X LERA
LG RBEARES, MIrA NS S S AE
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B EERREYI, IEE RS S, LE
WA R IR TR & RN, JF gt
) Ak Sr AEPE IR 20 3 AR T R ] 1

AF (1 SRR S ORI, i )V WA N, 3 Y
EEMERA RS 5 o 2915 & RAL NS5 A RE TRl 1L
BT IR A, L S e R 7 A AT R
o XA R, KMXTHEE GAE ) SR A
W . AETR AT b, IR R 2 [R] R AR
VERI o ASIRI AR, IR 78 B A2 o 3 it o 2% 3
s, IR A A TE T SR U N 2 G 5
PRI A B B 55 (WL P 3) . JeZe, WA 4RI 1Y
WK MIET LB, —FE8 T ST,
ELRITE, 55 ZAF R 2540 i SD S5 2
ATk . 16T R AE MBI 2 )5, 185 T
M & B WG R, 1R R AR AN 2 R A2 U 1Y)
PSR . B AR ORE S A T,
B AT BRI AR 0 e iz ke T AR, 1R
B RAE RN S5 1 5 A FUE BAHIE N, 33X IR 4
FFINGE 37 (43 A XS A7 9 R . Reiinking 48 A (2000)
i % Piaget il Duckworth (2017) % [ £k F0I 17 48

iete | [ fEEm
SRER | | SRR
B
| EEREANL |
[
i 0 |
e I}
Y
aEpe | [ fER
GEN GEN

B2 R RAER SR G KAH AR A

A .
R BB !
B —
L
L N
W
A
i v At
E ) [ —)
I
mz >
iy 1]

PR3 [ RIS 5 HE B ] 22 fb 7 14

BRI TR THRFHAR MR F RS, R
T 2L TR AR RS, 4 A8 b R A, X o 3 A
BEORR I 1) 56 R I RAH F AR IS R T 25 (A IE
i S Fr

T SRR B S5 KA AE FR AR
B4 B W A A5 31 T LA AR B 5T UE % A9 B 3k
)4 . FERIAELUT LA 5 i o

(D LATEBF T A5 438 il s AR e K5
RAHE A AR AL TRk . 5, FRR
B, RAEIRAUN # BB 1 ) A A — B
AU N & 5 @) (Ludwig et al., 2011), Tfi
b B R LAY BK U ASBBUE (Margiotoudi
et al., 2019), XERIIEF LW AT AEE BK &~
BRItz —o Ji4h, R A, 4 D H BN
T AR BUR (Ozturk et al., 2013), {H 2478 Xf & 22
(R GAE 1 A SO i, 5 A4S H B B LEN R R B
J&(Fort et al., 2013), X#MH, ZIJLEXFHE LR
BA SRR, HAGZ RENIES &R
ABSRME LA™ A 1R 35 RAIE

Howk, B4 LX< JE /Bouba K FI<RIE/
Kiki B BURE A, X R & ZAE T BB R
Ja RAMEAEHB =AY . Fort %A (2018)%) 4~38
A H B 4L BK U et £ 8, 5<40E/Kiki
B AR L, 2240 LY <[R I /Bouba H» i) A5 % 1 B
o HEEBMRE, B4 LA RIE/Kiki B UK
PR Bt AT 5 1 T 2 T B . X R, R IH] BK
5550 7 OB 4 Y BRAFAE IS ) B 535 53 41, Yang
LENQOIYW KB 11 4~ H B ILAL X</ /
Moma B8R, X<d3i/Kipi B AU, FiRAF
FEFRI, L LT REX ZAF MR IE B W i
SRR H AR N BE A R S R i O
AL, T B BT AR (R B R
& & R R NHE AR BT 4N A
Rer= BB RAE,

(MR B GAE 1) 2 e AR EL A AR 7R H:
W, B 5 B 515 AR A0 45 K4 A W7 il 45 10 5
P T NI O A A AR, R A T Y
PSR —BOPEBRES A dE S . WA SEUERF T o
BB R THEHE S RF . #4140, Ernst (2007) &3
1) 95k ) o S22 258 3 R B A 38, Bl e 2K
YIRS 2 N7 1 R R R ) B S — SO R 2
CAnBE R 55 ) . J34b, I oL W7 J2 4 AR
(Positron Emission Tomography, PET)RJWFFEt %
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I, WL A I R T SRS — Bk
4t (Zangenehpour & Zatorre, 2010), AL Uik, #if
FERBL, JLEXT BK RN Y U BE % id 1o 27 >
5 LI T (Pejovic & Molnar, 2017), X #E— 43R
LAEMEZR I v] R A W] AL 52 B T RAE IR
MRS, X —RlE AR TS RAE R U
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The mechanism of sound symbolism: Innate and acquired interaction model
based on the sensitive period

MA Yanan, HUANG Yanli, SHI Yujing, XIE Jiushu
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Bouba-kiki effect (i.e., BK effect) indicates the mapping between phonemes and shape features.
The innate theory and acquired theory have heated debates on the mechanism of the BK effect. The innate
theory holds that sensitivity to sound symbolism is inborn. On the contrary, the acquired theory holds that
sound symbolism is the product of linguistic experience. The above-mentioned theories are both supported
by many studies and neither of them can completely refute the other. This suggests that none of these
theories fully reveal the mechanisms of the emergence of sound symbolism. Therefore, the present review
systematically reviews previous findings that support the innate and acquired theories on the mechanism of
the BK effect, respectively. Then, the present review first proposes the hypothesis of the sensitive period of
the language-related BK effect and reviews recent studies that have provided preliminary evidence for the
sensitive period of the BK effect. In addition, the present review also reviews potential factors that may
affect the sensitive period of the BK effect. Furthermore, to integrate the above debates, the present review
proposes the innate and acquired interaction model for sound symbolism based on the sensitive period of the
language-related BK effect. Finally, the present study proposes future research directions for the sensitive
period of sound symbolism.

Keywords: sound symbolism, Bouba-Kiki effect, sensitivity period, arbitrariness, crossmodal correspondences





