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et £ M 2 FUA TR 2 X (Hinojosa e al. ii@EWNU&WWMEwmmﬁTH%%m
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SRRV S A s N -2 B A DS B N G
B S0iR P O (Gaschler et al., 2018). BT HETE
P TP DA 2 1 AN AR 1Y, R E M5 R S
S35 XN T.(Hinojosa et al., 2019), fii ELBFFE &
B, TP A A A A BEAEAR 22 el i) |
nfE P200, N400 1 LPC %5 i4) I (Aristei et al.,
2022; Hinojosa et al., 2019; van Berkum, 2018,
2019; Wang et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2021; Zhang
et al., 2022) . X P W TP A AR R B, BEE TR
AR S F AW . SR RRITE AR R
e TP DA R )5 i) 2 7 22 19 (Hopp & Godlfroid,
2023). Fel RS AR R BRI A4 A,
WEE S TN CAEE, BRI E S B, Bk
QSRR DA a5 W <R R 7 NS VIS A - A ]
JREEF I T, B T A FBEGE ASAR Se 56 R
G BN, S Emi v D 8 B s A
A (Y, Sl A [R5 B 09 1 48 0 3 25 2R AN )
(Grant et al., 2020; Yao et al., 2019), i/ 1% M 5h 25 Y
1125 B 5E 10 AR AN S5 45 B 0 M R 52
e, 3 A Rl S TR A A 4 T 1 A SR T
] 32 2 LA K HH R 9 A 28 )2 7 (Grant et al., 2020).

AR SCE 43 B S I AR RN B A5 B E S50 1
IR B B, SR 256 AR DG BRE A AY X
TP R B I R AT AR, A AR T M
HUE WA 2 HL, A Ja R T 1 DA 2 Y F
R HEAT IR

2 TN R R E E RN E R

21 EWERETN N E R PR 1E R

AR SR RS TR R B SR A B X
B BERFRAE, BIHTPEIA I (Smith et al., 2021). 56
B FRURE T A0 BE A7 1 1R 2, TR R 4
B 5% 5 B I HESE (Thomas, 1995), MRS 56 H1H
F18) 50 5 A5 ) T P ORI i, B S AR
fiff 7SS B IR 22 /0, T T E 4 i A S 6 R
RO ERG I (Kendeou & van den Broek, 2007), 5%
HEZE ZEAE SCIOM PR N IR WA R & B, A
AR 296 50 SRR A S [ S SO AH [ 1 55 £ 8 T8
B T A F AN ], IS S SO T 4 52 AN
[f](van Berkum et al., 2008; van den Brink et al.,
2012) 3 hd B 5l 90 S0 A F0 44 o 1 v B
A AH R A S 56 R TE 1 R AT T, S 58 iR
fiff R REA i T 7 ) R

White %5(2009)R 5 20 1 20 %5 48 Sa 5 F1 iR
FINE SR AR S8 WO T s S i At B
N NAE A shial B 55 A5 B8 2h )5 T -5 151
ZIBR EP G (SE50 MI)— BUW B (I N S 95 F),
o 5 M ) 2 ED AN — B SR (& AR Bhidr
e BREM, 5-BURMEL, A —BURFNR
MR R, N400 MR K, FE—3&MT, #ik
X i BhiR) kL AR L SN TR, T AR AN — B
T, B IR i S BN RN B R, X
BT AR E AR (AR ED GO PE T, oA
AH TR Z5 A 55 2 i 2 g AS [ B 436 B T S 56 0 iR 2
SRR o KR Sl (4 in T A2 26 56 U 52
Xt AS ) 590 0 i) i T A [R) £ 0 1 A
AR AS ] B4 TP e H AR iRl G SO0 T,
SEST HARRE I T AR, AR, #ha3
i DL PEVE A bR, T R B L R — B
MR EN 4 (Hegarty & Pratto, 2001), 5 %I EN S+
O s | o NG S = (T (2
2021), MATE BRI ZIMR ED G BRI, X SCfF B
T B2 I K (Villiger, 2023) . X BEIIA T 5E50 %0
P, AT S 56 0 R 25 5 5 R R ) 00 4 DA
TE A 18 S 36 U 23 T8 A 800 T O, A
PRI S8 56 U 23 1 BTG 80 1) S0 1 AR

Ding %5(2016)% & T4 F bl s, A
B A5 5 2k B bR i) i — E50rE GE AR AT %
HAria), BURIA - B AR i) %F B Aria s
T, 2R E, 58U, A Bk
A5 2K 11 P6OO 11 I B K o 18 B 56 36 e TR ) 1 o
i) J S X6 3 A BN T, A —F0A S 3UR )
AN TR B Z AN Aristei 45(2022)% 5%
T DA X e A1 B R o T T A 4% (minimally
counter-intuitive concept, MCI)if SN T. 2,
o I B 5 T 9 AR 2 3 T I S AR A — el
W HE R ME S, lan, R IR RS RE S, <o BTG Y
B R T RS YIS — R M5, R R
BT B S, S50 R BT N400 R h Al P600
BN . UL T IR AR B MR B S BT I S
A EME, Canal Z5(2015)%] 56560 513 04 1 7 32
7 THRZE, MR T 3810 B A B
B FIEA M5 DL SCcandr ) i o 2
KB, X EA PR 0L B SO AR R, AS DR L Y
RRIA5] % T ERP XA (biphasic LAN-P600
pattern). 3 1d I 5L T 56 56 SRR A F00 A
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5525 B2 A — B R 2 10 242 #F i8 J2 fH
it fEH

Zi b, RN ERARENREE, &
IR AR E T AR IA A GE J1, WA A N Y SE e
PSR TC 0 2 AT TR R R AT UM, W LA,
SEI AR A DL BE N BE TR (1 (M) A, A T SR A,
L n#R = Py A, R R UK R B0
B[R] 22 R B B0 PR AR, AT AU, Se s iR 2
T A HUE B SR 2, 4K, BT
NV 2ZETE B EZE IR E
22 EEREFEREBNMNMERPHIER

RS BRI EE T s o T Bk E
%, W5 1EF B MAEF S B (McNally, 2013),
TRZ WG AT AT A A 22 A B ST UE B T 53R
FREX SN T AR EEH . Baetens 55(2011)ik
B A 5] 5 — S B W R Sy B AR R R ] B Ay
AR, FEIRAS 0 S5 S R S AR AR — 3
WE AR BRI A . SRR, 5w AR
FEAS— B 5] L — B0 75 & 1) N40O I IR EE R,
It H., B2 & T B4 (late positive potential,
LPP). ZJr LA —iE 5 5 B3 G Se A A LA
B0 A AR = A T AN [R] 452 M DT 8 B0 T A [ 1)
ZE R IR B A TR BT R A Y R B B
U R ERHETE BT BN A, IR R S SUAE
BT A7 s ma, S A mAe i id 2 FH A% )5
SR1E SO T BT )5 2238 SR BB A T
N, XIFE T (0200058 R, H B (R BB
B TR M A AR T S SO T, I H X A
PR AR Z BRI . A3 TF 5% &5 S 44 8L
PRG3R S 55— s
SC—FrE, 25 A N AR — RS T B TR (T
NN XSS — )& 18 O T /) %2 1 (Zhang et al.,
2021; Zhang et al., 2022), H:#1, Zhang %(2021)f
RS TR F RN EE. e MRS
TV A0 1 2 A sl N, RS A
i A PRI g iR sl R . a5 R R, 4T
Ja PN A FHR R R B, B AR RS K N400
WEIRE /D, LPP IR K, XU I FiE b5 BB
B TR A RTINS AR B, TS 4
{5 B, [RVAE, TP DA AR 33 0 2 BH A% )5 2215 2
IR T )5 2eA5 2R 456 B A 0

Zhang 75 (2022)48 Y\ 5 — /A 15 1) gt PR R SK
Hr, BRI TIBIEAR B IE 1A 00 4 A RO 56 —

A TS AR R I TR 25 R B, e
SRR T, BN BT b A i bR S O i i)
V& T IR B R Y P200 F LPC., T 7 AR e B 55 2
BT, HEER] P200 BN . X LB IESEE
T e L5 NN A DA B DDA G L AT T 2
BT B T M DA A A, WO A
A —S R R I TR, WA Zm
391 A 4% 5 0 T.(van den Brink et al., 2012), X—
5% U8 BH 2 TR 55 05 8 TR A i T0a0 44 DA 0 B A e
W 58 B RSO B R, X ST SUAE BN TRICR
WA T I 27 8 B4 W T BE 0 R 2 75 4 A 000 2
A ) — @ 1

WA ST R B, 1 0 BRI R, IR
S0 SCFIN T 5% ) g i EL & (Federmeier et al.,
2007), XEERIERE B A S Y BT A0,
7 A E VR A gk B 5 . BF 9T (Ehelich &
Rayner, 1981)K MR shH AR LR &M, 7855
T, R o b S T S0 1) S B R )
B . AP, I H, DY A . Kutas
F1 Hillyard (1984)K Mk s £ R WF5E £, 1EBE
V14 R P s, X S e R TV ) B R R
) iE U, PR TR SRR TR SRR B AR
LI RSP b 0 W RN 97 NS B B R T R K e
TR, 772E 1 N40O I iRE /N, N400 XfiE
5505 B 09 BR i M 575U (Hoeks et al, 2004), Al I,
FFIESE BV L0 R A E AR B 1 4
BB, X e 2215 B TAURK T 5 2L
17 J8F T DA A0 24 o 1k A A R

g5 L, SR BN RS 00E SOm T AR TR
IR R AR, TN DA I 1 3 2 LA 5 221 X
I AR J5 Sl AF B A A B A
F TSR BV AR T DS ASHE SLAE
B, WG 2 {E 8 . mH, TP R B e
P8 B AN RN B M, AR, TR Pk DA X o 45
A B 1 28 M T R, XS S0 BN TR AK
T 5 27 B TR DA S0 29 R P AR A R
2.3 SEIAIRINIFEE R ETN M AR &

K RER

SR AR BRI T A R E R &R, R
A B o WO T AR R RPEPE ZRR, AR
WEEE B SRR RS G, T8 U A R0 T
INFDRAR HE 5 22 118 SO T 44K, iBEE B M
656 0 I [ 1 I B 00 P DA, T S RE



1662 O B R 2 ot B

532 4

B, MEARE . CAERMIRBES . E5GER
78 4 T T R0 10 0P A R A &, A5 T gl T g
T W TCREL 28 A8 5 0 U T, BUS S
Jn T PR

FWFFE R P R T T X S
PR 1R A R B (P 00 SR ) o SO 2 8 (SR
Fr/NGEY X B I TR, 25 R R, PR RE
JEE e A B 2 T o T, T SCAR 2R AR
Je} TR 0 AT 7 A 2 R R (A fflerbach, 1990).
X5 RULH, BRI A B e
P14 5 30 6 R XS T AR A P R K . n SRR v
WG B MR, 25685, TP A A
SR T KR B Ml A7 BIE B AR B 5 R , van Berkum
%(2008) 1 ERP AL G WA Fia A wH5s K 8L,
55T BB AT BV U B0 AN S SR
NAR—BUAEA L, —BU =R 0 N400 I 8
TN o33 1 B TP A A E T3 T ovan den
Brink 25(2012)76 ILIERE 151 AT SR S FTF 5T
R, T A HG FE S A [R] 28 8] 0 T
LU IR A TR) o AT 2 BAS [R) a7 A )38 352 2 1
T, WrRIAR R AR B ERP IR A 2R, X
Ui B T A AN 58 & B R B e, BRIBSE
RIS, 85RO,

Grant %5(2020) AW 38 2 BB RL, H AT
TUPE N T SO T 52, BRI 58 4] 1,
[ 225 /0] F i T R A B A v ), S s o) T )
WENZ GBI 5 iE & B0 (55 F B —
Pk, 0 ERP . 45 AW, 5—8UEHH
W, AN—ZE B0 K T 00RO N400, 1 HH @
BB AE B e R AR i 5 &I AN A T L
A 0 O R R A ), AR Y
PEIA I W X6} F5 208 S T

Gubelmann FlI Handschuh (2022)#:4\ )72 45
AT o SEBG A RHL R P )36, 25—k
TR 4 TR A5 A 1 R )R E
AN R AR ERIR . SR B, MRS
B RN A5 2 ) TR R B R, RIBATE 2
Gy B2 B 8 ST RS AE B, A HE T
M I B R e 4 s ) g s R B B A B
ZRIVER, A E AP TE S BT Re S R
1 SE 50 AR SERD G o A SCAF (2022) 25
TIREE R SRR RS R | 18 ) A
TREE, 2 A WU DO E SO TR, B

FERB, SEs AR AT 5 B 3 A 5 e B kA
HEE AL, JFH, KRR A2 B0 TR

L BRI, TR A JRRI S 5 TR T R A
T b S TR 4 A, AER, BRI 4 3
B e B A = 6 04 S5 50 RO T A DA A A
Ko TERBIEE R ESR D, gultasia a8
SeI8 IR 5 S SO TR i s i i .
Z, B R B R T R T
DDA 2

3 XITEIN T A B IR IR AR AR

3.1 T 4R AD IR 18 X T TA 0 TS RR ) AR R

Xof FH0I A DA 0T A 5 ) ) i R e 2 T
I 4 5 BLIS (Friston et al., 2015), ZFLSHmIAE, K
Jiki 45 B B 28 56 (S 50 2030 FEUR T B 21 R 11
{78, 77 A —> ORISR (F0 P DA ) o T
TR 2 o TS AR AR 5 R WY 2 s AL
(EAE BT VL AL i PSS E T A5 5 1) T 4%
8, B E AR A FRAEK T, T IO ) FRAE 5 Rk
WETA LI, WM R & PAT IR 1) G+,
(Ryskin & Nieuwland, 2023). 7] LL¥ 5580 7.7 Ay
o0 G AL RIS AR Sy AEAE — R R S RN Tt
T2 Y 22 W 25 #5575 (neural network mode), A
NG U PN RN E LS P 58S IR YN
= 2 SR 2 L i 5 o, TR SR ENIRRY
JEG 0] 5 M ZHAL AR, KR e AR AR
WA BB S @S IR R I8, X — R
ot S A T PR A, TR T R A N £ B TR B AR
BB NGS5 T AW, LLRIEX S A1
W RN T B 8% 38 NET TR o T S0P DA RN A
FEPI R O T IE A RS0 R . X T X P A
1 WAE 5 AT 4% 3 R G AT SR A E W . e T
2 fif )% (Davis & Sohoglu, 2020)f#E, T i
B AN TR 452 1915 5 B AN [ D Re i 2 Tk AT 1%
1, TP A R Oy i 8 TR 4 1 A Ak B e 22 (]
HFIe MR

I F F0 g 05 B, ST E A THR T IR
RIS (Luke & Christianson, 2016)F1%5 4 i
0% M2 (Frisson et al., 2017), a0 00 BRSIA
I T B S S B AR (R E R
THO PN T — R sk e py i T, B A
oI T A R A 5 T AN IE O, 40 SR T G A
by R T = i R N0 ) IO el B S R S 1 M
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T.(Luke & Christianson, 2016) ., T £ 2% 4 H U0
PSS Sy T P a0 T X i 82 T 1 T
FETERRI T A5 %, JF 9 RAFE 2B M A G
o R s 00 s B A 33, A mT DAGE 2
SRR SR EIRIINEOR IR N P N g 2 TS RS R i
VAN T T AR R A7 B E RS S
FER A, G S 10 A R A 2 BELAR 1R
T.(Frisson et al., 2017), FiF{ IS (9 4H 7] 2 4b7E T
H A SR BB A5 SR SE 56 AR S A IS S A B
SRRV D) T P N i Dl 2 O i 0 U B2 7o B
T TR0 AT <X SR, T A5 R R e D) 2 T
RS TR B 2 205 8 o WD BRI DAk T 45 15
TR A AN [, 3 Y T E S DA A T A R
BELAS I T, 07 45 4 4 HIOMORG BETE DAy U 4 R A
B ERES 1
3.2 1B PR I XM A R X B R R

T BRI S e O AR O, T S
i) J S0 I T o A3 5T A T 26 52 B ofil 3 s PR
T, B ARG B A BT I K I K B
B 225 5 R BE, AR TN A], e B e B
7 A 1 T B 0 5 S BRI E B 1 K
£ N400 I I /N AH ¢ (Dikker & Pylkkinen, 2013;
Piai et al., 2016) 3 & B /=5 B il 14 15458 T 1l 199 T30
PRI AT BY T B AR 1] 19845 1. AR 4 bl it
Wy KM% #R8 (Kwisthout & Van Rooij, 2020), &5
V14l I 325 A Ui b, B P A T R T A A I
Oy o HH EG R BRI R SR, FEARBIR i b b o
R A A T AT R VR PR S A
Sy, KRGAE SN AR B 0 A4 BR %1 T s ag 1 T 2
PEHER (Lieder & Griffiths, 2020), {HiX 264} F(Z B
Tt o g PR EL AR - A AT SR R & TIE 5 1S
ST T R v, BRI A AEAS [ R
KV T S5 T O CHIN R DA I 25 5, AR AE A i
TNHN G BE N i B i $2 kR0 25 £k & (Bornkessel -
Schlesewsky et al., 2022), 7E & {5 8 14 5094 n
TAE S v 2 25 R — RO S, AR A —
AT AL, A2 04 T A A A5 A A
o XAMBRUR & R AR, T2 2% 2 Z 5 T
(Ryskin & Nieuwland, 2023). 453 XAy,
AHHANEHE, ME—mFE, @il fhFE,
PR A TR T AN W7 b 2 38 7, LA O A g e
TS (Elman, 2009), %54 5 155 S0 T f 4
INHNTE WO B, — F U s DA Ry T0I0 4 DA 0 14 7

B R T RENE AL AT SO T, TR A
PRI 7 R R R R AR B0 T e FR
HRR ARG B AR E R, BHER S
TN AT o 55— 00t A Sk T DA 0 B T
B R T REAS T M IR A T SO T, (A AT 5
TE LTI 1 DA 0 1% A S e 50 1 (Reuter
et al., 2018), JEYeXIR A & Hm R T A FL
TR A A HE 0 22 5 (Ryskin & Nieuwland,
2023), AMFRFHLE T FHE AR NN T n] B
AR AT 000 0 38 1) oft 48 )2 N 2 5% (Brodeerick et al.,
2021), Z5REM, SERAMLL, BE XS] H
RIS T T o 98 el 2 S 2 SR RN . X R
A R 2R S E0RY TUI  DA JE BAG 22 S A AR R R
BE RSB AR 22 5% 5 308 (Ryskin et al., 2020).
S T 8 T A T B an e 57 BB AR B W R
W, FRATH CA B S T m T A2 & 2
R TIE AT ATE B
3.3  FiBIN T B FNE A Z0 AR B AR R
Xof TR A N B ) i R TR 45 A S RN T
IR, R T A DA B4 T B ] A2 3058 B A B
FIRER o AT QA 0 5 T N TR A S A i TS
TR AT By BOR 7 o v, SPAT I AR A 4K
Ze R 29 6 JE AR A (Tanenhaus & Trueswell, 1995),
AR T A 5 AR P A A S AR 1R XA
TGS R B 2, iR 0 o R S P Rk S ) 2
FaRE . R, 7EIE Tt RE v, iEEE B4
N s = e PSS s e N T
T R B AN ] T e S R A B A
F T, — FLEERR AT BB, 3203 BT bk
W52 T o X AR BT R [R] 43 AT =22 [
& — TP ¢ £ (Macdonald, 1994), 1 47 Hi K
BRI PR AR R, AR R,
N T PSR B A TR BERE SN TRy
Bro AN TR B L S5 177 J5E D) R e 5 ) J D 2
UA] F T (Frazier & Fodor, 1978), 5 faj Ji ) J&
EiTp e I ek (e b NI E - N S U N 2 7 NV
TR RS RS S, R I TFREARANET
AT I T o A U S e B ik 25
) R R A EV ) A, TS S X AN R
AN T, AFFEE R, XA R A28
AR 2 R R 0 B AR, AT ) T A 2
BB PR AN T, XTSI
L4388 JH JE U (Wrobel, 2020), 111 #8 S T B2
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MRS FH, A BRELE B AR B
HEAT AT A3 AT o I R B — B Bex T AT A
THCRG A TES S S AT ULRC . AR ICEL R,
W SE 180 AR B BEAR, WSRANITRL, BT
PRI E T b, ELEIDCECA AL .

DL S A RS I, e g MR R B S
SR MR ST P AR 8, R RS0 0 44 A R 3L
X Je S T SO AR S, S R AR AR
SR TN A A B AT SERIESE . e AEAN
O P 5 A 36 2 28 4 1Y 1) B ALY 1 47 1
(i v, ISR TN P R 1B e 22 BIL
AT T HE, 38 T RO B S R AR T S0,
AELXF S0P A R B F) Ao 22 355 Bl ek i) 5 XA BF 5
SERIAFAEAR KA 22 5, IR UL 140 A BE A S8 T30 1
NI A 22 355 3y ) B AR ) R R

4 TN EN T A B AR 2 AL

e 3 IR B S5 45 25 0w 1 SO0 4 n T4
BT —BAYUESE, BEEE TR I T A B
AR YEAT A A o 0 X BRI AR Y B0 A s FE o,
W5 & 11 (Goldstein et al., 2022; Huang et al., 2023;
Hubbard & Federmeier, 2021; Shain et al., 2020;
Wang et al., 2018; Wang et al., 2020; Wei et al., 2023)
FIH EEG (fiif ). MEG (Miifi[El). ERP (FF{F
HHCHAL) . ECoG (I B2 JZ sill) . fMRI (I fEME
W I PR 1R S F R, I 25 G SRAE AR RLBE 43 B
(representation similarity analysis, RSA)XF il
IWHTE A P 22 HLRI AT T 5% . RSA JRHER
oG il 2 AL 4 B O 1, 10 s 2o
(Multivariate Pattern Analysis, MVPA)JiH A5 1 >
(Kriegeskorte et al., 2008; Wang et al., 2018), RSA
MIEAAR B, S [E) RAE AP RE A% 5|
K 3% s AR BL M (Huang et al., 2023), f#H
RSA J5ik, WL 2T 8l 22 728 iR 5 A0 O
D7 LAY LRAL, 207 IR AT DL I W) 8 B AR
A XA AR AR e i) 0 23 ) i 480
AU, IR V] LAESE Tt b il v 43 2 1
22K 25 (Hubbard & Federmeier, 2021), X F Fi)
PEKHIE A 22 B R 15, RSA RWITE HArinl
L 2Z i, B A [E] R (A [R5 B v i 22
T SIS L I AN (] 3V 19 ol 22 308 g AE 2 B
T H AR A 226 s PRI Y H bRin b
T BRI PSR T I, T bR R 2 R R 2R

SR T 28 50 T H A 1w e g ) P 42 0 Bl
AR H AL (Ryskin & Nieuwland, 2023),

HW5E ¥ RSA 5 MEG 54k, LT
1= BRI PETE B T 10 5 o B o R g Rl
SCHEAT U S A 2295 B (Wang et al., 2018), 4%
SR B, TR AU T R 485 3 5 T
P R )T BT Ay R e e 222 37 2 194 2 ) T T[] A5 2 AH
lo BRI 2E R O T 22 FI g i, i 25
[ A 3 S e T 55 i 0 B 4R 5 SRR A ] 7 5 )
345 . Wang 252020 RSA 5 EEG/MEG 454
SEXA L A A AR T A DA R p A, S
WERIN T Bhin) J5 1 44 0 R A A A AR IE . 4
REB, 55X T0A AR A A4 ol iR T Al 00 44 A A
FHEL, XA AR i R AR B B 1R TR B TR0 1 DA ) e
281 2l 28 B B B AR R B K . Huang 45(2023)
254 ERP HIARFI RSA BT XA . TAEMFHE
T DA R 2R, BERE T AIRKR G M iR R,
RO\ T B RS I A 44 1) R A B A A R . AR
FIRE BRI, 6400 B0, A A A Rk i 0
PEIA A 28 05 Sl 0 AH UM R T T8 AR A RRAE
T AN Y b e iE sh AR S . AT L, TR A
HURALREAEXTIE L | 15 Sk S ELA (1) 4t A 3 1) Y
FRAEHEAT OB, (R RE R % X RRL BE 1] RR AR
(A . TCAE AR ) AT TR0 o LA, A BFTE(Wei
et al., 2023)% £ T TN M A A% 38 35 09 T T
SRR AN TR 098 B, T S O A 0 X
A7 8 TRV AR AE T 9 9 PR B (4t T P 24 S
£ o AT DY F DB MR R AL 1Y 5T, K
TP DA ST 1) 1 2238 Bl = 5 T DR e 14 2R Ao
B R 20 SR B A A o X R T A
U R 0 BOROE SR AL TR . WA, RS R
IR TP AR 1 0 OO AR T R
Al 1M Hubbard F1 Federmeier (20216 EEG i AK
5 RSA Z5& 5k, WA T m . RBREEH BT K
) T A SIS & %) G FL 3 2l -5 AT T AN AT
DU J 0 il v 0% Sl A AR AL . S SR R B, T
T DA 95 2 1 B F, T 3l 5 T 0 3RV 35 R 4 A
A B A AR, EEE A, KRR I
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Prediction formation during speech perception:
Factors and neural mechanisms

SUI Xue', LI Yulin', YUE Zeming', LIU Xin', LI Yutong', LIU Shunhua®
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Abstract: Predictive processing refers to the effective prediction to form predictive cognition before lexical
semantic processing. There are two main factors influencing the formation of predictive cognition: prior
knowledge and contextual information. The two factors contribute to predictive cognition and promote each
other. The formed predictive cognition will also change in the subsequent semantic processing. This paper
reviews the theories that can explain the formation of predictive cognition and explores the neural
mechanism of the formation of predictive cognition. Finally, the future research is prospected from the
aspects of gender, the time of presentation of contextual information, the arousal of contextual information
and the control of independent variables.

Keywords: predictive processing, predictive cognition, prior knowledge, contextual information



