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&SI IPEYNESINESUR = 3 VPSRN
A 1o WRFRECINAL, AT DAGRA T A N ok
U5 SERRHLE], XHEC . EF U b A AR
Mo Ak, Fed a2 FA A 2R 22 ¢
RGOS . WS A0 B2 (Brannon & Terrace,
1998; Dehaene, Molko, & Wilson, 2004; Nieder,
Freedman, & Miller, 2002;) . % J&.0 P22 (Xu, Spelke,
& Goddard, 2005; KE, FREHE, 2007)FAFIHZ
Bl-2#(Piazza, Izard, Pinel, Bihan, & Dehaene, 2004)
RIS BCAN R R AE RN T, 3 7 T H
WAL, Horh, 520 BRI A B R4 R i (Table
Search Theory). M 4%42HH i (Network Retrieval
Theory). %% 47 B (Distribution of Association
Theory) . i 5 F Ak B i (Abstract Representation
Theory) . = & Zm % HliE (Tri-code Model) LA & & %% %
il # A (Encoding Complex model) (3KZLJI, # 7,
2002), X LAY F O SN [R], (HESIA R ZE K ATl
14 A — A B W 45 FAE FNAF i 5 38 AR S B A
P B P25 1 4l A FnVE T AL 5 o S 28 AR AL,
LA B IR R 880738 5 TS T BIORN BT (-
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“5+37IIT“87).

C A BB N BB 15 3 7 47 R B 5E AR
M Bl 22 1F 5T 1Y 32 5 (Dehaene, 1996; Dehaene &
Cohen, 1997; Temple, 1991), {H-HL7F7E )/ (Pesenti,
Thioux, Seron, & De Volder, 2000; van Karskamp &
Ciplotti, 2001), AIF5E 3 K S ey 45 SR 2 715 11 5 b Sz ke
TS AR R B E N RIBL R R PR BE . X — AT
FEAFAEAE PR B - (1)FI R T R N 5 B A 0%
IR 7 o A2 1 TS 35 (real-life context) X424 A FIAEAE
H A 1R K # 52 I (Martini, Domahs, Benke, &
Delazer, 2003; Nunes, Schliemann, & Carraher,
1993;), 1M 52 55 2% v (4 Rl 2 i SR AT A 2 O IR 5 1y AN
TEXH; QFR THANHARGE S HENNRSE
MERFR o BN RGN Lo e Z A INFI T RE &
GERYTE B, X EEAHINBE R G EFEICIC . R
7% WA MESE D RTEBEAANNR G S HEIA
MINBERGEIA EAEH], AR LR BEF N RS
45

BRIl R G 510 F N R G e AR A IR
F7 PG A s R R R 848 N Y A
F, BN ARG MIE SN ARG Z 5 E W
(Hermelin & O’Connor, 1990; % PUiE, J7iz i,
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2006; Rossor, Warrington, & Cipolotti, 1995), 4/
BFSE N, BUHIA R R GRS F AN R G A B
W&, FrolE 5 CRIE RGN R T B,
FRI, shPEILESR B AW R BN IRE ),
HARMEE PR 4 DU I B 38 5 (Cowan, 2002;
Sulkowski & Hauser, 2001; Vogel, Woodman, & Luck,
2001). Dehaene (2001)ik7y, AZHHA S 2HEH 09
TR B AT = B R SRR 5 UIhE . 1B 5 R R
PRAEAAR R e — B R TR 9 RGN
AE o BUFINFIR 2 1E A AR 53U b i 52 B
YE R A W H & 4 2 R BA 1Y < 80 3 (number
sense) it 2, XA AL BAE A BN ECARE 1 5
TR RE IR IR R o X — WL A5 3 T I 45
MR Fr (B =, P BK%:, 2003; Simon, Mangin,
Cohen, Le Bihan, & Dehaene, 2002), #2305 Sk
g B T B R BN R S5 1 X
ARG Z BBV R P2 Tk . 8 LR
(semantic alignment)f2+8 7F HAKAYIE I, A B2
TR NN T SO AR VT T A% DA 06 )
(Bassok, 2001)., Bassok, Wu fil Olseth (1995)1E % %<
FEF AR R B SO R B, 2 S IS O
(ARSI, 78% 1Y 2 A B At L 3 A5 T fin vk 1y ) A
1 LI REAH ML ET, 87% MY KA A il
A TS, Bassok, Chase Fl Martin (1998)
R, I RIAHSC ARG, R AR i 1) T
ks 5 24 R I REAH AL &, Ay T4 re T 48
Brizizia ., Tk A T — A ER . Y imxS
DIREAHOCRYME Gl . SRR, S T OREFEC:
HRFNTE SRR — 3, 1P 2 REEAERICT “iB X
[i] k¥ (semantic escape)” [ IS, ANIE i—> B B9 %
. FRY), s EmE ey s nan . (5
ASEIRA3 DR IR E=4 DIKCRRTE ] Martin
F1 Bassok (2005) % 31, #77 r A RN K 2 A AR fff DB 1
SCF B B T LB R X — 2
S5 NAHE A P SCF RN B 2 50 A4 o AR
Bassok % (1998)X 224 b A58 2 giit, i
BN 0B B 1 SCF T I K i AR 22 [] OC AR AT
FEHIAH ORI« 215 A FUE 5 ), 96% i R &t fr
W K BB AR Z 8] 5C R AR DI REAROC B (AN . A0 11
&)

B G me TNTE B A A
238 AR AR ME S R L] . BeF Ny B
2 T3 B AR E IR R R R AR, i /55T A
A AR . & R RS R AR T BUF N T

R . IEBAAIER 3K (English & Halford, 1995; Hegarty,
Mayer, & Monk, 1995; Koedinger & Nathan, 2004),
BECA AR AR G I, AN 2
H LA Fh R G 10 5 1% (Bassok et al., 1995), X4t
iR TR T ARESEAANMRGE MG LRGN
5 Z i [5] (Corte & Verschaffel, 1996).

Bassok ZF(1998)IAN, S A AHAIN
HMARGMIE LRGN . TERE gk, 17
TEH K LT % (Bassok, 2003). 25 [ (analogy) /& & B
FYNTERR I —BhE:, ma ey, Bikps
WEINMEZ-H . #hZ a3 (French, 2002). B
FHERL A BT R WY, 26 O AN 263 3 i B 48 Ty =X
(Buehner & Cheng, 2005; Cathtrambone, 2002;
Lakoff & Johnson, 1999; Leech, Mareschal, &
Cooper, 2008; Spellman, Holyoak, & Morrison,
2001) o 250 H A FEA B A T B S ik P
BRI OC R B — 3k XF T2 &
(s SEFENTT =, JCIFEA R OY (A0« 2 AR 4 7))
AL el A8 4, AN W AT —A> b sk 2
HAEAT. RFE, XMk i Fnn 5, Joi ik
LB AT e, FIORFEAZZ (N . atb=b+a), LifiE
AHOC Y 2 A (N - AR AN 28 ) TE T SCI 268 v 4 7
AREE AN MEAFIER =25 OCR, HEEEMw
THESE, AREARS). [FIAE, TERRIE D, BRECHHEER
RO 07 B AL R BE T (a/b#b/a) . (EE R, AR
KRXSFR; b, B CRWXIFR. Al 2
AR S B AR, AT TR NS DhREAH
KB ARBERAXSFR, BRECNPER B R WA
XK M BT HEOC R I, AT TR BRI .
N AN . TREC R MR Z Y26 LR &
AT UL H Sh oG, AT S BRI RAE,
LI REAE 5 Y 2 R SR XE TS Tk g 1R

RESR BN R G AE LR G H AR W, B4,
BN AR Z ) T8 SCC R, IIZRE I 52 W BU# A
Ao BIFSE R BT DEBCATE 55 SRR X — IRl 7
BFIERCAT 55 b, U5 %45 07 =05 BUR sh 8
(I 3+5), ZERDMBY B 2 — 807, R
FIWHZ AT Z A& Bt . 258 kM, #okiE4s
“HIHRCT- (A 8) A I 8] b AE 4 vh MR (B - 9) R I
[ (Bassok et al., 1998; LeFevre, & Kulak, 1994),
Bassok, Pedigo F1 Oskarsson (2008)JiX # BL R FK A
Mo TR 7R T AR NESK ik b A —
AALLE L8 BT 2%, AECFIR R BT Z
[F) T DU B0 o <RIBS i R W, iz 502 A
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S RY . Bassok 45(2008) &k B, Kifiz Azl X
KRR . 7 Shial % 0y 2 R A . B
RN AR5 Y INF, 5 46 >0 LR 4 vh 1 805 1 g
A, ML 1RO i e . B AS
F)ER DI B A O (AN : BRI A hinl X H R 5
RIX RN o X —FFEEE RAT 2] TINH s &R 2=t
XY 372 #5 . Fisher, Bassok A1 Osterhout (2010)L4
N400 1 P600 A 15 bn 5 £ I M R AT LR G
Y HE A5  N400 JEARAL T BT B4R, P600 S /4] ik
IR FE bR o B T2 5 — BUW A BH N : “Twelve
roses plus three daisies equals fifteen”)F1ZSH|A—
AR . “Twelve cookies plus three jars equals
fifteen”), 45 AREN, B TEMA—Z AR,
HELT P600 RN, RUE G — M Err e LIk
i, BOATEIN TaixX —4F 205, 3R T N400,
XFRW], WOk B E s SO T 2R 2 —
Ffisi Z0 AR BE H] . Simon 25(2002) & B, K22
) 7% TB PN ) 43 2 o A% oA R A5 3 (] I 2 A Y
B o 3 — i DR s S EOHE L RlTE I C (R
fHRGAE), T sl 580 s Bl E A ig 1 iy
[ o X — R BB N R GG S RGTE
KM ag B HAEA XA T4 1 e .

SR, A BPRSEER ™ A4 T 9 S0 5, =
FEHABSCART e 2 T BIEHE o B AR E —Fh B
ALK SRR RN FITE B, TEATR SO TS 2 N AT
N B AN (1 R BUE X (Campbell & Xue, 2001;
XA &, 22/h#E, 2006; Pan, Gauvain, Liu, & Cheng,
2006; Tang et al., 2006; ZZE NI, FEWHMH, Z2BK,
2009). WF5E R, P E AN RE I TR H
A (Chen 1995;
Leth-Steensen, & LeFevre, 2002; Siegler & Mu, 2008;
Stevenson, Chen, & Lee, 1993; Varol & Farran,
2007). MR, FES ORI B bR LR HE OG5
CHION R IR e A AHE)T B b Sc B [ IR
BERVE o <RI A ML AL A T PR
2K o Bassok 45(2008)IA Jy, “FIRN I F T 827l
R NE X RG ML —F . 138 S BRI
KRR SIMEOWELR] T “FIREN . (HIE, X —
WERIE WAF AN, <RI I /s B 2 4 g
S S (1) CFNAEN " N2 B —Fhsm ZU A IA
A, B4, ERHIEHIR LR N - B4R G B
ki 5, N Z Rt WA B T A i 3 A < RN,
(2) Gn SR TR A8 0 L S fh SRR N TR Y
SERIARRIT R A Lo i, B4, AN A2 9% 1Y i)

& Stevenson, Penner-Wilger,

(BB R IEAHE S, . BEAE -4 58 )48 Bl 1Y) 4]
XP 23 BELAS RN 7= A (3) AN SR« A5 14 i A
TR TECEENN RGNS L RGNS, A, 2
T SO T A PR 2 N 2 2 R e TR Y B R
(typicality) /& & M 25 T pY) 2 AR Gk K,
B, 2006), R, FEAS 7P il iR ) — 3
ERUEN VA=A R 1 VA1 A NP (1B SRR Y i3]
REMEASRINESE, AR A, RIS B H2 FE WLk A
T RS S

2 S 1 BOHERE
R

Campbell F1 Xue (2001)% B, H[E N 244 58
AR B35 B BB = T AE N R 2 ) i [ 2
AR 2R A, PSS [ 2% A o 1l AT B B 1Y
WG A NE, B TIEWEEA . Imbo Fl
Lefevre (2009) & 3, B4 | &R ERLL
PRt 22 ARG 2 Nikic B i 22 5 % . Tang 5%
(2006) & B, H | SSCHEIRAAE 5T B A B
4 A DX ] o Hp 3 St ) B 4 O AR AS A [RD, AT
HUHEVELE%, FESR, FETEZERLE,
HEH AT (X BEAE, 2008; B TR, SKEE, SRR,
2010), 3% 26 Ak 22 53 25 RO R SO AR 3
YIS TA] o BRIk, 20010 0K 2R il 5 7 v 1 1k
AR RN, (AR .

FEARBEGE Y, <FNRON A SO Rk
[T(s)1 %5 T3 Ah 210 FE 48 <Fir H AR BT 1Y 5 vy st
[t(s) 10 R FE 468 o H AR i B [t(n)], BP: T(s) =
t(s) — t(n).

P 2 EAERWIEN T, R 1 7E
Bassok 5 (2008) 91 A ah E VL BLAF 55 ) R il |
AT THEIE . Bassok S5 7E R B B 56 40 Wi B0 UL i
PN SCFIC R, SCH 1 56340 W S DG e P-4 D 4
FUUHC QSN CRE ST B E 2R A L
TE B — B AF T OISR 3 5 35 (R < RN s 78
KRR —FFMT, B IR,

21 A&

211 #iR 29 AR AMARE, PR 23
2, BA 4, A 18 Ao T BUR IEALTIEH .
212 &t 2 A —BUA—ED x 2 (Hin%k
o R BAs BB B, AR B R B
TR SR B R TR

213 ®MB SCEMERECE RS 48 4. B —
IR R ) SR (can . BOR-451E) . R S B XS
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(an: 3+5). HEREEMIE G BoR)FE AR
n. 8)ZH Ak,

SCFREE: AT 5 b (18 . A< .
B ZKAREE)IEIC 150 A FEAKPAEE, oS
FHAR 1] . 30 44 KEEA B A SR 1 24 &M
BELRYEM S sFsy, 1R EAR SR Bk, “57
RFEAPB IS . TR B 2R
FLRMER 5y, INPBE ) 48 IFFAZER Ak,
48 2 B4R 5 SR %t AT B BRI R 2 B, 24 212851
— A B (AN . BOE-SRA); 24 AP —EL
1Y Ja SR (A . BOR-H =)o 25— B0 5 shis Fn
FERNAS—F ) J5 Bl il i AR | 2R M A R L
x 1o geitka s R, 20—y a shial A2 A
— SIS B A AR [1(94)=0.119, p>0.05]. A&
P [t(94)=0.09, p>0.05]1F1ZE HEI%L[t(94)=1.196, p>0.05]
ERPPFR IR ENESR

F1 BHAMNSHEMM TS

4 Ak ISRAN G AN EATE
o — 1.50(0.52) 1.80(0.71) 16.27(3.80)
ZHIAR—EL 1.48(0.46) 1.79(0.68) 15.29(4.12)

R T A B AR RN R] B SO L, AR B AR R
W] AU Bl DL AL G — B ZE A — 345 12
), IERSN A “Yes™; B0 H AR i) AU 5h i)
AN VE L (G — BRI ANA— B85 12 41), 1ERIZ
N A “NO” o FE R A “Yes 1930 H v, 80 kEHE: H
FRERI ) A A2 30 09 Shinl DC e, 400 B2 B AR
W) A A 340 04 I Bhie] DL E

BUFA R 48 BT A EHE B Lefevre Fil Kulak

(1994) i F 52 807 D BCAT: 55 AAR R . R 412K
i — XA sh B A —A BRI F 4% . 5
SECFRIE N mn (m>1, n>1, m#n). ST
AR B AR I BT R sh B X i — A g 8l
B VCHEL, FROMPCHECAL, BT AR B AR
BT PR — A 3 S ECF AR AN DT L, FR S AS DL e
. FEVCECAL T, P50 PR BRI A T 22300 )5 3l
BFVCHL, 2P0 E PRI E T A 0 S sh B T
Bt A AR UG B 4 A9 5507 A Rk FH SR I k< AR N -
HE B AR AT 5 a3 sh X 2 i X &, Bir
PRIECT 3 hemr B Bey 5 Hbrdey, A
12 241, AEVCFECA B A RS B AR AT 1 H 5~9
MIECTF 2 o N T 3Bk G Bl e R e 0 R A T
ZIRIEESTBR AR, 12 N UCECH I RCT AR R S sh 0T
AR, RIS Sh 85t FEE VRGBT A R R
o BT —FG BAN 12 HEBCEARME N B AR
PRIMECF A b kL, B E BR300 45 Al D e 41
PIEC AR H BRI 5 — 3K

24 LG — B0 SCFA RN 24 2H VT L2 1%k
FAPRHREHLLL A 5 24 4125 — B0 SCF MR 24
AP ECA B AR BERLAL & o [RIEE, 24 4125
— ST RVRT 24 231 DT BC 4 RO BT RHBE FIL
WA, 24 HAEBNA W SCFHBIR 24 A ITHECL
BT A BEBENLAL & o B 20 SCTF A8 B B A1 )
T 52 50 vh A S A T — R (B B2 ) L3 2), JE
o HE ST RORE BT A R, AR B A Y S5k R
IR a—F . KM NS BaE T, S
5 J5 VTR R W, BT AR A5 S A AR B R A
[ 72 AR .

F2 SIS 1 HORARLEE

. A SR %) H bR 5
Ja sh RNt - -
ZH—2K FEHNA—E “F” B AR EE rh: B AR
3 5 B A B F i 8 4
2.1.4 L& 34 E-PRIME MBS RITEML, o I — 2410, BRI A 24 TR T AE B
3t T A %R 60HZ o B, M Bt e Yes” g, R Y B i $ < No” 4,
215 BEBF SRS IMEXTLEPN B, %k Hbr 2 iR EH 8 5 B S ai7E 3000 ms Ji HshiE ok,

I BRI . 1 SR T AL R A e R P
7 N, BRI R S S M, T
PRSI 2, () A A B 5 e A 00 35% ANl 50% 4k
I8, BFHFLE 480 ms, SRIGTEA IHAY L
I B I G A — A<+, IR 135 ms.
PR IA B2 2] O 3 e 47 1A RN BT . 235 2 B A
PRI LT, 1) 4 1) AR, 76 5 e 4T

A BBt , 528 1000 ms, A RPN
AL A ], AR5 2 E07 FARRI, 7553 b ok
M2 — 80, BRI, B %
“Yes #, oA HH Ui 4% “No s, H br %l 4 f )=
Kl 3000 ms JRIHA, $5A5 B B, FiLE
1000 ms, & K09 N B 45 SR FS ], AR5 e
Wr—fescs . R AP A, Rl



724 N BL

¥ 44 %

F R Yes” UL, $% J $#M“No” KU, 189kl
TRV AN S o TESCIN T, TETHALBE ALY F SR
JHE EIG B “Yes” FI“No  FUARAS .
FELIIFGATT, EilE 3 FiE . Pl T4k
2, EAE—S2 WB, o Bl AR A% 1 A o8 S 50
ZIAETI . A T ik A BN TS Sk,
PR TR A RS A — AR 5, 5 a0 5
B R A R e, (HAE SRS s, IR
AT . IER LI AR AR A ) I B A —RE, FEAR
) A R 7E BRI B B, Rk T S AN PR A, T

JELL 1000 ms 975 AR R i i o FEZR S B BOAT
10 MK, ERZEA 96 MR, T2 HT ATk
I, FESCI AR A, SRt T
BT IR, IREAFJR, #e2s M s ak et 5055 .
22 HEREHH

SERTE 4 B AF T SO B bR ) 1E B R A%
T 75%0 8K 4 &, SR KR M+2.5SD LS
BB, <RIBS Al S8 B 4 3 5 R SCF B bk
PR AECF BRI ERE i H . 458 W% 3
FE 1,

&3 KU 1 MM KH TR T R B A0S R 2R (n=25)

2 — 5 KA —5
S E — — — -
“HT HARECT ik AR “HT HARECT ik B AR

F2 3 it (ms) 679+115 632+87 666109 665+118

FEIRE (%) 6.20+2.30 3.00+1.60 5.80+2.50 4.60+2.90
%gg RG] —BORAFIE 3 T 0 R . 55,
= 660 bkf::: TERG BT, <M BAR 8T RO i e,
o 640 | —e— Kl —F o e e VRN . ,
B o0 e RIS, I B f S A b
= 600 . ! N o973 [ Sl « ” — i

1 ) A< Fl ) ) ] M
T TEHEET G F H bR A, S oFn 5 R £ 1 R

BT 4 B2 F R Bl P25 SO I (n=25)

N7 220 BT 2R B, B0 HARZS LAY 4%
B, F(1, 24)=7.70, p<0.05. “F1”HAREUF M
Jof I i AT F AR . B H AR A S 20
— MR AR 3, F(1, 24)=6.90, p<0.05. fi]
RSN AT R, FEZ A — BT, RN
2 p<0.01, K/NR 47 ms; TERA—FEMT,
R AN 3, p>0.05, N 1 AT 0L, 725 —5
AT, ot B AR SOV I IR, R H BR AL
TR RN et o FEZRB—BURAE T, <M HAREL
TS L BIA =B TR 13 ms, HER
AN, p>0.05; Frd HARECT B SO B HE A
— AT 33 ms, 255 W, p<0.05. X P
B R, H5EMA R, 10—
OSBRI 53k B TR H bR T
(TG, (AR B A2k [Ttk B AR R 4
il BRI 220 R, AT BRI
TR NS B E, F(1, 24)=3.98, p=0.057., “F1”H#x
B BT R R E B RS W
23 itig

S 1R I — B TR RN AN — S 1]
XPIE BN, 25 5% 28 5 — M R RN I R

Ky HR, TEFN BT, Xk Bhrgi i
F B e, R R AR, R P B AR 2 3
TR, SR BAREUF L, R4tk H AR
BB /N . HR, FEGIAR—BRMR, <A
H bR 8075 b B A E0 o e 76 S I B S 7
FEIRRE FESCA I 2 e, XS5 R 5
B VR BT 55 Gl a s R AR R ZE 7. 12
S M ILECATE 55, H5rh bk B L, <frH
bR ECF e 5] & W £ 1Y 45 1% (LeFevre & Kulak,
1994), iS5y 1 HFRW, KA —BERAMAE SN
s, PR A Shas, <f B RE E
PRECTFROVCECHME S 2 A3 I | R, K
A — BT RN R — B B <R H bR B 1Y
JNEIE 2658 13 ms, HhPE H AR ECT BY SN I 22 R
33 ms, RWITELH|— BT LS By < FE L
HB A3 MR [ F X< H B AR B s, HE 2R
SRR A X AR . AR, g HAth
MIATRE: SR -, RN 35T
TC AL AR TR (4 X BE LA K R TN 80 B8 U ) 3z AN
— o T BT BN T 2Z 1A 1) 14 W A8 2
] BB 45 ) W Y ) S I R SRR B 2 R Kb
Al REPEREAE S 2 S g h B 42

REVF 2R RBECA VR A Tk 2R, (H
SCHG VR, BN AR AR SE LR AT,
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e [ A R B AL, SR 1 R, B
A A S5 AT 55 REAE A A5 75 58 ik s B AN X
BES A RS e, (HEER S S L < MR AR,
NS QIAS E-3 1/ Y= IS DO SR S B R 7S G R UE L K 8

30 S2EG 2 I E A EJEAES S
PO R I R G IVAR FA |

5
2 L YRS N A B R R R SO T
Bl (Bassok et al., 2008), ARHE NN FIZEHE LAY
HKIRFR, KRG SR, b EaEs s e
WLkt ., A RIBFSE (Bassok et al., 2008){7E 5 /%L
XTI B AL b RGN TE SCOC FR 5 B <RI (Y 52
W, RAES<F xR A B ERAE LR, AT
TR O RS L S 5 vk A2 B 0 T 2 R,
SEH 2 B AE SRR B AL E EERNGE UOCR, F
XA TR B 1 X5 2850 <RI 0 (O RE i S 6 79 4
S 7E BAREIE R R R E A, SR H
FRECF A BTE, 30 A AR S AR L, S TR
NP1 AR
311 #ik 39 KWMRAEMARA, FHFERE 23
2, B 16 %4, ot 26 440 LSO IERL D IE R .
3.1.2 &It 2 (HARIENRZEAL. B vs. R fr
BEE) x 2 (HARRINECFZEA . “f1” BAR vs PR H
RNt PIAS I A i SO B RS 1%
3.1.3  #ARL 48 ZARLH T RN BRI H
FRICF ok B AR A E S 2, R 24
2H o PIRRARNY S Shinl e —FE, BE A 05 1 24
XA — 2 JE BhiEl Xt . 7E BIE B, H ARG

AR S A Y R A AN . S SR X R <A -
BB, RN g <BEAE™); RIS, HARR
DU RS2 Jig Bl % i [0 BE A (AN = Jig Bl e % Ay <2 -
BB, BRME R <4546 geit kg R W], FE i
RIS M A5 7 EARYE [1(94)=0.08, p>0.05]. &M
[t(94)=0.12, p>0.05]F1%E il [t(94)=0.96, p>0.05] I
-2 B e i 2 22 5

BB T 72 4R R AR R 3] 43 A W2
B RAIEAAE S, &A 36 . RS ERE
MORLSLAR R 2 A2 (DA shialxd i — > B AR
RS —A L Jm AL EAa B, IR @ A
Jia BT X Ay < BUBRL - AR PRIGE] Sy <fE 4R, A
24 415 (2))a ikt i A SEA KPR i, 0
N EJEAR S . ShiR A B -y B
AR E), A 12 Ao R EES T A RN
AN 2 AT (D)JE BhiRT H ) 26 51 A8 JE AR 7K SF-HE
UL, BRI A FEAR A S (s shiE X
“HEITH BT BRI kR ), A 12 45 ()
Bl AN R 2 50 8 FE AR KPR A 4 A, 46000 3] Ay
FEAK AR S . SR BB - =y B
ey Iy, A 24 4 BERORHRISEES 1M
A2 UL 2% 4
314 #EF 5% 1 MF.
32 HREHH

2 24 w5 B B A B . S BR N B AR
M£2.5SD DIAM R ; < FIRn i 5 W st o0 B H R
FHSCF H AR BRI A B AR BRI AR AR 035 H o 45
WL 5 R 2,

R4 LW 2 MM B GI(BEIRX 0 F R K 5)

4w R0 1)

o 300 57

JA Bl B X /) - — —
LB & R o7 A & “H” HAREE R H AR B
3 5 g Vi Al
ﬂlIﬂ %f’] ﬁfﬁ,{ﬁ {ﬁ% 8 4
F 5 FI§ 2 MFh & THIR B T8 R SR R (n=37)
S ERLI RN [l 37 A A
L
GHER & ek AR GHERT & rhbE B AR BT
N7 B} (ms) 678+109 628+93 676+95 654+109
TR (%) 2.88+1.14 2.30+1.02 4.00+1.45 1.80+0.97

S B T3 2253 MW, H AR I A 2R 1y
FROVAER BE, F(1, 36)=14.72, p<0.01. “F1”H¥x
BT S B K T B AR, E A2
36 ms. HARGEM SR H bR 5 A i 58

HAEFARE, F(1, 36)=2.99, p>0.05., {HME 2
AW, 7E PRSI T, <R HARECE S i AR
BA 228 50 ms; FERIGAESSAET, <f”
HFrEe7 5 b BRSO i 220K 22 ms. 7E
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PR T 351 & T 835 0 msn, (A @&
ZA R BB B K, 1(36)=5.19, p<0.05 ., X FEH],
SN, R AR TS | & 0 AN 32 B
B T sl v vk B AR BCT I o R T
AT R, 5 R ERON AR HAE AN B,
p>0.05,

T00
Z 680 f
Z 660
B0 e i
B 620 | —m—[AfiHES:
600 !
SHEHEST  PHEHEST

K2 4 Fh 2 E T P2 RO (n=37)

33 itig

S 2 38 2 BN Nk A R <R N A
F T A, 58N TR A (L Ja A/ TR A 1R
)X RN B, & B TP e (-
JaE A &/ R WA 3 5 & I 2 A < g g, AHL 5 [
PR AH b, BB MR T A& rY <N TR
Bassok 5(2008)iA 2y, Z&HiE O RIS nikiz &
WO, 2 R R RS SOOC FR RN B 5506 R 45 A AH
oL, 38 A 2 LB AIL R & A 52 . FE PRI RN G 3R B
o, BEAS KPR X B T AR, b e M T
o MK 2 AL, b @ RS AR HE S AR5 i
R H BRECE Y SN I 22 s [HAE R AP SR T B
P B AR ECT 0 RN A E R 2E S, thHEE
B B0 ) g B AE b J E 8 % 1 T i 28 T AE ]
PRSI o X R, 78 LB MEE SR T g s
THRAY RN, JEA K R ek & he g iy
O <F BERECT, M2 o e ATTRE B T 4 Hb 4
fil b HRgr . Prlh, 5508 1 284, 5080 2 /Y
“TFIALN. ) A YR AT 53] T 28 ML Fg < AR, B R U o

Bassok “5(1998)1ANy, ZEJiih ¢ & i o 2
LU B ST 5 W ik s SR A AR, BT R B
R R AT, B, S8 3455 B T
AR A8 X <RI 250N R 5 TR, T 3K A G A OC R Y 4
T,

4 SCEG 3 HNEEAEE O RN RTEEHE
X RN B

AR N5 32 T AN 1 SO FE S B UL, i
VLB INER M A5, TR — 285 A4 R B T

MK R AR A, RN K AR 2 Ll 5 S b
(Bassok et al., 1998), B4, Y25 A0TE L R AN}
SRR, JEHLBSHEE S22 B ARG 7 SLE 3 R
TR B R shia st 38 X6 & G 3 AT 48, R
2 B FNRN, P 28 L WSS it i b B . 20
WU Ja S B 3 SCOG ZR AN X SR8 B AR R AL
N A

41 FHik

411 #iX 29 BHEAMARE, FHER 23
%, B o4, Wk 23 4, MBS IE ) IER .

4.1.2 &It 2 (JHShiaZE AL i SO R AN SR X
vs. i RN EERXT) x 2 (H AR A 7 IS

S HEAR vs. s B AR, AR RSB
1) J2 7 B A R %

4.1.3 Rl 48 A SRR LI e T AE N o
P Sl s AR O R, A i SO R AN
XS5 AR RIS G R AT EE ML, 54 24 415
SCIR F AN A B A R IR B iR X B — > R A
FIE B — AR AR, 12 210 B ARERI 1
h B AR S (AN . shia A e A8 -HOR >, B
SpetifAe ), 120 0 H AR I8 Ay A KA A
(an s Ja Shinlxs Sy < 48 - B, B R < BU) .

T O F RS R A SR X i A e T ] —
N A FEA A RE A ZE B, 100N 1) Sy FEAS AT
(AR s 3 ShIax S <BR-AFT, BRI H AR K <3187
FEAIKOPAE S F S5 1 AR, Gl ks,
T X6 20 S5 bR I e 2R X S5 G b R AE
ELIRPE1(94)=0.81, p>0.05]. #A&ME[1(94)=0.32, p>
0.05]FI12E W 5 [t(94)=0.66, p>0.05] I 434143 %34
TREES.

72 HIEFEMOBHR AR JF 2 iR AR B bR A
RN s S B o0 = bt % = S R VA ey
Bho FRMLEATRMOSE : (D) VEBCHIA L : 5 3
T — A A A S A — A LR A Sk, R
D m) Sy AL B b ARG (AN s I Bl R G) hy < E B - i
287 R Ryt 4e), A 12 Ho SRR R B
JE A AR shinl X B A2, B R TR A
SRS SRR A, OB R R
() AN VE B[R] 28 50448« 5 Bl e XF e P~ A
ISR A B, €00 ) A ek 97 %) S AR A (- e Bl
)R gk - S BRIE < E ), A 12 4,
BB A N (3) N AN VG L A S 2 3 6
Jt SR A~ S A R — S AN R 2 1 A B A
T RE AL B, PRI 18] 55 AT An] — 1> I3 2l 3] #RAS [+
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N FEAACERE & (AN = 5 BhiR] T ks - B,
BRI sy, 8 6 Ao R &R AR o
328 (D) ALVEECH [RIZE SR L : J5 Shia) %t i [F]
N FEA KT BE A ZEL R, B 1) kg AR AP
(an s 3 Shia) Bl Rk BRI R <Rk ), 2k
A 12 4 (2) 5 VR E A 28 AR« R B xs AN
[R5 01 () AR AR R A 2 B, R0 3] Ay Herp — 26
S EEA KPR (0 s JE Bhiel < BO-H =, R
MR R“H =), 8 12 4; 3) W AIEED A 5F3E
BIATRE: I shia) x5 R R VG e S 2850 i A Rk —
B, (BRI R 5 A I iR AN TR, B A
N, A 18 4.
B RS SC0 1 AR R . ARSI AN 6.

414 &% 55K 1 M.
415 FEEF 1 EER N by b s RS X S
5 Ab BRAS R R TC I, SR 2 LR 1E SUJA BT
VEFCAE 45 (Bassok et al., 1998), B 23 ikl 5 VL fic
FRHIWT SCFVC AL . A — U AR i shial e (an . 3K
BE-354E) . SR S BCE AT . 3+5) . HARERIE 5 (-
8). HAREIR (AN : BEH . BB AT 2
%10 NI 2520 F 120 0K 525
42 HR5HH

2 24 w5 Y B B A B o A BR S N B AR
M£2.5SD DAAMBECHE o < FNRN Y S i GE i R
FHSCT B AR AT B AR BRI AR IE 6 05 B o 45
R 7 M 3,

F 6 KU 3 HYM KL

. J s %t SRR B
J& ST x - - ~ —
W e RN D R T S R AT A B 1R 0 H AR BT ke B AR R
3 5 B ORH B Ak 8 4
FRTOKI 3 MFHEMTHOR AT & B A NS IR FE (n=27)
S 1 LR AT A TP
0 H AR e B AR 0 E AR e B AR T
SV (ms) 791£125 810+134 825+122 798+112
FETRAE (%) 4.30+1.07 3.00+1.12 1.80+0.53 1.20+£0.21
?23 1(26)=2.29, p<0.05; B SLIC R X500 T Ak LK
£ 5o A 4B (4 2 T A L RR AT 1 B I 25 SR
;: 800 B3, 1(26)=0.85, p>0.05. FEIRFMIT 2500 LI,
2 gg :::ﬁ%ﬁ%*ﬂ¥ Je BRI R N 2, F(1, 26)=4.47, p<0.05,
T (AR S R % P R R B T X

“HIT HERECF Pk H R

K3 4 Rl E T o A -F 24 KON I (n=27)

B BT 2250 M1 2B, A shinl 28 BURT H AR
MECF RN Z BEAE B2, F(1, 26) =6.36, p<
0.05. A BN /AT B, FE1E L R AR 4E 554
T, <Hr BARECE R SO0 I P BARECE R 19 ms,
HR 2, F(1, 26)=1.49, p>0.05; 7EiH LG R X4
AT, R BARECT S Tk B ARECT Y SO 25
iM% BE, F(1, 26)=3.80, p=0.06, ¥ T HLIE Y
R, K/NR 27 mso MR 3 AT, B Ak
() R 18 Lo RN 4FTF I fn B AR, O Bt
I 1) R il e RAKT AL T B R B AR ST .
T X5 AN S AT B <R B bR BT Y R R
g T LR R GFE LA T M <f” B bn o+,

RIEEZMNT S
43 itig

S 3 i I G R X AR R SOE RANKT A1)
XA S E . BRI, 1 O R XA 3]
XTI Bl T 02 B RN T SO R AN R 48 (1) 1) o
K BN W E < RIREN ., Bassok ZE(1995)iA Ny, 2§
BTE X R ANEs BT LARE S & A s, she T
BT LSRR AR T R AR A AR o 25 R RRAE 1Y
FEALHE 248 IS A KOS . AL R e
X FR, FRIERFIE B AR B 248 280018 G &R Al
Ik is EIAEAE L R L RXT S, ORI 56 R m
P B A WS ) B R . FESEER 3, [
WM 1 I a1 10 R 28 ) () SEAS KO 2, 1
SCSE AR, W T 5 0k R T R A A AL A
K, T SCRE B OTE T BN i SR RN A
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)X I A AR 0 o SO FR N8 B 22 () 1 A
RIPEZLR, o SUREBEBHAT T RSN 7= o tEAk,
SEAUK 2 FNSLES 3 RSS20 56 R AN
12 5 2 LU WS A7 AR A () —— X By, LA IR 1
ol <R R E A RS shnikis B
(S5 2), kA& 0 w0 i ks (s
55 3), SCHG 3R, 1 R NSRRI BRI
U TG <R HARECT:, B, TETE SO RN A
TSR BN L A< FNRLN ;S5 2Z AR, X ER
AN AETA A ] T A B AR OIS, AR UG
RAAKTEEFFAET, <R B BRECT 0 RN B 5 25 e,
SR e R AR ST M H AR BT B R
B 5 v P B AR B0 19 g e 2 S ik 2 (1] 3).

STHG 1. SEEG 2 FNSCE 3 SRR, nikiz
BRI O R B AT LB SR, 2K )06 Rl g
Ll e S 52 i ik s . X R e HLsR A AR
L, 52N T PR R S s e in i s 7
SEUS 4 N T I DR 1 B P 1 — B X ik
ia SR

5 L4 A 61 Y SR g — 2
PEXF RN B FE N

LAY P (typicality) 2 52 W 28 51 hn T (%) B 22
Fo MR, R I T 2 500 B 5 ) SR,
AL PE B, HERUBR R (XTI L, EAE, B,
1998) . Ji sy il Xof i) S AR P ) — BOPE AR T A4 )
FR AT 25 1 o MR ik i B8 NI 01 O 3R 19 28 L e S 34
W, XA — B SRR TR RN BEAk, B
SREZYS 1 AL 2 YR I T <Az, {H5 Bassok
Z5(1998) & LI BN N 56 A AH [R] o < RIg g 3=
BUJR E T A H AR BT B O R 2R A T X
PE HARBCF Ml 7 SCE0 4 08 28 ) 5 DT
fit AT 45 (Bassok et al., 1998)%} i — W] A fif i — 42 1Y
Wit

51 A&
511 #iX 42 ZURAEMARAE, FHFER 23
%, BS54, Lo 28 44, MR IEL I IEH .
5.1.2 i&it 2 (8 shia g sa gt — 8t —5
vs A=) x 2 (HFREMNBCFIA . <F HbRECT
vs. i BARECTE) BN B it BRSS9
o7 B R R %
5.1.3 ##l MBS, KR . B KH.
W SCHAURS SN BERE 162 DL, A
IR DUE WU 44 1] o 30 24 ARk A= FF 5T A= Xof S 56 b4
BHEAT 7 RVFE, GETTHEA 2B U P R
FPE MR, SRIRAF & 2R SO R, ek
RIS AL RN FE A R4S 48 4l . FEALA R BG4
5528 1 M, A& R shiaxt . B shse st . B
PRI ] A R IECT

Je Sl i) X A E BRI 1) 24 T TR — 28 B A AR
Do HRAE I SR Y S AR M OC R4 N — BRI — 3K
W2, %A 24 4. fEMARIYE—S AR, g sl
1 AMUashinl 2 pysemldE 2 5N B 3 (M,=6.53, M=
6.50), t(46)=0.44, p>0.05 . 7F HL AV AR —F A RE
JashiE 1 FE shinl 2 B R 22 R 3 (M=6.51,
M,=5.20), t(46)=10.44, p<0.01, SLIIPE— 41k
TR PN — B0 AR RS- 38 AR M 25 R
(M=6.36, M,=6.40), t(94)=0.421, p>0.05; F-XJ%
B2E AR EM=19.25, M)=20.56), t(94)= —1.17,
p>0.05. AUFEM ARG S5 1 AHIR] . SCHE AR 24 ]
WL 8,
5.1.4 FEF ML 3 AMHE. SCHIEiECFILE,
FWT SCF VLR
52 HERE5EHH

2 24 B Y BOHE W A B o A BR R B AR
M+2.5SD LLAMGEE o <RI /Y S i 483 H R
FHSC7 H AR A T BARPRIAR E 8 030 H o 45
R 9 A 4,

F£ 8 SIS 4 B RlIEEf

. Ja BhiE %t H ARSI £
Ja BB - -
MR P — 2 ML TR PEAS— 2 RGIEE 7Y i B AR R
3 5 BRE O R4 . 8 4
F 9 T 4 MFHEM TR AT R R AT FAEE IR 2 (n=40)
A R P — LIPS — B
A PREL T Wk B AR A PRE T i B AR R
SN B} (ms) 923+183 865+181 898+162 873 + 163
HERF(%) 3.96+0.56 3.58+0.82 4.35+0.63 4.62 £0.56
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940

920
900
880

860 [ —e— JLTIPE—3
840 | —W— LIP3
820 :

44 2 it (ms)

b HAR BT
Bl 4 4 FbAAE T Bk -3 5 B (n=40)

FR B )5 25500 2 B, H AR I A 2 i
TR H B3, F(1, 39)=22.88, p<0.01, “F1”H#ix
B RN E K T sy, A
41 ms. i shiRDx Y BRL M — SR H BRI 5
KWL BEAEHI S W3, F(1, 39)=3.28, p=0.07,
TR] BN o3 BT R W, >4 8 gl ia) X Y 8 P — S
SRR 838, F(1, 39)=19.62, p<0.01. “F1”H
FRECT 09 RO I A T B AR S, AR
58 ms; 45 AT ) B A AN — B, <RI
L, F(1, 39)=1.93, p=0.06. “HI”HArREFHIZ
BERHE T b, —FHM 2 24 ms. 53
TR A LA PN — B S5 L, S Bhie e Y LR
— BRI RN N T e 2, A2 34 ms,
p<0.05. MKl 4 RIHN, S B A 1 R Jig Blrie) o i
R — SN R B FRECT, RO B R
Ja Bl R SRV — BRI T ek BARECT . R Bh
T LR — B R HARECT RGO G
T shial xR — B T (A 258 25
ms), (HAEE, p>0.05, Ji shia Xt A pE— 8ok
TR R — B R X R R B B s B
A E . KPR, PR ST X
P B AR ECT B RIKE A S, 5 gl 0 A P — 5
AT BT LA B R RN, A R 5 A B
XF BRI AR — 30 45 PR L, T RBRS 0 <A E AR
Fo EEURRIIN T 2200 R B, ARP B0V A8 BAE
JHERAS 2.3, p>0.05.

5.3 it

SEHS 4 I ERONS SR Y SR — B KO,
H 2T I B )Xo A SR e — S X Ak Y B
M, 2558k PR, B — S0 5 3l ) X R AN
— W I shE] X 2 RE A% sh < RN, H T
RN B R TR o FLE 4 Fh AT 19 s st
AL, MRIYE — 350 I sh iR AR R — B
ST H ARSI AE Y, R
— BT B LA B T SRR RN, F AT 5
TEHERREBOG F” HARECT . X R, %) ry s

RV — SR ik s B . DFSERW, X
P LR DY (A PR - RS L A TR R, A2
(e BB R T— R RS S — e
IR ML TR B 53 (AN = JPRAE-BEXG) B o X AR 2R L
NPV 18U I RPN E ST W-a PN U R 1 VO A
Pk, S8 4 R£W, RMEAEE & R RS, i
TS REAR, ks e Eshdf 25, Ul
B2 ME s SO TR DN 3R R R e B AR, R
BN MR GG LR G Z IR AR R B S5
4 JRuiB, 2T B9 RO R ER IR BT
A H AR R BB

6 ZEETHE

6.1 HFHIRFIEXHIR—EBZE AL —F5a
ZUBYIA FR {9 1)

ANz HECRz B AR B ryeh 178 i
BARMOCRBIRL, KL, SRR C R AN T4
BRI WA A (English & Halford, 1995;
Hegarty et al., 1995; Koedinger & Nathan, 2004), #ff
FER I, TR SO A f T 5 FhRE
(OIS HR, ()MEERAE; 3)R A2, (4)ffait
XI5 (5)HFPEM . v, 1 B LA N ) R AR 7Y AR
J1Jt R E B (Lueangeli, Tressoldi, & Cendron, 1998),
2 56 B m N HUKOE BO2E AT 55 10 b B 55 A (B A
JElE, 2010), 1% 5B 32 22 A0 B RIS B Th & AR
I G FR, )RR A 1 SOGB4 A i oG
REAE, JPHEsEEoRRIE . T, B sCv R
RSB b R B O AR SOC RS T R
XA B A I HIE T NRTEEC b 3
SKECE PG LRG0 mm, FECE LRS
AR E SIS N T MRS N RS V& Sy =
FE SCRR — S0y n T 1) A A7 AE, T3 AR T
ot ] B AL 1T IR o A ST AR, RN TR
AYTE SR BE TR A3 3 1 BOE (25 1 FSEE 2), fEA
A E S A2 3] T B AT (SESR 3), I Y
KINEZ T B D ) TR ) — BRI (S 5 4) .
B, BRI B SUe e w1, Hik LR S
XTTECE N B AR A TR, U is B2
il B TE BB, 455 28 LU i e

#h 22502 I BEIE (neuronal recycling theory)ih
o, NIEBCEEIN ARG TSk il v 5077 1l 22 [m]
HeitgF 2w TmERER, WA @2
P o pies Bl AR SO PR a] LU, FfE i p 22
(] et ] AR Af PR 0 5 SR, LA A2 S T A o
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% (Dehaene, Piazz, Pinel, & Cohen, 2003), ({2 7
REAT AR BOMTTERC AN B 22 5, SCfe iyt
[] B0t 25 R 3 AATTHE BN B AR B . A
WFFEA Bassok 45 (1998)1 5245 1 L2 A Ry ik,
AT NN 32 B SO T i eI 2 o A AT TSR
1z A SCIE B A I B — BCvE T e R T A
SpIIES 2 i
6.2 ZELLMSTHLHI— HFIAFFIE XHESEE

& R B

F AR AN H A Ry, FEHERL . IR
R BRRTERAR AN AR R B AR .
THABIRIN Y, ZEELHERR AU 90 ) B B2 T A~
Y Z A o THAERRRELHE . (DAHRIPERE
Wo TR LY EHARZE LY BAR L, 28 e
AYYAZN 7 B R ()45 A B Bie . AR 2
(] VG FE 1) e 7K 06 R 22, 288 LU AR Y A 40 ) B b
5#; (3)ACME (Analogical Constraint Mapping Engine)
BERL, RS2 =R R I . 1 ORI
FISE PR Y, BRSEAT, 1998), 2 e A 54
TS RN RAE . KR T TR
220, AR AR BAR GE M TE S L rh oy T Y
f1 o (fF 5% 35, 2002); (4)LISA (Learning and
Inference with Schemas and Analogies)f %! . A RS
L) 22 TR] 8 56 22 ARARL 25 52 i [) R e o 7 82 (I i 32
INESY, 2005). REAFFR AT A R
TR, BN RN SOHE T AR S A B2 i), 2
R A R G AE R AR IE S5 A RRE | BT 2
FLZ AL . e, B HRAE AR AE A A A
B DX TR SR AE 25 ) o K507 IR 485 1) 45 48 AN FH AL 5 1
X4 AR (Asheraft, 1992; Campbell, 1995). N
RAsF MR R T, W HESHRAE_ AL,
TEAS T AR o ZEWFS ANk SO ] g e ik, BiF
FEH R BT SR 3 2 ¢ 2R AE ] (JRUBTAR,
TKAFFY, 2003) F TR R 43 FLER Z 0] 56 & 1Y
FAR o hn kA SRR AT DL RR A SR <8 3+ 4 =
> 2 0 A 2 A T A R < A+ 58 =
s PR, Ik En iR A2 A 2 R e AR T 2
AH I Y o

TNk iz R 28 i i SCAE R AE 254 bt AH A
(Bassok et al., 2008) . 27l Bl 53 AN N, b w48k
ARG . s BN ) 56 R Y R T RRE A
Lo FEhnk i, gk M AR A, A B R 255
M hnEk s B R A R . TEIENIAZE T, B i
NS POE MR A w SRS AV EEOESE S TR ER

BEE UG AN (525 1), HAE A N i &
ARl SO R AR AR (S5 3), “HIAS 52 B BH
it. HFAFAEE atb=bta=s iz HEX, 7EFH
YA B L B B DS A N RS S A
(CE%r 2), Bz, TEARMFTEH, s A SCRHA
Y25 L e 5 B AR B 1 i — 2P IR SE

6.3 HalHEMIHFAERAZEMF AT

LeFevre %5 (1994)tA\ Ny, ] B inikiz 54 & H 3)
PTG Y . Bassok 45(1998)F8 i, B finykiz Bz 1
BERAY, 2e5NE USSR RS e En ks B, YihReis
SCIE SRR INR BT . S296 1, 9296 2 MISEE 4 /)
RIS — WA o X FAESEY A S i
M &, (8555 5T 45 5 (Bassok et al., 2008;
Besner & Stolz, 1999; Mathis, 2002; Rusconi,
Galfano, Speriani, & Umilta, 2004;)—% . £45 KW
RONR, BB T AZAMES 552 1 (Besner, Stolz,
& Boutilier, 1997). #KiI, k& A 58 5 i T
(Besner & Stolz, 1999). AR5 T.(Mathis, 2002)
A0 T (Bassok et al., 2008; Rusconi et al.,
2004) W BF 58 45 3R S FRE B AE A Shin T iy 9 5 2%
[ . Besner #1 Stolz (1999)iAF, FialfY H shid ik
IR . Bk, 5K A s TAE BUEA
ZATATANE S W AN T, AUk © R S —Fhesh
B i Tor=, B A Zhin TU& —Fhi& A S E 5%
s R ki BRIA I T X Y AN 1 B8 Y ik S Tk B —
FEFRBEW, BN TR 32 H s i A AR e s o DRI,
s BN —Fhesi g ayin Ty, AR 5EE Y
SNETE BT & TSR FREE A Bl (5L 1, S04 2
FISLES 4),

BZ, AW RS R 2R S T AER A
oA B S B AR RN SRR AR o 50
DR 28 368 2o 25 LU BRI ] 5 0 SO 28 A TR EE AR
BEAANAUE— A0 TR, wAEAREM
PAEVERT . AWFE R SE RO /R T 78 SCF R
FE T 6 T[] AT 45 1 o SCFRAE DA B i AL 5 5K
BB O R B . FERRE N R, R
YRy e ol dg 5, SRe A s AoR%&
AN G SR, NS A A T A 1 TR SRR i
SR IR T CFRAE SR DA S5 SR N FE A i R AiE,
AT VB2 E28 B R R SRR B 3R AE o N 12 ke e B
SRR SO RE A A B o BRTE A s 0,
FEA RS2 A R A NER, M7 SCF s
=4 E= I N Tl S o (WP ETICIR DS I35 S B3 P L U SE 3
BN, FEIu ks h RS B SU T, B
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0 3 TR S P 1 5 A 2 2 A I PR Y B A
AN 2 B2l 55 PR K s SR R 27 ], SR TR
R RS 1 AR JEE
6.4 XT “FAMMN” BIARFAITIE

I ZRA I 8 AR J5 S o< 1> I s 50 ) T 3 S
Xtk H AR B 7 ARBETE AR R, A
RE” BAR AN AL 5 % “F0” HARECF B30, b
A X R BARECT RO, S S R 2 S
AR

TESCH 2, AL AP S 506 1 A2
— BRI AR R, DL A Dy B 2 e B nl

“HD H AR BT AE A AN By S B 22 5 0F R ik
& P B RRECF G SO TR R AR R A AR
FEES, RN —B00 LB ST RN R,
FEZ S — B R & S5 T OB RN IR 2, 2E2E 5
A =B FAT R R I e A (i HL 5 R — 257 R < Fn>
H AR BT 0 S N e 22 5 R B3 ) o 5 22 AN, FESLE:
4 P HARBUFAEA R SN 19 SR B 25 5 AN
3, b B BRSO B TR AN 32 S 0 Ak P (S
1 vs 55 252, MRS 2, RARSCE 1, 5050
2 M 4 B EoR T RE BN, (H <RI
R IR AR R (L2 10).

F 10 KU 1~4<F0" BAREF MR B BIFE R R T B KR B R 3R 2 (ms)

5 SR 1 S 2 S 4
T BHE S T HARES R BRRET T EARECE R BRRET T EARECE

M1 679 632 628 923 865

F1r 2 666 665 654 898 873

LA 11 -33 -26 25 -8

TE: TESCHE 1 b, 5500 1 OR300 8L, &0k 2 MBI —3, TESCH 2 0, &0 1 o8 BImE, &0k 2 MBS, TR 4, &

PF 1 A — B, A 2 SRR — B

MEEE B A, S8 1. S0 2 FISCE 4 77
TEE X S8 1 BRI SCE 5N R AR M
BN TR 2 WA L A RN
(2, 7 >R FH 28 B UG FC AT 55 (ZE FR 0 B B 56 4
B VG P W SCE DL D), b T A A B4R FK G
DRBL, R, S8 1B IE T S M DT ECAT 55 (FE I
B B 56 ) W7 S5 DG T 5 R BT B DL S ), JF A B T
FEAS 7] 5236 A 38R X6 vt E AR SO A 25 5
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The Integration of Arithmetic Knowledge and Semantic Knowledge in Addition Facts

CHEN Xu-Qian; HE Ben-Xuan; ZHANG Ji-Jia
(Center for Psychological Application, Department of Psychology, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract

Recently, more and more researchers are interested in the relation between arithmetical cognition system
and other cognitive function systems, especially the relation between arithmetical cognition system and the
semantic concept system. A study done by Bassok, Pedigo, & Oskarsson (2008) showed that proper semantic
context facilitated the processing of arithmetical cognition, whereas improper semantic context blocked the
processing of arithmetical cognition. This result implied that people had the strong inclination to integrate the
arithmetical knowledge with semantic knowledge. They believed that the integration was processed through the
analogical mapping mechanism. This study aimed to further investigate the following questions based on Bassok
et al. (2008): 1) mathematical cognition is affected by cultural cognitive activities (Tang, Zhang, Chen, Feng, Ji,
Shen, Reiman, & Liu, 2006). However, whether the integration processing mode of arithmetical knowledge and
semantic knowledge was cultural universal? 2) Whether the cognitive mechanism which integrated arithmetical
knowledge and semantic knowledge was analogical mapping mechanism, or whether it was the necessary
condition of analogical mapping mechanism? 3) Whether the factors which influenced semantic processing
could influence the arithmetical cognition processing? Four experiments were engaged in the present study by
using the revised version of semantic priming number matching task (Experiment 1 and 2) and the original
semantic priming number matching task used by Bassok et al. (Experiment 3 and 4), in which the addition
operation and categorical semantic relation were taken as objects, and the sum effect was taken as index.

The findings were mainly consistent with the study of Bassok et al. (2008). It suggested that the integrating
process of the two kinds of knowledge is cultural universal. In addition, the categorical concept as well as the
symmetry of the addition operation and categorical relation could influence the processing of addition operation.
Moreover, it should be noted that Sum effect affected mainly by restraint of the neutral numbers in Experiment 1
and 2, whereas by activity of the sum numbers in Experiment 4. Therefore, the essence of Sum Effects was also
discussed according to the recent results. Activity of the sum numbers can be considered as failure of restraint.
Thus, the essence of Sum Effects was failure of restraint: although people tried to restrain two kinds of numbers,
they can only restrain one of those (fail). These failures of restraint were mainly influenced by the pattern of the
task. And the Sum effects can be representated by either of these failures. In short, results suggested a strong
influence of semantic relation on arithmetical cognitive processing. The factors which could influence
categorical processing could also influence addition operation processing.

Key words arithmetical cognition; addition facts; semantic integration; analogical mapping



