(LEZFR) FRELSEERN

FH: 4~6 5 %) FE A A ISR EE IR R B ANE R B AUESE
B R KRR HEMIME R4

g

HRA1ERL:

AHFFRAERZNER, F T 4-6 ZPUEY)LES BN BS54 LES ™
A R v AR R AE B ST AF AL ] R, R ) SRR il AT R SR AL 20 A5 0 G5 A A B i
(structure-mapping theory ) F1=Z #7517 52 2] G VAR AE 2J 15 11 2% T VAR (usage-
based lexicalist theory) iX—4%.Co il & 9T, BRAL M EAALE QLM . AR AAERE T 3R
P VBRI . BT AT FTLRE ORI J LA SRBERT FE A% 018 RO 9Dy SEG B
Bt CRe2 RSN 53 LA 43 S A AE T H 1l L
[BIRZ : o I T SO A H I VELH R DU ANEE ST M . AR SR AR 1 SR B, FRATINE ST
EHHMT T ATAN, EAERFRS TAS e AR (ST EE,
PR R 2, B SCRAEMRIE ). LR A A U W —— Rl i

B 518

BR 1 BT ERREBEAY BAR, SR RAE L RAE 245 10 45 1 B 540
(structure-mapping theory, LA FHR theory 1) HISCHREE a5 2] TR VA RAE > 151 2
TV (usage-based lexicalist theory, LA F#%Jy theory 20, PRANERIS 5T 58 S1% Pl A1
LRSI EE R pd IR LRI ANERAEMSL TEICAE S, A8 s R H bR
A 5 AR B R Z) RN . ez s RIS 5 X8 (lexical boost effect,
B4 5 A A0 H bR ) Hh 3 i — SO 1 558 s A LA MR S MR AR S
HALR? Theoryl: KRS EIREC. T R G SN . (HIX — B IEAIE 4417
TCARERON . e w] LTI G5 s RS AR AR #ERUN . Theory2: , JE T VLSS 14
3. TR UM R, R 4-6 B ETFIEEA SRR MANERAE, BabA1R S1ED)



WAAER, AamBURsE, saARR, Ao I RKEE RSN CXASRZ AL
WHRBRL, TAS R G B RASE; A SCEVERIX 73 WA 3 i) 88 B R S8R GRlVE AR
2> A R vs AN[E]H B G 58 55 30 BN RV AR BERUN ) ) o AT, Se kT >
BBANEHR, FARMBIEREAIR . AHRE, R 4-6 5 HETFH TR AER
WA R AR AR IR RAE 1, T84 F50I Hh 30 4th G 50035 J8 ) 250 8 A0 3 T4V ) #72%
JRBNRUS (A theoryl AHEAD . E IR FRE R A AR R SCRE DI, 2% R R E 3348
VEARME S AR RS TR A 2250, R4 =38 e L ) 308 TRUHA AT A
BIR: B d TR ETREN, BEF I #T T ER . 5%, ekl
M R EFREEIRAIR SRR, HEMIU. BEES LEsdEt P3~8 1ii.

D BOMEiE:

iih SR BN Cabstract priming effect) HRAMS TRV ATR M R AL S, SR T
N AERE R ZRS,  BIESh R A E R 5 Nt e AL H 3R

VAR RN (lexical dependent effect) Fi R KT 17VCAS B4 Re =42 Ja sh a8, B
FUA Bl 55 e A2 R S RN

)L 3RO (lexical boost effect) FE7E T =AM B A MATIR T, WLHEK
St DRI R SR . (. BERAWTFEE RO RS 7, Bk, ASHE AR
F“ARBERLRL” 20

2) BIREC R AR SR, FARANE BN “ NERE TR, “RIARBIE
Wi, HARANEIGEICH IR TR MG, SRR
FER . BTN AT (P4 TD:

R ORI RANEFRAEAEICAS B HER, MBS 2132 Gimplicit learning theory) AR
o G R A AR Y38 5 50N 2 A T P RRAS [ B AL CRPXE A28, dual-path modeD) .
I R ] — b T4 AR (0 77 30 ) AT o AMARAE )17 A I 2 AN T PP At ) Y 18] 4
ZESE, MU CEPESE) a2t O IR R R AT R . 5 8 R
T LA I BRI L. 78 4ic 2 R KRS B R A Ras MR A 12 R
M5 & T 5 o (4 J 5 2% (Chang et al., 2006, 2012; #fi 2% 2022). Fit, ZHiBIA
N B TRk Asha)) stars R SR SN, B lT4) LIz
JIA B, MELIER MEAEEEREUE S, BRI E R A LB I, 12 b i
BRA B K -



MR, FIAREEHE (residual activation theory) U Jdli 4R 5 sh 250N Al A E F )
JR B T 530 6) 5 B b)) AR O 33 ] o SCIET RO B R e e . XOAE TR0t e e
VR GEAE T R A ARV E B BT 2, R VR T Ak g A 5 htid] (gl A AR AL
0% (Pickering & Branigan, 1998; #fd 25, 2022). fEJLEIE 5 SIBAE, W0 KR 4
HER SRR S IS EIS A, R SR Cearly abstraction account) 52T
{15 (usage-based lexicalist account), KP4l )L )32 4k 14 7 (Branigan & McLean,
2016; Kumarage et al., 2022; Rowland et al., 2012). {1 GBI IN A% L2 KA —Fhm T
WL K FRA)E5] S (syntactic bootstrapping) SEH&, A3k AR I & B AW T84 B
(Fisher, 2002). J& T IR WA 94l ) LIl R A3 0 AN S R T T2 AR A8 R 1A
I cmghial . AR I RE A F S50k AT S5 5 15 SCZET R AL 452R (Tomasello,
2000). fEUCEEA B, Kumarage 55(2022)7c{lfIRE0E S “ FIHH R IR0 S IFRH TRIR
Bom i BAREA (RA-Early Syntax), IANZNJLATAR KA B <0 BEEE” Hifg, T
R BEG) )L SR FE— R AR A R TR 7 A i R B R AN RV SRR o [ I R R
WS CRETARRUC SRR T RIRBOE A28 (RA-Later Syntax), BARA
WiE FZWM R A REREANEANIR, IS LA S R A B SR8, T2 58 5 il
AR (lexical dependent effect), BE4) )L A A #1745 B A BE I 34 R AJVE AR 7

3) HIHUY, BURETNENT (P6 T:

CRRE CHLE) AT R “ YRS ] FE S (Kumarage et al., 2022; Rowland et al.,
2012), FATIY = Fp a)vk 5 #BE AL I R R SRS . P X AE T, R AR
TR RN B SR8 2 B R I H SR 006, “ I RR 2= ST BRR U TR A V3 SR A B AN 2%
PO RER, ZEFERAENER NSRRI . BT AERAIEAE, 41U LIE
MR B, BECE BEA RGP B2 FEANRKIEH LR &5, RiE
MR AR, RN E RN A R A R ANERAE. (B ACRNC BN, HANE
FRNESE IR R TAIAAAE S HOR AR, AVEA NS5 i I R S PRI SRAG A R AL RAE .7
« Z7E3CHR:

Rowland, C. F., Chang, F., Ambridge, B., Pine, J. M., & Lieven, E. V. M. (2012). The development of abstract
syntax: Evidence from structural priming and the lexical boost. Cognition, 125(1), 49-63. 2022-10-28.

Kumarage, S., Donnelly, S., & Kidd, E. (2022). Implicit learning of structure across time: A longitudinal
investigation of syntactic priming in young English-acquiring children. Journal of Memory and Language,
127, 104374.



BR1.2: BUABIRZRE, ZAMISEECA— GEl. B5R5I D, RRul2 Re i m A
WFt: Peter 2% (2015)F1 Rowland £ (2012) (p. 4-p. 5). “Peter &5 (2015)i3t — b /£ A [ 4F i
Berb oy 7RG SRR -+ -7 X S SRV I IR AN R VG B8 . RV 2 verb  bias
effect. tHai/& implicit learning effect. #HJ<th, ZCFE M Rowland B N5k et % 5 3L+
FNC A AERAE Y S AR, AR IAERISE (IR A RNEH RN [FIRER), 35
PR pa4 “BARTE, AR AESN GEFRIMEEha)D AR ERSE R T
Peter %(2015)#1 Rowland %5(2012)1#58)” , iX HA At 285 1% 51 . Peter FR 7T 50IE
inverse preference priming effect. 3 i &5 #4175 & 558 19 JE B 280 o 135 A 48 [ 152 JiR S 1)
introduction A1 discussion #7r.  EIESC#F Theory2 (5 HSZif AR % . XL 7E KN,
RAESNFEAMFER, 7B E S8 TR ARE RSN, £ 6 B2 )a (AR
AR, A B P TR LRI 0 (AR ST 7T

BIRZ: ARH R R L K E ST W, O XX — 0 A AT 7 ERREE, Bk
Z WAB AR HPS5 UL

D BEARERBEIA SRS, AR BT, FE TR SR . Rl IAR R /4 5
AR EATHE . BEFE T AAIT (PS5 T0:

“H BRI, STH) LT A, AR RIEAFIES . B IE T4 LR
DA SZ TR AE B 7 A RANERAE,  BLAARTCAS B EOE 2 75 2 3 9 2h )L il R )7
RALRE ). RAENERENTEN, WFFCE B L T %) L)% ST 15 0 1l A5 2 B A e
fil4n, Huttenlocher 45(2004) LASEIE K W4kt (£ Z5): The river flooded the town; #i#)%):
The town was flooded by the river) FI5#EE5HIN (WEEESR]: The boy is feeding the dog a
bone; 41idFEiE4A]: The boy is feeding a bone to the dog) JMiEkl, KIU4L45)L (4.1~5.8
%) WMEIHRRAE e, TR EEREWK AT, T s 2B HARE A,
gL T S RS RS A . ] 4~6 B4 LA TR AERAE, HAMK
T RS . SR 4k — LR FUA3 T A R 4518 (Messenger, 2021; Messenger et al., 2011;
Shimpi etal., 2007).

SR, WABTFESRS TEE, KL 4 B4l (Mage = 42 %) RAAFERILSES %
4 CRIARIA 53hial#fE 4 . . Itis catching it/It got caught by it) 4 A8 KI5 m 5%
N, 0 6 %JLE (Mage = 6.2 %) HFH3hiA E & At 4 J5 50805 (Savage et al., 2003,
2006). ZLERICRF CHPHARERR Y, YON% LR A E B E RS B4 B ISR A
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FENR. S b, AR E N RIS B BE AN R IR AV RAE R ARV T 1, T2
FET RN B0 £ 18 9B 4 ) LN AR R AE RO BE 0. A TSR R 35 H bn a0 i & 75 A A F) /30
i, HJLEAT LA A R Sh RN, (H 2 an SRV = A2 S 2 20 B 5 (Branigan et al.,
2005; Branigan & McLean, 2016). /1, Branigan5McLean (2016)%¥i 4 % 4)L. (Mage =
4.4 %) ST LMBERON—FE, FEREN AR s R 7 AR gl 58 SOV LRGSR RN, 4
RCFF T R AR, SR, WAFEE KL 3~6 4 LA R AT R N
(Foltz et al., 2015; Peter et al., 2015; Rowland et al., 2012). %45 B2 Fr 7N R S # e, 1Al
APE AR T TARCIZ, &EYLHIARIRE IR 2 — R .

2) 5% T-Peter%:(2015)fRowland %5 (2012) I 78, FRATE B /5 R IL: Peter 2 (2015)
FIREE BT LL “ Bhimi8 o458 (verb argument structure )” A “Zhial i 16 %8 (verb bias
effects)” %0, (HWW R T —N/ANEHE CRHiERowland 5 (2012)HFF 45 A, W CE

5| = feJa— B “First, we assessed whether we could replicate the findings of Rowland et al. by
examining structural priming and the lexical boost across development. Second:-+--- 7)o IXPHA
W 740t 5 T Rowland 1B, 5256 4311 & fERowland %5 (2012) At b, 0 T Ja shiw
(Prime Bias) #1 H#xfiln] (Target Bias) PP EE .

3) PeterZ:(2015)5<3F: zhial w2 (verb bias ) J& T )75 (syntactic category)
f—ANEyumi1E (subcategorization) 17231 % (Brothers et al., 2021; Chen et al., 2022). At
FRIERNRE TR (aEES AR ) 151 K 8RR SE K i 0 4 ) L)% ST 451
oM. JLEAE SR ) B T ANEAE AR R RAE S, R R S P R RS )
SEWEB AR, BIAL EE AL LR (Bybee, 2007). A SENERERBT TE L, 38 G
PP, AR AR ARIX AR R E AR CRERMAIIR” RAE .

4) Rowland %5 (2012)7ERF 7S AL, 1) ER R R AL R SRIFE T, 3~4 4L
FEEANREP LRI BN, 17 5~6 % %)) LAE RG5O RN G R . KRBT R
NHLE” HRE, B E A2 4L, EEEHE R AT T8 5. K Rowland 55 (2012)
HRIIL 5 5.2 AN D9 A 7 A AR Y1 9 R
« 7R

Bybee, J. (2006). From usage to grammar: The mind’s response to repetition. 82(4), 24.
Brothers, T., Hoversten, L. J., & Traxler, M. J. (2021). Bilinguals on the garden-path: Individual differences in
syntactic ambiguity resolution. Bilingualism: Language and Cognition, 24(4), 612—627.



Chen, X., Wang, S., & Hartsuiker, R. J. (2022). Do structural priming and inverse preference effect demand
cognitive resources? Evidence from structural priming in production. Language, Cognition and Neuroscience,
1-17.

il

0 1.3: ROSERSr %A ¥ I inverse preference priming  Cor implicit learning theory) 1]}
e IV A X — AT T . B, (EEEAR AN, SRR,
R )2 discussion #43, F T 48 3 (1) f I 25485 inverse preference effect B preference
effect. 7EIX — [0 b, BT 55 H A & 03X — 2808 kA7 B 3 5038 B0 ) jA) 5 N
(theorylor2). Btz 4k, inverse preference priming 3 % Hi#E i1 error-based learning
system Cimplicit learning theory. [tk %3N AR B HA GF R AR LS, learning AL
WAL TRV, (FEBJEE Chang et al,  2006). H-T-iaJl 8 &2 XN A B 2T inverse
preference priming 28, AT DAAH IS 70 K2 ER FIAN A 3R] Ce.q., also called verb bias effect,
see Peter et al., 2015). {HZ&/E#H £ A4 2 E Z M A E S W, preference B inverse
preference effect. DL EHE ATl sr, ERAAAE— @ MR M. Blan: pl2 “25 R BRTES)
AR, ) A Bl ) 38 A R Bl 38 i R%ORE (inverse preference effect),  H i
A S FVE L R B BORRGT o H R IX — RN I AT HHBAE SR AR TR 7
IR FRH R R & K E DR

D fEAREBER S, BAINGERE TS GEW 115 1.2 EIRD, [FRTERT S At
WHEEIN 7AH R N

2) RKTANEL M MEF, WEW 1.3 Prid, Bl “aiEmASR" NRE. WA
Rl NI ARG XS 4l LERE IR PE R . fESRIe it b, BL “RpkgEig” hEAZE,
SRERER AR §F MmN AT (P50 -
“HRTR T4 LENEI SRR I3 0 &, BT PrRe s AN AH R, T 4 30 AR U SRR
RS BEA B (BEMRERENR, BRIICER, FINES SRR s)) LAk
SIS BB R 2 (Gamez & Shimpi, 2016; Huttenlocher et al., 2010; Kidd, 2012). Huttenlocher
£5(2010) TEIE BRI 7T R I IR B & AE H W 15 18 h s S F 10 A3 2851 2 T Rt IR AE 4L
(1.2~4.0 %) WFIERIET . AHEGHRAMASERM R, 4L I131Z454 BT st miBok .
SR, BRI SE 2 M AMRAR )RS5 K Canglsha)) B ShRON, LSS TEN L 75 2] 453
FAPERAL . ARG FVER AR A A2 8K 5 8240 LI £035 214514 5 ) i@ (Messenger,
2021; Rowland et al., 2012), {H=HS b, AREHASEAE, 2L REIERE 1T Ret 2



AR HEONEERGR, LA B REREAN R AR QAR RE S AR ZER, X
T IR R R AE DT AR MR i . BORARHE © FLIAERR A A R
HEWRT . AR AR S RN PR R AVARAL, (B2 “ARRSE I EIR T S UA)
IRERAENCAS BT REAFAEAS T, X TR AR B AR g, W EAE B RIE T RE=
G5, R AR B e 1 A 20 H e TAR S IZ B S AR, R TAR IS IZ 68 58 2 Rk
FRAICAS S o MRAE R HIAVERRL AT LRGN o A\ B (0 i SRR R AL R R B
By N AR ) VR A R R e i o 7

B 14: p5 “MHBAHFHE KL ES AR LR A K 1 liCaam o, BlEiE(E S e
o3RI AR R BN . 7 IR BARRIL, E A4 BARBTFSI 2 X — B & sk
KR EGARCE L ERE?

BIRz: REGH T RKE . FAfER)e, XEMBLREZ, Bukah e mik.

BN 15 : pb “WAEALGHEMENRER, F2TEGELILFRITEEF EFTH
L AR T EHBENMIES, WOGE, A ATTRERISE AR 2 75 E R
WA B Y FBEGTRRAENS HL 2 PUIEA) R AE v RE S IR TV, 382 BE IS T
W ?

BIR: &L KNSR, XEHIEHRIRERE, EARPRIET TBS, RET
DUBANERFE S AR R BRCR BRI BT (P6 T1):

“HERNVERHE b DA AR M ENWGE RAMPGEAFERURZE . 15, ENRRAE R A BI Y
BRI ALAL Canshia A hRac i PEAIRZS KR 20 AR [ % 1R FroR il € TEIR R AR . I
BN — AR S, METERF CERWE). B S TFBERRIEER RIILLE,
B Z AR RS B B R (HR AU, 2016). RItL, 90 DRI AV S bR b il Y,
AT TR LN ERESH, S 2 MOBE B sl 20 2RI & ) 78 L (TRid B, 2001; 7L
FHd, 2017). HEit, WREHEI BT RNCER, BAEDOE AL 15 F RN RN 2
Hodko JIEKYE, WERAEDGE B AVE 215 TR 7 AR AR, Sl B B i B 072 2]
IS FRNCAE LA . A, fER)RE S IR, EIRRIE 2 A R 45 A I i A
FERM . TSR, R4 LAE 4R X 5h Ay Jn /@ ZE A e 2R 21 19 sh /), W
3 B R A A gEhf), iy T35 (Messenger & Fisher, 2018). M AEDLIH 3 6)
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249 AE e VR T R A ), JHEDG(1994) (& B B K 1E 5 &KL 1.5 idh 245 3
), 2 BREATHIRAEh A, WEFI AR . RN, DOE RS A A I & & A RIS
R i “BAltr” FoRAWED, MEEEREI AR EENES . T, BUE R
FLA DX BN RRTE R AR RS A, B 5008 LR R)TR S A3 I A LA ol 2k .

B0 1.6 : p5 “HsuHBA(Hsu, 2014, 2019). ZHIB\KH 5 Huttenlocher %5 (2004)Z: L1 i
TS WRAWE A Hsu B FUARAAL, 15 TR U BRI FE 1 SE iR Bt g5 R SRJE
FUARBEA AT TR Hsu f) DX 5 FIRE B STRRZE R B o X e T ik ) AR 4 [0 B A 5 O B 148 i
B IR Hsu KIL T MR AR R AN, AR C A A T (SR
Theoryl) ?

BIR: JEH R f L K E AN, RS, AKX Hus M7 EREAT 7R,
FPEANELR 7 A ETHT A Hsu HFFCRIIX 0], BLAAE Hsu FRATT 78RR All_ B ASHIF 78 i J0URs sk
AWFEE Hsu MX5H): 55—, BnshilEEE s, #Ra)iEEEL) LA A d e H:
S, WM E R AR, BRGNS EAIE: B, BRANERASRR
TEM . BEdEhFRRT (P6 TD:

CHATRSTIOE ) LEANE ST FOSRA IR, BRI AT B B K5 %L (Hsu,
2018; JA[EDE, 1994)uk 4] JE 5 (Hsu, 2014a, 2014b, 2019)%F 4l ) LEIA) 777 A 1 i k4T T BCIR
IR, Hus 1 RIETE S AW FUBONAL, WFFEE ADUE E3hh) CINIHLE T /D
FEFA) CNIENEHE T skl RAAEEZNEAES 3~6 2 4))LILFa 85
K, 3 B4h)LakRer= A AR SR 208, HIRZMETE 3 4. 4 B R 6 4L+
BA Xl H2AZ R IEAR BRI ICAS BB T T a),  BIME AR HE )
VESIRIRE, WA Y LAEF AR SR E R A NS A ) DR

B 2: BIBRSHMEEIZIT

BN 21: p6, “BFEESWETZEMMT BAN L EERD WHEgGIRR .7 &
J 8 32 R FR) S DR AS I N SCHR B RO R 2 SR Bt R R BA? SRR RGN ? i B B AN
ERANCALHRL? F3oh, FEREN 46 N, AT AW T JUTRUE 77 007 A2 over
power 5?2 4k, ASeibGEiHE 8 NEIE, 484 trial, o0 (Mahoward et al., 2016)#F 5T

R, EAWIE, T 46 MR —E LM ? BREFEFHAFRN B R R, &
8



S AE RN . T TEGH B

IR AR R A X Bt W

AT MESCHR, AR B E e R R — A PR 57k 2l oo i CEA R ek
RCRE, HitEgOAE, RSB (B, RESHEF) MCEEALR
ROR . B HTCHR, BATAKIL L0 7T K I Mahoward 55 ( 2016) [Tt 3CEAF N
FIRBOR B RIbRE. (EEAR —RIE, R SCERIF TN ZO RGN (P3: We further
constrained our sample to experiments with healthy adult participants:----- ; P22: We excluded
experiments in which the main claim involves a comparison with a population excluded from our
meta-analysis (i.e., populations like aphasic patients or children) . %-F-{8 5 sl A A% ) LKA
FRAFAEBNTE -

BRI, ASHE 9T 32 B4k HE Branigan A1 McLean(2016) (UM 7T, & B G FCRE, HEHR
. AL ETEBranigan fIMcLean R 78, A& KN Z AT 78 5 AW 50 BT8R 9C B A% A0 i) 7
(BRI 3 ) JB B AR 3G 38D . SEIR TR AN KA 3 Reaha)) Al il
WCFBIFER: 4.4 % vs. 441 D)KL, LI MECYREUEE . BRTPEmA AN T
(P7 50):

“ZZ£Branigan 5 McLean(2016) 115 3 82N Thk (Faul et al., 2009). i 7L A 7217
BLOAERL B WA S AR BN . KA G*Power 3.1.9.7 £, EFEEIE
TS (BN ISZEHAERD itRE SR 7. S5 RER, BRI 80%. S AN
B (f=17551=02, a=0.05) I, FEAREN 74 N, SLFRIESET77 24007

« 273k

Branigan, H. P., & McLean, J. F. (2016). What children learn from adults’ utterances: An ephemeral lexical boost
and persistent syntactic priming in adult—child dialogue. Journal of Memory and Language, 91, 141-157.
2022-10-28.

B 22: p6, “NFEiiliE A A XS E B RN 1 52 (Ganez & Vasilyeva, 2015), AT A sE
Wit IS A R R, RN AR, XA TE A REES] animacy effect.
R E AR, JLEB T BOR A R 1E Dy agent patient 5256 B (i L
Peter et al., 2015 2§ ).

BIR: B R L R AT REN. KT EMM, AMTIFRHARANAETE. 4 5E

HARKZ G, LRH trials B2, SCIGR RS AR, HOHIL AR 57 RN . R, B
9



FRRBEARGF AR T AE AR TER], XA SRR -

KT, HRERIMER L at:, Wl DRz EmEamtt. RIEmFEanzEm
FERTRAE, FTLAR U AD S fh: OF Bt + a2 S, OFEMF +a L2 H,
@FLmitF + LM F:; @LEmitd + AAmed. TRZIMRIEILEI TS,
T BN ) — AR F AR A A [ I A A it S R B2 S AT SRER et . RN b, AR SRR DAL
WL AR, #ORIEA TR M, RIS T EIRDUF R —, 7E
REAEaTE CEareldbdEar) e T, WARNERSIN (H232%, 2017). FATHIE
T “HEMEE + LAEMZE X% M Aot XRG04
(A AR ARG R “BhiAE R JEM 8 AMLED) MRFEE, ALHLR L,
76— B FEFE b HERR it 2 A 32 228 dn vE A 030 B BN T3 . EHE R, FRATT3E N
TR EE, A O SR R R R R T R SRR . B SR R I s
(P15 50):

CHURAAE, BB R SLIG AE K 5 R B L AR 5T RN, AR TS R T A e
XFH ) LERESM R IENIVER, T & R P R ks A i AR A7 A IR DR — B o« £EPIT K
Wk fbrh, BRA CHEMIERICAEN TR XAk, WIS Sk 2l
B 7 A a v B AR REHRR. Sl GRAEMMIEEYLES IBPRER, DR

AL B AW FLE I E kA4 )L (3~5 2D KR 3 3130 (Buckle et
al., 2017), (HWAFFH RWAGENLIL (5~6 %) EINHEFEA W, 534
JAEIAFAE R (Gamez & Vasilyeva, 2015). 7ERABRT, Toib AT HIRE R (70700
(Chen et al., 2022), &/ PUEH B FHRBEA K I A fr v 540 B8 8RR G (Chen et al.,
2020; Huang et al., 2016; #fg 4., 2022). AW, FERABGRPAAGIERERAR, 7£)LE
FEAR b AR d P AR SRR E FLE AR S . ITRL, RSRIT AU ERNR T AL drvE A .

Buckle, L., Lieven, E., & Theakston, A. L. (2017). The Effects of Animacy and Syntax on Priming: A
Developmental Study. Frontiers in Psychology, 8, 2246.

Chen, X., Hartsuiker, R. J., Muylle, M., Slim, M. S., & Zhang, C. (2022). The effect of animacy on structural
Priming: A replication of Bock, Loebell and Morey (1992). Journal of Memory and Language, 127, 104354.

Chen, X., Branigan, H. P., Wang, S., Huang, J., & Pickering, M. J. (2020). Syntactic representation is independent
of semantics in Mandarin: Evidence from syntactic priming. Language, Cognition and Neuroscience, 35(2),
211-220.

Ganez, P. B., & Vasilyeva, M. (2015). Exploring interactions between semantic and syntactic processes: The role
of animacy in syntactic priming. Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, 138, 15-30.
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HARE, B E, PR, =B, TAEEE, (2022). HCe iR AT R O R TE A S Sl RT3 SR S R AR AR AN [ Y
ML, O FE SR, 54(11), 1354

B 23: #REHE 4. p7, SLREERAEMAR filler #EF? KXW, trial §J5 50
REIR K. PEE 51 FHET AL, AFE4E 71 structural priming A58, #8A filler #4 %1,
N T B trial BT SR SRS IR . WA filler MR, B 1EE MU RN . W,
HEE G B, D9TASKA filler #1kF? FF HAEM AT HERR AT — trial Z5895%F 20 trial
JE BN IS 73X A B T B R AR Bl RS WL
BIR: WL KRN AETEF il SORIE A R fillers, fnitb¥it, FERES
8 DLAE SR [ 41 ) LAD 3R JE 3 7 TH AT 9T (e.g.,Ganez & Shimpi, 2016; Ganez & Vasilyeva, 2015)),
[EERRIEP S oD R M = b0 iy SO D B B S 1B i p
SRT,  EIRRIHTEA Rlfillers, {H7E, AWFFCRM T HL T Jricil, fE— @R L AT LIV ER
FPRORL. TE—5E 5T, EIE T DIARBF b HERR X R BT RS (11 5 %2, 2017). JEAT,
FEL AT T ) UM AL =R S AFAE 2257, o “/NIIRESR T 1 7. R HIAFE A LAFE
—EMRE L, WER THEAMERN . B2, REINEECEfillers, Bk AT e TCIEA M
WsEEs B 1o (R LFE SR R 3R 2 4L, B U7, SRERIIB S
WL, WA B ? /£ — @R Bl A RZN LA T ARRITFE N2 . 1 5 kAT
Forp, AT, FROR R T X AR . BRI A IR (P9):
“HT=MBEENEM T (3. FFEED B HRREIARRE, AT 54 LE 2
IR R, WFFCRMEL T 7t TR ARSI R (Bhia AN E B FIE S0 T #EAT).
BAMRA T 36 H AR R N =R S 5 AR B — R, RIS BT SR h &
12 Ao Wbk, H 12 DEREAEHIMEE AR, BRLAREE —ERE LR LS 3)
B RABENLTTE, BT, (RIERED SRS — NSRRI S IR IX

HoFE. B RIS 48 Mk ”

I

« 27 3R+

Gamez, P. B., & Shimpi, P. M. (2016). Structural priming in Spanish as evidence of implicit learning. Journal of
Child Language, 43(1), 207-233.
Gamnez, P. B., & Vasilyeva, M. (2015). Exploring interactions between semantic and syntactic processes: The role
of animacy in syntactic priming. Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, 138, 15-30.
B2, (2017). 480705 (56 2 R). JbRT: F BN BOK 24 AR A
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B 24: P9, BRSNS, WRERXE run TRHAEH, MARARIEE B

TR XS R BN REN 2 X — B AR ISR, FREL introduction HEAT VE4H A FI {3
FEAH A TR

BIRZ: A G i A I SR e AR SRR NI, BT TP I A BE B e
O (ARSI HR) MR T AR, RULTE AT S A8 a8 33N 7 26 TR U 1 18R
BRI A

P4: “i% (AREY2D) BRUCNS) L — BB T —AEE M (usha)) a4
WG EF, HR T4 LICIZRe T MR R, LR S fFaRIUE &, IR
TEFAR SN B, TR R KA AR . 7 PT: A RGRAE o 390 DU FU il 3 o
BMARHOS RFR, ZEVF R A)ERANSR LA BT A N A,
St TARCAZ M TR B SRR, RIS BAEA RS Rl fe S A EAR R ER X R

P7: “IRATHIGHE T ZE R, S Hsu(2019) I A AR 5] b & Bl 5 5 2h 250 (1 4F
W7, BSEAZEEWRIFABE I B A AN BN A K I B . RR R AN A, A AR
BAREA ARG O 912 B E B (A DG, 1994) o KRk sh fsh R A)ikag e
FUAERS A AERTE, B AT 2RO ] .

P13: “4~6 % %)) AN BE IR 5 A 5 B RS ANAIY I SRS, R T R T VE A
B, TR EAF S AR I BRI BN . 15 5 A T AR AE A R AR AR IR T AL K2
SINUH o &l ) LAJVE IR 2] 45 2 8 1 450 — B A 1y P B2 ST T U Ry S ME B SN, W
RBOSARER T AN A JRASE ) P e ST I PR (B AR 5%, 2022) 0 BE TR IR B I 58 B 280
AR R, AR BT AR AZ 1V HG SRR AT e 75 B 5 4 BB 4155 K (Chang et al., 2006).
R, KIS LTE ) b H AT 1 3 808 B 2 EIIE T YRR S BB @ 1A 1. 1l
TCAG BORFEE F I AT $R 0 A0 A L 4% — e PR (AR RE 7, (HEERE AT )L (M AR A2 I8
KRR E RS, BANEZR . NRHE R A ZHHLEE B 3R 5 A7 7E B R Z 5+ (Chang et al.,
2012). R, 17 50 RN 75 B Bl A RS TR 3 KT & R (Kumarage et al., 2022; Rowland et
al., 2012). Kumarage %5(2022)i8 5 A 1.5 =R 9hm LRI, #1)LTE 3 SIFEE= 4 T #43))
A SR BN, RV SR AN ) R B 4.5 S A 2 R B G K.
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Miz= 1 ARIBsHFEMG T =FEAGHR G R ABEH

AxzE (RE1) .
WSHER AT HARRN = M X Sl X 4Rl +

(1+ EFhh) +7h) + Yahh) + S EE + FEh AR EE + 0 a)shia e + fahh) 3\ 5 |
B+ L+l + Baha) + 870 + SAER + FhE R + RGN EE + ERh A SR ER + 17
LA EE + FR TSRS ESE + FR ETEAER | WH)D

iR T H
it #1250 Variance SD i AL I Variance SD

el 0.24 0.49 el 0.22 0.47
F3hH) 0.26 0.51 E 0.02 0.14
4] 0.21 0.46 FzhA) 0.18 0.42
HZh ) 0.18 0.42 o) 0.07 0.27
FAEE 1.16 1.08 B)iA E T 0.98 0.99
oA BhiAEE  1.86 1.37 ERS: B 0.03 0.16
erashiAEE 1.07 1.03 RS HIA EE 0.32 0.57
WA EE 0.68 0.82 Faha A EE 0.41 0.64

feFA) iR EE 0.43 0.66

FERyEHA)EEESL 018 0.43

FERRTaSEESL 1.92 1.39

ARFa (1HE 2)
WSARBI AT FARI = JHEh2EA X Bhid2e i X 4Fie +

(1+ 3% + LT + Haht) + ShiaEE + Fiegha) + FR I TA) + Eaha) sl EE + L7 EhAE
S+ Waha)hin mA | D +

(1+ il + EheE) + 076 + SAEE + fFS E3h A + SFR A E L + Eaha) s EE + 5431
A+ R BB A SR EE + FR TR ShAEE | BUED

ik i H
Bl LI Variance SD Bl LI Variance SD
el 0.20 0.44 A 0.15 0.39
FahA] 0.10 0.32 FE 0.02 0.12
e a) 0.31 0.55 FE3hH) 0.16 0.34
i 5 4) 0.17 0.42 ) 0.11 0.33
FAEE 0.95 0.97 FhiAEE 0.87 0.93
Ry FE A 0.02 0.14 FRE: EEhA) 0.07 0.27
RS 0.10 0.31 Ry B EE 0.42 0.65
A EhiAEE 134 1.16 A EEAES 0.40 0.63
A shiAEE  1.33 1.15 AR EL 0.49 0.70
WishA):shill €8 0.64 0.80 FERyEHa)BHEES 0.39 0.62
Ry B A AAEE 1.22 1.11

AN (AR 3)
WESARBI AT H AR = BN X B2l X 4 +

(1+ FEzhf) + FA) + Yzhd) + A EE + Eahf): shiAER + B0 R EE | #al) +

(1+ Ezhf) + FA) + FRAETA) + FRN A ES + TFAERER + F A 3hiA =S | 5
ED)

R TiH

i AL 2 Variance SD Wi AL 2 Variance SD

g 0.03 0.17 PR 0.05 0.23
FFhh) 1.77 1.33 ESTIEE) 1.42 1.19
- h) 2.66 1.63 - a) 0.47 0.69
i 5l h) 0.59 0.77 G U] 0.01 0.10
FAEE 0.69 0.83 FEy: shiREE 0.15 0.39
EFA):BEESRE 9.81 3.13 A SR ERE 2.56 1.60
feFh): B ERE 1714 4.14 Ry B B EE 3.61 1.90
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BN 25: P9, “Hf 2 ANBEHLEEER--” iEVE4HIC R 24 A 1) random effect model .
BIRz: JEH BB L X E RN BARIBEHLRN A (3% B, P23) KL ZI.
B 26:  #RENE 2 AN ES T pll “REMES) (it R Mg sh A s Shi,
EEA IR LR AN 25%+ 49.9%= 74.94*nbsp;)”. AL RMIN, AR 1?7 ML
W — A BN A, ARG RN E SN 5% TRAEPI DA RIBTETT (act vs pass)
K&, BATHIE RN A act |5 5h 4444 80%act HArf), pass JEsh&&444A 20%act Hbrf),
PrLLE Sh % 5N 80-20% =60%. MAEABTFH, A =AEa05FM4, WREHESHHNE,
MNiZs& act 24 80%act A1) F, H e (batpass) &~ 20%act A)F. MiiZse V1,
AR H—, HUH, ZEESITNEEAE R 4. R—EUE? X HEHEIR
A L EES 2 B, ENZA TR A EE, I HIGUEE R 08, U A4 R AR
AR JEAICHCPHLURINEE R . =, BN ESNT, T 2K ttest, XEF
—HeEE, R p EFIERIE. A, TR TR

BIRz: AEH R H L XM FESEW . SHEWAHER L KRR, LR,
HI SR B (A W SEANRETE ] SCER MR Rt b 33 BTSN el R, T DA 43 40 #r 45
FEAE AR TP AN PR AR 5

BN 3: WHieissy

W3.1: n BIREGIE comment3, AHE SIS R BUAE T4 ) L1 & 7 AR A i AV R AR I
SAFHUE, 5 A2 SCRFH BB VL RAE 2 13 B a5 /WL B2 (structure-mapping theory) FH3C
RS TR 22 S BV R AE ST A R0 T VRS (usage-based lexicalist theory) 2 [B] A 4+13 .

el

RTUS R HEEA 1 N Ba2: 3] (3 inverse preference priming ¥ preference priming) 14+
WA R, AV Y I — O B e B 5 BTV SR B IR SRR Gl 8. (ERAE eI 4r, #K
T A P9 B ST B R AT AR B S SR . XA R AR, R B
TEREM, 2Rt B S HF theory 1 or 2. DU LS RIMERE . X MUT-A AL
SCHIAZC I R

EIR: EHAR T XM FEST R M. WL 5EMNE, A SCEFH IS 2 4T 7%,
SEPFEGHRE, MHEHs EEET TEE (P12-15 70).

B 3.2:  “BhRRAAEAF ARSI LA TSRO, B R A LR T4l LR
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TR RE LA, (HXM G SR R R BRI sh a7, X450, PRI DU
residual activation model (Pickering & Branigan, 1998) Kf#Ft, 1A/ implicit learning
theory.
R : FEHRWHEMEXNESTEN, B CeimiEs, AEEMAEET T
1k,

BN 3.3: 14y, 5T implicit learning theory X 241745 B I fEA S miil (W55
comment3). i, pld “BAKME, ABmif kgt GUEaMgzha)) AR 3E mEs R
FF 1 Peter £(2015)F1 Rowland %5(2012) 7L ” o XE X HER. XPRIRE LS
B37%F implicit learning theory FISCHA (Hpl2& peter 2015, I%uF JLE[Y) inverse preference
priming effect. {4554 175 A B 9B K JE SRR o R B 52 R SCHR - T4 2% Chang et al.
(2006).

BN : ZLEfRiE. BISED EF 7S, e T 1S

HRA 2 ER:

A AMMEREREEA, FIADET 4-6 L4 LAERALAAICRALI R R, AHE
FCIRE AR 8 FLAE DL BT T8 0 AR 25 3 R TR, AT RAOR a3 127 008K P T A1 e ) o
FIfER . (HRAWFOEAAAE LR, A RIEERTE.

IR : HEH KA L A H BRI . A SCC AR L 58 M & WkT T 2 1iiE
o

B L RRSRUL, R RS P SO 7R, R X AN 7T A A T X

TEAESERARE . A2 R AZ 5 BN e 23 M U B AE DU T T i S A% O i, B i REZTE 8
SO S I RIS U DGR 7T, BB DUBANERAEM P SCZ MR R, XLl

R B B A AN TR

[BIRZ: b R i f & R A SR e 6 F RGBT SCEA)VE R DX, 18 S v 33Tk
ATT EBRE, SEDOEAVERHE, WA TIOEE S AR ML E. BEFh AR InA
A (P6 T1):
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“TERNERFAE b LABETE AR I ENRRIE RFIDUBAZER K20 15, ENEGE R 1B
BB NS R C i AR R F 0D FIARXT I E 118 7 R S IEE R R ™
BNE— RSN, MEDTIEF CERE. BiSFRRRIELXRNIOLE,
B Z R AADVES B B R (AR, 2016). DRI, BEAFHINDGE Ak Sbr Lk,
AAFAEISL TAR LR AVESE I, 8 2 MOSE S sl 2 FORIE G 1) 78 L (TRid B, 2001; T4
KJE, 2017) Hmik, WIRANE IR T RS R, A4 FEDGE F)VE 3] 45 1AL AR £
Bk SRy, WURAEDGE B AVE ST T R AORTC ARS8 s BE A U A3k 5
AL TS AR o RIS, FEA) e 5 SI19 U5 T, ERRRTE 5 14 S ) 45 1) U ik 38 17
TERI . TR, R4l LTE 348 3 2 A) J5 75 @ I Fe el 2 o) bk ah ), Sd@s
3 BUUGA S A 4sha), ik T 5] (Messenger & Fisher, 2018). i £EIIE F 4k 5l A1)
H I A e U T sl f e, A EDG(1994) 5 B E AiE 5 WAL 1.6 24 2115 %
b, 2 BT AN, B R LR . IR, DOEREN A B A R
BF i “HHP” FoRAWRD, MIEEE A UREW S IES . AT, DUE REE
HAT X0 T ENBRTE R R ARRRE A, 8800 )L A)k SIS LA b7

B 2: BHRUL, AR IFEAT R OUITIE RIS R AN, KR R SR B A
MRFR. XD, & Rahia R, AP E R shA H AR R A R B A
BT AL (AR L3, 534k, RAERMZAER 1 2B SEmEE). &
XA “EAME" 2% ert, REATCLAZINCR, PIPAAEBRRISE R .. (FEFTREHR
FREBARAE LR AF T, JCHRSNEAMFR RN, AU 58 sh AR R 3 K
ELB,  PAMORE E XA it 2 A B

Bl : ERRFHERRERNERERL.

D o “R1 BSOY “El17.

2) AWHFCRAR M gES, BV B BEA R, BB IERR AT
AT g . EENEAFEZET, G)UAAEERA TR T SRS FER LA e T
Jro BT AT U (B 2 0y LR HR RIE T soia R LEE SR A R 261
B EHAT LR AR s ) T i s iAok fh HARIE . 2R E, BARRIEHFF R AT AR R 2
ANFEREIAT T =M AR A ) AR R R 7
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* 2 FEIBEHN G T MaiEFEMaa i EIg R bR

By H b
JA A
KA 34 W) Mzt
34 0.818(755) 0.180(166) 0.002(2)
~ s 0.250(231) 0.739(683) 0.011(10)
T Bz A 0.499(461) 0.286(264) 0.215(199)
232 0.791(730) 0.206(190) 0.003(3)
=] 0.776(712) 0.217(199) 0.007(6)
. s 0.243(223) 0.740(679) 0.016(15)
i B3 ) 0.347(318) 0.383(351) 0.270(248)
Bkt 0.655(599) 0.334(306) 0.011(10)

B 3: fFEEIE M “3.22 REEST 7, 5 “321 IREBRM T LT IR
syl EUHER, AREAR R,

BIR: BOSHMHTRKNEREN. SEPINHERERN AR, i, K
JE B 3 M SN REAE T LA AR R IEAL b 150 WA R 100, BT DA 8 7 (0 080 45 SR AE
R A ERE, O “3.2.2 HERES T MER.

o

k

B 4: fFEKH G*Power THEMAE, HERETHENNENI B4, HEA Y.
FR bR 1% B A A R AU 30 (RS B A EE A B, Bl dn o 0 B b A 35 R RN
g
IR : R H AT RO EST RN b MESCER, IRATTAR B & a0 R & — BCE Pt Ts
Weo — 7, ATRAEE e B S CEA RS ACR E, AR, BT, mAri
WAL (Bl RE S BOCEENERACRE. Wi rcmk, JATK
Pl— 87T 70K HIMahoward 55 ( 2016) HITToHr XCEAF N ACR ERIbrdE. (Hi2, [ES
— RIS, X SCE A T O {E BE AR N (P3: We further constrained our sample to
experiments with healthy adult participants------ ; P22: We excluded experiments in which the
main claim involves a comparison with a population excluded from our meta-analysis (i.e.,
populations like aphasic patients or children) , & &4 N A% LT 7T 2 BEHE K .

FF o, AWFT AR YEBranigan Al McLean(2016)[HF 5T, X BRI BCRE, HE
. LR EEAEBraniganMIMcLean Al 7T, Je BN 78 5 AW 50 TR 76 14 il /AR AL,

I FIARACL R B3 S5 A IR TT R0V SR B RN MR G s RN - Bedh, SEIRRE P 2R, Bl ar e
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HMi(4.4 % vs. 441 %) BERGTHAIMANEILT (P7 50!

“Z%Branigan 5 McLean(2016) 75 5 22N D&% (Faul et al., 2009). i T 7t 7]
AR R BEROHE S AR U R . R G*Power 3.1.9.7 #k, kIR ELINE
TN (WA R BAERD TG 7). S8R EoR, S 70N 80%. SRR
B/ (f=17551=02, =005 I, FEARENT74 N, EBRIHSE 77 2401, SKhrifisE 77
“4h)L.”

« 23R

Branigan, H. P., & McLean, J. F. (2016). What children learn from adults’ utterances: An ephemeral lexical boost
and persistent syntactic priming in adult—child dialogue. Journal of Memory and Language, 91, 141-157.
2022-10-28. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jml.2016.02.002

B 5: 1EH T B IR A LR o B AR 2RI BEA LRI, B e AR B e, B
FRREBBI AT 6 L.
BIRz: FGE L FKE St W BEFLRRY (Random effects) LRIk (Fff£B, P25) HIJE

XEM.
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Miz= 1 ARIBsHFEMG T =FEAGHR G R ABEH

AxzE (RE1) .
WSHER AT HARRN = M X Sl X 4Rl +

(1+ EFhh) +7h) + Yahh) + S EE + FEh AR EE + 0 a)shia e + fahh) 3\ 5 |
B+ L+l + Baha) + 870 + SAER + FhE R + RGN EE + ERh A SR ER + 17
LA EE + FR TSRS ESE + FR ETEAER | WH)D

iR T H
it #1250 Variance SD Bt AL 150 Variance SD

el 0.24 0.49 el 0.22 0.47
F3hH) 0.26 0.51 E 0.02 0.14
4] 0.21 0.46 FzhA) 0.18 0.42
HZh ) 0.18 0.42 o) 0.07 0.27
FAEE 1.16 1.08 B)iA E T 0.98 0.99
oA BhiAEE  1.86 1.37 ERS: B 0.03 0.16
erashiAEE 1.07 1.03 RS HIA EE 0.32 0.57
WA EE 0.68 0.82 Faha A EE 0.41 0.64

feFA) iR EE 0.43 0.66

FERyEHA)EEESL 018 0.43

FERRTaSEESL 1.92 1.39

ARFa (1HE 2)
WSARBI AT FARI = JHEh2EA X Bhid2e i X 4Fie +

(1+ 3% + LT + Haht) + ShiaEE + Fiegha) + FR I TA) + Eaha) sl EE + L7 EhAE
S+ Waha)hin mA | D +

(1+ il + EheE) + 076 + SAEE + fFS E3h A + SFR A E L + Eaha) s EE + 5431
A+ R BB A SR EE + FR TR ShAEE | BUED

ik i H
Bl LI Variance SD Bl LI Variance SD
el 0.20 0.44 A 0.15 0.39
FahA] 0.10 0.32 FE 0.02 0.12
e a) 0.31 0.55 FE3hH) 0.16 0.34
i 5 4) 0.17 0.42 ) 0.11 0.33
FAEE 0.95 0.97 FhiAEE 0.87 0.93
Ry FE A 0.02 0.14 FRE: EEhA) 0.07 0.27
RS 0.10 0.31 Ry B EE 0.42 0.65
A EhiAEE 134 1.16 A EEAES 0.40 0.63
A shiAEE  1.33 1.15 AR EL 0.49 0.70
WishA):shill €8 0.64 0.80 FERyEHa)BHEES 0.39 0.62
Ry B A AAEE 1.22 1.11

AN (AR 3)
WESARBI AT H AR = BN X B2l X 4 +

(1+ FEzhf) + FA) + Yzhd) + A EE + Eahf): shiAER + B0 R EE | #al) +

(1+ Ezhf) + FA) + FRAETA) + FRN A ES + TFAERER + F A 3hiA =S | 5
ED)

R TiH

i AL 2 Variance SD Wi AL 2 Variance SD

g 0.03 0.17 PR 0.05 0.23
FFhh) 1.77 1.33 ESTIEE) 1.42 1.19
- h) 2.66 1.63 - a) 0.47 0.69
i 5l h) 0.59 0.77 G U] 0.01 0.10
FAEE 0.69 0.83 FEy: shiREE 0.15 0.39
EFA):BEESRE 9.81 3.13 A SR ERE 2.56 1.60
feFh): B ERE 1714 4.14 Ry B B EE 3.61 1.90
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B 6: AURRIETHEMEN. Flin Ps , «H AR TIUES)LAE R SRR R B T
EVE ) Hsu B1BA(Hsu, 2014, 2019). 7 A W SR IZ & K 5 W0 AR WR A [T DA A A

BIR: s L KT REN. RIELRKEMEWCEMm R R TR, BASCy
“HRIOR T POES) ) LAE A IR > B T-Hsuf) it 9t (Hsu, 2014, 2019) .

Lt

HIREER 1

il

-

EARTG ST, 1EESH T KEMKICER, Z2CT introduction A1 Ggeneral
discussion 57> FERIGHELE M) . H AT Ie] DD N FNEE SRR & 80 ek, 0 — A
AN, A B AT ARG B
[B1R7 : EH R R e % 58 0 O AR SO SO [ o AR IR AE S AE ST BAAL (B R

B 1. P5: “HONEERE, 10ILE R RIMEEA R AR K VLSS F ] RE A7 AE
Z5t, W T EE  fn] DLRE— A BRI R R . AR “ R AERE AL R
“WIRZEIE 7, AFPEIEG S R A R AR, H “ARIER” &
T AR S5 M ARNEAS B AT BEAAAE S B, X T AR = VA, I AE BRI
FIRESSHY 5, BN AR () 307 H I AR ICAZ B S AR, BRI AR IS IZ e 5
ZRIEBNCAZE o WRYE BRI EAE RS I RT DLSSEI o N0 A e )t R AV R A A e
B, WNRER LSRR . BRI REA KBS ERAS (Adk
i, SINERRZ AR S 4%), ERETABRR ™ Ha R, UL, JLEM T
AR Z RS RS, PERD RIS . B, VR AT RUR EEhE e E U biased
Cor frequent) structure. {HIFAMREKESEEM N AR S " WAESER . X —iiE
B o IERARIR (A SR LA AR, W1 80% M act JH 2], 20%A pass & 2H)).
2% 5T infrequent structure [¥) priming B 7%, #H2<H 78 2% block design K% 22 45 #) 4
NI R SRS e Cis BT JLEE or AL learning).  EEU/EE PRSI, ASHE 78 & LK)
WAETEL S (frequent structure) HUORAERSZ A4 H BRIV IG 58N . oxf 145 440
NIRZRIE AR ) ) O NARE, U2 AT LA AT 40275 chang etal  (2006).

[BIRZ: i IR 52 M T 4R S 28 R i R i = B e
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CENREEE” X SRR S — M ORI ERS IR R . I, AR
LR, FHZ 7T (Segaert et al., 20165 247, 5KiE 75, 2020), FATH “ G
T NAREZEAN [F] 117 5] D R RV S A A R At it ) o OSSR m i (syntactic structure
preferences). fER)EE R, 41)LEHE SIBHEE A4l (nFEsha)) Feh
45ty (frequent structure). MHKR, AEFEF=AMGN R amyEsha)) Fa ik
fRlF&EH) Cinfrequent structure) . EEURH A &I

B E (P5 J0: “AIUL, &) L)y 2145 i R 4 WUER B IR EAS B B0FE A B . (B EASE
B, BNE S 2% MR 5 m 4 )L A ST 15 M OB K (Gamez & Shimpi, 2016;
Huttenlocher et al., 2010; Kidd, 2012). %1%, Huttenlocher %:(2010) K FliB BT R RN, 7 E
HTE H R T S R G A 2 R R ILTE S L (1.2~4.0 %) IFIERE . S5
b, BRI IX R AR RIF LS (syntactic structure preferences) 1 hyist B4k 100U fit) &5
R, HLEAEERIE S S b S T AR A A i R R B ) 7 e, o i 2 3 A f
7] 4 5 B0 3 A1) 1456 F 1B 1k (Bybee, 2006). i A 788 £ 28 R A 0725 45 160 i S 40 A 5 i
FVE R BN B IR 3 22— (Segaert et al., 2016; T, iki& 75, 2020). #Rifi, H Ai%h) Lt
T R R VA AR G 454 (sl f)) 75 15 R R Bl RS R B8 IE 2l ) LI 4 B ) v 1) R U
Wl R, 1 AN BV S R I A 78 Bk 5 524y LI AE R AEA L] (Messenger, 2021; Rowland
et al,, 2012). {HEESL b, AVEEEMIIF AL SR04 LI RONERIER IR E, THS
SR AR 25 AN (5] i R 2 )9k 45 ) 1 £ 3 3 280 AR Tl sl o RLE A R Al 27 114
FEf DB KRR . BRI, AR ARSI, AU RS,
T FIRCAR BT REAFAEAS HL, WLAS B X R 454 (360D AIVEF AT g 22 5058 (Segaert et
al., 2016). JERILE T/ W AF S5 I, X TARCIZ w8k, 4 LRE I EZ REE
RETIICAELR. FN, BT IEmer R EERCR, TR R Ak v 7= AL T Al T stk
R, R R A O AR IR SR I Cangshf)) S A e m i g5 A SR (CanEsha)) KA
RN, HEI f 4 R4 B (inverse preference effect). A, “ T /MGIIANERBAL” WA N A)E
R TR SR 45 SOE T (Pickering & Branigan, 1998), 1T &EfiEfE T H %
{1 Y681 AT 884 0 T R B RS R, BRI RS B 08B R, K U5 R IE R BF OB ( positive
preference effect),”

BIE (P7 T): “Zi b, R¥E “WBRESIBER” A« Ba) ik (Kumarage et al.,

2022; Rowland et al., 2012), ATHUY =M a)iRaS HARRE T MR BB BN X AEB]1A] 5
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SEEM L, “WERSIENe” BN T TARCIZ TR ZE ], VEHG RN Ao 77
Ko SEBVER ARG UF T SRR T R Y1 9 RN 5 AR il e R
LSRR SN R e B PRI, 5 AT EIR A B, MR RIRARETL ” FIEN&h ) LAS g
BB RIMGIA NN, RAES R EE R A e A FERAL (BIE AR RIS, H
AR EREGE R FER MAFAE S LR, Il 454 e SE AR MR 15 A R AV 3R . AN, b
B RGE R R R SO, “ YRR A S PR TN B T AR ST IRB AL, AL
BRGSO, R A S S5 44 ()5 Zh RN B 58, 1y /M S R AR R DS - 2
AR AR BT R, AL s A IR 2K

B 2: WEEESIEISTINAE, infrequent structure =4 B 9R 1 2 SR o T R 35 3] Y1 4
SRR e TARICAZHISE M, BOZAH RS0 RN K T ANFE B, JF BB 6 3 3K i .
SR B, RAZAE T8 SE shial b IR & 3R AR F, passive 4544 (B2 infrequent
structure) )3 SR NIH N %58 T act HIJE RN . #illn, Bernoletetal (20100 ¥l PO 45
FIE o far 235 1) infrequent structure, L JH 32 = E B sk A shRUN., FF& N BR s > Bk
FITIH (M error-based learning system fi##). FrLL, M frequent structure /KA, AW
RIS N B S8 E . B4, frequent structure JE0E FIFR B 8= T infrequent
structure. [, active structure [ base-level activation (Reitter etal, 2011) [T passive
structure. M pickering & branigan (1998) [MFIREIERAIKE, active structure 1S &
Al gErE T passive, Tl frequent preference priming (see discussion in Chenetal, 2022).
IR : EEHARTRXMOFEST M. ARG 5ER s eSS &, RATEHRE 7
SCE BT TUER BN EAE . BRI AT

el bt (P12 T0): “4KH% Segaert Z5(2016)KITH SR, 43 Al = Fhektaa sh 4 1F
T HAEIR R SRR A R AR FER AT H AL (RSB g B, F&
SR B )5 BB KT AR 0 G5 K W55 R IR B R, [ 2 i i RN o S5 IR B,
T (Bamrng= 283 f o= 2.32) BN (Bamrne= 447 fau=3.77) BIJE N
YWRKTFFEEE (B aaras= 0.34, B amsse= 0.96). W LRHALEEESE, 21JLERR
Ly (BRI R)D SR s Ay 4 T Eew i a5k (E3hh)) JhJa sha) i 5ok
PR ZNRRE, B T WARGF RN, H R R i S5 44 ) B RN Bk .

PHE (P15 T0): “HEREE, A Hl T REH SR, AR TSN R = A aE R )
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IR TR, 4l URUSN — R 2 T R A 4 2808, RIS B 80N Ak 25
Mo A i 2 6] S 30 S b 5 R (BEE N T Bock, 1986; Segaert et al., 2016; T, 7Kii 77, 2020;
TAEINT: Wei et al,, 2022). iZE5 R WIARESCRE T NS BES, R T RSN SR T
AN AR RV A B B R R & N, o 1 Bl A3k &5 1 i 47 55 A S8 SRR 384T
FETHRWB P . BT AR WA A KT RERO R, R A4 1 B 45 44 BE K
(AT 5% 22 A PN BRI R AR A, 13E T 5 R B R A B AR f (Segaert et al., 2016). 4, A
A Bl ) B - A0 0 (i 4 RO BE K 2 M Je 4644 (argument structure) K&, 1FEJ9IX
R A RIE A S B3 A H ARk, fEREDIRE (B — s, BiE—RF). @
TC R i —329) LRGSR i) ERMAHE, FORErma zZn (E3)
f): SOV; FA): S OV). R, WEhFfETRIEDIRE (ETH—2F. HEiH g,
IOy CZF—jH) . mMEs 23 DURER (O 8 SV) L#E LiREFh4s
F#SAANF] ( Huang et al., 2013; ABHLHEL, 2016). Bk, %)) L i A7 75 4 3 F) 0 L A A

PidF FESEAR, )8 B 2808 sl 58K

HRER2ER : SuREBS, EABIIRRNER, FEZI

BIRZ: AF& U R SO AT SR M St WS HI9R =, LA BAME S TAE &
iE o

E=%

WEEWEN: MR ER, WL TIERNEL, P& R TIARR e,

BHUG R R AA BT, WAL H T X R EEZ . WS 74230, WSCERR
BIEP OB AR R KT, BASRRERAGIE, FEEZ.

FRATEEN: FAEIHFMHEEIL, EUFH.
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