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EEABNHERD
REH R

(R4 Ah EE 24 BE, L 200092)

W OE EBUSHNTEARA. A RATRR, ESABG T EEME AR, HEELMTALERE,
HEANEE ER ERFETHER oM B, SRR e DAL B ILE L, AR M A e
TR, ZFRRME— TR e T, HEA ZIR S HRERGMAE, RRFRELER
Flig s B F X FARGHER RIS IH | L RSRIRTO Y AR S e x5 ko 6 T 3948
Begn ) 1 F TR T AL A,

KR MRS, BEL, XFRE, WY

SES B8

1 3

TR, EIRERICHE MR, #5R
o BE EE A e A ol B AR B L O BRAE R, {H %
BAE AT TGRSR AR L Z . TR WX
FELRVARS I E S Al C L N VS &8 QI /2.9 21 R i
1T T B PR M — B 84 AAE B R S8 i T AR AE
) [ f% (Jerger et al., 1989).

EFIRRmA R, AEEANTEE, M

il

AR )N T AR R0 1 5 BE 0 AT BT R B8 (Shafto &
Tyler, 2014), {HAEE M0 T ik B 2 W AE, R
TICH (W Chintanpalli et al., 2016) %4 & (0
Giroud et al., 2017)% ¥ B2 H 1Y ), #EE)2H
WA %GB b (Rothermich et al., 2021)., A& % &
DR AR P2 T SR TR R

PRI (prosody) B A B 25 X 75 15 38 PR 19 457
A AR, ) SRR AR S . T

AECIL R AR, ME e e it S B RE, HRTE A
AR ROUEIE (1 AR, S RN e e 2 it A 2

2 AT AR S, B RBIEIEIE  § o et s e Cooper & Sorensen, 1961).
L e e N T L Lt
MR, W1 SR SERMBEN IR S ) R e affective. prosody)
B A1 0P AR 26l (Cuda ety 2020), (e pichorasFuller, 2010), i F 1 5 5
LJ&U\%H’HL%UE@%@, @Tﬁ'b‘fiﬁéﬁzg}t{?% %ﬁﬂﬁ%fﬂﬂ’ﬂlﬁ‘%*%?ﬁ, iz[]ﬂﬁﬂfﬁ(loudness)\ %
(Ungan et al., 2020) . 7E7 11 24 %1k (Lee & Kim, & (pitch) . i 2 (tempo), I ik | AR AR
2016) . TAEiC 14 ATk 0 = il 68 7 98 5% (Ronnberg M A AR S .
etal.,ZOlG)%OIHS%, HZ ARSI RN S EI T Y AR SENE . RS, b
I RIS 0 SR e, WAEROINT gy i iy o, S DR XL %
1155 . B 22090 13855 (van Knijff et al., 2018)% 41 8 2 8 B b B T 5 ) T 0 R P T, gt
AR IR L EN IR AR . BEAR e fige o A AR (A L A RO
KBTI RIRIEA RS, AL, & gz a MBS E, P R4t emotiondl

prosody) Fl 25 BE #] # (attitudinal prosody). &5 #)

RO R R A R DT 25 O 5 B . AP

ks H 9 2021-04-22

* [ F A SRl A — B H (17BY Y 165) %5 Bl R B AR RE AR, R R B AR A BEXE R A
WBIEMEH: #/0E, E-mail: sherwoodyxh@126.com TG I ) R Y J 0 A B 3R I A AE 25 5 (Mitchel |
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et al., 2011), iX— 2 57640 B A T ] &
(Misiewicz et al., 2018) . A< SCH-7E [ i I 43 Br [ 14
AP AR T A 5 CR B Sl b, A R
L B AR X R R B S, TR T
HE— BB A RN, DI RS

2 EBEANEBEHNIESHERA

BENWIE T BRI EAE R, FRRE Y
VRN & . W EE SRR, B AR
BUIE W0 R K B . 0 B SE K (Wingfield et al.,
2005).,

21 EEHEMNBRARA

AR N N RE A BT iR . Wingfield
25 N (1989) & I WIT 52 5 18 M2 DR SRAT 55 % 5 i
AR S TR A i HE B R e . SRS ) SR SR
Bk B v M HE IE A R s R iR A, R
TRMGN A, FHE R HE R N TC R = AR
b B R AR, U 5 TR S #E AT (0]
10, 8RB, MIERN, IEWEAES S
Mt S ARSI RITE 22, Hui F1 Aral (2019)
X H A T 0 R S R T IR A S R
RI, A—PE N KGR, X5
P BBUREE AR TAR RN, X PR W3 i I A
FEARIS 22 5o IR, Ao 0 R e 8 S e B
HRE W 4 Ab B B A5 (auditory  processing disorders,
APD) [ 247 A TE J Wi 508 Aa) 7 19 5 3 1 6 ) 335 97
A, TR IE A R I TR 2 A\ (Meister et al.,
2009)., i 4> 755 (Parkinson’s disease, PD) & £
A 12 Sh U e IR #4 3 B (ny pokinetic dysarthria),
Martens ¢ A (2016) 4371 % FH ¥ 531 (di scrimination)
FE 5 (identification) 55 35 #55 TA HIBE J7 1E 8 /Y 52
RS PD BN 2 IEMESE R . MR BT
AT o AN PR IE R R . 25 R R, PD AR R
5 2 N 1 B T R 58 e 0 R A TR AR AR RE O .
PD A8 2 X 5 a5 RTEE I8 10 W S B 7 L X o 1A Y 2
fift B 1 R 5 g AAHRL, PD ABRE TR S A
it B A AE T 0 R SR B R B A AE [ B AL,
It 7= v (cerebral - stroke) th 5% I 4F A3 5 # R
A, AR R D AR AR 5 v il R LE A
e A B AR AT AR G, TAEICIZ RS 5 35 = ik
HE S A A TR i L B AR RS AH G (LaCroix et al.,
2019). FAI/R 9% 2R (Al zheimer's disease, AD)JA]
R AP AE, AD SR N R IR/ BE IR

(Cadieux & Greve, 1997) . ‘K & B % =5 i #it
(Arroyo-Anll6 et al., 2019)%5 Ik 71 18 % 55 T
f#REZ A

AR NIE T TR DR R B 7R X
B 1. Meister 25 A\ (2009)HF 5% i iy 20 1) B
T, KBUEER P B4R AR A B
RN IERR O] 3R 3] 98%, T il A A T H-ug i |
HAE APD B S IER AL 73%, P ATF
HEREER, BENRBAAERRKES, BAE
5 B AR AR A G, X — 8 FE Huang 55 A
(2017)F1 HTHR 3136 BR AR ER DT e i E 3 (1 2 g v
WA FIUESL , BLAh, FEMEE SRS T, ERRAE A E R
St F B ARG R AR K (van Zyl & Hanekom,
2013). [AlA, Martens % A (2016)i07%%¢T PD f#
T B F BN B, A Bk 1 R B R
R A PE 4> & % (Mini-Mental  State  Estimation,
MMSE)f3453- %85 T 27 43 45 k3 PD B #F 1 H
B W E A A 5 R AL, TR E AR B
it BRSPS T SR £ S5 B DRI, IR 4 3k
T B T IA4 AR 2 Bk B B 5 EMIE? A
2 H % MMSE 1340 %1l /0 Anif ok 23 (Lloyd, 1999)
24 (Pell, 1996) . 25 (Venturaet al., 2012)L) I PD
BE AT AR, XL AN PD BH
A F3) AR T 0 9 R LR e T S R N Z R A AE TR
K25, (HJE X B 0 1 5 38 A I 1 R 1y
WEAMTERA, PD BHWIETS AR RS
T RESR T2l R A AN e ) 1R T3,

B NB SRR R A . R T
B 18 M2 AT 5t g Wingfield 28 A (1992) k%
B WG AR 1 S SR B R, R S R
JFUH . 80%JR 5 60%JH . fF 4T & BLE A AR
AR I N AR 0 AR R 3 IE A R BAIG, (B4R
N TET 3R TE A 2R L A 5 N B ) 32 1 A P ) A )
R0, Rabelo 45 A (2020)% A fE /1 SR
B FFIN TR, RIEE AN TR AR
PR B [ BRI MR A OE, BF L
PERY BN FR I AR . TAEICIZ SR G, W]
D, 45 58 5 2 A SRR TS KA SR AS T
NSRS . Rossi-Katz Fil Arehart (2009)%% % £ {g
HEEAENS PD HE X iE A8 fh 1 42 40 B SR
B, WSS K 10%3FE 8, S 1
50%i% 14 & 150%, &I fEE LS 1R
SER AR R E U AL R, ARTE R SR
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B IE B R e e, 1 e PR s 18 AR R T
H RPN, H PD BRI LB R
PR F AR TR E A .

KT A NI T B A PR R AR I F X
HE I RS, DURRFIRIET, UE
B R WU A & LR, W B R 2 B AR 5T Y
—FRAy(hAE, TBEFE, 2013), %I iAo E
% Wang 55 A (2017) 73 #r 1 4R 52 N5 2 4E A B
5 B MEABAGE R, BIAHILERA,
AN R R I E R AR . PR R AR
TR AR, RN MR T 2 0 7 O 9 b B g
TF 5 55 N (2019) 8 & B, & 4F N e i 5 Bt
MR IEAE . IR . BHIGE -+ R A A
EIME, T2 BT RS ZME BN EME. 5
Gh, MR ETR, ERE AT, BEANNH
VAR 32 BN R A S, G T R R
kR DS OO S N 0b- AL YT N
TAER A
22 EEHERMBMBENS

— 86 1) BE #f 3L ¥R A 1% (functional Magnetic
Resonance Imaging, TMRIN)WF5Y 220, X 4E5% Ak
1, J5 M -4 (posterior superior temporal sulcus,
pSTS) . Hi il i I ¥4 (anterior superior temporal
sulcus, aSTS)AFTEH & i) AR ANAE 55 P S 0 A5 I
A= (Sammler et al., 2015), Hurschler %A
(2015) 1y S B L B R WA, ARER BRI 2> T4 5
“ I R AS X FRAMAFEAR U8 (The Asymmetric Sampling
in Time hypothesis, AST)”, ZEfWT iz 284 Ab 2
T B T AR E A R AS 4R 25 415 B, AW iz 2
PN T 5 ) A B A A G R B ) A 4k
F.o Keller %5 A\ (2019)F1 HI fMRI Fil 45 44) f M4 1
1% (structural Magnetic Resonance Imaging, sMRI)
FARKS Bz AR % T R A B A IR fb 2 248 A
RSN, fRER, SERAASR, ZHEAN
[ 6k S [1] (Heschl’s gyrus, HG) . #i~F i (planum
temporale, PT). J5 i I [7] (posterior lateral superior
temporal gyrus, pSTG)¥) 4 £ H &3 1A fn Ml
fbias,

Wang %5 A (2006) & H g {4 41 G i, {2 (Event-
Related Potentials, ERPs)iC 3 4 AN T X3 17
HE PRI, SCHR AT Oddball {usX, W4
VT ¢ 71 9% (mismatch negativity, MMN)F1 P3a fit i
MRARAL, R AN E S — T S E

YA L P3a By, T AAUAERK
VA TS P3a gy, WAL BIATE
BN B — AR R MMN IF BT &
BLAE T, RUIE R &AL R B R Y
B 3hhn TRe ), Wi AR BE7E 35— 1 i
W& P3a W4 AR 0T A2 J5 [ i (backward
masking) A1 & i 1 5 | 7B F4 B 1) 25 A5 %R A R A9 3
[FVER] . Giroud % A (2019)F FH 3% B4 45 9k 50
Oddball 5=, &4 fMRI 5 i H & (Electroence-
phalogram, EEG)4 A I & 41 A X 0] 2 & FlFE A
AT 5 2 g AU, AR, B4
PTG AN = O R 2 0 S N i
A N WIT AR G DX SR B R L AR R N AR,
KW EFIMATHER, MEEANTF, £
AW 5, DX R I 9 R o R, AR AR AT
2 W5 DX 30 B T R AR R, 1R E AR R
1) SRR e

XA NG AN TR # 2 AL 5
WRBLAE X IE R IR R . Peelle % A (2010)iz ]
fMRI $ ARG 245 A AE 80955 | 65% )55 ,50%
JE S R Rl AR R R TG S e R,
TR, BT [ R R A DX T B v )2
EN, FIBPRARERR AR RN R

SRE R, 5 IEH R R A A I
TR R B AE 2 A S PR IE, ST
TEWE., ERE., B EE. FRSAF4EER
EERE, 6 T Lm0, FHE
A g A B AR AT S B AR R AL B RE ) R,
H BRI R R, AR TS p R
S B 25 5, TR A R 2R AL UE 5 Rl A o
AN, RT AR TR F R AN L 04w 0 46 A2 Ak v TS
Gi—45it, ILAh, BT IE LRI R AE
—UEAE, A RO R AR E SRR, 2ROk
T AT A G R R 2R, 1 N S8 o [
g . 3 FLI (Ammon’s Quick Test) % 313k
8%/ (Wingfield et al., 1989), SEH#IXE H &
L AEIR IS AN K #RAT SR —, W LaCroix
FEN(O1)WEIANA 7 BEFHIR, SRS
i A A4 B B P AR B L SRR T A
TEGRFGE, F 538 W58 A e — i Bl i W
J1 BB (Wingfield et al., 1989; 1992), T3k %4k
WA ARG A, B AT RE R BT ST RE ) 1 S5
TEHE o SER R T A AN, B 0 1 O
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BIEAE NAETRSCBR . B0 B P #5 2 Z% (Rossi-K atz
& Arehart, 2009), FHCES AN TG HHRNK 2L
1 JE BRI RS, ASBEAIWT R & 4 5w
THNRE S A

3 EFEANEBEHNBERBERA

2R T AR NG B AN AR R
B ABETEIN, AU B BRI L A HR 5 T
TCIE B 45 B (Mammarella et al., 2013), A
AN, AR AR PR R AR IC 1 Y 2] L
FE A 2 E R R £, BT R AR T
TUNCAR B, W F5m TR s 1% 2, i T
P A% 2 T AR 2% (9 RS 71 W 4% 2D (Fairfield et al.,
2017).,
31 ERHENBRMRN

X AR N ) IR A 5 i L T X 1
RS EE . B R RIT IR % R |
A 2k W K | Brosgole Fil Weisman (1995) 54 44
FEIX =R 45 e i AR P BB E B . R AE
W 380 5 A 17 4 R 1) ) IS T A 44 T 2 SO AT
A RIFREE A, 4558 & IR 90 1E R M 4R (45
DYV BT Rk, BFAM R, W4
TR 5 158 2417 4 T R IO B IR S B e, TR B4R A
Je R G o A LTS RE AT W 5175 SR 1 1)
i 7 P4 1 AT 4 W VR VA L e 2% 1 4 ) 1 (Cohen
& Brosgole, 1988), W58 #F iR K Z A« BYH |
DRE . IRURI 45155 26 7 H RN 1 52 R . Morneau-
Sévigny % A (2014) B 58 ik 1B 1B & Boh G 4579
B, KB 80% A NREMERIR B /D 20.5%0 1%
g, MDA i A RN e e 2E L M8k, B
WA, AR N SRR N BT 4 i AR 22 5
AN FUR AR NWT e fE TR AL S5 5L, W rl g2 1%
2 MU FE A iy R b k2B T #5725 (Sen et al.,
2017), I 45N 32 B WT A RE 1 i S R AE
W 345 2k 23 FRARAE 4 i LRI RE ), & 4F APD f#
H IO AR . S B K (Christensen et al.,
2019)., JFH, 7E—Wi3 T &4 B (tinnitus) &
HWF5E & B (Oron et al., 2020), i T & & &am
FIFERL R . [ B IAEIRE 085 55 AT AE
NS 5 T B L T RS

W58 B K i a5 s Al ok %
Z&, BPCHE(2010) ¥ B E i T e m % 3R
P 5 26 18 5 2R AR B Bk A sk

N, R NE R AR B SRR R AR,
FIHAT & P A3 B S 1 IR W R B Y 32 H
FEH B KT HARE YT 5 s HAEH . Sober
25 N (2016) 75 £ 1% 25 78 B S TV 28 38 SLALN X
FA ] PR TE R AR, R AR R R A R AR
% 25 3 A G B m) R R IR AT, B AT A
1 & v SO B0 Tl 3R I B SR A v, % R S
FERR AR & 8 7 5 T R I 4 e ST B3] 1) [l 5k 3 91
2

Koff % A (1999)fa i3z e AD H3E XF etk
I 28 SO S I A B R R R L, R
B AD FR 3 F 2 A SR R B R A
B, X1 28 T8 SR T o A R A R A A
A, M85 A8 LA M AR R 450,
AD ) FINTE 2% (Horley et al., 2010), iEH AD
BT RN CAS 4 B AR5 BN IR R R L W 1 Bk
M, F AD BE IS L3 AR I 5 i e 4
FHABL, P SR B R X (mode) 1 Jy B i 48 R
(Gagnon et al., 2011), A W57 # (Tosto et al.,
2011)IA N, I 2 TR BLAR IR 1 e R R T L
PR, 1 2 R R R Ak R TN T BE Y 2
WA BGTINR, AD B3 T S A1 45 T BB AT
SR, (BRI ASE], A2 1R 32 40 0 R B B
ML T 5T ACAZ I 4 AL B, T 22 ~F 3Kk 52 45 )
B 45 44 10 [ 15 (Cadieux & Greve, 1997), K
MiZEF%T AD AF 835 B 1% 26 3 AR IR 5 A 0 32 43
HXRHARAGRE 4L,

W 5 B A, 52 e 2 4 A 2 B AR IR R
Wi 7 o 2 AT N TR ) BRI A7 4 ) A 1 7 T S5 ) A
25, (R XA 2 B A I RO M S0 G 52 ),
RN RIME 7R LA T, B IR B
R AFAEAR R BRAR, P2k T MRS (Dmitrieva
& Gel’'man, 2011)., Pichora-Fuller % A (2016) % 31,
BN T W R R B R H R E 1 28K
N, 7RV B 25 v 0 F TR R N R R E
i, ERGESE TR IERERIL. HE
ST, B N A5 M IR EE, BT
0 B A (mental effort) L L AE R N TE £
(Wingfield et al., 2005).

H i SRR R D van Zyl F
Hanekom (2013)%} H-1# #E A % A W5t £ 8, H-
WAAE A AR B IR B A AR R R R
EFHTHX T EETBAAERBNRA ., BMENE, &
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W3 A AS BE SR U0 1 A 11 26 s B, W38
TR R, A A BT, W RSl
BE A B AL i (Dural et ., 2017)
32 BEHERANHEYH

£ fMRI W57 (Seydell-Greenwald et al., 2020)
RW, AR NTEIN AR 46 B RS, R A 2 Bk 1)
BT B BOE, MR T BT MIER . AR
DA% R ARG B B U 4G » Leung %5 A (2017) 84 5
A5 TS R DE BCAT: 55 R 20 A i~ 3K 32 46 1) i
A £ S GE 2 R A I BRI B, R B A

JO R AT AL 49 B 1 DG FC 25 2 1 3 55 T e 4

TR PR FES S EHBHAERM. IFH,
XoF ke i P i A e R S AT W S R TR RO AL &
(diffusion-weighted imaging, DWI)& 7 i) WF 53 i3
— R, A EERIE MR S (pSTG) & 1 45
FER I & A A G4 [X 38 (Sheppard et al., 2020).
B, Leung 45 A (2017) 520038 01, 72 idh
0 B E S A AR AR — e bR . [
B, 5 45 R AR R 32 AR TE A T A R S X
BAEMBA W K, T, 24 ABERIEER AN
TFRIE, AE M p 2 ALt A T AR

Demenescu % A (2015)43% 4] fMRI K, i
FH Oddball 54T T — I AR I 3 2 4R 1 Y
P BFET, Ao DU 25 B AR Ak B P A Sk, AR
HERNBE R 78 TP 4 W BOR, 220
PR AR . EIE A AR RE], S5 REE T
TELEREM TR E i gRit; i85 I 4 )5 1) 3
Jm, A OB L [0 e 38 40515 28 o0 Y B I SR e T
R B, XTE g8 0 e v AR T R
IEH, ARG, BHEBPBRLENTH T
RIEWT 58 K 25 B T/ W01 A s B Bogk 2
PR Mi%T PD HE Y ERPsHIFFT L % Bi(Schroder et al.,
2006), F#Eh T R e, A% A b 2 R
Y MMN i BEREARG, 15EH PD AR X 13 44 i A
U S BN R FTE T RE S -

TFF 5% 25 1 % R R 1 I 4 A A 8 ) 17 2 ) 1R
BN D4, Rr & A 4 %% (idiopathic PD)RY—
A 0 ZERRAE A2 SRR R AR X FR i, SRR D) g
AR FE e R I i 2 3k 23 5 | R G B A4 1432 Bl R
%, Garrido-Vésquez %5 A\ (2013)i8 i ERPs £ R #:
33 ol X6 AR P e 7 S s G 2 AR RN . S
BB A F DL B R 1R SRS T S R
AR, DR, ZUME L E%. P EIE A B R

A, RBAHELAREREE N, FR A TR0 4 AR B E
A IRNCAR BB B TR A H AN T3 B R A A
B, X8R A 0 TR S o B AR Y A
32 2y e ik 55 3 A 2 B A Y Tk AR i kY
P200 PR, FHEPDOE . BT 5 T a1
B BREE SUE R m S T R B e
Befg; P200 U I 5 22 2 3l B 5 143 FAS X FR 4R
B EAOC, R TR Z T IR A
YRR, T S 15 2 R A N T

25 b, BTG B R B R A
FET G 25 1 2RI W, 2 L IR B 3%
AR 263 AN T 38 B A L IRl A T, SRR
T GRE RN, (AE A R FE— LR
2, QAR ST X R A T AR R R | EEL )0
HEATAY2E, BN R G AR TSR B B EE A
B ARG O, BT AR B A B B g ()
B, [, FEXT B A R I, A
X N AT AR FE A A 3 o 4, 3k 30 B
PE IR A F 0 oy B . B, X &
AR O IF ST B R A X I SV T T S T AT,
DS BT 50 o Dbk, o7 7 S 56 o 3 R
58 FBEJT I A I, HE A Bl 5 SR 3 T R R
3 AN ) A% 22 B 3 A% 15 4% (Gagnon et al.,
2011) M & B itk — 2P T A

4 BEBEBRMELE

XF T AR NI 1 B AR B G, W )RR
BLR . REARC I REFFB, mHEZ—
AL OV B T 2%, 8 ok 9 £ MR Ll B A R T
AbPRFIN, Jk DB BT BCRE (listening effort) 3 i
(Hornsby, 2013), LATE Iy Hb43Fic A 1% R (Jay akody
et a., 2020), A AT THEHELR, Wi
TR ER, BhUT ST OF AN R W B T XS
JREE) A ) PR RE 7, LS I T 25 1 2 A 1 A
AN RAIR T2 A (Ruiz et al., 2020),
5 BT SRR LT RO B AR s (Legris et al.,
2021), Pk, AT ISR B R, TEIEFER YT
N Y e R S A s i s A = R S
IS5 BRI A IE o AR I TEE BB AR I K
;45 B T A GF R T ) SR, R KRR B I
e BB B TR Ty, M4 s S A5 B Ab B
HIA B IR

BRUELLAN, o n] DU T 0 g4 i 2 4R A
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HIE S HARNRE 7. Lo % A (2015 k3, T
YINZ fa7 Bl A 5 b v il 4L S 48 1 DS T g
LI R S NGBR3 5E 1] 35 96 19 B 31 R 1 7 6 )
JE L REAS B W . AN, 1A AT A ]V R )
YINZh 4 e B W #45 R # 1) B K P (Burk et
al., 2006), M\ THG I HEAR A R4 BB I Y
SR, WA T 5 Y At =X R ik B AR RUCR (40
Saunders et al., 2016), B A il 460 7 it
— BT

)i, 7605 G A B L, B UE S i
TSN (S e e g o Y N ER Y B SRR
B, A AIHERIEAZ T REHE A5 513 35 2 T (L0
Fairfield et al., 2015), 7£1% A5 BADRIR R,
T AR TP I 5 A BB R ANAS LA R AR
17, EE TS 2% (Ponzio & Mather, 2014),
PRI D1 5 28 A N 08 1 R 0 8 T o 2 b 17 Jee) 1
F N T A — R B

5 RE5RE

A Y A P BT A N R e B A A
IAEAR BB 2 2 U5 B E ST A, R
4 T R 5 PR o — i R P I L B . B
AEG DEWTSERE ST . DRI ] 5 D BE T Fie 1 [ o
BB RN, [ EE ANREX A SR
5 R R Y 00 5 B A2 BRI . i
PR RERRTR | B ™ AR R W ) SRR AR
2%, W AT 55 M, TR AL BRSO AT

LR A SCHR AT DU 22 B T 8 0 A3
B B O 5T B, U AR R
T S R A S I A R N IR R AR X ST 48, X
AR R ZAR ST BAURRL AR R
F-Bey R A D5 AR T R A, ERA A —
L6 ] BB AR R

B, Wi R . ARTTEEERAERA
RER R IR A TR R AR B ZE . DURJE T 74 4
B, X R TR E R E RN, W
Wang <5 A (2018) i it 7™t S 56 A I 38 4% 17 2
AR R A I, O T DUE A
FETERRE T il . IR ATEE & B A A 2
TR B, X R A A L AR
NGB NIRRT A 22 5 5 LA R 70T

BeAh, DUETTHARZ, AIREE AR A,

FEIX T7 THARA AR KA 5T 2 1]

HK, REZHE NS WHEE S Lk AT
4 F8) A SRR o A ISE, T D PR R I ) S A S e R
% . BUA R W o AR AR rh T XA Rl Y % 5%
(FRE 45, 2021), FE{UA M ZIRILATFIE T, ZAF
O E T AR A . BE . NI RES
B (M2 %, 2020), [FICA 48 RALEEIC R D
BOEH 52 AR A Bk, T HAbh 4
N PR/ o R, 3R A R B R 2
SR S ARSI ANHE L R I N RO, X
J7 W98 45 (R AR LD o

i, ETERLRAEENHERAFREA
BUA BF 5 A T AR T M X 5 S B T, T
H ¥ W h 4 2 22 20, ULih AR 18 3 ol I
(Rossi-Katz & Arehart, 2009) . 75 RIS ATE 523
[ R . TR S Y 32 H (K off et al., 1999) . WT i
NWERE TS SR P E A WG B L 1Y
M5 5555, ARATT—AN DR AR AT AR AR N R
R AR o TR X TR X AR B R R S
B 3 55 v T IR Y 5 SR AE AR TR R, AN AE AGE
WHEHAE B R. RETRS.

T3 AN, HE R IR F B DR XoF A
B WiE AR R . A BT 2 2 RO %
NIBIHERI &, F-H0] RBAFAE 19 F) H R
R A, EE X AR AR A ML
BFFEAS R, T X B A1 79 R B X
AN, FIEFAA N R R A AR, P
JERK . OB RIS W 45 P 2RI
B T2 AR P R I R WE, i ol 15 7 Y
AR | R BRI L S IR A T 4
ZE06 (Kuruvilla-Dugdale et al., 2019) . 2 BE i\ A1k
% (Asgari et al., 2017) . #1253 55 K1 (Utianski
etal., 2018)% 55, WA BRI, 2idr . WH4U
SEMN h B 0 R BE 1 iR O AD JE )
HiHRAE IR (Swords et al., 2018), {HifA T — LR
T IR 2 L R R X 2 A9 174 F3
fBJ1 . WERK SR B VR R 2 Wi bR 0 A5 ) R

e, Xt N R R R T AR R
RUWTERRE ., BN, UHIEEFREE N
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Prosody perception in older adults

ZHAO Xinxian, YANG Xiaohu
(School of Foreign Languages, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: Age-related degradations, such as hearing loss and cognitive impairments, can interfere with
older adults’ perception of prosodic information in speech sounds. Older individuals, especially those with
age-related diseases, have a diminished ability to decode linguistic prosody. They have difficulty processing
pitch contour, word stress, intonation, and speeded utterances. Also, older individuals have deficits in the
perception of affective prosody, particularly for the speech conveying negative emotions. Evidence from
neural mechanisms shows that age-related diseases, such as idiopathic Parkinson's disease, have specific
effects on the processing of prosody comprehension. However, it is still difficult to determine how well
older adults who speak Mandarin perform in prosody perception. Thus, further explorations need to address
arange of topics such as prosody processing in older adults with different language backgrounds, the effects
of complex auditory environments, the neural mechanisms underlying perceptual performance in complex
prosodic tasks, the specific prosody processing difficulties associated with age-related diseases, and the
rehabilitation of prosody processing ability in older adults.

Key words: prosody perception, aging effect, age-related diseases, emotions





