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Cl R &R A IS B EBE, M 510521)
CHBE NSO SR T ST R T A0 B 5 7 ST B
> R IE BREE R O [ R0 PR AR PRAY 5 2 B Rl BT e, K 300387)

H E G IRARAMRAEES AT RIS E S Gt AEME A2, A Saffran F(1996)8) 22 L 2L
EEMHSAR T ERERE. REFRIER TR T FINERAAL, EHF R A ERTF T HHEFRAR
Hatiksm b Bom, KLELRMNFE SRR EHFEFHAANF @ B L% 5 69ikFedb BB 48 7 L A= 2 09 R
B KRR ABAAT H 8 ZRERBENA, FERITFIERGITAFRPEIENR, FEIRALE%TFT
HARNHEMZENEX, B LG5I F TAT ARG LB, R %t F T A e ab 2 A0 49 0R, E%ITEF
J5EF REERAGAME, ARAZEFIMALS T RETFEINERITREE T FI NG FI TR
FH.

KER QI F; HBBE, RN, BT SHESKE

YES  B842; B844

1 5|18 SYRETT . TP AR —Rh S AL R 5 i an
e X ALY PIASE A B IBUT XY, TR
20X TE X BRSO BB R (R 2 2 U
TP”): P (Y|X)=P (XY)/P (X), Wi X 7£ Y K%
T LR (FR 2 <t TP?): P (X|Y)=P
(XY)/P (Y), i, P (XY)HEHA R8T 51 v il 3
XY BeA B, P OFAE X BRI R
P ()FE RN Y R, anJoke il S g2
BRI TP — MR TP, M tkw] A, [F—
PR NS R AY TP 5 22 & T 5 i) 6] A
Y TP, AR B[R] 15 8] TP 922 5%,
T 2 A4 35k fig 15 47 180 3 Y0 43 3R] I 4 51 (Aslin,
Saffran, & Newport, 1998; Saffran et al., 1996), />
XS TP A SR BAT — 5 1 1 28 v A B A
5% & 5% DE I 71 )% (mismatch negativity, MMN)
PR I8 T AT 28 S R T 5 R 4 of TP R 28 5
(Fitzgerald & Todd, 2018; Koelsch, Busch, Jentschke,
Wi H B 2019-09-05 & Rohrmeier, 2016),

* [ HRPIF RS EETH(31900778); [E R Bk L 1 e ey s .
’ EZ35: R RS i) o] YA 2 s o R N A
o (B 4 TI[2018]10038 5); 1 e 08 S0 B 2 L0 T2 20 2 R AR 1o

451127 3] (statistical learning, SL)JEHE/MATESN
BB 1 37 5 SR v B T R IR S T R 1Y
R, AMEFEGE TS 25 AR IR AE LR A |
BERSE G B BUEME, it I iR S
ZE TG S B AU R (Arnon, 2019; Erickson &
Thiessen, 2015; Saffran & Kirkham, 2018; Thiessen,
Kronstein, & Hufnagle, 2013; ki, XSk, 2012),
G it2f M e B2 AE Saffran, Aslin Fl Newport (1996)
KT 8 A HREILWr 318 & V)4 i 2 g vh 42
, BFREGEILEI 2 AP ESE S, W
W 4 = 1 JCE LR bidaku, padoti, golabu
A tupiro 0L, 25K IMEILAELE I LLiF & Al
TP B B AN (W] T 8] A9 7% B A 2% (transitional
probability, LA FIFR TP)ZE 5 i £ H imIC )

PO 5% RIAFA L, LRS54 5 1,
WIEIEH: 44, B-mail: jennyjin2@163.com JEA R 24 MR B AERTEANE 1 R), 3t
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R 8 A=A (triplet), RIMEAE R 421K
BRI 10 A EE R, BRER 1 ADEIE
200 ms, [H]FE 200 ms. 8 A =K AYINUT HhBEHL,
] —A =R ELL M, BRI =B R
PR P 5 DUP [, R =M E A 75 Ik, BEOR
S B IR P YR R e 1B, B4
PR MZIRE SR, 224

M 2R T o0 AL 32 MR IR 1Y 3k — 3 T
A3 (two-alternative-forced-choice, 2AFC) , &4
R P42l FH G R =8, Hr,
— A EBRAA R AE K W B A B B bR
(TP = 1), M7 —AZHAKNE i 24 DNEDJE
=AU 2H A DA 7 A2 B Bt B e 1 410 )
(TP = 0), MHAT: 55 S TR 3218 FI K HoX S8 )
SIS =R I — AR, Z I E )
N30 P DA R R B B DL Y AR, R
WA AZ N B KL Z 0 TP 47 T 41t
A, FRAIES R B e Ge 157 > o3 B, R A
AL 5 G2t 2% 2] BB 7 1Y 5 BEAT 45 AR (Frost,
Siegelman, Narkiss, & Afek, 2013), Batterink #I
Paller 18140 112= > £/06% T 5 A58 FiciZm
TARGII AT 15y, —RMEH G, il
fEff AR AL, LUE T BT geit2: > 0, s
A F BN I R BT B A AH <08 5 A TR 3 (-
B Mebe) A AN B AN B R
i “tube”), WHLZIRNCYI A R, T ICAZ A i
DU 2 o 3 6 5T 5 AR OR AT T R DA A5 235 SR i B B
W (Batterink & Paller, 2017, 2019),

B s geit = > WA EH(S] A - Frost 4%, 2013)

G TN GE T 7 T B b AT A Fh
FERRAE: — 52 o) F A7 )l A P A 52 51
153, TERREAE B Beoe 1 E A S M2
AR, TIEeE ) FO e o B GE i R BA S
BN, MRS R AT DU HOR R 4 T

R R GETE LA, H R ) 3 Mg 2 4R T et )L
HEARARER AN AR ok . WFEE W g7
TN BE T BRRTE—R, W R4 MATE
WA NIRRT 2 2] HXS T2 i AR PE IR A A i 2
A —Fh= 3], el il Reber (1967)42 Hi (Batterink,
Reber, Neville, & Paller, 2015), tt4h, GiitaE>) A
P B2 2T 1 S0 05 By 31 B3 25 Gt 45 K 15
B, i, AR E B G I RO
K45 32 2] (Goujon, Didierjean, & Thorpe, 2015;
Jost, Conway, Purdy, Walk, & Hendricks, 2015;
Perkovic & Orquin, 2018), #R1, A W55 H FF iR 5
SBE AR RESM AR R A e L X > B
— WY SNERAT i B R W < e 17 ) B A A
B XA 2 S FHE A A BN, R 2o =
FEAR AT RE I T 16T SR A, 2 R BURAG 2 2 4 1Y
SR . BIFFEE DU RRA G 27 5 i By
B £ 30 A A5 AR BE X AN MR AT A AR ARAE N
it 25 B AR PR R AR 2 —, FER LA
AT 3 3 0 B B A 2 R 1 0 1 1 R R R
T2 3 W FEA LS /2 % V) AH G 1Y) (Batterink et al.,
2015; Bertels, Franco, & Destrebecqz, 2012), tHit
UL, B AR B HAR I g R IR A
REAEXSGE 27 2 WA S RN B A B
HRE g E I N ) B S S &
H N 2y S B ) 5T, R SR R TR A N
TR I 2 R AR R A SR ST A R R
7/ 8 U B SG 2 > e i, A R E L3
T2 52 R0 T A 481 LA B = 2] 3 5% R i Ak
U 45 (Arnon, 2019), BEEE G4 )
B S Ah i 2 2] Z [ B AR 56 RIA TR 45 B it
> b AR A AR A 22 T T A S UE A

Giitee e, JREEAT TSR UESE T HAE
T AR SRR, e WA [ E
i, EEIL. JLE SR NS R AR E A, TE i
BE . H PIAE 1S R A AN RE, B AE AN
W F S5 OR R 9 Fh - B % i A7 7E (Arnon, 2019;
Kirkham, Slemmer, & Johnson, 2002; Milne, Petkov,
& Wilson, 2018; Monroy, Meyer, Schroer, Gerson,
& Hunnius, 2019; Newport, 2016; Raviv & Arnon,
2018; Roser, Aslin, McKenzie, Zahra, & Fiser, 2015;
Saffran & Kirkham, 2018; Santolin & Saffran, 2018;
Schwab et al., 2016; Shufaniya & Arnon, 2018;
Slone & Johnson, 2018; JE¥i 4§, 2015), ML A1
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INHEBILE g &gt ae ), Filt, X2 —
ol B AR BE T HOAN 2 BE & AR I IS M 10 25
Ak, flin, BEE A 6 % LEMR AN LT
24 AT 55 I RS TE 8.3 25 7 (Saffran, Newport,
Aslin, Tunick, & Barrueco, 1997), it A/
G W SCHF AR GE 17 > BE T 23 BEAF I 1 4 i
K R 7 A HL TR) I 32 ) i 2 A R E T A5 PR R
27 3X — W 44 (Frost, Armstrong, Siegelman, &
Christiansen, 2015), 5~12 % JLE# W7 315 5 1
Gt g AR Z AR W, (HA ST > KW i
AL 18 F B0 Ge 3t 2% 2 HR T R AT I 1 4 2
(Arciuli & Simpson, 2011; Raviv & Arnon, 2018;
Shufaniya & Arnon, 2018). ¥T4Ek, WFse#E HHh %
TEAS R AS PATE AN [8] ST A (] 3 T8 T f) AN [] 28 A5
et 2] i BA R Sk SO TETE 5 AR b
Y& H (Frost et al., 2015; Krogh, Vlach, & Johnson,
2012).

VT IABF TR W GE T2 2 A7 E 1 35 MR 22 5=
MGETH2 2] K RGO, FEA SR I 724 08
0 F R T HLEACE, EA RS S S
SIARE AR ENMEESN, DA =2 —
1 52 1R M EHIK T AL K F (Arnon, 2019; Frost
et al., 2015; Siegelman, Bogaerts, & Frost, 2017;
Siegelman & Frost, 2015), X% . #. HF =14~
[F) A % 40 Y B T S 8 12 2T i — 30 22 e ol
R, Giiter BRI K AR R, JF
Hax AR IR TAEICAZ T HT RE T B AF I B 1 T
%4 ¢ (Palmer, Hutson, & Mattys, 2018), k& 4 JL
#iH FfiE J1(Spencer, Kaschak, Jones, & Lonigan,
2015), JLE X B A) AR T A 9 4k R (Kidd
& Arciuli, 2016)F1HC2AA: Rt 5 2 AT BN T.(Misyak,
Christiansen, & Tomblin, 2010)%5 7 i AL Y& #R %
STt 2 X R AR 22 b S H B MG
SEESF PR, ERINERIEN B ST
SHEES h R BARE R, Bk, A5
M N GE Tt > A A s 2 L Fnge 2= S 51
B R TS5 LB S 70 M2 40 58 0% i e O 4
HAR R E

2 F®itF I BN Z A F

AR ARAT AW TEUESE T GET 2 > 7 15
B IE | RS B A TR, DFSEE T AR R
X 38 A7 AR B GE T2 T B L DA R 2 L

FERBEX G I B MGEHE  FEREX
P T A DL RS, DL X AT
[EaB7:s
21 FHHFIIEBMENG

Geitap o) RS 1R RN ] 45 5
BB B, 9L b, RNMERGE B B R 4l
KEPRITEZ = ) i /e, 3 T A & Alc 127
ittt AR, T A > 25 B B i S s e T il
TR BGT R . Cunillera K A A i3 W7 38 4831
¥ ~J i) ERP W5 R B, 1E R B B B ¥
T, TG B SR = A T AR AR R A =
ANFEATEFE 300~500 ms (R B S K A E
AL N400 Ry SRy, I HLBEE R ¥ 1Y 2 i
PR N ) AR 2 120 B B 22 78 /), BIFSE A R %
43l 2 BRIV V0 43 1 b 28 i AR BAR G, i — 2P
#) fMRI 5% 0 & 3R] D) 434 2 rhali L 1] )5 38
RGO 32 3h K2 2 1Y 1384 25 W7 (Cunillera
et al., 2009; Cunillera, Toro, Sebastian-Galles, &
Rodriguez-Fornells, 2006) . Batterink A1 Paller (2017)
FeAE T AR B BT G 2H ) LR AN B AL P e
TR A il HL AP 28 92 (neural entrainment)
E5, LR TR A G R S AR
B o BT 8 2o B3 /)N il A8 4 LA Ao 2% ) 9t
RN TR AR IR 8] [F) 25 % (inter-trial coherence,
ITC)I¥ L R iRl 2% > #5 #x (word learning index,
WLI), 255 & AT G 4l i U 09 & 15 s & 1)
WLL K TREOLE s & 0y, FEE AR 3
K I IZ 2 BE SRR, FURIEAGE B BE i
Jidi . WL e F0 0 0 3= B i) V2% T AT S 3R B
I, Batterink 1 Paller (2019)% FH AL () 5 38 36
THAT S5 AT LG T4 LT T Wrsege it > il &
Jeaifr 22 5, AR IPIFN R T Gt S i i
G R R R e OF TE R 2 e, SRR
WHENBIIFATEABEENS S, HE, K&
TYRIAT RS R, AW N B i b AR X 53 2
WG TR ATl B, ROk 2 2
PR A 28 00T Ok 3k — 2D 4 7 TR D 4H G RN it 2 8] Y
KER, FHREAEN 1) o B e

[, DA 27 2 45 SR B Be ity iF 90 2
KTEH 2] BTN R, 12X =5 &
LTINS RA SR . XSG it T 8OR 0
F T RS AT E 27 2] 5 R B B & 0 2
ANTR] TP B AR 22 590 A B 7 2 0 HC A 38
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AW B AR 7RO B 4 m g LA,
T IX AN 22 534k B BN AN, 1A AE 7 ) 35 T4
SR P A SRR B B ) =R XA B Y
1R 46 b5, 34 A SLAE R A A o o v 1) ol 42
TESRA . PR R B, AEX THUHEL, 2] e T
KB BUE B H bR =R 2 7E 700~1000 ms FH[A]
175 & KW J5 1E 43 (late positive component,
LPC), #f—2 b 2f > % B bR =Bk as . o .
Jo AN T AL 5 SR AT O Y SR I B
P300 JEIEMY2E5, 4Rk, 768 shaon /EM
T, BRI A o B A T R I A A
JERER, HAE 400~800 ms (R E] 1% & B9 P300
VA /DN, PR g AR R R e 7 By e Y Y
RIS A B9 P300 RN 23 B /) (Batterink, 2017;
Batterink et al., 2015),

WAk, DIAEAE 2% 2 25 RO B Be Xt Gt it2¢ 2
HH R A i SR B 2 B At R AR T = AR
BER BB LAl T, XAl P BURAG 748t I
FE AN 22 2] 12 Sl T B TS5
AP R, WESTI0C RS FE TR T4
ARG IE R 215 % A (basal ganglia), TAME
1R AL F G E AR T i T A IR R R
(medial temporal lobe, MTL) (Knowlton, Mangels,
& Squire, 1996; Squire, Stark, & Clark, 2004), it
WF 5238 i 2 G R S B G it 2] i R rh A 1 2
=R P A %) B A X TR R i A A e 2
K, H—HR TE I B A B A B
JRZNHEZEA, SRER, AR SIHT
2 2] A AN R 2 IR R G B AR A
[7] B (Batterink, Paller, & Reber, 2019; Sawi &
Rueckl, 2018) ffF 5% 3 5% I IR WS 22 F1 fMRI Hi AR
G IR B T W5 P R G T ) R, 4Rk
W, S22 (a1 FE 24 /N2 7 AR S 0 1) B SR A
TALE B 30 43 SR IC A s, e i i N )
LT G 12 3 1 kS R G Dy R DX R T
A I J5 SCAR A4 1 55 e 1 [ ) 34 4 00 555 1 76 A% R
ST G R, A5 R RIS o) A BB
22 0 R GG S BN ORI B e 7%, Ho ik
IR Bh T % % 33 72 (Durrant, Cairney, & Lewis,
2013) W2, Gt AR gt — i Ny
ANICICR GRS, TEGEIT e ettt MKW
S8R B S 20 R G A AR B SR
1, Geites 2] n) BARR AL 2y ik A A2 4k .

22 FirFIFFRERIPMENE

A GETH 2 WOIE S % — P o A A, HE
AR T E FF UG TG T e e R i 2 HL T,
RIAS [ AN AEAS [ G50 . AN [i) 3 3 1) A [) 26 7 5
T P 2R e o NGETHF T 1 U S
KB, FNGXS A [F] S5 ) G T AE B AT TR
Hoph 2236 S R A2 S 1 o NN e J2=7E
$i IO 8] &8 TF L0 o 2 5 E AR T (Schapiro,
Gregory, Landau, McCloskey, & Turk-Browne, 2014),
TG AR P A GE T AR EA T 2R 001 2 2T i, SOk
PG B R ST A A 5 B LB U, S 22
AR 1 ) 1) 32 2 58 R 288031 2 > 1Y) 5 e i B A O
(Lim, Fiez, & Holt, 2019), & H ZJLHEFLIRM A
ERP WFFE &L 6.5 /> K%L T KA B 53 7
AR S 73 A B335 B EAT G2 1% 2] (Altvater-
Mackensen, Jessen, & Grossmann, 2017). [fii Monroy
PAT BN 38 2o i F, AR 30 09 RSN AR R R W, BRLRE
T 3 WL % 5 1) Sl T 91 i 2 4 e T R AR DA 7
Az — € B S VE U, 33X Fh sl A T AT sz e A HCHR
iR (Monroy, Gerson, & Hunnius, 2017), 1M
21 B B i UM A Sl I 2 7E P e AR
250~750 ms [ 8] 1 175 & — A~ 1L HL 3 (Monroy,
Gerson, Dominguez-Martinez et al., 2019), HxiH, A%
AR 34 W) S BT B A 25 B mu 5 HE(7~9 Hz)
B3 (Monroy et al., 2019),

MGETH7 2 B R e ok A, . AN
I B GE T 2] W] REAELE R O AL 22 5, et
2 X TR T A DA A R B A2 3k 2 S 1
Zj(Karuza et al., 2013; Qi, Sanchez Araujo, Georgan,
Gabrieli, & Arciuli, 2018; Roser, Fiser, Aslin, &
Gazzaniga, 2011), Roser %5 A (2011)R F £ £ L%
T RS T2 2T 55 LA T R A R 4
5 2] BT VA5 BG4 2] B R AR AS X PR, 45
HF TSR A R A 2 Bk L # . Karuza
SN (2013)K I IMRIFARERT T W5t 4314 55
MIGETH27 2] B R 200 S, DUk B A I T [l
FOWOE FIGE T 27 ) BT E B E A . Qi FF A
(2018) 3 — 5 LB 1 W e G 1127 ) R e 48 112
2%k LB RN 0 B 13 2 Joe (S el 22 5, 5 R
PRI 58 G 127 20 % Bl 132 4 % 1) 52 0 R, 3 AT g
S sege it > FE S R RE XA A i A oG,
{HA T BRI RE— 2D N Ge v > 38
ZORE P RNTE SN0 B 2R S 22 [ 118 G HKG
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G2 2 AR R R, K47 AT
REPG 2 e B MRS, HXTH
T AR 25 R B sl AL AT RE . — 5 i,
BT A . 9~12 B F 6~9 % J LA
S AR SE Ge vt S M Beds & 19 P300 45
br, SiRERZHAAR LR EFEER, EHIIX
SRR G 25 2 1Y) & R 2 1 (developmental
invariance) it #1 22 i1 4= B IE$% (Jost et al., 2015), Tl
I — 7, AR EINRIA R G2 2T 7
MR . BF5E# KA sMRI HORFE 4T
5~8.5 % JLE M AMBT K2 SRR S =
A G DX ) B 2 SR RN G 12 2] WS 2 R Y 0%
&, GEAFRW, LB A MNERT K2 00 R EE A AL )
5 R RE T K ge 24 3 i, RAEMAIX
Bl JEE B RV BUR B AR W8 T2 1k, (HR AR I8 8K
WJLEE, A e ot e T2 7 1% $5 P 55 58 (Finn,
Kharitonova, Holtby, & Sheridan, 2019), It4h, 5
B LEA L, A PARE R R LB gt
2] i & N1 T P300 2500 # 55, N1 I iR 5
HARFIER J1 B2, P300 R 5 At 238 1

fiE 1M K (Jeste et al., 2015),
3 FHItEIMEBESTHER

GiThE S WA SOk B 2 i 2L LG & U)o it
5%, AW M E BRI e i 24 2 XHE 5 I 1515
W, AR Y T R O o Z B BAE M, 1
H— ARV G T TEA RG22 Gl
HAARVEH IR L, ZRAEREHERRUE S5
22 IR G2 ST R
31 FHITFIEBESPREAR

Guit2E S WHEF R AT S B AR T A
BT —RIRTTGTAE 2 xE E Z AM HoAh
WHES W, RIS X i
M2 o Seit 2 e S HE SV R s &
WHCH A A BB, 5 205 i — 2Dk SE 0
. PSSR E NE T 5 T INE
F (Elleman, Steacy, & Compton, 2019; Treiman,
Kessler, Boland, Clocksin, & Chen, 2018), K4
A LARYR ST A {5 B2 2 N Tk i N2
il (Reeder, Newport, & Aslin, 2013), iij#E— %t
o 20 B ZEATFAEAM 70 % L EBAE ARG
2, WEBZEANWRERE S IHE B ¥ A TIE
PR, H R S 2 2% F 7 4F A (Schwab et al.,

2016). LAk, MAGETH ) EHFTE A A2 5 H.
X il 22 S R A RCTIN H OGO A Y B iRk R S
(Misyak et al., 2010), Fiit2% > FbE A S 2 A By
AAOCHE LB AN A A B #RAS 3) THIESE, 48
TH27 20 B8 g g2 T I 1R N & Y AR b 2 —
(Arciuli & Simpson, 2012), %5 )7 B H#AHr
SRR T G5 2 0 4 LR AN S 47 AR A9 TR
I AE FH (Spencer et al., 2015), It4h, ERP Fl fMRI
MBI 5T 3R A Ge it > FIIE 5 0 T 72 v igs & 04 i
H RIS 10 i XS 2 U AR 2 A, A geit
2 R F P VR AR R 2 B Rl B2 At T SR
P& (Christiansen, Conway, & Onnis, 2012; Petersson,
Folia, & Hagoort, 2012),

WeAh, Geitsy Tl o E i e T
WK B i ONCRE b A B E— 2D A (Saffran,
2018). 4N, e R 5 KA A HWT 8 G T2 > i
ST LB K, HJZATIIR W35 22 T IR X IR A,
75 B 3 Y B 15 B A A AE — R PR SE 2 ) B
(Gabay, Thiessen, & Holt, 2015), X}H . Jok etk
15 P65 (developmental language disorder, DLD)
14 9 20 52 4 T 1 Se it ) AR S AT o
O30T, BRI KA TE R 0 R B B
WG G, X — L IN T St
TETE 5 27 > P AY4/E FH (Lammertink, Boersma, Wijnen,
& Rispens, 2017), LAk, HHAN THUR G EE H
TR R FBOLG T ) G 2 T
JUEE, WG > USRI R b i 358 25 78 Hom A H-
W 518 5 o3& B - (Conway, Pisoni, Anaya, Karpicke,
& Henning, 2011),

B FIRAESY, WFIEHE W R e A AR et
S RE SR M I R I Y, FEER N
ARSI A N TR S W R 1B E R
SR ] A5 B[R] 2 52 el 1 5 2 >0 1 ) B
BEE A ST T AT LA 43 AR T X A R 2w, 4]
0, 38 AN (R R ) 5 A AT S A 22
b m e 5 2 S AT RSB SR T R ALY IR (D' Mello
& Gabrieli, 2018; Hu et al., 2010; Siok, Perfetti, Jin,
& Tan, 2004), 0] DL 33 bR [ 4F i 4R 2
SRR ) BT RS el SR
G ] AN ] B2 e, GG SC SR JS A 2 >
L B, AR IS IR R SCE SR A T AR A
# iR (Carreiras et al., 2009; Dehaene, Cohen,
Morais, & Kolinsky, 2015). WF5¢# X} b T RAiRH2
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Vo P 38 o BA S D3 v A AR I S AN SO ML
FIRIRF RN S = H AR K g, 458 %
B, AR SCHE, PR BN R IR A He 35 4 1 5
2, TR A (] AT [ 050 [l L e 2 2
e RLREE - [ A DX Y KBS 22, T AE XL
TR RN, AR B 5 3 e A A ff 1ol R
WL BT % B JIG A4 358 43 (1 5t B 22 (Carreiras et al.,
2009), #RM, ZiE MR TP F RS
A I HARME Y B . Bk, BEIR I M il
M Z AR EAER, il ) W R i
TR AR TR S R, TR R SR BY ) i o)
HABREF B T8 5 R R 22 5 A S AP e 25 7
(de Bruin, 2019), B4, Gil= X2
SRS RE B HAE IR B H X il E ST YR,
HRBRE M B AFTEAR RIE T 22 5 0F . Hk, AP
7 1527 57 3B BE TR RN B 2 ) 1 A SR AR R 1Y,
AR 24 2 F IR 2 S IR AR IR AN, H R
PN E Nt 247 7E 25 7 (Das, Padakannaya,
Pugh, & Singh, 2011). A, HXFEHEES, —iE
2 FIFIG A] ZAR AR IR A T AR S, HOG
IS bR R R ) F R T B SL U H G 1 iR
H > 45 I A 1 J5 1 i 2 S F IR I, G
HAE Y FT R BRACHEAR T 1) 235 TR T, A
ShiE A o) R R 5 H H E (Cores-Bilbao,
Fernandez-Corbacho, Machancoses, & Fonseca-Mora,
2019; Kramsch, 2014), B4, SGoitak =) % &)
IR 2L . JLER T 5 052 AN e B e 1D
B X SCHM S RN E T F W m . K I,
PRITGE 2% S X Z i85 2 02 B S A e
FBLSE A Lo

Giitog > s ) LAE B N LAY 2R
W2 2 LA E B L anferin T AR BRI S R
W BT B, BEILIERE RE X AR BE IR 8 R
PTG ), (ARG 2T 1 B LS kE
R BT 1 7 O R S
BLLREMR PG BB R b G R R AT H
K BX 45 2% > (Hay, Pelucchi, Estes, & Saffran,
2011), Kuhl BIBABFFERM, BILMHF M EA
o BT A, AR IR KO SR TR E IR &
W Bl BA B S r s e i
REJT, 6~8 1 I Do B 22 )L RIS 2 Jo 0142 ok A
I 119 3 3 T 3 et/ A e/, BB IR BR
W BRE B LR TR PERE T, RE L

B BT N B E B E U, X BEETE
B BB 68 i i e i % A BRI 0 B B8
T WZ Hs 55, 8~10 A~ H & & LA (1) G A,
10~12 > H 19 2L X EBE R 18 & 1Y U E R B
(Kuhl, 2004; Kuhl, Tsao, & Liu, 2003)., BT i 5% #
X} 88 44 5. 11, 14 /4~ K = fif 22 BLA AR B
T T T — P Y PR R R R S TR S AT TSR,
25 R IR LI A ) O 1 14 n SR 0 B e O
A RE 71032 0 T B (Liu & Kager, 2017),

SR, Geit2e > S ma N 2% > By ik e
X Z, HFBEkR ARG 2E S 5 E e
. Frost S5(2013)fF N Jeik#H 1 Jek L e 4e 1t
2255 A T REE S  SEIE I AR RIS i
2 ) FARGE T2 2] Re 1 iR IR RE T 2 W) Y
KR, BREMR, Wit 6e )i g2
>J 35 RE ST 4 b 2 4R A SR AL R] Hh Y TN T 45 )
BEAL, SR 0 AT A LA 8 0 B 2 DU 35
) FHOAMERI G, WA T WA AN SR
TR I & AT 55 th iy K 288X, 8
TP NTER G124 2T A 55 v (9 il i 1 52 T8
BRI T 6 A 248 Xl OE Z [ A G, 45
SRR, DUEBEF G2 > SR 2 ) 5
/I GO A A L A DG, TR R
FRGEG T S RS AT 0] W2
FHIE, BF5T ARG % 2 1 RE 1 A0 3] i1 )
T S N T PIAH G (Yu et al., 2019).

32 EBEEERMHITESINIF

HRERF RIS E T W25 L,
HE LRSI EI MR NEZH2, X
OB IY R BRI T R L R MRUE 2 56 6 St i 2%
SR, B, ANREEHEFNG I SR H
BEAERR S5 T 2R IS R e . SR A
18 1 43 51 5% FH “in - Sapporo” X £ A 57 .U 15 7E B
(head-initial) F1 “Sapporo in”iX £ i H .00 18 7E J5
(head-final) ()35 P 4540, X APIE T 45 & 8
Beif PIBUY TP RARIN T TP fw&, Eoh“in”2Z
J&i Al LL$E Bic 4R £ HoAth 18] 17 “Sapporo” 22 if W 2
WARRTT LA A, MR R Z . Hitk, BFRHE
TR T AN [R) TR Y 2548 X AR B A ] 3
YT 3 3 S M (CTE R &9 ) . LAt AR TR S
(2 [BITE ) R 5 AF 3 5 00 8 (2l ) S5 AN [m] 28 Al
Giit 2 mEm, SRR, IEF A SH A4
WG % S s, BB EE T TP B4
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B, T REIE DI N T TP SRR, HaX i 47
HRBAETE S A5t iT24 > #(Onnis & Thiessen,
2013), #F—2 R AN R I 0 ik A e 22 ) LT o8
GeiteE SRR U IR, 74 A RIS B L A
WF TP WA LF, {213 A~ H R¥EEZILE R
HRSEE N —FERY 38T TP R4s, ik, WP
AR A B G T B2 76 B TR 22 08 1Y 52 T T 17 38
Wi &% JE R ) (Thiessen, Onnis, Hong, & Lee, 2019),
HR, BE &5 A A T35 5 R gt 2
Mo AR T HRERIER | DUERIEHE . )L
TS BRI AR P IS G R | PO R
R | RIEE)NGEE S 4 AN —TN T
WE TR I E SRR LB LRI F 2%
(FRERURGE )W 5 4k S (52 , 25 R R, DUE
HEH ST TAHLEACE, H AL I 1L
SR B E 25, MDUE—RIEREEH A iE -3k
7R AR A ST > s i 35 s T LB K
BETFHAMWAH RIEE , ZWREYN, 55
HE WIS B R R TR IR B R IE
ERAEM, ALRIGEER T R—REA G SN
28, BIEAEHA N TEIHINTHRIES
(Wang & Saffran, 2014), )5 —I38 AT 55
UL T MR S WAL RS B R gt
HIPER . BFFEE LU T RR R 7 TR 1 BUE T
22 S POETNE BN TS EIE S U gt
22 AL ge 127 2] ) R L S 4 0 22 5,
25 5L R I U2 2T 2l A i 2 B e g 12 2T 2
FSFBIH B, PR TT  Ba E
2F 2 A 3 3% (Potter, Wang, & Saffran, 2017),
ek, Sk B RCTE S LA LAY X L5
Wath— 2 T HE T RS &I 1 T S il2E S i et
YE o Bt X EE 14 A KPP LEF RN AT
W E ORI R AR AT IR ) 4 Y g
SRR, MR — AN T B & T,
RS LRR IS AT GE 124 ) IR I IR V) 43 g
TS PR TR 5 W35 S8 B, {UE
SLLREARIE & B M GE i AR S8 P RS S 1
14143 (Antovich & Estes, 2018), 2R, #Hrirthf
5% 5 5 BE T XGE 2506 48 2 > e kR,
9 W T 3B BRiE  WIL A IE— IR & e L
WEBUEE | VE A B30 AOE A 5 = AR
BRG] iR, ZGeiT2 2 R e &
TS, SRk A2 E R L

MRS M B s iR E 25, hik, of
G N KBTI 6 45124 2] 9 T6 i 35 i AR AR
FH(Bulgarelli, Bosch, & Weiss, 2019), X} Ht DL 1
FEATLLE IR, OB g it > e 7E A 3
BLARBLAEWT 0015 F I Gt 2, et R
B RSS2 IR AR B k. B,
XU 22 35 %6 4t 2 2T 14 5% T W] 8 A2 21 450 368, Bl 38 1
W29, AR i — 20 3R ) 29 BUE 248 50 %t
Beit2f > 152 9 R 3R L AR R IA S el 2 DL o

4 ZIHFIMRARE

S G 2] B e A AR EEIESE, H 2
FIXT ST 2% 2] P E AT 2 AL AR N 5 7
#(Sawi & Rueckl, 2018), K5 T E AW~
AR 2T Y 2 B EURE B, Tt A
B Je FL 51 T SIS 30 38 HAR B9 B 2L
i, AR 55 T M AT e ERIL HE R T AME 2% 2T
FE PR pE oK o
41 SZESHBERATHSRITES

PATEGE T2 > (AR 5% 3 B2 4 v 1 UE 5230 3k 77
TERR DT R S WA O T, A K 2 AR I 3 By
B FA B S SRR, 48 AR — EUAE X B = Xt
AR B B BESE, TSEER BT ) BOE R
AR 3] 1 B R TE AR B B, RIS AR N
0] %0 2 2 4 ) T 26 P G A R I sh S e R L
Hoph 205 S i A8 1k, Rk nT LA R AN J5 T
=058

O, ERLIEM AL L, 2 EE R
B B 5 T2 2 SR RN 2% 20 35 A0 TR 7E 26 PR A
FBL X BOERMTE, BT AL ) FH
BN INL L NURER N R VP T Bl 2
I A PN I R 4 K i oft 225 s AR, D R )
X IR R L AN [ A SR A T
BYAT J Flp 2545 5 (Batterink et al., 2015), %242
HAN AR B, B TS 2E A
5 DR B BARPEASY, 7T k52 3 6 44 I 33k
U Y PR AT FEULPE M (Batterink et al., 2015;
Bertels et al., 2012), Batterink 2§ A (2015)% 3K 37 iz
B A — ARG R P e R T = 2R i
fE” (remember), J&¥8 52 i FH R 3 2 7 19 2% > %)
EIUA LA I XHE th i B R A 15 O AR
(familiar), 23832 H 918 % — MR A —
AR AR Y, HE B R E RS A
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(guess), JEH48 Z A A HIE W — A 2L = E R 1Y,
LR EALAE B0 . SRR, 23 X ik
B =M R 5T IANRSGFER SRR,
J) Wy g <A AR O T R TE 8 2 AL 38 KT G i
25 A, T IE A 32 2R B B o e R
SIS ) R GE Il 248 B 1 B A AR A AR I A
HRESL, X0 TR L. B AAE 2% T
SEONBE I8 3 SN T I 2 AN S AR A RR AR T 5
B GE 25 > B R ZHL ) 2 A3 0 M FE 2 (Finn et al.,
2019),

FOWR, el 76 5 2 SR ERAT S TEA F8 B 1) 15 B0
, #4 fMRI, sMRI, ERP, DTI. MEG “§fii#y
2o B HAR 18 78 R BEAGER BY Be M Be 124 X I 3 45
A, AR A E AN — & X LA A
WMAKM AR B AR ES, BRELS
St by sh A, Flan, R MEG R
SR T Gt I AR B, 4R kI
BIEC IR G AR 2 2 H G AR R FE
i} [8] (Daikoku, Yatomi, & Yumoto, 2017), —J&#
NLFEZR 2R ) AR R G 1 28 A A B B 2k
BOR M AR R, BN, =058 B T o8
FHTIZ 30 B 2 1Y 2 30 3R 50 330 2% 2 1) il i
#H 5 (Lopez-Barroso et al., 2015); ZZM%i T 1Ay
il G124 2 S AH 26 (Karuza et al., 2013); 1
WG 2] 500~1000 ms 54 1S PRI GRS
T8 W 2 W I AH 56 (Daltrozzo et al., 2017), = /&
TELL 2 i R P N RS B 24 S RGN E 8 A
T By Be A AN IR G5 SR Z [ DGR, filan,
guitee > i B AR 2 S0 R G T S BBk
PR B 3% i 7 7 (Durrant et al., 2013); P FRAFIS &
2 S EAL I X Z5 R TN GE T2 3 iSOG &R
(Finn et al., 2019), £ LA N AOBFSE LAY |, Gl
353 BT B[R] A A A AN [R) SRR [) 38 18 19
ARG S A% S IR, REAEEiT
2R RN, i — 2 FEFRITEI W
AR Z L
42 FHIHFINERAZEBEFZIFHEAR

AT BRI RRXT A B E R IR T

m R, AMEVCA ARG SRR —1
BT RN G T AR RN a2 3
FEMEFPLH DR 5 F 2% 2] o Y ATz s
WAL TR R R B, AR RNE A SRS
i, 2PN GE 25 T N 52 3T A

HIBLTRIFR A 28 BE il

w2, JFARITA BUE F AR R A W, Ak
BT 2R MNAEE T E S S A%
TEHZEA P E, e Se AR H AT
P2 T AT 3 AN [R] S BB 0 G R )
M AR HE A 2] DGR IR, TR Y TR
AR R Z R . BUEM ST i B AR w
SR R FO PG BUE 1915 F 2l AR TE S
T A TAERIZ . B T &Ry
A2 5 (de Bruin, 2019; Hung et al., 2019; Kuo et al.,
2015), LABHE MM, BRI sl 2 35 F
S R ) AR B ] A e, R3S R SCE IR
— 5 RN — S22 8] (A VG e BE AR TR), 0 S 5] 132 e 1
AEAE 2 B S0 T X (TG i, i v SR S e
FEZE N R B AR SE R D RE 1Y S, B SR
T B 2 T R T X A T R S R I AR Ay
B (D'Mello & Gabrieli, 2018; Hu et al., 2010; Siok
etal., 2004), Bl [FFERFR G SCF, B-EZ MM
HHE WA AES, FEEOR A O b S5
— 5 W R A ST, T 0 E B S R
A G 9 i DX BTS2 3G R, 0 SR -
175 U B B A SO, Y 0 b 5 SO T
I B DX RS 2 TR, X T B M I - i BUE E
T 5, R 152 Y i o R0 e 3 Bsf ) ot 2230 sl e X 22
S 5 i 2 5] i B) 4 5 (Das et al., 2011), [H i,
MR BB R G REAF LF R EA
W ARG E 3, FEBIETBNEm T =
A FR . T AN R 2R RGeS g
BRI REELAA AN A B OB, AT S8 M 458 112 ST HE
ARSI PER . AN, ASRDRIECOR R E E T
IR RIS S BE MR 2R 50, B,
. HEAFETHIESF N Z B2
F7 SEIFHNE I NHES . TAEICICHEFH
AR Z ] LG, i85 2] 3 Geit I Re S phar
il e iR 2= S S Y AF R AR S SE W) 7Gx LB
AR T I 2B 1 [a)

HR, CAWREHRAZIEEI EARERE
B 25 4 1) 7 Bl (Kuhl et al., 2016; Mamiya,
Richards, Coe, Eichler, & Kuhl, 2016), Mamiya %
AN (Q016)F A DTIHARIBE T 8B EHE R4S
YIBTE T IR AT S 0 K g AR fE, 25 Rk
B, R4S IR R A A AR 45 10)
SEME 4> KU (fractional anisotropy, FA)#EE: w2 a4
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B & ¥ (radial diffusivity, RD)EAR, I HAEKILZE
s i 4857 F 3 %% 7% i (catechol-O-methyltransferase,
COMT) & PR 1y 3 8 2% 52 i HL 1 2 > I [8] F1 K
1§ 1 B 4 A AR AL Z [ ) K &R, COMT genotype #il
FA A~ PR 3R REAR e b figp % 2 20 0 35 DR 1 LB
BIAE S o 25 b, Kuhl 48 A (2016)2K F DTI # R %
T A G A 5% 1 1) BNV BE S 1 - 1) XU
189 SR 11 BT 45 A R HC 7 S 1 A 1 1 ) e — 3
RFE A C R, SRR, AEMARLT SR 45 1H 5
PRI A28 A 28 A 0 BT AR BRI
FIEAHG, % XU A2 T HOR BN 5 32 K%
TE I A TR KT e ih AR BR YA W& A oG . IR 4,
TEAEBE 3852 >0 A X S R i 45 4 A2 A s A v
Gt A R s R B AFEREIYE? it
BN B2 2T AEAT R RN AN 2 T ) SR IR 5T 38 S
BRER? DLBGX S OCHR MAEAR R R — 3522 5] 3
VLR iR S AN R B Bk A IR B A AR AR W8 7 X
Sl S AR 5T 1 25 g 1) R

WJE, Giit e — R EAErt | il . R
KRERZWHRATEA T MENGES, K
KM FE AT ATESR DA R Ge 117 ] 1 PR 3R 10
filh b, B XS AS R (9 AN [R]85 7 SR A B P
BTGt 2 T B %, AL 5 2 2] 55
TNFNBE 1 1932 5 (Deocampo, Smith, Kronenberger,
Pisoni, & Conway, 2018), 4tit2#> W)+ 2 g
P MR GE A5 R 5 B B BUR MR Ik B HE = A
NOAHIBE ST 09 B Y, T R K AT 25 N B T
AT IR 5 AT BT 0] % I E it 45
B AR AR GE T2 2T IR b R BT e T2 > Mok
Lo HC B By ORI A0 e 1R 1) R
WFFE R, WU 3 A7 {7 B BRI A3 A 5 S A F T
2L LAY I8 A fL I S 124 2 (Altvater-Mackensen
et al., 2017; AFiME, HAEZE, 2012), 155 # )
SRR — BN S A LR A A AU BE S
23], WRGE R I Y A0 0 TE AR N €8 R i B 45— 3K
P 5 W 58 1 B P ST AL — B T S e i
) G235 (Forest, Lichtenfeld, Alvarez, & Finn,
2019), Kk, AT W] B E T (5 S i e
RUFIPLIT IE R G A R A5G TR
BEAN R NS F 5t A ARG . Ml T
T U] ok 2 4 A Y AR I R S R B AR HE TR 4
T E R . DR RIS SR IR RE 5 i A
WP i, )8 P — s e 1 TR R 50 8 g AT AR i

W5 8iit 2% ) B9 1€ J1 (Francois, Chobert, Besson,
& Schon, 2013; Francois & Schon, 2011; Zhao &
Kuhl, 2016), ERP W53 &8, SREZ L TR
YR8 AR L, B23zad 12 4E DL Flk & SR
RN G R EEF PN TIET P s geit2#
>] W% ¥ 4F(Francois & Schon, 2011), %f 8 % JL#
AT E ARG IFB TS 2 R, =2 R
R LEAEAT Jy R rEL RS bR BRI T S 4 b
185 V1488 JJ (Francois et al., 2013), Zhao #1 Kuhl
4(2016)i#t— 4R MEG $iARTE oddball yE:UF
T EHRINGX T 9 A KRB ILE SRAEE M
TR, S5REM, SEEHBILHEIL, &%
FE B B 0N S 70 52 30 SR U SR 22 L W 4
B2 R ET BrE B )R R TR R Y R DL D
(mismatch response, MMR), A KM 5% 75 ot — 46
AL G 3 RN SR AR TE S G812 ) i e gk VR
FERA KR T HAE F B A & pL, 5 B s e
BT 2 2 WS RN &, B35S Rl
ROIE A )55 o [RIRS, DAIE 3 A3 SR 3ok A4
b A A P RO ES W e e I S NN
BB = I REER, R ARZETE I
GRAEAR TR T 038 M
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Abstract: Statistical learning (SL), which was first addressed in the seminal study on speech segmentation
of infants by Saffran et al. (1996), is a process of detecting the statistical regularities such as transitional
probability in continuous flow of stimuli. Previous studies have proven the general existence of SL, and in
recent years close attention has been placed on its specificity and its impact on other cognitive activities,
especially revealing the cognitive neural mechanisms of SL and its interaction with language by exploring
the process and the specificity of SL. According to the multimodal data from brain and behavior measures,
future studies should seek more behavioral and neural indexes to evaluate the performance of SL, to explore
the dynamic changes in neural activities of different types of SL and to construct the connection between
neural correlates and behavioral performance, which will help to have an in-depth understanding of SL.
Based on previous discoveries on the interaction between SL and language, future studies could determine
whether SL is an effective intervention to improve language acquisition and how it works in the
improvement, through exploring the effect of music SL training on second language learning of adult
learners.

Key words: statistical learning; transitional probability; specificity; language; multimodal data





