OHEREAYER 2022, Vol. 30, No. 2, 333-342
Advances in Psychological Science

© 2022 H[EBEA B L BB ST BT
https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1042.2022.00333

=P b Gb TR VR A ok PeE - SRS g g b

= W

=

=8

-
=

(LRI R E A P24 bE, FEil] 241000)

=

A B IGIE T AP AT SR G I TWARIR AL F e B R —FILE, C TR A A AE

TEAPHRBANE, FHFAFEF ARG R B E o THH TR, TAX KB T~ AR
JoACHUH] Bt E 7 A b T AT IR R 4G L AL BEAT TN, 3Rk R R A A AR AR A A B 4 AR
RBEM, S ENSRIARABAL N Z AR A I RN E., ARFAETE—F B ARKES
IR B EE ARG Y, T RENZRITRERES T,

ES !
SEES B2

51

P2 HH AT, FRATT 2 0 B ] AUk )
AR X TR, AR R — IRk AE R
S SR | BT X 3K ) P AN R SR TN T,
X <Az AR 1R AR MEREAT I S PR B, X A%
I AR B VDR O o AR S S AT X i AR
AV A i 44 8P 5 AR AR R R . T ER Y
— M P4 (Strijkers et al., 2010; Brysbaert et al.,
2018), FEHRF UM FIIE T 77 AR 5 A U 4 5 AR
FINESE(E T 4%, 2020; Liu et al., 2019; Gertel et
al., 2020; Wang & Zhang, 2021), Jf HAW AHXTER
FE o TIEIEQ01S) AR FT & B, e s b (4 1) A3 25 17
PETC R S ] R AN A SO AR BES, JF BB
T2 HR T A A5 o AT U 1 AT B, S AT A TR A
R e 4F A R (Whitford & Titone, 2017; Wang
etal., 2018b; Li et al., 2019), {Hif 7= A& F A iR) 45
BN 5 R R R S R 2R SRR, EAE, BT
KL B 5% 32 IS 5 7 A v R TR AR, 2 R A7
W, R 4. BT & s AT
55 rpHR & BT R R IR RN (B BE, 5K Y,
2015, 2019; Gertel et al., 2020), H¥k, &7 FeEd
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EE A, WAL, £, B #AE, AP ZAUE

TN 1) 2 ARG 45 RAFAE 26 57 . B AFRRS
SEAE N B TRIIALN LY AR TR R (12, SRIE DY,
2017; ##E, K35 J5, 2015; Balota & Ferraro, 1993,
1996; Gollan et al., 2008; Qu et al., 2016), L& W
FER B NG HAENAAAAE L 55 2 /M Allen
et al., 1993; Newman & German, 2005; Cohen-shikora,
2015) w77 AE PR UON R 5 AR AR IR 2 5
TRV, 1 2 A 5 TR PR SRR G, ZE R T
FERFH AL b, AN 5T E AAATEMRLE 22 51,
e n) U R B — DR, B, AR
H O RO, AR T B R S R AR
AR, AT X A 2 AL AL 0 2R A%

T E AR S M ) B A i TT AR
UL ECRE S R R IR L R, |
g AEMBE =M £, 2015, KiEF5,
2019; Dell & Jacobs, 2016), 7EH# 7 7= AL WF 5 40,
CA MR RIIBEE NMER 2L, BHFENEE RS
JA)IC A6 R IR M (Shafto & Tyler, 2014), i 5 /= Lk &
B A2 W 1S o, X EARUIR] 9% 7 A G Sy M, A
— T 5T R A NN AF N TE fir 24 IR 1 £
TE2E 5. 5EHFEANMIL, BN A2 R i
BT, o5 5 DO 8) AR i) DX (A ) 25
3G DX A9 40T A T (IR (Geertel et al., 2020), X%
HHE 5 ™ A P I IR AR R A s B AR B S, 9F
A X R 1 p 2 Bl 7RI B — 20 AT
hy VR 28 FEA S T TR ST 8 A NI 7 AR Y3
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WA B AE AL, T T AR AT A A A
F8 FAR 5 PR LA R X o7 4 ol 22 LA o T G o o
Fde BAT B A TR 2, 6 5 ™ A= vh sl 3t
RN AL B A SRR AT 4, AL
AN [T BRI A o ) R 5 A B

AR SOR £R IR T 7 H IR RSO, R IR 2
M RIS ) BE A, SRTHF R 5 I R T 5 A
WSS BRI, o3 M R AN ) E AL HL R, LA
SRR BRI 7 A R BTN, AR
(RS ETANE) G5 /2 SL o a

2 RSRLRL BN AL

2.1 5 EAER B 4% Y X 3R 87 S AL A AN

B Fuaml

A3 BN A AT S B AT S 3 K ARk, —
HEVEWIE REN RS, Wk 1 s, I
A A B TR TR ASE R R S S B T R AR RGN, I
Xof i) A5 BN B A A A AR AR AR T F
211 fEEERERY(Transmission deficits hypothesis)

3B BB RN NG 5 (5 BAEARAE— 1 s A
ELEFER T UL PE K £ v, sk Sy Rk 2
ZURE LRGBS MIEFE RS, 18X RE
FSR R0 X 1 ML 7 R 48k R a3
MBS, MBAH S TN S Z MmN, 8
AL R G BAL 3 0855 o Burke 1 Shafto (2004)
P14 A2 32 B [ A TR0 i R 13 5 7 A 0 R B SR B R
ARIA A 3G B, LG TR RS 2 o 12 (Hardy
et al., 2018). FHIHEIIIEII(Rossi & Diaz, 2016)
VBRI RS 2 R O I, 4 44000 (Lee & Chot,
2016; James et al., 2018)5%; M5 Lad FEH1 GEAS 2
IR A 4 (Diaz et al., 2018), flifi ik & IR AETR)IC
PR R L, BEAREEANBRRER,
Je X TR A K 28, AR N 25 5 B
FRRMIEN . Rizio FEANQOIT)MAFFRB LI T

TS A R s AT D 09 s T ) R R R Y 3 4
A BT AR, WA R P A e 0 R
JHA5 5y 22 M5 30 Bl b 0 52 i S BOE B o 55,
SRR R, PR, A% o e o AR AR N S A
PN A SN URTE T GITA s
2.1.2 #37HIit(The Rank Frequency Account)

R B 44 1)1 20 2R AT T I A BT,
BV AR T — 4 1) A A X 450 24 R B R 12 1) 7E AR
T L B I R AR, R R A B
AR 7 AR ] DU B A A R 5 B 25 R
XAV, Tiegid 2P, RZEMEXT
BN R A AR AR, TR RN I RN 2 AR
b RItE, b B0 TU JC IS A% anfef 25 4k, ERLiA]
FA) L X A1 298 2 AN 23 it o 422 i B 1) R B8 Y 45 i &
AL BRUER IR, U R TR R 5 TR AT AR AE AN [ AR e 4
BT, BT AN 24 N0 A0
A2 . Murray F1 Forster (2004) /5% M iX —
PRSI SR T RS, AT A TRk N R B
SRS TE R PRI, O 23 R R 2 b R BBORUI R (1 1 22
& MUE, I BLRRRUN 5 46 % 3505 2 2 To ok
0, BT BRI X BUR R R K, &
HFCR]FERAR 1] ()48 2L A 25 AR IH PRI AS
2.1.3 Logogen & %Y

Logogen HE I A Ay Fifi 25 28 50 142 fh () 385 Jim,
AP AT ) % 15 A A G v A AR, L S R s ) AR R
JEE A AH B AR A BR R S L. BRIk, RN R
A4 AE DG R A I 00T, T2 R0 00 3 A A g
Pt 5 4F % B 38 M98/ o Morton F1 John (1969)1A
A, Logogen A5 %Y rf B i) 46 0 2% %) [58 i £ Bifi 25 2R
T [ 2 5 R R T AR, T AR A FAIRARR], = A
) AR 2% 75 A D B A R AT IR B PR . (H 2
Bifi 5 2 >3 R fi, X AR A0 1) P B oA T L R
SRR, 5 RE — A, AR N T R 2 R
R T IR BN B E . HOm RECE AR g, IR

R 1 AEEREEIRASARR N Z LR

AT FEA Xof 2 AU F T
ligedd g e EALENES T AEAEE S E B S 2 i, SECENREIC RS W AL N 0
(Burke & Shafto, 2004) 1 5
L B B AR AR rb A G AR X AR R, AR XA O R A A, AR, AN A
(Murray & Forster, 2004) a5 K 2275 fk
Logogen f& %I T AT £ i A 20 0 AR foh %) 1 T 4 o AN Dok 2>

(Morton & John, 1969)
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IR RS AHRT 25 5, R AE N R ) B30 R0, A R
BN
2.2 SRR B AL HFAE

Xof R b AR B A [ T 25 2R, B 55 X AR
W AR DG TR RN, I F T 4 SR AR — B, — 2L
WEFE & LR AR I A I, B4 N LT 4R AR I
SR ARV, (W B, SKIE D7, 20155 fifif Az,
K& F7, 2017; Whitford & Titone, 2017; Warrington
et al., 2018; Liu et al., 2020), A —LLRF55 %
AR NS H AN B N % A 7% 3] (Allen et al.,
1993; Newman & German, 2005; Wang et al., 2018a),
T FUAT W /0 BT 5 36 B 4 N 18 6] A3T580 N B R
(Gollan et al., 2008). XHaASRL N 19 EALBF 58 K £
R R AT 55, Bl an st iy I i 244 55 50
NCFIBAE 55, TERX MRS P HA I T &1
BBV, LA K 28 A TR RO Y AR A S B, AR
)i R FH 22 A4 55 P RE SEA A TR R 2 AF A B 1)
IOV Y A% o Balota 45 A (2004) ] 185 2800
A BRI 18] i 44 AT 55 R HI AT 55 ok % 4875
AENFIEAE NRYTRIARONE, 45 R K, TE & R fir
ZALS b, BAENRY RN, RBLH TR
TAARONE s T AR TR FI AT 55 R AR S, AR
F49 B L I B, RIS W BT R, Cohen-shikora
(2015 R F T Fr fim 24 4% 55 IR i 45 i X
53 AT 55 5 BN 1 2 Ak, Rk AR IR i 44
fE55 v, BEE AR RO, AR Y T 380k
IR, TR0 S B R F TR T S 2 A
TCHNBEAT 55 b, Bl A AR I8 A B RC, 3 A000) 114
ESUSUPIT=NELIL YV ESN G <k

XF X SEHF ST o TR, ARSI 2 L WESE
SR B P NN R 22 5 S — U R R AR AT RS R T
TR o AR NAEAN [T 55 b 3 0 A4 3] A3k
WA BRI 22 5, PRLIGR ] 24T 55 R G i il DA EE
T I b O ¢ 38 G v g 2 S S LT R SRR . IR
i 24 41 5530 5 1] LLE BN AR N5 AR AE
WHCAS R AR T 7L s2 e, 180 A W 558 %
A LR ¢ 380 V9 25 A T N ) R B A b 0 O,
i ZAT 55 W] LA 585 4E AT 4R AT 1R
BN B TRARUSONE 48 A R 28 S Ol . ELE R
S AR A A AT 55, 52 30 v 0 425 ) AN [ 300k BT T
REE— L IR R A N, WAL U, AN FP A
PP R PR T 220700, JF HAEAS A
A g AT 1 AR S R A R R R Y

2250, PRXT AR FE 45 R 7T e il — 2 (52 5 22
5o BN, Spieler £ Balota (2000) Lk 52 Newman £l
German (2005)3X P IR T AR A T B B e 4 AR 55,
HI R A2 Plaut 46 A (1996)$2 H i Il i L 12
(The training corpus), H:Hin] i 1a 45 M 0~68246 A~
4, FARI A B 2 AR R T AT AN, R
25 TR 3R W TR 200 T A A 18 1) 1 < T 328 i 1
Ji B R A 52 7 0 AR A N IR 2 32 (The
test of adolescent/adult word finding, TAWF), %5
2% W IR) A0 N B A A 0 A G T 0/ o IS,
TN RE ) 22 S 0 & 5 W RS RL . I A8 b . T O,
Cohen-shikora (2015)F#F5E K& B N5 EFN
F R AN 22 57 25 S BRORDIURON B A8 Ak . i FSR
RWIREE W8 3G, PLAEINHTRE J) 238 8 T %
(Zang et al., 2016), B ANTEEZ NS
P SOV IS % N A SN b K SN O
B2 BT AR RN 8] i 2 AR OC, RO RE
FARR I, BN FNRE ) TR, TRARAR N &
W, BN SN ATBE ) T R AT BB Bh T R 3R]
W, (HIX — 85 AN TR AR 2 H IR Y
S, HIK, Verhaeghen (2003) 5714 & I iE =
I T RE ) 2 St S R BOAMREN 1AL . ZBFSE
R AR N WIEF I T RE ) (AniRlC s K T
FHAEN, TR 5 N H) B AR A 1
$R7NTR TN L ARE J1 7T REAG Bl T 380 5

R, T A R RON (9 2 AL T BE TR
fE525 . IR EEZE R FINAIGE ) 22 5 0 350
R, BT B Y R, TR FE £ B AR N Y
B A A I N R AREAATERY, 5 AR
LR NG E YN A0 5 A (R I N S e 25l
— 25 R AR A2 L R R 2 0 i 552 T ] ARV P A 0%
E5R,

3 BT EHIRSRRIA & L ot 2 B ]

3.1 {RSMIRMITAYZ A E
JREFENGBE NS T A h R
B AR By IR ARURONE, s 8 i TSR] i T
AR ] RERE & AF IS G RO TRk, XTFAEA
1 7™ A v i) JUSSONE B 9% B, AR 18] FE 22 30
RN Ny = O o N 11 v o2 N E N DS iy i e
[l 57 22 L s AR S & T R KO B, HI9F R
3] 1o A0 1) 19 DR KV v T A 3 4 A ] i X
(Chee et al., 2003; Graves et al., 2007), it F WF IR
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BT A5 7= A R] RN, 1) P 22 3L A (Chen et al,
2016; Yang et al., 2018; Yang et al., 2019), 2%
HH 5 T I A00 3R] L 5 5 v AR A ZE M T Tl L Rk
A1 A r [ 5 X R 75 & 1 B e /KO B0, B
ERIXALTE 2, gt e, e, -
TOUE RN TR 45 o X SRR 7ETE 5 77 AR Gk, AR
AR R T E 2RSS, AR 2 BB,
B A SR (359718 i 2t 11K 7 S 1 I 7 N 1 10 o 1 I 1
FIVHE [ FAL r 1] DX 48 L e A9 A B 8 f O KT
7 e A0 3] ) 7 L DU AS 55 B FE R N B i, 3L
G DX TG K P AR X A

C A BTSRRI T e AR]85 G DX 14 4 S
P (Wilson et al.,, 2010; Malutina et al., 2012;
Vlasova et al., 2013), Vlasova 5 AR fMRI $ R
M 21155, 58T 16 4544 NI Y
P, 25 2R s A Z AR A O ik XS 22,
I HAG: FRARR) B o 453 76 i 07 1] g J2 B IR BR,
Wl B AR ) Fr) G 2R T 22 A R R G X 2
Y. Malutina %5 A6 % 305 {1050 1) 45 HoRe o 1Y
BOm DX, AR T SR R AT 55, 4
SR A 4 v A TR S B T 5 A B O 1 i
DX OB A P 10 HE 250 B J2 55 ), o A0 1) A5 458 A ) 284
ARG, 2 A Ml 8 2 A SOCH AL
RAF; i 44 AR FEOE T 5 A A O
R0 Il DX R iy ety 1] B 2= L T [l il Bz 3
XY, R RIS R] Y SR R B AR, 760 P
ARG PR T, & 20 2N A
R R . XIS BN — B 45 8 T e
T IR o 42 1) 6 3K 2 N B — AR AR AR, Wk
T FRIA 2 K 5 A I, BT A
T E 22 (R 4, 2019; Feng et al., 2020; Bayram
etal., 2021), HFHN M # 1f 28 SL Al AR A7 7R 22 57« A
PER e AR5, R AR L 23 O R E 1
s M4 daE 55 v, A RO R] £ B R E ik X
AU o PR, ARSR I R fir 44 4T 95 % 4400 5
T R AR Yl e ML B, T AR A
PR R Rl M, — A PR A v AR AR A G DR
SPER O

O — SR MRI $ARE 48T ZA4FE A
FH A N & i 44 b i) B RN, 14 4 28 5L il (Gertel
et al., 2020), flfiTAZBMMIT HERI LKE, FH
N5 A N PR R, AR AR IR 1Y) i 44 1E
R AR AR, 3R W80 B2 5 A7 AE T 1 B A

NI TR K B B o X TR 58 38 & R 47 AN TN+
GEY NIV S N FEOR T EZGiE D T KSR S WO R =i 1
TA) B T K2R, (R AT AR AR IR B 4% A
T, BEE RN SR A, RO 5 | F 0 [
ZERE RS SRERD, AR AN
XU R 5 25 7 i 5 7 A48 1Y & & 45 ) A (Oh
et al., 2014), AGFIHT [EUFNSUNAS L 19138 #4300 2
57 4 R0 =k il R (Seott, 2017,
Thothathiri et al., 2017; Meekings & Scott, 2020;
Yuan et al., 2021), B, 7Edr KRR, B
T AR IS4 AT 2 B i o 23R A5 AR ORI S 7 B [
WM, H BN GET KA A S X 5
W% L, Rizio 28 NQOITRH T Bl TIAE 5
AR AR, BT 45 R R B AR
B NAE A TR I X B A 22 5, AR
W) R 22 AR, R AR AL [0l 2 2
BRAR 81 LA K3t b [ R [l 55 95 Rty . o AL
T X8 0 8T AR A, BN R BB AR ATEIX
SO I B TR o X — 25 RS DU R B T
AR5 BT 5T & — 2L W (Abel et al., 2012; Diaz et
al., 2014), /RS AT 48 ANAEN 5 | o7l
[l Rz J2 . Ll EHR RO [ R B AR
N S K

H AT R AR NS ANTEAT R
A 2 ML 2 T #0 e BR RG24 ) e 9 A
25, (EAATAE I AT R S A AR A I 22
RIS 4F AR MERN R0 &, 76— 20005 X (I
BT[] 45 ) I DA R4 f] DXC AR ey ] g 2 588 ) A8 8
TP T W, T S A N 9 T 56 L B 2 X i
TR EAR, (X —&518 187 B R R o8 o o
ZHBAEIE I R, AN, KR MBFIE T LR
tDCS 3 MEG S5 8 A SRR R A5 %00 o 19 2 16
B X AR AR, Dk —
il S e A AL
3.2 IS4 iR S R A e i) R A 5T

TR AN, T R A AR T 7 A R RS i Ty
B, HiEEAMBE AR S A AR, XA
TR R A I A 18 i e A AR 7 IO TRIARIRK
o BfE 5T R O — B S T A 1), Bh 3 R A o
ML S F AR i, BFFE B TR RS 0N K A ) HL
PAES B E R B HAR IS 22 S B T E— R R
321 DB 4 dhir S R i B e s R A 5

— Ay I A R R R R
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T A e ERE -
e R | iR =H o EBE K Hig
R e [ 88 [ % i [ Bk %* s [ % [k

MR R
=B

BT ™ A A ARONE Y A B B

TNC PR . BRI . L.
W IS EZF S Bl (Levelt et al., 1999), U
Bl 1 FR, WFFEE AT i A E g 7 A v i iR A
SR AT B A A e P g = A B B TR R B
(Jescheniak et al., 2003; Almeida et al., 2007;
Strijkers et al., 2010) . TA]I3E £ F1 IR B 2 4 b5 119
Ik Z B (Bonin & Fayol, 2002)L K 21 2 4
% B Bt (Jescheniak et al., 2003; Kandel et al., 2006;
Almeida et al., 2007), fHIEL{AR i a) ik A=A 77
TE—E i,

SEHT RIS 26 B 1 AR 0 B4 B B LA Y
WA RN 2 FT/R (Indefrey & Levelt, 2004;
Indefrey, 2011), Strijkers & A (2012)7E [ F v &4 1%
% iz F ERP B AR 5835 4F A\ BRIk i, oF
FRMAEMm AR, AR & 0 = 44 5k
F 57 L AE S B 152 ms st T B 5 w8 AR 2 A
A3k, T T 7 A s )RR 1 98 3 A 2 BRI
PERER B & AR AR RIS I 150 ms #] 275 ms
2 [a](Indefrey & Levelt, 2004; Indefrey, 2011), X
UL TR N PRI R B Bt E A B, 522
BB 5T 45 SR J&— BRI (Strijkers et al., 2010), fd
T A FSKIE 07 (2017) K JH Bl 4 44 4T 55 % 45 75 4F
NN AE N 38 7= A 5 5 7= A A 1) R0,
SERE R AN T AR rp R RN 7R B A 2
B 250 ms FFHEHBE, BB THAAEN, HEL
TN B, Almeida %5 A (2007)78 48 T 48
R B A 45 AR TR A AR A R T AR, A
AV o FR N S A B S R IR S AR A R R
WE T =FSERAT 5 B A FAMESS . B A e
i AT 55 AR iy 44T 55, &I R AEE R fn s 4T
F ORI T BE MR . OO BRI R
AT 55 B2 KBy DB = A o A S A B
B, ER Ay AT S5 BV S LB AR I G
T H % & W Bt (Indefrey, 2011), i 75 B F- Al
HE 3R iy 44 4 55 P R o & BRI LN, 1 A A,

SEUL, TSN A K A TEME S A | T A
FUA BT BE, P 38 7 2R v A T A0 e A A
AR A AR S B B B . {EUE FATIE B
HE— AR B A N 7 A T A5 A
KA BRI A S B BL

® 2 HDEFERHRE I G I 1 00 T 5Lt E

B B FAREE/ms N TAREERT ] /ms
WA A 0 0~150
TSR 150 150~275
Al gm0 275 275~355
Rtk 355 355~455
B i 455 455~600
B 600 /

T M4 [ Indefrey, P. (2011).

TA) VI 35 5 AR P 3R] TR 2 g 0 S ] Y1 sk R 3R]
B FE B A BE, X — i B R Sk ik R Y
O 7 2 A O L AR 1 1) SR AE I b — 26 B Al e
(FKIET, #EIF, 2003), HATHFITIR, 1AL
N EE R A TN R R, VR IR s ik i —
AE B RIRFAE, BT BE R 5 7F iRV 3% B o B B3
WA G B B T AR AR UL, Bl & A 1Y
TR — FBEIA N B8 1 221, IR AR R0 A B[] AR
W& 4E 5, HA ] A RNk T R, (HaX— 2
AR BT Z 5T i E— 25 1E 5 2 8
322 FBE4 hin AR py a5

PR AU, TR A ) 26
WAL, XS A AR R
Do BRETRT S = A iR SN B s ] 2 AR
BAWRIIE R EEPMEUAIE SR A E
PEMUL . AT R 135 7 AR R T S AR
TR B, AR B A 7 A rh iR AR N Y
Vi) 2R R A A BRI S A B B (15 2, kg 55,
2017); JEHE WA BE RPN IEFREERERE
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MORNE B i CRAE PSS 20, st 2 BE
F A v gD AR AR 1 R T 3E R R A T TE R B B
(Wang & Zhang, 2021),

WFSE AT 38 A 5 5 7= A i AR B AL
S5O BRI . SEIRA AN 1, 18
B AR UEIN A, SRR ) A R R N 5
7 AR TR, B ARE  A ) S AR A % A T 1
LA S #E . Perret fll Laganaro (2012)3% ] ERP
FAR B T OE 7= A F A5 7= A wp il sk, A st
[ EFR, 25 B OB AR A e AR S I R
EIER 260 ms A7 H I T = ARIIRNC 845,
PR T T R ME S A FIRNC BN T Qu
ENQO16) AL T 455 7= A= v i) AT 14 B[] g
i, 22 BAHEFENG BRI R B R 225K,
F 0 2 P T Ay 4% OB SR A e L, ERP 45 IR
S 7 g AR ) ATAER A 1) 15| A 114 F A B B R T P
LIS 168 ms WiHF 46 434k, R 155 i T sk
N KA AR TN BB B, 3X 5 2 i S A R
—H(EM, 2015), fERE7AGRED, 5HEFEAN
M, BEANFEEZREEFNRE, AT
ZPFE R, WO AR N TR AION (1 e ) S AR
5EFENTHES, WBF NI H 20 LE
o AT A2 K 55 (2017) 5% H & R i 44 15 20
ERP $iARFZ 5T BAE N AVE 7 A rh i S5 oz 1) B
[ ERE, & BMEAE NS =L PR Ima, #
R B E AR A3 w4 K 29 27 ms, ERP A
FE 25 S 1 7R AR N ARV BT (B R SR LS Y
212 ms, AR AR B HE S (F K,
2015; Qu et al., 2016), {HALfT % B4 5] HA B K
AR 4 ) T 1 i 44 AR B AR AR 25 S, R A )
T i 44 VR ORI TR ) ), DR SR AL 1S
B AR ST R BRI, AN SRR A
AN A T o BRI X g A B B B, DRt
AATIA A A A 5 7 A e i) BRI (1 s ] s
TA Al BRI F IE ik Hin e B BL, 580F T 1E
ERrYEER R

Baus £ A (2013)iz ] ERP $5 RER T T 3T 55
TR H A AR B B )RR, 20 44 KSR AR ER N
25 5 W L R i HEFEL I 1Y) 4% Bk, ERP 45 2R R 7 ]
ARG 2 350 ms, WELZETE 330 ms £ 430 ms
22 [0 (R I ) B 10 P BRI RN, 5 E S M
Bb, T H 3000 T A3 55 07 B G A ISR 2R 300
ms Ji RN — BB A A 2 TE 3k 1 48 B (Indefrey

& Levelt, 2004), XIGUE T IEvE B AR, B
AT DL ATE SOIE T 3R IOE S 3A RAE, 1A
N B A AT B A TR SR E A B B . (HRAESC 2
AENFFE BRTR WA, R LI TR
AR FT 3 AR v RIS 1) B [ AR LA R 5 AR
ANB2ER, 175405 77 4L W0 & 1R 8 g 1Y 22 5%
B 1B 0 7 " N TIN5 2791 M N 1 B KB 1 2
KB PLR T AL W25

4 RBHEFRE

TR ) ZAFAE T NI O R T,
MWL R As . BT SRR SCH A K
WHE RS EF R, AR E MR T i A8
A A 28 RE Al RN R I )RR, E X RS AR
RN, B AR ST I A 2 B =, B SEE Al
Z R MR Fr i 44 AT 55 S5 5000 B — W Ju X (i) 7 28,
535, 2017; Malutina et al., 2012; Vlasova et al.,
2013; Gertel et al., 2020), A W57 AT IR I A [F]
W A P R IR UV, HY AR 25 5, DL X
o 2% S ELAAR 0 A 2 B R s ) AR

BRI RN AR AN [ AR i TR 25 5, — S fF
FEA P K B ) K TE AR R R i s, g
AE 1 43 Z45FE (Juhasz et al., 2012; Fernandez et al.,
2016)F1 B /R 7% 15 BRAF (Beber et al., 2015; White et
al., 2016; Shin et al., 2017; Ostrand & Gunstad,
2020)% 8 , Juhasz 2 A(2012)FF58 T 14 {5 pl
Oy BLIE REOR 14 ) B X B2 (AR P Sl i)
A5 73 DEC) 72 18 5 I 1 M (6095 7 BE U 4 P A i
S PENMTE 55 E YR, FETE S AT 55wk
BT AR 45 5 I [R] PSS AT B8 22 4 = A A 5 e 2
S B0 BRR B R 1, 5 RS WK PO RUIE S L A
BT B2 7 A ) B B /b O HLAE P B i P
W SO AT 55 v, RS BL0E SR R R
R XoF B A T RS 22 5, (HIX — S5 R R
R Z2 HAEAIEYE 1Y S FF . Beber % A (2015) Lh#4%
JE v RE BT OR E ERAE R R B 4R SRl i
2 BOIRTUEON, S5 R R WX TR R UL, 4414
P iy 4% B0 3 B2 LU gl 1 TR R SR, B DR AR D
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Neural mechanisms and time cour se of the age-related word frequency effect
in language production

ZHANG Lina, XUAN Bin
(College of Educational Science, Anhui Normal University, Wuhu 241000, China)

Abstract: The word frequency effect refers to the phenomenon of processing high-frequency words faster

and more accurately than processing low-frequency words in different stages of language production. The

cognitive ageing mechanisms of language production can be investigated by exploring the different

characteristics and mechanisms of the word frequency effect between young people and elderly people. We

suggested that the word frequency effect exhibited relative stability across the individual developing stages,

predicted the age-related word frequency effect based on different theories of visual word recognition, and

analysed the changes in neural substrates and time course of the word frequency effect caused by ageing. In

future, we can further distinguish the word frequency effect from the age of acquisition effect on language

production, and extend the studies to patients with neurodegenerative diseases.

Key words: language production, word frequency effect, aging, time course, neural mechanism





