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ESGAMESIG. ERAEUREMENG)

BE# X
(LTSRS P 2B, L L 273165)

W E AHETAANMEZHERANS, HWRIELAF L ENE AL Z NI E TALIES L&, AL
HAEETZEL, AiBSUARRAN T, RE. Zikdebub h 4, £EEABRILEL A% IF.
B SUAe i ) Ae R0k K Rt e b B —F IR T ESUAS 2 i e LB A AV 2, R, BT R
BAGE N £ F . 8)kFiE S ASe I £ R . E kb M HraR SR LT T B EFRL.
L@ E Uik EL DB R AR, E A E AL, A2 ALE

HES  Bs42

HE NIRRT Lttt B, BHiE PIERXFRIEE S, BRGNS EE 0T

M E S b, AW, OHEERE N — KW ur { P AR TR SCRTR o 3 SOVHTE R SC& LA
BT IRR, A5 R R EE Y REAE T 508 PUERRB BT NN HLHI LA, AT
N BRIE] A AZ I 5 VA, T i D) RE 1 SE AR AR K2 BEAS U0 e W SR B v i PR A A, HLAAOR 15,
B LR T e L, AT E e mE ., RE W SCINHV R 2 2 T AT 45 75 B X &2 R sl 4R
RN B LA BLR AR, B (Badre & Wagner, 2002; Hoffman, McClelland, &
GkE, BXRETIHEFEARIAL KRN, AT Ralph, 2018; Ralph, Jefferies, Patterson, & Rogers,
R F YA R H SR EIAPUAR, &AM 2017; Yee & Thompson-Schill, 2016), FE7 it E:Ail
XML SO R S (R R T, BLls, B XA AE T AR A RE S AR A AR B
X, K%, 2014) AR LA, SR FMAY, TTRAEFFEI IR E, 2011), H L, 8 SGAHRE
ENTIRE &, 16 X EFZ WL, BAK WEZINM ARG RER M EE IR . T H il R
MR . REUT I EZR SHRE, mixd RGEME L ER RGN EER, 15 LRIERGHE
FE 19 52 B 0U) 35 T AT 0T o SR IE A AR R RALE, WA TFREEZNER ., 23, 1557 . 15
HU3E SCINEN . Bl A3 EFIE SONREE 51 2o TR R) Y v B 56 2R 52 IARE S 0 TR 1Y 4
WL SCOHPR IS B30 S P 1Y) i B 4 AR R o iR, AT NES MAEE T 4
PRI, PRITHE SCONHTRY & AL . 52 mm KR J = B AR ARG . SREFH RS LT, AR
ML TR F NG . ARGE R S LZHIE T &R O, X IhEkR e, 5L
UIReH & RIS FSL IR . il R FEALEE LR R MIE SRR T RS,
W A AN E FEATES . BRIE SCRIE RS RE, LUE

L RS XA LA £ 5 R ] 5 25 50 10 4
W SCIN, RIE: SO LA ZR R A O HE 77 (Hoffman, 2019; Ralph et al., 2017), IZHR%
TR ORI R, BERAMBEE T3 L PR TSR AR 22 R GE ) vk, B
H P R RAS R . RS RI, 18 URIER S

" I SO 2 S8 B AN [ (9 i 2 R AEHL ] (9] =
Wk H3: 2019-08-19 - T, .
* E A RHE SR H I(18BY Y092). % ?O”)’ IS AT A AL S e 508
WAEIEH: 3], E-mail: hewenguang1022@163.com st
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2 ESXCANHMBEARIE. KRINALE
REMEEM

2.1 JLERICEXRGKHER

2R N, VR ] R R AR
AL, FNEME L RIBE X ARG R AR Bt
il ZH I ER 4y, BB EETE R R IR L, AN
AT B R A A A T (EAERR, 2006), Kk, A&
T SUI R JR 2 T AR 1) SORAS M BE Rl 2 B, 1 1]
SR ARG MR TR IR & . WFFE R W], A
A A SR 0 T R B Y, R A
PR, A BFIE KB, 7~8 A~ H B4 LE T LI
O T R R K, O B IR 4 K i )
(Cheour et al., 2002), JLEE & TE A4 B [6] & i A 44
ORI -IE LRGN EZUEERY, 24
MAZEAMZRYILE TR L K RA B AR E L
R IANC 18 X R 4 (Arias-trejo & Plunkett, 2009,
2013; Rama, Sirri, & Serres, 2013), Chow, Davies
Al Plunkett (2017)38 323 DU [ #1517 3% 7 28 (four-
picture Visual World Paradigm, VWP)% £ T 24 4>
AFT 30 A A KA B g ] fhialil -
T CRAE RS 7 3, R 1 58 5 W o o
HWIELE, RIS R A2 200 PO iR & R (B 3 Wbk
HArim, 5BEEEE . & O CETE R E R
VER LS 5%, 38 o B HLG T 56 R, 2SR
PR O B AT R, AR, W%
ZHTH S LT DA IR A AT O i R 1 2
IR RSk, I BT LUAE 5 P S Bl O T s
SCRACHIAE B AP ERY, 18 A LA
YL E & E MR A MIRNE -1 LR SE(Rami
etal, 2013), JLEIRC—H X RGN, B3
WA, W2 B LEINHRE T MR S &
RN . R B B5 I T8 i 4 7 L9 3K (Intermodal
Preferential Looking Paradigm, IPLP)E‘JE?% i
T HILAE N1 LR EATER 25, iz
T2 LIS b e 2 0 XA — B A2 =0, A
VWP W58 A 7] (4 2 22 L TPLP B 52 10 1) 08 I
KK, BFE®E HERERLERC¥IdE
PEAR HARIA] SCE A 2 2 A A B B, A
LA DU 32 B Bk 3] 3 AR G FiE ) I8 4> 2 44 1 AL
A, IBABA R 2L E 2 s b 1035 F
PRER ZR R S IPLP R R W], LI -1 LR
48 5 R RIE -1 LR G R AR . BARS)

JUTE 1 % bl 300 HE 0355 4019 B S, I
W i) 5 2 SOMIDE T, E At A X B i) 2 8] 3 5 A
RLPEFNE SCHH AR ) BEAR AR BE AE 2 4 B A T dR i
TN . ZAEBE T IL#E L) LI T b
PR HEAT G R A TR 3 S FR E 5  R J BAR B
BAR) 22 [0 1 R SO AR AR o LR HE A T A 11
TC 18 X R G A5 R 55 3 K B4 LB AN
SRS B I RS (] 2 AR R S AR BT Y
AR DL 1 7 SN & R GRS E B,
AR R BOGRBE A 25, 4 LN OiE iR
IO B 15 B0 B LA T B BGE A B 3 3 b
(Chow et al., 2017), 74oh, B LI, EfFEES
PIAE T AGE JLE, 5 JLEMEL, X i
Z IR 432 56 RUARBURR, X R BRI s &
RS IR -8 LR AR LR, (27 A
INT AR LRI BIE L, X oA b
A BT R A Y A [ Sk b BRI SO S L i Bt
WFFE A ANTIA R B L T SO T f AL R 0T g
[R5 25611 5 (Ramd, Sirri, & Goyet, 2018),
22 JLEBXIANHENRERBENAR

MIE Xk R R, B4 ILE 2 R
TR B0 AR 5 s Y FE At bR % S SN RE
A, MATARE B S A EAR X0 4R 1R AT IR
SR, 33X B TR AR 4R SO B 1 1
SCHAAS SR, 7T RE 2 1 i) SO 3k B 4 e 5
HYRAEMIG (DT, 2005), BIFMEH T IL
WH W ST IE — R IME, BIH— 5
AR R Y AR s SR, ten, JLEE
o <A Ay AR IR KB DY AR B
JEAAE BT JLEE 23— et e g AR M Y
Yok, RI4E—A s L7 — R RS T ol HH
KAFFE—Fh Y I, P BT R
INGE . LN RI LR IR IR B B R, Bl BAR 2
LIRS T L S 5 (R AR, O R B 1 55
WEFME IE AR, JLFE I SCAY SCZR AR R BIE 4
fasg, SHULEMIIL—F X RS AE A 2 p
BWiEEHAWEE,

B TR AL S IN AR IS Ab, Giit2# ) (Statistical
Learning)&& HAjA X JLEIEST . EFE. X,
) RE S I A5 ELAT SRR I A R
BTRTE T IR . Geitei o) R B > B
P, ETRERILEREKEIE S WAL
AR, TSNS A R RS R RO R R
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(Wells, Christiansen, Race, Acheson, & Macdonald,
2009), FFHEF RG22 B R ARG
— PR KSR AE ST, AARTEAR S A I 5 X
FRA MBS . EFk . 1E XBERAEFEUR. F
WFFERM, 8 A H KA B LXS & 5 0 [) ¢ Ak A A 2
B4 EL UK, AT el DIART AR M TIE
Fp R A5 N ) R)E (Saffran, Newport, & Aslin,
1996). 12~14 A4~ H KA 4y JL AT DL i PRige oAl
21 Salior % N IR 1 B775 S d S i e S U
BATA Y 7 SO 5E MRE A% > (Smith & Yu, 2008).
TG KM, JLE R LUK RS IR T RS
FFr A IE S, ] LU B 5 R i
FRIBOZIR O RR IR TR SCCETRE, BEEE, Wk, 2018),
Arizmendi P Al 5 17 S0 1A 2% &) SC RS ST
FERI, B GE B 1 4y L B R e i
S NG AR A A L S THIAEL A 2 Y RE ) (A,
Meyers, Oglivie, Nicholas, & Arizmendi, 2014),

ik, JLmE R TER VA S G i T 1Y
Fenb LB BT 1RNE 3 B R 45 (Iexical-semantic
mapping system). 84, JLEZEUMT7EE KiE 5 1F
JEA T2 T K A IGE S B e DR B,
JU B e ) 2 38 o 55 1 AR T S, IR, E Rt
SRR ST TR TR o TR SO 2 1l
JUEE T i S [H] YOG Bk BOE . W,
[] it R IDUR] 6 B O AR GRSk . fEBE
THCTE L6 R R ST R B, JLE A Wi
RN TR T SR R (S5 7, 2005). AT A
. HERR . SR RYE A AR EUE UE R, JLE S
TR (0 RS LR DA 00 5 W A AR IR S (hE
R, 2000), EMORBEL, FA7EE =P ER ARSI (1)
SEIESURININ U ¥ U PEE N eSS O )
FWAFTE R A BLO BURS AT VRAL, SRS AT
AR TN A AU 085 5 7K P X i o A7 2 i
F2xif o (2) FF H I 3 SR o X — SRS (92,
24 L2 W 2 B ATV 1 A A I A0 & 48
E AR R & —HEEUE R H AR R, 23 X%
TC A R LR . ) AR T IBR NS . XK
B2 L S KM O 2 B A HHR A 5 L L
NG5 T (2 BE SN, LA B 75 1 2 A I ) B 5 285
G AR ATIE TR A
23 BEXIEMARBEHE

BEZABE IR T, AMATE SN RE T 4R
PRI 21 2 R R, BILN AT IR, a8l

REAE B A SR8 5 o R IX 43 B3] Y 3 5 401
7~8 A~ H 12Uk BE M E & T SR BRI TE
B2, FE RN 2R SCH] 7 AR AR E Y g
KARMBENEERASR. AU HEH
2 Hi {7 (event-related potential, ERP)Fi R %5 T
7~9 A HBILE LA bLgl, S5 R LW,
TESNVETE a0 E B AU, 9 A R
BOLE & T A ZEABLAY N400 fisg 43, 107 7 > H
KEZ LA EE ] N400 4y, $E bk
A AN AU R, 9 A A R B LAk
A RS T RSB SCGAFIHLE (Reid et al.,
2009) . SRS Y IA R RE ) LT R T B I
Friedrich #l Friederici (2005)f# Jfi# X sh{L 55,
WHIE T 12~19 A H AR BOAMA 1 A 1 SOR B Kk i
R, S5RTE 12 HRIEILE &, WA RBbR
T SCBE A PRI AE B N400 34y, B 19 MAK
M4l LS A WA B S T SRS ALY
N400 45 i, AF5EE AN 1 SR EILE B
TR IBGE LRI RE /), (Hif U &Rk
JIHEAEER] 18 N H AR A RER & . BIK 194
HRMH LR RN IE K N400 17T,
R L VORI S BR O3 A O T A I 2 A
TE22 5k o AEMAB T, N40O A4 7E T .0
TR AT R Ik, A AL SN AR R s, HLA R
BREY RN Ze 2 sk R A, (HAE L s Bk & |
B X A SR A EOE, HPREREOE TR 2 R
AW . ZIE U], LT AF B $E R R
B A SRR, RIRTEZA R 6 i 2
5o WAk, MFREEMEH] ERP HiRFELE T 21~24
A HILE R SO FRE Ty, 8RR, g
TUH E ARG R M LA —FO R L#E IR
AR P IE K TR N400 gy, BiW]i%
AR B ) LR X i SCZ ) R OGP AT T IR RE
71 (von koss Torkildsen, Syversen, Simonsen, Moen,
& Lindgren, 2007; Arias-Trejo & Plunkett, 2009),
Aktngt, WFRE L] 24 A KAMEE & B A
AN MAE S . Ramd, Sirri Fll Serres (2013)
TEWSUSSIMES T 24 A H KL A DAL
B3 WL B A 7R 1 L5328 0 SRV 1 N400 1L,
AT BRI, BE T IR B E
S RINARE

K H ERP SORMIBIZEC R, 12~24 A
A B A LA B v il SR, i UG
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SRR 1 A L R E SGNARE ST . R4,
VAW BEAY SR 40 LAE L3 aE SCIA G 2 v 2 75
BNZPT T 2R 235 37 T 2 05 2
[E) 5 7 J7 T ERP F ARG, A5 TF 46 5 B2l
A 1% L IR AR L AR (FMRI) X% 7] 8 k17 T IR AT
58 o —WiAT 5 5~10 & LHE L8 X A5 B AL BE i
s, JLE AR BAT L I BoE 2, B
00T 1 SCAb FR ) 40 ML B DX An g L T KR
BTG B nG A8, ZEMIBRIR B AR L R AMI, K dnas
[ 2 it A R, A [ L B e R
g X B4 18 7% BF 5 (Balsamo, Xu, & Gaillard, 2006;
Binder et al., 1997). A K& LR T RH,
JUFEAEAR T v Iml i A0 X (BA 47) F1380 1 v [l i
JEMIIX (BA 22, 21)Z 3 T 2 905 (Booth et al.,
2006), Chou 25 A(2010)L4 9~12 % . B AN[EE
SCH R KR L L, sEOE U T 4
WomE A 22 T TRFSE, & BLE SCHLR K P
A IR, AR RLR RLTE N A IS X
WA 4 R G TSR S, T SRR AR K F AR
B MPR, AFEHUT R LR P 0
XA B 2 WS . WFE A, i SRR K
SRR A AT BE R T LR GE R S BN e
W, FEOE kR P 2l ST R
il ZJ R 110 A5G X o 7 D) — 0 O 9~15 % L i
SGNFIRYBFSE HF (Chou et al., 2006), BFZE#{1E
AR WS AR I LB AR AT 8 U R AT 556, A
BRI, e 0 B AT T A X e A R Y
POE, RS U AR AR Y L3 BT A A
B CRAF AN SE R 1 AP . L, %A
SR KR, A EE(BA 22) 03807 H 5 AR %
K/NKESE, MR A1 (BA 21) A4 3455 ) FE SO
fEWETPE A DG, 225 R UL AR /N | 1 SRR
KRR B, 18 SCIAERTE sl b A7 21 B8R 0 s
T

3 EOAFAZHBSAMNE R EME
E itk

B AR BEMLAEE L, AR A2 A R D) fig
B SRS, Mo NREON 2R 3 A
HBE ) A AT G B A A (S0, 2017), H
B, AREIANAEE A A IR, (A G SCAR
REJ R 2 R A B ACMRIRATAE e o o A AL I
MBEFE R, i AR AR TR E, &

L HL G A B B (Laver, 2009). 1 SN HIZEHE T %
B, 60 % LA I B84 NIRNEIE SCIN AR 43 B I 2E 5
T30 B LUT B4R N B A X2 TR X
IR B 2 5 W8 14 T A5 BT 34 Jin 97 735 (Verhaeghen,
2003), R, MATACHIE OGNS IR ™
&, S5FRAMLL, BREIE NG g
AT 2B E, HEEFEAEE LA
R ZHOTERR R E, BFENRREER
R SCANFIRE T o SR, A 5 F ok ik
NI G A, X 2R N i SOt
TR EO AR, A A e T R B AR
AT S 30 TR A 3, T DA SCIA0AS W] sk
1 1Y 77 78 2 AL B 4 (Hoffman & Morcom, 2018;
Hoffman, 2019; Boudiaf et al., 2018), WF57 30,
T U BE T 19 2 A 2 BE AR A IR DL 4R L
o AR, T S B AH AT 55 R AR
(Wierenga et al., 2008), Boudiaf % A (2018)ffi Ff]
fMRI HARFZE T EH NIE U288 T o 11 MR
WoR, IEH B SBEESE0E RIER R T,
T 5 1A A et R AR = AR A A o o i ig
B 25 SR 0 (8 R 7 R BRI A R A R I X,
ERRBOE RS . [, 572260 378 O L
X A 2 BRAE DI X, B AR 8RB B )
TR, R RULH, IR . 52
155, BT EAE R A 28R S X DL #h
22 2 Bk B 2 A0 T B0 3 SO TR 1 AR
T SCIVHIBE T 19 2 Th ik R 3 A B9 e B A KO- 1
WEFE LB, e H i BE 6 2 48 3RS SO T
AR, MTAESEAA LR BT
SCAER, AR AT R R R AR AT
FA) 1) I 4R AR Sk 48 2 516 (9 1 Xl 3K (Payne &
Federmeier, 2018), ItAh, 4 AW B8 32 BRAF K -
A2 FRNC R CEFE Mg, REEREEAT
T I B A Z2 R in] SCRIRNE RS, B 48 R BRAT &1
By m gl AR B AR S0 BE 77 23R (Hoffman
& Woollams, 2015; Pexman & Yap, 2018), —Ijik
HiE LIEEAE 55 BF s 3R W, AR AFEAE S5 h 2
WA TR R, XA E R 515 X5R
IEMEF AR, 2T, BENKA RS
TRV A 55 AR R 0T Rk, R E U, &
AN BT SCRR B R HARNE IR AR5 Mk
4, AR X ILEGE R, AR AT AT I
Z2 (A A S BEUR, DA B 4 49 5 W SC UG e S5
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¥ 1F % (Hoffman, 2019),

Wk, 1 SO BRI B T B 2 4 B2
WIS RS2 i F . S8 NZEH [ 0 300 HH E,
AT RIS fEAERZRE T REREN, 1
Ak, A NAEAT AR [0 A T0 - (9 350 8 3, i
AR N JUNAE A O s T DX 9 s B . AR R X
HAATEAESS o, Baciu 58 AN(2016) B, ZAF#IK
FAE RO AE RGBT . B L B o TR A
T, B NSHRE SUAE 55 09 O 0 1A AR A7 2
BRI T00 I 1 58 AR — 12 S A X X, fE A
BRI AL G H0 A W X T AR SCH
Wi{T: % (Lacombe, Jolicoeur, Grimault, Pineault, &
Joubert, 2015)H7, AF4 AR XU T X 1 72 ) 350
T DX ) T RN AN AR N, T A 2 D
A R B T R

i LTk, i SONHEELE AN SL,
FEOE SO BLE R A8 S A DF
TR, 15 RIS A28 SO T8 K
#AY PN A R 48 (Hoffman, 2018, 2019; Ralph
etal, 2017), BHZHFRN, B NI LFEIE . i
CAR L 1B CE R A I A W, 15
SONHVEACTE 2RI R B E 88 | T F4e .
A Y EIE EE S D . i, 35 SOA
XA RETAAIEE N,
AN — AT INHBE 7 () 8 A0 27 2 R
F2h, >k B BRENTRFEN, 15 8§k

DX —JBe R AT BE I AT 55 B 1Ml DA 3 v BE T

BATAL[F B AT AR T (AF) . Z280 K BI(LIFG). 72
Ja U I (pMTG)SEMG X . T H, 4 AR SR
LU R CER I A 2B 1] X ) — AT 55 X
WL MRS, AR TEE SGANRIT LA L
X I (145 LIFG .pMTG FI dIPC) ¥ #47 58 1 s 559,
AL & A4 AR T 18 (eIFS) . & BI(MFG) . A7 il 5
R T2 2 5 (dTPC) AN T Ay 07 =1 HZ 5t (dACC)
TE W 1 £ 75 3K W 4% (multiple demand network,
MDN) X 35 U1 5 B 5% 1380 (Jefferies, 2013),
Ak, FiE LAEICIZAE 7 0 1B 2 i s
SOANMEAWRE . BFRERM, FiE TAEICICX
WE & — 18 A5 B0 4 4% A 5 5 22 AF H (Fiebach,
Friederici, Smith, & Swinney, 2007), B SR 1ETRIL A
W EAE AR AN B 25, B
et PR AT 3 R0 R SL DG R A 2 IR AR A B )
AR, BRI MERP IR (Vassileiou,

Meyer, Beese, & Friederici, 2018), #&lk, Caplan,
DeDe, Waters, Michaud il Tripodis (2011)IA kX /&
T EENTE TSI A R S 85T #H
Aedeih F BRI . 7 4h, FIE TAEIES
e T B 3 1R A 23 5 A 31 2 4 TR BRI 0 1 &
HABE FHEREIRE 1o ok BB D2 B A A AT o 32 B,
AR R PR 1845 2 2 10000 RV /)5 143 14 R 7 ek
55, I HABATE ) TR 58 22 A A0 B R 43 B 451K
T30 35) =5 {45 15 (Rayner, Yang, Schuett, & Slattery,
2013).

4 EE5RE

41 JLEBEMHEAMEXINANIIREGFEE

F4?

WG R INA R, st BARE, LE
AR NAE TR SCNHILE] A e B i 22 5 . TR
TXRRAT I 22 S 31 VA2 BT A AS ) i 2 2 1 AR AR 2
— PO S 3 A, i SO K LA TR S,
TAEICIZ A HA 538 SO T AR A AT BE 7 1 5
1B S S AR SO T IR XE A 2 ZE R (Kave &
Knafo-Noam, 2015), [FIEf, 155 &% A F W&
Hi 25 S Sk I 22 — (Hoffman, 2019), JLEH T
TR, BB ARSI ESRAGEER 2
S, BT DA AE 18 SCIA RN J7 T 2R 390 A 22 S,
W RN, M ILE TECILE B LOES
LW AW, £35SO MPLE AR B S
BANETF =3 75—, LR AR
NFETR SCNIR &R - B TR 22 5. 785 U
TREE b, AR R ] 3 A B im] i TR0 2 [ R T
Ry, mLEEZMELSE LT, HHA
LR RIS AR AR B, AR
TR SRS TR — R A B . PRI Y
TR, BILENZE R . 28 p
Ji L3 #2 (Benau, Morris, & Couperus, 2011), 7EJiK
X WE b, JLEAETE SO TS B R T A2 B
At DX ) TG B SR AT, AR T B — AT )
RERITTA DX 3 T B AE N B4R AAH L, 4 A
DS T 5 222 BRIE SO T DX R %o B 14 A 2 3R
Xk, AR, fLH U ILEM B AFEE SCIA
AL 5 T A AR 0T A0 22 5, (ELR 00 1Y) S
Bfta . At adrdfga, DLRTURNE 25 5 0 R
G325 B U SON AT 55 e 55 55 o) BB A7 A2 4
B, WEBRAREMWHIG,
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4.2 FXMAGEAREZLERE SR

BT, AKX, s e R A B
A 28 SR E R AFTE AL AL —FP S0 R,
BEAE A= PRAEIE AU, AIERNRIBE ) A 5 240,
T SCUA 0 RE 7 D) AH X PR A7 52 4 (Alatorre-Cruz
et al., 2018; Poulisse, Wheeldon, & Segaert, 2019),
AR SONAL, AIRINVRIBE I A TE A 5 kA
AR ? B, 1R AL SRS TS A A R
Fo B XENEF A SR, HTHREY A
Bt R KRR B RE R, 28 T Rkt AR
AR, BRI Z AR T MR IR S 2R,
NI RO AL AT o 4] 2t — B4
HARMME N AE LN RS, 2| TR A
W, HN T 2 AR T AR ICAZ 55 0 B,
B NI, R, B AR A B
AR BN R 22 RAE DL . BEFERBA, i LAIA
PR FAE ETALHE L W] e [ A A A
25 55 R 19 U 0 4%, T/ i Jn T P e 28 RAE D
TG K R BT IR0 O X S 2 ) 5 2 i 0] TR
% (Shafto & Tyler, 2014), H1 T Hi %5 -0 T - 2F B
EACHA X R H AR, T DL AR AR 2 )
%t PR AL B 52 I (Harley, Oliver, Jessiman, &
Macandrew, 2013), {H8{7E# R L 15 BoR,
T SCA N A8 [R5 BT e, 3 sl 1 SC
IR A FUE SRR SCARTE U A (Boudiaf et al.,
2018; Hoffman et al., 2018; Payne & Federmeier,
2018), i H i SCGAF B ALTEA (AR AR B Bl T i
N

ERNET RAEN WA FZH A5, 75 Lk
. ARSI A TE XS] i B . AR A,
TR AR SN AR B B S, 1 SGA
SRR L2 AT A B AN B R I . A4
AR 58 S Al 1] T sk N s o 4k L 15 X
INHIBE AR SE4FWe 7 mpk AL i SCE A
(B4 & A RE e 2 Ak AR SOAFI 2 A2 15
BA DM A SGAR B 21006 RS A
PR S i 5 AT 55 W AN [R) T AT BT AR [ 7 36 26 i 2t o £
AR
43 B AMEBUEZWEZRAE

T SCNFRE N E R MIAANE 3, %t 12 B
ZRNFE TR SCRAE . 3 XS TR ARG E
FARVER R A HIZY, 2B AR | TR
PRSI Z BRI R R . Y HTA DG SO

AR FEE DT AR REN T, MW
LS 2SN IE - 2N N E i)
R AR, TR 2 154E 3 (age of acquisition, AOA) 218
BRG] DL Sk ml A4S TR U i R AR B AR Y . 1R
B SRV N LI, 2016), iR > 15 HI0UF Rp
BEREEN ARG P REZENER, JENEIRFEL
WA AE K A 25 AS (7] ) 1 22 AR FE Rl T
HHFME WA ZER . FH, w0540
AN ] B IR 05 O Ak R B, R RE 2 R
FIE R R, RCE T 136 R XE S
INFZEAL S B AT AR g7 215 B 150
I SO R M, TR T A5 IR B
FWg A, FH S50 RN R &5 e
FAFCR, i 5 AR M R Ul 2 2 BRI, TR A1
AR TR] P X 1 SN AL SO ] R e e 7 SR 1]
R PR i SO R A ), s i 2 ik 57
FIRNC 14 %, 4 205 DL 8] A7 42 28 HAE I We ?

5% 3CHk

B, B, Bk (2018). WEE ARG IR TL—
kB @ N AR R NBE RS . A EHFHHE, (3),
78-82.

HERFFR. (2000). #0555 Lig: BIMEEE T
J AL

fI3Cr™. (2017). B FNFIEACHUE] K I Lm0 22
HHSE, 25(9), 1479-491.

B, (2017). ZEAHGE R FRX FIHRG R
(2R S0). HHROREE, KF.

ZEE. (2016). PUE L IR 4E R HLHIR BT
LR FIR(A XL FZIR), 14(1), 54-57.
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RET, P, BEAR, KR (2014). BARESE LT
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J AL
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The acquisition, development and aging of semantic cognition
and related neural mechanism

CHENG Shijing; HE Wenguang
(School of Educational, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, China)

Abstract: Semantic cognition is an important part of language systems, and thus the exploration of its
development mechanism and the underlying neural mechanism is of great significance to reveal the
development and cognitive mechanism of human languages. This paper focuses on the acquisition,
development and aging of semantic cognition, and further explores the mechanism of aging in semantic
cognition and related neural mechanism based on systematic elaboration of lexica-semantic acquisition and
the development of semantic cognitive ability and strategy. Finally, discussions were made on the differences
between children and adults in semantic cognition, syntactic and semantic cognitive aging, and the
influencing factors of aging.
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