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BRI B E S R R TR R

B B O®%
(R BE BT 2 BE, WA ¥ 261061)

H B BERAELARRAAN TR DGRBERFIEZ —, ITHRBEHREAN, hALsSSes LR KA
DAL RS E BRI G PHE SN, A2 AR PRBAREN, LHFHAFRLEGHENHRAALY
HARZKBHHERALAGER, BREENRBGFINFZIRNEALS LRI KBS H R LA HLES
e, LB, FH A BILE 8 R IULB LY AR E A BT A LB RGBT T BB, Ak
B 5 E BARAT A TAE AR S P BT K HLA A AR R TR R R S M e TR A R R B, SF i — R U
IhiEEmIEE,

X Bk, FAFT, ALiEK, SR, LEHR

HES B4

1 3]

11 (syntax) 5 A HL A BE B K LA %2 0 IR 4%
AR 7 B C (AR B ] | R )4 — E LU 2
— AT S TR B )T AIRE 71 (Chomsky,

2002; Petersson et al., 2012), iX&L2H G #0044 .
H A % BRI Z ; ] K >
FRT 8 4 (syntactic. structures)!, i Bl ALK HAWSh R RS ERARA X, 78 A2tk

B R TP RO A, (g o HRIHARRUSCR R TR
4‘*}1%& /I\Mgm* L‘J\Jﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬂliﬂ@?%*@é;ﬂ%% ‘rﬁ@i(KOIOdHy & Edelman, 2018)3 ;ﬂg/l\, ﬁﬁﬁ?

il

TS5 BRSSO &R AE (conceptual
representation)fE /1, {H B 23 Kk 4 FERYIIL5,
EATHIC N SRl AT I B E—— B 0
A~ B8] JH IF (merge) B — A 1) 2 X 3£ 35 (Terrace
etal, 1979), —SEHFFRE R K, HILRE T ALY

iy LS . RO g sy VR IR AP A (L2 S

M = (1 ok kA e D7 TEIE 304, X AR BB
E‘?:EJ_‘T_H‘»ZE 50 q:,f_%, ﬁ%ﬁ%?ﬁaé}_ﬁﬁﬁ% E‘Jé;ﬁ%&o jgi%%i&{k‘t‘iﬁiéijiﬁyiﬁ—

HEE KIS AR, W\ 2 w et gy DL EEIOBTIOR, HA G

IRl WAL e, gty PP ROEIR I RTINE T . A5

JUHEAE 3 % IR AT LR T Rk g i TS RRSHATIE.

WKEE. TAJEFRMRREAREILEE 2 B SRS WSER st

X A s B R AR BIF S AR 5 B LR Ok H gt A%

R A 2020-07-17 FRNN o - ot ] g
CNEIRZ R Lt AL

* LA BT R BLRI ST H (2020YBO3T) W BY ;ikﬂfﬁafff‘%ﬁ%‘éﬂwfif&@%

WIS, #5, E-mail: yorkns@sina.cn AR IR, AW R A L 2

"R SCSCIk R, 9 S8 FH R R R R WH5E T BL, 0 B AR GUR T R VT TR, 151k
fiﬁﬁﬁi qjygl/;ta)j: gE?Z)%iﬂE; );7 ziﬁ;fmé\;?iﬁ 3 BE 4T 45 (grammaticality judgment task)FIA T
%* N ‘“i/lil? ”4iﬁ lEﬁl N L‘E‘in? J‘Lﬁ%, ‘ii:l SHLY P =] L Al 1] R
¥ E X Y “syntactic structures” (5% 45 #4)) 8k “syntactic W {ZEEE%(artlﬁmal grammar taSk)EWﬁHi LI

rules” (AL, SCERF SRR E, EAT4 B R T AN R B 58 P 25
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5H%¥5.
21 BEEEHWES

HEMAWES ZHTEARRRRENT
(syntactic processing)/f: BEILAb 1 SZHEMF 5T . T
TIE R D BE F BAE TR ARG 5 SR T s # I #E1 7
HA, Hk, WFFEE T LUAE S5 AT 55 Bk gl
7 52 IO R 5 T A1) SR 45 7T LAY AT 3 A )
1) A7 1 ), [ B A A AR T EL R AT R
LS . A TR G R BRI T 81, Y BilxT
BB R IEICIE # 7 HIW T, KN 32
FETR VRN T A G DX 25 TR 2 0

AL TR R f B, 8t LA [R] 3R 1R 4
G AT O R IS 3 25 5, AP E T LA A XX
FRBZIN TR 2 pLH, SRR R T 25 %4
oG XD B O 2R, V8 T T T T KOS R I TR g,
M7E B 45 5 se Sy ks K. 53 4b,
RSB R AL ) TR AR W A SR 1L T e ik
MAPLHMETR T, FRSEMAK B
5T (comparative studies), T X i 5 T E A9
AR A R

T TR 2, BT RTE B AT
SCAL 1 UMM T (semantic processing) 5% T
PIAS LR, o SO AR A AR & ST 1T &
WA R A, BITE R 0 B SCRAE; 1R T
MR FE 15 T Hon Al B R A AT 21 A R0 (RD
RIS, REPE AW, HiEME L
T A 04 B 2 HL R A B ST R idn, K
G 853850 2 90 A2 48 1) B SR T AR B R O A T
fai Bseit, (HICIEAL AL (R B (Tyler et al., 2011)
H 15 5 MRS T b A0 19 B B 1 X, X X edR
BOEE M LI BIE 0. Hit, fE#ATZ05 W
W FE T, BF 9T A B R B IR L 5 A A
B —MOrgoR, WREEE T LU S AR . (B
Tk 2 (syntactic complexity) A [ (4] T-7E A
TS MORL, XAERE T LUHE BRI SO B R A X o
P T RN . 53— TP L5 12 0 F e SE B i
S 119 £ 15 (pseudoword) FF Sy 5 56 44 B, 3AE AL T
VAW /D35 05 0 AT 55 v BT o SO AR 5| R B <0
F M ALl (Bemis & Pylkkanen, 2011), 5140,
Zaccarella 1 Friederici (2015a)7E#F 78 Hok 8104
T 1 O 18] 5 B S ] I 45 1R 20 G SR /N R
(minimal phrase), B —FF %00 0T LA AT A 1 74
B S5 3, Gn“each flirk” (flirk S 1CFE 4 1l i O

W), JE— P E B0 ) T TR A 1 R R
nwater flirk”, #5207 22 40 7 52 20 %) <2 60 o) 9 2
R A RN o 3 A L X T A [
H AR B A R i 35 2, AT LAY 88 8 5 0m Tt #2
HRIE R AL (0 A 2 A

22 ANIEEES

PRI 55 FEH TRE BRI T
P G 22 A, R TR VR B LA S R, A R AT
R T BT IS AR s B W R LU 5T, X
BL N LIE AT 55 2 — F o o I SEHIE IF 52 12
Feo e MR, 2585 e st
2% (Vi) sl B[] 4 5 42 T 0 D00 R 1) %) SR 38 1, o)
BT TAE By B A E s, =
JETENR B B, MR R — A AR S
HIW A5, Dbk se 25 5 2 a2 2 3 T E
U Hor, iRy R B g Lesh iy, W LLE b
IS A T A B (BT B B 5 B 5 <l B P
BB B AT A N B oAl A BREE AR, B BT
R TR,

TENTAREAE 55 b, RIEUF 91 B R0 AT 232
W25 HEF (serial order) #5522 454 (hierarchical
structure) KON o 7 R0 U] 5 51 38 ke [ e W HE 51
AT LR HT C R, R A Z )5 AR
BRI B>, <M C Zmir H AR A 5 B
AT DR R 0 T v S AH AR HET G R,
C— K R R A, NG a4 T
H, SJE#8LL B 45, 2 G045 14 30 0] Jl 8 3 54 35
H Z a1 & & 22 i ik £ (nested) 3% 2 I (recursive)
KFR, WA WHAE B AT, 2 BB ELAHE 1
FRNBA S, 1R A'A’B’B!,

XA R, BRI IIReTE T#
AN FIRE S F L A7 20 5 R I, Rtk X 224
W MR A RTINS 52T
%17 3] (sequence learning)fi 1, & AN g E R
TR EZNAIEA, — SR E I, 1B IE
B NS R TIPS S e IR R R Gk
H: B 5 (coupling) /5 A=) (Hecht et al., 2015; Kolodny
& Edelman, 2018), #F5TUERH, MEEEAE A T iE
BT 55 55 M B AN [ 4 35125 0 A 55 P i %) i 1XC
SEAHXT N AY(Wilson, Kikuchi et al., 2015; Zaccarella
& Friederici, 2015a, 2015b; Zimmerer et al., 2014);
AR B BT B8 S BN TiB iR S M S
A8 & R 6E 77 % VIAH G (Wilson et al., 2020);
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T2 TERE N TETEARE 5 N — RSN TR AT
4 (Cope et al., 2017; Gabay et al., 2015; Hsu et al.,
2014; Kerkhoff et al., 2013), BRix4LHIKLE SN,
V2% FH G A BRI N LEEGEX . P
2R S ERENLR R R, XA T
P WP IE AL T IR M2 AR (Friederici,
2017; Kikuchi et al., 2017; Wilson et al., 2017).,
TN AR BEAT 55 AU TAE AT B i1 SCEH
FAR, PR a2 AR S BRI LR SO AR 3 ) 2
A e R E R R H BT B

3 EBERENESENE

AR 7 DI RER SEBLH 2L Z R L o
SEnl, B BAE 9 HeAt A H WA LT 5T,
AT N2 HAL R K H sh P fEih = AL
T7 1 5 ), R AR B S I A E
WA Ak BRI R R, REHMRKH

Y5 NRAE IR G IR L AFTE B 22 5%,

(ENA SRS NP 2SI L L RSP PN S
HHAMRK BRI B m, i, HaR
£ B sh¥t HA B W) 7438 (intentional communication)
i€ J1(Townsend et al., 2017), 1] LIS T.OH
% (theory of mind)=Z P iF FH #fE ¥ (Tomasello,
2018), FH A HEERIERE J1 (Fitch, 2019), HR4f
BT A Y [ PR AR i, Y B ARG R INY)
b it e A P b0 BEARR AR B S B — B, AT LA
TN R 3X 8RR AE A7 7E T B AT 3R W] /9 45 56 (Fiteh,
2017), P, ASSHSERAE S HAR K B 39™
A S ARTT, B R B2 W EUE T RE N
HERE, EATAHEAES R ifbiepgt T
JLhb & 1 (Fitch, 2017, 2019; Tomasello & Call,
2019). 4, HEIEBETIRTR—ANLEITRA 12
31 EERHUHHTIEMS

TEAR K — BERF (] P, DLFR 30T 3 AR 2 AY 1
228 N NI 1 AL R —F 58 748 (saltation) i
WIS, XS AR R LA B : DIEETEA

2 AT W 2 LB S (B s ) 5 A 2635 5 BLt 76
AT SR, (EAPFR SRR, RS AT R
BT IR TR B3 R T R K H 37
Az BEALE 550 B K S Oy TS e A, B DUTE Al R R
PRI, F 51 2 T R N S R A ] T
bR K H e Bt Ae . BRI, A SCTEA 41 LU BT 52 It
WRAET 5 HAL R H B 0 LA o

FERHA R RSP A B L i (evolutionary
continuity), ¥ A e b 5 H AR
KA R B kI EE T . 2)ifk &R
oG 25 0 i P AR B AR 2R, R, TREERE D
JITAR A (18 A0 5 il 28 Bl R 1 R — > B A 4
TR, ETERAEITA R . 3)7E/HS 5 & 10
JTAFERT SRR eI, T R AR A T
AT 363K 13 15 7 (universal grammar), 7EA
B b, AAFTE— DRI E B AL B B
(Chomsky, 1965; 2002),

5 ZARXS R, G JLAF R Bk B 2 1) 27 A
o N 2RI RE ) I B i i ik 50 72 (gradual
process), JUE AN [E]2E 3 P2 L Y ESTE A0S B AR
AR, AEHIEARN R — 8, B S5ERmMEZER
WA S, BARTTAEA S DA TE R K H 30
AL 2 rh BT AL Se k. 2) AR BT A R
TN TR R R G AR R, (H SRR 1
PLEE YT 91 2% > B J vl LUB B B i 2 i R K H
Y, REXFENMEANLES EEH TP
o PRI, AN [ T 12 8 e BT ARG ) oA i o 42 19 2%
AT, Horh, SCHRXE B A AR 2 A i
TEHEAT N A A DX S . 3)7E AN ZEAH e ]
JRIRTE F B BL, AFTERON ] AT IEPLAE . K
FEIXFPAE S NZEWREIEAT T B AU, HA AR 5C
TNEAE N HA B RAE I TR 1 A 5 B
(Jackendoff & Wittenberg, 2017; Progovac et al.,
2018b; Marslen-Wilson & Bozic, 2018), 5 HAthR
K H i i LA 78 0 X R i A2 18 (gradualism) W
MARHE T IR
32 1TAHHBRHRIERE
321 FIMIRENHLLEFR

TR SCHTIR, Tk B DI RETE TR A Rl B & 42
R AT A5 BRI, B B T A AR O B
T H () 45 R BLAR 7 91 2 2D B D, AR Z HE
5 S5IEC R B k5 7 91 27 > 8 ) 8] ) % DI AE G
P M TR EAR 55 2 A AR 5 48 7 1 %
ARE N E BN LA R R BT R
W, TEANTIEEES LD, 2R KHEZYN
LRI S 2 R HE R 2 81, e TR A e~
> B B 42 14 P 51 R AR S8 BRI 51 L B
A R 2 A (] R 3 T A S5, X BRI
PR T USRI, AN S B R AL 58
155 (3R 1 R, TEX BB, i AE A RET)
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£1 EERDHUEMRKEDMHERHA TELES TR
Wik 155 % 5 BRIt
Reber 4 eI S 02T 30 FE AU ML, ELURBLI 20 . (et B, SRR A ML T REIE A I
(2019) BT RO U A TR T, P B AR R R R R
R S0 B — B B R A, (5 A%
EATL T T 8 4 2 KU M)
Versace % B4 FURTURBIAR AR, 4 T 3 KRSRIN A TEWIRITEL, BB G sty DA IR
(2019) GHETL). B (% 4 MIEE)S X (& 4 FIETE) BMFo B L, H9pge HSI0HT
YR R B, 5 MU, B R B, DA DA i B gl R TR
it X R EG I MR 5 00, A K IETE A5 BRI A, HRERA R
Wk e S 9 3 T
LIRS 2 i
Milne % IR EUEITAR S EAT A AR S0 % B BT IR, ORI e o
(2016) Fo, e, 8 1 AE T EE 3 E OV BOG AR, WA I S B AR B gy 30 i
v ] U B R SR I B B, R TR A (mismatch response) . FeF,
PR £ N BRI, R 68T ERPs it
i T
Malassis % M8 BRI B3 17 3 91 0 4 M AT MMIRE, 16 A1 3 A 00 B 555
018) S WTB, REME L 3 A SURUTIE, B AR | AT A T S BLAEE , Hh
T BRI T AR, 6 58 AR KL T, A0 T R G T
PRI, 5En A S A E S AEW BT 5 RO I, A L AR
Bt BRA A eSS P AL 2.
Sonmweber 3T WhEE, f A L R A RALFIA G E AE B By, SR (91 o AT
HQ01S) g AT 3 S 4 EIE, JUh AR AU AL T A AN, BN
B B (201 5 A P — B, 30 P i 3 AR TR,
T, — A7 IR 2, SRS M b i P — 0 SR BT D) 5
A, WS R T L 31 T L I ),
2T
Ravignani Al 2 56 116 B8 26 3R B0 17 90 O REBRBUNCAN XYX A He BCA MU (AR5 25— 35 —15 ), AR K H 3
Somnweber 4 BLIN AL T AN, T XYY ). BUR, FEUIZ Q0TS 50 HUG I T BBLI e Bl Ak
(2017) LR S T T P SR (0T R T - ), SRR — R R
HLU 03 ) 5 S 17 51
HUZ AL 513

Mueller 4§
(2018)

DUBRIE AN N B, (o 5 R AN 5 s 3 20531
HEAT T RLSE P H0 AN T i A 58 P 50 0 T, P
03K v e P 0 —

oA A A 3 3 Y 0 2 B
T BEAR L SRR T A 26
WAL BLIE 7 51 5 W 58 77 51 19 T
55 Th L 2 R B — B AR S

o, FFIINTRE
155 I

FARAH AR SC A, o nl DL AR A AR GBI H 1Y
JURF 5C 2, TR AN AR AR R O 1 4 I 2 2249 1

Tl G TP K00 ) 2

G BTG I AL ) A B R o R e, AR
THOLEAL T . fERKH

FEUL ] B G R . Pl AnAEdEih T, IEIEA
AR KR — R, AEiRE TR
B = AFREBOE

WFFER R, 750 LRE J1 78 R K B 3 i
AT Z b B W A AR S o 140, Wilson
A5 N (2013) LA 35 J38CA 52 90 B ORLHEAT B BF 5T 4
B, AEN TR 55 v, ot U] it idi L
J 3 (R R 510 16 H 1) 100502 90 ) o BE 2 B i A g S
IO, TR A D) R0 45 R ) B4 i WL 51 R

k7B (A O oY RS PN B CIR S R S
12500 77 4F Fif) B0 T 90 15 AN 3L RIS B
FRII ] (4000 JT4EH), KL, 45 R EUIFLL S
NFGEG R REOGE M R B oW B A T & nHE
JPRETT. HE b, 5 ARG X REBORIT N B
TEBA T RENE 4R T & 42 1Y 4549 X R (Ravignani &
Sonnweber, 2017; Sonnweber et al., 2015), FHALAF
TR K, RN TIERS S, HR K
H s aee L5 A plalrH 230 0 o % 42 BCHE J7
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KFRRey et al., 2019), {HYHEF R T Im,
NZERY2E I FI0 5 B 5 (Malassis et al., 2018; Rey
etal, 2019), #FFEIM, S AH K EILC & A]
L B Xk AN AR &I AL F) 2 % (Kabdebon &
Dehaene-Lambertz, 2019), #4b, #5 K32 H 451
i, A RS 2R BB A A i Hofth R H sh i 6
AR X PP & 24 77 51 ¢ & (Poletiek et al., 2016;
Sonnweber et al., 2015), BEARITHERB LI T —
SEAH R UEHE, (HIX SRS R K H 3P 2 5
R AT A28 L # (Ferrigno et al., 2020; Jiang et
al., 2018).
322 ZEMEEARHKINMILEHAR

HEFF 0 TR 7 2R 15 1k X R 2 B e RS TR
1 (finite-state grammars), KX A EE ST LU
SEM—EEEAG; HARETRZREBKE S
JZ G A5 AR N A N 1Y) 8 L1 1% (supra-regular
grammars), # 5 HIBEE S E R ERAREE Y
(ten Cate, 2017), BN YEE]“INEE L EAHI4L
SRAE AT TR S A A TR, AR R
Xf A F IS G R AT 2 o . R M E
PAE XA ) FIF b, H 335 #f E <A 3R 2 X A
AIF TG, RN RN E WA R T
AR R LR B S M RIETR F I, A RER
XA FHEANTBAIRER

HIREeA—3, I FRCEAE KGN (Amold
& Zuberbiihler, 2008) . 2k % % (Candiotti et
al., 2012), ##s(Clay & Zuberbiihler, 2011), X [T
£ B (Schlenker et al., 2016)F1 2555 (Crockford
& Boesch, 2005)5 LA R K HaW & 1, LW T
P AT A R . i, Bk B YR
g, @ik LR S ST HE, WL
T | B A B AL 33 25 HAR [F] 1 (Clay et al.,
2015), MAMFZHEFCMARUER, IR IR (Frohlich
& van Schaik, 2018; Hobaiter et al., 2017), ZLEH
Fi(Cartmill & Byrne, 2007) L) S % PSR FE (Genty et
al., 2014)% R K HZh W 7E b o4 T4 5755
AHZH G, DT A 20T B SO e A A% 1515 B
PVER . AT, XL Paedl & s 8 ot e
EwAR, BATRZ KRR =Fh ] e 5
P 7 5 Pl (Zaccarella & Friederici, 2017), F-3&,
HoAh R H s Je i R AN —, bk
WS RICH T AL G, A B 2
FEHEMIOC R I 2% A5 . (Frohlich et al., 2019;

Zuberbiihler, 2020),

Hik, UL B a8k, Joit &7 bR
HIE B G RIXCZIFHINTRe 0 7w, FHfhR
K B 5 ANEEATAAE AT i AT 2 . AR
HAh R B ES A BFEREE, HAS
THIL AR T RFE 0P 50N TRE R T — R R K
Halyatfb s e e e A mpLSl, REEAN
Kb BErh, B TR K . AR MR Al
FE R, SEGX e H g ek, I
AT T BR )RR NETE .

33 HWELEYMPELLEHRIERE
331 FIMIENHMENHNLRHR

XTS5 T e M # 2 A A PR T R R
WA SE, A 19 et 60 4RAR, i E AT %
R &I, M T 853 (posterior regions of
left inferior frontal gyrus)RI 7 ¥ X (Broca's area)
T RE ST AR B R RIEE, R AVIEA
T R A2 AU A 2 LG (Wright et al,
2012), fEVETJLAE, @ iE R HIWHE 55 S5 5T BT
FEARMEE G, BT AT USRS o 6 8 15 5
TR 2 Ll 0, Zaccarella 45 A (2017)7E 5L
I g AK 2 3 A HA R 2 AR A D R 5,
o, 0¥ 5] LA A 1810535, 40“on-the-ship”,
A1 FH AT VLA R4 F), d“the-ship-sinks™”, A 1)
78 T 2 3 4710 L G, 40 “stem-mouth-ship”,
B T W S B 3 B 1 T AT A TR A
WA, MR A, HERTPIRIER T, TEEE 44
X (BA44) Fll 72 J5 #i I 4 (left posterior superior
temporal sulcus)Zs 4 B W 2 WIS . H T L5
B ENELSSE, SEERESESERAE
Fr2z e, DO [R5 BT 2 300 18 12 i et 222 1L 11
WARE S —F . HEEGKREFFFRICH HATA L
fifi %, BA44 X . AW & [F1 /34 (left superior
temporal gyrus /sulcus) 2k K 3% 4235 2 5 X () 35 1)
i [ (dorsal pathway), H4 B T 33250 T35 3 At 3
WU I #2245 (Chen et al, 2019; Friederici, 2017
Matchin et al, 2017; Wu et al, 2019), M it ZHL
F, HRK B 5a 5 A —BU0 G
Bl IX, B4k ERE EATEA BAEEE
I RE I i 1 22 LAl 2

EAERMERE R R, AN TGRS
o, XFHET AR S M AL B 25 A AN S R K B
SRR R R 2t R . Wang 25 A (2015)7E 5286
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I 53 1 NS AR TP A A T 38 5 B P R RO 9
o Herr, E A K i R XU B K & (bilateral
anterior insula) 1§ ZMU A 4% i Kz 2 (ventrolateral
prefrontal cortex)2s i E WG, AR 8T
[m] A/ f %B(Ventral and posterior regions of inferior
frontal gyrus)th 4 & #06, Wt EUl, Ak5E
T 1 LA R RS ST HE R N T R
Wilson, Smith 2 A (2015)fF 58t % B, 7E AT
TEEAT 55, BT R N 2B R T DX
B v AR A B U AR TN DX B, 9 5 (frontal
operculum)FIHj fixi & (anterior insula), Kikuchi % A
(2017) LA NI e ol A5 oAy itk A (9 9 5 0 & B,
B R RSNy b Gh PN 335 o ER UK 73 37
23 1 B AH [A] /Y B 28 4R ¥ I (neural  oscillatory
responses), HABAFF LI, 7EN TIHEALS H,
B RS 5T S e 90 U R 52 2R A K,
AT JZ BRI AT 55 2 B0 NP Ze ik > 2R
B4 9% K X (Friederici et al., 2006; Petersson et al.,
2012; Wilson, Kikuchi et al., 2015), A 1, &%t
AR 2 B A BB R, AR TR R 5
H, il BA44 DX Ao RS /7 LR
SEAZ O TR IR XA TS R SRR R AR A K,
] BTN AR 55 TR A — i 20 IX 22 il X (Bozic
et al., 2015; Progovac et al., 2018a, 2018b; Yang et al.,
2017),

Wilson %5 A (2017) )8 T AZEFIHAL R K H
HWTEN TR EAL 5 h il 2B W) 7 LR TS,
PEH T — R 2 A XS 5 AL BN [ R
FICRBIBRL, TSR, @t B2 B9 IR0 X
Sl (0435 400 =8 R A ) B T AL BN HE R G R, %
P02 0 DX XS RO T BT R N T R 28 R il (Schell
et al., 2017); TiiXF B A2 AR R A FA P 51 64 o T4k
BN G e K 2 ) A 2 X AR,
BA44 X 515 SMUHGT A B R, 1208 53 ik DX %)
N T ARREIN TR M 2 R, Xk AR
P2 (0 LU B ST UE B, A B e 91 e 5 B0
I R g 2 AL A28 5 HAl R A SR s B
HAR, ERhTHAXEMRIX, R K HZ)
YA FT LAAE N A8 AT 55 vh B S R HE P DG &R o
332 MEMREHHLRHAR

A1 )L 6 R i R i S Bl A A 400 3 A
fiE. WFER B, Hol R K B 3h# A A ETE 510
5 T AR 2 AL 22 5T DAAE AN RANR R F R

BN R FR . B, A KM 5P T 6
T AR AT IR IXAE MR BDE S B 20 106 I
MAEASTE, 17 Keller 5 A (2012)%F 80 £ HELFET:
1Y RS AT G e T AR R W, A 0% R XA R R
A2 R ) [A) R KON 2 3R AL . 5 2 AH X,
BLLAE RN AR B KM AT 3 - XS B 247 AN 2y i
Pk, FE BRI A 2B W8k E W22 MR T A Y
#1iFE (Goucha et al., 2017),

FrAnig R X Ah, HRK Bt A B &
15 N2 —E R T 038 % (Bauernfeind et al., 2013;
Rilling et al., 2012), 75l % i L 205 (superior
longitudinal fascicle) 1% IR (arcuate fascicle)4l
J%, Bl R A 4E R (white matter fiber bundles)
B S5IHFRJTE UM ICH BA44 X | J5 8L [/
Y5 TR [T 46 i X, 3 2 i X AE — A A B
“HHE S P44 (fronto-temporal language network,
Chen et al., 2019; Lopez-Barroso et al., 2013), & /&
DR WO, NS Az B 005 P 3% 4 3
55 COUHZ DRI, B AF I 4 75 038 2% A 2>
B & E A (Dubois et al., 2014), /40, 7E Skeide
FANQO16)XF 3 & 10 % L3 LKA AT 5256
th, BFSEE R T JLME L a8 B R [ (9 1541,
BT E AWK 5B A NE 2 RICE .. IR A
B, 00 PR R 05 B0 A2 2 ) B i
) 7 ff RTINS AH G . ten Cate (2017)7E
LA TN . LRI B A R A Bl 8 ) 38 i
REWRAPRIGHE 1, R B 3hi s e i %
PR EAEAE — DI W B AL B, T 5 75 A e
JIHy ARG R — 2, W T, 0 Y
WAL T KB R E5 1, WA T i F
fig. AN ST IR G IE B, B T A7 SRR N T
A B DX (N850 5 NG 5 ) 76 NS 28 )L R B 58,
T 30 28 i DX AR TF 2 A2 5 A R B 2R 8 it
B R SN A f 2L (Friederici, 2020; Perani
etal., 2011),

B, BN [F M Bl 2 0] 04 K M 45+ Rk %0
T A8 AR X 7 B0 0 X e R, (HBUR R TR
Wl M EHLEIE, AR H 3 iy 50 T
e 15 AN 209 7 51 0 TR J ) 2 Bk =
A o, SCRHET A R AL DR B A2
5H AR K B3R B Wb 2 miX, i
WREZE AR AL B R AL ok AN
B TESEALT MR BRI X, XA A kil
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SIS LR s TEA A 22 S IR T SCRFHERY I
THRE Rt RS

IR UL, AR IE LS — 1k, R R
Z5% 14 A B O B A0 1S 2 2 3 v 1 i B i 2 A
B o BEAR AN, A A AR BRI A S i A
WLESSE XS HE? V2O E B I, NSKiEILRE
T3 1) HH B B T S P T DR R A A 4
ORI 5 SR 55 7 ol < DA T T i = B SR AL 45
o R BTN B G A W Y L BT U R
W ARG AT T, 7 AT B O R A R A
HARRT AL, BRTERHRKIMSE, i
I — RS R e A, TR AR |,
WREEHEF N L RE SRR REEAT T A S, R
BEHE TR TIRREMIN TR, NRREWA T
IEA TR BETT

X% ) A B kA 53 A — R E M E
SCe TR IR R IR R 285 TR L 2E AL AR e LA
HAHEEE, MWEFEE R AT A R, BEE
BB BIRILRE AE NS HAD R K H sy 1a] ) 3%
SEVERRAE, SO R T 1 BE T I A
WAL, BEAR TR S P50 TR & R K H 3
PIRRICA 1, R4 N2 3 N IERERS T It Al
LR 2R R IEIELRE . HORTA LR B 221
fR IR

4 EENHENEIFEERE

4.1 RSC PR il It

)Y FR #il {15 (lexical constraint hypothesis)IA
S, NZEMAE TR EALAE I s BRI i 3 1
Xt AR SR UL, WA T RGBTSR
Wi, ik —SRER, TAEESMNFS——
Xof o 1 ZRAE 75 22 T B0 AN BRI, — & %X S
NS Rl R TRR VA i RA R RAEk /L N RTRR VAE 28 (N i I
SRR B 1027 2 s B ke e o R, AH
LAk SL 3 AT S8, HE B A5 1A EHT
RPN AR EC(Amold & Zuberbiihler,
2006; Nowak et al., 2000), XFHEE IR T {58
e NE R L ARG 0 R, BRI A
PR oA RS AR IIE S o Laland (2017))5 K 1
PEH T — MR, R W REFA
FKIET REMAUZIE LS. Laland (2017)
TR, AR, G ZRN TR &%
AR M E B, X F AR B A

P A A7 N SR, JE RN H 2% T R AR 1 8 ok i E
o MBS EN—FE R, BARIME.
AR HEAMREE LS, Bk, BAREREZIL
SIEPRIE T X O EALH, B IE S e
L aC s L LI EZ8 =i

TR BR B 36 1 3 B, HC At 3l i A 3k
el S ik ae 1, RN M ENTE THEL R
AL ESXRRURABFE TR ER, e
Fib FAL B E BRI /N T AN, KA RAEF
BET, SR S WA 2k R a1k —
FERE R 42 5 IR BRI ORI . MiE A
i, R ARG BAERERE IR T
E W RBHEIR, ANKIEF I & nyx 4 H a5
ZRE, ERXMAEIT, 55T DR UE A UK
HEEA WTE T AT R A IR L

i BN BRI B e, A AU S AL G 1Y 52 4t
PS5 AIEE R RIEM DG, NSRS, 1
TR LIS B/ NEEAR TR T b, TR 01 2 i JH R v
ST R R MIE S, X AT REIE & B T H % 2k
% PR % 145 BB %5k B— (Benitez-Burraco &
Kempe, 2018), i A5 58 2 80, 55 WA #1094
PN El = R RPN R AW = S - N S 1R e B
HEETES, M1 d s 20 N — MR RIES
Pl (Kochiyama et al., 2018), Aif, iXSEiFHEH
SEAT LA AH S BRe SR A R . AR TT REAR B &= 1Y Y
IR N A R B 45 SRR R TR R
B B, H AT & A ST 5 AR 48 ¥ i X — A
B I3k, WHEBR MR UL A B 3Rk RS Afr
fE—ANFRE B, — B FRERBENEE &8
i, RBRGEMSE AREFRNET AR
A, AN T3 — i e SR R A AT S AR L
il o, Sk = AR A A
42 HHBAMEIR

HF AR U (event perception hypothesis) 2
oy — PR vk ) AR R AT R R e, R
VLA, TE AR T A AT A AR SRR AT O B
BANARAE M 7 3, AN SR SN 3 i B A%
R RAE T WX HEASL 1 A2, TR A A
AR A5 Rt 3 & (7 8h B4 . =2 3h&
%) ARG R IARI ], 73X 28 184 1E X
TAREMEATTER, MEE. HIE, B, B8
MR g, B, Ak AR F RS RS
HRIKXZRGILR WA Y, EARE R NS R
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A R FISPER A 77 X (Zuberbiihler, 2019), M
X— AR, NI 207 R T b
X — B 7 A e R L A 2 AL Y
i 1]

ZABR AT B TR R SRR, BN, i
22 80 AR S INPLRFB AR B il =, 2k
LB AR B A AN AR FHHERT, thafe
H 5 H 2l g i & i BT S R T A R 1 T,
T R R A i 0 R (B FE =) 5
AEAT HoAth 1 75 AR SR A (Senghas et al., 2005), 5
b, BT ESMEN, 2R NEMBERER
ZRZESARK, (AHA LI H 1 AR, TF
T R R S A s, Qi SR A RN U ) bR 2 1
PLoR sk NI 2 6] —FhiE &, O TR i S
A2 e BRI () B0 A 1), A AR ] — b i
TG 1 9 B3 A i 1 7 (Chomsky, 1965, 2010;
Hauser et al., 2002), M FERAR LAY M E % &,
X IE S T NI AR A A O 2R S
AN B TR S R I — B R e T NSO A
) — 2tk

A BB U T I 1 ) R, B R T AR
A% LA 0T HoAth sh 0 9 O 0 =R (R alk A0 B SR
fE, HIX—F B LI TR IS o i, O EEEE
AR AT A O BARZS SEATHEN . 448 e ] Al
AT Ryt PR A R 5 00 1Y) BE 77 (Tomasello,
2018), WHoEkEn, E/DMBAEME | RIS
FKNREEA —EBEN LIRS, EN6E%
N — R R H A A AR 2 B RE B 2% R4 7 8 (Krupenye
et al., 2016), fELE AR — HEREE T 55—
SRR S50 N GURUE Y R, e A H
Tl 23 Je IR Lo Pt ok, DR & B X T
—H A Wfraith L= ENE 2N B Y (Hare, 2001;
Hare et al., 2006), 734b, 2 A53A 6e % 2 A HoAth
AN HE R (E & (false beliefs), & fITAE % 4 I H:
AR S SEA— WA, £ Krupenye A
(2016)M s b, BEFEH ) 3 FhIE SR (R
AR ) BB A S 4 A A RAD AR
PTG HESE T 6 B, 0 B ML FH A 5
THWAESRH—4, 25, B tRER TR,
A RN FEh L X, 25 B RISk, B
FENGACSE T RN R E 24 i i s AR B )
TR, AR B, B2k 70%0 28 NSt 2 i
A JECHRR S, R, X R RIA N

B SR FEd A B ERN A WBEAE,
MARE A LhRmEA &, XL UL, AR
RS AR B, BEAEHEWN AT 3h 2 0 = AT
WIZER, X5 AN AR, X —
B R, SR AR ULARME UL R A4 28 0%
WA R R — R B 2Rk

43 BERIMLEH

A & Y4k 15 (self-domestication hypothesis)
N, B EE T AR, £ RE
EL A S RRZWETT, ANEHELED T A
KNk, T Bk RS F BT DL AR SE X T,
[ I RE 7R F R0 S (AR B K i), 7 3K
BRIl B, 5 F Bl 2 B B R
R — A S e g T B, T —F% AR X
WEASM T i LTk, BT HEES
23155 A9 H Bl (Thomas & Kirby, 2018).

R R, X TV RIEAE B H kUL, ]
MR T RIKRE S T EAZ W, (HAKER AT LA R
WS Y B 25 18 (Code, 2005), Bergen (2016)HF
TR, SHMEXWESFHEL, SEHREES
Y T Ak B9 K B 2 A% (basal ganglia) . ik
(thalamus) #1311 2% 2 4t (limbic system)iX L850 fy 2%
H 5 HR 0 vh 3l 25 P AE 5 A fw IX, 107 A R
H zh 15 &5 16 0 1Y 75 95 T2 35 $6 i5 X (Gruber &
Grandjean, 2017), X#HHI, AXF T HAWE T KA,
W2 3PETE 7 S o L FE Rl e NSk A s - B
RIRZEER, EROBAWRENE R, LEALR
B3 52 A 1] 1 B 7 55 15 ISR Ay A A 1 i 1) £
BUFE [7] — I 51 (Progovac & Benitez-Burraco, 2019),
XN B 2B R R IR T XHE T Bk 0 R A T R IRt
TARAIE,

TN PG T R L Dol T TR W
Rt 7 BB iR T 2, BRI — A3 i — A~ 44 18]
HNE AT, FHlangEE“tarn-coat” OREE). “kill-joy”
(F2%), H3“483L”, Progovac Fl Benitez-Burraco
(2019)IN 2y, BN X 47 FiE 5 BIHM <) iE+24
1) AR A W AR B T 35 2 AR )3 PR RRIE,
[R] BBt IE X R T R R RIE R, BRIE S W
TR AR R TEIX — S5 1 (il Lk — 20 4 R T
MY &R, M4 )L E A s inl+ 24 i) i e H A
MY BRI b 4R T A TE & 2 iR TE K
I, B MR IAE AR S5 5 BRIk A 2 —
oy, 3 [RIREET DL B R VA B ) B AL 5 Bk v
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HEBEAEVLR,

SR, BT B 4 T ) 3 BT R Y Tk 1
W T Lok, WARIE R BGE AU SR
A AR, IR ATEIRRE I A R s L B
B2 B PR 3 25 57, (E 25 i A AR AT IE 4 S
FRIX — g1 tbAh, AR UL 2R T R
ARG R A BEAE BN, (HE X LU I & 2% 1)
JE AR T B IS A ] B

B, RCEREMR UL SRR B A A
DA AR i A [ 14 £ BE A8 3R T 38 1 Y kAL U,
{H 3 P B AR A7 E AR AN B kB o AETH =
TG, AT B — A B RE 8 S8 2 %
N R IR AR, Xk 32% TR 4 22 5 B2 R SR B
FHE—LRARR . MR, BHEHE TR 2L
TEARE—HREMEM, b EIfF—E R —N
RET TRk, Bl A IR T AR
ELEM SARRINE, R T HAY ] KRG
PERYIRIAS, T A 3 22 i RS S A5 B AL k4]
TR, ZARE S T LA RS
N Z G 2% R AT I A, MR SRR RS
A A R BE R 1) Bt T2 AR A PR HL 8 3
AT T NI A T R ) S ORI ) o AN ]I
WIAFRNZ A EAEN, A FEARRA LR
TERARE S

5 kSRS

ANEHFEAGSES BHEMIE, ROH NGk
TEVE BRI JE 22— /DR SRR E T LA 3%
filh o TCISAEHER WA fA VR, H B S B
PLERANRAE—&, MRk 2 sc ikl M
A IRIE T A 2, AR 1
T oAb 2kiB s IR E, ROTTUSHRE L .
FUIEAE . LEHR DL BAE R AL, ES AN
K EIESEA T RERIEEHR, H B AZBPET
AR B o MR R AR T O R
—, ARSCHE GG T O B AR AU R BT E
WFoE, XU A E B NRTE S R A is
TPHLE . Wb 2 S Btk b B AR AL T R, AR
5T AR B A LR LA s B 7 1l o
51 XFEMRKEIYWERILWERLE WM

THEA

MR R R AN BA BRI E RS
MM T RE Sy, AR —SEB oY LB, LT HAh R

K H YA v RE AR IF 1R 2 24 1 B A5 R
M, Bi4n, Jiang % A(2018)SZ504iE W, R A kb
g PR B LS RE ) . TEHESZ T — BLif )
g IE, MBa L — N R =R
S, B R D4R REOGEFR % 2 45 4 LA AH B2 1 I
VA I LA A5 U 2 SR AR Y 5 1-3-5-4 B,
BRAETT LA 4-5-3-1, 5346, EATETT Lk 2] 15
B4 R0 72 A 3 AS [ B T Bk DA RO [R) & BE 19 )7 31
M, Ferrigno ¢ A (2020)LATE A% . € JLTE . 3£
] BLAE NI Ty st + 2 ok R R AT B 5 R BN,
LSRG 4 AR T UBLAR ik B 0 ARG 1,
AT AT USR5 55 I 4 NS IR
EXREIEATHES, ke, <L <. < yHE
B{ L 1. WtEA MR, X ebsh it —
HIE T AEKE R B Y E 750 168 01 Jr
FETE L LE S5 8 . 248%, BT ERASE
9 R sh s s i b, LR R A T 2
L 5T LIS [R] S B AR 2 ) A A T 38 o

Ak, Winkler %8 A (2018)L) 5 4~ H B2 L A #k
B DS O i SR B35 & 5 50 R 2 R
G EMS R — M EHE—28 B oAEHS
FIHCE ZAFH— B0 TR LB, MHAR
VE Fiet B4 i 22 S0 B, w76 Bh S R B
B L B R, R E, S S H KA ZILEN AT 43 3
AP IR S A X PR . X ULE, B
SRILEAE RIS A REE IR & T B2 BB LR,
EABATZEAR /NI R X —BE ) T o BESR Gtk
ML RF BT, I AANBESL ZK X —
BE TR ANE T sCH P MM, WERHAMR K
et A Z RN TR, JEmbee R E R
Hil TZRE NFEENIE R ARG R HZEH 7 ik g [n)
R ARA, T RES N B R A JSIE S R b 2 ik
PHEEZR R
52 BEEZWRHZNFHSHEMSEMI ST

EMXER

e, CAMIREN, ANEETinen s
BT S N TR T, & A A AR X — g Y
I B BA 5B A E A r LRl i,
AR e R SR R T RS R 0 R AT AL A
IR bt g DA AR A 25 i TRE T, KRR IE A,
T AR 0 BT 1 A AT A5k ) L T R
JZBEE . 4N, Heard F1 Lee (2020)#E1T B #1128 AL
BWE5E R, & AR H A (thythm) il T 5 35 36 0 T
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PO B X B S, AARETT I R BiE g
[X (supplementary motor area) . g5 i _I [F] Fl i & 55
Loui % A (2009)%} igi 6 £ & # A0 7 A B, =5k
RS A 2 T BUR X & R 22 RO BRI
ARid, Cheung % A (2018) 4T YL ) W oR, X
= A 0 T b 2 5 ol A O T [l B
R . B, BARZEMN AT R X5 T E
PEAEXS T A 2540 2 b B b B — @ E R, 1
TR o I P AL A R A A T (R, X
INTIHFA R E 2 HAH .

BRE SR oh, Bors sy K2 e T,
Varley %8 A\ (2005)WF 58 & B, PR K ki o5 2% 1 5 i
JIZ AN B AR R IR WG . B
AR ST 7R, By s 58 5 O 20 b [l (left
middle frontal gyrus)I Ijif 57 )2 (inferior parietal
cortex), IXSEJK X AL T A% 01 1% M 2% 2 Sh(Friedrich
& Friederici, 2009; Jeon & Friederici, 2016), #4b,
SCRPFEE N T 098 003 % 5 0y 18 S 50 R
A, J5#H EEW M GE % 9T [E (precentral
gyrus) FI T M- 7 J2 (temporo-parietal cortex) ) H
Jii % (Jeon et al., 2019; Moeller et al., 2015), XL
WFFERM, SCHRFIE LS M Ak PR I X5 SR 807
BRI X IEA 2, B, REFRTEEHE—
G, AEEIN T UL RN TRk 55 it & 3R
BRI 2 BIL AR, R A R SR A RN T 3 Ak
w7 MR R R, SCREUEII AR BN 2D
RE S KM ZE ) 207 1 B R AL Bl X245
AR IR AR N TP
53 H—TRWMEFSENMINATSEYE

X T A 28 Bl Y AT S ABOE TR N T 53 X
T EA I B e, REITTEE B, 1a5h) 1 B
AR, AR SUE R, SO A A
2 45 X (BA45)5 BA44 XTEPIYREAAIIE R IX,
M 4n 2R 87 0 55 B 38 Sy P ia), ) 2 i
BA44 [X, [t BA4S X ET LR LA A, 1
BA44 X HEH B TA 4 (Goucha & Friederici,
2015; Schell et al., 2017; Zaccarella & Friederici,
2015a). SR, HATHIRATWF 588 X & B A e T
T SO T2z A i o R i XA AE BE ), ]
Fedorenko 45 A (2020)fdf F 1 AN [] #1452 46 4 =X A
TIBXLGHEEM T A5, HPhAELE 1 5
SLHe 3 R E ml R AT, AT
IR AR T LB E R |5 F R ACRHRE; 1

SR 2 PP e R R, 2R E ML
IR <A 1 W AE T SUAS AR g <A) 1 AN AR {HL I U
AT . A3 AL, IR RIS T
23 i SO T30 S S s S B i X, Ao
J% B AH [F) 45 3 (Pallier et al., 2011; Rodd et al.,
2015), XUEHH, WEEIN T 515 U T AHLH AT AE
ER— AR B, R ZFHLR L EHAT
ARG T 19 5 R LT I B, 3l i W X A
RAEM B LA G ZIBEDTIN T —&4, B4
WIF 5T & W8 1 Th RE 1 aE Ak JR A1 T R i, Bkl
Wi Fe 2 J i SR A L . Rk, RoRIF5E
FRIEX A, B EL M E IR T
TR A R E SO T 5iE RN TR LR .
54 S5EEMNEHARKEBLEE

ARSI 44 B SEUE A 5T 2 22 LA T R 9T Bk
MR O B, BEE T i L kR,
XA ST AR AT DL S E R R A A, A
B HA YA TR NS, S — Ik
RETE I AL i A R RAAT B A R A P AR i . AR
— PR IIE S R R & FOXP2 3£, ‘B R IED
E— YRR “KE Z M ARET EBLM . Ke K
BE=RNE 24 %R, Hp—2 Aok A B8]
W IR R Sk 1932 Bl B G & R U G R M
T ELABATT AR A ) LA A, Tk R TR VA A
P, Lai % A (2001)% 3% 26 B8 35 HE 4T T 3L B )7,
A& IR 1 7 5 e AR EAE —/NBL TR
5 XA B R i 2k R i 45 i FOXP2
HM, FRW A FOXP2 FEHZEA, S5 Ke Kk
WA E T RE A RER A A E o SR LB,
KA W FL BRI R A FOXP2 FE K, fH A2
FOXP2 A (9 4 i )7 5 A W] F HAb sh ¥, #eiZ% 3k
A b A5 BB A A WA 2 B R 67 4 1 X 3
(Enard, 2011), 14> 3434 R0, XA~ &t
PR 57 5 SRS KA AR A HAE 10 J7 8 20 JT4ETHT, X
Rk DN B AMD NG S il IS PN S
AR WAE T RS EIAH V) & (French & Fisher,
2014) . Aadib AR 5t 8 1 J&, Atkinson 258 A
(2018)JF )R T ¥ ) iz Y SE R4 le Xt 5 &2 B, FOXP2
FERGRGS F IENAIBE 1, AN A& FOXP2
BRI A SRR, FALAE I R I R
AEFAMEFEONRS, W2 U, 8 AN
Bt FOXP2 ZER AT ik . A HAE MR R 450 1
W L OABMERMT, e RA T AU ik
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29T 5 HA LU BRI SE AR 456 B IE, DA TR A
BB T M RO Rk . B, BT IR
PR AR SRk LT MRS &, TR
R FRA TR FEAR AL R, AT
R R R T 18 2 A B AR TR R .

TAk, ARSCRT A28 0 LA 5 S DA R
K EWIER X 4, HIEFERFR AR, —
S S (AN A B B RE R IO I AL 5 A3
WHLHRIAFTE IR 2 AL Z AL (Jarvis, 2019), X
ST AR B # [R] 2% (analogies) LA, BIARS[FE 4
Fhfe A8 R 254 R 1R 23 Bk se it Ak B T — B0 R
fE. HIt, A2 ANETHE Ml geEdE R K
Hoh® b BN R, Mk BT 2
B LAY, X TR E T iRk D Reny i 1L 3)
RN B B
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Evolutionary continuity and origin explanation of syntax

YIN Rong, ZHAO Jia
(School of Teacher Education, Weifang University, Weifang 261061, China)

Abstract: Syntax is an important characteristic of human communication system that distinguishes humans
from other animals. Comparative behavioral studies have shown that other primates besides humans can
understand serial order rules; Comparative neurobiological studies have shown that the neural mechanisms
that support order processing come from brain regions shared by humans and other primates. Therefore
sequence learning ability on which syntax depends have evolutionary continuity between humans and other
primates. Lexical constraint hypothesis, event perception hypothesis and self-domestication hypothesis
explain the evolutionary origin of human syntax from different perspectives. Future research should clarify
whether the neural mechanisms found in artificial grammar tasks are common processors for hierarchical
processing in all fields, and further explore the relationship between syntactic processing and semantic
processing.

Key words: syntax, sequence learning, artificial grammar, evolutionary continuity, comparative studies





