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* #t 7 47 & (Regular Articles) *

W&l “H-m ge MBI | 4102
— MIERA P RIS F AL ERBYLE

wigE ' FXH

(TEIE R B B, AIRIE 050024) C b E BB OB T, JLst 100101)
CrhEBRERE RO R, LS 100049)

W B OEXSETY, MALE—RIRL, 23 EFEIHTEVRALRIA, HR b P eFH"S
“hAT, MR ETHERNLEETRMIBPHHDFTX, L—REXTZHMARM, £ARAR, F4
1 83k 380 09 452 B S AR IF T i3, KMstst oiEe LV iEF5 45 B B A0 ALe i, E0BAELEFH-R
FHAZ A T OERANEIRIAAEFTEEHD IR AT XA, MEFRGFFRN LI, T,
FRFROFEFERLEEARERBAZTHETEREHLFT X, RAFREENKEL 0iER PiESTHD
KRNI LI AP EPH, FBERAUBALTRFELRA, B TRFALEHB T EX R BT oL
FUE T R B A IR, JE B ST B AT A 6B AL B A T A R R E

k4R wiERA, EFEERA, XFA

SRS B8425

1 2= G5 SME B Z M RIT . — AN H]Fhgts
BT VBZ BN L WA DIER S ES: B

“WFFRITHH, B BT IRIEAS E — BE R [ PR B A ) B 5 A7 T B LA R R TR 1Y T RE,
BEo 7 MIREETEX AE, WiFEA S RIS MERATI W B B R e, IR B S I
JPARRETLIY o DUF I o B G B L 2 3 B AR DU Wi FIE S, EEE e 5 AT AR % E 1k
53] 152 GBI () BT A, E Y R 1 2 A T ZIGETHE N E L. MRINTEPRHE L
HIEHE, SN s XERPA? e TH B M E S, RIS o oiEe . H
FEEN R, NIRTE P ek 72 vh s X6 ) 1 47 <A M, B TR S X530 D) 352 A R P RS [ 2
A M, KIS RIEHES A LW T ME HE R TR R AWRA, BEESYERR
B, H4E B S0 IE 22 N 25 10 0 5 3 5 B LR F BB DIEFRATIRN 1 PR ik 19
AR E N, R R, R S EAE B ATTFEEX LM A B 2885 5 S kAT
B P, AR R B AT SO A R T B E AT, I AT A S A )0 2 R
B X8, SR BORAT I A O 6 S0 B T AL H G IR Y 2R AIE I (Gaskell & Marslen-Wilson, 1997;
H(Rayner, 1975), SR, Wrodih 5 EA% o & Marslen-Wilson, 1990; Marslen-Wilson & Warren,
T OB AR A 32 B SR T i R B Y B 1R 1994; Marslen-Wilson & Welsh, 1978; McClelland
& Elman, 1986; Norris, 1994), #f Ifij i 1] {m) 1 B fig
B EB . 7EHERAT, REE 0T RNEZ HAL
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A 0 B0 X P AN N () B A A [T
Fo B, 5 BRI AL B g A A 1RO A AR
i B OCE A

BEXFz I, AL R AR SrF 52 A HiE R
R FH M e 50 G i 19 o 107 =X, R B
fiE 2 2 F B 2 19 5 & J¥ 9 (Chen & Mirman,
2012; Gaskell & Marslen-Wilson, 1997; Marslen-
Wilson, 1973, 1985; Norris & McQueen, 2008). 14
w, AEERE . S AL SRR IR RAE D
SRS . T 5 AR, AUTEE TR RTE YRR
B, HE RN R R A8 1 e A O AT
Sy RAE, AT LA R [ E Y L B AT g
(Dufour et al., 2022; Dufour & Grainger, 2019,
2022; Gregg et al., 2019; Mirault et al., 2018;
Toscano et al., 2013), FildN, fEPEH CFH, BEF
o7 F 5% G I RE W] DL E A B (Toscano et al.,
2013), WrEl“sub”Z )&, “bus” 215 BT . M4,
XF U RIS R U, 4 BRE A 0 S i
MBI A, FRATHENT B 8 f5, HA] 5% 5 iR
U AR oA RIS 1 7

FEXF XS B, BIFFE A AT O T A 48 ) R
PR 3k A e 5 I e L G i ) N TEBIL R
VA0 BTG 5 2 AU Y B 0, JREVE R N T
AR T e B BIL AR S T s NSNS i HA
MR R S, AR SOR R SRR T AR R A X EE N
T R b 5 0 B S B O BIF 9T 4 SR, X L A B
FASIF] BT i 20, B S, A el e i R
SFRN 0 4 6 B 2 B PR FAH DG RIFY ;. LK,
IR o= AN S e K R R 7 N T S O S w T A
I3 3k AR e AL T SR G A LS AN R AT 5 E
i Hn, ARG T RE & L i i A
VU RRRIRYE, JHRIPREOR ATRERIDFTE 710

2 OEMIMFIMERDBIELS: ETF
MEHIEEHRILAR

JF HIASE 5 G AL A H A DAy 11 2 o T ek R 7
Mg, CAMEREVREN R, RERRITZ
HIEIN LAY B S (Allopenna et al., 1998; Luce et al.,
2000; Marslen-Wilson & Tyler, 1987; Marslen-
Wilson & Zwitserlood, 1989; McClelland & Elman,
1986; Norris, 1994), %K BISHRISL T — %W
FI WILMTHE R DA E TS, Rig
) Sk 17 A5 5 L T A S e BA T

BIH e, BT, S FENTCRWr e H iR
FOE AR AT T AT, BEJS R 4
SR G B0 B R S A RN AT SR AE b, iR 3
3 35 A9 B A9 (Gaskell & Marslen-Wilson, 1997;
Marslen-Wilson, 1990; Marslen-Wilson & Warren,
1994; Marslen-Wilson & Welsh, 1978) . #iff 53 & 11144
TG 2 AR R U R, AR AR
RITEA AT 1A 2200, AT I — RS A
P B AT TAE T8 B i A TP B S S 7 B EAT S B
o 28 L) K FE LS B3 A T 45 BT 81 3R AE
b, AT S BRI

VE N B P A 280 ) 0 F8, Marslen-Wilson #ll
Tyler (1987)f4 %A Cohort LA, i FRial YL 1R I BE
SERR W R AR U TR AR A AR L A
D)o HHIZAE RN AR B S 2R T AT
M 5 AR e (5 8, w0 S i & R IR
L PO — 2R 1 1A S RS T DS G A 28 TR
(cohorts) . X MHE BG4 BT I RN, 16 1
T E B B YOE IR R KD, W E R
BT LADG G 06 Ak 2 2 5 R 2R i U i A
AVEEC A 25, B2 bR s e a4
Wi A S A R RSB, SR — 3
R IR AL Bl HEBR, fR i DR BT X ) 1) 4%
BE TR 1O 7 A TR0 o 30k e e 47 A e 150 2k
P TAR A5 ) T K 5 5 B X (Marslen-
Wilson & Zwitserlood, 1989; Marslen-Wilson et al.,
1996), Marslen-Wilson (1973)f% {81 FH 5% T-FR ¢
{145 (speech shadowing task)Z= il & 7] F Fp A~
T AR e W IR, AT 55 R BT R IR S ]
AE T RS A (B BT B N 2, S5 Rk
PRER 132 35 FEAEAE — A 1)E WA 58 238 T 58 Z Hil Bk
THGE S e, 3 2R W B 52 5 0 23] i oy ) 3R 2 T
) B A~ 3] 22 B0 T 28 Bl B TR 109 R 4 8 T
T o R K AR E Marslen-Wilson Al
Tyler T 1987 44 T Cohort Bi%, Marslen-
Wilson I Tyler (1987)/HF5¢H 145 Hi B4R “category”
5 «gategory” R A1 & & A, (HU A2 EAH
WG o BRI, SRR ST R B, B R R i AN T
ORI R ¢ e Cil S A= w SR UN Wi R =W
BT (Allopenna et al., 1998; Chen & Mirman,
2012; Gaskell & Marslen-Wilson, 1997; Norris &
McQueen, 2008; Dufour & Peereman, 2003; Marslen-
Wilson et al., 1996; Zwitserlood, 1989). /{0,
Allopenna 5¢ A (1998)fli LW 1 B H 42 T 1O
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b/ [ Back ]

Bad ][ Beaker

(et ) (e ) (et ) [ |

it ser) ot ) e ) et ) |

[l 1 Cohort #EHEIHIWT 5T 7L “Beaker/bi:kor/Be#R [ O B A2 o 55— 17 4 Wr 2325 457 /b/ 5 B006 Y AL 4R 5 A [R] 1 18]
2 5 AT R B S /bl 5 B B — R AR, IR 5 /bl AR VE ECR IR AW R, e MR IRIE S A R
J5i, B Beaker AAMWTRNC S5 A1, (RS IHE IE MOBAEL & B, 4100 78 (o7 B 15 7t & S 3 AR IR A iRl

HWS R, I 45 T o 2 LA “Beaker”
(Betr), B LA 4 NIk, 4350 %t n B
brid]“Beaker”, 1T ¥ UCHL A “Beetle” (FH H), #3
At UL iR] “Speaker” (75 #), JoIKiA“Carriage”
(BILE)  B5 R K R 1A FE T 3] Beaker By B, HR
W SEEM T Beaker FliA] B & ICACAY Beetle, {HRAE
HEIEEHES MR A, WERH T AL E
Speaker, %% 5 Cohort FEHIHE Y (1«48 “TE”
PR AN — 39 o SEFR I, Marslen-Wilson (1993)
J W LR AT TR IE, ETRARVCEC A REA
St HERR, TR B IR R, W B IR AR
IR e To W, & fE RS A RNC A R
RO AR R T AR, (HHARSR ik A b
THEERRERGWEBRIEN, A2 550N
WC R R

FH L Cohort #i7%, Allopenna 5457 3 ) 45 R
W2 M R T RS E W 0y R 2R UL G R
(continuous mapping models), |41 TRACE ##%!
(McClelland & Elman, 1986), NAM #£5%!(Luce et al.,
2000) F1 Shortlist # %I (Norris, 1994) 45 4§ .
McClelland Fl Elman 7£ 1986 4F48 H} T 5 HLAC#
FRNC I TRACE AR, 200 70 J2 A8 BTG A
RIPARER, FZA M EK: (VTR ARG
MR T T S A AP T8 15 5 R0 LR B e
T RAE AR VCRCAR B, A AR AR GE 17 15 o
HEE QA LM FHEENENE®RSST
WHC RN R, AR R A B RIEH. %
BE TSGR, AR TR R B I 2 PN A 7 i RRAE K
N AN ) i e 511 190 RSl O I
PLm) b sl ) A% . AR Cohort LA Y
AE, HE RS 3] T 1R 2 0F 5% i 32 % (Connine
et al., 1993; Connolly & Phillips, 1994; Dahan &
Magnuson, 2006; Sereno et al., 2003; Van Petten et al.,
1999). f4il4n, Connine % A (1993)F FH #5 # H 15 X

Ja s 2R PR RN R SO feok, 5L R
H— WA R R UC B A AR 1815 shan & Hr, A
6 AMFFIEN DT EE B AR R AT I sh Ak, SR,
T i ) 3 5 o 3L 1) L RAE 0 R DL 1 R B e T 1)
IEAYRU . fE7E TRACE BEAL 008 571k i
BT A AR B 4%, O T X
— 8] A ]38, Norris (1994)4 HY T — 07 4 1)
YR 5 A YR A5 A5 R ——Shortlist AR R, 12245 R 41 5
P OCHE R B 55— B BOR AR B R T o
T3, @SR R RNCE R, WG S A
D C Fr) BRG] e e S A 2 S I Bt A ELO U7
A ZEMLT TRACE BRI JZ o 55 TRACE #E Y
A0 Eb, Shortlist A5 7 7E J] Y38 35 19 55 — B Bt AU R i
AN EAsZm . (HAH8 T Cohort 1K1, T Wikt
o T ™K ) B )7 29 3R, e 5 Bk S 4R 5 43
AN VG T AH 7 25 Ath 35 43 DG T #4468 396 3] b 7T LA 33
% o M NAM 1% %I (Neighbourhood Activation Model,
Luce et al., 2000) 5 5 i H AR Al fEAL 85 L&
W58 ——4B 7 i AR Fe I R — A fE R
o BRI IENC SRR, B0 <hide” (JRiED)FI“tidy”
CEIEHER R “tide” QI IARIE . AR A
B 75 (5 B 53 S <208 7 ) DG L A, & 38T A 5 1)
W, Bln, <us” (FAD T LAE R “bus” (KE)iFEHE/
TG AR A &P J > T A S o

TE Ao B S SR, FRATT R B e R
A 25 5 (BRI R WA 1), HARA K& SRk
I FE, BRI ERBARENFAES, XL
PRI W AR R I — A LR A e v FE B i a2
RN R R A A I R B (BN, R A
THHE, EAL, BTSRRI X R O
PR T A S 555 5 A)E & A B
PR DCECRE L . BRI, CAE & 15 B A
B [ 72 1) A (slot)” 1 o LL“bus/bas/”iX A~
), AR BEAFALE = A3 S AL 6] S i <l , 3
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®1 BHREIDAMMKR RS JIER T

AL VI EN P e AVIESS LT 5 B R A A B B
Cohort B H Rl I+ JEREIFAINE W E R JE RS B B
TRACE i8S AR LS5 A LM G TR 50 B ML DT JC (Y R AR, AR A

Shortlist #% H T L5 H LWT 28 H#EE
NAM 8 AT ESA LW KHEE

)Y 5 o 2 ) LD P S AR ]
TV B <40 S A S A AR L

B fiR 16 47 3R B BE 2 B IE B B
LR STy S SR NP S 12

Je S [ GE 9 . 24 /b a3k 1A A D T R
“bus”. “butter”3F L # T BEFLIG; [FIAEHL, 4/a/
Fl/s/AX PIAFE VT ELHT, “us” Pl BESS I o X 4e3flip
BEFRAE FE T 48 AE 22 19 BB (slot-based theory),
BRI A R0 B R A A, A AR RO
T — A M ) 1 2 L B Y VT B F2 B (Gaskell &
Marslen-Wilson, 1997; Luce et al., 2000; Luce &
Pisoni, 1998; McClelland & Elman, 1986; Norris &
McQueen, 2008).

SR, A ) 132 B0 R i B 0R) 10 R ) 4R,
AW 5T S RN B 14 Gt A% 5 e 7T 6568 R 1 —F
AL 2R i (coarse-encoding) F) 77 2 (Chambers, 1979;
Grainger & Whitney, 2004; Perea & Lupker, 2003,
2004). Filhn, FiA 54 A A R B
fit il “garden” (£ [)Fl“gadren”, B il 5 H 13
I TR L B 4 12 AR o A S R T TR B i 3R
“gatsen” # [F Xt (Chambers, 1979; Frankish &
Turner, 2007; O'Connor & Forster, 1981), Perea #
Lupker (2003) 1 % B 5 &} {7 & 5% & J5 1 & i)
“jugde” T LA 3l H % 7 A9 IR 4G 1A “judge” (BFFH)),
(L 46 I 4ty 1) v A R ) 2 5 1) B <Gul pe DI AS
REWUE . M SLaff st R iz I 4 ik T4k
AR 7B 09 5 & (B U, caniso/casino, Perea &
Lupker, 2004), W53, 57 BE07 B HCE 1R 1
TNCATS SR T REGE IR 0 B AR ial . R B R B
(A A — e R BE A AL 8 AN 28 P (Gomez et al.,
2008) L J R i 1 (Davis, 2010; Grainger & van
Heuven, 2004; Whitney, 2001), {H2, XIFAEIK
L A] A9 4 22 R B U, i LI S
TF1E—E RIBR ] (Guerrara & Forster, 2008; Hannagan
etal., 2011), TEA]F/KFE, AR ERSE, %
E B ) ok e T R ] 52 ek g 3 £ B —
RO E M, X P AHE A ) B s AR b 2
— H A FF(Levy et al., 2009),

R 56T LB PUNRE R A B 5 2 A Al i

TE O E R E R . RS e, R
AU A T A B9 T 15 5 7 91 0 B L
AT RIEARE B DTSR E o SR, Pl 32 e 5
TANTENEBIBIFEEE R TRAVE R . Aigk
NI A, R BRI B4 G T Re 7 T AT
AE R RIS 2 0 1) 07 5, LAz B 1 6 B0 A B A
— R BRI E P . A LN T A T
W TR SR A B IE PR TORI R AR AR
KA, (HX e T TE5E N B AR T —Fh7E
TR T r R S T I L 6 T e

3 AEMINREMERDIER: T
TREMIEEHBAN

AT 2R 7 B0 AE B s B8 1 1 3 1R ) A
PTG BT R IR R BRI Fh A X R 76 A
%?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ(Dufour & Frauenfelder, 2010; Dufour
et al., 2022; Dufour & Grainger, 2019, 2022; Gregg
et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2020; Mirault et al., 2018;
Toscano et al., 2013), 254 Hika s By PRI AY, fi]
410, TISK #%7%I(Hannagan et al., 2013; You &
Magnuson, 2018), X Fp 7 F 07 B 47 4 A 1) 15
B mtt Iy NB W s R Sk M . AR —ER A, AT
FEE T BRSNS, S LR AT
K LR ARG H A B R e, XA
N7 1 BRI AL IN LAA 41 o
31 BUAKFEHEFMNERD

B OC Ex n EA BF A BLAE 2013 4R,
Toscano 25 A {F 7 29 {5 (Phoneme) 7£ 1] L (1) /N 7]
g F EAAEE MM SR, WXk
AR UK (McMurray et al., 2002), ffTIANIX
SO 1 22 5 B AEAE AT AT AL B B SR R
[, T LA J0 75 % 7 A5 5 R AT 0 B g A B ]
PEATENCIR . AL, Toscano 58 A(2013)f# 1L
5% 5% JL X (visual world paradigm)# £ 1T HiE N
Trh & A BB . R
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Cooper (197 IR, ZIEX RS2 5
WL E e LAE [ R T 20 ) S 3, RS 6 %) B )
BR R PR B8 A5 B I 9 T SR A MU 5 I T
1 7 (Andersson et al., 2011; Cooper, 1974; Huettig
& Altmann, 2005; Han & Li, 2020; g 4F,
2019) 2%3E 2 [ B ) B 3 7 B e 2 A TR 3
A vs LRI SRS, e i [RS8
BTE B a B AR B AR S, B
R 5 AR h B #FE I O SE I TR N FEALER . 7R
Toscano 5¢ AW SEER 1, Wrst i1l R “sub” (KK,
Bt 2 H AR “sub” (KR & 7 % & 17 “bus”
ok, HEE—Z “sun” K H) LA TG 5K ]
“well” (). G5HR LI, %t H bR a0 R
B, O RE & — 3 & (cohort) . E T
&, VEE KRBT & %% B4 (transposed-phoneme
effect), BN IRXS & o 5% B 1] 1Y WA 32 10 28
TIOR3 — 2044 SE 8 b )
AL B T 7 RRAE KO, BN, 1B & B R AR
“tack” (1) “cat” (Ji)IFA ] & % & i), {0
B AL B S B A AL R B RRAE 0 /0 R,
BT & 57 5 B LN . Toscano 58 A ACHTE 015
JAC AN TR, JAlE A 35 2 R 2 DA AE Y <l
FRAEMY, A B B A9 TR 2345 2 G i RN
o AT TRIRE 32 5K AR A o SR AR I 1 2 1
A7 B i fid, JLXTE5 IR 0 % B AL 2 T — R A
BB TR SRR R R, IR R R AL
BT 0 R

R T BRI, AIFRSGEHEIFERE T Toscano
2% AW SE 58 (Dufour & Grainger, 2019, 2020; Gregg
etal., 2019), #iliH, Gregg % A (2019)ik 4 Toscano
S 6 v L B L 5 B RN 1Y S R T R 2 “bus” N
“sub” L E/WINES, FM, BRTEESMVEE
BN, FEE BT Lot &E M EE&N &M
“leaf” (MF)Fl“flea” (Bk%), LR LML ILET H
BAMI A R BN, EERA B INEY
BRI —E N RENE, AEELIEDTT
EHAEIEREE, RN R N SRR
gk iy 2t R4, R ELALE B ILEL S RIE M .

R WA R T, FEE I
B bR R R AE R R A B, X AR AT
e P EME RN BN S WE RN EER
%, Dufour #1 Grainger (2019)i% HJg shiu = %%
T BRI R A B i, IR E T

ZH LI A LR Y B ARl R tyb/, HE
S A R B SR AN bR A — B, 5 LR B AR
B 2Rl e o0 H briR) B9 B R by, B A0
W& A7 TE 5 /mul/ o S T HEBR JC & 0 B AR, AR
HWEE T A I B E S WA (Gyp/ A/
dyn/). PINESH L& (byl/ Sityb)), 85RE
T B A RO, B B AR A 1) B e
B T AR byl LU Bli/tyb)), Hofth 24
P NTE N

X RV, 75— B b, MEE A
B4 TRDY B A8 457 AN ] AT LA G, O
TR A AR R G 6 AT R ST T A B BT
S, T G AR 0 — ORI (Y . TR R
T g Ag 5 =
32 BETHAKEMEBEEFMLERD

PR R U, T 1 AT W 5T % AR 1R )
F K L WE O B A, R — AT
T R B 1 (syllable) o B A0 e 2 75 2 o B
15 7 B UV (transposed-syllable effect), {HA5 5%
% SRS L [R]— B 1 L5 B S
&) % v 5% B %% v (Dufour & Grainger, 2022; Dufour
et al., 202125, MR LW 5T SLBR % ZE MR
IHIZ & 07 i, F T i Smi 5T 09 3 0 32 B 5 0
BTN DA B B g Y 25 5, AR
R A B K

Dufour % A(2021):kAJashisX, @it =\
R AT 55, 25 2 R 19 PN 1A 00 2 00 A B
3885 Y ) A 7 B EAAON Y 25 5, DAk R 1
TR U AR 1 KO B LA G B L
Wil SEEERME T RN FE— A
TN E SN, /bis.tok/Fl/bis.kot/, “H
T BB AT ) A B SR R A T B
T AR (BN, /fo.1o.ka/Fl/fo.ko.la/) o G 2 A1,
R T RS A RN, AR A
WEN AR, §iE AL E K, /sib.kot/
F1/bis.kot/) Fl 5 & 17 46 B 554 (B0, /bis.tok/F1
/bis.kot/)o G5, % B SAF T L B R] Y ) e
TR RIS, BT HEME RS . (R
S B T N ORIV TR N AR IR OR
TR E RN AN B RN, 5
B B i e K Lt B RS, X R R
TR G R SR BT 1 2 N G, SR T DAES
R o AR WS — 25 UL 0 G 5 2 e ST
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T BT, B W RV R i A AT
£, Dufour F1 Grainger (2022)fifi H %51} ) sh g =
B TIZSE, MR F 3 T X P A~
ERNC P BRI 5 Bk, fEHBRT
BB T AL B A (BN, /biksot/ Al /biskot/) Al
ST BE B S (AN, /foloka/-/fokola/), 45 HAE
HAEE SR AT R T LR TERD
SR B, HE L B R A R B, R
AR T B8 T A B A X B AR S A
T BRI BE RS B

SR, EE KT, IRERRAEZ
[F 1 B L, B 1 R, #REAT
BN . F AL GRS LE & T AKOF BRI R
By, SRS TR AS BT AR, R
BRSBTS E R, RYE A XS
PG T i PR E, SEbR FERE TAE AL
R AT 5, A AR S T —Fh S T
AR P ALE B SRS P . E I SCX TISK 451
R A B rp SR B0, FRATT 23X i A T T 81
TG, Bl — RIS ETL R EME &
PEAR B, SR AR TR K T J23 1 s 3R g 5k B B 7
PO i SRR Z R,

FE 58 1B G AT A 2 L AT 5
Yee 55 A (2008) % BL& T ol (Inferior Frontal Gyrus,
IFG) (1455 728 feft 15-30) 1 A 4 5 o7 1) 38 4 300 AR A5
/I, i _E [0l (Superior Temporal Gyrus, STG)F
9 78 ) T BOZ 5w S 30N L X BB R R, [RIR,
M B 58 % & B 22 ) 2% L [°] (Supramarginal Gyrus,
SMG) FIZ M & T Ml &5 T 1L /35 & 5 4
(Prabhakaran et al., 2006; Righi et al., 2010), Yi %
AN (2019 Kz Scott (2019)#F #4122 M5 I =] Af
625 T 15 & FRAE 25 (8] A ] A8 R b e A
SRR, FRATAEM, 155 E gD ] B8 5 A2 M
WIAHIC, SR, HHIX T35 & 60 & g h 1) 1 24
il (BT IR AR 3D, R T SRR A MR AR AL
B ALE RIS, T 2 0 AR ROk
SEREXT R g A AL R AR
33 AIFAKFEHIEETMNERD

R H 255 T it & v/ 7K iRk
(TACRINE RTINS i e AN K1 Rt AR i W 1
F LA K AN B 14 2 05 J2: P 91 3547 B (Reichle et al,
1998), A —LLTfF 53 Ay ) e 3 A ) L 1Y
I AR v S — X ST R 52 ) B ] SR — RO B

P (Levy et al., 2009), A EPFE T F (Mirault et al.,
2018), HRWNHXFREFET (Liu et al., 2020;
Liu et al., 2021; Liu et al., 2022), Zifi%ZAHIX} R %
Mo H X BRI ST AR £ X 1 2 T R B 5%

FAT I R G AR X T ke
AR R, X 67 B A B R B R BRI, 1R
RIHCAL B R TTR B AR A AR
HhAR 25 5 32 31 W 2 1 WT 50 5 A 19 <M 2 (noise)” 1Y
1 (Dufour et al., 2022), 7E5 7 K& B H) R G
Y i T BE A R T30 B 3 O 5 DR TR
PSSR, XA T B & A0 % B AN 1 Y R R 22
—o W, AT KT, WS RNE = B B,
A ELF B ALK, 32 M B A 5 2 KR R,
2558 TR/ 1 BRAR A 04 8] Y% 5 %0 (transposed-
word effect) B 8 A 15 & B9 R 16 2% 15 #1382 AL E
¥ o ABARDAG HRIT X A) F K7 I8 g R AT
T, Dufour %8 A (2022)% 28 17 i 4] 1 PR
PR A TE & O S AR . Xk A R
£ 55 (grammatical decision task), #i2xWr %) 1
A NCAY A, IF BT HIWZ A T R R
BT IE ., SR E T K IEH ) /H] T “The black
dog was big” (X~ R AR MR K), FTLLES A H
PR ) AR BT T B ) 09 180 4% B A% 14 “The
black was dog big”, LI K A BEM i 32 4 B i) A8 i
Tk IE A F 9 AR 7% 25 Ak “The black was dog
slowly”, Z5H kM, AR B4 1L, WL
B ABON AR B TR ) M Y e )
HAEEGRT S, BB UGEM T8 7 fy il %
BN AAAE R AR, W AR T g
T, FE AT hn T AR a0 4% B e /Y B
U5 B T8k AE Ay U R

AN TR B TE R A RIS B A
B Y AT T 5 — A o 50 TG 1R 19 37T 31 (Hale,
2001; Jurafsky, 1996; Levy, 2008), SZPr 5% it
B Wi 15z, IRBEAE <M (noise) 4 ik A7 7E T
EBEMHEM T, Gibson FFAQROIDEENF
W JBA 1Y) M 7 3 3B B8 (Noisy-channel model)
ERE T FRATT U] DA N i s i P B AR I . R
T, A 3CHRFIX — BRIS WA A AF 52 0 SR U 1
TEAR . H 322 w3 Wi 5 4k T DA 2 1 3 5 A
FH R A A A SEVAEAR G A A T IR A AR 1Y
B, TR LE Y I SR A B S T B O M T
S R RE i A BT S E ) TIRL TR A E
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SCPAESE

S A < T R R O [T B RO Y (VR e
I 52 B 3 e o X P ) ) 52 0o ) B £ B — b
WEE—FE(Levy et al., 2009), K Hxi%iiE & By n
TR SR — Al ar F BRI 00 & 1 a5
HLH o e L2 T AR I8 0 S 15 T LN &5
2 PR AT LB A B T 3 AR, T 3 L B
e B SL 7AYo B 40, Gwilliams %5 A (2022)
W R EE SR T 21 44515 3 16 W A e g
IS /INEE I R I B, BT T ARG an ] 4k
FUR R B X P B 2R S . TRk
B, N2 R A% 47 252 A7l Ak B3R G % B 30 T
BN = A EF IC ., B G KA 7 ¥
PRI AR5 B AT T, BRI i3 2 7 5 ) 28 AR
WA, KRR E IR, Xt
5 R TE I ELARRRAE A R AR DOk T4
3 P IR R A B A FRHEA T I TR . X 2B 5T
R FRATT ST T B A B AT 0T R A AL ) B
TR
34 ERMERBHZWEER

A BN IR T A S LR # A R,
5% 5 MAS ) 1) £ 30 ok 2 S 000 % 58 T i T
EAASHLE], LA L A R A
FRIE AR 2 5 i i SR g L 7R

B, WNCAR S R g U0 A
T B 3N P (Dufour & Grainger, 2020) .

Dufourh 1 Grainger (2020)>K F 45 B 155 5 0752,

38 2 BRI SRl A B AR e A9 SRR K 5 2836 I
WIRAE BAEE AL B R s IE . SRk
U4 B briA s shie A RNC AT R E e, &
o7 3% BN, 24 H Ar e 1 3R IR T 3l B DUAS
2o WEFERWL, ARG B s B BT 5
Wi T EE R TR TR g R . MR AN, TS
Bl Tad A v, AR R AR S, W
T HEREEIN T,

Howk, A R 1 KT 1 g i
AT E T Dufour %A (2021)%F [FI1F 5 N FH A Y
o B R LA R i Y IR B 7 RN Y 8
FS2 86 b R F B SE 5 A RE (B AN, /bis.tok/ F
/bis.kot/, /fo.lo.ka/Fll/fo.ko.la/)FrI%E B HE 6] & — 4>
T, ERER T HENE BN, {2 Dufour Fl
Grainger (2022)k MG I H EXEE T35,
JFRE TS A IR B & (AN, /biksot/ Fll/biskot/)

I3t 3 57 B S (1 4, /foloka/Fil/fokola/), £
SR 7R T8 7 B R AT R I LR AN, AR
W E AL B AR R KRBT IR AR KA
NEo BAKHETERIA -, B ERE LR
WY 2 i o A TR o ) B T R 23 S el T
o B AT i A

R, AT KB L5 BN ] EZ 5
Jet i) 5 H bR ) S B0 IR G B S . A,
Dufour 5§ A (2023)%F b T 7 [] JB% 52 38 18 1Y) 2 By
SO (L5 B ON B o 7 ] — R T T Y
SEHh, JR F iR A H AR I AR R LA S S ERS
JEE TE S B SRR, R Bl A SR AL SE T 2
H A ] SR T 0 T8 R 45 2R R ILAE [R] s
1 A Y S B R SO, TR A Y
SEHG SR AT T 23t B 04 SR

o, FATAR R B2 H AT PRI S T
A B B I A A 1 T 3 5 A R 5] 152 30 40
KT B AONE LA B F AR o i A G 1 17 SC
Wk, AT KB, JCIEJ/E Toscano SEHGHIH “sub™ Al
“bus”, “TACK”FI“CAT”, I BJ& Gregg S5 1Y
“tab” fll “bat”, LA K& Dufour % A 525 v i H i)
“LOBE”HI“BOL”, ¥JFFfe— " PF& i = b i i)
RIS o o L A 38 1 B N [
SE W F RS AL A (/f-ph, /Y-, BT IEFE B
FOSRAE, X R 7 22 TR 550 1) 32 32 5C 2R AT RE 2 0
HAERE BN T R 52 . JUH & Gregg 7% A
(2019)LA B Toscano 45 A (2013)% FH B4 7 i & L3
T 2 TR] IR o 3k 5 B R T 5 o)
W, I EORPOLWT A B TR, fn iR 1R
T T R e g R A 3 A I i TR Y AR AL
B XS f 2 X 5 A A AN I B
Bt v 1 A % B 1] “bat” AT H AR ] “tab” 2 T SE
RGOl — B E], 2 )5 A 2 W 2 H b in
“tab”, FIATEM T bat”f 3 2, HFEEESS
A3 BRSBTS, H AR S e R TE e b
4 [ I S BN iR T RO . PR, AR
PRE SCTF L B AN B e, DUEBE ST n] REARL AT
TEJ5 s BRI, R, A BT R AL
R 3 S S 3 AUk 5 1R IR B R
(Dufour et al., 2022; Dufour & Grainger, 2019),
35 BRREMIDAFRE —TISK #HE

TISK ##1(Time Invariant String Kernel Model
of Spoken Word Recognition, Hannagan et al., 2013;



oM HhiEE A

Wy 38 A B RE AR B B AR 7 —— T R R v R T 6 1 g A AL

1495

You & Magnuson, 2018)REUS H 4T Hu fff B¢ L iR 5%
R 21 /eS| 23 O e e Vo VA
A gfis . [, TISK Bt 23T 1)
ME— RE A R (0 5% B AN (AR . ] TRACE #
7 —kE(McClelland & Elman, 1986), TISK i %,
2 — ol 8 LRGSR, HG T R 8 AR O R
[ o TISK A5 7Y By £ 1 S U T ML A 2 2] sl v —
A5 R TR AR ——F4F H3 4% s 2 (Hofmann
et al., 2008), IXFNFAF B A% BRI P LA S, T4
PRS0 R LA S R A, A R A R
A DL R N5 4L A I i 2 T i . Bl
Y I “TIME” /] LB W — A4 R 781, BN
—AN e, Hh A RIS LA, B
“TI”, “TM”, “TE”, “IM”. “IE”, “ME”, T,
TISK AU B 5 1) VL 1) 1 o 2 FH — A 8 TE G 1Y
T LG (phoneme, FlA1<T”, <17, “M”. “E™)Fl
— LA R B AN 7 B 6 7 4 ) T I o PR
JG(open-diphone units, F|E1“TI”, “TM”. “TE”,
“IM”, “IE”. “ME”)¥J i)
FEXFERIRESRR T, FRATAS 2 gt 2 157 1)K 1
A VS VA= & v S (R VAL STves | B s ey S (VA 8
JCFAEAR AT LA A 8 07 6 0y b ok, &1 2
7~ T TISK BLAYR BRI AR RG], xR
A3 R 4 IR AR FHAKFE . B
S5 3 6K, RLUEARNC K, Hd Aok
S 2 3 R AV B G A Y, (R B S R
=RV SN T N O 2P = i 6 2 A v - S
HREMNFIERTE WA, HEE—41%
DB TE T F B 15 S i, R B — 415
A TS P57 5 TG 5 1 B 67 5 T B 3 o 4 B )
FERE, 55 = AN KNI KA, 5 2 AT DC R Ay iR

NI Xt b g

TISK AR RIS E) T 3 8 ¢ F R4 ga 185 19 A 5%
AYSZFF(Dufour & Grainger, 2019, 2022; Gregg et al.,
2019; Toscano et al., 2013), ZEFR U, F AR
BRI /bak set/ B 380G — A1 ik — & A7 50T, Hean
b-a. b-k. b-s. a-k. a-s. k-s. k-t. t-k &% H
i 2 5 H AL B R /basket/ FER . L, AE
& 7 3 5 00 By L) 2 A ) B S AR, TGRSR
A7 B TG O 1 5 6 (FH [R] B4 57 ) )3 2 FF I — %
o7 . OT (VG e 2 B v T sl 2 F), X R P T
DL %% BN W) &% A o Dufour F Grainger (2022)F)
WIS ARG o 245 T sons, e Wb, 1E& &
IR b A2 B e 45 7 199 I 1) /bipfot/, 6 % 1)/
biksot/ & fi 4 H #r 17) /biskot/ B9 Jin T, w2 K A/
bipfot/iX K 1 AE 1] 22 0% 15 2 5 biskot/ AN HEZE 1Y
WBHEHIC, BRILZ AN, TISK BRI %A 524
WE A BB P IR R, e 6 K 2 B B ) P
FIPER), X EMES MRS L. #l40, Dufour
' Grainger (2022)% 3L & v 1 B /3 BB B9 4 4 B
(/foloka/-/fokola/), & i PR BN . T LA TISK
MERIZES BN RS b, BE AL RIF
P HRICFRRNES B R EESEIEHN . XA
BT, HEOEAZ G A A MmN EEE, JF
T30 A BT /M /KL AT RE R AL T LR R R B S
B, FIEA KB BERN, T AH AR 4L
B 8 5 o e 0 AT LA B
4 NEOFBRNPEFMERDBAE

RiE

i L BENEAT L, FETOC T A R
B IE S T2 ZOR IR T X DR 5 ST R G .

FHKF HRAF R A AR ITTKF LK
fal M 2l
(e[ [ | o 2
faly foly, e I, 3 g
- . I
...... : /bus/ /but/  ......
u subl /tubl ...
5 |l N Ny
faly Toly oo 2

TISK # A iE R A Rl BoE, NFiErs

>

HSMAT G, TEED— 5 AR TTREE M 5 (55 1

>

T, HWREN — U F A BRSOk R — A S AL E JC R R IT I AL A N ELKE, 5

Z 0] DU 3R]V 45 21 #40% (Hannagan et al., 2013),
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SR, A Ab R RS A R AR R, AT REAE N T
MU EAFAE2E 5% 0 9 1 e e A e, Gl
TR Z TP SCF RGHAT I F WY, R HIER
A ANEWT S E S LA, fEh—FMRE
SCFRGE, DORAT HR AR A, X AT
BLRRRDUE H R = SRR 2 AL

B, SUFEEE AR, NFiREAEE S
1 (spelling-sound dissociation) 145 . W F MY %
BRI Z 18] B X 0GR IF A SR A,
TR Z 18] 1 06 F AN 25 2y WA D g 3 e, 325 W)
JES PR CF M LRAR, ATm s S, PR TR
Giim Ky EUH I H A8, Wi, &2
L0 0 12 56 R REA N CHE RN B I T =4 52
Wi o U Al LS 1 e i R b, e
T E SR BRSBTS, H bR IS I
[ i 52 B 3 5 7 X RN . BV A B
KU A S ROk % 58, (IR JC i HEBR
BB R B, PR AT AR B 5 B
T E ), (IR 58 AN R % (I an, <A AR
CRERY, B ITRIKEE”) . DUFIRIEY L PR
JIU] P R SR A T LA AT B T 18 5 i 2 25 43¢
W S, iR N RN s S A B
e il i N ES R P S

HWR, DUBIHNC A TE & I TR o8O Rk
EPFEIR S T, AUFREE A RN R RAE & L
2k, B ST AR B Ok (Marslen-Wilson &
Welsh, 1978; McClelland & Elman, 1986; Norris,
1994) WA WFF E 5K 5 i F 5 HHEARC R AR
R, NFEEST N A (Gaskell & Marslen-Wilson,
1997; Lahiri & Marslen-Wilson, 1991; Marslen-
Wilson & Warren, 1994), 1H H BiAWFFE £ 05 #57E
Rl 58 ¥ ALK 1 i it 15 BCHEA T R 1T, U 0 Sk ]
T A FRAE 0 3B S DA R A G A Y R T
PETE Bk S Es & A f b, Tk
I ATPEE SO AR FLE SR 7 0 5 B 50 A
Gt i A0, HORTEGRDIE Y B & R L g
i, 3 22 Phr ST, DUE B RE, ik & i T
{32 ] BE A& 9 M BAJT(Chen et al., 2002; You et al.,
2012), BADCFX R — . (HW AR A
DUBRHEE T LLX 0 ANF & AL, filan, /ma/#il/
fa/f 22 (A, BIFAR, 2011)., Qu % A(2012)
KT FE LM R U A DOE T B AP RS A
INCARAE T UEYE o DUE R TE S LT R < B

A FRAE 5 (0’ Seaghdha et al., 2010),
B, BUFIRASA AT RIS DO RS0 A A
Yy, LA B3 5 A6 4 B 2 5 2k 57 LA T
TN, “/and/ S AT AP /mad/”), HIK,
WARNC AP 28 Al 22, WnT DL 4 25 4 1
TR H A5 B A A LR (B AN, 3B £ /zhuil
bing 17 F1“VK4fE /bing 1 zhuil/?),

BJa, PUEAHHEGERTE T -ERE-IEXL
Z I R AR PE R 5 PR 5 U R ER B X .
FDUEREL, B RS DUF M E SN Y,
=AWl REXT N 2 MER 5T, BETF
I EE . EDGE ORGSR, § T
AEC L DR EE IE UER, fila, s/
bingzhui/ 1 1) /bing/ & £ B W8 15 £ 15 & AIE
Mo XRPEE CFEARIR, PFE SCF T teek/
fteel 5, e LT TR BT ATIE UfE By, LA
5T & B, 3 SUAR AT LA HE i)Y A 1 ) o A (32
IS 45, 1999), Bk, OB DB R i
B R AT U B AT BEE R S 2L Y
PONF=A T H LT B2,

Hal, P8 SCF Mg, B b R
T A 1 SSUE R AR S HF T TISK A7, %
A 3 B P SO R G P L B AN 1 4G
W BRI RS . BT MR TR 55
PO U R0 ol 7 07 B AT gm At A 1 5 I T
BLE o DO I8 & o T oT o F T, Bl
bing1zhuil/H #9/bing 1/ W] A — 4~ il T80, $4% 18
TZAERIMESL FRATTAS 23 G B L 5 35 19 BT A
g, VERNE ISR & 19 /bingl/ . /zhuil/ 5 FH L
B =% T ¥.I0/bingl zhuil/. /zhuil bingl/#FH LI
XT/zhuilbing 1/ BT i S0 . FRATIAE D, 3 7
DU BUE T AT RE R Y BT . g ek T)
i F 25 A5 Dy 2 XA B9 IRNE 7E LB R R A 5
5| & IRVE, TIRESESEH H9/shid band gongl beid/I
i —F 1 B0 35 T /shi4 band/. /shi4 beid/ .
/gongl beil/L) K /beid gongd/Z5 % Fh 5/shi4 beid
gongl band/E & WG AT REYE . Rk, HEUGE
FLEERU3 8 1 5 S A 1 F 5 ORE S 1A R i it
A FLSE A UESE

5 REERE

AL R A T R v 5 AL 2 B 114 R i
&, BB TR AL F O R TR B
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SO E M T RS . BAORE, DIt
WX —BOA R FHE PR 20 P 5 4w i 1 Jin T
R, T A A R T A A A o
HGE FAE MBI 9T & B9 15 5 b DB RE U
B8 A A0 T S R 0%, AT DA R H SR AE H
ELAAT BN A, DAAE BT T R 2 T
B 467 B 4 5 2 5 (slot-based theory)B 157 3] T Bk
i R EANTR A g X . e 5 =04, i
U T e e T R R e A = R VAN 2 W NS
AL R R R, R ELE
BTG R AR DA E AR, BT <
L2 VAN 1 20 o VA N 11 1B O 3
A TR e S I S T S DS RURAS AL TETS
FrE RS it . B2, BRAMEES
JE B LR PR R AR, BFRAT I 155 10 2 A5
SN ARG, AT LA Sk R [ A B
7o BARFSE BT G5 0 0 0 1iE T
A (1 S R HE AR 5 2 C AR
BRI E I PR SO TP RS iS5
JETF T T, (AWAEAE—Se S B AR L B Oy i |
I, DOEAE R —Fh R T, AR 2Rk
PE, BN, JEEYE, DL N A A TE S T
FIGEFSE, AR AT LI IRAT 5% 11 G i AL ) £ 4k
AT FE M, T LA E 5 4 SR A B
MHE) . MSCHERRER, H R A4 A R £ iR
R A TR 14 T 2 Sk 1 0F 5 107 2% PRl 8 48 7 T i 1
W G % 5 G A I I ZE L XA TS, DL
LU Ry T T 2 A S € N o Bl B 2 S R S S T 2 e VA
gt (G RR R, 5 CUIE U TR B 0 B g i 1Y
M HUH, R E A RTETE AR 5T AR R 48 A8
FBERE S e G2k iR, Mg, Wi E
PR AL E N TR RE A R o i e S o] J0 2
W KA TR AT A8 5 A e R Y 4 i PR AR
S5 —, kBT A T G B R R T
E— 25 485 7% T 5 o g B 5 7 B ) P9 AE L
il o S B A E A WS T IR TR B T i
B RS AILE, ELAT R A7 AE — 26 1 R A DR iy [
Ban: (OB IE T X807 B A R ]
KR B BREE Y R (2) & 19K 1iE & A B2
A5 AT DR R E S b i 7 3o 2 SR AR £
FOREUM M TSP LFREAHEEMX
Bilo BRI, 1R B R R A G A S A
S 1 DY ZE DA AT 25 B AR O G 5 2 AR W

HE MBI IR,

8, FIURMGEOR | DIRE A G R S
ARER 5 E 3 7L B A FRAH A 2Ll o R
B AT S 250 LA B IR 336 R SE I Y iR )
HIE GRS 0 SCERE B, (ECA SR 2 AL B PR
TR D, BT E R LT 3L B 5 g
A4 2 e B (Scott, 2019; Yi et al., 2019), Yee 25 A
(2008)4f & 1 A1 % X 32 45 Lh S i /R JE 5 IX 32 4t
Wy, TR BT 18] AR AR 0R) R IR
e s VAR G | S N1 -5 1 SF 7Rty RS S
IZTE POV HE XS BREE TR, A R 9T & e B2
G LB AMAEME TS5 TIELNE S S
(Prabhakaran et al., 2006; Righi et al., 2010), &HZ&
W BT 5 G i () A AL DR IRA TR R — 2
PRI ANLE S TR, Eik, A 528
5 AR Z B 22 H AR E & AL & gL H],
A B3 TR G it 3 AR A S L S A

5=, R ELA PRAR 45 S ok iR S AN FLA
MRS HRM ISR, AMERILE, £2°
WA H, DB THZIEE ET MRS ER M
I HENAEFRT I N B S SR
BRI, BN, 758 RS A BT, T
rh ] Y AR R DG R DL B4R . B, 4o
P RMA SEENMRER SHE A RELGH
R ENGS T IE S ¥ I HNES IS8,
DI HOR SN TRCR, Bty EE,

B, ATHEROCAIHEBEFMREEN
J5 07 N, AEAR SRR W B8 i AR v &
J&, WA GPT %5 HARIREF AL MR O 4 87k
M AR A, FIUESF . EEIEE
WD R B F I A . DI TE
AR A 2 L TR R AN IE ST, KRR
B — 20 B A B A T AR T LS B A T B
HARTIMEZFRTELTAYIGE. R, WA
PFr SCF TR I T AT A 75 O Fn 58 3%, 6T
IR BRI A A T as A B B, B,
PRITHE g A ML T DA FRATT T VR M T fige A 26
AR E AR S LS, DT Dy N T B B TS5
— 1 R R AR R AR

Bl 28 F 15 PR 3 78 v 1) 3 60 B A R AL
ARLEIR B B I I & 5 3L F B 0 & )7 5
o B G i, 38 & N7 T B AL B Y R R
o BT ALE G bt Jy 2R SRR R A
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Xt B RIS SR, (HAT AR SR 4R T Y
I R 00 g i D7 AT AR Bk =2 T8 0 9 E 5L
Fio RAFC KRB TS T 00 B A 38 g B 07 5K,
(B —SEBIFFE AT AR AT 1 A0 5 oL Y B B A 0
Ko WFSEE A RS B A i 5 A T B
WS 00 R Ak R, AR, 7 S i
AT EJE AT RGN T R T R AT ST
BeAb, Xb T AR 5 L 22 6] B9 5 H N, T
HARTERIR D o GRS, BARARSCIES R Ak
P P L B S Ty TR A T E LA, (HAT
FEOTEMTRAL . BSTH T LU0 ¥ B L KO 52 X
TR B 45 05 AT A 15 2E— 20 O R R Ao
o K LB T I N A R T 2T X
2t B ) R AR TR AR S, 00RS A5 B T B T . AR
b R A T O 2 T ) AR BB A R U v Y
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The mechanism of phonetic position encoding in spoken word recognition
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Abstract: Across various languages, there exists a set of words that retain their meaning even when their

phonetic components are transposed. A typical illustration can be found in Chinese with words like “/*

/niu2 huang2/” and “# 4-/huang2 niu2/”. Elaborating on the encoding of such transposable words in the

process of language comprehension has become a critically important research topic. Within the field of

reading, scholars have been engaged in discussions regarding the mechanisms for encoding word positions.
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However, there remains controversy regarding the cognitive mechanisms for phonetic position encoding in
spoken word recognition. Early theories posited that phonetic position encoding primarily followed a
sequential approach, while recent studies have discovered that phonetic position encoding can be more
flexible at levels of phonemes, syllables, and sentences. Future research should delve into questions related
to phonetic encoding in spoken word recognition, including cognitive and neural mechanisms, language
acquisition, and artificial intelligence. Given the unique characteristics of Chinese characters, such as their
spelling-sound dissociation and processing units, subsequent research should pay special attention to the
phonetic position encoding in Chinese spoken word recognition.

Keywords: spoken word recognition, phonetic position encoding, Chinese character



