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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

B RAEM THIA LG 5 & REWRSImE
KAH ' ORWED HEE KR

(" PR 0 A e * e OIS 3 AR B, T 210097)

i B FTRAPEZRAZRIZNARAZS. HEF 4, THOENRARELRETE—F NG
MMz b, REDNHBRENT REA Bednd R a) R0, & F 6 ke e A Lo b A B %o B F 48 R i
HOETFR, BEARATRYFELSEETREE R MI R R, BT R BEREM AN A B M55 4%
TR, A —F BT EREER TORR, AFRFEST OB RIREAR S — R STARNHIR
A S EAR IR

KEIR  F AR K, B WIAGH,; AedUb]; A Z LA

SES  Bs42

RPN i S ST ' W R v RN T AN 32 B 5 SR A R R R
It H —FE, AT Z I RS OF A 2 B 2 2, i T
TR A AU (Lerdal & Jackendoft,  © P92t MALIRAR
1983; M4, JALEAR, 2006, FIGEF, HAAH, B 1.1 FRAEMIAAZAHLE
EJY, 2012), FENLAEPEME & ARG A 2 A WFFE F BR AT AR 2R 2 1 7
ZUN & —Fh o A A LG, BEZI PR G A5 i) EESAANRES I T Rk, Segerh, BEsEH
PRG54, R BAE e o s i T 2 h, i 25 W B — R AL A, R
T F4) S0 S B A 2 it 09 147 & i (Patel, 2010; 21k R (H bR FI5X) B SEHT IO SR AR, A
W, B EJy, sKECH, 2016; kA&, B E DT, GRS N A N TR 22N
2017), I RAE I TR 1. AT AR BB, 2 Mex

HIRANEAE T KRBT R E EEER, flY JPEN AN G A, AHXT AR A, T A B AR
Z T AT SRR, IR TE LR AR % 0 1% )i B 1% (Bharucha & Stoeckig, 1987;
SR IR 26 2 A6 14 77 £ (Koelsch, 2014), 304 75 Tillmann, Bigand, & Pineau, 1998), H./n)#kif v 72
AR T AR TR BA S R4 JEAE R OIS R, X R 22 RAB SR AE(Bigand &
N R, SRS IR AT, B TR RELE Pineau, 1997; Bigand, Tillmann, Poulin, D'Adamo,
PR SRR Th, W AR il AT SR AR A R Y & Madurell, 2001), ERP 455 iR, Al A& HLA)
fit J1(Koelsch, Vuust, & Friston, 2019), #f—1) HARFIEZTE 100~350 ms Abi75 4 47 Hij Tl (early right
Bh2f [ BUR, & AR TR AL 42 anterior negativity, ERAN) (Jentschke, Friederici, &
Koelsch, 2014; Koelsch, Gunter, Friederici, &
Schroger, 2000; Koelsch, Jentschke, Sammler, &

ek F 91z 2019-09-03 Mietchen, 2007), HAEMRBIFT 55K N5 (Koelsch
* ER A ARPHE IS T AR IUH (31800914), VLI HE 2 et al., 2000; Poulin-Charronnat, Bigand, & Koelsch
FH2JE 4 10 FSE AR (19YYC003), [ 5 4t 2Bl 2 N : ’ ’ ’
S 4 T A0 H (18AYY010), 1T 9545 85 K [ A FH22 B 2006)8(# LPC (Lagrois, Peretz, & Zendel, 2018;

S T L Wi H (18KJD190003), Patel, Gibson, Ratner, Besson, & Holcomb, 1998)0
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ST S ) G TR RR SR A A B T A T
(Koelsch et al., 2000; Patel et al., 1998), MEG
(Maess, Koelsch, Gunter, & Friederici, 2001) 7l
fMRI (Tillmann, Janata, & Bharucha, 2003)fff 5% it
— PN T H AR TR X, & AR )ik i
FCAR A B, 7R ¥ DXRL R A A5 X Ak
LT SR A

R RINWFSE R, W AR BB I AR )
2, B RO A 005 B RIS e T
LRI T B4, WAERY E B MR, &R Ak
AN T B HEAT 12 FRATTI A AEE R AT RE Y
L . 55— R e 5 T UM WAL BB & 2Rk
Y TF, W AR 4R A vk S0 PR B T R 2 Hh B
FBZ AN T WU, 24 H AR AL S U OR — B
W ARSI E 57, O H bR R 5% 0 TS PRI, 5
TR RETRAMWA: MEMRMERSE AT R
AEANE BN, fEBARASZ I MZ S, WA
BT Z RN, K AR FX R G 3 RS
SIRIEZ T,

FETE S N LGB, XT84 AU i A o
£ A48 (Kuperberg & Jaeger, 2016; van Petten
& Luka, 2012). 76 5416 B, Tl ™ 2 00, B
AL 4 S S 07, 20 142 80 AFAR, RS
N A B R AR AT 1, A SRR A R
S50 H58 BURNC AR 22 J5, B il 5] 5 5
2 A A TF 54T (Kintsch, 1988), F] 20 42 90 4
K, TR EANTEIR K BUHE G AN 2 2B 3R T S R Asf
KA, AHR A R A o S AT R
SN Hin T 7= A= 5% (Tanenhaus, Spivey-Knowlton,
Eberhard, & Sedivy, 1995). JT4E4F, B 92500t
LI FOR R E A, B AETE 5 b f 1R T
#E1™ & 2k (e.g. Chen et al., 2016; DeLong, Urbach,
& Kutas, 2005; Ito, Corley, Pickering, Martin, &
Nieuwland, 2016; Ito, Pickering, & Corley, 2018; Li,
Zhang, Xia, & Swaab, 2017; Maess, Mamashli,
Obleser, Helle, & Friederici, 2016), — & AIF5% %
R TP BUIAETE S T e, BN, Lau,
Stroud, Plesch F1 Phillips (2006)%5 8 12t & 30 i 25 )
T, A A (D) FA)(2), X AN A S5 A8 AR AR,
JF HAE ] of L eh 3 ki 2

fJ(1): Although Erica kissed Mary’s mother,
she did not kiss Dana’s of the bride.

fJ(2): Although the bridesmaid kissed Mary,

she did not kiss Dana’s of the bride.

FEA](L)H, Dana’s Jo1H BERT DL 42450 L]
LRI TR, sk U A 0F . 5 2R R, FE4)
(2), Dana’s J5 T WA H 344 18] A4 FF-6 ) R0
Rt R R AR T A 25 R R I, FEOCHER of
e, SRR AR AR B UM SRR T D TR
1 ELAN, Ui W5 5 A F2 32 3] 1 ) ok T 1)
M o 53— BEF 50 5 48T SRR 22 i N T
BB, & ILMET AT 2 R 0% T 5e T AT VA 45
(Arai & Keller, 2013; Kamide, 2012; Kuperberg &
Jaeger, 2016), LV ANTE FI2A1 E 18I0 T b AR AR A2 T
5 s ) sk 9 4E L (Otten, Nieuwland, & van
Berkum, 2007; Otten & van Berkum, 2008; van
Berkum, Brown, Zwitserlood, Kooijman, & Hagoort,
2005), SN I B0 DA A b U S T A9 T B A A
1.2 BREGMTT AN TR

FOARBIEMN TR R — B E R 2
R A RN T ] 52 B AR A A R IR e D
HAF O XA AT VPR, HR S5 IRIF
A%,

1.2.1 AERREKFE LHERAEMLT

AR 5 B R P RS RO 5 O R AT
11T 2 388 3 AN [) ) ) 132 25 ) H AS [) 831 1 ) i
SER AL o X BESERY BN R B AE SIHL . SR
SRALL RBO S BRI %R —sesi g, R
P AR RO, /N B 45 K AR B85 5 TE JSG N ) ROBE B
RIEEH, REM LS G, REIPHE K2
2251 (Lerdahl & Jackendoff, 1983; Zhang, Jiang,
Zhou, & Yang, 2016). & R AE M8 B & IR Z R 451
HIHES) G AR B — A e R S5 R 58, BRIk 2R
WE, RIFEFRIEL .

o1 ik, PR & SR ARSI SE AR
WAL A DB FRECE A, R FEERT
BARZ P A Tk 8, X BT AR A 5 SR )
VIR MM . B TARZE SR AL T, WA
REAE KB L0 I A8 A BRI 5208 5 3 S & R R
IREE =z e BANAT AR AR B T A AR .
BN, SE o E AR B B/ L SR RILR A
BOTHBEHLHES, 25 285 Rl ZU A 5 S e 15 23
PR T H AR L. 25 R kM|, RAEMZE
REER KT N RUR T BEHLHES, Rt H
003 0 R 0 A 2 32 B 52 W (Tillmann & Bigand,
1998). [A#E, HATERELH EREILHEST, A
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A BERUB M S G K, AT i T % 1 AR
B &% TP A I (Bitan & Granot, 2008; Granot
& Jacoby, 2011),

METE 5 JZ N B R A5 R T AR IR
o, IEAREA MW Sk JLIRE R A
PR T, FEET W R R ) N T
1 72 (Koelsch, Rohrmeier, Torrecuso, & Jentschke,
2013; Ma, Ding, Tao, & Yang, 2018a, 2018b), 7EiX
SERE G, SERARRE T A SR AT AL, X AN SR
AR — AR B . I, R B BAR RN R 555 —
AR 0] 22 [ B A T A O 2R R A A B R J2 R SR
BT o XS — AR TR N, (AT H bR RS
HE AR Z AR R s HE ARG
MR R, SINEg kR —HE, KRBT
Ak R FIRES R T R ERAN 43 TR
Wy N5 Sy, RUITE G HNE RE T d
Mo 24 /T S8 A9 i T o AN TR 1) 2, Koelsch 46 A (2013)
ek, TieE R KR AE & AR K R AT
JRRWE IR AT, (HEME Ma %5 A(2018a,
2018b) I FFEH, T )2 SR A I I AR T
W RIS, SEEAS R A2 5, AT REEE L
5 rh e A B AR MR TS & AR, AT — A ESE
RV 0 Uy R, S T RS R
PO TV 7 ¥ AR, R ZRALT EEn , B
MERE TR

WRAE T SR L W AR AL RE 5 A TAIR 2 9
AREINT., WAEHETE m )RR AE T, A
AN [] J2 G5 25 48 v 8 /) 32 T2 gy e ) S A 1 2
— T AR AT 5 43 W B AR I B BRUINTT L SR
SREBEITFRENLHES, 25 R kB, W ARBENE EAT
ANFERHW AT, R, T X A
PR T K 2 ) TE i G X R By, MR IX sk
B 2 9% 43 4ii (Farbood, Heeger, Marcus, Hasson,
& Lerner, 2015). B& T TH X, AIEZH A9 A%
AN R RN T B A Y R S A 25 57
Zhang, Zhou, Chang F Yang (2018)f#i I~ 4k ]
KERF AR, R EEG iR, Rt T H
TR F1 5% 5 55 — AN SR A (G B B ) R3S AN SR G R
B S , SRR, TERINN B, RA IR
AIE % & BRAN B0, 3R I3 R 28 fy Ak
TR EAE; AN E, TR e e kb
RBEERE NS 86, BN BE B 0 A N T4
N5 FAAFERE HAR ], IR RIIE & )ik in L1

REA AR, I HARJZ Z0h) 2 T n] REAFAE AL et o
XIS LA T N [A) BE B i A i T 2, (HJ2
T AN SR A Z A RO R, BRI IR sA
W R JZ R R B Sl R o ROR— I
IR X 3K A (o) UHEAT T WK, BF 5% 3 (A1 B LE
BT W AR R T B A 3 KA R B A AR Y
TN, 3R A T T R 4 i R AR AE AR AR AR
B4ty Z W (Zhou, Liu, Jiang, Jiang, & Jiang, 2019),
ERRI, X FEGABN T, &AW AR
W R PER T ERAN NS FI LPC U4, SREBJZ1E Y
Ak OA & T2 ERAN BT NS B4y, MG
oMt % B ERAN FIZ¢ ERAN Z[AIJEARAEFEHD K,
AT B2 W &1 2 40 ) i o I ) R0 75 224 1 i fm T
AR X TR R HAE R E, PR Z 9
AR T R ME LA AT o
122 BREESEENESEMIASM0

AR TR ) D) 455 v N ) A 2 T
(Fitch, 2013; Sun, Liu, Zhou, & Jiang, 2018), 7T
B o 008 AR A AR IR AR A i R
HW . BRT E A, M R A EE
ShF BRI ZE R (K b b, M ETY, 2017), &ARMY
I 1) 45 ¥ 32 B A4 I K (duration) . 1 22 (thythm)
T4 (meter) . I K2 B P & BUE IR L RRZEY
B B), 1005 23 2 4 3K 48 A5 o ORIk AE I () | ]
ZHAY, A 240 e RRURR 2 Y i 55 L AL 1 1
AR, EFEEE, Tidik, HAFHE, 2014) AT
SREY, HARE SRR S ARk, A
AT A% B ) & Sk A (Lerdahl & Jackendoff,
1983)0 ARA, & R WAL TR AR 2352 B i 1]
SEAG R RE R 7 O T A 0] RAF AE I o B R A
A9 2 B — R 2K Y (Jones & Boltz, 1989)F1XUAL
gy 1A (Peretz & Coltheart, 2003; Peretz &
Kolinsky, 1993),

B — i 435 R (single-component model) 7 1
T AR A 2 R R ] 45 8 22 8] A7 AE 38 AR
(Jones & Boltz, 1989) iz BIIA Sy, FRATH G i
M2 T 23 [ I 38 B & = A ] 2 B (pitch-time
entrainment), JE G B, ILFEHE 20T AT R
PEURR AT B o e S D A U B ),
I3 b T U, e 3 R % A 3 S A 4
Lo H— ARG 3 T — LB S UG R I Y S 47 o
BN — 54T AT A B, 24 E AT B IR A A
RO, AH L A B R B, o A
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155 W) H W 5 ME RS (Jones, Moynihan, MacKenzie,
& Puente, 2002). 73 /h— LR 52 45 11 1 B — B i
BEEEFZIT A, R R T S R Ak A R
PRI (] A B, BRI Bl AR JF A 1
AT R . S5 R, PR kA B
P ) J W 52 B SR (R S5 AL A RS IR, M E AR B
5% 51 ) B (R 25 40 13 S B, DA B D PE 4y
I & # K (Schmuckler & Boltz, 1994; Tillmann &
Lebrun-Guillaud, 2006). itz b, —Ji fMRI 52
ot Won, MR 2 AR T A, e
ik (i) 24 3 0 2 TR B A2 B I X, R PR E AE
TG X A7 76 H & (Brown et al., 2013),

XK 43 #55 B (two-component mode)IA N &
e W e 9 ) A Y O e e AN VA )
FRG, Wk, & &A% TN 3Z 6 8 2544 1
R0 (Peretz & Coltheart, 2003; Peretz & Kolinsky,
1993) 03X MR B £ B ST L T O B A Y IE
o XTI B FH R REITR LB, —iH
Fn Tz, EURT 23 T 5 45 il 20 A0 HLAR A
R FEES, 75— B3 ok Mo i B & ok
W2, HE T RSE L H (Peretz, 1990, 1996), iX
Tl PR WU B 30 G 46 7 v RV EST [) T 1> A4
ML T.AY . Lebrun-Guillaud, Tillmann I Justus
(2008) 25 /N s e I 8 MR T A, X%
70 28 1k 20 DL B A 5% 7 50 1 B ) 45 4 iR A T AR,
M S A G NG DL R R A4 A
NG REZTH . SRR, N S X
S BT [R5 40 1) ST W 7= AR SE W, AN I SR
ARERIN T, BR T MO HEE IR, kB IEW
B3R A F 5 TR R 45 RO A3 1S AR 4 T SE 06 S o
Palmer 1 Krumhansl (1987)%A #3: 5 FLAS 6] A<
W SRIF S M RIERIT Y, &R A
SRR I (B S5 4 S R A XX F 8 43 5
AT, B AR T AR B I ] 45 4 5
BN PO IS B R T A 0 e iE
PPy, 855 % PR 06 MUAS 19 58 3% B 37 43 )2 B 1)
AR 25 1 WA 52 48 B P A Y R PRI, DR
5 MDA Ay B AR B (V0] 8 ) AR v ) 9 5 A 2 ok ST
T — TR AR TR 2 S A L, &
IR IR 7 V5 22 30K SR [v] AR 9 SRR BB, 4300l
WO T AN (R G DX, s D 285 4 s T TR A0 i
i, T DR S5 A IS T M A 5T 3 4 (Bengtsson
& Ullén, 2006),

2 ERERYER L

ZE LR, AR A IR AT AR I S A B T R
Kk, WREEATT R BT AR R T %l i ¥ SR U2k
SCE RIARNBRAE 2], B T T R A RE
J1, B T R e AR AN TR E ERP
LA TG IX . fEUb3ERZ I, A — e Em 2
(AR 25 ) 503 15 5 5%

B—, FARAIEIN T A AL R TR
WP O RV R, 4 BARR S ¥
SRR Z ARG B, AT AL S B, B
R T H AR A0 TAEAT R RA g 22 45 5
HRZR I H B PRI o 3 T PRI A 9 T
RERN AL o 55— R A S EXE, 4 HAx
F S F AR T SR A B, 7E H bR B
ZJa, W AR T EEAE 2 2 TR, F H AR
W A BT AR S RAEZ b 5 R R T
Wik R Ay, BEE & R ARTE, UT ARAR R Ak
ARG 12 R R K 2 B B AR SR S T W,
2 H BRI S WO — S, AR RN R, §
FO6 B AR Ao T R a0 A 43 B X
FhOTRE AN HIBLE], BF5TE T EE B R~ 7E H
B B B2 W, W AR S O AR T SR M5 B
SETA, WSS T E AR G SR S
T, DU BT R T B A ) T A
W RAEAE, BB 2 0F 5890 4 0 58 ip =7 35 4% A 0
B AT N0 6 B B AR R B B
Jei, PR e LA ST 3 R LA EA T IX 43, IR
B BB 0 TR SURCEE B AR R =2 i, 4]
W EEG BrRH, AEAGHE HARHAE 100~
350 ms HHELT BERAN &4y, 48 K F R HH k2 bk
NN R A B A sl A a2k il i i
R AT S X L 1 BH X o 0 o 8 3 0 2 ik - fr b
HLHI =40 o AT H IR A5 B Ar il
T 014 0300 A BE RN A1 B 2 S5 B B A B B, 48 R T
FEE A A6 R AN T B, LA B AL il
Z 0] ] BEAFAE 9 AH B

B T, AR AT I T A 52 B SR 45 1)
W FRAREIN TR R R AT —E N R
R SR AN T AN AT 37 ) SR A5 R B R Y
HAFA G, IR S, & RZ2REEMEET R
g rh 58 T EE A M7 (Lerdahl & Jackendoff,
1983; Meyer, 2008), L RIEMFHLUES . T
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FEMAAEMNERET B, HE, BEfFEEZHR
AL TS AT ARG o B 2 SE I TR 9 S 4. T
WZA AU, AN A2 G A T 2 4 oy 3
M & A JL-FTE AW K, R % R T A AR o
T SREZE Y, BETA D EREE LT AN
o B X S AE I TR s, (RS IE AN —
B, —H ISR SN TR RO S BE R, 5
—HB 4> 5% S A S WA RS T 1 B — A AR R
BT, Peretz S84 ) 22 H0IN T B Bt I8 (multiple
stage processing model), TA K 15 4 B FI [|] 4E
BEAE R~ 0 T, A I B B P A A S BLAR
FH(Peretz & Coltheart, 2003), AB4, Wi ~4EFEff it
MANLINL, s kA R HAET? X T AR
AR, 2 EE 0 T B B AT AR SR R AR A S AE
BRASERI T HIAL ] 0 4 3R B B, 75 B SC I R 4R Y
XHF. REA SIS PN EEG HAUT
XA R AT AT . 25 b, ARTE#RA EEG
FiR, BRI IR JE G5 A R Bt [R]85 4 v 5 v
AR T

3 WxiafE

3.1 WREEFGE

AT H R ABES & R AL AN T, 5
DR AT 3 SR AR T HLE ;SR
PN L] 32 3 ¥ Ak A5 1R (B 1) BFFEE

Wit 3 DRIV G FIRFA SR 8, BF5E
— BRI AR B AEE R AR T e, A
Ehm 7 297/ N [ NP2 = &g Il aRCT R 0D || I
=B G SR I ) 25 F X AR R ) N TR
Wi o AN, AR ISR AR ORI 5 v i) o A
(Carey et al., 2015; Du & Zatorre, 2017; Nan et al.,
2018; Sun et al., 2018), 7EF RAPEI L, ik
A AR & SR R0 ) v i R R A R
(Koelsch, Schmidt, & Kansok, 2002; Miiller, Hofel,
Brattico, & Jacobsen, 2010), FHIE & H i i 5
KREREWARTA S ERAN, Hh s, mTagR
M TTEE R E IR, H R FARE A R
BR300 3 SR R T T B SR Y 9 5 (Koelsch
etal., 2007) 5T, AT 3 AR 5 %5¢
B AR YIRS SE 302 0 R AR, DRI IR &
A & AR A I Tad 72

W5 THI5m, o7 A3 H # L 5EERw
TGS S ARSI TR B AR, [tk AR
1o ] 23 BE R 1 EEG BEARAE A IF 98 TR, 4R AR
F1 EEG $4i 700 EAT ERP 3 A R 33050 47
ERP /i %} EEG {55 7E M F kAT & v,
WA R 5 5 AP s BORE 1 Bl e 2 R AL I AR
3BT 2 DI SRS A B2 3 A BEG {7, B4R
AR BB R RE R AL, REME LA S
B BN 3¢ R RS BURAIE o Sl PR 3 AT, LA

FARAIRM T HA IR 5 5 AR A B

——— T g ———— — (—————— s ER \
r »

B BRI = Bi9E2 RIRRE L
|aE|= ZRTHUCBR %5“:3 POERAET | |
|5 i |

i
|| 1 B BRI R L4 BH5E3 B SRR IS HIR
| = ERATIE R | F R T |
|
\

- T T T T T TN

-
— TN wﬁﬁﬁaml\J —

BREFERIEA: AR
Chunk-and-PassB A5 7
PETEA RIS (GTTM)
BYnTiciz e
LZEMTHBIE

F1 BB HTIAES
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RBENCRYESIR, B SE9e 4550 1 T &8k .

LR T I, T B R IR R A
A, E LSk AW e, 4 A&z 10 4F
LT S RN S SRR, DLCR = £l
HARNGHAEE RK . [, X5 F P4 gl 14
% . AT B SOKT LR Z 8 E TR AER
RHATILHE

SCU MR I, R T HERR AR AR X B ik
T AR RS0, A SE R AN BRI R
YERSEIE L 8 T ORIE & SRR & S B e T )
TR, AEIE XS0 Z AR X SE g AR AT I AT
32 EWEITSMEGR

R 12 BREAZEMIAARNSG: EFE
Gk 2 TuEA

A B 5T & T A 3 LA B AR Ak Y
Ry, (2P TR EERETESLE
TUHAIEAVE R . WFIEE TR O T O B
BB Z e B 22 )5, PR DL 33 o9 AL sl a2
157 WF5E 1 BB H AR RIEAE & R 751 b i)
AEG I, DIROE SR ST, [F A 5
E A 2 i TR B B R B2 S A
BB, MR I8 T AL A 76 AR )ik i T i
YER o oAb, IO AR AR S SR XM Bk, X
WEABATTAE S g0 N 22 57, 88 R 2&
S A E N CALH

T IR AR LA 58 (e.g., Koelsch et al.,
2000, 2007) LA Kz i 5 hn b B F 5T (e
DeLong et al., 2005), A#FFT EEHMAHEE: ()W
TP OIALE, IR ALE BB B, & B &
IR TIA 45 (4 16 ERP 5 M A BP0 B - 25 3R A8
WEER, RZ, MEEEMNZES, QEESH
B, ANEAGEOE AR L AIE S B AF, ERP 1
5 R IR B R 1) ERAN NS, IR | 7T B 2 30
1 alpha JREBLRE R FEAC, A gamma fE= AL
(Ruiz, Koelsch, & Bhattacharya, 2009); (3)# Skl
GRos R AN TR SR R OB R, RN
ERP Jili 53 FI A5 B L ot i 25 S5 sl o A AR 4k o

3 2: TRILEHERKELHEZFRAEML

N TAC IRy, AN [ B ) RUBE i) 45
Solf B Rrsw i 41 {5 S BN T.(Hasson, Chen,
& Honey, 2015), B4, & RAEIM T A0 32 24
[F 2 s 3 5 B 0 IE Ao B4R
S ERZ R AT I Tt 2, SR R

PERFE AR, BRI MIE, ASE 290 A%
Tl R 3 R & AR dE A W . BHBE, W9E 2 fU
T FH I R ROBE B K 1 3 SR bR, A B AN AN T
R G IREE R, N BRI SRR . =
B IR S22 R AR R R, BRAEE
HECE ARG B E AT A, JF BB R AR
TORE WA OL, NMiE L (DEGFEREZR
APEIN A R QWA AE S E g m T, R
LSRG A I TR TR R i T BE AR
T BAIELES; GO L F RFE AT KXW
AR E LI LS, HEEIRERAE
TR ) SR T R I

T2 TiciZ < A (Hasson et al., 2015)
DL K SE T B S IR WF 9T (e.g., Koelsch et al., 2013;
Zhang et al., 2018), #F5% 2 FEALFHUNT BUY: (1)
KB G EA B A A B %%, # ERP L
%5 5 W IR KA ERAN il NS, B4 _E 40 alpha
A BERE ERER, Bl gamma A8 EFEK(Ruiz et al.,
2009); QFERMNEAFHESFEL SKZEAE
BRI ABLAY il e 1553 (3) AN [R) )2 4 1) ) ¥ T AE
S ) 2 DAAAE S HAE T (4 AR IR 2 R
W AN T2 B AR IR AT, Rl s 2
RAVEIN TR RIS o

R 3 SRMESEHNERESAZEMT
Al

AT H H AR TR T H R TR
T, BRT E A, R A —A A Y
BRI S5 R . DAY ARk, A RE
X5 SRR B DY A #RAIF (Lerdahl & Jackendoff,
1983), ¥ AR o AN T2 7552 B35 AR I ] 45 4
B2 M2 A WF S F XA ] A R AR R 240,
A TR WA R T ol % 45 8 (Tillmann &
Lebrun-Guillaud, 2006), 5% 3 $lk FH F15% 751,
T o X 2% R B SR A SRR AL AT R,
W mkEaHE, AEHEL RSN EHE . N
HRRISZ P 5, Ak B AR SRR & AR R AL
B, 8T IR v A N R A A2 B SR ]
SEAE 5 0 5 0 SR (] 25 K 5 0 i A 3k 1
XA e ] B DA B gy & AR R LA SR A
AN TR AR T 75 & %) I EL IO, 28 8 S B 55
522 B RN R IR Y

FF L F)N T M BE PR IS (Peretz & Coltheart,
2003) LA B & ARAD T . BRI S5 R B B AT, WFSE
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3 REALFEAN N U () ALE AT A B R ]
SEF G BRE Y ROV o Ak SORAE ERP B K
PR T K 9 ERAN Al NS, BFS 154 alpha 45 B¢
AEBEFEAR, MR gamma fiE & (% X (Ruiz et al,
2009), W25 G I, Rl e H AR AR B2 i i
(Geiser, Ziegler, Jancke, & Meyer, 2009; Zhang, Che,
& Yang, 2019), 2K IR E KA N150 ##
MMN; (2)F 15 A0 0 TR ) 25 R 47 77 22 HAE A,
B AR I () 25 A8 S AR 0T I B sl o 16 403 B B R el
e AR ZBONE (3R] 45 ) X v g R T
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The cognitive mechanism of music syntactic processing and the influence of
music structure on its processing
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Abstract: Music and language are the two most important sign systems for human beings. Similar to
language, music is also constructed on certain syntactic rules. Although evidence has shown that listeners
are sensitive to musical syntax, the underlying cognitive mechanism and its influencing factors are still
unknown. Therefore, we intend to further explore the role of prediction and integration in musical syntactic
processing, as well as the impact of musical hierarchical and temporal structures on musical syntactic
processing. We expect the proposed studies to further reveal the nature of musical syntactic processing, and
to provide empirical evidence for the comparison between music and language and the exploration of human
general communication mechanism.

Key words: musical syntax; hierarchical structures; temporal structures; cognitive mechanism; neural

mechanisms





