Report of Phoneitc Research 2023

AXTHEREFZIZFHN_EHNEARSER

F 8 N

B E SRR RS, I B B, YRS BURIE . BN
bR R EIRF EEMMEM . 55 5% A HE R RS, RS EBUZ A
PURIEL AR, AR T 222 W AR . 56T RS B iE I a0 B2 5 3, S ) A
BB A S S S ASCNEIE 507k . TIRRE I . IR AR
TORRR AT AN T, X AR R I A O T b [ S A o) R AR A S WP S AT T AT AR
BN, (1) 7RSSy, CREEEAG T IR ES . CIHRE B SR IS &
UL, AR WA TR . (2) iR MBIy, SCREAG T MEE - I
T BHRAITT AR NS (3) TE IR BEAPI ARy, SCEAA T A A
IR BEL B IR RN A . (4) TEIRREREAIY, CEAH T IR
TARWERRE:, VLSO TR RS Sl X R B A 2D A5 O E Y SCHR R BRI A 4, AR
SO B i ) L BeE B AT IEE X ) R WL — A iU T, OF A AR R R
i 4 ) AR A — B A 5 S

R B, IR, IR, BN, #eAus

|

A REVIEW OF DOMESTIC STUDIES ON CHINESE
ENGLISH LEARNERS’ SECOND LANGUAGE PROSODY

YIN Zhigang

Abstract The prosodic features of language mainly include suprasegmental features such as intonation, stress, pro-
sodic chunks, and rhythmic patterns. They play a very important role in language communication. To accurately
and truly master a new language, language learners must not only learn segmental knowledge but also master pro-
sodic features. Based on the significance of prosodic information in second language acquisition, prosodic issues are
becoming a new focus in the field of second language teaching and research.

This article reviews the domestic research on prosody acquisition by Chinese English learners in recent years
from four aspects: theories and methods, research on second language prosody production, research on second lan-
guage prosody perception, and research on second language prosody teaching & learning.

In theaspect on ° theories and methods’ , the article mainly introduces theories and hypotheses related to
speech production and speech perception in second language, as well as common technical methods and databas-
es. Theories related to second language speech production include Contrastive Analysis Hypothesis, Markedness Dif-
Serential Hypothesis, Phylogeny Model, Optimality Theory, and L2 Introduction Learning Theory. Theories related to
second language speech perception include: Speech Learning Model and Revised Speech Learning Model, Perceptual
Asstmilation Model, Automatic Selective Perception Model, and Native Language Magnet Model.

In theaspect on ‘ second language prosody production’, the article introduces studies related to stress produc-
tion, intonation production, prosody unit production, and rhythm production. The section of stress production mainly
includes research on word stress production and focus stress production. The section of intonation production in-
cludes research on boundary tone, intonation pitch contour, and intonation features of different moods. The section
of prosodic unit production includes research on pauses and prosodic units production. The section of rhythm output
includes research on thythm types and rhythm parameters.

In theaspect on ‘ second language prosody perception’, the article introduces studies related to siress percep-
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tion, intonation perception, and prosody boundary perception. The section of stress perception includes research relat-
ed to word stress perception, phrase stress perception, and focus stress perception. The section of intonation percep-
tion includes research on the perception of different moods and intonation patterns. The section of prosodic bounda-
ries perception includes the perception research of acoustic features and multimodal features of prosodic bounda-
ries.

In theaspect on ‘ second language prosody teaching & learning’ , the article introduces studies related to sec-
ond language prosody learning, second language prosody teaching, and new teaching methods. The section of second
language prosody learning includes issues and suggestions for Chinese learners in acquiring English prosody. The
section of second language prosody teaching includes teaching suggestions and research on evaluation methods. The
section of new teaching methods includes research on multimedia, multimodal and other teaching methods.

Through the review of research on various aspects of second language prosody acquisition, this article attempts
to help second language learners, educators, and researchers have a comprehensive understanding of common prob-
lems in prosody acquisition, and hopes to provide some ideas for solving these problems in the future.

Keywords  Prosody, Second language acquisition, Production research, Perception research, Teaching research
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TR A B e A R S, T e
B (ID) 3 AN BONE A 145 B ik
AR . (2) ANRlEE . RN
WA A E SRR K, X —45 R T BE
5XANEFRZ LA (3) HHR
JoID, IP By & (FO) i [ Bl il 1 i A2
R A > Pt > M2, (4) 3 il
W s (FO) HEHZEA B EEES.
(5) WNEENEKE, BHEREESITEN
JTUH L ESE TN HBERK,
23 FPEEE S e e RIS s
T EEAH RN EE, (6) AR
T Y JC R S A, A e R TR
W, 2N

T (2013) HF “H—FEH—
SYETZEEIRY (BHARYN, 2011), WFXT
WHRRITTHLAE, (1) ERREEWIT

W, ZATSEE O EWRK Y —F

A — ) IR — R i A
i — " B I EN T

DI BORRHI AL I (CInif i B0 Kt
HiE) SEREEIFORRZES, [HEHE
oL (AR ) BEWE 2T
RS TEE RES S N W VB S YN
ST, SRR, 2R BR A R
Peo (2) fE B b fERRE
JZRIE R RER L, ) H R
SRR A R o R HE T, A ]
IR, DR 3 B AR5 T A T B
Ho (3) MENWRBLFNFIET T, FDE%
DURAE &R . M Jos
A ORI B T REE . BEIEE AR
RIS S A5 B AT AE — Bl AME SE R —
—/INE AL SRR SE RO 2, A5
ANy REJEOCI S AME IR 3, SE AL
L/ TS~ B T RN R R
MR (4) FER R —Ebk 1, 522
H G PREE Z ARl L E AR LR B
I HL R IC Y DN /DN s RS )
i, B AT R, A AL
ARLRBOR AR s LR By R oL B
FHFROREE TR A (5) fEAHHE
JERAOC A EA AR AR AR
W7, 7~ H GEARE R RB CSEig” AR
B TR e, REASEECOY “Z
——Z7); ERAEIRRE, EIES
BB VIR X8 RES; 7R
WR, ) E SRR ENRA L 5
" ORBEE R, P 22 55 0
ORI ., REEZ 2 S REC
iz~ Ry geng” ARAE
BRI (2009) Zigthse 1 15 s
T IR ) 3 R R A R,
WETAA I T AR S . iE DI
SR, EEEWRILHAZ, HE AR
W2, MR (EHRYR)
. E A O RBR HORGE L. DL B
AR AR RO R B G S AT DI o
ANJrE: (1) FAITAN A B
(2) FICNAEREITRE A S H B 57 o
Fh e ARG ) 3 o R IRUR O o R A T i
P MO L B RS R A (1)
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TR ZES . il H R IRIEA R
JC (R B 2 o i A R A G,
(2) AR BzER . iRy E R
I B AR % BT 4R B A A o A AN S
IR, i E A g5 A i B Ok — Se
BRIE. (3) WREZER. TEREIBMNE
2, AFAIHEF 2 e S R e
AREATE]

3.4 ZBEHESH

WE W RERIRE T A LA™
RAEM AP E AR R B (BiA
2, 2022), PVI 245 % ( Grabe & Low,
2002) LASE I B & AL N G AR BE AR Oy R
fiE, X5 E F A (stress timing) |
TS (syllable timing) S5 AR & 95
ZRAAYH I 24688

T ZEZER P, DOEE T e
A28, E g THE IR A 2, I
T 45 E AT R T . N RZ Ok
F, UWEBETHREWIES, RERTL2H
WIEE (KR, 2020) , MG E BUFRAE
F, DUEREEMESTE (HA8E 1iE
K), MEBENNTEEEEES (EEZ
RS A= ] DI R = = FE V)
B ERRIRZE S, SR R R A S E Yk
AR AL T (P,
, 2011),

DOB R E 11T B 23 R AH 40
WZERERN (DG ) IR
P, K RESMe; Sk E TR A
2R R BN AR AR T 2 8] 1) ) [R] (] B A A
[, Em &S T REZ SR
(HE, 2016), SeifbEE G FEE,
KA, P B =, midGEaEHE
o ) A5 A T AR IR A R Y Y B AR
EAEF LA % 22 Rl E 2 ) S T
Wi it 2 i SR W I (3K
& 2022)

BHE (2008a) fBh Ramus AC Fl1% V
ENWESH, MR T 45 A AFBEZK
B IGAE T EEE, KR H
B RIS S IR S R, JEE
AT, 595 1A TR
BETEsESEES . XUl EOE
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F ) F AR B T DOE T 2R,

T (2013) MM EZRTEXAEE
253 BB E AESOP-CASS, BEPERT K
iof 1A gt | HEaE s . UM R B
B BERE XS S, BSET 22 B K ik 4
br. WENZHGN . TEEENR D
K =HHHEAT TR, (1) FEWEKE
e br T, AT dE e A —
JE L RENS S W2 ) B BREE K P % VORI
VarcoV X I 1T =485 0 T X 4322 2] /5
FHEFE NS RE RN, ZDUE R &
AR W, K e S B R
WG E BT K U s LA H o
K T A (2) FEmHE A
AL, S HSREEEm R TN,
“R—mr Rl RK—E—kK7 ®, DK
E—RK R B B SR AR
B, HEAEEIES A LS, 2
B R YR ot Ak R 2 oo i F
PI—ZORETHEE, HMEZREFK
Ko XIEHNERTIZMH, JIER T ZEE
i R EAEE RN, misE
S I ANAFAE DR B 0]

BT (2015) HAE PVI F5 5085 B
BYE S E BV H X O S R ] 1 B
Kz, DEum (A1) 5meE (i
59) o iR o, MXTFIEREE, HiE
FABIT T B X AR B K T AR R
B, R (VUAEW) IR BBk
FHHAERHEA R BN X P, XPEERYS
FL RN BB S 5 R F R R S E Y
zZE W (Mixdorff & Ingram, 2009 ) A [A],
PR R, MR R IS T
Ve TR AV 1 T AR A B A R
K, HERWEIEM T E N RE SR, T
FHE RS AR S, WENE TR
£, Wit = &F2EZRUNEREAHE, P E
B TR OEH SR TS BB R S H
FUERES, HESES S EMEE
WEE, FoRANE T JETE S X 8 s
T A R A — 2

WA NI F i > B R ERRE,
PIRCEIRISI SR Z M e R . B
(2016) LA ToBI #4358 K, X
FE 90 44 rp [E K2 R 15 44 D if bR s 5 o
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B EFEARMIE R, mEY . BRI
() PR SE R AR AE . MFoE A, DUELEER
HiF o ) M E TR B R A B
225, RIS & & BOR LI B8 T gl
RREE, LM HE RSN, HiEE
e VAN - KX VAN 7 o s g A LT P
FARE VIR BN (onset age of acquisi-
tion, fAIFRK AoA) fF 6 F| 10 % () — &
BRI AR I A I R, i
3 (AoA=10 %) MR A T i e
R,

4. ZIEFIRBATE

PR G P b A R R Bk
L EXHREIEE . B BRI
Fopn IH AR B 0l 55 0% 2 #F A7 #1 2 AE ]
(Beckman, 1996; Cutler 2%, 1997; Speer
4 2003 ; Frazier 5, 2006) 7 —iE>J 715
U, AHXS TR ARG, R B
FEMERE RO, BUCRWAHXS B D, B2k
T E A ) E AR A ST .

4.1 ZiIBEERM

— I R i TR R A7 B ]
ICE SR, ARYE 2= > H Bl 500
F R R S 2 X L, AR
Ak R UL M CEEEH A
Wi o “REEER UL F KRR R
AX B WNCE IS AEREN., “H
THAU YO IR —OE S ) E R T
ICHEE AR s, B4 E ] he
SN ARRNCE Y, fFE SR L
“HAT, WEASREIERE R B
(5KEM, 2018),

Rosenberg 2% (2010) #F5¢ T I iE &
WA IEAN RS L B B e
BTGB . BFET & BRRGEE 9 1A) 35 2 TE i 1Y)
PG5 1 3n] R R] RN B A 1) 3 e
B RN SR A 44, ER B
BN TR

FRILSC, ABEi# (2015) d@LEIAHLG
FHSCIRIEE 1 A [ a2 ) F AR E
ERAEE ERE R HaES, D
KX w7 5 ek oF- . & TRE 7 18] A9 AH

Kk, KB (1) PEAAEEERE T
T PR . GAERE I AL G KA ARG
Moo BARAUL, 27~ 3 00 1) B IR 1 R
MR, AR F K MRS K0
(ELALATT Ay ) RO AE B 5T F A — 7 5
Wr 3 BR A 5 AR RE T R Z5 5 K F A G
(2) & IS I HRL i AR ) JC W AR O
Py (3) ZAMEEEIRMB ML EA
MRILE . Wik, PRl 2R
POWT ) B AERE 1. R K RS PR BE
W o AL 2 AR B T R RO N o I
VI

EEH (2013) WFFE T 9l & W4
oy FRTEmE | A B B IR A E I X
Xof e A 2] B ) R B R
Wi o HAAFFER GALHG 10 44 K221 10 44
AR o BFFEIA R R AR AL B I ) EE T
O P ST 27 ) R L TR T A AR
HEARHT, B TR Y W A Y 45 R X i
A FH AN ASZAR B e SME R
SR AME T E AL A R S T —5E 1)
FBDAE R 76 /)N B AT U 42 fih M i PR 85
FAE GO ;AR O, B A 12 fil S
TEFREE, S > 0 T 4 P A BT Y
T T A R 5 S s

ARG (2022) 3@ i SC R AT eI IR E
FRIAE S FIWT o EAE S5, Pl
P FE T A HE SR ), ok 7 A HE SR ) ) %
BRI AR ), (R E AL B[R], 20K
WAL AL AE I 8] PN 328 Hh AR DT 1 A T
GURKW, EYGE ) FH P B X
R = el b AU N - Pl Y U=
kg 2Ry, & A E S i A S RS
HE,

FEEH (2019) R T EARSLE L
A > ARSI AN e i 5 i A
MR ESMVARMER. H, &R
HE SRR G T A AR B N A,
UK, BAE] Y 3 BRI 1) 21 23 e ) 1Y)
SRR IS O, I ELE AR i i F 5
A s 2 of T B ) 7 T A — R S
R, IWHEE A L, i s —
AT i A By W DR M SRR 7 Ol T
o BeJa, WRLE ST ) o 0 A s
D7 R AN, T B G TE M T Y
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Bt

At (2016) X rp 24 ) & B YEIE
BB AEEE S, WU T E MR
PEGEAT THFSE . BFSSTE R SE 6 D& 1A%
TEAEN, 3 AN ShinlEiE gt Ll &% 3 A EliE
FHIESER , PR g won. (1) PhEE
22 H IR S RS R 2, &
TFBRANER RN 30. 6% , hia) e iE i
IERR 67. 8% , R in) A i 5 & IE RN
57.8% . (2) WhEZEE%S) E GRS
SRR B A OGS T R A iE
IKEEAT B AR

S (2013) WFSY T H ESEE2E S
AR S H AR, Wik N POE A EAE
(DUEBE M E ) MG ES, 26k
W, WHEBE R EAAERE S E S
WF5E K B [ S i 2 o) 3 i B 3 R AN
R, FEEG RS T EAAEN G, R
o, A ) TE RN BE AT,
JER PR ] B 7 A R A 7R 2 R B A AE
T AH AL AR AE, o A R R O
T,

PR E (2022) WEE T B E
X Heif 2 o) 3 — B 5E In) ) A2 k3 0SB
Tl BIFT & Bk ) 3 g vp 5
WY IERIRAE 2% £y, ANEZER G S i
FRZE R 555

Cao 1 Li (2022) MJEHIFI= H B9 A
JEE N Ty T IX B 2 3 0 A 4 ) A5k
T TSRS, Feas BRI, 225 HARRH
PR SE P (s I . (HRE, 4 KRBt
A B AR ) R AR R 2
FE A o PR TR RS £ TR )
i, JEARESUH« hE, HIREL+H
% o FERITI , 2> B REEMERT R ) &
A, WA A B HE R R 2 94%
(H# EMIEH R 94%, L +H = K
93.75% ), AN[a) 2RI i F i A0 SR R HE
PR g S, A LIRSS HBE L
77 R 22 ) A AR SR AR ek, st &
Ui, RUE ) ERENS IR L + H »« H ¥,
{EABAT T I 1
BB
PUEAR Z 098 A N 1E i B —

4.2
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% 1E 5 % 98 . Gussenhoven & Chen

(2000) bR fir 2=, 69 A =4 A2
TN T e A X e R R
(EER) ) o 2550 B R T R IR — 2
wYE, =R RSN E S E Y
Al 321 5% 9 10 ) 1 O BE ] ], Grabe 55
(2003) ke[, PUBESFI A E = 2H 52
I 11 P T A 2 R A5 R
R S AZ R 24k T B R A
R, UE B R RN AT A 38 FH W
B AEE =20 52303 % B R0 3
FIZH N XS AAAE 22 5, U B A S ]
REARLAZ BETR 15 A2

WA —SEWF TN T AN [F) BRI 50 52
I IR R BRI 22 SR, X A
ZrR A E B, BN, BEE N
FERTE A2 XL U, BRE
AR PR F A2 T TR AR A
% (Luthy, 1983; Liang & Van Heuven,
2007 ; Ortega-Llebaria 45, 2017)

A (2018) fEBhSERIEEF A
B RE, LT E A 2] X S i T
AR, SRR (1) Y] #F X))
e B B 25 R 5 S T BT AR A,
PO A I B 43 R T R R A b A
(2) v 2 g 20 v e SO S e i
BERFANE, 5 2] 356 T R R 2 N Y
Iy FEARYEE R R, MR
B RO, R AL
(3) A ) F I T R IR B 45 2R A2
N TFH KB, B T KCE R $E
F, FAHEXN TR HS MM S HH
RE AR, M H RS AAE EROk
Wb, 2 2 0T T VAR A R AN S 1 4
JEREGN, TR LRI T, EH
TEVERIE S T SCRY SCHR b AR IR, {H
BEE —IEACE IR R, o BT T
MBS B SE R — AR &, B
AR TIr =,

UGS (2023) ff G UL B TR
T TR R o S S, B EEAN TR
FCFRGERT T ] 25 2] 3 ST T U W R R 2
TR, R R T R O
HHLH . 2R, (1) Sl i IRy mh
T2, =2 0] LU o g 0 18 97 Y
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W, 142 2840 iy il ko ek Al 2k
BHUEFNZS RIC 2 5, (HiZgs Rz 3 & &k
AL B S EORA AR A Y 5
s (2) YNERJG M TE JH YO BRI 465 S Fn R
JPPEIENZ . TAEICICIEAR G, HA TR
(A3 W TR R 4 SR R R i M i 12 2 B R
FHIC

sKRIH (2020) AT T P e )
R SRR A AR A S . R A
iR (1) WhEYCE2: > H R
= ARG E F AW R 22 7 Al
RN AR U R SR b 7R
AR OL S, AW S SCBE IR) ) A R 3 5
FIW AR, RS S B
SR ATARXTRE R, MELLSE I )RR )
FAFIRASTF G R 76 B W 18 55 (0 i
T, 2B 43 B SR ) ) Av) A 18 4 ) B
KRR (2) ASRISETE KA SE R 4 2 [A]
SN A DU A A TE 25 57, TR S 35
RER Bl %, Ko™l
PIRERHE (NE &, 153, 18RS W
T SE A

BR (2023) #F5E T EE D RT5
T DX 2 3 35 T R L R [R) Y O
Fo WOIETTHARE, % H BE S RA
BT A R A O, XA
P8 TR ERR PR EA S B 5 IX A
AELH N OES, X—HE LR T
SLM-r (revised Speech Learning Model)
RS e A SRR . AR, A
BRER LR, RS XEIELE B
PRI B & il IR R R A 2 B
AN E 2R ] DU B i R AE A
REfS R IR M ™ i, X —RILLE SLM rh
T R R S TN B LAY 5

A — BT T e A ) R
AN [R) 0 o 1 O 0 BN IE B R SRR
(2016) FYAIFFEIN A v 2% ) 35 B Y I
B3 H e BRI Ry s TR ARRE L
(3 I (190 o /I < 3 ol P (P S O 4
(2012) XPREVE. FHE . BEFFE X =R
TRV B B SERHIE FE T Ry 27 20 35 0T 5 ) 1) J%
HNERfR R, RENERE LR X
AR T8 T Y Sk g SRR ), XoF o A £
TN IERA R 5

A — 37 ( Bidelman 4%, 2011)
FETHF M, R REA AL
PR o AT 32 A5 DU 3 1
FEEMAEE SR K (CH) . B bE Ik
EARE (E4) M¥EERERNHRE (M
). T FAMAIN — B R (M3) Fi
HEAW (s 2 5, T2) ik
RUESEE R 2 (IRN) (1450 538 B [
N (FFR) . WY & B, — % 36 1 i
XA (CH) MIEEREHETRE (M
) B SR R BRI SN TE A % b — i e
WHRHEZIAE (EH) WEELF; EE
FAHUE T2 A MR T, ST =
BRI Ry . — el i REE 20 (C
H), FERHETRE (MA), —BIEh
HEZiAE (E4d). HESEREHA
KSR EE R W g, HIARFEAE (M
M) BRGHRL . 2 & E IR
Wb il 28 22 495 D) e 2 3 EL AT 5 S0 B A5
e A e 1 AT AR SR S RN Sk
TR, XU, EBAEH
AMUFET B i w, WAETFIES
Mg AR Z ],

4.3 ZEPEDRRm

PRIERLE A0 5 ) i G5 k) AN 58 M TR
RIS IE B HEL, A vk 4510 2
HNFEETHIAELE, (HN R = F 582 A&
HATfe, FrLLENZ RIS VIR R
— 710, AJREE A RS B T U A\ 4F b
BN (BT ) A B A RS IE
M, wOXFE ARV R A B A Y
TR AL 2 d 2 v T 3 g R ) 1 e
1 (Cole 4%, 2010; Buxé-Lugo & Wat-
son, 2016) . FH—Jrif, WIHELREA D)
T A TE )+ A B (i B S
RN B () B A& AT
¥, #EFTA)EREf# (Beach, 1991), X4
AgE R Ak g — B, AR R
SARIERIFINT., RZIEBHSER

Xof i ) Ak R e ) ) R SRR T
5, REMTETE A FLR . BT F&
RAWTHE T T 50 TR A SR A
SO, ERAS A W 2 O ) R 2R AN —
B o BT iR E T T O S AU A
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FRPRELELTAEE, U k%I H
X PRV B 08 SR 25 TR T 75 2205 5
MEAEE T 2H K. Aob, ZiBF 2] # B8R
ATDME IS | B, 15 R TR 2R R R
W BB A A P S, 1
A2 H R T RAETS AR, X2
FRIE AR S A R 2 AN R Y (B
BRLOXIRE 20215 J7 A, 20215 FEAT
W, 2015), B AnS iF RE I # 1 H) BE AA)
SR O B SR iR F A e S T
(Aasland & Baum, 2003), JiXfFiiELE
AR UL, )R R A LR
(Yang %, 2014)

bR Tk A 2R R R A, A
I T v A Ml B S R, K
(2018) MH5E T & HEASE 25 RN W o 452 2 gl
A EPNAIN T R, A B 2 AT
W GHFE) R (RN &R
XTI A ATAE B T/, i bt 58 DA
McGurk RN A #S FE A, 38 5 X) g i
AR R, B a5 E i ) H
DU R BN, IF 5 e th BhE
BB R A A AT SR AT X b, 4
R (1) RIS A B B R
Ty (2) DU A R0 T 18 o, B W Ja%
Ho HE2 S F XN — B TR A AR
Wb SIS ], A0 T o A5 285 ) J T
IR BB RRA A NP ; (3) Feih
BEE B A SR R R T A W e B R
HRREPLI 22 B B A A
JEHURI AR T 5 J& R0 N T 42 3 e i BR B 3
VIR (5 B BB AR I 1B 24 2 FHXTAME Y
s (4) RS R R 5 i,
N B AR S SR S I — et (i)
MU, MERREGE)

WA —LERFFE A 250 FRALHI B 5T )
Hrh FRNR L, J7 KAF (2021) AR
RGN A B ) 3 A5 BE R TE], R
1 ST RIS = A 2 SRR
A EATFRWT SRR, WriE A
1z FH P 2R 2 AR R R R W X ) A ) B 1)
AR IATINT. . A& )21 LR A,
TR TR A T s Sy HL R S
PER AT . B B0 N T 68 1 7E 22
JLH AR S REAE IS B & i, B T AR
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HrEu iz iR e, T EL LR BE 68 X i
T

(ERUP I REE SUR R S - RS
FERMIPRME (2020) AIF5E 1 9if —ifai
A B YR R, R A A
LA™ 175 0 B ) W DR AN S A5 {52 it
BT, J T N AT, R A G R
M, 1 O R R A A A B 1 R
B, ORAE S R AR IR Y I A
K ()

5. ZIERBRBEHR

JUERHRE G S Bh REA T4
\RMER, HUERIMEE S E L
FEH B, ERLZEH, X F EBEH
FEAKREMN, XWREKREZH G H
HEEF B BEN G T RIS REE
(BR3CHl, 2010), fRZFHSEW, R
S E R IR A, RORHEH
Beomtth BN Y, IR B OGRS B
it BERRIE XS AME 5 PE R 2 1) 52
HEHE R (Derwing 58, 1998)

5.1 ZiEWREIMIE

HT, RE2FHNT g2 ) HEIEAEN
TR R, R T AR
I,

VRS (2013) FerpE —aB2E )
FEBEIET R ) 497 AT — 26 FL Ao UL A )
M, (1) B2 35 2 DOETT =G0,
HIENREZ RIS IR IEE S
WEE, (2) BRI ENE SN E AIE S
FRIEZH B R DR,  (3) TERIEI 1807
I, FIEEGESEST . DR LR
R AR AR 2 R0, o B A %
VARV B H DA, (4) fEAR
Mo WAE — SR B AT AT P s
i, S Sk i BN E T, AT LA
IR, VRN R S T O POV
ME]: F—, WIS RE IR 2% ) F 3
ERHHEER, REEREYE, B AEA
SERVERAE . M5, BT MR R R AT
AT SO e 2 [T O A s S A
P22 AT A B X T A, B
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A B R X 43 S )RR ) AN [ 9 15 B A
B RE FUH IH A5 S22 55 % T 38 3 )
IO A R | A R SR O A A T AT X
PRI

TE (2013) ABGEE #2155
WA RNIZER: (1) EfMERER
O S AR S T L A B I i AR 1
SRR R E N R R . (2)
TEA YRR £ 0 A R R S AR Y
ZrPE R R G, (3) 7ETZEA
BeAEms L, o ) AR 5 R G [R]
I, NizesJas AR AR e (Cansm i | 4R
M) R EROT, JF A B IR
WHLHIDI Y 22 o0 (JUHE /e A
FE LA Z ), 5 E B ROTAH SR
HETR R (4) AROWERD T AR
PIRHAE I ) —— “HERFR 17 5 sl
H7, AREs R AR, LA K h B
T F 5 v 28 3 22 R A 404 5 370 ) JEE ]
. (5) MiZMEHEFEEMER L, IE
B, &R ET, R
W 2ZES, Fafiais R A & T B
R HPET, HERR DU R AR AR S
L HEBCHY > B

5.2 ZiEREHBEMTN

IRZWFENEC - R T

BRER (2021) #5i1, FAT IEREH
FAEARZ SR, IR IR Z RGL
ARIEM M T B i T SRR
TR RIBL RE R 2 I8 T A B IR 9 B RE
73, PRI X R A ) )2 T
MEEAT R G H Y, BHE G B HE AN
B EZIe %, i HAE T i
(EEE 1N

WRer (2019) $Ri, STAFRiEH AL
MG R R AR, AR
T E BUAEIE, MR ) T Y ) B AR
FERIZERRE o Hoor AR i o DA 58 4]
BeE RPIE RS 1)l 5 B AR, e
TEUR AR R L o B0 A 207 i 7 v Y
A IR SR FH R TIRF R AN
L, Bl RS R AR A AT
REFIE, HEAT R GA R ZR

A LB TR T 2 AL B HE T ik

Levis (2018) AW MARYFIE (Xt b
) O, ResERm i ) Y IR
fif 7, AEX R A A E AN K. AT AR
B A i Oy o2 2 3 kAT i N 25,
B A R AT 55 o R B A A Uk, iR
A7 A A R R B R AT
%5, EHOAE A E UL AT A A R B R
fiEfy (X AR ER) A7

T (2013) XfoeiB Ty 2 Hee
A (1) s g 200 B 18 I 2 A
HEEE ., SCEOK. (2) HEEGES
YIS LA AT B, (3) R EE S
FEEEFWING. (4) BT EEF T FEA
Wb, RMEMAE I, ik
SRS BOEE T IET R R, TR
EFEREETHEH L, (5) ZREY K
SRR TR 4R, (6) MM ABh
FIE T Z3 PPN AU 45 Se i 1 18 B AR A B
PERIE

BUAk, A2 N a2 3 38 XU i
Trikge, SRR A # . A BT (2005 )
MIEFH RS SR TIRR4ERE . N5 A%
HefE . IETRAYER . FRL YRR, Ak
PREEG e B A M R PR T —Se R i — 3
RS, Hrh, AR A4 (RS
H54155) REFENSE, W10 HFK
e 2] 2 WA HEAT T4 (1) s
W 1 (field independent/field depend-
ent); (2) U5 ZAEEUR (field sen-
sitive/field insensitive) ; (3) =52
(random/sequential ) ; (4) ZpRLLIE 5 A~
LB (global/particular ) 5 (5) HM5
2% (inductive/deductive) ; (6) 55
4387 (synthetic/analytic) ; (7) 52K
SR (analogue/digital ) ; (8) A
R 54h% (concrete/abstract ) ;3 (9) Al
543481 (leveling/sharpening ) ; (10) #f
5 E% (impulsive/reflective)

A F R S 2 F R AR
HESCE T H

SCRK T A (2010) 35 LA A
BE L SARE L WERRFEAE PN A ) 2 i
PRI AR, G BRI ) B —
RHBN IR S = R, D= &
AUbR e o3 Fr o > 3 08 8 0 B A D 4
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Mo WA —LEHETE (HRIE R, 20095 F R
H, 2018) FIAITHRMLABY &R Gt AT A 2
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