Report of Phoneitc Research 2023

B BN A iR E

JEIETE R AR

THMEAY/ BRTEAY WEEW wRWEA¥ K
PEALHERBTARS FEF

R AR B SR T8 2 T B, X L A AR I o0 v [ 2 2] 2 i el 7
BRI , 25 BRI 2507 SO0 TR 215 5 BRIRPEICAZ RIS A TAR IS Z Z )56
FWEVER, BRI BRI AR o S5 5R R : 1) PRI ZRaR e A it itk
TR AR AR A U AR R R R ) — B R AR, IR RICR A T B

KL, BPE U ZRA e APE L BERE 595 3) BRIk T BT S A SRR e . TAEIE
TZIEAR S s BAEVNER T 1iEJE 2145 SRR P IS AR C SRR PEICAZ IE A G, APl 25
BRI R AP SRR Te . Bk UL, 7 B ZeHp |l PUbE B A A R
AT DR a2 2 B 0 245 TR 2% 20 35 005 A I A58 I B S S AR RE P
ISU AN I35 = ) ) O e N e | BT N e A e R ] o ol B2 R i) O
KW RIS RN RS2 AR
[P EH>£5 | H3193 [ L#AFRM A [ LE%HS ]1000-0429 (2023) 01-0066-13
DOI:10.19923/j..cnki fltr.2023.01.012

1. 5]

il

B S IR AR AN Al R A IR 3R, ) AR il S 1R BE I ST Y
HEUUS ( Graham & Post 2018 ). /124 5 YA A1 20, BT B (EL4ETH A
M) A T U AR SR R TR A A S R E R S
(Scott 2019 ). iR Tt 22 ) F ol D f3 iy — KM AT ABFIE R
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rh 2 ) F BT A EAR Z2 8 (N 4L 2016 ), A7 — LB 58 T i ele it
22 2 H BT A BFFERT EE S A I v v [ 2 ) B B e )
PR SR , BB A ST DI Btk ) A FE PR 5T 188 B JH S 15 ML .

AR o) — B AR D I R, — 7T, AR F AR
TN TAEIE1Z ( working memory ), BiiA Y1042 ( declarative memory ) FIFE 74
1812 ( procedural memory ) 45 f BEAR 5T b B = 2 15 J5 AN [A] A9 w2 AL, 2
T R AR /R M R ( Declarative/Procedural Model, A T i #k DP # =)
(Ullman 2020 ) S5 PREaliBse. o5 —J5T, W50 N3 I 10 A B 1 Rk 5 44
PR S RIBRAE 2% 2T, X6F LU b PR R Bk A 27 I Zofn S vt — 38k Je i VR T A
M ( Ellis 2006 ). {H2 H A7 1k, A OCHSE 322 H S8 m) vk > 13 R IT , XHE 1 25
W 5T ZAETE DTG , A/ D25 IR 2T A5 Ja i ph e pLi] . AR LATh
25 ) B SOETE P A UL S R S5 & 22 i F B, 454 DP AR, X He B vk
AN Zhont v [ 27 2] BB IR 2T A ROVE R ORI 25 07 =X anfer s e —3%
IR 215 ML S AR FREIZR E &R

2. X EkLRid

2.1 DP Bk

DP BHE AR N R LB AR 5 o) 2 12 v 75 1 B Bk ok 0 12 AR e i
TLASANE BIEAZ R G (5K B R 5T 2016 )o BRI M iC 12 78 L AF 1 2 /i —
FLIG, BUAE T PR R L 7 AT I 3 I 4 DR 5 2 P MR 1C A2 Le R iR PR 1E 12
R JATRL AR )L AN B A ] O RR AR, B2 4F 1 80R ( Buffington & Morgan-
Short 2019 ). BLRETE M 5 , O FRR]ZE AN T A0 2J 45 = 2R pRid 1212 s )
B S - A L WERY 2% 2 (speech-sound category learning ), & 75 Al 5 1 A 7
1 (articulation and speech production ) DL X 35 15 A9/ ( speech perception ) #ifs
FEARFER P HEICI . AR B2 21 M5 |, 27 ) ) TR R 142
AR AR AN TS e AE IS S MR IR PRI AR ME IS B R KT
( Ullman 2020 ),

DP xR AR T AN ICZ 5 B RPERIR A R, il PR tIg e 2=
YRR — 2 2 W PR, (E 0 P R S e i iR PR il 1222 > Bl BRI 4K
P, A BT D 0TE T AR AT . 8 AR RIS 2T R B Y i
TR LU 8%, (H B AAEAERT LA A slin T2, i B A A SR EE RO O T Bk 1
Wiz HONEERZE, DP BRI, I ME MRS () XA R 252
M) 12 X PR A2 A ORS , DR A 382 AR | b P e R IO AR ) 1 R T
DI FEBRIA M A2 A B R A 2T iR A SR ) B R R S UG AR
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A A (B RS ) 2 fdisy S e m MR P PETC 12 . Ullman H A AT 5256
U LTI E5E 1 2 I MBI 2507 200 A SR 5 AE A TG 5 A)iE 1156
S XN TR S I RAT WS A R WoR ez IR s A A2 18 P it
SR VM — BB R A TR R R 22 S (R R A5 2R R, R ALY
YILRBCRAE T R % A SRR 5 A0 1R B BR Y 25 R R, EAMR AR
IREE i B 2 B AE ERP O L8 B K T B NS ST SRR T i) e o) 3,
Bk ¥ DP AR A S A . (A3 B AT R 1k, 1 AT B 5 T 7 L
IR PN A D SESEAE 5T B 56 IE ( Brill-Schuetz & Morgan-Short 2014 ; Faretta-
Stutenberg & Morgan-Short 2018 ).

22 B RS TEG

SRS DP BN B Ak B U R R B M (R 4 (H 3B S A5 Ty T
BIBFSE AN SE A X —45 5. Ellis (2011 ) 45 ) @M 3 Rty 5 w4
ANF R AR, 1 2 15 32 BARERE A0 B Bk 245 e 20 vhad 2o v
S ik R B R S T A EREG , T LA RO iR IS . AR A
SCESEOAIE T 2E ) R A WS S ) ) A5 H B9 M ( Cintron-valentin
& Ellis 2015 ; =92 3§02 41 2004 ; 3521 2011 ),

E N AMTE IR S B0 25 Rt A58 4528 DP X, 41 Gorjian, Hayati &
Pourkhoni (2013 ) %% T B AEFE X E A M & ™= H 1EH , 45 58 & 8 B vkl
P B A TR HI A . P2 A i AR (BRAE L PIVIRT- 2010 ) 052
BB (7 2010 ) PR + SRR (gl V75 BB RE 2015 ) H 55 FIT
TSR (RS BRIBSH TR T 2018 ) DL K7 8132 ( FH 7 2018 ) 5 )7 4%
ek > F BRI O . Hodr Rk PV (2010 ) g (2010 ) BFGEH
g AT R BT RER SR B T RRER A B A% B R (2015 ), 75
BRE R SKERPE (2018 ) AN 7 (2018 ) AUfIFSE Fhdy 2 AR 3 1) 238 41
AHIE BT A, SR A2 A TR0 IR S AT, i T eI 2. R RN,
WA ZRor R e e k2 20 4 i ™ th o (A BRI AAE LA R R 1) K
LB B4 i AR AR Z N R 32, A AR . RN Rt AT X L
BTN L T S BRI R S it 2 2 F R R VR B R A B
B2 AR A FR B P, YR ) 2 TRtk 4 ( Liu & Tseng 2019 ), ZA 5 |
Pk SRR AT T T T (FEREE BRI ki P 2018 ). 2) SESR ik
AEAE—E )L, QI Rt (a1, i L S5 I ZRiB AR ], 3 HERR I i
R IR, 555 3)RAFRR BN SZIc ZRE R R,

YT I, AR B e ST DP B, X2 AR [RHEIZ R G T I i, DG TE
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i R G SRR CLE2Y I Gt P o $i Ul a A R iR TN el EZ e TR
AR A R SR RIS 18] ST i e 25 s die e, ZE N GRE s H R
SEINAE S Je i, BN SRR BE R P . AT B A TRA HE A Bl ZR3s
w2 2] R I A3 AR T, B PRI 2505 200 iR A S A RICAC &
G822 B G A IR VE R 2R 905 ) 3 i D A b . BURGLHE DL = A5
[

1) 32 BN RN v [ 2 2] B DB TR 8 > A3 B R i A ) S [) 2

2) 2 eI ZRx o ) F BRI ZRACR B DA ] 5[] 2

3) 0 BN AN R RCR A e SR R A A7

3R FE
31 Zik

R TR R AL SR, AR IO — RSB Ll AR 21
SRR A R E X, HARE S T RSB TS 1, ARl R A et N s
Ko JIFh, EEF I st B A SR T HZ i h S IR B S 205
Ziko ZIRBBENL R DA B, AR 16 A BabEdl 15 A r FEA ¢
KU 25 B R I ARERE (t=1.364, p>0.05). 2= HIEAERR (1=0.273, p>
0.05 ) FIFEIEIKF- (t=0.879, p>0.05) I EER

3.2 iER

ABEFE R VI GRiEoRr A5 A R R —— R A — e Re ) i) . NSRBI A
T B TR PR R R | R A R OO = R B, MR e
TR AR (1),

xR 1. YISRBRIRA

G 5154] L]

What did you say? Harry gave flowers to Lily.

Wik Who gave flowers to Lily? HARRY gave flowers to Lily.
What did Harry give to Lily? Harry gave FLOWERS to Lily.
Who did Harry give flowers to? Harry gave flowers to LILY.
What did you ask? Did Harry give flowers to Lily?

RS Guess who gave flowers to Lily. Did HARRY give flowers to Lily?
Guess what Harry gave to Lily. Did Harry give FLOWERS to Lily?
Guess who Harry gave flowers to. Did Harry give flowers to LILY?

RS AR
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P A B U O 43 500 o e R RIS R A, S £ 05 i What did you do/ask? 5]
ey Y OF YR bi o 7] 1 I Y R VAT a1 T W= BT 1 T S G 0Ei ) |
NGBriERL, A 10 )5, AR £E s B AR 5N ZRiE RHAH ] o

3.3 SeiimAR
FEAS S FERTI IINZE s D0 FEE B 0 pu AN 2R (UL 1) rf R0
PILEIE P 2 N T, DI R AR A FH AE T35 ( 2019 ) S il (1) xPerception {4,
xPerception FJ LATE ik /s & 1 SCASFN & 7 119 [R]IHRE O 8, 148 T LSkl 32 12
Wio AT RTINSO SR A SZRAERTI J RT S B i 000 b R4 T
S5 (W2 IR S INAE BT S5 DU, 76 73 A7 A B i e e )o Ut 225K A7 1alde
R O B R AR FH IR B A 8 B S0 0 , B M R DI ikt . eah, 22
R SE B SO BEL ( Digit Span Test ) ( Unsworth et al. 2005 ). #2244
M2 235 ( Continuous Visual Memory Test ) ( Trahan & Larrabee 1988 ) FIZZ
B WA 55 ( Alternative Serial Response Task ) ( Howard & Howard 1997 ), 43
B A S TARCI BRIR IS AR P EIC I

T i) Jlléﬁﬂﬂfzj 1)”“?%119? -~ JE i LHTF{J“J
WHE TAFC FRid ki PRI
LS Mk W WL

& 1. B LSRR

3.4 YIgRidFe

PIZH Z AN SR 18]35 3 %, B RGN 2R T IR RI 2490 1 /s el 2%
THIGTHT A =R iR Bh 32 i BRI AR AR . FESR i R AR
B A SRR, 0] AL A2 DA D T A i M — JBCBE [ 4] ) 8] 52
B2, B TR v m A R = ARG A D, R AR
FIF IR RIN , 227 28] 1 SCR MR B A TE A &, SO AR R O B AL RS
Fric (LI 2 2], A4 i) 7 B H B0 =0, Bt BB T ke 35 40, R I
R SRR ATE R T B4 IR A 5
PELHAAIR) , (B2 AT 25 i[RI, A 040 5B SO (LA 2 A ),

1 BT UIRER A, £ AU R AR 1 B8 5 R A 6 A0 7 v B — R 2 58 43 19 50 ( Lin & Xu 2005 ),
Gussenhoven ( 1983 ) B4 # Hi #2 5 Bl 835 ( Focus-to-Accent ) FRi%, B35/ B3 ke bnic i) g s Ay
HRA3 CENAE AT ), Wil dd, £ AR o — RN 2R 8 ) F I O o

2 B ProZed 21, ARG S AL, B 1E Y _L FHRR [ Ak AR Ak (8 AR 33 1 A e
1, BRI B, BB (Hirst 2015)
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B 2. BElgSAE (£ ) fMREilgRa (5 )

N T REMINZRRRCR , FATRET A 7 Bt - W5 HIE ( Pirrehumbert 1980;
HHRKE BT 2009 ), MAZ O (8 EE o SE B 5 aORIA 9k = i 45 52 1K1
PERY BRI T4 0. WERAZ O (8 S RSO — B0 A 120, B0 0 735 Bk
WAZOE R N H* 5 HAL, s—BEBE A O E Sy L 5 L¥H, 75 1 70, =0
0 735 BRI B 12 PR 2 L%, 88— e [m) ) 100 S & H%, 5 173, 50 0 73
TSN 3 5%

4. BiR ST

e, AT ARG S5 A 43 oA PR AR &, DA SCE 1] CRipl sl ) Al 250 =X
CEPE BavE) A AR BT AU R 7 220 A5 R o IRt ] 3= 2800
#,F (1,29)=271.48, p<0.001; YN FERARE, F (1, 29) =0.18,
p=10.678 > 0.05; i HE L HEAEAARE, F (1, 29) =138, p=0250 > 0.05,
UL IR 2507 AR A R0

F T IRAT EE YRR, F-ATT o000 AAZ O B v B L S B = i 5
PRI S A5 Al (i — wii )k PR AR &, AYINZR 5 =X R B RS A ok AR
I TZHE T EMT. ERER: D)X E SO BRI X35
MR E AN GEAA B HRN BE, F (1, 29) =4.14, p=0.021 <
0.05. T BRSO A BT 45 SR b, XM A s B A A i I, PRI R R I AR T
FatEdlZ:, F (1, 29) =6.62, p=0.015<0.001 ( WLI& 3a), 2) % FHEE5LM
UL, TR RN B, F (1, 29) =739, p=0.011<0.05; 1405
RGEEMEZHERVBE, F (1, 29) =7.96, p<0.001; 052 A5
RN S FH A E RN B F, F (2, 58) =335, p=0.042 < 0.05, fAjEA%0N
OIMTEE A R — A EE )R] (9 £5 e o B AR ] i AV R, B2 A IR
T BrEH (AE: F (1, 29) =21.05, p<0.001;4). F (1, 29) =7.01,
p =0.013 < 0.05, WA 3b ). 3) XF T3 FHPEAR UL, YR T5 3X A BY RIS A 4o B —
BHREHEMMN NG RE, F (1, 29) =249, o T ARV S AT 45
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TR, — M [ ) ) A s 57 SRR N, BRI ZRABORISO T WAEVIZR,F (1,
29) =299, p=0.094<0.1 ( }LIA 3¢ ).

B3t e B3 ek B AR BT sk e Wik 2t ikt B b0k Sl ATtk BT Vi Bt bt Bk SER)_bTSER] Al el b
N e g R . . N
a A OHEFENE b, EE ST c. A
T G ARAR Ry DR 2 T A 3

B 3. mAZKHEN S HENL

B MR IO RE A5 (A, FRAT TR ] i R ) Al ko
o AR, T2 N ETT220 . S5 Bon K (R =0 2%, F (1, 27) =
532, p=0.029<0.05; Y2 X ERNARE, F (1, 27) =149, p=0233>
0.05; MKH ] SYNZ I XA BN AR %, F (1, 27) =019, p=0.668>0.05. £
AR R, WA A 2 22 AR 2, ¢ (1, 27) =-1.30, p=0.204>
0.05 ; BaetE 2 kit 1) 22 [l e i gk 3, ¢ (1, 27) =-1.97, p=0.059<0.1,

Wk B B Bk Bk O S B0 L ek KR B WR B B Bk BESR E JFi i K ek KR B FR B B Bk BSOS K Bk KB B

(R IR LTI T Eetrt
0s o5 . | ETR
a K OEEE b. EE IR c. IHFH

FE GRS I S PR 25 A S K

B 4. MAZIKHER TS HENL
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A S 7 B H AR i X AL I T 2 307 25500, 2558 o, MKt [ 1)
FROVAE B2l DA% D B S B B AR it 3, F (1, 14) =10.07,
p=0.007 < 0.05, MKl 4 BAH ), A S0 E AR R ATV, PR A%
AL A NIRRT B DAZERH)S I 45028 1k (RER 5 - 5
D) R PR AE e, DAYy = ) RN £ s o7 oA [ AR i, AT 2 I 220000, 45
R BRI 2 50 BE MR S ROk, MR I Z5 0 2R RCR 30T AR
R, AR ANE A Z BRI B B 25 57

5 N THRGE R BRI R AN R A S AL, AT 49 ) L 3000 0 A i
Je B4 o3 B A R PR A e, ABRIA PEICAZ R FPPEICIZ A TARIEIZ h H AR i
S B AR, A AT T, i I 5 R
PN 2 AT UL, B B A [ AR B ELAT Gt 2 S AL D A B b
{14 [T DA AR 0 25 308 3, SAE S i 00 - B A Fg [l SRS AR B 2, 4% [ A A 1)
=~ IRARME AR 1~3 Z ), ULRH AR 22 N A (AR O, BRIR i1 R IP PRI
FUTAEICAZH VIF 3T 1~5 Z 0], BEIIX =8 Z AR L AR O R (5K
I 2004 ),

& 2. BB R R I ST

Sy b5 %;EE@ F (i i f’%iﬁ S X (S TR VAR /S S TRl VA R 2 oy el V4
R* KA VIF{H VIF i VIF 1§
WJE-® 0004  2.166 0.090 1.283 1.359 1.063 1.294
BIE-J5  0.001 1325 0.265 1.242 1.623 1.145 1.452
FUm — R 0.027 8268 <0.001%** 1574 1.517 1.796 1.304
FRSE -5 0.030  10.12 <0.001*** 1,594 1.517 1.796 1.304

72 3 BBRIBEICIZ TR R T AR A4 IR AR i 22 55, W LU
3 B E N2 2 ) F BT S A 50 Z e R BRI TR, 7E TS 43
AL R AR B2l B o B A0 S TARISIZ (B = 0.102) Al Pkl
12 B =0.020) 2 IEAHC, SPRIARYEICIZE A (B =-0.231) ; W55k
AL S TAECAZ T BEAR K (B = —0.022), SHRIRIEICIZ PR HEIC I S ih %
3 AR SRR R, SBRAMEICIZZIEMSE (B = 0.066 ), SFEF ML
JCEFAI (B =-0.007 ) FELERT I I A E0AS A0 Y [l RS v | itk 21 434502
5 TARCICRIEAC (B = 0.127), SFRip et 2 R (B =-0.129), 5
S TIC B EFE (B =0.012) ; B4 RN B35
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& 3. TIEIZIZ iR Mg IZ Mg p g Iz MR R 8k

o TAEICZ MRk TEICIZ BT
- B i p i B tfl p i B tfi pfl
W5 -8 —0.022 —0.872 0.384 0.066 1.690 0.091 —-0.007 -1.876 0.061

FUE —HT 0.102 4571 <0.001%%* —0.231 —-4.269 <0.001*** 0.020 2.238 0.026*
FRIE - J5  0.127 5396 <0.001*** -0.129 -2.250  0.025* 0.012  1.342 0.180

5.1%ig

5.1 & BRIt b E A 2] 3% SEE TR TE 145

MINHCERT , PIALSZ A0 5 0 53508 2 35 T, i I P I 2507 X AR
REAT R )2 ) A BB A 0 2D 15 (A ARORAE AR 22 57, 32 B ) BRI 45
LB RZ I, X AR A7 TR ) B A R i — R BE (), R A AR A O A
B F S M = R A1 B R S TR AL, R R I R 25 2 4 S A
BB A Sy U A 2 R R T eI 2. FRATTAY R IIAI Y &
B, FEVE A= S8 rh 2% 20 3 B M ) i R 5 SRR 2L, BT DU H* B
H*L ofe S BRI ) 1 v T 2, 0 22— B 1) /) 4 o5 ) 1 F ) e o ] 2
2 M AG BB EE — R L* 80 L*H SRS = 8 & (Ji, Wang & Li
2009 ). FEE VRN SL G, v E A ) T LR LEH 8 25 R I (IR H*
s8¢ H*L (Wang, Li & Ji 2010 ), i 1562 2] XK 0 8 & A AR R . 7F
AHFFE R, WA S5 i K SR FE R R R T A% 0 T B N Sy
2, A BT a2 A A 57 ) 1 R v — M 1) g 4 A B 95 07 B R B9 5K
B, IR AR . X —25 55 Ullman A BAXE A T8 S 4075 I 245
AR —F A B 02 4 (2004 ) X rp [l 2 2] 35 9018 56 22 WA Ah B B4 it
F1i BRSO 25 2L o 25 R R, 3 T o R N ANE, bk
(AR 5 LT ety AT X T RE 5 T S A AR R 25 5. Ullman
WFFE P R EF 7 B — B0 R TR U A, 2% 20 3 05 e St il i
BRI SR ARIC ; T E S RS Al ST B TR AR AE RN O R A4
B AR, SARCTR A B R, XTSI ANk bR e T A B A A ik
PR B B X LB B R ARRAE , U 2R RSO AR T et 25

52 B RREE RSO BRI

AL, PRI R DT SO0 TR 15 B RSCR AR EAT R AN, A A2 UHE I
M3 BOFIC R 225 BN O E S A8 7 1, JUHEAZ O H 3 B A ) o
AR, BEPEUIZRSCR B3R A MERS T WA ISR, BRIGEIISE (2013 ) B 48 T 5
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AR SR A A5 1 B B0 o > F AR LA UTE I A 5, 25 2R A B, SiE A
Jrris, SR AR A RS T AR R AR AL s e R 4l (2004 ) WA B, WAL
X R WA A ROR B RAF AN . IR REJE R o AR LSRR AU A MIA B
SANE VRS LB 2% . eI, Bk I 2t 2852 1 i o Wi o 4 i
OEFIME, KRR BRI E SR OESEVENKRR, 3 /PRRIZk
I a] Al BEAS R DAL E R S8 e R AR B S RO S A BRI OC R . 42
AR SE IR i I 3 B AR BT SRR PR ICAZ = AR B A O, WIRIEIE R 1~ 2]
XSGR AR A IR BA S8 AL, FRATHEN, X T304 DL ARIC A —iF
AR, PRI ZRACR AT APERS SR TR (HX — sA T T R )
(] A TR DI 25 S 3 R B

53 B BRPEIERBCRA N AE R P

IE4N Ellis (2011 ) Friid, i W8 T, 1hy ) B IR BBt > R i Bk
A LA S AR S 0E 2 4%, Schmidt (1990 ) 148 Y, 34 3 M RFAE S AN
MBI, AFAESEBRITUARET o a8 & R B ) BRI SR E |, 2 iR 18
BB A FEARMEGE WA DI 250 R v ] DLl o v5 8 AR S R
B v AL AN S 2 A ) — B I g (R iR TR ZH AR
SRt B EEWT BETR 09 A0, AR I ey B O A Sy =, A
Al RERE— 2P G — M B n) ) A S B 2 R, X 2 ) B USRI
WEPARHE, BRI RO ZE TRk I 25

TH ARG 2 2] TR 2 15 0] DLSE KR k2 > o ARBFoE kit
FERRHEIN SR, 2 20 B B 15 5 TARICIC R P2 5 IE AR G 5 Thi e 7
Y, 22 2] B e 15 SR M 2 IEA DG, X5 Ullman H A G R)
SRS A ML Z AL . Faretta-Stutenberg & Morgan-Short (2018 ) &
MR A KIS N 32K )7L 15 SRS TARIE I 2 IEAR G s B N2>
WEET 2k D155 TARICIZ FRiR PEC AC R e Mac iC A B AHOCHE .
TE Morgan-Short er al. (2012 ) FUBF5EH TERRPEIIZR T, 521078 27 2T W) H %t )
T3 B B N400 SOz, 727 T S W R B T 5 BT i T 2R LAN-P600 X
R, MAE AR UNZRT | 3217 WA W1 1) ERP 200, 765 ) J5 0 H i
BT P00 N o X Ui B BRI 2 T 521l AE 2 > Ji W mT e Ao iy J2 5 R g vk
T2 R, BRI ) [ shZ5 4944 3 ( rule-governed automatic structure
building ) FIZ5E ) FH /08T ( structure reanalysis ), [ sh 25 F A @R 11012,
ERT AT UKt W (S T PN N 23 T K = S T e 1 R R X | W Y e
CAZFN TAEICAZ AT LTI B N 25T 2% 20 35 18 08 2 A5 B F2 B i PR I 25 2
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) R ) AR SR S RETE I T2 B ShZs Al i iS5 F oAb
B B SRR IEASC RS XU, BAEIIZRT AR o ) TR
TR AR o R B — LM R b DO B B A R R (HC ke
2 ) B TR I AR S e OB RE PRI 2 R RGHRAY F 3 T, R, ok
K] e ZR T AR S SRR GRS & 0075 20 A e dEiEJE S 5

6. &it

AHITFEAR B S5 76 25 T B, W A AN B ok v [ 2 2] 25 S i
PR , S5 R KB, PRI 257 sCER RE A 1k [ 2 ~) O ST R > 45, {2
YIGRACR 2 2 /) BRI B AL AN, X T s 7 B ) 7 ) o ) — Je e ]
], AR 2] # DAL E A B B S R e B R T
Bt gk, MINZRRICR R AMERT , IR 2507 XU RACR B T A Bk
HIRFANE L PRI o A TAN X SR E S AR G i e T A
ARATE TR, TR TR & R0 AR PRI T X0 i1 W R s 1, BRI
TEWAIZR R, JUHIR XS T o 2 ) E AR R ME RO TE ], i L S B
LR AT LI TR U Y 15 AELX AN R 55 > AT 2 15 0] DLSE 4 Ui
WRIBTPEICIZHY A~ o AROTTER I, BB ISR T B9TH I > 15 SR FPEICIZ T
YRICIC R IEAR S, 1 ARV ZR T o7~ B AT 15 5 RIS T I R IE ARG, S
FRAEICIZ S . DIl , AR, P kT DU (25 > 38 4 i — S il
SRR BB B P 2 2 g (R TCIE AR A 25 ) 2 T > 15 e B S MO Py 4k
A A SN T B BTE A 115 Al BERG 208 AR B SRR ZREs &
oK (B I — N A T — AP RRIE

S 30k
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the diachronic changes and the distributions of gei in these constructions show that gei has gained
syntactic status. Moreover, the distribution of adverbs relative to gei confirms the verbal nature of
gei. Based on these facts, we propose that gei is the phonological realization of Voice, p,, rather
than the marker of passives or unaccusatives. Constructions with gei differ from those without gei
in that the former is a Voice-stacking structure that has an additional VoiceP instantiated by gei,
whereas the latter contains a sole VoiceP. The presence of additional VoiceP may lead to various
pragmatic consequences.

Revisit semantic prosody for compound lexical items (p. 41)
ZHEN Fengchao (School of Foreign Languages, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China)

Semantic prosody is an important concept in corpus linguistics that expresses something close
to the function of language. Since its birth, semantic prosody has been under constant discussion,
and at present most researchers tend to accept Sinclair’s (2004) ideas and analytic framework.
Sinclair proposes to analyze semantic prosody within compound lexical items, associating it
closely with their inner elements, namely collocation, colligation and semantic preference, which
to some degree reduce the dynamic interaction between a compound lexical item and its extended
co-text. In the present study, employing Sinclair’s classical example of semantic prosody analysis,
namely the compound lexical item with “naked eye” as its core, and analyzing its Chinese
equivalent compound lexical item of “rou yan” ( AIHR ) for comparative purposes, and applying
the analytical procedure to “incidence”, we re-examine the features of semantic prosody. Based on
the analysis of corpus data, we point out the problems in Sinclair’s analysis and propose solutions.
This study is of significance for researchers to critically re-evaluate semantic prosody and refine
related theories.

The effect of explicit/implicit training on English intonation acquisition by second language
learners (p. 66)

JI Xiaoli (School of Foreign Languages, Jiangsu University of Science and Technology, Zhenjiang 212100, China)
ZHANG Hui (School of Foreign Languages and Cultures, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

LI Aijun (Laboratory of Phonetics and Speech Science, Institute of Linguistics, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences,

Beijing 100732, China)

This paper compares the effect of explicit and implicit training on the English intonation
production of Chinese EFL learners and investigates the mediating role of training methods in the
relationships between declarative memory, procedural memory, and working memory and learners’
intonation acquisition to explore the reasons for different training effects by these two methods.
The results are as follows: First, both training methods can significantly improve learners’
intonation, although the explicit training group outperformed the implicit group in yes-no questions
with initial and middle focus. Second, the training effects of both methods can be entrenched,
while the implicit group showed a slight disadvantage on statements with middle and final focus.
Third, results of standard linear multiple regression showed that procedural memory and working
memory were statistically significant predictors of intonation acquisition under implicit training,
while procedural memory exhibited a negative correlation with intonation acquisition under
explicit training, and declarative memory a positive correlation. The retention of intonation showed
no significant relationship with procedural memory in either training condition. To conclude, the
visual representation of acoustic cues can facilitate learners’ intonation acquisition. However,
explicit training might block learners’ acquisition of intonation shifting to relying on procedural
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memory at the later stage of acquisition. The combination of explicit instruction and implicit
training may be an efficient method of intonation training for second language learners.

Effects of L2 proficiency on the semantics and prosody processing of emotion words:
Evidence from Chinese English learners (p. 79)
ZHANG Gaode & CHEN Fei (School of Foreign Languages, Hunan University, Changsha 410082, China)

The inconsistency between the semantic valence and emotional prosody adds barriers to
listeners’ emotion word processing, which is known as the semantics-prosody Stroop effect. In
this study, Chinese-speaking L2 learners with different levels of English proficiency were asked
to perform prosody and semantics tasks. Results showed that: 1) low-level learners had a shorter
reaction time on the prosody task than on the semantics task, while high-level learners did not
show significantly different reaction times on the two tasks; 2) high-level learners reacted faster
under the consistent condition in either task, while there was no semantics-prosody Stroop effect in
low-level learners; and 3) low-level learners showed a shorter reaction time in response to positive
words and sad emotion, but high-level learners did not show bias towards any semantic valence
or emotional prosody. The findings indicated that during the processing of L2 emotion words,
low-level Chinese English learners showed a prosodic-channel preference, while no channel bias
was found among high-level learners. There is a positive correlation between the intensity of the
semantics-prosody Stroop effect and second language proficiency, but improving second language
proficiency does not necessarily mean the enhancement of the ability to deal with interference
information.

A meta-analysis of the promoting effect of the production-oriented approach (p. 91)
WANG Junju & ZHOU Jie (School of Foreign Languages and Literature, Shandong University, Ji’nan 250100, China)
Using the meta-analysis method, this study investigates the promoting effect of the
production-oriented approach (POA) on foreign language learning, analyzes its overall effect size,
and explores the moderating effects of different variables. Results show that POA has a moderate
overall effect size on foreign language learning, and its main moderators include teaching mode,
foreign language skill, research period, and foreign language proficiency level, all of which display
significant moderating effects to different degrees. Such variations in the effect sizes of different
moderators are attributed to factors like technological advancement, the Learning-Using Integrated
Principle, intervention intensity, and cognitive load. In the meantime, the target language,
educational level, and research method are not found to be significant moderators of the promoting
effect. This study confirms the promoting effect of POA on foreign language learning and has
implications for foreign language teaching and future POA research.

Design principles for concentration courses for undergraduate programs in Foreign Languages
and Literature (p. 104)
ZHANG Lian (School of English and International Studies, Beijing Foreign Studies University, Beijing 100089, China)
Concentration courses make up a major part of the overall curriculum designed by the
National Quality Criteria for Undergraduate Teaching (Foreign Language and Literature Majors).
Based on a brief analysis of the meaning and significance of the type of courses and a review of
the related literature, this paper suggests four general principles for designing and developing
concentration courses. Finally, the paper reviews a relevant case.
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