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Abstract

Mental simulation refers to the reactivation of sensory-motor experience described by language
materials in language comprehension. The embodied view of language understanding holds that
this process plays an essential role in the construction of linguistic meaning. This paper focuses on
the process of mental simulation at sentence level, and summarizes the recent advances in this
field based on the review of previous studies. It mainly includes the following two aspects: 1) In
the research paradigm, the depth of exploration has gradually increased; 2) In terms of research
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content, the scope of research has gradually expanded. Future research can further expand the scope
of mental simulation to touch and taste modality, further clarify the differences between different
research paradigms, and consider the interaction between language form and mental simulation
in language comprehension.

Keywords

Sentence Comprehension, Mental Simulation, Embodied Cognition, Sensory-Motor Representation

Copyright © 2023 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5l

B B A OB AT TR O 2 — . 5% 20 T2l 50 AN RO 2 DGR IR, E 3 21 thad
WIWIHERLZS R 40 #L18 (the amodal system theory)7E 1 & BEARMT 72 A 5 H6 % £ S 4. ZFBIANIBES 1Y
I L T4 R AEBAS 1) (amodal) £ 5, IX e 15550 A1 5 1) 5 FL AR I A Ak sl 25 SR B ORI
T K XX SR S AT R R G . AERXANFCIA T, W70 E 5 T gl hn 1 A K 75F
52 AT AR T R CRAE . DR — 2850 T 15 5 HAR A TH SR R 4R 1, B e S U R A
(Latent Semantic Analysis, LSA, Landauer & Dumais, 1997), HIIHZRAET 7 (Knowledge Representation
Language, KRL, Bobrow & Winograd, 1977)%%, X S&45 ) 4 1 B 78 — S48 5 AR 10 B % 07 T B A B 1)
fAERE 77 AHARREES R G PR IOV R 75 5 2 b ] 5 (symbol grounding problem), B4 -5t fa) 4% 26 7€ tH: 7
H R A 0]

1990 4, INAIHE & (embodied) W s 2iE, M AN IANEIE B &1, kA T Sk M 7 1)
A0 E.AE i (Thelen, Schoner, Scheier, & Smith, 2001). [FIRF, K yiE S K AR S AR AEAE /Y 0] B, —SLHff
i R B S R A R S AR, KR S BN R S A S I sl i IR - B3 A2
BT (re-activation) . fEMCFRIRAESE TN, B S MSER TEMEMAR Rz, B E AR K
i RAMIZ I RGNS 5. Barsalou (1999) 5y HAKR I FE H T O B (mental simulation) (1) 4%
e BT AU E B - 123 A58 B RS, AN E AR B AR AT 2 RS 1O B AL
TEREI I RIEM S R e, MFE R “FER” ZXAEICE, AT TE R H UK AN A AR R [ 52
BRI CGES)BITR . B WRIE A5 T A8 TR (R 5 . nz 3 )5, AT I B0Z 1 1
PR

5 5 AR B 5 0 RS R W S BRI U RVE, B3 7 ORE SR TR SCRE, X E
MRS g2 T Bk . XU AR Z R TE RN R G T2, AR RAE . MAd A AT HL 7
BEZANRIIE . 124, OFARZFF S MEIN T RAH SSH FdE4T T 88 V40 H. A TH 1[5 (Dove,
2016; Mahon & Caramazza, 2008; %, WihAE, 2014; XISCUE, 2%, LB, 20155 ghosfl, Bk,
Bhoe, MG, 20125 ZRASAL, MHEAE, 2013; BREh, mhOU7I, RREAR, 20125 BRER, AR, 2013;
SR, A, MO, PR, 2013), HXA)FJE TG BRI FLER Z AR R i S 1FR . BRI,
AR AR FIN T A OB R, 7R 2 A A 7030 OR N 23 AT R A b, g TR
FL PR FE Tk R, IEX SR A kAT R B, DUA%E 5] K.

ik
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2. A FEEHPOEEMHHREARETTER
2.1. ZHHARBA

211 AF - BRWIEES

BT, 1S PR T O B R AL AR A B R R T R R R T o T Tz 30 B SRR 5
4T Stanfield £ Zwaan (2001)HIBFFL . ARATIEE AT SR S B 1 —Modh O B HEAT R 3 ) 7 b i s0——
H)F - B BAIEAE 5% (sentence-picture verification task). 7EiZAE55H, B eibwal s —ANa) 7, AT
N TR BN 8] 7 1) (G ZEA3BUEE 52 G 7 7K ST 7 18] T 28 4 A 28 e L0 s G DA 28 LT 1)) o
SR BESRAA I W 7E BE S5 B b BRI SAE R R B B R AR S )1 R IR RS I A AR 1)
I BB A =3 AR B s R AT 1O B, ABATT ROz R T R bR 2 SR R
BN . AR I A RENS B PR IR IR KR 7 1) UE FC ) B (DR RS S8ORE) o 3 358 W A XA 1) 1) i A o
B T B AR AN RAE, XM RAEEE 5 R 7 ALk 1 5 e VLRSI A i X —Yu ek
S5 TEE = FRAG A O BEASLAT 7T AT 45 21 7 )32 N (de Koning, Wassenburg, Bos, & Van der Schoot, 20174,
2017b; Engelen, Bouwmeester, de Bruin, & Zwaan, 2011; Setic & Domijan, 2017; Yaxley & Zwaan, 2007;
Zwaan & Pecher, 2012; Zwaan, Stanfield, & Yaxley, 2002).

212 AF - BREIEESER

A - B R IIEME SR N G, A ARE T RN S MR — €M RERY. o —AN &R
AT S5 ERAPAR A W &y o A2 AR A) 7 SR B0, XM S5 R R AR A T A AT R
BEATHLE (Zwaan et al., 2002). A —J7 KB, FIREIER B T6) 7 F1 & Z (A A 3 3 1O B 2
(a4 . WE R E TP IR TREE L 75 7E Stanfield I Zwaan (2001)HF 72 A 445 J 2 IX R T 45 SR Frids s e 2 4
RANERA) A 2 8] [ LU 08 22 R AT DT EC RS NG 2 55— D7 T, 3P 5% 5K 1) 56 Jld 7 2 — L8 00
SMNENE A (Madden & Zwaan, 2006), 4 B BRG], PR RR IR IEL, YR PR B 2 HiT )
A R O B, IR LR B AR e B E OB . T B2 AT S5 S AN S O BEASE
AR, RIS R 0 W ARG I T ) B, R E0R) T BR A RO B AN RAE AR 5 2 BVF 2 AR R R
ERRCL R BRYE, Aremt i E A R T B A a4 4E 55 (Madden & Dijkstra, 2010; Madden & Zwaan,
2006; Zwaan et al., 2002), ZEFHEF SR E ST - BRI ES LR 8, R REFEREL
T CELRMRAERIIE A G, RWIUHEE R R AT o AR S R T B E
Yk, UiRZUIRI AR, RIEREATIRG, BRI S AT AR AT EREUA RS, Rt G 7R B
BN E) T - B IRUEAE SRR I HLAE FH B R i 44 455 OB Fe 38 L 1 GRG0 (24 ) ik 1)
YIRS RAAE S B i — 2N, A 44 AR, ) B AR AR v O BB B BR SR

WAH LW FE NN, FEA)T - B RIEAES ok ] sepl sah i 03 S (R A) 5 [ S ad A2
IR E A T FriE KN R) o« O 0 7) 5 iR B Wk 5 ) 5 Ja S RD 2 IR 1B 35T EE
B, IR ] RE 2y T U AL B ) I SR AT A OB R R . DRk, D4R B TT AL ROSAR A AT g R R AR
FREAE 5 rh SR PE (S R R S5 5L, A SE IR G S M B . A 7T HIRX T Ret:, ot
RENG)T - BRSSP HEAT 7%, $el TEEA) T - BIRRIEES . ST, #ilE
Je i B A T B B, T B B e R TR RS — BN TR], AR HEAT B A 55 (R A 2 1 Tk
B R eh A e AR 2 HT B PR Bid) . TR 2R RN, RS PO AN RITE LR B 1 B 1 R I
e HIWTAESS,  DIHERR 1A 55 2K T SOl A2 15 52 ) 1 I SRS M s PO B RIG AT REE, IR
T AEA) T BRSO AR T 2 E S HE0E X )T BT RR X RAFAE (1.0 B ALL (Chen, Wang, Zhang, & Liu, 2020;
Pecher, Dantzig, Zwaan, & Zeelenberg, 2009).
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2.2. MsERRFETER

Ostarek £l Bottini (2021)A A ER T RVEAEE 5 FLAF O PRI TR A B, 38 75 B 50 7E O BB AE 75
T HEETRIE T AVEH, e 75 25 e O BN T8 5 B2 L A0, SR — R A .
R AR AT T3 T —Fh 3T Platt (1964) AT # B 1 5 4k #E (strong inference) B 7038 45« 01 5 RE W8 11 W 45541
SRR 12K 1) A 55 2 T A AT LI A T S e, DR P A A AU A2 T REAH SG 1 o BRI D Ik i R0 J 156 o
PR 575 F B 2 TR EA SR o0 R BRI X ey G RO R G e e 20— J7 vk de Rk
BRI R 12 3) REMF B EH NI, H 3 282 W R 5 RIS IR -2 3 R e 40 35 A
FEAESS R B SR NI, AT 50 B0 B O B0 T35 5 B IE A B2 55— 7 A LM N N
P TV, FEH TR OHEE L R 2 B AEE S M R TIEH . A FEREETINE
o FEHWT AR : 1) PR Se RESRIGF G - 123 KRG80 B8 A& ZitiT 7
KEHFT, KX L 35 MR85 TR 1 52 B ME & T #H 5C 4T 45 (Bedny, Koster-Hale, Elli, Yazzolino, &
Saxe, 2019; Bedny & Saxe, 2012; Kim, Elli, & Bedny, 2019; Saysani, Corballis, & Corballis, 2018), E.& ik
RO BN 1R 5 BRARAE — B FE R EIEA R AR 2) BT KM ¥B 1, B - 183 R R
HI KB & B 7] BE A EAC 24 F (Bottini et al., 2020; Wang, Men, Gao, Caramazza, & Bi, 2020; Wang et al.,
2015), SHEHXEFHMM T E@BEAFAEER: 3) TIEAAMERABHFT ML, I HEME

FHFE AT DRI AT AT RBOR B 2 RO SE I, H 32 B2 4 2 i A ST P B -
BN RGENED, VMRIEELE S0 TR E R HEGE - 1230 RGupk b HEcl b, 281 W ZE 0 55 R I
SO o AN RGBT S R IAREL T TP T LR, B Ut B O BB E S & B AR R
i, Ostarek, Joosen, Ishag, de Nijs fil Huettig (2019)il it 7 AT HHARIRIT T AL IN T 5 0o B 5%
o AR A - B R RS, S2MES AR T 72 e 23, B AT A 5 [R]
TSRt w7/ 11 7 G2 N W X 1) G /i 7 15 R N W 2N ALV A 1R =1 e
PLAEAE T GERED AR I R )DL BC S 2K o 2Tk, AATIHEINZE A1) — P& S0IEAT 55 H (R DT T 2808 H AN 2
POy IR A2 1, TR T S BBE, X 5O B B T 5E A AR I . A ER ARy TH R AT
FED, DRI 75 B — A2 BRI T 0k 1 Il N PAVE VS

3. AFERPLERHIMRERMNE LHHRER

gk Stanfield A1 Zwaan (2001)3@ i)+ — B 3 uE AR 555 A 3R S A AR 5 7] (1) O BB T A 7
J&, WHE IR EI AR IR A SR A ETORIX — AR E . DR A et 7 o A A2y 2O ) - SR b oA
HIBERFAE A OB AT IR, (IR Le T35 R BR T o . Wr st BN 4B EIER T . FERIL, ik
FIFEAR (de Koning, Bos, Wassenburg, & Van der Schoot, 2016; Horchak & Garrido, 2021; Zwaan et al., 2002)+
K/IM(de Koning et al., 2017b). % & (Setic & Domijan, 2017). Eitf(Connell & Lynott, 2009). FEES(Winter &
Bergen, 2012). A WLEE(Yaxley & Zwaan, 2007). B (Horchak & Garrido, 2020)% %05 R AE ¥ 2 75 R) T 7]
LI AR O o FF B T X e AR RRAE IR SR AH 24 PRI, 1 Hoeben Mannaert, Dijkstra Al Zwaan (2017)
R IAAS 2 P& r A A P R £ 738 et 2 5 o J e PRI o RIS A e i ) - R SR EAT
A LKA T2 e B el &, — &R0 A SR SRR, RS T E LA O, K
e XA W 75 B LR UE BA T el FE A g W s A4 (Brunye, Ditman, Mahoney, Walters, & Taylor, 2010).
ARk, EAVEERT DA b r) @, RO BRSO 58 40 8 B AR A e 4E RS, IF HIFAG SRR R I 5 RO 3
B RS, A4S O BB 2 R B VAR A Gy T2 SO R RO BRARLADL 55
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3.1. MR 4EERYE M

AL G E AR EN 0 RGN TUR RS, 32 S0 Wt s fil b . R 8 AR5 (Sorabji, 1971).
DAAERFF FELE 2% BT 5 5 IR0 450 (1 AH ELAE I A4 SR BR T A3 AT 5 32 4t (Speed & Majid, 2019), )+
e o 1RO BEASTAUHIE AR IR A EI S o S8 I DA T A I RIBT,  RT AR B AR T ) 5 B i o o PR ABE
P PRI L AR R IERL GRS, I R A R 5T B W10 5 R 2 S S I . (FR IR TETE &
B TE NI 56 T & R 4 00 e X 88, X SR S 6HE 5 BB AR 2 2™ E I RIR
AT 47 SR %o o BERASE UL () BIE 08 4 e 1) Al RS s A2 . 40, Speed A1 Majid (2018) [ IF4R 7T 1 78 516 0
A T AR A AL GRS (AN, A AT B RR S 2 B BRI A S ULEC S TS, IRFT T N R
B2 AR B SR FR NI, 45 SR DLAE W i A5 v i) 55 75 AR U I 5 7 S 2 R 17 PRAA] B2 P 5
BP0 B FEA O IEMR R, T 7 MDA S v AR I B i) 5 AR VT 5 5 1) Y 3 R o 26T 9 150 B 7 O BERARE
PR AT REH A EIRGERAS . X T M R ATRe A W MR 1) ARBESTE TR E I E IR G m)
HALANR], B A B SR A A R T 3K 2 37 vty i L B2 IR A b« R L T i R
4 Az (San Roque et al., 2015). BRI AE O BEARHGS AR AT 68 R 2 B S 0E L 35 B AR AS IR R ALE
T Tt . R PSR IR S Ab T B AR R A e i N B BB . 2) A TR T e 2218 2L
BATAAE AR R, AN R SCAGEEE  H AN [F) RS B g A7 7 22 7 (Majid et al., 2018), wnfil
AR AT REFEAR 15 5 A X PR PR A Gt R P (PE AT 98 mh mT 40 B 1k PR A 5 SRRt il B i 44 1) — S A
FE) i TAESF R AR, DR ] BT 22 B A ik SRS S I AATE R R, S EUEM 2B P IR A 2
Jo FRLsn Al 3T BiR, RO BB 5T — A R B UK AR R B, IR il
XGRS, RN ISR B FNE 5 A RS2 M 2 5, R RRAEFRA T3k — 20 JH i 0 AR
PURNE 5 H 2 R A AR

3.2. ZMBHHE. SYEHEE

— YRR S 2 A E R RN SR A IS SR AE ALK, X T “2E” XA, FATEI ST
CUBFIZIE AR Bt KNGS, il KB ES 7ol B U B A 3R, KA XX e RIE
BEAT A A REME T AT R IR IIE BURAL . DRI — S5 U558 TR IR R P R S RAE S B it AT B
LB LT AT AT 84 - Richter /1 Zwaan (2010)2.45 1 X RIS RALREAT B S IR E ISR kRS
WL RIAISRGE G RT. BTE AR GERE R R85 B AEAR BRI BGE T, I HARINhAE &7 i, TER
B AR 55 RO R AE s TG0 AN R B s N 5 15 S AARZR IR . A EAE I 077 s AT 5
(7o AATTIERE — AP F0 LA PRI R T PRARERE . IRATE R A XA, AR AR S 1
R SR X ZL R TR — UL, 2 )5 X — R AR AN 7 A TR B PR
T FTHRARII RN DR AL AR, MRS 1 (MWL 538 P (1 — Nl i A ELAE A R 15 (40t o
T, LLEMBTEX PR R E SIEA A B B . I LA T S0 PR B AR BeEAT 1 30IE, 1ESE
e e A S B AR ) BRI R R, AR B R A B R AR AR R TR UL RC T A DU 2% A BE AT AR
KL, LRI BUEAILERCTARILES . BEAITEARI AL, RIS EHE — b kR
NEELG, BRI BUEAEAREI UL EC A T (0 S ML 2 25 06 T P 2% P, TERR T 23 5000 b BN 3
B R EAE R R AT A1, SR T IRIEE A M. Bai, Yang Al Fan (2021)#E— R 4] 1
VEONSEERARL,  [RIRRIERA 1 £E 5] 3 B 2 T A i 5 2t Sl AR AR A 5 AT

B 10 TR AL RE S T SWETT, AR T 25 58 BIAE A0 T R T B R R £ S AR
TER, X0 R AR 2 R T X 0K 07 T AT O BB 7S . B Stanfield #1 Zwaan (2001)i#5d 256
UERI AL B) 1 Bl 3 Fh BT [ LUK, — 8T 503 Sl izt e 4l Rt AT =), (HRAFBT 7T
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GER Y AR K E R, SRR E K T Stanfield A1 Zwaan KR 5745 5 (Engelen et al., 2011; Peleg,
Ozer, Norman, & Segal, 2018; Zwaan & Pecher, 2012), {H &0 — Lm0 I K R BT TP04K 77 7 1 VG BE 2L
¥ (de Koning et al., 2017a; Koster, Cadierno, & Chiarandini, 2018; Rommers, Meyer, & Huettig, 2013), iX 5|
TR B, SRR FECR RIS RA—B W JE K . FHd Chen, de Koning 1 Zwaan (2020)#2
tH DRI 70 77 1) £ DT O RIS AN R € (19 S5 R E T AT e A AE AR 5 38 &, i K/ e BRI AATTAS
B KYMAEEAT AR, T DAE RS AR5 ATk D KRR AN 5] J7 0] i) 256, DR OGAE Bl 352 -t K B 1)
ANSBIEAE T A IRAE, T/ NIRRT AR S o ERLEARAT 175 S5 H R I $ 0 1 044 (1 D/ IN AR 7 ) %o 1 e
HEAT THIBARTT, BRI RN FF AR B2 W5 77 IR (R UTEC RS, AR A FE N R S84l 1 —
AL, AR F A B 2 8] A B P AT A T B — AN AT I T T 1) .

TEILSAE B R A R ILARTER, FRATHEE AL E Ry, M5 Ay —ieal
it — M FAE(Barsalou, 2009), [RUILIEA B3 B FLERIT 1 AE OB R A DA SAR R AR
i . Ostarek A1 Vigliocco (2017) & BRAEAMAR B FEAS Bl B, AN 2% B BT e AR f A i A7 4L,
T HLik 2> 45 5 B AR iR 240 LI Hoph ik (. K25 - =). J34b, Hoeben Mannaert, Dijkstra
A1 Zwaan (2020)% HHR PIANAE 2 8] 26 &R B A) AR N SEgapbkl, an: A &35 i i BB IEAE Bl 5K 2% 1,
Wa PSSR 7 M BB, FRERAENFZE BRI R, ERANE A R AR R
A B MRS A AT B OC R A R S A SEARULRC. A ULHRC, o AUL RS AN 5E 4 AN UL,
S5 B IFIRE A6 A VU HC 25 A1 ) B SEINT 350 Wb 25 0 T HAth 2% fF o IR SSRIE SR U, 7ETR 5 BRI R 00 2R
B A R BR T AR R AR AR, TR X TE S e & 1015 B LA MR BT A [ 550
WHATES, AMENE—NE ., e OB,

33. I"ZXAPHaFmI

A B4 380 AR F 7 24 2 o L] B ) B R O FEREGE FE R B 5, (HEEBLSE K 2 BB, A
IAEHEAT R 528 B RS T H A AR R AL A7, R — AN ZHCANE. Fikz
BB FUAN R R T B0 T B 2 s 45 SR AN Ak, SR TS SN E ] T IS f BE . IR AR
CVAA — it 8 H R RIX — [, X2 AMa) 7 T OB LT T WP R % . Hoeben Mannaert,
Dijkstra fil Zwaan (2019) 15 J¢ il i 44 A1) 7 BRI 2I P A (5258 )R PUANE) 7 (585 2), BRE TIEZ )
F 00 A BEASEADU FE Hh E RAE R BT L. AEAZ SIS PRIy T A IR A SO AT GBI A R
FIFHER T TR AR AL) FIE 58 25 A (EAS B 1 B - T AR R AR BB R AR AE), fERIERA) T e 28—
k5 Ja— 0] 7 BT s (DR TR T BC 58 ASUTEC IR 1 s R SR g it W s i ik R 5 7E 2
BRI TR Bd. RRIMTEMA LIRS, B2 U R ik 5 i Ja — 0] 7 B s (1 14 A
VC R s B 2 T ANUURC 264 . B 08 H e T, i A0 38 B I TR R 2B AR AR, S0 BE
AR BT T 0 0 SR AR 2 B AT SE R, T W) BT IO IR 0 0 RAE U 2B W AR . [R)FE, Hoeben
Mannaert, Dijkstra fil Zwaan (2021)%f T B BAE— NS Z USSR TR 8EB0E T 7RI A 1E
S 2 ORI, MR FRIEECN AR, RIS EEE B A LR R AT — ) I R SR I
BEMCE BN . A KR, MAIESRE 3 duig a7 IEEIG IR 1Ay, X BRI s B IR
AT I 5 e — N A PR AR R B T LA RN, E2 M s 2 Il i Bl i3 () 28 — ) I T
BCRLSITE R T o WA ML A T F AR AU 4 R, M2 39 A 1 SR 5N kit (o
“ S T RLL AR BAT R L TR, IR A BT AR B A S O B ASLADL I R O
{ER W SRAER: TR M RUR AL AU R B AR D A (e “FERE DAL — A IRAERIE T 7)), XEf
OEBAUAN BT R, M SEC AT HTBUE NG BZWHIR . EXMIEN T, WRER A XE
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TR UL FTICOAE B A) (0. “E4uh, MANBETE TR, EOBEEh AL S 2
Pres B S 2o BA RPN TR 45 R S WIS T2 SOAREAT I I, OB R A 2 B8 SOk
A BIAR AR 2, U IS 5 B B G 145 S A RENE A o AR TTIX B TR ST (0 T e B, B
SRARATIE R TS 2 (A AR AT SRR, (IR S IS B B SCAS B AR IR AP AE IR K22 5. TR OR
WEFEAT LA i, R SEINAT & DL SR B SCA MR EAT 38— 28 fAR T

4. IMESTRR

AR SC MBI S AN 72 P9 28 N 7 TR R 1 ) R AR PO BEAS R bR . MF ISR E, A
AT O BB FEAF T AR B RT3 o T B S M ()7 - B R B4 R AR =RE ] 7 e A
el ik A A SRR R A A RS TG, T S SRR 35 A1 B0 SRy R i A5 R D) e R R BT R
AR FH O T 2 SRR R AN T A R U S — P LR, X — R A R T AT 3005 & H ) 2 &
IWHIL ERYE . WBFAR NSRS, AT OB BT 50 T BEAS W 4 e ELSE G & T IS 16 5%
AR OB LR 2 RO TALSE . W SRS T R AN B RHAEEAT TR . — 7T, AR AR 5T
TR VG E R R RIS, VRS A SIS 5 B KA T R R 2= e k. D7,
A et T8 R JSVELE B T BREAR AN R AN S AREAE « AN R4 1) 20 & T 5 DA AN [ 6) 7 [R) 0 it SR ALE 1 A2 4k
FHEG T BT A 70 S8 G 5 IS () BRI B o 3K 150 B2 AU R At 90 P9 i T i, B AR A
FITHOGHEE RHES), W H A A E ISR L.

HR LG AT, IERAFAE— E A R BT J& A7 Z i — P A k.

1) WA £kt . Ostarek A1 Huettig (2019) A TE 3 PR T Ao BRI 5 200 1 B S i 9L
T B 7SN PRAR, A48 I R S T fR R e — A B e tERya =, BRI B R R AR B 0 S 3
REMER. W ERNR, ESME)TF - BRBIETES T A2 AT B, AT & A7 F it
B T IR e i AR AERRANB B o BRIE 2 A, i 2 TG iR HE B ke P B AT 7K P 4 T (Osstarek
& Huettig, 2017), 2 FRAFEE 1 0] RE 2 W E) A1 B A SR L DARE S5 E S TR AE i SORARIE 2, AT
FAAERIVLRC ALY (Zwaan et al., 2002). TR AMERE,  FATR REMR AR [LRC RN AT H £ A 7 D e A rp L o
R P IRRHES SIS 458, (HR X T1ZE B RAL R NS R/ 5 RR L e, HBA
RETE L B fARR AR AL R R il B AR £ B

X1 RA [ R ke g 2 A e — N B RAE RN /K F B TAIEBE, AN ¥ il SOKSFrm
T T SE A #0172 (continuous flash suppression, CFS) I AT Lk 13X — H . %36 I T 3R 354+ 1
T, ke P R IR (R 23 E AR A RSO AOR R Y RN LR, R] DA R 4 E
B AR o JC R 2E B R A6, AT HERR B AR5 RIS 15 SOKSE N L (Lupyan & Ward, 2013). fELL
AT, CFS i E EH M T NS IR N AL AR 4k, 2019). HAT, X—ECy M T
AT ALGE R AE 2 75 2 5 83 in L 9 HF #2 (Ortega & Ostarek, 2021; Ostarek & Huettig, 2017), {H R £E4) T
B R b O B BSOS o AEASRIEFU T LUK AT - B R IRIEAESS S CRS A4S &, it
FERRIECK B AR MsIE AN TR Z A0, BRFEA)F5 H AR R T PR IE— 805 Boxt s vh 2 F 091
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