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Abstract

Why do humans uniquely possess “language”, while other animals (even our closest relatives, chim-
panzees) are limited to simple forms of “communication”? This question has puzzled and inspired
scholars from various disciplines, including linguistics and cognitive neuroscience, to propose
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diverse hypotheses and conjectures. Over the past two decades, researchers have endeavored to
test these ideas through empirical methods. Among these, the hypothesis put forward by Hauser et
al. in 2002 has garnered the most attention. They argued that the essence of human language, dis-
tinguishing it from animal communication, lies in the capacity for recursively computing elements
within the language system. This article synthesizes theoretical and empirical research findings
from the past twenty years, first defining what is “language” and what is “recursion” in language
systems, and then addressing whether the capacity for “recursion” in language is unique to humans.
Atlast, I offer insights and directions for future empirical research.
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1. 518

(GE4) BYAERXE—AHE: BALGHT, ANBRER—MIES, UG —RERmE, HE2
ERE . FEEE A (Babel) gk, (H Baf Wb 238 e AL, Yogfiib. ik AT EuAFEMIES,
WL Z M TCVEAS . %, ERIEREBRNIREL, A0 EE 55, Bt kisr. iRk, ik
ARG AZMARMES . XNHFEECSTE, FEHESERNEBEAEURZSHRBE: AKES
ML @R 4?2 T RE NG BT 2 T RAS R ) 5 3 XX A ] T A
[F A FISE AR, Hor Hauser 258 A4 th RSB LA GHCPE[L] [2]. AT, NRIES RGAnl T H
CENIAS IR Gi A Ty — R I IHIE 5 IRy, B0 22K R0 18 i VA ia AT RE B 1) K08 TRAT
MAE NFRIX —Re ST NALTETE 5 R 4i(1-language) ', {E15FRATISMETE T R Si(E-language) B8 7= Hi TG
& 2 R SUMiE S RIEA[3]. AT & S E I SHIER AR E S IS s AR R A hT AR
FRNFMA R, HARKE X — B B 7 AR . A SO MB E I~ 58 a4 Flg “ At
LREET” EANERIT, AT, “EE7 fRRE MRS B4, WA LA FER (6]
(2 R (BN TS . 08 DUBZEARRER I ZN); 58 =30 Elge <887 1w SURTE, iz Ran
QWi IB SR E X, WIS 5 IS R is SR A A 5 DU AR A — 4 140 SEUE AT S EAT )
w, WITES PR IREH R R T R— AN .

2. o’ “887 7

W EE WME SRR T, B8 0 08 “ATARCRIMEEF S5 257 . B—E X%
FIFZ IR, U BT 7 RRMRIEATRZRN TR, 2T ryr=#[5]-[7]. %14 Fedorenko
2 NFIFH T REMEAZ RS IR FE AR, R TS 5 0 P i X R0 e 5 JE A O 335 Sl P i [X 8 A 28 L2 Ak
R EiE s R, 5 HAMTRmMEET 8], ARtE iz mEsZ i r XA, KHit
ANFNE F 2 A U8 S %A LT 5, JLE I — MBS A R W ). 25T FH (usage-
based) ) “ I - KB AR, FEAKEIN ETS T FESRIEBIEL T, JLEMERE BT —F “EF”
[9]. FEXFMLAT, WS RE TSN, BAaSUrr=y; AR s S A RMIES, Fit
NFE T RIS F 8 X DA, 11 A SGE S 5338 i 0 XA B2 N8 S s 2 A A T e
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TR NREA, “TEE 7 RCAPEE O — Bl AEYDE AL TRE IR BB H G R U7 (finite means)
P TR B AT 2 otk R A A K iz S (a computational cognitive mechanism) [4]. SEINZHE—LE, “iE
=7 WA — ORI ZE FALE, B UBURRIE (atomic features) A NI, 38 A a7 B iz g 5 (B
binary set-formation), ¥4 BN JEARHIE“ & 37, H i A— AN KRR AE, FFdnt JEFinizriz 57 2 (labeling
algorithm), 253X /Mgt I R AEZGH A FK, T AN 2 FR R BE AN B IE H e 38 R — A, axX i
FRAERBGE S T G BENRI[10]. G, M ATUA T2 R {green} 144 3], T84 KK 1% 5 A4
NG I 9{green, ball}, FEh0kr ball, BATEIX I NMEIATUH, ball bt green ) EEFFAETE 128 Hi (green
ball fi#iszly “H— Rk, ER@EE)EBIEESE” , MAR “H—Mae, BMEEER”). m “&H”
AT DA Z A IV BT IR NI, 5 5 Ah— AN JRARRAE 4k B2 A7 A IR AR itk DIOSR AN = 2E 8 1 R AE X,
KAFR “BIAES IR [11). A FEMIE S 2 000 2 S AR BLEE P (J515: green ball, VEIE/PHIE:
ball green). HJLEAN . EHFHAEI B L, AR EFAESHAERL, BHEEES I EILH,
A3 X — M AR, NFBA IIE S A8 118 S 2L R T 11 (genetic endowment), H3ZF|H &
INHITIRE(ER EHARVE N #1205 LI IR L) FNE 5 &2 07 MWL R T 19 46K 4 (initial state), 132054t
FroEE L) FE S S5 5 2 Rk R 20, AVEARHE, T A— /M EasE IR A (final state) (193 F2[12]
[13]. G NJMA 1)V 5 Be ) IR T 1, B A AT — P N 2805 5 # AR S0k, FF52 BIAH A J5 0 i
4y, XM “HEmiEE(Universal Grammar, UG)” W& X, ARAT#E7EE S VIR IRAS B E T T UG 1Y
JaWEN[14] [15]. PLEZM AT,  “WEF 7 (RRERIEMOROA Fs L) FE R —&E, HXPTgeA
FMA Wi FEHLH B B TR RAR[16].

ACHFE T, A “UBE 7 RARBIEFAFIZ LS, TR NN, AE5:H
GRAE S TP I3 VIS B P A s DA sE SRR

3. BETHIBAEH

BRI, AT RLNH T 2 AR, AT ENRE . B ANE S . T ENLR A,
VIR AR MR EOR H B SIS AR[L7], PR o — AN B . RIS R, — AN B )
T/ “Mary knows that Mike found that Jack saw...” XFEIA)F, ALAHAEREEMNE R N: S — N+
V +S. Chomsky (1957) & XA [ 3 IHFELE 5 % B 220, ARy ik 36 A\ ATTRE % a8 A BRI Ak R0
A= B TCBR & (1) 5] 7 [18].  H A Hauser & AF&H “38IHJ21E 5 Ae /7 e — SR I NSRS 71X — WAk
[1], FH#% Pinker A1 Jackendoff kA M i 9154 (the recursion only hypothesis, ROH)” PL3k[19][20], =T
AR NRRAEBAL I RE /), &5 3 T4 N B AT I GE 5 S R L 45 K 7 [21]iX — 4k
MAAF I FEARSCEE DY Z 5, FREEE R 158 70 SR BN ROH AT SEAT RIS L) e o FEAR
B, IR AR ASCEOIE SGE S T BT BE X

3.1 SFMEFEREIT

& IF (Merge) B VE R HB 4 P /ME S AL (B an “the” A1 “flower” )25 & B— /MU JE AR (U0 “the
flower” ). IE41 Chomsky FrdE Hif[10] [12] [22], £ 38108 0 7 )i W (unbounded),  BIAE B &5 44 (n “the
flower” )r] L5 55— Ao (B anzhia] “blooms™” )46, T2 KIS #4721 “the flower blooms” ).
X AE T DO R, T AR E PR B R D JZ 51, I IR 5 RS8P BT 1) b 2L
BlEZ —. BRI, REWEGREEER GGG S PAS AL . XM RN ok R

PPERES D ROKIE, 28 LEIE S IEBRAENME . K 1R T EARSIHEENREE. B
WX, y RWMET AL, B x My GIFER—MRDERE R K = {X, y}. #2584~ K
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55— MEF R )& 9F, O BAERS NRREH K ={z, {x y}}. WRMTEIFN 2 ZEEZMNIAPEH
PRI, X AR N Ah G I (External Merge), ERiZ#REAE TAEX 5l 7 — 37 A (L2
1), W z=x8iz=y, MX—#EFRANEIE(Internal Merge), FoxE FFEEAE A M FE ik £8T
gy, T AT KA F S5 T £ LT B I 45 (L 1(D))

Figure 1. An example of how MERGE operates. (a) External-merge refers to the process that newly generated element “K”
merges with a new element “z”, where z # x and y; (b) Internal-merge means the newly generated element “K” merges with a
new element “z”, where z = x or y. Specifically, “Mary” under the node “z” is copied from that under the node “y”

E 1 &HRMEENTEE LNEEER. (@ FERBMKE, WAz Bz #x My #, FAARNRERINGI;
(b) HERBMKE, WABAz Hz=xTy K, FAZMRMERASGH; BIEKRER, 2 TRTH “Mary” EMy T
RTH “Mary” FRJL “EH)” ka9

i 78 2534 I (categorical recursion) & [ /& —FiiE 5 RAF A, MiIEREFIE[21] [23]. BlinF:—45 a5
Z /MM FRE R BRI 0, IR A ZEE M s BSR4 . #1140, “John thinks that Mary said that
Bill left” XFERIA) R T IESEIE, FOVEAE ZAMRET-R)( “that Mary said” 1 “that Bill left” ),
XA E TR —1E2E,  BPFMERLIE(CP, Complementizer Phrase).

RIS 2, IR B EE T E R A AR, M5 RIE KR & IR 0E T AR — M
H 25 /A R E 2 g 1T R B B M riE 5 R AE S XS BT AR BOE  FE (I “ B TR )
AL T A% AT, (R E AR (2 BN AN R 5 T, A 48 R N g AT A AR, S fR 2
T PP T RS & R AR 1SS 1B A R S BT R G A B A AL B
B S RIER.

3.2. E¥uE)AMEEEE)T

H X — FE AR AIE 08 T AR 2 A AR S AR BUZ RS . AR, BB S THAEEAR
EIANE JZ R RIS, Forr I 5 g R f ot — N OB 4ol an, (La) P ) A2 R T B R IZE R &,
PRUONAZ B E A B L B A 2 R R TR A B TR S T (L) H 4 44 1] 1 A B AR A I 2 S BUE AN R 3R i
B . B (la)yXFEE I FIFR LSS 15 S AL S5 R, Chomsky B A% 45 /) I3RAVERR N “TE T 517
F(Form Sequence) [24], Roper MI#R 2 5B #£3% VA (direct recursion) [25], X FhERAE FRE TS LA BTG R K1
B S RIEA.

Roeper (2011)#2 1, EHEz# A& AR, Fov e 7 R LEMA “H507 kRiAMir £
KRR, XK R GRS R AR R BEEE (U “so” « “then” « “but” )FTEUAR[25]. Al
MARE T AT ST A SR, B, Matthei (1982) &P, 24 JLEE T B & — R AL ARSI 4 17 5
TE(tn “second green ball” )i, Al A5 TR HLEE AN IR 5 R IE (A0 “second and green ball” ), Bl “%5
TANSEH RS AR, AR NIEE R E R, B “aa@akd s MR [26]. Pérez-Leroux
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SN (2018) LR, Joit AL JLEIL A2 N, 75 A BRI U 25 AL I 2 30 HH Bl AR R 326 U 25 440 BE KR R HE[27]
XEER S Rt — 0 SRR T BB TG T IR R R AR 2

1a) Ben, Chuck, Jack...and Mary decided to go camping. = Mary, Jack, Chuck...and Ben decided to go
camping.

1b) Ben’s father’s friend’s bike # Ben’s friend’s father’s bike

AR 5 18]4%3% 5 (indirect recursion) & 354 15 AN T8 5 B2 9058 I — DMK ARG 7y, XA
MU 5 & HAEAE —E A . Hollebrandse 1 Roeper (2014)3E i %6 15 45 ) F 0 Fe 7% 1 18] 32238 U dnfrT £E
IREHIENE. F4n, 7E4% “John knows that Mary found that...” IXFERIEIH4) T, SCHEZERIERIE M
WS K FANFEE RN : S — NPVP RIVP — V(S). ffildath: “A)F 2 mes A Eabm, 1w
WAGEI 5 — AN e SIRFUANFE 2, A ES L AR IR B R . BRI 2 A S
T CEIMRREREA 7 [28].

ST OR, Bl HRIRIEE IR AARC S & W ANE S AL, IR N2 LB IS F B THR A .
) 366 VA A R AR B 5 B IS A Ak, AR 58 SO IE I EA B AN 436 A TS & Rk
I BEE S, TG IR ANTE 5 (S0 BRAE 10 A B2 E

4 EZHEFXFHIRMN “BERGETOBEAESHENZARBER HSSOEMKER

IR % V38 5 75 2 NI SR 5 e h e — R0 By B — i LR 0 D778, il FEELRN
F5G RN JIERT T HAB AR A RIS 2 18] B RO 5 2 o 2R ] DA g R AR i (R
FENRMSEZ 18], 5ACRAR R RINEE ) S LD REFFTo 5 & 2 53), ATt nT A BEHEWT, 155
BB HARE/I T RER — AR ILELR,  BVF 2 R RAR SO h B i A 22 i e 51 k. SR, il T
BORIREI LT FIREA RIS =, H BT #0717 L P AR RESE L. Hauser &8 AFRH 108 AT LU BT Fiidk
VENR W X — 5 B ) B AR AR [1] . X — RS TT 1M &4 T VW2 RARTIETER R, T X LA 7T i)
EEYR R SCRFIR R SO SRR . DRI SRR R B IR, A4 o AT 2 [ At A A A0k 1) et 7T i b ox
PLsRss, AIiE S SIS N TSER .

4.1. FE4FhFTELSELE

PSR EEAE 7 R AR T AR S HAt AR N R KBRS K2 A L. 7E Hauser 45 A (2002) 1) £5iA
1], IR B E fE S (faculty of language in broad sense, FLB) )54 4H i1 7 —— 5t 35 5h 2 G AR
BREERG—HEANER ST 2 HARY P WAAAE— € RARRUE . @, 05l AR & I Re 1A 2 L
FARRA IR LR, X RE SRR o g B, EAESE N R KKk, EiEHK
AT, WERAEARKERREETWEEZRXAARMIES, IR ERAR. YA s
H[29]-[32], ARG IR BT IE SR FMER] KL, ATV ARES FLB iz 3)
RO S EE RG2S M e RS HMA LR . 8% E 5 6e /1 (faculty of language in narrow sense,
FLN), X &Iz iae s, BACH NG, MO EEEE N 230 7 AR E S fia, =

RN T BEAIRE R, AU - BEAWEE T, S0 4 ME), (BEERIX K F A
TR UL ZERIIZR[33] [34]. UbAh, 5 ANJEJLE R TRk 2 > tRid S 4= B hi A £ A R (Bl — E
JLESZ 10 20 3, HE 4, e HEh B ERIIRKE NP IR RS a80y), REREYIR
B praa ) LA R, JF R P AR5, Dt T e =g .

ol 2 5 ARG R IHIS A IR LESES, B AT R SLIRVE ARl N TR, AR
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B RKRB I N TIEE T HI R A ER R RE 77, T K 22 B0 S i N B2 S0 ) S % B 2
AT FIRAER . B0, Fitch F1 Hauser (2004) b4k 1 AR5 M8 TAAE N T35 7 %1 2 3% U5 (tail recursion)
TP 33 1 (nested recursion) 2 > FR IR BIL[35]. AT 1R B0, HETTUR AL 0% A B3R 4] 2% 1A IRUR 15V (Finite
State Grammar, FSG), X2 LLAB) 7 HIAHRHIE, (URILH B KA LR, Hl0 AiB1AB.AsBs 771
SR, 2495 S BILA AnBn 38 U 7 B DNHRRAE « HAA K R B AR 5% 2R (1) 15 &5 #1575 (Phrase Structure Grammar,
PSG)I}, Bl AsA2ALB1BBs, ARTIAK RN 425k 2 1)1 4%, HICIEEIRZ N TABVEIN . X R0 “Hi T
WAL B R AR BACHZJE R 2 75 2 A b e ) EARAE — Bl & BARARME R TSR BR 1) [35]. AHELZ R, X
(NS 5 EHNAEMILE RS IR N (T 3 2%80) it e B 2 2 IR X PRl N TAB7E I
o DRLCARAT THE T, AR TIUAK TG IR R AR PSG /741 B R T BT PR v SRR ) 52 ) TS N 32, T ix 4
2 HE 5 RGNS IS B )52 IR2 s, Rt NS Reng BRAR SE N8 28 1) PSG 741, T H e NIA
HE.

SRR —HE IR TR 2 7 N TR SEIRAT i . B A s st iins, Gentner 25 A (2006) K3, 4
T ECT RS J5 , BRIAS ) fie 0% TR At () B 28R A28 e 17 P P 2 328 DR R DU 2B B PRI (ABYR 72 871, DR B o 52 2% )
TG 45 #6151 (Phrase-Structure Grammar, PSG; B¢ b F3CJEKIEE, context-free grammar, CFG), H-AEf%H]
Wr LS EATHIRBUT F1 e AT A X AR VE R RLN[36] . X — KB B § Fitch Al Hauser (2004)3 H!
“UH NZERENE TR R PSG TEVE "B % .t 4, Abe FiT Watanabe (2011)if i 247 - [X #4762 (familiarization-
discrimination paradigm) ML &2 2], HIE SR B A X 4 EE LMK PSG N LR vEF A1 (4 4o
A2A1CzB1B,) 5iBiEIE T 17 1 (11 1 AvA2CzB1B,), H BT 75 I ZRA [ AR 4 RE[37] . ABATTIETE SC 5 (1) K i
HHOEAL T A T PR X A R 5 i X —— 17 i 5z SMI K 28 B AZ (LMAN) o 31X — i X B DA R80T~ A 6 e fa
EIN IR X (BY Broca [X, BA 44 F1 BA 45). [Kit, AATTRHHAEN, 287 B WS £ (4 (H I8 S0 ) REfs Ab 2
PSG £, TMIX—RE /AT A2 NREEA 1.

£+%+ Gentner % A Al Abe & Watanabe [#F 5%, Corballis (2007)42 ! 7 S5 WL, AN Gentner 25 A ()
SR 8 FRE BV A WA P 1 6 e % S T R AL ) (o e PR R R ) SR X 4 PSG N LB
A1), ARSI E S RS R EE RN T [38]. Corballis #E—3545H!, EIEHM PSG 1575 7 EH i it
BILRENTBECA X R W Ar RAES BLECH, RSP E A MAEFIIERR), M AR X 7015 E R 145
M5 HAbLE . F—J7TH, Beckers % A (2012)Fi%¢ | Abe F1 Watanabe 7F [ 1§ 3 & S48 H 1) 5 15 1] /i
[39]. flAIIdEH, FAZRALHY B ORI S MR BB vk IR 25 A1 T MRS e A O , T FE VR R A I
AT B S TR S5 A A RAL B B[R] B A ALY A AE B S AN o DRI, 1S BV IR B R 5%
A1) R B 22 S 1T g o R pR TR BRI T A R 2% 1 5 SR A B BRI B TR AR LA 1) 22 S B S5 2
MEHE L IE B VE AL PR A

ARAEANER KLY & e 50BN TiEEF 5, LA K SRAE Science F1 Nature F1)) L
BT ERRE B E40]-[42]. Ferrigno 25 A (2020)il it AR5 i 9SS, ELE T REMIFILL AR
FERANFE AT 5 AFRFEBBJLE vs R N) S 538 77 N TiEE PSG HIRE/I[40]. 1EFATTHHERF (1
wn, L[] 3)RMERAT TR RAEE = BT, FEiEa DU B Ge vt 2 b Stk i/ 0 i 5 ) G e ik W
LR AT A PSG VAP AN . AR, AKZSH5EH(BHE)LEMEK B AR ST S N)
REWS =A™ H AT & PSG AP IRAE, Hy™ it PSG B2 i FU A 2L 6 25 v 177 H FL e vk o0d B 1)
J¥ 51 AES(i.e., cross-dependency, tail-recursion); TN 5 ZASMIZR A e R I tHIX —Re /), HREWE
FrEA IR GE RIL T S MM R ae /), HHRIMEZMLT ALK X —4 R U@ AL
PHEA KRR BB R, AR BAMEAEE ), AR 2 AR, [FIRF, Liao %A
(2022) (It SR, AR I SRR I B 5 Re /1[41]. 1EENTRA S Ferrigno 55 A\ (2020) R F ¥ 546
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U, RILAEISZAGAE AR LIS (K PSG B L5, IFEZHIE M R FRX —fe J1. ST, 25
FE7 H PSG IREG M R IR, M5 AFILERIET. TFREY, B HAE PSG 1B AL
BRI A AT RELE RS LAAM R sp o gh 4k, FFIE A ZBBTAA o Suzuki %5 A\ (2022) (1525648 8 T HALL
# B 04 (core-Merge) B8 71[42] . BITFFRUR AR “EBH - HAAE A4, HARLERDH
HBEAT A, T A A PR RSO, IR AT A R, A TR B R ) 2 R I R Ay
AR, X—RIEW, ZOEIFREITREAMUFAET NS, thnT REZ S LB WidE (5 R 50 1) B L
o

g5 BRTIR, B oG Hse e R 2 AE N TIEA R S S i, AR RS A Bk, — 3
S TN AT AR N B P RIE 5 R G A7 E B A A BRI 33 T8 BB T JC IR B AR A PSG
BRI TABETA, 100 55— 35 B 7 8 5 e (0 S 3 e R I e 1 S A8 MR s e A &
PSG VLM N TABVEF A, BIE AR e A N

4.2. EE IBMBES MK

B LI 72 5 T3 5 M (A0 A 1 45 K 1 PSG) AR AN 2 AIE SR8 7~ T A5 oA sh e
1T AP JZ T 22 e SARAME, HIEQ ESCArR, K2 EEs Py pon b seae R A i) e N TiFiEfas, 1
%0 U AR IS AR /RS B0 8 K B AL RS A EAR R S [43]. T LEE S I RN ASIES
AR IR RSRAE T — AR C . Bilhn, EIEIIEARIAX ISR R, ATEEM SR EdE —
R, JLEEEM ST HAESE T S T AE A L X, S BB I R e A RS SIS T N
K (38 VA 4544 [26] [44]-[51]. 140, Matthei (1982) %3, EEIKLA 5 %, JLE A REX Al & B1HIETE IS
HFFI(an “second green ball” ) () ff S 421 BN (I RE J1[26]. TR Z /T, JLEMIW TR “RmF”
I RJVESE R o bR H 5 5 % DL ) LEE S ) 1K 2 4 1 45 74 second green ball 72 Sy HE )2 2% 14 1 “ second
and green ball” . fE—J0 “iFS - P27 s28erh, Pérez-Leroux £ A (2018) K H, b JLEILZERLA,
FE 77 44 1) 46 15 T B VA PRI MR 45 K9 (0 “the bird on the alligator in the water” )it b H = 33 9 45 44 (2
“the plate with oranges under the table” YSE N #E[27]. AR, Yang &5 A (2022)i8 i3 — I = B 45 #1k,
M 35S - 7 ARSI T LE AR SO AR S AP S R A IR T, KILEE S 10 % 4 E RIS HRE
(06 2R N SEHE, 3 T 36 UE 06 R ) SR AL A I A9 8 i M (1[50 [RIRF, BREAE 10 %5, (A AHY—
Ay LB T A AR S5, X L8 25 R 2RALT Huang A Phillips (2021)H38 (1) k26 44 w4015~ 4514
[52]. SRTM T EAR 002, H BT 2 21153 5250 S O 43 /2 JLZE AT B (when) >3 #5355 UE 14 1 5 RAE
2, T8 ZAPX — IR 5 R R (why) DL L #2101 (how) 2] £31X — 4 58 1G5 RAF W, KR
A SI2 56 75 L1 3 B BT S 56 9 3R O SR T A 1) R ) R

23 S I TRvHe s, BHARE K, ARSEHEELIFTE PSG iEvE N TilvE 741 5 A B R
RSBV (finite-state grammar, FSG, R A1) N TIBEFFIR, PR LS/ BN T R &g s .
R, ERESCk R EEG {55 HLAL FSG M PSG AL N T 2R HIRT TR Y], i/ FSG Fralex 51 & B R
P300 fi/[53], 1X— il i B S H AR TR 5 PR S | e, IR T — M AR IR AZ 3G 58 (56 T P300 11
ZER A 5 W[54]). M, PSG i N4 5] % ELAN (early left-anterior negativity, -3/ §i# 7%), X—
FRAM NN B T )08 5 S5 R A PR R [4] [55]-[58] . IxX et L35t B N 2 K 78 T 800 T AN [R]85
B B 2 SR BUAS [ (1 n A

REREIIGHRY], NP IE 45 MBI (PSG) AL 71, (EAE SRR Ab FEIX FPE 20 B (1) R AE 2
B OLHZZ ZHhORERIENX), BATMAE R HEARE . £AKES S, 5INEIHERELE NS
YA TR R K IR AE . filin) 7. “The rat the cat the dog chased killed ate the malt” (22 [ [59])
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WFIE— BRI, AL T G b A2 258 1) 45 ) 75 S Bl Ak FER A R 5 M P N B 22 IR AR BRI [60]-[70] 0 b4, fESELE
EE W WIE: [68] [69]; £iE: [70]; BiE: [52]), 24— AMRE L5 (t0(2a)) 4 ms 5N B4 (U shia &
TE) I (n(2b)), BREFAETE AR AT 42 52 ) Wi A b 63258 15 1600 2 e 2 5 AN 2T A9 IR Y ) X
WEAh, B0 A)ESE T AR 6T B B S T AN e Ay R i A UK, BB ST A[71] [72]. XFILS
PEFRAE “IB R 7 [73]80 “Bhid 15 B R~ (missing-VP effect). Xsest FALT-LY], RATKMTE
I AR B 3 23 YA VAT 5 A B B8 A0 ) T % s A 5 A R B — A AR 3 . “ BB P [ A# 132 . Chomsky A1
Miller (1963)44 LI G VA PH 4% 0o A3 2 AT IR 2R (R BE A2 TAE1E12) [59].

RMEETFR, BRTH)LEE S S SLI0ANE 50 Tes s A vl ool 2 b, A IF R R N RIES R
G g IS SRR ) o SR SRIRAE OGTE ) LB S A9 AR B Rt A 1B R AR A, B R B ) LE R
U] SJAFX PR RAE A, LA TR TE TR B AF W B I 1510 . BT3E PT LR IR B R 7V, R4
JLE MR RN RE, HOOET BRI I B S AR R 58 M F BRI LE 15
2 o K 0 22 I 28 1) ) B AR (RT 2 %5 [56]) . (HARVER AR, ST SL AN Tseib s a5 Zpk L “I0oeE
FA 1 BAARTE F RAEW )50 A I8 —seiyi X, R AE T AR X AR AR 01 5 B i/ 1
BN RIERAE RIS B AR 415 S HREAE (W] 2% [74] [75])-

5. R4

NEIEF I R—AT A (BB TEE UG BN AR 4)? NTASKIES RGA B T &
Gi7 XA IR A S AT L IS B N GRS SUR AR 5, FIK
FERATAWIRRENRIE S RGN M ACRET ARES RETRSESH, HAMUHEX T “IE5”
ANEF RGH “&BI7 X, IR Z R L SR U AR RARIE S g iz
RE” X —RBSIERT AL, 8 ) H AT 8 ge g5 R 9286 70 50 2 DL B SCHF BHE R — Rk, AR

R (A RS AT T AISUL ROk, SRR . R IR IR B 2 I 5 TR RS0 B R (MR
BIAT 192 22 S BN S M WS B AT ) b 22 ), TR BT BEI0E F 3k P A M ) B 2

B oW

IR R RUR A SC 5 KT ) B45 T 3dia A, RGOt 2023 SEAT5 M K22 Ah T 27 B T BE Y
CGAEIEF2) WA, BYeIREAN S TR SRR, JFEEa T EIE.
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