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Abstract

The rise of the visual-world paradigm and the development of audio-visual interaction theories have
provided researchers with a new avenue for analyzing auditory input processing through eye-track-
ing. Currently, researchers have utilized the visual-world paradigm to explore language processing
at the levels of phonetics, vocabulary, and syntax. These studies have laid a solid foundation for re-
search on the acquisition of listening acquisition in foreign languages in China. It is imperative that
researchers in the field of Chinese foreign language teaching and acquisition embrace modern psycho-
logical and neuroscientific research technologies, such as eye-tracking, to conduct research tailored
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to Chinese foreign language learners and the unique characteristics of the Chinese language in the ar-
eas of listening acquisition and instruction.
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1. 5|

TR T, ERAETF M, WH@EARERFELZNEN. 5HAMIES R, e
fife FLA 1 A B AT B IR PR AR A A SO 2O AN S i s . AN, ANVE R ZZIR W8 F %) W0,
R, NATTEWT B ARG 52 75 L S U, HR 318 it A2 12 F AR 33Ok A e N 1) HEL IS A A R
BHERE. RENPR OIS, HGEWA Bl 5 HE MBS EE S, Fraldfh B i
X% (Bojko, 2019: p. 9) [1], X a2 “HR - M i56” (eye-mind hypothesis). R4 “HE - M ” ,
L 11003 A0 R e Pl (1 2 DK ) sl AR I i Tk 2, Rk, RATTAT LLd et IR sh e s AT e T i 72
FHR A AR 2, SRR T 1 55 I B

2. ETIRNEFNITEBMIARER
2.1. IRFNEERBERTA

IRZNIE ERAEVE 5 B 70— SO SR e B n 1, AFNEEORER 7l LRI SCAR 2 41, ik ke 2K
B st EMRIANSE, X EeHIlEEs & iz H T DUR RER &R W B N . ZEWT BN AR A b, AR
FIE I E RIS IRBA R R E AL 2 B8 £ — MHRLIE S AR (7 W AREEEE) b BEE
AN X3 e SO IX, A SO A O A T IRGERRE R AL ERRE )L AR BkEE B SR
B o B AR AU AL B R B e DRI T 25 s 8 ORI AL T BB AT R0 P aml Y 38 2K 1 B BB BORFAE
X A IERRE S SRR R 1] (total viewing time) & ¥4 76 48R [X (4 B A VM 2RI ) SR, e ik
(A2 | BRI TR R I Lo 4 548 2 s i) S AR AR DT C AN, 50 PR A Ty AL e e 17 B %% 9 i o 1,
B R IRAT 25 225K (Alline, 2020: p. 88) [2] HIRH 140 15 BH 75 2 AR I $2 50U B35 Bh 5 gk A7 A /D s R
BhPE B, 0B 7R FR B AT A0V AL BT IR A5 B B 2, VEALRI N S MG, TN R . FEAR R
TRAES T, IR Rt BRI Z 5+ .

2.2. RFIMEEFRFETERAIH

R BB R T 7T sUH 2 4. 1974 4, Cooper JTGIPEHIIEHL b & ST st A gf Ak k, it 1
“ P 1 4567 3 visual-world paradigm” o £E SIS R, AU I AT B “ P X ANE R IT Sk B R I
SUERIN TR, AW B AR XAMRE AL W B b, ASE 7 . HWrE A
WHE T REAER, KLH 55%MMR, MR 5IZE BMKHME, s MInsE -1 sz
Ja, REH A%IIBREM S MAZFER A Hofl . SEIIERT, Wb A i, IR CRIR AL
LA SCHOEAFAE B35 (R HK . IZSRIR AR AL . xR 0 5 AR i X S ) PO E R A ) 2
BEAT I, R BB ANRE I, A IR 2 v A 55 b ) JE R RS i A SR P 1 (=) 1A
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%7, 2018: p. 116) [3]. (HEHRA 2, &N E 2 2l 90 AR -k # Tanenhaus A () 7] 3
ITiE H T8 S 2 15T

Tanenhaus %£[4]7F 1995 i FIXANE T TWr B M5 B 5 S E B AR, XEELE
“Science” b, Sl T2 K. MY, Tanenhaus S5t 45 5 4R A BRI 5618 5 184 Ml ok
WP ARAE 52 B B AR A I IR & FFe bs . BFFCR I, BIMERAETE S I LISV B, Mt e
S BN R, FEA SRR T AMERTIT a4 (AL B Wk, EWT B8 2 ARG JE, R
Mo SE R IR, DR, ERESIZ SN FRAR IR AL T W S AR BT & BRI OB R AR . Ak, AAETE SR
SR TR ] A I P USSP g e, AL T BE BT S AL PR S S 2 RE M T 3 1 4 1 1) 7240 B . Tanenhaus %5(1995)
[AJ¥E H, 22 CIBIMTES T, RBAT DU R ERTE B SR 564t U BEAR TS 5 I sl OB 2, i H, X
—Ya AT DL B A V8 R 500 B 1 0 A i R 1 o 1 20 A 1

2.3. IRBMEERT AT IR TR aERiR iz

ATz E{EAEIS

Wy A5 B S AE BN TSR A RS TAER, PANBIEE B TAAEE A HARR . IR3)
PR 75 45 718 QAR R0 AR 21 BB AR S M 2 e X 7 FER AR T i 5 5 B T R A N R, K W D0 5 R
WL SRR AT T S R, DA ST B AR O BN T R, AR, IRBRIE BN AE IR I
i BE F FEARRAS, AL T B IR BRIZ B AT G B W D S N ARAE R BN ¢ &R, B Re 8 AR YR T i
NS 2 TR REEE B AH S R B S 7, D AE T S AN AR DG B AR B2 A0, 85 RE K5
T ERAET 8 H s L (Kamide et al., 2003 [5]; Altmann & Kamide, 2007 [6]). R, i A 40515 B
05 5 B X TR0 B0 T At B AT A R

3. ETIRINEERNITEMBEN TR
3.1 BEEAEMNMR

1976 4, McGurk F1 MacDonald &I T “Zk& 7R ” (the McGurk effect), A 1459 iU E — B
B, WA “ga” #EORECT “ba” , BEIREIVCAMATI B “da” , XERH T &R S
[ AE HAEFH o AATZENT 2 B ARy, FEE ISk AR WRNIKIKEIT, 52 k&M R 056 S m f u
% (Allopennaetal., 1998 [7]; Dahan et al., 2001 [8]). 1, 4Wr RIWFF A SR H “EEHEMr beaker” XA
B, BRI TE4Y) beetles speaker AR IKIEGE , (HTCRY) carriage WA S HEA . 105 002 15 18] AH
B, B3R A4 S5 4 RORAS K T BE B (Simmons & Magnuson, 2018) [9]. Ib4h, BiiEE i 3520 U
SR ERAE D ERRIE AR, AR T S 5 (60 dBA), BRI A 35 (50 dBA) 2] Sk . 17 IS AR A
SEGHRE IO, AR FANE & (40 dBA) I UG g, 3G N i) R AH [F) 3% 4+ #3030 (Hendrickson
etal., 2020) [10]. IXLERFFEHSCHE 1 F G IR TRACE (trace model of speech perception).

3.2. WICEmEAYAR

3.2.1. WCRAIROFASE

7 AR (2020) [11]30E AR 1934 421 2020 4F 4] [ 4ME 5 S RHR ST 7T IR LI, B 2
R T HR B0 35 90 R A 7T 52 A ] YR 50 0 T A (9 98 R 2 . Tanenhaus 1 Spivey-Knowlton (1996)
[12]iE B I SR @ WG 1L B B3 H AR, K25 SR L o X 38T e 7 1 FE 7~ P R E L NS
[ A177 5. Huettig #1 Altmann (2005) [13]F ARG BETEZ, TRIT 1 W v AN S5 1V R 3 (R 5
AR B, TENT 2 H AR (1, dog) i, 4 1) T A0 28 AH S B (s pig) B R S (R 1 (s
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bone), T A2 o K I TP 3R o X 28 % B 5 1 e 2 1) JR AR 2 (localist models of semantic memory)—2,
FEZRE T, RSt vE SO E 75 RGRAER,  FAT AR LS SCROBESAETE UM &% rh st e . 24 il
T BRI KLY, S T S ROE T BRI O R, BITE SO, AT SRR 1 AL 354 55
B S FMIRERIE ) (Chow et al., 2017) [14].

3.2.2. WLIEX M ISR

Altmann F1 Kamide (1999) [15] {12 FH AR b A 530 xCORB 018 I AL BE . ERFirh, WoRds b
VR B —AER. AR —EERE . IR K E D IR, s BT
| the boy will eat... I} ) H S84 17 B KL EL I 3] the boy will move. . I BEHR . BFFEBoR, #ORSE B 5
Ko M, IXHRZE WA TS0t RIDER 2R W 545 S 34T T

Yee F Sedivy (2006) [16]8F 78 A& IN, 1 OCHRBUN I A AR 518 SCBOR RN I 5 R B v e
Ko MRBIHEAR AT LU AT Rl & 75 U ) 3k A2 mhi] 1 (A BB T 20 AR 15 R PR I [ b 7, TR A
EREE AR M IS O Y URE i glei e =S

Huettig 11 McQueen (2007) [17]38 5 YN SESS, BHST 70T - B RGPS RS SCHIAH BAE
., MAITRBL, RV e N RE T, QR R 88 I TR AR (5 B R R, S rE IR
B, TEMHISRIHE CNPES Wi, (H, WREREA S8R A, WA KRS EIEET
T, Ak, Huettig 1 McQueen (2007) [L7] NI R4 % A A 08 FI R TH BE TR e A5 SIE B, I amiixf
SEN (R [A)BEAT SR IBE 35 SR SR DL C T 4N, de Groot £5(2016) [18]% 8 AL SE T I w98 th A
FAL K IN. Huettig A1 McQueen (2007) [17][EI $2 H, W AR AE TR ST, U 2 UK A T35
FULHS, VEFIAN, RARNTEEIRIR iR s, 555 B SR, M HXaRR M, sep— Y
AN BT 2 B 2 T T AR R T BB L SE R — AR TSR IE R DU sk R S R R 5 . SR, XN
WIHE H B AR FUR B T3R5 SCHA IR s, VBN B SCF M POEE L 50 0 R i TRIE A R 5 52

DO R P AME S, T EARERKEEE L, AT B BT 20 0017 34T 5T A 8 52 i@ s
AR . SRS IR S8 B 7R I, e IRWIPE A B, AR R SOE i B R T
HIEER, MERREI A FESE T, M. PRI EE . IR B A R A2 T /5 Fl (Rayner et al., 1998
[19]; F#&5%, 2018[20]). PR AmK-E & 15 RS 52 MK 15 2 1 hn it #£(Moss & Marslen-Wilson,
1993 [21]; Salverda et al., 2014 [22]), A~it7E ey PR il 12 15 5% Fha] A5 S AS S5 38, 1 7 A PR i) M i B v A7 A
RS (5 K e 4%, 2008 [23]; ATHESESE, 2012 [24]).

Yip 1 Zhai (2018) [25]#R 7t 1 553 0806 Ui B o X0 1 11 18 [R5 18] i o R A s e . SEae
WA P R A 45 R A IR B, 60 4 PUERREF W 4, —HE RN, —HELH
K. B4 RER, BRESCFMAE R B CAR, HAria HILET 60 ms 5 HH R0 i 5 2408,
T B — AN 2 PGB F AR, A AT BB A R SO T IR B (BRI ) S IE 1R

3.2.3. WCIRBIORAFR

FF TN 52 38 WA B0 (lexical activation) Fl 5% 4+ 25N (competition effect) 4 /1 B 3047 43 M o #ARAEIN
ENEARTRLZHT, WP N B 208 2 AMEIE TR, BTSRRI R e e . L SR BB R
AT DU A AR A X 7 b 4 R R A s 1RV R R I B N 5 S R

Chambers %£(2009) [26]H#HT T Sy XGEF W 05T, KI5 AMAREE W, D5 RHEE
PRAEVEAEWT 7 0T 31 H bR 1] B A 2 B A A FR SRR S e 4 in . 25, 2R (2012) [271F%

LR B EgRE) CBURDBOE [F i S SR B BGE 6 [ E E (R = T G, BB 7000 41, WiELEA0E
15,000 42%%, 2009, P§55ERH51E.
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H1'Y 5 Chambers 5%(2009) [261#H [FIHIE, £ S PIAIA FI SRR T8 5 K0 R, fESEiB IR AR i [E
P S 1 B EABEE ] T WL o SO0 R RN SE I DL, IR b O 18] 1 5 AR ALY 5 4 T5THY
FEAL AL 2 25 v T ARAR LI, XA SRA AR AR B 18 B AR AL BRERTC 5 8RR B 3e 5, SORF
T GEF (B TEE) NG E R E A . N TIEIBRAESE, SKRARIESE T 38 I3 R RRHE
WHCTILR, Bk B2 I E N IEACTH e, PIAE SRR AL, BEEps T, Xt
NTIBQNE) SR T EES %,

3.3. AZEAENHR

Tanenhaus %(1995) [4]4H /2 5 iz F HR 218 ErH A SR A F0 W B A7 A A3 B SO g ) @ g wt 9, 7700
ZJE, WrEE M TR R AR R R A H s

3.3.1. AERZIAIR

PRI X IREE M R B, FRAE LM A By gt b, sl ) T e B O W 2 280 i i
HEANEEHE . H Bock (1986) [28]1148 1 h)3E A sl S UG, )32 8 Z& i O A AT & A0 HHE & %
45 5] 45 5 BB A FRAE M % FRAT A TR (MRS, 2012[29]; EFEM. VM, 2017 [30]). iR/ 2E 1
Wt FCAIE S W 320 76 AH 25 6 B RR o 17 B2 90 =X WF 9015 5 00925 8 Bl 808 19 A& 4% . Scheepers AT Crocker
(2004) [31]3 ik X P Wy 3L ARl A 2 458 1 A1 R Bl A AN B ) AR AR AR I, W B N B 1 B T
SRR a3 s e A O R IR R . N, SR i N R (JA B R)) g SVO &, R4 btk
B 2 MRS 2 AR LSS R

Cleland F1 Pickering (2003) [32]#/f 7t T 44 i 5 i G5 f B JE 817, R BT 385 0 1) 000 1iF v 22 5 00 7 A
g, T B Ak g M B S R AR R G R T, ORI & A T R SRR, SR S e
AR R SR MRS, TR/ O 58 UM S BIME: . Melinger 1 Cleland (2011) [33]#3k— B 9T T 4 i 4 15
FEA) T AL BN )V R B AR I REe . BR TR I, 5045 RBACK AR LB AR LG, AL TR T R 44 R A
TE 2 W R R SR VAR . X TR IR, FEWT TR R T, FRAR ) BLAS IR T AT
A, AN A E 2% ).

Avrai 55(2007) [34]HF 78 T AR5 AT T s SRAR () 820 o X FLIE A AN SER, SEI —, O B
B B2 1E ) (DO) S A1 i 561 A)(PO), ARG NT ———E ), B /R 1000 ms f5, ¥
R 85 B R MR A7, AT 5T g 21 A FaE M. AR, HNEARE. S
=, WA T SN A R SAER, SE A S EAAE R . BRI, SIS — 1 A
N (AT EE RN EEhiE A ), ALSE A ) T-(DO/PO) RE AL HEWT 5 4] T-(DO/PO) IR ARt ; 246 — (%61
N(ETEAEE, F BRG] N EAE), ST A A7 (DO/PO) X . J& Wi it f] - (DO/PO) 1)
=T,

PRI, ANEF Arai 45(2007) [34] 94T 72, Thothathiri A1 Snedeker (2008) [35] B SR tHK F T #HE f7E 0,
EME TR INENGESH AR . 58Ik sR i 52 e 4 5 R Mk, KIaRIr DO A)i)
B JE LT R PO )1 3 i) B 2 2 R B 6 R AT, AR E5 e R e B AR R, S5 R R ) ) B
E KR A E, /AR B SR B T 5 A0 m L. Thothathiri A A2 T EL S Arai £5(2007) [34]45 4 145
VAN, T BE AR S AT R) 10 22 5 3 I o

3.3.2. BEAMIAR

R R A5 R P IR S L 17 5 90 2T 30 20 DOE 75 o ) I BRAREEAT 1 R AN 7 o MR HE%5(2014) [36]9F 52
T DUE A 2RI RUIR S AN 2 (MO A s A (U0, AR TSR A ) BT BRI T, ORI AR B AR TR
R AT, PR R I AR T R, R RER M EEAE TR A, R
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BUERIXT “ SRR ERE BB R EBRE R, OSBRSS ERE, Ra HET
Bomy #. )5, WRITHESE(2016) [37] 500 45 AN E B BUR 5 A (A, RIEARKE W) AW B AT
TSR, WEFTEE RO SCHF T 5 8 A B AR A P AN B BOBHIUIN T8 . FR) 4% (2018) [38]3t — X b 1 o
915 SR BT N R AN o 9mil GBS, “IEEA RS, FEETUY “HERRIE” ;. 9915 X
B, W T ARG, SEETUY CBROKNE T o SPTRERER, BN LR AT S in T
MZIRBAIN TILFEIE AR, SR TR S A EARAF R

REZERIILK, A, BRSEAED UG Rig, XL R A SRR —, #alE
PyiG R RN BEAh, LS pr ik S LUK, BLBCA Ay, AT T SO 0 5 e )
fi, ETEA L AT N EEN I R E AR TR 5 o A A kPR A

3.33. ERAMIHMAR

BUALE, HR B B yE S 06 78 35 2115 & 4 A W B A N Tt 98 R 43 232 FH . Chun A1 Kaan (2019)
[391HIF Ft. 1 F [l v 4 il 5 = 5 AR AL B 5 A 5 OO 2 43 ) (1 B 2 ) B A FH 2l ] i SUAS R TAT v .
RER R, SHEEREZ AL, @K I8 5 ) 3 B 2R 2 H AR 2 5 s 2l 1018 S x5
FRIREEAT T T ST, X 5 O I BTSSR TSR T 7T 45 SR — 5.

34. HftdFESEEMITESERRWHHR

IRZIE R T UK B RAARIRESE R, W, S1E. 0 LS 5012585 W it i 5 0 LA 520 .
Chambers %£(2004) [40]fISEI8 R, YRR 3 ft i (affordance) 2 5211 A)2: i F A Tid 2. Knoeferle %5
(2005) [41]F)=E56 BRI, — B0 25 d 13, e B XL 5o (8T A AT A I
Sussman F1 Sedivy (2003) [42]. Chambers #1 Juan (2008) [43]& 3, izl W7 5 31 A8 35 P9 25 T AW
IR TR IR i, 3822 23 5 e A2 i e

4. NGEERE
4.1 RBURFREXNESHEY

ANFTE S SRt R, IR BV SO i 7o W B A B« AV R R ) B BV A
IR A ROTVE, AU FREE AT - B8 5 I LRAT 52K (Huettig et al., 2011 [44]), 285 —
15 (JME) > 15 (1) B AHFL A (van Hell & Tanner, 2012 [45]; Chamber & Cooke, 2009 [26]; Farris-Trimble &
McMurray, 2013 [46])-

RGO AR T A WG F IR RN — K&, oot 78 IEAT B 1ok
(Aline, 2020: p. 23) [2]. HRZHHLHEAE TG A LR AEAZ T BIRZA T PEcA. WEM
A JEFEAINT . FEANIA L TN T A IR SRR, R AR DU 5 BB BRI o R R ) SR, e [ B ke
W SRR s I, e R L 9 A R IR R v A0 R (%6 TEAE R AT RIS 5 0 B MRS 5 P B [ 43 5 1
FRAR &, R s . WG A A BRI 25 R . HALAAMAE T 3 5 75 2 QT s 3
MSEFE R B, SETETEMT 5. MOE TR 1842 WS TS B AR Wl AH BAE FH 0, T it 5L
— RN A F AL PR 1 =& B AT 5 (Sajin, 2016: p. 2) [47].

42. MEFZIBRHIERHOMARE

421 MELEBEERERAR
EEWRMEZFRIEXFEARAS RAMER . AEAREN G, AT T8 S 1A is
FFE R EF R EROIH], RAEFRZAMEE, #78. fazh 35— SHER S RE. —HiES

’

&
3

A
AN
=
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AT LA — S & 28 R 9T R s (R, 2021) [48].

HR 218 BR R AR YR 10 B 40, BRI AR BORTEE & s A B K an&ss, (R
MBI B A 0 B S 5 20 AL 2 [ S OB A (0 R AT o b, AR SO T B R L 15 S
FREARTEE TR AT I THANE S TRAMAZE SR, KoOHENE S %00 HAh 32 #5(Sajin, 2016
p. 2) [47].

ST IR BN I B AE T BRARAE P AR S, R IR A ANE S A A L E B A O
BT R AIR S AR BT BT, ¥ RE BT AWM B8 KRR T AT Lot — 4R
W DA B A )

AR F PG BT IRENE BRI, B RS S FEEAENE S AT S P R AN LRk AE,
R 5 BEE 1) 22 AR UL

ZHREBESTML: S6EE. W, MEE2MES, A SEPIFEEMESHETREEE
AL

P SCAGTESE R BOTE 500 s BRI AN R SCAR TS 5 N I A 2% ) 3 6 18 5 0 T AP R SOAGSE A R R SRS

4.2.2. AR AESEY

JE R B 5 IE ROE S AR Bt TR A, HSRTE FO e — S 2, ARSRIA 78] LA
1E LR A T IRAR R

1) iR FH 5 EREE PN EURE AT

IR R RGO G5 ) F M BRE S T BRI AR P RS, i E R 2 BET
BERFE. WERES SRS R . Fltn, BFFEPOEME R 5% S E B PUE S e ). "B IR
i, SEHEFATE, o Hn TR 2 R

B ERFE SV SCR IR A8 B0IE 5 RRAE e fma i 2% > F W ad Ll . B, BRI
VB X OB S F AR MR, LR NS B R AR E LT S RS ) EEE RN
TR,

WENRE S BOSEM . 582 A8 ) F A RIRE J1 (U TARCAZ . 1 2 ) sk Jemr B 0 TR0 s2 e, L
JX SN EnRE S Al 5 15 I LA BAE A .

2) TABWT IHCE A S A

TSR B ERBNE R, BRI J1BEIE G I ZR . BB B AR
HWT LR AL I RIS RO . N, BT SRIR LU A IR B SRR E L, TR S ) S A ) R
RO, T AT J1 B SR R AR

M5 VR4l WA 0 0 BT AR TS e A U B ) E R AR ANE S Re ). fln, Ed
AR S 50 V- Aok X 27 D W 7 0t o P R, i SRk A 2 A = 2

AR BT IRSE AR, AT A KSF A8 S 513 W B AR AE , BRI R
i, AR 2 2] 3 70 HR S A5 Hh 2 30 AR R R PR El gy n T R, BT B T R

3) BEHIHESEEMBEMA

TEEERE T I0 LA R2 « 3E— DR OB B (A e 3 5 SRS B)X B 5 I B S N LA s B .
o, e R Bl SLAG A 5T B35 7 IR Bl S0 1 AR S0 A A S 3 R AVE I T .

PR RS IR TABS I H B G ok A A RIBS (WiB & . o S {5 Bk T 5 2
fifto BN, WEFAEMITEEAMISAE T, A8 o0 38 Wifal B FH A0 28 28 Tl AN 58 e T 345 2. o

4) PUETE F R i S R E A
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PUFE FRAERTIN AL - OFFOGE IS S R AR I L 18 SCR 5 ) An e 35 B — 1 2% > 35 A2 Wiy PR
HREAT BRI o 40, SR DB A A IR RN R PR, DR T E i PURTE 5 R —
A 2] 3 A SCTRN RE

DURT ST I AR BT IORETE S5 A, Bt G & i B 352 2138 Bl 020 3kng . i,
WIFFEAN T A PO 15 S 48 S5 R 3 B — 1 =7 3] 2 S0 L S PR A AZ R

5) HAREIEIEH

ZHEBIRNEG: SERNEE. WS EEG. fMRI)SEHAR, MR 5% 138 1iES N
TR i, 38 AR S A F B ) R0 SR AR, W ST 1 A 2] AR RTINS A R 2 i o

KEHE 5 N TR RERI R - A RBHE e M TR BEHOR, X IR S Edls BEAT IR B 4248, RKIIBAE
M8 SO T . Bldn, JEREALES A I B KB RS, PN 38 7 51 3 [ 5 KT A2 2T A
A

i PA_EBAR BRI T AL, ARRIIHE TR BUE N AR e e R B W JTER AR AL, O i
SRS ST SR S BB (Y B SR NS B4R =

EETH

WU A4 22 B3 T 2 F UM VR AL T MR 0 36 B 1 UV P Bt A i TR S, L E
2024N105.
S5
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