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Abstract

Subject-verb agreement is a key issue in the morphosyntactic processing of English, and the number
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attraction effect provides an important perspective for exploring the establishment of agreement
relationships and the mechanisms of interference. The paper examines the influence of working
memory on the subject-verb agreement number attraction effect among Chinese learners of English,
reviews relevant research on native speakers and second-language learners, and analyzes the find-
ings in conjunction with Cue-Based Memory Retrieval Models and the Surface Structure Hypothesis.
The findings suggest that the consistent existence of the number attraction effectin second language
acquisition remains a matter of debate, with variations likely influenced by factors such as second
language proficiency, task type, native language background, and working memory capacity. Work-
ing memory may modulate the processing of subject-verb agreement in second language acquisition
by influencing the maintenance of syntactic representations, the suppression of interference, and
the allocation of cue weights. Future research should focus on English learners with a Chinese back-
ground, utilizing behavioral, eye-tracking and ERP methods to further elucidate the interactive
mechanisms between working memory, linguistic experience and second-language syntactic pro-
cessing.
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FIE - HOREIE T EE A AER R, ERIEIENEEARET S EE R 8. BT I0E
R Z AR —BhRD, o E ST S AR N T E i - BOC R MR I N AE[1]. JCHAER )
waih, B R AR R, A ER G2 B R A E T, A BRG] RN
(number attraction effect). 51, #£ “The key to the cabinets are...” #1, 2#14 i “cabinets” AJGEATIRH
FEEMHEROEA . CENARY, BORSIBNAMUFE TE S AT, WA T 6) 7 B AR fE 2]
[3]
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i FARHE SR R LR, £ TP RS 2 LR 1E R 35 R 44 1 5 s ia 3L = A [H
HURFAE, AT RER R 2O —BUZHI Ry, TSRS 08 . SUEFER, RRS R4, —
VB4 3] E AR AN L AR SEARBGAR R FVE R AL BRI - 16 B R, MR B Z R Aikait. hikn]
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2138 REHERF SE BRI RAL, I 5 8 4 1A T s AR AR ICAZ A 2 >0 3 W AT eS8 2 AR R 2R
R B 5 P B0 51 2N
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LR ag i UEIE GE R
2. BRSIMEAISSUEMSE : BEM TS 38 m Tk

OV REE BT R AR RO 51 5082 n TAL I 42 4 7 3 ZEFHE . Wagers 55 A J@ I [ 8 25 3 ) S f ke
BT IS R IUT S5 (RSVP) R I T &R T SRR LI 25 R BoR, —Bud g a0 s
A E KT — 8 fE—Buhbl e, &6 FHUR A 05 LB A PR 44 1 0 2% A D s B R,
T SR B BOW 51BN s T AR — BUR) R U R L B A R R[] e X — 25 B SRR T B 5| RN HEEA
XFFRPETUN . Dillon 558 AE—20 R, BT 51 B8 AMAELE T E 18 — 80 L, AFE T R4
REEFAR AR R, WL R 5 SRRV B B A — e s v [7]

AR A, CAEMFARERE, SIEEIEAFE SN THRNRIIFA S, R RHEY
o ABBARRE . SRIRAT SR DL AN ZE RS 2 BRI R SLEIR . SRS, s AR iR
TS Gy R I B — BOE G U, (AR S A AR g R, A AT T B 32 3 R 0 42 R BURFAIE (1 T
Jegerski KI, /KT PE IR 15 2 2] 70N T8 J A0 5 R I AT 23 52 1) Je i 44 1A BURFAE R S A, Ul IR e
() 15 AR S H AN RE 56 AT R B 51 24 Bi[8]. Lim Al Christianson %15 B E— 5L i XUE # (1 HR S 70 b
RIN, e BAGR L 2 DI B AR AR B rh R I O 51 RN [9] - T ehif ok = 59T AR R K B4 08— B R S,
X4 R, B2 2] 5 BB R Z AR — SO, & AGREE AR R R ) 43 060 1 — S0,
Iz HEE T R R MR R .

FHEEZ R, R T B 9eiE 2 21 38 B Fe 45 RAIAFEBOR Sy B — 7T, Jiang AR B Hh [ 9615 2% 5 %
X s i — BOE BRI e U, SERF B RASIN TAVBUR AL A . Schlueter %5 A\ K i SRS R
I B 5 2% 30 3 I A AR R I 5 25 5O 5| RRRE[10], Tk B B A2 K2 ) 3, il — 30 Tk 58
R BREFB. 55—J71H, Chen %8 NI ERP #F 7 &I, [ 9eiE % 21 3 fefig ) 18 — BUEHI R I H
PR, I IS B0 S A S AN TN [11] o FRADAREEORBL, EECT 4 R 4 B i m rh
] H B SRR [12]. Bian 2 Ai#t—25 ) ERP I ERE IR R T B0 51 RS AR 2 L], R —
B ) 4] vh B BUR BB 44 1) 464 [N & N40O A1 P600 R, 117 B %5 =) 81 44 17) 454 32 4% Kk P600 Z4Mi[13].
XRW, SEREH A TRANGS KANEE TR, WAl i 518 U2 H AR A1 K. BIRTEH,
HE G 2 ) B TR R AR N T 25 5y H A S inl 7 [14], BPIAATBIRAS 2 1] RE S B VEAR I OC R 4k
Frome, semisgm—SEin L. 75 55K0RH ERP HoRF 5 b E m /K P85 2 S F 1 i —8Un L,
RIVE 51 N 2 AR 2 ] I ERP R B S, F RIH B BAMAZE R [15]. BBk, E R
5 o) MM B B il B K, 7R SER AR I TR AT BT B 52 2 SR 44 1 T

PR B RE S S 5 #H G E . SEIAT SR MR ERED KL TR A REREA XK.
Tanner $8H, B E N T S BHE S EME R BT e A MM, 22 57 32 SR ILAE 250N 53 5 AT
[EERE B[16]. 52, B o) ItdEse A Z B —80m THLH], 12N Tl R 25 5 52 B A%
T RS ERANE S AR R M.

[ G 2 ) H IR 5 T s A — P oE . DUBBLZ B EIE 8RS, BTRS
AL RN 2T Z (1E S . Osterhout 25 A48, BHE 5 “iE/EEVEEE M BB BUE £ 560 — 354 A3 n T 10
AR [17]. #R1M, Chen % NI Tanner % AW 7L KRB, RIME ) FH BEER S Z —8 RS, mKF
BT RE SIS PEE — BN, IR T —BUHE B R I P600 R [18]. X 15 B 321 — B THLE AT
REHA — @ MIEiE 5 Hmt, (AHAARM S Z R RHET 5t BRI 5 22 e i S R R

DRI, 722 %% v [ 00 2 ) 1 21 — SO 5 | RS, N AN ST 2 21 3 0 5 R I IR 51 280
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NI T AR AR . TARICIZA R AR5 RN BEE TS StUn e3[R S FL st Ay 33oin Tt A
EMRE, CA TV ERAREOR 5 RS i T St 1 IR, oy B R EIE Y X R
TR R LR R IR BRI TS

3. TRiCIZ R EEAZEM TP EER

TAECAZ A TR A ARAE R (8] I A7 0 TAASEAE B EIRE /1. R4 Baddeley % A (2021)1)
2o TARICIZAERY, TARICIZ E B AREE SRR W AR 552 P 8 fl rh AT RS S 8o
[19]. Hrr, FRP AT ARG GRS BRSO S BIHI S R AR ThRE, k5N T
(M5 Bt Rr . S5 BG AI TR 2 DIAE G

FE AR EUIN T, TTARICAZ AT eI A - NGRS e O S N IR RS . — U T
i LAEIC 1225 B2 > o 5 AT RRAE i) tH I AT 4R 2R O/ 4 05 OB IEURHIE,  JRAESh iRl ik — ok & I
il s A 1 )5 s Bk, EEHURTHAWAMET, HAWE RS B ER 8L P600 7 AR A LB N AH
XPEUNe G307, AR CARICZ A& ) FH R SR B R, AR “ W51 BN R ” e, 1
38 B B B R AR 0 CASSAIE 51 T = 8 44 1] AL RN 1] Ak B e S TR AR A L IR B [T A4 . N400/P600 43
mzER, PARCTARICAZ 73 35 WG| 3R /N Z B AR DR BE LR R HHUtG,  CARICAZ IR F T LA
X R ORFE . TR FE E IR Bl g2 me, MUK RS B DI6E, 255 A MiE3)
WS B S H AR I[19].

FPEND CAS B v FERO AR G2 580 . JCHAE R AR, N L2 75 2E — PR s W 4E 47 318
B8, IEAEZ I HIIN 7 30 —BOCR, RN R4 WSS s KT Bk, TARCIZAE
AT BE IR A VRN T AR AN L3R Ig %+ . Nakano. Saron 5 Swaab &I, & LAEICIZ) EAMALE A0
T TS S, FFER RN P600 2N ; K TAEICAZT BEAN A ) B8 25 5 I IE SR,
IR B T B 5L N400 ZRi[20]. Kim. Oines 5 Miyake #t—48H1, TAFICIZ 2 500E SUIN T 5454
Iz IR S R [21). SAKE, TARICIZADGEENE TN T8, Wl el 1 & 1 ERP M
Wi KA IS

4, ZIBERS[MNARFLSERES
4.1, ZiIBEBNSIBMNFEMESRIL

TARBUOR S RS R R EAFAE NI AR T B B 18 . 2 BOFANEIRE TIE Y I FH R AR Z FiE 5
INTHUH, TS AT RE S Y AR BRI L SRERAE SR . BEIE T SN AL A R AR R FON S i Tk
FE ISR 5

R BOF AR ERE TR I e sk Z B —BUIN TSR], W] e Sk th —iR AR . SKIG
55 KRB TARCAZ R BAF N ZO I T RE AR TR o BT, i AR BE 2 o 3 BT el v e
IEIRARAE, TR 2 21 3 W] REXNS — BUE B AR 544 17 T LA UK RN, AN SEIAT 55 0 78
L T RERI I RE AN, AT RE SRS RA 2. Bk, IR SIS N M A2 X
HAR AT TR, AR A2 B AR [

4.2. BETEHENBIZKRRELA S XESAREHENMER

HT LR R 52 a5 i vl DU B s UR Bt EAMERE . AT 98I, B FOCRK
A NLARH TARICAZ PR R RS, R BT AT, 2EvE S B Bt =g
REIE, M ATREBHR RIS R o 5 & I SRIE, 355 3] 35 78 SE )R N P ml R SE 2 AR IR 4504 1AL
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AIRERIN N BT IR 52 IR, BE 2 AR 2 HORRAE, AT 30350 4 T B A IR A R I T R, JRR I TSR
B 51 . Rk, TAECIZAOGEMIN TR, WAl feism s > H AR RN ENR L ZER . HXRE
ZRCEM AT H B A X — AR R A T S RF[22]-[24]

43 FEFEE: TERCIZNESTRESERE

TIESE R R MG T LA RA — B E R . Bk, TARCAZ A BRI T7 20T B 500 25 R A
Feo DB BAR S RERS WS 5 B P AR LA BRIR, (BR 55 il S e R AR MEZT,
BT AR XA T REMBER, AR R TRCIZERE. B, KRR S &2 T
2773, DL g R AT SEE

Hk, RIS SRR 2 MBSO 5 O LS . E R D TR (R B4 55 R0 10 S0 IR] B 15 18], {ELGS
TEBE A TARCIZZORE R, T REHE 22 M 0 AE 2ol RN IR BIIB BRE BT B AR, REME A 4N
R 2 R s ERP T DA s — SOk G I AN A7 A2 RO TRl 2E R . PRI, ARORBIE FE R 45 5 47 S5
IRAIBER AT ERP 557715, MATNRIL. RN T RS S 8 2 A2 125 28 TARCIC A o ik E1E
—HUIN L AIRE .

5 IRTESRKRE

HAEr, KT TAEICIZE 18— 80 T o 51 208 6 R RAFAELL N AL . &5k, CHFE
Hds TARICAZAE N TR R AL &, B D ESRIR B Th v A B 4E A0 T 51 TRECRAAIE . F) VR B AN S M 5 8 B
DAL s X DA ST AR 1C 12 0 585 B RAECR R . R 4 4], e 2 hia b R B IR, B BUE
BHE SRS S T T R R 45 A HBHER Z B —BUEEX 454, W “HE—MEBAL” W
AR R BBCEAIE AT . TR, SR T AURIEAT R S BB AR ERP 22 R HEWT N T3kms, &5
Kot RGPURNRF, MEVDREIIX Mg, . MRS E M BIEESE 4 .

BT PR E, RRIFFN S TAECIZ @ o Fhoin TR s mm R 518087 e,  miAUE
FEA KRR AR B N7 2 T -

B, EMENLTEE, FTRGUHRI TIPS R AR I E B )R 1A A B RR AR
L LA 1 A B A TR 45 44 5 0% R R AE T 254 rh B0 S BUR B A4 1A B 5L R I T 22 5, AN A 56 A
12 RS FBEAEK IR B AR T IADE R R IEEH . SULFERS, MR RIS 5 R OB AR R4
AR B AR ) F T RS2 B, ARGV [ AR R SO R R IR 5 Y

F, EAMEERSIT L, KRR HEEEZ R ARG SN E1E— 80 LM, i8R —
WS ARG BHEEEIRARA S HRE ) 2 RIS R . Guit b BE b, wDRE AR IR AE i
LA BN NTRA RUNAR A, FRAS S0 SR 5 UEURRAE . AR S RNERE I RS By n ik — 2B R A A
BRI, G TARICZ R i 45 46 OR 5 8 ) Bk R AR A [R] 452 5 e 80 51 2808

B AT R IRBNA ERP AR JE IR IEF, i R AR B 2B BRI B . AT D9 v 2R i B
T S e A 2 S T 2 SR IR 50y 1 3 ) TS T [ AR 40 A AR A ] 5 i) T 52 67 JR3 350 44 ] X 85 30 ] X
BRI T A ;s ERP A% N40O. LAN 1 P600 VR A PRI AN Sk 57 73 A7 AT X 2 - HIREAEAS I . 35
ARG G AL T R 2 ARSI 7 B R i S0 X Lo B v e bR, FF i — 0 B 51 R05
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