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Abstract: Statistical learning (SL), which was first addressed in the seminal study on speech
segmentation of infants by Saffran et al. (1996), is a process of detecting the statistical regularities
such as transitional probability in continuous flow of stimuli. Previous studies have proven the
general existence of SL, and in recent years close attention has been placed on its specificity and
its impact on other cognitive activities, especially revealing the cognitive neural mechanisms of

SL and its interaction with language by exploring the process and the specificity of SL. According
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to the multimodal data from brain and behavior measures, future studies should seek more
behavioral and neural indexes to evaluate the performance of SL, to explore the dynamic changes
in neural activities of different types of SL and to construct the connection between neural
correlates and behavioral performance, which will help to have an in-depth understanding of SL.
Based on previous discoveries on the interaction between SL and language, future studies could
determine whether SL is an effective intervention to improve language acquisition and how it
works in the improvement, through exploring the effect of music SL training on second language
learning of adult learners.
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Guiti#>] (statistical learning, SL) s $8AMATE SIS 312 B2 IR Aoz R
G R AR, AMATE G 24 2] b 2 AR BAE SL X AU MR R Gt 454045 B U e
GETT2E 2 HE S NN A A2 (Arnon, 2019; Erickson & Thiessen, 2015; Saffran &
Kirkham, 2018; Thiessen, Kronstein, & Hufnagle, 2013; BBk, XS, 2012). Gt 52
t Saffran, Aslin Al Newport (1996) J¢T 8 /N H RZ LW vt iF & U1 7 & S SR 32
WA 4 2 L2 2 B PSR B L, 18 S L DA =& 1 JC & A bidaku, padoti,
golabu Ml tupiro 41, &5 F A INEE ) LRSI S5 5 I )k A Ja R ) AN [ =% 1) R 5 R M

(transitional probability, PARNEIFR TP) 75 IR IRV TI 7368 7). TP AE A — Mok AR
REAFEWT: B X MY S TS IR XY, 4 Y 78 X B
THIEER (RN “IiF TP”): P (Y[X) =P (XY) /P (XD, 1 X £ Y HIMEMLET
HEMEER (RN “iF TP”): P (X[Y) =P (XY) /P (Y), Hr, P (XY) FREA M
BUF A XY BE HELRE, P (X0 480 X HILKAEE, P (YY) F8HIE Y HILm)
A, WG A G IR FU A R TP — AR IUT TP. HIb ], [l — s py AN &1
(BB TP € e T B am] R PSS 1580 TP, & MR RRIERA B AR & 5918 TP 25, A AMA
i Re BEAT 1RV ) 4 FE Y AR 5] (Aslin, Saffran, & Newport, 1998; Saffran, Aslin, & Newport,
1996). MK TP MBUERYE A — @ P& AR BEERY, WFAURIUVRICEL /1% (mismatch
negativity, MMN) I3 & REAG Rl S BBy o 307 41 1 TP () 22 ¢ (Fitzgerald & Todd, 2018;
Koelsch, Busch, Jentschke, & Rohrmeier, 2016).

2 WL v 200 P B FE I R R A 2 2] 25 MNP B, DAL G v 5 21T
%, R RN 24 AN R EETE Gl 1 ), IR 8 AN =BkE (triplet). HlI
B B2 E LI 10 70 B, BRI 1 ASEDE 200 ms, [AJRS 200 ms. 8
AN Z AR T Oy BERL, [ — D ZIBAARAES: B, =Bk ) = AN BT I 58 J5 I [ 52
FAZBARELE 75 IR ERZRAE E R R IR I B, (Hfs 1B A
MZARE AR BIAAE . 22 aE B 52 75 5o 32 MR ik — AaE iz A

(two-alternative-forced-choice, 2AFC) . TEAMAIK HF £45 5205 Je fa RIS =4k, Hrr,
— A=A R AR BCE S ML BRI (TP=1), 15— =402 H 24 ANETE
) = AN BT B NARAE 2R B B I 0 (TP = 00 MHAAE S5 & 2R 21X
ST T a2 I A =B FR g — S B AR o 32 D TP A A HH R M B L
T =R, BB AR BGRB BOG TR 2 (A1) TP 34T 1 Siit2% 2, BN IERR 2R R 9L
GiiF SN R AR5 R ) 1 BT bR (Frost, Siegelman, Narkiss, &
Afek,2013). Batterink Al Paller #2H G it %% 2] 2/ E 7 5 5151200 TAH SR A5 Bl
Gy, RS A, TRICIZAAEAIREL CUBF VTt N, A A R R
S R BB AR AR AN (o FT “tu” R “be” ) HEWR—ANE S (s WET
] “tube”), WL B FE, TC 2 A7 i R X Be 2 AR ORAF T ok DL &5 SR



R BB (Batterink & Paller, 2017, 2019).
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LG NN G S I R E A PN IMERMIE: — R B IR A
AN R T, AERIAERY B 21 B A B ST N A, R I E N S B St
BB AN AR, AN AIIRSSE ST DI 2 S 548 1 RS Gert i, (B2 21/
348 T SR ARER AN B AR ok BB RS 22 I N B 2E S B R — i,
W B ) AR MR A SN 3 R 5 2] B s AR PO A SR B — Fh Az 2J, e el
Reber (1967) #£Hi(Batterink, Reber, Neville, & Paller, 2015), IHt4h, St > f A 24 T
WA ER IS T8 M2 S gt S5 M5 2., ik, AN DR EE St 2= IR N ettt
2% 2] (Goujon, Didierjean, & Thorpe, 2015; Jost, Conway, Purdy, Walk, & Hendricks, 2015;
Perkovic & Orquin, 2018). #RT, AW FEH A6 EE F] “ AMMAEA RESN BAR 7 RIBHI Ge i FLE”
XA — N EAT R bRk FIWT “ Giit 2 ) A MR IR XA R ) A B, X R
“auidt” XFEFR AT Red TR A, 2 SEURM I E AN R AR . BFFEE DLFRA I
5 5 21 3 MR B Bk £ 0 U B B R FEIX AN AN AT AR E A Gt 2% 2] A AR )
TR R FR 2 —, 45 R R IO 18 e B B e 600 £ 00 BB AR A LGt 2 S I BRI A%
212 % V) 5< B (Batterink et al., 2015; Bertels, Franco, & Destrebecqz, 2012). it 2& 1, EIf#
MEA R BAR G R T EAREAME T i vt 2 A MR AR Wil G i i 42
it )M BR S 2] B A 5L bR B BN E 2 S AR DT 1, J S OVE S S N,
N 2 S I AR 2R AT G S5 (5 B, T 38 I B 527 ) R i, B RRRAE TR
TR A2 RIS ] DL 5 2] 06k HR R A IR AR FE 55 (Arnon, 2019) . 22 JEE 4t
THE2 IR B S A 25 2] 22 TR AR N 50 R IE 75 45 A Ge i 2 21 i F2 B9 DA 287 T fR i 9 ik
o

GuitEolie e, SRR FUARARUESE | HAETE 5 AR E T S A FERAMATUR, A4 Ur
ANFIHIE, E2)L. LB KRN EANFER A, EEF. IS REEGEEAFANEE, £
B NGB T A R A 38 4775 (Arnon, 2019; Kirkham, Slemmer, & Johnson, 2002;
Milne, Petkov, & Wilson, 2018; Monroy, Meyer, Schroer, Gerson, & Hunnius, 2019; Newport, 2016;
Raviv & Arnon, 2018; Roser, Aslin, McKenzie, Zahra, & Fiser, 2015; Saffran & Kirkham, 2018;
Santolin & Saffran, 2018; Schwab et al., 2016; Shufaniya & Arnon, 2018; Slone & Johnson, 2018;
JE 4, 2015). FHAMAOCAZ LS &Gt %3681, Fik, X2 —Fh R s Re
JIBA S R T A BE AR, i, HFF R 6 & ) LE A S AT Si it S 55
H R S TG i 3 72 7 (Saffran, Newport, Aslin, Tunick, & Barrueco, 1997), it fiA/ D54
W STRE “AMRGETH 27 2] B8 7 4 B AF 08 1 T A i A8 A HL [R) IS 52 ) 5 20 0 45 R 3 1) o
217 X — W i (Frost, Armstrong, Siegelman, & Christiansen, 2015), 5~12 % JLE W 5818 5 HI¥
FIGETH 7 ST AN SRR R, (B SE G T2 21 BT mt AR5 5 IR G vt 5 >) #8747 8 15 117
15 (Arciuli & Simpson, 2011; Raviv & Arnon, 2018; Shufaniya & Arnon, 2018). IT4EHK, 5
B TR RAVEAS [FAMAAEA [F) ST AN AN [R] I TE N 1A [F) SR A G v27: =) i FAT ARG e 1 A HLAE
55 S BE F (Frost et al., 2015; Krogh, Vlach, & Johnson, 2012).



I AR AR G AR R E A ZE R, WG ISk s, FEAR A
B~ 2 G A TS, AR AMA G T2 2] G 73 A1 K R AR B M ZE R,
296 = 2 — 1% RAE SHIK T LB 7K F(Arnon, 2019; Frost et al., 2015; Siegelman, Bogaerts,
& Frost, 2017; Siegelman & Frost, 2015), TXIE. H. H = NAFEFEERHF AN 0 Si i 5
R — IS R, Gl I A F RIS KA RIS, JF HaX PR AR TAEIE1Z
BB RE JIBE AR RS BE K 1 R %A 9% (Palmer, Hutson, & Mattys, 2018). 2K H JL 2 i1 FHE J1(Spencer,
Kaschak, Jones, & Lonigan, 2015), ) L2 % # 505 F1 2238 A ) A)75 B AR (Kidd & Arciuli, 2016)
RIR 24 %6 9% 2 AT I T.(Misyak, Christiansen, & Tomblin, 2010)%5 J7 T (LSS #R A4 11
ST IX AN 22 et 2 B I G T 2 SRR & R EEAL, &3 WA AE RS2
FEIE T RE I BAREA . it , ABF O E NGt 22 ST Bl s L s I Siith2 2] 5
TH S BIOC RN TT LS S5 0 Tz U BTk e 3R AR i R

2 FitF SJRIAAREHF

Gk REAT AW FIESE | Gt 22 I e ik, B5ImiE . B iR e fr e, st
URER DT IX P i AE AR G 27 S R FT SR L, 2B S Givh 5 ) i R ge it 2
VR R X 7 T A2 ML R T, DU R X PR 7 T 2R AT [ 3
2.1 GitF SRR HEHLH

Guit i ) RS 1 RIBEAE A ) a5 M AN B, L B, JIIBCARGER B 1
IE “alifE” MIFELRE: 2Id e, B8 7 AE A G FCZAFE R R T 20 45 5L B &
BB TICAZ R BUEFE . Cunillera [ HHPAE W e S8 v 2 ) ERP BRI,  LEHITEL
A B 2 I A& W, MR R G = AN WA R B = AN S T2 E 300~500 ms
BRI IR 8] 7 15— A S 35 B 248 N400 [ 47y, I LR A D70 5 19 2 8 1 B TR R % i 3 1Y)
BRI FEE N Z G il V) o B e e B AR BAR AL, 2 — 28 () fMRI B 70 )
BRI D) 20 3 R rh L[] i B AN B T 32 51 5= (9 1 B 2 25 30 (Cunillera et al., 2009;
Cunillera, Toro, Sebastian-Galles, & Rodriguez-Fornells, 2006). Batterink 1 Paller (2017) %
AR W BT A L ] A R B R T R R 5 R i H B 42 R A Cneural
entrainment) %5, H— PR 7 A4 SRR AR BRA . A SR T B /N AR
DL A 26 AT 1) A3 A 3 1 A R il Ik TB) [R) 25 % (inter-trial coherence, ITC) HJ LG A iA]i
2224845 (word learning index, WLD), 5% & IAF& 4R AR & 15 75 2 19 WLI KT B
BB TSR KB, B A A I R B2 B Iz 22 B e 0K, LA o B ) v P
WLI BE TR B BORlC 2 ST 47 AR . AN, Batterink Al Paller (20190 SRHIALHE 55
WIETPAES AT TH T FUrsageih 2 2 e e 2 5, a5 R R4 NGt 2
A IEREF AT TR EZES, EREWMHASEIEHFATEFREENS
Lo A, BT YA RER, AU UCN B ISR S A 1A FE A i, R
KBRS Z RIS M SR R — PR R A S i 2 TR B OC &R, SR AR I [A) B
ol L1 o 3 Tt

[FS,  DAAER 27 ) 25 B R Be A 98 32 BEOCE % 2 3 S & I PN IERA 2, T 2T
) EAE LG PR ISR AR B BB 9 o X G 5 20 ROCR ) I i A s A A e 27 2] 28 SL I B
ST B AN A TP A5 H 22 00 A s B2 2 HEMI L AE B R B 1 B4R 1 RIS 2
RIS, IS ZE A S REAM AR EILAE 2 2 2 T HERIIE R A H RS R B B
B ZIAR XA S G AT NFERR, & RLARIIAE R ) F A R ) pp e ig sh A = i 70 R,
FEXT T PRI, 5 2] A7E A B R B B AR —BRSTE 700~1000 ms A ] & 75 & 5E K Ja
IER4) (late positive component, LPC), #f—3PHEE: 13850 BAs —BAH R, . JFAH
57 B )8 1T AT PR 1 S R RE K2 P300 e AR 22 57, 45 SR B, 5 Ja BB rIEAT T



H A = I B S 12 1 R IR PO R R, AR 400~800 ms YN (7] & 175 & 1) P300
AN AR N, DRI 2R R R A T 1 U A SIS A TR P300 RAM. 23788 /)M (Batterink, 2017,
Batterink et al., 2015).

AL, DA AE 7 2] 25 SL I BOW Ge v 2 ) B A0 5 R 0 25 524 32 AR T X — B
PR BURER I B Al 1T, X AT RE S EURAS 1 it % Il fE AN B2 I IS 5 a7 Wk
AMBY . CAMRERN, W2 R S A T SCRR SRR M & 1% 4] (basal
ganglia), 4N 2% 211042 R 48 5 LA T 5 5 A UE9R J /Z (medial temporal lobe, MTL)
(Knowlton, Mangels, & Squire, 1996; Squire, Stark, & Clark, 2004). Hlt, #5835 HITHEA
[F SR Gp it 2 > i A2 AR A0 I 2 S RN Y By 2] B I D Re X R0 A e S 2 i X, i3 — 204
N T Gt RN BRI MBS S KRG EIES N, G R, ARG ] ok
AT BRI 5 11842 R G HIAE: N\ 72 AN [A] ) (Batterink, Paller, & Reber, 2019; Sawi & Rueckl,
2018), WFFTF K AHEAR 42 A1 MRI HR 5 SRR XS T-Wr ik Al e vt 22 ST g, 5 RK
W, 2R3 (AIRG 24 /NS 28 D BRI J5 UK A0 R S A TR B 30 43 ek i) ale e, LS i B IR
5 B A A8 T 42 112 = ) R St A D e X I3 > BRI J5 SORAARFN 55 55 [R] (1) 3% B0 55
T e AZ AT T IE R 0, 25 AR A G H 2% ) I AR AR I A 2% 21012 RGNS BN SCIR AR
BN, HBEIRAA B Ti% 5 #2353 2 (Durrant, Cairney, & Lewis, 2013). it &, gt
HIEM B —IN R I R AT, fERTH e, MEAMERIA A 2100
RFRBNAENELIR], GEit5: 2] B B AR 2P X Fh AR
2.2 Gt IR R

JUE R SIWAIE SR —Fh A7, (HIT AR 70 B T a8 R G vh 2 S R e
ML, RIS FEAMREA R A A FLETE P F SRR it 22 I s e m e . MGeita: 2]
AT R 1 SRS R XA [R5k i Se T H5 S 3E T L, Hph G sh i R A 22 7 1 o
PR3 17 J2 7 B HS [B) 48 1F0 ) o ke 26 85 22 4E FH (Schapiro, Gregory, Landau, McCloskey, &
Turk-Browne, 2014), T 4834 /5 & B Gt R ATIR0 52 S0), SUIRAR Ja Sl 4 it
SEAME S LB RURE, 5 e N v ) T 5 R RN 0 2 ) 1) S 4G S AH D% (Lim, Fiez, &
Holt, 2019). & H 28 )L SLIR7A ) ERP A7 AHL 6.5 AN KB ) LRI AR XU 73 A 1 - 5 e
AR IERAE BT 4T 2 2] (Altvater-Mackensen, Jessen, & Grossmann, 2017). 1l Monroy
A st Fioi AT R B 0 R BB T B, 22 ) LRENS i it W 5202 2L i sh /B 7 51 T 3 48 48 v U AT
FEAE— R WIBE T, X PP B AE A T e i 7E AR B4 = _E (Monroy, Gerson, & Hunnius,
2017), T 24 B IS S T R B0 E I 2 7E A 3 AR 250~750 ms I 8] & 175 & — > 11
FL A7 (Monroy, Gerson, Dominguez-Martinez, et al., 2019), i H (A0 55 Hr I) 2 B A 204 2
£EBE mu T (7~9 Hz) K40 (Monroy et al., 2019).

MG T2 S A TE Ry MRS A W AN [FETE B Fevt2% ) n] BeAAAE R w16 22 5
1T 2] B B AR ) T (8 82 B 0X R ZE S 1) £ (Karuza et al., 2013; Qi, Sanchez
Araujo, Georgan, Gabrieli, & Arciuli, 2018; Roser, Fiser, Aslin, & Gazzaniga, 2011). Roser %

(2011) R ZE A W R AR 38 GE v 2 STAE 55 Pedse 1 24 N A il 481 2 21 G LA 52 41t
S ST RBAS KT IR, 25 35 T A G T2 2 KRG BRI 35 . Karuza 568 A (2013) %
F IMRI E AR 1 W 3 3104 E 55 N BG5S ARG b, A3 2 st T [m] A
MG 25 S S E M. Qi 2N (2018) #E— DLk 7 r s 4 vk 2% I I 3 Se 112
SI0F ) LEE AT RN ) B 52 e P s 22 S, 45 SRR BN 0 4 v 27 2100 el 152 R e B2 e B K, 3K
AIBE S U e v 5 2 RIS 5 ORG D R X ) 22 AL A o0, (HIE 75 BRI Lt — P A Gt 2%
S1IETE B PR T AT 5 A AP R R 1t 2 TR OB

MG 2 S AMERE R E, REAT A AR\ AR E N MEESR, H
KRFGLil 2 2 MMEZE R I AN MAERE . — 5, AR @SR RN 9~12 & Fl
6~9 % JLE S = NBEEM G 1T 5 ) AP Beids A 1) P300 FEAs, 25K =4 AN
EES, MEE WK E LR MRS 2 I B R B A (developmental invariance) HIFH4E
A FRIE SR (Jost etal., 2015) . T 55— 710, BB AREINNAFEAMERI G TH 2 AL &R 7
. B E KA sMRIFIARELL T 5~8.5 5 JLERIALME T K E SR RRIZE =AM



ki DX P 7 J2 JE BE RN G v 2 ST R AN R B S5 SR, LB A M T B J2 10 )5 R A i
AR RE TN e e vt 2 2] it R PRI DX J5 AR AN AR W8 T AR AL, (H A Bk
KIJLE, A0l Sk 48 2% 2 B il 55 58 (Finn, Kharitonova, Holtby, & Sheridan, 2019).
Ak, HIER JLEAALL, B ARERE RS ) LE A G 5 ) s & B N1 HTP300 25087 #8
555, N1 e HAE F1ER 71080 58, P300 e H A 218 Rife T #H K (Jeste etal., 2015)

3 ZIUFEIMIBSHIXAR

Gt ISk B A 2 LEE VI, R E R Gk S HE S
fRRsZm, I AR SO AR T o 2 A BARE, R — R AR Giih 5 I EEA RE
T 5 ) e B AR R AR b, BRAMEBRERIXGESHE 5 A S Hgiih 2 2] 5
M
3.1 G EIJEEBSHHEAR

Guit IR E RIS R A AP TSR] TR — IR Gt S E & A
I HARIE FALSS M, O RIRDT G52 210 AR S I o Geit & SIEE & T IR &
WIRAETE BV AR A A BN, S5 SRR FU i — e SE AR 9H5 L BRSER B AR W)
155 L5 9 /E H (Elleman, Steacy, & Compton, 2019; Treiman, Kessler, Boland, Clocksin, &
Chen, 2018). R&A 1] LIRAE G v (1) 70 A1 45 B 5% ) N T iEvE A i 4 45 7] (Reeder, Newport, &
Aslin, 2013), Mi#E—Pxt 20 % 24 HFE A 70 & UL EZENM G222, WEREEN
WEEARYE GEiHE B I N LIREI S, HR RS2 T 4 A(Schwab et al., 2016). It4h,
MEGE T2 2] B AE AR 22 57 HLX M 22 S A AT H 5¢ 32 ANA) ) B B 97 (Mlisyak et all.,
2010)0 Gt ) F I St 2 18] A G AE ) LEE AT N N AR B9S2 TESE, Fiita: 2]
A8 777 FIO [) 152 i S ) B B R AR Z —(Arciuli & Simpson, 2012). 11 4544 J5 FE ZE A BT 45 S
B T GeitaE S0 ) LA BE R T A F (Spencer et al., 2015). tb4h, ERP 1 fMRI
BRI 5T 2 BHGETH2 SD RIS 5 00 e R o gl o %) o P R8s 1) ik DX S 2 A XA AR B 2 A,
Git2E IR S RIE A A IR R T S FFIEYE (Christiansen, Conway, & Onnis, 2012;
Petersson, Folia, & Hagoort, 2012).

WAL, Giits IR T 5 2 TR VR AEE 5 K R RS AR 15 21— 2\ (Saffran,
2018). 4N, [ iEEnG K24 ol sa gi it 2% 21 il THLE K, (HRANIRE 2 T 1E%
XPHEAH, S5 IR W] B BB A A — A ME S T2 ) B (Gabay, Thiessen, & Holt, 2015). X§ 4
TeREMIE SRS (developmental language disorder, DLD) P47 W 3675 5 4L it
S IR FCHEAT 0 AT, AR RN K VTS T B RS B AMA A BE B S Se vt 2] R, X
B HIN T Giit 2% S8 5 5 21 I4E F (Lammertink, Boersma, Wijnen, & Rispens, 2017).
AR, AN T H AR & T R RS 5 RSB G5 ) i 22 T@Wr )L, Mgt
22 ) RRGURR N I ) 3 A HORE N Bl 5 0 5 202 B 47 (Conway, Pisoni, Anaya, Karpicke, &
Henning, 2011),

B FRWET, W FE I UG IE MR G52 2T Be Ju e sz L g2 oI, F
SRR B SIAEAE A A T REE 22 ST e 2 1V o 15 5 5 AN STAS B (]2 52 38 5 22 ST A
LR, BEERF T AT DL AR X AN R R g, i, i LA [R) BEE B S A
FAEAT AP E R IEME S 22 R n] DU EE 5 R AL R (D' Mello & Gabrieli, 2018; Hu et al.,
2010; Siok, Perfetti, Jin, & Tan, 2004), 7] LE T HUAGAN R EE I T 46 7 > BRE 52 2] B AEAT
RFFRE b B St 2 S 5 SIS I TR RE ), JCHOE B AR IS A2 ) 3, B, AR
JE B & FOSCE Rt TR I BB B (Carreiras et al., 2009; Dehaene, Cohen, Morais, &
Kolinsky, 2015). #ff F0 X L 1 1T BFS bEIE i 7 BA B 72 A B RSG5 38 ASCE AL BRI 46
T NG = NFER R EE 1, S5 R, AR SCE, IR AR AR AR He 356 1) 3 5T 5



%, TN A B O A a] LR 2o 2 b [l A b al S5 XU AR5 58 22, T AHR )L
B TFAR RS RON  BF B E e A A TRl R R 90 %) DR AIRAA 3843 191 5 5 22 (Carreiras
etal.,2009). #RIM, —iEESMWIFEHRWANERSEFEE R BIRAETE . H, BHEF
SURI B ) 2 [AAPAE S HAR R, B2 ] W 20U R 25 R BB AN A8 135 5 R A, AN [RIZR
RYE) i85 21 3 L RRE A B H01E 5 R R 0 2 R AR B AR AL 72 R (de Bruin, 2019), B4, 4
THEE 2106 BETE 27 2 B2 0 g AN B8 ELIEAHR 20 355 2] B2 m, JGH 2 BEE M BRI
KIET Zreif o Hk, RIS 32 o) F BB RIS 5] 1) AR A R, a0 Ry 1 & TR
S TAB BRSNS ST A FI A S AL 2 /7 75 2 5% (Das, Padakannaya, Pugh, &
Singh,2011). [FJff, AHXTERESE], ZiE% 2] FIF6% 2] iR A 3 R 5, HoRHE
WS B BREE 2% 2138 T T /D B0 L Hea FHE I 2115 1T SG8 I 5 1) 35 2% 21 & J1 9 F Rt
JUHAE LT BRI 28 F RAECR , N AME 5 2 F R 2 5 H AR (Cores-
Bilbao, Fernandez-Corbacho, Machancoses, & Fonseca-Mora, 2019; Kramsch, 2014), 4, 4t
THE SR SR HT A 22 L JLBETE 5 5 ) S M AN RE B EAHE R B HN S S TG &
IR DRI, ARG )6 B ) s B B R R RIS .

grits 2o B LAERHE I TRIRE A 2R 1 2 % DL BB L e n AR BRE
EE R . WFFRI, B LAFEREX AERHEAE 5 B T 2= 5], (BHGOM AL %
RS RAEEAR, WESTE 5 s Ay BEE R 1 22 LR R AR RRETE 5 B Y
Giit L R BT UHIER S5 2% > (Hay, Pelucchi, Estes, & Saffran, 2011). Kuhl FIABF TR, 22
JLRIE S I3 BA w8, BAERI A ST nE S R ISl M. )L I RA
PETE S MBS T ST RE 7T, 6~8 AN H TG BRI 22 ) L RIS 2 R B2 fuh A BRE 2l 15 15 5
HlEu et/ Mg/, HRERI H PR TE RRE 2 L —FERITE S 0 HERE S, SR )5 LB B 1 )
B G TS S SN EURR, X BEEE - BFE 0 B8 70 3B 5 ) BT T RO HE ) 58 0 3%
WRFE, 8~10 AN AR AFLAF MG, 10~12 AN F 13 LA ERREE 2 FUBE T F(Kuhl,
2004; Kuhl, Tsao, & Liu, 2003). HriLfFFE Xt 88 44 5+ 11+ 14 A K =222 )L dE
BEUE S 1 — A AP () R GeTE 2% ST 3T 7R, 45 S R IEE ) LRt A5 o8 i 3 i e Ja HE
REE A I R8I T F#(Liu & Kager, 2017).

SR, Gevko ST s N i IRt R A B =, H R ER kR B St 207
THFIEYE . Frost 5% (2013) YENSGIRE B SR MM GE 27 SUE S5 5L 1 RRE N SEE H R
AT HAE A5 S FH MR G2 STRE M B R R 2 IR R o S5 BRI, M Seit
5 T Re JTUF I R A 2] 3 B TR A M B AR A A SRR R R T R R o AL, SRR B LU
AIDOE RETEF FPGE A5 5 21 3 NSO G, LU 7 PR NAE o SUROE 75 2 BT & e 4
B4 I R A, THR T PR NTEALSE G2 SI AT 55 R B R GORN 67 BT 35 6 46 n 1
6 AN LR X S < I AR o, S5 RR DL, PUBRHEZ ST S G 22 TR /N
BOSAFAE R UG, TDGE 85 > FHA Gt 2 > lGR e A0 (8] 0 23 57U
Ry WEFCRBIAMERGE T 2% 2T HIRE S A AR R i o ] 8 e 48 n % DIAR 9%(Yu et al., 2019).
32 EE ARG E IR

HRERT R 2DNE T R i AE, 155 20T Geih 5 2] Bzt 78 0] B =
132, XL E LRV T BREAI AXGEL I it 5 2 . 5%, ANFEREE S
T2 ) 2 2 HRRERE s BRI T R I H i S 4 e I o DB AR h 70 7R A “in Sapporo”
IXFERHCETERT (head-initial) A1 “Sapporoin” XFEHCMETESG (head-final) HIIE 745
Ky, XRS5 i S B TR TP WK TP s, DY “in” Z J5 7] DAFA IR
% HAhia] 1 “Sapporo” Z i M R A AR H R AT LAZH &, TEREN Rz . Hl, WIoeEHs [
T AR 2 A 0 B BRSBTS (e SO ) A AR 3 R

IR ETE) MW se AR5 5 R (A8 SSARIRMG 2 2 HIm, S5 R, SR



QARG 2 e, BEEERHEE X IT TP UK, T RRESEE X1 7 TP A
B, HIX P i A SR IAEE 5 R SE 2% 2] H1(Onnis & Thiessen, 2013). i#E—35%F LA
H IS TN 2 ) LT e G5 ST BRE ORI, 7 AN A R B L L7 A 7 TP %6
I, 0 13 MHRIEEZ)LERIE MIEE RN —FERI T TP lf. Hib, #FRE A
PRI T T S 75 RRE 22 58 RS2 R T & T & e 2 K I (Thiessen, Onnis, Hong, & Lee, 2019).

HR, AELIAFTE S RBM St %2 . AT 17 oE il . DO HIE .
POE-JOEXGEL . JoB-dEAE (s, PG, . EES) MGEHEIIH BN T
BTN A E 5 Gk S5 BRI L SR RE 5 250 (BREFIXUE) X 54k %5 2] (1)
SO . AR, DOE AR B GTE THLUEAK, (HFPEERIES MRS A BE 2R, M
DOE - T S I -4 75 I RUE S 5 2 S 8 2 = T WL 7K BT HAh
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EERIGEL F 2R A 5 WE S ALK, SOELKHEA BT 5 ) H BN T 1E S (Wang
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Saffran, 2017).
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I e N T AT RN s 2645 2 (Batterink et al., 2015) X 2% ) 35 AN B AR KT B LR VP4, B
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42 GATFIERAZEFZIPHER
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