TEVERI AL R S R R TR AR

BRoom RE

(YA B HUNECE e, 1R i 261061)

i E RRERANISORAGH BT HASIMI RBAE L — . AT BT R, BR ARSI Al R
H Zh ¥t BE B AR T S 4R il S BUPHE P U s fep 22 22 LUARIIE SR, SCRFHER AR BRI R e Lok BN
K5 HARK H S FRA KRG o L TEE P R 7 812 2T B 0 E N385 Hofth R H ] BA7 itk
WAESAE . TAICRR BB FAFERME RS E BB 73 550 A [ S B N RIEVR AR I AT 1
Feo ARRMIETT T EAR T N TEEARSS T R BRI R L2 T2 R RSN TSR A B, IRt —
PG T U LSRN TRK R

KA LA, AR, N, BEGIESEE, HEBER

PARE B842

i [

15

% (syntax) FEAPRREREKE T LN BOVIRHHIIE 5 BT i . R ) 1% — &
FILUZH B — AN 8T I = 0E 5 o (B 8] ) I BE J1(Chomsky,2002; Petersson et al., 2012),
IXEEZH A RN IR B T 1BE S5 (syntactic structures) o WEVEMEAZET HA T “Irt”
HLCBIENE” BRHIE, AR —HLRE, MARTUUHA R BE M ER WG N L5 R
BRZ AL, MAMOR T DA LR B TE 5, A SRS, AT RERET =
AR S C AR HE 5 A5 AL K R

FAE _EEZS 50 A0, TRt C A T ah R E BN R TER D RERI A It . A2 B 24
&, gL A SAE ke, 1 EAA TR AT DL tH B B REE S A 1.
WAL, FW)LEAE 3 & 5] LLZEHE INTFERE PRl K. 1 ARZR TR R
PR BANRER I E 5 175 5 B AR 18] 2 ST & I ME SR Ak (conceptual - representation)
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VAR IZATR ISR, S B s FIETRIX R RE S I, R B “syntax” GEVR) —id. N T
SO FVERFE— 80 ASCrhiy “IEvE” —iafR R IEENLRE, MHEE S ¥R LM “syntactic

structures” (iBVE45H)) B “syntactic rules” GIEIEIEND .



Ae), (HRMEL AR 4 SERIIZR, BRI o NSRRI TR B E—— R P A

i H3F (merge) A —ANHTI R X ik (Terrace et al, 1979). —YHIREE K, EIERET
NG HAMBEZ ARG ERRA X 0, fENKB L B, AR RIS BN ER &R

GiRE T HRA A ¥ (Kolodny & Edelman, 2018). A4, XFHEE 127 E A& NZRBTCA 1?2
BRI SR A7 fEIE = H4F, XS 5 BRI R R BT U N R B, TR

PURE 52 3] 7% U 708 IO B ARORTE o AR SCERE EAG O B A2 BT X BV — i L 48

AR T RCR, AEEZ A Al I S, IR TR AT AR Ve L . AH B SIHIERTE 7T

PARHENE RS IR BEAL RS, X4 JE BT 70 R RS AT VIR

2 TERHEMHT TS E SRR ST

MR B RT FATAE R L a ok Bl s, IR R, B, AR
AR U ROR, R M2 PR R MR T B, 2O AR i U T Rt
FOIF, TEVERMERIWI TS (grammaticality judgment task) 1A TiEVE(ESS (artificial grammar
task) J& PRI ERH WL SEUERE FEAR A, BN Bl B T ANE T S A S H bR

2.1 EEHEHRES

EVEMERIBMT S Z H T B R ZIEE N L (syntactic processing) A= F LAt i) SR 7T o
A TEE R D BE E A TR A RIS 5 e BT A&, B, Wi v DAESEI AT S5
Hh SR AR T 52 3R 3RS P A1 2 15 AT ARG B T E R U AR AR B A) -, (R FH AR
AT T HBAT IS5 . M TETRIE R RN, o BT 12 5¢ R 1 1] YL T
H AT P, R b SCRRE R I TR X 2 58 5 2 U0

WA FCR A EE R, I LA [FRE 2 A 2 A NG sl 22 7, B 708 T LA
I SCREEE I LR AR L], R RN TR 5 S X RO R, RS TR
INFIRE Sy, BEMICE SR EAENNE 5 ae Wb s . 534k, &R R ta M ot 1
W N SEEE T REIN AR LI I RTAR T, JT R 5 HAb R B3 ELAT 7T (comparative
studies), BETTXF BT Dl AE A4 B 328 0 L AR

TR R A, 15 BoiE BAEAH SIS U T (semantic  processing)
IR, 35 SO TR MAXTE 5 BT S N A ER4LE, R BOET & X
RAL: WA TNGRARIE S oo ad B M HE& N CEIEER) a5, X
BT, TEVEAIE SUIN TR A L H AR ELSZ R o Flan, RN A6 2R 4t 2 40
) B R T AR AR I HEAT (] BAAS I, (E IR A BBV (S B (Tyler et al., 2011). HIT15
MBI TG L 15 S, IR R AN T R T, R, AT
[ FOAIT TS, B FE A I R B ER 515 UM B . — M2, BiFFe ml DA R 15 SUAH
A, (HIBVEE 44 (syntactic complexity) AN FAENIES PR, IXFEHL AT PAHERRTE X



A AR B TR R N LIRS0 o 55— b L7 A G Sk bR i il (pseudoword)
VESZIOARL, IR T DAY 15130 AT 55 o B T3 SCERAR B R 1 “ToR” s L
(Bemis & Pylkkanen, 2011). 51, Zaccarella 1 Friederici (2015a)7ERF 7 ¥ FRAR 4%l (1 £h
Vi) 5 PR 5 1] B A 44 17 20 & N de /N4 TE (minimal — phrase), BT — R 0 AT LUK AT A1 1
FUNR R TR, 0 “each flirk” (flirk AMIR A IO, 5 — Pl HUA B i) B8 AR &
BV, 40 “water  flirk”, AT S W 2 3R SIS RHOR A A A 1 . I EE
BRSSPI AS [F) T H R BRI E S, AT PAy B8 S SO0 L A B L b 2 d
fiith o

22 NLTiEEMAES

TR I WA 25 EH TR R SRR I T ph 2 5L, EIEVR I LB 70 450,
A NI T T AT B R R B A LU T 7T, XMIE 0N N LIRSS 2 — M i T
SHERF AT . R R, 2581 Yo 51— LA 7 A SN 8] 24 52 42 F50E R
FIRIRIEOT 5, RIAT DL 2. e By BAE sl R, < e etk Bt m
PO B — RS EARTEMIN A FA, DUkRIe 2 5% 255 2 3] 7 IER . H,
IR B LBy, AT LLE SR e R (B ED B “EM7 5 CEm”
FF BT BIAT 9 S S0 S ot AR B AR AR, At CBD TR G ERE 15 .

FENTAEREAES, R FI IR AT 73 96 i (serial order) #EN 5 E R 4514
(hierarchical structure) BRI . FEFF RN )% [ e 4R 51, WT DO AR RBHIHERR 95 &%
R A L ZEREE R B, “HIE C 2T A BEZ I A SO BT AT DU IR
HMEFT S A HE P SR, I “— S RIBUA 2 A, AE R ATH, &
JEHRUA B G587 [ SR A AL R I D5 00 H 22 186055 BRI HLE (nested) B3
(recursive) K&, 1 “A WJ{E B AT, 2 ZKHELZHE 1 RBEHI N ES, B
A'AB2B!”,

XA FCIE ARG A2, IERIThREAE TR A FIME SN BEAT A & R G, B, )
AR B G EER R RIATIRI. S5 F51%% 2] (sequence learning) BE/J,
s NRReH EARTEE M EZA I AR . — St a0y, TR NREF R T P4
FARRNFAZRAG K ERE (coupling) J& HI=4)(Hecht et al., 2015; Kolodny & Edelman,
2018). WEFCUER], A LA R AN TAERAE S5 5 ME BEAS [F] BEZ N AT 55 BT e o X 2 AH
Xt N (Wilson, Kikuchi et al., 2015; Zaccarella & Friederici, 2015a, 2015b; Zimmerer et al.,
2014); A [EJAF S Bl o e 58 U N B RAT 25 ME 2 5 AT 118 5 Kk R e 0 3 DI AH G
(Wilson et al., 2020); T RiE5E AMITEEAG EH N —FE 58 N TiE%EAE 55 (Cope et al., 2017,
Gabay et al., 2015; Hsu et al., 2014; Kerkhoff et al., 2013). BRiX$8HARLGE RIS, VL i
A AT I N TIREEAL A% TR I SEENGIRI O R, XA A Tk
T FCAEVESR AL T SUE M2 Kk HE  (Friederici , 2017; Kikuchi et al., 2017; Wilson et al., 2017).



A1 N TAERAE S5 AR AT B AR A SCEERRIR, BRIz SO AR Ry ) L B
¥R A B B AR R IR S5 I B 2T B

3 BRI LS

NZRAE F Dy RE M S 75 2 A2 M\ AL R, R I0A 0 At R K H 3h it A7t
BT, A NI HHALR K H S WTE TR S AHISARLE] 7 T 0 57 7 s, R ARG S
AL SN R 0 B 4% 20 TR BB ORI, RAEHAMRK Ha 5 NRIELR RS
RS P EREER, B Z SRR RGN RN “FtE” MR ARG H AR K
HEn sk BA R, B, HALRK B3 AA=979i# (intentional
communication) B¢ /J(Townsend et al., 2017), ‘EA/1A] LAZE T LEPEE (theory of mind) 5K
LG 2 (Tomasello, 2018), JFR&ME&RAERE JJ(Fitch, 2019). HRAEFEAHE FE U [F]
PEVEMR S, 4 H A SRSk R Fh R SRS AE BB OB AE B R I — Sk, AT DA X L
RFEAZAE T e AT 3L R AL e (Fiteh, 2017). PRk, AZEHLG RIE S H Al R K B shir= 471k
i, MERBHTFZHEGES REM AR, EfT8HE ARG S KRG AL T3
fii &4 (Fitch, 2017, 2019; Tomasello & Call, 2019). 4, iBEERESRE TR NEFEA 1 ?

3.1 EEHACHI BRI A

TEARK — BT Y, DA IR AR I VR 22 2 0 N SR IEVE I E A HF — MR AR
(saltation) WHISLYg, XFSLIATHEA N L/MER: 1D IEEE NS AR R K31
ANEHEHESHE (evolutionary  continuity), 1872 NI ATERMEH 5 H AL R K H 34
MEEE KRR ). 2) IR KA EY W AR AR SR, B, TEIRRET
WA HINFN 5 ph TR AR — DRI IR R, EAIER NI K. 3) fEBES 5
210 JIERT AR, TR RAR R N 1 M SR s A R 8 157 (universal
grammar), {EARIEAL F, AEE—AFNEE R BEEF Bt (Chomsky, 1965; 2002).

5N R, 3T U RG22 1 27 U O AR VERE T TR i i it A 78
(gradual process), JUEAIEZE 3 H K BIREARTT M EAE, HHIEAST I 5,
H5ES R SRS, BRI Jy: 1D 8RR K H st il & b BoA7 it
WS, 2) BRI ST B ARTEEIN LRI R Gee NRRAA I, A SCREEENLRE R 7 512
JReAIAT LB R 2 R K H B, R R NS AR T ik,
I, ANF) TR R I OB ) R IR A 28 X 28 SR AH B2 B, b, SRR SRR 2R R IR S K i

AT LB A E Y (Pl g ) 5 ARG S HURIAE AT m R A, (BT RSCR A, 12908

H 4k 2 Bt 7R R T R H 3. SRR T R H S8 A B 5 08 K175 i G A 2K,
Pt DATE R AR o) R, WF 3 15 SE B IR N SR AR G Bl T HoAth R H S i AL 2
BE, ASCAEA 4 LRI FUI 3R A T 5 HoAt R H S i) B 7



TRHEAT IR DX DU o 3D A NSRAHSE A B a8 = AR B, AFAEBON ] 5 1T EA AL
BB MREEIXANAE T N REREAT TRl AT, (HEARHISSNRAE AR BA JZ R A5 KN Tae
JA JEHBLE (Jackendoff & Wittenberg, 2017; Progovac et al., 2018b; Marslen-Wilson &
Bozic, 2018). 5 3Al R K H AP0 ELBHE NI 2218 (gradualism) WS4t 7 iEHE

3.2 TN AR

3.2.1 FHMmIeE eIt R R

WHTSCTR, THER DI REAE TR A RIS H AT A R G, e S 1 A=A ]
IR ARSI H (R 25U T 5% 2168 71, A2 Be 5 SE CiF IR 5 7 5% S 6e
(] R DTRG0 N AR 55 e A i M2 15 4R 1P 41 % ST Re i B it se i . i
T VSRR E TR, ENTIEREES LT, V2 RK HaWmr DO 2 52 R
HeP 5, EATTRE BB LE 2 ST BUEEAR 17 SRR UNZ AL B8 R0 51 3 iR 2 A
[ U I TE AR 5, X E A TR AR T FRACRIN T AN 2 S 1] ) B AL e U S
(R 1FR). EXEERETTH, SIWAMEA e ) EIRARBABUT SR, AT LAEE IR A AH 41 5
I 2 22, 17 0 AR A0 S O (0 BB 2 28 75 & U ] BRAER OC RASME . B AnvE D
H, IR I AR IR B R, (EEE R E TR S S S AR B

21 AR LA R K H BRI T 5 50

T A
BERE (5A
KRG RAK
R FIT )
HAT A SRAS

AR HERF K
%, JFHEA
KRG KRR
pEy oy
AR 2 1
BHR AN
PEEH
Froil.

Wt EFHNE TR Wt
Reber 55 A BRI R e 3 S, B FEM BT B, BRI H
(2019) WNEN: —BE N PIIRRI S R &0 70 AEREA R &8I G

(=P MRy ot Pt = AR E AT B2 S R AR K
—EEE R, el
) Tl 7 A o
Versace 5 LADY R ST il e $ 7 =340 FEM BB RS A
AN (2019)  ERIF: A (ZRETED. B (& TURETE) LRSS TR
5 X (WEIURER AR Fs, e AT DO X 7 AT
W2y, S —-HEER, Tk X REERE  Soe N RRIEF .
BHAE, ARKELIHE B KKK AL,
Milne %A IR RAE RS ] BAT AR < &= EFiuE/b b5 271 P R
(2016) M=%, Hh, H1IAEWEHEIANAE B S B R
TR FERC, PR F R, AR K RIS (mismatch
BrBG R BT S AT WAL response).
Fe4, [ERAE AT ERPs 0 EAT M A5 5.

Malassis % fi 5B L1 2L =AT =5 R B AP 3 A R
A(2018) MFERE, e BL MM L= ikkseid, MESE 1A AR



Sonnweber

EIN
(2015)

Ravignani
Pl
Sonnweber

(2017)

Mueller &

A(2018)

T—Amsee)a, A TR, RS S
FRERMERER T PG, BhaRg 2, e it
FPAIAN i o LEMRIT B, b IR H 5%
U o5 B

SOIM B, AE B b BARAR R R I
MNETEF ), TP E 3 84 NEE,
Horp— ARG TUE RN Gl /el S5 it
AR ETEIER—8, BETHE, —MNMFFAR
g, BRBEMNAPEREH A, R
TRFE IR A AT S 3225, 2 fE AT
e

T eI SR BARAR B AR R P 51 i3 R R
(i XYX 2 a& M EITE #5101 XYY A2,
BEJG,  FEUIZR SRR SR T (T 5 U

DU 8K, 5 R IETEAN 5
Tl B 2 AT 1 A BE PP 2 o A W o
FUINZINK, A e A AR — B

UKER e 2 S A
FEHL SIS R
BfE, Wbt EARERI.

FEM AP B, R AR S
I A TR AU 1 15 571 5
B, BOEY R R AR 5]
NETHIIEAR, A — R RE
B A] LLSE A

FHEEF AR sy -1
H-RED, R SIH

R T ARFN e 5K

D, PRARSE BRI A
B S B R

TR AE 3 Aol i 3 T
R B T e AL B
LS TP 3 et T 21
W5 7 A I LA 55 v g
R — BRI R

HAh RK
H 2h 4y m] LALR]
NPt —
o i 3 T
FrA Mz A
B H At g 8
i, R, 5
FIINLRE S
R BB

TR

WHFCIERY, AN LRI R A sh Wit 2 B R Rt st . Bildn,

Wilson

S5 N(2013) LA TR SEB AR HEAT IR ORI, TEN TIREATS BT 4

SV RE R 51 GRS 510 0 HR IR TOE R 1R 0 USSR ) X 545 5
WA RERUT 51 CRIET FI AR TUERD AR . Wt 2 Ul, BRER G R
AR LB T . 7E R Bkt b, BRSNS 3LmI3E Sk HaL A [a]
(2500 /34T B T 5 N RIL FEAE G LRI 1] (4000 JG4ERT), Bk, 1Z45 8%
WIARLE 5 NFERG R RBIE M R K B R A EmB i rae 1. Fe b, 5AFEREK

FECRIT I R IER S RENS B4R B R IR 45K ¢ R (Ravignani &

Sonnweber,

2017;

Sonnweber et al., 2015). HABHFFTIE &G, EfTRE N TIEFAES S, HiRKH3Whes
DL N R 400 1) B R EUHE P R R (Rey et al., 2019), {HYHEF R REE RN, A
)2 >3 418 35 0] 56 B 55 (Malassis et al., 2018; Rey et al., 2019). #F7E &I, 5 MNHKKE)LEE
25 0] DL I H AN A AR A K800 ) #E % (Kabdebon & Dehaene-Lambertz, 2019). H4b, # &
BRI, AL TR NBIM AR R H sh W) Ik BRI M IR P 5% R
(Poletiek et al., 2016; Sonnweber et al., 2015), BRI HERMW R T — LA AEHE, (HiX Lt

FOH RK H W H 22 ) R B ECT A8 )LE  (Ferrigno et al., 2020; Jiang et al., 2015).



3.2.2 LPREREARNINELERR

HEJF 0 T RE IR TRV L5 B I A2 FR e RS 15V (finite-state  grammars), (KEEXFIAE )
AR PASERS— B G B A (BANFGE T RGUEIKS J2 Z0 45 F 0 T AH T (10 68 55 1
% (supra-regular grammars) . 7 MG LGS B IRERDIRSE 14 (ten Cate, 2017), 14124
B S ECRBORSCHBRZ T RAERR” XAMAF, AMRERRER G5 iRk E 4
AT IR il G “HME” HIER AN A FIFHIE, (HELEHAE “50R” RXAME)T
ETE, JWRIIAZ “IME” WAR “ZT7 M “K”. R UIRELHERIETE S,
A REFR MR IX —A) F MBI R R

iz — 8, R A K S (Amold & Zuberbiihler, 2008). Kk 224K
(Candiotti et al., 2012). B#J#(Clay & Zuberbiihler, 2011). X [KK B M (Schlenker et al., 2016)
1 E AR (Crockford & Boesch, 2005)% JLF R K HahW) & L, KL 7K S 34T A BE .
Bln, kI EYRIEE, @ UM ST, TSRS, BE A
G EE B  HAB R fE(Clay et al., 2015). BEAMFZOFFLMARIEN], SRS (Frohlich & van
Schaik, 2018; Hobaiter et al., 2017). ZLEJ2JE(Cartmill & Byrne, 2007) A} & 222 JE (Genty et
al., 2014)55 R K HZWWIEREN 2 FASHEEMHEE, AMEIERREC et
EEEMER. Ak, XS YeeH A rEE R oBEIEE AR, ETmE R Ek
A BT AL L B(Zaccarella & Friederici, 2017). i3, HAhR K Bt kM
PG AR, BRDEIE S OCHHMT S A E, G B IR EEiE i RN E
%1% A5 B (Frohlich et al., 2019; Zuberbiihler, 2020).

Bltt, DA EBFARARERR, T —RIELPRE B A REIEZF A LA/ 5T,
FoAth R K H W 5 NEHAAFEL O BT = . BRI R H s & A R B 2
BV, A NIERERRE ) BT IRFER 7510 T Re 38 T —FhE R K H ik ik st E O S A7 Em
WEIHLE, R AR R, BT8R AR AR s A T T s 7, =
HUx—fe T HEE M, AT B RS EMNEE.

3.3 MHEEYF LB IS

3.3.1 FAIMMIT e h#HEHHII L BAAR

X N VE D) BEMN A 20 FL Al PR B ok E A D 78, LA 19 AT 60 84X, R
EA B Y KB, ARG (posterior regions of left inferior frontal gyrus) B4
& R [X (Broca's area) 3 151 (1) (i # 2x ~ AL@ B MERIENRE, RIUIEARA] L ] f)s Z H
W22 FL TG 5 (Wright et al, 2012). FEIE U4, I8 TEEMEAIMAE S S8 BRI 455
W 503 0T LSRG HE LR AR T N T e 2 il . 0, Zaccarella , Meyer %6 N\ (2017)7E
SR ) B AR O I = A B )R R A, He, R A AT DL o R A,
“on-the-ship”, A HIFHI T LAH R HEH], Wl “the-ship-sinks”, A 751N JevZiE 4T 8 L4
&, W “stem-mouth-ship”, #¢ iR 75 EH W R ILH) 8 5 AR BT S TRIE TR A . BEFRK



W, EATHFIEN T, MEMES 44 X (BA44) FIA 58I (left  posterior  superior
temporal sulcus) 2F ¥R E PG, HTLBMENE KINEXZS5E., BEREESES
BORA PSR, ICAS RIS R I T A 2 LR AR 762 — 8. (HEREG KRETHT
ik HErnl AR e, BA44 X, ZEMF L [5]/74 (left superior temporal gyrus /sulcus) DA I%E
FEAX L i X 1R U % (dorsal pathway), R T VB VAN T B S At B A% O O 28 X 2%

(Chen et al, 2019; Friederici , 2017; Matchin et al, 2017; Wu et al, 2019). MRiFHZLHLHIE,
HoAt R K HWI3HA 5 NE B2 0IEEN X, BAKREEWE T THA R & ER
TEVE T BE A il b 22 L il 2

TR AR E TR R, EN LIRS T, TR AL B 2 om A2R5 HoAh
REBHIM AP FE. Wang 55N (2015) 7RSS HE 3% T A SRR I 213 60
RN SR Ferb, AR K UM T i & (bilateral anterior insula) A1 4AMII AT
B 2= (ventrolateral — prefrontal — cortex) 2% HUE, AR AT =l M/ 548

(ventral and posterior regions of inferior frontal gyrus) 2B E RS, tHE2d, AK5HE
TR RE M E S5 THF N L2 . Wilson, Smith 28 A (2015t R I, TE
NLAEVEAR S, AR AN N S ORI 0 X A 8 e A B J2 R BRI X3, o 455 0
5 (frontal operculum) 1 it & (anterior insula). Kikuchi %5 A(2017)LA N ZEAMETIE A H IR
BEAT IR T I, 2t B A P o, A S i S 1 e e ik 2 R BAH R] ) e 4R
XS (neural oscillatory responses). FABMHBFFAKI, 5N TIEFALRSH, B EEM
Z5RESFIMNEIREA R, RAEREE I AR S 2 30m NS0 e in = 3K A
7% [X (Friederici et al., 2006; Petersson et al., 2012; Wilson, Kikuchi et al., 2015). N[, %
XPHEEMP AR B N R, FETREVEAIRE S5, Bk BA44 XL AR E 81/ DL R
T B A5 A% O TR I X B0 AR B 5BV R R R A O, TS E N TAR S A —E
TEIX BB X (Bozic et al.,  2015; Progovac et al., 2018a, 2018b; Yang et al., 2017).

Wilson 58 A\ (2017) Rl " N SEAN A R K H shW7E N TIEEAT 5 e 2 A1 LR
WHot)E, R 7 — MR RS X E 5 AR F YR REER . BERE NN, B
W Rz J2 R O X 45 Ao A0 6 A ) A7 5T AL SRR OC 2R, 1280 40T DO 7 75 LA
I TP 2 LAt (Schell et al., 2017); TS 5E 5% = 20 45 44 P 51 6 I T AR B0 85 22900 e 3
Z R R ERE M, 1 BA44 X 58 AMURTEUT B2, 128070 I DX 0 B 1 52 2% 182
IR PR LR . IX 2ok B ARG AW 1 LU BT FEE B, AL BRI 3 47 % a1 BV n i)
KK ZENE R AR S AR K EHRBILA . E2m T Rax X, HmRKHZ)
YA AT DAE N TAEVEAR S5 Th B B4R P S &R
3.3.2 &M E B RILLERS

41 ) LSRR AIE B S e AR FUHBERAIE . BFC R, ol R B 3 AR
F7 B0 77 T B A e L 22 53 P AFE N SRR B R BN R & o ldn, BN K



BB R 3 BB AR R AT U R XAE MR TS B BA 22 i AL R AE, T Keller 5 A
(2012)%} 80 £ J LT i B SR EAT M A BT FE T, A I DX R R o ) D X
A I . 52 AN, B2 LAERI A I R AT Vs R XA B e AT, s A
IRt A 2128 R E e MR T A R AE(Goucha et al., 2017).

BrAfE RIXAN, HAl R K H a6 A B AR NZE— R T I8 2% (Bauernfeind et al.,
2013; Rilling et al., 2012). HMEKH A (superior longitudinal fascicle) Fl15 R
(arcuate fascicle) ZHJ, IS F 54 4E 0 (white matter fiber bundles)iZ& % 518 & G2 /1% V)
FHICH) BA44 [X . JE 30 LBl A A [ S5 X, A T e figg [X 5 R AE — A R “ B0 5 M
#%” (fronto-temporal language network, Chen et al., 2019; Lopez-Barroso et al., 2013). & fE(»
BT, NSNS A I B 9 OGO DRI, B SRR S S s %
A 2B H R B #(Dubois et al., 2014), Flll, 7E Skeide AN (2016)%f 3 £ 10 & JL#E LK
FRNBEAT I SBeh, WHARE BOE TR R R AR A FTER), Bl @AM E A 518
AN AR RILAC. WIFUAIL, B MNERKR E B DS a0 5 2% ) IR A AE A 12 A hn T
WIS FEAHK . ten Cate Q017)ELRE TN 41 LA K H A R AR Sh W5 a6 Kk & R
PRI EfE e, RAC B 341 O B B i B A7 AE — AW gL, TIX 518768
FIREACIZ R — B0, WAt l, SRR ECE T ARRRN SR, el TS
BLRE. F3 M AR 7838 SHIE R, B B fa] S0 on A X Canit e A &) 78 N8 %) LI
CRE T, MIZLE X W 1E R N5 oA R A H 288 P A 1 SR #10n L i sh 2 Bl )
(Friederici, 2020; Perani et al., 2011).

B, BIRAS R T 2 8] B R 25 A R S Dl e AR A R SRS TR 0 LG &, (HBLA A
KLY : WHEHLHE, HARKH 550N Lae 15 N 3E0F 400 LRg 78] 2 30
eSS . Horp, ST AL R AL AR 5N ZE 5 HoAt R AC H sh 3L R A 1
Bl WX, TSR E A M AR PR AL Sk BN L R A A S
I X o X AFF A VBV BT AR VR s TR A SRR T SCREFEFF N L RE /0 it 22
ARG,

MR E U, AR ARG, AR A A A B 0 R AE AT e 2 rh IR B BT
B BRIRUNLE, A A NBRREVELE S R an s B ST XS B 2 VR 2 T AN,
NETEVERE 7 HH I AR st S0 P 3 FR] 2 A0 i 5 1 KT SR PR Bk 17 M 0]
HE” 52BN RARL R . KRBT N PG A5 AT WL, 18 AR To v 3,
PEAREE RN AR R M IFARIR T AL, BT ERPRKEM . L g —4
BRI AR, ENRREE b, AREEHEE IR U AMA W REREAT T RS, R
B T RRAEMINTRE ), NSRBI T BARIEERE

X% i) PG I A 4 — R IR R X AR IR AR 7 SR A
NSHHFE R, 40T TR AT R Y, BEEE R RNEE R e AR S HA R K H



ENDIE ISR AL, SCE R NSRRI RRE TR A . AU, BEAR T 50 P 1)
TRENRRKHIIEE R, AN A R NEREV LI b BEAL B A AL
BE? H AT LRRMER 2 A i )

4 TERRIBAC IR AR

4.1 RVCRRHIR U

A PRl MEL (lexical constraint hypothesis) AN, AZRMAFFEENLEE R H BIE TR
HEGK, XTAEYRE, RTIHA KRG SRR S ARG, 2E— 8RR EE, B
AEEBERT — X RHRAETT N PEFIR S, — R0 X5 RS Bic iz 2 A4
YAERICIZ A BTG, —RAHE BRSNS M R s . Rk, A LR 4k 8 n iy 5
HE, BEEFSHGENMA T —MEN “25%” KiEE(Amold & Zuberbiihler, 2006;
Nowak et al., 2000). XAEIEHR T “fFRE” XHEEVHIRELTANK S S, BIZRIE A %
MY e R ML IE S o Laland  (2017)fE KRG HEH T —FhBARIMERE, RO AUl A
RETNKIES RAMAMUGEEZENLS]. Laland (2017)F5H, fEANFEHWEFES, BEHE R
B TE . KSR, 0T MR UL NI AR A& R B, 5 R A
RF ) H RO EE, MESEAN—MERZR TN, BRARE. A8 H AR
s, Bk, BREFZ T EIE X 0B, 2EONE S R AL G35
PIIEZS =i

MAENCIREE A LG, HARSh A s R REVERE ), —RBUONEATH TS
BRR . AR RUUSAESHIE TR, Bl ERIE g id 5 B2 b T A2K,
BARKEENES, WA S A FER B ARTEE —FERERIR IR 5 RB R O
Bl TE NSRRI R, O FHR LSS AL SR EE T L T IE I SASHEFR, N KiE
B LN R HBERZRE, EXMIENT, EEA DRI AR EE [ A 1015 5 75
T HLARIA IO BT R

AT IR B, A HURE B R SRR R R IEM R, AR FUIE
S, AEARLEAISL /N IRV b, BB B S A G S R AR 5, X AT IR
TABATT H 5 A S AR 145 B 288 8N B — (Benitezburraco & Kempe, 2018). 1 A F22A/F 510
R, 5RO NAHEG, J8 2R N BRI RE /N, SRR G s B TR, T A 14
B2 A8 N—FERTE 2415 5 ML (Kochiyama et al., 2018). Aid, IXEe{E4EH szl DA &
RS R MRE: R AT RR(E BRI R 2 N RIEVE A R 1 45 R A R B b 3 A,
H NS A SRR SRS TE X — . 534k, E RN B R IE RRAEE—
AR EBIE, — B EREHE S E TR, RERGM AL HRE R T AR
B4R, AR T I — I R R R R AT R AR ALt R A R AR



4.2 BRI

HA AR UL (event perception hypothesis) F2 5 — Bl B (K1 kA e Y5 04T A RE 1 3
W, ZBBIAS, EERIE T AR B AR BT O BB RAE M 7 2, AN REEA
P AE I BORZ O TR AR T “UEXSWERL A4 7, FEBLEER BN BAT R SR 5 At s &
ATENEMD. Z3N#E RO WAMEE RAGAFMEUR, X LR s IEX R T A LA
JLE, WEE. FIE. =G, HSMERS. ik, iR ARHEARD RG S RIE
RGILFENEACKI =P, BRI NS AR A 5K 77 2 (Zuberbiihler, 2019). A
X—MEE, NFBHALLE AT AT RN WX — e 77 BRI 8] 2 5T 52 2% 15 5 AL
LA ]

AR T TSR, B, EAad 80 AEARJE I N T B A 1 B S S R
], REEJLEAERA AN AR RO, Mare HE B a)digd kg b B A e #iE
FEERMTE, MREERETRIANZOER (W EERE) SEAHARE S A2 AH
ff(Senghas et al., 2005). 34k, EFFEAPEY, ST MMEMBRFEREL FERIRK,
(HEA — S L [F B ACRRIE . TRul i 5E S Gt g, S4Bk 2345 DA i R
AR FE—MIES, FRITA ME S 2R ERE @, BEE—FES T
TR0 P B LA 5 (Chomsky, 1965, 2010; Hauser et al., 2002). M FLEERIE I £ % 1S,
X IEA T AZEN MR A1 07 g 3l i, A FE SRS 00— Bk et 7R
AR — .

FA AR UL I ) R, e T NSRS LA T HoAh 3P 00 77 SO SR kAT
OIERAE, (HIX—ARRE R ML B R, Fla, IR AR b O FAR A IEAT HE
T FEHE R A N AT A PR SR AR R 5 T ¥ B8 ) (Tomasello, 2018). WFFURIL, /bR
B KIEEAERS R R A —ERER OISR, SRR AR — R SR KA
14 EFE 25 FIAT 3)(Krupenye et al., 2016). fESEIH iR —RER HEE T 55— REBENE
SIS N B E IR, e H BATAN 2RI e ok, BB EITE X T — B
H 4730 4 2 EA1E B & Y)(Hare, 2001; Hare et al., 2006). b, 2 AJRIERENS L7
HARAMAI R G & (false  beliefs), EATREREHEN H A AMA S ILSEA MM E . 16
Krupenye %5 A(2016)H)s8ert, WHFLE A =R N CRIRSE . ZEEEAENE) EI3)
ARG A BHIEENE G TG B, J#01 B HLE 2 A BE T AR
—A, 25, BHEER LS, A RENESRPEHZE, 25 B ER TRk BFRAR
103 T RNIEE 10 305 A ) T HR A A T 1), AT TR B, B 70% 128 N2 i
A JFIHR I B, Wi, KRN B AR TRk 3OS AR A 15
AL, AR A SEhRBEA E . XU, RNRIERBE I F AR, AR HENAT
BN M REMTHEE R, X5 AR b —8M. WX —mBEH A, FFHRAER D
ARAMEBE W A 2 BN BA R RN —FER R AR 157



4.3 BRI

HIRYMEAE 5 (self-domestication hypothesis) A A, EERIBHLENRET B &I
TR AR R AT 2R REIIT, NFHELT T BRI, BT HdviE 5 BEnT e
WARTES 0 T, AR EefER B CRIHE gk, EAKHERIME S, 1EFW
BT S AT, BN — MBI S T B, X — 82 OB F AR 1 X
TR, S T E RS S E U H B(Thomas & Kirby, 2018).

W, T2 RIEAE R UL, AMATTHOTE 5 RIARE &/ E 24, (HARIRAT L
U L SIS v R 5T 2 1B (Code, 2005). Bergen (2016)WF 78 &, 5 H AR R KE S ML,
I A5 T8 5 BN AN B K B3R AZ  (basal ganglia). /X (thalamus) FiZ R 4;
(limbic ~ system) X832 H 54HHZICHsh % VISR IX, mHAR R K H 31 %
AL FR Y 95 J X BE N [X (Gruber & Grandjean, 2017), XifiBH, X HAWES 2464, WK
PEIE 5 M AR 2 B E N b st B By (R B L, R RO A R, JLEH
KNG 1A B )5 A i B Ad AN A R 5 ) S BUAE ] — I i (Progovac & Benitez-
Burraco, 2019), XN R AEFEIET X1 5 ol (RIE F R 7RI,

AN ERTE R W RS T Bl R TR, R — A e A —
MR AR, FIAngEE “turn-coat” CHAE) “killjoy” (3134, H3XL “HIL”,
Progovac fl Benitez-Burraco (2019)I\N, XFAX 7> FESEIER “shia+41d” RS
WAL TIEE M A QIS ERRAE, A e IEx B 7 R EEEE A, IARE & H e
SRR AR — SRR B — DR TR RIS R, T4l LB IERAE “Bhia+44 87 5k
HAEWEEAL FIZH R 7 HARE Z R RER e P, B A H A i g5 5 508
VRES KRB0, KRR ASIEVR B I S B R S R B VIC R

SR, PEBHIESE S e ) R BB MR Bah P B3 o T, i REERE § BB
ST RIS R, I ATEERE SR B S 8 MA K B L RZ R ) 22 5, H 2 R0IR
AAEMESE SCFFIX — /s BBAh, BRI 3 B amii 7 PR R S A A A s ]
(BB A AU B B2 % R T2 R 5 AL BT 2 ey H B0

S, NERR MR AR EER A E IR BENA F A g 1AL
ECR, AR =FMR LA LR I A R R . 7015 5 S F s, B ATie A — R
REWS 50 MR NISTERER R A R, i o) ) AR5 R AR Fu i — IR AR R . R,
WHARE P REA T Ed TEME —FRIOEM, Lhr bt —g2s—RERES VL.
il B N Jg D> AR B 1) S AR AU, @ 7 AR ) SR AR, ik
M SE 2 B FIRIE S AME BAL R GG VARG, R2R1E 5 o) UL AR AN 5 AN 18]
9% RBEATIEE AT, RN SR 8 R S A 1E [F BE BAE 19 S A5t T 2 REAL I N B EL3) X
45 7 N7 TR B A A e . AR AR R A BAER, A4 SR A
KRB T BUARITE T RE



5 Wid SR

NEHEAET5E T REME, R NGEETRERESE— /N A SRR S
KA. TRFEHIERAIIEAN f s, REA A EP L ERARAE i, AR TR Pt
AR . WAL IR T B 2, ASRMBACEE BT A5 %iE. WdiEs,
BATTCIZ G R FUIEAE IERIRCL AR AR, EF AN R ERAN TR
BRI AR, FBIAKBE 7S RIS . MR AKE TR ORI —, AEA
I T A OB SR U R AEEVR I T, XSO S B AR SRR B RIS AT AL
Yok 2 5 SORA I AR BE T JE 7R, ARSRHHF 78 6 Z0VEE TR LA LA H AR 577 1) o

5.1 REHAMRK B3 E5RILKZ RSN TR

AR LRI WG NRA B LR BERAEMIN LR ), EER— SRR, UF
ot R HZh W thAT ol RERE AR T R 2 R BRI . i, Jiang 5% A(2018)SEHIE
B, R A AL B R AR R B AR T . RS T — BRI IMIZRS, bR B
NS Ja s JUAN A i, o mT A2 XS R bk 25 445 ) DA S PR B3 4 4% HE I T LA Ao
BN ) R 1-3-5-4 I, BT DAL HY 4-5-3-1. 34k, ENTERT Lok 245 Rz
WEIARF TR A Z AR R F 59 . Ferrigno %5 A(2020) DMEVT . S LE ., £H
JIAE N Sy 3 25 e isCaEAT A ST A L, e I DY ZE A vl AR AR i 5 X R
Ha, ABATTRT CASCEDRE b 2 BRI DU S B IR E S FRESMIREATHRS, dnkg “ [, “ {7
DT LD 1Y NEHERIN AR, X R P ILE TR E RKHE)
YIAE 7 50N T RE 77 HAFAEBEAGESENE I 4518 . 88, BT BLE PN SEI0 W M s Wil
HeEiD, DIARRIE 5 25 2 W1 5T LAAN[R] S BAR AO02% ) kAT 96

J14h, Winkler 58 N (2018)LA 5 N 2Lt DAL S bt RN 115 3 51 S
AR CR—AMERSEEDNER 8, HoAAFREEESE -AER-80 37k
R IL, 2 BN VLEC ) O Z2 A B, e S B 2 R DL W (0 RS S, R
5 RIS LRITT 73 & PP 912 AT S iR E AR . X UEEE, BARJLEAE R
FREAETE F T ARBERAR KRR, EANER DN ERX /77 7. B, S22
TR E S, N AAARELZPREX —RE /IR RIE 5 2 ? AR, WR AR R K
Hanth A R RSN T RE ST, RMPLERI R IR G 7 iZRE N ENSSR A G HAIIE 7 X
XL R, T RE S N E A N SRR S R AL 2 AR I B RO

5.2 EHEERRAENS S EAAEE I TERERRR

TG, CABIERY, NBEEDRER LI EABUF SN TR Sy, 25 HARRBIX —
REATHIIN i FE B A SiEvAM E A b al 2 Gln, & RieE R b1 575 2R A R
FIBEATAL S, DIt ga N i TR s, KEMFUEM, & 500 TRk miL

Food> b



il SIEER AL AR ZBE R . U, Heard F1Lee (2020)HEAT HIFHZE iG] FE R BH,
HOAREE (thythm) 1 CS51EEIN THOE X BA EEME, ST E. fHihsshX
(supplementary motor area). Ji& il b [RIFI 555 . Loui 58 A (2009)%f 5475 &3 HRIRIE 78 K
B, SRR ZH S SBUEE X & R MBI . g, Cheung 55N (2018)1E4TH
LRGN, 6 = A 0 T 2 T B A AT [m] 50 2 oS . R, AR
FEAMAR &R X5 1 O30 B A B R 46 48 2 AR 3 rh By — e AR, (B0 T A L)
HAL AWML, X5HEENTIEAL T EEEST.

bR R Ak, BHEF AR KR RN T Varley 28 A (2005)0F 78 & B, PR K i g 42
TEVERE )2 BB AU R E IR B RGNS R, BURIE RO
KA A (left middle frontal gyrus) A1 RN 72 (inferior parietal cortex), XEE[x[X A7 T
1% 0B E M 4% 2 #M(Friedrich & Friederici, 2009; Jeon & Friederici, 2016). 4k, HHEEEMN
TR SR 58HE H AR R WIEANEY], 58 T2 KER T ARl (precentral
gyrus) AT 72 (temporo-parietal cortex) ) /f R (Jeon et al., 2019; Moeller et al.,
2015). IXEEWFFRY], STRAFIRE B RN X 5 3R A Is SR IX A — 3. B,
AR I TR B — G, EREIN TR TAE RS R IL s 2L, &2
JEREERIN TR IE A AL PRES 2 T2 ) R AR, SCRE U B N SR RN T BE A K 45 #y 4
Do T BRI BB ? XA JE T AT R B RO Y ) e

5.3 H—BHRWEEEE SO TR W 7 B i

XPEE s B AT SR BV TS SO T RA A sk, KER TR, 1Eh)
TH@LESY, wRASEEE, SBEOEMEES 45 X (BA45) 5 BA44 XIEN
IRV R, T A0 SRS P TE S BRil SR DiA], U R £530E BA44 X, A1k BA4S X &
BCFRR XS, 1T BA44 X SCRFIER VL4574 (Goucha & Friederici, 2015; Schell et al.,
2017; Zaccarella & Friederici, 2015a). 2RI, H BIKIAE W FE X A& BAFAEI S, T8 SO L
ZAMTERIEIN X AFESE R, 5140, Fedorenko &5 A(2020)f H 1 A [F 1 S5e i 240 4 1718 X
SiE I T e, HApreses 1 5525 3 pi s Mk 2MA T, ATRE A
FRIAPE TS X BEAEE E S A PR 7ESEE 2 iRk RIS, S I
BAR BRI “ANESURRIE AR B CAEAREE R A EEEANR R, F
A R ILAENE N T2 L v SO 58 2 25 S SR X o H At 70 A8 R I AH ) 45 3 (Pallier
et al, 2011; Rodd et al., 2015), X PLHH, TEEEM L HIE U THLHI T ReRAE A — AN BAALEIE
B, R ZHFHMCR W HATH R BRI RE IR, XA RS R AR R X
HA W RIEIIN TR 805y, B4 M R HEVE T RE I AL IR AT AR, i 0%
R RTE WA L . R, AR RS RX — @, PG EA R ES
BT R HE SO TS BRI TR



5.4 SEAPEFARRMEE S

AL AR SEUERT T 3 DT AR I SO R AR E R T v T, B 7 TR A A
KR, XSRS E AR A &, R R 5 ARSI AT B RIS B,
A RE A D BEAEBEA R AR HpR AT i AR ] P2 A Y NSRS — MO BILAE & 2R 2
FOXP2 FE[K], ERAETEE —MEFRN “KE FI” FIAREPAKIE . Ke KR =MNF 24
Z, o NTovk B EiE R A SR IE s, R & A s AR R, T LAt
ATBAFAE ) SR B AR RS, TV B3R 1A AN . Lai 58 A\(2001)%f 1% &8 f 35 AT 1 2RI
MATTR IR ) 7 S G OMNRAAAE — /N RAL i, BT B R IX AN B B AR RIIA 1 B[R] i 44
4 FOXP2 %:[K, 1EZKA FOXP2 L RAE, F8 Ke FKIGEHS /3 011 5 Bt I A REAR L K
Ho EEWFEAD, KEWASDVMNGIEHA FOXP2 £ H, (H A FOXP2 % 2% 5%
FPBIA R T HARBN ), EI%IE B ARS SRR RAT A2 PN RS IR AL K X3 (Enard, 2011).
Mo TR TR, X PG IERR AL s K R A MR AEAE + B = 4T, 1X181e S
BN B AR AR AR R S HE I N SR B4R il 5 R GEHIIN (A A1) & (French & Fisher,
2014), A ik NERBE&R) /2, Atkinson 55 A (2018)JF /& 1 58 V2 MY FE R4 L X 5 R L
FOXP2 J& KGR 22 5200 5 A FIRE /1, AN A3 FOXP2 ZEDE P AN RAS FFAJlRE, Ltk
R A RFEAREFA M2 B ER SR, Wi, £ AMrB FOXP2 B BA 21k .
RELFERIRT RS RIER > EOAHER 1, HERIR 7 i 7> 78 4% 0 78 5 HoA Eb
BT FCAHSE B ENIE, TR NSRS 5 RS AR M ik . BRI, RS0 T R RO 5T
BOR SR A &, WU R R ORI IR (e B 2R, rT Lo
TH 2B IR 1 22 70 B A B R O

A, AT A H R 78 A AR R A B S E R SEiint &, AHITERIT TR
W, —Lemk (g g, BRSNS KSZRALE] 5 NSRRI E IR 2 rAE AL b
(Jarvis, 2019), Xt 7 HHLRO# M (analogies) #UE, BIASEYIFAEFE R BEALE SR 2
AL T BRI BRI, V2 ANSRE S LR T AT REFE R R K B Zh W b R E %
iR F, ARSI RS iz KR L 7T, 0T 708 T B D Re Bk Ak 20 R B A
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Evolutionary Continuity and Origin Explanation of Syntax

YIN Rong, ZHAO lJia

(School of Teacher Education, Weifang University, Weifang 261061, China)

Abstract: Syntax is an important characteristic of human communication system that
distinguishes humans from other animals. Comparative behavioral studies have shown that other
primates besides humans can understand serial order rules; Comparative neurobiological studies
have shown that the neural mechanisms that support order processing come from brain regions

shared by humans and other primates. Therefore sequence learning ability on which syntax



depends have evolutionary continuity between humans and other primates. Lexical constraint
hypothesis, event perception hypothesis and self-domestication hypothesis explain the
evolutionary origin of human syntax from different perspectives. Future research should clarify
whether the neural mechanisms found in artificial grammar tasks are common processors for
hierarchical processing in all fields, and further explore the relationship between syntactic
processing and semantic processing.

Key words: syntax, sequence learning, artificial grammar, evolutionary continuity, comparative

studies



