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Abstract

Syntactic processing is the core of language, thus an important field in the study of psychologi-
cal linguistics. Based on numerous experiments and their results, researchers have proposed all
kinds of models and hypotheses about syntactic processing. Among them are shallow structure
hypothesis and good-enough approach developed by Ferreira and others. This essay is to, by com-
bing through the major theories on syntactic processing, give a detailed explanation on disambig-
uation, and to discuss how the models and hypotheses are supported, denied, or developed by re-
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cent experiments. Finally, this essay offers a conclusion and a prospect of the future research in
this field.
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1. 518

BERARLROTFE, MIEEERE0IES R, BEM. WER. W, HIEEAFRZERME
AT, DRSS B e At S H A . BEXA) 70 TR AT RS T BT NI A R AE =
SRR HEEHLE] . COENE F M E T E . A SIS, TR R A RO . T
XFA) I TALH SN, BFFRE R T &R B . RS AR A R (Shallow Structure
Hypothesis, SSH). “/24%4F” ¥if(Good-enough Approach), DK —%& WA 45K, dngEE Mz f)
(Garden-path Sentences)FH3H 78 37 7] b5 1K 7731 ¢ (Filler-gap Dependencies) & H it B7 () 5 U Al . SCE 8 T
DA b3 ) 3 B DASON aE ) T BRI, FERER 1R R AR AR I A S ST AR TH Y
B, mJEH RS IR E AR K E .

2. ZRAVEMINEERR
2.1. REMRK

Clahsen & Felser I\ A0y HE 5 AU 1) %38 L& F B BHE & 1A T Il TR A K& MR, H
ARG, 0 A5 ST I TG T KD, AT i M AE I TEMIE A% %], Clahsen &
Felser 5T K& MJSLUERR 7T, 7E 2006 A4 TR BL[L]. ZBUiN N, —iEaEINn TS BHEANE
TAHAR ERX . BREFRENS @A E B RE M A5 7R R AVERAE, T 1B H A AER
TERE AR R A F450, S RRgn™y, RS RREEMANERIEE B 5w 48, BARME 1H% 2]
B AEACEIIR R, (AR AR R W A8 — BEF AR B REE I TR, B R BRI R s
RANFEA TR RKAAIM RS, TR B PE 26, #2a 2 BHEIN TR, FiS seE
WEMN, B FREEIELRAT S PG RRE S A GBS S MG (2] T BEE# 7T UG 2t 52
BB RS ERAANEE B IHE B RAA) SO, TR A S S 3 AR 0 T SR IR AR
AR R, WENE . B OEBE R, MK AE G R . B S A R TR
SR, TR I I T ) A R R 0 SRR IR N )T

RESHBR N BRI LS BHEAREIN CA AR BRI A, ZiE & WAL AR AE R i A
MR T2k, SRR, Tk S RREE I AVERIEA R e A —5, R i R T A AT,
TR EMAEANEE R, WiEALRAE XLR, A il B RREE (0@ A)VEE Bl BRI A & .
TR ) FH A AR T I SR, Ty B TRk 4 R N TSR B SR A N A .

VB 5 A SCRAE RN A)E R AE 20 79 36k SRR M AR IR P R K AR RS, BT 3 B S A
HLHRY, JEE EERFANA R E15 S E AT IR, PORER Rgum i AP 5E R
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IMTAES . W T i oIF M S, AT @ 15 SRR B 1 kb 78 A% AR [3].

RGBS MR, 822 S1# N T A B & shik(Automaticity). i@id ERP SoRWF 5 —iE AL T,
G5 SR R o B BRI A TR 5 R A T A 67 % (Left Anterior Negativity), T e Hil & £ 5% 1) HH
DL R AV B BN e B2 S R RHE AT Re 2 S A A TN T 3B 1720, H TS T X J7 T 1)
WA NG —M4E1e, ALt R R ERE I BRI T, 1A St 50 45 SR SRR O BREE BB 3 T
AR A E F I T B S R SIEN .. IEWRTHIHER K, i3 WA IR 8 A
RN, Al A6 B A AL AN TARMEIS BEBRHE K. X — B 5 HE G S % IR
PR A, JE 38 WO 8 2 2 B A R0 4 2 m] LUA B RHE K .

L2 AL T n] REAFAE P25 AT I %, BRI 58 4 LRI BRI v 2 n TRl % . /& KSRV R 4L,
M G E AR EERNL - 8 XRNE F &5 B T2 S RUE L2 A3k A saa)yd, SO iR 38 4745 ¥ (Local
Dependencies), A& Z4A)ik, NIUEK R B 4K 47 (Long-distance Dependencies). i T faj L a) ik (4] 1,
L2 % 2] 35 i LR Id I 58 4 n L Afd s, AR T2 2 GvE ) R Re 58 2t R R JE i L id ek, B2
RFEI L2 22 F R k. WRESMBUIIN Y, BRI L2 22 5) R RRE & )30 T 22 ) 3 BARBILLE
KB RAF 5 1 R) 7 b [4].

22. “RELHEF” Eip

Ferreira S8R/ 7 7E 2002 R4 HH T “ RUSHF” B, A AT T A0 A B AR AT 2 4 8 A HAN v
B, XOGR RB L IR o AGEEIRIAN, A7 I AL ERE T 5 A & AR B A NS I
HIEHEN) . AT RS EN D BAERD0TE R SR, R T iR e el N R R Bl A
fINT, Ferreira A INATEIN T— M), 220 HEV R UR 0 PR

fbdg s, R BB B IRIOBLAR T AT A AL, ARG A 4K 2 4
WEIE, #RAEADNT 2 LI SE B, AR RIS B LT RiE ML 8L, IR SEIR A4 Rt
2 R T ST ) 7 BB R 5o X EE T RS b iR F A, XORed T R . AATTFE B SR TR
BB, ARES YT 2SS BLSE MR P, R SR E . TS ARSI E . Al
RISEI R B, W R R AE SO0 S vh BUAR TS B SR T, AT A0 L 58 B 2 th AR XA ) BT 5 27
FPTHARRIRERE, TAE B ARITE ST, XA “ R4 KN T SRms e X2 B [5].

23. BG5BT EN

LAY 5y 51 R B R 25 LU LR AER/IMER), #ishh), HEFRINBRAKAE . PHs i
FHIZ LA R) T 25 RV E NP RER BETT SR8, R FUIE & 14 F 3 18 UG R IR B

AP TR 7 v il AR e R A BN R A I TR T . AR/ INME TR — AR IaERIAN, B
“lead someone up the garden path” , ZE ARFEMIREN, X EER/NMEAIFIRE. fLiE/NMEAHER
FRER, BEpORUL, BIRBA B, BIEFMERABEN TR, EESFRNZEA)FIRRES M, Mt a)
PRI R, M T, G HNIIE XERMANELRR, 185 /K% 5SS 58 H# U 6
IR s SC, - a3 A AR R ) S

“ After Mary dressed the baby laughed.” & — A SURFE T /NMEF), ANATTEFRRRRE, 227E “laughed”
Qb5 B FF TSNS R B R, LA W] RE E S AU LIRS A TR AR I B . ARSI PR, S e TR
“the baby” B NE B EE, MARIFFIA P EE, S “laughed” 5t/ RElE A BTt TH M X
MAE

B S AE B I 7T 2488 LR TR
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(1) The man was bitten by the dog.

(2) The dog was bitten by the man.

Horr ()M ) A S #H &tk as M AR R B 6] 1, AERETMIRUIIAESE T, i85 ) & REAEIX Fh ] B
AT EIB B REEE KT . (HERI0 BIRANVE & BREFIE IS B2 ), 0 (2) I BR AR A B 40 B AR
T(1), AVEMTA) I, X TR SRTREE N 7 ARA ) SR AT, A AT SE A e 5 FH 2 T3]
A2 AR TN T3k

WA RRARAF IR IR, AP )7, A7 e AR — E M aER, AR 1 f)7
I EALE o BERE BN S RO R 7815 (Filler), F247)5 B R BN B AR 2 A(Gap) - 19141, “Who did John
tell Mary left the country” , who NI 7E1E, left J& TH 1L

BN FERRRER REAE DA BEFOS EHAIE, W AR E ARIXRE. XEERFBE, L2 2]
FN A ER B AE A K R I ) I AT ERE AR KM 20, KRERAHKCHH RS RWEAN T Felser &
Clahsen SCH7IK JZ 45 Fa it (1 25 i o

Clahsen & Felser \Jfy, —iE% ) FH & KR =52 f5, )8R a)i i n Loy 0nT B 16
W, BRNENINT . 85 ) RN T 2R )70 G 4 HE 70 T ) B A A7 B DU SR B 5 R 2 A ] 1Y)
7R, X BRI AR REE 35 LA 2 5T B 1 B2 5 IR TE B AL RY 7 (Subcategorization) <[] (AR A7 9% ZR B
FEMEH TANEEMRR, N G ) #H E BRI ARG MR E B HAE E

KT TAB A ST I AR L 32 428 F5 (Controlled Processes), R AN & i3k — 5 ik i 52 423 A
AR T RHE AN T, MBS E BB MEEARLE T, EHEEEESRHER
ZR BT iEEIEFAE T SREEEAFENE R BHEIN L ERBAESMER, T iEE > M
TR AR SR B S AR RNV SORITE FAE 2.

3. SLINHR

Clahsen & Felser F T30 1iE i 45 MR i 1) 5556 2 SR AE T IR AR AR B AR A7, AnARp ik B Il ) F1OG 28 AN
FAESPEALE 2017 4E [ — RS SCE R KT 1% 5T in) 8 0005 R Ya I, Al SRE 2 BT AR AN 2 (T R B g5 44
(Gapless Structure) A F, FR7THBE IR E LM U IVE VS [6]. %5250 152300 44 AL pUGEKF
e v R SEAE BEE R 23 A POERRE#, SEI0 R, PR ECR A 7R T AR AnR . | R R RN TR
W&o SEIERREF N AVEL RATE LR R BUR, R IR LA TN . XSRS R
SE TR S AR U HE T 1 R T, B A 50 3 TR I I T ) v R PR N T SR R I A N )
AT AR S SRR F R T R T AR AT

2 S8 R FH A R DB A AN 85 2B i i) 3 1) (Base-generated Topic Sentence, BGT), 7EAbHE
KEA)TFRE, ZEEF AT I LSRR RS G E TRl WA 7w 0 R) v S5 M BEE AT B
SEARAR, B4 B ) F R B S REEF A R AT L7, RS BREF AR %5058 1R
BRIET, S50 B2 E DUBAKCFE R m,  HATE ADGE A BEE (41 X AR V& I AR R], B DA SR
FMPOERETEAL, SO A ERRE NDOER B AR, B AR ERNA—E AL, —if
SIS AU B e —, B AR I E A I DI R R R IA B I RRE S I — 3, EAR LA
AW NI ZAEF D FH RS MR, HRARRUL, XU — MU, J58: AR FE TR
TRAE 52 2] 5 BRAETE 5 WL 2 A B RFEE 17KF . Stepanov S&HF AL I T 2 BUISLIOHE 7T,
T UL RS A AR B AP REVE S ST N LY BRI, A R S A A 2
SREEZ AL, RZAFBI7]. 650N S8 S 045 tH i 45 AL SRS G, EAMUS 201
M ERAR T A3 T AR S, BN IRISEB FU3G N TR B A B, B iR AR ) B AR FE A 5

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2022.1010294 2181 BURIE 2%


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2022.1010294

STk

BB L2 AR, AN AT DATE (&) 8] () AR AL B - (B RETE 3, X A A [ Ak AL B b [R) B ]
PLo iZSEiest R MERUIAETE, A8 S A AR AR ZOR RIS 5 38 7 BRE R i
AL T L2 R

ZSEIG 25 RS — RN BB 5 B 138 N SRR A 0 I X A i A s v, B 4iE
F& 4@ IR (Full Transfer/Full Access Model), X JUAMERIFNA, BlEE i) FHKERRT, —iE
INTENE 2 5 REEE FIRWHER, BHESAME, FAAE RSN TER ZiEnT, mEaieET A
0 R P AR oAU R A RIBILER T I FATL ) 2 B A 5 T A7 R (9 [8) e BRIERI 38 N T AN [ 2 b B iZ%
H S BHE RT3 . EIRAE MR UL IAESL T, RAE H BRE BT BN R AR vl L, R R AR
IR RN A G i A B 21 CA N T R e B4 35 I B RS, JHFRETEIE S M
PRIIR LE 250 F TR0 1, TR S R B U A 18 TA A A 2 o 3 AV RER 25 (1) )3 45 F R ARG 45 1 Xl

B S)E T OB MANEIN TR R SR AR IR, IR ) R H TR RN A R, R
I SRIG G5 AN R AR R, &R n TR T 152 1) AN ) S S0 A0 1 3P Bl R 6T« 2005 4F [ — IS 40 35 B,
Sof T BEE A A0 R B R A 1) 3R] 2 67 (Overt Wh-movement) F3E = 2, LA BRE G b B 145 ik St
R AL S S A T S, AR DR D A 4K B 2 R iR B 1) ) (Long-distance Wh-questions) i, K
FH PR A0 TSR K2 ARBA,  ELAR 5 REE S AN T SRmE A [

TEF S AN LI, Clahsen & Felser JCyETE & 44 A3 78 A1)+ L A8 H i H2 7R (Heuristics) F15
B, BREECSCRIN AR R, BHEE B ARG BT, TIX — R B0 L 52 24k
TARIRAZ RVCAE S B @EARIR TG . BInEii) . BAANE RS BRI R0

[FEf, DEFREZLRAESER, AMIEMN LA 7 i 2l e 84 % fE S, Ko e,
VB 5 i RS R R 2 is F B LR R . BAR RS I BB A T RE g iz L SR E 15 B
e RIS LR, RV 2R T E A AT A 8 R AR 2 0k 5 BRE AR T8 .

LI S5 R 5 2016 4 Pozzan & Trueswell [91FAH—50, (HIZSLI8y KT I E4ERE, B i 21
Y OK B T IR 2 RN [H (1945 5 - (Typologically Different Language Background), B[l H1:0iE J5 &
(Head-final) i) H 75 A1 A0 1 11 B (Head-first) 56, 32l i — U8 BEE N HIE I 9eiE 5 213, ik, —
BS TIEREEA X — R RN T EE.

XA AR ) AR RN LA A AR AEAE Bk A T A PR i 1 SRR, S kah MR ) Tl
WA, ZLIREREY, LREHES, - iB%HE, A 20 AE &5 B (Visually
Presented Context)> kN T i (A3 X, (ARG BRE BeAR R 18 F A R Ef AL BRE (5 5. SEierh 4t
IR R AN BT A8 S IEF AL g, (B85 TG 05 R, ZiB% ) EH RMER SR
AR AT EAR . B, TR E TR EEESE BB AR AR AELG N, A4S EE
SN E[10]

5 S R (Ambiguity Resolution) #1434 (Reanalysis) f2& 15 AT 7% b A 28 2 o) 3L, 4% 18 el /MR A Y
WHARI, AERBHEFIC R I, 1A F A THIR T TR B R e, R C2xt ) SGHAT
T IEBI ST, R I A) SCRR AR I 2 R BE o TR T B G AL ) I AR 7 THI R 520, 2020 4F Fujita
& Cunnings f— IS5 R G HUITF 7T T 3E 78 0 E] B 4K A7 (Filler-gap  Dependencies) (145 157 3 il 12 B AT 15
o

Fujita & Cunnings Bit T = /MBS LR SRIG K AN TELRIRIS, FRFT T 40 HE 70 T00 [0 B AR A7 30 % 1) 1 b
SRR, BATEIN A S AR A B A B G (0 ) i, BV R i P 0n A5 B A 1) A1) 7 40 A
J& s FIN T AT i A5 R B AR 2 B S R BR [11] o AR SR IR 4 R RFA) TN T AR ) “ R0 Bt 45
RRW, AERBHEFIC R RS F, 08 A R TR FR AR A7 I R A A B, #f i) T R B A
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IR AR SR ) SRR AR

Jacob & Felser [ —IisRia g FR B, AT TANREE I 0T Bh T BOOH AR AEFIE LR TR
FERUR, (H G ST R S AR AR [ . BB A G HEA) T ik R, #%Ha BT B SO
FRELR R ML T BIZIFIR L, Bl = A R 1 R CBRARAE AR R M DUG IR IR B, HEsgm TS Al
F 8 B e 2 i) SCER A, HOPZH 32T HR B 118 S B 2008 (Semanttic Persistence Effects), iX SRS BEE
MBI T ARG A [F Rl A s F Th g .

{RRRZh S50 i 45 R F R B, I E A A 5 2P T N i i 0 SO 20, T Jevdnd
FEFNCEIAG BT 0] SCER R VRIS SUE R T4 M S 28 T R K ) SCER AR, 3X 5 22 1T AR S S B 25 21
re—E12].

Felser & 7038 1) 5 — AN SRBG v, FRDE T A5 218 1E 8OO AR o] 52 21 BRE 152 o 523850 9 Y
A, Hrh =AW RHE ARG . BRERERRNE, B2 MEERNE S . %K B 7R
DA JUAN I, A8 R AR LR AT 55 TP o B T G AR S AR R R U, 2 KR B2
FIRHE RIS (R0 S 60 # S R R RN B0 R R IG5 )5, Rem g AT BB B AR —
BRI T, SRR ) SRR Z RTADCRT R RN, AT —EOR, A RES B A AL
HIFE T, AR AXANGERAE A8 I T A & ST RE RO .

WIGR, AERKEE—BRR, CAWEMENBUHMBL RIS, = AN SEIG AR LTS o el
HFFEBUR . Rz, BIRFSELRNAAAEH A —E BWE — g2 r B e 3, R, #5732
RE BN T —BOCREER, WAt —E#HaEREMAE T IEMRA L. Fik, Felser W 71EINA,

ST R BRI AR S B AEAE A I LR, ANE AR IR (B S5 M AE A AT (%) BEE TG To 6] B ) &5
¥, AT RE S A N T E B B R T AR S LIRS ANELR R, I B A—BOC R FIE S AL
K, MiE ARG HEEE . XS RRE X T BN TR R LU 7 & T i EE N . %
LG SE RS 2Z BT SR T G AR 2 AR AE T, PRIRSER B oR,  REMSLE AN TP 2 B R R — 3k
RAFE RN, MU SACE a5 214, 08 SRR i 5 2 #[13].

TER I AT B, B FeaE m Bl R B2 IR S K B9, B RE S AR I Ay i o A i
P IER HL5e B )R] S0, ARTTSRIR R B, MBI RHE & th S B AR T B S, thing g
feld/MER], DRSSt SR 2B SR I aEh A), (RS RSN T, EHERMZFH SIS L
BTG ORI, 52 R 5 ) SORE RS B S A 45 PRI B

CREELTT BRI 2 —RUE, B M Y N RS S AR 10 R N, AR TSk
RS ANBERA) U R 62 HE, MAESHEHE RS Bk, A RN G) 7 1) 56 4 IR HL20
WEEREM. CRWLH HIH TMREEREE AT, JEREEE LB, I E R
KA A ) A I TR S RS AR AR, X EME R ar” F 0 S BT R K
BT ZABEF AT L. Tan & Foltz 7E 2020 41— SCE R TIXAN R, AT sege g, 2k d
W RREH FIRRE R POE G5 2 &, @R EIR, (RN TIRBUCR, P22 038 I 1 5Re #8241
LA, HASH R A2 B T AT S5 R AN B ) R [14]

4. BEERE

AP T B A3 R E S —, RN TS R R T RE A Bh A RN T A A A
R, eSS IER .  H AT AN B AN TR A A R 2 T LR R AT, SF HN S 2
AIALO TR ST A LW HATE R, W E K20 20T DLEE N AR s 5 1 1B A)vk
I, NG ZAFERMEE S 78 9 R BRI 8, DEETRM M, JFERLK% %
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AN TN CAR A B A Y . H AR XS — e AR TR R ARE S B RS WA A T . B T
PR 5E (BRI RIR 734 32X K F CERAR A, 30N 5 2 A ] ERP B0, B REMSAT Rt B 15 A0k
INTHETT, N FLER AR FASHE A R G sl i, DB R it B B 1 AL P il dls
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