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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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W E4HPRIRRRIOEAANRENLY G —Filfe b, A5 ETHRRTFHESE,
MiFilde Rt FRLEOREZ—, BT F T ERNFE AL L R XFEANBRTEI RS
MPRLLEBEBTHALR  RBERGHZIRATERN BRI R Gt F TNk TR
ZEEI AR EZRRTRGATFIRA AL ERFHLIK, BB RRTARAH
AR Z oAt BA AR — TR R F I HE R RX AR,

KW 4R T B RS ER Y ER T

5% S:Bj42.5 SCHEFRIRAE A
1 5§

B 57 IR EA I AR R
IS S B % % (Language acquisition device, LAD)
B85 F . MG, Hauser 5 (2002) i — 25 4%
LAD #5404k, 2\ 2 LAD 5£ T | 238 IHHL ] (recur-
sion mechanism) , 3R IFE T > 15 T B i RAEHBEFT
W, AIE S MATIES IBPIEM. KW,
Saffran 25( 1996a,1996b ) [f] _F 3R WL A4 48 i Bk %, %
TS 4 5 e B LA A YL E I 3 MRS
H R 4 18 2 555 4 ( bidaku, golabu, padoti , tupi-
o) , & A MR FEMER", ANFERERR 1,
IR 0.33 3R H] R 0, 4551 R B AT et
BRI LA R B R
T AL A EL R 4R, E AR, LR
PR BRIIE TIE S WM AXES B NEZEIER,
BHIREDR THRITEIX S, St Bt
TRE T A MG T2 R RS AR 1 —FhiA
ML A (Kidd & Christiansen, 2018 ; Saffran et al. |
1996a) , #t T I, Chrisiansen #f Chater (2015 ) 3 —
HXTRRAE T LAD GEITPLH) 17 RR, &
LAD GEIHILH) FFAAAAE AW ABEN TIES
BIRSEHRKEER R A BRI FF e, B
Geiter 8 S . UK G] T R A BRI SR T )
HiETRIMXER. HET, HRCHFRITIEL T 5it5
A HEF AR K, ZHRERFEAR R
DER BB (R 51T 5F 2020; Weiss et al. ,
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2020) . FSL b, BEE SBRAFERE R, A0 E
PRGE S EE B 2%, 300 SR & BB KW
BN R T BB K. AR THIE
& UEE BEARES TEDREM TEE g
ZEEZWIE T, MR E R HE 5 F R
N, ETIEEIR G245 RS L EETR
BUREEE , BASME. B, #itgeit5d 5%
EINFIWRAR BN T & Z EWAEE/ER, /] LA
P NBUERR S B HE RN T G5 5185
[ R IIAR . XA RHE R AT R, B RTR
Hg it 5 EFE I MBGE A A X R R 2
FREGITEIRNAT O EFIRN,“ 5
NG ER M ZIE %" M BIE LR ®
REGETFEIRE S =AM EE . B, AR B
MBI NP R ESESERR, R
M R =AM EEXT A ORI R AT IR FPER , &5
T ARHE 22 5 DL R b B2 B 2248
RAEIFIFT R,
2 FitEIANANERESEENXER

Sy e by R RS e e W E TS e A
7 (statistical learning paradigm,SL) fl A\ T.IE S 1070
(artificial language paradigm, AL), SL JL= 70 N2
MG BN B . 22 T BBk g E R AL R 5
SARGITHNEE B, RS 7E M =K B B e i
TR E B, 3 R A R A R DO R A
HFRM, AL RIS R 2 > B BORIE B, 5

o FEHARRI IR TR — MBS, 55— DA S B A5 A B (Endress et al. ,2020) , F4EA AR A PR, AB4ERARAT (adjacent
dependency ) F14E &R A (non — adjacent dependency) , SRHAMCAETR AR PSR 2 A I i 3R, 140 “ AB” , T JE 4R EARAAE AR WA B 43 ¥ 19

& 5 — Ao R B, flan“ AXB”
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IR B IEAERE T A TIBES WA ST A4S
73 e VARV BT BR A, 1 SR BB e R R L R
5 SL SR, AL fE /R il B 8 2RI TE
PRI HEAT 2 3T, bl e B SR 28 T B B AT T 2
BIFF I R G 5% ) W BUF 51 B 0 7 2L 0 AH AF, A W
MV G272 R
2.1 %3 JiAsmbuh A 2 RE

Geitee I HLH anfare X oL A AR, e R &
I T NBBICIs B ZIonie AL . &¥1, & R
FIREAFERARGEIMTERRE R T2
Uk, SR R G2 F UL RITE & R A RS B
ZAE B IR i L (i 5%,2015) Mg i L
S (FEIl 54,2022 F 30, B8, BIR DY 58,2021),
I, B AR B A SR 124 5 AT BB LA SR — AL I SR B
AR R0, 32 HS e 112 2 DL 7T BE 2 2 o B
(Frost et al. ,2019;Hsu et al. ,2014) , {HEZE U5
HIHERE , A2 RIS [FEE 5= S B IR
R AT A, R WA [ 8 1 0 T3 XA R M4
12 3 WL (Frost et al. , 2015; Mitchel & Weiss,
2011 ;Siegelman & Frost,2015) , FER], #0185 3|
%€, 2 018 LA F it ( Siegelman, 2020) , £ITi8
NG F T AR LN, — LR T 5
BT, 97 5% 4 2 A7 B B A0 430) 2o 4B B A FE LB 5
R BOERIX FE R IE S KR ; 5 —E
I T s, AT 3 B 2 AL (] ndE
PN Z BRI ) , By i X 2 2 A i
W= F TR - 2 )2 ( Arciuli, 2017 ; Batterink et al. ,
2019 ; Conway, 2020 ; Siegelman & Frost,2015), AJ
W, 27018 F 2 Wi A RE FIA F L3 J2 R T4
AR Z TR
2.2 G FI HETHGLEK

BE S SR, A8 G S P
RPUET B EMN . I, Gt I g2
BH % 5 T A EZYLH (Christiansen, 2019 ) ,
R ERIE P (R ORHK , BF R AT A E R A R &
PR EREFEI TV FEAT RS E T, P A
FRIBL LG T3 fe T w] B A1/ B
151 & J& (Shafto et al. ,2012;van der Kleij et al. ,
2019) » AMEZEFHISR K G2+ > G 7 Al Hi £
B R, H A n T (Kidd & Arciuli, 2016) |
LA ( Shafto et al. ,2012) FAE 32 HE 5128 ( Arciu-
1i,2018;Qi et al. ,2019) , XI5 T BAGFEF KM BE
R EIET A RSN MEER T2~ T 687
A B% ( Gabay et al. ,2015; Mainela — Arnold
& Evans,2014 ; Saffran,2018) , EEF IR A AR

BEE TR T BT, RESI =R, he
PRANE SR R W R FE , BRAR 5 P R M A |
FEEYE &% F MR 85 5 /K F (Eghbalzad et al. ,
2021) . EMER A RIZE, R RALE T2
2 FE T I TR 2L A BIEE 22 5 5 ( Christians-
en et al. ,2012) , M 4h, Daltrozzo 28 (2017) XI5
GeitaEJ AR ERP B4 W] BUIU - MATE B AR 55
MENCAES R RA . AT ARt &R At
FMEERY —BOEHG #5155 HER EHN
KK,
3 GtEIgARERNEEIRR
Griter 2 BB A AT BRI 2 S KB (Qi et
al. ,2019;Shafto et al. ,2012) , 84, G itFEHEE S
AR —iE2e D R AR R AL TIRR
BB
B PR HEAT PR I A Frost 55 (2013) , fHi4]
FH SLYERE LS iTF 681 5 1B TR 2 H
ISRIR , G5 R Z AR G2+ > Be ST E , 1B
T2 R , TGt 2E S BB AT AT
Fi2EJ K I, Brooks &5 (2017) NG 1T 5
TR = ) M) B SRR, S5 R A R LS
T2 B8 1 AT AU i ik S5 ¢ S R . It
Ah BB LS i 2E > AU FBE ) (Bl an T
YEICAZ ) % 1B 1R A 454 5= ) B TR L., 45 3R &
HRA G2 5 ) LA & ik Sl > R
I ( Medonough & Trofimovich,2016) ., & 7T E k4T
B AR I M SR PR AR AL T R IR
Yu £5(2019) % ] SL Y 240 it 2  ge I 7E
BIRFIENFEF A ERRRAFMER, 4
RRIGETT 5 > A R X (AEMIBT =) B 80E 72
BER] DA R 18 N FFE B kR A .
LIRS R BLGE T 5 2) BE ) BB T B
T BE (127 ST R, B4 A1 4 PH 2R 35 i 3 e F5 00
BRL? Granena(2013) M 35 > 13418 M 52X R
M BIAXUE B G D B 5 ZiER R F T B
RER, 85 5 AUR PR W BUE F M Ge it 22 X BB J1 7] LA
PN BTG R S R, TR 8 ZE A
WIS, Gt i 13 BBk AR A T
BEER D, ZMMRERWENRSE, IEIBERS
BN GE T2 B 13t B2 ) R TR o
4 GitEINIEGEFREZEEIRA
BEAGE I Y A MIE S IR, B4R
it IR RSB T FINERR? I THNT
I JB] B, Smith 55 (2015 ) X 2R 5 AE 4 S e 2y 25 1
KIWETRETE WG 27 %, 85 R K Rz
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GRS T MEMGETH 2 T BE S, B 4— T T &
MEHETEFIRAIRE S, SR EM, it R
AT, BRGEi 5 o) B8 0 ATl A I ZR 13 2 3R
w TR A E 5. A, g TR
BEESE)T HETARA BRIEIE T 2] 0L R, LA
WHRZ AN LIBE AT SIS iR 7
AR . BT RO ATIE S HAHETIRE
FAGRE, AR AN TIES M IEM LK
HAHLHIAH IR B E S (Qi & Legault,2020) ,
1A SCHE T A TR S AR ISR I e g 4 T Ul 4k
Xt il BN . AHRBEIEZ TR HLGET
FAYNGR R TR F RNG = =0 RIT
Hito

HEGE T2 T INGRXT k2% > A2 BERU
Onnis 55 (2015) R A SL i, bl i A T30
EET, EE T A DI RAR MR, o — ek
R IR T 5 — PR 2R, by U R Bt
AT 7 G o ) AR g R R R, AT AR
EE AL A4 SR R BLPGA M R T & BL
WA e FEBE AR R TR TP A AR, R W
Geitef o BE Tl Y AR AR T, i R GE it
o BE MR TR TR —IE Il RIS RE S

M RPN "B e B . BRARGETT
) BA T, AR 2 3 Ge it~ H S IR X (4] A
BRX) ST RBT BRI G4~ BE
et “ iR J7 8 T F T H R, Udden %5 A
(2008) 2R A AL J85X, SE X gk B 22 Ml A 3% R X
(BA44/BA45) 527 TMS JI3#, 85 2R gad== I A
TiEEIFSERIRIE AWML S, SR R REZ THE
R BAATE R L PN 5 P R R i,
PRAE SR, 2 WA 38 KB A TMS J0380mT 325
Geit oI ne s, MR IR . XS
KU T ABEMATTEIE AL, 208 T ARIEF LS
Aoy R B D T B AR QR EARAT M, IR 4 % A R X
3 2 RO 75 X B AR SR AR MU 2 o] [R)AE ™
HfRHEAEHINE? DI, Udden 25 (2017 ) 7E 4145~
FEBIRARAT N TIE T IBEAET, X g i 7 i+
DX SKHE TMS 50038k, 2528 A B2 DX 3 By o 22 SR B )
AR REAR GB EMAT TR ¥R LI 1 > 45, 2 — 2B B X
A iR XE P 2RI AT Rt iR o (HHE AT
X T5 TS AUR IR T R X, % Hoft 5 4832
AR X BRI R Z . ATER I TS
AT Bz J2 0t 25 80 1K TS T 8 RE AL I A~
Xt A58 B S AL )42 ( Ambrus et al. ,2020) ,
RUIGR T A0 %R X, X5 5 SR8 - B =0 e 4

R B] AR R e T2 > BB 7, Tz 58 9F R R
XAHBOT BRI B S KRR B T ik
R LASD % HoAth 5 G5 115 20 A0 OC B i DX () o
AMUTT B B2 )2 ) e I 2 0 ) AR i 0B
23,

BRI k2 MR . & RMIES
RO, B AR GRAT AR — B L R#HE
T, Shook 4 (2013 ) K H SL AR T & K
GRS SIS B LS —iEF ]
& RO RS SRR 2 > B TR
B ATIES , M L E WA B B 5e A T
BRABEHABES, R KR IE R ERHERM
GitF e e, A TIE S ¥ WL, 20\ E
SRINGr g/ git2= I ey, MRk —iF2=>
5 WERRWBETREARITEIES

WIEETRRGEF B RAMMES , XE—E
FREE LR BUEF BIA SIS BE, 40 Ellen Bialys-
tok [ R IR LI, BUE &5 o] fE SF AT I8 T
YEIEAZ A 15\ HI 2 B ( Barac et al. ,2016; Bi-
alystok ,2015 ;Sorge et al. ,2017) , FESR Gt 1E
AT e, B E A, BUE £ 1P R &
RGBT, I I R RINVWFR , SR AR
MBS AFHE I EE SR A — , 7 i BE R TE IR B SR
FIIEDE o

Yim 7 Rudoy(2013) AN XUE LH Al B h R
At R, B UEE Wsit = I RIS T
HIREMGEITF TR, TERRA SL K
R ERRIAPHEPRNEITTF I RAF TR EHE
5, A IUE S ST 24 S B IFA LR IEE
A, Bf)S,Bulgarelli 5 (2019)1A>% Yim # Ru-
doy (2013 ) M HF 5 AL LE B I T3t — P LI, 3xX 5
SUEAAM TR ARSI BEERRKER. ik, Bul-
garelli % (2019) #— 20 R A SL {E XIR R IUEH E
ZEAN ARG T2 R, R T ZBLMIEE
BB EAER TR g

SR, 73— R AVBF I A5 B 45 SR AN AR A AH o
Antovich 1 Graf Estes(2018) 3% SL {ERiE &R B4
MR 25 AR R 2 L3 B AN B 18, 8551k
PRI WE & 50 v] DL = R I G T BE T
Kuo FI Anderson (2012 ) % ] SL B FHENE LI
BER R LEES E M AN M TG, SR AR TT
JLEE ZiF K QT , SUEROAEY b BB B T 4T
RIEE P E AN, R G 2 TR L
BRLETETE ), I HAR 2 B KSE R, Wa BT
FRA SLIEAZRIEL R ETRERAMNSEIT
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RS R EI, VIEAEE W URRRAMIES
Gt e 01 (A BRIR = HAR AR B M Gt 112 > Rg
73, B v BB Gi it 5~ BB JJ ( Bartolotti et al. |
2011 ;Potter et al. ,2017) . DA EWFEEM, gk
YL, LEBR A, S UEL RS REIE S St
¥JRET1. AT, B REE T RN ST
£ BRI R DT, ST A 55 ToIE B 2R ) DUE
5, HIAFR AR W2 B EEE, ik, #ayE iR
TEZER AN PG T Geit5 > T RSGE LR
W (Wang & Saffran,2014 ;de Bree et al. ,2017) ,
4, Wang il Saffran (2014 ) R H SL fu % £ 0UE £
WA EEMATHEFRIET WS I KA, A TE
WE S SEWEIN, F W RMAE AN, 2R L
I, BGEELEM TATERET G0 & 4 050 B
LB E A LS. TEFRET ARG S HITIL
W, EREELZAICERE T URFT ARIEEMH
MBS > FI ( Orena & Polka,2019)

ERKEZMFR RN EEINE ST RIS
RGBSR, (HA BN S B R AR T8
2 AR AR GT TC ik 2 B FP PR 3SR R4
T IR BX MR ? X G R R
BERAGTIRE,
6 FHIHFEISWEANLENEESREKRE

ZE LR, AT T St =R 5 E S R
KR, N “Git# 2 e ] BN Z 15
RIS GEI NG EIRE IBE " AR W
BEARBERRBERITFAIRT = 4RE, F/iTT
Gt SREAMRBIH R R, ZEB R R UGt
2¢ 3 BT X iR aE S AN R 4 BE B BB , B2
YNGR —iF2= > R R DA R Se it > i AL
EHERL, AL, REEH —ERUR, B2
WFoE LR L NG T2 > DL LTI /) B A T 48T,
ETGt2A IV Z 0B ENFR SR K. o0
& EZ N AFHE AR A E S S5 S Pl
iz mEtE. T, X T8 5SXEEAA
REMBFIE , A 028N AL L MA 2 e i 2
PR BRI AR ISR R
6.1 HAdHAEAEE T 5 SE A £ A 0
R

R Z I A, et 2= X Bl 52 B4 A FHE
HIPRT AR 28012 T 155 I H ARHIE LA X 1B 5
AFHEHS AT 58 2 5% W GE 1127 2 FOBUE WA H1 i) 9 5
R HEGI2EI R TM TE, KR FR G2
2 E55 B A RHIE AT &5 2 0 ELX B2 S RIH
BN , LA B Geit2¢: > B 77 ) 75 T B A 4 B iy —

IR, PIMAFEENRIT 4T RIRTS
Yo AN [ 2 T ) 3829 2 P A A Rl R, . FESE
T Be iRy, HET R g i3 I ghxt —
B IR MR 2 RENLIES AR A D
RHBEXEARES L TIESMARESE 2
MEZWNIFER, BRESAE B NERBHN,
RKRBFFRT T B RIE S HRRGE TN ik
MR HRNL . Befa , Z B R BB AR E R A5
52 ERRGR PR ERL , (BB ANF B AE R 1945
Fo X, Bulgarelli 5£(2019) AN Al BER K N A ]
ST R BIGETH 5 2 41 55 0 J8 PRI BE A R,
FEEERA— R R AL G2 I L5 AR
AEMABRSETEE, 3 — B RITEH A S R T e
RIGETT 2T o FIRGE LR
6.2 %itF I EMiBiAFk RGAKEFFR
WIEZI0IeW A, o it 2 T Pl i A s
R 3 22\ H R 43 ( Arciuli, 2017 ; Conway , 2020 ) ,,
SUEE X AT R ERERA RSN S#
I EIGENARIRZR B3 F ARG AN R B 05
HME G 6 g% 2 WA, e i)
YIGRXT — 35 3= AR LA R Geit5 5 i SUE L
PN, AT RER AR o PRI, ARSRATRF R
INHIRE R SN E R A ST TaWs , TESe T2 > T
BTN HAIZE FR BBFE rh BEOCTE B A LA ARSI T
25t WAk, B R G I BER 15
KM iEEY T EEETFIERSHNES
INFIAHSR IAT A MU (T 308, £3%, #
S %, 2021; DeLuca et al. ,2019; Li & Jeong,
2020) , ZEGLIT2E X 5RGE NN K R WK R
1, Granena(2013) & B —i5& 14 W LI 1T 4 it
PN IR ) RN . A4, X ZiF
A EWAEENMEZE R BUESR , Goit2E G
B IMIEHRNRERER? ZB¥IERA
7], Gt > i B BUR LR AR B E SR TE? X
B 2R A SR 5T BB AR [0 1 [ R
6.3 guit¥ 375 Nikikdek R ahih ZH R AR
HRX G M ENH S B TR,
SRIMTXSGE T 2 5 BUE N H B CBR B fh WL i T
LD . ARRAR AR BEAZ RS I ME
PLEI A —iFE 2Pl M A TEEZ L, N
LA B R G2 2] R L] 5 38 2% > I ]
FhHLEI P2 2K, BETT T —iF 2 I o g, Bk
L, 55—, R AT AW EPRL 7 M BE B RS T BE
I3 B 2RI TR , WA R Gt
M RESIRE 5 TIE Y 2 MK P AL A AL R,
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The Relationship between Statistical Learning and Bilingual Cognition

Chen Yao'*,Li Li?
(1. School of Foreign Studies,South China Normal University , Guangzhou 510631 ;
2. School of International Culture,The Key Laboratory of Chinese Learning and International Promotion,
South China Normal University , Guangzhou 510631)

Abstract . Statistical learning is a kind of cognitive mechanism with which humans extract the underlying rules from environmental in-
put. Its relationship with language has been testified by numerous studies. Bilingual cognition is one of the hot issues in the academic
field. So how about the relationship between statistical learning and bilingual cognition? The current paper first introduced the cognitive
mechanism of statistical learning and its relationship with language and then reviewed the relevant studies concerning the relationship
between statistical learning and bilingual cognition from the following three dimensions, whether statistical leaming ability can predict
second language performance ,whether statistical learning training can promote second language learning, and whether bilingualism can
improve statistical learning competence. At last,the current paper put forward future research trends from the perspectives of input fea-
tures ,individual differences,and neuroscience.

Key words: statistical learning; bilingual cognition ; bilingual advantage ;second language learning





