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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

s

i8R Sh TR IR PR S ORA Ak sE

Fadk FHX

(RPRITHE K240 E BB, K 300382)

B EBNEREATEHASAN S/ BALEENENRERIEGTA LR L ZHAETES,
ik ) FH RS E TR, AR ERREERESL I E R RANTR T, AT
RAEAEEG3 RS YILEAETRASERRBN ERIEE, 2 ERAHBEHFHPRE
PR B RF R R ERMGEALER, AR L LG RDRR T LY AT LRSS
B EE. ARAR: (1) ERRAREES T A BUAGRAILERBEHZLEIFE, £
KA ELACHREAERS A ZF>ERAVIAS>BHE>BU LA JLEFFAEFOR
BHEFREG, WP, RAFRILEREM G TRAFELD IAGRARAB LR, (2)ETRHER
EEP ILERREB TR AR RE IR FG TN, AP LA R EKT 2 F 40 47,
A KA B RG A ER, FEETERNFHE AN, 6, LEFELAR T AT

R ERREEHTRARBILL,

KW AAEL; TAFA; ERAE LA Fhil s

HE S HE S B842.5 NXERIRE A
1 5|§
1.1 TAAENAEIHR

Xof PRI SR o LSO 9 90T 5 S (1 2
RAEKHERIAR GRS, 2R FHAM R G H R )
TR, JLEXNYHEGRNRXRNANE R
TR TR T L EE ARG 5 S E
[z 5 1 ( Gibbs, 2005 ; Piaget, 2017) , 2T T A
AOTEFRIEPHEM, ZRARUDE, ZE
o —J7 T, MRYE Baker [WIC/EHR U, St
ZHM, TR0 N — R FEB oM &
AL R, BFR N B £ 44 (secondary roles)”,
S T EARDYEE A shia M Be o0, H HOE 5 Rk
FEAETE F P 2R K (Baker,1997,p.108) , fzil
B & RRFFE R, 3.5 2 BRIE M B HE S R
JLEFI AR [F]— - E 5 2 4R MR TR T
HARFITE, H HAR M9 XA & T T A (Unal et
al. ,2021) 43T T DASTE N EVER L K2 F > BAn
> TREMBOTRER IR . R0, EEAREESE
M T B & EBTCZE R MHEF AT AR A

Ti—JH, — RV LIEF R X TR MBI
HMPMRBEERAELESN, EFGEHH LR
HYRA B2 M B T E R MR T, a0, 7RIS 1R

NEHS 1003 - 5184 (2024 )04 - 0319 - 08

RFRIE S, SEMKER R4 25 ZIILE
FBENTIEF R PR E R R IFBA TR
( Grigoroglou & Papafragou,2019a) , 2R, 2433 R %
REAB LB R, JLETEE F #RME 5 2
ol F 44 Bg K T. B ( Grigoroglou & Papafragou,
2019b) , ik A 2B AEE A EX TREAFR
R, TR N —2ERY], TRR—R
Hm#E B2 51 ( Rissman , Putten, & Majid,2022)
Wi, A LELEF AN SAE SRR T
B O R TRFE R B

HAj 2% A, B8 T Grigoroglou #I Papafragou
(2016,2019b) i T L E 2 & SRR TR By #L A
P BT AR R S 14 00 i W58 SFE R0 Al AT T X 44 PO
R, BEEERGRTILEXT F R RFF R
i LA S H VLR PRR AR S E R M B R

YT I, BRFHE T B T BUF R BB T AL
17X 43, LA iE T B M B R R 2ot T B AR PUE-R
TCRHIANFIFNE 5 R T A8 A, BT
Baker(1997) il Jackendoff ( 1990) fif 12 i ¥ B8 7G 2
P AR I EIZLUT I (1) TEDUE FIRIE R Z
BEEREARRMTERT , IDGE RI4F" 817 5
WFETE(BTEER, 1995) , M 32 f A AE 1B & (pro

« BEWMBE R E AR AR E A B TRERSCRE WA E RIGEREPTR” (TIYY22 -009)

BEEE . =4 E - mail ; jinmeili2010@ 163. com,
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drop) IS , DUBR B WAI L 5IGHEAA LI E T
BE%7 (2) TRMBBNR TSP TRAGES
TR HHEF? BF0H N SSIE A BRI DUE R TT
B AR, H ABUE 978 B I 4 A A B S 1E
B AR, FIHE SR DOE B LE R R E S A
YRR Ao

1.2 AR T ALERUT LR

STHLA T B, (typical instruments) H5E ¥, 25
—BAEZESR, BT 4R =R AR
B2 KA BT, UM T B fs e &t R el
it B — e 2 TR BT DM TR
Bk, AR R BRI AT A R E s
S 5E (BRB kK, 1998, p. 55; 2241k, 2021,
p- 12) ; AiF SCHI 8 M B2, R4 (2003, p. 34) #3941
T LHESHRHE LG E, Hoh B i 5 1 2
RNV T B NIESCREA B, AR TRER + ¥k
PET [+ A28 ] S B A0E URRAE ( R 4801, 2003 5 4%
IRMN,2004)  AMELZIL, LA EBFFEXHLE T B g X
BRI B T BAE . I (2005 ) BT T
HI AT R X — M8 5 A BB 7 (seript theo-
1y) ( Schank & Abelson,2013) 0, HLHY T B 510 Wy
RLERRFRAESR N, — BB A AR R E
ERE A, WA B2 VLB T B, fFlan, “ %
TR ML (2004) By A& rh A AT B (H
ENRETUR”X—EES,“F 77 BRI
AT H, OH2APR BN, SYEADSR ) T A
HAEAE, ZILNA S Yy RHE Ry TH
(Stavans & Baillargeon,2018) , I, [EEE XX E
SCHR T BT JE R OCHE

HRT2F A BIF R OB T BT Wl ),
TEA GBS b BB 205 2 8 1R B B TR B 8 S T
MR E-EEE TEANE N TE VRN TAR
(Brown & Dell, 1987 ; Tockridge & Brennan, 2002;
Grigoroglou & Papafragou, 2019a), X 5 B B 3k
(1998) 2 M H T HEAFAHRE A — THEF
SR -ghiafg e, XM TR MR R TR, 6
SEMNIES A E LR, A B T B R R T
AR TR,

TR B A T RS 00T AR5 R
=F, HAR MBI EE & A : (1) THE A ) 3
FEEMG R WEAS R T TR, HigkE
A, PR LERA S W A RER, i HEE
BRIAFTMEK" . (2)FFTEAFREMNEE MG R Y

A B AR TRAE TR MU (AR R 1
BB TAGHEEB (I, “ AR LE", “4L”
AP B IR T HE ] DUAE DI E 18 5 R
TAME). 3)IFLRZAHIEIEF SR W
“HRMRIE L, RIRT A AR TRAETEW
JIER N P/ SR S W (ER R 75 b e ol o v
IEBRRRRAR . G — TR B AR AR, BT
FRAF=MELF I ERBTRE(AL D). TER
M — GO, PR RTINS TR B BB,
EN R AT R 4 N5 VAN = Vs
F1 EHRBTRESE

TRAiA FETHRA A
WHGE R RPRIAT MR ALY R E
IR FILE B BRARIT PIBk AR Rzt

HAREFIES P, LEX F R X RF WS
AL 2 B 85 3E 5 AH 8L B9 F71E ( Bunger et al.
2016) , IRBIBHRRY, BIEFENBHFFEHR
H T A LA 13 & B 2L (Trueswell & Papafragou,
2010) , R, MR AEE: (1) TR E WAL
o PUE LBV R A BT R RH T 5 4E
WEZITFA . (2) BT 35 Hh 28 4k 1 40 e
MAALUERNEPEWSERTR SN A kA,
EBRFRIWT I EA AR KRR HRM T b 4
SRR B B 4 ( Rensink et al. ,1997) , #F92 E Wit
JEME T H 52 R sl 2R A HE R 2, AR L
M, TER 5 RS P, Bl A ) TR R AR AT
HiMARMBTH,

2 MRAZE
2.1 ARRBK

BEFMR R, JLER T 3 Z o EH G
FHHAEE S € 1015 5 B 1412 3 3 /F (Papafra-
gou, Massey & Gleitman,2006) , {1k Ffik, 3 iE
YOEAAE FIB G R A [F 1B 50, Nt BOr- 3
I 3 B WPUE L EPGECRR I DUE = B 2R I
HRIEMUMEITTZS . IHh, B TE T F AR
W52 (Unal et al. ,2021) H1 JLERIKZ K 3 2 ILEM
5 2 )L, B AT A B RS LT 3 &
JLE,5 ¥ )LEER AR K18 5 FHA MR R,
FBIREE IR SR BHE LB HE T 17 HaR, LU
RILHE R RTHRA R

40 25 )LE SRR KRR 4 JLE 855 :20 44 3
AIL#H(M=3.6,SD=0.3, 5% 124, Z4E84),
2045 % JJLE(M=58,SD=0.2,8 . Hk% 10
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) o AN 20 £V I4EEE 23 R RE A
(SD=0.7,5 %% 10 1) o A& N IOERE
#, BLEYOR M N IGE £35S . N W BaES
FIRREIIIEH , BB B o
2.2 FIMH

SEH ARG 16 TKiE T Procreate fil £ H) ]
Fr MR E AR BB e T 240 8EE
SHEF B AL (event midpoint ) , &35k B 4
— i (BRI A ) SR TR (s AT i
TEfh) #5323 (ZFEAT R M E AR B 3h 3] H s
Gz gh Bl f-E) Bl LA 1as R4E
BTt 25 5 ) B 2 2 (N A AL At 2 (R i 13 SO
&(Dowty, 1991) , LB A M it 43~ B i 2 30
FHG RPN ETE, ZHEULTE B
T AT SR

Bla FEEE:—N BN uuRlEF] s

BB gu B A BH] gg

8 MSLH AR A R TR, 53 8 M EHIAE
BTHRGHRFK2.£3) . HRH R THM
ST B 2 il ) — gk Hl . okt
11 BN R 23 259 A LE, T
RS %o LT YU R AU, R0
[0 F A 16 G b BT R I TR ), “ AT
2R BRI E?” o BN IR TS T R
AT T BAE R G A ATARE . B LT 16
AN RABGRTE 88% B Il 2 Hr i ] T 5286
PERE LA T H,93% M LE SR [EE R X T X
PR RS T R, X TAREM TR KHIE , BT

i
els

E1b RIEE la REIEHMOEELERE
FEURATERETRARHITH TR, flin, “4T
RRK AR AR SR T B AL, I A
GMYRRTEE B & B, 5 TR R R 5
HA BB

®2 ERAYNTENHEEHEG
(6 -8 ARTFEHENMES)

(EE BkFE4
& 1L ESHFACAERT LY.
ARk 2 FEE LRSS R A EE,
B 3 HRASTIERREEL,
RAHER 4 LRAKXMBAE2KHER,
TR 5. MERIE 3 53 F N ERAHE R ERIT 1 M
MR 6 B BHE A AR A b,
WY 7. 5 AW EE K SRR .
F 8 HE R TIER R A
®3 FEAEAMNTHEHMEEEHELSE
(6 -8 AAFEUERES)
(EE BkFE4
BHEAE 1 TARBAE LS R,
WHHBNK 2. BWELAF R R R ARk
]4TF 3. TAHMFEARK RETETF,
BAR 4 ERRIILEREEKRZERE F/FIE,
ITR/ARR 5. 830 5 FIRBAER/RRIRITHIRE
Tk 6 GEEsiRERFEARLEARITI BiREk,
B 7. RBTANRRIEETEYE m R TH,
BE 8. E T HAMAIEDK,
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2.3 SRR

SLE L E - prime 2. 0( Schneider, Eschman , &
Zuccolotto, 2002 ) ff & @15 #H17, 2R T . B
POREMALZHNHEES 5T, LRAFEH
5 BACE ARSI R R 5. JLEHRE
B WAMES B OR35AL, BRI 75 B e 58 il
BAEMAES  BRTE F P B SN AE S 4R
PR AR R T A R RS . Bk
SLESFE U 4% B Rensink, O’ regan ] Clark (1997 )
5 Unal %:(2021) .,

HHE Rensink, 0’ regan Fll Clark (1997) P4 K Si-
mons 1 Ambinder( 2005 ) Xt FHF5E 5 vE M HIE , 7E4L
WEES ™ WEE N TRERIETERE
AR | R, X T R R LEZE AR
TR AW IR B 8 A b HAth AR AL BE S 5 gk ok . e
W, AR E AR5 BB A I e ST R A S, 3R R
Wiz )2 1 o B B 9 B BE . A (Hafri,
Papafragou, & Trueswell, 2013 ) FlI JL % ( Papafragou,
Massey, & Gleitman 2006 ) 72 i#47 & b 551 2
TEK TR E B, B, HF 508 A I
RS X LT B IER I O e BRI )
BRHEmSIES .

2.3.1 BABEWLES

BRI E #R S Ah T T MRS, AR
AP A B B0, BT U
A S A AR AR B ER SE B (ILE 1) o X
THRME R RAS, B SE R 4 ¥
Bho Woh, 3T a3, 4 D F4 R
WA PO AS R BOROE , BLR—F 4 A2 %
B B, X F B 1 PR s E s,
B gl LR B H P R B O A
Fro WM 4 HZTARL, FA 4 16 5KED)
Hzsh IR GEFAZE R EHE A
HARZE g B f 4 4 3K, #0280 T BRI A T 2 AR g
KEE 2K, BKBIE kG A RKBEZ)
A,y ik AL E O T, FA R
SHTERE P AL E S R AR

JLEHHA BN /- B B DO STkl b .
LT b, IR 2 LR G 1 240 ms, IR (0 5L
80 ms,AF B H /4 240 ms, JK 6, A 1H 80 ms, X
640 msTERF (R IR F M (A) - KERTH - 3%
fR(A”) - IR ) F522 20 s, WLIE 2, SE5e itk

VABEHUIUY 23 B g0k, gk g Mk iR
B AN B SR AR, WEREERYT
YR . N PRIESE R BB S, BARE BT
BRI LS MY R, A R EA“E R T &
67 . EHBIAREETE 20 s N B R, “wFE 3]+
R i BITE R L, SR E T T SR BIT G —4
B A 1E55 o

FAEHA

2 TUHERESRER

2.3.2 EF#RES

SEEA R 10 KB E S FE A E A
(RE2.K3), R EESHMNKERRE LE
H—RFEF EE R IR R R E S
BRIT ik« B b R A T A 277 , Bk B R
RS RHT B R 2T BTE R Lo — Bplialss vt
—IRE R, KR E R TR T kB A
SLHA LA BEHUI e 2 B AL K
2.4 HmA

X B Rl 3R EAT e SR, BIFFE B A Rk
PR T, R BN B A FENE
X R TC A E IR, T B4R B R i A B R
YRR oo BlEm, X T EE LR ERE i
AAGEBLIFAR” , Rl R A SR R B IR AR ]
AREA 4R R 2 F F B A, B L iR A R A B
PR Z R R R WA T HAE T A . R 9%
AT RER BRI B R TE R BCHEBRTESD
3 #R

R &S (R Core Team,2022) 1, B4 6 A
{Imed | FEFALH 1 glmer () BRPCESL 1T X Ik
IR E RN # B ( generalized binomial linear mixed
effects modelling) , BEHLAIE B, H T 2 M
— A A SR, D a3 BT oo B AT 1B
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3.1 MAEBHA
3.1.1 BAHFWLS

AR [ 8 N L AE AR (3 .5 %) R
Hlsr (s ZHE B B T H JFiAI T R )
KMo KN B3 R T PR B LE
S LB BRRE R 2R, R AE B BIE R R
“ouEE (1 =1EHR,0 = 55iR) o SR Bn BAERE
B RN X (1) =13.468,p <0.001, 5k, FEHR
ﬁ‘[ﬁ]%ﬁ(mﬁ%,xz (4) =26.8446,p <0.001, 4
B AR R HAE AR B2 ,x* (4) =8.887,p =
0. 064 , & IR [ AF#4 BEDUE LB &35 14 oy 11 Jak
AR B A A F R K/NE E RA B
Fx'(1) =3.173,p =0. 075, HEBR T 036 L3 14 1%
A3 R/INK I IE B R RS

TEFE LD, 4RI B 18 8 B 6 & X b
( centered contrast) ( —0.5,0.5) , 4R Ex,5 2L
E(B=0.708,SE =0. 187,2=3.798,p <0. 001 ) X} &=
o AL BRAIER R B Em T 3 2 L,

XF 5 F G o0 A O 1 s &R AT T SE XT H
(planned contrast) , 5 B 7R : JLEXT 323 (1728 Ik
FMIEFRIZE T HIR (8 =0.938,8E =0.325,z =
2.885,p = 0.004) FI LK T A (8 = 2.527, SE =
0.347,2=7.286,p <0.001) ,{fH 5EZE (B =0.347,
SE =0.459,z =0.756 ,p =0. 450) Fifl: #58 T EL(8 =
0.574,SE=0.342,z=1.677,p =0.093) Z [Fl &5
Ko JLEXN BREMEMEI DR THE TH
(B=1.376,SE =0.330,z =4. 175,p <0.001) , H
I, TEAHNZETH , R B DUE A R EER 5 R1EE0TR
Tr BRI A X R 48 1 ( Jackendoff, 1990 ; Baker,
1997) . &/a , ARIEHIAY SIS PR 2K, B R
KNX — 8] 58 B, Ao UL E 200 73. 43%
(470/640) , 5 T F /& 4 25 ¥E 74 BE ( baseline accura-
cy)65% , ME BRI T A BAT 1) o3 S FNTRI BB T o

- m 3%)E
§ o W 5% ILE
M‘ w
g s
o
8o
t ©
T

° WH  BH ABRTA HiF ANTA

B3 TUHEREFPEUBAMERRK

3.1.2 B RF#dfs

HRBIE E N AREFERE (3 .5 $.20 &) (F
s (s 25 Bin 8 TR JE AT H)
RBEMRGT RN B R #RES TR A’ A
BRI (1 =425 ,0 = RER) o TR 2R B
x* (1) =428.63,p <0. 001, ZF {4 g 43 [ & R L 42 2
X' (4) =281.87,p <0. 001, ZE2 RS K/INE E R
REE ¥ (1) =3.11,p =0. 078 , HERR A5 2 1 Z5 1+
B RN 321838 BN A S o R B . AT
BYEHFRS L EEAREE ' (8) =19.48,p =
0. 052, &-AF W8 B DUIE 5 I X & S0 40 i 48 B
RERAZRIEF MBI

HF R ERN , KRBT ILE et 7
FEEMEE(B=2.9177,SE =0. 142,z =20. 557 ,p <
0.001), RETUERAFEIERBENES ., HEA
TERL T HE S MR X LB 100% . 5 % )LER
MINEERULBEEL T 3 2 )LE(B=0.847,5E =
0.137,z=6.164,p <0.001) ,

AR K2 H R & T B s (B =1.805,
SE =0.279,z =6.463,p <0.001) Fi# T H (8 =
2.242 ,SE =0.302,2=7.420,p <0.001) , M T A
MEfZE MR LR LHE2ZE (8 =
-0.517,5E=0.277,z2= -1.865,p =0.0622) , 2
HE5WEFER(B= -1.735,S6=1.24,z= -0.014,p =
0.989) FIdE A T H (B = 0. 138,SE =0.376,z =
-0.366,p =0.715) )42 B 451 3 4, Jo K K 2= 531
(HE4),

IIEXNZFWREMELT THES (B =
2.8448 SE =0.434 ,2=6.556 ,p <0.001) . JFHLH T
H(B=1.972,SE =0.215,2=9.187,p <0.001) . H
FR(B=2.786,SE =0.230,z =12.100,p <0.001) 5
#AIT A (B =3.736,SE =0.361,z =10.353,p <
0.001), WK EBILESR T I A T B F 5%
BREM(B= -1.117,SE=0.400,z= -2.791,p =
0.005) , Sz, MUEHIATEIESTZRENEITZRS
BEIE TG E G2 B H BN 3 B AH A ( Jackendoff
1990 ; Baker,1997) ,,

&5, BERFS R/ — B F 5, 51
ANOVA RIEEIRIEFE (* =3.59,p =0.057) Ik
MR R . BA I BHERMBEA N 78.23% (1818/
2324) B THEEMETFSAER FE 66% IEIZ BRI R 3
T 43 2SRRI BE T o
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m 3PIIE
B 5%)E
B A

R& B
00 02 04 06 08 10

2% HETE Hi

iz

B4 BR#ERESPHRETCRT IR LG
3.2 T RAAAMGHA

e g TR B M X T = R R, BIESE
X A T B AN M B T B U RT HE R B
TACE AL S, JLE X M BY TH a0 TE A 4
o FHAI T H(8=2.047,SE =0.400,z=5.115,p
<0.001) ,3X 5 HF5 #2 th R B AR FF, (HAR B & &
FHF (B =0.159,SE =0.377,2 =0.423,p =
0.672),

R 3R AR 55 1 45 R 51T A BE5E (Brown &
Dell, 1987 ;Lockridge & Brennan,2002) 45 H A5 {1 : ik
A(B=2.066,SE =0.413,2z=4.991,p <0.001) FJL
(B =1.763,SE =0.477 ,2=3.694 ,p <0. 001 ) & T
f e T4 R JE B TR AR MBI T B, BRAR
JEMBI T H 3 KA R T BAR(B = 1. 603, SE
=0.375,2=4.278,p<0.001) , (BJLEE K Bir 5
BT RFHRTCH B ZH] (8 = -0.490,5E =
0.296,z= -1.659,p=0.097) , X5 JLE#RMENE
BERVER AN ERBURM B B4t b
HIZESR .

25 TR, TR MR [R] i 220 1 A 60 2 T A
& = I LA GIERITR S B
4 gL

XIS T DUER MRS EE S R
EFAFZE AL R, SRER, A EREZL
BAULSIE 2B R #R 5+, ot R RA L
TEEEMHUM R E RS T AN VAT R
AFERAT AN, TR SR EZmTRA
BEFTEE T T . RILZS, 5E —2ER
PHEHIHBIT

55, LHTEE 5 MA@ A M FIE RS, X
FEE b X AT EEREWRZES ML B8
i, JLEAEAS A B A 55 v X i 5 B 6, A A SRR
HIEBRDIRRB R K. DUEREEERFEAT

B BRI, S RATEERE L , X HREIE
THEHEESEGFPMWEEHMFS (Gergely & Csibra,
2003) , HZAHE, JLEX B Fr FSL A T B 132 X
R AV A BRI E R A R IR (HEH THE
HoeME A RS, A E R ST LR 45 R
FRHE R

BT B AW BOR1E N R Z S M E
77 R (Jackendoff, 1996 ; Baker, 1997 ) , R& TG
BREZZEN T WML R, WRRE
T B LS R X L5 R ST (Rissman & Ma-
jid,2019) , B f#RES TR FRR LR
THRMME TH, HF (2% > Bir > AT
BT ZEUERESF PSR, XWMIETIES
J2& TH] A RETC A4 5 B2 [R5 T Rl = i oA
M5t ( Jackendoff, 1990 ; Levin & Hovav, 2005)
I, SR 45 R BT A B AETE S MRE S )2 T I R
HEARME TR

HAHh, DEEFR B, B LEC 2RSS
AL TR BA 3 {d 5514 ( Leslie & Keeble,1987) , {H7E ot
178 R Ry, JLZE A B OR LR I 5 B &
EW A R, 5T ABES d  BLT A AL R (Me-
Daniel ,McKee , & Garrett,2010) , X 5 LB BT H
1 7R B BRI 5% ( Grigoroglou & Papafragou,2019a)
MEETF 175 (usage — based) BB F WA E, LE A
HAEEA TS AAMRIRE S RGsEREMN, H
RGN EKERALT AFEE LRSS A BB B
NIKSF (McDaniel , McKee, & Garrett,2010) ,5 % JL
B3 ZIILEEMEEMIES I EIEN TiX
o FEAFZE T, R IE Levelt (1999) W8 5 HE K
R, LE H X RE T iE SRS Hitk, JLE W
e FEAEAFH A T — A R IEFITYE
Fo A, EME A HEE T HENTFHAFHRD
BABUEEshHMF, JLUEH H RBAE B i 8] N #EAT
HAMEE, AR ERETER.

HIOKIE S FHEIE 50 B LBHAME S,
A8 RS IR A5 R A AR il BT R AR AL T 1
5 U, A TR R M T R R R A & iE
o HK, TEARNR 5 RIEAEARIER 585,
WHR AR LR a5 At B B 7K e =R A )
FEARCHE, Iy R S R SEIE DT ST AR AR 25 1
JAR o LRI MR S R0 DR 2 W A J5 22T
RPBHER. &G, IRERTEALMILEE
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Early Cognitive Study on Instrumental Typicality in
Mandarin Thematic Hierarchy

Li Jinmei Fang Jingwen

(Foreign Language College, Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin 300382)

Abstract : Research on the structured representation of event components at the perceptual/conceptual level has primarily focused on
English native speakers,lacking cross — linguistic evidence to substantiate similarities in event cognition. Given the diverse language -
specific encoding preferences about subjects observed between Mandarin and English, we draw on evidence from Mandarin — speaking 3
— year — olds and 5 - year — olds to examine whether the salience of each event component conforms to the asymmetry predicted by the
Thematic Hierarchy,a ranking formulated based on English,and whether the typicality of Instruments would pose an effect on the sali-
ence of Instruments. In a picture description task,adults,a control group,were overall more informative than children. Notably , children
did not necessarily mention Agents frequently. The order of frequency in mentioning other semantic roles is Patient > Atypical Instru-
ment > Goal > Typical Instrument. Interestingly,all age groups preferred to mention Atypical Instruments rather than Typical Instru-
ments. In a change blindness task, children detected changes in Agents overall precisely, and perceived the changes to Patients more
precisely than Goals and Typical Instruments. This behavior mirrored the pattern observed in the Thematic Hierarchy of English. Be-
sides, the accuracy of detecting changes to Atypical Instruments was markedly higher than that of Typical Instruments.

Key words: Thematic Hierarchy;change blindness ; atypical instruments;event cognition



