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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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W B AMARAALEFERES , £ BEN AP ELEMFRGHEGEBEF
BTIMARELREFRIDT S ERHEEFBEZANNEIFGH A, ARBEERA XD £
Fro BREL BALEBRY FORPIEHRRGRABLTEROARFIRE, L EHFI R
FERBERDRBEFRIBAGFET . AR AHGEE LRI A R D TEZAN ARSI

R R T 8T G fe KRR

K@ 5 TURAETE BAN ; TLARIGHAR KD ARET

HE %S :BR42.5 NXERIRE A
1 3|8§

HERARETWEENI . Chomsky(1956)
& Y B AT LAGR P RSS : FRAEARAR TR MR IR
DIED: 5 @R SRR B 2 E BT 5T
M, EERAREFTHEL, EMEERITERE
M TR] B [A] - B — 5 WY (] PR FR R , B RE— &5
AT — 45, DA SRR R 2 I 45 )
(Silva et al. ,2022) , BRAEREPFIER , XEIFEE
FLI PR AR R — A~ B Bl N Ba ik i #2 ( Dienes &
Scott,2005 ; Jiang et al. ,2012; Jimenez et al. ,2020;
Ling et al. ,2022; Schiff et al., 2021; Silva et al.,
2022 ; Zettersten et al. ,2020) ,

HEMTEFEI MBS, RHEAEY T 1]
B S I, &% BB A B R IEE
W) ¥ R L A BE AT 7 SRR AT RE S M HE i
AR A TE A F2R g B, 7RI~
B , EEE B PRI R ER & 02
FAE R BIEE A 157

fE—HAN RS 145, B R R ] B S0
BEHETH S 2% 2 B L 48« ( Wahlheim et al. ,2012), {H
5, EN BRI B IR E B B0 2 3 I I E 5T
AR, 2008 4R, Wan 55 AR HIW RS [ (9 BR 2 1R
SHEBE TERRBENREZIHRIER. 48R

SMEHS 1003 - 5184(2025)05 - 0421 - 07

R, BN B R R S iE SRR R
RGEM: . AW, ROl A TR ER T —ERR
TZH B (R A B AEL = A TE R R B
Ja &L, AR 5 B FE B IR B S R W A X o
L B N S 4% X (Jimenez et al. ,2020; Schiff et
al. ,2021) , XFTRE S HF5EE M 2R EREE
AR, ZIBEIRE TR Z A MIUT , IR AR
JIRJE B AL AR 0 AL BRAFAE IX 23 FF . T HL, AHSR
R 1 KR IR A TE s L B, TR ¥ LR 2R 1)
g A, N T ALKEFTHRLOHEEREER
T, M5 4 1) B B 00 L I R 2 A8 1R 5 i G e 2
HEMAAER

AR, R LI 5 8 o BR R TE
P T AR AR /NI B T AL P B 2 > B
X LRSI, BE AR5 1 K/ RE BB S Rl 2 > &
WIS E 2R T AN B ), TR B4 5 A
& 2¢ ) %R (Meulemans & Van der Linden, 1997
Schiff et al. ,2021), ], Meulemans Fi Van der
Linden(1997) 5T & 3, e/ B AR F A 5 (16
EREY 32 &) Mg BRI T X S AR A B
2] MAEAREE 2 A AR F AT (125 8) ek
MR TIREFERANB AT . &L, Schiff
SN (2021) [F) By 25 22 1 AR5 4R B S ORI R /N X
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BENRBYIREm, FREAN, 5R¥T 15 A
Al FAF SR B B, 22 ) 15 SREAE 3 B pla7E
B AWALS IR IIFARE BEWHE, A
2] 45 AR TR B REOIRINA BERRT .
SR, AR £ /N S0 B 8 18 T P T 1 6 3 745 1 2
Wi SR , LA B 51 R R /N R 52 YR 37 HE v 9 AR %
YER, A B

L5 EFRR , AR BT TR R A Jiang 55 A (2012) $2
A LERER, WEERH (5] 48 B
) EEA 2 (48 BRI R AT A o =R 48 B AR
g, 3k 144 82 ) FOREGISE A (32 2] 144 BRAE BRI
) = FURBEEGIERERRKBR AN ZE
BRI I B B TR IR AL YRR~ 1S e . LAERBATE
NKEFRLOREEI BB, BEE ST -
INBIFEBISE A £, iR S22 ) BE R BRI SR A £ o
FENTLERERH, B & R LADUE 7S b 2k
A2 BB IR AL AN & T 2448
JUR A RBRES S 2R , BEMS B b o0 B IR SR v B AL U
MRMMARGEE . Wb, h TR0 H AR
RIRMERE, AHF50R R A Dienes 1 Scott (2005) $2
RS AR B s A T 3B P, T
B IZUE ] B A VR Al AR AR AR I B RR S
(Jiang et al. ,2012; Jurchig & Dienes,2023;Li et al. ,
2013 ;Ling et al. ,2022)
2 AHE
2.1 X

27 Jiang % A (2012) BIBFFE (TEIZBT ST,
AT 505 AR R XA LR AR , WER
BN E R Ry 1.05, R G * Power 3.1
WA, BB LI R 0.95, o /K4 0. 05, 31HE
FrIREYAEA R AEH 21 N, APFRK SR
PR ANE] 25 AL L, DIFR AR 298 MR 53T .
EAESE 89 BTERLRF A, FEBEL B = - 2
2844 (30 A,20.10£1.51 %) BEEH(29 A,20.10
+1.83 %) FEMI4H (30 A,19.90+1.30 %), 8 %
PORE RS G0 B DU T R W s BB, Bk UL, 7
AP (BERA 2 & BB 4 £ EEHL 2)TE
PGB B RS 1 AP0 (EREH)
ARRFRAN . TR gl ), 800 88 IEA
IR, W HESINES, £ LRIT 46 Z 18 E M5 E
BB, SRR G AT —E IR
2.2 EBEH

FHEERRGIARR . R ANHGIEMNE

BB, o BRI ERA,
5 B g B o BE AR A S U TE T SR AR
2.3 RIHH

SEEG SR IS NI, 16 ] 1 A8 795 “you”,
GEaFr (1 75,2 ) MK (3 75,4 I 4 A5
FAPEE youl \you2 \you3 \youd” , [ HIIX 4 A H A4
BHA Ry 10 MR SR & . Bk, 76—
=R 6 g = =R S S e o
[FEIRL BN ) , RRZ IR (B, RS W17 5 I
1), EHr B A B ¥ IR EE & B CRA
R 22.05 T#heE, BELAE; BF Jiang et al.
2012;Ling et al. ,2018) & %, B FHEKE R
400 ms,

HRAE- T NI AR , 2B A 32 BB A& R KT IK
B, Ho 16 BT A BB, 16 8 T 5 B B
RS F B, 16 E8 A5 LU FrgF- IX B P T A Sy
Eik R, BT ER G EREPEN B IULE
ERIBATTER R TTER P I TR A ST
DRIFALALI, A2 5 16 B A FEa AL B K&, T
AR ISR R ER

FEHHEEH  youd youl youl youd youl
| | | | | | | | | |
& KP 3 1 2 4 1 2 4 3 2 4
| | | | | | | | | |
IR ze ping ping ze ping pi‘ng ze ze ping ze
L | | { | ‘ }
L 1 1] T

you2 youd youl you2 youd

1 HFE&FIXERAE SRR

BB B A, AT KB AR 3 B4
R &, AN 48 RS, ERARER 3
i s PR AR A R 7B S 20 A LAY 48 BB S R i Ak
filf b, T KB RR 6 AR & &, A
144 M B F B, TR BT B, = 4B 5 I i 44
AR, B 567 IR AR AR 2 BN R e o HR , 3
A 64 BN T A R AR, o G vk B 32 B Rk A
32 H, 2 FNO B [ B BT AR AR R ER 30 B
o

SEE R T B SRR 3 B E - DA T
P AT T EE S A S B4 , DAHERR X 2
15 S T REXS 3 SR A i . R SHE—
BHRE—ILR BT 5 LT P i H A T R A F]
(Vokey & Brooks,1992) , #[#, 2% > & “you3 youl
you2 youd youl - you2 youd you3 you2 youd” , H
AP EE 2582 12212—21121, & K- E
REEH R 12342—34134 , W5 [y BOAE RL S 2= 2 By
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B RHER AN KV AR E B 45t b,
SRR B R, TE WA 7K X D B Gy Bk )
PRI 241 R AE A% %8 ( Mean feature frequency , MFF) | 3%
{REX G 4H B3 )& ( Global associative chunk strength,
GACS) | 8 & Bk A 4 $ 58 FF ( Anchor associative
chunk strength, AACS) 7T TR (WK 1), FE
FAE AR — Mg I B — A LR E ]

BB I . BRI & 2 B3R BE 5 — U 6
B EKTAE TR A = TR A RTE s b i
BB 2ME . B kA 2 D B2 3 T g e Tk
Fgs RO E FPITTR A= R ARSIk
gk A E H BB - 248 ( Meulemans & Van
der Linden,1997) . A4 £ B B 5 ¥4 &5 AR 1k B
HE=AFE0 ETL R E 25 (ps >0.05) 6

F1 EEXMEEKRELNEEEMIERRAREBE (M £5D)
SRR FKF
R e HE EI7:E!

MFF  240.00 +0.00 240.000.00 120.00=0.00 120.00 +0.00

Hke GACS  74.44£1.88 74.07+2.92 17.66+1.60 17.56 +1.99

AACS  17.44£1.25 17.53+0.85 4.25+1.17 4.13+1.12

MFF  720.00 +0.00 720.000.00 360.00=0.00 360.00 £0.00

B4 GACS  223.31%5.64 222.21%8.76 52.97+4.81 52.68£5.98

AACS  52.31%3.75 52.59%2.53 12.75+3.51 12.38£3.35

MFF  720.00 +0.00 720.000.00 360.00=0.00 360.00 £0.00

REFIZE4]  GACS  223.31+5.64 222.21+8.76 52.48+4.44  51.85+5.09

AACS  52.31%3.75 52.59£2.53 12.13+1.96 12.05+2.38

IE : MFF \GACS | AACS 73 (U VSRR AR A B ARHR & L BRR R RN B A AL BB

2.4 ERER
SEIAL G2 S AU B B (LB 2) .
PR BB, L B 48 BRI F
HEHEARHMILLAMMIR 48 PrFp HEFL
3, L2 144 8, B—mIYFEILE I ; BB
ANZH 144 BRFMEES, A -BEFHRE
AT, SEI—1 500 ZF 327 &R 500 27>

WEfElEfE. EF—RETRNES MEEE
B Z 04 A 600 ms [ [H] [ , 3 1744 BT 2 5 A0 f5 2
R A — A5, 75 AR AR T, B R
HIAEWFFH#TIRE, BR AT RBICEZ G20
5000 ms [ + 7, 33 B B SR B R I R WT 20 75
R HESE R M A A —iR o

A | L !
el |l o e e ]| | ] ] |l 4
055 | 0.5 | 0.45 | 0.6s | O.4s | 0.4s | 0.4s | O.4s | 0.4
e e e e brsssssssdessssss e
#r
grmemaay | wowe || ZTEE
LAE LS | SRL00K |y o
B | Ea N\ | /
[ || k| Rk el =k ek

2 ZWHREE(A:ZIBREH—MRAK, B NEBE—MER)

F A B BRER A, & HPOXZ AT YT B B A A
B HRYFFE— R REE R, I R A
EREAN, TR B, =4 H R, 320 m AR
P 64 HBFTHIA &, I PO —f &

BAFE RN, 75 oh—F A F BARF SR E N, 22
RYGRAATIREE ST P HIWTSEZ G, Z R PR
P AU W 8915 07K F (50% ~ 100% ,50%
PEHEAT LUK 2 55 U 1) 5 100% AR BT I
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PWHIWRAER 5 &M, IR 2] 7 ;50% ~100%
ZIAWFRRAE EAE) . BEERESA
B IR O A5 T AT A T 1
$£(Dienes & Scott,2005) , “FFI” & 46 M X K H]
W 5E RN, A LK ; “ E9” 6
LT RRBE AL AT, BRE XA B R B U B 7
AR BB B R R <M B i8S
REBTEE W BUEE BB, HEL e 12 2T ;
RN RARHORERR T RN, IF B RE MR X A AR
DU AT A A R, S 33K S R U A T
3 HR

HEHE Dienes F11 Scott ( 2005 ) $2 HS f 45 #4 Z0 12 M
BT, WM Bk R IRS AR R 1R
B, “3c4” M S IR R e R . #R
TR AR BRI R 2, BB RTE
10% [ B B 4% T 4 B M 451 JiR, R IR
FERMIE LR R BB AR T LW, B
e, B R T A R ES A AR I 4328 HI T IE

FR2 ZAGEEWMEHNIR EREELRG] (M £5D)
ZERHIR B EEFHAR
g1 P BB ES M S B

H B kA L

HLBH  0.3120.21 0.57£0.21 0.09 +0.15 0.03 £0.07

FEH  0.34:0.22 0.60+0.23 0.06+0.14 0.00=0.01
BEFIELZL 0.31 £0.18 0.58 £0.21 0.08 £0.10 0.03 +0.09
ABFFER ] I 5 5 F ( Bayes factors, B) H T
VAL BB ¥ (H1) i TR % (HO ) (MIE 48 38 BE
( Wagenmakers et al. ,2017) , B=10,3HH H1 &2
HO FE4E#R ;3 <B <10 K8 HI 5] HO (IR
(BN F H1) . B<0. 10 8 HO #Bid HI §iE
P48 ;0. 10 < B<0. 33 A HO #813 HI fIiEHE
S (BPSZH HO) , 0.33 < B <3 REIBER I A e f it
JEE W E 3 3k X 4 HI #1 HO ( Jurchis & Dienes,
2023)  HIISAH Jr i LTI A, 5% A half - nor-
mal, F By KA (“H"ARPIES S T0) , Hp
HI B0 4 FER PR HE 2 x IR IR x
R RE M TR, W 58 2 BE A 92 SR 4 42 ( Dienes,
2019,2021) , TELAEMEH SABIIE AR FIKA
MBI 3R F (Jiang et al. ,2012; i et al. ,2013;
Ling et al. ,2018) , R BIA[F 4T B2 SSH] 7 25
BEHS% LEAMES . HI, BB Buo.se) o

3.1 AR EABEHRE

Z WU AE3E (Kuhn & Dienes, 2005 ; Jiang et
al. ,2012;Ling et al. ,2018) , X 4 iz (1 P Fa 43 25 51
WriE B R AT ARLE, R IEAX N (Ne +0.5) /(N +
1), Hrh Ne BHBHAN RS IR T B8 K1
N J2TE R A AT RO BB @it
X—3, BRI AL IE 24 N IR s A 1B 00, ik
A BA IR .

TR AR5 4 N R TE 4 5 4 3
37 0.53(SD =0.07) .0.53(SD =0.05).0.52(SD =
0.06) , =¥k M IE# R 3 B35 T LKV
(LR 1(27) =2.54,p =0.017,d =0. 48, By 509
=8.69; HEM:1(26) =3.52,p =0.002,d =0. 68,
Buyosny = 105.21; RE G 45 2. £ (25) =2.09,p =
0.047,d =0.41, By sy =3.09), LiRZERFH,
ZHBRPIRRE R S N EIBRA , E—2
R EZTER R, BATE =M R TR AR
FHETLBEZES (F(2,78) =0.19,p =0.825, 7
=0.01, WA 3),

0.55p¢

NN

SrRHWTIERR

0.05F
0.00

B3 =ZMEGETHRRESRHMERZE,
BEERTEHHEMITERE

3.2 ARHAAE

AP AR E 2 T MRS M N T =A%
BRI (LA 4) . FYUCRERR IS A5
BB E BN, b H A 58 A G A0 33
SR L] (Ling et al. ,2022) o 3 (45 FEL 4 |
EEHA MGIEHA) x 2(3BZ: G5B EEN
BEENNEI,BEHERN BE(F(1,78) =
22.38,p <0.001,7, =0.22) , R T A ¥ H N
AZ(M =0.58,SD =0. 14) B2 = T XI5 5 B5)
IF(M =0.52,8D =0.15) ; H 5| i) ERA B &
(F(2,78) =0.59,p =0.559, 7, =0.02) ; iG 54
M EAERARE (F(2,78) =0.12,p =0. 885,

* AR, W I TR E I AR “ bayes_factor. swf” LAY, A\ Zoltan Dienes 3= T ( http ; //users. sussex. ac. uk/ ~ dienes/infer-
ence/Bayes. htm) T 2% , {8 ] flash $& 3028 (JA K flash 3. 0.3.98) i247, ZitE TEER T 72 19 % F ( Dienes,2019,2021 ; Jurchis & Dienes,

2023) ,
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72 =0.003),
0.65

il
i

ik

HAE

o

HRH EREA 4

B4 =FEGTENRRTEHRIAE,
RELEHENRER

4 iFig

WFRAE M35 1 LN T B S50 S R T RAAIE 11
LR b BT AR R E B RBCRI RN 2 E B
S PR IIC B B T R U P B 2 XD iR e, LA K A
BENRFI P HENER. SREAR, Z4H(F
LA EREHAMFERA) HOlHRID AR5
MBZ=HZ BT BEESR

EARERFRY, gl e A D B KA BLR
UL PR 2T RO, L 2 i A 1] 4 1R B R TR R
KNI BRGERFR AP ZE T X KA
PR~ BRI IR WL R A — B M AGA
N WA TR B R B S —E i R 2R~ ,
TR ) AT 55 e LA I [ RS 5 P B2 ] AR B3
25, BB I R R3S N, W BRI SOR A BT
P (FRF5HE,2003) , EABIR B, iR 72 5 Ak 48
AR (BEER ) Jo iR B P B3 > SO0, {H X
TEEAMEGIH, gAY TEZMRRZE,
HRIIRA BEE 2> BB RS e, XAl RE
BIRE NEFE iSRRI EA T ARSI
HIARRER B, ] BRIREA ) 484 B (simple recurrent
network , SRN) HIF5E A iX —BRCHRME T 30 F . BEAE
BrE 2R EA , SRN KLR AR G5 A5 DL I 25 ML Y P B 2
M (Z=3EFE, X E M, 2018; Timmermans et al. ,
2000) , 2000 4E, Timmermans F| Cleeremans 3% F X
AR T I AN R R . FER
BRI, 18 N FRFERIRER 50 K5 (RI3E42 2] 900 1K) ,
SRN H7 BE A 7 2 X S 180 e R 0 1) 65 12 B A AR
3L PRER 100 IR (EP3E22 5] 1800 ) LA b4 fEiX 3
FEXT B K, Z e R BT, 2 3000 1R A BF
TR 3k 3R Y 20 T B O £ PR B T AR B B
HBHREENEBEZRKNT, APRT,144 H
B2 A B A R R AR A B MR
K222 K . RS A LUl B B R 2 AR 1

> BRE, R 2 B W I A (12 T 2k, O
HFBA R BEBAE AR IS,

BEAb FEABRFE N, BRI S B RN R AT 2
PO TEE RN AR . X SRR AR R
DIBERBEFIEA AR , X S 58 =2 B, 3 41 52
IR/ AL 175 1:% 2] (Meulemans & Van
der Linden, 1997 ; Schiff et al. ,2021), X F]BE2H
FAEXEHES D, B0 FE B ] 58 /)N B (] el
B T 5 BAnA RIFEBIRE S RN . BRIERE
1% ] YRR 5E X o T REB S B AR TC R IAFAE (R T
FHIE ) FIA SR M ARRE (S5 RFE ) (SREENG, IR 3,
2015 ;Schiff et al. ,2021) , 5 HEr R B AL 18
5222 BARMSE TR M ARRHE , W15 R M H 5%
BN 5 HRE RIRHIE R 55 5 BAREE
BUAH G R RFL , B35 1Rl A o Y S S R 2 R
LR ARG R/ M R S HiR A R
RIS S . M LAERIR R, 5 Bin
A R IR RAE 2 S e 2 5] th B B R
F (&, 8454, 2008 ; Schiff et al. ,2021) , gEid 3T
KIEFIEI D RBERAFTRRRE THEM TELS
HArA K BIREBGIRRE . ASHFSE BRI IR L
m, 25 BArA R P RAE SRR T KR 2
DAL AR & AR, TEARFS T, F 8
RIERFEE AR (A BEE A 5EKA) KR
IR SR AR B A b, TR T B E E
HOIB R R KRN, UL 8¢ B R B SR 4 BEAR 1) 52
K/INKT 22 B RSP 37 B B8 1 12 R U PN i T 8 I S
HREW, LA AN RA TR EZER,
XR I —E R W BARFE & $ AR 5 T REIEAS LU
XEYOANBRIRE B 200N . RABFFAT LU
B B S R AP R ECE RV E T KR I 57
FRBEXS AT i — 250

B IE & B, 3 e B 4R B B R IR BOF R 2R
HEANMB AR, X 5EE 2R ARERS
TEBBTFE —3 (Jimenez et al. ,2020; Schiff et al. ,
2021) , XEHFFTEFA A SRS B A AL B
T WA RBOTIRE N B T R, 45 R R
R IREGIEE B B R 2 RSB0 . X 7T BB
NAET N W ER 2, g ) RARAFE
SENT A ILE . Forkstam £ A (2006 ) 76 X /A EE L
WA SAFAE AL E R B, 2 RWE R %~ BB
BEE SN R R ETEE M NER TG, &k, Jime-
nez 58 N (2020) TEE G AR P ARE R G R
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I, FPEFI R RER (MR- RAETEES )
P T ORI HEHEE 2P RS0l
12> R T AT R

AR =FPFAT , oL E R I A L5 A R
SN, HS A R . XWATEE S LHRTH
LT BB AL B4 B 10 75 & BB A 44
B, iR e L B, JREEBF s W AR
FRAEXT 6 B Py 2 B I S0 o S B DU (48] 4, AR 7S
BHKE) , L — R B R B R
ANXF PR B AR 2] BRI .

HAAER IR, BRI M N RS ik &
ZIFERER W . BRE 2B LALE BB
BRI, 10 ZHLEEATIBLES PRERIA L L
IR A B A B 5= 2 7K (Finn et al. ,2016) ,7E 2
TEFIHR,ILENEA L EARER T REA
(Mayberry & Tock,2003) . [H I, A [6] 4 #% B BLHY
AMEEF LR R, Z B AR 2% 2 B
W MRS U AL ) BRI BB — R, ROk
AT LA — 20 AR A 1 45 3 10 L X G AT 42 T 2%
%, BRTHERER, BRERTWRY, ARSI THF
TEETRSE M MAZ R (Kalra et al. ,2019) s MARA
AR, MEREESARFJFEERZEHMHERX
(Kaufman et al. ,2010) , RFA|DILEESEZEBRNE
BN R T W, 25 T iR N R S L
i, LA TR AR 1B 2 > (1 SR

APRGR —ERE L RAELA G E ARG
FUI ) Y B2 2 SRR T s B KR D 2R R
FAAMERER RS, FHNZMEIFA —E%
AREF .

5 #ig

g5 b AW B TR I B SR RO R/
Xof 25 E BRI BE BRI MU Y B 1 R . SR
R, Bt A B WA R SRR R T
TR P B 2T 88OE, A5 4R B9 B A2 R B e R
NARREBZ RV .
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Effect of Repeated and Increased Exposure to Examples on the
Implicit Learning of Multiple Nonadjacent Rule

Zhang Qingyun'?,Jin Yun',Liu Jinlong'®  Jiang Shan*, Ling Xiaoli'”

(1. Faculty of Psychology,Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250358 ;2. School of Business and Management,
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Abstract ; There is a question in acquiring a novel language : whether it is more beneficial to repeated exposure to examples or larger set
sizes. The present study explored this issue by constructing three conditions using the multiple nonadjacent rules defined over the tones
with which Chinese syllables were spoken. Results showed that participants exposed to a small set size could implicitly leamn the rule.
However , participants’ performance doesn’t improve after repeated exposure to examples or learning with a larger set size. These find-
ings provide a new direction and evidence to investigate the effect of repeated or increased exposure to examples on the implicit learning
of grammar rules.

Key words ; multiple nonadjacent rule ; example repetition ; examples set size ;implicit leaming



