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The Role of Consistent Accentuation in
On-L ine Spoken Discour 2 Processing

Li Xiaoging Yang Yufang
I nstitute of Psychology, the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, China 100101

Abgract Two experiments are carried out to investigate the role cond stent accentuation playsin
spoken discourse comprehenson. The first experiment examines how consstent accentuation influ-
ences online processng speed during discourse comprehenson, usng sentence by-sentence auditory
moving window technique. The second experiment explores the effect of condstent accentuation on
immediate result of discourse processng, usng crossmodel word recognition task. The results
showes that : cons stent accentuation speeds up discourse processing; cons stent accentuation enhances
new information’ s activation in discourse representation, hence bringing forth a better result of dis
course processing; thefacilitating effect of consstent accentuation has already taken place shortly af-
ter the off set of accented new words and haslasted a relatively long time. Therefore, cons stent accen-
tuation indeed accelerates discourse comprehenson.
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