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LS MRS IR HHLE

MRAkE"? %' Twila Tardif FH#2* Rachel Pulverman’
AP ERE R OO, d630100101)  Crop EBERITI AR, J632100039)
CHEEBETER A0S F, Ann Arbor, MI 48109-0406)  (LET Rz B2 &, db50 100871)

B E ALFITETREAR KA RALRA TEEL, BEFFOLFHRL R R, HLH
RBIFILF J PR —A “Peik gt (fast mapping) A2, RU20%F, KEAREH KT Mk BefAus .
— R R EZINAHILFERE— iR fo e AN LI EL H—ERRFAAELAE, TERREESF
ES AR F Y iz Az, RAARAE (o d RIRGAA Foi I 4 3 0 W et M AKX ) AAH X AL R F
AREZ, Aot e e I Ao bk AR A S

SR AL daknedt UeTAHEE; AR

NS B842.5;Bs44

1 “IR{EBRET” (fast mapping) [8)R%HAYHH K T PR BT AN (TR T 2 2 R o B, IR EL
TV 2] TR AR AR I — AMR R T 1M BE 2 2] — BT U A o A S o R A R 90 T i 1)
[RIVE & WM& S AR LG, AV S48 & — AN HREME . JLEEEMAMEIX — S ? Carey
FREL R, AT DA — B RS B AR . 1AV 3 ) (1978) WILHFFTUERH, JLH S — kW B —A AR
T T RS DL ACHARN BN R ) IR R R A A TEEE A . BRI FN— A RE B SRR R, Bk
REWFFR, 1T 5B FR 252 m LS 5 YK ) LZE A I R] SR — R “ PRt s (fast
Lk #E (Hernandez & Li, 2007) . a)yl & K/Naf mapping) . JEK, WFFEN Pl w8 o
DL o Sk 1 W v &k B (Levy, Gottesman, it /N B M A (minimal exposure) J:—H7 #L i
Borochowitz, Frydman, & Sagi, 2006; Sansavini et al., T PR AL 1% 1R )0 T DA /B SURAE
2006) o Sk ARFEEFEARIBIITYR, E6E fie )1 (Carey, 1978) o AR “PLidimul” )&
IR A R AF 8 1) BRI, (] It A 3 A gt i) V1 TS LEE AR AR ORI, FR B AR N 1]
fit 77 (Hernandez & Li, 2007; Sansavini et al., 2006) . WA TR R R A AE o G I bl J L RN RN 2 2 1]
MeAh, RN ER S — R ) RS BEARDG (Levy et VIR 2 e B LR R, ml DUk BRI 98 5 1 % 2
al., 2006) o [KHL, FEEEIA: ) i n T 7 3R PP — LG AR .
DA K H A AT IS TA S e 0 R SR A L S WESUE E— DR SRR A3 T = AP
R RN, LKL I S —AN0, $)18 Bt: —2ili43#] (word segmentation) , HI%%3] 3%
A AR R E TR, Bles, ik SERE NS T B (¥ 225 S U P R B bR B 23 2
JLE SRR B S OAB ], U 7R R I [R] K THEXANE CHSkPIECT R Re ] geftak
AR 22— AN B ] (Carey, 1978) o #£JLE H7& X (word-reference) M HI PRI, =&—4
BHES REEREY, FEHESENREETES ARy R, fern o i i e b, i
“bye-bye” DA KWL IREEIAIC, (AFL LUEIXF TEAN A TR 35 BB P 22 08 B AN 1] T AN 56 3% 1 17
-0l B Bt [V W I N 0 BUR (v 4 (Fif5 BAEIE (Hoff & Naigles, 2002) o 1,  “Ht
U SRR S R AR B IR, e
ks H1343: 2008-04-22 TR A ST B R Bl 1) s ) o AREER Y,
* rpE R B L BT T AT K G4 (O8CX081008); [EHZK H B T4 L8, W A E L, et
AR S0s70013) U S5 3 SR KT (Lederberg,
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Stone, 2006 ; i HLEX T 15 — i 5 1L
AR EEN . BAh, PO MU fe A 5
AT B A — AN R A S AR WA T 1E ) s s o
o wdlt, AHFRF BT 16~180 7 JLE M T
SR, IS S — AR e R e R = 3 —
ZH BT i DR S B2 ( Gershkoff-Stowe & Hahn,
2007) XFEMFITEE R, I o R 2
IR REAT B T LB AT D L I B D, AT
HE— B HE R 2 S R 5 R R
KEFFERY, 2h)LnT LGl P w2 3] 4
i1l (Kay-Raining & Chapman, 1998; Houston-Price,
Plunkett, & Harris, 2005) Fz}jii] (Cleave & Bird,
2006) o JXEERFIURH T AT, T HAE
il T 1RV -FT$8 (word-reference) Z [A] FIlC T - B4,
IV - T 4 1R 3 Fofr e S 3o 72 20 5 K B R 1 )
i ? Quine (1960 X FEHlid 131 2% > 2 T I
FRMERBLIR . AR LB I 3R AR IR SR, X — A
PR AT BE TR GBI bl ) LE A
N T SRR WT 2] “Gavagai” B, XA AT
RERAMENGMHRZ, @ “%T7 “afm”. <5
a7 B PRI A, A )BT R THAY
“Gavagai” XMAERIIE U “RT7 MARE
BWR? T ARPCRLLUX R SEN], B ETRE T
FFMRBITE T S L

2 20 “PIRBRET” BYIAZIE R
2.1 TAKNZS (8] B BR il 5 T 3oF R 1R B 5 B 22 i)
BB, JLEBEE —LERMIA
SSRGS — 16 Ji D AT 5 R 4 9 P v W R S
HIFEFE, ATERERTT 34531 (Golinkoff, Mervis,
& Hirsh-Pasek, 1994; Hollich, Golinkoff, & Hirsh-
Pasek, 2007). WFFEFFXRIRHRA B0
PHi®” (constraints-principles theories), A %~H K
ZHh “ARE-HIERELE” (Hypothesis Elimination) .
WERF R T LA RN R0, 28—, 3%
PARPEJEN) (whole-object assumption). JLEEA: A0 17]
B AR 5 AR AR T AN 2 5 70 B — L8 B R A
VLA (Golinkoff et al., 1994). it scgh & m], Hi
{EREA YR E P I HA — 3 e 80k
e W2, 12 AFI194 A B LW B —AS 8 1
I % 3 B A ) T4 ) AR A Dl — A B AR R W 52
(Hollich et al., 2007). %, H /%5 (mutual
exclusively assumption). JLEEFE2: )81 5 i) i £ 1%
KH “HF” RN, BEsRA A2, Fi

BT 5% A A &R ULAL (Markman &
Wachtel, 1988). =, “4RALU5” (taxonomic
organization). WFLRET, 94N H IS Lk A IR
TEAR I R 0 250 A TR ) P 442 SR AR i . i T
ARIX — P BT 7R R0 e R AR, PRI — 45 21
KU, BLAE—IFURIEAT R S R s it AN
A ARl fE R n AN R R 25 5 (Dewar & Xu,
2007)

BEL - J I B 7R — e FR A R AR T A4 L
] LURAE D> & (W) F I SRAFR I L, B,
TR LGP U] LS B 2 5 38 B R 2 R, TR
P R B o SR R . b, Y)LE
B3N/ FF BRI W 2] “Gavagai” I, fiif]
R IAN “Gavagai” FRACX /M T iiA 2 “H
87 BCE AR AR, A RFRIREE R I E
SRR 0, XSSP IR 2 LS AR
B LB 27 2B s am (Pt 72
2.2 BIMEIREE X PURER A A9 S0

PRI 2] (R PR S I R v, 22 3] #0731 —
AMEW RS G, FEAE 2 M R S [ AT
WP A e XA R S, X R B
INHEEIE R . ARG T RBIT NS RKE
PR AL 2 RN SIAR R A B 7 T RS A A
JLETEAR 72 A7 AT A AE — AN 03— FEC 2 9 2K i o
TReIHAR, R JLER ISR BT
JRI%4 (Ramscar & Gitcho, 2007) .

b AR RE I IR, 4% )L EITURREE 5F
2 ARSI AT 45 . bl 728 UG REeAT 5%

(cross-mapping) H1, 4% JLEE W] AR AR BN P44
(R WA A B P R PE - (T, ZEOXO-XMXBC Xt
o, B — RN TP X R RS T AN X
PVRFAEARGT Y, [R] I 55— R A0 T XA S — R 51
PIMX A A B BRI G R, B BEATI#AL T A]
PEED 5 3% LARTIK ) LTE 21 BN RS AR AE 1)
YRR FR CNX AR B X4 4
Gentner, 2005) . 7 _JCiEFF{E4S5 (binary choice
tasks) "', JLEE I L AETE AN (B BEALES
TR AR Sy s AN H I E BRI 2
M N — Wk FIWT (Derks & Paclisanu, 1967) ; H
# T APERGIHSLIRE ), el 51 RE & AT
% (Resches & Pereira, 2007) o XL HAG —
AL B ERRAE, RS AT 2 Rl 1k
R R BB AL — N WK (Ramscar &

(Loewenstein &
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Gitcho, 2007) &

4% )L AR IX W R Bk - (response
selection) I AF55 T AR B >R (1) 56 07 i A8 ] B 5 AT ]
X - 5E (response-conflict) BEAT LA AE S 4H
Ko TEINAIPRE T BB IR, 7R dr i e
PU4E, it (frontal cortex) MU FEULIEME E
AT A AT A EVERIFEAE (Posner, 2005).
X SEAR A AR AT LB BB N 2 1 RN I N - e 8
FE, FEZFE Pk S EIE B Y .
X7 HAREI I HEANEE L LUBTR ORI A B
KARMEMIFE S ¥IBEE RIAUT (PFC, the prefrontal
cortex) BT A JiE .

HARTE PR G T R R R R S AN IR )1
AR P AT e BB 4G, Rl Re T ke
B Je o] 52 M IRIVC - B SCR IR FE AT ARG A T
P AT FUCRIE S . FisE b, BOCRA B 3R
11 2% 23 77 T RE AN GRS ABAT 127 > R0V e e
WP R AT AT REAR I TE A AR 0 S g SR AT 17
W27 2], BRSO SEER 2 DU e B 5
2.3 DURT Hir e 2R A% 5 X (R IR AR 55 B9 22 Ml

DU A R R IEX A R A LA, B
FIWThIEA R AR, BALE 5 B e s B

Kk —=&
P(X [h)p(h)
hiX)= 2 RND
p(h| X) o(X)

Hp, XEH G EREE P R — 1k
gt N ARk, p(h| X)) Forexaet kb
(R dEml IRk A e, p(h) &osndifk
KA, BN, Dink it 295 7eX
FEF AR AR B b R P Th 2R R R AR B
M3 B FE

o PR 2 G AT R P B0 N SR O PR S O R R 17
FrE M E . SURETRERM, WMl RiF%
EH ISR 2 A R vk UM HE BRAT 45 491
i, BE AR B IR 2 AR A 2 44 IR 12 I i) L 1) 1
AL T10% (Schwartz, Gorry, Kassirer, & Essig,
1973) . fRifi, ARFFCHEEIESCIERY, H B R
RFAEAE T 7 LR RAE LG, 0l s AN B 58
JSC DU S HE R ¥ IE A 28 2 2450% (Gigerenzer &
Hoffrage, 1995). Bt )5, AHIELSE D)L 2E 4 4 kAT
TG, RIAA20% 10 UK, 40% 11 T4
RAAFEL LW E RO R AR T 5 AR5
RAER DL W4 # v) @ (Zhu Liqi & Gigerenzer,

2006).
KA, W B ARSI I A R AT
F g T AL AE ) PR U AR, B A4
AT OUZEE RL B SAFE D AT LU i /b 5 451 1 gk
2 ) R AR AT B TR (Xu & Tenenbaum,
2007) o XA SR AP RL 2 0 I TS 5E R 25 4
I R IASIR ISR R CHRD I . 1RSSR 4%
KMNNERERS N ZAKF s & W KT
(superordinate categories, W1 “Zh#)”, CLIGHE, H,
BWEEE), FeA /KT (basical-level categories, U141 ”,
ERCEVEITEVAEZR ¥ TN T SN DI W/
(subordinate-level categories, #1JL R EBERERD.
AR R JEshY), #isk, OB LTHZKE., x45
TR B 215K BCAE AR B 5 4h245K 40 BeAE I
WP, Hrhdse N m KR, 64K
SEIPARFI 12 BT IR AR o SEBFRIP iE BRI
AR — N B BA OXPAE A&,
FFEIT I HE S R I BT BAS) —AN ST ik
el Chet: S RBEANE, XA “fep™, 4t
I RERE — AN =AY, AE =K G
TSR A B R R A AR R TP B R SR A4
CRetmn, iR B R R A “fep™.
AELET AN CR¥AD 3, 48 )LEEX
MES BRI, 25 RRW], SR iR
PESEFIAE (—ABEAY) TR E R HET,
AT S S A 5 D ST i T P Bl )
Ay M3, 48 AT %) LIS AN ) 4l B AR
TXTGAIT FUAR U 1 2 58 T 313127 ) 2 T DLIg o
W ERTIARS T, Pl 5 B R D (1 5245
(ANBL=A SRAF I —AN A S Tl
06 WO 18 33X A P T (18 i S I U v A e A/ e i B
R RIS A AR BF (R AT, AT HEAf IR A Bk
SR SRR . BT SRS R SR IR A
AR, X HERR T IR N g 0 AV AR
SN E T KRS R SR, WA
IV IS )RR AR AR DO R 2, I B —3d
TR T U 22 0. 6 T3 42 )
JURE Dy A5 B A BB BT A 2T DL et 7 41 38 A8
FORFAT R 2 ST ORI, BFRCE A X
TEIAIEIC )RR T AR I L R (Xu
& Tenenbaum, 2007 ).

3 RN RIRERET RYIE 5 IMEE &
VET IR BT 03X KIS, I ST
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A AR TR 85 oh )i 5 B AR T 5 2R RO AT I A -
2% 3] (associative-learning ) (Plunkett, Sinha, Moller, &
Strandsby, 1992; Xu & Tenenbaum, 2007) .

TG, AR AT GRS R AN 2 ST R
CEFS WA BRI P s ) 1A EZEE R o
G AN L T DU v 55 e 5 B3 b 2 ) )
IRF H LA AR SR A By S b, R84S A K
282 ) LAt m SR A AT 380 P 48 3] 1) e A A
11 %% 3] (statistical learning ) ( Saffran, Aslin, &
Newport, 1996), 7ER 5 (I IIRAT 55 h 228 ) LT LLFFHA
IR a5 B, T e Bk =2 1) g
ff)3li" . HuttenlocherfHaight% (1991) &, 16
AL I BESE R 2 W A AR 5 ) L3 AR % 1]
IIAFERS S IEAE G, Naigles FIHoff-Ginsberg (1998)
TE 5 — AR T8 ST R b R BT ARBL 25
Ko

BRI SR A D R AR
BRME) N, WIEF KRR EMA LS. RE
NaiglesfHoff-Ginsberg (1998) (KT H KI5
TR E (utterance final position) 1 )L # X} 5l
WA, R HARYE 22 5C T 42 1A R E] A RIF 5T 25
RARRI, 5505 B AR A R FIal V2 ) AT T B
(Smiley & Huttenlocher, 1995; Shady & Gerken,
1999) o ATWFFURM, BERAES S ik HaE 1M
WA FR T 7 S R Ao 5 SR A R VB v R A B
(Fernald & Mazzie, 1991) o {8 ISR iEHK
7 BN B 2% 3] RN AT B E 5 OF SO AR B T E
5 (Choi & Gopnik, 1995; Tardif, Shatz, & Naigles,
1997; Choi, 20000 , HJ WLIX Y Tl 27 2T (2%
2 AT o

Bt R A7 N BL AN, BE SR X R U0 E
(motherese) [FIVEHNE, WG 5B FIH 5k
PRVEHARIRIC, XA BT LR TR #E
BE— 200 H AR )R T AR IR R SAE L R
$o AWK, FFFE (joint-attention) LA
FEE R R )R X TR 2 3 A R
(Childers & Tomasello, 2002). i1, 2432 )LIELE
BRI G 36 L A7) 4 B BEAT ) T4
X IXAN A48 1A% 2, T B W 7R S VE NI &
M T B WS SRR I B LR 5 T2 2T o I
AR 27 > P im i (8 5 8 ] BEAN R

AT LeHIF I 2 2] 3 T LE A 25 -1 H
(social-pragmatic) £iZ% (Bloom, 1993; Bloom &

Tinker, 2001) SRAIWAI IR, ATREIT PLidime
i, teinBloom (1993) AN FEAE JLEEE L
TSR T 252 0 B T P A, T 2 AR AL
B AR TSR LIS 2 ] . HIPRE ST
— Al S -E I, ) LR ) S — B bR )
ISR =R/ i A U R (N e~ il [
(Diesendruck & Shemer, 2006) , Xt “fig )i
H”  (Expectation of Competence) —— 1R AL
R RPN s W 2% D IV (Wi /) e v b))
N AT REN A XA %7 S B, BT AFE T rl LA
Wi B O R R e MR R .

IeAh, B SCA R FE AR A R R 2R ) I R .
PR, & E)LEALE TSR I B R I
T iA28 % 5 (Choi & Gopnik, 1995; Tardif et al., 1997;
MRS, Tardif, & A, 2007). Hhlil, Tardif (2006)
T 8~167 b 3 )L RN R SO, &5
RO, XA T 104N LE T LRI
TR ERING . FEE)LE U S8 410 2 T3
wl, dERULEU B2 T4, mbT2iEs
B NI AR LEAP I LR ER . X
WEIITE 5 FISCAL R B s i)V 24 5], HA )
P10 T 55 R SCARARRAE L A £ 5 R e S 3 R 4K
BR B — P SR B FORIE S

4 REESNIINEREIRHE R

HWFFE NN, +125-18 FH H 3 (social-pragmatic
forces) FILLAEHE-40#T (data-analytic) JHHRFAEIIA
A FEAE R 2 ) th # & (Hoff & Naigles,
20020, Ak 4x-15 I PR 5 AT RES S LUK 2 2 oKk
VOB IR T, (22 T 28 WHdE - Hrid 8 CGkiw
RSN TRl Rty RAEM T (Hoff &
Naigles, 2002)

ZABLY, B H AR A 5T 1) DU et o B ASE TR () A
FENN, T BRSO AT R 27 ) i —Fb
A AR 2, (Xu & Tenenbaum, 2007); T4tT
TV 2% 20 ) AR B i) ) L2 I AT e 2 S T o0 A
HSR MG, Lb 0 IBE 45 %% 2] (associative learning )

(Colunga & Smith, 2005; Regier, 2005) KHE{T .

2B B A A A (Emergentist Coalition Model,
ECM) 2 Hurosiiy—MEie (B, 2007, &
G T LRI R R R BT H M R R

(SR AN ERE 05 R AN T 0 5 A 5 S N
A BRI B B A ) A i
gz, H 2 )7 mi PR 2 o i 3R A5 fak R 4
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(Regier, 2005; [EZ%, 2007). XMBLIAN, fEid
RIS FIBY B, BN R 3 RGN Y, T
JURE A ) 35 PRI DA 60 S DD AAS A B (TR R 2k
attentional cues) & J& 2RI Bt (£ 42k Ksocial
cuesfI FEZZ linguistic cues). Hll, 7EIARIN 3RS
P B, JLE TR A s Bk B e kR
R T AH QP A PR 32 SRR S VA, AT ] 5 2 4
AT AILAD; RIS HLUG, JLEITMAN —%tts
ez (s MR ARIIRA. Fein . BUE T s HEN AL
ANEED U (Hollich, Hirsh-Pasek, & Golinkoff,
20000, JFHBE#ITUH IR 5 A S RAEE R, N
A T BN e B L 2 R (T 2 F R
eRARRH A 208 FR B Ak

A PSR A A B AR A G T - i ) B B
gh-2 S BRI AL, B R AR UK B Hh Af R A A 4
RPN G . BAR— S SHERTT 2 R I ) L3 B
VR R B e R A FH AP It (Tardif, 2006;
Colunga & Smith, 2005; Regier, 2005; Fi7As et al.,
2007; Pruden, Hirsh-Pasek, & Golinkoff, 2006), {H it
PR, X BIATISR B A 5T b U B 2% 2] 5 1)
WA N, T ELAR A R AR 2 LT NI 4 AT
2 ) It AL IR LR ) 5 S04k 22 R (Chol &
Gopnik, 1995; Choi, 2000; %75 et al., 2007; Colunga
& Smith, 2005) .

5 /&g

AR AT E N, AR ANE
IR PR 2RI 2 20 o A PR S e A T
I (Hoff & Naigles, 2002; Gigerenzer & Hoffrage,
1995; Bloom & Tinker, 2001; Regier, 2005) ; {H&,
ANTF] BRI S 0 25 A e ZRAE T B IR ) R B F AT AR A7
FEL, ST DR AR R AR Lt 7 gk
— BT IR

X T AT B B 45 T A M SGE
IR SN Boin, AP A A -1 R %
o SR 2 S AR EREE T 30227 NS M v R s S
Frid 8 GAaE D B 58/ (Hoff & Naigles,
2002) o WHHFFE NS Foda ) LHN G 6 e
D3 R AL AT I 2T BE ) B — AN e 47 1 (Ramscar
& Gitcho, 2007) , {H )L [ IR MEFERE ) 05 1 HoAk
SURAR] S R PR L AT AT R . U
Ab, A WFFEE R KT UL S B R AT
AIC% Y] (Xu & Tenenbaum, 2007), i F-Wia]7- %
21 AR ] T4 2% 2] 770 (Colunga &

Smith, 2005; Regier, 2005), 5 Bk A 45 700 B4 W
J B2 £ 2R A P 17 B 189 1 B A
BT R A AR I ST RRAIE S [ AR IR 2 2 R
T AR R PR R HUR], o0 T REE RS s S

FUS SO A RS SR SR . Rk, AFE

U B0 27 20 2 A DR RS AL 7 38 A e B X3,

RA R AAE D WIS H R

PG GRS IGE ) 17

Eetar, SGT DUl 2 5 ml 2 2] I ARG R

), WFFTE R T IARZ, 48 ) LE XA

XHFENERE, CABEREBR v, DU 2

SR A0 T L AT TRV 2 20 2 R BRI S d

Feo b, 0 F4% LUSHLE, AT 107

R T BAOB A VI BRI 7 BESR HA 7

o3 )L RERS At B SR A AL B UL S8y 4 2 ) i
(Zhu Liqi & Gigerenzer, 2006), 54 JUH-rHERE AE

I3 B AR 77 2 S [ LB 2 S AN AT PRk

WA B RLRE ? B B, T HERE BE D3 AR A

PRAE BEAT 127 ST BRI A2 75 o R 0 AR 22 7

Mg 2

BEAh, AR S B SO ST e — MR

AR ) o ST SO A AL, BRI W] DL 5%

T DA SR 1) 2 4] AN [ (03 55 SO IR b R 4B A

FH ANTITSG UE SR RE I R R T 35 4R A3 R e 1

[N, 3 T AT 2] R SO AL F T RE A g

VL, SR P RS ARRE COnENCAR,  H s

T T AR PR L) 8 JER SR S B Y > PR R

LAt — 2 (g s S il R

Sk

BRZS, Tardif, T, wdf. (2007). LS HATAIC SR A i 2K 2
St DO PEFIEHE, 15, 423-428

FRAS. (2007) . K ZLEL PRI 300G 5 2 . B2 i .
Jeat: JbntReE.
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Abstract: Word learning plays an important role in language acquisition and influences the development of other
cognitive domains. Susan Carey suggested first that it involved a Fast Mapping process in word learning when she
was investigating the phenomenon of children’s highly-expanded vocabulary. Many researchers studied the
mechanism of Fast Mapping during the last two decades. One kind of researchers suggests that children can use a
set of “cognitive biases” to guess the meaning of a new word. The second kind of researchers emphasize that
language environmental factors, such as word frequency, utterance final position, influence Fast Mapping process.
The newest research trends, such as Emergentist Coalition Model (ECM) and the Bayesian Inference Model of word
learning, tend to believe that both cognitive ability and language environment are important for fast mapping;
however, these theories are not unanimous as referring to the influencing time and proportion of the two factors.
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