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LHEEFETFH— M0 RBRARHESEATH TN, XRBREIL+EX
HBRAR. AMEEFRARZRLIE, R ENBCERRRBEAERERXBIE.,
FENLCEESEMRATENXRAZLAETHER T HEIEXLRERTHENERARE, R
FEMETRILIE I S EAR I (on—line) WA B . SEE T HEHAE, . RABEBRKRORIE,.E
BAREREZENERRELBNGATOAR TR \TRIEFRERRFEENE
BEPE A, RBMETUEFROMEELS A, FRTHERKREEMLA AL
RAFRAIMA KRR ERABRRE RORRIR.

1 BiF. GF 5SRENTPrERZ)

1.1 fnT SRR R IR Bh

L1.1 ARZEE HAREEFARSHRRMMEAFE. Lima f Polatsek R I, E
EEARANENFELERERAFNERT L BT RN FHELR. L5, Lima #
Inhoff ABFRT BFF L 3 A FRMMEM . TR DI H RIFEANMEL, ARHRFFL 34
FEHOEHBEAR. SRR, PR0ENF 0 4 T35 o) HiF R FEK .
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B&%, flm, ERT AT LT 0N & EC0IR 2 B FiEE L T LA RiRaeE
B BRI, 3R AR A R B R
1.2 ST hEy R
. X B B A48 Frazier (1987)05138 M p9“7E B §5 22 T 18 ” (the garden path theory) ., Frazier
WH,EERERAESRGNEE SRR I F W, 3 R ATR A O ER
. XPELHEEWER, EXEUERFE L FEARE Y EERERFBANEER
W BT 5 /5 B A K3 BAT & , TG A0 SE BT B 37 0 O T8 RAEBAT 8.
“UEBBE LA B 22N : B /M5 B (minimal attachment ) §1 j5 #1752 & (late clo-
sure) , Be/MKER RN  ERHAERE, SKAMEBSHFES S BEY RE—1FHT
5. EHREERENEE, EEEAFNEAS T EFRAGRREATENTHESE . X
FA RN, EEARESIRN BAOOTFERE X, R FOEX BT B
iE. BFERFWRREEA XN EEEHAN, RTUER TR LB FENF X, I4E

EHERRAZRTUERBTRNGF N LM SZBFHRMER. sl aOM8 %R
(1) We knew John well.

(2) We knew John left.
P We knew John FF3k . AREER /KGR, 24 BB B 415 John BHIE T 4EH 317 knew
HRE . XFLESH (1D John JFHY well A, 1 -5%] (2) # John 5 A9 left RAF, B A FE A
(2)5 John BAMEN G EE M AR TSN knew RIFE. HEBSHELTN, D) left
B, B2 A BN SRR S B A E 2 AT B B0 N T ZE I RS ] B 4T R4y . XF I B3
T ERH X . Frazier §l Raynerl' R I, B4R lett §l well By K EMFHAR. HR, X1 left (1)
HE S E] 8 B A F X¢ well B 3 ¥EAH .
1.3 BEMIPEERZE)
1.3.1 HFH-FaEE% (wrap—up)

HFARR, YR FHREHFREBYREFHRBIN, FENEMRRLEREAR
. Rayner (198D R KR TEFHREBGRENFAXRBNHERNE, ERAANE
KFEHE. U LERER, ZEXBARGTFRFOTRRAESENE. B FTANERRA
KRFHEL, WHEEESHFFHORAREE, ﬁu ARIFEME M T .
1.3.2 EH#ER

B 37 48 & (antecedent search) 1EIBIEAiA5 1 PR ICHTTH i T T iR BE R 3 , IR 18
#AR . EE——LAEKE. —BNE  IHBERIBBES  WBPBIRF she i, EEHERE
SRR SCATH R BRI AP E L she XTRRIRIH Mary, IR ST R WA R HAEM
B0, BB, IRWAAREFEGFHER . B2, @RS BETBMBEED,

Ehrlich #1 Rayner (1983) e X By & # T A 5 HBTMZ B8 EER GniE. ). ZEXEE
BG4 T WASREZEAXSIA—THNEE. ERAA. EEEHIAFEELRGTRE
FHEAREER, IRAREFELL I BRREBRLE. TH, MEBRERFFHTH
BAMERNENEK, RBRELBERER,
1.3.3 4w

X 3C oK B B 2R 84S B AIHETR R O HE 41 #E 78 (elaborative inference) , i A IR Sh BT



BABHIN R BhIT RN FIEEH R TR — 25 —

RERZW, XERETEBR/FXNEN  BECHFHEADREBEXPHIBER A
e & B B 4T BN B 4878 (on —line inference), O Brien JIE—HF R F MBI E R EXF

(3)He threw the knife into the bushes,took hermoney and run away.

LR E AR B R B FiF knife BB E . LR FM H =7 . —FR— R SCRTTHE BI 58
3£ 3 % Fi7, tN 45 15 stabbed he with his knife; — % 38 2 B 7% , 111 45 35 stabbed her with his
weapon ; 5 = RS B A R, 4L 1E assaulted her with his weapon, R X 3, FERIB R &
# T, % knife IEMEEIRABEEZR, RHEENWENFREPHER L T koife X117,
MEFE=F&HET , S E-FERK TR B BHM, KAE R kife XTHERHHATERK
AIBd .

2 REVSNANIEREZ xR

R 5B T Z ML BRI M FEHHT. RRMTFRER R — RN ZE" (eye—
mind span) R BRI T MAMFiL. BEl, X FR—BXRNARBMLT UL 08 EHXTH
P —HN R gk TR ", — KRRy “ R BT I T % “4kad i TR A b, RZ1 5 A
MITZEFENEZ. “FetmTE” AN, ReSAANLIZ 2R EHITH.

“Hk BT BN T UE 7 3T 4 O “ BRI SEAT IR VA “BR SEATIR . “BRISEATIR " A Morrisont* 3% Hj i “HR
3 H R E ” (eye movement control model) J§{%3%. Morrison ¥ ER DR XRPATEFEE
R SER A PE X TEHEN EEN SR, EFERANRE G o T RE) R SR B
R EENEEBIT —FTREAGE n+1 MR, MEEEINES, RERINENEE
BEFEs. R, ERHIBFSRABHZAFERAE. ERO TR BHERELER
TFRHBFHZT, FUERFLFRBHZE,. TRELBM T Ho+1 +RFXEL. MR
EHEE o+1 TMRANRBZWELRIIMBRT EME L B4, XKBSH T RERE
B, ZRXAIMEARE REHEE o+ 1 S RAGRHEFCLHFWRAREN, B
4,18 F % o+ 2 T RANRABEREER, ERVHEHATHFRL . NEXSE o+1 185
EMME REERE o+ 2 PRI, REEFIEREFE o+1 PREMF o+2 182
DZEMENMIEF —KEXNREHER. IMRABRFLBREREITHAZARZ. W
BLiR AT EEHLAS R4 4E (<100 ZHH M IERET W R E.

“RETHEOEERSE, FXNMINE TRERHA BERASATNTERELTE
3, MR EFTF R, INERNERBRE“HETFM” (storage bins) ; X 26 “H "I )\ IR
ARIEBMERNE, SR MIMA A, A E R R RERKER, FOENEER
B HA i, UL IRWS X THRF“DAEEWRE”. “RETR"BAE IRKIER
“35 J5 WM ” (spillover effect), HimAa] (4)F14 (5)

(4) The concerned steward calmed the child.

(5) The concerned student calmed the child.

EMNHERNETHE—1 415, steward # student f < M T VEMMR , R RE AW
HEARME . steward LM ,student RFINIT . 2R, 3R 91 BB 8] Ho g 4] < 30— 90
EPCW, FABMERE  calmed XMFLER (O FRIEWE B LE (5) Fi 30—40 &
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B X R AREMT steward W REC L RBBEERENANTIEB Y. BA¥EHE, X#
MRGET LECIZRBEREA‘BRES RS, RAT AV XRERORIE, RAHLNE
H.

] B im T8 LA Just 1 Carpenterl!*13 i ity “B) B B i ” (the immediacy assumption) 9 fR,
HIWRRNY, ZE BB —TRANKEBREE £ EN M SERZ M, RER
E£BHB T —TERL. LRER . BREAFGEESHRALUNERSHNIESER . A FE
fragw K. BlmsEs) (6)+

(6) After a minute but rapid examination of the book ,he signalled the professor to begin.

BH #ER P minute BHEE RN “56”. {EAEEED) but rapid examination B} , X R
REFERBHICFRBEI N EREE . TR minute i) 55— RO " BIRBUE X R
R —TEIEW TERNER  Fe X 8 B4R ) minute XF R E#TT T 0
I aAREFERNEAERFERML.

EEAN AAMRZBAEFHREFERAINIHERRB. ARHFREERXE
HIMIERARUBEARNEL. KRR, XTFENANAANIS ZARRNER, I
R YRR AEDEST.EROT BRESS. ARAERKENIIERTRK
B 7E A MR ] XA 47 b . Morrison BB B Y R F LRBEXK M ERHRELIFE
BRIARERMAAMI, Just FH EFEXER XRBXAER. BRL ANEEEZH—F
MER BRHRETEEXFEENRNEIMIZEFEEHN  ERARETRETMIL
B UARE#MFEXRERUENI.AEFHIINIERBEER,  ERERBEZR. A
SEBRES. R REAFRTRCUFEELE, BRRAEEF 2XFTRISHRMIZ
HEREE EH2EZHTRARSN, FEREWHR - BXROERR RN, £it
ER B, RMNATERE —MREAIIEBHESRE.

3 S RE

SEENESEH LR, BRW BTN IREFHNAN T BRAT FES
58 B, FMHFFERRBEBRBEEORE. BYR—BXRXSFEEERBIEH
AR, R SICRFARFA R OB~ RTRG R, RIEHRBREEREEFRY
B ORI QNS HE. MRBRKEREFEELREHNRERESVE N 528
¥, BB B M R TR

RHERMHBERE. EEXREXRT,BENOWE. SV ORFEATERTE
BRMEEE, REXESERENMERE, , X—~ARAE2HRN . TRRBALITEE
FRAE HRBEAZRHBERSNZRERTEBAEH, IRLRELRH— 3R
SR RN EETENS MBHERMEEHNNLBRRER Y, — EHENBRAR
ERE, RS ZERZIHREEL, LETHEREHTRALE, TERUERNLIR.X
T RBREHRTRIT RN LIHELRE .

EREXROFERR. AXRENBERFESEIFREAZHEEELAAKE. It
BABHPFEXRR. —FH EIEXRFRREAZE ERHELIBRFRRMER AT
B EEBTREASHBIESZEREERMNBEESTERAENFEE. fim,
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“REFZLE"FH-TEETERREEFNTHTERNRS), IRRREELREFR
BRI RBEEFNRDIABREN. F—EH . EXRIBTRAFRE, hERFR
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—hFXR#H.
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