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Abstract: Negative expression is common in natural languages but takes on different forms from one
language to another, thus giving rise to different patterns in negative sentence comprehension. The
current studies on negative sentences focus on the negation effect. However, whether the processing of
negative sentences requires longer processing time or higher error rate is still controversial. Furthermore,
negation effect has the explanatory power of the theory of the Pruning Hypothesis of Syntactic Tree and
the Head Interference Hypothesis. Ten Chinese Broca’s and Wernicke’s aphasic patients were recruited
in the current study. The results showed a negation effect in Chinese negative sentence processing. The
experiment of Chinese negation effect proves that the Head Interference Hypothesis is more powerful in
accounting for the negative sentence comprehension by classical Chinese aphasics.

L.5l5

TERE T TR R, TRRHEKIERESERIGEIERES, #AGErER M
SE RN LI 78 2 Bl Gece i 8 SN R I, A AR, RIS 8 A LA B e f) WAL R, K I
N A RE )N T B R 0 T ) BCH BB v OB R 2 (Just & Clark, 1972; Just &
Carpenter, 1975; Kaup & Zwaan, 2003. 2006; Hasson & Glucksberg, 2006) [1-5].

XPRABIE B E BT, R 75 8 RS AFAE, A0 B 1 A <o O il T $0 B 1]
I AR BT DR E N s A ASFE RS E AR, d0“un-". “not”i& B 75 %€ RN AT A T
ANJF] (Bebout, 1993; Taylor, 1996) [6-7]. #F— DWF5 K, XLLT Ebric FE B B #H
BB VE D RE I B B T DI REJE W E FVEN E RO B, DR sU7E AV o i Ak 1) 7 7l vy e
Hon, MG RO TR, Bleq)yh s gl g #E > (Friedmann & Grodzinsky, 1997; Friedmann,
2006) [8-91. SR Hil Yk EE 18 AHXT B A OB BN I TR (Lee, 2003; Lee et al.,
2005; Dickey etal., 2008) [10-12]. Rispens etal. (2001) [13]%fiE LR E G EEmEIN LT T
PEIE S BN EERE U, (RS, B EER, G, JOEE ZE T 2215,
PR, T Aar 2 B AN EOE 2  TE R AN ] o 31X — 45 AN R FH A0V B R U T R, WA
BINN A 1 W AE 15 8 FL TR TR 7 G RO BRI A 2 RS E A T AE,  BRedriB T3 e N
TARBE, X — RS 2 H A %33 1 FTIUESE (Bastiaanse et al., 2002; Valantis et al., 2013)
[14-15]-

X R B FT, B TR AR TR BN 15 8 RN R 2 b DAE BN 8 I a2 H
DR B 70 2 1) 1 458 E 08 BRI 15 7 TN i IsF 8], 4/ 56 5 A in L e] i it 1) 22, {H AN B8 58 4 TH
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bR ARG AT T B AR A) AR SCYE BERHIE I SCRF MBS B, A R AR R 2 A
(RN IR 1) 22 539 25 (Glenberg et al., 1999) [16].

BT REE BEHEMEE YRR, B0 LR RIE KRR, YN € B EANE E Bl
IEME RS RS E RN I AT BEIK 2. Kintsch A1 Van Dijk (1978) [17], #H T &b S, &
P AR — PN B R R . BB AN A BN AW 75 52 BB, S0 75 e 0 AR AE SE & 2%
PRI ME, B A5 2 ek N A B IA MR PRI . B 9038 IESE 7 75 5 S5 480 N 05 20 08 1 PRI 1 T Sk
(Macdonald & Just, 1989) [18], Ffidt—20 A\ N7 & (5 Bl IA ME 2 52 BT 55 2 Wi 51 J i & 1 52
(Kaup & Zwaan, 2003) [3], [EIWIE4EH 75 € F B8 & 2 — A Bl I TR 2F R A2 40 1 3 4 i
(Hasson & Glucksberg, 2006) [19]. {5 EIHiAPER T2 S 7E B SORES AR, AR T 2
BAEFESN (Kaup, 2001) [20]. FEAS[RIRS [RIZEIR 251 75 € 15 BB IA HE RO A S 50 R B . 7EAT
A B IR TGO, WA TESZ R i, I ] 2858 R 524/ (Giora et al., 2005; Kaup &
Zwaan, 2006; Hasson & Glucksberg, 2006) [21,4, 19]. HR¥IFX—Hit, FEEENTLTHIES
TSI, 05 A AT I T2 % 5 KA KN T (Orenes etal., 2014) [22].

FAh, (R MRI AT ERP S5 i SR A 5 A Lt ATt 5 5 T, 280 FLuEsk 1 5 €
AN T HMEI G GF SR T S I L PP AR UL (Kaup et al., 2007) [23]. 75 5€ A) 0 T H
fMRI ff 50 22 #3076 75 5 AN LR R i 2 b, @R seie KRBT e Al Lz i e f) S h) il
A L2 X #iE (Carpenter et al., 1999; Tettamanti et al., 2008; Christensen, 2009 ;
Bahlmann et al., 2011) [24-27], {HWG W7 K I H € ) 2 &€ A I T 55 2 i X 1 30E
(Tettamanti et al., 2008) [25]. ERP 7845 B MESE 776 0 LR e #EfE B, & L s T8
SENNL, il AER) T I LG A B8 4 318N A) T 0 T (Liidtke et al., 2008) [28].

2. SRR
2.1 FEARX R

A LIGY AR R, FABMEH AN A . RIEREA: SRIE RN T H = e LA S AR M T RR
SEEGE A E, h ik B ARG ARSI 3L 10 A8k, BRERDGE, ARF, TR
DIRERERG, BEAT AR RS AR o o s, e Sy da A s BB, U IEH . XMTIEA . IEW A
10 4, BHERNDGE, AT MRASER . SHERENT E X 5REEHILE, o KA
Mg, TR sE, M REF, W iikw, WAGssh ., JolNa D) ReREaSNTE 5 AT . %1
T EBAL, SRTE B ARG CT 5 MR F$8 R PR 3 B A D e (0 ik i 357 s &7 i e AW ki 4055
i FTE “PUE RABREAR 2575 (Aphasia battery of Chinese, ABC) . ¥ 2 Wi S 15 E 46 A vk
(Boston Diagnostic Aphasia Examination, BDAE) 2B fERG BrybsEat B, BRI Bk s KiE
SE A B R ATRI, 456 B H R AT 8 RIERERN, 7 RieahiERiEH (Broca KiH) Hl
RGP IIEH (Wernicke RiE)
2.2 SERTEHR

KA “h) F——E A ILEeesl, ERVE A BRI E k. SRR IE R 36 S, —H
SERIMSER & 18, S MILE K E A 72 8, 36 H. Ala)FiHkpl ymia) 1 (1) —f&
HEA 18/~ BIPUE R R B “S+HE V+O R, WP NEFIAY . “MAEIE R (2)
B EA] 184, RIS E bR I HAE NS E AT, 5—KEERPAREET R E
FRiced Mg S B aneS NIRERIRAY . “HRAENCE ROF . B v iiRHE A) iR R -
MEFZzmE T N 226, WE FNSA)FAHILE R — N E B2 E =, WA EIEH
e 5 E—aNa4EEe, HHEE —MREN, B DREESE.
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2.3 SERAES RBIERET TR
B ——A) T UL B AR seBlE fE 2, e 2R ol — ALK, SA9al 2 WK i e 22

el e, EulUt BAsfy, AR 18 HE BARFIA 18 MEE Hinf), 36 1R, kgl
SRARFEIN R REEBI AR S ] SPSS 22.0 BAFHEAT /0o 1 Jeill i R A AN R ) 2
MIIERAA, 18 2 305 22 70 ot BEAS R i et AN R RD 2R 1 5 08 77 AR B 2R, R EE gl
W AR € R R e A BRI 2, AT 200, A ARSI X R0 O,
B S5 ER) g AN LRI A, M 5 5E A N L i 220 BEA L] .

3.ER50

X T B REARAT 5 SE i O R TR 58 AT 45 W D AT 2 N 1R L i3 AT 40 A e i
BRGNS, BRFEENRIE 10 A, BiHEREEA). BEa% 1804, Bk N4
THNAIER 10s XL B, HREO A IERT &g Bl adl g, R FESERTEES Kk
IS A B ) AR R 2

PR 253 I B B S R A M &5 SRR B, AR B B e A) . 7 e )P S R 43
W24 3488.2ms 1 4231.0ms, SBFZEFERZF (1, 161) =18.700, P=0.000. P44k 2 5 5
ZF (1, 161) =7.349, P=0.007, izzhM:RiBEHBREH 2 615 & f) FRAR-T- 24 s B B 4351
2980.5ms Al 4095.9ms, KB IAE €A 15 €A RN 5358 4014.9ms £ 4371.2ms.
)R SRR BRI EAEFHEE F (1, 161) =4.976, P=0.027, W% 1.

X 1. P BT

VS A{E (ms)

B e e
BEAbRHE BIEAbRHE
IEER 87 3488.1+1816.1 4231.0£2014.6
BA R 2980.4+1423.4 4095.9+1955.9
JE M R A 4014.9+2026.9 4371.2+2076.7

SRR S B AR RGN, PR ITE R B AR i A N LR AR ) IE R R T
RERER)TEREZE, HIREN41.18%, WEEAHREE S, HELLRRIERML AT
KRRE, HELERERERRZNFLEEZS (P=0.068) . HEEGHIRKIMIKE, &
o7 B 22 S S 3 U ] DA R E R BT IEA R IS 0T, B e AR in THN EEKTEE
). WFE 2.

2. PHEER R

HRE (%)

rane i PE PR 2 B AhR 22
HE ) 3 7€ 1)
IREE 4% 22.82+16.78 41.18+30.81
BAN R 23.32+13.82 43.34+28.95
TRt SR 1 22.32421.02 39.01+35.86
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4. ik

A BRI 52 B M R TR BCR AR S R T RAE B, BT /SN T T, R
T ARG DX A5 5L 3 BT AN [F) S BG R ET- 350 S R I R R 2R () 22 5 o AAABEEOXS T Pf ) 2R 1) A
ITERKE, $leTHEaME BTSSRI RFZ B LR EER. HRMNNA
—EMZESR, BRI T )2 TR e Ay, RIS T8 3 M 2 15 A s ol P 2R 2 T
5, WNTHEAM LA E ) WA WP R N RE, TwEEq), EETE,
B B RAE BB ) S L SR T B A

KA KRB T A R IR, S AR RS2 R A A e BRI T SR IS A, RIS B 22 2
SGEA) TR . MEZRBERS A R AR R NN KA, Esht KRBT e h). B Eh)
ST R TR R B A . BEAIE E RAE W I E ER A AT X3, Hit, it EE22
57BN TSR, Bt JE H e B e A BRI KA AT PLIE X — gL, R
Pifh, ERIFEREERAMIEO T, Bt Bl i S T2 sh A ik B3 . S T
T3 PR 1 SR O PSR A Y I TG KRG, i G ieahith kB BB AR E R BRI, 7]
AR e AN Lt . a2, ARy 5seffGEi22,.

SEBG R A [R] 06 X 453473 9 iR R SR I B, i DX 45347 7 S P o Ao 28 L ) B T s ol A Ak I
I 22 7 B R R 2 — o PR SR 00 45 SEANME R B P 2R 05 BB AN [R) 75 28 1) R R A4 I
(225, ARSI R AR AE R HAEH F (1, 161) =4.976, P=0.027. CHMAEH, &HE
AN CAFAER S X, Bl an /21281 X (Left premotor BA 6), Tl R (Inferior parietal BA
40) %5 X1 . Carpenter et al. (1999) [24], Tettamanti et al. (2005) [29], Christensen (2009 )
[26], Bahlmann etal. (2011) [27])550K5 75 % F) 0 L FA 45 52 i X A 2 78 3R E0AL, AR IX 5 i 78
B2 PO AL R . BT % 2 BA Broca B B #H AT, BH 2RI IR RIEZE
Ry LR AR 2 UL Broca RIEAE & @4, #FH Wernicke Ri% B T5 E A) N TG HLIHRIE .
1l Broca 1 Wernicke ‘R if, BUFRIZ M RAB ARSI 1T, &5 S R AN R E R A R 4 7
W, B IAEE BB I A AR X A3 B R, 8 sl R B B R A MBI X 505, N
TR B (BA44); S8 15 T A 78 A2 G E el 5 0. XRDAIX /N X 2 EEIES
X, 2 =3 AN [V R FE (R 453493 76 A0 5] 8455 n L rb— 5 fig HE AN AR TR A R B0

PR A A P S B R g SRR BEMEE T, [N, St RiE R EE N A
DUVART 3 05, B P 2R DR e T i X 38t A7, 1X — &5 SRR B T & 2 5 1 DUE )+
(ERMARIN T, TIEMIRIERL b, EahM ks BE MR G TR B, FAEshERIE RS
WA, R 2S5 TR FIEIN TR . R KB g 2B k) s
IEE R, AT AT E— s e A BN L2 58 2, 15 e A 38 AN L7 ZE R Fn g 3L
[FIAEF o 3 fi X T AT 82 i B 75 58 A A 8 A BEAR I T s B H B 8 3 22 e i 2 k. [
bb, EH/AAIN TS, KR AEREN . B XS, 5Lt Xs5
Z—u, TWEA N LI ESL B ILEVER,  HA RS < B T E E AT,

PUVE R VEE S5 38 R I HE 075 S 2380 A LR <<V 20 M R AR U SRR o %o 15 52 UL 1 fA R
A, —RGEEMEH ML (Kaup & Zwaan, 2003, 2006) [3-4], X —&IANTE
E N T AR 75 58 RS AL [ 0 AR S SRS B R R R 2 B e 2 H— DT,
M3 s 1 15 58 A) I TR . X — B 4%V 2 B 70 & 38 UF (Lidtke et al., 2008; Hasson &
Glucksberg, 2006; Isabel etal., 2014) [28. 19. 22]. ARIMHUE TS €AW 75 b5 AR, W
B TS E ) B I R A S I L B P R U B e o FRATTAT DA Bl < 8 b 5 AR
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Ut (Grodzinsky, 1995) [30] o “if 5l BR 1B 15> ( Trace Deleting Hypothesis, TDH), ikl
Broca 15 E i N I A) VA R AG X 23 06 Bt 6 S8 A (1) §% A7 46 440 7 AR e S 14 1) B A6 TR YE Grodzinsky &
Finkel, 1998; Grodzinsky, 2000) [31-32], Ti¥EARHADIERAL L5 M-I HIGEJIAXT ¢ % (Grodzinsky
1995, 2000; Grodzinsky et al., 1993; Drai & Grodzinsky, 2006; Vasic et al., 2006) [30. 32-
350 Zx BRI, POERTERE B AN 8 AR5 5E R b AT BRAR N T, 0P 28] 1 0 ) e B
IERARAE 2, U0 T I A B i i P T DOTE ) 7 BRI T o Al IRk 9 2 ) A L A A 1
N X SEA]FI0 T SN I 2 S 2 U AT R, SRR SR P A ) R 0 T AN [ L R E T
KA BIAR T2 5, RIE &) MG E ) I T2 FIFER B A LIER W IHIA R, RS
BRSO BRI Tt A .
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