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WIS AR L1 P ST b oy

~

» 2 XiEE

[ 2B] aF2MilseriERAET FioildseftF LR 20 EM, AR R 80025 X
AR, SR, A A AR B I T — I F38AR, TAR T R A FB4F, R AREA
ity ikde § KRBT RN Ao Xe B, KR T P EAF AR AT AT IC A FRF) 6 Ak
BA S RAAARBIE B, AR T Z TR 6917 FAL A R Bt IR A X LA LA TR T FHR
TR, FHE XX RS LR SRBAFHARG—ANATER R BT FHRM T, FIFEE
HAbFH G R, A BT RIFI T 5 T S M X F g AR I a9 A AR

(R3] k240 3t kg 35 5 F AR % 54}

—. 5l%

AR AR TR 1B SO PR — N E R W R R A B ) B AR R AR S K
P4 K e (2596 ,2013 5L, 2011 ) o H R IR AITA R 2R SRR G2 A B R4 ) LU FL A s A1)
FUBiAs . X LERabniha 1) TR I I (BR Z8A W Bal 5 22 Bk HERfOR I, X L8
FERRRTE M) TE M I S AR

AR SR AR BE T T UM A B2 1 e e o 3 5 o8 P 38 7 R 3 T e v 2 AR AR — S A
GEUR, I FE A BT Ak S A R Ry o SR R 3 B A R ST AR AR DRI JE A A M e
ERTA S H o AF B A 42 8 D 12 (self-paced reading) (R BKi6 B7 (eye tracking ) A1 4 M1 5C HL A7
(ERP) S5HAR  BRIUSSI AAL T 8] F1 NAOO DA AR A, S5 K530 , 15 T LA B WA A O FE . I 285
Rrut o B, A5 R BON AT R o (HSCE AR SR A I 1, 058 X AR SR AR 2 0k, Bt I S 9 44
R R B AT B DAL T S 6 45 SR X LA S A e

IR 5 AL PO B R i, JUHUR AR T BOR B 5838 , (A MU | = G B ) 1 B VA AR i
ATRE. X —TT R T AP AR TE TR (B2 ) R 2 , AN T AR A AR AT B A I TR
HSTARATAN 28 , 3 N 6T SRR S DURIE BE SR AL TR R B . IS8 DI BB v 4 B 356 2% (1]
IR R A5 (5 B (E BYBOR ST M5 SIS AL A A HE N B 1 A8 b, 1 TR
T A NIEE IRV A AN TSR o AR SR n i P00 25 50 5 S g 4 R — B, i m] 5 i T

718 EEFE L, RFREMNEELRERIR( L8 200002) s XiE%, EE FE L, NI RFIMEZRAT KOTFER
BSHUR, BUIEE (1M 310058 ) o
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SR AR FE 0 BRSLE , TTIXARZTHSRA IR ( computational cognitive science) BT

FEAIF X A N T P AL AN ) B , B TS A IR b al 23 S P . A — 2RO T AR
LI R B R , AL AE A7 6% AR (storage cost, SC) \BE & A (integration cost, 1C) K7 TS (de-
pendency distance,DD) &% 58 NN A)2 N g 25 2 TARICAZ S5, I e BBk, TARIEZ
Gl o TR ARSI A R AT BR A, DT i AR A2 S fr 23 OB R BN AIME R . o5 — 2K
BT 2B N B HE AR , AL 505 B (surprisal ) ESRMC A ( probabilistic valency) \Ji§ (entropy) 45, X —
IRWTFEFE NN ARE I TS R b 8 5 0 & S MR LI 25 TN 2 5 B N 2, I S8 22 06 4
BN R T AE LA 30 RTE GG (AR F0R] B TR R AE o ol 285 AT B0 22 6 T, 900 i 2y
AL, AR E B/ A AL R A S AR FE AR b, 3X e bR N OG TE AL 45 4, i 1)
SEANEAH N IAEE

XPIAR bR A 32 R, EARRLGEE S SR RS IE, o] LURR R ih H B . XU, &
SRXBESRARIE T INHRL: A5 B IR F1 [ SR T8 7 A BRATUs, (H R AR A B T 5 AR R -, et 2
RSO B Rl A 194K TR & A WH T 2 MR o ] RS S HA 22 RO BT R . % T
I, ASSOR AR LA P SEAR b, 0F FUAR AR TN A4 2R 5 SE B 45 2R, IR FORE X SR8 bR I ] 118 5 2 0t
FERIRTATIE , DU S 4 3t 1 A e 35 AR AR 1, #7s IARILAR X i 35 25 A i i 290 1

=, BT EERBIESR

SRR bR AT AR IS i A BERIDR AT B RIXERE o BFFE 3 A, A0 0E N T8 — 3% i) e 1 14
AR, AT 2 BV ATt BAY il 5508 Hh B TR Z R A TE SC &R o R 325G A% BRAE P E AR 4B
il w, Flw, 20, TAECAZ G20, M A TH TARICI 78 52 A BRI b A . A
SO =R T T ARICAZ A 5 IR A FE b  AE A A RS A MR AP IR

(—) TEEASFE A AR

FEAH A FIRE 5 AR J2 5 T A 1B S5 A TR VR R 1, BT — e A 1 T A7 R 33818 ( dependency
locality theory,DLT) ( Gibson,1998,2000) , ixX— i\ Ky, —A~ial th BLG , 15 5 (1 FH 3 75 22 58 B 7 ol
APEINTARSS o Ho— 76 TARICAZ O A7 10 08 N 58 B 0 Rk DG 32, F O™ A 1 DA R 2 FH A7 it B
A A, LACAZ B ( memory unit/ MU ) 315 He =) I TAE A2 H 101380 5 122 1] A0 O A9 ) 45 L o 2
R Z 1 AN SR I A JE R, H ™ A AN B 38 G AR SR B i, LA fiE 1 {7 ((energy unit/
EU) it Gibson(2000,p. 102) AN pATE Ry 82, 280500 T 0] LLE A A A AR DA FIHERE

H A A U] 43 R AR B AR ( discourse processing cost, DPC) 145 #4945 i 4% ( structural inte-
gration cost,SIC) o LA 1 A, iZE R+ S MBS M AT A5 R, LA by RO ial (85T XP 5
DL by R e BB Y, ZMIAFTEAITE R R o Y by RIS, —Jr R 220 h, BB XP # s 5 45
9,249 hy R 2R BBl  E 2x  BE TR AL IRSAS 5 ) — Dy A ST LA by S iR B4R XP 5 4%
SPY, ZIE B R , 3 X — I B AE R S5 5 BUAS R by 5 by Z 18] 24 18 R 3R] B DR E

A W58 R A R SRR i B OC R MR T B . AN [RIZE AL SC R Ay g iF 5 v, DA =18
FEELSE 2 M AT (subject-extracted relative clauses, SRC) 152 18 $2 B 9¢ Z& M 4] (object-extracted relative
clauses, ORC) 5 J % UL (fa] 30 (BREE EL,2011) o Do FRGE 3 5200 25 e W], B3 ORC (9 in TXEE K T
SRC( Grodner & Gibson,2005) , 54K A7 3RS Y F0 — 3L, FATTLA Grodner & Gibson (2005 ) fifi I fY
—2} SRC ,ORC M|, % FLSZ 50 285 e SAKAF SR s BRIe TN 25 5, L6 1. f51](2a) A1 (2b) 435141 & SRC
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E h;
1 b, ADERIEST XP BILL b, AR ORIEE Y, WESRAE

1 ORC, JHRRHARR IR, SC FRTFARINAS , 1C FR BB lA

x1 kERBEHIEEITHEIE SRC F1 ORC A ZIHEE BT

(2a) The |reporter| who sent the photographer| to the | editor | hoped | for a story.
SC 2 1 3 1 2 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 0
1C 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 143 0 0 1

YRATE 5L U 25 UL g 4 (IS0 35 A S B — o T 1 0

(2b) The |reporter| who the |photographer sent to the | editor | hoped | for a story.
SC 2 1 3 4 3 1 2 2 1 1 1 1 0
1C 0 1 0 0 1 1+2 0 0 1 143 0 0 1

PR INIR 25 WA AR 103 A SRR A — e B Tl 4R

(20) T35, 505 — i the MBI, HUJR 28 A0 B 4% B R 3 i A B A S 4 ) 7
EITERIA N 2 MUs; the 56, ARG HAL LA B 204l O U, 45— i reporter 1B,
R — AT SEAS H R T AR 1| MU reporter g 443, S RE— AN 54 2 A IRl
reporter 5 the A3 A8 AR | 1% — it R 2 REE MR 3 AR , AT 2 A A 1 BU, S0l #f
AN H B TR A RS 2 RAS S Al ) T 17 A s b B 0 T A D, 8 A
IR & AR . BT, (20) HOFERE AR S 3 MUs, 864 B 4 EUs; (2b) (I % LA 4
MUs, 86 & Al 4 EUs, 315G MATRRAMT 2 SRC HU7EREHA N 3 MUs, 8640 A 1 BU;ORC (77
AN 4 MUs B4 A H 3 BUs, R RIS & AR S9BT ORC (KA RE B

[ B S0 45 S R 7% ORC A MRS Bk, 32 2 44 T IS0 I 450 | P
S 12 ) O BN B AR S T 5 (AT L SE 0 5 SR 5 FE AR U 28 1, B i P43 (3
) BT B TR AR RS £ A L% 5 0 T 58 7 B 0 T 95 5 5P 48— A7 2 T A 4
ST AR RARA ., 2 KT, ORC o1 sen f B EIN ]I K, S22 ORC oA 1K FE ) 3 2 8
B 8 A RS T sent (46 2 AR A) o {EAF R AT ORC o3 (B the photogra-
pher) YIRS B K, 550 AT AE 2 5

%2 ZiF SRC 0 ORC Ky iRt ]
who the photographer sent to the editor oL )i st ]
SRC 350(3,0) 360(2,1) 355(1,1) 356(2,1) 1421
ORC 343(3,0) 353(4,1) 422(1,3) 398(2,1) 1516

() IRAFEE R

BT ARSI A IR 19 55— $8 b ) I TA LS (syntactic distance) o TERKAFIRIEHESL T , AL HR
B (IRAFIE R 18 4] 1 i P IAT MO A0k O 2R i 1) Z TR O 2 PR B (995 ,2009) o 7T SRRAF BE S
BT, s 2 A T AT AT AL i o P 2 D8 (2a) (2D BARAF RRE e T 2
P2 vy A Sk R IRER M4 1A VR DG AR A R] , i Sk DA SCIC IR 1) AR ), 7S 3 11 22 1]
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¥ \
The reporter who sent the photographer to the editor hoped for a story ~ The reporter who the photographer sent to tﬁ; editor hoped for a story
il ¥ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 ]y 1 2 < 4 D 6 7 8 8 10 1112 13

B2 fi(2a) (£)(2b) (F) WRFRELEH

M ICAEXRROC R IR 7 B F R ARAFIE B . W1 the 5 reporter 22 [8) H— 25 9RZRAHIE , the g I\
in , reporter S BCTR] , AT T MRAFIE 5 A SCIC ] 30) e 25 AR 3Rl1R)F (2 = 1 = 1) (Liu,2006,2008 ) . 7EX
— AL AN, RN T N8 1) J5  RAEEE 25 O IR (R . (H RS mp ik e & b, SCRL iRl T DA Rl i, 4n
hoped 1 for ,SXBMRAFEE B R AME (10 - 11 = — 1), ARAEFEES A IEFUARIE T35 5 28809 25 7 (Liu,2010)
EONEIMERE SR AT, R X L % SEARAF IR B I A X B . 28U MR B BRI
BTN R R B 3 48 R /s MO IR B e /M 2 FAR T 35 1 — 13 3l 3 1IE ( Futrell , Mahowald
& Gibson 2015 ; Liu,2008 ) , 3% A] A2 A A IR A2 it B v A TA I A A A e

FEANE T FKAF IR B TS A AT e SR R DCRIME B o DD EE U T A T AR b 42
B s At 3], SR R I 3R] 5 XA (B8 JR) Z [ )ik C &R o LA (2a) B sent R 5], B who,
photographer 1 to 22 B fF#1E/8)1 ¢ & ,{H 7 who F photographer 1 PRAE sent Z Fij , R, sent AT 1M
JEHT sent 53X AR AUMRAFREES Z AN (1 +2 =3) Pes o R0, THIA (2a) F(2b) rpr &g 30 A DA R XE
B AR NER 3 R

®3 ETWHRFERITEN(2a) 70 (2b) KIAEE

(2a) The |reporter| who sent the photographer| to the | editor | hoped | for a story
0 1 0 3 0 3 3 0 3 8 1 0 3

(2b) The |reporter| who the |photographer sent to the | editor | hoped | for a story
0 1 0 0 1 8 1 0 3 8 1 0 3

AT BRI FE ) e B £ T 2 DA B P IR ) 7 A 2 HEAEBE B (mean de-
pendency distance, MDD) P4 (Liu,2008) . (2b) (- F-HRAFH B N 26/12, K TF (2a) HIF-IK A7 1 BS
(25/12) , (2b) BN HIAERE TR . an SR U5 B8 SC R A, ORC - B IRAT I 9 0 (13/7) KT SRC
- HAF IR (12/7) , 5 SC B0 AR — B, BLIARAT I B A 5 ey b T ) 7 R DA I B2 o B
AN, ORC H1 sent B INHINERE K, [IRE 55 S5 0 2 SR — 0

(=) ATy SR AERE 2% e

WA R BB E FIAR A P 2 X DA M B 1) 3 B — SO, B WTS ni TAR IS I S 54 R T
VEICIC AR WP & o AP0 AR DN k119 2 B A Ao R v 7 B 1) S0 ) 0 06 R B, T B AR i 8K
HZ  NAERE R . U8 ARia A BRI 5 BB (RN L T 38 59 ,2018) iR ATREEFI F + L -
(van Schijndel & Schuler,2013) 45, #& & pASFIARAF P 5 W) LA 1] 1) . 5 687 S DA RNME B2, R G, A
TMERERRA o T3 A BUAS SR AR J 08 S5 W TR e S R AEE B R AR AR A 18 1 8 U, BT
PR BTN B AFAE 25 57 o B AR DG TR S 1B A5 R AR rh A 45 SR Ay oo ) 22 ) 1) S AR 2 ) O
B RAF )3 6 3R 00 1) 5 1) =2 ) (R 2R M B S

H ARG 75 AL SEOR A P & SR A3 HE bR A S Ak T fg . ELan A A Stanford Parser  Malt-
Parser FIW; TR LTP 854035 3 W 88 bR iE MAA )7L DG 31, AR IBUAL 335 S IC 1] A1 DA 1) 1) )3 46 N 19 A VA AR
BRI ARSI B o B AR B A T T A5 M TR S S AER T 3 I R AR R 11 Ak R
SR TESEBRTF R 8K S TR S R 5 o R 25 R, GE T rp O TR 22 R] 1 4% 1) RN sl ) B B B
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TR 5 1R Z ] A9 2 P B (Rajkumar, et al.,2016) o X FAF# A, AR H R B4 EL% T H A
T H (HRRIARTEAR, A ATREE RN F + L — , Al LUE i ModelBlocks 3434535

SV L = AR AR AR R M B A (0 DARIAE S B AT RS — i R v A T A 1] )
NHIMERE , QA BUAS AT B (2b) i sent — TR A TAHIMERE o 33X ] BB PR S ik B 45 5 1] 119 2 1)
S Z MR AL R A 75 IR AR B B4E i AR SRR G R A 28 S 1, A BRG] 4
TRV EE25 5 R, RIS SRC 1 ORC Yy 3 i AU IRI R, SRC 1 ORC AR TAJIIME FE 22 571 2% ( Warren &
Gibson,2002) . #4 A HGETH44 1 A Sl ial Kokt , e T Gibson Xof ix — [ R ) R 25 o H H A 44 a] |
Bl 5 HAR 2SRRI BARSE RS . M ORC /Y E1E 0 BT A4 G A E e i 7Y 44
i) AN e ) 44 TR DA IR SR AP N (Warren & Gibson,2002)

X = AR A BE VRS T BT AR 5 BN RE o E I, R 2R AR 3 i BT A G R A, B
U] 4 1] 5 B AN (SCAS 233, S T 2 il 2>, 55 R FRUAS R A B 8 % 000 P e A B 2 g X S B
4, AT REAS i I A T 22 90 T A FE 4

=. ETZ2BEmMNER

S T RARAR LI A w B R ORI N IMERE . PSR O e I Tl R R iR S
(o S AR 22 B U4 PR H BRI 25 (Levy 2008 ) o ATl slCRE b /g 94 45 4t BLAY UCR M 22
VB T AR A ) 22 B UMD ) A Al A R 3o A ) Rk Al ) 2 45 A ) AR 1 el
/N (Levy,2008 ) o JX HL 3= A 4 AL T2 B0 P00 A 845 - et (E AR T 1

(—) s

ST IRTAR IR RS — UL S5 B E . B RENLE A X BRSO p (), H
WA —log,p(x) o U A Hale(2001) 5IAGIRIEF 225 , A DB E FRITA 47 1
WAHIEEE (Rajkumar, et al.,2016 3 Smith & Levy,2013) o AnACKEA) i R AN A H IRV BEALSH0F X, X
AT R BRI AR, & A S (R /N AR PEE s/ o B — ) TR 0 = 1 MR w0, -
w, s 55 n AN w, BIHILZ w, w0, BIHILS, R R p(w, [, vw, ) o R —RERAR A
ST 30 BT AR w0, WIS surprisal (w,) = —log,p(w, | w,--w, ) o LLHI(2a) Y sent
Sl 3 AR ) A AR AT R A p (sent | the reporter who ), H5E A — log,p(sent | the reporter who) o
TSR S RAG S A R p (oo, |00, ov0, ) TR B TE S BRI, 40 N OGIE 5 B 22
P 265 38 R MR 1T SOOI ST i M TR A R AR TR L B R o T P i 5 A 1 G 1 1) ) 2K I
- J5 PR T B BRI B AR A1 B AT AIE G R o AR SCRTE B ANE S A RIXERE , 5T
NG T A S PR IR

HE% |- R SCTE X187 (probabilistic context free grammar, PCFG ) J& T 1545 K 15 122 1) —Ff | J& 4 MK
G| NI ST TR E U R S8 . R UKAT 3534 (probabilistic dependency grammar) (Nivre,
2006 ) S 53 —FeRE A S TR L LN AR S, & TR  RARAFE L O MERAL Y Jig . PCFG AR ARARAF L
RO RO G 31 ) 7 36 20 B i 35 o Z ) B OG22, e A A ik 45 4 Hh BB . R T
PCFG 3Bl w, -+ w, BAJEE L5, 3% n AN 3] — 2 Y L BER P (w,-ow,) FTRARR R Y, P(T,
wyw, ) Hr P TACHRRIELE AR, Y P(T,w,-ww,) 9T w,-ww, KR AT RLTE 25 KR A B 2

AR A AT, D, P(Tw, - ww,) WIFRIR w0, w0, K B FIT AT HEATARY IR BE S 2 1 3
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B w, BOTCRAE AT AR IR T A9 A 2RI

surprisal(w,) = = log,p(w, [ w,-w, ) = -

1T €)% ] HumDep ( Boston et al.,2008 ) il TdParse ( Roark , et al.,2009) fi %451 (2a ) FfF] (2b ) (15 5
{EL, LASG UE P50 (A 77 vHERA P00 4] 7~ A A RIMERE . HumDep S TAEARARAF TR T 09, IR0 R
AR R, HRe S i AERIE AL 1557 {H (unlexicalized suprisal ) , TdParse & 5&F PCFG JF & /Y, Y LRtk
Er AR BT L AR IR AR (FEIZ A D PR AR R U5 (L, syntactic surpirsal ) , 37T
Pl R (E (lexicalized surprisal) o {5 (2a) A5 (2b) B0 45 R A0 4 Fios .
F 4 E T TdParse 1 HumDep i+ &K (2a) 1 (2b) WiRZE

(2a) The |reporter| who sent the photographer| to the | editor | hoped | for a story
SynS | 0.88 | 0.73 | 6.27 | 1.36 1.55 0.08 2.38 | 3.04 | 0.41 | 4.45 | 0.56 | 1.02 | 0.12
LexS | 0.96 | 9.58 | 0.06 | 6.25 1.19 4.53 0.00 | 0.44 | 8.79 | 8.00 | 2.40 | 1.60 | 4.46
PosS 0 0.03 | 0.53 | 1.48 2.20 0.79 1.46 | 2.20 | 0.92 | 1.11 | 0.75 | 0.99 | 0.51
(2b) The |reporter| who the |photographer sent to the | editor | hoped for a story
SynS | 0.88 | 0.73 | 6.27 | 3.69 0.07 1.86 2.06 | 2.59 | 0.37 | 4.80 | 0.68 | 1.04 | 0.11
LexS | 0.96 | 9.58 | 0.06 | 0.55 4.48 5.9 0.00 | 0.44 | 8.66 | 7.93 | 2.42 | 1.60 | 4.47
PosS 0 0.03 | 0.53 | 1.88 1.02 1.12 0.90 | 1.91 | 1.17 | 1.34 | 0.59 | 0.99 | 0.51

A WR T (2a) M(2b) PRI PR AR, SynS A1 LexS BYL5RAK A TdParse , 531 2 75 413 158
SE AR, PosS B45 R A HumDep , R AR IAAG IR SR AB . A v B A il 1 50 e (i 2 R
SR TR (Fang & Liu,2021) , M4Js TdParse BRI E5R, (2a) B9 AL R (E D 22. 85,
(2b) BYANIEARUSRAEL N 25. 155 (2a) B AL I (B0 48. 26, (2b) By TRIL AL el S {6y 47. 140 AR5
HumDep MAE5R4R, (2a) AARIRHCAL ISR (60 12. 97, (2b) B9 AR RN AR ST (H 0 11,99, Hirr, SRC
AR 15. 09, T A BBl 21. 26, AR TR AR A58 9. 58 3 SRC YA A5t S 4 16. 91,
AR 20. 18 JAETRNC A5t {8 K 8. 53,

DA 255k, B AA B SE R S5 - B ORC HINHIME R KT SRC, ILAk, 3X = Fp 5 55
F18 FATI 45 SR I AR B sent J2: 3t i ORC INHIMERE ) E BN o X — S5 SRR M . — I T, 1t S {L B F0
AT DR FE (5L T f) o f P 52 T 1% L TR) R R) 1 )2 ) 5 5 — T T, B S (LA A B TRV A
RIXERE S, AT BEAEHIABR .

() WeRRLHY

T3 — AT T 2RI T A IR M B R AR R AR B A . B R AR AR TR T A O R, ROk — 1]
() H5HAIR (35) B85 G 6801 (X ,2000) o 4 —Aa] (38) #F A m)FI), X Flae 314 DLSE B, 2
FpAT HE A EC A A8 Ry — B, B (28) 58] (28) Z BEIE B 7 Ak e & . B, Beih 5k X R 2
BRI R A RS T LA . IE W i 56 B R A S I A R R — L i (%)
LA 53 A SR B P2 ST o B A4 Sy ST iR) (%) (R 0, M@ 7R & 32 Bl il ( 28) 32
BCAYREST o 1) (28) ML BT DG B I 3 260K

Hep W RE—AH(2),6,,6,,6,_,,6, A n MO LILE W HAERR,D, ,D,y--D, D, H
m R LLZZ WSRO FR A Sk IR Ak R ST Il FEIE S M ANV EE SE R T EL
AT BEME AR I AR (Liu, 2006 ) o i Wb 3hin], & nl L3R 44 B B 38 AL G &R (D) , aT B
KRR IIE AN OC R (D,) o IS 25 AT A, I8 06 R sl AMag i 6 R B I .

XA 7 AN A (2007 ) K AR R 5 | ATA) (2) B BC A B2, A5 B ABE S5 U8 T 40 12 5 2R s B nT R 1) 22
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D, D, :DS hR Dy Dy,
3 ()W REMER

5K ERERICH . W 3 BT, g, wg,-wg, T wg, PRFRAERR 6,,6,-6,,,6, 1E
WA RE S BT 5 B LB we, +wgy + - +wg, =15 M wd, ,wd,---wd,, | Fl wd,, FRoRAJIES
£ D,,D,--D, D, 15 W B ESCBCRE S TH BT 5 B9 H B wd, +wd, + -+ +wd,, =1, [R]F, HIAS AL A0 Y
L SRR AN B H], LU BB, 26 250k . BRSBTS A b, AT DL S A R SRR 2 L)
EE AR SR HUITAT WO R BRI B ATE DG AR, P 2 G Tk M Ak O 2R A Bk e R4 1 4 Bl
ERAITE R B we, - wg, o KPR wd, - wd,, B9{H

RPN F7m PN R) (38) T J0 ) 3k 5 28 MR 3, I 800 926 o v, T R Sy 24 i S B 494 3
(F)w, HEL MBI () RARER R 4 w, B, B 5 Z AT AN (28) B m
FEJIE AR XERE m AR AT — et i T MR o R VA SC AR B . LEAN, A (2013) L /N E
WFFCE I SRR T B, PR ERORAER JE AR 1 B Pel A A PR R XE RS Y . S IRANTE R LA
A G I, 2N HR AR SR BIFE T A T IR R OC R MR R R, B R4 R,
FNTAEIEZ B 5387, K 42 1) B Ry Shin) “ RIS M i, TR 44 BRIV 2 1 IR R R T A7 A Al /R
TR . Bhial* AR I B, AT SR BT ) oA, K i T HR A 3R] B A D 4 TR A B iR
CRRTH TR AR R A, IR TR A TR . TR A R, 2R w,
SO 2 () #AFECR I et MR N w, 587 (38) BATECR 4R
JEr X AT OC 200 B AR AESR , (2 0, TEIX ML ETERAITE G R IMEAR . TR AL R R B
N, 30 2% ) FI R G 2R Y TR) (28) A ) T A AL, Al 25 IR NR] (28) Z M) IO MR B

PR LA (2a) F1(2b) Sy ], BARGER ey FHABE AR BC AT BEIE 70 B 4] 5 RO DA HIAESEE o o Rl LU
R ES G REST AT LU AR 45 5 fE T, X BLE R T IR ISR BCA o FATTRE A FiAR B sg S0 4K
A7 )% (Prague Czech-English Dependency Treebank ) H4f HUBE SR 5 6, DR IMAK B2 42 9 A o 7 DU o
(2a) F1(2b) FEATIAVEAR EFNAT L 70T o 4% DL 20 SR ZE B A KU A (2a) Hh A A 1) 288 14 A X
JE, B RN IR 2R 45 © i SR 28 ) 2 5C R U HE S

(1) AERAF SR — AR BE RIS O, O B A SARAT IR IS AL E & o

(2) WiE S AR R EYE, o Hrizia v S B B SC R o IR AN Z2 R 1, RS i)
SRR AR RO o AN sent BE AT RS iR (4 i 25 50, L T RS L 200, BRI RT T A the (GEETR]) |
reporter (% 1)) \who (FEIMACIR]) , 75 2735 s i 23 (Elad o1 S 5ain] (44 1) BE AR SE &R

(3) MR IR SN % ) 1R 2 5 ) e AR SRR R 165G % o AT AT 3R, R 3 2 1
FRECHY I, 75 23590 25 e A SCRE il M R R P AR I B0 o T3P 4L & B SE B R I, R RE RS 230 T %
180 Lhid 255X (sent ) 5 4418 (reporter) S 5], 25— O Lt 26 X0 SCRCR] , 44 1) DA Ja i), A7 B B
2 M KRB R AL BT 323 UL = RASC R Hh IR A G AR (Sh) HBL T 300 K,
5 LR, 7093 5 5 RN B LR 25X IS 1), 4417 SCICiR) AR AP RE B - 20 Ry 2, 3. 51 24 4

QA 7w B K EREETEREEBH K47 IE A, & EFAE LRI F R & KB -7 75 e i
REEH,
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KR, YN JBPE R (Arr) BN 1, B X X T 2 S A 1 T R C & R R 1,
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An Analysis of Computational Indicators for Measuring Cognitive

Complexity of Syntactic Structure
FANG Yu, LIU Haitao

Abstract : The cognitive complexity of syntactic structure is a research topic shared by linguistics and
cognitive science. The most direct way to measure cognitive complexity is to conduct psychological
experiments. Recently, in the field of computational cognitive science, indicators have been proposed
to measure cognitive complexity quantitatively with the help of mathematical statistics and natural
language processing techniques. The present study is intended to introduce three memory-based
indicators( storage cost, integration cost and dependency distance ) and two experienced-based indica-
tors ( surprisal and probabilistic valency). Furthermore, this study explores the possibility of applying
these indicators to linguistic research. Nowadays, interdisciplinary interaction and integration have
become an important trend of scientific research. Linguistic researchers also need to learn from other
disciplines, which could advance understanding of language structures and the patterns of language
evolution, and could make linguistic research more scientific.

Keywords : syntactic structure ; cognitive complexity ; computational cognition; linguistic research; in-
terdisciplinary
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