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A e R S BN . Pk, BFEIAh
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A WO T AU T AT, B S, Ferstl (2007)
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I FEBE Iy Aok @ R R . E 2, AT
R NS SREAT I A T
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FNA— WA THE BRI rhot iy, B Byl
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TR G A T bRE . BRT EANAYEREL
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(2003) WFFERM, H bR a] 5 iz ) i )
RN B AR TR 300, 20 1) 2 450 0 200 8 ) A
59, Therriault #il Zwaan (2006) WY& B,
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B AL ] T TP SO, A, AN SCHR IR A7 45
B IR 25 K o 5 802 24 7 SCAHIE 78R 10 AUSC
K300 52, ARG A T 15 SR 2 (g iF 5
M H., 32 G B0 BRI BLS SR 5 SEUEDF
FERZ R, B, A0 ZHE XA R SRS
SRR AR 2 T O A (1 45 M 2 B i

4 X IFEAE L FRAYIR 1T

17 355 A5 70 b5 R S KR Al R AT 1 4 5 0T 0N S
UE_L W T SRR AR A s TS SRR AL ) 2 4
HEG T FUIN S e 11 BE AR 25 A e BEA G
BRI R R AR N, WS TF Uit — 0 % 4%
2 YN BRI ST

A G5 1) i LA B O R B B A AL AR
—YURH G i AL ) i R 2%, R TR
N R R, AR A T X e iy R A A A —
i, Xy AU T AT R S N, R
T H T N T O R SR A

SR, BEAGE SCAR I B2 09 U 0 4 e 310
EARZE LB, TR 1 T P IO FR
DX 55 50 1] 4R AR SO e AR A AT S BT I
WG X e, HREA, PR SUNIX
FRY 9 A 5 00 AH O B 00 RALE s BRI 5 A TR0
TEFE A, RO AT S A TR BE Bl 1)
AL R AE,  ALAE S ()45 B 3 A n IR s e
)RR SCARPTR LR B, B 2 i
Bi e B AR 2w B 5 B R SO 1
o, NATTHR 5 T 5 B 1 55 18 5 T 3 17 56 1
FAT A8 XKL BA W KAl G m iy i el
i P 4% . WIFFEE THARMRBE : fr L5 ) B SCAR R
U 2 75 A2 DA A 5 B AR 1) AR J 2

i, Zwaan (2004) 75515 £ 5 B Sl
bR B i SE Y A A5G A AE S8 CImmersed
Experiencer Framework, fiifk IEF), &K #n1%
SRR SE BT ZAEA N, SRR A S B A
) s A ol I v R — R AR R R R
R FTRIR FHIPREN G R RIE. 52, BH
R SCA o — R B (1 5 5, A 47 58 14
SRR, SR IR S SR,
S ASEIRY ) %o T 3 <A ) A AL . H e R
TEABERT 5 AR E K, HeT 1 5L B A0 1F

S AR T R, T S S S R AR
DL ERRA,, mul, 2)2 40 51 1 el iy R B 1)
WROCHEEANRAE, B SIHIEBIRIR, XFE
AR N E s S b B i T N =1
A BRI SRR R R, K] RefRFr
— AN AR PR SOARE BN S, T — HL#
TSRS BRLE, AT LRSS A
T A A P 1 B A28, X PRI 5 55 I i SRt
ANF KRB (Zwaan, 2004). AWK, G
ORI A B A B b 1 B A 28 A A B At
kR, MATSE A 8 R (Pylyshyn,
1981),

A Ly AT S B S R B R R S
R 2 A AR G 0, R NS AR I HE 2 4
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T ol 80 5 A A A O B AL b R B D R 1 5
RUR T LA G800 5 155 B8 B 280 1) 52 ot 42 it — A
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BN PRA R EE: 5, SRR s i
PANMERIS S WERF S IBOC R, WHET R
ST e s B, 84 BESE B A B4k
Pk, KT B 5 AL LB MBS, X
T T NGNGB RN . HU R, AR 2
PO, B Q] K BT i A B Ak 22 0 5
H R T TV A R ORI B AN RS 2 S5, D
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B WA 38 T 3 1 0 3R A SR A M — AN IE BN
BAT & oy il B B 2 3= 1) B 0 LR
IERS IR AESE 23 515 AR, MR R
A T 000 RS U0 4 20 3E — 2 i e 5 3 4 A 5 i
RS LRGBS, 76055 LR
I VO FEHE S B DL T UE 28 A DA S I A ok
SEINIE SRR A B HE S . MR, IXTRE
AR — AR R M, B B TR & s
90, 2 TG R SE IR — A B AR D 5 ) 0% R 1 0 B
AR R AT A 80 R RUE TL A S .

A ENE, MRS IS S R 5 i
FF S MR A — B A T, e LAn o
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RRAEM— R R HPIRAS, A Sk b e & 1015 B



-1130-

BRI

2009 4

RGN T B Ay AT 5 R AE (W], 5,
PR, EREE, R, 2005).

5 [HIEBAEHRESE

YNGR WSO E, WTLURIL, TR
FEAL 3, WO T SO ) 5 3 A 1 BT
9%, B IRAEBEA TR, W T AT 3
A FRAEHER 50 T SR, £EX SCAR R
BRI T AWIER R I AR, WSR2
AHSGERITIE 75 B WA N 5 1B P 1583 .

TEXT G SR R S AT R B 2 /T, AL R
SEIE R 0 R, DA AR A B A A ke
AT SRBUS 28 IEWRTSCHTE, 5B
WESCE e LT PR 8 H—, E BRI
RMRSCEERNRAE; L, TR BT 2 4S5 .
Y 2R A 15 B A 1 5 R S Tl R AE 1 3 5 T
GU, TG RN I B IR N B YEATE 5 ) 22 4
BT o T K B AR I S T A0 0 R I TR
Xof 17 B A R ATE 5 AR AR

TE5 B S G FR , IE S R Y
WD A AR A LU R AN T B S 1
i, A 20 40 70 FEALK Kintch 78 H S AR R AE 3
PR S BT &, B Zwaan £E 20 4
(K] 90 AEACTR H FAE AR 10 R 20 Sk 3 W 175 13 A5 27 (1
ZER), FRIAET Zwaan 257E 21 AL RIHE— B
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The Directions of Separation and Integration in the Research of
Situation Models
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Abstract: The studies on situation models in language comprehension and memory has been towards two
issues, one was the separation of situation models and textbase, the other was the integration of
multi-dimension of situation models. Recently, researchers investigated further the essential of situation
models based on the existing results. In the possible future research of situation models, significant progress
would be made in the scientific understanding of what were situation models and how situation models were
processed with the development of paradigms.

Key words: situation models; textbase; multidimensional; essential





