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(Rudner & Ronnberg, 2008). £ 4l [{] Baddeley
A A2 Y A T VB B A A T AR
MR RGN — A h AT RS (Baddeley, 2002;
Repovs & Baddeley, 2006). T4k, BEAEWIF
IR, BRI T — D s & b X
(episodic buffer, EB). EB J&—> 7] £ 4 fCHY
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2.1 WiBE ABEEET T B0 S AR
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PR, E ARG A7 AR IR AT R
Gio i E AR USTRE O BE TEAOR AT R A

HARFE AR R, KAN 2~4 8. KEER
B A5 10T F e O i AR, A B N A
fiti, FFl I 2 Sk om Ak K BV AR 1 E SR B2
{#£FF Nk (Baddeley, 2002). XFiEW# A=, H
15 AT DL B 21 N TE S A0 R GOEAT N L, T W B
NBEER T Wr e sk b, 55 2 o i TR 2E AT 28
5— AL S L, SRR DR
W\ ANERNE SCEERAE BB A [RIFE R A1
A —FH AR KRB W T E T H U7
(motorically expressed productive form). X 1tF
R, RS I, A TIEE R
WO A2 — R R . BRI, SIEHEA
Fo T VB ()38 S PR ARRT Y, W7 e A B 70 AR il
HWRE R EH—NETIES W LECIZ80, 3
RO “ BT F ISR IR ” (sign-based rehearsal
loop) (Wilson, Bettger, Niculae, & Klima, 1997),
B IEE ANES SR DR EE AT, AR A
DA BB E T E S E SR LA EE.

W Bt N B 2 T T 15 1 2R 2R B R IE H N
EEREAE T2 E# ABAEXN DEE R
PRI LA 3 A2 7 B 2 R S AR RN, L dRlHE

vy
H



-1192-

BRI

2009 4

BN+ TG R 5V RN RN R R8N T A W i
R b U5 s T A RE PR ARBL R 4R (Wilson,
Bettger, Niculae, & Klima, 1997). It4h, HT
Tl (0 SR A B L 1 5 R AR 2 AL
VFZ AL 4k . Bavelier %5 A (2008) KH] fMRI
AR BESE T w2k B F ¥ American  Sign
Language, ASL) FI9CiE OE RN L& BA M
[F RN . S28e T, S8 RAL TR BE g
TR RAT 35 1) 1 5 W 0 Bl 4 ) e 3
TEA S LI — R P REEAT g IR
R, JF B SORBCE I P EAT RN . SRR
I, PIAGCRAERTI D S CELFE T A mr A -
LT S I 1 ST = I A 1 g
Bag) XD LR RARAZ SR o i R/ i A7 AH [
PR OGO IXUESE T 3 T T I SR 3 %
IR H B AE D BE L ATH: —FXE S AR
(T, 52 3R N (B2 75 B0 AH [F] 1) p 22 (B 2%
R A 2 ] PR BTG A7 T 5 2 B 7 =X
H 2 BE T T 7 11 52 3R 3R I R T 5 A I A Ak P T
R R R R 2 I ) B N vl o B
(Rénnberg, Rudner, & Ingvar, 2004; Rudner,
Fransson, Ingvar, Nyberg, & Rénnberg, 2007) .
BRI ACHL, W B RERT IR H W ) ANREAE L
FEACAZ I gty o ORFF AN BMZ I B, B0 X S8k ) —
A SC g G5 AL RO R R R AN A IR o o 2 i i
B, Wrks NBEACA K [a]. w0 (2] DL R e 4G 458
SR o FEORFFIT B, Wr B AREALAER R [l
BIALHR, T W W ) N SN N ik R0 2 0 3
[T FR) 35 S B i AEIRMZ B By, W B AR SE AR 6
eahArfier, FARZR B IEREVT AR PRS2
% (Bavelier, Newma, Mukherjee, Hauser,
Kemeny, & Braun, 2008).

e RS e IES 37 S G s Rbe AP 2 U]
G R, Wi BRe N AE B A B 352 I 56 o B il IR

BURAVAE T, BAFRBA R g WA
FE T S BHATWT e N 5 RS, A7
VB o FE R AR B & A A Jn T BV R T
TEH AWE 2 Bl Wy be A B e 15 16 38 0T 5798 TR 4F
PR E S SRR R A & 0 Sy e 2 XA )
BHBAREER. BEEVFFRREN, AT T AR
WAZ 5 S R B AR B AT T IR
fi# . Baddeley 55 N#t—2DIg i, EEHMEIEW

ThfeE T3 5 1% 98 (Boutla, Supalla, Newport,
& Bavelier, 2004). [k, @ik L& Ur ks A HE 3L
T FIEW SR AW J) 15 NBEE S IR
P DA CCAENL, BTy DAk — 25 T At W Bt
W IE AN E 5 BEAR A A %, T8 7 TAE I
TZ AT
22 MEABMIBES HRIBANUETIEEINERN

IE A ANAEE S TAE 2 b 3 2R B
T, A AR G R VE Ay — Fi A B I g R 7y 2. F
ST, Wr b NRER AL S g i ok 4 T 15
R, KRS I TR RS A A S g i
7720, RESR A0 g A e O 45 R AL B 5 1A
R B, REH T AEE-S D2 B 5K (Harris
& Moreno, 2004; Olson & Caramazza, 2004),
BRI, e REENZ S, E W 808
Bo RS B, WS Bl L T
C, fiWr b R AR > B X A iR . AR
W 5 8 0T 7 B 1Y) 2 T 2 3 T B ) ) 21 )
B, AR AR A S AvREL, R
RCIZAT 5B Po (HZXIFAREULEE, & &
0] LT A AT R AT i AZ SR s i R, &ad
B INSe, Wrks AR 2 R HE S 965 (Miller,
2002) . X FhRL G 1) 8 il A2 SR g R B Ak
FIAAR IR VIR, WT Bt AT AR A A% 440 18 ot iy
PR RE S R EEERZEIRE R, &
IR SN R R | A R = L
AR ATTAR BB 2% 2 Pf & RO R & AR Y IE A 1
FWr o 78 T WT B B ST AR B B[R] 42, 5K
orp, GFSUE ORI T SO AR R BN AE
AW R I, Wi b 2 A0 42 ol 4 B ik A [l 12 &R
B1) 5 B S A4 2 I ) S8 A T e B R
T, ARATTIA R, W B A R L T ) i AH AL
G AT H TS WY S 0E CArnold &
Murray, 1998).

oW B L2 BEAT R A Y 2R B T A AT ik
TAECIZ A TE S IR . AR BRI 2 T 5 & = )
giJa, WUrkE NBEH & T RAE TS Iae s, A
ATIRT T g 5 1R A 55 T 5 W g N A AR o
KA R (Emmorey, Mehta, & Grabowski, 2007;
Miller, 2007). Campbell F1 Wright (1990) #f57
T 7RI (B2 b B oot B R R A AR R, R
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TR —R BRI g . 76 AW A) T2 75 1E A6
BT E R BB AR AT S5, WrkE4l
JUEE I S LLIE# AW N2, LT W IE
W5 % )LE .. Harris 1 Moreno (2004) 7E—
WEFTHR, K A [R] 5 152 A 08 1 1E ) L3 A D 5
A, 8T Wrks LS gl A o, F
FURIL, TERIEPE S WK, W B L R T
R B FEMRTEGIAILE; 75 WA P R
PR PSR CRIE 7923 )
Wy B L R i B K T A LE . X
B, WrBsE AR, JUIRWrREJLE, sk AL
IR BEFE o0 R G S g, RIAEALATTE S RE)
KRBT A LR W g b I FR S, AT E
i 1 S s 1) A P AR A o 1 N K

3 FiBEXMITREAZ T/EICIZHIS T
3.1 FIEMITEARES LIEICIZREE

FiERUrE AR RS, HA I
N B RE T T E S 45 % (Emmorey, 2002)
T AR S T 3T 1 A S IR B R T
FAE M IR AL S e L ARRUPE . (E 0T 38
D8 AF B S0 RN ik X P R [ ARE T AR ) B3
AN EEH BT WS, T35 g5
FHLUE, PRI E & AR R . B4,
AN A B B T8 T 8 S TAR IR IZ S 114 %
W 2 3K A [ J8%E T~ FeAATHR Wy i B EE TR
£ =17%7)] K21 s N S

TAERIZ R e iZ R G SN T &
e o AR, HLEE IR AR R R 2% 8 T AR
12, eXSESA NG B R E LGS
Z TANENFE S B AT HE, HZ X R R FE 5 B T
YEICAZ % P JE 4T BR 19 (Boutla, Supalla, Newport,
& Bavelier, 2004). [T iz B0 &2 J i) ic 42 2%
TS B e L A, KIHLCR, B
B 7 vk 2 Bk 2R R AL AR RS B
1, XFPARAETE R T OREBE. AR SR TR AN T
FAVES G A AR B, 25 09 0 B A2 i 2 B A
N 4~5. TR 7 Ik 2 (R LA 2 25 2 R R
FAEE AR, ISR R R TR E A N 1 )
W2 FEM A E A AR E S HGOKE, H2
TR N A I B PR IS RN AR, R
W FTIXA ) R T MURE 1 S 1 o AE — TR T
W, RS AR T RSN E. PEEIN

UK TFE I E S R R R LIS IR, PR T W)
T N HEFIWT B ABE 1 5 AR A . a5
REL, PR TENREEF S T HIEN, %R
0 T T4 B9 W i e 1K ) T 98 TAF L IZ A AR
ISH) 7 YR 2, ThiaE 5 Yk 1 (Boutla,  Supalla,
Newport, & Bavelier, 2004; Geraci, Gozzi,
Papagno, & Cecchetto, 2008). 5 W5Ffa] H K HL
R X 4> TG SR E B 1) 5
RN L AR =R SN R eR P e e
RERGIREF 2~4 B0, AL SEAE B 2 HUBE IR FF 1 7P
(Bavelier, Newport, Hall, Supalla, & Boutla,
2006). {EANREREATSLARISAE T, X & E R
14 DR 5 I 1) 22 B 985 B R FR I 1) 4. 2D
L5 0 W 5 o 24 8] 0 IR 1) 45 5 1) 2 i BE ) AN TR
(Geraci, Gozzi, Papagno, & Cecchetto, 2008),
PR 38 3ok T 57 B — AN T H R S A — AN T H
XorFrk, HEACAb IR [F I RIAE R, (HEIEAL
PRAR SR I I A5 S LSS . A B, Wracdd
KA FRAE I (0] EAHAR RILGAE S, 59 T4 B
S HLIAF AR e T o) . BRI 7 N9k 2 1 v
TAFRIZERIEAGE N T T8, S TR
FE 2z B E A R N R R T TE R PR A
(Wilson, 2001) .

& 48 bRk W B NBE A 012 2% i )l K
Z R IEF AL, IXPAT 55 LSRR 5 30 1
BAE AR AR 5T T (B2 AF > 12k
ATEEHINS, R, EH W B U S AR IR
I g [EIR Y5858 o 7/ 1) 1 K VAR AN A E S R
W i B 3 1 1B [ 42 F038) )5 R 142 i 5 O B 3 2
Tt S BRI P R RE I A5 BBt AT B
S| ELVAN PR APIPN IR PN )¢ UP W
% 255 (Boutla, Supalla, Newport, & Bavelier,
2004 ). i B W e \RE R IE W N REAE DR R R A 2
WS E B B A ACE I ARSI 88, H2
T e AR AL ] IR 23 S 4 % 19 R i A\ T
TE (R AL BEAFPE BT R o 1E 5 NS T 10 g S A1
T W R RRAE R ORI TN ) i, 2 ) PR I,
H AR SR P 2 B R i), B E
WU I HOARHE FAEHWIE . )7 ENZ st 7= S
B2 W B AHEXS T A A A T A0 B R AR
P, HAD R B B AT X T B0 o) 1 R B,
DIABATTI I < {815 B2 s WA 35 2 5% &5
bR, WEE LRI A M EE T N ILE
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AR YR, ARATY R 52 B IS i N T A R 1 B A
(Wilson & Emmorey, 2003),
32 FIEMITEARIEES TIEICIZHEE

XFFWE 7 IE AR, AEE S R TAEdZ
AT R R AR LA, Rt SR Y R A A )
W2 X TE T 2 58 M ) — It i N T8 3 1)
BT A AL EE, BTETE S 1 b R R SR
BRIy T DL kR B SR AR TE B AT S
(Bavelier, Matthew, & Hauser, 2006). H4 %
AT T T B ARG, AT IR A 2 ] A
ez e A HE T AT E T A B & IR
We? GiEIEE (deficiency theory) ANy, —Fi
B R BB AP R FE o T TORN B
it (compensatory theory) ik, —FlEut ) 5
R 2 3 BIONT T A I i 0 T T R AR, R ks 1
SR 5 B IE R T RE . IR 22 AT O SEEG DA
S AR ST () 4l R S, 7 D S 1 R
VRS AESS T, Wkl SR gr e s, RO
P00 T8 2 9 A R I U 3 s (HAERAT
R R AR ICAZAT 0, W gk i A
S R T B BUR e, W, ATERR
TR, W B BRI ARETE B RS0 o BT (R 3% 531
BANTT ARl A5 ) DA A A 1 2R R SE
] A5 AR 7K P A A 55 1k g TG W E R
(Bavelier, Matthew, & Hauser, 2006), {HJ&7EA
[ 25 )52 1) A 1, A 1B T B gl i LA 25
T+ TR 1) 1E 5 WT 7 42 1k B8 B8 4 b o 1 1 AL AR
BRI, DU 3R B e ) 0 AR PR A A R
AR LI 55 R I % (Bellugi & Emmorey,
1993).

T B Wy B NBEAEE 5 L AE 12 0 M i ik
RIS TAE 2R b ERWIEsh,
SRR 2R (8] TAE A2 R B K 2 R Corsi T
%o BRI EHE T MR A2 AT 5%, TR P xt
SR EALE LR EAT IDZ R B, A
FORI, EHERSMAR FERSE P EZHE
HIWr R JLEEAE Corsi A£45H 5 W5 J7 1E % JLEE I A
A Y o T AN T TR W B AR RN T ) 1E R
AR W AR A mER BE, FHFEN
Wr B4 5.56, IEHWr 1#iAh 5 (Wilson,
Bettger, Niculae, & Klima, 1997). IX 3 W f&A
G, LLROT W Bt sk B A AR S A e T B R
6] e 7 3G o o T e e B ) R (R 2 G AR T

HWWTFEEHZD -

VR AR ke At B T B N T 9 2 1) A 7 ]
AREREE ST 1D WrBE EE N SR ) 2 (R T R AL AR
HAETIEEFT AR 2508 T2 &K
BATSH, A T M WT Rk n] R T R
1) T i L) SRS SRR AL 28 IR A, IX B SR 5
77 1E 5 Bl 6T 5 T 00 7S 0 CR LR  3K
WEAH AL . 20 T A FH 0 T o ) 5 B
SRR AL WAL BRAE . M E 2, TiES
SO G B R o AR Y 24 D) % R e v, R 2R T
Hig AR s RS, AT 32 fe iy e A 2 ) Ak
BEAE T 10 3G 5, 1 AN S R TR WHE S e
JIH B R (Wilson, Bettger, Niculae, & Klima,
1997),

PL A0 &5 St mT BUAT A Gl 12 1) &5 4 3k
R MR HRBAETFENSRRE S, F
S RMEAFAE EEAR, XA [F] 2 i T W68
T IR 30 0 ) AN ) Ak SRR MRS R . TAECAZ
B 45 K T AR HE AN A28 Dy o RTEAR S, WK e 3R
FA) T T R R RER R B YR TR O I R AL

4 BB RE

Wr B B A FRATIATE 002 i 3 235 DS T AE id
17 AT SRR RG], 0 TAECZ A R 1) 3 5
WA E T EENE L. AWML FUEA
B TARIRAZ WL K 2 2 T Baddeley 1L
FEILZ RS, R R 2 DL IE 5 N T8 B4
W), o8 TR IR AR LA D AZ WL R
MAZJE T CAECIZ 85 M 1)k e e TR 35 vl 9B 4k
b DB R R S B ReAlE = LA 12 IR S Al AN
Difie, O LAECIZmpt s m P mEdE . Bar, Utk
AL AR T I A — L% A A5 A e 1) i)

(1) —LeFRRIN, Wb NFEAETR 2%
5] 152 B AR A S A AT S5 1 i L R R W R
(Harris & Moreno, 2004). FA1IAK, HE gt
FUA HARER I JRIBE, 2 ) aB R S AS R R B Wy
JUZE RL R S SR B W T 5 0275 T AR il iz
& F 43 1 52 W T R IS W e N B DA i e
(E R

(2) Baddeley TAFiIZ 8! Fpprim 32 i
175 5 28 v DX AT LU T 8 R 1 S AR A ] T AE I
122 T AH 52, SR T H AT R 15 B 78 0
WE o Wr ke ABEEN X T8 1) TAE IR 12451 “ X
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Working Memory Mechanismsin the Deaf Population

CHEN Ke-Ping; JIN Zhi-Cheng; CHEN Qi
(Department of Psychology, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631, China)

Abstract: Deaf individuals use sign language to communicate in daily life because of their hearing deficits,
which provides us a special opportunity to explore the structure and function of the working memory system.
Previous evidence suggests that the deaf population develops a sign-based rehearsal loop which is
comparative in many respects to the phonological loop in the hearing population. Besides, the phonological
loop can be accessed by the deaf population through oral training, suggesting that the deaf individuals can
use speech-based coding to a certain extend. Hearing speakers and deaf sign language users have
comparable working memory resources during language use. But the resources will be restricted by the
visual modality. More and more evidence provided supports to the compensatory theory, i.e., the use of sign
language improves spatial abilities of the deaf.

Key words: deaf; working memory; sign language; phonological loop; sign-based rehearsal loop





