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Abstract: This article discussed the confusion quotient (CQ) index in the processing breakdown of garden path model. The presence of
asymmetric information breakdown could lead to spiral upward trend of decoding which showed the detail of double negation. The
amplitude of potential effects of processing breakdown could be measured through the CQ index. Based on large data corpus statistics and
online parser analytic method, we measured the value of CQ index. CQ duration for the preferred construction was (-o, 1]; for the
non-preferred construction, [1,2]. The critical values for the preferred and non-preferred structures were 0.72 and 1.28, and the ambiguous
domain was [0.72, 1.28]. It was concluded that the frequency deviation of multi-structures was a fundamental reason to lead to different
CQ index. The amplitude of processing breakdown and magnitude of asymmetry information compensation were related to CQ index. It
was proved that the statistics-based CQ index could provide the prospective information for decoding the complex structure of local
ambiguity.
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1 55

1t I Hu 1% (Garden Path: GP)RE 2% — b J&3 s 5 SCAG [l P e 4 20, HLhs 28 “ 2
Do P — R T4 — R AR B BRSPS S A AR [
ENT — 4SBT LA WaE . 73450 (Processing Breakdown) [1]7E 175 A [ 3 () [|] i
FARXT RIS BT R T )2 e A\ i 5 A2 it 7 T Re . 1F UK OIS, Je i
JR IR A S AF SR Y % i S O N R B, AR S 1F LB A I SEIL 5 1€ 2 15 7€ B E .

#1111, 7E“The man lent the book never returned it. [2]”H, [[The man]NP [lent the book]VP]S
SR TIGEN, RGUE SRV past tense— {lent} BEAT D, FFSCBLINP+VPISHIF-ir 4544 . (HFE
FEHid R rireturned I HIL,  JFORIPETESMIBAT I, REBOE P, BBV e
participle— {lent} f3 LA B 8. )5, LAk )E B 458978 B 1 [[The man]NP+[lent the
book]CP+[never returned it]VP1S. RATEL T T AT AL FEHTIR [BI9HF 5280 1 B el =Cdhd .

VB R AR e AR, AR AT BEEE A S ANME B E I ROk T8 2 253
IR TG o I T IRBN G IR 7T [3], S 1B WU B R ER s U 7T [4]: G5t 53
WFFT[5-9], NI R GE e M A% i e 70 [10-16], SEit- AT 7T[17-19], 8 SCRFIERF 7T
[20-22], ia]JI 3453 A 7 [23-25] 55 45 A 22 4 BERIE 5T o AN SORE INAE bl WA B XA T 3R A A v
AR I T BT, RIFTHEE B 0 R W AT A O 1 e — B — IR
T8 I RS RHLE o
2 e R RAT EEEAIT AT

Tl M AR AL F A N = A R B AT (S SO FRET B A I 2R (S
BWrEM B 5 S B AR B . [26]
2. 1 78 g e AR AR AHE

Teld e BT, 5 B B REIEXFRYE . AR AL AR T 7
K i o} A el e 47 BRAR BRI A AR 2 Bl A DG BEIAE B BTN, A5 B3R SR 0 FR a2 8 e 30
SEF T E TR, BRI RS IOV FERTAT S B AR ST 0 Lo AR RGBSR A A = ]
M A FRAE R, RS RRE RS BEH I L, s . (& BARFMER GG,
S S B D BRI AR A A P I B, 7 35000 I 358 [m] 381 1E 5 08 I 58 UG

feld AR E R, MR HWRF LR T RKIES AR, Sl HEmaE2
HIEIS1E B R AAE Il 2 15, RSN B R AME Z I o SR ER I, SRS
BAARRME, WZBERIRE, 5 EBEEFNK, &N TR .

AT, AT A AE I da AR A U g et 2 2415 B H BT 25 T2 0 ) s D A st
X AEXT RIS BRI . U, FRATIEE AR e b AR AR RS BAME R L. [27]

B EFE =A B ARl B AR g B B2 AR RR IR, AEEAS B WE 1)
AR Rl e B AR BR AR RIS E 15 € HMR IR 3, AFAEAMEERN A AT BE; 161
A1 B0 )k £ 0 AR, AR AE WG B AT RE .
2. 2 AT REARAL I T R FEXTFR A BAMEERSL

JEXFFRPEAT EAME NSRS “ =0T EARMLE, BIEREE = AMERS . DUASSE
B i 350 43 A0 AN AH 2 S5

SAMAERG I A R AR R IE 5 D E IR R R R RS W A ATIRTUE . RE
75 5E HAE el i A B AR

DA S BB PR 350 2 4 ) 5 v R B DU s A DTS s AR P RRIERI S5 M B 30, il
1225 B USRS s BT AMEFP ARG BB S, WA 8 AR RIESE
PRLE o

FANFE R S5 DU 5 PO SR ARSI BAT i SR e B S R R R FL/R R
A B, FARE LR
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1 AT AL HEXT ARG A R
NAET WSS, FRATHEBE RS IR O AT X 7o = AMEISES 2 A R AL, TR K
MRSk AT A 2.25 B5 IR WA 2 2 i o ARRAE e A B U MDA, Je & A 1.5
15 1) R A SO 7 SRR IR W A R RS AR . BT =AM A A XA, FATLLAE
HARR R AR 9 E bR
DUAN 1 B AT LA SR SR FE A e, DL 0.75 B AR 3 0 R 2R B S AR = /MR A 358 40
FRIRE I o
AE[R1 W1 15 AR IRAR AR
al FATFFFHE (nput)
a2 FE TR AR E B 5N AAE B2 S B A R UL A 4
(Balance?) ;
a3 HEZHE (Yes) NIFEEENIEFFREE B HEA EdkT i, FE b
IFULHC, FEIERHIIREE 1 (+A);
ad  ZPUSEAMRBURNIEET, WIARE5H(+A) 5 5 8775 Hh B 5 Ja TR B B;
ab MR B RFE I TR AR AR BN AR 2 B AME AR R BRI, I

SR A) VLR ;
a6 VLECEpIiat B EEBREBRI M, Saf) i rE R ig
(Balance?);

a7 (BEE-PHT (Yes) WA Rzt (+B)
a8 AWM EE IR B RFC MRS 5 DN S (Success);
a9 %t (Output).
RS AR R
bl HAFFFEE (Input) ;
b2 A E F A E RGBS NG B2 S B AA 8 E% UTEF



(Balance?) ;

b3 FHEZHE (No) MIHEN TRk,

b4 XS T IEH MRS IE S I WIEZ5 M (+HA) K, e Z S INFIE RN
SEMIRFIEEGER (FA? ) RGUHNE TZ LR & 15 52 ] by I T m) i BRI TR Rk
TSI, 52 B S0 A2 R A 5 E 2 15 52 [F(-A) S5 A8 s R 52 B I A B 2 R 45 1)
-A) ;

b5 FIEAMHIZETZ A? ) ;

b6 HEEHE (Yes) , SFEBHELM (-A) , L5 NAMEF HIHNE LT HHIA
NGRS

b7 %t (Output).

e bel M B A IR A «

cl—c6 5 al-a6 #H[H;

c7 RBRAEEEHREN B BATCIESL I S S E B 0P, AR EAT
BT A

c8 FEEWIZE (Fault) HEL;

CO fARHL I BIWI 4G a2 IRZS (Balance?) ;

c10 -c12 5 b3-b5 #H[H;

c13 TWEZEE (No) , U SZR vy Fll ) e A i ik s, P24 T
P B AR S5 M AR T SR [V (Regression) T, KEH S BAS R HM,

cl4 iiHE Cinsight) B

c15 M E Z B E (A IILERL, FE52 WM R 2 I 4% 5

c16 TERIM[-(-A)E S B ARl B R, 5af) TR NG ER R
(Balance?);

c17 15 BIA B FL/RBL I M (Yes) WA &ML (+C) 5 AL s
AN P HTUEE L B A AR iR, & c19;

c18 LA MR FIMA BAE MRS J5 ID IS (Success);

c19 %t (Output).

M BT DA H, A cl-c15 (R AR ZR A RHR HEAT T hRiE) 246 I Waft
BERRD A% O X35, ¥ (5 BB W EEE, BB ASE 2 e . 8RR EZT
JE WL IRGE I o b A5 2 S I O ~F- 1 — rhOl B — 5 AR T TERL T B E—5
— R IR EAAS T AR Ea R RS, SR AR (FAD B E AN RE LD AR,
BN A A, T (B R KM, HSEUS B WE S TR EH .
IR EEERRERS, B X (+A) BT E (BIEEN-ACRE) o fERBEAN R, R4
[ e BT AT AR, A A BEBOE . TElda N G 1, SRR EER C
A CAI--A)PE#ERD BRImE. BT A 2B X (+A) EE, &gk c 32
XA IEE, o CBREMER +A) B EZEE. 8B H%H U TIAKHR
RIGBEE ZIRIONFRT), @017 Z BT EZ S ERIARIE, 7505 W2 G A
R EIRAS TAMEVE(S B, S8R T W8 E AR Fn .

3 fEHE kAR ARG I R R fa

PR 2475 (CQ: Confusion Quotient ) Z5AE T 1Q, 157 EQ LALLM FQ, X HigH T1ElE
KA R SAFAE T S BRI N AR . e s, 2RI

A7 (1Q: Intelligence Quotient) FARFIUEAE /1. WELREJ1. BAERE 1. HEHRE S A3 fg
RE /15T RV, AR HIW ). 181271 TS o rie /155 S U & ek
P, AR TR B FE R S o3 Il AN vk 1) L) e 056 . 15 (EQ: Emotional Intelligence



Quotient) FFatEZE . TG B E DL 52 P 45 5 T 19 &b ST . W RS (FQ: Financial
Quotient) , EAN— M ANG&EITZIERRE

PATX 2 “WHERE CQ” BIMER, Hr48H THEX RS B AME B A B\ i 2
%, BT AAE B, S HUE R, & 55 AR S B AR
GBS BIEAE “AHEE” —FF, R 5 R AR 45 i A K R Y
MIE RIS, AN RS T EEN LIRS A 2 0% 2 PAMEMERRS B, XN IN A R Gl K
TERAMAIN I S

AEXTHRAE B 2 H 7 B T ) R A T B0 o AR A6 bl e B o SR AP AE —
MLk SS M A e Sk, T Bl E X M A R ik 5 SAES TS L E R E RN

PRI AR RINFN RGP FRA R, EMRRD T A s i AR, 8 2 AR B kg
A JE BN T IR BIBE K, 7 AR R SN ER B R, IA RS I R AR o R
T L B0 E 1T 25 T AT 1) 22 BB R O ER AN T FUAAED , BmT e 78 4RI 45

DAL EER IAH S o T SN0 28 G2 v Ay S A S A0 7 i 25 LS AL S A A0 1) 22 (B OR COU ¢
AN T TUHARED , AT R S0k t, HARS PR F B BEAME AT AelkoR, 2ok
R, B PR AR RO

FEAE [ WA A U, B IR PR I P 75 LS EAME R TN R 24 R 4, anialil
AL B X B, AR B4 ST 58 A e M AR AR U A, TR S A RN AN
RGBT E, SCIUE B BT L, AT JEXARAE B AMETHE R 200~ LA
B3¢

BT BRI SRR PE WS A4 (O: Observer)

15 J 1t K TRAA L (E: Expecter)

Z5F BAMER B uHE (n: number)

@t TT ()

PR 2475 (CQ: Confusion Quotient );

XS BT TR R R A (V:Value) o N30 BARR R EMEI SN Ve Fhr cg

X(lfoi;iﬁi) 1-& Oi

ARL Vo= 7 =T

AN (OFE) R X JBYE i kU, W EEAEL i 29 TIU A S 1 0 5 5

(O+-Ej)/ Ei i B3 00 25 5 TUAMEL I LU A, SRS S, IE(ER R IR 25

1—(Or-Ei) Ei Kon IES B LA 1 Jy2E Sm PN AR, 1R (W B R SYE N (~o0,1], ff 5
JEECA[L, 2]

B A R R I 2 515 BAMER 8 VT B 10w & LU v DUsEAT Bom, 285 B34
B

M TE A7 5 P S Y0 ) RT DL B S HAE ASRERR YRR, IR 285440 1A i 5 (L AE — 8
PRI, T DI e 465 A 11 O 5 4 ) > T o

1 1: The horse raced past the barn fell.[5]

DA 1 B3 raced TG0 :

F 1 Bhid] raced AEXIFRAE B 2R

i3 MEHE O F4EE i O-E (O-E)E 14{0EVE
BFEAR 46 25 +21 0.84 016
SHEHE 4 25 21 .84 134
Bit 50 50




ik 1, mTIRERURE A N &R, A ARG R B K BT AAMEAET
BE e, R EGE n=1 BPRES. A QR MR &R )y 0.16, 1329 IR
1.84, JRFGEMAVARIHA TR, & EE L NE S RESCIT M, TE s .

e Heahia) X WGSBS, IBAAR TG, W& ZENE, R
MRy 1o XA T A A L ARRGS .

1852 Hah i X WESEC RN T4, BIEE0R A%, MIEEEL N 2. X
Tt bl S AR 2 O AR A 50— ELBICR 9, 7 BN R GURECR IR M 2 T2 RO AMaA 5 B R i
PHER . IR U FRE BN R RN 2.

1B Fa BEHEAT A FRAE BAME 2 Bl X EEAACTC IR IBOR, BT AKI R A7, %
ety AINp Tt G bR v 2t AL k- SRR R v A PYVE =2 - LIRS O N R RS I T/
I, WEAEON BUTAEORSE, RN 1o KRB EH I A FR N 255 5/ 1.

X, IR ANIE B R XA, 2] BiEn 1 onHmEAMEEED, &
SR XIAR, GG K RER, 7 AT IR B 0 T el W AR RONL T REPE N, T H B
TEIA PR ] REVERS R BT 2 WIS DUAR B, IARIFAE AN 2400, A0 B AR
HERW .

XHCIEEE AR, W EIEL ) A R PR, ARz s i A AR i 2544
1o Dk, AR AN Lo B WSSO A R Ak, s 22015 BN
AT ORI

BEEahia Y EINKIHEAT 5 Al Lk AR e, i E0y 500, AR BB U EL
79100, Ui SREEAN R LR TE R E Hh AR 100 NFFA & BB TS, AR BLAR i 2R
FEmAAIRES . BEA —NEMEREIEEE R T 490, A2 7 ZREAT A5 B AMENI{E9-2.90,
R uMEHEACZ AL T W RRAE S &, e AR IERE, AN ERXHZE
(RIS NS

DUIREGHE A2 B PR R AN L AN ) S T3 AT o B 1 R PRIk S5 4 7 BEAME S 2
B2, (5T XAR, 2 TR e 5 M v 52 BB KR AR, IR 1R GTE 55
RS RET, fFEAMME U IR S, IS E R A R R, R S ARSI
PO RGBSR, AR FERR RS, B R MRS O — PRS2 4% 1 56 2 T8 Rk
&

AERSFRPEAT S A2 I H R LAIE I8 45 A6 RN I8 45 6 IO IRE e v 22 5 MEAR A DR 26 AR I, P
L, FRATT 5 ZEARAE A T a6 AR W AR 0 55t R T e 17 i A Bl A A 2L P A S R PR 2 7 Dl 57
fE o I (S N R DA AT S 8 MR 5, s B IR R th L X PR . SR SEPR St
{EBCA T H i SR N R PR BN A et i O R 35 22 53, 15 A TR ME I ge i 3 Lk
PRIRAS -

fBUE & K 08.05, BN 1, Bl FEN Dy 3.84 (A SPSS fEFH3) .

e SEBR AR Rl S AN SCIURR 1 AT BE 5 A el i A ROBE ) X e S MESESON X, it
S EAECN 50, S A @ PEAEON A 50-X. MRAE R 7K e A XTI F

% 2 YR I RS %

ri REMH O fEisn g E W& D ¥ I¥E
1 2 50X 25 35K 25Xy 2530425
i X 25 %25 (L25) (25505

St 30 30 3.84

N 2 Fiom, (X-25)2/25=1.92, X=18. X 1t B L A5 D00 22 W A0 30k 55 ) P WL 2 8 e
btk 32: 18 BUAEMER, U BHORIE RN O S5 A il 722 S Bk, 0 SR 15 i A e W A28 5 R 7= A




INHIN RS b 2 LEAEER/N, DRSS RIIIEOELR], it AR ER AR S, 2IARR
P IXANE BRI T BENE IR o RS DAt s BATTRT AHE T AR R S TR s ) e A, R

LS/
R 3 YO E A ARG S R E I R
B AEHE O B E 1% O-E (OEVE 1{O-BE
teE M 32 23 =7 028 0.72
HEE M 18 23 q 028 128
fit 50 50

N 3 Jrai, DLIk G5 AL R S5 46) FAY i 7 0 S A0 Hh it & 1k B S B0 18, TIUI A
H2& 25, BB ZEDy 18-25=-7, Skl 2= 5 T L y-7/25=-0.28 AR 4 W & H R
X, RN n=1, HEFEE CQ=1-(-0.28) =1.28. X IV %E & I JE X AR5 B A2 FHE
9 1.28, i YA SR SE R gD v N R R T I FME 5 A I WA AR RN AT BE PR OK, A5 BT
JZ 5 T BT EAME I SR B K, IR A 1.28 1) 2.00 AL CRTTH S AR GE LS CQ
RNAER 2D WEHHAE T ABOINOIRES, — BRI 8 1 07 035 8 M o TE A P A A
3 B KA AN R 2R B R IG5 2R A, AN 1.28 i) 1.00 AZ1BI (i
[ AR GE S CQ i/ MEN 1), WHIHHAEAR/N, 5 BAXFRAT Bk, A0 A 2
IG5, Il “ 2 AT BIEIA AT RETESE K
4 ETRBREHRBITHEMRUTR

T T FRATT AT Hh Y 2 5 AR B S 50 B B s 1 AT A6 ) PR 2 R 4R

F 5 M A (Matrix Clause) g% & M) (Reduced Relative Clause) X #R&4E 325
] KA BN S FIA B E 83 @Y A A5 R B 58 . E3hiE (Matrix verb) BA
FANRIAS B g e, J8H AR a8 R R IE Sk . XFE, 25147 44 R @
I S5 R TR RN B G o B2, BEA MRS HEE, IRk SE M 301 K4 sh 7 M
i, PRSI, PriR kR~ el o kXSl 2001 1 [RIE i Fh g i 5
SRAFAESRAE 7 ER . 1 WATI 20513

%1 2: The boat floated down the river sank. [28]

B2 M3 7 AeE d A S, HARAR R RAE Tz il foated () J@ AR 4K, EUfEWIIHM I £
INE R i BB M E) S A BT R o FRATT 23 R FH BNCREATL R T S AS G R PR 25

# 4 Zhidlfoated 1 EHLBNIEBAKIFRAERT EL

i WEAEO FMESE iz OE (O-E)E 1{0-E)E
S E 37 25 +12 048 032
HEEE 13 25 -12 -0.48 148

Bt 30 50

WRART7R, FiAlfloated FIHE BB FIAEUZR 13, AXHFRAE B R NV =1.48>1.28I5 5
18 XV AR BhE SAE AUGE SR AR R, BB )G, FERAMEES R &
WL . IXFEATEL A D AR 20 T2 TR i) Stanford Parsersik i, ffie A RME. 115 I
Stanford Parseri 1% £ (R 487 51 47 -

*(ROOT
(S

(NP (DT The) (NN boat))

(VP (VBD floated)

(PRT (RP down))



(SBAR
(S
(NP (DT the) (NN river))
(VP (VBD sank)))))))

W EFR, RN 28 TCI51E 0 0 MriZ A 4544, the river sank#i5A A& M) 4544, 1 HLfloated
down the river{E Jyff J& o< 8 A G AEAS L TCVAE AT AR . IR EE ) vh Bl in] N2
sank, [ffJE% 2 MEIE N E IE 1) /2 floated down the river. Ffidlfloated 3 i% A & Aid 25731
(VBN floated)fi A~ 87 1% & it 25 :0(VBD floated) . N HIAT U1 F

(ROOT

(S
(NP
(NP (DT The) (NN boat))
(VP (VBN floated)
(PP (IN down)
(NP (DT the) (NN river)))))
(VP (VBD sank))))

%1 3: The dog walked to the park chewed the bone. [29]

#1131 2 AL date 1) . Bhimlwalked Bt 26 2 25 018 [ B, HAB& 8 tERE W LU £3)
WA GRS . JATSe TS S 18 T X PR I 2

% 5 Fhidwalkedf FBBhE AR FRME X HE

R MEMN O HAME E WEOE (O-EVE 1{O-EVE
FEnifiE 30 25 +25 1 ]
EainE 0 25 25 -1

B 50 50

M5~ s)idwalked 35 A FIPESZ0, AXTFRIE BN KR AV =2 >1.281k FHE .
XU B TR A S R BRI b U DA IR B TV 8 ) e KB, NSRS S, 2R B %
s2Gibsont# - [ S A& 1 e Wt 1), FAETEREEE Hh I RE 2R 0~ AT DLZR o S A AR i (1)
ICHEZRAE fighid rh 5| S P 78 RS2 2 25 T IR, Al AN R AR T 7 2 ()5 B AME Bt 2 b
AR R BN N, TR AEARAD DG 5 K 2 N R IR B B o S M) - 6T T
R ) Stanford Parsersk it & ANELESIHT IEWR AT RE, R BEAKEERUNN T A 2 G v SEIAFES o
i# W.Stanford ParsersiiZ ) (A5 54 «

*(ROOT

(SINV

S

(NP (DT The) (NN dog))

(VP (VBD walked)

(PP (TO to)
(NP (DT the) (NN park)))))

(VP (VBD chewed))
(NP (DT the) (NN bone))))

IEIFRAT1 A A, Stanford Parser Joik 58 it . RGN EEN L5 L ASINVITT A
RS, S ARG RIMRE, FATAT LUAIIESINV[30]ED “Declarative sentence with subject-aux
inversion, top level labelling apart from S, usually for complete structure” , 252 B4 FiEH#H



HIhRE ) 58 ek £) 4589 (an inverted S structure) , I #17E “Marching past the reviewing stand
were 500 musicians” A H {45 ). Marcus et al(1994) B AR S5 MR U0 R

(SINV (VP-TPC-1 Marching
(PP-CLR past
(NP the revieving stand)))
(VP were
(TP *T¥-1))
(NP-SBJ 500 musicians))

B 2 fRELSINVIF R

2w H, AT E ) The dog walked to the park chewed the bone I Bt 45 ¥ 31 A A& i
AFIATHISINVEE R, WATALE RN AR %) NRLUEE AR B o] DR 25 55 e & — A
b JE ok R SR o At Bl iR walked B Al 254314 (VBN walked) mRERCDIfERS . IR HIAT
LU

(ROOT

(S

(NP

(NP (DT The) (NN dog))

(VP (VBN walked)

(PP (TO to)
(NP (DT the) (NN park)))))

(VP (VBD chewed)

(NP (DT the) (NN bone)))))

M BT #r el LA, 325 R) 5 R 5 SR A AN BRils T shia)id 2 7 i it 25 50
BRI, o &2 AT AT T ai47 a4y A 330 (matrix verb) W3 1 2>
) 2t AT AR T R AT 1 0 9 R 5¢ R A tH IR, I H kb 51 & B ShaS P shas i e xf Bt
k. WEAEN T, YE TR £ 2O XA NI R RR i, e 4 M BRI 25k
FEANENIT IS . FRANMTEE W2 R)i8 A “The performer sent the flowers was pleased”,
“The woman brought the flowers smiled broadly’[2]%5.

5 45&

A el A B U T FE 0 FRAS B AME R it 2, 2472k B 7 A0S BT 2 A EAE FH ) 45
Ho WERREECRT FH T 240 0 S B2 U JE R AR B2 . IRATINE f5mT A0, ik
FHAEARIE 5P IR B R TR AU L 23l 0 e 55 A0 2 5t e ) 1 53k, PRSP XK. Wl i
T3 FET, RIRGME B H RS R, FAR . n) 2 Sgi, JEORIESE TR ROV Y,
AT RE B ALK . e AN ARDL R 51 O IR R Fa i m S 23 ) 0.72 A 1.28. i Il 7
BN B B AT BBV E R, B 5 S EUE B E AT A 1 3. AR,
EX P AR HON 18 el W A A AT 2R S 0 i PR A e P2 LA TS 12k o
SEER
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