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TWAEEAH ) ?

— XEIFE TV B RGBT —

Alzbi3dTLea ALY, KEHEAKZD LT
Bex RIEMEZITMY S5 ETnE, Z0H
THLXFEZHOG I EILE o TEL DEHEHRETY
5o BIZIE, TLETHMRET ThLTHH
HECHESLNTVEIEDNEL HhoTWD, 4}
[ OB % 5L 2 B PR B AT 5 W4 E 2 L
HMLTWLIDOTIERWESL ) D TDX IR,
FThbbYHEZHLI LIZX > THS ORI T
T ) S e TERVERPMEOEHE L%
7z BIMTOR R LI ARLTwb, Zhud—
OOEEEEFEE L L 5N LN TE L, M
LI EEZHATEONEEZRZ TS LV T
[XEDFE] 220 %70 TWADTIZ RV, &L
5, LEONEZEDXLHIIWFHTE L Lo
72 XD 5 0%E (learning from text) | %
{fF»> T3 (Kintsch,1986) . [X#ED S DEH |
DEZHE, wHIE TBESOBEZERL, H
SO E RN & 36E S &, sIRMICHAICS
e 272012, EBhhzrF2 288 L, FH
L, ET 28N THD]| LEHEDTTD
PISA ®# 2 J\Z@ U5 (7 380E BORM 98T,
2004)0 INHLDTLEEZDbEDL L, WEEHR
L, XEANEZLEL, AR SRS
T5ILT, ADMWOBRIIHMER LT LMT
XL L BOMEREELZETHD GEE - I
W5, 2006) o

NEBBOWRIETIV
T, L) ELBIHHEEINTHLDOTH

F—7—F EROLE, ACL, RRETIV, CEHRH

fa BB

BIh TF, BEINERIMAEEN L DI,
ZOEFORTIEL WA OER L LTEE
Nob, 72, MFEEFHTL720121%, LICE
SUL IS N E EN T THRIFE ST 7o 4
HLHDLETHHL TS, 2F Y, XEEHL
LV Z LR EDBHOPIZRA LI L
DHFERE DL B2 81z 5w, R (2004)
EEDLEHROEF NV E L2 —L, LED
RBITHBL RV H DB L, TOHTHEXD
FELDH BT EITOVTIIREA BB D B D5,
RIIE L Twb I 2R Lz TDLI AR
BEHRICOVWTOTREELEFTVORT, £ DE
BRI S 2 IR ET VNV E AR TIIE D HIT 5,
MOLEICHTHEFTVMICELTIE, IVA LT
7 v a =X MG, REEFTVOFMIIOWTIE
B (2004) %, T FRA7r—7EF VO
DOWTIEKRH - AR (2007) %, HEETIV, 2
27T a= AR BEFMTOWTIEEH (2002)
R E NIV,

RIBEFNTIE, 3ODLRNLVDELEEZT
5% (van Dike & Kintsch,1983; Kintsch & van
Dijk,1978) c F X IEIZBFEIIICV L D h D iy iE
Wb b, ZOME) A MIHIZHATHS 72
T, MECHEZELERELZ RS, 20
FHa I 7O EITATY S, R, %
W7 )ik, RHIRE, FENTFRICL>THDS
Nho KIZ, a2 MEIE:, ik, HEkE
Vo 22 BRI 20 U T 3 2 afiiEd S E R B L,
WhWBEREWIEND L) BHNEE S o727 F
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A PR=Z (7 oliE) PMERENE, 20k
I, MAFIILEI > TR A, B EE
WT&b, LaL, XHEL2HGILRIENLZTT
Ev, BAFOH, BEAAG, BR Lo
BZEPN TV RNV L2 EZ, HORELH
%) OMR, TabLIRWNETNVERHET S,
RWETNVOVY TR, XEEHRDZ LIEHRATF
HEORRETVEEY LIFHZ L THD, F72,
WEEMAIZET 5NN E T VIZEREEIC RS X
NCTwib &z Tw5b (Zwaan & Singer,
2003)

RWET VD 3 DDLNELRD D D LTk~
BEFFEICEK > TRENTW S (Fletcher &
Chrysler, 1990; Morrow, Greenspan, & Bower,
1987; Schmalhofer & Glavanov, 1986; Perrig &
Kintsch, 1985), #1213, Fletcher & Chrysler
(1990) 1%, MlF&IZOWTCHHREED D % 5D DR 4
(MRB<MIE< A v 7 L A<WE<E) BT 5
EZFEHRBMEIHRRL, TOBRUTDOLI &
LR LFEFN D o 72 DB DI DT HEE L 3
L7ze (D)OXASmANIERENI2LEITH B 4
VIFNLTH D, ENIIH LT, EBRBMNEIZ
)~ (DD LIZDO W THRANIFEIR S Nz EHIS
Ho Tl EPOHBEEIT 72, (2)~4)DLITD
WTC, FEEBZIMBARGRATIEINE VDT, HEX
I USRS & 2 5,

(1) She found out that the necklace cost more
than the carpet.
F) TN

(2) She found out that the necklace cost more
than the rug.

KT AL ) TF VL OHGE L FEE
e .

(3) She found out that the necklace cost more
than the painting.
THFAPR—ZAT A ML LEAOLY O
A% BIARIZEE S LT e,

(4) She found out that the necklace cost more
than the vase.

RULE TV T A B35 LEH O G O
BRLIEEN TS

ZO#NH, ERTA MU TFAIR=ZT R
P C<ARPE T IV T A I SLONENZ T BB A & 20
o720 TORRIE, THAFABIODOLXVDOEGL
B 2o TwB I L, RILETFIVOEILIZ
BEKTHLILERLTND,

Z D%, Kintsch (1988, 1998) &, Heimoflil
ARFEATARRIED X H ITHAR TR T AR
ERYUHR L7oHRE—mEET NV (Construction -
Integration model) ##ELTWV5, 7z,
Zwaan HIZ X %@ omgEic L b, REET VL
5DODRILE G AL RILRRIZE o TR S
TWbLZENRWEL IR -7 (Zwaan &
Radvansky, 1998; Zwaan, Radvansky, Hilliard, &
Curiel, 1998; Zwaan, Langston, & Graesser,
1995) o Wi FAE XA, [k, WREHYE, 22/,
KRG, BRI L Vo 72 RITICH - TLEO R
ZREULS 0 KRBV THEEED D 5
ARY MEATERCESG SN, WEED b o3
BeRzw GEE - I, 2006), Bz, BEA
254 22 - THMHAF 2 HIFTREICTH L
WIHIARY ME, ZOBRIAVRLFTEBHELEAN
VMNEHDERT, TORE, BAFIIPRRERE VW)
A—DOFEANRIIEODDL3IDODA XY b #ES
b, ZLTC, BB AWTH LRI TL
LG TIX, ZNE TORKERE V) Ao [E—
RN L 720, IREFNVIEETINL, 2D
B, HH O DI FRARHI R 025,

DL, ARV VT I AETIVTI,
RWETVIEFHATVLBRICEF SN E LT
% (Morrow, Greenspan, & Bower, 1987; Zwaan
& Madden,2004) . Morrow et. al (1987) TlZ,
EERBMB D L2EWNOL A 77 b EZTBREIC
HarYy (77, M, Kt &) 2Bz 387,
Z D%, TORMNTEET LB AMOLEE
MERT, BHATVWBENT, H5WHIREDER
BIZH o 7B % MBI S, 20 RS
MaE Lz, TOME, EAROILEDOAE L
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MURBICH LW, 2 THhVWEBELID LEDR
5720 DFEY, BRAFORRETINVIE, FALXD
BENAHEVEHT XN TS, F72, KHEFTLO
HEUTMEZT TR L, BENA A -V HH5L
TWwbZeaRL7, RETIE, XEEZHATY
LZEBOMEEICZOVWTOMELRENTWVS
(Yaxley & Zwaan, 2007)

F72, ERITCOEHITHTHH50FHEF,
— TR ZOEENIR RS> THE I LS
MZENTW S, Bz, KRE, BREEAX
v N HoORMBREOREISHEEL (Scott Rich &
Taylor, 2000), [—, BFRIHE, 22 x>
P OEFICEE T L, T TH MM 2
DORICIZIEAR TR E TN O R 73 15%38
13/ & (Scott Rich & Taylor, 2000) o

—7J7, Komeda & Kusumi (2006) T, %k
DOFNZIT I, FALLOFPEE
NADBERERT 54 XV b ERU LS BRBRD %
POREZHN, ThoofizAitLHCES
famel, ZoEKTERZMEEZX L, &
MR ERO I I ICXEEFHE LD ICHRL
7oEB 2 T, HECHSPEWEEIMRWEEL D B
ARV M Ty 7 ZEFIVHOREEDOZELIC
IAlDOVT, TOEH BRI RS, RET
AR O NS = AT A ko i WAQY OW
ERELTWRWI 2L, 5if - AL
HEHETFTVERREL TS CKkH - M,
2007) o

7z, Ml (2005a,b,c) FFADIEREIZ L K
WETNANOFEEEH LI L7z, 5N
EEAY AWAE, Bk EmSMEE I NS,
—7, BEOEEICE, EBBMEEFIIENIN
TWHl ) L oFRi 2L, #HEA/NHO
BAIIIBAZES VY THLIENTEZ, 2F 0,
BRI MEORMET NV E T LD &Y
DHRATEEZOND, TSR, HED
X DRI N DR ET VPR LD %
RLTWh,

FIFEVFER (good - enough representa-
tion)

DX IR ETFTNVIZET H%EDNL L 4 &
NTWwb, LALEDS, REETVIILFEIZH
FTHMDET I ERBIC, BB RGHEA T LHE
POREELRREHENICHET 22 L 208 L
TVAL—HOKRBHHTH S, LeLaAS, &K
MR b I EERFE L, ELLCHEARS T
WBLDTHS ) D%

B 21, Erickson & Matteson (1981) &, X
D) BLEEFSMEIRL, TOXDESLE
=AY/l

(5) Moese put two of each sort of animal on the
Ark.

ZORER, BNHEIX [E] LEZ LI E0%Hh
o7z, FARICEIWZH & Rt/ AL, E—ET
B )7 THb, COMABIZE—Y¥ LM
(Moses illusion) &I, FEEMRZREOVH AT
BEtsh s 2 &% v (Reder, 1982), LA L%
Mo, ZOBREEFRICES renw i, v
— ANV BFFEROEREEALT 5 2 L IZKkB L7
EIFoniEEdH 5.

F72, RREF L TIIE—H V% HEEDOFRDS
FU— NV HRERICHEGESNLANIEIHE SN S &
i€ L CTw5 (Daneman, Hannon, & Burton,
2006)0 2D &I BIETIX, KDOO)DELAICE
) LCHHEDBRDS —FIITIR T B 0dTE R
W (Sanford & Graesser, 2006)

(6) Every kid is up a tree.

(6) DX DOMRUL, FEHER 22 BIRHTIC LU,
WL OPDIFERDD Do BIZIE, —ROKYHY,
ZRICTRTOTELBIESTWEEERDS
Nb, 72, WOVDORYD > TADDTE
SVENENTIERTOORNIZES>TVELLEDLER
5B, E512, W DOPDKRIZMALPDOT-ED
PESTWEELEZLNL, TDLHIZB)DK
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WZIZW L DD ORI EZ 5 b,

(7) Mother: Did my kid manage to climb a tree?

Supervisor: Right now every kid is up a tree!

L2 L%ahs, BIREZEKROLTH 5 (6)53(7)
OXD & RWICH L, EBEOFRTII
DOMVITHEYIIEZ TwD, 2F ), HFOT-L
HVRIZE S TV L0 L) D & 7 REBOB A
NohDBE, (DOLDFWHGMNLRHENTH L0%, i
HARHEGHERT [TRTOTEIBRICE ST
L2D0THNIE, HFOFELDHE-TWE] 2
PEFETE L, COLHIHEATIRENTTOR
SUICHEE v & 9 %, ZoOROHCHS0%
o7z TIEIFLWES (good-enough representa-
tion) ] 2L Twb & L7z (Ferreira, Bailey,
& Ferrano, 2002; Christianson, Hollingwoth,
Halliwell, & Ferraro, 2001) o

XEBERICH T 2% 0IE

ZDX)HRIRREFT NV TIZFHMTE ZVHLRIC
2T Sanford & Sturt (2002) &, #FATIZL -
THESE SN B .LINERDIEF 1SRN, B 5w
B AWEERD LI 20b 5T, 29T
X7 W CEO I A2 F WAL (shallow process-
ing) LIFY, L 2—% To7z, ZOEVUEE
1¥, Craik & Lockhart (1972) X % iti&o A #Emf
RTHEOLN TV HERLHOFIRE 3R D,
CTEMRENDEIIIZ, BHRARREZEY,
HTOMBEIZH L TIFIF L WERZ L MR 25
9 (Sanford & Graesser, 2006)

2D X)) HEWILI OO FEFEL IERY 2 %5
BHATDPMIMTE RV E VI RIS HBI SR
TWwb, iz, Barton & Sanford (1993) I3
TRFRICH T2 LEESBMAE IR T2 T
TATEIRIVIEIL L T 5,

(8) There was a tourist flight traveling from
Vienna to Barcelona. On the last leg of the
journey, it developed engine trouble. Over

the Pyrenees, the pilot started to lose con-
trol. The plane eventually crashed right on
the border. Wreckage was equally strewn
in France and Spain. The authorities were
trying to decide where to bury the survivor.
(Barton & Sanford, 1993, p.479)

Z O, “What should the authorities do?” &
WO BMEAT - 20 TORRE, [HEAFHE (sur-
vivors) EIFHDHLNEREDDOTIE RV, & w
) LR, DF DRIRS NI LFEOEIR
AR B R W72 RO SINH X, 59 %612
Ehhodz, 0 O 4ENLEBCRo03, [#E
BOEREZMIRE?Z] FOK2 2 L%
LM L7e —0, RATHFR O D 0I5 D
HFEYHBEVHBREARE W) XFEEZL52, FL
B & LWa12E, SE3EMCo @Iz
KO ENTE, WRETFTVIZINE,
Barton & Sanford (1993) ®OZN# L, 7 1—N
NVHEFEREEY, ZRCESEEMICEZ TN
3T CTHhs, 2%V, Barton & Sanford (1993)
DBMBE LD o & FVERET, BRI EE KA
RIETFTH2, INLHOMRIE, FBAFI—D—
DOHGEE A, mEEIEY, IELWIRRET NV
o TVADIFTIERVWI EEZRL TS,

Hannan & Daneman (2004) %, Nelson-
Denny Test {12 & > T, @RETI 258 A &KW
A% b, Barton & Sanford (1993) O##% fli
VB OB T B A E R MG Lz, £ ok
B FREES OEIRIC b S5, BINE TR
ORI L7228, FEICHFRE) MK Aok
HWEPEH 572, F 72, Daneman, Lennertz, &
Hannon (2008) %, ik FOIREGES)Z HE L
T, CEHF~OMEGOFE 2R Lz, #lzig,
UTFD X9 BB MERR L

(9) Amanda was bouncing all over because she
had taken too many tranquilizing sedatives

in one day.
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COLTIX, TGN AR DSERI I %
BPLLTwb, EBROKME, MBI OER
BB FEA Y72 5 2RISR CHEH L T2 &
PHONCh o720 DF D, FRIEBL ORI
F US4 VBT TS, X512, HifhE
ERFAELF L bW EZMRHT 22 L5 TE
0% @AM LYV EIRTwEZ Ldvby
o 72e TAUS, ESEEVGRBLA F R F AT D R
T, MEERERFPELIDSEMEHLT
W5 Ek#z bh/ (Daneman, Hannnon, &
Burton, 2006)

¥7z, Eﬁﬁibiio)%%%%i}%@‘iﬂ*%&iﬁﬂﬁff
TR, XHOHENENLZHAICbENE
Mg % 2 &A% L (Sturt, Sanford, Stewart,
& Dawydiak, 2004) . Sturt et. al (2004) &,
OWfFE TN TV 5 change-blindness para-
digm % CEMHBEOMIEISH L, FhE2 bkt
/85 % 4 & (change-detection paradigm) & I
ATZe COMETIE, W OhOUNS %25 LHE
20, EBRBNEICHEE S, 2 HOLEIZ
3, IMBOZNEFRLLHFEN—DEENT
Wb EBRZMEOHEZ, 1HHE2HHDL
BOWRCTELLZHEND L0800, Tledbolz
LZNIMTHE0E2METHILTHD. BN
HORE, ZILLZHEL ) YT VO HEL
ELLSMETEAMICIESE Shize T, FEER

TIZ1IMHE 20 HO#RR %28 U TE BB
I-WHAEEINTVE, 2ol Lo
X9 BRHCEA T T & %2, Z24khr
DHFE L BB OHGEO BRI M & SHEF0E

HAZOWTUIT O FEZ v TR 72,

(10)Everyone had a good time at the pub. A
group of friends had met up there for a stag
night. What Jamie really liked was the
cider, apparently.

—beer (EWRIYHEBED ),
R EE DS )
—4E Mid cider 125 %,
(11)Everyone had a good time at the pub. A

music (FE

group of friends had met up there for a stag

night. It was Jamie who really liked the

cider, apparently.

—beer (GEHRMHREAEY),
RS E )

— 4 113 Jamie |

music (FEBE

“%50

THRASE DN HEE DB b D ¥ — 7y T
Hbo 2 HDIIRTIE, beer 7> music IZEH &
NTW5, HEOBRIIEEEDOHRIEL, (10)DL
HOHOY =47y NEFETH 5 cider LR LA T
T —Tdrink I2F & 5N 5 beer % 3% F')‘EE’JEE%’E
Ve L7ze —F, cider LR LA T T —
A B 72\ music & BRI RS RV & L7z, it,
R oBEZ, Q0)ZRUSRL, (1DEFRI
LT, XoWEEEzZL5I LIk RENT,
ZFORY, BHF Lo TV BEADOTH, 4
S TWHRWEE XD & BRI HEE O
HENE N &b o 710 ZORERIL, EEr
THRIC & > TEAEL 223 A bR S 7z 2
Iz rdy, &mnnm(mm)u%ﬁmﬁ
V\]’ﬁﬁn@ BRELROREICEEL 52T,

AT f;w%%&%&bfwét%xt
¥/, Aaﬂﬂl‘ﬁﬂﬂa%%é , P 7 PR nET%n%
%&ofb\%lk’i’ﬂ?bfco — 11 70 P AR AR
B EOHEH RN X o THRESHESRS
(Gernsbacher, 1989), —J, Z{bMHEE TIX
¥ —7y MHERIM A RIGETICEE S, MR
HT T =R T HEFEIELNTVE, ZDX
)T e, Sturt et. al (2004) 1%, ZE LM
MBI ATF D —D2 DO HFEOERE JEEL L,
FTU—NVREEREE) LIF T RnWI & 2RT
CENTELRETHDL L LT,

TIE, AT ED L) RIEIZHE O HFEICHE
HL, ZOZLzMHTELDOTH A 0 1L
HoeHH ERE & Al o 7R OENE % DL IR T,

Emmott, Sanford, & Morrow (2006) &, %1t
WSS 54 0% T, KDL RIXOWH
(A brown envelop D17) % & X HE % FEEBRBN
FHWHIR Lo =7y MHFEIZ TR N7z
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brown T& 1), 2\ HOFROKEIZIE white (24
HI N7,

(12) Peter had tried hard not to go over details
of the interview in his mind. He tried not to
rephrase his answers, tormenting himself
with things he should have said. He tried
hard especially not to listen out for the
postman every morning, but at last there it
was.

A brown envelope. — white
He examined it for a while, before summon-

ing the courage to look inside at his fate.

ZORER, LD XD X O 2 &L MEo
JiA% “A brown envelope” 28X OHIZE TN TW
HHEED, MBS hRTho7z,

¥ 7z, Sanford, Sanford, Molle, & Emmott
(2006) 1, &S, FMETEINHTIZ, €9
THRVWHFEL ) L HAFOEREE2TI&, ZO%L
ZHHT 52 E 2SI L7z, [ABkIC Sanford
et.al (2006) 1%, FEEMICIRR I NI LFHEFOHL
EDOZEALZ OV THME L Twb, L+H* Bov
vFT 7y N EHEEORERHORS ZEL

—(5 B;éﬂ:*ﬁﬂj;{ﬁ 57‘\/(L\%'T?O7’:o %@%Iﬂil:%y
L+H* B Yy F7 7t v b &R PRV

FNL D S ENRTh o7,

ZDE) AR ELATMEOH KL T LOT,
Sanford et.al (2006) &, ik F-RakLTOEE
EolIAENT &, 72, HERESNTIWRWANE
Bl tEzohbs 00 EE L7z, 20
HTELRLDELRIIIRLT,

FAFDHEBIE (personalization)

DLEoZA bz i § 5 AT 12D W T o5,
FICLHEOREICHT 2D OHL v, ZOHTYH,
[REER RALENT ] 2 [ AR5 74 ] LIS,
MEMZAITICE T, HATOEEEZTIL,
—7, “you” ZEOMHIZL 5T [GATICHE
PR 1, MENRAENTE VS XD b,
HOABENZTEE L TWwEHE W) HATFOL
PEICE L THARAATVS, 20X RHACHS
WL C, kO XEMFEOHIETIIIALDK
Ti5HEF (Gygax, Tapiero, & Carruzzo, 2007;
Gygax, Garnham, & Oakhill, 2004) % FHi# D JE&lH
2o ToligE CKH - #i5,2007; Komeda &
Kusumi, 2006) 75 % T % T\ 5,

x®1 EBE5ICEEZSNBERTORE
(Sanford, Sanford, Molle, & Emmott, 2006% L %)
a7 L 1
A AE I 2 AL BT BEX T~/
HIRIY Eh R AL N Tl CRVELEE (B ek B EE DRV ER) L ah s 22 AL,
ol

TART T 74 G VAT Th

Tl TWRES S HE O R I B TR [
TENRENTO L7230 I AR T 74 (B RHERRICTAL,
SRR G FROZAL A LFOREE) [ TAay aT,
AA=Y

I

FHLEREOHOTTY T

i

AR A GEL T D58 (51
AU h—var EvF

FRBERE I H D REE) |

VAT A

VAL HHEH

YRy & VSRl el

A TAZRED 0 ARG (61
N7 BT I E K

youDffi fij) | LBk %

W FRER OME B IO R — EH %

G A D OB
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Komeda & Kusumi (2006) Ti&, #idkL7&
I, HAFOEANL~OHCHG 25K E TV
BT LIEEZR LT L2LARDES, EARL
WCHR L 2o @ide L ) ICHBOR L7296 1 oWf
1213, HOBESOREIZE R > 72 IT R WS
Nholze ThuL, BoROECHEEGAREITR
LCHEM AR RESEZLEEZ LMD,
ZORRIE, HAFOEOR, OF DREIIHNT S
ZINE O CRIE TV LT DB
BB L RRTHIREVHRTH L, LA L%
5, [IFICHATFOHCHS % &,
BEEOBETEHETAZ LML EHRL TV 5,

TIE, LM, FOME, BEROREDALTICE
WKEIPNTVE L LHGERHODOT LRI
WOTHA ) e elBIIE T, HOBEEST%)
B (Self-Referential Effect; SRE) (2[4 2 ff5e
BEL B EINTn5S, ACHESTRIR L, i
FRFICHCICRE L 2B 2179 &, FERA L
RAME VB L 7L A AT O W& X, RLIEORERE
WERLEWIBRTH S N - HEH, 2001),
DA ZALIZDNTIE, WDPDET VN
RHEINTWEY, REHK SN AT S
NTVRw (FEFMIZDOWTIIIN (2008) %
ZHEINTZW), LELARDYS, Eovld, HE
T 2o b DI & EEIIC RS
% L LS, B E o 2D IIE B
L ZT0wHE0w) ZEICHLTIE—H LT,
ORI Y 5 2 5 HOARIE. HiEoo
BHY THDLLR LI HEEL G2 Tnb,

B ZAE, TR OB HE DI O 43 B T
THEMAL S 72 B T OMHRR JI#R 23, iﬁﬁ%&
EICHBEGZ LI EPRENT VD, Bz
Meyers-Levy & Peracchio (1996) %, HCU ~f§§
WO HEE LCABRAFAEMH L7, 2L
T, HCIKHES TR T A AT TH2
TIREIX, 29 TR BRVWEABRLFTAD)ILE ST
X0 QUFBEDSE N EEBR LIz, FEBRIZ, £<
DREHERF AR H - R EEETY, HEEOM
BEMESD L) ELTWS (Cook,1992), F 7z,
dAilly, Murray, & Corkill (1995) 1%, K¥#EZZ

& LCTHIEONET 2 - - XG5 T, 6l
AZIFARB XD REVHIEFEOHME Lz, D
B, CABEEOXELRALEZSMEDOFHBED
THRVWEBMELVEBENPE2>72, 61

d’Ailly, Simpson, & MacKinnon (1997) TiZ, 5@‘
L xNFAIZL, HBEOMBIZHT 2 O
FIZOoWT, RDXI) L ARz &L LEL H
LTHE L7ze (13)IEd AP noR=1zd
STVEPbhoT0bENETHL, —T5, (14)
BB ODOR= Va2 o TWnEPDLILLE
WEIETH Do (IIEMHISMNOXETH 5,

(13) You have 3 balls.
than Bob.
How many balls does Bob have?
(14) Bob have 3 balls.
than you.

You have 2 more balls

Bob have 2 more balls

How many balls do you have?

(15) Tom has 3 balls. Tom has 2 more balls than
Bob.
How many balls does Bob have?

INERE B R B4R, 13)DY A T D
MRS D IEE R —F B o 72,

COEH I, ABAEZ D (MESURED:
MO BT E, IR _ﬂ!ﬁ.&%hotb\ b
FOXFEBRERERT L0720 THIEHHS
Mol 2F D, GATIEHCOVH AN
W2 D720, BRI ARRAFIERN N E,
ZF D720 HOCAGEATEEL S, H O OB AN
RIWET VORI EEZG 2, N7+ =< VA
BRL o7z EZ2 N5, AIEOEY NW~D
&, H L OFME. BEBROBE L V- 2HE
M5 ERXAT A0, 2ok zHiEr At
(personalization) &R, DF ), HEE Vo
B AWICHCE S 2 % &b, Heby L,
ZATHOWHEEIRT/ST 3 —< ¥ A & P
DERVBBHDLLEZOND, TOMICHLT,
Fukuda & Sanford (2008) (ZLLF o & 9 &3Ex
1o 72
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Fukuda & Sanford (2008) 1%, Z{b#HiGEZ
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Do We Read Text Precisely and Thoroughly?:

The perspective of shallow processing toward the reading comprehension model

FUKUDA Yuki

Abstract
This article reviewed the researches on the models during reading. Readers understand the con-
tent of the text, integrate it into his/her knowledge which he/she has already, and construct the
situation model which is useful representation to apply some new opportunities. However there
are some evidences reader could not detect the semantic anomalies and changed words. For
example, readers could not detect the anomaly underlined in the following sentence; Amanda
was bouncing all over because she had taken too many tranquilizing sedatives in one day. These

findings couldn’t be explained in the situation model which is a kind of normative theory and sug-
gest there is a shallow processing during reading. The extent of shallow processing is affected by
the attention - captures of the traits of text and personalization of text by reader. Personalizing
text with reader’s self knowledge can lead to improvements in construction of the situation
model. The existence of shallow processing should not deny the situation model. It is more fruit-
ful to assume that the shallow processing should have different functions from the situation
model and should act before constructing the proposition list. Finally I propose the comprehen-
sion model integrated the shallow processing into the situation model.

Keywords: shallow processing, personalization, the situation model, text comprehension



