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“Z MY (referential communication) L)
K th H A UUNBR E B RE , L3[R B AR
R I T ST I B R R N A IR
AT, 2 — A 4t 4 B ) 7 X, Krauss Al
Weinheimer (1964 ) & 7.8 1 2 B 22 i B 3l X7 7]
PLOr Ry 2 " M RAEH T I8 8 P4 AR H
LR R IEA DT 48 5 X J7 58 WA 55, i B AR 3 4K
P 4E S ATIE S o Markman F1 Makin (1998 ) #t — 25
TG4 T Z IR 1 i B 9255 07 X2 X007 58 i A
(AT 55, %8 Ui o o i 308 T 1 380 A 0 5, X 4 i
AR B G AT 55 1 kAT XUy 3 (6] 58 iU 55 . 2 M
PEAZ W, S TT R T IR G AR I N R ISR AT 55
H b i L ) B A 30 5 2 8 S R E ) B A L [
A i B Al —— AT A B AR RE & AR b A B
PRI AT S B B R WEAR S W & 317 (audience
design) , X — i UL (18 ) @i H I E
Wr & (BRAVEH) BT 2R BTHIE 5, W 28 4 8 48 ot ok
ZEUL 1) R E 2 0E R i B 15 (Clark & Murphy,
1982) o SCT“Wr a5 it " 16 2 Mk & i h g /R T
R 27 B 5 B 0 G T, TR 2 BR M A g b
BT BRSO R S B WF 5 B T A LAl
R R SURILSE AR S0 . 2 BMEAS I 2 B0 F Sl
2 rp A VR 2 ST Y LR E R IR Ay 2 Do
PRI FEAL G b e B N BRAE R BT 19, AN R 2 Ak

ENNHEER T ANS NE S S G ERNL 2. B0F 9t
H, 5 N TR LG, 0 T 2 B B2 06 1 o > 1 b
FEAFAE PRI A 22 s — B 0N g 2 IR 22 i &
VE27 20T LIRS R vh 2 2] 5 D e I R B 8, A
25 20 2% TR AN Wb 9, i 0 2 v 25~ S8R BOR
(Araban et al., 2012; Markman & Makin, 1998;
Tyl" en, Weed, Wallentin, Roepstorff, & Frith,
2010) o 5 — RO A Ry 2 RSSO 5 R 2 T 2
PADR S N RVBE Y540 A o i $ , 8 5 o ) 2% 1F T AT fE
M S e ) ik R ik, B3 E R, 2012a;
Darnon & Butera, 2007; Darnon & Muller, 2006;
Nicholas, Rick, & Roger, 2011) . R, Xt T2 M8
A W BN RN AR S AT R AR A
Bl 4 T B S 2 20 A R R AR e PR R O
6 A TR, AT A R 1Y RIS AS T IBOAS  Y E RE
AR SCAU At BEAH SC R 5T 45 2R, B 45 U7 98 & A7 ORI
AR TR TT 0]
1 AT R —2 T =

{9 B Wy 25 183

“ S5 R 45 2 R P 4 38 U7 36 R 205 L JE T
$01 52 % A SR 1) O T AT 55 R G2 e FERT THAT: 55 F B
1) 47 F 18 5 B¢ (Wilkes-Gibbs & Clark, 1992) ,
Z WG DL T e 2 i 2 AR B 2 i AR B AR 2
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HEASL 91 BE fie /N - 3 ] 3 3 Ik 592 2 [ A B AR AR
Fr L[] SR R AR 85 0y (s E i, BT R, 20105
Heller, Gorman, & Tanenhaus, 2012; Kronmiiller &
Barr, 2007 ; Mills, 2011) . Z IR 1 )0 A9 d K¢
SAET HAAAE T4 € 2 IR M 22 i & 0], B3R B i
“Or %3t #5AF (Malt, Sloman, & Gennari, 2003a;
2003b) . BFFE K A I W J7 I B 2 BRI f51) 2
S BT AR A B B 5 B9 S IR PR SR TE S
X — i B ] DA 22 3 )i S SRk i AR A, A
T A 15 52 3t % & P Y — M (Barr & Keysar,
2002) , BEE BT B9 A WK R FTIR A, OC T 2 U
BFE A R S BT A O R AR R WA
W,

1.1 SRIRGH1EHE R

R LN = 2 B S8 U 2 A0 AR AL B2 SRR
) — PP 20, R R AT L) S8 it # 18) 2 18] R B AR
AR PR B, 2 BB T8 T LA 3 22 K-
BTN 50t 94 ( Bangerter & Clark, 2003 ; Stalnaker,
2002; Tyl’en et al. , 2010) , 54 A M K, &
HEAGLA51) B4 12 )T T, R ) 249 1 i 2 58 U 3 0 e Y
NIV R8s L R R TR N A I R S (U )
1 (Wilkes-Gibbs & Clark, 1992) .

Brennan, Chen, Dickinson, Neider Fl Zelinsky
(2008 ) FYHIF 52 76 A0 8 18 54 55 0, 38 i TR 2 WL 4¢
PO T 2 B A2 i R A N0 3l 5 20 22 S 1, 45 2R
RIS A S i RUTT A S ) DI R A T A [ 455 5 o
ANWTIE JSCFN 58 35 14 2 BRASLA) L 2 REAGR {31 f) T2 ke il
PR ARUTT 8 e A Sy M B 0 5 18 R P SO T 4
HAAE 55 b S8R 30 XUT5 5 % A [a] 48 22 X el iy
XFRIEAT TR0 53 DT 38 7. — > 5 sk A ] 4 52 1Y
RERNAE R AR, 5 AN F KA LI H, RIAA L
BN ROR, BRSBTS 7 W5 & 31
Z MRS T 5 a5 it 25 () 2 2 BB 491 )
TE BURE 8 $12 w5 U7 ML & i) — Bk, JF B 3
M) X5 %of A A % 52 2 J31) e R 1) 4] 1y ( Markman &
Makin, 1998) . k{E A E E (2010) AR AES
HRAPEAZ I 5 2 2 0 (] 2 Pk~ > Pl & B 1 [ RE Y AT
FEEW . RS , SCRE W B b 2 AR il fie
HEVE BB S — BOA A - 2 MM A2 i i 5 7 3L W) 7
Sy T A A 0, B S I R R A R BLR
A R 8 22 TR) A SE S RS 1) B 1 52 3% , LA
L T X075 I AN AT R B U R AE o 3 AT 45
BB F AT i F AR AR AT I F S
FABCR T AR AR TR A T R X R BT

Z: WMk S AL I Bl I B 1 2R i i, BIVAE A% il T 2l 1t
Iorh R I — AN F R B A T sl R Ak
Ao SR A B E R (2012a) BARERA T 2 IR 5]
8 J et A | B B VAR A, & I 2 IR 5 i o A 428
TR — 5w e R, WUy i o
THH ST AN W R R A ST 2 BB e B 3 B b
Z: WRUIGLOG1) 48 705 h5 0 M AN T 9 1 5 58 3 001, U0 S i X
2 AR B TR g VB IE o X — o B AR T
A w58 PR Y B 4, 2 BRCBE ) — BLJE L,
LT REAE X5 22 7K ~F B9 A R BI O, 4 s 1 3l A Ak
R, BAKRTE LS 7 T 3R IR R B R, OF HAZwE ot
RIYK AL RSk B 50% B IE i R, 2 R
4] 2898 1
1.2 SRIRE RN

W & BIF 5 00 A BT DR A, F 55 3 OF 4 3 o Wy
Bt v 2 BRG] 2R A A9 3 b oL s DL 2 RS S AR
F AT TR T BRI 3L [F B b XU S A Bl ALK
-, A SR 1Y R HI; [R] s 25 T AR U7 — 28 A A
BEUR U0 ST 55 FRAE N RRR A, DA N S IR AR
5 2h 5 R — g A R0 22 ) SRR IS A
T R Y AR B I B 0RE T BRI 1R 2 IR AE T
1 &R 13 B (Epley, Keysar, VanBoven, &
Gilovich, 2004 ; Nicholas et al. , 2011), &= &L
I [) FA 5 00 S SR A AT O B S
HRPE A2 i o 5 VR S U7 A R R A B A, 22
R BUE R UK S, B 2 B A2 I 2 IR )
(T L SROBUT BRSO A R R O
FEOGF 7 0 REUARURI O FRIR S DU R R AR 118 5, X R
R R T5 e I 2 AR AR AT S R A W T
B, DT R IR0 B 54 10 1 4658 v ) 0K, AT BB A R
8 32 U T Bl b Sk B A S TR BRI R 2 —
Brennan 45 (2008 ) M\ “ 2 B 52 Ui 116 36 7 X7 19 £
Xof 32— ) AR 1 A5 7 A 4 o Y S R PR A i 2
PEAZ WG 3 07 X o =F R (Bl E A C
Gt % b aeF B R AR IR 206 Ar ) (L Z R (BUO7 i
BEREWT 2000 J5 Y1 & 3Rk ) GRS & A
FEAE R R, I W Ty 2R 3 58 SR AOCR W
FPLTIEERAEF 7, WS B2 = 4
BB R PR AT 1 F MR F 3T I AL
AR BNy, M58 & Tk AR TR S B e
Ui R BB AR R S AU s A R AR T R B AT L
R G M 52 A2 i, W) 4D SO AR BT S .
Ruiter, Bangerter 1 Dings (2012 ) it — > # 56 & L AE
T S A P BE T SR R I R AR Y X AT RE

553




2013 4¢

OHERSHE

55 4

UK 2SI R AR X B 4y o K e A B E R (2012a)
FIBIEFE DN 2 2 B RE S % 7 4 A 32 A 42 ) A G
B BRI I <5 2T BEREI S A% 1 5 0 2 BRI A7) 11 T
I B BUE AL, B A A R 2R PR Y 4R R S IR
BIIE BB WTREAR , 5 A5 T S A A LA, R
Hh R AR E 2 o o BELAR 2 ) B AR e A, X 2]
Pt — D R T R RO Ty i (5K E
i, BRI, 2012¢) .

BT 2 BB Y R R R 2
R 52 i F 5 v ) — A 5 T {H U DLAEWF 9 R
Z R TR S &5 R R R, X DL & (B E 2
HEABEA51) ) Ry vh A B 2 R 52 U DA R R R 3 9 AR A
F1R) ik TR AT SR 2 3L 1] M FURH X 19 AN 58 70 M, X —
SERRE R T 2 IR S i i AR AR S A RIAE 9T 19 TR
MEPE U, A W92 (Pickering & Garrod, 2006 ) 45 H
Z O AIE Ok A 715 2 IR S8 it 3 285 K e AR I
0 BEAL A PN R R o AR, 3 J0 ¥ e AR s v B
T TN A
2 AR A —E Tl

LAY W

Z: WA A2 it 2ok R b T A BT AR AR TE AT
NN T5 TAFAEAS R A R o B 17 T 2 RS 491 1Y
fifp e A0 I T TN 5T R O T S IR S IR
o 5T B A G W BT R A
2.1 EFRRIZB“TEIET

INH R AL Gt bR e B AN h AT IE I,
XAFARINSL T — L2 5 N B3 AL 20, i
ST R iC e 8, YR & H S
Barp R A o Ok BICAZ ) SCER & B IACAZ A A
WCAZANTR] FEAARAE B2l (9812 77 i A 2 1 B A
P G HAE R T RIS AL i (B2 A 2 [
HARIZHNE) SR 2 L 7 BRI IZ 7™ i
(T AR A [R) B0 A A Bl [ml 2 i N 25 ) AN TR) L J5 3 1
[IEACISE 2= N E VS EA BSE SO U R DO K
JE B[] A1 FRR G 00 22 U . 2l 1 B, B B0 s T
Wil ” #5:1F ( Kristen, Whitney, Chelsea, & Michael,
2011; Weldon & Bellinger, 1997) ,

LTS e N AU 2 RS U s VT < o i
PC PR B R AE AR LR 45 5 TR A 05 B BT R
A [A) 1, O 78 32 Ui I [ A B A I 8 A8 4k, B 2
R 2 i o A v A2 i O A S O T AR R £
F IR W) A A S HF R (Clark & Haviland,
1977) o J5 I 5T Grie ik 58 e W A5 B
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i AL T XA RN IR A R B R T 2 MR S
R T BT R R e — A R R T T Y
UL HE DI T R SRR R R, R AR
SICICRAE B 3 =5 BAH I, I HL X 26 3R AE
S\ RE A2 TE 1A 21 1Y 22 Tt I 8] 2F 2 o Bl it A N BRI
“UE BT W A A MU IC AL RAE SR B — M
AR [ P S A, R A Oy S HAB R E 42
AN R FEARARL , TR I, AR DA 2 i AR 22 el
S W) 52 YL L T ARG B B P 9 e S LA R A AT A
HITA A1 3K W8 ( Galati & Brennan, 2010; Horton &
Gerrig, 2005 ; Lockridge, 2007 ; Metzing & Brennan,
2003) o 5 REE [P AH SCIB Y < W BT IC A SR AE
Je 182 MM 22 i B 300 300 S W 400 Ok 71, AT RE AR T 52
Ty M A5 EAC AL RAE AR A, 2 38 T A ) 2 =
TEURIRIE R A W R R TR, X e T
ICACAE TR TP A0 — RORR A, BT UM AR A AR X 5 [
B YA TARIC I 5 40 o T B 5 BO0 A A5
S 2 W, T X [ R R E AE R R S SRR
( Brown-Schmidt, 2009a) . Pt , 2 BRPESE 3 A 1Y
R[] o 51 o A v, 7 TE A 0 B R] P RE 1A 2 89 R E TR
FEICAZFRAE B 2 ORIV T, 1y 2 IR 52 AT 55
Ty el 30 58 JC B i B FRERE

RS0 I U 2 3 W € O e ol O SR BN
RS2 0 PR IR AR, L 5 T T 2 BT A A HIBIE S 4K
SRAFTEPIAD B0 W B Bt A I ) ok 2,
i Aol PR 28 4 75 5 1 N 18] Be gk A 5 [R) RIS IS R AR AR
B PRSI TR, S8 A 3h
E i ACI MR TSP P R N i ¢ Rl U 3 W U R R V4
RAEH . HHT, BT A — A A R e 2 Ak 2 B
FLHEUEI, 22 ) A 8] e =2 28 56 1) IR 2 7 1o A A 4
AR Bl g A HE A LT AE BORIC IR AE T
2.2 EFEEN“TEIEIL”

I [R] 35 2y 5 8 2 58 i S UR A [A)AT B AY B
P A7 S E g LR S A7 3 i R 1R AR ANE &R P
N2 ( Stalnaker, 2002 ) , 2 B 2 3 8 5 5 i 52
i<l IE S [ RGN i T (87 ) O R AN S 1 R S
(Bangerter & Clark, 2003) , 2 B8 14 52 3ii o XI5 1€
I B TR AR T B0 G A S R AR LD S S A 55
8 DI 5 T, AT A L5 B 4 M A AL R A AR
KNS IR S T R U P A W s ) AP
I T 52 30 5 182 b 10) B 025 1 s ALK SF- , IF 58 40 ik
e e S [ A 55 5€ Bl b 5 e A 300 B RN R Tk AR 4R
K

Clark (1996) AT 57 3 B 2 B 52 3t e i 2 [
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158 181) 52 R fre /N 48 2 28 U A R IR S AR a3
[ e B LA R PhA T R) 2 P A A A S5 . Kronmiiller
1 Barr (2007 ) 45 H 25 IR 1 52 i 48 51 28 i # 8 5 1Y
Sl AL [ s A7y, Ol i 4 B S IR TR
RIS K — e E A B 1 S AR B R RS O R A
M7 L — A fi lfe Al P i 64 4 5 0 A 4 5 S i PR
18 32 U B Bl T 2 WA B 2 T S R R SE TR A
A2 IRPE A, BV T b [R] 3 B Wi 3 5037, e
% a0 A% 28 U AT B I B A T B4 (Clark & Wilkes-
Gibbs, 1986) ., Yoon, Koh F1 Brown-Schmidt (2012)
PRA T 2 BV SE I B8 U A 0 T A i R g i S [a]
L UCHE BURE SR TR BT AR W AR
)i, 2442 A0 55 22 a0 G2 B He B ) SR, 1%
i 3 T A AR T 5 W ek T A U R B i 3 [
o KGR 52 T 3 W] 4 2 i W 5 53 Of
ANEET SRR F R IR, i 52 R &
#0704 16 24T 55 08 22 30 A N9 R 0T 2R R R
% (Keysar, Lin, & Barr, 2003; Kronmiiller & Barr,
2007 ) 5 A 22 & 09 A W R AT, B2 U A W b g
XTREAE (A R4 O TORR i R, O W 42 32 AN
246 X5 7 B9 A, DT 22 7 T )BT X 4 S [ R R
SE SC L BT Y L [R] 1 B (Kaplan & Hafner, 2006) .
Z: BV 28 A 1) 3k ol ] 32 8 1) 08 IR AS e ¢ e A
Bl T 02 9E 2 MM 52 AT 55 1 B8 58 i, OF B /b
B Bl b S AR F BRI S g o kA R A
[ R (2012b) RIS & B B &7 5, 5
AN FRAF AR HL AL, 2 B 52 i 2 ) b il iy 3
PEVEVE B B s m TN X Fh 22 5 38
P PUAE PRV T B R 48 1) 1 5 T, B XS A 2] Xk B
ARG A SR Y B9 T R 7 T, T AN R A
e R TE B A A vk 5 T O HL 2 B S o T o
e PR RKF B8 B A 527 ) MR I 2
JERSENE o 2 R A2 U 2 1) R s B A AR e ) Jo
P X Fh R R e 7E S VRS S A TP RE S 8 2 1)
WG S, AR T 5 O BF T ST b A BIE 52« 722
HATARUELS A XS G 0 2o B v, 520 & 1) A A& A [R) 5
PR T2 B S8 U i v BRI 1 %o T AR e )
ANRHIE 3R AE 5C & W 51 X A9 3 8] 1 & ( Branigan,
Pickering, & Cleland, 2000; Clark,1996)

3 RWIFHEM M —FET KL
AR B 0 W B B
S5 ISV 75 0 TGS 10— 2 AR
A 2 X8 22 o R SRR, — -5 %

LR 14 ) RS 10 ) T 5 A R S i I B
8 B 3 FEAE A5 B LA K RT3 4 5 17 58 v Y O 2 R R
SRR A8 B 1 5 R4, [R) A T 2 M O Ok BR 1 %) T 2
HRMETE 5 K 0 e e, B3R B 2 T A2 i 1 45 0 Wy
H 1T (Bogels, Schriefers, Vonk, & Chwilla, 2011
Frank & Goodman, 2012; Haywood, Pickering, &
Branigan, 2005 ; Holler & Wilkin, 2011)

2 MR S U I 45 10 45 b AR Ak 2 B o L R U 4
A2 i H Z A B R B, Jennifer, Jason I
Giulia (2012 ) 451 1 2= B 52 Ui i 72 b T 3 i R o5
B R, S AT 55 R W i IR AR 5 0 E A
) i, AR AZ U 3 e v T o TR UL Y AR T Z TR
Je Y OF BN AL S B 1R S S e T
P A B Ay 1 T LT B PR 5 B 2 B TR O A X AR
Brown-Schmidt(2009b ) B 5% L 38 T L 55 B Bl 1 58
H 2 IR A2 i (NS NG B3l ) AR 58 B 5
5 B2 IR AU (N5 5% 5 8)) A TR 45 L, 45
REW . S H S, SR X TR S R
00 it B8 1 A2 Ui AN L ) B O R AE R W ST A T
SEAETESCIRME W 5 Bt IR AR Ll B T 38 i
WA R R 22 b s A S 7R A S B Sl A BT R g
AR R PE A i R 20 RS g s s AR
ELH S R 2 B A IR o R R AR AN R Y
L H R A B 7R R E RE
BB T SRR S PR B A RAE 18 3 [F)E Sh1E
DL RO 58 I, S U # 0F T4 E SE U Y B 4y 2 B
TR, 3X 157 B0 i8 T AT DS 7R T 3l G0 AR 1) FF
I, 2 B X8 22 Uit 17 158 1A 2R ) A0 R [ I 2 G 491 o
St E RS R B AR R IR A T A i R
AIICIZ R AE B, Shintel F1 Keysar (2009 ) Y #F 5% i#
— R, 2 BV BS80S T BE S
FHZZ AR B2 1 22 Bl R R AR T X 22 i 48 FR
Xof G 1) B A ANAT S 5 TR B B AR B O A AR AT
R S R, LR AE 2 B S8 Ui 2 ) DA R A TR wfE Y
55 b 6 B A5 S 1R S W7 A Y Bt L R I [ 7%
g — B, T RER AR, AT EEL
WA AZ A 5 v 1AM B R K ik phe s SCAN S B
S [ BE A%, X SR T AW A S B U R A
BT X005 A RURIAT S 1 i ), L 28 X S 2k RN 2 A
BN A WAT 55 AR 7 A WO 2 A R A T
AR T BIVAS S 2 o % S 4 P R T A
IXRE A AE S P AR A E 2 R S W AT S B P
PIEES o G E AO I i  =N S LT R @ A
Schober F1 Clark (1989 ) ) — Tt W B 7¢ Hp 42 il 22 4k
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TAZ T T 0 B R A T, R R 2
5 52U Y W 5 BJC R T R BN R e 2 S5 A
Wy 5 Bk LA R U0 1Y 52 Ui o IR RN i 5 BT 4 L X T
Z: B A2 It 17 B2 ¢ Bt B 22 000 B A P RO B B2 4
R k= 50 B A OGRS E B igIC AR
A — BV BT S B9 DR o R E () 8] B0
B I8 S SR A NI 8] B — R PR, B TR
SE i B8 5 S AR IR B SRR R X WU AL
F18y e ] R Al 58 4, 2 B X AR S [ 1 100 & AR DRI R
Z 538 R T 4y X — {7 B K. Markman
1 Makin (1998 ) IE 52 1 5 2 BE 4 52 i 175 558 AH 5G 166 1)
EERBREMESEHRE 2 ~5 RUJFMERZE R
B W OB A2 W H X — WOE B il . Yu,
Schermerhorn F1 Scheutz (2012) 4 #F 5% %} 3F B 52 %8
STy QU e 2 L 8 U= W 7 ' g
FEE T B AU, HAR AN B T PR 2 BRI S I A A
HEAZN G NI SE G 3 A2 i 5
R Sh B o 5 R SRAR B 2 B R B, S I X S U1
S v LS A N A AR LB I K AR AR AT R R
HhRHURR A

ST, F T AN B A A F BT R —
Frig i U, XM R E )RR OGRS B AR R R e
BN AN S o R A A A e B o — UL
N 5 R E (R RE A DG A 32 3 17 55 A5 B M 32 it Y B
T Z0 R w5 | B 5N TR 3R 5 #2 o (Metzing &
Brennan, 2003) , iX 51 5 00 T T BR i) 9 2 15 0
SR B 2 e WA i S SR AR A R
A BRI R R, 50 SN TSR, an— ek 28 I B
{5 H. ( Brown-Schmidt, Gunlogson, & Tanenhaus,
2008 ; Heller, Grodner, & Tanenhaus, 2008) %2 i %
% X8 {5 B (Chambers, Tanenhaus, Eberhard, Filip,
& Carlson, 2002) | Ui & B £ B9 0T 5 o A0 8 a2 P
(Arnold, Tanenhaus, Altmann, & Fagnano, 2004 )
&5 Metzing 1 Brennan (2003) #t — M BIA N 5
SEUIE B AR OC Y < W F BT B AP P A R
FOARB Dy R AL mh R R R . I3 — R A0A N
55 S B AR OG0 W B AR BT A
A2 3t 72, 24 A2 It 1E AR & AR I 38 3 i AR T 8 A
A A B A L T B0 A R B XN T RE K
BN RN A 1) — 5 o MR A TR S
T e RN S U T AR A A R I B Y i
BN LB 3 b 8, 68 52 U B R Y R
T AE Z )5 09 142 53 72 ™ A AR (Barr & Keysar,
2002 ; Kronmiiller & Barr, 2007 ; Brennan & Hanna,
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2009) o X AU AZ U B0 A B T o X (]
PR TR E A AR ST R R — B
(Keysar et al. , 2003) , Barr £l Keysar (2002 ) [ B
FARN G —FOUL A3 TR i SR BESE R
T AL X A A AP ) 35 1 38 I 4R T 3 ik
7 R T AT IR B B, IR 4 e 2 i A S
Ik R 2 IR U BRI W 3 0 3R B X R A
BB o SE A B B, — SRR e Rk
(S e 45 8 28 T 4 1] © 22 fdf F ) 5 IR B A FH e
AN B UL BRI R IR I SR B Sk (N 2 ST
Ul SR FE R AR R W 3 TR W R BT 1Y RE
A RIAR TS AR X S, PR R KW . =
HE 22 3t v 4 2 W 8 A DN — AR S U 1 B 2 )
RE 8 6] f R b 3K 4R . {H J&, Horton (2007 ) Xf
Barr il Keysar(2002 ) fF 5 H1 {ff JH 9 5% ¥ 2% 44 (A H
S 2 B S UL ) B BRI D 4 T BT BE . TR R
WIRP UL S A LAl -, Bezuidenhout (2012) 57 45 1 =
PR S8 i B I SC U B0 DA H RS R ol R B
A Sh A S i B 5 2 e A ST I AT, SE
FA VA R M 2 B S I B 0 & Rl R N
EPS

ANTVE R R AE 25ONE HB 3T 32 3 AR RS o B, 4
A58 — S0 R S BV 28 Ui P A7 AE R T 23S T BE Y
“WEE TR . X AR AT RE S TE RS 5 1A
T3 o A g SR A I A B rp 3R BAS AR O A
3 AR LSS IR S8 WA 45 o L R S i
AN 58 AT 55 R B HE SR T, S BUE 55 P R
N5 N ]S4 () 1
4 W BT AR AR R SR

e i
4.1 “IHFZIT"HIARER

MR, 2 IR SC I T T 1 = R A
AR T DIE S B S S i 58 S —FP 1) o DA
MRAS Egf, =3 [ R AR B X, AR AR A7 AT
T2, S BB ) o 98 E IR T 2 MM 22 0 i 72 v
TR Tl b (1O 7 S A I T 7% 3| B =S D e
X T2 BRI ask A rh OS5 DA R B A 5 R A
AL PRA A mAE B R G TR THRE 2
R 5 A7 B8, 78 4 2 A2 i & N A AT S v /R
AR TR SRR, RSN S B RS, = A
5 T A2 [) B 5 A6 48 e AR BAR A7 1Y, 4% BF 9% i 52 4
FE W AR AR B A R R A R 45 R 22 5
— B R P R R AE [A] — B AR R AR TR — 2
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R S o A v X IR P AR = 05 R R R 5 22 =L 0
AT o S0 s (8. R B, = AR
BT R AR X 3R B S 5 R E 2 IR A I TR
7 MR AR R, 2 BRPE A Ik . Bl Y M AL AR R
TET“WF B Bt A TE I W " R ik
B R A R R, TR RRAE 0 R A R0 R
FWTR IR Z G i — AR, T 2 BB 5] 1 W
WitA WS B miE s MR ERERE 1A H
1 A R ORRPE R I T AR PR W T
TR o 3 o R SRS e R K Bl 19 5 R T A U I B 0 T
FH TN 2 A W 5 W R A kR & A
AFEMAZ G MR, & — DT ER AR,
A s P DN T A B T A R B T
T DU R Xof AR At A 1 SR A R I SR M D R e R Y
SRR . PR, 2 BRAE 28 U b i 5 A RN 0 R Y
— 2B A BN SRR R A ST — S E A, DL
VA A F 5T 43 B DG

EEAS RGN, SRS T LE R
S By AN R A AR BT B, BT L
I [w] B A 55 00 Sy B AL S5 AT O B E TR
[F) {2 S0 ( Clark, 1996) o 2 R 22 3t ) Wy %
BTt 3 i DA e 52 i 05 0k ) B 2 SC P 90 i J8 A 52
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“ Audience Design” of Referential Communication

ZHANG Heng-chao
( Department of Psychology in Tianjin University Commerce, Tianjin 300134)

Abstract; “ Audience design” has been a hot spot in the research of referential communication. The communicators
usually adjust their behavior based on the assessment of shared information in the process of referential
communication. But when and how to adjust behavior are still in dispute. This thesis reviewed the existing research
perspectives and research progress of “ audience design”, and summarized the perspectives of referential
convention, memory and attention, communication situation. Future studies should extend the existing research
design to explore the formation, acquisition, development of “audience design” and the interaction between
“audience design” and other limited factors by the control of information of communicators. It requires a
combination of behavioral evidences and eye movement evidences, brain imaging evidences to help reveal the
behavioral characteristics and cognitive mechanisms of “audience design”.

Key words: referential communication; audience design; referential convention; memory; attention
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