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Two-Phase Model of Processing Temporal Shifts in Text Reading: Evidence from ERP Experiments

LAT Siyan, ZHOU Lingdan, XUE Ying, LUO Wei, HE Xianyou "
(Center for Studies of Psychological Application, South China Normal University, Guangzhou, 510631)

Abstract; The inner mechanism of temporal information processing in text reading is explored by using ERP tech-
nology in two experiments. In experiment 1, the reasons why temporal shifts can increase processing time of the cri-
tical sentenceis are tested with the index,N400 component of time words and anaphors. To eliminate the effects of
processing of time words, the two—phrase model is tested ;the noun—phrase (NP ) anaphors are changed from the
beginning position of the sentence to the end in experiment 2. The results show that both the processing of time
words and accessing information that is presented prior to the temporal shift could contribute the reading times of the
critical sentence. Processing the time words and updating the situation model is the first phrase and the integration
of the information is the second phrases. In general, this study further supports the two—phrase model and gives the
neurophysiologic evidence.
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Hh TR G B (Hybrid Model ) , I\ ) 332 b BE 52 1]
5 EN G AR 52, A2 31 37 55 0 5 M B[] 3255 88 8K
RN, S ) 14 R 32 S ) A« S < o B ] <
KoHsf ). DITMAN 2514 st ] i) 5 4% 0] 4 1l A 18
P, 5 SFAIE B B I A AR R 1k 2 A B AR
TS ) A2 K ) SR IA.

i) S A2 A A R R BN R R 5 35 SRS 1Y
PR, S b T EAR SO TR 2 A B 7E
FIF [F0) A I 2 P i) 458 QA% 45 o B R A, SR )
P 3 e BRI, AN T ] 35 0 R 397 155 5 A AR A B
At f 118 670 PR3 18 S i A S ok 1) 7 R S 5 ke
[ 2 F T 8 o0 ) D P s 45 S80I T4 A 9 B
T, A SCHER (11T Hf pi T B[] 3] 25 1) R X
W LA, B T HR B3 A Xk Bisk 18] i T 565 — B Bt
AR | IR B0 S T8 A 75 2045 — B B R 45 2R

P, A SCR T ERP iR 5f i 2 A~k —
AR B AR AR o s ) A 80 TR P FE AL RS2
W — PRI T R R A5 R 30 i S A 1] 1 A ) 4
A B AL A SR ) hn T SEAEAE 2 BB, DAAE X
DK/ ] 132 R 1] A2 K 1749 40 1 U] 2 g B ) T Y
AN TR) B Bt J A, R AT AT, by 3 3 % s ) i) 4
PRI T A 195 55 A A8 B 1 A S8 B B, B IA
G R B B R e e L R 2 S R R Rk
B 6] 1749 52 ), DR T s 1) 3] ) N40O 355 1R 118 ¢ 38 A
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1.1 XBEM

3 2 458 ) SCAS ) 132 vh = A s Ak i ] DR
[B]3a] (1) N40O 35 T Ay o 1A (] ] 00 5 7 155 S A 7Y 1)
FehR, VLIRS 16 A9 N40O 31 iR Ay 1 3k Je mi s 8 A5
SRS BOFEAR TR T I [R5 B A% 4 J S el /] [ 32 s
[ FE 4 1 S A
1.2 HiE
1.2.1 #k3X 27 B4R 4o A 15 24 4k
R IEA IR
122 SEMA MRS DITMAN 26 [ et bkl i
TS, ¥ iy ik 25, S5 3 0 9k 3 )
(18]« /N TEAE 6] G AR RE . 3 T — 2 L, SEAE R B Al
BT ). MBI ESS SRR 1 s, SC6 a0k 34
i Ar 3 Rt ] S0 R R AR B BIE 25 R B
F,(2,26)=8.711, MSE =0.359, P =0.001 ,772 =0.401;
F,(2,298)=45.121 ,MSE =0.743, P<0.001 %> =0.232,
3 NSRS FRPE R s TPt > g s > . GHE TR AL
BT 2201, F,(2,26) = 14.829 MSE = 0.868, P<
0.001,7%”=0.533;F,(2,40) = 87.934, MSE = 0.220, P<
0.001,7° = 0.815;3 /NI ] 454 1 4 B o Ko if >
A >FERE. ASBiE 5% B % ) 7 & B e, HLAS 45
ZESN I HERR AR I R s i S5 R 22 . Ak
FE 150 =R B BBE R 3 ) B[R] )R SR
ALY Bl R 4y 3 FhRREEE ] R (—2 L) |
FRET (1 /N ) A (— 28K ) |, g st ] S5 R L
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Table 1 The evaluation results of rationality of experimental materials and syntax

R EE " K o " il . N K -
NS ap brifE2= NS ap brifE 2= %L FrifE 2z

SR FRG R 4.682 1.200 5.163 0.749 4.218 1.208
AL A P 5.633 0.746 5.573 0.696 5.382 0.978

WIEMR H A P 3.065 1.361 3.799 1.521 4.966 0.930
A A P 5.442 1.043 5.405 0.928 5.412 0.553

1.2.3  Zekit ARE =K PNt B
T S R R I ) K R R R
(1) IFTa) A ¥ N40O Pl 5 (2) [E14 17 N40O ik .
1.2.4 4245 KA DITMAN % st
S R ) R W 1 AT D, 5 5 A AR Y

VN Z s AN RGN VSN I (S E S B B S TIE S
2 ), e SRR B SRR A 1 AT HAR R A 5 2
FR R R R G 7, BRI IEAT FI W, &
PR FT g NG B ) O GE 75 AR
Ja Al BEATIE Y RO R SEER R LR 1.
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Figurel Core flow diagram of experiments

1.2.5 EEG #%# K% SR RH BP-32 S T.4E
Uil , 10 57 A AR 3 T AT K P AR AL, A R KPR F. ML
MAMFLR S %, M ESZ A MRS, NH
K SA A BRFICR A%, = I A5 % 0.01 ~ 40 Haz,
AC RAEF R 200 Hz. fEZE2 50 A T4, MR e 4T kH
TRFTE S kQ LUR, AR B AR 10 kQ LITF. B4
Mrist LB T A AL R A RO A T S % X i)
AR RS TRIAE 3 FhBsH ] 2508 T (R S5 AR SG L (o iR 4T
SEXEN. A shFF E Rz HR PR, B A S 5 158 ik e
H R T 80 WV sl AP BE R I 200 ms (1) DR

1.2.6  #3EH5H K Anylsis2.0 #E47 ERP %k
T, SPSS16.0 #4740 1AL B 8 i X 43Ry H £k
(Fz Cz Pz 0z) N (FC3 F1 FC4 .C3 #1 C4,CP3
F1 CP4 P3 F1 P4) FsMu (¥7 F1 F8 FT7 A1 FTS |
T7 F1 T8 \TP7 F1 TP8 P7 H1 P8 .01 F1 02) %5 3 4~k
DX ZE R 2 BROGE IO 1 F A B — A e AR A (B
FC3 f1 FC4) . T X P600 S ik £7 7 — L 4
WL, T LAFE AR LA P600 1E Ay 1 458 A5 8 Ji5 1138 5 1 48
bR 2% DITMAN 251 i 8cdis b #0795 , LI oji 3 2
PL-100~0 ms 7F Ky 2k, 7 B W 4> (0~ 250

ms) Fl N400 (300~500 ms). X 45>k X 9 £ iF
AT RR S ] (SR s ) < AR A A T
T 2500 WA R o B T HERR B TR
[) §) AN [7) 5 | e g 100 2R R 22 S %o sk T £ B A
PRI T B30T 43 N4OO FY s, 45 B 22 5%, IR
R 150~250 ms £E 4 N400 FEZL , AN 43Ar H:
LHAEH. TR AL E B RO R AT S A
B SR X T LS 85 A AR AT IS 24T
1.3 #®

MHBR 1 4~27% 1% AR gl B s A 2 APl it
KW RE R, xR R 19 24 et T b, oA
Sy ok LA HE R AT ERP %08 (0 5200, BT LA R 4
A AT IS (] 3R] TR) A, A s ] A TRl A e (M =349.04) ,
] B TR AR (M =27.16) , Ja B () il 351 57 T
FH 2 (M=99.53).

1.3.1 f7A%4E XA RRPERIWEE Rt T R R E R
SR 2200 M, 45 SR Bl 5 T E ARG 56 A RN
3 F (2,46)= 8.79, MSE = 167.20, P = 0.001 ,* =
0.28; F,(2,298)= 18.01 ,MSE = 533.94, P<0.001 1 =
0.11; FE KRR I, it 404 (M =70.00% ) 45 Fi: i
5 (P<0.001) , i 45 i) (M =59.08% ) Fl-K- B S5 (M =
54.84% ) A M ZE AN (P>0.05).

1.3.2 ERP % 4% Tk, KBRT 6.9% 11} [a]
T SEIR AR 6.8% g M1 45 TRl SEEG AR AR R T 2
S3HT 2 W R 18] TR [R]85 18] A58 MW 55 %) B4 L B 7 3
PR 25 0F 22 A B3 (P>0.10) .

Xof T ) 3] A 43 (0~ 250 ms ), AN [] g X
TE 3 BRI 404 T 22 53 8. 2 (P<0.05) .

X B[] 37) 19 N400 (300 ~ 500 ms ), >k H 5
DITMAN %5 —F it S 907 =%, 03 2 s, e
DAL 0 D B i X, s i 2% 424 0 R R A6 5 19 38 AR
SB35 AU AN 35 2 A R LG X 6% R
AR AT S ] 0, A X (F3 T F4) N40O 5
e A i A X Ry A B < R B = R & X (FT ORI
F8) M A ik < KBt , i e [X (€3 Al C4) i B i 55 X
Sk RS <K st 0T DX U] HH R A [ ) 4%

F< 2 KI9 1 BFEIAE N40O SEMEA E N TR (EE& A 150~250 ms)
Table 2 The ANOVA results of N40O for time words in experiment 1 ( mental line is 150-250 ms)

i IX. Fisf T 32 350 ZHAEH FEL R ASE B BT[] 28500

gk F(2,46)=0.91 ,MSE=3.66, F(6,138)=1.28 MSE=1.12,  Cz:.1<3".
P=0.41. P=0.29.

PR A F(2,46)=0.88,MSE=3.85, F(8,184)=3.82, MSE=1.33,  F3 fll F4.1<2",1<3";
P=0.42. P=0.03,7°=0.14. C3 fi1 C4.2<3".

J& Al F(2,46)=0.41 ,MSE=2.14, F(10,230)=2.23,MSE=1.54, F7 fl1F8.:1<3"; T7 f1T8:1>2";
P=0.62. P=0.05,7"=0.11. TP7 FiI TP8.1>2%,1>3" ; P7 Fil P8.1>3".

T 1 ORI AT, 2 FOR I AT, 3 FOR I A0 s SF IR A 2257 .~ 3R P<0.10, " FIR P<0.05, ™ 3R P<0.01, ™ IR P<0.001, T

KA RS WOk 4].



% 13

B Rk P eI 4E B e Loy B A ——k B ERP #)iE4% 125

Xt F 145 1A - (0~ 250 ms ), AN[A] i X
T 3 Bk E] 25 F N B 22 7 2N B3

XTIl 5 TR A9 N400(300~500 ms) , 554014 3
JIe7s. AE AR IRIX, i i) 2% P A S5O0 A S 2 I ]
ZRAE AR A B ) 52 A 2 5 A P R ] i
DX, I I) 2% A ) F2 8800 M BAE 3 3. 25

i X4 2] B = 2500 43 B 45 SR ] g, g (F3F F4,
F7 fil F8,FC3 il FC4,FT7 1 FT8) , H1 4 [X ( C3 FlI
C4) FIFTF A (T7 F1 T8, TP7 F1 TP8) i N400 i i
S = H <, B (Fz) Fl e T X (CP3 Al
CP4) Syt < B, 44 R I A4 2B, T X
W) AN ] ) B s =

R3 E 1 @ISR 400 IR ESHER(ELH 0~ 100 ms)
Table 3 The ANOVA results of N40O for repeated noun—phrase anaphor ( mental line is 0—100 ms)

i X o i) R0 ZHAEH LR AR DAL g

sk F(2,46)=1.36,MSE=5.51, F(6,138)=4.27 MSE=1.39, Fz:2<3";
P=0.27. P=0.001,5>=0.16. Pz:1<2".

L] F(2,46)=2.63,MSE=7.38, F(8,184)=2.54 MSE=1.33, F3 Fl F4:1<3" ,2<3" " ; FC3 fI FC4:1<3™ ,2<3";
P=0.09,5°=0.10. P=0.08,5°=0.10. C3 F1C4:1<3" ,2<3" ; P3 fI CP4:2<3".

I F(2,46)=3.63,MSE=3.43, F(10,230)=3.88,MSE=1.94,  F7 fIF8.:1<3* ,2<3"; FI7 fI FT8:1<3"* ,2<3";
P=0.04,5=0.14. P=0.02,57>=0.14. T7 #1T8:1<3" ,2<3" ; TP7 FI TP8.1<3 " ,2<3";

P7 1 P8.2>3".

1.4 it

A ]3] Y N400 375 7 ZWAAN 2:18) SPEER
1 ZACKS 217 fiy S iz 4 4t SR S 2 SeA
L1 I [ 4R BT, 132 5 w0 s TR L A o7 I A
AU AN, B )R] TR AR 0 TR 2 B , ERP I
/N BT X N400 ] i 52 2] ) 43 5 i 1 7= A
ANT] ) BcHE A X 1m0 45 98] 1) N400 5 ANDERSON
2000 oy e A Y IS RAHAT , B R i
SLI )7 SCA Hp R B RS ()5 B e 46 I 4 %o Se i
TR IR AR S . 25 SRS T TR ] ] | B
BB AL T e R {5 B0 38 R 02 SCAR OB m) [
A ] A9 S A

LILERI R AN . g e E
AAETHREE  FRATA IR IR 40 R - AR
B Bl A SCARE R 1 Pt R AR AR AL, B A4 AT kS
SEIG A A 44 R R AR A Y A 44 08, G BRE R
5, ANMEATIRAEAS T SCASAHAOR , PRI AS Hh T 1
TN RME, WA AT A, WA EAET
M), B i) 2 A6t o K, s i) 2 4 T 175 2. %0 36 32K 35K B R
X, N4OO 52 M A B A, el 45 FRATT A% R 90 485 2R T A 0
177

S — 20 e TR ) BN TR B B A
A H T R TR AL T ) ) AN RE AR IS B AR
USR] 50 BT 50 (%) T8t S, DAL T S B B B2 A 0 — B B
B R, FRATIR T 1752590 =, X SEgR A REFI 5
FRPR AT L.

2 I

21 XWEM

e a1 1) ) 2 T BRI T[] ) AR B Xt (]
FEIRIN T2 | DT 2R A5 15 e A 78 4 2 5 i 1R
SE R SR MR, E 2P I UE R B .
22 FHiEk
22,1 HGX 24 AARVE Kb Az 14 2 8
FITF- BRAN S A0 ) 1
222 SIAH RS — AR I 4R R E T
AR, Bl /N IE AR R G A, L T — &
PINAWINVES: SN (51K St -
223 ZRxtEREEF SR —
224 HIEREL S [FTE—.
23 #E

WBR T 2 A5 AR 3 AN Ph I i K 1 %
B, X 1 19 AR T T
23.1 ATHHIE 3 FhET SR 0B B T A5 AR
2B % F (2,36)= 18.31, MSE = 150.82, P<0.001,
1’ =0.50; F,(2,298)= 34.34,MSE =671.51,P<0.001,
7’ =0.19; WP A5 1 (M = 74.84% ) 145 BRIV B3 85 ( P<
0.001) , % I} 2% {1 (M = 60.84%) Lt K I} 2% 11 (M=
50.84% ) 1) Bl (P<0.05) .
2.3.2 ERP %% hHTOhl, BB T 5% M8} E] 1
SERGRERERN 2.52% B 0] 48 1R SE 5 A kL. LR R
2 W 25 4y B 2 W e [R) ) 0 (R4 ) O 5 25 Bk
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e 3 Mputm F T ERARAGRITFEE X
(P>0.05).

X T[] 3] A L B 53 (0~ 250 ms) |, 387 ME 43 AT
FIAARTRIG X 3 Fpas ] S50 0 22 53 0 3%

X B5f ] 98] (1) N40O (300 ~ 500 ms ) , R 1 P4

i DX P s (i) 25 2 AT P AR AN 5 174 28 EAE I, oAt
G DX B[] 32205007 0 28 A AN Jd 3. 7 B SR AL
AT R, T (P3 F1 P4) i e TR X (CP3 FI
CP4) [ N40O g/ i < v i, 343 4 0 B 22 {1 i
TENLFR 3. G55 HEA S S200 —FHAT.

F 4 LI 2 BHEA N40O SR Z 5 H s R (L 150~250 ms A EE)
Table 4 The ANOVA results of N40O for time words in experiment 2 ( mental line is 150-250 ms)

i X I} [F) 2007 ZEHAEH PR A I ) 507

gk F(2,36)=0.28 , MSE=6.32, F(6,108)=0.89,MSE=1.13, —
P=0.75. P=0.45.

gl F(2,36)=0.80,MSE=6.62, F(8,144)=2.08, MSE=0.68, CP3 fil CP4:1<2"
P=0.46. P=0.04,5°=0.10. P3 Fil P4.1<2"

JEI Rl F(2,36)=0.91,MSE=2.43, F(10,180)= 0.27,MSE=0.85, —
P=0.41 P=0.87.

X FLT RS (0~ 250 ms) , 25 5 19
RIFUR X 7 3 I 4% 0 F 2% 5 3R R S 2
B

Xb - 181 45 37 19 N400 (300 ~ 500 ms) , 4% Jigi X 1

i) 11118505 QA B R (Y E R P T S (B VN L 0V 9
ARG AT LI M, A0 RT3 0 4 5 5
B, I < T R I AR I A 25 5 A R 3
PRI S PIB EFIHIE I WL 3.

S5 SLIE 2 [EEIR N40O IR ZE LR (L-100~0 ms 9 EL)
Table 5 The ANOVA results of N40O for repeated noun—phrase anaphors in experiment 2 ( mental line is —100-0 ms)

ki X ] S O LHAEH FEL AR A7 ) ] 255 1

gk F(2,36)=1.95,MSE=4.46, F(6,108)=0.92,MSE=1.19,  Cz:1<2",1<3";
P=0.16. P=0.45. Pz:1<3".

Pl F(2,36)=1.98, MSE=5.99, F(8,144)=0.44 MSE=1.13,  F3 fl F4:1<3" ; FC3 fl FC4:1<3" ;
P=0.16. P=0.68. C3 il C4.1<3".

JE Bl F(2,36)=1.07,MSE=5.35, F(10,180)=0.82,MSE=1.30,  FT7 I FT8:1<3" ; TP7 fil TP8:1<3";
P=0.34. P=0.48. P7 I P8.1<3".

2.4 i+Fig

S0 T3 1K [ ) CE AR SR AR T R
TN T[] R4 B Xt [l 48 Tl T i 52 .

FisF 1) 3] 7 TP R v SR T DX 1 N400 25 2R A 52
FE B B AL — B Be i iz U W SCA v ) B[]
et , o (d e BB IR AL (B FUn T AR i i
BT A AE S R TARACE I AT T B IA
ST PRI ME H R IAE TR K-, BIES () 3] /4 N40O 35 .

0148 1) 76 4] 2 AR A2 B SR AR PR L (H
s 160 i 8,2 40 R = 37 S5 % [l 48 1) )3 Sk R
BE AR 2 S R SOAS 5 A G R R, A

M T EER. A0, g TR B T AR AR T e

FRIAIT , A8 FAF 7 S S B A 58 A, T
PIETI MG N 25 5 K e A TR B B i =
W47 55 37 5 e A BSOS XCORE Sz, =3 1 5 Aol s )
SN AN i . A DATRT B R RN B B R AR SR AT

Oy SCRF B BB, XA — AR U g —
Hr ] 4 ) NAOO 2 W AN 2 13235 o I ek [ ) 40 B
TR 5 R Y, i T B A 5 R 5 5 DAY

3 #RS5HMH

HRAE S Z5 5 A5 H LU 4538 - SCA i fa) 46
T 185 [ S A e s st ) S ) PR 455 o T i)
Tl O B AL S IR e R R B A SUR B
H st )5 BN A A 9y BEAR AL, i T s i) 1) 04
B R A S A A — B B, ik S AR BN
BB

EL A BT 5T W17 B8 AR rp s ) £ B0 T N EAL
VLA S, AR SR BF IR 45 S BAE 1 A A 6.3 10 &
BEME 0 T[] ) R R 1 B AR L) K 3 I e
SIS 5 O g 1) s 1] B 4 S A 5 A O L B
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)45 BN TAFAE 2 A4 B B o i T RS [ i) 0 63 195 455
AR 2 B R B0 A BT 9 5 — B B, G
5 SREASE TR B o A S8 BB B, 152 TR R SO A
R A BEME , LU FPH R 3 B i T A () 2 e £
B IR Z A SR S R AR 5 38 A8 SR 5 B
S I TR B T KO 5 B B, i T
T R 8 S ) i 1 B AR B A5 B T F
Z BN F ARy e L i (R B 52 ), 52 2 6 B[R] AR Ak
=R 5 L PN S AR B 38 2 7 A TR T
St i ) 25 A 7 223 S v B PN S A 8 A 3k S
S RME. 25 bR B TR] N T 35 PR X O
) e 2 R [ 0 4K P 08 2 p IS TR T A R TR B Bt
1Y, 5 U ARAT

KT B B R st 55 - A A5 B S5 —
BEROUESR , ARG 45 SN — 2 X 40 T 2 BB,
X2 LI AR BT 2 22 e R . A
WF5E4s 55 DITMAN 254 g B A =X R SRR ), A
AN T 58 B 32 3 X BsF [ 35) B4 0 T AR K S T, 45
T B

S I 50 T A B BEAS R Bt e £ S8 TP
TERL (LSRN , 2B i N IR A R &, TEAS
) B B A W 22 5 ) R 75 A6 AN [R) AR P oA S TR Y
R, A AR R AT LS 2 B B AR A B A )
oA it — 25 0F5E. b, DITMAN™ (8 BiF 5% v sl fi)
1) N40O )% 1 149 figg X 3= 22 7E rp e X380 Tt DX TR i
DX EBA T, T AS AT 98 ) 32 22 1 AR A X e o
TR IX, R URH T AR P8 7 Al & e 2 15 2
1 KT R DDA 22 5
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