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Frik G S Bt (Specific
AR FRSLL, XK Vs & s,
Developmental Language Disorders, DLD) JLE &38R
FEIEH G N ALK, B IR, A ME R
A, (HTE S R IR RIBZ B R W )JLE (Leonard
2014) . EIDREE (High-Functioning autism,
PLR i FRHFAD) L E & T AU 3% R G (Autism
Spectrum Disorder, DL FfHFRASD) HI—2%, 82T
TEIEE SO Bl INFIKSP AR e 3, (B KIE S
JHABAFAERERS (1 JL#E (Bishop 2003; Gibson et
al.2013) o AR4EE X, SLIMHFAJE T A A ) B g 2
A, R PR & BLSLT )L # AHFA )L #7847 9 A8 5 J7 T
AR Z AR A (Georgiou & Spanoudis 2021;
Kjelgaard & Tager-Flusberg 2001) , &4 H¥liRE
(Bishop et al.2008) , iZWighJ H T HIAETT
JiVEW TR ey T R (Bishop 2010; Ramirez-Santana
et al.2019) .

BEin) ) — B AE S E AT R S, &EmA) )18
WAL BERENT NKAE 5 I AR, ST R4 R 5K
LSRR R T1E 5 SRR AT, UESEEGIE DY BRI
SLIJL# 5HFA )L # 5E o] ) > 43 f 0] ELRIE 78 W] X i 3R
G TR RERAHKYE, HoRR ARG S
Wit TEEt. Bk, 5% EE AR EM.

—. ESNETFSLIJLESHFA)LE R B A R IR &
EP S

[E Ah%fSLTLE BT Te a6 T-20 M8 rhit, 2 24
TSLDLE R EARB IR R, BCRBUAEE, BN
—HUN S50 R SLTLEAETE 5 4589 KR 77 TH A7 78 B4,
W RZANE . ARNEANR B AMIUME L #E S 5 5T

Language

Impairment,

HiEE

AR S, ESMRRPTRE R AFER TR

WA BRI, JIOME )L B 5 RS 3 2 HiE
e A 820 (Georgiou & Spanoudis 2021) .
XPSLTJLEE . AICMUGE JL B Rp R SE 10 6] SJ 43 0 78, AR
ST LRSS

JEE VR WHCRTESETE S SLTLE AL > 1534
TRSE i) A I A AE R, R 5 (ETERRREE ]
B 5 FABRRBE I A)) AXIFRILER, FIEEE N ) b E1E
BEin) ) SN )45 . ARG B 518 F RS B A
I

CURAF R R RAE B UL
Deficit of Dependent Relations, RDDR)
der Lely 1998, 2003) , JEREHIEEEHIRE
i (the Computational grammatical Complexity
Hypothesis, CGC) , ANASLTJLZE I A)7EERAE 79 IR
HIRLEMAZEZHE RAGE, WMWK LR
(Dependency) [HIAFESLTLE M AER A 75 -
Bt , i A PR 5E 0] A 1 AR O R AP RS AL, ol il
AL Swh-SE iR AL, FIE BB W TRICHIFZ AL,
WA B 2wl (1, 5 A& wh5E 0] 1] A EE Al A= 11
FLE B AR [Spec, CPIALE, WHwh-FEAL. FEk5E
o] F) AR R LR R 2k, HBLRR R (Typically
Developing, TD) JLEE =%/ H O 584 X B4 KSE IH)
A, MR SFSLTJLFE 3+ % 3E A e B 48 Rk BE 0] ) 11 A=
B (van der Lely & Battell 2003) . TiERREE
Sein)t)rr, wh—%E I ] 5 B8 R (918 78 2 (8] B B S,
BEPE 2 Z AN AR SR BE A 7. . AR 4ERDDREYCGC, SLI
JLE R R R S AL R T, BRI
SRR IRAE R RS B, AR R REE
%, MR, SLTJLE 7] et LG & 65 iR
Rk, FHeH, RDDRELCGCAR 15 35 1 1 2 ) 324 M %
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(van
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FRHE

R T ANEIEH RGA Y .

“HES R MR
Hypothesis, DCH) (Jakubowicz 2011) AN, iE¥k
GEME S, JLEIREMER K. A F R EE R
TUAHESE MR (Derivational Complexity
Metric, DCM) #ATHIE, hREHNBENHRROHEEIH
(merge) MJRBONG I MR BB . & IF 1 Bk
Z, HSLERER:; NMEIH (internal merge, Rf
M) Iz, S5 . HAh DR 25 #AH [F 1)
BT, JLEERE S /NG IFREBEUD . s
DHIRRRBE R A) . XPSLTJLE R UL, Ml 4%, Hik
SRR E . W TR, VEIBSLT)LE A AL
52 9% B T v ) I ) R E B A R ERE K (Jakubowicz
2011) .

“UB N L RE ) A IR AR
Processing Limitation Account, LPLA) f&Deevy &
Leonard (2004) #49&iESLT )L & HEAFK JH 25 35 15 5 ]
) 45 KPR B = 05 B N A I AR . RRAE L E BT AR
BRI RA, M ICASLILERE S E B LR IA
PR, HFRIAIIR s g T whit i 17 51Z 58 WA 1A =
£ (gap) ZIEMEEES: X T EEEEN AN S, LieH
TKHFL, whie ) 528467 R R R — 4 (H7E iR
Fyrf, KR R BE 1) ) rhwh BE (] 1] b5 23 A6 2 TR] R EE B KT
PRSP BE R . B, SLTJLELEKEE & =5
S ) 1) R R R I SE 22, 1T LT AR R Y E g B K

Friedmann & Novogrodsky (2011) #£H “/ix
AR T Bk B AR
Thematic Role, DATR) , W\ AMHE—i AT 7
—/NFEZEIR oy, SLTJLE AN BE IR A M 25 2 A7 1 B 43 T
TRETCA B AR IA (A K IESLT ) L 2 7 3 fif 5 7] )
W, WAFEF ARG, Ry T=EHE ) 4] 1) HL R
WM R T R iESE R Ao [FIF, SLI)LEEwhoE nl A1) H i
R T whichE ] AR PR AfwhichTiE5E in) 4]
I B IR S K TR A, which EiEEE A A) . who
(FiB/ =il Bna). FiEgERa)H, ANibZwvhoib2
which#FFERAL, BAEABE 55— Mot HEE
Beinf)H, whofliwhichti #iAEEREA, HBA AT T
FiE eI, R Mwh-FEiEH, which-FEiG2
FrigHRE, S5EEMRRICHEZE, £R T80 H G
S P FIEM T, Hik, SLTJLE/E B ARRR R A 1) 1)
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I, B A5 T IR AE I A1), whoE ] ) Hh ) R I
4f Fwhichf i &) KRB .

COCRIEED BB BT U
hypothesis, TPH) (Friedmann 2002) AN, AJ T4
B RE T, AR ANER B AR R e, B A
— RS AT R B B ANE R 2 B .
TH1E F RS E DR PE T MAgr BAFEFSEH 2, AR
2 KU A BN R B B R e DR S Y
IHTAEAE, (HHAR 8, SLIJLE > 1Rk 5E
AR AME S TEVE SRR SRR OC, I 5 DI RETE R 1R
B IC R B

MR RY, . k. H. SEES 00
S JLEAE SIS & M At R B A M (Durrleman
et al.2016; Goodwin et al.2012; Jyotishi et
al.2017; 0i 2010; Park et al.2016) , flfiTthf7rEE
TERFIRBE In] 0] 5 FABRPIRBE 0 A) A FRIL R, FARSRI
NEBEE A M (Goodwin et al.2012) . &AL
PIOMUAE ) L2 2 fifg DR P S R 20 A, 22 B AT R 0 F AN G
—: TEEHANEGESIEBE (Durrleman et al.2016) .
R IR A L (Park et al. 2016) .

Prévost et al. (2017) XfEuHWFFEiEIESLI)LE S
PIMUAE ) LB B RF IR BE 1) 1) SI 45, R IR SR BE X W 26
JUEE R FZHAREL,  3F 5 15 BE ) AN R 18 Al > 45 R A ) 32 22
2. FIUHAE LB 78 AR, 80T X8 LEAE
SIAFFRFIRBE ) A, RIS 5 SLT )L ZE AN R HHFAE o

MELLEZRIA T DL HY, [ Ah 56 T /28 )L # 5E 1] ) )
BT AR S, (03B A TRREE A A X L,
S5 RORISLT L >) 45 FE TR R PR AE In) &) N 3, HFAJL 2 >
75 7 T A R B 1) ) PR M DX Bl A BE T ) B BT 5T L
A, BEAMIF TR R A R B TR AR E B G
5, mhEEHTOEARER.

=, EIRXTFSLIJLESHFA)LE SR A F IR

HEANIETE “BkREIR” , HEEATT R Z “%
W R, RE A E TR ITOOE L E RE S
WSWT 7T CEEWIZE2002) , FRESLT)LEMHFAJLE ) 15
ST RSB . BEEBRRENE, HEIRE
RN—8 . PESLTJLE A VEFR 7 mAFE R (]
RHESE2013; FiEME2022) , PUEHFAJLE 15 5k
8 5B AR (Song et al.2017; Zheng et
al.2015)
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POESLT L AHFA L2 ) A3 K5 R 5E ) £ 1) 175 400 0 4
2R TR, UK, 5 HARE S SLILE AR,
PAESLTLE AR E AR R, SRR A A
SIS (Wong et al.2004) . PUEHFAJLEELTDJLHE

T PR ARARRSE A ) (Huang & 01 2013) , WfFEEF
ARG (IG5 AN2022) , FiELE R 4] H RIELE

o) A SEAE 1159 . IESLTJLEE SHFA LB AEIE 5 BEARAE 55
LR AR IARL, #AFAE EEANFRIAR, HSLIJL
IR TR R IR BE 10 ) B A, HFA L HR AR 3215 RR IR SE
I A B M RGN T Ie #2021«

=\ B

EE T IL,  EARTGESLT )L E SHFA ) L FRFR BE 7]
HIIRRIFEE R T A ke ) LE, H - FH W IERIA
AH R BAHAL 2 Ak, Gn v 288 ) L B8 A A2 R R B 1) ) 1Y) 2 5%
ARG . (AE N H 25T BT, DARRREE
o) G BTN G, B R DUE HAR B R ), B I
THSLI )L 5HFA )L 243 5E a6 (0 LURE Fe gl ISR
JLELE SIS PUESE R A 2 A AN FE R, BISUEA
[B] ) 5E 1) A1) A) B2 B REIX 43 SLTLE 5HFA L, {E13HT
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