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Abstract: How listeners quickly and effectively perceive speakers’ identity and personality in verbal communication
remains a widely researched topic for social psycholinguistics. Traditional research focusing on the perception of
between-speaker identity variation reported that the correct rate for between — speaker differentiation is subject to
listeners’ phonological knowledge and speakers’ Fundamental Frequency (F0) and Vocal Tract Length ( VTL).
Recent research has found that speakers modulate their vocalisation strategies (language structure, language style and
physiological basis of vocalisation) according to their changing communicative intentions, whereas listeners could
adapt to within-speaker variations and recognise speakers’ identities. This article reviews the unique constraints on
speaker identity encoding imposed by phonological rules and unpacks how underlying acoustic parameters characterise
within-and between-speaker identity variations that influence speaker identity perception. It further introduces the
concept of in-/out-group and explores how the phenomenon where speakers would adopt varied vocalisation strategies
when motivated by group identity permutation intentions supports the Communication Accommodation Theory ( CAT).

Based on such, it proposes Speaker Identity Encoding and Decoding Model for Verbal Interaction Scenarios and calls
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for future research in three directions.

Key words: speaker identification; vocal expression; communication intention; social grouping; social psycholinguistics
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LhF DU, NG PUAH . CLLAEA) bk B 5 RR R i Ao 3 R RUAY 75 5 B R 3] IR A7 BRUE i 1
6 FIAE BRT ) SRR 7 E R AR T E AT . FIE I, AE AU TIHREFEE MBS T
B E MGG S (Belin et al. 2004 ) o W AALAT DL 3 HWr HEO0F 5 J& ™, o REx L J2 At
SRR T R BN G0 N MG — e R8T B 03 5 5, W HhR Jy “ Wrsg A (Schirmer
2018) o & H B ALV AR R B SEAE B, e DURESRAN R B A R O R R S AL
(Lavan et al. 2019c¢) , 77 W 3 ok LA A ) 35 ZEAR S5 45 0| 74 (right anterior superior temporal sulcus )
(Formisano et al. 2008) . & # B0 5 QA F H P IE S5 05 23R 1E AT H /900 5w i R 55 4L 5
FERF X RE 115 5 5 5 ( Frithholz & Schweinberger 20215 Tang et al. 2017) , Bl 5 & B Wi E K 7 )
IR SAWECE . AR, KEWE & SO BA %85 16 H 5T 1S & B0y % Fl i i
PSS, B4 25 B 2l 2 B 0 DT 28 A0 T % ARG 3R B 104 6T (e 05 Wik ar & 2021) A S
FeRlRTT T 5 1R A bs L 4ERE N 53 S0 FIiE 5 5 B i RS Z (] i A8 R &R o

He BT FHRFEWT , SR —FA B 5 5 s, o B AR i AL 2
OHE F LI T 28 5 B 2 B IESS ( £ R AN 1992a; 1992b) . HETF (1992) 41
26 1 ERRARA 0T DU 2 A H TR R TR S R (IR AR R & ) T 230 R Ak R AL 2
HuAL, TR 27 A2 Y PPAN X — B (RIR 5 B R Sy O PN BT s wk 2 B.8)y) o Alid 4 Hh A
(causal attribution) L) 5 £ F145:4E ( group distinctiveness ) 3% P N8 & DA f# B% Giles et al. (1991) B3E
[ ¥ (accommodation theory ) T A1 5 Ha[R] BL 4R (convergence ) , FE T4 i 5 75 5 P v 2 i i 72 Y
FEo PR T DA R fife i gk 7 b At Ak 20 BRSO AL 25 0 BRIE F H0 F AN S HE Y
(1992) e e PP 5 22 FARTE IR 5 84k 8 5 451 (18 5 XUk DL S B T AL 25 0 B Z (8] Y
KR FILA KT H GO — & D HIE 5 S0 T s S B # R, 5B L5 A0k B
OHIE F 2 ASIEF Y F 1Bk L g0 A LI TR 2 TN A 2R 2 58 SCAE R IE
PWATERVT o X F & B it AR RS A TR AL 2E X 1 5 Akt 2 0 Z M 06 R N TR Re ve b il
BN DA RS 5 2 ) RS TE N A (R B . R, AR SCHETE B S R AL N RS
H AR B A Sh A5 00 5 18 B8 I G i R AR RS AL, DGR A PR eh 15 5 RN ( R A5
FIRJIEA5AE) ) FITE 5 KUAS U] 52 00 W 255 00 5 385 B 00 1) A 8 L I 4k 2 B 05 S8 DR SR 2 (] 8 5%
o

IR F IR H B S S R T BN, DS i R A A B AT AR T, el
Wi T 2 % 5 SRR B 0y AT, I, Austin (1975:100) i &5 1517 MBS AN, 5 & 4R H
W LSRR AE B S5 TEAT O (I 2R AR 56 %) , W B SRR A2 P 5 b TR R PR AR 5 &
0 THAT A O, 5 R T E AN I X 5 S IR AT R EL# . Grice (1975) R 5 & 1 &
SLASNEA W75 B S 22 A, T WT 3 2 R T 2 vl vh B B 8 SOR B A1) 10 X —FIB R B, TR B8
AR 5 5 B AR BRAR R T 7 TR A B E T AR AT SR A s 35 B MA N & . DL Bl 5%
FRE 2 AT 5 ARG H (R 2RISR E.E)) b WL, BRI X0 35 1 10 BRAR AN 2 P8 &
HIEMETTA Pk, KRG RLF- A 23 PR 5 3 B A [ 1 DO AR st in A o 9K, 1 & S 3R Y
38 B Sl 5 T WO HE 5 A AR 20 5 A S A R W], & F R L a2 8 EE# 4
PR RIS A B 003 22 S OS2I o A0, #2530 T 1 3t @ AIOAS [ B U7 FE R AT 4L 2 BB, R
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Ao 228385 SR AR 2 BB XA 7 AR A R 1 B S Y 25 F (Jang et al. 2013) o AJPAZ
FIEWE T, f8IE H SOV F1 OSV AJIELEH 4 X SL A58 S BRWT & WU 75 & 2 IH R g SOV A, fH S
PRWT 25 & YR 21 OSV A1, W 2 ik 2 18 KRR P600 5 3l ( Kroczek & Gunter 2021) . i1
T, PSR 4 R T R IBUR AR 3, AT JE LY P600 RN (Regel et al. 2010) .
P, W B AR, B8 REHANE KU (I T8 5 2 00138 ) 2 AR T8 5 MU 25 2 5
HRE TR 7 25 S B BRS04 2 o A b (BN SR R SRR R
jitter (FI shimmer S5 Z AL (8] 22 57 b, MEIRAYLH T DUZ - AFE AP PEAIPRSE R IR 3ROE A9
TR 257 (Jiang & Pell 2017) ) o[RS 2% & 7 A9 & P 19 A 22 28 AU U o 00
PR IE K B SCHERAL T35 & A A & 8 R Z [ B 03 22 55 dh ot MR BUR T A 8 P il
HHAAL . VL EHER I — MRSk [ PR T 65 A 5] 11 3 i 60 2™ i 3 i B 1S
AR DTS i & B, 72 ERP B BEUT & st RN T8 R E5H A5 2 B 03 5 EL (Jiang et
al.2020) o PR, AR SCHE ORTE T 5 TR IE T 5 R MO 5 387 105 T A B, O T e
IR 5 14 B 073 T3 00 W 2 1) P SRS A 22 L5l

B SO a5 A B T 2 S AR AE B A T CRIDR P I 5 S 19 S A S 8 ) 1Y
K IR BRI AR o T NP 2R 1 B 00 A %% 552 6 5 B30 e A 9 AR TS W 38 X A 3
R 7E A o B PR - il A BRI (AX discrimination ) , RV 35 T By W (9 9 4 /0) 4] Wi
BT A= B 5 2 75 N [l — 1 5 P A (speaker identification ) , i SR v 5 52 B RO BRAL 45 A, B
G AW —AFES T 5 IR I IZ LU AL B 03 (Levi et al. 2019) o [ENA HIRERIAR - fhn] 45
(2020) MBI BRI M BEST 47 1 NP 5 1 e 40 Lo B 00 I T 0 5 2 vy Ui B T L 22 [ Bt
TURURE SR 5 ) e R A (2021) DX 73 1 AR A PRI A R P N 78 O DA S8 5 A2 400 DX 1Y) 2 S o R
T, 3K SO L3R IR BA R HE AL SR 2 18] B9 B 03 22 52 5 I T AL A Rl B, s b MR
SAEPEIR S R UM S IR M AT o AR SR VR XU BRBE R 2 5 (o an, B0 At
N FIAR AR T G B s 4 Az BRI DR 25 45 7 A N AE 5 (Lavan et al. 2019b) , RPWT 5 T
RO U A AR IS R A AR E Y

TEI 5 4R A0 5 AR 55 5 P A BRG] 52 0 538 26 75 SR 1) iy, AR SC Il ot 1 5 35 11
A PAFIREAR B 173 G B 55 it B A O SR, 32 10 T — > H IR L3 5 T 5 B 00 G 1 g B e A
TR T It AT T OFTE R

2. EENME S MR A EEMIIE S FE 5D

55 B AEFEIS (Hauser e al. 2002) 78 T H A MAR I SIE S WS ZE X R, T NESHE
fig (broad language faculty, FLB) 45 | 5 # A~ A B 0y 4 it 1) A= BRIL R , 75 B 00 2 A R0 A 0 S 5 )
Foft i) 38 BE 77 5 8% S 5 A (narrow language faculty, FLN) (45 715 5 45 0038 A0, \R00H &
B gt O TE S LN k. & B S R B B 2 1 A AE SRR IS 5
Je 7 LR A TR 10 7R R FE T e I B R i S E . b B S A TE
FR AR (BN, H1 5 2 108K 8 T RHE i 4 ( Coupland 2007 :173 ) ) Fla) g 4544 (140, 5 4 fi 4F
fifi I SOV 5} OSV 444 (Kroczek & Gunter 2021) ) 5 75 5 KUK A0 5 150 17 KUK 304 2 19 1 FH 3 4% (1)
A1 AR 35 ( Regel et al. 2010) JAURS 48 5 (stylistic variant ) 47 K 9 [ r ] 3% 45 & 72 i ( Labov
2006 :40 —47 ) g5 — 0 118 XU (Hogg 1985) 45) .
2.1 BF G065 A 55 iR 5 R ik A

A PR I PRI IN 2 75 o B Oy S 1) DR L 22, L B R 7 A A8 8™ A o 2 30 o Wt ] G 7 43
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H, X [ R AR A BN S VT 2 W Rt 2 2 20 b 385 5k B 4 (Harrington & Mech 1979) o B {3 4itis 1 5
RHBA A S S JE R B UIAH . Reby & McComb (2003) 4347 1 24 Sk e £1 8 1 WL 1Y
A AR EE R EAE R ) 2R e R T S i g [ R AR A R K R S 2T RE AR R DE AH G, HL S e R
57T LI o 4 B R T K S R R O R IE A K . AR P A A & B, Sebesta et al.
(2019) #iE T 84 2K H LPEFI 68 242K A H vd (1 5 PEAN S 5 38 B L4 A RE R, JF e +h 2 1 vk
AT 0, & B e M e it o o 7 T T R R v P TR R ] AT M MR T R . H I
FIHL, P oxt (125 B3 (10 ] T I — 53 i ) o

N B Pt 6t 7 By R 70 96 T8 5 S B, Polka er al. (2022) & 1 1 HedR i [a] i
BRMEIL(F2-F1 =3761) AR FRA/ N SN M (F2-F1 =2315) %R B 0¥/ i/ B8, & BT 24 4F
1% 220 K EE LN EE ) LK PR S Y TC & A W GF o TIZRE S 518 5 158 %V K & : Fecher &
Johnson (2019) Z5-F- ¥ 4E 1% 136 K[ ER /3 I [A]X G 22 A D TR PR T S L2 I 1 il 4 &4 80HE
(2 B PFVETE RN 221552 A PENE RGP 1R ) Lotk sk il i e O 2215 RS BE A ) DA
PR (] RS A (/) FEF (BEE/JEREE) 8 R EIUA SHO0 TR A L ERA, 255 R
5 R YT ERONAH R 28 HAE T, X R W RO 5 o 2L B 2 R LT R 5 E B
A6 5 5 AR ) FE L ]

FETHABY R 5 FIIE T R R, AR e B R B T A & R Xy Y g
HIZRE ) B8 F3C T B, ARG & X — AR LR % RE 1 A T HAB R T hn 52 24k
2.2 THENMRG G AL AL A A I B S AL A H 4

W5 BESSTE L8l s T AC PR Be i H B 5 5 & W B 005 8 (B, 423 B Y, social goal ) L I
B RN A B T E S H 89 (linguistic goal ) (Kuhl 2011) , T 1E 2 Wr & X516 5 H A A5
13 NEFFH B R T8 s iR 50 [ 25 . Perrachione er al. (2011) & B3 T 9818 & 2 N
149« R I AR T2 T 0 Ay ] 52 o P AR AR D, 2 T3 P B0 94 A 5 4 B A 1) v SC i 1 5 3 5 1
HERR A Y, H eIk TR ATEXT IR . I R AR MR M 2 A —1E S B4
TEVERRWT BE , 377 HHiZTE 5 1R 5 (sounds ) FlA H AR 2 (sound patterns ) if 2 52 30 H PRIXE , PR HCRE Bk
Z XL REE B R MUY 1A (Goldsmith er al. 2014:319) , Y& FATE [ 1 R A5 £8 57 B 2 X6 rp 3¢
B R RIN T DR R A SO A AT A5 T S A AR RO 5k S O B A AR AU TR
0T RA AR TR E K AR AR T RS 21 T 5 8 B RO i v SR A BA AR 18 S K I R T
FARL. NS B O A o BE AR T 3 1 2 AR RO R TE R X BEE A T 28 RAR S 30T iE
7 ARV (language familiarity effect) ” : SRR W B0 Jo1E SCGE I A, BB & S TERRE %
P S UERR N 5 By (Fleming e al. 2014 ) o {EASTEZ )2, Orena et al. (2015) K I K52
R IR BY D B BUAF N PE 3 ] R I 2Kk M DT RS 27 i B PR M b 2% ) R R T A T
W E B, ik R W B B TR & R A A e A7 B Tl 35 2GR i s B

DL RESEAR 7R AW 355 5 38 E 1 B Oy RN 15 8 03 A i T 5 3 38 2h 1R [R) 26 0]
HA LR 25
2.3 THENMNRG O A L FEAL Y 4 T« 8) TR 5 M A iE S RS B 4R

Wri 2 5 & B 55 E nIESS SR E . Kroczek & Gunter (2021) 5 Jeill Zr i i 5 5 7E A7)

@ BRI > B — T, % 2E P RBAS 8 1% (K A b BT 5 Y DX B R 28 3 A G 5 S TR AE IR 447 158 1%
REBLE,CICaifr 4 55 PFE DR, BRI R R RIE o JRES s Forp B4 5 RS LA o P PR iy o 25
fific
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AR 3 AR B E DR NI SE 5 2 (s & A §F 70% OSV #130% SOV 4]+, 1M % #& B
AR, B B T TR E F R OSV F A B 0SY F 3T By U s R I gl T 2 SOV F
7 YF OSV )i, v B 43 b SRR R Hh S B P600 T Sl 3R —3RAE T XRE 5 kA
TR E AT BB A o S RLAY) SE g0t & BRWT 3 RE X 5 3 /AR A AR B2 =X (syntactic attachment
style) g 37 T ( Kamide 2012) ,,

BTSN 200675 S GRS 003 27 B S5 . BV, Regel e al. (2010) 115
DL B SR S 9 B k52 2 T BN P A A FH IR 5 T AS ) 3 o XU 1 080 , > 15 3 13 31 5 1o
UKS #5 BRI TR TR I, 25 A B0 25U P600 1 Bl 1 5%

HAFT RS2, Walker & Perry (2022 ) #4001 55 Lo i i B ARASE X (o — 24 o PR JH 2D 15 )
A vs BLOT TR BI ) AR E XUk (557 Lo ARl ), a0 2032 4 Pk 1 53 PR A s s, i
HUTE 75 1 ROBRRAE TR SO — SR A4 T 9 N40O 3% 24 5 , 5 38 A s 5 X% 2 [a)
FETESC HARE T, RIS Ve 538 B0y I & PR R 2 18 5 XU — S 00, A LU — B i 25 3R
WASE A LTS Bl o 1098 e AL 206 (55 4 — A W3 ) RS 5 ARV B (PRI 5 S 1 3R
L[] B0 5 1 7 A5 R T W R R T SR 0 I T By AR R I R R

H b AT HERN A RE AR ™ A 42 ] 1 S0 3 A T 22 S N (6] 5 A R A R XU 1) e A
], X — R 7 A 5 AMARKITE B AR T 33 57 T, AWoK & & 10 5 T AL S 5y #1740
G T F ST SR B VIAH G
2.4 KT EH A LR SAA MRG0 BB 5 fig 55

HE R AN S G R ), RIS B B O e B AR B T A R A A, (H RS SR
FRAEATTER M HE Al o P v G2 19 & 75 S5 Al . Winters er al. (2008 ) #3255 1 de i BB gk, 7624
BB AT R I T B SeTE - PRI RUEF S TR T - B - oA W S S T A S
4 B3 0 RO L 119 45 F-BK R AR s 28l 8 AR IR AT — FRAE - HRIA, sl RE A F 185 & RS 19 10
A FAR R 1Y 24 T 0 HK 5 B Jo 7R 5 12 AR B B 2 A A1) 22 B0 pl LI 25 o 1 1Y) ) — S e 1 9]
BRGS0y 45 R R BT IR R AR & B 5, W R = T L
ZK I BRI RGE &SRB R TR S0, XU F IR A M T & REWZIMYHF R R
FoE g5 T N B, RIS ( Xu et al. 2013 ) DL S FRAE 75 38 K BE 1) 24 04 8] #E (Johnson 2020) ,
ARV RS T8 K BE A H S0 £, (timbre ) I A5 5 7 B0 (von Kriegstein et al. 2006) .

KT A A SR, A AU A MR R e (IR ) S U B RGE(FEAT) L TN 5 4k
FREAM B AR G0 (Hy O W s R i 4 B ) R X, BRI ), e 26 1 7 (Nakagawa et al.
199575 -83) . 146, AT R AN AR AE Sy Wr ok W] R i (piteh ), BRJRAR . BEARUR A (8] 1Y
FE T Ik i (glottal-pulse rate) , o T 75 417 44 15 25 S5 38 LA AS [R] 75 2 3R AE, A H 5 AR B dF R
INRFRAN R B EA W MR 25 5 N B PR A e e r K 2 60% H.HT 58 M, B0 s
[Tk % ok LG 20 PEARG , PRI 55 P A — R bl 2o AR — 1> /B2 (Titze 1989)  HLC, LRI 22 [] 1) R
B HAEEREAGI R, LR R EE BN, KK, HAERKE 5 MR RE B LR
(Johnson 2020 ) , /™A A= Bof 75 T8 & BE 24 2 8RR, AR N 75 JE K BE A 13 3] 20 JEDOK A 45
(Lammert & Narayanan 2015) , [R], FEAT AN 5 08 K JE A B2 S & S 4wA5% (Lavan et al. 2019¢)

R 1 T R U T ) B R P B B SR IS F L A 2 SR RAE T H By
5o Chen et al. (2022) X 55 20 #2119 300 445k H A R PN AFIRLSE B REARRY 5 & A Y 10
ORI Aaaaah” JkLLF SHGHEAT T 40T : OB R 45 8 3 J7 AR BE i (RMS energy ) , 2 B 55
ELHIIE B0 (spectral centroid ) 575 1% ZE ( spectral roll-off ) , J5z IR AR 3% £, 265 TE bR 1) Al /< 490 46 ) 1%
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FE(MFCCs) , DL K S A5 5 vh (5 B B IR AR OB — 58 (spectral entropy ) 4 8 % & pK 4 ( PDF
entropy ) 414 ( permutation entropy) LA M 75 FE{H 73 % (SVD entropy ) . %55 & PR &A1 £E L) E 25
BB 2SR RE RS L ORI FIE) BITEZ M ehs BA B35 257

SRR, A B S B A ] B AR R A K B SR e R ERAE TS E R Sy, BT
TZ RIS ] AT 35 LA SR AR OGS B0 ] LB et S A S 0 o
2.5 R T2 HNEFHRBH MRS 0 % 5 g

NS B R0 G5 22 2R FH 5 8 TP MR T 100 2 RS R Ry B AR ZR W R RS B 4y 1 U BIL
48l (Permachione et al. 2011 Fleming et al. 2014) , SKTi 7t FiL A7 B A ) 3 0 R 25 135 8 2
IR LA, 538 0 B A5 AR BE T A1 ) A5 5 & MA N B A SRS 5. N, Voigt et al.
(2016) 7347 T 25 #4781 20 418 BUE F TR TR DTN 1Y 5% 5, ¢ BUAENE BUE 2 M ik 1 1)
T AR HEAROT S4B R AGE M R ORI AR AR . FEEE X RIS & A R KF HE
I RRTE 1 4 BT b A B, WG m) 1 R ) eh s B, B R SRR AS T 8 815 e, SRR A R
SIS EE B HEAT A B 5 (Jiang & Pell 2017) 33 %k 5 78 B30 b SRAE 5 47 8] 28 S5 1) P 2 S 400k
A7 G UL T PR, RO b 5 B Oy O i 2R R SE A %

PRI, W& BRGNSy N R BT . AR 5 38 A 5 T AR Y S5 R Y 7 i &
1y, X B8 By I AT A 22 4k 75 5 45 [A] /7 ( Latinus & Belin 2011) o J&TF I, Lavan et al. (2019¢) #1314
Py RGN T DABIURI RS G K R A A (8] i B0y ik 7R DR TE A BE S A A AR
Az e, ) b/ N Bl 1.6 A BRI ) e/ A RS Bl 2. 36 MR E AR E R @ T 4 4>
M7 IR 7S B B0 (42T MRS 2 DO A SR IMBEHERR ) o IS8 3 N7 A & JR AL Y o o, 6 5 1
KA 2. 25 LB AES BT 3.6 2L EJi N, & AR A 1 BRI B AT Y 16 A P ] A LA S A
TEAY 18 ASFME A N/ FP R R S 1 3 AN B YN RS S o W B AR I R B B A T 2o A0 8] b i A
B SR AAT TR DN B T P B/ TH (old/mew ) ™ If A4 455 5 W B0 4 ) s A5 o 3X 3R,
W2 X 5 & P S A SRR BRI AT DU N 5 5O i A

SR, W35 0 5 4 B 0 AR S RE T 2 A IR Lavan er al. (2019a) 42k B 3631 4 A 3
Y B PRALSS F A0 1.2 BP ) 4 B A5 45 & 75 I (H AR HE AL 2 0. 400 1 JF7E 10kHz 20 3478 I8
W Ja , BER W 3 X 5 IERAE 5 & 00 J5 10 5 3 B Oy A T #4953 288 5 45 SR R B, B 2 AR i i R
B AT SR AR NS 5 A ff e I 2 P 35 3, TR H A B 247 5 & . Xu & Armony (2021) #E
&2 ZFE AN 4 A (2 FIE AR AR E W b« 2 FhE UM L TEWT B BN B
TR T Hp 6 A EHEN T/ EMBHE TS 1A+, M E7E KB BB BT A 12 44 5%
B 48 ANh) IR R T FI B R B A B, 2 2R e W AR ) PN 2 A ) I T 2R
HAH ], Bl A 3830 0l =5 T 80% , SR T #7 B9) FHEN DG e B LA AN AE ML 2 KBl . R, W
XoF 5 A AR S A O A BIR T BRI

PLEWFR R, 58 S S Bl T 15 5 sl B A 2500 7 A BB AR S5, 1 W o RE A — 1
B PRI A 7 S K R o B TR 1 A B 3 — A TR R — S A

3 .EERUKEMEEREIBAT LS R

Hge O FR SR RS Y Ff BE AR T AR SRR BRI 23, RIS AT O | ST 55 A AR 5C T v 1Y
PO AE A 2RSS A O AR IR R — A BB 9 SRR L o R B A v Jis A )
B R FRRE 3t £ o R A ) S AR PR T S B AR B R A7 A o e 5 0 5 T KU 2 PR BT b A
B GAEZ — (Hogg 2016 ) , AT IR S04k 2 HLA R R N/ SMREA R 5 (Jiang et al. 2020) 5 H.
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FESS AR Sy HA BB, B0 AT AU B 40y 3RAE (Hogg 2016) T SCIRIE 1 35 5 #EA B 4y
TOART A5 G i B AT G 38 ok 35 e AR AT RIS 3% L G S T — R T RHA B S 1 S B
1 RAE SRR B 5 PEAESE
3.1 FHBIRY Iy R

& TG S RV R N MR R 2 — o 5 eI Dy, {30 B A B R T LR
LiE AR e T8 S I B 3 AR A G MR 2 (Kinzler 2021) , A OS2 LI SRR 5T
BB B N A R AT B B8 T ERTIE . @140, 12 4N R i 22 LA ] 50U B11E N R 3 o i 2 )
(Shutts et al. 2009) ; 10 > H KIS BEE 19 2L S0 800 0E WRF AR UEIR RUR R B H, B
2.5 % A AT B e/ B L B A TR 20 i 38 45 8 BE A BEIE 2 LA T I 4 B 3l (Kinger et al.
2012) ., Begus et al. (2016) 25 11 A~ H 2247 BB L2 B0 T HBETE N RFAA (9918 ) RO (PU B
) ok E B A B LAY b AT 24 R B, IS T 2L 3 - SHz6 S 2 (6 M B
A 24 g T DARAEAS SAL BN~ ) AR Y 0 3EBCH 4 - 8Hz) , KL B LIE MR 5 & %
PR AEREG SN 0 k35 o X # A W W & 0 TE A I T8 5 45 H BUROT 23 s ORI T 5 3 A
By, BT 5 AR 5 8 AR ZE S AL T At 53

FE RS 5 10— 0, & & W 10 & W AR 730 Rubin (1992) 2570038 KA AR 6L
TARUERT J5 3% R SO RIS DS C T SN E N AL e, & B AR UE RS 7 56 & R O 1L A
SCHRRE 2EA N RILE B A B A AR D R 22 R PR N A T X . Jiang et al.
(2020) $H55 T 44 26 HH SR RE ) FOSHBOR R JE 15 FE 1 Al B9k B R kb ve 45 i i B
T WORAENT T IS R 18 R R S 11 3 Al A e kil 1 B SRl A A
(G BER 5 RAE & 0S , HEAT 1 RIME VRS, R BUAE A5 2R AF T, In & R 0E1E 1 & AR ) I
TR A PR O A AT b 25 AT AF 5 SR T > ) - A P BE IR o I, i R e i 1 A
PRORA) I S 1 B 1 11 & W R BE AN A {5 . Tamagawa er al. (2011) $2 44t 7 5 A\ F & LU UE
Pt < TR Y 22 1 p Rk 1R T e L S8 L RUR Y 2 D IR A 2 TR — i T B BL g
NG B 5, I S 8RR BT P4 22 113 (6 R SR AL 75, HL oAl A T 7 225 i H &
Pl NPERERE 25 o e Scge P AL N 1 & 8 TR 5 4 R AR R RESm R, U E=
TSEG FRWT, 5 0 B R AR A e 5 G B b 2 B 1 At AT T T SR B A AR B A TR T AR
By (R BN W 3 23 AN T R b B2 B e

PEN Z 0 A0 S 18 KA AR SR S 0o 59 1k 5 18 1Y OB R AR 2 8 DML 0 L DRE S i B
28 P ARDT | it it AR AR A AR T L P P A 2 25 R AT A A W B A L M S g R
TFC, B K #E MG 21k (Giles et al. 1983 ; Hogg 1985) , Martin & Slepian (2021) £ 1Ay “ K="
(big two ) BEAITAAy AP N A5 S5 ) e A DE A A6 T S 5 1 M A AR R B 4R s a. AR
AR, B A fE e SCE ks B FRA AR L HBRIBSR b A X/ e MR, BV SR LRI R
K ORI AR, Hh B AT S MR BN “RET) T BEIARSC, B, 53 v i 1 AR
MEAEMAE R T A RE S (Oh et al. 2019) , P AR A RIS A0 55 PR A 1 L Bl o 30 2 3 ek,
LA RS B S B HE B AS AU 2 2Ok (Borkowska & Pawlowski 2011) , [H i, Wy 5 261 55
E B RS 25 5 DX U B IR0 0] 43 25 2R 5 R ZIBR D R I R K

& B BRI A L ARE S RS TR O DA B e s MR R AR RS T S
YRR B 07, W 28 5 SR B 3000 5 PRI AR AR s S B 53 0 22 Ak b R B B8l Oy 22 (B A
TR, K B SCHR 2 0 W 35 % 35 & 10 1 R an ] 2 me k23 580 (AR 2 R T H A
Z R TR VA IE , A W O B AR LN T B s e AR B S R .
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3.2 TF G mAn ey N/ SRR S E AL

B TR B Oy AT DL GE b LR T R B R R S R M T A B AR 2 PR T IR
( communication accommodation theory, CAT) 2, 5 & SAEAC BRI A N T 45 58 38 b BUJT ) 4L 2
PR (AR B A T B R S PRACR AL 1 & 53 & it A 505 T A B S Xy TR
(Coupland et al. 1988 ; Bernhold & Giles 2020) , X AL FI L Z R W R MR LEDUE HRESIWESH T
WG SR 2019) o AR HE S BE T (148 [F] 19— 012 w1 A7 S5 20 1) XU 8L
AR A J7 8 B S AR (CRE Y 1992) o Sorokowski et al. (2019) s 1 27 24 #0124 £ %
PETE R 2 TAERY R A K08 H 10 (0] B% ) IR el O B2 58 HOX A" 1
W, RIS 25 B ARSI M R U FEATER AR T, HA& Pk (33Hz) Lo 53 M (14 Ha) i T 8 Z2 R A%
%% )], Harrington et al. (2000) ¥ £x 9 4 E AP v (1 —HE7E 20 22 50 3] 80 AR AR5 & 4 b iy
JUE G, RIS I A AR R AR REEE M S, DL BRI, 558 T AR e
Tl 2 A b AU X T 5 IXURS (R S5, T SR 1) T8 38 AN AN BT X e P Al ) iR 42 55 ) A
b AR BT X SO A S (stylistic variant) J5 2 AT

Pisanski et al. (2021) 45 1, N A HEF 1Y K& P 5 A (vocalic complexity ) A] BERZ I T 5l ) 5t
HOIXRE— 3l LG - W b B AR 7 T ) ( RDRRARLIR 0 ) LA B A R Rl S ok . AR F R =
Hh I N S P R AR T P R A B K (Pisanski et al. 2022) , F 5 TRO I R A TE K
JE oAt AR E PRI BE A (Kim er al. 2020) , H 35 & 7 5 HAS AR ECAS B S 5338 I i) BR 400 T8 A
(Jiang & Pell 2017) , XAERY A ESEELR T, 5 50 i B A B4 J 7 08 DL K A ) 42 A BB Ak )
T 2R Gt B OB 7 5 103 6 75 SR gk ) e300 K 42 5 e T 2 SRR RN B 0 5 By . R, A
FKAEHACIIE S RGEGUIRIR 138 1 hr A/ 4 J 75 I8 48w/ R I A ok e 75 i IR R RE ), JF
TE AR F1 5 b i B AT 1A S AR B (4, et E A 3 TR AR OR) o i B
AL, S ELA N Sh AR R RIE 5 B AL AT RE AR ARUE MIE S A5 R T RS I LA G .

ANTERY], FEH AT RE PR B, G R E 115 S AN B As B O S T AR 2k T
I TR 8 TR e R . 3 — B AT BB IR T 3 # 5t vh 3 i A7 78 iR R 5 sk A B 4, IR i A
AL S o SR, RIS A 75 R 428 R G 20 W 5% A B o F U 75 B 15 SO Ak TRl — 3otk (35 18 3G
FhZREME) IR A T IR (RIS, 38 55 R0 0] >0 75 SR felt T S5 0 A o e ) R e B 55 5 B 40 11 OF
FOK B TR S SR B R E BIE S E B ER
33 FBARLNHT T HTH Y0t e 2 ER

DL R R, 5 B SRS I T AR AR SR LU T B A 30 0 5 B R ELL SR AT AR
NHENG . Halg s & W T iR e i T rse G 00T 5 8 10 B FinE 5 0945 SR 5 s ™
o BRI, AR SCHLAE 3 5 = AR AY . 1) Belin er al. (2004) $2 3 B9 NN AR, REA R P Y = 251
R BN A O R SR A3 A T LA 3 SRS A Ak fin L5 18 25 A0 S35 L 52 ) Braber er
al. (2015 :335) W 5 E IR EEIE A A 252 1 9 AR F 1 AR PSR ;3 ) Jiang et al. (2020) A &
B3 FE 250 T (R A AR S B 5 (DA BEASE A | HL o T 25 78 RS A B R T B B 2
L EEE IR E 5 B 451 (vocal structure ) , F1L45 IR ¥ B35 B ARG 516451 (L3615 5 45
) o REFEGTERA S H AT & & S i FIAFRSHESE (& 1) .

FEZE RPN IEAE TR 2 : (1) TG B AR B a2 AR A0 F 0 D08 b PR R 0 i
Tl & , A R FHIE R 1 AR 55 (IR 2020) 5 (2) B O0E B, it AFR Z B E R
FE W51 7 BT HEIGSE AR B FRAE (Frithholz & Belin 2018)

RS HG AR B BN T RER B 1 3C Br 3K B R, & B S BR0T E R A 1 R Ak A
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I FE I = i (WA R PRI H 0 XUAR ) 5 16 = TRas shgi i b Be, 5 5 2 T80 5 (5 2 (s
SE AL SR 5 3 1 S5 RHIE (Labov 2006 :40 — 47 ) ) R 75 {5 Sl A A 2 A MU (A2 75 A%
SRS A S8 AfE (Jiang & Pell 2017 ) ) 58 BLANAT 8 5 Sk 16 T A A5 i 45 6 P Bl A 7131 5 7
FOEIB ST B, T R R A A S 1 R P R S SE S TR R AR AR I

W5 BT 38 GRS BB 7 Bl e o i 22 (5 A 3 R T it Th oK, S )T B8 1 R 3% o A T IR
B BE W 1 100 RN ZE AT AT T IRE S AT, IR I T T 85 B 00 5 8 S 48 45 8 A i
AR B (B 2R 4] T DI RE R RRE (R BA5H ) 5 16 200 2RV 24 Wi BEAT 1 IR JE 2Pk (il ( bE
BOEHEA ST A S0 D E AU A5 DLk E T B 1 B 2 /05 £E 250 ZR01E )5, W kA
TR BB B, RO 1T SCRF A/ T B LT B O £ B EA T T T BLR B 00 5 B B 5 2
Birfo M S H R IR T R T R s A R R AR R T A AR

SETAMA/BEAAL
///// R AR ~\\\\
AR 2 Gt
BYBRIA. B2TEHER RS S MERENTC
/ HTERRERBERS DESEREN \
i 1N
Wi \ = H0
5B HiREA H RS B5re
=) IRERABPOEMH, RIE. 03 ETESHREERSHHD 1
=3 oSl F R ! =iEENE =t
E.}{; = A TR RN BB, m%anmxn/gmﬁrt H:ll ﬁ" =
W s B mmEaar | ¥
ETARSHZBEPNNGE EFSEBHRIER
BRIESHTRANE IR R
\ pr— /
=B RT

A1l TELHGFTHEE L0 %DB LA

4 HREE

ST LA [T JBRT A0 55 S AR A B 07 1) 20 ) -5 Sk B T 5 A 23 19 R 2 18 58 LR
B SC BT T 24 B AT R0 55 2 B 0 B AL, K SR F 5 AT LA ) MU PR R &5 4 5 1y ) R AL
ST Z AL 2 DR B4, W X A 2 1) 2 B R i A S Bl a2 B E B O R T o
BRICZ A, ARBTFE AT LIRS 1) A 248 h5 ] DLRAE 5 5 W 48 K 5 iz s LIS B REAR B 3 H B I 955
J352) Wk N 2R e v B N B PR AL B 1 285908 e R 0T B AR AR R 7 A ) 981 49 1 75 3)
VB RISl 5 7 2 B AR B 5 3 O AR S

S AT B T LU 7 P SR 1 7 R o AL I S AT O ST BRI T i

HRSAAT 5 CREENG 2020) o ARAFEETR FHIIRESS = T IO TR ™, BN A 15 SCIE I S54E
RASBEMSE AR R LU X 5 A P 2 S ORISR B X S e RS AT B SR B
BRIV 73 AT LIOULEE 21 B 15 6 P < P T TP 8 4 D7 1 I RE , T 3 e 9 O 15 A SO Ak ] — B 7
A RERIWESE T-BOA A A2 R0 R T AR B gl B R A SR R BOAR

B NI B A AR T AL R R R R o 5, SOR T nT LI T LR 9 35 0 o o
NP SR 3 LA DN SRR 55 B0 (Jia et al. 2018 ), 84 W 25 70 R 2075 R HE R R 1) 5
WERI RIS S SERE RS BN/ SR S 3 JE AT AL 2 FL BRI ? (14N, Pernet et al. (2015) %2 B
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W7 & XA A BEHE LR NPT HURE, H. Zhang e al. (2021) i3 K¢ J2 % L & 30, S s A 2]
HT R AR S O BRSNS A SO, TEAEAS- 1 B4, Di Cesare et al. (2022) 250t & 8L T 1%
L2 BRI hello™ J& , LN BT PEIR 19 6 0P 5 S b B0S 1 W 2 A8 ) — o e fi 45 X
W, B2 AR E P ZAH S RAE A [m) 3 fin L AR 07 1Y s B A W7 HAOKR, 76 G
AR LA Y5 5 D B AT R A5 3381 & 75 1 431 ( Kharitonov et al. 2022 ) ,H: Z E PS4 il 5 Y
HEAT AT S PR A 1 SR A RS RO ( Kreuk et al. 2021) 3 Q2R DL AR TN 5T A P AR ZS
G, RO TR A AR TS N SUAAL” B, W2 X Se R A AR I 2 252 B s g R ST v 45 5 AR
PRI IR BLAG N B [RLHERE N2 [R14E B AR R T B XA R 2600 T 5 38 B 10 25 Ak o [mIe, 28
M ff 2 1 N (adaptation paradigm) (43S BRI IT 7 5 P 48 70 I 4 Fil 2% 8 7E ] — 25 %
I PR R IS , A AR E O, B 2 0 SO R B SR AN, PR e A B T PR R
BRI IS SR OO LRI 5 R 7S A IA R ( Grill-Spector et al. 2006) o FHA, A SCHIE AN N
fA[ L % SR AP K 1) 5 B fablue? A O AT i K A — Ak nT ER T AR B U]
Al ERA 2% (Tan 2021 ) (HFTSCEE AT 32 A0S 835 55 S 400 O R 0 ERA 2% L iV i AN
B AN FEN TR AR & IR S5 75 & AW g% S AL Bt L, AN BB T 1 & 18 N
ZAE ChatGPT XAERYRIE SR SR AT RES N L2407 Fn- @ dil AL , iy FH P A4 48 BE IR 55
AR B 5 22 B F TR N AR 7

5= T NS 1 AT B AL B Y . e e, B O T R
RENBIE 25 BRI ST BRI 7 B (R ARG A ) 1 L 1B R T 2T A5 X0 R A D)
BAEZ Y EA (Neumann & Welzel 2004 ; Hardy et al. 2016 ; Dahl & Mahler 2020 ) , 3% 85+ FifE ita
23 B T B R P A0 55 T, 34 g i 7 % P A ) 7 AR S MU AR 9 5 1E D7 22 St Lk,
TEAL 222U/ H 8 )7 THAF AR SV B g 1 B PATAE T R NHE 09 AL 5S40 S, X S5 0 2%
B 1 F D0 F A B A5, X 5 AT 159 %45 T [9] (inferior frontal gyrus, IFG) Fi I [A] (superior temporal
gyrus, STG) A= 4% (amygdala ) ik BE T %5 V) OCHK (Peng et al. 2020) . SRTMH F A (STG) 2571
FE A== B in T, 45 1 8] (TIFG) i 3 5 Hij#_E 74 (anterior superior temporal sulcus, anterior STS) [
WREEHS S T ARG B0y i L (i nl 55 2020) , H XU AP 5 #8381 4 ( posterior STS/ superior
STS) FAE 7 AMAXT 75 & v G A5 S A iR (Leipold er al. 2022) 5l i, H HIIE TS REFATER S
T RE S H B0 5 MBS LR AR 25 577 Sl ARRE R X — 5 & A A A2 B Ja s
ATV AT A 25 R RAR KT A il 28 AH DG R AE 7 BN S 3 B AT o e R 25 R i — R iR
FEIAE 52 B 073 2t e % v 4 R R IL R
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