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semantic and the non-semantic systems in reading: Evidence

Cognitive Neuropsychological Research on Chinese Language

HAN Zai-Zhu ** SHU Hua'? BI Yan-Chao?

(‘state Key Laboratory of Cognitive Neuroscience and Learning, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)
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Abstract: The cognitive neuropsychology provides a new way to explore the psychological mechanism of
languages. It has made the researchers learn the mental lexicon more and more. The current article describes the
cognitive neuropsychological studies on Chinese language in past few years. The studies focus on the internal
cognitive mechanism of semantic system, phonological output lexicon, phonological output buffer, writing and oral
reading.
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