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Abstract

This article presents a preview of the workshop on
text comprehension. The main theme of the workshop
is the question of how experience and cognition are
related in text comprehension. Specifically, the
following questions are to be addressed in the
discussion: 1) What kinds of experience is of high
relevance to text comprehension? And how can such
experiences be modeled? 2) How are such experiences
be used in text comprehension, and 3) What
contributions can text comprehension research offer to
cognitive science? At the workshop, three presenters
are to deliver short talks. Then they will discuss these
questions in more detail.

Keywords — Text comprehension, Cognitive
modeling, Experience
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Abstract

Recently, many researchers have reported evidence
that perceptual and/or motor activities are involved in
language processing. These perceptual and motor
involvements are found across a wide range of
language-processing  activities,  including  the
comprehension of words, sentences, short text, and
long text. However, virtually no research has
addressed this issue with regard to the comprehension
of long story texts. One reason for the paucity of
research in this area may be that few theories or
models have focused on the complex and often
nebulous mental representations generated during the
reading and comprehension of long text. In this paper,
we discuss the nature of the questions raised by this
work and suggestions for future research directions,
especially with regard to long story text, and propose a
new model for long story comprehension, focusing on
findings from autobiographical memory research.

Keywords — Story comprehension, Perceptual
memory, Autobiographical memory
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CEMBRICET 5T ML H DD, LED
FRIBEHELIANHDHZ L, TOFTHLERD
BENHDZLIZOWTITRMEN L TWVD
[1]. K TIEHZL OERMBRFNS 0 IRWET
WML L, BWALE OB SN X AR
ZUHOBNET LV ERFT S, ¥R, R
T ILEICET 2 hoE TV L RERIC, B
W 72wt B BRI SCE D & W E 7 R G o G5
THZEERELTWD —FORHIEGRTHS.
LU s, bR NELZRELIRLL, E
L <R - TWRN T L3k« I iffgE TR &S T,
TN DOWFZETIE, Mo BRI+ 03 o= T1E
IF L WVWESE (good-enough representation)) | % 1E2
JVER % e VILER & R AT U B [2][3][4].

DX BB BT HHERE LT, X
BEOREICET L Z ERFTF LN TWBH[5]. L
L2 s, CEAMIIHATORMEEE LD L
R EJBTERY. TTIZ, HAFOMEN CE
PRIC B A 5 2 TWA Z X TizmbiiTn
2[6].

—J7, FLEME, FEEE, BRBROBRELS T E
IZEPNTND Z & EADER DT 5 RS
T, LEPTyou & Vo 72 AFRA AT 572
FTCHEMRICEE B2 A2 EHRENTWAS. 4
21X, [ThE, RPAEEZSME L L CRIEDIER %
ol B AT, Bl IFAITB X D K& Vs
OEM%Z LTz, TR, _AMEELCEEH
NIEBNEOTTNRE 5 TlRWSINE LV liE» B
o7,

F7o, [81F, b HFREZ Hvy, AFRIA4 &
(— AR, ZAFR, = AR & ERAEEEE G,
WD) ICOWTHE L7z, SCEMEHI R & 22K
ML ECESERNWE YR A FOHEFICL -
THERR STV D, "I?OER5 23 you 2 72 - TV
DX EIT N HM B, “Adamhe” H D W
IE Dolly/she”® X 9 IZA4HT & = ARRIZ/e > TV D
LEER = AMMELE Lz, ZORE, = ABME
Lk bH— AR, T AHOMEISCO I RN BRI
BEC DB TRHEENEN-T2. £, KME
DOFAEMIIIAEEREZITRD N T2 7
D, NADHD ZARICEERNH D = AHMEC
DB & F U720 O RS ALRT L2 hy> T
rnWEEZLND. 2%V, MBI - T, Wt



HFEOHCALOESVWREL Y, BELDOEEW
NEO— AR, “ABOMEHIH LT, HiEOE
LEBH LT RolztEZOND. LEDH
AR T L L anichrrbsd, T
L7you” LWV 72 LT LT HOCAEAAE L 5 &
25, DF, HEfbERXEFOEARAIZEN
FPUHETZ20EVWIHCEG VWS X0, &
HEB DO F ST TRV IATrZ & TH
L. UDRyou” E W o T HEEDN, EhvE E T E R
ZHATO B ORI AH S < ST
HEEZBZD.

DL O, RIROBG AN ~DILE, BoL
DL, BROBELW--HEME & KB4
L2, A4 EES Z ik v B
HOF 508 TE Hiumfe% B b (personalization)
LIRS, oF Y, HEE WS BREAMICH OB
Ry, BEAEBAEL, £ ThVWgEA L
HRTNRT =< A ENDERENH D & &
b5,

TOEIMRFEMEELOT, DNEK 1 DX D
ICRIET VAL L CERWVLE - WO &%
Mz, LOARENCZYHEOSLET VERE
L7z A FRELEEZZOEE I 7 o EEE2ER
THOTIERL, EEDOTZ7 4 VE—%BLRTI
sy, FEOZ7 4 VZ—TlX, TFA LD
FR PR IERCT AT R, £ L CRRIEEONRIC
LoTH D ENIERENELRD. TDOD, T
RTOLNIEFEICMERRY A MIEENDL DI
TiEZ2W. ZRUUBEOT XA hR_"—21X, RES
I aEEOMBEY 2 M OEREIN, TR
EOWTIRWET APMESL I, A X2 Mo T
THans. £, ZOEFIVIERIZEO SR
L7256 21X, ADHDD REDFHHAEX RIREIZD
WTH I ELSHHNTE S, 2F D, FEERERIC
R BDPDRENHHADHDOF E & 1%,
LRS- ARERRI 7 uEEEER LTS
AREMER DD, ZD X9 EZDLH L, ADHDD
IREIZKT D XEROIEN D EEZLND.
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