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The Effects of Embodied Cognition on L2 Verb Processing in the Spatial Cueing Paradigm
Feng Yin Zhou Rong
( South China Normal University Guangzhou 510631 China)

On the basis of Embodied Cognition and Embodied Philosophy the study adopted a spatial cueing paradigm to investigate
the effects of embodiment on 12 learners”English verb processing in terms of relative embodiment spatial representation 1.2 pro—
ficiency and SOA. Using a short SOA  Experiment 1 showed that the spatial cues had a significant inference effect on high em—
bodied verbs and there was an interaction effect between relative embodiment and spatial congruency. Using a long SOA Experi—
ment 2 found a significant facilitation effect on both high embodied and low embodied verbs and a 3-factor interaction among ad—
vanced 12 leamers; a facilitation effect was also observed on high embodied verbs among intermediatedow L2 learners but no
effect on low embodied verbs. The study gave empirical supports to Embodied Cognition Theory and the two-way nature of embo—
diment effect revealed the importance of relative embodiment in 1.2 lexical processing and the dynamic and asymmetric develop—

ment of 1.2 embodied cognition.
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