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B OFE RN, AR F DR 2" A R AL B BOBE R A S R B e MR
—o WFFEE HSARHALEOR, B8 T RORTE Bl ar 44 15 55 PR 52 BT 5 7 B sl SC TR . 17
R RN R AR e BRI, T SO, RIWIAR FAR AN 2™ AR B R o SRS LI A5 R R
15 HAR LA S IS Y 400~600 ms IFIAIET b 30 1 R 25 B35 SCRUVE, 78 600~700 ms I [F] 23 H A BE 1302k 3%
R SRR HIRONE, PIRBUNARR A F IO SRR S IE o _LIREG R R I e S B s DU i i fe i, R
EAENR L S B AT REATAE RS 00 2 BE RS, (BAT SR A 2 R AR FARTUR & s o P8 RS gy

DG RN A AR S P B B LA, o

KR RN A, SEEREG, o B, S R

$FES Bs42

1 i
iR A ARG ESE AR R BRI
B A TS TR AL % 515 3 =AW B

TERESIE I B, RS & I AR 2 R A A B R
AW BOALES TR SRR, B D LA SOE T et .
5, A B R A B AR DU a9 U
(Levelt et al., 1999; Roelofs, 1997). WF 5t & % T
AR B r i) S5 B RN B B A AL 2 ] SC RAETE S
Wo IR RN B S MR, RNCAE B
T R TR SCREIRARAE, S s kR ik
LA E R B LS O BT T AU, XA
IERRIE R T N A A A RN R S R, X
A ab R Z R OC R AFAE B SRAS 7] 1 W 2500 45 (Dell,
1986, 1988; Levelt et al., 1999),

2 H OSSN AR LB 7 A R, i) 45k
PERTE B A W i R Z A s BAE L, WOE7E
B RAEKP Z [0 B HIOR AU (1Y, P 25 A 1

W H 3): 2020-03-05

DAFAE B AR T SCHOE FE #1B0s, m HAE B s
WL RE P A B ) O, PR R AR
TR P 5 (A R T % (Dell, 1986) . i 37 i i B
FRIA R i X AN B 2 () TC A HAE Y, A5 S s
TETH UG B RAE Z [ B9 BR S5 2 Bl 1), AFTEM
BB RAE BT SCRAE Z A B 0S5t o % T H A e
TR & AR RN B B, 4% 2 J5 AU AT X
H AR 7= A i s O AT o, AR B IiA 2™
HEF T (Levelt et al., 1999), ASAIFFE X4 14 ] £
AR RN A f b, JE HAR U2 B 2™
AR RO o
11 EEIBROEFERICFERNSETHHE
E A W58 R W EDRRE 28 (1 an i | oy 2205
i . VP ES) DGR Rl R A E 2 E
#1800 (Jescheniak & Schriefers, 1998; Kuipers &
La Heij, 2009; Navarrete & Costa, 2005; Peterson &
Savoy, 1998). ¢ 3% >k HI 1] il —3a] ¥ P 1 =X
(picture-word interference paradigm, PWI), K-+
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$eiE X (picture-picture interference paradigm, PPI)5%,
BCE S H AR A9 1 SO O TA) A7 78 1 1) 156 22 1 B )
YER TR S, BHEGHRFMH LR ST
H bR i) 1Y 7 AR B ), ORI 2 15 A 7E 2 E B
o TERXMZAES D, BAMES Y mEar4, W—
ANE TR, PWI Hrohia)id, T PPI H Ay [

16 PWI Hr, Sy TR0 SR H AR 0 ¥ 580,
F 58 i R B 1] i — SRR AT S 24, Fe A i
Y “sofa”Fl“couch” iy [a] — i [ I 1 44 B, 31X 2 H
TR M N AE B AR T SCEOE, PEEE A
i SCHCTE R B v, HOOTE A S T R R R E
JZ M E], KA PWI, Jescheniak 1 Schriefers
(1998 TEFETE I WF 5T v T e e X 2 BT 40, &
PRAE P 1 iy 44 AR AR IUAY 5 38 T 1A 12 A
S YR ] N S A S S I R e
B 83% , Peterson H1 Savoy (1998)F% JTI3F [w] i) 5 B
PWI, 2R 7R &1 iy 44 A 55 Al i i 44 4% 55 1)
HEAT YN, SCge R BCE TP B ARG, 415l
“count”fl“soda”, 45 AKMHIXIEE A 2G4
H ] “count” Fl“soda” B VR I #R A5 21 T 45 0, R W]
55 P AR 1 ORG24 FR “sofa™ L7 A 1 & #
1o Kurtz 55 (2018)i#F— 3 ALl 1% 1E 4 B Arin)
5727, RIS 3] 2% B PR [ Be H Fn 1) 45 19 38 AL 3
Je, A P iy 44 AT 55 PRI 3 () SCAR] A 8 TR0 o

WHFEE AR ] PPI Ju=UHRM 22 85 0 o 7E
PPI i, — Bt UM AR B A A R B 1 7, P
Kl A FRAFAE S WA G, BRI He b — i £,
A R #EA T 44 - Madebach Z5£(2011)#:4% 725 [0] |
I3 BT BRI 7 TR RE, ke B 44 AN 25 5 B 1Y)
By, AN RESRIN R H bR I8 R 595 W 30E, X 2
T AR B AR R BIA RN BT IR D, Hah SGE
BAG, A eI 3] H A5 53495 . Oppermann 55
(014484 T Hhs B v 54E B A5 B 7 AME B9 AR
FE, kMg w2 B 5K AN B AR LY 1B R B (an<r
A R RERE AR, SRR T HE B AR R R
o WA NN G B SR, #lx T H
FrAdlE BAs B &8 Be TR, AR BARE A
WO B o, PR & R T AR AR R O .
Roelofs (2008) 7 #1 T # i fiiy 44 1] e B () BR By 8 A
—— B LT IR W (gaze shift latency), *43FE HAx
K5 HERE R & BIAROCHT, 4880 1 w24 W AR 0 AN
BEOLEE R T AR, BB 1 AR BARIE B iy
WG RO R B BT IRAY 73 Bl 2 S ma xR
H AR R 05 T 30

WFFE I\ R R T SUEAT: 55 >k % %2 4E B An 3 1Y
RS B, BUEENE -5 EE
DAL= ORRAE, DT AT DAEASEE B PRI 3 AH
S8 R B 5 (Costa et al., 2000), Costa 25 [ HF 5%
Hh B SR R 4R 2% 1B — P BF 2 i (Catalan-Spanish) XU i
VG PE A T s S P B 1 Rk (] 3] A [
iRt 44, IR AN [EE 5 b ORI,
o5 B FIARLR IR XS o 4558 K B 5 76 #E4 7 R A
)RR BRI R 2 /N T AR R R S0, TR
TE [R]85 HE MR 5 0 22 5 o X R WTE U # 1)
FEIRNE ™ AR R v, JE BRSO A2 T & W B0 -
TEREIR S5 E T, i 44 5 AR 75 PE2F 16 gato™,
AR B AR R4 2230 P A < gat™ tL [5) I 005 AH B
ME R R, X BRI & 515 B0/, /al, 1)
4RI LR AR HEAE T, i A R 25 AR H A
W5 HARE A A =5 R, PR W3]
SIER, RWIRGEF T LT AE BARI0Y & 715 B
FIIN T Boukadi %%(2015)7E % J& Bl i {r1 1 — 1 15
MEH R BT AL 45 R

F 5835 % FH B0 30) 155 AT 55 0 B i) 3R AR 55 ok
HELZ H G R, R T PPT u X A £
PR 5 1] R ey ok 8 3 240G e, R FH B3] e
55w, S5 rb 52 3 AR I A0 ] (e R,
BOR WA 2 T PR (T DX B AR IR BT #HE
H A5 1] 5 0 1] (8 1 A8 44 FR) 2 18] 8 85 ) AH O
MERTCK, TEM L TH-JEIESUEGE T, hoed
AR KB 50 B R 19 % B 00E (Bloem & La Heij,
2003; Bloem et al., 2004), {HJ&, Navarrete I Costa
(2009)7E P4 PE A i — R 55 2 IR AUE R T, R AIAH
[F] 1 S Sy BT AT 55, 5 2R B B AH S i 7 5t ]
FS D BRI, RIS S R AR K
o BEARE B AR OC LB 3 S B & R AN
5 iR ) BT O, EE T SRR Y
AR A B R 38 3 1 . PR 5 484 5t ]
)RR A O R TSR] B AT 55 1Y BN RRGEE R T
FEAE SN I R 3R R 38 bR B0 2] 17 HE H ARy
TS . Humphreys %5(2010)% A )i AT 55,
EIA B — DR, EHT T R THE A
BORP AT B AT 55, AR T S22 30 B ] 43
B — BB B ], S5 R R BLS TG A L,
T R 5 B AR & 5 A5G 56 W 4 T )
FEAR R TEIR Y], 2 IR IR A Al H AR A
R T RO

g5 b, ENRRGE R MR E MR S] Tk H bR
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T & T, P B 3 — O 1 A R B AR UE R
HARIE R 7 A 30 B & RN SOK P B RSB0
12 UEAEBRICFEPFNSEFTHHE

DU F AL ™ A vh 2 AR 2 B B B0,
TR E R BRI A — B, EFEAE AR (2003)
K PWI AR 55 A& B SCrR A BB B ARG & A (n H
PR edsr, T8 5 BART IR SO G 1)
BRER S RS F il P el IR e r A M NP =27 7))
G, W RS Peterson 1 Savoy (1998)
RN P 1 iy 44 AL i 44 VI IRAT 55, 45 2R R B
SCH A AR DG A5 b 35 40 T X L i 44
VAR IBT o FESEFN R E AR (2003) A I IA R D0 F i
T AR TP AETE R B AR & B0 o 5KIE 5 FIg
FI5(2006)R HI PWIAE 55 21K K B SO 19 35 37
ARG 0 141 iy 44 VAR B9 72 2 5 m, (HLK
T 5 BR A PRAFAE I A G TR 7 A 1
O, RUEHE B AR A4 1 S RO

SR, T3 AT SR AR e BRI FE R
FeA AR B AR BT o Zhang Fil Zhu (2016)
FEFRM PWI AL 557 DGE hARMEH 21 [7] — iR 1#]
XA ZFREUE B, DA S PPIAT 55 B i s
SYECHY IR, SR T FR BT 55 AR AR AT 55
BIoR ke BRDCH AL AR R T R i 2
BT . Zhang Z5(2018) MR AR H AR 15
SCEE AR, SR CAH B, 3 1 i R B
2, BTE[R—dH e b B A K R 1 )8 T AR R Y
TG, iR SRR B B a5 HE H AR i 55 4
Ji), SES I EERIEGE . TR EEE B AR
R BTG, Zhang G456 T PWILAESS, BFoE4s
RPN CHR R BCE R = 1 HE H AR T LB
K, ABAAE ST B 44 b 2 BT R B AR Iy
BRI, DUETR AR

IR R AT N SO AR bR, S A
K:Hi{V (event-related potentials, ERP)$; R HAT &b
5] 43 R (R 45 A, AT LB b sz et A 0 o T A
ARk, T BUR I E bR, B RTC A BEER
FH A AH 5C Ha A AR 75 58 9K i 44 3 e )
W72 A 1 B B A 32F 2 (Costa et al., 2009; Dell’
Acqua et al., 2010; Python et al., 2018; Zhu et al.,
2015; FEULZEA Ganushchak et al., 2011), X EEHF5E
FEET LB AR i SORE O Y
[ HERE, X T2 EERHBUE IR RE D (A —
T ERP fF9¢ 3K [ Jescheniak %5(2003), W58 % H
SR VT i 44 AT 55 FE AR E 42 T AR B AR H A5

)T SORH O 1R & 15 23 7 AR i 0N, 2 R R R
DE 3 AT RS f T 4E R P I i 44 4T 55 A —A H
SRBY PR RN AR R, AR HARIIUR & W 0E A B
WLHCE s, SEmR T O SR

H AT A& A 50 R ERP HAR B8 00E 115
TV A i A A 22 E RO o FRATTIERE T B
WAL 55, Aol 2 B — e SR Fl— i ]
BRI e SCH TR B L DU . MESE R E L,
FIRNR 5 A 5 o s, i T PPL sl sk e
RIRE BT A R A )&, P ia] B A A 45 1)
PUI . RUE)ME SIS . W ARESE . H Ry, 15
B gmbt KR S AT AR R . [FIE A BER RBAE
H 5 35 LA 56 T 2K 5 B A T 2 o R N 38 G
(Oppermann et al., 2008), P I R A58 2 B B
i) B AT 55 A A TR I 20 R H AR 2 E R
o PR E K BCE 5 BRI TE T ORI E
4 PR B TR, R i SR SO
X — RO A T OBUE PSS A T
FIr =4 ¥ (Bloem & La Heij, 2003; Bloem et al., 2004;
La Heij et al., 1996; Navarrete & Costa, 2009; Rahman
& Melinger, 2009; Rahman & Melinger, 2019), faf %
W—HEXUE# T, Bloem fl La Heiji (2003)7E H.in]
BRSSP TR R, 7N R REMAL R
i), B A AT 55 R T 2 B i 1] B B 2
W), iR KMELRE WA, T
SRR RN, MR R &1FT, BT
IR o XS PR R 42 3R RIS k1 b 0 £ i
T HAR BRI E R AN TR A A
%%, SEARKE ERysEs, LR EHANH
B e i B A T RN, R BRI BEATE 55 T
B AR HE RN & A R E 27K - (IR] L Navarrete &
Costa, 2009), i 7 S il R0 K 2 AE 1] 312 K SF-
(Roelofs, 1992; Starreveld & La Heiji, 1996),

ALY H RS % ZEDUE DG R A
AF AR IUR A7 A F i IO, R SR ] BAE 55 h 3
T84 1 B SCFA 3R] Xof 1 114 v SC R R 5 18 44
ZIE KRR, BLAE T SCHHRAITEE, LLR & #IAH
KT, B 1 OSSR IE TP B R iy B 52
N T EECAH IR, BEgal R m RS
SRR IR, DAPRIIE S50 BE WA 2tk . i
P B A AT M FSE 25 5 (Zhang & Zhu, 2016), ATl
Tt 2 I R AR b BT SURE HERIONE ;. # AFAE
ZHEHBIEIE, TR KMAS eI DUE X%
W=, RN B AR, ERP 8 bR FAFEZE R
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2 WER, ERREAR R B0 TGE H AR B2k B
L 2.4 {488

2.1 #iK

32 Zok AU LI SR FAE S 5 T AR IR S
(13 25542, 19 B, % 19~26 %, FI4FERE
22.94 %, brifEZE 1.85 %) A B N IL T A,
HIEPRE, SR8 (LR AN NG & T 550
55, WU IER T IEH, SEER R AR — o iR
2.2

43 W HA AR IR 3 F kI 5 g £ 55 (2003)
Fi e Sr B DOEARER EE, Horb 40 iR T IER L,
3T E Fr, B AR A . 86 e
SCHARTE [ CELEX B, Horb 40 A3 SCHR] (1)
PUE XTI 5 K 7 44 R Z A TE S A DG (B 8
WAH AR R . Bl an, B R 4R e Rl
(/feiljil/y”, BB “soap™, H 3 BA T A DLE X
PEIA A I R (/fei2zaod/)” s FIAH AT LIS &
BIVCELIE B E I TC 5. S4h 40 A SCHEYL
T R 5 B R 24 PR Z AR AR A (CH B
XA, BT AHEE SCasE) ., BlanE R 2 5h
“RAML(/feiljil/y”, FE3CHLTR A “rocket”, L ICHAIR MY
PUIE XA R« K i (/huo3jiand/)”, 3 )8 Tt
Righi TH, HAFEERBSOETE B, &
NS SAEAT LIS BT VS B s SLTE 4. H
A 6 ANESCHR S 3 M S5 2] B R i BERE 1) R0 00) B xof
TER 12 X2 MRk SRR A RL B AH G R W3R 1,

®1 XBMBEXEY

SIS AR 1 TR e 348
£ i) - 14 1] i
HOCHIEH log T 1.62 £ 0.55 1.05 £ 0.57
WK/E T
BB T B 4.89 + 1.61 444 +1.61
Y 1A 1% ] 32 A ‘~/ﬁ
BURXE PRI log 145 440£059  3.70+0.55
WK/E T
VOB PRI 8K 2 2

T YESCHLEFY log 1454 H Neighborhood Watch program,
Davis, 2005, DX B3 log T4y H AL 18 1)
) (2003),

2.3 i&it

SEHS R 2(RHOGZRAL . ERY L 1R ) x 20RO
HZE . LRI N 2R s & mE MR %, WA~ A48
BB N R R A EHE 12 22 160
ALK . I TR 2SR, 4 E
2 W, I Z AR E . H0 3 B G 2 Ph B
BLUAG . AHIFIDGE HbRAAR S 1EES: 5 Ml ER

SEE AR B E-Prime 1.1 g, PST-SRBOX X
N &, 22 vd KURH S HL . Bl % S B i PST-
SRBOX MM i Wid sk, SR 28, 1t
s RN 3 S Nz e (R FR TR ALE i e Stk
S B IEH 5 A5
25 #EF

Bl B R R HE 24 60 em SE ISE IR 55 5K
B3 a o = A B (D2E T BB Bls > de s
i) T AR A D et 1% ) A I E AR 44 B o (2) T By
Bty pllge s i, 75 20k 3 n] LA A 11 b
PRI My 4 ], (3) IE LB B bt I
rp ] 52 BVE AL A <4+ 500 ms, SRJEZSBE 500 ms, %
Bt v e [ A S 30— A S e R — R A o ]
R AR ERIE AR /NN 6 em x 6 em B F, 2
SCHURIZEAR R Arial, 28 55K, EIFER R
g, B AT S5 2 Z W B B, ] R 1 B i
b S BRLR) EA T BRE, B R R, R
2 o F X WY S AT IE AT, 1500 ms 7Y [E]
B S T — ik ARk 5000 ms AN B,
T A S, FREE AT —ik . RkE
SERTRIZY R 40 S5
26 EEGiEERE5H#H

fifi i Neuroscan 23 7] A= 7= 14 64 S iiki 10 5% R 4¢,
B GEARAR B R A Bl Y 10-20 D7 U E T
WE b o ZEMIFLEE RS dal, sk b e i B2
FA o A3 T 22 MR BT B A I A0 0] A H b a0 S o AR
HL(VEOG), i TZATMRAPMAE 1 cm LRI
F/KFIRHL(HEOG) , F ANtk 5 3k Bz 22 8] 1y B 47t
/NT 5 kQ. ELLIC SRR AT D 0.05~70 Hz, R
FEF N 500 Hz.

K EEGLAB (1%} EEG s 172 2 40 b,
PERERUM L5 ik 1 T B 2% . it EEGLAB #X
P EAT IR L DR E, JE AT 0.1~30 Hz, 4%
HE 3 L BERT 200 ms AT B 1000 ms A4 A i) B
SRR HL AT 40 B, BT 200 ms 4 R IR AT R E, N
BREREE . WLEL | SRS 0N, M I 0 i R A2 +100 pv
AR, (O B E B S Rk Y EEG S i1 7
SEHE N

BRI . JR)FIREsR(ZE . B ) 9
DRI HEAT A3, R A AN S BR IX 1 i M 1
RARIEH 3 ASHARCEIE . AHiT(F3, F5, FC3),
Hii(Fz), 4Hi(F4, F6, FC4), Z=H1(C3, C5, CP3),
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th(Cz), £iH(C4, C6, CP4), /)7 (P3, PS5, PO3),
J5i(Pz), #7)5 (P4, P6, PO4)., LI4SIFH] B H1 113k
R PR AR B, HEAT 20RHOCZEAY . H iYL 1R ) x 2(4H
Fetk. ASE. JER) x 30X mi. . ) x 3
BR: AL AOMEE NI 200, MEZ D
WO 24y M b BRI MR B R B BE, SR A
Greenhouse-Geisser % 1F, JFRH R A+ B
fdrtool ZHAINT Z H L Y p (EHFF TR IE

3 4%

32 Z R BR T 5 44 EEG 155 thiliid £ 1)
BB, T 27 BESREEE B A
P2 AF A 8B R T 40 1K,

31 1TAZR

T B At i S 7 BB 1.24% (4 Fh A 0F R AR
RO H RIS 1.30%, SRR 1.34%, i X
M 0.93%, X THK 1.39%), MR B /NT
200 ms FIKTF 2000 ms BYELHE 1.02%, MIBRF-H41E
SARIEZE LUAMO B 1.33%.

Sy [R) B 2 p A R S 6 R R T 7 AR T e AL 2K
B, FRATEH R BA: R Imed R4, X 52 it %
P IE AT IR A 4R 5 A L5 > BT (Baayen et al.,
2008), BRI R EAHE AL ER B, feE—
AR EREYLAE E Bl 5 AR, 55—
3 3 VA 0 PR ke o AR AE A R Y i
fili b, 3 A5 3G A AR e R 22 B (R G2
AL MM, —F AR, B =, R
VBT ST R 5 2 i AR R AT A . A E DA
B oA [ i PR B A R 2R 9 38 B X O 25
FETT R AN 2, W) M iR R de AR AL A AR

SRSy T 5 F R, FEAH AR A SC 1 i
AR () Femly Bm A —F 2 BAE M, 0L
ARV AFERE, v*(1)=13.07, p< 0.001, fx 27
FE W I LA A B AU [RT~(FH JE 2SR +AH e )2 + (1
) + (I ED AL T AR A OSBRI M
DL RW# AS HAE T . A OGZR ALY F 3400 1 (B =
19.07, t = 3.47, p < 0.001), IR FIAH M )58
HAER R QP =28.17, t =3.62, p < 0.001), FIK1E
FRNA BB =3.49,t=0.64, p=0.525), #—
R B, MR ERSAMET, XS5
P 2Z [ AR B E 22 5917 — 921= —4 ms, B = 3.23,
t=0.62, p=0.534), HEERGIELFKMT, HX
5T E M Z [0 477 3 22 5 (935 — 967= —32 ms,
B=31.75,t=5.70, p<0.001), Z5RILE 1.

1000

\O
]
[=]

0 }/
900 - )
. JoR

880 [ - A%

860 = X
P

Bl 1 RESMT SR EEe R
e EHiRZERE N 95% CT

\O
(=N
(=]

el

S

S
T

FARER A (ms)
N}

Sy HE 5 A RO FR AT T O T RN LA
PEP AR TE R, FATT N AL S BEHL A 5 (s
ISR ST P ARSI b ISR G TP
FKA MM, ERERE, “HEM=EHLHAR
FYo 2= B 28 R 8 A2 HAE IR AR AR Y i
filt B A=A T AER], AT LA 3 U A A
TREE, x2(1) = 6.79, p= 0.009, i & A i 1 L
A R [RT~(FH O AR +AH DG+ R B3 + (1
Ba) + (LI EDELAG TAHOCZERY | AHOCHE . EEAEIK
B, MR BIFASCHE R S AR ] . ARG B
SEUK SE EAE T« AR DG 5 B 52 AR
M= A 2Z [ B 22 EAR N (GETH A R L3R 2). 4T
X = EAZEAEN, D IEBR I ARG
KENERFMT, BB G IEREMZ
[i] ) BRG] B R I A A E B 22 5 (B = —1.14, t
=—0.15, p=0.884), % REMMHXL G LXK LM
IF] By B3R B P IR AN A E B 22 (B = 8.29, t =
1.32, p = 0.189); ARG LEMT, H—
U5 I B 1] R 1 T AR AR OG5 JE R A A Z AN
MBEXERP =47.02, t=5.49, p< 0.001), 5 W
AR 5 5 T8 A5 1 22 [) 1Y B3] B P v AR M AP 7E
FEXEFP=16.06,t=2.46, p=0.014), HHAIW, &
SBT3 A A ) SO B SN

FEXIAN W2 E RO, HE— Dl JASP 4%
4 (https://jasp-stats.org/, JASP Team 2017) (JASP
Team, 2017; Marsman & Wagenmakers, 2017;
Wagenmakers et al., 2018)#F47 D1 -3 e X AEAS t 4G
5, VIR BB LR , G Jeffreys
(196 1) H B DL t-307 DX 573 2R PR Ny BF o B A2
T 3~10 2 [i) JU) 2 A A S PR e SRR AR
ARWFTE RGeS R BFg= 3.54, FoRERILIR
FEATEE B T ROV 1Y ) ST 1 7T BEME R A B s (1



B 2 iid %5345
2 MDBEAHFERAAERZTENESLK RN E TR (E RES IR
[ERa S B SE df t p
i 955.72 14.67 52.35 65.13 <0.001
AH A 13.40 7.61 8254.62 1.76 0.078
AR -0.85 7.59 8254.33 -0.11 0.911
EEREL -77.95 7.56 8254.10 -10.31 <0.001
ARG A AH e 47.64 10.79 8254.57 4.42 <0.001
AH G2 100 T B YRB 12.10 10.72 8254.17 1.13 0.259
AH I < B A2 R B 9.03 10.70 8254.12 0.84 0.399
AH S TR <A 2 P < T A YR -39.58 15.20 8254.18 -2.60 0.009

SEAFTE S TN ) S FTREE Y 3.54 f3%, fFAESKE
Fr R E SRR R R, R S A5 B s
FHOG B TE N B AR I i s e N A e 25 5

H TR IR AR, AR R A — 25 HT .
32 ERPZ&R

S SN 45 5 A1 st/ F 500 ms B KT
2000 ms MYIRIR, LLK N BHFE = A FRifE2E LLAM Y
WK T =AW il W A SR A&
B an I EEE B, K BT AR RS B A I 23 e A
%) EEG {55 (Ouyang et al., 2016), FAi1ikE
ERP I i 43 B A A L BsF 1) A 0B RS 1 700 ms,
L 100 ms iy [a]B5 433 43 B il 2 B 0~700 ms N
() ERP MR, Feffisg 7 A ] g 1 o Xk~ I ]
HAF- R e AT 2R D28 AL . &8 L 1 ) = 2(4H
Fetk. ASE. JER) x 3(IX: mi. . JE) x 3CE
BR: A2 . AW EEME T 200, SR

TE 0~100 ms BF[A 7 P, AHSCZEAY  AH G A
ki X = H 2 H AR 8% F(2, 52) = 4.67, p=0.033,
ne = 0.152; AHSCHA | MHCHEREER = FH 3L HAE
& FQ, 52) = 3.29, p = 0.045, 7, = 0.112, 7£
100~200 ms A [H] 747 11 P, AH OGS = 2000 41 2% bk
¥, F(1, 26) = 3.60, p = 0.069, n> = 0.122; %%
AU OG22 HAE i 2 B3, F(1, 26) = 3.65, p =
0.067, n;, = 0.123; AHICRAURERAC B AE B3,
F(2, 52) =9.29, p< 0.001, > = 0.263, 7E 200~300
ms BFEJ T PN, FHOGCZRA R450W B3, F(1, 26) =
6.82, p = 0.015, > = 0.208; FHEAIFILERAZH.
YEH 3, F(2, 52) = 7.00, p=0.004, > =0.212, 7F
300~400 ms Ff A N, AHOCPE F 800 i 4 0,
F(1,26) =2.97, p=0.097, 0 = 0.103; AHEEAIFI
PERACHEAER NG W, FQ2, 52) = 3.11, p =
0.066, n2 = 0.107. 7E 400~500 ms I [H] %7 1PN, #H
Kok BN B2, F(1, 26) = 11.62, p = 0.002, n} =
0.309; AR MR EAEM % W3, F(,

26)=3.02, p=0.094,1> =0.104, 7£ 500~600 ms Hf
[E)H TP, AH DG B8N 3, F(1, 26) = 9.94, p =
0.004, n; = 0.277; MO AVFNAR M A BAE ] ik
#, F(1, 26) = 6.75, p= 0.015, 1 = 0.206; XM
FIEER S B AR B35 F(2, 52) = 3.22, p = 0.048, 1’
=0.110; FHOCZSAY | AR X =35 22 AR ik
%W, F(2, 52) =331, p=0.070, . =0.113, fE
600~700 ms BF[E] % P, AHOCHE 800 B2, FqA,
26)=6.26, p=10.019,n2 =0.194,

WYEAEAEM S BAE M, 76 7 B R 2 451
AT BRSO A3 AT, TR A 0 DX PN 1 5 B A8
B REE, 45 5 B RAE 400~600 ms B [a] & 11 P4 H
PR TE UM, 600~700 ms 8] 5 11 P 35
2% 0 35 B RO A SO (WL 3). P XA
s [ 7 11 A0 8 3 300 5 J 3 ) RO i SRR
N, 2R JASP B AR R T DU iR A
g, THAT A BRI Y SRR R (L3R 4), S5 R
AN, AT S 2 K RN X R Y BF o
ME AR IR 2.01, KRE A IXE 3.27,
FE AR LA mT 5 B RS SR T S IO e A h
X AAETE oAb T I 35 T 2% I 257K B 18 SCRIUNE %
N B BF o fH /N A 21T KA 0.93, i KN
500~600 ms B[] 1Py b X3k 50.25, 241X
WAt ZJa . . b DL B XY
BF o fE7E 400~600 ms B [H] % H N HK T 10, E W]
A R UEHE S T RN B A TE (Jeffreys, 1961,
P432), LiRZ5IR R, RAEEMSEZm LA
FE MR IX IR T ZEERBOE, HIET AR
AN LA A 2 A O O, AR, 1 X
ZACNE P i FEL I RS A0 A Y L) HUON R, AT
ghA R BRI AR RN

B 2 o3 i ok il SCRH G AN LT R4, &
B SN F JC S TE = A4 BB X N ) ERP i
W, VAR RO« & FIRON 22 S (FH 2R —TE %)
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%1
3R 3 400~700 ms R iE] & O A A B 488 X B9 B RO U A0 18 X3
ROIs
7 wh Ve
I TR 7 11
i} wh & i LN Ji il w J&
F oo F oo F oo F on F F oo F n F m F 7
TR
400~500 ;s — @— @ @—_— - - - = = = = = = = = = = = =
500~600 ms — @— @— @ — —  —  — — — = = = = = = =
600~700 ms — — — -  —  —  — — 545" 017 — — 565 018 675" 021 — @ —
XN

400~500 ms 3.96

0.13 12.677 0.33 1299 033 11.56" 031 10.00” 0.28 4.67° 0.15 6.55

020 7.07° 021 597" 0.19

500~600 ms 3.50° 0.12 1420 035 11.71" 031 834" 024 1503 037 835 024 666 020 11.72" 031 681" 021
600~700ms — — 581" 018 59" 019 — — — — —  — — — 548 017 — —
H: “p<0.01,'p<0.05,0.05<'p<0.10, — B, S, p{HZ4 FDR KIE.
Fz 4 400~700 ms BB B O KA [E 348 X &F HI 80N FiE LA BF o &
ROIs
A [ 7 11 7 t A
i i J& Hif th Ja Hif h J&
T IR
400~500 ms — — — — — — — — —
500~600 ms — — — — — — — — —
600~700 ms — — — — 2.01 — 2.17 3.27 —
N IV
400~500 ms 1.12 24.44 27.00 17.18 10.29 1.49 3.04 3.68 2.45
500~600 ms 0.93 39.14 18.03 5.82 50.25 5.83 3.17 18.09 3.35
600~700 ms — 2.30 2.38 — — — — 2.04 —
-4 —4 -4
-2 -2 -2
010020 100.205-300.400 500 600 700 —2007100 1/(} 200 3009005500 600700~ ~200-10000 100,200 300 400300 600 700
200-100,0  100-200-300 40,0_,599_"6"00 700 5 R./ ‘W , 2003 \.M
4 4 I 1.5uvV 4
6 6 6
8 8 0 — B A% 8
' —15uv EXTR
400~600 ms 600~700 ms
uv uv uv
) EHX o) e X i) HHX
-2

-2

o N A

- . . . . A L o~ /\ N e ) ] — o’: . . . . . , )
_200—100‘2’ 1mggwwpm 600700 -200-100,0 109 260300200 30@\6_%100"13 fzomooz 100@@@@9 30 600 700
Nomga 4 4

6 6
8 — BRIER 8
BERTR G
600~700 ms
&2 i ROV AN & B0V Y ERP I #2255 I P
T WS p<0.05, KEFZMSH 0.05<p<0.1, p{HZ FDR KIE



8 L b 2 i %535
6 ZER 6 3l 6 AR
p=0.058 p=0.005 p=0.014
4 4 4t
e % 3
E 2F E 2 E 2f
= - = B
] 9 ] Eoy 0 Fay 0 Il +
W | B -P T B I =
2L 2t LJ 2+
BXAE ENTR BEXAEE BTk BXAE EUER
6 6 6~
R He A
b p=0.003 ab p=0.003 4l p=0.005
I~ > >
2 a2 I g 2 - g 2f
Hﬂ— 0 2 0 T Pl 0
2r -2 -2+
BXARE BTk BXAR ENIER BEXAEE BT
6r G 6r i or il
p=0.003 T p=0014 p=0014
4t 4 l 4t
2 a % T
E 2 & 2f E 2f
;@.% % :
g0 &0 g0
2t -2t 2F

BEXAR ETR

BEIAR ETR

XK ETR

Bl 3 400~600 ms A 8] B T AS [F] D488 X 18 SN B340 0% i
. EAIR 2SS 95% Cl, p (H4 FDR £ 1F

HIE A . B 3 7Rk 400~600 ms B [E] % T
A D4R X A 2 5 2 KT SO o
3.3 &MATF ERP K iEAIHE %

2O SO B AE B AR 0 R B B
400~600 ms K [E] 1T, PR FRATI X X — Asf ] 6 11
NI 8 SCRON AT OB AT ERP AR G434,
DU 3 R UEILER 22 AR ES bR A Sl 45 R &
B, HE K SO i UG AT 1R S N I 22
fEAGT L) ERP 22 5938 Z A7 AE 35 1Y 7 AH O (r
(26) = —0.52, p = 0.006, 95% CI = [-0.77, —0.25]),
FDR K IE & B3, p = 0.054, i MK 5Tk
SR 22 (M , ERP 25 52 % BOE (WL 4), R
I B A, TR . A SR X P T I 3 A G
KZ(r <10.29], ps > 0.15, FDR % 1EJ5 ps > 0.681).

4 g

AWFFER I BT 55, A ERP HOR%
T XREE BT DGR N Al b R B A2
HE RIS . AT NSRRI AT SRR N, (R

ZRPNEWV)

280 60 40 20 0 20 40 60
5  NI (ms)
El 4  400~600 ms i [] f O NAE G X008 A5 15
SCTG e 45 1 0] A B0 55 v AR 00 22 (8 5 % o 45 1R Y
ERP 08 25 (5 2 IR BYAH & . K (B s 5 5% 1) 2
jE.I‘— {E o

FEARTFAE L 53T . ERP 45 1 R WA 1E A S0
B ST O A A 11 1) 25 53 AR A B S HA ] S ) 1Y
400~600 ms HF[E] T FT N, FBE A5 454
e SUTCOR 5 NP MR BT IE s 3 PR O A A A
B RK SR B IIEAE 600~700 ms % TP HEL T
NG R ENES, RINE B KME TR
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FAF T PRBETE R, 7R EUHEE AT REIREE T
Z L H BRI,
41 ZEFBHHE

TERIR BRAT 55, A7 Wa RRVIAFEdEH
PRI & RO, X5 A DUE MRS R — 2
(Zhang & Zhu, 2016; Zhang et al., 2018), >ZfF T /it
SEPIBY BRI o kN 7 o B R TR e R A
T G R 22 [ U0 A s SR B ml Y, H ARl i E 02
TEIRNCIERERT B o8 iy, AUSUER X B AR 5007 A 3
BTG . A B S5 SRR DGE /) 15 RN A i
FEREE I S WG By B, IXGRIAE ST e 2R
—, AT AN (KT, % EIF, 2006;
Zhang & Zhu, 2016; Zhang et al., 2018)TE1T N $5 45
R IAE BRI 2 SRS, B, WL
398 B [ B 0 SOOI RN ) g A O B ) B R RO
TERS[A] P ANTFAE B & (Zhu et al., 2015; Zhu et al.,
2016). 11 A ERP (BT #0 & IAEDLE H 15 1L
P, TR SOOI RN ST Y, P Z (]
ANHEAEL AR, PSRN 43 5 8T K i 2 8s
250~450 ms Fl1 450~600 ms, M/E# H FARTETEE
B, FFE IS [ BOBORL Y T

AHIF 5T 45 R 5 SE A JE BE AR (2003) 1Y & BEAS
[F] o FEAE S5 A AIE I Hh 2 B A O 25 R T 1 SORH DG I
T F 0 kRS — AR, AN SOAH DG T
CET, TIF R, & E W E IS e E, I
H—ERIRAE, X aapolie it 7 RaRZ R i
SCPE 2 s m E E 44 R, RIEE SO A TR A T
AR 2 T Ak M TR B B, SRS 1A G
o WYL, TP Y O AL i 2
CEPIVIE SCRAE b, BN TSR nE SOEeE, 50
KM, X — 405 HbRmE <4 B EeSE E
THEMRAYTEFOCR, WA T HIEON . T
—AJREME, X W5 IF AN RE WA M 2R W DL 1 1 1A
77 A AR H AR I B0

AT RHEERA BRI, KA ERP FRIEN
FITE it A v DX F AR B BT A S AT AE A IR
PRV T 2 B\ RBOE AETE, RIYHEE 7T 6B 7E
Fisi R BA T 22 E O, ABAEAT A N BT
AR R o X AT AU L Z [ A — 3 S —
S HIEENC AR I 2 I BI(Cai et al., 2020;
Qu et al., 2012; Zhang & Damian, 2019), FKATIAN
X2 BT L R bR S B T AR L SN T, 1T SO
IR A At P A5 R B, 2352 31— R A Tl 72
M, BT A R R AT oA, Fe

AT ) T S 2 A DO R el A e R
HARZE IR EATSRORER T 22 v B 0 R U -

it TS U AT 55 A R HR DN 380 D038 H 3 1) 30 7™
Az bR HAR IR & s, (EREARIN 3 BN & b
I — 0, X R IR A vl H BRI
TS A DU Fe s, e DR & AR
XRS5 O A LI —3 DUE B4
AR BT 5 2 W ] 91 38 458 R %) 4 1 4 B B 22 1) S
SEHAER, o SCBOE FE R0 =2 18] T a] b i)
Z(Zhu et al., 2015; Zhu et al., 2016), 53EEA[F,
ENRR I 2R I1TE 5 A X A B B =2 (B A7 A 58 B
£ (Damian & Martin, 1999; Starreveld & La Heij,
1995, 1996), H.if LR A ) 90s JLF- o2 W] g 7
H: it (Dell’ Acqua et al., 2010).

DUTE FIED BRI 28 109 1 7= A 4 G 1k Sr
W I BB ORI A2 B OTE PR , 3xX R N BE
I A iy SORE i Z (] AR A 5 o AEDUE
RN A R b, o SORITEF Y 22 [B] Y BR 4h 9in i ]
REACSS, MIAE BN F il ORI 3 Z [ B Zs R
REACOR o AV A 5 e B A o R AR U S B AE O B
i) i b B SORH W I E S L T SO BX 2R R
Z ) IR 48 b FEhn T 4, 7 P — 3 T e
WA g5 b, Ry 4L, BE S AR T AT
TOSCHSG  IEFHRAM S . S RACH T 5 LR
K7, DAAsEIr U BTy, 45RO T 1E 14
A 4 X — 2 W DG RN 7 AR AR S TR i B T B
AT SCAAR 8O | TE 792 A B80T A ) A1 2500,
F W] OV R RN A AR R PR O T AR Y
FIAE R, HAEHE T Emmr 4 (UE: Zhang et al.,
2009; Zhang & Weekes, 2009; Zhao et al., 2012; &
1. Damian & Bowers, 2003), 7E35 r=4: i,
R R R TR R, WP H AR B T 4
5y ad f AR BOWIE (DUE : Qu et al., 2011;
Wang & Zhang, 2015; 9%ifi: Zhang & Damian, 2010).

AR A FIE R AT RE A IR R
WFRRE T, M55 REEH 5 & RE
(Zhou & Marslen-Wilson, 1999), JRUE L F ) 5%
WHETE—E L FHURIET, (HENFFIE MGG
Z A FF AR BB %% 1Y %) B K & (Zhou & Marslen-
Wilson, 2000), 4, IEFEZMIAT, H k& T L
SEAAN R (BN R FI<PR™); 1E T3 58 A AN A 197,
S HA] LAARALCE e R AP ) o T X AR A AR
R AR BT ORI 22 ] BB 2R L RCPAHIC
AT &, PR SO i TAEEE & X By M, 98



10 1N B

L

53 %

HHOM R R T @I (RER 2, 2003), XY
T SO Z R A ER S5 A B o X SERE AN 23
SR 7 Ak 3 2 (Zhu, et al., 2015, 2016), 1fij HXF
AV B s A e A S (R 4%, 2003), TR A
g A b, A48t 22 YO 7E O JHR B b B0 T
SCHIE S, TERL T8 5 I TR S M 4%, SRR
[ AOIBRES SR . EIRTE & R A A 20T AMT7E
R 09 R s SORN & 9 22 0] A4 10 45 5 B AR
6], WOE YRR EE WA [E], 3T AN R 1 1A
L AR

AW 5 At FH BRL 3R] B AT 55 28 48 D0 1 R TR
AR, X AR S5 A AU BEPRE R S Y —
Htk . HUHFER, XA B S 5
MR B brinl i 5, gl et e H AR i (Jost
et al., 2018), BFFE I\ i) S5 438 I Bt ] 5o S AR
Al RE 23 ME LUAR T 2 055 1 2 B RO LR
(Jescheniak et al., 2006). MtAb, 5T H BT T 5t
R B 24 Bk 24 g W], R T DUR TR RTE S
RIS BT T R (EBE, JRBRAR, 2003)1F =
S3e g AR HbRia h By, B T4 Z 0] i
WHESEE RS T AT NAS - FES
AR OL, FEORBTFE AR H BRI & 5 305 s
42 IENARHH N

FRATd ] B 1R BHIFAT: 55 A B T 1 SCAE R RN,
Iy o SOM 25T B0 B v AR 0 o e T
BT RFMN, X— KA O AR R 3
(Bloem & La Heij, 2003; Nararrete & Costa, 2009),
DU RE A B OS5 =
i BUE A AL BT AR RN, 33X — AR50 S 38 5 XL
R LI DI T A M R R A
(Christoffels et al., 2013; La Heij et al., 1996), ERP
() 45 5 R B aX — o F AR TE I S LS 1 400~
600 ms =[], X 55 2R T 1&] i 44 4% 55 19 H i e
PR RN o FE R R BT 55, BARIUR RS,
PR e rN RS, SRS RO A L A
FUORE B R TR], i LAARE &2 B SO R

B R A BHIEAT 55 1 ERP F5T 2380 4 2 1)
ICPEfR S AR, A R I B 55 5 45 10
WL = A4 i . Christoffels 45 (2013) B K K H
ERP $ AR % 5 Maf 22 18— TH 0L 5 B 18] B 5 Y B (1]
R, BEFE RN T IR B R B S SR R
“room” fE LI H IRy B (8], e 221 R
CORTLW)FBHRE Ty ) (— 3B BPR L 0k, i ®E
)P i, 4528 & IR S SCIm) AH 48 T 45

il 20 (ST S SCi)) B 2 B B B K, N400 I 1 B 17,
WF5E AR i T RDE 5 SR T iRl B B
SE g RN, A S 5 IR R AR 1Y ERP
BIE K, AW IE & B S 1 A 55T
400~600 ms R[] 147 1 P A4 38 0 50 o P984 L
T b B8 AR RO & A AERE &K, i
AEIRNE 18 e g B, A ik, Jost %5(2018)1Y
W58 HL B T BHRAT 55 RN BAE 7 A AT 55 & R A
fE557E 424~630 ms W [E] B 0T AF7E 25 55, AATTLA
i iy 44 T ) g 0 B B B R R O S %
(Indefrey & Levelt, 2004), AN ia] #1IAT 45
424~630 ms WEEE O F S RIS B 2L
) A I o X — 5T P R E A T — B R
S TIERIER TS TR BT 55, AR A SR
N H) ERP JIEAE 600 ms 244 LT 25, F5tE
AR I S B T P AN () ) E AT 55 E K T 1Y
MIES 5 RE, X — RS IR 5T k83—
B, BRATANEIEAT S b 424~630 ms B[] P9 A0 9%
T IR B Bl T 5% 5 ) 2 A 7 B ) M 0 o, 2 R 2 1Y) 13
MEEN T BB iZ R T iX — I El g H, miAE 600
ms Zif7. H R IR BT 55 A s R) AR A 5T
B, Hon T 5 sl e At R, 5 i)
7= A A 55 W B[R] R RSO LU I AN B, A3 DG B 1a]
B R 3 2 v 4% A DA T e AR A s ] s R T
— T

TESN RN ERP MR A OG0B b, FRATT &
P 5 X I 3 B TR 5 (p = 0.006)4: FDR £ 1E J5 i1
Z W E(p = 0.054), {HAEHJE Xk 2] LUWLI 5 2
NPT ERP %08 22 6] i 2ot a3, F7o0 il LA
PERSUS R, 400~600 ms Fsf [F] i 11 P Fi%) 222 S k7 s e
Ko MG 2 Hif SR B KL, dd . e, 2
J& ZAS DGR XN 22 SRR R, HS RO AR I Y
AT HN A TR ) 8 2 . AR AHIF 53 oK & 0 g
Ff R ERP % A7 76 B AH DG, (P45 & B n] IR 55
H R T P ST T 8 07 B 1 i iy 444 55 T AR
W% BRI 1, 20 Bloem 1 La Heij (2003) 52 5
3 AT R H AR IS TP S B A ] [ B
(stimulus onset asynchrony, SOA) % B 51w BT 55
H MR IR ) P L B R M T R R, T LA
FRATIGE 1] T2\ Ry 1 SRR OGRS SLTE 6 25 1
400~600 ms s [B] 7 11 Ay A3 35 o i b AE A2 A U
o FHETNC P42 1 ERP BFSEAR D, 52 Bk AT 0
Z 0] B R O A3 AT 45 A T 2 TR — 2B I F SR Bk

Zr b, PR BT 55 b S e R R,
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Z ], TS SR SO T3ROS, A T
PEIERLN o R, 7ESCTE BHE s DOE  fE v, R
B TE G AL 52 B T BB AR TE TS Y 22 RO,
AT AR Wow AR H BRI & F50E  DF5R
25 SR T D0E B R P A S A A ST R B B AR
AW o
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Abstract

A debatable issue between serial discrete models and interactive models is whether non-target lemmas
activate their phonological words in spoken word production. Serial discrete models assume that only target
lemma activates its corresponding phonological node to articulation, whereas interactive models assume that the
semantic and phonological nodes linked to multiple candidates are co-activated during the retrieval of target
word. Multiple phonological activation has been supported by evidences from alphabetic languages, but it
remains unknown whether this finding can be generalized to non-alphabetic languages. Therefore, the current
study aimed to investigate whether the not-to-be named pictures activate their phonological nodes in Chinese
spoken word production.

Using electrophysiological measures, the present study employed a word translation task in native Chinese
speakers with a high level of English proficiency. Thirty-two participants (13 males, average 22.94 years) were
presented with an English probe word and a context picture (semantically related or unrelated, phonologically
related or unrelated to target word) simultaneously. Eighty-six English probe words from CELEX database and
forty-three black and white line pictures from a standardized picture database in Chinese were chosen as stimuli.
Participants were asked to translate English probe words into Chinese as accurately and quickly as possible
while ignoring context pictures presented simultaneously.

Behavioral results showed a typical semantic facilitation effect, with faster translation latencies in the
semantically related condition than in the semantically unrelated condition. More importantly, phonological
overlap, which generally elicits priming in Indo-European languages, resulted in a null finding for Chinese
production. Electrophysiological results revealed that semantic relatedness induced significant effects of ERPs
after stimuli presentation: a widely distributed positivity in the 400- to 600-ms interval, while marginally
significant effects were observed for phonological relatedness in the time interval of 600~700 ms in the right
middle region. Furthermore, a negative correlation between the difference of translation latencies (semantically
related minus semantically unrelated) and the difference of mean amplitudes (semantically related minus
semantically unrelated) approached significance in the 400~600 ms time window in the middle posterior region,
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suggesting that more positive mean amplitudes were associated with shorter translation latencies.

Although speakers present a weak but reliable neural activation, we suggest that phonological overlap
between context pictures and target words had no impact on the translation processing in behavioral. That is, the
non-target lemma did not activate their phonological node, and multiple phonological activation was absent in
Chinese spoken production. Meanwhile, the semantic information of context pictures was indeed activated, and
according to the temporal course of word translation, the time window of 400~600 ms was estimated for
conceptual preparation when Chinese-English bilinguals completed a word translation task, although this
activation was not transmitted from semantic level to phonological level. Overall, the present findings support a
serial discrete model rather than an interactive model in Chinese spoken word production.

Key words spoken word production, multiple phonological activation, serial discrete models, interactive models



