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i, (A5 FEIESE RM2ER 3 . DHER, DUEZ ST R AL e U AU BE AT BE Bk T s i 5 —1E 5%
T, FIRVERCS B AL B B E R R, (HE SR AATIAR FTAL; 1 IE 01 g B DU v D 3 1) 2R 9 25—
SO, B KA SGa4 Sk, AEERSHF T McClelland 552735 42 H B“PAT 2040 I TAUR

KA MO RS S N400; el N40o
SES B84

1 515

[ Taft Fl Forster (1975) 8 5 & ¥ ik & i3 sh &0
DI, HORAH GRS MOMOE R, HEE LUT [a) @t B i
PETESE . RN Tt R XGEE (U0 : Grainger
& Ziegler, 2011)if &= ¥l IA (4 : Crepaldi, Rastle,
Coltheart, & Nickels, 2010) ., 3 X T4~ A R[] 4 H
W(tn . Feldman, O’Connor, & Martin, 2009)if J&7E
Je AN B BE(Un . Rastle, Davis, & New, 2004), 2
ST A B & A (s Taft, 2004) AR5 (4n -
Burani & Caramazza, 1987). 1EFik 515 XA &
= A R E shROW. (40 : Allen & Badecker, 1999;
Baayen, Milin, Durdevic, Hendrix, & Marelli, 2011;
Gonnerman, Seidenberg, & Andersen, 2007), A [f]
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Laudanna, Badecker F1 Caramazza (1989, 1992)
T SEHGE 1 R E T R0 A AT R S shie
#(SOA = 200 ms) F A&, =AMEHFIE R T 5%
PF [ 40 port-are (#57#)/port-e (I'1) 1 & 1E F LA
AR o A ATTHENT, X T BB R AR [ 6] T
[F IS 1 AT X B AN [l RAE,  F Ot i 2
Tz L nhZEHL I (Laudanna et al., 1992 346), Allen
& Badecker (1999)7E K1} j 27X (SOA = 250 ms)
FETVEBEA A RN 2 B, R T 40 : cerr-ar
(LH)/cerr-o (/) ] 30RO I AR IR T 1E 5240
L [ 4n: cerdo (JEP) ] 20, THERZMAFM [ 45iH
R XA MIEAR L, i cier-ra (M) ] [FFE
PR T AR A RN o Al AT R T, 1 R U
R TR 2% (lemma) Y R R AN TS TE S
A7), 1 AR FE TR A7 (lexeme) 1Y EAR FA4E i T (4K
TS5 (p. 121) [FEES ORERESE
i, IR SR R O SCRIRRAE, T TRl 45 K
HRMIES T A, AT 2% Kempen Fl
Hoenkamp (1987). Kempen FlI Huijbers (1983).
Levelt (1989) ],

BJE St 5 20 W, [R]E 1]) 400 1 280 0 7 e
FId Bt R shii s &7 5, Zhou, Marslen-Wilson,
Taft Fil Shu (1999, SC% DA, FIEIEZR N 457
— A EE KIS 3R (SOA = 200 ms) F i 3
BN, FIAEHEHE SR IR 23 (SOA = 57 ms / 57 ms)
T AR SO IS AR TR R R AR AR —4E
SOM L, [FIEIER &8 748 T [R)JE i) 4 i
BT o ABATTH AT, RS Sl E] AN R AT RES A T
A [) 538 B2 1) S8 A (FE AR [ DU Y A [ 1 SCERAE
ZIE]) (p.539) LA K B2l (76 2H iU 52 G ) 1 I 5 5 3
WZIE) (pp. 560-561). H1 TABATASEE BRI
WHIRDETE R, SRR CF R G EA A,
Badecker Fll Allen (2002)if i £ 375 0(SOA =
67 ms) FE & T Allen Fll Badecker (1999)f5Z5 .
WFFEIR BT R AR] T 58 Sh R o Al AT DA i 4
TEFERR hE=UT, [RJBE R Irins 17 240 L&
fEfEHE T B bR iR RN Tl 2 (p.132), I [FDIE
T TN AT BE S SR ROR S 5 BiE SGEEPLE . 7E
JASEWEFEH (N . Carreiras, Perdomo, & Meseguer,
2005; Laudanna, Voghera, & Gazzellini, 2002; Tsang
& Chen, 2010, 2013a, 2013b), W55k BT 24
() [R]85 2R A Zh R

BT W i /A = M H O, A — S

R R O B2 R (40 . Dominguez, Cuetos, &
Segui, 2002; Jarvikivi, Pyykkonen, & Niemi, 2009;
Tsang, Wong, Huang, & Chen, 2014), ERP/MEG i
2 A% F K (Dominguez, de Vega, & Barber, 2004;
Simon, Lewis, & Marantz, 2012; Wu, Tsang, Wong,
& Chen, 2016; Zou, Packard, Xia, Liu, & Shu, 2019)
K W PR R U A9 AT BE R (W] EF2 . Dominguez 5§
(2002) % T PU HEF T A1 R R B, AEHE iR 3hE =0
(SOA =32 ms / 64 ms) F, [EJEiaT 444 5H[HE
RN A T R S RN 5 N TE A I S B s
(SOA = 250 ms) FUAHIRITE 2= 450 . 1 SCARLZR A
PSR BN RONE, R I A5 R R0 P A T S RO -
AT Hy e HERT, FIARANERY SOA 3 Bl a] n] 68 7>
SR TR E AL B 51 GX =2 T e,
17 B T] PRI L N 12002 5 TR SCTE R I TE 0 A L
BN T Jarvikivi Z£(2009)3E T35 22 1B AR A B, 7EHE
I (SOA = 60 ms) T [FIEIE R &1 IR 21k K%
5 AR TR 2R SR AR TR 1 S5 R0 AR J8 SRR,
FE K 3T (SOA = 300 ms) FAUAH[RE Z 4 1F
P TR . 45 A RS A BTN,
WA T8 | R _E (Bottom-up) N T, &%
T 25 (Morph-based) By PR3 . [ 3l 1k 19 73 i Jin T,
M AEREFER A H M R (Top-down) il T, Iff Tsang
QO K I, TEMEMIE S5 (SOA = 40 ms) T
[FJE o 28 250 5 AR R0 3R S PR 7 28 T A T4
il 2 SR AN, HPE A % 22 5 (BT
TCHEM R B (SOA = 100 ms) LA K KA FER (SOA =
2000 ms s A% 5 2 BOFEAR, AU R TR 2R &A1
A T AR T I S A LA B TR o 3R AR 1 A AL
L, TS PR SRR A AA A B 22 5 AT
I, RS e U T AR R TS -IE Tk
AT, 100 ms LA 1RSS4 2 iR -
WSO O AT BE o AR M BE Rl b, Taft A
Nguyen-Hoan (2010), Xu I Taft (2014)3& T 5LiE [
AR T ay It oE, BT B TR SRR E A AR A,
NI I T R Al 9 9 2 T I B 8 —1E 5%
(Morpho-orthographic) 5 #& F 18] 4% 9 JE &5 — i X
(Morpho-semantic) ™ i Bt

1£ ERP/MEG 5% /7 1, Barber, Dominguez
de Vega (2002). Dominguez %5(2004)% /] Dominguez
4(2002)25 Lz it, FERETE 3hE(SOA = 250 ms /
300 ms) F&E, [FIEHTS5MHRERZMAE 250 ms
ZHTPIEHEAE S, (BAEMS [RIE 3 T 25 A8 15
TR IFAE 450 ms Aoy i BLUR 0, IiAH [R1TE R S60F
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MERAE 18 0 . FP S EAE 250~350 ms B 1 1%
HRFEES, HIE 350~650 ms W& AT T 44
HEARTRIE R S G A AT RN IA Sy, S]]
AT LIS A B BE . 76 250~350 ms SAial i T
BB, 1MAE 350 ms Z )5 WA 5500 TR B 1l Wu
5 (2016) M ZEHER S 21 x(SOA = 53 ms) N AL,
[ 5 2R 5 A (A5 2R S5 R 7 A2 T R T 45 1l 4%
PR P200 (150~250 ms) SR, 0] 2%R
A2, PR IIEAE 250~300 ms 45T
UL B, 7E N400 (250~500 ms)Asf 7 A fAH ]
RS B2 WA hAN, 50 ms B8 0 i
71 e I 2 AR H BRLAE 400~500 ms (i X 5 #K), i
[FIEIER . 18 AR SO0 AS 2 o AT e
HR P& Taft F1 Nguyen-Hoan (2010) A4 i) 45 i1 T A% 71 )
Wr 150~250 ms KNI E-EFEM T H B, m
250~500 ms W AIEE-1E UM TR B, 1Lk, Simon
Z£(2012)K I MEG #%% . Zou %(2019)7EHT 5 15 5]
TR T WH & IAE 300~450 ms oAy ] BEFEAEIEF
B 518 SO TR 53 8
FRMRIAE S E S SEL, BRT2EF
T SRR, EALATRES S T B s 10
T 7 A2 HIHE (199 ) 1E KIS 317 (SOA =
150 ms) F &P, &HFEn: P, FRTdEn: 0.
FICALFAN . ) = Fp R A T FE N EHF
M Ja shisl (. i) #7478 8h80% . Tan Fl
Perfetti (1999, SZ88 2)il i 545 £ 3 F R AR B
HF 8 B BFEA B W
W, BFIEEHN jiand/xiand) . BF B &M
(n: HEHMBFEA—BEEMAA: KE, BFEE
4334 zhongd/chongd), WFFE &P, iEa A—EL
PR He g i S OB B B (B . B E A— 3
2453 5118 22 ms, 28 ms), {HFFFEEE A — A&
ZIBA 3 25 5 . AT AR, $OX7EDGER
Al PN AR X R DU R LA BB
J&, X AL T T el R A B AR BTN U
118 2 228 5 B 00 o TEU 31 T 8 2 BTG H i o g
BRI AYIE R o T Liu, Zhang F1 Liu (2017)% 1
W X 38 4] 0 Tk B, A )/ SO ]
ZACan s e /zhang3) 4 5 A [R] /8 AN [R) (4
K K /chang2) . ¥ 0 A [A] /8 AR (4n . s
fyuan2) . AN [E/E CAAE (A0 BE K /mud) 5%
FEBH L P200 (280~380 ms)IE SRR N ; A, b
R 4 Fh 5 ETE N40O (400~550 ms)RON b AR 145,
B LA [/ SCAS R R S5 5 Al = Fh 25 A LU 7E

N400 % i b 5 25 5 4 1 £ M 0 1E ik (LPS) Y
600~700 ms Wi L, & 6740 R /AE SOR RS A4EAH L
B AL AR [F] /38 SCHR [R] 4% 1 7 AR 3G SR 0N . fH7E
750~800 ms I B b, £ 5AFZ 8]0 i & 22 5 o A AT]
FH L AE T P200 28007 AT g5 & A0 T A7 3¢, N400 2
I T e 5 LT (5 B G o B Y i SO DR LA G
(EL¥5 0245 BOAT RE IR 7 38 SCA B0, 1 i 30 1F ik
14 565 — B 2 D00 1T fi e AT {5 8 3 5 ek AR v A o
SRS FE . 1M Zhang 45£(2017)K ] Liu 5£(2017)
RN B BETE, 3 FIREIE T CRH Z R FE X
S3HT, MVPA), & BLTE P200. N400. LPS A [H] ]
T UIRE S AT B o B AR T s, [FIEEEATTAE
ki DX 23 (] 43 A A Bl AN TR], 1 P200, N400 A AJ
RES5 &AM T4 %,

SR T OUE FE B R R 450 I A 2 4
—3., Zhou (1999, S 4) &P, TeHEia shil
K (SOA =57 ms) FRJE S HiER (N : EE-FHi).
[ & i 2 (n . S m - a) . Jo R A
Y -E i) [WJF o 22 S, TR R E shit sk
(SOA = 200 ms) MY [FAJE & 15 E 2 F AT P A
P A A AR A RN o AT R, DURR S
1) H LS ) AV I AN 23 ST R ) T A 1 SCI Jin
T, HESIEFEENE, A e a2
HPUE S ARSI T . 1 Zou, Desroches, Liu, Xia
F1 Shu (2012)FE F Wz iR 51N Ty (SOA = 150
ms)&K B, FIESHEERA: KK S5HEER
Can: mAL/E AL A RIEAE 450 ms 224 IR
B, HAE N400 DAy 2R, 1A, &M
(i KTIEPE T DAAERY N40O 95 04 H B 8] A ¥
BLAS[R (U gty /PR 53 SR AR SE R 50 ms 2047 (4351
49 529.43 ms, 475.86 ms), IRZEIREIAEM, T
WML R KR ET, XTHAE
BRI S TAR AR A 2.

Li kA, BT /ERWHFEFEIE T a4
WS 5 226 B AN [T SCalE L fE B, LAY
AT DA S0E ik a8 L E 3, 0] IR R
RN T 121 0 1 7 R el N P N i R S
P S0 TSR, U R4 — i SR A5 1 (Taft,
1994, 2004; Taft & Nguyen-Hoan, 2010; Xu & Taft,
2014), HIENC AR (Giraudo & Grainger, 2001, 2003) .
FIE—i8 XA R (Crepaldi et al., 2010; Meunier &
Longtin, 2007; Rastle & Davis, 2008; Rastle et al.,
2004) . B -IEF R/ E - LIRS B
(Beyersmann, Coltheart, & Castles, 2012; Beyersmann,
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lakimova, Ziegler, & Colé, 2014; Diependacle,
Sandra, & Grainger, 2005, 2009)5%F-17 434F il T A%
T (Gonnerman et al., 2007; McClelland & Rumelhart,
1981; Plaut & Booth, 2000; Seidenberg & McClelland,
1989), JRAI15LASHIE

{HB 3 Ry sty g, AR R R — B
TG TR, A PR AR [E BB Y
XXy TIEFESHE L BN 5HE L, MARA
WEAL EF RS L =G b kAT
FEE, MIARYEDUE SO R G MARR R A5, X AT DS
TUOHE AW RIS 2Ok S8 [AIE R R DG
52 41 i 72 7E] 4 Liu, Shu #1 Li (2007)B958 1,
DUBH BT 2423 A, HP R 65% M9 F%
A 2~5 DES], B LA X 53 (R 6] & i
# (Homophonic Homographic Morpheme)5[FJE 7
18 % (Heterophonic Homographic Morpheme)|[ 401 :
“PERY . “MED AR T AEVE Z hdE 23 31y [R)TE
A &EIER . FEREER L & T LIRS EGR, &
e

(1) HHAERRESE TIUEE AW IR
SN GnREDE R & ALE BORBEGSE, [A]
AT LG P (FSORSITIDI 2 R b - Y L
an: YESH#ER S 7= 25l Dominguez 55 (2004)HF 5%
rh ) [ T 2R R R0 0T an SR R I R b AL
FEBOHTE, IR AU FTE R & 5 R SR A9 27
A PR R RO, IR S8 o 3R A AR 2
77 HE AL A B8O

(2) EAE BT Z 5 T B U T
IR P200 o3 3RAE 7 AL, WA —3 ok
PRRDE 5 & W R A 0F | 40 A AR T8 AL — 2
ZAF (PR A5 i 2R 2 . MRS 3R 450 7E P200

fE 200 ms 2247 o MiHIWT S A0 T2 RS 505 —
ANH A T HE (AR U2 < (6] 3 2R 400 o 2680 1 7 ]
L S

(3) JEA-IEFEIN T H5EAAE N TG 1E
N400 XABFE &S E? EFRIERE . FER
B S R AR Tk LR e MR, A IETR
H5iEUINTAE N400 EA47E, —HTERI N400
B b TG 3 25 5, (BRI N400 sy L aH
FEANTA]; AR = F AR kAR, W EATE N400
By R TG 2 S ST 5 R UL X IE
TR SO TS A A R TR B T, fE B -
I AF AT 2538 7R T [R] st X6 A T BRI

2 Sy 1 PUBE A Y
11 oAt

21 A&
2.1.1  #iR

B R 25 BAERARIA, LA 19 %4, A 6
%4, YIRS 22.5 %, bRifE2EN 1.07 % . AN
FHAF, WA SEFIER I IER, IR S g 2
SEHS S AR PR R R R R HA R,
FA R Aty N, BERS VbR HER 1S, ToAT T
HE B RS . 7RSSR AT B A R A, H
AF— 2
2.1.2 TWRIT SR

SR B R R A A N (LR 1),
Ja BN B A i o R R R R (+O-P-S, n: fE
iy, RIE A& +O+P-S, . fE&). HH[FE
H(+O+P+S, i YEVF) L B fa il 44 (—O—P-S, -
WA, HbRiaAHFE . PEmE), REF AR 48
4, H£ 192 H, mRlfEEm , e _E#H T T VLR (ps >

WA P L T MW E S AN T B 0.05), BABIFERR 192 4.
Fz1 KRB RFERER
- +0-P-S +O+P-S +O+P+S ~-0-P-S H Fin]
(= ER (353 WA P
R 1] 1) A 2.85(0.41) 2.84 (0.48) 2.88 (0.44) 2.93(0.38) 2.87 (0.47)
HSF 5.31 (0.59) 5.31 (0.59) 5.31(0.59) 4.50 (0.73) 5.31 (0.59)
B0 4.98 (0.84) 4.90 (0.69) 4.97 (0.67) 4.55 (0.88) 4.81 (0.88)
FeiF 2 m 16 (4.7) 16 (4.6) 17 (4.1) 17 (4.3) 16 (4.1)
HYED 8.15 (3.33) 8.15 (3.33) 8.15 (3.33) 8.26 (3.1) 8.15 (3.33)
A i 7.78 (3.24) 8.33 (3.02) 8.61 (2.6) 9.07 (3.1) 8.30 (2.5)
T SCARARLBE 1.87 (1.05) 1.99 (1.11) 4.58 (0.71) 1.19 (0.53) /
B AR EE 0.07 (0.25) 0.95 (0.22) 0.96 (0.18) 0.00 (0.00) /

TE: 455 WEEDVAREZE, T2 Log sREES: .
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SABL A DURZ G UM A )RR . kT RDE 1R R 947 0 5 ERP IEHE 117

PRSI AR T SO A XA, TESEER
52 85 BT SR iR 5 H AR IR Y ST SO AR
BE(I~5 SRpedrit ) B A R B (=) AT
FE o TEE ORI b, AR 2R 505 Hopl 2R
FAAERFEIES, ps < 0.05; TEFNAMFEEE L, [
555 R Z A A7 AR 5 22 5%, ps < 0.05

SEEMARHERL T 5 A8 A3 4 A XA o A X
AL A SEg o5, JEEAT DR B BLT 1, o iRt
PRSI B 3 E LA b, HAAXHPHET 3
HE NI FER R
2,13 SREIEF

KH E-prime (2.0)Zw#2, #id &I TENVRIK
P B RE Ay ik G B4l A SR (DL TP 2 B 25
A, EEO ARG, 5 Shin S B AR R AN [R5
WE5F5: BEERF AR, 750 40 B
HFR A SRR, 75 42 85

AWFFER ARG IR (1) Zhou 55
(1999). Feldman, Kosti¢, Gvozdenovi¢, O’Connor /I
Martin (2012). Tsang %:(2014)%52: % #N N, R
e L SOA KT 100 ms B, BT #5151
10 L1013 R B 32 SR TN T AR 5205 (2) Forster (1998)
Wy, ST, BT LI R 58 4
H L e i — 815 (p.229); (3)JERITAICHTSE
HBR T RS LA 53 B Rl U Y LA e

BB

SOA FZ&WiE N 47 ms, NP L5
Jashin, AW SESERii s, M E T
TIHER S 5 W, JFAE TS50 h AT 3 S R A S

BT (LE DIE . b b e 2
FL471000 ms, AR5 S PURTHE# (###)500 ms, %5
EIE FhiA 47 ms, SRJ5 2 BUS HER (###)20 ms, 4k
M5t 30 ms, P23 HARIA 2000 ms S5 p
BERCNE . WRPGRTE 2 s NIA M OB,
Al g, HAC RN o ik B UK H 00 3
(1) 0 1) o Ay 31 5 L, 3k A SR sk B By, e i
P BB itter) 0~2 s,

SCES 1SRRI 55, ZoRe A R H
Frinl i, BT S o A T . FTiRlE <P, (R
TR, AT AR R AT S A 2
BB, PR AR LR . B LRAT
40 735,

2.14 HUELES5HH

EBARS I AT, KwmEdEh 3 MrfEEZ
SN I EE (T 2%) . ] SPSS 20.0 #TE R
=y 225087, fELER R Greenhouse-Geisser
FEIE, IF7E RO FE BT 51T Bonferroni K 1E o
22 HREHH

15 R S50 52 7 Ff 5 A SR L 3% 2

TERVIET b, Ja shZ8RI 400 B 3%, FG3, 72) =

Fixation
1000 ms Mask
500 ms Pri
e rime
. 47 ms Mask
20 ms
H## Blank
— ris 20 ms Target
B 2000 ms
YEm
Bl S8 1 mRER
#x2 TREBHEERN RN FERE
Ja B A Acc 95% CI a3
+O—-P-S 0.96 605 (11) 583, 628 36
+0+P-S 0.96 613 (10) 593, 634 28
+0O+P+S 0.97 601 (9) 583, 619 40
-0-P-S 0.95 641 (9) 623, 660

T &5 WORIRERR 22
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23.82, p<0.001, fii n2 = 0.498, %I Cohen (1988)
AR, 78 n? = 0.01 B B INRCRE, T n? =
0.06 B LA T Ay i A5 R B (O RCRBE, 1T = 0.14 8§
DL R R R R . e rT L, sl 2R 325k
NI . E—2 T R, S¥E il R
b, =AERFRE SN B, F(1, 24) =
66.78 / 18.68 / 51.62; ps < 0.001; i 5 [FJE [Al 5 i&
K (HO+P-S) 55 A E, AHIFIIE 2 (+O+P+S) &1 1Y
SRRV B3, F(1, 24) = 8.92, p=0.006, 1M [7]JE 5
IR (FO-P-S)5 M AR 8 ms, HIFA W3 (p >
0.1), =FEZRE SR, MFESARK, [FIER
B RN, B & &M E . fEERR L,
SR RN AN B, FIEFEE R SHAEER
F LR W N T

SEES 1 SRR R AU RDE R 2R 5
AEXE A [ 1 28 25 A 77 AE IR0 o Zhou 45(1999)
FEFEW G a0 & B RUES JR CHLE 5 b i 8
A5 AW I B R 6] 1 R S5 R)D, A s
KEMRT = 563 ms)HXTFIRIE[EFH1E R FRT =
583 ms)J3 SRV P 20 ms, 1 Tsang 55(2014)7E
TCHEM S I (SOA = 40 ms)H IR & IAH ) IE &
S0 S AN 3 T R o 3R A M (R R ZE e T
KPR MBMLER) . L 1 G5RANEUE T /e h
WFFEZEF, FFakimi R I 58 ii R AR
SIEB AR % Y o= (VRE il G VA s (R 3
B RS i e & LR TR R T ik 22 52,
A B S5 T R e iR gl .

SEES 1 ZERA R A TR S, S RE
RN T IR sy o XA . i)
1y IR B TR KR T, i UE B IF R
S5 (BRI RIE S R 5008 SR B 2 55
TR 5, HAEFRIE IR 2 5 b o
TR o AN BRI A S G B AN Taft 2R AE

Fixation
1000 ms Mask
500 ms Prime
47 ms Mask
+
4 u 20 ms
=0
Hi#

AL 53— i) 28 R e 7 B G R, (A T
TR REIN T, T I 2 S A
AT R IS0 S5 0 ] O
R, FLFGE— 1 245 5 5 B B3 TS0
%, S 2 ARG AR R SR

30 SEEY 2. PUEKE S R A Y
ERP HF5%

3.1 REWHZE
3.1 #ik

25 BRSNS 1 SIS M TEA A B A
B AES AR LR, &4 19 N, BA 6 A, F
YIS 241 %, bRifEZE R 112 % HABFSEE 1,
3.1.2 ZWEIT5STEMR

T SRR 2 1, HK 2 3T
1 WIS RAIBR T 558 WA HbRia), BMY
5% 46 LB BHOETTH > 88%).
313 XRIERF

SEH N, B A 7R B RO R4 0 TRl A
BT ENLE R B RE 29k 80 em. R4 ik HL £k
ICSRTTE, S8 2 6 H bR iA SBR[ 1 2000 ms 2
FEE 500 ms+255E 700 ms +EF? 7 (LE 2).
AR 525 1,

SEEAT 55 U N & FIWTATE 55 . Zhou 4§(1999)
R P T 0 DT A 5 v i e o g g S T RE
SR R S DR, AT BB TR SO T, i LS
55 1 PSS RNEE, —RE R FAFRN 0] g5z 2
SUINT R REMR o Sy kit G 5 o P e B S N A 52, A
W5 Z% Federmeier 52734 I R YIMFFE(UN: Laszlo&
Federmeier, 2007), W4T 55 oy BAB A 24 FIWHA T 55 -
BORBAAAO N4 (0= B3 H br e By Jase A 7
FERE N, 1T 22 At 3] L AR DR A 46 41N
LR T RIS R, A LIRLYT 1 /N,

Blank
30 ms Target

500 ms Blank

700 ms Response
Ve 1500 ms

?

K2 S8 2wk
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3.1.4 REIZRELE

{fi | Brain Product 2y &) 4 7= (Y 64 SR HLiC 5%
SHFRLE(10-20 R%), FCz Bl NS %, RiAiEHD,
FHPLRE 2 5 kQo AKFHR AL B T 22 R AMIRAS 2 em, T
BEIREAEAIRIET 2 cm. RAEMAR 500 Hz, 478§
% 0.01~100 Hz.

KM BP Analyzer (2.1)51F 8285 M A4b F %L
W o 75 r G S U HE 2L 5 (TP9 . TP1O)YMH, ¥
WL YL 0.01~30 Hz, ICA i BISIBRIR A, [ shHERR
PEIE+E80 wV A fiki fL B3, HARFIIET 100 ms Ay 3k
2, BIFH 1000 ms. K54 EEG Bl 540 &
TN, IR AR A B e B A S T Y
W
3.1.5 HEERLESESR

KRz AR 15 AN IX s ZEMIAIX(F3, FS,

F7) . ZeA % i g [X(FC3, FC5, FT7) ., Z& i Y [X(C3,

C5, T7). ZEMIH T IX (CP3, CPS, TP7) . Ze Ml 15 X (P3,
P5, P7); R HIIK (F1, Fz, F2). W%t v X (FCI,
FCz, FC2), FLFRIX(CI, Cz, C2)., FLPTIIX
(CP1, CPz, CP2). TR IX (P1, Pz, P2); A%l
(F4, F6, F8). A%+ U [X (FC4, FC6, FT8). A5
H L [X(C4, C6, T8). #ifll I IX (CP4, CP6, TPS).

FHMTR X (P4, P6, P8) (ULIKI 3), XJ £ HLH /) X -1
JEHERT B HEAT 408 sh2EH) < 3CKER: Z/h/A) <

—6]
—41
_25

S(AFIK s A4 /v e/ T/ TO0) B A0 Ay 2
ot HABIRSEE 1.

ACRONC ) &
@'Ei salh- i EI
5 arp Epi‘! F.: "I’i:’: pa P:Eﬂ

M... ""ﬂ;'!

oy

\_J {04} 'o"

"‘H—ﬂ.r-""/

K3 geitatrh e X

32 MIRER

R EL (UL IE 4 B 5 & 6)n] LAABE, 7
120~540 ms A [H] % 1 [F)JE [l & (+O+P—S) 2 A4 AE fin
T HA(280~400 ms)-5 ¥ il S5 140 Lo A BA 19 ) 3
O, TAEF ] (120~220 ms). Wil (430~540 ms)

HILFS5#H &M ES . AR ik =0
BORAHT P2, FLHH N400 580 N400, Siitfssh

IR 3,

21 200 400 600 800

— RS

— AR
— MR
— IR

Kl 4 AKIEJA 3258 ERP R Huis
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TE 120~220 ms W, JA sh2E A ER00 i 3,
F(3, 72) = 3.48, p = 0.026, fii n* = 0.127; ZrIX xJ3
S Z AR BE, F(12, 288) = 2.62, p =
0.048, fii n2 = 0.098; FERx/3 X >3 shZM =FH 1Y

6 Cz

— RS
— R
-4 — AR
— PR

K5 e Cz Ul ANIRR S8 ERP P HER

Early-N400
A\

/ N\ / s’
//
Late-N400 \ . fg \ \
N \ 2\

~

-3 uv ouv 3uv
El 6 ARNEBIEMHT B E R HE F i
H: 2% Dominguez 55(2004)552¢E W5, R T 4l 5&MF-
Jashé

Fz 3 P200. FHIN400. MHA N400 D FHITERBER

y . . L . 95% CI
L4 A (s OBEFHER  EHI-T) p fi ’
TR R
+0-P-S -0.686 0.065 -1.4 0.029
rOTPeS O+P+S 0.685" 0.014 1.264 0.10
N +O+P+ —0.685 ) -1 -0.107
Rk Firp X -
Co-ps +0-P-S -0.704 0.038 -1.381 -0.028
P200 +O+P+S -0.704" 0.049 -1.406 -0.002
+0-P-S -1.041" 0.000 -1.619 -0.462
‘ +O+P-S X
gk, X +O+P+S -0.589 0.022 -1.116 -0.063
-0-P-S +0-P-S -1.078" 0.002 -1.831 -0.325
+0-P-S -0.923" 0.027 -1.772 -0.075
gk HAIX -0-P-S +O+P-8 -0.973" 0.049 —-1.943 -0.003
+O+P+S -1.156" 0.002 -1.959 -0.353
+0-P-S -1.066" 0.025 -2.035 -0.098
gk Birpgex -0-P-S +0+P-S -0.952 0.05 -1.905 0.001
L +O+P+S -1.338" 0.003 -2.292 -0.383
N400 +0O+P-S +0-P-S -0.581" 0.027 -1.113 -0.048
. +0-P-S -1.474" 0.002 —-2.483 -0.464
thek. X X
-0-P-S +0+P-S -0.893 0.039 -1.753 -0.033
+O+P+S -1.129" 0.013 -2.075 -0.183
. e X +O+P-S +0-P-8 —-0.588" 0.049 -1.174 -0.001
. e X +O+P-S +0-P-S -0.617" 0.02 -1.162 -0.072
Higk . Hirp X +O+P-S +O+P+S -1.073" 0.003 -1.832 -0.314
+0-P— -0.948" 0.002 -1.609 -0.28
sk, i +O+P-S oFs Al ’
+O+P+S -1.125 0.000 -1.774 -0.476
+0-P-S -0.712" 0.047 -1.418 -0.006
rOrPeS O+P+S 1.010" 0.001 1.64 0.3
+O+P+ -1 ) -1.645 -0.375
i ks TRX i
N400 Cops +0-P-S -1.015 0.049 -2.028 -0.003
+O+P+S -1.313" 0.014 -2.421 -0.205
. +0-P-S -1.067" 0.02 -2.007 -0.127
gk, TX +0+P-S .
+O+P+S -1.178 0.000 —1.888 -0.468
. X +O+P-S +0-P-S -0.692" 0.048 -1.381 -0.003

T *RUISEZEMER, p<0.05,
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THAEM B E, F(24, 576) =2.51, p=0.022, i n2 =
0.095, DI ERURSARIRBNHAELL L

Lot R, S &AMELL, FES
B AR SR A T 2 A X (0.704 pV, p =
0.038; 0.704 uV, p = 0.049)5| % P200 5%, [A]
oS85 SR e P 2 L 1X(1.078 pV, p < 0.001)7™
A EONE, T R TR 45 R DL 8 3 (p > 0.1);
SR &AL, [RS8 . AR &5 A
FR 2R A% UL [X.(0.686 wV, p = 0.065, HIBREN;
0.685 pV, p=0.014), 1 UIX(1.041 pV, p < 0.001;
0.589 nV, p = 0.022)77 4 P200 &SRR o Fh AT I,
TE P2 B4y b, DB R S Sl S5 30 R ik,
T 7E F 2 18 5 v e IX R e X5 53 AR PR E 2R 4%
B B ANTH o
3.2.2 B Hi N400 &

1E 280~400 ms I, JA shZEALAY ER0N 2 3,
F(3, 72) = 3.77, p = 0.024, fi 02 = 0.136; F3k=x)3
BIEBINAZ HEAEN B3, F6, 144) = 5.0, p = 0.001,
T m> = 0.172; 43X <5 a2 AU A 52 BAE ] W 3%,
F(12, 288) = 7.56, p < 0.001, fii 0 = 0.239; FEkx
A3 X sl 2B = 35 1) 38 EAE FHAEAE 11 B 3 3 38500
F(24, 576) = 1.92, p=0.059, fii n2=0.074. LI %%
R AR A EEOR

H— Lt K, SEE&MAMELTL, FE S
B [FIE R AR TR 2% 0 43 S A v 2k Y i A IX
(0.923 pV, p = 0.027; 0.973 pV, p = 0.049; 1.156 pV,
p=0.002), i X (1.066 uV, p=0.025; 0.952 nV,
p=0.05; 1.338 uV, p=0.003), R [X(1.474 pV, p=
0.002; 0.893 uV, p=0.039; 1.129 pV, p = 0.013)#} =
AT N400 JashRy; 5 RDE RIS A e, AR
[ JE 5 & & A 4 i L 1X(0.581 pv, p =
0.027) . A5 MY 9 [X.(0.588 uV, p = 0.049) , 45 il
L 1X(0.617 pV, p = 0.02)7 A= B K AY SR 3%
(B 4. & 5), MFESHEARLEE@P > 0.7). Likss
B, 7 N400 iy b, —MERFMNS
FERI AN, 10 [RDE R 2570 A 40 g DX
I AR SRR ST i, 5 [RE Sl A AE
TEAA]
3.2.3  E:EA N400 X5

1E 430~540 ms I, JA sh2EBIAY ER00 2 3,
F(3, 72) = 3.31, p = 0.039, fi 02 = 0.121; Fk=x)3
BIEBNAZ HEAE B3, F(6, 144) =3.91, p=0.008,
i m? = 0.14; 43 X xJg S 2R A28 B AE AN - 2
F(12, 288) = 1.23, p = 0.3, fii n2 = 0.049; kEkx4p

X xJg sh2R R = FH WL HAEF B E, FQ4, 576) =
2.65,p=0.009, fii n2>=0.099, BR>IX x5 shZEmfY
ZHAEASE, DA bR G R A el R .

o kI, SERAEMELL, FIER
S M SR Z A TLX 742 N400 J5 3hAk
JE(1.015 pV, p=0.049; 1.313 pV, p = 0.014), i [d]
T IRl & 2R W 3 (p > 0.1); 5 RDERIE 4404
o, [FE 5 & 5 40 [ 55 0 53 30 e v b e X
(0.948 nV, p=0.002; 1.125 pV, p < 0.001), LT
[X(0.712 pV, p=0.047; 1.01 uV, p<0.001). HLETHX
(1.067 pV, p=0.02; 1.178 pV, p < 0.001)7 4 N400
Ja SN . BLA, [FIE S5 8 SRl AE A i rp e [X
(0.692 uV, p=0.048) . HH[F] &7 2 A5 e X
(1.073 pv, p=0.003)7=42KLE shln; . Likgh
R, FEWEI N400 By b, B[RS &0 5%
il ST ik, 5 A P RS R SR T 4
T DX B3 25 S B

4 BAESHE

SCHY 1 500 2 ARG R R, SMIER
SR RER T4 1) 2 AR A A 8 25 T 2R Sl 80
AW ST 45 R AR R T DUE R G AR & 51
I T RE5E, X5 R E N AMR ZF 45 1R 5L
A—E (N : Amenta & Crepaldi, 2012; Crepaldi et al.,
2010; Ford, Davis, & Marslen-Wilson, 2010;
Marslen-Wilson, Tyler, Waksler, & Older, 1994; Zhou
et al., 1999; BREE, ZHiHEE, 2001; BREME, Eor
B, R, 2003; 5KIETT, B ET7, 2004). DLRA
WEFE T I [P AT 18— 8 .

41 FUFEES5HRMAITIRAANMT

ARWFFEAR BRRI] . FERON B, FIE &
SR & S BRI W 22 %, (HHTE P2
(P& g X/ g X)) B N400 (R g X
A R /g X) . BRI N400 (R b X/
HT X /TR A h e D) FARH IR 2 22 5 0 A
WEK, [FIE S8 2R Tl 72 5 W R 250
B AR, S AH ) 25 A S o . 2T R [FE
F A5 AR TR 25 A 1Y 22 S AARTE T D0 25 17 1Y 15
FREE 2SS BT AHE, FiRBFsE g R A mER Y,
R 7E B ml i ML s PO A b, & AR Bl AR
PIVEIE o B4, FER T N40OCH s v e X)), [RE
i) & A5 (R S i SR A AF AR 22 5, TS5 A F) SRR 1
ZRIFARE . BT REHIIEE &G A T2
WA I, ABEFENN A & MG B2 5DUER
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52 %

Gl s B AL T i — 2P A UE R

HAFRER A, ATAERDE [ & 454 i
[FJE 18 2 IR . SeRi gk, AH I A e T/
W WOE T T R A R IR o SCERAE, R 5
BRGNP VT E£E . Barber 5£(2002) . Dominguez
4#(2004). Wu %£(2016)9 ERP #F5T L & Simon 5§
(2012) MEG #F5E# & BLIRDE [] & 5 AR R 45 447
I A 250~350 ms J7 B4R, MM INTE R
1 N400 (280~400 ms)_| & B IS 435S o b s, [H]
TR S5 HA P Fh B 2R 25 FE ] N400 [ Hff
SEAFFEZER, AT LAEDAIE LR HERT . 13 T R B
(WL RT Af# B Tan Al Perfetti (1999). Liu %
(2017) . Zhang % (2017)% 2434 it & LA DUE 25
EE TR . MFEFIEM 2SS, SH T T
TEr T, WOE T IR A AN RN SCRAE,
T ik T 1 S A o ARAE BT 43 B 08 LR 1] |,
AR RS IE—E. AR REY], [F
JE T35 5 AR 26 R AE P200 FEVHBLE & 25,
XEARYE Liu %(2017). Zou Z(2019)%5 T AR,
N5 AR A5 IR 05, LT IR TGk a7 5 LA
[l 18 SCRAE IR0 R i B o

AR &I, [FIE 58 54 R & HE P2,
SR N400 RERR LR E 2R, XS
ZouZE(2012) 45 - —%, HH 5 Zhou 25(1999, 5
By )T I N B IS 2516 (K B i 33 =) M

MR E, — A BHEWR R . E s
BN, I S& 5 YA & S A HEOs 2h i
KRG KEHE she =T 8 THLE T 687 Fr A . [H)
T (R & 25 A B 400 i 5800z P Be 5 19 A (]98] T /3 2R P
PSRN SCRAE Z [ A 55 4, DRI JC I8 AE HE K
oK R SR ER AT DA aR B i [ S A%
A 40 o 2500z U AT R R A B B3 KR gkl
TIRBEHIAN A, PTXE LA FEFE R T g3, (2
Y F A R A 7E P200 EIOEE SR A—2L, H
[FE 5 29T BRI SRR 2D, B HEW T 75
PRI T 1A A 56 o
42 EBNEES P2, N400

HAAE B AREE S P2, N400 H8HRE X
IR G SERTCT P2 BN EHLTI AR Ui dr &=, 43531
WA E AT RE S 1IE 5475 & 7N T.(Beyersmann et al.,
2014; Liu et al., 2017; Liu, Perfetti, Hart, 2003; Liu,
Jin, Qing, & Wang, 2011; Meng, Jian, Shu, Tian, &
Zhou, 2008; Morris, Frank, Grainger, & Holcomb,
2007) . Y5 /LT 5501 A VCEL sl M (Lee et al.,

2007; Sereno, Rayner & Posner, 1998). H#ria A4
O HWHE . 3R ME (Chen, Liu, Wang, Peng, &
Perfetti, 2007; Kong et al., 2010; Sereno et al., 1998;
Zhang, Zhang, & Kong, 2009) . 7 FF & A9 [F] & 514
(Zhou, Fong, Minett, Peng, & Wang, 2014)al (i &
(Su, Mak, Cheung, & Law, 2012) . ia i i T
(Carreiras et al., 2005; Dambacher, Kliegl, Hofmann,
& Jacobs, 2006; Martin, Kaine, & Kirby, 2006;
Meyler & Breznitz, 2005). —i52% 2] & i SO T
f£4% (Landi & Perfetti, 2007)%5:4 )¢, ASHF5 W 7E
120~220 ms B} | 3k Bz & B & B T — M T i
AL A IR U X P2 Ay . ARSI ST YD TE
K52 UER, 78 P2 b, FIERE S5
FMILFAFAEZD, HEE EIRA R 2 i 56
5B SARIE SR AR L, 53 BE P2 S SR .
YT ARG = MIE R FMETIE EE4e 5 Bini
—B, A P2 AU SR AE T B U A I
T, NIFE I B P =3 AN B A B R
v P2 FAE T AT, WFEAFSE R 1%
i [FE [R5 (ini =R R 580 20 S AR R 25 - FE P2
R, X BRI ARG R . BAR
Liu %(2017)% % BLRDE 58 Z AR R 26 AE P2
REAR, RIETE P2 S T E AT, HETH
o rh Bt TR E T IF, T Niznikiewicz Hl
Squires (1996)% A& Bl & TP A [a] o 48] 25 7 A= T
My N2, BB AR P2 JNATREIR H G & THA
& . Grainger, Kiyonaga £l Holcomb (2006)7RIAN,
BT ROZ BT B AR 2B 250 ms Z )5 .
AYETI, — AR P2 TEADE D
A REIFAE 5 & O S F IR N T A O, T8 ] BB 3%
fiE T —Fhti . SR OB TR (S 0L Binder,
Medler, Westbury, Liebenthal, & Buchanan, 2006).
SUEF LM, B A T RE S TE BT IR B BN
o BRTR) I 0 268 8 i s AHINBRY S e T . DRTC
H 2 81 50 1m0 3 B2 (= W Hackley, Woldorff, &
Hillyard, 1990; Luck & Hillyard, 1994), ifii ¥ 5 5l 34
Hh T A Y S B 8 Y 45 B RIAT B E P2 Bl N2
W53 67 (Z W Ziegler, Benraiss, & Besson, 1999),
AHEFE AR A& 45 0F . Liu 48 (2017)0F 58 H i [+
JE 5% 41 . Niznikiewicz F1 Squires (1996)fff 5% H
0 [F) o TR 7E 25 F B R A A i 5 £ 2 ((HOF:
FRALRR T35 AL B vh 5),  H e S B = IS
P2/N2 MR m B, AN S, hRE R
SR THEOR shu X a8 shinl nl REE 1 H AR TR E
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TR X vh R {5 B, &% Kiefer & Brendel, 2006),
BT AR [A] 2 1 22 0T B 00 S Al [ 20 AR Y
FETF RN AT wh o @ o H 2 T O BRI K
2 qn ] a] DL AN A s 1RO Y R b S B, T
H A I JC X6 WML A 1 A Y S S, A5
INTCE 25T WIHA Y (012, KR E 5T AT LIS I T 4R
KE5RIE

B AL B A A A T REZE IR ] N400 Z
Ao AR, BARFEDE 58 5 RIE RS &0
5 B TR L AR, HFRIE S5
FAHEARAERE I N400 |77 28 5 AR [A) & 45 42l
AIAMRON, X R ETER I N400 Z Ak E 58 ik
ZEECCEM . SRAER 1 MERE LFDE
AR B 8 ms, HIFARBE), I IER]
PL_EERXT P2 89438, ASHIFZE AT LU R 15 5 K B -
BEOEBSS TIGESE A1 05 U, HVAE
W N400 ZHij . 1ESEH T & A5 BTER I N400 Z
HTBIA A, [EDE 58 2 AR T B A ia) fir B Y 2
TIN5 &0 AR B AT LA

YT EXRT P2, MR N400 43 HT, & fifs
B AW B % B A AT RE7E 5L N400 ., Bentin,
Mouchetant-Rostaing, Giard, Echallier I Pernier
(1999)5 Grainger %5(2006)fIHF5E#RIN N, 0000
T IT HARA S 250~350 ms, X 5AHSE
A N400 BB EAE S, MAMRBENR, 5
P2 KM N400 AN [F], 73] N400, [RE A& 4514
S FE S & &R R EZSL T4 R
DXL A b e D A e e DR D), TS AR R S
HrZER A RE . G5 LR, — DR EH
RS, HAOLE B A AN T REAE ] N400
(280~400 ms), H 7] {EAH M DX 8 57 T A5 I 45 o
X Bt
43 EE-EFEESEES-EXMI

AR AT B, R R R P RR AR AR S
P2, L N400 55 HE1 N400 X 1 A4 A 6] i T B B,
H7E R N400 J5 B By . ETRIEHE T/
W R RV, Barber 4£(2002) . Dominguez %5(2004)
Wu Z£(2016) G E R & BRI 43 BS 1R F 350 ms
Py ST (SRS R RS g 18 S R i DA R v S S e
T A 5% Ba A v I BOR T ALE B R T RDE
)T/ RN o A9 38 o 1B R S 8 45 1
PHE AR, M EHR . IE2h T
P BAE R N400 B Be i/ A, 7ERR I N400 I,
[FIJE S 25 B TE 5 R BB SCA AR LA i, 2

T A 17 ) T 1 28 A A S8 1 7 A

KT P2 IRERENE, BHAEIE P2, — 1R
AR N . DOERE A iE s TR 50 10T fe
FEAE— DB B . A1 N400 ] RE e B T I
A-EFPMT, FEW ZAaA AKE T, FIB
Vel 5505 B 2 m R 2, HILAR i
SRMER FAAEIN T EECOIERE, HESEEE &0
ERAFTE D 3 25 55 MM N400 W nl BERAE TIEA
=15 SO, W M 20K F B ih Lk HE S 5E
Fro | TRIERE &M EFE S5 BininnE
FAAE], PRI 5K b7 A AR ) 3 L2 ) AH
TEg, EZCRTE TR SRR Lok, AN E R
SIS A R A o BRI R [R) & S5 A B By
By A A T H A P 5 2R 25 A A A A5

AHFFE R L5 RAUT- S FF T Taft #1 Nguyen-Hoan
(2010). Xu Fl Taft (2014)“ia3 5 —im) 400 T
R (B TP 1l OB R TR ) o BRI CH,
JEAIN T 0] 53 8 5 F IR L A - 1E 7k i By
B 5 IT K NIEEE LI B . BiE e 4
TN HES G, WlE&HEA KA SO T
Meunier & Longtin, 2007; Rastle & Davis, 2003;
Rastle et al., 2004), [HF5ZEREAE, 76 Lk Ewr
HRBFIE A B ZN T P2 (S i K, MAHF
HEM P2 AT REPE K KA i SCh oA B Y W 5
T5t, o D) 2R B B R] RO A L R B TR {UR BR T
P IEE—IEF N T, P Taft #9383 20—
) AT L DU o

5 AT 55 25 R [RIAE AN RAH 25 1) 2 < 3] YA
K1” (Giraudo & Grainger, 2001, 2003), HIFEAE &
S B E A TN T, )5 TR R .
YT PR A R AT DUA UK AW ST ki
1 [RDE [6] 5 5 R S8 260, 2R Se kA 7 ]
B, FIEE B bR S A, =i R RN
PRARRLEE 5 o Tk B 2 5 A9 B 45 SR A T o

T IEFIE L1 SR AR By “ia)il 4y
i — ] 25> I AR AR R TR, B AR A B R] U] R
W B WEAE 7R TE 28— 1E T30 T A A AR TE A -1 0
T.(Diependaele et al., 2005), {HIZHIqN |34 HAh
BERIAALL, #RHE TAT M gTmide ih, — M g
S A SOA SR g S B ia A B B (4 : 40 ms
5% 53 ms). M ERP WFFE B ARFEH, R T
Ja s, AR RE 7 A S TR SO TR B A DG
N400 ZCN (ANASBIF 5 (1 3 N400) a1 1 1 %
DAL T JHASE 26 £ 03000 g D) 5 1 B 5 3 << B g 1R 1)
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L 5% 52 &

IR Bt el 2 S o #5748 SCR IR B a], AHESY
FEFERGE S NS R B S8 U T. 25T $id
PRAEIR, PR AR AT 5 B 45 S0 S 4 T i AL (H
o HE SCR ERP RS P A S B Bl o T B[] 2R 7,
M FFEEUESE P2 ¥6 Mk SUE B A3, 5 I ACBIF 5
ST A SRR A

SRE K, SARM R E YA R R )R
“SE AT Ay A N T# A9 (PDP) (McClelland &
Rumelhart, 1981), A5 B A Sy 3% $2 58 BE 11 5 55 23 5%
M TR . JCIR R R & & Fd P2 BT aRAEM vp
A7 Bk HEROE ShiE=, ek Ak A &, H
55 RMEARIIC /i S/ 2 I 2% ) 2 1 3 6 A ) T
HA £ T B A N400 b 925 F o ] 3L T[]
FEIEEAS DU RS . W AR, AR IR AS TR I T X4,
AT N TX R 2Z 25 5, X 0] B % A5 Al
FEE Y A

5 5

(D) [FESRE . ROERE . AH R SR T 45
il R A T T R SR

(2) 7E P2(HP R R Je X)) . BRI N400 (P
LX) b, AR A& 4 5 4 i A A T S 4
5 [RIE 58 5 A0 A SR 2200 2

(3) TEH N400 Lo (F arh Je X)) |, [
) ¥ 25 S5 AR IR S o Sy i, 205 [ 5 2 2 i
ZRE.

AMFFELE i) 2 FF McClelland 4523 #2
(R <SPAT 43 A I A AL

2 £ X M
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and stem allomorphy: Representing and processing
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Abstract

It is notoriously difficult to dissociate the processes of orthography, phonology, and semantics in visual
word recognition. Using homographic morphemes in Chinese homographs, the present study attempts to further
examine the time course of orthographic, phonological and semantic activation in a masked priming paradigm.

Two-character compounds of Chinese were divided into such four conditions: Heterophonic-homography
(“+0-P-S”, e.g., “VEi” / zuol fang / workshop), Homophonic-homography (“+O+P-S”, e.g., “VEBE” / zuo4 xil /
work-and-rest), Identity (“+O+P+S”, e.g., “/E#F” zuo4 shil / poetry-composing) and the control (“-O-P-S”, e.g.,
“NkA / zhang4 ben3 / account-book). Each of them served as a prime with both forward and backward masks
and an SOA of 47ms, and was followed by the same target compound (e.g., “fEifii / zuo4 hua4 / painting”) with
its initial character being the same as those of the first three conditions. Two experiments were conducted,
adopting a lexical decision task for Experiment 1 (behavioral) and a semantic categorization task for Experiment
2 (ERP) respectively.

It was found that (1) the Heterophonic-homography, Homophonic-homography, and Identity conditions all
induced morphological priming effects relative to the control condition; (2) in P200 (120~220 ms) and Late
N400 (430~540 ms), the amplitude and waveform of Homophonic-homography was much more similar to that
of the control condition, but was significantly different from those of the Heterophonic-homography and Identity
conditions; (3) in Early-N400 (280~400 ms), the amplitude and waveform of Homophonic-homography was
closer to that of the Identity condition, but was significantly different from that of Heterophonic-homography.

The result indicates that the early stage of visual word recognition might be related to morpho-orthographic
processing based on lexeme, in which orthographic similarity and phonological information may play an
important role; however, the late stage of visual word recognition might be concerned with morpho-semantic
processing based on lemma, which may involve meaning selection and lemma competition. The above findings
tend to support Parallel Distributed Processing Model as advocated by McClelland and his associates.

Key words Chinese compound; homographic morpheme; Early-N400; Late-N400





