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E8, AR G AP I B A KRNI
XE|E Fi

JE 50 F A AR P, F W R A (syllable frequency effect)3s 492 &35 F ARxT TAKIA & ¥ o9
FHAERBGER, AFTHTAEXERFEEZ B SATBPOERRBETHONA, REE#E—FRR
Gl

B 4 F AP 7 KA SR AR A Y 0 6 SRR, A 3R AT IRE @3B A SR AU 6
SHEAE, FRMEAE, %
HEES  B842

TERAAIBPIVTREX S G EANL AR LA, AYmEE., L EREHZEIH
ERAEMRERTOHREAFRREFTETRAERENBETEF, AT o0& A MR BN foboiE MK, &
SRR ETHEAEE, 2N TEITREREGESLETEZFOREA, BET —AF R E2ERL 42T

TESAIBPE I M IGBEST EF,
SiEE, SHEH A, FH AR
1 5|8§

LA BF 00 T 545 7 D )30 77 2 v i 7 PR3
B A R N2 A8 T P % AR, ’ﬁﬁiﬁ;ﬁ
A AR I, AR I TR s
KE OB R, Aa AN T B —
A, VRS S U5 B O S A
ARNE, CREIE

FLRIE S 5 RE SCRI 200 B R &
FHIT(RIE Y, 2005), TEFIES AR, F

TR A ] R R S 5. B
L, BRI & AT 41 "
WO MIEFIEX, ZRAEEg),

)
FE A WL I8 Bl AT & it (Levelt et al., 1999),
W H 187 E#) WEAVER++ (Word-form Encoding

AW AEDGE LB RN = A R B T R e 1
by Activation and Verification++, Levelt et al., 1999)
R, 51 20 2RIV iA) 38 1K (lexical access) ¥y B,

9 )8 SRV (syllable priming effect), BV zh il
A5 T iAC 3 8 (lexical selection) . 18 R & 1 4w 15

I AR RCR A A 4 I R AT
FEA NI — SO R W5 4 e T e PR 1 e bl
PRI, S A [ B 2 Y D AEHA(Cai et al,

2020; Chen et al., 2002, 2016; Feng et al., 2019;
(morphological encoding)1# #3415 (phonological

Zhang & Damian, 2019; ¥ 5% 4%, 2020; 5K1EJy,
EEH, 2020), X FEE
encoding) B Bt . I 755 ) 4 1 I BEAR 4% 17 22 i
RREFBEMYAGE, FE L E TR
(syllabification) ¥ Bt LA™ % 04 I 7 47 A5 A Al
By 2 )5 AT IE ¥ g% (phonetic encoding), 2
B 1 ) A3 38 B R 7 3 R i i A T
Wk H#A: 2022-12-22

fof 2218 S5 BN RRIE 2
WE, AIERGE A T 2R AR
HASBTEBL, FIN I ZA (syllable frequency
effect, Biirki et al., 2015; Cholin, 2008; Laganaro &
Alario, 2006), 7E & miy 4 S0 EEd # b, &
BORCR IR A RN T R, B, REE
* HOE RS SCHE R 3 430 H (21YIA190011) . EH

EZC P BHITELR 2021 4E R A I00 H (ZD1145-6)
FIE R AR PR3 400 L300 H (32171055) % B,

T A AR T TR N E AR R R R S Y
WIE1EH: TKkiEJ5, E-mail: qingfang.zhang@ruc.edu.cn

53 7 KRB E 0 Croot et al., 2017; Laganaro
& Alario, 2006; Levelt & Wheeldon, 1994; ##E,
TRIETT, 2015), {HiZ 3RS SR N RS
IR FIES I B A SCER AR BN ER I & A
DU 5 AR ON AR AL, AR AR
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fifp 7 U A A P AR ARV I B R S
N RATE S A A S BRI T, AR
J5 3 590 D 8 B R 2R R 140 377 A i A AR
RN YA IR A B2 R G BRI

2 ETMEMANE: EKEBRRFLGISNZE

WO R A I AR Y A8 A I (syllabic
neighbours) 2 PIAH I, fEFERE T, & 15 4B
"X ERAR TR AR E, A E A E B
Z R —F BT 1l (Perea & Carreiras, 1998),
B SRR & B A AR R Y A R
(Chetail & Mathey, 2011), FlUN7EHEF 7 casa
(BERBF7, TR, caro (“BA 5t 1Y), caja (“&&
F)Fl cama (“IR™)EE H N T ARE WL Perea &
Carreiras, 1998), DUEVE N A IHE S, AA7ERKEK)
[l F RO FH FCmA =, 2021; 144, 2019; &
e, 2019), DUH P 0 & 55 QBT WU 48 7 19 A H]
8T A B (R 25 TP T ) o 5 3 A3 B A A
R W= E I ST o & S e e ST 1B A
A, R B A SRR (type frequency), RIFH
B 1 BT A A AR T A B R S
FR N SIS Z (token frequency), J&diZ%# 17 HIBT

B AR I TR AR A T S BOR FI (Conrad et al.,
2008). A4, PG & 5 /shua/ (¥ 59 40 T 0 AL 5
SRR <l AT, AR DU R AU SUBTLEX-
CH (Cai & Brysbaert, 2010)42 LAY 1155, =& ) in)
WA 16.4 /T . 0.21 IR/E JT R 54.37 IR/
B, Wk, &5 /shua/ B2 BURA, 3, SLHI
o 70.98 U/EH T o

C A ZHWE T AT 8T 3 A S0 A% (1]
U Biirki et al., 2015; Carreiras & Perea, 2004;
Conrad et al., 2006; Croot et al., 2017; Farrell &
Abrams, 2014; Hutzler et al., 2005; Laganaro &
Alario, 2006; Perea & Carreiras, 1998; Stenneken
et al., 2007), [FIFHIEE T P9 RRE TR B RAR
A, HATT _BATS AR ELOE X 43 e AR AR
WF5E & W I & 7 PR T, H B ATE T
T BT AR AR AR LA T L 1 R SR AR
DA P e AT 5[] A R A 550 8 ) S92 497 49 4 o 286 1
AR, AR 3 ) Ik EL A AR A S £330 3 A 2 Y
AR, T AT R I P A 1 403 0 3800 R 5 AT
Jif A [F](Cholin et al., 2006, 2011; Cholin & Levelt,
2009) Fpa] Y S5 A5 R AN 2 B ARUR BRI I B

R, WFE P AR e X 3 P A R R AT ST B R A
(Conrad et al., 2008; Miguel-Abella et al., 2022),
KE LIS 75 IR RN AT B A P . Conrad 48 A
(2008) I\ Ay 32 T Fift 55 5 A3 A S [+ 19 o 7K L
AR &I R IR 2 5 52 B I R
85 T QBT A SR, IR K- b 4% AR
I TGO H AR i) 2 ) 04 5 S, 1 A )T e
R AR, LN, & AR IS R
RE RS T 4 iy S WS AR) I KO b8 1 R AEAS B (9
FHAFRANHLR P . Kwon (2014)3% H s i5 l B 12
155 KA LRV o Mo —Fh 3R 307, il
SENREE R B0 5 0, HIEFERER, i
T B 152 3 A O 25 AR P 152 K DU 43 3k 1 AL,
AR AR K- 1945 B, PR U o 7 3%
AIE AR () B 38 2 FR L AR S RORE, T R 3R 3C
KV SRR ) S A A A AT AT RN, o 45 2R e R
AR AN S AR AR B T AL HERON, B
WF5E A 38 B aT DL i R 2 2 3K
X RAEA G AN T, WAy AT R
A AR TR) D5 ) AR, 33k 4 s B 5 3 R 280 4 Uy X
S R A i B HILR AN TR Y

3 ENERIE & E T 8 R R B A KL

SR 1 i i 44 | R0 B 32 A5 — 1) VI AR
PAL S5, W E LIS o 4 ARG 1R A L,
o T A T Y i 44 T ORI R, R T
BB N (Cholin, 2008; Laganaro & Alario, 2006;
Levelt & Wheeldon, 1994), g4 il f& iy
AT RN B AE T (Cholin et al., 2011; Croot et al.,
2017; Macizo & Van Petten, 2007), £i# (Laganaro
& Alario, 2006; Perret et al., 2014) . faf >2 1% (Cholin
et al., 2006; Cholin & Levelt, 2009; den Hollander
et al., 2019; Levelt & Wheeldon, 1994), PGHE A&
(Carreiras & Perea, 2004; Onochie-Quintanilla et al.,
2019; Perea & Carreiras, 1998)F1{&i# (Conrad et al.,
2006; Hutzler et al., 2005)%E1EE R iE 5 153
TEERIE,

31 EVMEMNARALIAMRENER

HHl, HEEIKIER S E7 AR Z
WFSE R BT & 1 S0 A A A R0 (B 4 Birki
et al., 2015; Carreiras & Perea, 2004; Cholin et al.,
2011; Conrad et al., 2006; Croot et al., 2017; Laganaro
& Alario, 2006; Perea & Carreiras, 1998), {HWAH
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B 5T A T S A 2 B 4 il LR (Carreiras
et al., 1993; Conrad et al., 2006; Farrell & Abrams,
2014; Hutzler et al., 2005)a{ JCAL %% (Hutzler
et al., 2005; Stenneken et al., 2007), & WHHRNF
e A A RN [ [ ) 52 i 1T BB TR T LT R
A SRR I A I TR B A2 T AN [R) A 52 W (Conrad
et al., 2006; Hutzler et al., 2005; Perea & Carreiras,
1998): & i)y 3 ik H (TR e PR M BE, 8 o T A
R THAEZ NS TRET, B8R R
HIRT AR A R R, ELi iRl BETE A AT e e A i,
3 N (A TRV T A 22 (B0 B 5w 4 0 T4 H AR A
3 Ik, ORI A B0 AN AR TR AR A B
YFE 3 0 B 17 3R (mental syllabary) 1142 B
P E GBS, OEE T ERE T A
2, L4555 5 719 (phonological syllable)#l
BT A G B 1 & & 17 (phonetic syllable), J& # Bl
BTN EHFBINRIT ., SRS, T8Y
TENOHE T RNEAG S, W8 b fg
W R B ISR IT, WG R i BIFHaS e
PLEAT R, DR PR S R LB
&% (Biirki et al., 2015; Cholin, 2008; Levelt, 1993;
Levelt & Wheeldon, 1994), M FEE T LS
12 Bl PR )T e A% T DL D0 B T R P AR L Sk,
B

A

v
C i —{ Hi

@/ﬂ?
o
./g
&

&

A\
FCEE < ARSI

(2) ENEKIE R
P () BB 28 A1 (b) DU AR ™ A i i o 9 35 3 O R AL 7R A

IS - 1

A A A A A R Y R A 10 T o
B, WOV (WA 1a) WF5E % 8 i ik
Pkt R R A T B A BRI, e B A6 TG A7) AR R
(probabilistic phonotactics, Rl & B Al & Bt 751 1Y
AR HE T AR AT BN T, AR AR <08 el
J& (similarity-neighborhood density, B #4812
FHi i) A T RO, X T AR H R KR
R RBAT IRy — > R e . AN O R A
F i) Z 8] 55 4 - 801 (Vitevitch & Luce, 1998;
1999), Kitk, 765 " Ak e b 5 & 815 BARSC
53 G IVALS RN 187y A s 950/ S 1 S | A GV 3
V- b R R R AR A SRR S B I AR, i
i3 AL 7 R R N o T B Sl a1 D s
WF5E AR B AT 55 v 5 WL5¢ 31 & 5 9
R AAHI R N (LSRR . Carreiras et al., 1993;
Conrad et al., 2006, 2007, 2008; Conrad & Jacobs,
2004; AR, Alvarez et al., 2001), 7E{RIA#r
AT 55 v D T UL 5% B T A AR 14 ke AR (S
{545 % . Carreiras & Perea, 2004; Cholin et al.,
2006, 2011; Conrad et al., 2006; Croot et al., 2017),
Shy RN 7 A e 5 A3 18 400 ) 250 AR R R
43 ) 2 A A I e B AT iRV RS A T Bt
(CELAE T 3 G R 3 G ) B AL 1 S AR IE G o 131
imixta

4r
2 ¥\
r iﬁj‘?l:ii%—| Bz FIERTIm
RO

i

(b) BUE



FEoM

WA VK AF F IR A P RN I AL - BT LA 1679

W7 55 2R AT A RO BRI R e, T
WM T IS S B, &
B ETA N BR N BRI GEA . S50
AH L, R T I IS T 2 A TR U
W, SEmEZE NS, TR T Birm e E
Bl T, 0 BT T A A R s T AR 1R
A AT 55 15 T N e 78 O AN A 5 1Y e 5 B B
B 0 E A S B D . 15 g B B
YR, 8 A0 0 AR T T 1 A R UL,
TR BEYEF . Hutzler %5 A (2005)7E B8 fiy &4 £
55 th IR AR EE BN RN, AT &
PR T B AR AT B BT A R A e
A AT A4 FH AR 6 35 R P SR 2 L A SR
VNS L AN O S et O R
TR A R, S R RN A A
TR FE UG 18 i A AV =2 () P A B A A
FLFPE T 8 90RO 1 B AR R IE K,
FR4E B IR = A S R ) WEAVER+H+ELAY
TET I G i B BE IS S EREUE BOR W AHE B,
SR G A AR A A, IR AT S
i B BBk — 25 48 B 40 09 & 5 18 3 R F (Levelt
et al., 1999), XF T3 15 455 BT R 3 HE ok 19 £ 2
N, CF BRI R A LE R R A SR T
Wy BEAF it o HF 9T 3 R BR A T WiRl iR 5T 8
— i BF 5% JEL B R B F A i R 3R 3 (additive-factor
method, Sternberg, 1969), 567 15 4 % 5 HAb#
TR R RN Z MR A AEESE HAEM . Cholin il
Levelt (2009)2F H N B 2 7 M8 B ff 22 15
VB BN AN T AR AN 2 R AR FE A HAE o
FF & T A SO AL & T BRI S gm5 i BT
THr B (RIRI R F A5 . & 8 i FiE 5 g i),
HRAEAR 0 R T vk A R, AN R Z B FELE
YRR Z 3 AT Re/E A 75 0 n a7 ok [ 1Y
WrBe, BB E RS RO B T R ]
BE (7 T 23750 15 2 J5 Y IE S AL I By . o —Fh it
2% B 2 R P AL & A ] 1 30 77 A B B AT 45,
T8 o A AN [ 9 BB 1 A 55 100 55 19 A0 3R 40 2
5 H PR T L % Az By BE o Laganaro 1 Alario (2006)
KRNy #4155« B Ay 24 4T 55 DL SR & 1
Tl 1) 32 B 44 4T 55 K 2B SR IR A
IR K A B 7R = RAT S5 R, RIE Ay
PSS WBESAE B R & 2 H F R R,
HE RS iy 24 AT 55 HE A B RO A F BB R )5 51 2

&, TiJE RA Y 5w L IR £ i A FF a6 o
44, ER SRR 2 58 BT X H AR I 19 ¥ )
St FE T T, PR AR I R AT E & U
B R T s s R BT, PR AT 55 1 A 24 T
PRINA BT R B B N 1 A5 & 4 1 1) e
i iy 24 4T 95 W 2R WA TE B R th BLS — A e
SRR B (Bl n/da)), 4 B4R 7R A B Sz A
PRI SE A i 44 . T E A R T RS
# 1 & T I % (articulatory loop, Baddeley et al.,
1984)Ff: BT B 4w in] 0918 & i fid, PR 4
IS B I 55 1) i 4 VAR A S e 1 G R
PIANBT BN T B985 e RV 4 44 4T 55 DA SO
R AV ) S B 24 4 55 T B RER B T R
ROV, T AE SE I iy 244 55 TR AR WLER 3 . BV iy 44
FIA 25 100 14 S I iy 24 4T 55 vh X A4 S )
LR, T AE A 24 A 55 R OR AR, AT 55 22 I A X
Ll 285 S 32 W 25 9 ARS8 R A A T S B B
SR, Croot 55 A(2017)R FHISALMY SL 52K %
SRYETE BN ™ A i, AR BB i 44 4T 55 Th &
BT URRON . ARYE RS IAT 55 TR X He,
A R W RO T K A AR TR G B
CEr BB, T AT RE AR A TE S R g B B . Croot
SE(2017) 48 & 9 3 AR 80N A A T RE BRI
Gt Be, HOZ 0N OB T A RETE A & 8 1
T P9 S iy 24 4 55 v R D 1)

e I T8 3 F A A BOR BE A5 A 20 b 7% 58 31 5 4y
WAV, S A I TR R . Biirki 55 A (2015)F1 1
FAFAOC AL AR B IR, B w8 T R S
T AR 0)Z M & I e 25 R S AR R
BRI 180~160 ms L& 115~100 ms, H ig el ™
Az 3 R v 5 2 ] 2 R X 7 1 L B B R T
4 (Indefrey, 2011; Laganaro et al., 2013), AxiHLHf
SE Y & IR 3R WA 1 M AR A N R AR AE TR S A Y
Bto g BRrik, ZHWT TR SR RS & P )
B R RON KA TR g B B, (H H TR
ANBEHERR & 19 AR RO A A TE 5 ) S B B B 114 7T
REPE . & 9 03 A i R %00 T BE H B A 7 3% 2
LR TE & A B B, S S TE ANE TR W] s T Ep
Wi ZR, SRR &R e i inl D A& B 22 (8] 1 ¢
RWAEZR, BESTZHMNERTRESEMA
TR A v 1 R AN B A L -

O el R 0 R S S = o e U VA R (1
XF ENIRRH 28 5 10 7 A v i RO R0 o %
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FRE RN 1, & AL E SR (positional
frequency) A& ¥ & 9 7E 5L 1R B R 7 B BT
LR (AR AT AL, Carreiras & Perea, 2004;
Perea & Carreiras, 1998), m{[Fl—{ & &%
T WA Huinl ) BT A 4 (Farrell & Abrams, 2014;
Hutzler et al., 2005), F5T & BHERR X 5 18] 82
SR I TE S JS, 5T B AL B 235 Y
BRI A TG, B E A W 4 R ARG 1
Levelt 1 Wheeldon (1994)7E 1} 22 15 XL &5 1 ELiA] 1Y
A4 AU ER B T 55 1 AT R ALY, AP E
AN A 22 ] rp 4 3 9 o8 I T RS S A
St R B, USRI A A T A T
B RSN, SR A B ST AE PR BE
i (Carreiras & Perea, 2004)FIfaf %1 (Cholin et
al., 2006) 9 XU 19 i inl iy 44 H AU B 1T T
WRARRNE, 2 W ST T A TR e T o8 S AT
VISEZ0F 06 A, BR800 47 1 o 1l 1 [
AR R RO 1, A el Ay A AR 55 P
B TR R Y AU . Cholin 45 A(2011)
P2 R 5 22 (] PR R BOA [ 35 46 2% SR
S R T REAE T S2 g AR TR e . AE LA 1R
AT, TS TEREA B 58 U & WS I5 A TF
Ui 5 DL IE i M A% 3k e B S0, T R IR A
R ESR, AMITAFRE RS, WA
Yot D X T 1) iy 4 R AE ST R & B0 T i T R
B F RSN (A7 4% . Cholin et al,,
2011; Eifiy4 . Macizo & Van Petten, 2007), X
Wk 1 e TR R A TRV S T N R A ST AT
HLA TR MRS B . Cholin %5 (2011) 48 H #5451
FEW AR T MR IR 5
YO AR b, AT 25 R U B A 4 Y 2 AR X
Wi, RS AR RS B IR, HF
ot AR DL R RO PR T R B e, e PR
44T 55, far 22 o5 AP BE T o i R o )
KRS R ARG TR &, msEiE v
FURE ISR, A B T RO R, RS
e T ok ST . 28R AT
B il A A AL E ST RS R
UL BN, AN IS 2 A A 44 LR R ]
AR AN [ 1) 38 B R R RIS 06, T B 5 & &t
I RESTE S 2R R,
32 EBTIMEREHBMAIAMIE: BiEWS
ISR 35 X T 3 7 A vh 3 19 4503 (i R0 1)

KAPRAAES T, 2070 E R
(mental syllabary theory, Levelt, 1993), {R& %]
(mixed model, Levelt & Wheeldon, 1994)F1 X #%
7Y (dual-route model, Varley & Whiteside, 2001;
Whiteside & Varley, 1998),

Levelt (1993)#2 H T .0 # ¥ 5 & FHi (mental
syllabary theory)fift B F B1E & H gL 4: h
B TR AL RO o AR IR BIE, & R
R TS IR BUC I W R TEM E &
B, TR Y AR Y RE A2 T et
RO B TR, PR A AR AR AR 1 Y
iy 4 B H (Cholin et al., 2006; Cholin & Levelt,
2009; Ferrand et al., 1996; Levelt et al., 1999), /0>
B ARSI SE TR s o, T
REBE T IRZ AL & & BT, #ER M
8 R TR o8 Y R I8 SRR AR IR 9
Jin T8I (Levelt, 1993), fij il i B 42 48 U6 7
OIE RPN E BT, BRRE A F
A FR G BT A O A B T DR I 1
(Carreiras & Perea, 2004; Cholin, 2008; Hagoort
et al., 1999),

Levelt Fil Wheeldon (1994)i8 iz fif 2% & 11 1517
77 A TP R T AR B UE 10 B T R R,
[ B At AT P 2 0T DL OE 8 352 e S AR A I
5L AR B S5 R A BN 4 A3 (81 4 filtirp)
O R 1 3 S B O R A A X RS AR AE T
(BB 5 & 1), PRI R 5 T i 3 s O B 1 3R
FARBULE F 2By, XHSE a6
WA T ARG o AT — 2 30 T IR B A
#l(mixed model), fRELECIE T RPIAAEE
$RBCE MRS B WA L =t Bl
T RIRR AR & T R B S S =X, R B
AL T ) A i O B R AR (IR L
Biirki, 2018), ¥ 1545 F A RN I8 T AL ER IS
U B RE DT TR e TSR T B
Ferrand %5 A\ (1996) L4218 W )35 1 Bcim M ], 8
IFAR T S A AR O R, BT
TETE B0 57 5 & 1 T BB 2 o 7E 4 RIS A 2 T ok
(9 WEIE S BRAEAE R ZY 6000 A3, #[H]HS 44
A AT B ¥ 1 1) T R DU (ELATS 9K A0 1k 1
R RO s A (49 A /kmElu/) )T BE £ 3K
33600 >, PFEE B BT B TR A
IR B R T, AT LA S L O O A A
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TR 3 S T AR R R . IEINAE TR
PR R R, BT R Y TR e A, UF
TR TE A B R IR S A A B S
TSN B 5 e v BRI T R I LR

W Y WS Y XGE B A AY (dual-route model,
Varley & Whiteside, 2001; Whiteside & Varley, 1998)
() DA Ay e 30 3 RMER A 7 1 AR AN T By T
MU - i A0 0 e e MO B Y SR rh
AT BRI, AR 19 ok () 425230 PR AE 2R 40 3 BOE
A ([ W, Cholin, 2008; Cholin & Levelt, 2009;
Hagoort et al., 1999; Tremblay et al., 2018), P Ei=]
B BOE HAE TR I IR SR T E BAE R A R N T
HYWE AL s 7E % 221 i rh P A~ BRI 1 B ag
{7 B (140 car park B 55 1R & & Mipa: kak/), XjE
I T8 B TE 43 C 25 & 71 HE ZE 6 0 A 1 3 A vt
TERDR, R BT DR F TR R AR b ey
S FAE B (Varley & Whiteside, 2001), X H5
R — 25 BB T i S R R T K
(resting activation level)f3&, =M 75 1 B
KRR, DG B 5 3 rp g AT R AN S I
KA B I (Birki et al., 2015), DA E 24 HL
R TR TR R R AR A G o MR R
DI T RIS AN FE AN K e, TR A AR XL
RS [ LD 7 X6 i T A R AR Y i 44 TR
TARME AT, R PE LR, H A2 FE RN B
IPNIE I P N T
33 BETIMEMMAMENE

AR, AR E IR 2 Fh UG H AR
FEE T ENRRIE & RSO R M e b o
TR B R B AR 0 A, R T IR
U T K 38 SRR Y 5 AN TR 1A I AL AR
SRIR, PR TE 7 AR A TR A€ 1 35 19 I, R 38
1T BEAN TR . Hagoort 25 A (1999)F1 ] PET 4
RGBT T B X LR (£ 7% B 22 m M T
AR ) (3% B 2 AR 1) 8 R 3E AR H FE T
e, TIZHEIEIRE 1R R AR,
PR B2 A A HE U 4 B2 3 IX AT e 2 5 1 s iy
RO B R AR, 1A T IE B K )2
MRES S TR Y TR ARG

EAFM MRI FARBIFE R, RME 57
ARG T i 00 T BB | S T 5 2 g DX RO
AR 5277 1] B X6 L P AN A7 7E i 35 22 5, R W™
A AR & T B R Y A (Biirki et al,

2015). #il4n, Carreiras 55 A (2006)7F P4 HE 15 1)1
BAAT 45 o e B, IG5 19 00 S A b T i 10 0
SR I R T AR, T R T AR 0]
AV B 431 R A b D I8 A 5 | R I XY
T, WFSE e AR 9 5 R A O B s T e
3 IR A7 132 SN FR T 1 S RN A DG, T e A
F BRI & FE R A, LR O
PR RIS ATV ZEBUHh, Papoutsi % A (2009)
LR TR WT 1T OR R R R TR 6 B
MIIEIR J5 A EAT], 455 A SR & 9 40 % n] g 3
WG T HTIE B B JZE R R rp i e XU AR
[l R Bhiz 2 X, T 2 R A S AN 1 A
RGN A L TR T 58 5tk 35 ST I A X, 8K
T, LIBT3 A v A0 5T AL 5 7R
DX FR I b 19 25 52 TOVR R B o i T R
IFi) i DX T £, AR g AR S AR A L 1
A R T DX BTG, AT T REAE A 2
W2 b2 5, HUE 28 5 R A A B R,
Jei H EMRI SR E (7] 733 3R 119 A5 H ARG I 31
HE—2L 4, Biirki 4 A (2015)% 1] ERP iR E 4L T
A AT AT S R R 4, 2
BB RTELEFIFRATAY 170~100 ms 245, EH0AI
ARCAI /37 5735 1 Z 1) 9 ERPs J54 1 1A% 1A i T2 45X
BT 225, TR PI2E T B A TR LR E Y
P A AR, 3 BH A A 7 A v T VIR B
ST IR RS [ Rl 2 LR, T A P A A
9 HUH 52 BRI L Bl 2L . RS E A
RS FE T s A N AR ] R SR IR T
H & 538 s B P A7 A e 0 B 1 R, AR
WM T ALE W RLF B 2, ks
JP R T8 ) AR AR A e i 7 A R, R T R Y
WU AR PRI T S HpIE AR (Biirki et al., 2015).

4 XEHEF TR HYIA KL

41 FRHEUEOEBRICA4£HHEA

A S — s S R EE PR SO, DUBFF
BT BT RAAFERRES . FREF AL
T B AL (B e 2218 R EE H S AR e i
12000 A& 49), 1 HAFAERBOR & 55 R 88 & 14k
(resyllabification) 5, IV i%E 22 Ui g — il (4 )
Al B T DA RV A R — Rl 1A T
A A A (Levelt et al., 1999), 5FEHES A
[, DUERE T ECRR D, A% RS RANE
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400 4>, BPE 25 ESIRWACE 1200 A4, HIX
TP ) SRR M, NI B T A B
ROKTETS, BEIF, 2005), Hik, 7555 %555 B
B, DUHEBETE S AT LA A O 3R] it v 2 BB A
FH49(0° Seaghdha et al., 2010; # 55 %, 2020;
TkiEIF, T, 2020),

B AR RN AT E RS
o X THRIERMWIES, o RREN B E iR
B fin T8 T /23 & (Alario et al., 2007; Damian
& Bowers, 2003; Damian & Dumay, 2007; Jacobs &
Dell, 2014; Meyer, 1991; Schiller, 2008), # &
(phoneme) & RS X 43 & LI S/ MB & HLTT, 47K
JC 3% M % %% (Clark & Yallop, 1995) ., R #
WEAVER+HE R, Y5 35 W 5 3 5 2 5 b ok
F 5 (Levelt et al., 1999), 5E WiF & 4% . 78
DU, KNSR 31755 (Chen et al., 2002),
W5 21780 (Chen et al., 2016; You et al., 2012)F1
R TP (R IR, IG5, 2015 RIETF, #
EI5, 2005)%F, KM G T RDGE HiE
AR S BRI IRIT, AU ERP HR
VU35 9 R0 T ZE AN 1Y) B DR AR, A5 AR R B
OB A E AP E TR FER, ETES
WM I B R VR, N R A A
T4 4 15 T B2 1 G 30 800 3 4 B B B (Cai et al.,
2020; Feng et al., 2019; Zhang & Damian, 2019; 5
H, EEEF, 2020); HUATFRAES G5
GRS A B B SR B T 3 19 30 (Wang et
al., 2017), R, ¥ 55 % N (2020)3 2 1 4543
M 2 BUAE 35 5 S A B B th B T 3 o i i Al R
BRNEFY 0 B ARfh, MR 00 A IR ST
B RDUE DR A S B P S R g BT,
AR, REAWFRER S RAEDGEE™4ER
A B B 253095 (Qu et al., 2012, 2020; Yu
et al., 2014), {H B A XEBUE & 200 Ly A IE
WA B> HAERWJEEF %, 2018), OF
5T E RS TS AU S S TP AR

FE T ERRKIE R FDGE h R RAF R 45 8,
FREPRM T E1E oo (proximate units principle,
O’ Seaghdha et al., 2010) B 75 i = 4= i F2
BRI MMBITHEIET ER . B8RS
(proximate units) 28 17 % 15 B MG 2 )5 e seik
FEWME RN T RIT, EIRE R A8 e i 50T
BEER, DUBTNEET . X THRKIERNIES,

B RIGE & R AR AL & HER T E L
AR, S AR TR A B B DG B T R AR EL
HEWHEETZBIRT. SHARKE, JUENE
W R RS RIS, B
B E BE BN E RSO T ER M /NT
HWERAA RIS B A B E), R
Ja 58 B g S A &k F ad AR (LRl 2). Roelofs
(201538 i T AU A T IR IR BEAT T 3k

AN

Vi

FHIT

B2 & id ST g A U S R Y R A

42 BTMEYRMMEAEXINE EME

BV DUE & 1 IR (5T EER A T B
) B 24 AT 55, BOR YFIE 3 S il (B o
)Xo [ I HEAT A 4% ()40 Zhang & Wang, 2014;
WRE, TR, 2015) K BB FRBIMEL R T 5L 4
AR B AL BN (140 Zhang & Wang, 2014; Bk FH
HHEL, 2020; A7, SKiETY, 2015), 120 T X3
USR5 o AH —TAF 5T (3% T, 2021)RH
P i iy 44 1L 44 4T 55 2 TR, 24 [ s 4 A 52 451
AN AR S, A P iy 44 R B 44 T A
S BT 0 AR A R A A5 AP A AR, 24D
it 25 70471 3 A5 DN S0 A R s, D i A 44 R A YT
WA RN AT SR AEAE, AR B 44 Th R R AT
R[BTSO o M S SR Y B R R A AT 45, ]
T 135 A 44 v & B0 5 1 AR A R RN, 0N T
] 5 BN R B9 BF9E — 3, i BLFE E— 20 kB
FEE T B R M ARG R T T R AR
BERE o T BT A AT S5 TPOR TR AR RN T B
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Xof 2 B 1 Y S A AR 5 | T R AR Y
TR o B 44 Th AR A 0 R0 ] RE
5T e T AR AR S O T 2 i AR T, LA
I 47 43 43 I I (parallel distributed processing,
Seidenberg & McClelland, 1989)f4 77 = AH B /£
JEXT E AR T, PR R R Y i 44
IR K E TR, 2021). AN, TEHFaAAT
55 h, A S I E AR TR SR A RS 2 A
AT 55 BE AL HE T 058 PR S ia) s A, [ ) A 4
T HEFAT N E B g AR i R
B 4 3 R R T R BRI N T R T
B VAV 38 8 B B T 7 A 8 A S S800 5 o
THE G A 3 R v T A R O E ARG Y
S50 XS BRI 0 2 AU A N S AR
FEDUH H RN A B AN FAE L, SR H Ty
W 0 AN 36 17 00T b ) 3% 1 2 LAV A

T FTA, BT Al S TT B A DU
TR R I T MRS CR, DURBHEETEE
1) G i o A 4 ORI 9 5 19 {5 B (Cai et al,
2020; Feng et al., 2019; O’ Seaghdha et al., 2010;
Zhang & Damian, 2019), [ 730E 7P 3 35 452K
RONARA AT RE A A e W A B B o AEAT 8 )2 T
I+, Zhang Fl Wang (2014)2% FHDUE K] iy 2445 55
FEAR WL B T AR R Z B S BAE R, 3R
WIS PIAS R AT 52 T 4 i R, S EDRRIE &R
rh )45 5 (Levelt & Wheeldon, 1994)4H—%, A
TFF 5% 2R FH L) T4 9 O 2 380 T 2 9 A 3 o 79
AH S Z 18] 1Y 22 HAE R (BFIBH 2, 20205 47,
SKIE TS, 2015), DI HE ™ A B b il A G
PR 1R 8 7 A R 800 e A T T g B Y B (I
P, aRIEDF, 2015), KRGS R R DU g
TR AR AN ARG T BB R AR TE S B AL I B . R
T, ARG R T A ] 4 P ) e 3 =X 0 A 8 A
WG FIRER, W5 F A g SRR DR
PRI AR oh 535 T R ROV T F A K A A
ALY B, 2] RE R AETETE T g A I B O F =
2021). FEMFEIBERTT T, HHE2017)fF D) ERP 4%
VNV SR SN U E I S QA S A e
250~350 ms Z [a], AR I RN PR A I ) ERE Y
TCOr M g R, A ) g N R T g o
(Indefrey, 2011; Indefrey & Levelt, 2004), [ ti%
SR — DRSS T DU & 1RO K A TEE
Guth b Be o £ LTk, S E T A BEHRER & Y

AR A A T B X U A 3 G A B B A S
{HE A 5T B K 2 R DS & 17 IR 80N & E
TEE F RSB 1b), & W 7EDE i
A BT A I BE A S E PR T SRR

AR, AT T — 44
T AR RN 7 A v e AR AL AL (B 1b),
R e SRR T AL BEIS S Rl . ZETNC PR B, B
B i) 5 - 15 48T UY BUAE B384, SR
AR EE, R AR 1 B A0 AT T T R O R, A 3]
K L BRI RN o #E & R dniD B B, JFiE
PR AT E R g AL AR, A T A B I
TRy, A R AN . e
W B i 2 £ 6 r i 1 B bR IR AT k12 B R
¥ BB gmis, i B v 2 A0 R B T R O
MIZE A o I R R Y & i is sh AR Y i 2K
6 L HR s 2 DR A 5 7, R o e B B
BT REFE A B R AN . BT A
A 1 s 3R A Y 3R A AR 3 2 0 o A
ARG T4 T B BT 7= 2 A4 400 ) 250 A 2 3
BRI, LB 4NN T B B 22 18] 4 56 28 (O S7. 1)
BRI HETA & DU TR 5
AAXTELD, R T EAE B 2 A 0T 55 MR,
FEAT R . HEAE RN HL ]2 TR A B 58 0UE & T
AR SN B AE R ML R I A T 8 7 A

5 BESHUATHEY: BE5RE

AN Iz AR TS F IR T
Hh, BRFEHE A A A C R L B4
AR i AR e e 5, MBS TR = LA R AR
P T EDRRTE FR DU R 5 1 A R AR
RO AT T AL o 3 1 RN Y 5 T
S SR IR R B AR AL B Be A5 T . e
RIVEA L, ENECE RIEF PRI T & TR
i QIVANEE 1 i/ By VA s B S QAR R e S IP
VL 193503 A e RS8O0 0 T o 8 3 AR 9 5
1] 15 53 B ) 90 3R s (218 PR30 4% 5 051 45 5% ) A
155 B OIMG . e A A Br Be b, R HATGIE
VR T 30 2 DU A BIE T T8 19 IR RN 1Y &
A= B B AR SR, (HE A IS PS4 2 5L
SR BRI 28 1A BRI ™ A R B 5 30 RN
ATETR & G B B, D0 R R A
T AR P BE K A A o B R O o T Y
B, HRAUN RS IE T R e S ARIES
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ARG AR G, D AR TR DGR
P 7 A g AR A [ T B Be A 44 S At 15
AL AR o MRS A T BN, DU Y 1 G i
TG 19 (Cai et al., 2020; Chen et al., 2002, 2016;
Feng et al., 2019; Zhang & Damian, 2019; ¥ T jiZ
45, 20205 5KIEYF, TR, 2020), DUEHE K
EUD, PR 9 i I Beobuh 2 n] LA R
BCET, mE Y R SR TR Y, AR
AR AL RO, 1A AR R R T Y
VA AR DR 2 8] Y 52 LA T DR T 3R AR A
TEE T i B BeE A 1 SCHFIESE (BB BT, 2020,
R, 2017, BRE, 5KiED7, 2015), MRAEIE & g5
BB A RE L, o A Y TR ) B B BB IR R,
R 838 2R T 10 4 B R B B 2 PR AR 3 15
FRATIN A & 45 AR A 7T e e A FE T S 05 By
B, BT LB IR, BUE AN A
B RN R RGEEA I

B T DL CLT 7 R FR AR R : H—,
A OB AN ST AT AR 4 M I 5 EEtE— 2P 5T,
PRSI 48 Bk o A5 FE A [R)TRE  AAT 55 Hh il 1T A
FM/EH, REAREAEBETNZES. B
L TR HERON (A AL A T DR
o FUHITOC T8 5 MR8 1 32 i WA & T
B 0 T2 3 0 o B Y R 1E AT Y (Laganaro,
2019), {i A HE BRIUH AR R — 20 e T 0 B
B EARENE, X TR Y A E R AL
45 53 1 W R, AEL 4 TN 5 AR 1) i 44
TR ORI 2 0 TR 1 4], DA g SR s LA A AT
FERTAS B B 5 19 AR RO TC R E AR T R A
SETECBEE T R P RAEL AR M. HEER T
Biirki % A\ (20153 42 e 40 & 5 ARSI & 37 14 4 48
FL A PSS CFE A 70 5 T SR 1 X8 S 1R 8 UL
HARIEARA WEIERERS B HAS B0 1R A AL AU [
B, il T OUE BT R GRS [R] T EN RS &%,
HE AN R BILR 5 EDRRGE &R S T RESE A
A, HEIHRARGWRER S =, HETA X
DU & 193800 i D 58 A X A b, B A F9E G
T 14 28] 2 DUTE RS ) (BRI BA 19 0) ) ) 5 T AR AL
N, T2 T R R s 2 Wi E SR, |
I B R 5k 2 T 7 R A DL T R AR Y TR
Pis WeAh, DGR R RN K A B B i
FET R I S 56 AT 55 5 B — (34 S [ 3R] T 498
), RRIECTT A EIRTEAF I F 8677 AT 55 i

R AN b B, 456 50 N 2 0 i) & 1 AR S
X, HE— 25 R DU 1 R AN 1Y & AR By
BORAh MU, BT AR DUE S AR T
A FH DA B 1 B3R N, A N A 22 AL 1 5 1
SPRUE IR R . SEOU, M SRR G AL A
BEDEET M. BT IOE AR R A &
TR, U X T 2 R A = 1 Ok
U, LA 0 R a9 AT A A AT A T B B
T X DA TR — N DU R X, B
EHAS IS B0 S Re, R DUE 2 2 F AT
TAE T WK RIS IS e, midE
182 2] FREE F I T I8 AT LUK 36 DF 1526
Mo 3 S s DB 2 2 7T LA 2 5 5 sl B 2 2
5 SR R |y X IR 3 - 5 2 YRV T 1 43 O,
AT 7 T 5 a8 i 25 AR B TR WG 19 4Bk
T TR L, SC P R AR M
Ry

S % 30k

Ui AR =L (2021). R E W KRB EXS L. & FA S,
20(6), 561-588.

VTR, (2021). 2 T F oF i ST EE VI A5 0 2K v T
W 1AL AL B A AL (W A 0. T E A
K%, dbut.

W, %, 5KiE 7. (2020). 0 4L (4~8 Hz) 3% 3h & i
TOABMEM AR ST E RN T, O #7K, 52(10),
1199-1211.

WK BHBH B, (2020). 2K 25 1] /7= 4 20 FE 7 35 X R i 27 48 3K
FEMENT UL P (AR50, R EARK
2, Jbat

JET R, XU4ERE, ZEXT. (2018). BB FIEMAERIES N
THG— T EMNT R, OEFIFHRE, 269), 1535
1544,

By, (2019). WS BRIGEM— AR A ER
IEXF IR (G # 2 FFHR), 51(3), 1-17.

YRt (2017). K& [T 35 9] )L 7= A 1 9] 7L 3 A L T2 A 5T
FEHPH (LA, FEANRKSE, bt
Rk, BKIE . (2015). FUEF= A A AN AR AL
R 5 R 3R RN BN KSR AL O B 5, 38(6),

1303-1310.

P, KIE TS, (2015). BUIE D5 4L b AN B (R
FOPNE L. 0 FE TR, 47(3), 319-328.

TKiE 7. (2005). HWEES AR IIER. O HFFHE,
13(6), 752-759.

FKIE 77, EHEW. (2020). PG G RV AR B E g AL B
JG: WRREBTEH ERP BH9E. O 527K, 52(4), 414—
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The cognitive mechanism of syllable frequency effectsin speech production:
A cross-language per spective

PAN Jiabing, ZHANG Qingfang
(Department of Psychology, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: In speech production, the syllable frequency effect refers to the processing advantage of high
frequency syllables over low frequency syllables. Features and theories of the syllable frequency effect in
speech production of Chinese and Indo-European languages are summarized, and the cross-language
differences of the syllable frequency effect are discussed from the perspectives of its main contributors,
processing stages, and neural mechanisms. Based on the speech production model and proximate units
principle, as well as considering the inherent properties of different languages, we analyse the potential
causes for the cross-language differences in syllable frequency effects and propose a model to clarify the
mechanism of syllable processing in Chinese speech production, which provides a new perspective on
different roles of syllables in speech production of Chinese or alphabetic languages. Future studies should
distinguish the effects of token syllable frequency and type syllable frequency, and focus on Chinese
syllable frequency effects through a variety of techniques and paradigms, to further explore the cognitive
mechanism and cross-language differences of syllable processing in spoken word production.

Keywords: speech production, syllable frequency effect, cross-language, mental syllabary, syllabic neighbours





