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i E UEIEEE XS A S IR SO T AR, DS A IR o 2R R S I R L B
W2 5 IR A A 1a)iE A BRI ERE A B 2 T B A AT F ST R R (AR5 FL T (ERP) AR, R T =2
FAA L 1R 1R RSB I R AR ) R SR ORI A B I S AR KR . DA AR
SRl A 0 BRI R TR U ART), X6 A 001 A B ) 2R RN R TR R0 S 5 Al O T A ) e . 25 5%
K, BFIN TR RII(300~400 ms)FIHENI(460~700 ms)ERF L HIEZE N, RIPIZS AR AR 2L Lt s Ziaih & T
HOBER . FER TN T AR BE(260~420 ms) MU L TIBE R, &I T8 GBS, RIANEE Gt
B ATER T EARME ., T7EE TN TR (480~700 ms), HIL T REERIIERSON, BIPIZRE A s
FE R TR A 45 KA T IRV AL R ARSI, e T BR8] 1 A shided; 18 SGE R A
TR T fe 4 T EZEH, BHE A TIERE AN TREMINAZR RS X, MiAEHE GiiEREA
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T2 BH A AR T SCFRE
KR IS, AT, 15 LBV, ERP
$HES Bs/42

1 55

T SCRE G RE A 5 I AT 17 B 5 SUAS R P
AR UE R, TESE 2% Bk BT iiE X
ik o TR (WFRIEZF)E N AR BOE S S /)
WEE AL, REAG N EEA NI, Tk, B
BN EREASIN TR TR & 26
A% A 8% (Brooks & Cid de Garcia, 2015; Fiorentino et
al., 2014; Flick et al., 2018; Lee et al., 2021; Leminen
et al., 2019). flan, #sx &M, EA R T HiE
Z AT L 1IN0 T.(El Yagoubi et al., 2008; Ji
et al., 2011; Rastle et al., 2004), T & Z/yin T
(Coch et al., 2012; Fiorentino et al., 2014)LA X HZL
(1% fiki X 3875 (Brooks & Cid de Garcia, 2015; Flick
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etal., 2018; Hsu et al., 2019), {HEX}F & & A0iE
R B XS 5P IR LR T S Ik Y B a) gk R
ANEFE AW GO R FHEA AR G AL (ERP) AR, X
Fb 2% 2 D0 WU 0] 1Y 15 R S in T A B [R) aE AR
Z5, WAL RIS R B A I T,
52451 A S DL BT B S R
R R, 1 anfE 02 i RO mefF5 R E R B A IE
B o AU BLERAE RN TALS — B O HE
MRS R R, TR G RAEBALACK, 160
PR S R AE AR TR R R AR, AR IR R IE, AL
A2 A 1) Y ) e 1 2R R U ST AR AR G &5
(Libben et al., 2020; ZHH 4%, 1999; Pollatsek et al.,
2000; Taft, 2003, 2004)., 4N, Taft (2003, 2004)$2EH,
R FIE)Z DL SRR FRIEZAE TARFZIR, 7Rk

* E R HARBFE R4 (31671167), s B AR B AR Bl 55 2 4 T5 %F 43 (GK202101010, 2021TS098), b 5T o= b (& Bl 208 i &

Wi R B RO R T AR R (BIZK-2021A3-21011) % Bl .
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Hein) Z HARE AR R RAEZ, 1ZRNE)ZE PR i)
%¢)2 . Taft il Nguyen-Hoan (2010)3 T S2EAF 5T 45
B, R T SRR, HE— DI TR A2
TR IEREZ, BB RIEERTE UER,
E TR 0 5400 I R B in) 2% 2 TR R IE S I
WU B IR RIGE, JF BB w2538 11 X
AN T b ARRN N AR B A T 2R Ak
TAT ARG R MRS, X T2 AR T rhiE R an
0] G fifk 08 5 45 0 T 5 BRI T B S M AR 4
AFBANEIR AT

WEFEE XS LT S o BT 2R ) AN A 5 1) Y L
(Fiorentino & Poeppel, 2007; Gagné & Spalding,
2016; Ji et al., 2011), Z5R & B T Bl A el
M Z AAAEAT N 22 5, a0, B A 45
¥ ERTE AWM BE M (Gagné & Spalding,
2016), FRILH IR, ATTHESE # K 25 A
BA5PEZEAE I TS, Bk, #l
TEIN T2 AW, 53R 5 B 0] GE4F 2 i s,
FATR R & — AR, Iangs, Kok T
o3, BB RG] PR AR AR BRI X (Fiorentino &
Poeppel, 2007; Gagné & Spalding, 2016; Ji et al.,
2011), #t— Ay ERP 5% (Fiorentino et al., 2014)
R, AEECN RIS A 5 N (275~400 ms), JEiEE
At IR R K T I R, A X S A AR
o2l KA SR DX o L BTE R RO R W T A R
Rt Re % SR B PN A 22 5, NI A] BEVTE AN
[0 i . G IR BRI HEATIE R AT, JF S
TIRBUER, el B e mTidfk. &
il FEA5 B T WG RE B (MEG)BF 5% 19 3 337 (Hsu et al.,
2019), ZWFFE K DT 5 G 1) b DU BT R 1A
SERAM G DO, S 22O T A B AR R
I J S X

HETTERM, K510 R B ST REMM T
THREE I T M [ S . BN, Zhou 55 A(1999)
BRI\ T A iR S HAREZ BIIER | WIE . 15Xk
&, R R G S (AR B~ 5000 KT
IR sh(ante -2 5t) . 36 SUE 8 (B A5k
Nio Zou F5N(2019)TEWT L iRlC LS AE 55 v Rk B AE:
R R A (0 — R ) A A DX A R
N400, M 35230 LA (I 4258 — 42 1) 76 5 i X
FEAEE /N N400, DT WU T 2R 3 SORNE i)
TEMZE RN T 08 . iAWt — 0 R B T e
A BIN TR R B, R E ORI T A3
% (Tsang & Chen, 2014; Wu et al., 2020; & E 4

g, 2017). filhn, &EEEEANQOLIT) A T )5 5
) A H bre) 2= 0E R DB R SR, F e & T
N250 F1 N400 (9728 4k, 4550 UL T35 2 5 LREE ot
H 3l 0 i I 52 31 5 bris) 19 5008 ik,

HRE AR A T R w248 28 A shi%
TG, AHE 2R S K 1) SGE I I T AL A AS
WEHRE . NIRRT ), B 5T (Brooks & Cid de
Garcia, 2015; Ji et al., 201 1)%F b 1 PS5 & 1A A
T R 5 R SO S Y i B & A 1) (an g
. DU RTE LSRR E ORI A B E
A (KR o LAREBIE ST o A4 A R sh i X
(El-Bialy et al., 2013; Tsang & Chen, 2014). &2 [H]
F 78 = (Frisson et al., 2008; Ji et al., 2011), Jal_H]
W AT %5 2 (Lee et al., 2021), 1745 R34 % B T 9
BN AN 175 B 52 1) bads BH 4245 3 S50 B ] B
FEURRT R, R E G T TE S B R
N o B STE AN, B S A EHE ST
AT LB R M A SR, BRI T 2R RET
HR B SRR SRS B, Bk, #E
AR ERIE LSRG 2 0 R E
H, MR HE T # AR E SCaE Ik AN i B 2 A1
MTE R L 5GP NE AATESe Frapse, M
FH A T % {5 1% i 34 (E1-Bialy et al., 2013; Ji et al.,
2011; Tsang & Chen, 2014),

AR, NI R A oY 2% 1 a6 HE P 28
BEWMEINT25%, kiRIERE SRS T
PR o BRI, BUA PR ORI R
TH T 4B 7R IS S I AE M 2 AN T 25 R
filan, —3 MEG 50k, SeifiE e A1 A
B E A TRAEAE I TR R AR T )25 7 (Brooks &
Cid de Garcia, 2015) i FH L 6P i 3R AR (FMRT)
FARM TR LI, kA T3 s & W 2 A i)
5% W 524 1) I 0 3R 0 Tl DX Y 22
(Momenian et al., 2021), AWFFREER L, ¥&CF
J& TR T, BRI - XA e R K, Wit
TEE AW T, IBREZHO6 T IEFEEHE R,
TR TS N/ R G B A O T T Rk AL
AN, INTTFEDF ¥ SCFWE 5T HxE LA A IR 2 5 5 1) 1Y)
JinT.2% 5% (Koester & Schiller, 2008, 2011),

DU Il R )R8 1) R A RB 8 O %5 52 5 TRl 1Y 1
REARMH TR, WFREELLFRE, 4K
ZHRCF R — S B R, B 80% A iR
1L W& 41 (Huang et al., 2011; Zhou et al.,
1999), MiH, WFE ThHT, Tz Ee i 555



% 8

oo A DURE A Wl R R S A SO S IR I ) gk 1209

FHEAF IR 2R T Ty Bl ok, DT 52 e R 3] 1)1 SGE T8
JiNT.(Tsang & Chen, 2013; Wu et al., 2017), J&iEE
Al KA R IE R E5 0, PGEE AN & T I
H L i iE 20 5F 2 Fhob 1] 45 74 (Kuo & Anderson,
2006; Liu & McBride-Chang, 2010), £ T 351
HERE AR, B, RBIEREE X LR EE,
MTE R B R SURHIEE B S R ARG, IR
B HEASITTERANE L -3, Mo ifedtginh
SGE IR, J ] RE T B REAG R dR) T SR SE Ik .

WG 2 5 T 1 SCas B B S50 ) i 48
INTAHLH . 454 MRI BR, WF5TE s GBI
BN EERZ AN TR IGHLE] . 40 Lee 55 A(2021)
HIAIF I % B0 A 35 BH 52 4 1) e 355 BH 42 4 1) OF 22 3805
T ARG AR K R, % X AT RE S A AR R X
TELAEGTIN T, (B2, A M5 E A 22 5
JZATRE BT T i R 43 #2(Gao et al., 2022; Zou
etal., 2016). 734k, A BFFE A R RN - il X (1)
i, TS R ] ) LA ST i (g an, £
FYARATRES S TRl LA T (Boylan et al.,
2017; Flick et al., 2018), _FilAH I X AU 2 54006
R T Z ARG REAREW R T HR 0. 15
R UCRAE IR DL SE R A S5 24 m Tad

i FH e S 1] 43 BE R 1. ERP 4% R BEAS H0KS 40 Hb
R AR IE R A N T e . SR, X7
T AE S ARG 20, TR A T BT B BIFSE 45 18 o i,
TE— TN 52 i) YL /Y ERP #F5¢ H, Tsang, Zou Fl Tse
(2022)FF B % B W FUAS 385 B 42 4 1 () A 22 T
Z 5 MAEMRIC B ERP W58, Tsang Al Zou
QO2Q)EM T H . RBIBRM BN, RHIER
B TR S T RE i R SO T, (R
W I IO HAHEEGET IR R X5 & A
GO, —J7iE, AFSR Tl TR A LR 28
W AELGEERTZEGRMERKEHZAH
R AU, 8 AR R T R AT 2B W RN
W TR T T 2R SR S KO I A 2 5
JEEA A S AN B HIERSIT R, 55—,
R FEABRINE/RIER S5 E 50 SGE W B AT,
A FIR 258 5 — MBER G SGEHEEH .. &
i 7 vk R BT AR AT TR B R P I
RO SCHA SO S AT # G 5 5w A2 5 i 1Y 1
SR

L, A58 5C MR AT AT IE A, (R
PSR ZE BB, B EDUEE AR IR R A
T, SEEeRt b T =T AE: B A AN

B Aa 5 R, [RE R R RO DL R
SCiE W BERLN o 456 i B[] 43 BER  ERP R, 41
MEEEFRBFEHELN ERP IEIE, RAE R
EE AN T i 3 B ) B SIS kG i
5 i) B 1 SO T8 Y IR [) 2R AR o AR BESE U (1) 9%
RAEMN T E Fa Al iR BB R ROV . 7 AR5
KIL(Wu et al., 2020; BEH 45, 2017), HRE XL
TERNC UM R AR 2 1 A Shigas, ASOrsE mibiE
RN B A T R TR Bt 2 B
ERP MRS, ) e TRFENAMUS R
N HIE RN B, B2 s SGE I RE AN, B
ERE SRS RNBERE SR Z RAERRES . B
R RIAE R T IN T BB B, 0l 3 B SOghiAs 3]
BOE, BERIE . RIRR R G TR S I, S
52 G TR R A 1R R 1R SO H S R IRl RG]
RGN T 2302 X3 #e/EH, b sEm
R AR LRI, 2, NEWHE AW GE
5 PAAAETE OR—3 i vh 5, DT 0 55 BH A% % 34
R MR RN s B, ik
g WA i 2 — A in T8 ¥ (E1-Bialy et al., 2013; Ji et
al., 2011; Momenian et al., 2021), P REYESE N E &
P TE SRS I TS %, ITFE 50 T ]AS
PRI EMAEVE SN T 25

2 ik
2.1 #ik

— T G-Power F{FHEATREA G (K5,
PEAR — > 25 KNG A R R =K P38 BAE FH YA
WA (f = 0.30, Cohen, 1992), o % & N 0.05, Giit#s:
5710 0.95(Faul et al., 2009), 5153 REA &
J31 N B—T5H, SiaUAEXRTEA M
P REAS B (R A 4, 2020; Wu et al., 2020), 5
WREA TR Ry 25~35 N, ABFRBHHE T 35 4
B LA O R GE T80T o SEE S PR 55 B AR
KEA: 34 (19 k), PR 20.62 +£1.04 %
(19~24 %), T A W3 4 T, 078035 5 IE A
FIIE, B RMERE, REAEJC M SO bl 2R g /8 Kk
BB o BT BTS20 22 AT AR A Be 2 T Bk
AERIES ), HFEFRE ., LR 5 RS
B
22 EitS5H#

SR IR R =K P GEME A1 . AiE
524 AR ) g N L, BRI
30 PGB TN, St 90 ANl EA KL, B
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52 AR WA 1R 2R 0 B S G SOM R sl
FHEE, Anepiahe; ORiE B A iR PSR R R L
5 A 1E SORTE, e, sl R iE 0 2 E2A
—AEENIER, WA BeAh, dmA 30 B E
YERELFEARL, NI AT, BR] B A B 2H
RS BRI AS BEAS BRI 3E X, e P,

W AR RN B R AR R 43R 7 R
(7 = WEBXLSEAIE CHEEERRE; 1 =
W E B 5 AW SO IR # ), X i
£ R R A AT SRR Sy H1n] i v % B
(Brooks & Cid de Garcia, 2015), 15 A4 A4S 51F 050
65 AR R 2 A X6 XU 2 A 1 A T S8 I R AT
MRS > 7T WERB R, B4 = 7 O ARE
ial, 375 B T RN N 25 B 1) 1) 3 B B DE O A7 AE 5 25
(#(58) = 20.73, p < 0.001), ARSLEPEE Y . RBIHR
(B IR = 3.5 iaE e e b 51 0B
BA, JFHE . BiEENE VI A D
2 5(4(58) = —0.44, p = 0.660). AT RIS HE T
N, VRIS R W B A2 A 1 ) o SO BH BN o IR
AT WY SCE R B O R T R A A R Y
18 B B EE RN (Tsai, 1994), 206 R B 435 % F AR
WA R CEEI RN 3.24/H T R). i H, BHES
) ANiE B A iR AR R A DS L T 3R (F(2,
58) = 1.65, p = 0.209) . B FHEBIFEL(F(2, 58) = 1.06,
p=0.354), BFHBHE(FQ2, 58)=0.17, p = 0.845).,
AR ER IR (F(2, 58) = 1.36, p = 0.266), H T2
BUF(2,58)=0.45, p = 0.643), ETFEMEBFQ2, 58) =
0.16, p = 0.856)FN4#&ir] 2L WL (F(2, 58) = 0.64, p =
0.533). FEARAIM BB PEDTEC LS 1,

F1 ZBEMBHNEXEEER

) R e =¥is

A S 1k -
BYE AT ANBEUEAE  REEN

HEE 5.59 (0.59) 2.58 (0.64) /

R E R 5.66 (0.72) 2.76 (0.75) /

BB 11.25 (1.21) 5.34 (0.98) /
HEEE 2.97 (1.00) 2.87 (1.01) 3.23 (0.82)
B 3.03(0.72) 3.00 (0.98) 3.13 (0.78)
FAR A 6.00 (1.08) 5.87 (1.31) 6.37 (0.96)
BFEMB 9.57 (2.99) 9.07 (3.05) 9.70 (2.26)
R AL 9.80 (2.44) 9.70 (2.84)  10.07 (2.21)
HBOAEmEL  19.37 (3.58) 18.77 (4.17)  19.77 (2.82)
ST /RS 3.17 (3.35) 4.66 (9.43) 1.90 (2.01)

W FE SR bR AEE . POk A CEIRRDUEE 3R )
(2003),

23 ZWREF

SCEAE L IR ERP LI E ST, Sk R,
Bl 7L R S U 0], IR S R BRHEZY 60 cm,
Rk, BT IR 500 ms A “+73F
MAF, H5 RIS — D IUF 800 ms, ZJF &% 5
200 ms, HJF I AT, X AT ER R PR
I iff ) DT T S S ) T S DU A R A ) A
Bl Y e S R AN AVE AT T e B S, 5
AT —HEHEH 800 ms Jaig; MnAHIE N
R g He P R N e, B AN DU S B 2k o Bl
Ja I As B IE] 2200 ms, Z )5 dE AT — 525K
o A T AT SE R I HLAE S, 120 AR L5331
IR, LR AL R 6 ANER A, BEASERAEHE 40
Mk, g E G, AEUWE AW, BiER
] L AR R &R 2S 10 IR, BB RS
[ERZH 3 434, #Oko8 el LRy & 2 K2y
18 Zr%h . HI Y S IR E R I SE 8 4 E-prime 3.0
SCPRL
2.4 ERP ##EidR

FKHERR 10-20 RSV RN 64 FHIE, L
NeuroScan &4tic 5% EEG {55, HH% M1 fl M2 43
SE T A LSS, R s RCHR S 8 7K S
R B (HEOG) A1 A R I HE A9 2 H IR B (VEOG) . 1E
LRACSERIE B O 0.1~100 Hz, REEHIH N
1000 Hz . %> LB A5 5 3k B2 22 8] 9 BEL TR/ T
5 KQ. £l 8 i 72 DT R B RS LR (], DA(E
T8 W7 Hb TC S BN T R B R 28 S
2.5 HIESW

34 AR AT S LA 55, 2 A9kh T
MRZ, TEmLEAR bR, 258450
AR 32 £ SEEH AT R AR SN A R
TR RE S R R B I EE U 55, HE
BT 25% R Uk (RR] S5 )V H s i, = Ein]
FAFGEWIE G . A BV A 1R RIS 3R R AR
FEART S g, ASBIE 50 B Fh LR AT B P 22 i
UCHAT ST IEXT = S5 A R T LN R (B
WIS A AN i W52 G e B 22 06] ) B 2 0 et
22500, MERIBAREA L, 7 220 B4 R R
Greenhouse-Geisser A ATALIE, 45045 IE)E
B p (B LA R 4G H H . R A Bonferroni J5 ki1
5 ZH HEALIE,

1E MATLAB 58 T i il EEGLAB X 84l i 17
TRALEE , FETAL PR b, SEREBUMFL 5 A7 244y
SR, BRI T 0.1~30 Hz
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HIBED:, Z R K R +75 wv BRI, P
ST R4S AR BT (TC AR 1) R 2 1 H At 7T B 14 B35 I
MLAFEBE (Lo et al., 2019; Maurer et al., 2011; 5K
4, 2021), ERP #4505k e 5 . BRI
JHZHT 100 ms 222 )5 700 ms AR E T, 20 58
HF . RBFHIA-100~0 ms VERILLRIE, G
F.ORTRIBCE IS 700 ms VR R . B
S o8 R — 25 A 1 i b R A7 B -3

2 Hif A SCHik(Bemis & Pylkkinen, 2011; Kim &
Pylkkdnen, 2019; k& 5%, 2021), L b2 )5,
FEAFA M A 1 R0 R S 43 B R AT O 25 43 M
DU & Bs T e B 2 o B g, THRE R R R T
BT BT B ERPs, LI 20 ms A% 45
KAV A MR, X0 4 B[] 2 PN A T 347 3 it 1)
FIT A BB AR R R GE ] L NI I A 1 R
W) E M T 2981, SRS, 7E-100~700 ms
WHEIN DA 3 MRS 60 ms)Y 7 2250 Hr 4l
I 2 (p < 0.05) W B S 808 /3 AT A e ) 7
M, TEHEFIEAN ERP PR LU0 A2 55 0
2B WA EHE] 7 300~400 ms Fl 460~700 ms; 152
Fhn L ERGE P T 260~420 ms A1 480~
700 ms, fiJ5, PEH 3 CEER: 2/ gA) x 3 (rIX:
mr/ e 9 AMRFRME R S (22 F3, C3, P3; 1
Fz, Cz, Pz; #i: F4, C4, P — L i 50HE 73 Br
(Beyersmann et al., 2014; Zou et al., 2019), fEH %<
R T K W S 25 Sk, DURRAS I A] 2
(-2 i ol PR A B, 3R AT 3 RN 2R IR A
AN I AR ) * 3 CRER: 22/ E/Af) x
3 (Or DX m/ e R E S T T, HERIE
B A BT i, 208745 % Greenhouse-
Geisser IR AT IE, 45 B4R &R 1E 5 1 p (B VA i
G H i, R Bonferroni F kTG 2 E LR
KIE .

3 45

31 1THER

FI A 32 249X HR e BB bl 5 B F AR 1) 4 B A
%, WOAE =P LS T R R AR M B N 1)
SEEIRIAL R 1.41 YR (2.34%) ., Hirh, 1EB 5 4
M-I AE RN 1.53 R(2.55%), TEAE
B A1 S5 T S8 R R A B, R 2.31
K (3.85%), 1M 7E HLiE i 4 0F T 15985 =ik
R 0.38 UR(0.63%). Xt = Fh S5 F B s R R f T B
PR 2 A2 00 o ) 22 0 B, 5 SR ke BRI 2R Y 32

BN B (F(2, 62) = 12.98, p < 0.001, n* = 0.295),
P 7 PR R A T IR R E B E KT B W
EAT((31) = =3.97, p = 0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.826)
FIAEEA1((31) = —3.96, p = 0.001, Cohen’s
d= —0.919), 765 WHE G105 T HES R Nt E
AR T AN B A &2 A iR 25 (¢(31) = —2.31, p = 0.083,
Cohen’s d = —0.500),

32 ERP &R

321 HFmMI

EEF T, BHEAE . NEHE AR RE
F A SR B A SO B R, R T 97.91%
A B8R o X B S0 T A 4 s ) 4 (300~400 ms,
460~700 ms), F3 XS RT3 (RN 2 A
BWHE AR BN R G/ IR EN) < 3 (CEBk:
L/ < 3 (431X B/ /e Y R AR TS 2
A x TN SN R B A WS E =2 R b s TSNS
1 FiR, 2S4S BAE R 2 ikgnsl .
I8, ArIX CRERFERON WSO 1SS R
Mr 28 5 DL K 4y DX 2R 28 HAE FH S 3 1% 00 19 a7 2
BN A3 BT J SR e 1T 25 HE1F UL I 28 W B 2 1. Btk 2.

(1) 300~400 ms i [F]

BT TR PN 2 3 A i A T 22 4 AT 4
KR, WIERAE) EHON B, R NEIFA
5 W1 G iRl AR b B E R RS & T U IR (¢(31) =
—2.85, p = 0.023, Cohen’s d = —0.505; #(31) = —2.50,
p = 0.055, Cohen’s d = —0.443), {HPI2E5E &1 2 [H]
ZERRNEE, 1(31)=-0.04, p = 1.000, LK 45 R EH
BRI 5 4y X B BRI 58 AR .

HF15 K 0 PR TE Sk K A R P
F IR ERON, 2RISR AL A 2 LA
SUBYPCIRTE AR, TAE0S H  E R R R 2 (]
ZRARE, MH, PEREOY 55 X Z R R
FISEHAE, (8 BRR08 43 B A BRAE Hh g i DX g 2
RN B3 (F(2, 62) = 10.99, p < 0.001, n* = 0.262),
FEIL Ao 55 v e LA I B S T AR
TTZEA5 F 2 b ) R IR T 2 S AN 2 T i
X SRR X RN F AR B I (F(2, 62) = 3.05,
p=0.054, 1% =0.090; F(2, 62) = 1.38, p = 0.260).

(2) 460~700 ms Hi} [A] &

B ] K T 22 AT R RE R BT
YRR R0, RIEE W AN 7 W] &2 5 1) i L
o BE R IR 5 & B IR (¢(31) = —4.35, p <
0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.784; #(31) = —2.90, p = 0.021,
Cohen’s d = —0.512), MMiPZRE A Z [0 125 55 A
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F3 [ — Fz
T
C3 r — Cz—4
>
sty = g4
— B
U 2
Ray 4
B
L |
p3 [ —‘ Pz [ . P4 [ — .
BV — T
BT TR TV 1
J I [
WA o RBWEAT —— REZA

1 A B IN T OARRNRNC AR & P 2R 2 1k B. 3R R0 (1) RO () L3 B W RN (F)

1 oA PR

®2 BFFRNTFHRIEFESTER

S 300~400 ms2 460~700 ms2
F p F p
TCEH (2, 62) 5.12 0.009 0.142 8.91 0.000 0.223
732, 62) 0.01 0.951 0.000 5.58 0.016 0.153
BER(2, 62) 451 0.015 0.127 5.51 0.006 0.151
S IX B ER (4, 124) 5.38 0.002 0.148 11.45 0.000 0.270
JAC 2RI <43 [X (4, 124) 1.80 0.154 0.055 3.13 0.036 0.092
TR ER (4, 124) 2.00 0.123 0.061 1.83 0.150 0.056

TN BRI ER(8, 248) 1,62 0.120 0.050 1.42 0.223 0.044

B, 131)=-0.56, p = 1.000, 5 B 45 F A [F )2,
B R A BT B R ISR S 4 X 52 BAE
H, I AT I(FQ, 62) = 13.19, p < 0.001, n* =
0.299)FIJE#H(F(2, 62) = 10.78, p < 0.001, n* = 0.258)
F RS & BT 2 ) DY 2 ARG N, (FLAE S LA
IR AN HaR B & W, F(2, 62) = 2.41,
p=0.098, 0> =0.072, =Fhiali 2 AILE g s 3
HLA b A 22 SR AR ], AR W15 G 1) 2 LE il
i K ARIEIEeR Y, «31) = —5.15, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = —0.933; J5#F, #(31) = —4.93, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = —0.893), NiFEWHE At 2 L IR ER
WA K AR CP O, «31) = —3.54, p = 0.004,
Cohen’s d = —0.627; J5#F, #(31) = —3.38, p = 0.006,
Cohen’s d = —0.600), TMWIEE 562 [ 12 554
BE Y, 1(31) = —0.56, p = 1.000; J5#F, t(31) =
—0.49, p = 1.000).

MGG 00 FsF ) i P9 DA B T 5 A 2 BR R AL
H EUA 26 B v 42 v AR AR R R A, i 2SN S A
. e SRR Z R 2 R R . 55
A ) B T AS ) B, WG B0 ek 1) 78 1R R B T i 1Y
A3 DX RN, RV A 5 Bk X E e e i X5 & T
AR MR, TR ER S A X 2 N I
) 7 N Ib A B T 2Pk 5 45 XA ik 25 3 AR . W0
W L BEAEH R ERMAAE P RFQ, 62) = 7.21,
p=0.002, n* = 0.189)FFFR(F(2, 62) = 12.43, p <
0.001, n* = 0.286)K [X ()} BRZL N #F i % . 76 s
ik DX, 6 0 R 5 R S B A ] LR P T 28 T B
f, AN PR 2SN TR RN
DX, 70 0 R A 0 i DX B b e 2 i DX i T B 47
22 ARG DX 22 [R) R 25 S AN I 35
322 EBFmIT

TERF T, —Fhacm &R B A R0k b e
4R, AR T 98.43% A ORI, TERF I T
f9 P> B 1) 3 (260~420 ms, 480~700 ms), [FFEE
113 (NERA: B G/ A B E AW/ HIER
W) x 3 (CBEk: /P < 3 (AKX R/ )E)
) EE A I A 7 25 5 B o 45 HAR s DR T B 45 3807
B 53 A DL IE 2 PR, J5 250 B g it 45 SR A 3R
3 RSN . SIS, X REERF RN B
TR R I BT G R DA R Gy DX <2 BRAE AR
I OL T W 1] BR800 53 BT JS S G T R DL 2%
W 3. BfFEE 4.
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B 260~420 ms 480~700 ms

N

F3[ F r F4
2N P e . O [t

. [ L
‘ ij\ A Tl | e
c3r — cz 4T c4 —
A : 2o ,-/\\ . AL "
Y @ 9100\ Boo | 500 700
\\/\ ~ ] = \gflﬁljﬂjﬂ/msf X\ niPs
YA R YRS e
L — 10l —
P3[ ] Pz | P4 A
x\/A\‘ ft\/‘\‘ I I V/\\ 2 j L . ,‘J‘
i \ r !\\ ~ ’ \\ ~
-~ | 7 N 3 — -,
I EX\/ '\" T/'_;// \\5"{(;‘/
o EWEA . REWEAT R

K2 A BT RNENC A & 0 B E A2 Al B, IR R0 (1) R RO () 38 B W EERUNL(F)

B oA A

x3 EFFEMNTEHEEFESNER
260~420 ms

480~700 ms

5 K -

F p 2 F p 7

WCZEAL(2, 62)
4¥IX.(2, 62)

2EBR(2, 62)

X Bk (4, 124)
TNCZET ST IX (4, 124)
TNCZET TR 4, 124)
JANCZEIX A X < ER(S, 248)  0.95 0.449 0.030 0.51 0.746 0.016

17.00 0.000 0.354 14.04 0.000 0.312
33.25 0.000 0.517 40.00 0.000 0.563
16.09 0.000 0.342 11.27 0.000 0.267
3.18 0.030 0.093 2.13 0.111 0.064
8.37 0.000 0.213 7.40 0.000 0.193
2.03 0.095 0.061 5.49 0.000 0.150

(1) 260~420 ms I} [a] 57

T2 50 Ty W R & 30 T I 35 i 3 26
BN, 51 TR NN A R, #RFR BN
75 B RUAS 325 B X TG 288 A 5 1) 2 L BT K015 R T
T PR (¢(31) = —3.72, p = 0.002, Cohen’s d =
—0.670; #(31) = —5.48, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d
—0.971), HWRE FHZEM2ZESFAEE, (31)
1.61, p=0.353,

HEFMIAFRZ, 5T % ft
RILT N2 5 43 XY i 258 BAR A, IR
T 5 BR I 2E HAEGA R 2 0 3 . 0]
PASKN A3 BT R BR, TR S B AEON  k 2 ME 2 S AR T
H(FQ2, 62) = 13.74, p < 0.001, 1> = 0.307)H1H
(F(2, 62) = 22.75, p < 0.001, n° = 0.423)/I5 [X F L i}
FRTR] AR, T S 8 DX )2 7R 8 g 2 3
F—p i EZE, F(2, 62) = 10.80, p < 0.001,

N’ =0.258, TEJavBMiIX, 4559 Kk BT i s A Rk
N, BN EHE A1l i B 2 A 1iE & T 3 iy ik
W& (1(31) = —2.72, p = 0.032, Cohen’s d = —0.514), A~
B A B R A & T AR IE@G3L) =
—4.63, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.824), {HiEHE &
5 IR R 2 ) 22 R R IR B B (((31) = -2.11,
p=0.128), AN[FEIMRE, FERTERAIF Btk -, P
BEHZENE SIS R F @3 = -0.02, p =
1.000; #(31) = 1.95, p = 0.180), KA EMiE LiEH
FERONE, &N . ANE W G iR R L R 2R A
SR AR IR (AT, #(31) = —3.93, p = 0.001, Cohen’s
d = —0.670; #(31) = —4.25, p = 0.001, Cohen’s d =
—0.754; W, 1(31) = —4.28, p = 0.001, Cohen’s d
-0.774; t(31) = —6.49, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =
-1.149),

FEJRBE N T 0 % BT I8 3 1) 2 2R SR N
22 IRy A N EE AR B A R v £ AR 5 R 1 D e R
i, MAMShLBERESF AR, SRR T
WE I X RO, RINETR M e | JEER
ik DX P 0t W S A, e et B S ik DX I e B A7
GERIRRINT 4y KR ERI W L BAEH, #E—2
TR BRSOV 73 B A B, A ¥ i 1X 2 30 1) 2~ R Ak
RE(F(2, 62) = 7.11, p = 0.003, v> = 0.187) &K K /&
(LN RS T e TS i O 1y RS S U I RES
A 000G DX 2 SN i 2 A v R DX B 2 BR
BONE(F(2, 62) = 14.00, p < 0.001, 0> = 0.311)2KH K
AN LA R i D IR S B, T R S A
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L

i DX 25 S W 3 T i G DX R ) 2k R AR
M(F(2, 62) = 11.26, p < 0.001, n? = 0.266)&H N,
LA EE F RN DX B RS S R, (Hh e 5 A
0 A X 25 5 AN I 3

(2) 480~700 ms Fif ]

TER I T 5 W Rl 1, 342 05 Ty 2547
M2k S TRl AR & B T J 3 AR TRl R R0, R B K
75 W 52 5 1) RIAS 325 W 52 5 1) #1022 L B 3R 1035
THEIERPEIEE(31) = 4.08, p = 0.001, Cohen’s d =
0.722; 1(31) = 4.31, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.769),
MWL G Z B 2ZERARE, (31)=-0.13,p =
1.000,

SERA R IT NSRRI A8 BAE ] 3,
TSR f] BN AE A2 (F(2, 62) = 12.50, p <
0.001, n* =0.287). L (F(2, 62) = 14.62, p <0.001,
N’ = 0.320)LA A M(F(2, 62) = 12.92, p < 0.001,
n’= 0.294)H At H AR, EATARERI B kR
AR Z B 22 5N B2 (ZEM, «(31) = —0.42, p =
1.000; £k, 1(31) =—-0.48, p = 1.000; £A1ll, 1(31) =
0.52, p = 1.000), iP5 G 1a) # 2 L Bl 2R 1) 175
R E R, HOR IRl A 25 R 7R AN R 3k
LA FTANE, NGRS s R R TR 2k X
(t(31) = 4.49, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.809) i} & fix
K, TEAM(31) = 3.89, p = 0.002, Cohen’s d =
0.689)f /N

M H., TSR 5 R 43 X 2 8] 1) 38 BAE A
S TRV ISR () ] FRARON S R IAE RN (F(2,
62) = 8.61, p = 0.001, > = 0.217). H I (F(2, 62) =
11.66, p < 0.001, n* = 0.273)FIJFHB(F(2, 62) = 19.77,
p<0.001,1°=0.389) W5 . =A0IX EH A
PRI Al Z B 9 25 S A8 I8 35 (T, ¢(31) = —1.44,
p=0481; Fhx #31)=0.14, p = 1.000; J5#F, #(31) =
0.80, p = 1.000), & W] A% W] & 45 10 4B LE .15 2 1)
WR THIENNE, HEEREAARE, 75558
ik IX (#(31) = 5.20, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.922;
1(31)=4.79, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.848) i & fix
K, MAERTHB(#(31) = 2.64, p = 0.039, Cohen’s d =
0.469; #(31) = 3.67, p = 0.003, Cohen’s d = 0.672)#¢/]N,

FEFIN TAg5 R iS4 R AE Sk e A b, R
B R EROR A X RO . TR ERAON b, F
S A LA 0 i e A, A Lo R IR R, A
) L H 2 1) T MR A, B B I A A DX AR
I A TS L v ke AR M DX A O e B, i
SRR GNP N T E

4 THE

ABFFER AT ERP HOR, #9017 DUERE G iEm
AR 3R SRR B )R AR 4 SR R IRAE DL AL
TR TN T, st RS Z N, B E
A S RIE R Z A T 25 mH, R
T R AR Bk & BT W3S 5 A 1 7 I 5 F AR
LR EES, R E SGE R BN, TR
TN TR R B B e BT R (TR B AN WIFT 4
o 7 DU 52 A1) IR R B ) H 3 43 i RS
TR )RR, T m T BRI
4.1 NEBEEARIEAMIBIEEENHFEILE

AW G X L DUE R A TR S R R
FOMT R, 55 % T Wi A0 He B 2R
KT HEGAM IR, X5 I A —3k, #E
W1 T 7E 20k 20T il R A5 B 4 il o o 9 an,
Lavric % A (2007)f)—31 ERP WFE45 545 i, 185
IR E] 75 11 (140~260 ms) & BL T i F Ak —1E LiE
H 254 (4N hunter—HUNT) F (8 #0122 )53 s8had v 5 0 i
M K-FIEM L AMEN brothel-BROTH) | Ay #i
LR SNNAFAE 3 22 5 IS UL TIE R e
TR BOgAS 2] 7 o0, JF B IO T BRai =g fin
T AMFRWAEEFM TR B, RIHHDUER
Gl 5 B R 2 R AR 25 L S5 IR — T TH U]
T PUETE R WA B TR B B A s, e
SRS FRAE IO T, AR FEIE . 55—
JrTH, R AT R SN A AT e Al R D
T 2SS, TR FHE SR~ A
REHEERIX A AT BE, LA M, >k A DGEE SUE R Y
fMRI W45 R o, [RDE 5 SCAAEAE 43 A 2
et A T DR 2 S SR, AL A
[l AOAL T 145 0% X (Zhao et al., 2021), AT
S5 RALAE i oy A bR B W BB RN, Ui
THEZE M TIFAE R B — I XA TE, 172 AR 22 i X
B i ) 1

T FIN T IR & B TR R, (HE R
07 A o3 A AT SO () 9 2, I U 3 25 2800 3R BLAE
W R . X R TOOEBE RS RS2 S, W
RETET . S dB AN X A5 20— 20 p9iE R SOm T, M

SR B 2 A1 SGE IR 1Y S 20N T A FE o W A
W45 8] T HALWF IR 9 R, e, wu A
(2017)FIH ERP H AR E00ETE 2N T/ #f 28 T
AR, G LH T RN TR B, Ak SR
I B RS 5 IA A B IR 2 5, e
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I TR BB T L JE AR DX F AR A AR
EAWEE S IMRI R, B4 T #EIEE G
N THLR], R KT HAAAER B AR 23
W T R 5 ER ) £f [ X (Forgacs et al., 2012), i%
Fii DX BTN SRy A 3 SO T ) B BB X (Binder et al.,
2009; Seghier, 2013), —Ii k15 1 MEG BF 52 45 % i
7N, TEFRINTW K AT |1 3 E (a0
2 (Cavalli et al., 2016), A K A DPIEE ER
) fMRI LGSR s, BUNE R 25 T 8 S
Z Y LN T.(Zhao et al., 2021), @il FESTE
WEFEUESE, AT LA R . AR IX AT eSS T
WRENT,

R TR T B iE = &0y, /)
PR G L RIE R & T R AP . X —45
5P SCFRIT TSR et al., 2011; Rastle et al.,
2004)LL J2 ERP/MEG 58 & AR —%(Coch et al.,
2012; Fiorentino & Poeppel, 2007), 1 53EWFFT
B 45 N 45 A — 2 (Yen et al., 2008; Zhou &
Marslen-Wilson, 1995), 441, Coch %5 A (2012)f%)
ERP 5845 1 o, WA b 52 9e i 58 5 Tl i L o
WHEE RIS & 1 1) N400 I 1F (Coch et al.,
2012), ARG RIEERF I TR R AIE R
AN, ATREUR I T AEDOIE & A TR Ty RO R Bt
AR T A SEOE, SRR I A T A
I, BRI T2 G ] 5 R 2 A Y
2550 MW 1ok A P SCFE RS S
$¥. U, Fiorentino 1 Poeppel (2007)FHHF 5% % #i
BATTIE M350 IS ERR 2 B 2 R TRk R
i), 525 L B 2R 1A R A T 3R B R R R L
1A ShiaE . A A, Ea S RigREAES
AR T8 B, 525 iR 7 L ek im0 n T,
MR R A — R, Gk T in T, Hig
HEAT & 3] 19 15 X3 35 T (Coch et al., 2012; El
Yagoubi et al., 2008),

42 NBEREXNEMESRIBXNESG TR

A9 H Y R IR AE R 0 A AR X
(260~420 ms)Bir B, 1 SCiE B EERON W, RIA
PUEAE W E A ik W G mis & 1 58 670
o PFFEH I, XPRE AN T ZiE R 1
A3, e T 255 RERMEREE XD
P4 By B (Brooks & Cid de Garcia, 2015), AW A
AN N AR C LA R 2 T W 2 e, AT
RE S P o AN 3% W 52 45 ) A 2% 38 ) o 1) 2 S5 4
ERBEAGHRNE L Z A —3, 307 R

Y X 5P (Han et al., 2014), ASBFFE1E #1442 31 )2 1
R TSGR ERON, X —245 R 5 HT A4 R
(Lee et al., 2021; Tsang & Zou, 2022)I:[w B T 7E
DUBR G T, 18 G5 W RE R % f b ] 15 1)
IR SGEIR R, EENE, AMPRERT TR
W Be, B T ANE W A A 0] i B A2 6 1)
TP, X255 R SO (EL-Bialy etal.,
2013; Ji et al., 2011; Tsang & Chen, 2014)#2{t T &
FER P2 A BRI, RIS R B X9 A 3hBas It
IR G X, 5 3 5 G e i 3R] i X
ik, BAMARBE, AHETE RN I X3 W 2 5 i,
HE . BHEREXYSBEMX, JFHEERSRE
TR RSO, PRTE R 2 )UE B4R 25840
TIFRE NG g TaR B (5 B ny Skah 2 b, i
AR TR B, BSOS T A ShEOE, 25
PRESERE . RIERBEGINT, 7R85 &
MG AR B, AR R0 B 3R] e g 3]
RAE, FEMEHE 7RI ORI, AN E W 2 5 )
TR R 2 USR] T A S, HIER B GRS
AR AT RE S A S AR v e, TETE I R 3
A TRRAE, £L 23 BT R R & SO AR, MR 2
FE R T 22N FNBE IR N AN B S A am] A T L, T
AN B2 Gl 5 A 1 S AR IR

TERT I TR B, B &R 5 AR5
02 1) Z RS A TE R 22 S, 1 SC3%s WY E R0 T
&Ko AWFFEESG S, T SGEW Ry — R Ts 1,
75 W52 G ) 5 O 3% W 52 5 TR AR RE A8 AT TR R 4 il
L5 T, WZRAE A TR A7 A R AE 22 7 (E1-Bialy
et al., 2013; Ji et al., 2011; Momenian et al., 2021),
L, fERF I TE W, & SGEW RO IE R, i
B THER I TR I B, PSR G E 258
TIBRE RGN TR, S8Rl 17 AR in)iE X
T IK L AH TR ZR SOV AE R N T B B B AR
HY5EF ML LR M LRI RAR, BiARR
IR 1 ) HE BT SRRl 5 T S AR AR
Z W B s R Y T 2R 0N 22 5 T RES & S T
SATITE R Y A S, MR A A TR R X
PE— 2P I T B R RS AT o X — W A5 5
Tk B HABWT RS 1Y SCHE . BN, BIFSE A
MEG $AR, X1 St 24 1) 5 B 2R 1 /Y il 28
INT. 225, 4558 % T 7E 430~660 ms I [0 & PN, %
W52 G n) LU BA 0 2% 1) ST 5 0TS 13 B Il S, AF
ST NN IX AT 8 S W 19 S 525 )N T A SE SR 1 SC
JNT.(Brooks & Cid de Garcia, 2015), Kwon 5 A



1216 N H

L

55 %

(2012) K L T R GEHG R /N TRIAE. 500~700 ms
A B 5 N5 & T B OE % IR (Kwon et al., 2012), i
BB ARNER, 45807 450~500 ms K I
TIRBZEB TR0, TR AR B SR A AR A A
X )i S RS & T I IE Y )% iF (Beyersmann et al.,
2014), P, 752008 2 16 0 A 0 [ BT RE <5 it
11712 L% (Beyersmann et al., 2014; Brooks &
Cid de Garcia, 2015)m(7 J21F % 4544 70 Fr (Kim
et al., 2022; Kwon et al., 2012),

43 AHFARIEBIETTE

ARG ERP HOR, FIHDUER G4
L, TRAIRIE T DGE R G 1R & LS %A
SCBECE I T R, A DURE G IR RN A AR AL T
P2 R FEYE o WFSEEE RN Taft 193] R AL G (1L 1T
RS . AR Y, TR RAFTEM S SRR A2, O
H AR RN 0 B TR Boifs 2B A8 Ml XY
&% FEAFE I (Taft & Nguyen-Hoan, 2010), ZAHF57 45 5
FEE FIN T RIS A TIERS, WHHEREM
TR 2] TS . ARSI R R AT
BEXT AN [R) AR 1) 5, i S in] S50 B T 1 TR SUERAE,
PRI I P i 00 3 R 1 ) 3 3R A% T B s e % 3
RE Xy —2 T,

WFFE L5 FA AR A FAF BRI (Libben et al., 2020;
Pollatsek et al., 200042 4L T #H £ A= BRUF 4 . 1A A
fe 0, TR AL SRR RALARAAAE T 0 B e M 2 v,
525 R T 2R R TR O AR BRI R4 R .
AWFFEAE R TR W BER I TR 2, BT
PR AU R, B R RIER S 2 A 35
F TG, T BT R A U TE R A T IR R A e, U RE
aob e ) SRAE N TR R4S S R S R R
T S B RE A% B T 9% W A 1R T DL ek i R
H A LR DT R SRR S, AN & A R R
HEG NI 25 BELAG B R i SOIRI, e B4 AT T
BARRAEIN T, S8R T 1 Sk,

44 BRERE

AHIFGE A A TE PR J7 T Y 0] B ZE IR AR T

— 71, FATA BT S50 AR Bl A I R AR AR
Sk R H o A ARk, HAZ R T ERP HOR,
Xof I e S fifp R I e L4 v S ) 3 BRI fMRT
DR o ASBIFSE BT 32 W B A5 1Y) I 0 H A
O3, ARG RE S T R S ER X O A i
SCRES I TR UM . SARDFSE 4 R — 1) )2, Bai
SEN(2008) 7E— I3 5 T TS h, RN T B
AR R B L5, SREKREIER N TAE X

A BN K ERP R 25 5 2R AL J5 3
0 DA i, BIFE A TA R I B A 3 A T RE S e T
38 A1 S LIRS N T.(Bai et al., 2008), {H &,
SARMREERA—ENIE, Lee 5 A(2021) & HIN
T O 5 1) B T S B R 800 3 R BT A )
B2 o B — TR 2 A RN A T S e R 21
HIMEIER AR (ENIRS) [ I 45 4 EEG 45K, 5% T
EE AWM T M Tl e, 458N kM T A
MR AS B 22, JUHZAUT [l 5 58 7 i R b im L,
7T 380 P iy DX U2 £ 5% 1 1 LA A il 2 (Gao et all,
2022), B AT AN TR KL 55T an e,
W ELE G IMRL LA K 28 SO i i (TMS) 3 R,
JETFIR A HBAIE ST .

S —J7 T, AT S REOT T RA
PR T DUE A 18 N T8 R G L5 &) UG
T 2 5 B T 2 R SCRE S i T
(Bemis & Pylkkénen, 2011; Zhang & Pylkkénen, 2015;
Ziegler & Pylkkinen, 2016)0F55H 752 1 W, #E
BEARGF AR IETR SCRG I TR KA pL ] o LATERIFSE
X LR iRl 5 H bR iR 2z m R R RS T
KM ERIER IR SN, 5 T DUBTR R
AR T A A AR (W et al., 2020; X 4,
2017), JRAEGER K BUAEAN W) I ) 23 N 35 3= 52 e 1
A SGE T, RN TIE R SO Gt FR IR
R MECH B, LHIEER WM S 5% A
SRS SR . AT S B O S
ERP HRMLE &, G051 E . B T
Hh R T 2R SO0 A SCE R BERONE, B T DLE R
BB R ESFIEE R R IR SGEB L &
R SUEA SR T # . (HR TR,
P m i S B, g I AT AR INOK T R KA
HRGERIEIN T2 M By 5a 4 R, 5 ZRIA— a1,
SRR BT [ 2 800 ms, B FREFHR
BT IO, XU R RIS 2 T
FEATUE, RIS AT REY T OGS 2 iR UE R, ot
T 5 0] 38 8 5 00 T R A 5% AT LA % AN [+
R ) 38 B Ty R B 2 S TR s AR T S AR
PEARFE— 2D FETFOTFE, X A ial i Tad 29 5 Y p
ZEHLH AT S AN BORR A HAR DT .

5 &g

AL A DUE B A 1 B TR R, B XFETA
WHRAE, R ERP HARERAER TIUEE &
T T AR RS N T A I T AR i e [ R AR 2 ¢
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BRI AR B SOE W RO A AR I (R BE AR, 45
REWE G WIERS0A S, 18 75 Bl fig
P AR S IR R 2 7. IR E LS
FI S0 IF R TR ZR AN T, A R 7 n T4
JI R B T 2R SR A I SGE R - AT 5E
SERON A ITE R B AN T AR R L T A AR
PRUESE o

2 % X W
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Time course of the integration of the morpho-semantics and the meaning of
two-character Chinese compound words

CAI Wengqi, ZHANG Xiangyang, WANG Xiaojuan, YANG Jianfeng
(School of Psychology, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710062, China)

Abstract

Previous studies have shown that morpho-semantic information can be activated automatically and
influence the access of word meaning in compound word recognition. However, the time course underlying the
morpho-semantic activation and its subsequent integration is not clear yet. In particular, little is known about
how morpho-semantic information involves in word semantic integration processing.

The present study examined the time course of morpho-semantic information of the first and the second
characters who participated in whole-word semantic integration processing using event-related potential (ERP)
technology. We selected three types of two-character words: transparent, opaque compound words, and
monomorphemic words. For the transparent words (e.g., R#), both two characters’ meanings (both 42 and
# mean hot) were identical or similar to the word meaning (J}{# means hot). As for the opaque words (e.g.,
i), the meaning of the first character (JX. means wind), the second character (it means flow), and the
compound word (JAJii means amorousness) were completely different. The monomorphemic words (e.g., 1)
were materials as the control condition with two characters that cannot be split into two morphemes. Participants
were instructed to complete a visual lexical decision task.

ERP results showed that the first character processing revealed the morphological effect in the early
(300~400 ms) and the late (460~700 ms) time window, in which two types of compound words induced more
negative amplitude than the monomorphemic words. During the second character processing, a significant
semantic transparency effect was observed in the early stage (260~420 ms), that the opaque words evoked more
negative-going waveform than the transparent ones. Whereas at the late phase (480~700 ms), a reversed
morphological effect emerged that the two types of compound words evoked more positive amplitude than the
monomorphemic words.

The present study shed light on the time course of morpho-semantic integration in Chinese compound word
recognition. The results indicated that the morpho-semantic processing began at the early stage of processing the
first character. The transparent morpho-semantic of the first character influences the second character’s
morpho-semantic activation and subsequently facilitates the semantic access of the compound words.

Keywords semantic integration, compound word, semantic transparency, ERP
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