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ARG H=EE

AW G KA FE 2=, dEaT 100875)

B B OXZHGETP, BALLAM SO EIIRE B A LR SUu S 6 BLAE AR A 3 H R AR HLAE A
W 2P 38 g 3 PORCIE R L, B T VAR R G AR R A A 0935 L AP R AL, FiE T AR A AL ke
IHE L, 28 iF 3 (BRI BN AERAERRG S, BRI EFREE RS REX, AT
ARF D RAEEFEFTEEERL, RNEAR BT ZEBAL L@ m IR LE, FIELBEHRL
SEBAHRE, RROFRESZRAALHBERERIFAES ZEHSALLEAMINY Yk, ABRBF=
B A A 48 e T A Z AR

KR ZEFIH, MELLA, A, BEAN

HES B4

1 3]

il

Bihn, K&y 85%I 1AL IE TIE A K 4%iR)(Tamminen
etal., 2015), 7 — i, TBAR LRI LB r
BN S F E B VER . 5238 T LR T

JE 4 & 4%i7 (morphologically complex word)

246 B IS B A DL 3R 2 A9 8 1Y 17 5 (Baayen
N ske s 3 ok 18] Y3 y N N
ctal,, 1993), G, S builder i buildfn o PRSI LAGImIL, G, =5l 5]

Cer B AL 5 A AR, EA g Zej  builder B, ATELKE IR er SRR build L, i
R X2 ] E"Jﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁéﬁﬂ’_ﬂﬁﬁo i Bt 44 He i X (someone who builds)3fe 5% 3 #% i
IRl — A~ SRR (01, build) AT 7 8 B4 A A SRS . BRI AE A, A A
S, builder, building, rebuildyhFeikffy I AATPASEAINGI T, AT LLATRRR AT 1
i S, T A er) W T LA B R e g TFe R BB R A3 B, AL
IR IE (N, teacher, builder, banker)H', LA] i SR SRR 13 S0 R RIS BN, il i
977 = A B3 Y (Rastle & Davis, 2008). T T 3R 119 53 il R R e S BB TR SO . PRI,

— St g R L TARD S g 3 A 2 TE N T8 25 5 2 i) Bk il 75 AR R 25 B0 002 T
BEZ R, H [ — AN AR B A 2R TR — A Z AN T A OC T A I A R A

ANE A F M (morphological family), FtE[F]—A>i) T 25 52 Zin) iy Sl 1k HOBE I o B He S OB 3R] 3R
BT E 22178 F R —A~TE 2% R 51 (morphological {iE 3 52 2R (Butterworth, 1983), T JE 2% 43k (1 Wi
series) (Booij, 2010). W2 T AT SR ey, B, RA TR ST

T35 24 m TALH BT — BRI H 5 72 4 A S BY K A) i SC W) 3 35 (Taft & Forster,
FERHAS —H, AR LE2ECEE T, BAR 1975); BGHE BHEIS MR T —FPr R WA, A
ZRIAECE T b7 19 L BB R R (Baayen et al., 1993), Ay R [ A RN A AT 4 T SR AR B 2=l X
A9 & (Caramazza et al., 1988),

T2 52 2= 1R 0 T AL 0T A (L BB S A it
Wk H B 2020-05-25 XTI T HLH IR, A B TR A A
*HESAARRERER OUH 52 31970976), JERUMER  ge g i, 2 AR, 45 U0 AR

L B S ] . P e Jp S
ﬁ;ﬁ;%@ L JlﬁfNE;@;JC”gg) ) TEP B WA D7 WA 27 AR T A 5
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o BT 38 A RN TR A BT I A2 =2 ] ) ASUA st v B
N TRk Xef A8 5 00 Sk 1V 1 A7 A A0 ) =2 ] 17
S 7] 8% (Booij, 2010), Qi K il K Fe At AL iy
TEfit, BIVIE A 5 D P A R AE o SR Ui ik,
TR 200 BRIR) MU A S AR T 8 B R 1l Y B 1R R AL,
Hol LR B 2 TIRA M Tk &Z . K
2, MR K TR S Ak p A, R A e Y
B[] A S G SCRHRIR, AR ATE A8 52 A iA) 18 LY
PEION 1% 58 4 3 TR s A =0, Wk, X
TE A5 2= THLH PR 5T Bl T 3o AT T3 A M
T TR B AR R S A, 3 T AR v R AT T
NZINFIRE AR BRI, ek, M TR AR 4
TN THLH BT BA B FIRATEMIE 5 % S
Az AEHLER, B G fal DAERAS 18 1 o 4 B — i A B
DA AR, Hitk, AR T i AR
—NE M (Booij, 2010),

FEat LW LA B, W5 AT o A
BB I 7 N B (L) TR 25 8 2437 1 T
BLRIHEAT T T2 AR5, kI EHE & Re s F B
25 BT Y B AR R T8 1A B R 1 1) 1R L (Amenta &
Crepaldi, 2012), 3f HiX — i F2 & A= (4 HE 5 J sl
(Rastle & Davis, 2008), 7EULHFIE 25 R FLA L,
T3R5 FHURTE 3 — DR ST TE S HN T S5 09 m THL
il (how), JE & HLIN A5 B B0E A B [H) 45 (when), L
T TR o AR 6T 17 B S8R A7 (where)

eG4 IR, 5 RS (TR, L2)% 2 A
WIEHZ, MABEZMRA— SR, i
A H R AR B R T TR AN, I HAE
T N T A S B ) X SR W 7 S 3K — (]
B, AU B FIRATER B #H R AR =1
B ZRAE AN T 0528, 1 ELR w] DL [l 22503 2 i
EH A I —EF I TALE R A&, A L2
TR 25 0L H AT R A AR BRI 4 B, IR RE S
B B 43 B 7 A T L, IR 4 L2 TE 28 52 23 fin T ATL
BT R A5 A 23 i S ) 2S00 5
— IR A1) L, LR A MBIEE , P, FRATIA
N JELIE A3 N 22 S AR I IR, s ha ), A
SC LA E R A R T 2580 )X — [) A Hgs,
FLER T ZIBA AR T, G AR ST
Mo, DA BRI s TR T A B 24 1A
SR, RE, AR T IEE IR AR 416
I AL WA, IR L Sk S R sk 2 Ay by T 22

Sto IR, BT T ARRGETE ML,

2 ZiBEWESEZRA I I A ELE
o

21 HRIBEXFAESBRAFTK

fEt 25 30 4R HL, WRSTE T I ORI T S B
JuA I ST A Z= I AN T.(Jacob, 2018) ., 7EHERK
Ja shiu =, Ja shinl i E goR AR L A A
(P T o i) S B RR R ARG 5 TR g &2
B FR R 5 HE#) . R T B AR SRS R R AR, )
Sl B e 2 BAY A ] fa] Bl & 46 GE H < 60 ms).
TSR B RE N B AIC X R shid A BN e T, Bk,
fEi e 2 2 nT AR IR S A 5 24 1A 5 A 3h
A3 f# 9N T.(Rastle & Davis, 2008), 7EHE# S 336
K, 3 F 2R PR ST RN A WA 55, BRI
H bR il 7 1]

fER M R R, X OB ST IX —
KA AR R AR TG LU = H

AR AR EE MRS A ()—
HE & (B, walk — WALK)., Q&
(morphologic)ji 8 & 14 (5] 41, walked — WALK),
(3) T KAz £ 4F (1, look — WALK)., — i3 50
AR RN TC 5 1 A5 1F R 19 22 528K o — B0 ks
o T A s, AR S e K 1 s sh AL &
T2 3 A0 R JE A il S Ak 2 1R 4 22 S AR S
BIAENL . BN Z R, W AR A
JEA M TIE AR 2=, IBA, H)Eshidh
TE & 5 2% 1) (walked) i 7] DL 43 1 1] 28 (walk+ed)
M AR H A7 18 (WALK) B3R 5, BN 25 5 3 4
(GO D FRIA <3 ) e B v <& 41 By & B D VA (E S
h 5 T AE I SR L, RS R s A& RS B
AT AR iE R L R AE UE R, BEWIE
BJA RN A TE LS B S I R Y, FT L
WF5E 38 23 H A — 203 28U HUE 2S5 3880 1)
KN AR T 25 SRR Ok 52 4 e shRLUNE,
RINEA R sh &0 4774 T BRI s shai &,
XU T LA A IR & E B R T2 4
i) AR — SR T MR SN R IR SR 8 %
PEF B Bl sk Ry U Bk R 38 4 I sk iy, RIS
Ja B S A A T IE I I S — R I AR itk
YRR, AR IE R A 6 —BUR 20 510 18] 45 1 £ 2
BOR, XU RS A A — e AR, H2
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FIFIE RN TIEAE 24 AT A 508,

S AR R s =ME S (DB
B Sh & (B0, billed — BILL). (2)1FF %
(Orthographic)Jii B (0, billion— BILL), (3)if
SR B &N, tip— BILL), 7EX =FHsh5
T, YIRHE—ABARiABILL) AL TE S A sh 4
PR, B hin B A K 241 (billed), f5 iR F1 H
PRI OB AS BAEDG, FE SRR S F Y e
G TEIEFRIA &M, Jashi s Hir
i) A4 B3R 22 3] (billion), JH Sl Al H bR 1A 78 1 7 vk
R ARG, HEA SR IR R FETR SR 3 &
B, Ja Sh iR A B AR AR T SR OC 1 1] 2 1]
(tip), (R EPRAEEFE LIFAEERES . X
=R B ARG RR AR DG B AR, RN AR IRIE
SR AR I TC R il Sk . B IE B &R
TCRFE N S Z 0] 0 22 AR IR 8 s, &
W32 35 AT LR R TR 28500 DU o T 42 2] R o e,
IR R B SR RN SUR Bh 4000 5 o e s il 45 1
ZTE] 1 22 S 0k R TE S S SR8 RN SR B AN,
o3 B T LA OE AR AR UE Bk
IMTaE. B TFAEESRIN T, BRTIESE
BWERZ AN, EFEE B s E B nT Rei
K—EWARHER, Fit, MIREEESHES
J BRI 43500 55 1F 72 i Bh AN FHiE: SR BhARUR;
BEATLLER, 8 AT DUHERR IF 1245 B AiE 5 B
XT3 5 s AN /Y BTRR, AT 3RS A i T 28
BN o

55 — PRI R A RN ST HH BE (semantic
transparency)iX — iR R IRFIL S E Z4m B T,
T S B B 2 FH R D 1) 3 SCRI 4318 22 T
T8 SR AR B (Schmidtke et al., 2018). HREIE
B W RREAFE, WL i X A (i an,
reader) Fll i AN B8] (1 4, corner); X F i X
IR 5, 1 2 RURE ] 22 ] A o SO v A G
15 X TR SCANE W E, R 2 AR R 2 A Y
RN CE E R R R . — &I,
R ESBE =R sh&0F: (1)1 B (semantic
transparent) )i sl & F(%10, employer — EMPLOY),
(2)18 LR % W (semantic opaque) Ji 36 £ 14 (i 1,
corner — CORN), (3)iF F ¥ h & 14F (#l4n,
brothel — BROTH). 253, HEFS 3 5k FAf 2
PERE TC AR 451 o T LU U B IR o)
RONE (1 AN 25 W] )3 3l 4 40— T S 2 1 4% 10 ) LI

TR BN (IE 515 )7 3 2k A —J0 & 43 1l 4 )
Z )3 BRI RN 15 i, R FI Wi 2
FIATRESEMER . WRIEXABENZME TN
JA SRV K T IE 183 3 S A R B RR S,
ULHITE R IE I T, R A e o 8
i L SCE IR S0 (i SCE R 34—
SR S5 AR ) RN SUAS 375 W 3R] i3 3 2800 2 75 1 2R
225, W LARIE IR SUE B2 5 52 ) B A I 25 4
fift i 72 o

22 ZEREFEAMIARX

MRAEIE T AR, B 2S5 A7) ] DL =FpAs
FIM2ER . JEYriR, JRAEFME G, EIriEE
B R I S FNECE SR ERIE, HR R A
RE K B3 A im), e 43R AT 43S H0 0] A Je A i)
(B 4n, look-looked)FHA KR I 4 Jit 7 47] (run-ran)
SIEYrinAIE], IR AR A G R ES T DL Ok Bl i
#rinl, FRFIE XL, HEIRAE R ME G iR LE
—SE N2 5 o YRAR TR t IR AR AR 2R 4 S TE — i
TE AR (140, reader = read + er), M%&) & H
TR AR, & 7E— A BAHRI (5120, bookstore =
book + store)., HAY, /NFAYZEI I AL 217 2
A HA AR A I TR E ARG s, Iz AE L2 of
5t [a] — S AR T 1 WF 5% 45 SR A7 A BOR o3 I,
T LA R T U B [ — 2 IR 1 Y L 3 22 R i TR A,
TEIX — BB 43K 43 T 3R 3 = Fp AN [ 2 BB 25 5 7
W IFE

ST H 2R ZHOE TR R T HEROR S
SLEFEA, FrRIER 1 orh, FROTESS TIT4ERR
A & L2 BT e ; 7E3K 2 thB4s
TR RAZER L2 IREFRPTFR. HF L2
AR D, B ATRATI A R R T
pus

M 1 R LA, BN R R R 2,
ASHLIN Je A i) BRI AR D o S KUt A7 3] ) F 5
SR B2, RIJCIE S /K F L2 B i 2 ik
L2 B, 2R MR R N T J7 3 (Feldman
et al., 2010; Neubauer & Clahsen, 2009),

TERLIU 4 S A i O L, BFR A R AR RO
—%, Silva il Clahse (2008)F H i Ifi AUA (155 —
OB SEAE T X, IS T =ME &0 —3
Ja 3 %A, TR R B AR A TE S R SRR T
YETF BRI R KOF 96 1E B S RS E 218 nym
TAHLH . o &R, BEEFHEIE T %420 sk
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x1 BXL2EHFAMIMHR

. JRHT I Bh AR A7 SEEH Fk
SCRE LI-L2 95 L2k e Jpar e Er
0] R B Ir X FR R
= YES
Coughlin et al. (2019) Lk e VES 1+2 JE %% x
‘ A = YES NO .
Feldman et al. (2010) FEIRYE W~ e NO NO 2 J5 4%
Foote (2015) B Fi e 5 )
oote WPy + 4
Y5 Y " VES 1+2 JE 4 N
Jacob et al. (2018) A — 1 = NO 2 J5 %% x
Neubauer & Clahsen (2009) i = —f# [ NO NO 1 J5 5%
5 YES B x
Liang & Chen (2014) -5 I NO 2 5 % N
Reifegerste et al. (2018) B = NO 1+2 JE & x
Silva& Clahsen (2008) /- [ NO 1 Ja 4%
Voga et al. (2014) i B3 [ YES 1 J5 %

E: £k ARBHESSRRIEST S,

B, TR L2 #H O -ERGEE; -0
W H-ER0UEHR), B —BUR SR 2 B
1, ERIES)E RN A R, H =41
SR X R L2 32 I Re A FH TR 28 0000 >R
I A B S A i), T H X — S5 SR AN 2 REE S
M. BAh, 24 L2 A AR F R, IRE N A
BT RMIAY S 45 (L2 515, Neubauer &
Clahsen, 2009; L2 +HHi#, Kirkici & Clahsen,
2013), A4, Voga %5 A Q014 W5, /T 1
Silva il Clahse (2008)8F 5 A1 [F] (1 52 50 b4}, W5
SERINEIR, &KV F B 1 — 18 BUE F R
T oA SN, X Ul B AR AR AR —
FIRTE SN TR0 . HTFZIE AR, &
X I T BT B R AE L2 ST AR AR IR (IR
T2 > iR AR L AEE 22 5 . Silva Fil Clahse
(2008) B 5% Hf (1 I~ Bl i ) 9 1 3] 15 4F B - 34
R 14.6 %, FE SR EE SRR 13.1 %
1M Voga % A (2014)7i I —3e w32 1Y 53 2 1547 %
H 8.5 Z AR KB, B ERR mE T

A AN T 5 2. B4, Verissimo 258 A (2018)AYHIFST
K, BAAMRERHEY S P E, T HE-EI0ES
Jeb A 1R (4 i3 B A0 S B A 2T 45 AF 5% Y 38 fin i A
(Verissimo et al., 2018), PKitt, L2 JS4FEI&F 22 5 0]
REEREUEITHMIRERA—BIHEREZ —.
WAESR, MOk 2 IR R S MBS
R Tr W B — R R Ty SR R R 7
AL G HITIISE . HlUN, Feldman 55 A (2010)
LR 1 PR E T =R sh&M: BER &M,
EFIE R S AR S 45 . Bk i
IR L2 AR KT L2 41, Mo ss R &
I, X G K T FE IR 4 W 1T RO A
TSR B 24 T B R BT IE R Bh 4%
P AR FARALKT L2 528 5, AR
FAFFIEF L R S R 2 B 2E R HARE .
M, WEFRE R, L2 B HNE 4 iR i i 107 =X
2 L2 BGKEETT . =K L2 S AR5 Rk
T —FER T S AUNE B0 TR A& Z=i0, i
X FARAKT L2 B IR R . X — 25 e g 8 T 5
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ZERFSE Y 1R, Liang A Chen (2014)3% ] ERPs $
ARARFE T D~ e & B g 473 1 i 1 =X
WIESE T L2 MoK T-REAE 52 0 324 Jn T8 47
W mAGKE L2 B4 1 350~550 ms B
Mm% H F TSR SRR, RI N N400 I
WR P R ARIREA KO L2 33 A & BB &
Je BIAONE o A AN I I AT RO BRI 30 4 B L2 320k
ST BE A 52 i R U e AR 0 T A B S Kk R
FEEM L2 ALKV m ZiEE Wk Al HIE S
FIU) S hin T ¥ R 73] (Coughlin et al., 2019; Foote,
2015), fil4n, Coughlin %5 A(2019)°K H ERPs £ A
PRIE T AR RETE TS 50 I 1 2% 20 3 el o Jin T4
W R T iR), AE NI AR bR b, BFSR R BEE L2
BGOSR, AT e E s
M. fE ERP 845 I, —20Ua sh &ML A )G sh 4%
PEARES T IE I M A PR B T 0 sk, B
3 N400 IR B REAG, H—BUR shak s fUE A
BN I K/ INEEAT 3 22 5% . (A AT BIF o 45 SR 4D
R, B ENGRKE E A BN R A R0 ok
Jin T HLJE $7i7] (Jacob et al., 2018; Reifegerste et
al., 2018).

FEEAF A E SFHC L2 B S fin T 89
REERA—, HATEBA — 44 N =R
B TAOR, RRBEE MR A, B s K
/N B HA — SRR 9185 . BN, Beyersmann
1 Grainger (2017)0IWF5E LI, TEAZKE K /NEE

ML G 2 : 4 HsiaJE F— 4 KBS

KGN, HOBESH MR ER T HE T —/NE
BFE Wi, Voga Hil Giraudo (2017)HYHF5T4E KM,
Jet Bl i) — H i) (10 45 5 A0 H b ia) O T 28 S K/
(— A A I 7 40 DL R A B i) BT A ) i
R R ) /N 2 3 [ 52 T 285 i Bk« 24 EH b
A AR N, R 2R R Dy A, RS
S SRV A W, I Ha o UR 2 H b
PHIE 2 RN B0 5 24 H A i) S AR AR i
e HA Y8 ghia) o m A I, T8 35 08 Sh 3o A
RREN. LR, BENIEEE R0 HR T
HbrinJE T/INES RGO, i, BFREHEIA
SIS I 2R BN T AL B2 ) AR B S5 K4 19 5206,
A, 32 FCARDC O RS O 3l 3] — H B 1) A X 4504 )
FITAE (I MG OB A M, PhIR 38 506 ) 15
] AF 2 L2 AFOGRHF I A IR DGR IX SE K R R

g5 b, ZBEF R R AR A LI R )
Pria AR & H AT E i, —Fh a5 e iR &
R 8% 1) FH B 25 0 00 43 A Jin TR0 00 Jeg 47 i), — Feh %
SR N A A FH 33 2 BT i TR e 3 o Bk
A, RIS T L, L2 BNk
E, BN AR I AHERY . IR AROK S
R Mok, BFE IR 8GR shinl-H
B ) A A3, T 25 G RO TR 285 SR 0 55 1R 3% %
T2 I BR8N 5
23 ZBERERMNMIAR

fEFR 2, FATH T4 L2 JRAE B 5Y
UEAE

£2 BXL2RERMNIMHAR

SCER IR LI-L2 5 L2 K IRAEREN ERHHATX WG EFEIE
Ciaccio & Clahsen (2019) 18 [ YES 2 AR &5 %
Clahsen & Neubauer (2010) W21l [ NO 1 g
Dal Maso& Giraudo (2014) E -] =1 YES 1+2 J5 %
Deng, Shi, & Bi etal. (2016) X -3 = YES 1 5 %%
Diependaele et al. (2011) FOHE /i 22— = NO 3 Ja %% \
Jacob et al. (2018) 18 = YES 2 5 % x
Li, Taft, & Xu (2017) W3 s NO X v x
ik NO x/
Li et al. (2019) W2 =1 NO 3 GO x/
Reifegerste et al. (2018) el = YES 142 5 %% x
Silva & Clahsen (2008) W/ —BE = YES 1 5%
Viviani & Crepaldi (2019) =R - =2 NO x
3 Ja %
i NO \/
Voga et al. (2014) 7 -5 =] YES 1 5%

e Z-BRH: AREEERNERMEETE,
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MR 2 PETLIES], 78R AT PR R 7 =
R A MG MEER D, Bl R R K
FAEHE . WA, THRE Z R R SR A1
BRI TS, T R B IR A ] RIS AR 2, AESR A
TR 180 in T/ 58, Clahsen Ml Neubauer
(2010) K W, o FAL K V- =2 — U 5 A I T Rip
ZURAE WA, TEAMRBUEE R I T, FERSE IS B
R TS, BRSO iR E R
T2 BN AR BBk in 15 8 R A 1] . 6, Silva
M1 Clahse (2008) 7 5250 3 FISLHY 4 #4858 T ANH] L1
o R S E IR E IRA R I LS . AR ST
3 SRR A T 5 IR A TR B (ness), SEER 4
KA BT IR A S ity) . BFR R K&
W, BT ZIEERERG B EERE - H LI
564 A SRR, (A4 IS Bh AN W 2 Hax —45
WARAAZ L1 T s Al A i 2. 4 ik,
WM H NN, FAKFER L2 &, REANEGEIEE
A v 55 b P TR 2545 B TR A 98], {HIA 2 fig
i F FE S HAE Bk I TIR2E 18] Y . Deng, Shi,
Bi A (2016) &, BT A& AR A K 52 i &
IR =B BUE JR AL 1R BN T S TR A E K
M L2 FH R T 582 B3y ; RIEE PR
1Y L2 AR R I TE S s o 26 i = B
i, BRI R 50 & ALK L2 HAE
INEIRA I, TE 2SR shRON 2 W 3 1Y (2 7K SR
B fEEXEE, Jacob et al., 2018; &K EAKIE—
R E# Claccio & Clahsen, 2019; 7K 1%k
H-EIEXNGER, Reifegerste et al., 2018), X iitHH
AR L2 5 REAEIE 1R R A i T AR
e TIRA: 3]

TER S = Fh Y oy N sth, A5 4s
55 2R F A PRGN 5 =0 T R A 45 R
L2 YRR IR SR s, B SO
%5 WIS Bl 80 AN E S22 R ShRON 28 57 00 AN i 35 o
X R L2 35 A Re R TR 254 b7 > n Tk 2 18] . 431)
41, Diependaele ¢ A (201 1)#R5F T 75 PEF 1B —351E
WUE 5 Feg > 1~ 15 00E 3 IR A 5 4 i T
BL, X PR B B S L2 K 458 A
T F X AT T, R E AT WA
BN RNFIIE IR AR 55 1F T 19 3 2800 22 5 A8 i
xR L2 FIARGEER —F, FIAES
FLE N TIRAE 1] 25 {RUHl, Li, Taft 1 Xu (2017)
TESCH 1 R RIS L2 Aok FRY Sk, -3

WIEFE MR FIN B ERWIESR IR . BB ™
A& B, L2 FAE M TR A= 18 F0 f5 28 R
AR, TEAEEBNEA B#E(LL & Taft, 2019;
Viviani & Crepaldi, 2019),

Zi b, RAMTEKRT M EEABRIAL: T
B Ty K 25 e LI 25 R A R AT
R W A B, KT 1Y 18 7T LR
RGBT )5 SR A 10, HRERAS =
R 4 WIFR T, TR B E ALK
MR, T SCAS 3% W] R sl AR FE 2325 3 3h Ak
ZWESBARE ., WMIBAFTM, BRTCEAE
W 5T 1B A I #R  J7 X0k 52 96 45 2R 1 i 52
mal o FATTIN A, FE58 = AR Xrh, 35 GEWIE
B, 15 B WG 3l S0 R IE Sk il 4
H e - H AR T AR L T TR, SR o 4
A SIS AR R B A E AR ] I 0k EE S A LA,
I Z AR R 338 26 S iR A E AR =z ] AR
AR U (Voga & Giraudo, 2017), [Hit, L2 &
23 TR IE 2 1245 85k 58 WU HI WA 55, A
TS BOE A8 shRR A IE 516 )5 sh AN 2 18] i 22
AR B2, NHATWIFRSRKRE, "
KPRy L2 B R A DB ME SR LIk
TR, T AR SR X2 LR A ksl
KRR AR s, 2R NTEAE B et ET
REBERMT, JFAREULHT L2 525 A RE R H W
RN TSR, XXEINEPWEIER: —JF
I, T EY T T BE S S I 45 5, 0
—J7 I, AL RE IR E kAR B T

A Z%A
24 ZiIBEEARFEBMIAR

Ko (2011 YR HHEHUR 2 i 78 2R R 1
—SEXUEE AR TR, DR kB, iR
FAEI T8 A 1R B BEAS ) FH 2 T 1A 240 0 T
Frale BT S RARE) T )5 L5 1 3 FF(Uygun
& Giirel, 2017). {Hi FAEXHREBIEH, KR
YEM 8 shinl, 54 EN B AR, Xk T —
AR TR RE GRS, BT LA
HA RS AU I T IEF A Bk T H pri,
ST ARG v I & BRI T 285 )i sl &0 2 e 14 7] R
REHIES MM T, R R T IET %k
SR o

AT 5k Ko (2011) /P R85 BLFE, Li, Jiang
M Gor (2017)¥ & & 14E R A shinl, WEMERNHE
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brial, BFgEh —dLi B T =R s &0 15 0B
B i3 3 £ (191 4, toothbrush — TOOTH/BRUSH),
W UANE 3 3 5544 (140, honeymoon — HONEY/
MOON), 1E F % i 8l &5 4 (# 1, restaurant —
REST; tomorrow — ROW), IAh, X =g zh%
BRI ET RS, SSREM, Y
ERERBIEN, AN -G HERAH T
WBENTEER NN, BE ORISR &4 T E
BN BER T IE 73 sh 44 F 18 s ni; 5
BEEHWHRN, EESRBHRIERT, LA
375 WIS Bl 800 R IE 723 8 SRR /N b 35 25
Fo WRFWHR, X&H T8 shiEl-Hbria g 23
Il sy, B B bR R 298 L s 3 i 2 Py A~
T4, REM BRI W, TOOTH)E A 58
LHEM/NG 193 317 (B 10, toothbrush), JF i
KRR — T W R F BT RE 234y L2 335
PRI R HAVEA . RIREE | NN, BERB
BN EAREN, HH THEERRS RN
W3IBS A s, AN L2 BE 3 Re g A
TR 3 fig R i T A1 o

25 PR, MR =AM AN FZE A TE A B 2R
MLRBFR SR, RATANRE L2EHE G &
AN, (BRI TR TS
B2, IR S A G REE —F
A BLAL, S REFE A, i S e
FIURHIEFEG R . £ N EPE S, RO
HHERE R BT S E AN T 22 5, JF24al4g
H TR H TS 22N THLE] e, LU Sy 3
S SR — A S IR

3 TIBESEZRANEBEMING

31 BIEMCERSEXAMIERNRE

M BTSSR R, L1 A L2 A 4]
IMTES FEEREUTHAH: F—, L
WA YRR 4210, L1 IR R T
WEMNIEE G haN, Ui EE R A HIES
BN TIEASE 240 {2 L2 M5 R IE R 3l
AR E, UL i R A A R R A ) T
AEZAR Z IR M5, a0, JFAERTA L2 H0JE
i) BT & BRGE 25 7T LU T 25 50 00 Sk
T L2 BNEHTIA); FEIRAE RN T L, AR
W5 SR E AN TR, 245 3hid- B s
TR o OE A & e, TR SR Sk

HART, BIE AN WY sl 80 i E 5325 5 3h 3L
N R /IN2E SRR B 3 TSR H R RE 1) S 30 R 4
RGPS BB AR R EN ., £, fERE
RIBEZE R, IE IR S RON AR SR AN WE Y, B
BRI R, EIETIRE S &M, RS
Shia F1H AR AR A IE IR E S, (AU i
HE Aw ) Z 18] B IR S8 R 0T T IE A S Pl
e AR BEAE FH, DR Sh AN A& A B35 1 (Viviani
& Crepaldi, 2019), {H27E L2 1, REFRH L
BT 83 0 IE F 3% )8 313400 (Diependaele et al.,
2011; Li, Taft, & Xu, 2017; Li & Taft, 2019; Viviani
& Crepaldi, 2019), BtAb, e IE %8 Sha
AEFER L2 W5, R L1 giialngs
AH LG, HOE T35 8 8l 2 A I8 G i S A =2 AT Y
ZE{H BAR AT IR B (AR LK (Jacob et al.,
2018; Coughlin et al., 2019) . X6 WH 24 f3 ghiF A1 H
FRIAAEFEIE Tk AR, TiRE I RAGRES
— R I TR 22 B] Y 5 4 AT KT 452 1F - A
Rl T Sk e VR FH

B2 L1 A L2 FE A& 24 hn T e
KL 2 SO B, Viviani F1 Crepald (2019)
SRR AR, L2 AR RN T 22 72 M
F L2 ORI 25 S 800 . RAZK T L2
HEE R G AR KR, O BRI A B 2 R
LI EMIEE, WA L, e+
L1 #aydEin, B t)s shia fn B pris Z %A S
] M B S & = = B NP1 S T B S ] SR o i
P R AR B A S AS 23 9 in) V0 5 4 BT 1K, A
T 1E 32 A 0 B3 i 2 B 35 10 o B L2 kK
BB T, IEIRNL M4 Bl R, 8 shiE i E bR
i) 22 [ TF 7 vk 1 3 28 BT R i A R R S il
Z RIS 4 BT AIRTH,  TE 718 sl AN 2Bk ik /)N,
ELE IR T RIF 5T 25 5 i 92 R B % L2 A%k
KOV BHR R, TE T B0 R e ke A B
A TR IO MR R IR L2 #4250k
TR, R R R BUBOR S BE R, R4
TEMBATRRFZE b, = KT L2 5 IR R 2k
N 2 R T — R Y o RS UIAE
AATTR A5 40 & B s B oK P L2 %, OB
B ENTE AN

AN, 33k — fiff R A L A A 5 v BT R BRI —
e R RGN W, TEA IR Sk L2
B 2 I 2 A IE 5 B BN (Diependaele
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et al., 2011; Li & Taft, 2019), %5 —, Li, Taft fl Xu
(2017) & IARAKT- L2 3235 1E 79 3 sk i 2 e 3
[, AHHTE SURIE R 3h 415 T B8 ko 4 2
AREEN . R L2 Bl ialil i A5 %,
B 32 BAORE TE 2 A5 Bk i TR 28 5 Z%im], TR
T SUAS S B 25 14 T 0 1% B0 35 1Y) U BN AR o
B, FATIH, L2 Bk 1.8
BEZRM—AFE R, H2 L1 A L2 iRk
AN 22 S R AU R BT L2 AKX — A
FORARE . RFRATAA, H AT 288 237 m T/
PR AREIR LS R L2 JEASJE s A Fe e fil —
5 3 TE 0 T E S i AR IR B R A 7R 1R 3 A (.
) IE R R shRN )X B B4 . Ullman (2004)
PR H AR S F SOk B A BTV RIRAIN T
ANZEEF TR, Fre 3.2 mRAIGIAT
FNCAZAH B FIE SR B P B4
32 BHEMTIERSEXAMIEZRNER
#hFE 2 ) R G FE IS (Complementary Learning
Systems account)i\>H, 23] FCAZHE T FFPAS[R]
MRS, RS RGBT RG . Hi& R
Sl ) PR G i S5 B R STRORTICAC M E A
PG TE—, S AN [F B F R BT L i 45 i
(O’Reilly & Norman, 2002), Tamminen %5 (2015)
AN RGNS R R [, R T BEE ]
VL 3E 3o P Ao AN [ 68 AL — T B S B o e S AL
S T AR 33 PR RRBIL ) ) DX 00 A 5 B o
P A7 T S5 B2 S HLNRAE (B 40, reader,
banker, builder — V+er, BEEMIEIAN), H
W IR AR TSN, R, M
R A R BEL B, AT DL AR BUR S HLE
Ko H 25 g VA S HIL A R O TR 2 U A L
7 Z A — I I IR SR, HOA B2 S Y
A, PRI T e 2 SRS R N T ], R A A
SAEATEPFAS R TR I THLE], AR EEMN
B T PR B 2 A TR S U 5 B 7 Tamminen
SN (2015) & 3R, B B 5T Al 4 90 A% R T 1
T BN R —E I AR, Lan, A RSB U R Y
2 (B 4N, corner) W] HE £ 45 LA 1Y HTR (41,
reader, banker, builder — V+ er, = &MIEIM
N R RAMEMER TP, BRI, 3 B BT 2 > il
VL7l 205 R R 9 7 CHEA T, DA Ok ik 4 8 TH
AR Z B T3 AHSE, 72 AR, 2200l
AT R AR R, Rk, X A —F i T

BLH— 5 R I H i R OC ) . 5
BIUE A XM (distinet) 9 FRAE o X FhRAE FL 17 4F
Fiin B gmis, HASX OA MMIRERE
KEFHE. Paradis (2004)F8 1, HFi5 0 4 J& 38 i
R T R 8, WA T aEm S, R Rk
BN 22 JE A, 4 T8 o A e 7
Ko ALELRAR L2 BB AA Mt seh, b m)
S AFAENE A R AE s (5 %) Z )5 . Morgan-Short
SEN(2012) % B2 A 3 IR % Oy 220 1) i A1
W, ZiEFA R A EEER — R Ly
Ko B TRBNFRZ HIE, ©MAIE B
BT T I HLN P (Booij, 2010). Hilt, FRATIAH
XFT L2 Fok, BN IR TR LU T
AYERN Y 25, 232 B 05 . X T
KEE(S BHZ eI L2 #mi s, T L2 EEE
AR R I1, L2 FHRMER BEH — R
SR AR R R S RNAE B . Blitk, L2 #7E
NI AR AT i, 2 Re i o ¥ 5 LR B B
ASRAE R o h T i S AL R BOE S AE
DTET AR A, NS A E A TR S A
FE I E], PR, i SRR S A IR A HE 0,
E N RE A5 B8 3 — R S A 4550 ) 3 S 0,
T3 208 508 SR AFLE o

FR 1% Sk 1Bl i% (Episodic L2 Hypothesis)
HYMLAL, i8S RAE IR 23 5 ma iR iC A2 1A
fift, X TR AR L2 FHWE, iR
ERBAEAG A R — A RNLIEIZ R g 1% T g 15
TIRFEINE, TR RS KPR &R, ik
1) VB AT 58 A7 fif 76 1% S i 14 (Jiang & Forster,
2001; Witzel & Forster, 2012), X —{RxH3] T
FRFR A RN H . BN, Qiao F1 Forster (2017)
HIWF 58 B, B v RS 1Y e 2 i) 3R T Ak Ak
(Prime Lexicality Effect, Forster & Veres, 1998)7E
ZAETIEATETE . B A ShiaiR A RO 2 AR 2
Ja B AN B bR iR E kAR R, S 3R
TR AT A B Bk (B4, contrapt — CONTRAST)
FRTFIR S R (1A, contract — CONTRAST)
B B8O o X S R R 2 sl il Dy FCIA I, 25
H AR P A 155 4 TR 1 IE 7 1k B BTy
KL IEMER . Qiao Al Forster (2017)#EH, —iF
R KB Bl iR AR RON & R L2 R
FRRTERE FCIC R Geh, AP a2 i i i)
HARSMETE S, W, 78 L2 hIfscA LS 3
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Tl B IR AR RO » {2 Qiao FI Forster (2017)J1 %4
i — 2518 A e e e IR A A S
Hiawd, Wik, HERIEZREIFA R MR
T ST T R IR 25 B IE IR R BN . ST AR
FeA ) R G T B A R St I AT
AHRRAEMIW A o FRATIR, FEAGAER Tt
R IRNC Z BT AR 237 AR Sa G, T RESE R i )
HE R R AN FH G ZRAE, R0 25 3h i A E AR
AR IEFEARIR IR, & IR TS

ZE LR, ATIAH, XTI L2 #HWE,
L2 T2 HRIN A T T AL AR 2 R AR R 22
Fo XAfigH T2 L2 J18 X EE R W, 8§
W1 L2 FAEH B B IR T U 4 1 T 25 R0 )
HE. B, Y L2 FHINTIRARE SR, AR
i ) P B0 Bz AL B OIS 2 TR A, i
2 FLRR A A T AL A — A I S A 2SR
R 5 ZEAAN AN TR [E], 25 5 32 8 Te A #
Y AERENZmW, BT AETR SRS AL
BORIEARE T Ab, W ZiBAE )3, AR
TERICICR G, WS IE s AL AR R
MM FRIE, Bk, 25 3hE M H AR B 5k
AL, B Z EAEER)ZmMES, H
AIEFEESWRMEHEN. XERMETH
P AZE BB E AN R IR T B30 1E
FIER RN . BTFZE R, iR
FERE AN TR TS0 A I AL 9 3 A — 2 B
FERXFR, BI, ZiBEF RS HLH Sk BOE B
KO H A B R 2 B 1) — AR T TR ) B
I R G,

FELEEAH e, BRI —iE 2% > 3 T T
PRI IE A ¢ YR . R4 . B A1),
FOE A R0 0 A ORI BN . HeF X — 5,
AT, TR 4210 1 28 BUAS w1 5 %o T %
SO0 B AL, R0 AR, IR AR IR R A A ]
Y4738 331 16 E B >f SR A A T, B F
FEEI, 5N JE Pr iR A T A o A ) AR 38 1R
FA T SCAH LY, BRI LR A 1 A0 A 1A
AL FI TGS M BT B B8 A%, 3 23 ) R 8 1) 58 3k
1Y %42 (Leminen et al., 2018), MAh, BFFTi0 & H
BETE B E N TR A 18 RV A Tl B, 4 1 38 3k 72
25 i 0 6 A2 2 38 B0, LAGK 3158 TR 38 1)1
X H B9 (Kuperman et al., 2009; Schmidtke &
Kuperman, 2019; Schmidtke et al., 2017), X L5458

ULH, BETEE IR AR A5 0n] A AL ) R )
JEATE I TR A — 2 2 5 . RV BHEE 1
N R A= ) R A e B, ) 2R £ L R ] £ AR
GBS, I EAE ;A TR JE 47 iR
I 3E 22 e TR ST B A2 . 38, o3 iRy
TR, IRA: 18 Lb A Br 1 40T 7 AR B o R
EMIERIE RN . X B 45 REER AT, B
AT 2 1R) 1 2 AR A AT BE R B TR S X IR A
MR, BARME, TR 2B
BRI, BARSMEESFEERFL, &5
Jeb 47 A8 A6 S5 B T E AN B A 2 S g R S,
Matthews (1991)iAN, 1) (9 JE P28 fb & — Pl ik
B AEAL, AT ISR — R IR A RAE . IR AE R RN
AR AT DAUGE A AR IR 4L TR +IRAR Ay A
R, FIRFAIE L. RKEMRER, —i5H
XF U8 A5 I I AR 1 R XE (91 40, Johnson
& Newport, 1989), T FIRWIR KB 0Hr, T
A, A8 W3 —iF 2% ) 38 mT LLid ol i S L
Sen LI 473 L R AE TR RS G in), BAHXTTT S,
Ll Nt e T 1) T 25 UL 4 A T e T i PRI s 2

4 MRREE

BRRE, R L2 EEE A T AL X —
) B2 B 1 MR BE ST 1 O, BANAVFZ
)RR 2t — 2 IS

B, BATHRE b T ) RGBS
PR R BRI AL, A A TR B SR AR By biF
g, P T AR A 2 T AL B, R
W 0] 5 > 2 mT REAROR I Sh HIL R S B A AL
BN T o R R FRATT A BRIS RS, AR
PRI 22 k2 T T 114 T B A A 36 X — B 2 119 45
Peo T8k, AT BIE B e it
HME W, 4 AR ) i AL 4o
fip? B i RE R AR E I TSR
At B — AP A TR

S, AORBIBIESE AT LR A IR 2l 36 7 4
TR, FEHARMERMT IR AL AN T
FOBLAR], LABEBIE 45 5 3 B A A% . R A F
T8 20 KR T S R WAL 55, ObS et 22 02 1
AR AHTEBL S ARG T, R A i T —
B AE AP AT . AR TSR R, R
L, BT TR A S 2 AR B A BN R] S5 AR
NORBAARE? H AR PRI R E AN T
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RIS AR R D, T H EZ R ERPs BR, fil4n,
Deng, Shi, Dunlap % A (2016)% ] T~ ERPs 7 R
RTHEAFMTAHEEE 2NN T, R
TR IE AR PFS IR A 1R RO IR 2B R A B LA
A, A5 RR I TR B A AR L2 B
&, PhiRAEW IREFS R T KRR P600, i
RIEAAIIRE L2 Pl 3R 90 Do IR A= 1) bE UK A 3]
51K THERM N400, Mk, FREFANESARTE
AFRG L2 9 R T e T, i B G
TR ARG L2 3 0 B I A4 8 3 i T {H R
I ERPs HOAR, A H 4 LR R BB U B,
TCRIFRATT B ] 352 2 PR X0 . IR 3038 R
AR SV [ I 52 B — ) 3 B — Bl , AR AL
BEw, [ 2R B ] Ay FE A, HE iR Z, XE
A5 Ta) 2 AR BUSAF O s (Bertram, 2011) [,
TEARRMIBE ST AT LUR IR 308 BR B R, R %%
L2 B3 A B 4 PR AR 2=l n T AL, L
PRITAE T N RS IAEE T IR A E 2217 W T AL o

5=, BOGER BRI K/NTE R R F4 1
T2 . SR BT S KM TE & K%
SRS E TR A 29980 T 5 St R B T X —
ML, X UL AR B EATE R MBI A TR
b RN T AR i 3R 0 i R AR ) R N A T
Tamminen %5 A (2015)% 8, MiHEE T —N/NE
RN, B N BETE BT He B IR sl e B S 40
MRAE, AR ] LA 28 1 S ML s 3 — AN B
A AR, R E NGt
TSP TE S RNAE B, IBAfEE M i
BRI S SR Z B 1) 25 57 & Z B S K
F/NBIFEI : SRR R T RIS R GR, iR
A ZaEH PRI R 1) 22 B R T SRR T/
TWERIEN o X2 F T R RE R & TIEH,
TEIN T/NE A FK G W RTE R, &R H AR o i i
BT — SR, (HRREFH A T RES
FE R RE I, AT DL B e IR D w4 B 4 1
TEAHNAMEE . Hit, SdERESRBEXTES
B T sgm, oLt —24E R eSS R
FiAl i TALH]

BJa, HE L2 JERE ZR I TR 2L .
SERTR AR R, X FRHEE T S, BHiEE X
) 38 35 AT DLSE Ao P A% B AR R S . N % OB~
T — SO0 RE M i (JE— ) (Taylor et al., 2013), H:
TSR RN 38 %A DG (Lewis et al., 2011) 3

H, MEE RGN, 5 2 AR K
T 000 368 2% B 1) XoF R A0 388 [ 1) HE (Ben-Shachar et
al., 2011), Rastle (2018)$ H T 25 HLI % 2 15 7E 35X
AR i i EOCEENEM, a5 nY
A5 5 R 8% T R TR 285 43 1 I #6428
HEAT L2 TEAE 228 T2 ALH iFss A 2,
H 25 RAFAEAR K43 (Pliatsikas et al., 2014; Prehn
et al., 2018), K, ARAKRIBFFEN %K TEX —[A]
L XA B FIRRAT TR A B AR L2 TR AR 2= il
TRBLE, 10 EIR T L EUERE B g A
L — N TN AL H X — S Ak ] R,
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The processing mechanism of mor phologically complex words
for second language learners

CONG Fengjiao, CHEN Baoguo
(Department of Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Most languages of the world have a high proportion of morphologically complex words that are
composed of two or more morphemes. When processing morphologically complex words, readers can
choose to access the whole word meaning directly from the mental lexicon, or to use morphological rules to
construct the word semantics. There is a general consensus that native speakers can access the whole word
meaning by combing morphemes, however, despite increasing amount of second language research, the
morphologically complex word processing mechanism for L2 learners is still in debate. Based on
Complementary Learning Systems account and Episodic L2 Hypothesis, the processing mechanism of L2
morphologically complex words is proposed. Future research needs to explore the influences of
morphological family size on the processing of L2 morphologically complex words, as well as reveal the
neural mechanism underlying L2 morphologically complex words.
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