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B OE OARETIE R HDCHRAR, 25 A A S BITE, HEIDURIEE s iE e A AR
H e B A AR O Rl A S S AL o A5 R A T 24 AT 55, FAR S DUOR0E & I DLE =k
IR R R RS BN T AT S OB I DOE A R R 5 OB R s A R R AR 2
o FCEAFEE S RO | S S e S AR B (0 AR o AR S LA A 5 R A BT
RUEH BDGE =R B B T B0V, 5 HIGE A R AR 2SR, RN AR B DU Y
A AR A S B T R S 1 200~250 ms Z ], TDGEREE S 1 D0E A B AR B T 19 4K
N, HEBLLE 250~300 ms ZI0] , B2 S o E1 30T & BB RGE & DU 7= A )5 ) g R 5 i
T AE BT 7 A R T X IO P O FE A B A A ), AP 2 B) b A7 A B 35 25 5 RS o AN Rl 1
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k@R NUEE, S, [Ffk, MR
SES B84

1 HI5

XU f8 5 98 I B 1 0 71 FRh IR R AR
(Fabbro, 1999). XUHEE IS 1G5 T 2R/ 4
Z BB RS, S AT RO T Y R
— . Perfetti %£(2007)HR H BUH - FEFIZE 18 50
TR LR R AR, 320 T o il TR
F) [] 4k 5 5 R 4 1% (assimilation and accommodation
hypothesis), A~ i i T A2 o A7 7 [ AL A 7
PRI [R] B BILH o [ AL 48 XU 2 R I BE TR SR
(overlapping system) I T. —1&, #{i0R B — B
AN TR B 2B N AL i i XU %
K BRI T A 4 (additional system)fill T .1,
R ORI TS AR O R R T

R H 3): 2020-01-16

A
1.1 FEMI A BIEY S0

XUTE 5N T i sp 3 B[R] Ak 3 2 0 ML
JIT HO 5 1) 6 G 02 PR A i 5 R Sy B i A I i 22
Ll PRSI, 185 W IE R0V B T REE
FE TN T A ISR o T 59902 W B4R 12
FE B KA TR B A R0 P (Liberman
etal., 1980), IETIEBUESRHIET PR —DFR
H—AERICE N R ANIE), E5 k3 EIE
HEEP—NFREZDERLE, iFe—TER
¥ 2 F R (UHTE) (Katz & Frost, 1992), #F%%
RIMFEF Sy 4 4E 55, BRFIREE# b
WHE 2 S M IR, 2 X3 2 s R
BT SRR I R B T 22 (T T 22 s A

* JL A SR 4 TSI H (16 YYA006), 1 [E A R K2 FAFZ4E (AL 4) A A 55 & 2555 H (18XNLG28) & Bl .
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BN e N T I R 2 2 N T R 72
(Paulesu et al., 2000),

XEH I T B s iR 5 A 2k
EARIA S S B (R A REERD I, X5 A iE
TS W B A S A VI OC R . EDHLIE Y
TE A W S T U518, Das 25(2011) & FLEIHTE—
YETE RUE 4 7 B b o (5] 132 508 B o 2 ) TR /N 3%
PR O g A, AT D D A T [
TERRE . Jamal Z5(2012)7E P HE 4 15— 9L 15 XUE
HETHEWMEFRENE R TEH) hRh R,
24 4 5] 152 7 B A VR e 0 [ R 3 A
OIS TR, X S il DX 5 S SO T, A B e g i
A S 2 A 50 v [ AR L [ ) 98 S, 3 A i
XFETE I T 3 E2AEH] . Nelson 45(2009)7E
YT —PUE RUE A (J I 14 1E 7 135 W B v T 10U
T A B, Bl [ e S B RV IO 1 R & Y
e AR 0] X3, X — X3 n] Re v K SO T, {3
T [58] 132 03E s D) 22 801 UM AR bR T X 388 A 3 3
Liu 1 Cao (2016)R FHIC /3 #r & BLAERGE i Ly,
W XGE 1 18 b— 8 i 1B kB A B,
20 T BN IUT 5 DXR rf R IX, e X R A7
DAL IR GE FIIE - i, FBRGEE N T iR
FH T TRACHL o an S —if F 38 1 3k 1B W B A,
U BE 22 4005 1 2 A (X ek, R IH X 1B AY I 5 T
Fe i T 75 BT H TR A9 %% J7, SR RGE # i T. ik
B SR T L B o

RUEIN, BUEE IEEE I TAT S A K
A5 050 AL B F 58 2598 9 A — 2, SR HSUE 4007
AW %5, Wang 25(2001) & BLEA 75 253611
DOEA e DOEAT 55 h R ZE i (L 5, i T o
2200 1 B DU 2R B R XU 3 T AR X TR SR Sk
RIVIZRAT 55, Wang 45:(2003) i — 0 BoR Je i R
HEE DO E, 255 % BRI [m] 5 2 0,
LS K 5 7 3 2 ) SR TE A DG o WIS 4 2
W BE R A R I DOERL I T00E, SR A T 06 R HL
il o 5 BRI, Tian 5£(2019)% 52 1 BEE M 9iE
SCENEJEVEWIE, 55 i S A DUE BB TE R
BERE B RN T B bR 2 B a . DUFIE R
FEDUF I R B 15 5 55 AR IR, AR IR S R0
T, RN ASRENI T, 25 R R, BUEH TEAr
LRMPCF W ZAF T, B T 22004 Bhiz 86 X DL &
2 R e L, T O S TS I A N
ARG ZEMET T [0 o AR 43X — 25 21, Tian 4$(2019)
AR B3 2 I A 28R G X8 R Bl DX 2

FUUDCF R E T, SRS iR 5 DGR SR
FALEH T RS I TR .

R Ak 55 M2 AL ] T A 2R B 1Y, A iF 5T L
A5 i DX T AR = R B OO0 3 B i hn T A [
AR T RS R AL o Zhao 45(2012)2K HIA
AT, RIAEDUE I TAE 55 th e dUBUE # L
DUIERETE S B XN 05 S5, 3R W RS %X
FAT IR o3, SR T R AIL AN 00
AN TR B 2 DO B ) 22 M T0UTS /N 3R B0 s o 229
0 DX 358 B4 8 3G, 17T R O A E DU AT 55 H ZE )
TR /e 2R B T 22 M IX R s . AR A
BLAEMN IR 7N 00 B 06 5 0 A A O, i
il 1k 5 K 1 19 7 2 — & R % 3% T (grapheme-
phoneme route)f5 J&(Tan et al., 2010). HF 5% & A KA
T R A0 3 0% 2R W NATTHE AN R I 2 1 2 2] B/
Ve R AF— % & XF i (Radical-Sound) 19 K8 ), 2411
TRIEFR-G R IR 0 TR A AR
P W DORGE 75 R [RARAIL R I T30GE, —iEhn
T [R) IAEAE [R5 I AL

AT — SE A 5 5 SR e B ) 43 B R A A
AH & H1 {37 (event-related potential, ERP)$ R AR T
WU 0 T v ) B[] i A2 A5 20 . Timmer #1 Shiller
(2012)K FH 3 75 B 324 55, ot J5 shiu i & )G 3
) A1 H bR ] 2 6] (9 1 ki A O SR . R BT
24 BB UE A TS R I F B =R A A AL,
X RSB FARTE 120~180 ms KL T IEF
LR, 180~280 ms KB [ H N . I, X—
25 I F AT 2 1 E 05 DS B 7E i TR R
T 5 REE ISR I TR, SHF TN A% X0
Mo EAREREQO3)KRHE Fr 4 fig SCH T 5%
Z T D RE B DG P A B S RO o 45 R R,
FRE U 2 E DUV - 1) i = A i R s B S
I R - X, HAERTE] EAEfEEE . W
I8 B R R 3 B DU 72 A R A 5 e B 1
AL, FREIDGEVE N 80 R 32 8] T B 5ty
SEm, R BEE EAL R LS

Zr b, A BGEH I8 TR E 202 R
Iy fig #g 3t P& B 1% (functional magnetic resonance
imaging, fMRI) $£ A PO EIH 28 (14 J2 18 _E % it [)
BT 5%, WY 28 A B il hn Tk H IR 4k
P BN L AZ BB FEE 3 T R s R
AR/H B8 e 3 BE & s I A s R T A
AL, RN A S M IR T bR, R
W BCE SCF R R, HOn T R 5 1R B AN ]
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(BR521# %, 2006; Ferrand et al., 1996; K555, #
FJ5,2005) AHIFFE & IRV = A i R 1Y) A BE R
GBS TN T AN A 2B

12 AFRICFEEPFRRBALTT

Hf P A B TS . TSR
gAY . I AR 5 S FEE B (Dell, 1986;
Levelt et al., 1999), TE& B Aididfe, PG & AR 4
WOREFEEBEMYESE, JF#ETE T
(syllabification), ¥ Bt 55 7 4544 b (9 3 15 19 8
BR AR o TR i B e R W RO R
MRS o E SR I T8O — HR F A
IR fE N Z —,

TEENNRE & 0 LR AR v, R 28T 9T SCHe s
REE R MBI TRIT, ERIEHRT, 4R
TR Bd A L st . BN A R
AR T Z AR (4N york library—lork yibrary,
reading list—leading rist), 1M%/0 K& A H T
B B R (A napkin—kinnap) (Dell, 1986),
B m—iaC T 04T % (Damian & Martin, 1999;
Meyer & Schriefers, 1991) | i )& 37 2 (Forster &
Davis, 1991; Kinoshita & Woollams, 2002; Malouf &
Kinoshita, 2007; Schiller, 2008) il PN [& i3 zh i =X
(Damian & Bowers, 2003), WF5E & A 55 E AR
FALG, & ZRAR R I 25 7= A 3 Y OB s pe, R
W 2R S B A Y HROT

A5 5 X DUIE 1 HE TR A 1 8 ) G ok
thE T E R IEAAEARFEE . DURE N —F
A E 5P A S AR RN . B, M
YEH . A, DURRE TEGRR D, N AE A
400 NET AT, THAE W R 1200 A, T
ZHHPRZIA 12000 15 19 (Levelt et al., 1999; 7K
W7, BETF, 2005), HK, DU R TLR+
IIEME, AR E IR, M DTS
PGP v, 23 M B0 5 B 0 i SR BB 2 5
HIIIHG, RYE Levelt 5(1999) MW &, FHr
AL I G IR O L) L P OR A AR ) R,
FE DL S 2855 1Y O 2O 4 B i I AR ok
JETEE T i B b 452 I, PR DU Y TR 5 R
FORE T DU E 2 W i FRoT T ] R & T,
[IE|==

R BT & BAEDLIE T R b & 1 R
B, KRS DR AR T A T B0 5 (Chen,
2000). Chen 45(2002)R HI A Bg ghi SR R BUE
XUE RN A i S R S B B, AT 8 A

[ 451 T 1) sl s, (H3% 28 A0 R 4544 TeAE AT 2
N, 5K 55 A 55 (2005) A I i) 4 X,
Chen %£(2003)LL & Chen (2016)F% FHHEi# S shiu =
RITAHRLAZE R, X SR TC IR 1 & 1 7R BRI K
L BRVE R — Al BRI TG . You S5(2012)F]
JH P 1 i 44 F1HL 3R] i 24 B RRAT S5 2 R BT E 8
SN, RPCE D R g B TR L T
S5 A UEE o 5 PRI KI5 57 (2015) 5% T 1] i —ia) i 1
Pk, e AR Ay 2 L IR A 44 DL ST IR i
H 5 R EMHAES 4G, 5T IEEHIE A
BTN B (segments)' (4N R4 AT A — A4
Hoo, HERZ A8 T8 )78 518 2 g i 1 A
[) A B JUT 7= A 8O, 4% SR 2 BH 25 0 (A A2 00 &
AETEE ARSI B, TER T & R g L R )
Al T, BT RETE S Y18 T g A B B i AR
F . Roelofs (2015) A M IUE = A= & ) S i B B A2 5
PEICE T F o R B/ INLIC I R (B0 S YD), B
LAETE T WS B Iz shig Sl B £

5 BRI AR, LR T B L EE
A B AR #ERL% . Wong 1 Chen (2008, 2009)
P £ TR i R O 7 1= WA { ER- SR T R e B 7
55 H AR 1A B F RS PR AR R, oy 4 S PR
TeZEAE, AN o F i = A T i 2
) 4% 50T ] e 25 B (IR UL Wong et al., 2012). &
it Wang K H: [A] = A A9 [RIAE A 3 1 8 BO AR 2R 2400,
{H R A R B R S BURIZ AT IN T, 32
FE T A T A P B S Y BT (Wang,
Wong & Chen, 2017; Wong et al., 2018)., Wong %
(2012)FE U BB Uk A B R 2e4:, HA
Bm BEE AT, B DR T e X B
T PR, AR S S B i AR
Peim SRR i IR L, DI RE A B N USR5
B KPR R gt R AT

WA FH A O LA B 5T A BT 5 AU . Qu
FQU)RMEREL TS T RELZNEE
FrHESREAEL WG ET), 76K 25
200~300 ms Z[ALH T B E R ELZSN, KUH
E5 B gmis By Beth S 95 30 (F WL Yu et al.,
2014), O’Seaghdha %£(2013)Z:35H1 Qu & LY
ERP J%JE 1Y 25 5 ] REAAN S e T 230 €2 3] F1 ) Ao i)

¥ Bt (segmental units) 7E I A8 (1902 W IR & RAE T
(sub-syllabic units) (Bakovic, 2014). #illl, %+ —4~ CVG (G %
7k glide) ZEMIMPUES T /qing/, T LARIAS HWAEE, & CV
R /q/ B B VG G591 /ing/
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TET & RARF R RS, JEARERYIE R 2 & 1 Y
%), Wang, Wong, Wang 25(2017) AU #5516 5%
P S 2 IR R, R 1R A A
K. B REICR KR . ZORPILAEE 2L — 1R
P FERS R 18 R (B AR DI 4 e N Ean 44, 4
TN F PR A B AT i 44 (B AE R i 24
1£5%5). B E BhsEim 2 M5 200~400 ms 5
400~600 ms KB T EH AN, HIR K BT A
o BUFI BN » Zhang Fl Damian (2019)% H ik )
A, B IRAEDGEE 8 5 0 15 RN A A
[ei) B 43000 1) 1 % 45 2000 (300~400 ms) Fl ¥ BE AL N
(500~600 ms), F&F ITCHHTH £ B B Xz %) B[]
A (Indefrey, 2011), BFFEFE AN IX BR80T fE
53 & HETE T B S i B Be AR dn A B By, R WX
T E S R R R OCAT BRI MR R R
LA TAL L Cai et al., 2020; Feng et al., 2019;
I, LW, 2020).
1.3 EXIEHFEOFBRICFEPRFHR

fREIT

Zr b, ZEWHE N IGE DN A b
9 5 R A SR R BTG 5 1 . S ULEI, A
I8 K IAGEF W E B sl fE A2 B NUE S IE S
s, JEHIE S — S WA ] REXT SR IR F 1Y
T B2 r= A 520 (Qu et al., 2012; Wang, Wong, &
Chen, 2017; Wong et al., 2018; Verdonschot et al.,
2013; Nakayama et al., 2016), Verdonschot %5(2013)
B U G e DU 35 58 ST N DU 9 b i 5 Y
JABNESS, KB T DUEAE S Th A shin 5 H bR &
TG AR RN B R R SO, R W BEE T RS
M A AN T ad AR . Nakayama %5(2016) % H 15
AIREAF R HIE0E#, TEHER0R shigT 2R
B A e R, i3 2hie) A E Arie) AR 4G
£ H S (e.g., bark-BENCH), ## #i¥% JL 7 (CV)
&N H B AR A IC(e.g., bel-BENCH), 4%
R/ H e 0UEE LRI CV Ja shai,
ER KBS RS0, BT A 58 0 5 il
N & 0 B W gt BRoT, X T ReJE R T 56
—iBE HiEHR M B i oot s “iE S EE
Gt BATCTE MR, XU & W g Y SAoC 2 3 T
KR

AT T DU B E I A v 5 ) 9 i FR T
MIBIFFEAOORTE 1 DUEAE A BRI a7, x5
DUEAE R 28 16 5 7 A X — i 7 i A FIL ]
KA IATIRR o 18 18 TN H R 2B A

i, ETOCUE T DUEAE RS 15 5 B Y ia) V38
i #2 (Timmer & Shiller, 2012; Liu & Cao, 2016;
Zhao et al., 2012), i b i DX 3 76 452 =X ) A AL
25 5 B I R4 SR AL, IR ™ A i
A TR R VIRE A, miH, A XL
55 BIL ] B 5Y 22 R IMRT $2 AR B3 DX 30
B, AR BFSE B ] AR B A = b AT 5 %

ZN e I RN SN RIS B 7 = W | DR X E B EP S
HLALHE AR, B EEDUEAE o —ih 5 I 1Y 7 et
JCNILET R HERE . SEg e T A R, A Bk
R FRETE T S DOBOE RN DO 5 38 1 o B
ry B, AR TR S HARE R AR OC R,
FLAEE ARG . B RASCRTC O =R R, SUUE
AHE, TG B DT ECRLN 5o — B, IE LA
BERE S MIUE R I 518 2 A A VT AN B
1y, MZRTEFIE T8 E Rt . 5 —J7 i,
EL A7 I 58 — S50 3R BH 0 A DU 19 5 79 S 5 43 331
N #E (Damian & Bowers, 2003; Schiller, 2008)#l
17 (Feng et al., 2019; Zhang & Damian, 2019), >}
FHIX G Fh 18 75 0T LA SRR R X 88 08 5 S W e i
BTSN S SR GEDOME % 58 I TR i
W ERRL = AT S, DUEB U SE BB 1 1 4]
AR SS o A3 i LR DUEAE R 18 ™= AR B Y
(LS W N R L SR €17 i 5 Bt G
T RETE 30 S DT BRI 25 54N 7 AR A R Y [
A SN ML o A0 S BETONE 2 A D8 TRl = A A
K5 DU REFRAE BT AL, D0 SRR I HL ],
RS B IR A B AR AL, ) SR [F] 4k
HLH

2 Hk
2.1 #ik

PUERFEYGR 22 N(13 B B, o A&k, Py
Y 21.9 %), HEBOBED 18 A(13 B, 5 £
Tk, SFEAERE 22.9 %), PIAHBHAESR E R
TSt =135 p=0.19), HHIERKFE, R
BB AMEE B 2k, R BGE, #)
PUEZED 34ELLE, P2 DOEAER 18 5 A,
EA 1 S R rhEE2E2D, Wl DUE K%
IR(HSK)S I VI o A Wil e i e s =, W07
SUF IEALI R E, TE SEIR T B S ANE R I,
S R ARAT —E R
22 ##

DUBEMm AR 32 R AL AT R, %A K
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I5 Fidg T 55 (2003 ) #H 57 U R i 44 10 T
IERKE R R 25 6, B R TR, ZFcEN$
B, AR R R VG R 3 RS ) R il an, &
R AR MM (/chuan2/), S IDEEE 3 FhF i .
1) & 1A OCTE 5 B AR B £ FRE 1 o8 A A R s
WAE, W«zE” (/chuanl/); 2) 3 RAK1HE S Hir
K AR e Bl E B R A G A, AN,
BI 5 H A5 R 288 Sk A~ & ZAEF(CV M R),
ez (/chil/); 3) JoRialS H AR E 2 FR TG iE
FIZE, TpR” (/beill)o 3 FZ&AF T B4R S HEs
1) 22 (A Y JCAT AT i SORNIE ik BBk R, H A
A IR (E IR 5F, 1986) FIZE H B VL AL, Fiit4hiR T
WFEESR, T FQ,72)=121,p=0.31; ZEm%L.
F(2,72)=0.51,p=0.60,

WEIEm AR, 32 IWBRALLRAEA
Snodgrass 1 Vanderwart (1980)F5 b JLiE [ A
w4 E R R, IERSER E o 25 R, Sh B T
MR, PRI AR, S 4y CV B CCV (C
TR, V RRTCE) B, B A PR “penguin
(/'pengwin/)” 43 A VC L 3 Fh 1418 1) & 15 AHOCHH 5
HirE A PR & AR, B pencil (/'pensl/)”;
2) HHRMXIEE BirE R A2 E S ZAHEE, F)
hnepilot (/'pailot/)”; 3) Jukinl 5 Hbr & 1) 24k JCi1E
A, Flln<orbit (/'o:bit/)”, 3 AP 4AEF T4 IR AY
AR RN T VLR, Seitas R AR, 1A
Wi F(2,72)=0.93,p=0.40; FKE: FQ,72)=
0.35,p=0.71,

2.3 it

AIF 5 Hh B H A IO 35 L3 I iy 44 1 2
P 5ok R m ay 24 W FERA, B R S DUERRES 1Y
P i iy 4% RS, P2 B R AT 3 B, o
T R DS REE D A 24 B R (TRTR R DU ),
YT BE T HIETE (18] FR A < e & 41 ) AL (R
B Yo 44 R o AR R o BT ) S B, SR
s T RSB R R M E RIR AT,
L8 T DU S A S BRI & i (TR DL 28
7, ALFEDUCE AR AL T iR S5 B R B ARz
[B) () 18 AH S RI (F A OG, R, X)W
AR, FH—-AAZERAPAEER, HAA
A AR N R KL B 2R W IR R R N T
ALHE T JRGE B 1 B AR S 5 LS4 2 ) fn
T30 5 R 24 FR 22 8 04 18 A 5 A (T A O,
TEREME, X)W AR, HREESHNHEER,

25 W S5 ] Fn 7 R 2k 0 R R #8553 RO Y

TIFHEBIE TR T 75 AL ECRT A 21 425> il
X, R, B 21 2R AN 75 IR SEE A
Wo N THHEVERZ SR, B ES T
3R, PR A A D B ALY < T]— e ] i 5
AR S MR H e T T PR R, R i 4 R R A
) # 7 S AR A 2B S B, #5264 T A TR
AR R S S R B, [P 3 4l i it
WIFHEART ), Az BARE . HEDE L
— e WRRE A S AT 55, — 2P oE DS iy
ZAE5
24 XEE

SCEGH B-prime 2.0 (OPRESIG R R, B
Wi s, EEwNEREEEYS, @
PST-SRBOX I & il sk & 15 B, sk i il sk
TR o AT i F B N, kT IO B A e
(Quick Cap), ifiid Neuroscan B S AEF % £ ic 5%
ET
25 EF

o A 7 B R B 70 em AbIEATACE
E SIS TF G 2Z 0, A5 A Ju vk 2 A e 1 R
B R 44 R (DU BB 2 FR), EIE R R 2 7,
I 50 17 o 2 AT AU 2L I0 25 S B BB, R
PR AT BB IO AR B R X Y 24 FR o i gt o) e —
B B4 Bt istan 44, W HE T 9] 1E, JFaR i
FEARR 48K . — Rk, PRk S & R 4B H H A
TG R UL i 45— BUEAR G L R, Bt 1B R
P A s b P S RE g

IER S R — KRR B e
g B A A <4800 ms, FEEFL 500 ms a5,
SR J TR st 2 B P R 3] (o) 7 e e ), SR i 22
SHE A TR, oA T e ) I ) 42 R, i
R B TR B RS R O, BEETRE S 800~
1000 ms Y73 BF, XA M AT — Mk
B 1 3R 5 P B U ORI S B I ) A 25 500 . DU
FEEBR AL T B DE AR S DUBUE B R T 2L 58
YIEAT FIDUE A 4, 18 5 PR AR 769K
] SP- 7, — 2l S T A 4 PR 4, —
Al R S D A 44 BB A £ o SRR R
T ELSE AL 492 MR, BHE 2 42 4380, B58 K —41
(A 7 53R E—IK.
26 EEGIERSH#h

Jiki 15 5 FH Neuroscan RAE AT REE, 64 F4R |
SRR LB LA FE Bl B Y 10-20 T 2 E T R B IR
o ZEMFLIEANE RS2 st A0Sk v oo i BE R
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o 7 A2 IR 1R HE Y FL I SR IR AL (VEOG), fif
FAARAIN 1 om A0 FH R E K IR H
(HEOG), MM 5k e ZMMHET/NT 5 kQ. 545
ZETRARTOR, IEWAT N 0.05~70 Hz, RFEHIH
4 500 Hz.,

10 %) EEG %¥E 5 A MATLAB (MathWorks),
FIH EEGLAB #4413 (Delorme & Makeig, 2004)ik
ATBSERAL B, 15 S X ik o e AT 00 2L 58 Y BT
2 7% (Wang et al., 2011; Zhang & Zhu, 2011), 4351 %}
BE AT 30 Hz (24 dB/oct) I BE % L) & 0.1 Hz
A S E RS, FHE IR AR 2 IET 100 ms AR
J& 600 ms X fik B B 2E AT 73 Be, AT 100 ms 10 5
AT B R IE, AE DA I A TE v R 0 A
+100 pV EKBR, PAHERRIC OO 14 52 .

PEHCEBRATFE) AR ML (2. . A 6 A4
D4 X HE AT o A, b B A %R X (region of
interest, RODJEMRE R 3 A AA S A P33R . A2
AI(F3, FC3, C3), "hi(Fz, FCz, Cz), 4 Hi(F4, FC4,
C4); #J5(CP3, P3, PO3), HJ5(CPz, Pz, POz), £
J5 (CP4, P4, POA4) DX 5, o K 4> f 8] T 11 1 ~F- 247 30 Wk
HRAEPIRD L G0 BT o 5 AT 734 (1) 2000EZE -
DOBLH . Sl )< 2008 S A DGR . H v AEOG . &
FARK ., oK) x 2R B/ JF) x 3(wMAL . e
o )R E I 5 22508 (2) 2(HbRIE S Sk
2 BEDLA) < 208 S AR . ARG . E R A
Ko TER) x 2(FER: AT JR) < 3. 2L
A SN & Ty 2553 Hr o EE A I T 25 o B b ek
TR AS B SEBF, 3] Greenhouse-Geiss R
1E . A R 2P iy fdrtool %64, 7 23 Ho A
R R il R R BURAL IE TR XS p (HHEATAL IE (false
discovery rate, FDR, Yekutieli & Benjamini, 1999),

K Cartool #kf4:(Brunet et al., 2011)3FF7 A} %S
A E B, A TION A . A SR
TGS L B R AR LA LGB TR AT
PRI BT EURE . X — o e AR IR R
43#F(modified hierarchical clustering analysis)f1Z
B2 EE I, (agglomerative hierarchical clustering)
R 3 X AN [6] 5 A 22 T8) 1) 51 240 5 e ) A
KB HIE B 853 o 45 G 38 LEIE (cross-validation)
F Krzanovski-Lai )] (Michel et al., 2001; Murray
et al., 2008)4Hff & A [F] 25 14 T BE M8 i 4 1) it o
PR B e A MR B SRS R ST
i e 3 AIG L B RIS B HOE . PR O B 22
] B AH S PER F] 90% LA I B Eh & — N HuIE &, FF

ZEWFE)/NT 10 ms WEZEZHIE . #EFT] Ragu
B4 (Koenig et al., 2011)%§ 7 Cartool ZR {4 Hh 43
5 219 10 Hb R B BCHE 3 AT AR S 50E WK
(Koenig et al., 2014), & 55, R MBIl 7E R0
TH) ERP B AT S5 A1) L S i 26 6] % 5 B
BLATIC, 25 BOR By ST 28 B BCHs, X0 387 1 5 F
YRR AT S UG, JF SR UGS RR AR (KR 22 1]
S50, BfEZ5E 5000 WA G 55, 1]
DL, AR S5 T AT R AR 1Y 22 5 40 A o B
B BTG O A& A SR ) B BE 5 R R
SPAR AT EREL, T HAZR R p (H, 752
ST HT -

3 4%

4 ZVUERAA T IC Kl R 2 M. i
LM 18 PGB RHESA (11 Z B E, 78 1hk), 18
A IOERR(13 2 B, 5 2 &tk
31 1TA¥E

PP IE RS 3 4L, MR S s s bl 1
300 ms B 18 T 2000 ms FUECHE, DL R W B 45 40
TOFEEIMA 3 hRiE2ZE LAMER, DU, i
RIS B ER T 2.5%, 3.0%. 1 3.3%FK% 3
B R RoR T 3 B 935 B B I

780 | * .

760

R RIS
= FEMR
740 - o EHF TR

R

S N

[T}
T T

*
—

G R (ms)
223

620
600

1k

B DU D2 A 3 2 I i i 44 T AR T (o p <
0.05)

ffi ] R #AF(R Development Core Team, 2009)
b Imed 24401 Imer 2 /7 (Bates et al., 2015)iFF7
(i1 5 N B ATLASONE 149 53 AT o o8 FH BR ) e AR SR A ik
A HR T XL K50 9 ST PR e AR UL A Y 1 SR A S A
it BIRE RS 3 MR 'k, fRE—1
AL AL 2R (BRI ) AR 55—, 8
LU AN A R s AR, A A R Y A
b, B A B AR RO BAE] . B fif
FHR T K 95 4 3 2 7 ) B8 5 22 i AR R AL R A T L
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F 1 ZHBEMIEREEE B
(A B UL - By BB 4] BT

s SE t p s SE t p s SE t p
R 607.41  39.54 1536 <0.001 585.01 3890 15.04 <0.001 672.80 25.69 2622  <0.001
HARES — — — — 67.65 2421 280  0.008 — — — —
N apii] 13.11 1.16 11.28 <0.001  19.09 3.77 507 <0.001  19.98 3.86 5.16  <0.001
HizE=: waks  — — — — -6.343 238 266  0.008 —6.77 245 276 0.006

o A e B A AR FOI A [ a2 R s AN TR R B 52
HAEFX T 22 A TR R AN i, T S AR A R A
FERL AR,

BT DO RS ALy 224007, KBk
DU . D2l FE 5 A S I (T AT 2
TR B TCRONE R B RN, #ea A H AR
g Bt A LA XoF S5z I st 1A 7 2P VR A R AR AR 43 #
AR (WL 1 B e RS ) 45 i 5 A e 28 80 = 5%
B S0 BRI T R R SRR B RLA B, o2,
7877) = 3.25, p = 0.07; HGHNE A G 2 1Y
P TR IS B, 41, 7877) = 12633, p <
0.001; & fin H A5 i 7 A H OGS R 52 AR
KA BHABE, (1, 7877) = 0.0021, p = 0.96.,

5, AT FISETL L /Y 7 225007, B
TR DUDUA . S RS 5 A 2 SR (3 T 4
Ky BHRMC . WHE TN E RN, il
H A R BEML AN X S5 7 B 28 45 208 1 TR A 4550 A5 78
GYHT o SRR S BARTE 7 . 18 A eI 3L
N LA K H BRI T R A OGS T A 32 BAE (L3
1 RS . 380 B ARTE 7 3 MR = TR B L
B, %(1, 7859) = 4.96, p = 0.025; NG &A%
I 3 R R TR LA, (1, 7859) = 4.94,
p = 0.020; ¥4I HbR1E 7 FIE AH R 28 BLAE
FH 2 4R s T ARG, (1, 7859) = 7.08,
p=0.007,

B Ja AT IE S N TE UL B 7 22000, K AR
THE (] | U IS 3 A 2R (5 AR %
TR B TCRONE R B AN, # A H AR
g Bt A LI Yo S5z I st 14 7 2P Y A R AR AR 43 #
o A0S Y A 45 1 AH OGN DA B HAR TR &
B S A 2 EAEHOILER 1 BA8) . 3
HARIE S IR B R m R LA, (1, 7842) =
0.46, p = 0.49; USHNTEEAH OGS b 2 M 2 5y 1A
RIRHLA BE, %*(1, 7842) = 64.39, p < 0.001; ¥hnH
PRl & FIE S A SRR S B AR W o3 = T
BRI E, (1, 7842) = 7.63, p = 0.006.,

HiGZEm LB A, DU A& B 15300 83,

B =-43.06, p < 0.001, FERBARE, g =-5.52,
p = 0.53; WNHF W BE, B = —20.60, p <
0.001, HFEREMMARE, p=-7.18, p = 0.34; HLk
HE RN L2, B = —20.65, p < 0.001, RN
AR E, p=-798p=022,
3.2 ERP##7

PRZE B B 3 4 i r e, N BR Eh il A 2
AR, DO DEDE L AN HE 4 43 I BR T 3.8%,
6.6%. Fl 7.8%MEHE . 4B KT AR
BT 50 ¥k,

JUHT AT 5T 2% BH [ 1 2 BS 1 250~450 ms A
TR = A F R TR 5 45 RN ) S S B B (Indefrey &
Levelt, 2004), FRATE S EHET 200~500 ms B [H]
o N T HEIAOES iHIN T SR s Ao
EAE B i ] kAR, ARNER L2 S5 /) 200 ms JF
I, LA 50 ms AT ET e, XF 3 AEHRAES A
BF T N 34T T IS A OGS AL A G . B R
MR SHHETLKR), FERGET. o) MMtz . +.
FOITT 220 B (B R IR 2).

ZE IR ERIL T FDR KIE)AB, M4
TE 250~300 ms B[] 11, Fi{ERAT 002 59 2000 i
# F(1,17)=9.57, p = 0.021, n} = 0.36, = 0.75; THij
PEkrh e X ROV N S B F(1, 17) = 4.82, p
=0.08, n7 = 0.22, 1= 0.53; J&FBRA M 58500
%, F(1, 17)=12.19, p = 0.018, n; = 0.42, f = 0.84.
300~350 ms HFEJE T, Sl BRA 00355 R0 3,
F(1,17)=10.21, p = 0.03, 0, = 0.38, = 0.77,

HEPe 200~250 ms AR O, JEEER A
RN % W, F(1, 17) = 8.81, p = 0.05, 1, = 0.34,
f=0.72; F(1, 17) = 5.76, p = 0.06, ns = 0.25, f =
0.58, HiPERA & ZRN N W, F(1, 17) =
4.89, p = 0.06, 02 = 0.22, f= 0.54; F(1, 17) = 4.50,
p=0.06,1,=0.21,f=0.51,

HEIWZH 200~250 ms B E) B AR PR, BEERA

2R TT 25 WAL N B Cohen’s £ IGVEMAARIE, 0.10 N EYIREUN,
0.25 3 HVEERY R, 0.40 24 5 9% (Cohen, 1988)
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#2 BHESASHNEEATARTHIABESTERXELR, LRFEMLHTESR

75 RSl R 200~250 ms 250~300 ms 300~350 ms 350~400 ms 400~450 ms 450~500 ms
(@1, df2) F n F n n F n F n F n

eVE:
(2, 34) — — — — — — — — — — —
2EBR(, 17) — — 8.02"° 032 11.53" 040 5157 023 — — — —
TwMmifk(2, 34) — R — — — — — — — — —
KM ER (2, 34) — S — — — — — — — — —
KA Im M AL(4, 68) — EE— — — — — 3.83°  0.18 — —
LR WMk (4, 68)  — — 327" 0.16 — — — — — — —

B
FM(2, 34) — - — — — — — — — — —
2ER(1, 17) 9.54° 036 12.88" 043  8.84 0.34  5.33 0.24 — — — —
T2, 34) — - — — — — — — — — —
KM ER (2, 34) — S — — — — — Z_ — — —
LA <A AL (4, 68) — — 272" 014 — — — — — — —
FEDE oML 4, 68) — - — — — — — — — — —

W
PA(2, 34) — — 410" 024 342" 024 < — — — — —
PER(L, 17) 13.72° 045 13.72° 045 935 036 — — — — — —

PRMAL(2, 34) — EE -
EMAEER (2, 34) — - — —
FT =l k. (4, 68) — — 327" 0.16
FALER 1k (4, 68)  — — 317" 0.16

e *p<0.05, —FRRARE, p AL FDR KIE,

MFN G 2 BR A2 AN i 25 e 2, F(1, 17) = 4.89,
p=0.07,m7 =024, f=0.56; F(1, 17) = 5.54, p = 0.07,
ny =0.25,f=0.57, £ 250~ 300 ms Af[A] % 11, A
BRZE TR R 3 Rk 2 3, F(1, 17) = 6.83, p
=0.067, n; = 0.29, £ = 0.64; F(1, 17) = 6.007, p =
0.07,m; = 0.26, f=0.59; F(1, 17) = 5.38, p = 0.07, n5
=024, f=0.56, &2 N4 303 T A
(Z2) . Sl (PRI () FEAS [ s B) 6 11 PN 3
FhAAF THE Cz Bt B0 TR 1, LA R A B
) B 8] 1PN ) Hi O 53 A7 1
3.3 EKHFE ERP EX (AT EMES S E)
WS R L) ERP {55 2 0] A d 37
JEARREBENLEIRR, MHETERA R I —FIE B e
() MY Z 15, REWS LR FEJL T Z #9222 (Lehmann
& Skrandies, 1984), 4 — i (] %3 8] HJE 434 18] 52
e T — AN T B s R ik — Ty i A ) e
AN TR) S5 A R 53] 22 ) — o e ] P9 RS Y B AR L 3,
X AR A Fsf () 28 R PN A L ) B A BN T R R AT
43T (Koukkou & Lehmann, 1987; Lehmann et al.,
1998; Laganaro, 2014, 2017), TERfE A 6] 48 T fitt

BT A i MU B s R v, I TR A i A
(global explained variance, GEV)FI45£% 5] [] (duration)
HATFAT T

TR S e AR [A] 43 A, R T
DUZH NG ZH A ] 53 B, o Je %o ke 3 20 AL 4H
A N B o P DU 2H AN 0 e 2H AR AN [R]85 AH G
S Z 1] B S AR Y [ 25 St JRATTARA T B0
T2 N RO S AT . B R AR LA SO &
TR 6 A Z5 Y SF- S50, AR ATE R R 1,
250~450 ms A H i 9 Bt (Schriefers et al., 1990),
X A RIS I 200~500 ms FEATHIIE A0, 4%
ROl LU BB 500 91.5%. & 3A EEAERED
fERE T34 ERPs S K72 1 4 D HUE sy, 1K
3B WENEIET BOFY ERPs (K ek
(global field power traces, GFP), & FZM T &
A i 57 i RSN R] o 3B 26 W04 e
WA, BAARNFE NSRS 2 SR 3,
R UIDUE BEE e il BEE HE S B i b Be B A
AN TR B ik A=

DL NG L 3 6 A S50 00 T3 B,
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a&zﬁiﬂﬁﬁt B iV F Y Vi EEVEERCY 3 A

15pv
-1.5 pv

250~300 ms

Cz

%ﬁMﬁ
-1 100 209300 400 500 600
ms

6l 6 fuy 6ty
— FWAR FEMEX EE TR
K2 PONEZE) . JEBELH (P M ) TEAR RN [ % E P 3 Rl &4 FAE Cz MRS, b B339 - I DA B AR o7 ) Fsf
&) % 11 PN A L 0 A

. PR R R TR B GTA R B E AR (p < 0.05), 435 AT RN (250~300 ms) (Z2). Hede g KRN
(200~250 ms) (") FIEDL L & R R (250~300 ms) (F7)

A
HIEE1 HIEE3
B Arouma: mwe :
s 2k
O
0 1
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms
Iy 4 (DU HFEHERL N :
s 2+
6]
0 1
40 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms
oo | DUNH: IBS TR 7\ :
=L
O
0 1
40 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms
o 4 [ SR
S 9 2 L
8~ A
0 1
40 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms
o | BEYH: FEMHRK
Eol
NNV
0 L
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms
o AT maE
oL
© /\/\E
00 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms
4 [ -
o | BEAH: FIATHER
= 2 L
SN N e
0 L
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms
4~
o | BENAH: FEHX
s 2k
NSV e S
00 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms
4.
o | ENAH: EFTR
oL
50\
00 100 200 300 400 500 600 ms

B3 DU . I HIH S AT B ERPs i GFP A4 #1
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[ RE B A 5 B 200 ms 3] 500 ms #EF 7 28 S AS
Gy EIGHT, SRR ST 93.2%, TR
I A 5 DO AR, AH RS AT 1 4 21 1]
FHMZEFATE @I ps = 0.84), EHHEHER
200 RN TR 1 A OGS A AR AR RO W 2
(all ps = 0.99), PBLLTE 334~460 ms L T 54
PUHAR RS Y 2, 28 DX T30 41 1 i %
BSY-

B 5 9 VLA RN 21 1 Ml b 1 2 Sk, FRAT]
FIH T I RIS 6 DAY BT,
[EIRE & F 2 B 200 ms 3] 500 ms #4723 (s
Gy ENGHT, SR EBIIEA SEAEA 3 S HIE
HIBAS 1A, AXAERLST 1 AT 3 F T LR sk e R S i
) FAFAE 2SS, WLURREEAR SN 93.2%., HUIE A
1. 3 _bBdE F800 25 B35 (p < 0.001; p < 0.001),
T R 6 2R R RGN AN 4 A 5 5 A e 2 AR
YER#A & (all ps = 0.99), TEHIEE 1 F3iY
ZH R 3R 30 b 0 4 O ) AR 52 B[R] (T A G
106 ms vs. 204 ms; & AHE 124 ms vs. 230 ms),
T P 3 1 BT ZH A B0 S A T K g R st
6] (F A 144 ms vs. 50 ms; 35 R MK 134 ms vs.
34 ms),

ZEA BT 2 TS A R EE VT, A S e A
BA MRS S, ANTE RS R Ze it 8] A7 22
S5 DU 5 LD B A AH 7] A AN R 04 A Bl
O3 o 1K gh L S RGE A 7 A DU B A i 2
BE IO RS T T OB B, X ) T I0E
REEE, BRI R S DOBUE 3 6 i T 0085 I 32 B
B R AR HL

4 e

KA EE TP, 456 ERP HAR LU ATZS
A E AT, FATH S T S DRUEE DUEE R
5 T R T B RN P A ) g e R Y (R Ak
SR HLH o W s SR R BT AL . B A 5
YL B R RO, AR B RO
ERP 255 &8, DUH R B & 19800, dedid] &
P R AN, S 4l R B G R AL (200~
250 ms), I 2RO AR 2 5 0 g 21 T AR AL
i 23 Sl S 43 3 o0 A e B L 21 5 0 0 A s 4y
TEMFEGIEE 1, HEE 3, MIEE 4), {XERF
SERHE] EAFAE S, MM, JENH S5O R
H AR S Lo (T B 2) 0 BV U, BEE
BB B e O R b R B AN

R S 9eiEREE S O AL, SDOEREFE &
W AEAE W AN ], AF 5245 SR 1 YRR b 2% W 9L
XU AR 0 O 7 A2 10 B o A ek R v e B
BEE R

FESC I -, DUEAE R BEE ) H iR a7 A
PRI E RO, LA BEAE R B H 1 R
PRI E RN, X5 O A DOE M ER
WFFE 45 iE—E(You et al.,, 2012; Zhang & Damian,
2019), O’Seaghdha %:(2010)42 H T & i& BT %
(proximate units principle)>f ff# B 515 5 0] & ) 9
i BTN A] o A5 38 S A BT (proximate units ) Y
SR VOIS TRV A 3R] 2R 22 S SO B G i R
TG, X — R R i R G P e e R R I BT
AR T LM 2ER, EIRREE R b if ol = i b i
SEREPEMRITR S R, MAEDGE RN &7, LD
ME RS, YHEEEERETRE, 456 aE Rt
T A R, MO R RO RS R
BENRRIT . DUE P E A P E S WA e e
HE— 20 R R ECE BUE B (F B i B B, e
# RGBT RS WS R, BT R
R A A RO BT BY) . Roelofs (2014)F ]
THEDUBHL J7 B0k & d s ooz i A 2 T 1 i
WHE7 AR ) WEAVER BER S E00E T, S0k T
Al oo iRul. IR EE T SR, hE
& FROT R AL T SRR

LA A IR A 4 SR L AR R R AR,
X50HZIA—Z BAOTGMATGemEEA: 56
—, SCE BT E B T E T AOG . B R A OCAN
ook, WRETHLTESESNRERTEEM
XK, B R AR HE RN B, T FR AR DG R AR Y
PRFERN BN, IXAE—E BB R T R AHOC
SIS AN, A5 AR X A R 55 1 2R AN AN BRIk
N F A [RIEF, ASIFGE A e 41 1Y) B g B
T, W AR AR Kt A mT e 75 2 28 3000 TH
Ko B, XATHESE TR DOBUE SR AN IEF
BRDUEIT 80 . DA A R RAE AT R R R
M|, F-ETHNTAREAZEE BT ITR
MISE IR o AE 75 5 WAl 1 7™ A vh i B dm it BR T i
5%, AW TE 1 kB R ) 9 ) SR AT
fese B 7 Heis —iEam e, SECE A
150 BE W% B 0 AR 1 A W 1 KO AR SR i R
HIG(Wong et al., 2012), 1ELAISERUE A A9
W5 v AR e BAE 7 AR DU 3 R v A I 19 05 3
N (Verdonschot et al., 2013), FH —if ] GEXT £
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BTG PR IT = A2 R . Nakayama 46 (2016) 35
A i AR R R B AR R SR
AR /IN 55 A8 1 [ 54 B A IR TR AT G o AP
&R YO e P EfE R 204D B, H
WS W BIDOE, LTRSS 77 A AT SO
BFE5 IR bR BT TS RDGERE TR 2 A R0 o

EEAE, RATERFERH ERP BB /3Hr
A 23 s B A, 2o i — Bl SR 9 U
FDCITE F ) gt ot A rh SR D WA AR K, O
N2 SIS AL, IR 5 DO AL, R
i T R LT . BRI, ERP TS
At e BLDUDUEH B 5 719 28007 H BRAE 250~350 ms Z [1],
PEFAMEER, i ) FERE -5 25 1 RN H 3RS R ) A
‘:L'I(Wong et al.,, 2018; You et al., 2012; Zhang &
Damian, 2019). S 4 19 & R A0 H BLAE 200~
300 ms Z[H], A7 T2 Mk BRATHB R, S92 (1 &
RN HEAE 200~250 ms 2 fa], {7 T 22 M R
BRI, X5 B FR v A B 2R SO B
[] — 2 (Timmer & Schiller, 2012; Timmer et al.,
2014), Flitk, FRATIA A I ] R BT 53 A 1 25
W, epOBUE AR DOE R R R RS T
BT ST A SCIE 1 & B bt FRoeE X, SRR
[F] AL AL

E A B 5N N B — > A8 (R IR 43 A B s e 1
R RE BN T A, AN [R) ) B 800 %o g T A [] #9 m
Tid % (Koukkou & Lehmann, 1987; Lehmann et al.,
1998; Laganaro, 2014, 2017). FATAYHFIE A& BL 7L
ZHFNDLDL S BT 1 RS I (R A 77 1 35 25 5+
TSP 5 PR IS LAY 1 RS N () A7 35
ZR, TEHIEE 1 EOei R B b e 20 T Y
FREEIN E] o AR TT 3 AT H 2% [ BOGT Iz 1) A ) 2
(Indefrey, 2011), fHESHLAT 1 A REXT N B 23R
PR BE o T E DU AL 7 IR 34 R DU,
PR TR R B B B R 2 i (] b3 1o 3 22 5, i
DORU 5 7877 A2 DU 5 B i o A b 7 A R AN [
(%) TR T DR G 5 S AN (] B R S I (] SR DO R R
BB ARV ST A 2R i DU 1) Y T B T A A
6] o S fh27 ARYEA ] 45 6 #8 (Inhibitory Control,
Green, 1998), FAIAE M2 By T JA il (91 35 A 58
DU, WUE B EX P EREE T 5 20 RE T AT #
WA i, B T REE T I 38 T s,
X B SR A, S BOR UG AT BRI Y
FI i 7 A I T FE S R B oA 0 o U5 B i, 1Al
W BT T RS A R BT TR S A B A Y

A [a](Gollan et al., 2011; Misra et al., 2012),

PRSP 5 TS g vp B A R A S iy 3,
Yo BAE R BUE ) 300 ms Z A, 3K — B[R]
X F RN 7 A v B 5 78 i B B B (Indefrey,
2011), i iX — A B FE DA PR, X —
BT AT RES R ARBCA O, & g R AR e A
YR B AL I 2SR 2, RIS # 7R
TAEIM I AR R A T SRR LRI AL, &
B AR TALS . FERGS R 3 RRRSR E]
DL AR F IR o e 2 T BRI ] o % X0
AR, T2 iHa g R rp R L —1E &
TSI AR BRI SS ), R i Trp
B A RPN A AT 5 Y i R

TEDLXAH T, BT — DR S 2,
L[] R R A e R i H BS #Y 350 ms ZeAy, T
XS TEYED A 5 I g h A AR B, R —
XFHE, FRATTE X — 15 DU T 8 35 1 S A
Ko X —WFEE 5 EA A KD FE N A v
BT PRI )RR FEA —3 . Zhang Fl Damian
(2019) % 319 & 5 RN AL T P i 5 LS B9 300~
450 ms Z [H) (&AL B [E] 2 F1 UL Wang et al., 2018).
R 2RI BT e © AT [ 2R WS AR Ad Y, R B
GE R I s B 2 ) B AT HIE

gi b, ARWEIT Y B — S0 2 B SRS 7R
VB B W DU BRI Ak R v ok BT 5 RE
RN T, R R TS, X528
A — L85 B —E ., WFFE R UG 1D
PR AEAE R B 25 2R b pgAR S R SO AL, R
L RAEHLEN(E 2 A, 2013). [FIEETEEDJETE—IX
T A U9 MR BFSE(Tian et al., 2019)
& B S i B DU R B 5 BE VA ABL R il X
HE R,

FATH K B SRR P SR A— ., JTor
B 255 (Liu & Cao, 2016)& BLLE iR IC AR AT 55,
AR ZIE R IE TR B AR T — 0, SR
AIBLE . At ATETRN P A i B e S B T 58 2N ]
AN TAL 2 — A AT RE By 5L PR AT 55 A [R] - 2o
TALRASFE . 78 B a4 55, gl 220
52 RiEm4 E R, [Fe 28T 7EE
ZAES T, AR DA AL s B AR 1) IR 5 B
(Zhang et al., 2007; Damian & Bowers, 2003), i 5.
T 18 ) 32 3 A AR B8 T 25 BN T i, i I
P TE A AP I(BRE I 2%, 2006). DU
Ve 2RS0T, T ¥ X 19 & &die, &
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WMFIE 43 B9VEFH (Zhao et al., 2012), M52 A
DU IR G B8R 32 2 1E kA5 B s . A oF
FER IDCEAE I8 ik = AT TR B 2 R 3
HEREANFE I T, KI5
B AT 55 O IE AR B RN TR, e
R TR AR R RN PR A o AR AT R SR T A [
B AL

Howk, WA OES RS, 1530455
W BUE A B GE RSN T, GEER
JHIWER AL A0 T. 1% (Nakayama et al., 2016), ML
WHHERNE T RAORE, Nakayama 55(2016)EHL
HJE HeRBGE#, H i A 7E— & Bom i B RGEE &R
SRR, EE RS BE . BAREE S F&IT
HAEAL, HER 5905 BA —E AR, X
A BRI B SR S R B R s, A e B H
RO AE 2% 2] DT O R v NS B MR FH ST 1Y)
I TALH] o e LA DOSE 3 S g i 7= A AT 55 F
35 H1(Zhao et al., 2012)& B, #7E N TI0E S #2
o, W2 as HERE RN TR RS R4 18 T, X
LR, — 38 A B (14 I T AL 5 283 /D B IA RIS
FEFAAEDOE BN A R v, FRATd & g
PURUHE 2 318 BTV FE A 0 08 U A A 28 L T Bk i
JEIER I T, REEIARAILE .

I3 — > AT BE S A Y DN B R A 1Y R B
Nakayama 55(2016)7ERF5¢ H k& 9 1B B LR AR Y
B AE 7 A B R A R ) T — A
TGRS BRTT, T AR EE v A ) TR 0
EREIT RN AL BRI i 202 B A il X )
TR EACHLR, 2S5 BE & Al [ 2R T
ML . B GAMSEHATXI, SInA SIS i
Ay i E K AE- % (Hanyu Shuiping Kaoshi, HSK)
WG R S WS b, — NI E] HSK 5 9 L) iy
WAL HDUE G B (KL, 2004) FATHEAT 4
BRI T BB AR R T POE R
TR AL, XA W) T AL b & B3 [s) 4k fn T
i, HSK 73 AW 7. BRIE MG =850, F%
ZE M X B LR A BT, TR RS
FETERIRGE ST o XA AT FURKAIL R A 22 5 3R 0E,
W — Ui, MR HSK aiEn his
IR R B R, N REORIE H R R B O R
o MEEHIKE LN EE, VURE BN
rRA R TS, DO PR A R BGREERS n, wio
AT REAE A 1 B AL b 52 8 H R, L . E AT A
MeAIL A5 B2 oA, FRATEE M Tk 34

[FIAEHLH o X 4 75 I 5 8 DA A R Bt 1 7>
D7 T % 58 B8 20 A 2 S DUE G I, 5 ZLpi o h s 2L
DX 439k 3 7™ A R T 1) 8 S R VRN 19 4 Y
FRTT [RIAR TR BIL 1 45 0

T R R, e, AR T T A
i HL 25 R AN — B8 ST AEA T R X R s
AN T R B RN, T RS R R R
BN o IR N e 2Kt I 25 R S e, 2332 3 — &
HI 0 T AR S e, T H R PR S B T S R
T, ETOAWTREE LRI 538, FRAT
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Assimilation mechanisms of phonological encoding in second language spoken
production for English-Chinese bilinguals

XIN Xin, LAN Tianyi, ZHANG Qingfang

(Department of Psychology, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract

Whether and how L2 spoken word production influences the similarities and differences between L1
network and L2 network is still controversial. Studies in language comprehension have documented that
bilinguals present an accommodation or an assimilation pattern in L2 processing. For bilinguals, an
accommodation pattern of L2 involves additional neural correlates than L1, while an assimilation one shows
overlapping neural correlates with L1. Using electrophysiological measures, the present study thus aims to
compare the patterns of L2 phonological encoding in spoken word production for bilingual speakers.

In a picture-word interference task, we combined the event-related potential (ERP) technique and
spatio-temporal segmentation method to examine assimilation and accommodation mechanisms of L2 phonological
encoding in English-Chinese bilinguals. Twenty-two native Mandarin speakers (13 males, mean age: 21.9) and
18 English-Chinese bilinguals (13 males, mean age: 22.9) participated in the study. The stimuli materials were
designed into two languages (Chinese and English) and paired with three phonologically related conditions
(syllabically related, phonemically related, and unrelated). Participants were required to ignore distracter word
and name the picture as accurately as possible.

Behavioral data revealed a significant syllable effect in Chinese native speakers, and English-Chinese
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bilinguals name pictures in both English and Chinese, showing that pictures paired with syllabically related
distractors were named faster than those paired with unrelated distractors. ERP data showed that syllabically
related distractors elicited a larger modulated ERPs than unrelated ones in the time window of 250~300 ms in
native Chinese speakers, and phonemically related distractors elicited a larger waveform than the one in
unrelated ones in the time window of 200~250 ms in English-Chinese bilinguals naming pictures in English or
Chinese. Results of spatio-temporal segmentation revealed identical microstates (Mapl. Map3 and Map4) in

English-Chinese bilinguals naming pictures in English or Chinese. There was only a significant difference in
microstate duration. However, Chinese native speakers exhibited a different brain microstate (Map2) when they
named pictures in Chinese.

In sum, ERP and spatio-temporal segmentation results consistently indicated that English-Chinese
bilinguals show an assimilation pattern in speaking Chinese (L2) network, in which the electrophysiological
pattern is more similar to the one when they speak native English, rather than the one when native Chinese
speakers speak Chinese.

Key words bilingualism, phonological encoding, assimilation, accommodation





