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KRG P XEE, Pl sCs B SCH DR FIEAERDE R DD RORL, 5 7T B . Wil sEs
HE RN T AT 55 X Bt 36 0 S8 A R2 I o 45 R T () ANk — BG4 vh Sl A H S 22 ()47 7
A 5 Y RSB PR R B o (2) 5 Il R I SO AN B b — F XSG PR & 100 Bl 80 126 1 s 3 i R AT 3 2L
FRISEI < 25 b SRR H SR [RJE I, rh SCIa) i 3l H SR AT HSCHR S 2l b S BT XS BRI SR, 2 rhse
RN H SRS RIS, o SRR 3l B SCIRATE SR 2l SO BT AN X AR 9 S5 SR8 o 33 AN X R
ARG A K AETNC SR EAT S5, P Sl H SR 4 SO0 35 KT H SO SO RS S5 FEi 3L
PEAT S5, PIAST7 18 B9 JS SO BEA R 2257 . (3P —H R B8], AT 55 28 BT e B 158 3 s 30 (9 5%
Wi AN 35 X rp— B AR RG], AT 55 2SR et B8 R s i B S 2 A S . ARFE TS I 4 2R, AR5 $E i

T ARG HRUE# T 5 RAIEMIR SR
B 128 Sh 2 R i) AR [RIJE i)
Bg42

1 A

HEEAERANYIRE. 185 EANIEN Kt
WTFRAE? S0 HE 7 2F FA P 2B O i £
o ITAER, BAE BUE# A AR 2, BUEWT
UK AZ B T AT . BUEMFFE AL )8
SE BUEE B WA E S SRR  anfaf SRk XX
— B, p 2B TR E RS, B T2
B H, HEE TR (Concept Mediation Model)
BRAT o X — I, BOEE WA IE B
SCHE[RIZRAE, 1R 43 B 2R AIE (French & Jacquet, 2004;
Kroll & De Groot, 2006; Kroll & Stewart, 1994),

XU R i 5 B S 6] 3 SCRIE YR
S5 1E T A s 30 (Semantic Priming  Effect
across Language). AEWFFE R 2R S 1E 5 i K
A8 )5 3h e (Associative/Semantic Priming Paradigm
across Language) (Frenck & Pynet, 1987; Chen & Ng,
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1989) FllEH1%)5 817 5 (Translation Priming Paradigm)
(Altarriba & Basnight-Brown, 2007; Altarriba & Mathis,
1992; Williams, 1994; Kroll & Tokowicz, 2001), %%
R, BUEE B PRNE F Z AL5A 8515 5 1 R
JA B o YR F BYE SR A — iR S R H
Frial B T SCHRAE OGN, X B bRial 4 s 23 P T
Ja ghinl 5 HpRia Z [ Jois OCHRRS . #iln, 4530
1) 2 “doctor” (BEAZ)I, Bl HARTAE <71 fe
BT )3 3R R “butter” (U5 EX ) B (Bonder &
Massion, 2003; Duyck, 2005; Perea, Dunabeitia, &
Carreiras, 2008). HHPEa SR 245 24 )5 shial Fl H
b 18] 43 J& T P FP 8 5 Y B335 0 S5 Ja) B (4 <A A
“dog™), Wi Ay KN ERT IS Sl ia) F H R fa] AN o2 B
PR shid i, R POT R ghinl S H A i BAT T SOk
RESCR I o BHEE S8 &5 1 5 1 SCERAEE shasoiz
AR S TE T SCBRAER ShAH L, TEBFE s,
Ja i) 5 H AR i SCHAE 5 B2 T 25 ) 4
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DIMERFTE R 28 L3 3 2hia =k, SOA Bk,
B AR A TR T A b R TR B S B in] 115 T X B bR
i) SR Y, PR T AR X A A T SR, BT 4
REZH—EBRER“T5Y”. Shelton FI Martin
(1992)I\ Ry, XEEEE R e T — D 4 nid i —
A —Le N T oeng, 5 —28 NIA . B HIE
IR SO0, BERZ AR AT AR Xy sems i T, LA
SEELEERY H B T, FEfR sh S, X
7% SOA WK FE 124 M 1k, BFFETE SR sha80v iy
e A R 2 BB A 3h i 50 (Masked  Priming
Paradigm). 7EBRMR Zhi=rh, i B0 o
A B IR, S5 S i A ORI S fER . o,
T 3 28 TR I 5 I I 9 & v 9 D0 R R ik
T o V0 — AL G — A AT A B G e —
w5, A RIS WIS IR (LFFLE 30~60
ms), -8 K5 1 H brial ir B4 (Forster & Davis,
1984; Forster & Forster, 2003; Grainger, 2008), 7EiX
oL T, BOSADUNRERS A S ghin), H =AM
A SR AFTE . I, AR FOC 2 IR 5K
W TN T4 AT BE P ER R R, J5 %00 REAS ELIE M
W A SN TSR . FERR R shi =k, —
FhE S IR S B, 8 T —FhiE S Y
BN S5 1Al B T TR S B AR Bl T2 3
FRER 0 3 20 A0 5 B ), B e AT n T
J& TICEARAN T, HAEME I xF Bi S 7Y H AR J0 0
JS2RE H AN HE AR DG PR 2R (AR Sl im) A B A ] Y O HK
TR B8 ) A2 A An] I Sl RN AT T A, AT RE I T
T HFRHIF A F K. H M Forster Fl Davis (1984)42
HZIE IOk, Ba B AR shi 2O vl vz oz
B 15 S WS S Grainger (2008) PS4, Faikic)s
R C AN R FZE T, BT
BLFEXIAT Ry B B, AL FE X NG shag I & . A7
S AR 28 R BOTESE AR B, 0 T BSOS Shis) Aar
FLRE B8] 5 B 8 SRRV DX B J A [+ (Kouideer,
Dehaene, Jobert, & Le Bihan, 2007),

55T 5 R S RON AR SC B —Fh I 45002 )R 3
BEREXSFRSG 75 o RUEAE AT LU i P RP i = L
B, BT LRAE BN —1E 5 (L) B3 55 i
H(L2) (Hi ) BN 3 (L2) BRI — i
F(L1) (518 B%) . Kroll il Stewart (1994)%& 3K, X
TEHE N L2 ) L1 A RIF T L1 2] L2 59 #
VR . BN, BORBZMPIEIES:, il
o, FETEE BRI ShRON A X FRPE(De Groot &
Nas, 1991; Kim & Davis, 2003; Finkbeiner, Forster,

Nicol, & Nakamura, 2004; Voga & Grainger, 2007),
SR, Gollan, Tamar, Forster 11 Frost (1997)% &
W E B, R B T — A 1 ok TR XU A e TR
ERIHE T BER L1-L2 J7 10 KRS sha, R
KI L2—L1 J5 [ ) J5 SR ; Jiang (1999)fd FH -
YeXEHE, R SRR KB T L2 X L1 1Y
Jii 3 % B, ; Schoonbaert, Duyck, Brysbaert #l
Hartsuiker (2009)f5 FH AN B (1) ff 22 1S B XUE
P iy [ 2 T 8 R = = I S VA
Dufiabeitia, Perea #l Carreiras (2010)3% FZZkit 2
7 78 18- VY BE 1 MUE 2, Dimitropoulou, Dufiabeitia
F1 Carreiras (2011)% A 2Z5R 09 7 Bl 18 - 049 BIE 405
XUEF, R IUAT AN P 230 L0 X PR B9 B
FHIEJE Sha N, S5 B HI I AR B3 SR o
Tt AR — IS 7 & IE 1Y )2 JORE R (the
Revised Hierarchical Model)i\ >, 7 L2 2% AU
WIT B, 22 B TFESGH L1 kilisih L., HA L2
o BEEAERRT, Ao EHEEE AT o XA L1 B9iR
3 BB N R Z B R AN X AR . L
WA RS IR &5k, L2 L Al R S r ik
5. Y L2 BRAGRER UG, WREE R H
WU RGW HIEBER H L2 A1 L1 A E R IR
WK, TBRIREBAENATATRIER R . BRI, IE
& W T OBGE PR S 2 1] 3R R R AN XEFR,
DL B RR R B TR 5 SR S B R 9 BN X
PR, BT LA BUR SR8 B A KRR

S AERRIR B AT AR B [F—HE& T L
AR AT S RGORERE . SR, WA LEE HMm A,
EATME AR — 255 S B SR E R R IR, Filn, F 2
YR A B TR R R T T 1 M T o X TR
BRI E F M5, [ 1A (cognate words)f2& 48 1 T
8 NS [ N N T i B A e = = A <) S 1Y
i 1 R PR X 45 3h], JE [A] R 37 (non-cognate words) &
5 i T A EA LR B R E 7R e L eiE ¥ Bl
B KA ) B 1 X 45 37) (Voga & Grainge, 2007).
R, FEARR B E S Z 0, FAAT7EE AR RN 22
5o T E AU R R S e T SCRAE RS TR
SR SR BN & . Markus (1998)35 Hi, X+
L2 ARBAGWAGEH T, T MFEF 2GR,
L2 AR EEZeat L1 fali0 A R ik 2 (w1 RAE,
AP B FR 7 ORI B X TR
XOEF M E, WRMAEF AL, W Z A0
HEZMBRR, HFRAE T RS A=, W
SRR IE S AL, L2 N RE v DL 4 S S R R
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fEERZR, WAl Digeh L1 a5 3k [m i SOGRIEER R,
PP 7 Z 0] Ik R A U Z il i i, PFE
FHIBFFERM, AENCR R, (R R H A () YR
T 2% 5 N T.(Dukstra, Grainger, & van Heuven, 1999;
Lemhoéfer & Dijkstra, 2004; Lemhofer, Dijkstra, &
Michel, 2004); [R]JEIA]#f FHFE4S 0 P (De Groot, 1992a,
1992b; Sanchez-Casas, Davis, & Garcia-Albea, 1992);
[i5) Y5 1R) B35 BE A% 7= A T K19 i 3400 (Dudiabeitia et
al., 2010); 7ERM R 5 shocsgirh, 6] & Bl )
1k I T B9 4 # (Cristoffanini, Kirsner, & Milech,
1986; Lalor & Kirsner, 2001), XLEHF5E R, HFH
Z B AERNE P S IE 2 % AR AL 52 e WU 25 1 1
T Ak, TS T S8 SR .

DUEM HIEZ M BARE KR 7EH, HA
RGEA N LiBF, 28A Wil scs . Ao 3 tita,
FRPGE RN REEAL AT HAS . 250 P01 A 4R 102
A AR ER, HARANQNE G T —E R
DUF RIS, KRR BT Ry moRss . (D) B
PUFRIE B X i) <R 4E; (2)FI L
TRIE . XERE HEPEA R, R (V).
U (12 2)FFE(ER, 2006), KL, H IR SC
FAH 4R (1)DUF(Kanji); (2)F{E 44 (hirakana); (3)
h {44 (katakana); (4)3 RGP0y, 7RG, Hif
PR Z B S T S B EIS. Hig i
F I A X b [ AT 5 SO AR E A . AW
TRHEF LIR, HATE 2% > BRE A SCHT iy & v,
e T OREEDA . &0 B IEEE, A
FHDUFRE 1 R B 7 20 thadw), RZ
AR IE H A, SO IR 7Y 7 SR TE M H
B e H AR ST B iR A g 2 rp [, i 1
— AR H iE SRR iz 3l . X ety AE
ORI 2% : AR E N LR, anei
Brofeok»; BREEEENL, e ety A/
CHLIET. <o, < RVSFRARRNE, WA,
L CEURTMCR EERZAN . BT, A
A I DGETRNL, VFZ AR H AL R /Y L eI
AN ) FRIGE T 800 24N (ZR4T, 2004; J1
¥AE, 2005), I, POEFEAH E R AT B LR
MR, VR 23R A IR TE AR R S AR L. i Tt a A
T 7 AR XEAfA 8 DUE IR AN H 1 i 58 T sk IR Tifk, T
2, NTMEARFARIE, H b SO H SCIRIE AR [R] 5 AH
T Y 18 5 BR A - H R 1R 5 - HEDE
(Chinese-Japanese homographs),

PRk, o H )R ) 2 46 DU A H 3 A B 45

1) H T D S A SRR R S ] e AR R e B
EACHFIE S . XSS () PSS 57
W) 5 AR/ N ZE 515 (2) 8 T AR T 4k B9 07 (A
“ErEmT . CBREAY); QVFEDUEHIRA, ARG AR
TR Ce“fiiA® ™ <57-247) (EFERZL, 2005). TP
#5 R RA R HAMAIR ST, B, HXCFBEE
AUNFHERZENS, NEARBRANESTTS, B
THIEE X W IC CF IR R (58 5, FHE,
2009) PRk, 08 AN H i ) BT SR 2R 1R T
DEE, WFR - H 3E A 18] (Chinese— Japanese
non-homographs). X&) 1 254 5 P 1) 22 8] 22 1]
BR, B2 (BHEr). o (Hf). B4, H3X
TR H SCR] B AR AL X6 5 T T 1 SR BN A ] 5%
My 7 H—H [RDE iE) A1 - H R i B0 15 58 30
S v [ ) R T 53] 14 I A e SR [ 2

ZE TR, XS E P FNE T R RAE RN T
R HANA T — BN A58, REETE T A S0
WF 5% /0 2% St A R AH [R] (Schwanenflugel & Rey,
1986; Chen & Ng, 1989; Keatley & De Gelder, 1992;
Zeelenberg & Pecher, 2003; R F, Z2f], L FifH,
2005), T O A BB R shit o8 K 2 56 T W Ah Pf
B OCF, BT M PR SRR EE DR SO,
VA e T A AR DR SO IESE o ASBIFSERE A8
MR AR PF o SO R RGE#, NI 9F 5 2 2 (RE
FAERDE, B AR IR ) Al SO TR BE ()
TRE AT 55 B TE U ATRRETR, 18 L POEAT 55 1018 X
B AN BE R ) B £ B2 R i — 2B R B Fh i 5 Z 1A Y
BEvie B0 S5 B AR o S B O RIS Bk
1 E bR Z 8] 0 OC FR G 75 42 B 4500, 2 s
TRIE ), 43 A A A [FAE 55 T 60 5 An i8] 19 [
IO, T AN A 22k b — HOSUE 202 an el i 0
fEfEH . HPFE T E, DA I S /i 00E R IE AR
AU R . BRT, BB R s oe K 2k i
Tk 75 (Forster & Davis, 1984), 5T A B
%, SOA Jy 47 ms, L —H XUEE 1 BI85 2%
PERTRHETC AR B SO, K 3 PP 254 13 I
N Z ZEVE N IR Bhi

2 S 1 AEHEAESS R - H ]
T A B ek ke T 128 I s 80

21 FHiE
211 #Hik

29 % HiER ZAFEYARE, W80 e
IEH, B8R T HAER I =20E . HA
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AR D e H A ] R A 9 3 4 A H AR ] PR
BRI EIN, L ABEE AR H B > EH 20
K%K 38 4 DNEH, —Pdmem, Y TR
2 HIE L AR K ] LA T i 2
HA WA R ~2m 2, el U F7E H AL, B
I, #OR)E T ARG H-HXUEH .

212 &it5##

KA 2(BEH M hX—>HX, HX -
SO>2(JR S 2R BT AR AR . BN KT A5 55 1)
PR EE WS, MEHE 60 XFd—H [RJEE,
R 325 (DBREEAERL QEY; GBI, FRA
20 XA, 24 2 Hif L AR X H 518 1Y A%
FEM 7 OV, WRBRBE/NT 5 BYiE, EET 30
X rp—H [RJE R AR RL, 26 10 XHAE], =251 A
WIBGREE 43N 6.25. 6.33 1 6.38, J7 220 Hr W,
BRI TR E 22 AR, F(2, 46) = 031,
p>0.05, BHIEXT S A5 38 i sh i M H brial & v
B el e R (RS 7 s s S
FRRTC G548 Ja shinl Fn B bRl A& v |
PANIE 5 B BIEXT A5 1H], TR SORAE G, TR
B R EH(F R . FHBHIRTC A I
IS Ol 25 T 135 X S5 2% 11 1 IS I IR A T A S e B R IS
SRR, A 30 A SCBR IR A H SO IR AE
WFER . T SCER RN S R R AR ) i o i —
AT, AnedRAR . <HEAC . EEHBOA R TR, I
et ] Y S50 B 1] A - RO A
213 g

Kl E-Prime #/44iF2E, IBM iT5HL, B
e Hy 1024x768 142,

214 ERF

B AL FE T ALET, BT A & 48 53 F 4
R Lo I 2 BURT S N B SR R R L
i, S B DA B s i) S 0 A s R ke B
Je, TEBRHERY R g BEEEVE AL 47500 ms, R
I R e# VRN MR, R Shim) 7E [ AR A AL
M50 ms, 25 ZHHARA, BB RN

A TE= SN
—ZRieN

S R PR S v A b e S R S S Sk H
SCI AR, NS EA], BiHE T TR AR
), SN F 8, REAn A TR e, AL
B A FRE M . AR el s shinl fEfe .
LR UTRFW, PR KA SRS R
TP R 25, 2B e b SRS 2 B SR
MRS, e H SCEE B osCia e, R Ao
PIUF AR o IECSE I LA 240 YIAE (60 YR BHIFE
XS A, 60 Yk BRI TC A5 15, 120 1K
WM EHAL)

22 HREHH

R RN LA B A TR S R AN A B .
N A B I M £ 2.5 SD Z Aha9 S, A ERAL
PErY 3.7%. SR IE 1,

S B ) A T 25 Ay B R W, TR B
FRON A T2, Fu(1, 28) = 1.58, p>0.05, Fx(1, 29) =
2.56, p>0.05. Jei shISHIM F800 B3, Fao(l, 28) =
10.14, p<0.01, F5(1,29) = 6.78, p<0.01, BHIFX 454
Y B EHM = 595 ms) g % T BIIFC 5 (M
=627 ms). JaghJ7 mHE SRS AR A 2,
Fi(1, 28) = 0.12, p>0.05, Fp(1, 29) = 0.44, p>0.05, 4%
BRI T 20 R WL, I8 307 ) 9 800 A 3
Fi(1, 28) = 0.13, p<0.05, F5(1, 29) = 1.03, p>0.05, J&
S FRON AN T2, Fu(l, 28) = 0.69, p>0.05,
Fa(1,29) = 1.72, p>0.05. J& sl 77 [0 FlJE sh 2 AU 58
HAEFARE, Fi(l, 28) = 1.03, p>0.05, Fy(1, 29)
=0.78, p>0.05. t &g, TERNWAT I, ht—H X
RIS S (28 ms)5 H L SCERE RS 30
(35 ms)ZE A3, 1(28) = 0.35, p>0.05, TEREIRE
b, BN, R 1%, SRS T

R, AE e, FE - H [RDE I Z [H) £F
TEFE 025 A B B0 1R 05 BN, 31X — RN AE )3 3l T
] FIFRRBN BEWER . TigPsad)E s H
SCinl, 2 H 3G JE S scin), 7R BREXT AR AR
149 B N7 B 22 S 35 A BHIR O OGS T, Bl Bl ¢
Ji AR A R

F 1 DR EE S P HIR X E F2 17 89 T 14 /B B (ms) FA F I $EIR (%)

Ja s
Jia B 77 ) B 45 ) o PR R 3 Ja B
SN st IR SN R FanA) IR
- H X 612+117 4.8+0.38 640+ 122 5.6+0.44 28 0.8
H 313 578 £126 4.3+0.65 613+ 119 4.1£0.56 35* -0.2

e fRFE p<0.05, LR p<0.01, *fLFE p<0.001, FA.,
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3 S 2 AL PuESE S - H AR
[Fi) JE2 1) 1) st i 12 i3 sh280

31 A&
3.1.1 #Hik
29 # AR ARGCARRHE, ML) S8 IE R )
B, CZ3R15 T HiBge 1k =9auE45.
3.1.2 &it5##
BT 555 1 A . ARHZ 60 X - H 3R [FE
W, A 32 (DEEREAL Q)BY; G)FRIF. &
JA 20 XA, 24 24 Hif RARE X H 518 1Y A%
FEM 7 HPE, 2GR EE/INT 5 in], EHL 30 Xt
rh—H AR R R AR, = ISR T Y BGR E y
7 5.83. 6.04 i1 5.88, FZEAHrRM, =il
WRAERIE L RARLE, FQ2, 46) =042, p > 0.05, 7F
FHIEXT S 4500 T, et Shia) AN H Ak i) 2 B0 36 X 45 A)
S F 37 a3 -5 BRI RAMT,
Jet IR A E AR IR AS 2 B AR, T KR, a0
P -3 G EC T ()R TSI 60
XF R SCABRLRT H SO E R I FE R R . SRR
H SCIBRI AR BT 7 55550 1 AHA], Gneg)g> . «h)
Fa,
313 NFEFERF
5525 1 M .

HERE55MH
R AR DOIE (S i ra A 2 N AN 2 75
2 AAGHEIIBOR)E, WERTE M + 2.5 SD ZAMER
W, HETEIERY 5.7%. SER L 2,

S B ) EE N 25 T R, R BT
TRV B, Fu(1, 26) = 8.38, p < 0.01, Fy(1, 29) =
8.57, p < 0.01, 13— HCHKMFTFHNFTM =
737 ms) i F K F H X - M T (M = 654 ms).
Ja SR BN B, Fy(l, 26) = 2232, p <
0.001, Fy(1,29)=43.75,p < 0.001, FHiFR4E 5151
FEHM = 669 ms) i 48 T BIF LR LMHM =
723 ms). JA 377 Ia FE sh2E A B S BAE IS 3
Fi(1, 26) = 3.40, p > 0.05, F5(1,29) = 1.71, p > 0.05,,

3.1.4

FERZRNY T 22500 W, T 25 ) i SR RO A i 2
Fi(1,26) = 1.34, p > 0.05, F5(1, 29) = 1.26, p > 0.05.
Ja BN E ROV B3, Fu(l, 26) = 7.50, p < 0.05,
Fa(1, 29) = 5.71, p < 0.05, BHIFREE SR EE R R
(4.0%) it F /D T BIPRETIC O 55 A1(6.3%) o Ji B J5 W]
A SRR HAE AR, Fu(l, 26) = 1.45, p >
0.05, F5(1,29)=1.97, p>0.05, t ¥ 0, 765V
i b, W sC— B SCEE T IR sh & (75 ms) B 3 K
F H S-S T B9 sh i (34 ms), 1(26) = 2.05,
p<0.05. FEAHIRFE b, - H KM TrE SR
(3.1%) 5 H 3L SCRA T B R 38 (1.5%) 22 5 A
2, 1(26)=1.15,p>0.05,

PR, 7EIRNC o, o= H AR RE el W AE 7R
i 2 O Bl R 12 0 shRAONy, BV e A 1) 45 4 Y S
Jof PR BRI TC OGS A I RN o 3X— UV AE S B
] LA RI 22 5 . T SUE 3l H SO YIS 3Rk
I KT H SO sh b SCHH R shizin . B, BAARZZR
- HOBGE A FE R 7 1) AR B B3 o
RONE, ABIZASONAE R SR 3l H ST SR 2

4 L8 3 i X IAESs - H I
TE 1) B4 Bt B 15 I s 800,

SERT T BRHR shF o i 45 SR A KA AR 2 .
JE R 2z — Al e J& 4L 45 AN [A] . Grainger F1 Frenck-
Mestre (1998)7E 18 X 43 25 v HE [A] I in] & 8L T
L2—L1 AR EPe s 8o, 7 ialil kg vh R &
BL; Finkbeiner 55 (2004)7E 1 332 i R BT Bai i
SCBRAEUR BN, R E AR R, ik, &
i B I3 3h &8 P RE B A AT 55 AROR A% 1 (Task-

RS Ukt T %552
41 FHiE
411 #Hik
28 % Hik &R —AFEQARE, M1sU8 e )
IEH, D& T HiERE L =gukE15 .
412 &it. MRS5S
WIS ARHFSEE 1, TR kA HABZE 51 /Y

% 2 RIDREE S PR T I EIR 17 B T 14 /R B (ms) FE3 $5IR 2R (%)

Ja s
Ja 37 Im) Bl R X A5 BEILR SV B 22
52 I FER SN AR SR IR
- H 3 700+ 93 3.7+0.83 775 £ 120 6.8+1.2 75 3.1
H 313 637 £ 99 4.3+0.58 671 142 5.8+0.94 34 1.5
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), ANETTIEEsE . &8, Bl BREAL. FRIT
HRA—2, AnEAFTEAL) . R R R XU )
413 BF

B S TE B 0 e 2B A <4+7500 ms, %
BRI — B E R TEROE, 5 shiR 7E R AL AL &
LR 50 ms, #E 2 HERE, R R
Mo SEERSYA 3 NI, R IXIEIZAT,
APEIR AU, BEORIS AT e v b g g B T ok 2
AR A e TR — 2 R s T, Wi T TR
RAE T, W% T F 8 REBany T e,
PR T RE A o A N i Bhie A7
6. SEWEMTIREN, #OR L BE shinl 30,
42 HERS5HH

FER RN ST AR ] B SR B AN A ST
AT M £ 2.5 SD Z Ahp ks, & A
1 3.4%. Z5HILE 3.

J2 7 B %) i A Ty 22 o AT R W, R BT 1] )
FROV A TLE, Fi(1,27)=0.84, p> 0.05, F5(1,29) =
2.65,p > 0.05. Jo shZRAR) FRON W E, Fi(1, 27) =
13.81, p < 0.01, F5(1,29) =9.83, p < 0.05, FHiFX] 44
ZAERI RN BT (M = 557 ms) i #5565 T B 06 4408
(M =591 ms). JishJr A sh 2R B a8 EAERA
W3, Fi(1,27)=0.54, p > 0.05, F5(1, 29) = 0.63, p >
0.05. FEIRFCHY I 220 MR W, Ja 377 1n 1Y 5800
AEE, Fi(1,27)=0.46, p > 0.05, F5(1,29)=0.73, p
>0.05. Ja sy ER00 3, Fi(1, 27) = 8.40,p >
0.05, F5(1, 29) = 6.04, p < 0.05, FHIFNS 25 5 1 %
TR (4.25%) B E AR T BIRIC A& 1E(7.25%) . Ja8h
J7 10 Fls sh 28R 22 BEAE AN 2, Fu(1, 27) = 0.30,
p>0.05, Fy(1,29)=0.18, p > 0.05, t {0, 7E
FNEBT b, F 30— H SO T IR 8 aE (37 ms) 5

HX PR T REG2 m)Z 5 A8 E, t(27)
=0.06, p<0.05, fEARIRFE b, hX—HICEMFTH
Ja dh it (3.6%) 5 H - SCEAF T H 8 i (1.4%) 22
SAREE, 1(27) =2.04, p > 0.05,
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BT H— H R 1] % 2 20 1R X6 R A B BRI B0
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PEIE 2R, T L1 5 L2 (ialC B R B,

L1 51 X RGEMBKR R, M3y L1 i, w]
DAFAE G S L2 SRrm g gl sl X S E R ah A
PRI L2 (IRl gs a, BRIk BE A2 7 25 5 sk
T L2 58 XRGEHKRES, AR HCHES
L1 L2 e S A, DIt R & B 2800
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DA BRI 2 SCUE e . RO, S T A O H A
FNE, M FN W2 VE R — R R G 2 e, #al
xRS HARE 2R BIAHOC R X, Z20E 5285070
KBRS, Wk, AT B —Aadugs, bk
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R TR SCRTRBOE ORI T, 30 168
FAE . TSGR H SCRARSE LR, Bril, )
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ZHES GRS
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Abstract

More and more researchers have involved in how bilinguals represent two languages. They use
cross-language priming paradigm and reach an agreement that the lexical of two languages stored separately but
the semantic stored together. The stimulus onset asynchrony (SOA) of priming paradigm in previous research
was so long that the subjects could response in conscious. It is difficult to avoid the strategy in process.In
addition,the relation of bilinguals’ two languages modulates the priming effect.For example, if the prime and
target in translation pairs share some phone or morphology,then the subjects will response more quickly.

In order to shed light on these questions, masked priming paradigm was involved in the present study to
investigate the effects of cross-language masked translation with Chinese-Japanese homographs and
non-homographs. In experiment 1 and 2, participants were instructed to fulfill the lexical decision task and the
results showed significant cross-language masked translation effects with both Chinese-Japanese homographs
(Exp 1) and non-homographs (Exp 2). In Experiment 1, priming words always facilitated the lexical decision
task no matter whether priming items were Chinese words or Japanese words, whereas in Experiment 2, Chinese
priming items caused much facilitation. In Experiment 3 and 4, semantic classification task was chosen to check
whether task type affected the results. Effects of cross—language masked translation were again found with both
Chinese-Japanese homographs and non-homographs. Moreover, such effects were not influenced by the type of
priming items (i.e. Chinese or Japanese).

Since Chinese and Japanese are both non-alphabetic language, recent results firstly indicates that the
script-dependent effect may be involved in the masked translation priming effect in this study. In general,
priming effects are found when Chinese and Japanese are homographs, no matter whether the priming items are
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Chinese or Japanese; by contrast, when Chinese and Japanese are non-homographs, an asymmetrical priming
effect occurs. Such an asymmetrical priming effect is influenced by the tasks. The consequence illustrates that,
priming effect is more significant when Japanese are primed by Chinese than reverse with lexical decision task.
However, in semantic classification task, there is symmetrical priming effect in both directions. The Sense
modal prefers a representational symmetry between L1and L 2 at the semantic level when the task requirement is
involved the shared meaning.

Based on RHM and the Sense modal, a Chinese-Japanese bilingual mix model is proposed according to the
morphology and task. That is, there is a strong connection between Chinese and Japanese when they are
homographs, and the strengths of their connections to the concepts are similar, either. By contrast, Japanese and
the concepts are more complicated when Chinese and Japanese are non-homographs: Strong connection occurs
only between Chinese and the concepts, meanwhile week connection occurs between Japanese and Chinese, as

well as between Japanese and the concepts.

Key words masked translation effect; homographs; non-homographs



