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Abstract: Chinese Orthographic Decomposition refers to a sense of uncertainty about the writing of a
well-learned Chinese character following a prolonged inspection of the character. An implicit test using a
lexical-decision task, in which 2-character words were discriminated from 2-character pseudo-words, was
used to detect the orthographic decomposition. An index designated as B was developed to measure the rate
of decomposition. Results of this study show that repeated presentations of a character consisting of 2 radi-
cals (the LR-character) resulted in a larger value of B than did those of a character consisting of a single radi-
cal. However, the value of B for a LR-character was independent of the pro-nounceableness and meaning-
fulness of its constituent radicals. These results suggest that Chinese orthographic decomposition is due to the
absence of a direct link between the orthography and the sound pattern of Chinese characters.
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1. 51§

AR T R I 7L (Cheng & Lan, 2011; Cheng
& Wu, 1994; Ninose & Gyoba, 1996, 2002) &I T —4>
“IF-FTESARAK ”(Chinese orthographic decomposition)
IR, IR, M — AR FHHE
AN 8 AR o LI BRIRFR Y “ AR R 27
(Chinese orthographic satiation), [X'E KA fERFSEH)
HE—DNNFZG, Aard. B, —ArEE AR
E A ELR G — AN AR 7 “8)” #%, &
HZFEREA, WA LRI A7 2 — % H
BRI o S 2 HR S I AN — B TH] G 29 20 Fhak
W2 G, WEEFEX R Al “&”
5 «757 Préi k.

D RAR I R A FUOR A AEXT B I B 13, K
AEAE— MR SR ES N RS B, SR SR
el 132 5 F W — R 51 LA« Bl 9 R R cn “ 2 eg
“BhiR” 5 “BiiE” RENEERER, —NIRRE
LIGBEE T “F)7 PR AL R 51 A R
BAE, BN R ME(Cheng & Lan, 2011).

Cheng 5 Wu(1994) B SafE—skie B, ZORPGE
NEHERZ 555 — A BRI SN 5 L8 B AR
DCERREEMEN, —HBRB T “BEFEEAME” 5
“AHENRTRRE RN ZER” 1, BZiE N iHE
BUEESE b — N8 E RS RIS a2 M “ H s
FERIV BRI PR RIFER . ABATRIL,
BPMETm R #F, —ASHAGEE T RET
R AR a0 “ 37 P AR AR BRI (], (H,
T BRI 5 AERSIR T KRR AN A AR
Ho

Cheng 5 Wu(1994)78 M %2 “TEE 7" (W1 “487 )
k. B—RETH— “H%” 5— “N5%7 i
B BB RSN T T EEEAN
et X T AR, RS H A
HARS R B, EEFRH [R) R I 7= A e i) fige A it
B AHSE, JE5 75 H S5 I B AR AL N0 i A
AR

Ninose 5 Gyoba(1996)%:K H il N EHE N2 55
(IR DR ) WL — A “ IR T (adaptation
character)25 W JGHHR—A “BHAzNT". &ENEH
FROLT Rl Be LG AH R F IR SE i (P & 2 e 4
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A7) BRAS B AR [F] B 45 8 (& L7 =2 e B iR, T
BirT 2 L A7) @MY HFRHT AT gedt A0 [
PR B S i A . SRR, 1E NS B AR TSt
SEAHE R ZEAE 5 /N, B ARDUF IR [ A B4
PVIER (FLERES 1)o KNSRI, AH R 4544 5 3R %
A ] B s (R AR R S5 0 AN TR B AT AN i
YU TA] A S (FL 3236 2) . Ninose 5 Gyoba(2002)78 &
W, &R BR8N E AT AR, iE R iR
(AR, (R A AN I AT [R] ) S8

2. RF T RERE

HEHACAL, STRAKRIRS, FEFER—M)
o N BRE SC Foil RAD FRRAAR I 5 » SE
B B9l e 7 0 I s
712 5% (I0 Kounios et al., 2000; Smith & Klein, 1990).
DRI, 4RR 282 PR R 8 ST i ) & — P il R 2
MAEF TR . FET I H, (EE AN, DU RE
A e 5 TR 1 = A (logographic) 45 H 4 ¢

MMgPEE AR A PR — 7, DR
—NEE, HEEEHAE MM EEY), — N
¥, RWITHREEAE AN EY . EaUE
MOUVRTER CUCEFE) ) FENFRHIINEZEX
IZERIFTALR, SAESN S (RI“ G5 an“ 1l 7,
CRTYERFRFR— AN E A B S (R “HR T W B
“T7Y. HEMTFREMANLU ENRIET . fiETS
BRI, MR — AN AT Sh BB ARRD “ 2
=S O (1 Rl SOl "R/ Rl AV | A B S 1 R
HAEFZR CT7 LR K7 ).

WA, AMEIESAFAEE — B8 “PFS -
P BN 2K £ (spelling-sound  correspondence)(
Coltheart, 1978), S AN FERZ —E/IEN) “HF -
FEE I RN, TREIEFR SO T - B X RIK
RN, B, ~MEEFSHESREEE
R <487 HHAESS “57 ¥R “zhi” )8iE
BB 7 N [yi], T 554 B 7 8 zhi”).
FIRERT, — AN T 5 H 55 ] fe 218 AR L (a0
“IR7 HH LSS CF 7 R R BGE SAH R
“Br7 H5H S CFT REEMERR).

s, R I AR DU R 2 A 2 B A
H O “Cht” (lexical entry). HR45E L EHIEE,
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TEZINA, FRRERMEM— N SRR RBU T 5]
HRAF ) Ik O 1H: “Z IR R
(activation of multiple lexical entries, AMLE) ] § /& i
FSST - AR B o () R BT, BT g DA ST A 1)U R
E, — MR — TR, 7RI B EEAR )
H .

LAt AMLE {RUE TN, IR FRERIVEAL — N5
%, W F U HUR W1 H 98] 25 (morpheme) 1) 43
T, AHIXSEH R IR 25 B R i I — i HE
X7 L —# 55 i, P340 chairman B4
H P9 H B8 2 chair 5 man T2l HP R RKES
T EN . HESGEF LA —# 7. HHIF
i), raindrop 5 H.2H )17 % rain 55 drop 75 [FFEY
KA. WAL, FREEREALIE T A S B Ty
HERVEOR, R A 2238 B S AR A

ESE SR, A H LR (root) & H H 1A 2 (4
shipment [¥] ship), & 195 k(prefix) 5 7 J& (suffix)
(shipment ) ment) & 4 4l 4517 % ”(bound morpheme).
X EeA] 25 N A B VA A 7 (grammatical meaning),
76 H CRFE S k. B, RR8mimlixdes,
WA AR . JECF 0 tenant ¥ ten- LA HA
=, BFONE SO SSCF ten, {H tenant YR H T4
T tenere(Rfl to hold), ten- F7 SUANAE B 307 ten 1Y
MYz, Fik, tenant i) ten- 7EJESC Y tenant 2
—HGE. MHEH HiE .

3. #xEm

A5t B A H Cheng 5 Lan(2011) i & @ “ N
Fadllae:” (implicit test), WEDCFARAZ T W AMLE
BTN — S SRR — T2, AT H
PN LA ERR B RO . feF BT R, K H A
FARGKGEE . R S — B, —AJEET
MRS UHEES 5ER LSRN, Kits
FAHABAIS 25 5 1 g o

FRARKEI AR5

Cheng 5 Lan(2011) P A& J& 1 A Bl 56; , & R &
MFCIRIE T IR AA, - CABE S LT RO BIF 724 F 32 W
IR 15 (Cheng & Wu, 1994; Lee, 2007). F MR 54
5y % B\ 5 HIVFRORE M, DR e SR 7T R AR, A
PR . 240, Cheng 5 Wu(1994)i 7 115 5 & Fr 521
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FEM AT, ATREIEA At H R o pl ST B8 ikt
M, BN RN

Ak, PLRETHIHFFT(Cheng & Wu, 1994; Ninose &
Gyoba, 1996, 2002)Fr#k & HIfEAR AT BB AR 2 H
BTG, X AT AR T 30 T B N ) 45
Ro —NFASHINARZMAE, BRAEGE — B2
Ja e RS A S AR . R, BB JTVER
S, AN Fu Ve LS A () R B2 B IR (13 I, 4 7D
PIILE, RXEMAEZRMNTEE, AR

LS e il 5 MBS 1 TRtV (BN /A =P i
JUBSAE TRV FIWIAS 1] 7 (lexical-decision time, LDT)
R Horh 2 — R R R AR (U
N7l 5 g EET i), K

FAENIE, S “RE RO (afiiE CigR”
5 “Wi”, AERBX, AR5 WS 5
YR R XL BEAL ) L — MR R R
FEEA L, Wi 1 fras . CRERERRA “ B AR R
B,

TR RE ) E 5 R SR
PR AEE(I “B5 7 5 9 ), Rk
se “lEE AR (anfiin] < 5 st Ak
“BFTH UL R X LRI AL 2
—MEGRAERE . HIRAERERCON B AR
B,

B FEE PR R T EAL R R S 58
M, S 5B W ERIFEREPRIBMNL E2A I E—
I ARSI A T 1R I W . P 2 ISR AR RERRSR
(A [F] S5 A S ) < 40 P B e B (o b
5K A7 BN LDT 38 HAEH .

WA | sk | E | R s
Wl | Wi | W R dOR
W | bR T W | R
Wars | oL | W | WoE | R
W | | o | ok | d
Btk | BE | WOR | WS | B

Figure 1. An example of a same-initial stimulus matrix

1. =M EFHEFERRIBERE
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oo T HEMEM  o—O0 HFHRLM
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X X, | %, X, | X, X,
[ J O O
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] [ ] [ ] [ J [ ]
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Er D E F A
Fﬁ >(1 Xy Xy
\ Xp | O—0n X2 | O X2
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Figure2. Mean LDT on upper-half and lower-half stimulusposi-
tionsin same-initial and differential-initial stimulus matrices

H2 BEFHERSEFESHBERE FEETHUET
TRSCHIBTE 8]

B2 B4 A o A AT AR 5 20 BT TR A8
B EE B LDT BaEsik. He, 5%
[ A S 36 R A DT, R0 1 A [ 4 1]
O LB A AH S B P48 2 — BN ). A& A RO IR
ST TG N ST R 1 1] R

Jitk B5 C &R 5TTH A AR, ME— 4]
HME, TEEFAHFAEREE, A &R LDT
P B A, X T, TE R A R AR
W T A1 4k 58 RN S 1) A LT A A
A LA BB PR R A T PR, 36K T — Bt LDT . AHXT 19,
EEFAHTHERER, HTRAEA—FEE, L
SCF IR R

Jitk D 57k A MF, ME-IARE, fEHE T
AR SAH SRR L, T 25 ) s TR ROR, (615
TR A B ) LDT M. {HE7#% D B,
HIMRARI NBNAIHIW 2 H . Tk E 5 F 5WE 5
Jits D MIFE, ME—IAFEZ, 77K E 5 F R4
LDT SRR, (13 A R B AT R 2
Ja, IR BRI H LDT. ditt, fE 1A
TCFIW L AR, RAATT N “RERERPSE” < “HIAIE "
28 EAE AN 2 )58 B. C. E B F afLAE H .

AN

Cheng 5 Lan(2011)JFk J& 7 —AM8h%, B, HHLL
FR7R Al — 38 Z A — T Re B R AR AR IR RS, FRN
“PERRR”, TS 5FEXNG—E AR AR R R
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S 5FH 08 7R S AR B A L B 5 iR
(IR R BB BT = A2 1) LDT $odls o £l it IR
B—Z 5FEN A ETHFERERES | XBd <i<n,
BEAE n oy — AN R BRI Bn A X BUR B 2T
BV T AR LDT BSFIE D v W)y, AT A —S%f
JSLE A SRR 2R T X BT 2ME X AR AIET5
Ewi R

=% —o+pi, M

A o FoR, AN T B FAHRRERE, LEE A A AR
Bl T VEAHE R E A . B ONRR
Cheng 5 Lan fl #/)NF-J7(method of least square)fff
ZX1MWakB 7

(S (55 20
(3] -t

Mg b, B2 0B ENER, TR,
KTER, AffRRAE. B AEEK, MAEER.
Jitk A5 D BEERAE, BERNE. THEBSE
RIBIEN X -y, 7TH& CHF B BN — Y1) — (% —
Y2) = (X1 = Y1) + (Y2~ X))o

Cheng 5 Lan(2011)f5F H LA _FF pAy el 56 i 5% A
HE RS IAR TR, AR, AE RN,

“CRIBCERER MR < “RIEALE” A2 BEAER K
2 WK F P A2, AAaTr) KTk
FHIB1H. HE4E Cheng 5 Lan, DLEMIEERARESEH

“4[” (orthographic neighborhood) (Coltheart, Dave-
laar, Jonasson, & Besner, 1977)F#E2 T LR

4. 521G 1

SZ% 1 EE Cheng 5 Lan(2011)[)525: 2, LARHE
A b BB 4 A Bl 36w FH SR A 28 B L A . R
#&, 5 Cheng 5 Lan Frfl I A2 G G AR FANR, 5256
1 BT A B 7 4G A R LA R 3B A B8 o B H 50
i, HFICHAE. 55—, LI EE AMLE {Riix}

=1

>

B=

2
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DUTRAARI T . AMLE RN, e &k 7 e
RN LDT KA B “REFERSE”  x
“RIGALE” AR AR EERTER BE. MK
(0, DA A 7 DR (Rl S B A DA S ELAF:
A RRERE, mH B EFARERRTE.

41. 53k

411 85H

A4 B R AR S O A IR AR 1 R
H I8 S 55256 USRIV MR S 5. 55 A
#, I Lee(2007) 8 A3, D744 PRI I TR] AN BT 4 31)
M 5

4.1.2. SERGHEL

SEBGM Liu, Chuang, 5 Wang(1975) i 45 5
% 30 NIRRT . FE—FFRAE 30 M B AH [
ER— L R T Herh ) — 2 r ARy “ A& i in]
(homophonic pseudo-words). /7% A& — 1] (41 “ HEAE )
IEE A RTA( “AR” SR DL —RIE T “=7),
S RIE O — Ao B SR ER (n “HE=" ), |
HIERIEEE . —MRRVERFEFRIRE, X
NS 5355 FRR R R A T AR I 7 5 1]

B RMRBEHL 2 HEE —MERI) 5(T) *
6CHE)YFERE A B, TEm—A “ B A" RFERE.
I, SO 30“ E FAHE” AR RE . IXSSAEERR N “
F(LEAEER)ME" FRE.

Z DO S o0 Bl = I W SR % N Y S 5 b
SIHER T 304 “ETF(IEA AR HlE. A
FERE R L E 30 DMFIERBF R, &5ER
— BT R R RO 15 AN AR
W75 15 AAE P “[F#H 3”7 (homophonic
pseudo-words) T4 i, HH B 75 5 — 4H 345
B HTH TG [F] 5 5756 R 2 A [F]
KRR, BLE—A “HHR” H—A “HHR” FHRE
AR SRR AR, e PR Iras)
FMRY HIAE DL _E PR AR R & — k. KDL bz
He, B RIAR SN ] i AR A 2RI E S 1A AE (]
T 1A AR HE B S5 AE AR o B DL HRC ) o

IR L EJ7vE, seietbilis 7. &4 30 4
HAAHES 30 ANEFAHR AR, HAEoE -
. B, XMEFERE RPN B o)A R

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub

5 “CHTOR)MARE” M.
P b DO R R % AL BB L P T4 B4 15
.

413 XWEIH5EF

—2 5582 TARBEE, 2508 <y
FELEWRME, “HF(E AR, “ B0
WM 5 “CE R SR” FERE. DU R 2
YU T s — 2 5510 5 e AR RNLIER . — 1
S5V FHRREGER:, HE—Fhs5E N
B e WA RIEOE R . T RFAa 15 MR
ks, 258 FREBNFHZ G RILEZ T 60
B 900 X3 1) AR -

42. £R5i1e

421 FEFLDT

S S SCBE BEA Z 5 3 o DY o o R B R A
— X BB (L ) AT B A — A DX B ) e ] 1) O
i LDT H P 3UE (median). T —XEK) LDT &
1)~ A T T T o P £ UV P s o A E R
Ho “EHCPIED BARE UIREN NS 5 HERIX
BB “HJefiiia)” (central tendency)o

Kl 3 23 24 (13 5H RS X
Bt LDT B ECF%S SEM. T ) ANOVA
& Chern 5 Cheng(1999)f7 & JE ) GANOVA 27 (3&
& B Bh AL FE ARl [ D5 B AR R e e s
RS IIFEF ). X%F LDT #E4T ANOVA M4
REIR, FRCEA G RSN LDT AP L2808,

3
73
S

—O— % () HIREH
g0l —e— 5 () AR
@ B

—O— BF (el s
—— BT (G HFEER
oo BRI E A TR )

=349

. 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6

TSR B

Figure 3. Mean LDT for wordsin same-SN, different-SN, same-L R,
and different-L R matricesin experiment 1
E3. WIBEFIME)ER. EF0EER. BEF(EEEW)
HE S EF (R &) ESIERR TR0 ke

167



DUT RO A S FEHL

F(1,23)=2.5, MSE=69361.8, p=0.13. & 7HE5
FHRAERECE LDT B2 Rt RIS BB AE IR, F(1,
23)=1.7, MSE =8998.5, p=0.21. XEIXE)
PEAEFERR, F(5, 115)=8.0, MSE=7747.7, p<
0.01, FERMT—MEMER T EREXBER
Fif) LDT, WongRJH8CER% LDT B0

PR IAE HAE A B TR R “ RO R
IR (B FHRISHERER) < “XB” M HAE
M, F(5, 115)=10.0, MSE =6004.5, p<0.01, 1%
J2& B TR 7 B A [R) LU A S A B R 6 1) LDT,
RS —XEB, F(1, 138)=29.0, MSE =6503.5, p<
0.01, 5% "IXE, F(,138)=4.8, MSE=6503.5, p
=0.02, (HHAEE KK LDT RALEE HIXEL, F(1, 138)
=7.6, MSE=6503.5, p=0.01, 5% /XE, F(, 138)
=5.9, MSE=6503.5, p=0.02. W&REER, —PF
IFF BB T IR .

HME 3 LLEH, DAEGAERFENEFR A
PRk CIXB” AS EAE F G DOMUA S S
A HAEH B N EE . B, “HEHEMR” x “XER”
AR [ = AR T A EAE ROk B0 2 AR B 1T
t, F(1,138)=2.0, MSE=4885.4, p=0.08.

422 MREE

F T A S B0 P A5 — R R R £ ] Y S I 4 1 S
AMXB Bl AR SH R A
[ R N A X B LDT -~ S44E AT PUFH 75 AN ECRHE (X,
V), (X, Vo), 5 (X, Yo . B, X 28 a5 p

X

X

WE—Z5F5ENIE o 5 BE, SR,
PAZE A 5 DIBA 2 o R, o B2 5
132.0 5 66.6, MEREENZESR, F(1,23)=4.6,
MSE =1070.2, p=0.04; H B{E5 %M 34.9 5 16.0,
Wi IR B 2R F(1, 23)=5.5, MSE=785.3, p=
0.03. Bh&EREIR, LGB DAAT N E 71
FEBE, AMAEGER X BAECK LDT M5, gk
TR X BEK A LDT, JRENECR AR, (2, Jh
e B A 16.0 HIHEE IR TE, F(1,23)=6.6,
MSE = 463.3, p=0.02. HEERER, BERMAETH
P — SR AT AL A, T3 AR A

FHE—Z5%F0 a5 B1H, FTAXE I KET
FHSRI LDT HOo)M T # A LDT {i(y). B 3
TR, EEMEMEMER LDT f5it 5 WEHE L5 E
5, EELAGERTAEFIHBRLT, X@)=13, p>
0.05, fEAAT N T HIEDL T, X(4) =3.6, p> 0.05,
SEHG 1 B SRAR AR LL O R (R AR 2
CIXBLT HRS HAE AR R A AR SR
TEfRATRIE LI ES . ARSLIEI, EAEERTFH B
EHEAEMKTMEFE B H. ALY Cheng 5
Wu(1994) )R B —EU - B R IR S2 35 AMLE B
TR, B — AN LA BRI E e L2 G
PR RS RAR . BARSZIG AR, ik ik R &
EMRTE, g RER, MEENaEr. X5
AMLE Bt H AT .

5 SR8 2

X

A5 N ARE3). AMLE Bt B8 AT &, — MR Fam s
Sl o 5
o= i=1 i=l i=l - i=1 i=l i=1
(z.j 63
100X = %) +7(% =Y ) +4(% =) (X = ¥4) =2(% = ¥5) =5(% — )
15 ’
o S-Sy |- 2] 2x -2
B: [i:l i=1 6jjz(l j[i:l i=1 j (3)

5= y) 3% = Ya) (06 = ¥ ) = (% = ¥a) =306 = ¥5) =5 (% — Ve)
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FHYFAEETSEE LS FHARK S FHUE
Gy SRR . TR, SEIG 2 M — NS AR A2
mE - FESRT R EAMMERL K “ - 55T
EEMEWEA K. AL 7 - H% MiEES
“or - SR HIERARLE, M REAR SRR A
L7 5 AL PRI

51 A%

511 5%
e A S MU NS SIS TN ke I N a o
H 85 55256 DL BV 1) 5.

51.2. RWHM, ®Wit5ERF

IR R, W SRREF S 1 MR, M
ANFEITF

RN 120 ANFIRIXCERE . F—F1RH 15
AN FEiEm] 5 15 AMAE R “FE R 7
BT e B3RS B A R 2. R 1
HIVE RS98| AR . & — 5 R RIS BENLI %
HEAE—MARZE 5(T) < 6(HD)MRE . gk, JERCT 120
“HFAHE” R, HR 30 AEREHBEME TS
H s iBEMAL. 5H T BRAL, X
FERERRCH (B - SR HiRE. He, K
HFHH HEET FIEE S T IEEARIE,
A40R 30 “EFEE S - RDAHTE ", 30 “ (S
- CRMHE” 5 30 “ET(E R - XMHET FERE

732D N e 9 Rl = =/ S TR Y 7 S 3
7120 S “ETARRT HERE, Hh, 30 “EHT(E
L= SUBOAR S, 30 “ 8 (57 - SUB)AES . 30 “ 8
FEERL - X7 5 30 “EFEEER - UM 4
B o A — “EAH R AR AR 77725000 1 A I

DA b \FRFERE & E B P2 BR2H 15 HERE
—R S 5B S AR ek
53 ) 5% 0 DU A AR B TR

52. &R5i1ie

521 IE#LDT

SIS R S S FH VIR A AR
Bl DL R FERE R 1 A S R B LR — DX B (R A
B B AR — A X BOX A B IER LDT A A 30l
(median). &4 5 5 23 32 (S 5E MRS

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub
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# 800

B 750

S 700,
& 650)

=

600) B=24.7 [ £=20.0
—O— o5 (HUL-F0L) MHEAER —O— 5 (H-2R) RSN
550) r

—O— 5% (HP-ELD HHEER O (- FEER

B S B R S S T

501
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6

FU 2 R

Figure4. Mean LDT for wordsasa function of orthographic
structure (PS-SS and PS-SD characters), type of stimulus matrices
(same-initial versusdifferent-initial stimulus matrices), and block
of stimulus positions (six blocks) in experiment 3 in which words
were discriminated from homophonic pseudo-words
E4. WX PASEFRFGMEALF, §F G0 - XILHERE.
BHFEM - XEVER . EFE 0 - X3)EE. §FEFM - X])
R SIE R T 113 $ BT A 18]

850,

O (R0 HIFER —O—HF (FR-#R) HFRERH

800
—O—EF (FR-ZEPD) tHESER —O— EF (HH-FW) fHEEN
750
£=22.8 £=22.0

700

650

mOF N IR 3 e A N

l

e
(=)
(=]
(=]

e

550

i

500
T B2 S

Figure5. Mean LDT for wordsasa function of orthographic
structure (PD-SS and PD-SD char acters), type of stimulus matrices
(same-initial versusdifferent-initial stimulus matrices), and block
of stimulus positions (six blocks) in experiment 3 in which words
were discriminated from homophonic pseudo-words
Es. EsLBoRpASERFRFENMELE, §FESR - XIVHEE.
HFER - PR FER - XH3)HEE. 5FER - X8
BSIERE R T 11733 BT A 1)

—HIBX B LDT MSEECF%E SEM. X IE
LDT k47 ANOVA Z3 BT 4 F iR, 15 &A= A4
FEKE, FQ1,31)=27.4, MSE=73492.1, p<0.01;
B (E ) IR () B DG K ) LDT .
U R 5 5 (U RIRAE LDT _E A% R R
EEEMREE, FQ1,31) =09, MSE =49060.6, p =
0.3524, & FHAF SAHRHFEE LDT b2 R ARIAH]
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BEME, FU, 31) = 1.4, MSE = 15287.7, p =
0.2389, XX B4 EEHER, F(5, 155) =
15.5, MSE=28190.3, p<0.01, TERHT HEHE
b R X B AR R ) LDT, IR s A S5 R 1R
W, 5550 1 AR, BT ARSTRIRCR .

PR IAE AR A B BRI HA RO R
PIFR” < “IXE” WA HAEH, F(S, 155) =20.0,
MSE =5756.1, p<0.01, FEHTIAEYE FAHR L
AR AR B A B I LDT, RAEAES — X B F(S, 155)
=20.0, MSE=5756.1,p=0.000, 5% X E&, F(1, 186)
=13.1, MSE=9783.7, p=0.0004, (B H KK LDT
RAEESETXE, F(1,186)=10.0, MSE=9783.7, p=
0.0018, S5/ NXE, F(1,186)=21.4, MSE=9783.7,
p<0.01.

AR HAEHB R R ERENRA “Hr5H
NFIEBAMNE” < XEB x HFEFR=F M H
EF, F(5,155)=2.4, MSE=3588.4, p=0.0379. It
THAERA WAL SF R Kz —&, 78 BB
FEREHR, oM [F LOAH S AR R A AR LDT KA
EE—, F(1,372)=21.4, MSE=28352.9, p<0.01,
5 X B F(1, 372) = 8.0, MSE = 8352.9, p=0.005,
HEA BRI LDT KAEEFESXE, F(1,372)=9.2,
MSE = 8352.9, p=0.0026.

HZ, /8 “FEMR” R, TR AR
FEFEEAREN LDT KA =, F(, 372) = 1.3,
MSE = 8352.9, p=0.007, {HEIHEKP) LDT KA
%1, F(1,372)=13.2, MSE=28352.9, p=0.0003,
HENKEHE, F1,372) =164, MSE=83529, p=
0.0001, “HFEHFFINEEMALME" < “B¥S5
HOGHTEEAMAMNE” < XB x “HEREME” 4%
A BAF AL RAE R, F(5,155)=0.7, MSE=
5655.8, p=0.604.

5.2.2. fRikE

TR B EKRM, “EFERL - X7 “HF(E
Ft - AN CETFERL - ) CETFER - X
) SERER BAEARYCN 247, 22.8, 20.0 5 21.5, A
FHOPHT BRI, “HFERY” 5 CEFER
1 BEMZER AL EENREE, F(1,31)=0.0, MEE=
503.6, p=0.964. “HHAU)” 5 “HFLH)” W
FHBHEMAREEENESR, FA, 31) =04, MSE =
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637.1, p=0.5092. “HF5HEFZINEEAHLNE” <
“CH TS HSCERE AR A EAERXT B E MR
W Ak WA AR, F(1,31)=0.2, MSE=551.4, p=
0.6772.

6. —Axtie
6.1 BEREHRRLEFLRL?

it AW 5T (Cheng & Lan, 2011; Cheng & Lin,
2012)5 KM 55 /EH Cheng 5 Lan FIRRGINIES, #B—
BRI, ERYIMXEBE, B AR AR R R
B LDT, R, fERJEHXEE, B AL
AH S B 3 K ) LDT (1 & 3). AT T EEAE A,
A AR R T -6 2R, O 1 A [ £ 1) ) T L o 7
FHE I, AT T — B BRI E] . 5 AT R
N, AR “CETFHERERE B, i TR AR, LDT
BEX Bk . R, £ “EFAHRRERE” B, E
R RS IR G e F R E S I, ik, H
TE T 2 X BT B A T A58 0kt X B ) ] 11 e R o
RIS T LDT. Bk, PR RELE 5 - X B 1 [E]
72 DA A i B I rA sk 1] . AR 3 9], s n iy
iR R N 2t R TR ) [P P T P 0] 5 RS e R ]
FR, mAREH 2T .

K3, LDT BCPAES X Bok 2 img, SREAESS
ANXBEE TS AR AR AR TR
FRIXBCR RN X B, 102 s il A R R FE vl g
FERTIXE, CiABmEmR, MRFFSREAXE, AH
42 bot. B, S5 ERRCRILFEERRSE R, i
LDT 7E58 TLIX Bl B g, SRIGFEER /S X B2 FRE
B,

6.2. FEEARMIHHIX R BEFHRE

SR 1 ORI, e AT B AR R A R Tk A
TP E. HEEE SRR AMLE Byt w525
T BEREIRTF, Rk IR, 1t
ZERANSCRF AMLE R BTN . S236 2 KRB, “5 -
HET RIEEMUES “5 - 557 KRR
A G T IIMRARTICIS: ML AAR AL A RS g
SRR A RIS AMLE R
.

HEHFOUIE, TR, AR

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub
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WM MR, AL BT, Cheng 5
Wu(1994) K30, EARIEA 5 BN AR 0 e A () s
PO A 2 [ PR, A (0 AR TS R 42 o Cheng 5
Lan(2011)5 A 78 45 FH B I 56 7R 45 214 7] (1) 25
Cheng 5 Wu I, FRIZRE. FRAMKEER
375 W B AR AR TRIAS = AEAE FH o Lee(2007) M 2% i i
(B 18] 5 T P < 3B A (R HE P (8 S5 AE A i sliA i)
5l (3 A G A ) 5 R s R B OB IR s R 3800 1 %
Ro GERRI, MRREEARIX = AR AR 5000 5%
Cheng 5 Lan K, —NFHIRAERANZIITEHE
55 RTE AU (520 . Cheng 5 Lin(2012)8F 78—
B2 S A ) HR 45 P (boundness) X F-ARAR A 5210
FATTEE 1 “ H EHIEE” (W “H87 5 “ad”
)5 “HRGPEIIBAE" (n “FE7. a7 WERAE) X 7
itz . g5 F, A R HE 26 P (boundness)
SRR A . ST UL RS, T em
fE A — AN H AR LR, LT — A 5 AR
WM Z X R, FRNEGH. B0RER. 5%
AT LA K AR T KA o

6.3. Z— I REHIERE

Hor A I 7 5 S SR R (R i 0 4K, (brain later-
alization) 78 ] LRI, I~ 1R 0 Ak B 2 A4 i 12 95
(J, Cheng & Yang, 1989; Yang & Cheng, 1999), Tfij %<3
SR o A B R e i AR 3 R (U Gross, 1972; Hellige &
Cox, 1976). XEEZE R JERRZ, T2l Rk -
eI BT AC B, BECFRL “ R - i T
HAbH .

HIR, WFERBMFRT, ErfFa, — 40
I FAE R — AN BAR N B 5 B & ES A 2
W —8 “HF - FE” RN XR, FNNFHRZ
XX RS R . BRELS R mISS RN . —
MEs R, FEMER—N T, SR FERE
55 20 B B R S TR R BT o E R 2 i
SKANBE S IR L SR IR AT BB R S L R,
A& JF R TSGR I 5E . B0, “Bh” R HPANK
SPHESIREAE “E 5 07 dHk, BLCEY ONAETF
WL 07 RAETFLEA, Wi D — AR . ank
M2 R HEAE TS s . ME 2, “37
(75 &, “dong”, ANREFIREE A E R RIBI:HA R

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub

REIREAR . FET FBEREEH, FFEEREM— DRI
B S ECE S I S R T, B EA
RE R 45 & B M BREERIBON R Rk . IEVETR
W, PR EAZTE T A M. WWREEZ
ARSI TE I — 1T eI A4

TES —1H, JESCH —HMU™ER “PFS - FE W
KRN FR” (J Coltheart, 1978; Coltheart et al., 1977).
BEORFF LI — DR ST IR 2B — A i Uk
S HARGAR T, B2, R AL S Ry
B 5 TR 43 BT 5 0 B B R 0 43 i T Ak 3 —
o MPFEHEAFEAENBE, ATHTHEAS T
FARKIAR . H, JECHIES ] R S RN
JFSREI 7. B, AR raincoat FEIE “renkot”
iR 51 2 rain 5 coat (15041, “renkot” A] FHR4E
4 rain 5 coat /%A raincoat (R, MRS
RE.
7. &g

DUFFRAR BB T A WG, LA i M piFi g o6
fEAA LT, AR — B SRR PG IX LR 5
fFE, TEMAHFMSZRIRI T, AT TSR CF
IR LB 75 P B 5 AR g A R X EE AR 7. AR
P ARHA I 5 R4 £.(1992) 5 Cheng 5 Chern(1993)1175
B, S NEAR T A T AR 1) #5786
PEf I “ 27 fifh AR “3E7 itk ol );
2) LIRS FEARAe T “A4” BUR “47; “F7 B
FCF ) 3) LARE FEURER AR “ A7 B A7
CHEHUAR SR 4) BV BB A UL T O s
“XITNCETY; 5) DU IR A B S A R (n
“CERT T N BT TN “BL7 ) 6) FHED
T CmR” iy R RT WG “R7OHBLR
7) HEE AW A TR R B R R EET).
DA AN [ 7 A0 B R 2 15 20 A AR AR BE B 22 e
EAFME.

8. gt

AR FAE KR % E 02 F 8K Grant 97-
2410-H-431-008-MY3 X BN 5%, Hribikist. /E& I8
B A VP EE 6 A SRR B R L S5 AE 2
A,
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