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Abstract

Language is the important tool for human communication and the feature that makes us a human.
Phonemic merger is a typical and interesting linguistic phenomenon. A typical example is the
phoneme of /n/, /1/ in some Chinese dialects. Why is difficult to distinguish the two completely
different acoustic voice for some people? What changes have taken place in their brain and lead to
this phenomenon? This study adopts the passive oddball paradigm, using ERP technology, to study
the brain mechanism and neural processes of /n/, /l/ these two phonemes’ perception, which is
very typical phenomenon in our country. Behavioral results showed that the mean accuracy rate
was higher for Unmerger than Merger. And the mean reaction time of the Unmerger was signifi-
cantly shorter than that of the Merger under single prolonged stimulus. Relative to the case of the
Unmerger, it was observed that the amplitudes of MMN were higher while the amplitudes of MMN
were lower in Merger group (F(1, 24) = 18.390, p < 0.001). These results suggested that phonemic
merger occurs because of the lack of activation of memory traces at the early stage of auditory
processing and these memory traces are dialect-specific.
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BFAEGHARR—NREY, FBRNETERR. EETST, EFATKEATHRE/v/. /N/A2B
Bo N APADARRE TN TR N 5 SR L2 HRHR ? fhATRIRR R4 T 224k
MRBIX—IR? AFFTKALLFESoddballTER, FIHERPHEAR, HFAREEMEHKXMIEEHKX
KIPR AR RIRIN T /n/ I/ XA FABAMHMELE, #MHERRERERF LK /n/. 1/
ARARBHIMENS] . TALERER, FEMSHANBEANEREEEERTAHA, WER—R
BT, FEEHEARRMNEERTEHE. ERPERER, B—RIBKANLRERIBA K VM2
BT, BFAEHABRHIMMNAIEREREE /N TIEGIFA(F(L, 24) = 18390, p < 0.001). XELLEHRR
. RAEFAEHUER B TSR HICIZ IR KT 5 F 30 TR B R#E, Mg i Rg 275
Fhr RN .

E3: 45
VEHE, BMAH, oddbalFER, FHFMHRAA, RILA M E(MMN)
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1. 5|8

& 1V (Phoneme) & —/ME & R Gt REWE [X 4317 LI B /NI HE 5 B0, SRR LS & A A2 ST f v,
w4 AN [F) S L VRIE B A TR IR DL, B an /b N S AR ME B AR 2 DX N “sioon” & “on” it “PY
g6, BUNTEEPRJT & i S 3 R RO, A U # AR R EAT X o IX R
(15 5 IR A2 & & (Phonemic Merger), BIF/NEALIE—FES BT 5 R EHEAR, (HREER
— MBS E AL X ek E AN AL BARGE AL A IR, (2 OB SR
R AN, 1 LADGE T S AL A RGO R OB 2 T R U L.

55 (language) /& — Mt 2B, RAJSEN S EEMLNFE EHE, BUELBEHFS. FASMM
—FfF S R, FIR O —Mig X RS RGBT A . 5 Wh(speech) 2 5 H L2
HEME TR BRFIESS, FXEOR B BLR T E 5 (written language) BRI S, LA H (Braille).
FiFi(sign language) S # 8 TE 5 ML, AT UEKNES, BHOEH TEBHAES, EaREEFH
FARIE S JOX BB S AR, pGE2—FRARIES, Mm@ E. UG, TR IEZ 02 e AR A,

MBS A ERE, B5HEEE T —DARE S BRG] [2]. BWRES, IE54
5656t R P P 5 TR 8 A B R, X R R MR LA T, XU ASHE S, JGHE R
B2 ST RETE AR Z BT DA TFUR T3], KR BHEA I & 5m]— N AT AMERI2: 2] (4], HA
NAE 2 S SR I SE /R /P AN S AL A FE R [5] 161, BREDUNITT & 0 RG0S P55 5
T SRR RO T R B A SR 7]

“SNAGT BIRRNIAE . BB REREFENDGETT S AR —M, Z KIS HEER
SO, Sy ANTE XA B LI R I R I PR N A S B A IR RE S, TR S /PR N6 S A /1 )
BR8], BRI A BRI B B /n/- VA SR B I T P e — AN, WWBCRE, xR CRER” A s
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FFATRELL “E& 27 WS NRE R A, Afa 2 b2 5 R PR A 1H & 6 T 2t 77 i N3
M5 LA ? S0 & 908 SAESE M &I M, EHE IS AL A A X B2 A AT R R
AT H AT X EAES T R, MR A SO AR 1 A

SRR SRR I, SIS AL G A OO T E AR AR AL B F H AU, O AU T 2
1B FA7 N2 200, HWFRS REAB KF L. Conrey, Potts fil Niedzielski (2005) % 5% Fi HL A= BEHL
R FEE T 5 B EIFIR, AT & & fe mig saiE /. B ECRR D N EME IS #
(Merged Speakers)FlE %47 & 3 7 & # (Unmerged Speakers)Pi2H, EC& P AL9 iR 7E HH 0T S5 AT
RIAG R BI[9]. AFARER, HILTIEEGHTEE, 6T S EAT R IEZE L HAE
LPC &% iR g AR XS 56 59, {H 2 7F 2< UL AL 7 % (the mismatch negativity, MMN)AIE SCFH % %2> N400
BARREEZES . RUHNAERET RN FZERT R SH R NS5 0E SRS EHEC. M
TEM FE 2 1, —2eDLSE E 5 & HR/U-E/A R N FO RIAT 9% SEIR HV A R LS 5 5 ik R i 22
F[10] [11].

Conrey et al. (2005)IHF AL BA FFAIMERE S, AR SLI 75 & HAR G R B A A 1R K
Rt HRAFAE AR Z AL 55— il 2 Xl 73 PR A ik iAo R L B i3 2 6 0 F & 7 1Y)
SCEMRE, AW T L, R A 27 R R, R IR 4 HERE A ALV
55 A ) R L SIS W T R R S I E — B AT TS, IR IER N400 X — M A HE s, (HAEE
AT 5 R T B R oy — IR VT 77 3 (MMIN) i v 2 177 3T IR 70 R B T 15 & MMIN (148 3
H——BBR(Oddball)Ju A KM 5t /e/-/e/ G FFXTEE N FIE S I TRy, S5 R kKL EEH T & #5510
BT S HEAMAEAT NN, A B 225, AR e/ M e/ A BR80T 5 R EAETRAE 2 R [12] [13]. MMN
SEWT L A AR G AL I E LRy, S IR EE P 1 T BOE B ARG R I — A S s, SR R —
R RIS 100 ms~250 ms, S BRI 5t 5K 22 S B ks L] AO0iE [ 14]. AR 2, BIMERE KR E =
NAAERS SR, RERWEBAEBIZES, KIHFTUE MMN M. BT, MMN ZESRI 4% TE T
N E R A & o e ) BRI

JICHC 57 3 (MMN) A2 Wir i ] (B AH 5 B AL I B2 7, o IR v 7 5 (AR A S RS A — AN OB, B
— AN R A&7 LA B H 9 73 A7 1R 97 % i 43« Naatanen T 1993 52K 7 MMN 45, WX AERS X 79— Xf
Z AR/ spectrotemporal HIHEUN , ERP HI45 Rt MMN S8, 11 A8 LA G X 73 22 7 (R i d MMIN
RBE[15]. BEEBEPE, Ulad g, FEAMLEAGEX /gl ae s X o 22 iy, fEH Bgh T
MMN %53

M 19 4D 60 4K, Broca # &5 RIBAEH FLITAE, AT IAAL LR E FIRFALER, HEME L
R, INFIMHAREEN B R, R TiESMANEIT R R E. HEPERAORAT T T A 2EEk
BEMRE AR ERAMER, mEEE TALEREESPIER, BRItz s, Jedkimshse s s
AFRLT N RAN A1 5 2 (AL ] AR L 1 A P AT T2 R R o 1K — S 7 2 e AR A 0 () R 2
2016 7 4 H 28 H (Nature) 4% & M FHH SCE, A0 00K AR 50H FH Dy Be M AZ G LR (MR HOR ) 7
ORI, FEES S T A B DO e AR 5TE S BN 16]. X LEFRATROIIE F K
JBH T2 MREMAR, WA EIX IR 20 5 E .

HAT, EWIET “BMEHF” MRS HME, (HE 2009 F 2 AT HARZAT ¥R,
A L FE bR, AR SR [ AN — L8R ERP A fMRI S5 & BT 9T, (H2 E N3 R GE “Sha3t” o
FIEAAF HAEAE T IR E, KT —HERVLE A A4S 77555 ERP 0K,
J& TR A R R DT IT, WG T Sege 5 R E BRI SR 1) AT A g SRR — o,
B MMN B 2 2 R AT A A K E R R S my s 2) AEE IFAL MMN 182K 16 4.
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2. fARGE
2.1. HIRBEFER 4R

AL h— AT 38 LAERCRFA BT LA 20, o RER o A E e R S AR (R ELN) A B R
AN, PR LI A A AT — M SIS A . SKERET, EX SIS TR H B, Lk UTE, B
JSRES H AT R A IR A B S0, 8 s AE, Wi,

ASEIG @ W EAR SR T A, I gl AR R, W, il S AR el s .
ZINSEieHT, F i g A B AR, FER, b IX 7 FRMIE, sz Em i I gsE, J
FEAZ R AT a2 75 BE X 43 /N/FI/L o RIS — AN B B R 2 gl 44 F) 55, 83T Edinburgh #E
MBEAT FIWr . (82 JE T Merger 2016 & Unmerger 20 = B AT A2F 2645 Bk g, T30 3 00 A Wi
NEESHECFAEN . SIS A5 # A A LIS 2] 50 JorIHRmE.

2.2. SEEAPRY

ARSI PR 32 B P R, B R R A PR, DO na A 1a OB SR, £
TR LA FH DO v LI 20 NPT 32 E OR  RI,  B 10 AN AH R B BERT A5 98 43 0] 5 75 BE i/ A/ 2H
R 10 X1, AR (nong) FE(16ng), ELHE H— HIBZH 2 I na AT 1a. 3X 20 M FEEMESRE
Hh AL RS TR R — AN N7, KRB R G S & 2 5 AT R . JRIG S S @i Adobe au-
dition 3.0 Al Praat 5.0 VA4 & H A BB K AIRE &, JREATRIH A B BREE — N E s, HoAd &5 75 %
JE AR o

2.3. MMN L8672 FF

KI5 oddball Y6305 K MMN, T 51 B BE AL 2 0 PR 2 2, HE IRE 238 K il i8k
FR9FRE I (Standard Stimuli), A4 TS50 T 5 TRESE/NBUAR R H 0 A SR 385 000 A s 22 il ¥ (Deviant
Stimuli), F FLIX R B P 22 F AR /N, T MMIN A A AR H A0 O 22 SR 55 P (i 22 0 98 T
PLE— MM L& 24N 15]. ASZEH 2 4> block 4, 7377 44 NL #il NL-reverse, NL Lh/nit/ krifE
B Mo/ ZE R NL-reverse LA/ AFRAERIEL, /nio/ ol 2R 4> block EL7 600 I, H
BRI B 0 87.5%, i 22 R HH BRI 02 12.5%, 22 RIS BT D BE AL, 455 P Il 22
il A 2 B = AN FR R . R SOA 4 5000 ms. PN block ST £ ik 18] 47, e i)
IG5 B 10 /BB AL B . SRI0RE P T A SE i B-prime 2.0 304528

SRR AR AR R ML I BE = R, WA — S S, [RIR 2 i B AL (SENNHEISER
HD25)4 W S50 Fl . SR ZER R R 2 ta e, 2R HNLRME S HLHEE . Pl ESR
EHIREEN—/MEEEET R b, BORERIE LI B AR 5 IR R — N ETE R %, REAZE )L
FAERZ IR . =R E LT, B gl S5 fR s . SEI0 2 A, ARl e v 4% (1 B 264
bk — A AT, EiRPOEN A RE RN, FREGI AR B, i CGkiiks
TRNY CGEERERE RN Y XA fr, MEFIRA RG] ), ERTRK RIS AR ZiER,
DR Ay 2 LS 2 A = AR AR BRI I 8 AR, AT S 0 i Pl T 5% P B S

2.3.1. E—FIHE

BB A A block, BI N-L 2081 N-L-reverse 41, N-L 4l&7E4 T RHEHREET, fHMGER &
P na A 1a 7R B0 na AR NARERIBUSR S I, HIEEE /2 90%, 1a 1F oy fi 22 0/ E 2 H B,
HILIREZIE 10%, FIEBENLEIL. N-L-reverse ZHNEH 1a fEAPRAERIEL, HILMEZIE 90%, na 1A
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WZERIEG BB 10%, RIBEENLEIL . RN 720 0k B AR5 AL & I F b X Rl 35 6 5 I 1
XHAR A MMN B, WAL g2 155 tH MMN,  HAE MMN I8 E R SAFEZ .

2.3.2. ZHFRIBLA

2 REH AL A HE P block, Multi-N-L 411 Multi-N-L-reverse 41. Multi-N-L 22 7F 45 T BEE ) 34
N, AEFHDGE R UL 20 ANDCE RS S SR, B 10 N EE BRI K 4 A 20 S R R RV
HE 20 N, B0 nong AT 1ong, ALEE L — B4 LR na AT 1a. Hrp 10 AN AR R, BT
IREEAE 90%, AR 10 MR mZERE, SR Z 10%, FrA RIS E 3. Multi-N-L-reverse 21
(RIS Multi-N-L ZHAH [, AE g b v ORI i 22 SO G A I, A A i 22 1) R BIRE 2R AT 2 90% 1 10%,
FIBEENLE I, R A WA 1. R 2l sk B RS A0 G X BE iR AL I b X 4l
MMN &, MEFRAPRETIHELE MMN, L MMN IGE R EHAAEESR.

Table 1. Experimental design of oddball paradigm
F 1. Oddball 23T

21 51 Block K e H1)8(Standard) { 2= H1) ¥ (Deviant)
N-L na (90%) 1a (10%)
il
N-L-Reverse 1a (90%) na (10%)
Multi-NL n" (90%) 1" (10%)
Z AR . .
Multi-NL-Reverse I (90%) n (10%)
W MRE G R /EV A AN B
2.4. BB

SEUGAX A% A Neuroscan 4.3 i FICFK A 00T 250, HEH 64 SRS AR/ B RIE LR M E,
B R FHEBR 10-20 bRt RSt LARISNSH B, FRidRA . AARME, EERAB(VEOG)E T
MR ERHRHE, JKSFERH(HEOG) 73 B T e A IR AMI, AN s il i) s FH% /N T 5 KQ. JESATIEA 0.05
Hz~100 Hz, SRFEAIZY 1000 Hz/ 3o HHE 55 4253 B Ui Aty 18 A 0.05 Hz~30 Hz, HURIEHT 100 ms F 5
U5 600 ms A5 M FE(epoch). HBNHFFIEDNEE, Wl AT + 75 uv BC WA o ik B 20216 . &5
AR 7 S R O 22 085075 R P P RS 2 o R AT B AR B . IR FCz FARAE AR M, 3 A e SR
ERP WA T4uit 7.

SRIG, SHEEA AR BRI ERP AW 2 )34 ERP AT ST, &a, KimZEli ERP J 2 brdk
FIB ERP, 1932 53 MMN HEHT 0 MRIEAT NSEI M HEE R, B 500 & 3RS AL A )
MMN AT 20 N B ot kAT Eh A

2.5. TS

AT NI a5 AR RIS B RE X Z/n/ s VbR, SERGHIEYS MMN SEIGFEFFHIE, 2 A
MR, FE2 127 AR, Hoh—2H v, na A LA, RN, T AR T S R0/l
SENFEM R S N, DS IER R AN . A AR SRR, 20 MERFFENLEDL, el e A
ST/ SR AN AR SN, 1 IR A R RS

AT REEFE T HRAE MMN SEBG 2 S5 HEAT IR, IXRER) B K2 B 1 — SRl 0 0 i ok A7 R 2 25 s
SRR E R, T TE il F 1 SR B 200 5 0 25 W7 S0 F 7 3 A, AT S S0 28 SR s . (AT NI 5
—/™ H 2 UESE Merger 41811 Unmerger 25 (145 1 SEFE X 403X AN 35 00 _EAFE B HERIRE 71 LI ZE 51
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TSI 25 R IERAZR LL 90% AbnitE, WIS =T 90% M v LLAE A Unmerger 41, P4
BET 90% M P A9/2& Merger 2H, 405 H I —N s — /MK, TR P S5 i il v e 2 B AT e
AR AE S . AEO P AR AR AR VG AR Merger 5 5 X AHZAT N KSUA E] Unmerger FRAERT, LW —

P RO, /MRS Rl T 2k B ITYE A . Ml ih Ik 2 = K, #HUARE

IRz 2

o A — ALk B LR GE,  SEIG AT AR AR GE T S IR e — R, SRITIAEAT 9o SEIt rh A
EERA 60%, HENMRXZJGTIRTIEIESR] 90%MIbrE. Japiiliire, ZPTLAEikdg, AR fER
JetK b, ZRHKOTE R .. BAXANARIRAER, ERTIRZHN ERZP

3. SCIGZER
3.1. ERP SEIG4ER
3.1.1. B—RIBE

WE 1R, BF BRI RS T R (NL 1 NLR Pi2H)F, Unmerger 2L Merger 2] ERP -
BIZEFP . APRE) W ZE R ERP I EARAERIE ERP /32 FANKH) MMN 250, B2
Unmerger 211 Merger 1% 13 A8 N FEME, WA HE B 81 MMN 8. 78135 19 100 2] 200

ms 2 [8], A LLE F| Unmerger 44 & (13K A fm s, 136 ms 18 B i 04

XA 1 i B2 1) AR 0

J& MMN, 7£ FCz Hitl I ()R FE 55K . Unmerger 414511 MMN 7£ FCz FUAR- 3R 9—1.453 pV, Merger
HBARTE FCz AR MMN P15 £ 4-0.655 uV. M MMN B 7, Unmerger 4147 MMN <
N EE Merger 21 K(—1.839 + 0.94 vs. —0.895 + 0.77 puV, n = 26, p < 0.05). {EF—Hl¥4, 200 ms )5
Merger H R &2 KT Unmerger 4, JUHZE N400 fIRLSr, 518 EMRAE =, ERH— DM, EBHA

PE AT TSR R o

pv Merger
1.5 N N

N

/ \ N\ / \\-\_

VAN
Vo \

V \
05+ p A / A4
e / \1 f/ \"J| |

1.0

A
/o

|

™
\// \

Unmerger MMN

138.00 ms

\ f fad
.ff VA i/\/ \\,
/ \V \ ms
\ NS o .I/\
| |

% V'V\I "~ f H/ | |
-100.0 Q) "'\/;’ 100.0 200.0 300.0

0.5

1.0

15—

Figure 1. MMN oscillogram induced by single-stimulus

B 1. 8RB LE MMN KZE

3.1.2. ZHRHAE

I

400.0

AN [ '
! | ! ¥ 7 o
5000 6000 7000 8600 000

K] 2 B & 7E Z FERIE(MNL 1 MNLR 20) &, PZH 4000~ F 45 MMN 2 7% . B2 %) 51 Unmerger
ZH AN Merger 2045 13 #9038 ERP (- FH41H. [FFE, MMN ¥7E FCz M b IR E ok, PALER IR Ek
AAIE], 23°8 204 ms. Unmerger ZH#3X") MMN 7E FCz HEAK 308 N—0.663 uV, Merger 201 FCz LK
MMN ~“FIJ0E fEN—-0.164 V. N EF, Unmerger #7311 MMN 2 N2 LE Merger 2HK(—1.370 £ 0.76

vs. —0.433 £0.93 uV, n=26, p <0.05).
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Figure 2. MMN oscillogram induced by multi-stimulus

2. SHRIHIFRE MMN K E

3.1.3. it ot

BRI MMN @A, 2 B N0 MMN R BV AT S 20 ms (B 1) & (P S5 4E -5 15
Fl. 4 FCz Mtk MMN M@ i K, Bt DU FCz HARR Y MMN 247 4t it AL

A S SPSS 19.0 GE ik AR Bt A, RS DL (R — R vs. ZFERIBOME R N A&,
KR H (Merger 4H vs. Unmerger 2/ NAH B EHAT HZ W08, Guitds RER, #iknHiEE
Guit e 2R WEME(F(1, 24) = 18.390, p < 0.001). # i 73 ZHFI IS TG BH S5 1) 52 BAE L (F(1, 24) = 0.356,
p > 0.05), [F)I F B 0 T GE 2 B E(F(, 24) = 0.066, p < 0.799). FTLL, MMN 2558 SR A& 2 ff
L —RIBOL 2 ZFE R, Unmerger 4185101 MMN 08 &3 KT Merger 4H..

3.2. ITHEER

TEAT N5 SEER B B 0 Sl i S S AR 26, IR R A 4L B 28R, Merger ZH351IK
T 90%, Unmerger ALN# =T 90%, FJH E-Prime 2.0 B4 S 4T L8 K ERR, AR

NRGES AN ER

120 -

100 +

HH

R

80 -
60 -

EHZ(%)

40 -
20

OUNMERGER
MERGER

BRI
Figure 3. The accuracy of behavioral test

E 3. (TAFNRERRGITE

SR

KR 1) O 2 AL E-Prime 5\ SPSS19.0 3K A H AT ELE 00T, 45 R K I Unmerger 414511
IERRE 2T Merger HHR(F(1, 24) = 57.744, p < 0.001))o SR 44 5038075 100 (o — T3 vs. 22 RE 380 R
HNHNAE, KR H(Merger 2 vs. Unmerger Z)/E VAN &, XEHREAT T Z0T. Gitai R
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N, TER—RIBAMET, B4 RIS B 2 R (F(1, 24) = 4451, p< 0.05), 1T ZFERIBT N 2 5
A ZE (L 2); Merger ZH % 5 — IR B I 2 25K T 2 A HIBU(F(1 ,24) = 6.228, p < 0.05), 1l Unmerger
H P FRRIEER AR T RV 22 AN B2

Table 2. ANOVA of reaction time in different stimulus
< 2. BMRERIER TR A ES R

palbee il ZHAEH
g M SD M SD F
Merger 1073.85 404.17 759.89 205.927 6.228"
Unmerger 936.85 368.76 757.08 203.18 2.370
F 4451 0.847
¥ "p<0.05
4. g

A AL ERP FARFAT A A LI T, W T RA N S R &L/ VEHHX RS
I DX 9 AR P A . MMIN S S RTAT A 2245 R . FA7E 1900 4F, Lang 28 A7 7 MMN P A i ik
175 B X IERR R AHRAR[17] o AT LERE R X 3 P AN RS 1 4l B A, 25 SR R IR i R AR 15 22
WS RICT , ATAFIERRYS MMN (@ B2 #A BR AR DG . 5 2R A SRR FL e ] T AT R S
MMN AN TAHE S5 R ST NFEAAR, A7 A% 80 506 B 8s B — 8ok, BT 85 st
7 v P i P 2 SRt BT

EARSEI S, FIRG T TR FERE & A & 00/ B —5ma F1 1) 2 R, R
SR, i SR e 2 R BEATAT N IR . S A5 R B R 8 ok B AR E AL S I L X 4 (Unmerger) 1)
MMN fEEEZL LGSR | & X B il (Merger) K, HA 5 AR EMEZE R . FNTEITAFER LHAAER
FEWZE R KB ARG I X R A DOES B3 & TR B G IR IX R, BB — B ) S S I
TEETEH,

MG EL 45 TR P 1 AT 2 2R, Unmerger [ MMN 1 5 32 2 KT Merger 3X 36 WA 7E 53 ¥/m/F1 13X 5
AN EALIE, Unmerger 4 E0EARE 25 5 0 M R AN ], B 0T Unmerger 2H B985 (1m0
5 ANGEPRAAFRE AL, BT LA =3 A RREUK, X T Merger 21k UL, KA 77 5 0
BRI, ALAA PR/ /A S IR — A, MELLRHE, BBl MMN R/ BAR Merger Al Unmerger
MMN [FRERIAMELT, {272 Unmerger FIVERIA LR ZL/NT Merger 211, 3%t 0 AN 8 67 22 Joll ) ek
FE ) — T se B, Merger ZHA3 00T P> A7 () 22 A UK FEAH L T Unmerger HE 2. X —45 R 5 2012 4
JRRE P P P, SR 25 AR AT 18]

MAT AFEE R AT LLE B, Unmerger 4185 0 IR 26 235 =T Merger 4. 75 5. — S ) SR I,
Merger ZH ) i) [ B2 2 254 T Unmerger 41, 3X %69 24 ) 75 224K na F1 1a XIS I, % Unmerger
kU A RN, ATFEMHRZ R EES ), SRR Merger AR, PIANESIRIE LS R E
HH I A R 1) YA T, S TR T — I, X 5 R a] UMAT N AR A A R
RIAAE, HSEBARCE 0 E AR DL R RX — IR, JCHREIEE BRI H M LA W .

M ECAS A 2 A B S B IS T DA 3, Merger ZE43 T2 7E 40 W B — BN S B A i 35 K T 40 i 22 o
B M Unmeger ZH 48000 P A 350D ST TR s 2 I 5 B8 — JIIB0S K 1 22 R U R IS T Merger 41, iX
BE Ut B2 /s A1 AN AN R S I, 85— (10 A PR B KT 08 25 A RIS B, LA S o vl B 14 22
TR AR VAR N, X Merger 4 H1 2 BB 2 7.
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X Unmerger ZH#ARKUE, 50— RIBOR 2 FERIEE LR A — 3, HAEIRAE S EH AIE. MX Merger
HIPAEORUE, 2 FE IR W AT BE LE B — IR T 5, X — AT DU SN B B AR I H ok o TR
8 MG FE &5 SR B s, NFE 1 AT LA, 200 ms~600 ms [ FFE A Z: Merger HITR £ KT Unmerger,
XU Merger ZHIIHRAEAHFEIBY B, AT T SE 2 AR BT . JUHAE 515 CHARAT 5K 1) N400 4y |,
TR, BOVFE RN Merger R 1 M B2 5K A SR — SNBSS B A 1) ) FH A SR DX R 43 7%
ANEAL, MR RAKE S 2 5, BORES A & I A8 W AE, Bt DA R 78
FERIIICIZ TR, AR A 7T RTINS AR AT 7 — P AR 5T

MMN 7£ 5 B 78 24 o — A BB I R 7R 18 S 4 R S8 5 S e IRE . FEOCHE eas R
KU, 15 F PR E R — R BIE F R M B A IR 2 (phoneme traces) P J, T8 AL X2 A4 il
AR R BB [19]. T EEERT Speech-Sound traces I R AR A B FIARIES &P E, REEF
WX ZR R B BEAE NN B R B BRI A THE 50201 BRIE, H—PARKIES WA ELS T, Bt
REVSOEAH YY) phonetic trace, 275 FHEIE MMN FI S B 22 55 B S o 11 22 A UL - 5 AR
F G AERR AR RIS . B LA S BRI A 5 R S M I N AT R S B R R SN

MMN  fiz B F 2 i i SR i 16 22 S B ShAS DL o), B A DA PR P AR WL S s 52 PR o oA A
KIGNTERE T —A “Fn”, 24— ASHr R B, 10 A B 22 57 B Sl DA 3 (0 AN [R1 R OR “ 327
HATX LG, BRAE ERP b 7m0 —AMm#s . B MMN HT— RI0E S #0058, MMN XTiES
AN EOE A — N IE B 5, X TR SRR IR IR BB . (ESEEG Y, PR IR BT B A B
FHIE, HFR T ARRZE R X P MMN ()2 7 7] §8 /2 Unmerger KMx HRF 7 10 12 IR B0E . RI9TE
Bhim/s WEFFHIX, NEENZFEA. Frolid, XFHCIZIRE 277 & Fe ), XM & R it
CIZIRZE I T BUR HEAE R B I FHH[21]

B, EHERAEET, E0EIHFMARHERJLFRR A 2 &I &6, G, ik,
Peanve et TSR T H, ARSCISH R/ VA FEA E D AR @ A B T LAE R A, T L
M AT AN TE AR AR/ XD E AL, S 5 ARSI IO ER R A, X — BRI R IR MEAE T A R Kb 7E —
MNHRAL T EHE, —EAPARIEEE S AT RS TSRS R . i SR, R KM
A FEA BB 0/ WA B ORI PR R B T AE U S B B TP AR ME IRt . e s 7 T, B
INH RS AN 11— AL G IR Rpkt, tean PN, ERKIAA ST A S IF X
B, rEfRe I A, BEEENEH R IRF IERE . KIEEFHEE, BVRE G UIZR] DLk
PAFHE/ AV RE DT, ARIX — S5 R BV 53008 5 R BRI A G,

SPISRUL, R EAMEIHT S X Bl TR IE 5 S8R 5 5 RS 52mm, R R s RE 571
WA IR RS B/ AV IX PN & o AT AR B AR A R 25 T 0 AN AN RIS & R T (R KTIX—45
WIE TR —PHE AL, RO BB ANk B & IF XA MMN tECA AR, XRR—H0RB &
XN IR T84 5 2 0 #8778 v DL I 2R =8 3R 15 0 $ /AU ) e g o X — AR BV AT DL
ARSI A BT, HEIRARREM G IR

5. &hig

ARG AT A A R EA — 8, fFEMHiE 1, H Merger 4111) MMN 1&JZ /N T Unmerger 41
1) MMN BIIRFE, FFEIE 2, XU R A S ALE I G2 T8 R R 1012 IR 12 (memory  trace) 7
R i ) SR IN B BE S , XA IR T E R R . N AR SR B S FR AN [ Y B
71, SRMAETT 5 HE SR N, AN K T —5 7 FABURE LGRS, XX ARIE S
>, R LE S S RRE A HEL .
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6. FTEERE

ASZIG I (I RE A,  IESQSEIR I (8 K290 2 /N, Hseiaif A, Bl slifr eI &, B
R AN R R CmT RE 2 A, R 5 S80S AT B 0 73 BIORT T P 0 O 5 R — e s, (HAHEL T E3h
FIWr S, A SEIR IR R 57 FE B N AZAE & A, T L ER T H TR T 0 2 FBCEe T R A ol 1 i L R
T 5 B A B B R AT LAKL B, T AR S5 SR M2 AT [ BRILZAh, — gl T 0 A 2
M 3, HAREE R ST s, 2% hEHEE AR, ZXhax e~ 4T
Yo, SR £ A IR B UG BR -

SIGh L TS EBAIE, FE T ERT R, e salaR s |3 Clr el bR Ly
A, EIA R A UG AT A K IEAHIR S B U R ANE, BRI SstAT BL
SRR, WA A A A BRI 0 R B2 RV S IR AR R (K B 22, th R S A AT ) B B
SRTIZ — R B A LI AR 7 AR VEIF B B BB EOR, s ERELIRE T &, Pl & Az & IR N %
RETEAEMAE NI EIEZ N, TR PR TS N, (ER AL POA R AR R, EFH
EHASE 5 F A TR A, T H 2 DA @R 2R, G 28 Merger AR ITVEA, Wil TE
AT LA = 2K, ZRMKWEERA €W T (HRHTIA KM, RAERRGEN “a” &
FHEAF LI E LRI R, A RO TUHE A B REAE 5 IR T I Ak
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