Modern Linguistics BLARIE S %, 2020, 8(2), 149-155 Hans X
Published Online April 2020 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2020.82022

A Study on the Orthographic Neighbor
Priming Effect in L2 Word Recognition

Jingchun Li

School of Foreign Languages and Literatures of Lanzhou University, Lanzhou Gansu
Email: 2507405988@qq.com

Received: Feb. 27", 2020; accepted: Apr. 3", 2020; published: Apr. 10", 2020

Abstract

Using masked priming paradigm and a lexical decision task, the present study examined ortho-
graphic neighbor priming effect when Chinese-English bilinguals process L2 words. The results
revealed L2 orthographic neighbor primes facilitated the recognition of the corresponding targets,
which differed from inhibitory neighbor priming effect observed in L1 word recognition. In other
words, lexical competition did not operate in L2 word recognition. It is posited that for unbalanced
different-script bilinguals, L2 words were stored in episodic memory system where lexical recog-
nition was not based on competition.
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1. 5|

I IE 2R 0 5 n T O HE & S FOGE M BN —. HAl, KEA SRR B IR
FIA S — Bl R S N 52 B O E R AR iR pse ), BERE RO A S5, H ARl 2 I E
FARAR T I 23 AR TE AR AT R RN, A2 B AR A (1R A0 T Bl A ] T S A ] S DA PR
Mo FRHEAS HBUERLAY[L], IR EAR IR AN S B TR RN 2 M A B g, I —AMA R AU 2
BUE XA ARG HIETEE R, FINESEE S ERIEAAB T MM IETAE R ERITRBIE, 1
FALARIT R 2 IR BOAFNHIVE R, MrE AR ACE o ER, ROV 8 B p B 2 (2 0 B Axin
RN o TR R AR TN RS AMNAE 2 P ENBRIE & BT 2 EsE, WikiB[2]. PEEEAE[3]. A 22 iE[4]
MIFEIE[5] [6] [7]; WAEAEPF = SCFH 43 2158 E[8] [9] [10] [11].

bEE SUE IR A 2, BF T8 T 46 DR B R 0 5 0 ook L 5 — RV R S Tk
ATXFEE, AR IR O B AR PR AR AE o SCHR[12]WF 703 — SE0UE ¥ 38 110 (FE3E) IR 51 o0 Lt 2 o
() IE R AR AR A 8 o F 70 45 S R B LL i shial & 4 A 0 5, 24 B bR BT 2 30 m A0 E 7R AR
I, RE A H AR RN TAR N % T 4 SRR B T IR A R A RN . R, i T
UEBA T BS54 AR AE o« SCHR[L3]HF Fodid A & 2 ) 4 - X0 Re 15 215 iRl I DLUIE 4%
A3 1R 2 [B] PRI E AR Dy BRI SIS R bR . £ L TCHERGRDY B3l scie b, MR shiE, HsiaE
AR HLJE 3 2L 520 ms, B 704 S0 R I B R R i AR R 2 B B R ik AR 1A
158 o

SR, AR T UE B BRI AR N Tt A2 oA 2 tH I IE iR AR I I A 8N . SCHR[14] ) 585 1
K FH A S0 1A 2 AR IR (M = 35.6 IRV JT), b 2240 1] (M = 352 IRE J3) LA KAz il DN i 8l ,
PRI H - JEORUEF UMIN T B 1@ 2 AR AR SE 4, 25 R I A i A Be 4 i) 52 100] 3 1E 29240
I HbRRERA . Fse b, A EESRA AT 2EEEHE, AR TS I AR R 6 H bR H I 25
ms PIRFEEH . SCER[1AD LR IR A H . ERFMES AR TH—1ER, HPSRGWAR, Kt
H - SE0E 0 B A SO AN R Tk - Se DL Rl - SR R0 B AR TS ) R
i, ANEERAXGEE H ARSI H TS KRG LGOI E, A E TS REGMRGEH ] DUKHE O &8
S ERE RGN L AEEL, WL RS KRG RUEE 5 RN TR AN E T E
B RS AGES I m TR . AR TN - REFHET S, AT —iE. B80S T H—
R BPE RGUAME, ZiERETCIRAE R AT ? 22 LU SCBR[14] A TR -k AR T il (R gh AR
A2
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2. SER A

ARSI R A ROR SRR AIWTAE S, B AER TE 2R Shial A H AR BN IEFE LA R, 5 3)
] 2 A AR DL - SER0EF XS —1F BARA KR ? #ag i, iR AR T R kAR A 2
)2 115 22 IR 5 4 2

2.1 #iR

Wil 28 44 (17 44 L AR AT 11 42 3 AR )2k B 22 M R 2240 05 2 B R S 1 i 7 28, SP354R 8 23 %,
O] GOE RS AR Y 10 ¥ . A 13 BB \ (M = 67, SD = 5.2). SBINAFRITF, WEIE
MATIER, BERTAR S it 0 35 211526 Esesh . seib 4 R e 44 23k E U i — M.

2.2 SRR RS

ARSI EL 48 A A H AR, R 6 B 8 AN FEE(M = 6.8). FRYE YL E E KB EHEBNC), BT E
FAGAAATCA 10 Y)E J5 A 500 RIE J3(M = 137 IRIE J3). AR A RARTIR S E N 1 35 (M =2, SD
= 1.09). F3oh, d R ] R AN B R T S R AR AR, At 6 F) 8 AN
BEHM = 6.4), ABITia (1 F 8 )y 1.6, BRSziakt bl AME s 15 AN TR0 .

BeAh, 1ZSEIRIE XS BT ST T AR IR, MRS OR N R . BFFORE S Rk, ‘17
RNAEFEARE, “57 dEF AL, Hid “tingle” I FI1EBAK, N 2.85, KL “decade” ##t. f )5,
ZARKHAIC 1T R N 4.25.

wige 1 poR, A BARAM: project) AT £ BLLA R PUFESNIA: 1) IFEFEARL (. protect); 2) X
R HA (W section); 3) FEIAARIUTIA (W1 prosect); 4) ARt 4zl iE (40 saction). fEiA] B A1 AT 2 B
) ¥4 3¢ 77 3 ) 3]«

Table 1. Examples of prime-target pairs

= 1. BEnakBiriEmns)

FLiA] f5 2y ] fcia] f5 B s
A3 18] i i) A3 18] i A
FLi H bR protect-project section-project prosect-project saction-project
{3 H Anl battery-baltery kitchen-baltery bantery-baltery hitchen-baltery

SCUGRH] 2 R iR IERARIT R, FEmlial) x 2 (Eshin Bk FE, ) sk A SR it
SEIRARL Y VYA AL, B ORI AN p A H ARIA AR RE L B M SRR AR B, R A b RS H
i 2B PR Bl

2.3. SEHHBR

SIS AE 25 KA B 2 B 2 St i = P sE e SEIRTT AR 2 A, W7 E A A2 R AR 5 %
I\

IERZ BSER 2 A, FFE 2R AR B I IR R AR R AR R R B RV IR 55, 35523
YN “HBid” i, $f “shift” , Jy “fRid” W, 4%k “shift” .

DMDX (Forster & Forster, 2003) T 2 BISLIG A k. SLIGIEFEH, Bl —8 “#umt” , 2T
]2k 500 ms; E4EHE L/NG ZRERIUS 301, WA 50 ms; 5, HARALAKRS 2RI, A 500
ms. A S APRBEALHE L, BRI aTA VBRI SLa AR s 1 s,
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500ms

50ms PROJECT

500ms protect
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Figure 1. Flow chart of the experiment
1. KERIZE

2.4, SEIGHER

B T A4 R R AR e 32 TR B8 (5 T 35%) I H 1 b da 2 i Bk ko Gl I SPSS 25.0 73 B iR 4 A [
Z AR IR SRS o MHIBR SRR #E M+ 3 SD 2 A O (5 it S 21 2.19%) LA e SBsf /b - 300 ms (i
Kl S 1 0.6%) F1Z2 T 1800 ms (4 Hicdls A A 1.4%) 0 EdE .« 5ot 8 SR (IE B4R A, 2 iia]) F g
A AR, R)FEATEENE T Z0HT.

SR G0 3 o, B AA] H i (0 SsOS EAT BAIIE DT 20 b, 45 R ILE Bl 2R TN 32 3L
MR Fs(1,27)=17.473, p<0.05, 1, =0.479; F; (1,47)=10.311, p<0.05, 0, =0.167, % 2 EH,
FHEC H AR AT 0 EHE, 24 H AR T 2 IE 2 AR 1A R TR AR I B, SZ2 0 H AR iR
FEINR(1121 ms vs. 1053 ms); & Bt EARM E RN AEE F (1, 27) = 0.961, p =0.339 (p > 0.05), v =
0.048; F; (1,47)=0541, p=0.466 (p>0.05), > =0.012, IEFIEARITFIIEFIEAVTR I 0T H bRia
AR A (+74 ms, +63 ms); 3 210 R0 5 B3R AMEAE L HAEH, Fs (1, 27) = 0.064, p = 0.804 (p > 0.05),
n2 =0.017; F;(1,47)=0.073, p=0.788 (p > 0.05), n2 =0.002. WA H b5 id i o B i 54T 5 5 -y
ZE5r WU R I IE BRI S A5 J8 Bhia FB RSN R p > 0.05, PIEINAAAEAS HAEH .

Table 2. Response latencies (in milliseconds) and error rates in different conditions

2. FRIFZMTZRAX BFRAN TR A () FEiRE

FLiA JH B ] B e 2y 18]

SR HRE SRS R

FLiA] H 3]
IEFEAR T 1] 1063 21.5% 1042 23.5%
il 1137 25.5% 1105 26.0%
JA ) +74 +4.0% +63 +2.5%

1BiA] H b5 18]
B4R T 1] 1227 24.3% 1228 29.2%
¥l 1255 22.2% 1229 26.6%
JA ) +28 -2.1% +1 —2.6%

T 47 SRR <=7 SRAMBIER .
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Table 3. Two-way repeated ANOVA for RTs
=3 MREFHAERESMNERES T

df F Sig

Fia] H byia]

A B A 1 17.473 0.001

A B HAR 1 0.961 0.339
JA BRI 8 A X Bl iR TR 1 0.064 0.804

fcia] H A3 is]

JA B 1 0.714 0.409

JA B AR 1 0.195 0.663
JA BRI ZE A xR Bl iR B 1 0.332 0571

BHRE: IR 4, X EA H bR A PR RS T E RN R 200, 45 RIS SR B ) 32 A48
# Fo(1, 27) =6.022, p=0.024 (p <0.05), 1’ =0.241. Bt oh, A RKINHAD L Z TN . I 2 o
Ny 2 H AR AT S IR A AR R BUE AT A B, SZ AR B R R A RS 4.0%F0 2.5%.

Table 4. Two-way repeated ANOVA for RTs and ERs
=4 WERENAEARESNERENT

df F Sig

Fia] H byia]

A B A 1 6.022 0.024

JA B AR 1 0.030 0.695
JA BRI 8 A xR Bl iR B 1 0.861 0.772

e H by

A B 1 1.507 0.235

JA i AR 1 0.362 0.554
JA BRI 8 A< 3 By iR B 1 0.429 0.520

3. Wig

AHTFCEAER LD - FERAEF IRV R (O IE TE AR LT R RO . SIEBe 45 SRR W HE A I A
WirESs b, 38 H AR BT IR PR AR N, 200k F AR R R R, RS . Sk
B3 A LI FRAR LR 5 1R i AR ABRD H AR AR A2 BEVE FHARALL(74 ms vs. 63 ms). WISCHR[14]1)
WHRLER, AUFFRI - JEXEH i RICRE R, BRI L M AFAETILSE S £ 1%
WIFFE 48 KT AT QT e

5, BT RshA R LB [R50 ms)id ke, Sl ARETE AR R AR, R iR AR R K
AEAENARNC K, AR IZK B, TR IE AR B 2Z B e gt R i, 31X th REAARE S35 shia] A el 5
Sl H AR VU R et AR 2 . 25 Shia] BN (] i 67 ms SEK A 175 ms, iR R )
TE U AT 1 RO P 25 PR b A AR AR D A 625 R4 4 (-8 ms) [14], IR AT R B IE 50 AR T 1]
e 2t 0 B2t 35 3 ] S B a) i R AR 1T AR DR A ERP BIF TR B S AR 4 th 22 /0 75 22 140 ms
A e TE AR R AR [15], EAE R RE RS TEr, ISR iR 2 A R B o Al B 353N
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o\ R R 1 1 i AR R (i i RN IR AR R TR Bl i 2B R

ek, SCHR[12] [13]H9 3233 N R8O & HL PRI =5 1A AL IE 7 R 48, fATTAT BLRSE D22
ALK —IEBE RGN T BN, BT CARIE RAUERE 5 VR AR A TH H IR E AT I R
RONE 5 T SCHR[14]CA B A S vh B 328 il RAUE#, AFRIE RIIGEE BRI NBE RGO
PR 2, AT AV ANE B S R G XGEE iR IR BN TR A E - [F— 5 REHEE 5w
PN LR, ERERENE, IETVERTIR N H N A DO AL ENRRE 5 BRI R R+, xR
FEAESEE SO HRNE O AR e BRI, AT AV R e R B I S A0 U ) (R 25 AMUAN R DA X
BB AR E TAEE R .

FILRZIRH, AR R BN AE P8 i RAUE S — 1B AR AE AL B AN E] o HRE XUEAS HB0E A5
B(BIA+), HXUEH G ZIEMA MU IEFE RS, SAEH PG 5 IEILE S — NS 1
IR [16], EIZAR IR R B SRR RGE KO I S . SCRRIL713R )« ZifR g 12R
B WONARTETREF —TE A AR DB R A LB AN, JRE 2 R T A BIRAIE[18] . 1%
WHN—IEEL OB RAEAAAE T “iiidiz” , WO BR A T “FHdie” o JFH,  “3fF
WL RS WIS REMIEAR, “HAHCIL” RGEPAEER FCICRMETE Sl ig, K —
AR N Lo A A 2 AR FHE AR LT R A RS AHAZ AR I ASREARRE SCHR[12] [13]H0HF T4 R
HEERAE,  C TIERFRCIZE KR A T2 O AR OUEE H 1R IR E T ARG R
Gt A B8 UG 2 5] Z IR BRGE B B Oy AR XS BT X0EE SR X0E A AL R
BN T REANF[19] [20]0 FAEAHTTT ) 32 B R AT IIXUER , (HAR KE 52l B JEE F K 2 2
213, JEHAISEERRIBFER N 10 2, BT LA AT B XUE# « R BURRBEMRE AT FT b i 45
Ro BRIy, X TR RIERIGEET &, — i AR E A .

4, &g

P - BEREFH AR R T, IR R AMEA I B et 32 100t H AR (R0, BILIE
FARARIL R Z AR SE 4 o FTRE R SR R AR 5340 3R 0UE A (9 R RN SLAE i T L2
ARG, GRS IETERIEE U AMKEE RIS 4

SE 3
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