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Abstract: A key issue in reading research is to understand the role of phonology in word meaning access. In
the present study, the question was that if phonology will be activated in access of Chinese character meaning.
Three experiments on naming were conducted with the Stroop paradigm, in which participants named the
print color of Chinese color words and their homophones. Analyses showed Stroop interference and facilita-
tion for homophones of high-frequency color words but a different pattern for homophones of low-frequency
color words, in which only interference but no facilitation effects were observed. These results indicate that
phonological activation is not obligatory in the visual semantic retrieval of Chinese character. Although pho-
nology can be automatically activated and used to activate the character meaning, it only plays a secondary
role. The character meaning could be gotten at rapidly along the orthographi c-semantic route.
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(Frost, 1998; McCusker, Hillinger, & Bias, 1981; Rastle
& Bryshaert, 2006; Rayner & Pollatsek, 1989). H A+
PAPAEE =M B S . ELIEM 4 (The Direct Access
View) 3 1 VC1E SCEE P E B EZEER . B
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A HIE AR (51, Taft & van Graan, 1998).
1 1% % 71 /i % (Phonological Mediation Hypothesis)
HRRAE RO A, A SRR (1 15 SO0 ™ KB T
BB B RENE I TR, R E R SOEE I H
Jr(#ll, Frost, 1998). XUidiE 2 i&:(Dual Route Theory)
CRETPIMOIL R, NS SORT H 9 258 B S . (R )
WF 58 & 9 8 2 S 208 ¥ A2 32 EE ¥ (Coltheart,
2000), A F5H T & A 18 B 32 B K (B 4, Luo,
1996; Rastle & Bryshaert, 2006) -

JOEMAEPE CFES PR H TR, B
e () 52 AR E B R A O, SR AETE S)Glik AR
BAEH (Frost, 1998). {HEAEDIEW LT, BT BUEH
IR —FREE, BZ RGNS NN, Fr
DAAE B — B B A 9 7E 1 SO0 AN AE R (11
Baron & Strawson, 1976). H 90 52 5, X—
W2 2R 2 FUSE(l i, Perfetti, Liu, & Tan, 2005).
UFTORE MRS AR B, DE SO R F A7
T SCHE H08 B A LAVE B D8 A 1) [R] 4208 v (18]
Kong, Zhang, Ho, & Kang, 2010). H i {4+ i) & 3=
BB S ED R OE iR 2 KIEH . IRZ B
KRB, PFTE X B o s EEROE 1, i
B IR RAE SRS 2 R B, AR AT = sl R )
2% (Zhou & Marden-Wilson, 1999). #—J71fi, Perfetti
SR FE A “RIEE I (B0, Perfetti, Liu, & Tan,
2005) . AR 4 Al ATT 4 HA 110 1A I 1 i AR Y (Lexcical
Constituent Model), ABATIA B R FAE B R
B BAED R A e B0 . B TE I
B UGS (Perfetti & Tan, 1998), T LARIAE AT LA
I BRI SCEBEE N TG X, 1EEE BN E
P 2 AR B SCBOE R R B IR . X —
AL AR R DA SRR M EEER, IR 2
AT — RIS SR 03 RE, AR R i JRAE T AtbAT]
(AR 22 A 5 45 RS HUE B OV E B, RIS ASE A AH [
S AR (140, Chen & Shu, 2001). Bt 41,
A e A A 4 45 95 N D08 B 9T 3R B I 415
HARD TR GRIE MR R AR R, AT T
A —EFENFES . AR, —BEAEEN
T SR o 1 G 453473 9 N AE B AR AR B LB, A RERS IR
T, Bi, Han, & Zhang, 2009; Han & Bi,
2009).
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Spinks %5 A\ (Spinks, Liu, Perfetti, & Tan, 2000)°%
i Stroop 35 3 th & IS 7E D7 R R E S IF
TEVE UG Rt EEER . M ATIRE TS, AT
SRR 7 (1) B AT POy 44 o AT S
HE RIS, BN E T, BRI ORI
FRF MRS o AT SREBU A T LRI T A
Stroop R, BUEUEF(Fan “40” E— 8k T (F
FIENRIE a5 5 X —8, ELanar (el “407 )7/
A I AR AR R, AN — B T (19 % 2 LR 1)
“CLL )T A4 N )R AR o AT R AT ST A R
SEAE R B BRI T AL RS, AR [R] ¥ 7 1)
RS T RN . et “Pt” 5 [HE
AR, eI ER R 4T g ik, Sl
FHEG, A M Rl 1 Wi e AT el
Bt N ER TR, 545 2 L A 44 0 18R 1 25
181 . EBEEIM— NIRRT, A TR
X 7~23 SHREHT T R B a AT, RIS
F7 _ER 45 R (1, Guo, Peng, & Liu, 2005). A1,
Spinks 25 NI\ NIX — & BIE B T 1835 i 530S F7E
B SO P ) S LR 1R

SRIM, 7E Spinks 25 A (2000) A 78, Al TR B
11 5 0T T R SR 2 B A AR I R B8R . S
IR FE O 40 R IUARR A 1 2 I8 44 BRI DA 3l s 33
Jad (B, Jared & Seidenberg, 1991). WI7ETE X%
f£45+, Jared F1 Seidenberg(1991) % Bl i 415 J& Y 51
{14 i) 35 1] (R 2 v ) R 2> E 2K g (Fu ) 44 Ak g — A
B K ) 4 FR (School  Employee) I A 4> 72 A= T HE 5 i
(SGhldAE, EXIELEEAE T 1ZK)E), mfE
K@ a A — = L BRI (Living Things) i, X i
TR A 2 KA o ARSI R B A 2 2K s
LFRHVRE R RN, A2 DR 2K 8 A4 FROR /N R AR 38
384k . Jared F1 Seidenberg(1991)iA Mix 2 K Jy
S (128 & 44 PR A % A v A 491 1) 7 3 RS UAE
FRBITOE , WA % KT iEERIER . BTl Jared
H1 Seidenberg I\ N U AFAE— L3k B THE RS A 7K
[ J8 BB, 153 RS S 7 SUROE 2
AR FX — o) R 35 A& — AN R 4R bR o

1E Spinks 58 A s ieH, BARFH 12 B dy 44T
FMA A WA W 5%, (FR a0 T2 —A
R W — NN RBI AT A A B, IR TR

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub
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DU EAITE (20, ¥, 3. &%), Bk, AR
HH BT A L) Stroop 2SR AR AT RE B B (1 2 R R Y I 44
TRt SR O TR T AN 18 5 s R LAV S
1 f s i

BT Fdardr, FRATE B AT Stroop
T X — o] AT R R, HE— B AW 4R
BN BAEARA TR B TS S BE R BIER, DU —
HIGIE SpinksZ5 A 7E Stroop Y 2 R o< T 78 515 H
BIR I TATIHEATATH — R FI LI R A FRA 1AL T
U P SE SRR K28 A5 S E X — 4t A . AWt AL
—SLEER AN . SIS FHAH [ 4 S 86 3 50U S a6
MELE S Spinks &8 N HISEES . SIS, FRATR S5
— o {18 v AT €, e L [ B A AR € = I
HFEAARE, IR T HERR R R Y005 5 3 RN
ip= AU

TERATHI LI HI T, BATHH, Qi RAEARXE
BRI BRI T 5 Spinks 25 A (2000)AHABL I 5T 45
B, A4 BT LA BE 1) B SIS RS X Sk
(R R 200, SCRFAR DGR B AR A SC B S ok
IR R, KX iR R R B )

2. SKh—
21 ZEWAHE

2.1.1. #iA

ek IR 22 AARVE, HimiEbRE,
K6 R bR B IR T A e 4, BT E T
PR EAAAE . Bkt IEw, s D IE%,
BINER T

2.1.2. SEIGHH

SEEGM RS Spinks 28 N HIBEFAHFE (LR 1). &
R 12 A7, WREiE. HhiuAss hEmsgit
o WUAS TN e I € o 1) v A ] 5 = (R[] ) 8 R
W), HABDYAS ARSI OB =2 H
[N 1 B A [F] & 7 B Stroop 2R, Fir
DAEX A E G S AT AL Spinks 55 A
FEH B 1R SORBR T IX — R T . &S5
AR N BB E R A T ARGV . BT A R
HRIEE CPUE A ) (1986)H 4574 N FH ) H

Tl

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub

Table 1. Simuli used in Exp. 1
* 1. ER—FTRASKBMRF

S 1
P CNEE S st
AN Bt B
FH 592 50 74
£y 6 9 9
# 2 £ 4
TR 281 62 51
L 11 9 9
i £ 1
FH 106 39 36
o 14 9 6
FH0 178 85 81
2 im 1 1 10

2.1.3. LRIERF

S — SR IFEF 5 Spinks 25 A SEE6 AR A
o SEEM RN RIE T, 28 57k, FNFERLN
1.6x18cm, HIMEMIERERTI, —XKEH—,
R A R 22 T AOKT I 385 Bl 7 €, S R T v A
(44 . I vw AT Ld S i SR MR o R IRAE
FNEFEP R AL IER. EIEXRLK /A 16
RSIRRE. IEFSZIG T, 12 ST RRE 2> 51 DO A
Bt (2. B gk )T R, M EREE
BU U, IXFERILEE 96 MBI H , AT 96
PP 5y 2, 4L 48 DRI H . X 48 ANl
B s 8 A —BURE @A MG Bk 44
A& — B0k ), 24 MA—BURAR (L2 MEEA—B%
fEo 12 ANRIFEA—BURAT), 12 MEHIZMF. —B0%
PR, BB R A0 | B R B T —
o, WHAEER “a” M. A BT E
(BRI 5 e O s A — 8. s 5
[y “er” Ak,

22 £ER5i{ie

KT 1500 FI/NT 300 ZZF0 A B 4 5 B 72 0 A
ZHh, XSRS T R 2%, R 2 5T =
AN N I T34 S N I AR R
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Table 2. Mean naming reaction times (RTs) and error ratesin Exp. 1

R 2. IR—FFHTHERNTE R EEMERE

Table 3. Simuli used in Exp. 2
& 3. KW TSR

Bt T
-5 A= -5 A= kil
.. 688 8 744 701 767
SBINEED) 95 (gg) @aon  (107) (89)
s 00 108 00 49 16
HIRE®) 00 (103 0.0) .8 (32

e 1SS A IR bR .

FRA I FH B0 DR 22 7 22 0 W R AL (3 /N 2 A
7, [ RIS ] ) R RS . 5T A\ SR (Guo
et a., 2005; Logan & Zbrodoff, 1998; Spinks et al., 2000)
HER BT AV, E—BRA— B RS EAN
(428 I ZE S — B a3 Sl 3k AT 43 Ao T BAAS - Stroop
PRSI AN TR, R

Stroop e HERLN: % B I U o B A, IR
T2 RN B3 F(2, 42) = 15.29, p<0.001. H)5
Z H BRI, AR B (688 vs. 767 ZFP, p <
0.001) X H: 7l ¥ (744 vs. 767 Z=Zfb, p = 0.01)fr 4 &
FPRT S 2H o B - 44 3 TR TR # 7(688 s,
744 ZF, p<0.001). XTESRFM TR, RIEE
K 2N FIRE 2 F(2, 42) =5.37, p<0.01. FH)5
Z E BRI, N B e e I [ o 1) R S i
AR T 1 4H(0% vs. 1.56%, 0% vs. 1.56%, ps<
0.05).

Stroop TP X s B s e o AT R B, )R
TR FRON 23 F(2, 42) = 20.29, p<0.001. HH/5
ZEIEORIL, % P T(847 vs. 767 ZF, p <
0.001) 2 H:[7] ¥ (791 vs. 767 Z#», p = 0.07)f % &
EgTHEmIA . i H, A B T SR % (]
B IR N A 3 22 (847 vs. 791 28, p <
0.001). XFHERARMI AT R B,  HSRH 2K ) 3= 2508 ]
FERZE F(2, 42) =12.31, p<0.001. FHF L EHEK
L, Woalxt it 5(10.8% vs. 1.56%, p < 0.001) & [
T F(4.92% vs. 1.56%, p < 0.05) ) [ M4 i 4 i 3% m
FHEHI4 . XeesE 1Y Spinks 258 N 4 RARYI &, 1
iE 1 Stroop S8 RELL A SR6 10 KA R

3. g~

S — R FRATT A AR R SR 7 e )
AUEATHVCE 26 e s ikl MRLER 3. T
FIAT R IE B BRI IE 72 17 $1.(1986) .
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S 2
S A& P

Ed i i

FH 27 56 57
S H| 14 10 10
TFHR 26 21 21
i 4 10 10
1 e 14

B2 15 17 17
i 14 9 10
=) o e

B2 26 22 20
EH 7 7 7

VE: WS IR RS (R SR .

31 SEWSE

3.1.1. #iA
36 HRZEAESINSEE =, IR —E K LR
Mo BT A AR AL B IE AL ) IR

3.1.2. SEIHR

Wk 3 PR, LM BV 12 4%, 4 DMK
B, A AKX R R B 4 AN BTA SE
MR 2 B A AR e 42 ICRC . (HEE
JE 3 TR B 90% 2 [ i 4 « B 7 MR B E 0 £
JIT DAIK 62 (52 /957 ) B J SE B b 24 4 3 78 S50 4 )
. R, S T RO FE T =N 56T R
Bl o AFSZX AL H SRR T LA . SRR IR
ZHG A AR E e 25 A
(Macleod, 1991).

313 #EFRF

P BRI AL 28 SRR R IUE TN 5
e SRR PR S A EN RIS . A &
SR I 2 v KAl gt AR Bl SR R
1EiR. IEASEL 2 BB MR 16 MR>T .

P T # AR5 (20, 5, B, L),
ZERBA P s AL 96 AT AT R .
— SIS 8 N BUL R T (4 M, 4N FEE

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub
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), 28 NA—HFA2 M EET, 12 MEET), M
16 MEflT . —BURM TR S B EGe R s
(et “#5” SHFEE “57 AlERSE). A—5
FAF N RS A BB R 5 (i 48”7 5L H
T w7 AR E). EHTH 4 MR,

TESEEG —Hh, FrA#GRTE S50 2 J5 B — 3G
M, AAIEREUANFGE B 2. B)RALE
TS AR —KIE . IR E ERiR i = A
PR, B 3MAME BTG AT B
B HL R A A e R A

32. £R5i1ie

KT 1500 FI/NTF 300 5 (1B 4 5 75 43 Bt
ZAh, IR S RN TR 2%. R 45T =
AN AT N AR i 44 P2 S B RIS R A . 5 Sie—
(3 BT 7 ik — R, ATV SR R 3 T 22 0 d R R Y
BN BT, [FlE A H] ) & A RN . B
L — BRI — B R S5 e AT 2 ) 2R — e 4yl ik
174307, HRE T LTS H Stroop {12 i2E R0 AN TP 3508

Stroop {RBERRL: T S EHE, T R ILEE
R I A 32 AR (F(2, 70) = 8.38, p < 0.005). F/5
PR B, SEsHl A AHEEL, B SRR 7] 2 2
InER(675 vs. 714 Z /P, p < 0.001). BT Js S [A]
P B 1) [R]8 7 B) SR (8] (675 vs. 710 288, p <
0.01). 1H & [ & il 5= 2 [a]  BLS G 257 (710 vs.
714 210, p>0.5). FIRF TR, H
{ERIPR Y ) T S RH 4 825 (F(2, 70) =2.32, p
=0.10). #— iR RAES T b I D
(0% vs. 1.22%, p<0.005), {H[FH 7 FH RS
il A EL A 25 911(0.93% vs. 1.22%, p > 0.5). Fith+
[ 1 R 5 [F & 741 L(0% vs. 0.93%, p>0.1).

Stroop FHERRL: [T 73BT 2 B 28 7 42 4
535 (F(2, 70) = 13.75, p<0.001). )5 Ebi & W
0,77 iy 44 I R) K T 45 ) 7 (745 vs. 714 Z/b, p <
0.001), [H]# F = MR [A] K T4 i (729 vs. 714,
Table4. Mean naming reaction times (RTs) and error ratesin Exp. 2

* 4. TR EEHTHRNTHR RAFIEIRE

Bits 5 & & 7
-5 AR5 -5 AR5 il
SN (ZFP) 675(87)  745(87)  710(99)  729(78)  714(74)
HRE (%) 00(0.0) 2943) 0939 1428 12(24)

E: 155 A IEE R HEZ

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub

p < 0.05). SR JET 437 HH i 7 B 6 - o 44 B ] T[]
BT (745 vs. 729 ZFp, p<0.05). AHRREHE > HoR
FAURER(F(2, 70) =317, p<0.05). )5/ Eribi
o 44 b B 2 AR (2.9% vs. 1.22%, p < 0.05).
(L BRATT R B 1R 35 5 R0 4 ) B A AR R B 2 90
(1.39% vs. 1.22%, p>0.5). Fita 7 5H[FS 2 6 i
RRIL PN 2% 5.3 (2.9% vs. 1.39%, p=0.06).

TEANIRATTRI B, S — 1) 2 N7 s 435 B 2 B K %o
B 5 B T 4 301 Stroop AT PR .
BrRFS TR ER T PR BT R & i
T, BATRTE R B b7 2P0 AR % A {3k 2%
N7, T L 2R AT S5 s B TE A AN B TE 1 32 Ak
Nio 1 H5 Spinks 2 N0 U4t AR LE, BATI LR
SRR RN EERD RS . X g R ek
Spinks 5 A FIF 7045 5L 0] REH 73 1 32 2128 &8 44 Bk 5 31
MIsgm . FEFRATRISEEG Y, 8 F ARSI 2 7 Je
FRE7h, FATHRMEE R T X FPA F BN

HWR, XS 7 1) R 2 K SR T Ak
R RGN B4 55t Spinks 28 A\ LA iRE, B Stroop
TR B TE 8 5 R S8, HiX
— g R NE 8 A DB SO IE s i oS I
] 2035 ST (Spinks et al., 2000). XA KN, RN
TE TR R R BT A — U T BE SO — 50,
A — Bk F1EE A I8 SOBOE (1R “4 7 1@
WAEE “hed” Mg “Hyth” )5 ] BB SCRGE (N
“H” RSB RSE)VE IR, IBATE—BER
N ERAT 2 T ) 2 R R (e, A
MBS EE R ). (R TEA WS Rk 48 .
X — 45 BN SRR LA B AR ) TR LR
SO ) 2 7 SO X — S AR B

ST B FE R I DO IR T AE SUE TR
i #% (Zhang, Zhang, & Kong, 2009). AT\ A SEE:
TR ST DU X — 0 AT R AT R . E H AT
WA, Bt BOE SCRIE 3515 B R RS (. “48 7
BOE s X “HRt” AEE “hed” ). WEE(E Sk
WIOE S PRI S, A AT O 11 UE B 28 T
FIERENE L T “8” MEET “B”7 ok
Ui, TR EEBOETE (W BT &) IR E—
FEA —BURF T #A 2 5 BRI S (i — Bk
T HEE” BN BRI LB )RR
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It LAFE —BOERAF T RIPRE I T, w2 B
HBEAE (X — 1 DU 7 26 T —HF) . ORI
WU — SO R AT RN . (HAR A — BURF
T AE SCRIRHBGE 5 & (5 B (0 “hed” )5 ETRIE
AP “hong2” )= A= ph 5, R SEIR iy 44 SN o
FE R R SEIR B 218N v, Haif o A i i (i
B TR “hed” ) I Rl T AR BTE SL(
7 )it SERIEUE (I “ Lt )P AR TE PR,
S e R B A AN — B A R BTN . R
Y, I ERE ST R ReAE I DA 218 A
—HFA T BRI K

BEVE B B FRAT R R v 0 R R AR AR AR
BB B0 W7 ). IR R AN T i,
AT REMREA ST 1 ) — D H LR, RNt (n
“HB7 VIS — BRI B T AR RN, fE
ABERAF T BT TR . FATANE R B
“W7 TR ERBOE R L BT BRI T
SENRIEUE —2, BT DAE— SR AF N R RN T,
PR B I ARt 75—y, fEA BT
T H AR R TIR B T SOM TR O
s (i “He” YV S ETRIE G SR, BT
WE TP -

B, ARG R AR5 i B B BB s 58
AR ERCEEE MR TE L, R 1E s
WA B, 20 B A A S . BT
ERASCRFR st M, BATMEE RAF-R B
B EARAED TR T PRE B ShieE, (HE AN TR
SOBIEFA LTI, D7 SCRT LUl & 3 00
H AL CE BB TERIE RS . SH I ZER R
EE S0P I (R

4. 2

VB B AE T A kg A AR F O 0 R 2R
K HIRIE 7T AP ] B, Stroop €8] T R BT 7T I 2K
I RS % 2 N — o REPEE SO R
A AP RN T TR R R T R AR 3
WOEIX — W SR 7 HEOEYE (B 40, Besner & Stolz,
1998; Tzelgov, Henik, Sneg, & Baruch, 1996).iX —i
ERSCR M AP FEAER, REENHAE
Spinks 2%(2000) 11 Guo(2005)%% . LLRAE AME i,
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Spinks 5 A\ I AL A A i 3 78 B Gk i 2
1 B A R PR T LU AT B R . EAATE R ST
B, iR SRR A M R BAS 2 TS, JER
IXFPECE TR D A SOE LA s, 2058
B

LA Spinks 25 A BB FEAE A R s, BATRTHT =
ASEE, BRIV R R B T 32 20 KA R
Wi o S — A 5 Spinks 25 AR [F] sz v 201 5256
ML, TE IS 7 R L A& N R T B3 e ik
AT, I EE T Spinks & AR AL, iFH
T I — S SN SRR AT AT A R, s
B0 BEE T A . SIS UK S — rP ) AR £ T
LRI F AR AT (2 = ARl AR, FRAHESN
a7 FRFFE S T Stroop 2N . HAZ, [FE T I AE
SERBEAGRE—A—H, BIERGTF ERERT
TP T B RIERE RS . SN R, S5
56— o R BRI JE RS T P 25N A Bl S 5 — B R
BRES T o MH, L3 —H RS 7 5EHFE IR E
FREIHEEEER, (HR2X - ERRAIELR —F
FHBA R S0 Hp 13K e 2 BRLAR 5 5 B3] A A5
RO TR A — 3 @RI T Spinks 25 A I A5
ANZAEAY, 5 150 B S IE A T SR 5
1) 1) 29 F AR R 7 i 2 SCRIA R R ) — A
MR, A NAZSZ A A W . AR, AT
i 5 Jared A1 Seidenberg(1991) % HiL 45 = Y %
144 Ja B BUNA— 5

MEANMNE, mEENRELE SR, A
AR NI RIS, a0 SRAF TR R YW 2 B 3,
A4 4E Spinks 45 A (2000) A1 A B 7L 55— & 2 1)
Stroop #RLEEAS BEAE AR 1 5 7E 1A =GR Y
WS AV F X — 108 A OIE R o ASHIF 9T 5256 — A
XA R 7 _F 1) Stroop RN A 2 46 56 15 25 s S AL
TER A AR R S50 iR T [F & 25 R IOk
BN, A B BRI . AR SESC Stroop Y52
T AR L T X AR B 8520, i, Dennis i
Newstead(1981) /& HL 4% 15 7 A — E5 5% A % B 24 18] 1) 4B
] & R AT SIS, T R E AR (L WA
“grean” ). Xk it BHIA 115 05 B S R R i &
Rio K1, E—F%AT T (. 2R “grean” )l
B RIAFATRHN . Dennis F1 Newstead(1981) % Hi sk

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub



DU SO IL i 5 A0 5 1

Yok FEAT T R, A RT3 5 O
L, ARXHRIR A, AR SRR R R —
R IO, 5% P AR SRR 2
54 R DO B BB R W BB T T
R, A4 SR S E B AR . O — il
LS TRAT RS KB, Stroop 4 IR F#iE =
BRI 9 4 SRAULF LA B4 SO R S 52 4 bl o i
R S, R I, AT LA R
HB BB IRA U SC 04 3, BIZERFSCMieh,
SRR TR E A0, (R R R R SR A
LR IR ARG, o RSB N BF
IR 7 B O AR5

SRR, AT I B S B 10
Sy Stroop AR —RE, TR A A
HOHE AR B AT G B ARRE . IR, XS5 ] AR
R ) S, I T LR S I
VESL, B AR SO A LR A . FR
I T AT SO IR AR, WS ST
T S BB S O
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