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Abstract

Language cognition is something that we have to face every day. When we face a large number of
linguistic symbols in the form of perception, questions are raised that how to convert it into a
wealth of meaning, and whether there are some language peculiarities to help us understand the
meaning. Through consulting a large number of materials, this paper expounds the role of ortho-
graphic regularity and familiarity in cognitive vocabulary presented in the form of word list and in
literature reading presented with the sentence context. Finally, the paper draws on that ortho-
graphic regularity and familiarity are not the determining factors affecting language understand-
ing though they have an effect on word recognition. And at least in a verbal context, semantic
access may be attempted for any letter string, regardless of familiarity or regularity.
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1. 518

FE 545 ZAME REBERI A, BARELAY . L. T TRIE S E B 3N mm R, B4
& W] S BLAE FAN I AT B 1 o IR 35 AR5 UG B A 0 3 i SRR . JRATT I 5 B R S
I T AT 408 5 R A 2 2 R B 3RA TN TR e 1R kA5 R 24 5y — el ? fERXAN A b, EA 1
WEFERM], IR AN PR ZAE MR AN T RERISEMA R 2R, I X P PR 3R G ey 2 1 35 A RN e 2
AT AR AT L3R AR B2 T AR IEMERTRIE? TR SRR AN BRI A 2
TR T LRSS A TE S P IR EN AT SRR, R BRI RSO AT & i R Y, fE9ETE X
FERIPEE SO, AP a IE TR UNE RIS R A B — R W] A B ko T B2 i i S I AR T
58 B RN T AT

2. MW M FEBMEFTNARER

LI PR A7 (Coltheart, Rastle, Perry, Langdon, & Ziegler, 2001)IAJg, M4 B TT B4 E X AEAE Rk
SEIN WIS . 7E g B R EE b, RO R . R — Al R AR TR )
BN, MNFRENEE, REHREE N, BB ETEE S50 I 18I0 T AU (H & R 242 1) 35
SR FH 02 A IE 3 T F R S AR AIE B4 1A S BRI B, 1K 25 B B R A T . BT ax A
BERY, i i AN BRSPS R D @R, B R N B X RIRAE, R AN RE LB
TEENE L EROE R, 0 E B4 S 1 A R AR E IEFE R, BAAR R E M, e Jeiksk
I TR i T BIA TR S IRl H i

MAEBCIE AR o (Harm & Seidenberg, 2004), 7. i X &SRS BT LLE B 7E S — 1N T
WEREIMLT, SMTREMOE, HEARGH TSR FEFERM T, RIEXMEE, ARERE
HEMER, FOREX MR, 2R IE 75 570 v] DURGH s [R]  0% DA ER 7T 155 .
T SRR —/NRAE . U B 2 T DA AR I 1 1R A 35 DR A R0 D P PR ] ity 1 SR e ARLBA ) 03
XA R RS I CA— N7 T o DR RCIB AR v, ASHIUN () 1 - REAE 5 0] . L] RO AR ] #10
CIEVR IR )i T

DA H AR B T rh, RO IR RS R 51 K 5 16 AR ERP RS H A i R R B,
—FRAERI RIS 400 ms HILUEEAE F 67 [ i A% 04 i FELUE N4 2 1T DU RIS SO T RFR1E 1) (Kutas
& Federmeier, 2000). 45| % N40O fRRI#HES — X PN, N40O BIESA /M A, X2 N0 HE
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8. NA0O 42 %)% AT BA FH 23] 51 & (Rugg, 1990), 1] LL 7] & 3% I RI 5] % (Deacon et al., 2004),
ASHE AN 1775 5 5] & (Rugg & Nagy, 1987).

JRUE X AT 5 2 WY D A T R R ] Bl i o o 4 S, 0K S B T [ B AT AR T T g R
T AR TR RN I B A A S R BN AR B AFE R Geit . DRA A T 90 B (R I 58 S8 R D A R 3 2%
PERATRER, B F B0 R, T Ao b B R e AN, LR SRR, T
B 5 37 IE 395 T %61 T/& Sarah Laszlo £ Kara D. Federmeier il LA ELiA] (R AR AR) . A 1 5 BF
95 55 1] (AR BRI AN AR IRT) « AN R0 = 15 B R0 15 1R 0 S 48 AR D SRR e ] B =5 5 100 D0 e o S R M A
DRI ZAE SR A ET R B o an SR OO BE B IR, B4 FF & IE N (0 B AR A P A= A2 N400 HE 54K
L, ASFU 46 5 R A TC R SCE AR R A RS R BCE R R, 4 BRI T - B4 S R AR A # ]
DAAS B RIAE RN L, DS - BEE 5 R IR AR ] — FE AR = A2 N400 BN . SER4h R, Hid.
B A 7 BEE SR #R = AE T NA0O A N, H =38 2 [ ) N40O PR IR A 225, A 7475 5 % 7=
A= N400 HEE &8 . XF 250 ms 1 450 ms . [A] P35 9 i 32 AT 88 TR AR WA 1) o 200 6 7 22 A #r s 25 2R
RO, FECKE RN 2R, IR BY AT AR A TR 38 o 78 AR T DR B 32 AR R 2, 24
R4 5 1) 5 AR 275 RIS AR A0 5 1A I R T R AR R A RE M E R, (A BRIA A
A2 AT 74 H IR OGR4 55 1 70 P S T X B R B 22 57, B R ] 2 TR B e A 22
Fo B2, PRI TR S WS BEARR AT KK N400 EE R RN AEER . IR AT A LR
ZESE, UG BRI A B O (b AR o DR B TR A AR R E v U 03 ] 3 A U 1k £
FAPEA IR, TR I B S A AN B R B AR AR A IR, 39 2 R 1 S AR
R N B 26, T X R AR R ECE AL T S R 1 NA0O B RN TR A AR MR, ik, AP R
EXCBEAER TR, R T BOEAR, R B SR AR AN A R R S EE MR .

3. BEFBEERANKNBEYN

KT BT Tt A, PGRYMESHINER4E, Laszlo A1 Federmeier 2007 “EHYSEI 5] N T — ¥
RN H —— A R R 0 o F B S A, g5 R I T BRSO — R N400 EE N, B A 2
R A, BN, [FIRE AT DASEEL NI BE ORI T SR, RN sesed, AR T —FH
BRI B ILG: — 5, AAREASHUN B - BRSO B T BR ARA — R N400 EE N, AFL
MERF R WA s S — 5T, BAGRABAS TN Fr) 1 7 BR 46 5 1] 5 AN R0 (9 DG 758 S 137 HR A 1 I B
BT sl R B RS LA 25 RS IR BN, 455055 7/ R 3E 25, R EEGE 9%
MRENA—HF, 1K1 G PR AN T (R0 35 AN RN 1 5 B 5 AR AR U 2 5 B ) SR B /DN, T AR
JE I 2 5401 N40O ) — > B8 32 K] % (Holcomb, Grainger, & O’Rourke, 2002). A 1 5 i 4 Hbilk B 4 5 Rl PR E
B SE B A 2 PR A I T3 38, Laszlo A1 Federmeier S DA—Fff7 i 58 & AR & 18 w5 0 T RLFE A s a6 v X
SR B RN ANFR AL A FH

FEFR R BTN I R LB FR R A, Reicher-Wheeler {F55— BEL#IA N JLHELISE—A
A W 52 T B (Reicher, 1969). 55T Reicher-Wheeler {£55, — AN KE R4 a2, FEREAT
BE, O, b IR AR ] Hp o B B S I AR AR B S A R, X R E HEBR A ML ) 3k
— ISR BRI HP R RE RO, S A TR AL R o 1K 88 BL  B8 AR A7 HAA8 A8 TS I Y g BE (McClelland &
Rumelhart, 1981), “BEZESIR HP iR SRR Rk B T =K P RAE A B2 N roa s . B,
LA RN ) 5 RIS B AR S FF T TS RAE ML E T SR BEHR AR5, RIS ZE A IR AT 1 2 B ) B
B . A EIKFRAE RIS TR AT AWE 2 —Fh T Bt 2 D5y 518 B 2R IR 45 s 2L e AT s iR i)
Ty — AT RE A R SLARA] P AR BRI T — R R R, X AESE B RN BN AR . B AR AR R
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FNHATCA L, ERCIRAIF, Reicher-Wheeler 15538 & A ISR VAL I 5715 R0 AL AN 2GR AR AN A
FHIR 5% . — 25T A BT 58 (Henderson, 1974; Noice & Hock, 1987; Prinzmetal & Millis-Wright, 1984)%R & %
R 7 BEg & VR g SEEe AR APt S0 J7 SUfod SE8e o REIX S SR B BRI B AN ) A K —
R AATT S 56 45 SR B R 1) i - BR A 1] 22 /0 2 DURNC AP HE T I L. R0, BT X S FUAE AL,
PE F#AN Reicher-Wheeler SE R 78, X AE AT EREAR I HE. T-72 Laszlo #1 Federmeier 437 LA
T H AR A LR . R UHEAS AR A SAZRAEAS R 1) 1 5 BR A 55 1 A SR AR AS R U (9 T 3 74
HONSEEGAEL, LA Reicher-Wheeler 1155 24y 5256 90 2R — 25 28 SO I 44 A0 24 28 P AE 11V AR 701 o 25 E AR
HAER, [FIRF AT LLE— B A% Laszlo F1 Federmeier [)_EA™ ERP AF 5 AT & B AS I - 755 B R0 BB 1)
9651 B O DU BT 51 R BB AR F I G . SRl R R T P PR AR AN, R AR 1A B AR
PR B TR S AR, B ATRATHEE T AT AN BISE5e: W AR R AL H R, iR Laszlo
A1 Federmeier AN SEEG FT4E 7R AR HE, FATmE AT A % ZI7E Reicher-Wheeler S350, 155 BE4E 5 1]
FI AR T A HUI 745 H (R 5 R

PRI T H AT B R R IR T 22 A, SRR BRI R RN B3, M EmE R E S
T HAEAY, B R = T 48 5, BB A T REAR S 1A ) IR 2R T A A . A
T B IPXF R KN, Laszlo A1 Federmeier i FLACF A FIARMEZS, BINS — MR d, 45
RRIL, B PR AR K (d' = 1.20), HOURRRE (' = 0.82), fJa A B REAEIE 1A (d” = 0.30). BT
S5 RBE R I 7 7 BEH I AT R & B ARG RO AL, BeE AT ANRISE R, S E AR R T )
HIAE B BEAE S 1A KRR S, X O B BRI CAOR SR 1R A riEdE, Ry E TR R
T A % D] I =2 N TR ] b PR A B A AT A5 2 ey, T L ] S A — S AN 3]
REGX SR SRR E R R . LAATOST H b B TR 52 >k B T Eam AVBOR 19, i e R
R AIIE , R 2 i B AR R R AT DA T T e -

Rumelhart £l McClelland (1982) R R 7 B A w1l 26 B2 A9 AR 35 H (Fetn SLRT) B854 235054
TR, I e )V 2% B AN R U 0T e s e AT ) 48 ] AT A3 B PR T2, AT R I
WAL T AE Laszlo F1 Federmeier iXANSEEG Y, 4 5 1] (1735 1E 72403 - A A 0.86 (0 2 3)4, i H.,
XIS, TR S 1 S 40 5 T AN 55 B AR AR % B R ZE R, AR R TR
KRB ER TG, IR LR S R R . 1% 78 Fh s A v BT R B i1 7 B4 5 R 1
PN AT T R S I N400 SR N B S, EANSEIS AN R R S
TFREG 5 1] 0 S I IR T AR AL T AR AT ) S % FE ERAR /N R R o IX AN SRIR ARG AR B, R
SR R R I, AR AT DR A RN IR H I e 54b, 2SI A — N R I Sk 2 A
BB BB K, A BRI A SR AR Ll HA S A s i 2l 2 mT 2 3k 25 56T Reicher-Wheeler 41457
A RIUTATH RS (Glnther, Gfroerer, & Weis, 1984), T HAZAT 78 i A #0445 53 1B 5 S b
ARSI S, AL T AR IS R B4 5 — AR AT RE R R 4R S 1] AT DL BRI TE S, T
FAFRANCT AR T 0E A5 B0 AT SRAF VR AR 5y, 1T FLR A A SZ X AR 35, i AR 3528
LR R e XM R 5 A8 ELROE AR o OG TR S IR R (1 180 & — BRI (Harm & Seidenberg, 2004).
TEAE A A v, R IE VR AE . 5 S RAEANE CRAEM BEAER, EESS5HEICRAM, Kk
B RVFAB AR RS SN . 1558 TEEE BB ARG B ()2 e By, ARAEX AR, X
FAEAE OB R RS I TS AR A B Se 5+ 1Y, IR EAR, TP AU REfRE Laszlo A1 Federmeier
EASLIR AR
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AT NAR S SO MB e, O E PR B, Lo, IEvR R AN SR, W LA e 75 B E SO T
TS o 75 B AR B 2240, 51 & 518 SO AR <) NA0O s HiL i 2 PR AE B A7 AE 418 - Laszlo A1 Federmeier
2007 42T BARNME A 530 (B FUAE B 1 AR AT DA E RV VS SOBIE, (R Bt T AS R0 (4 45 55 ] R
BB, wT LA S KPR UE B R A TRIEEC R . 2R1 Laszlo #11 Federmeier (2007)IHFFEANE &
PR AT 4538 42 Reicher-Wheeler 4T 45 #5ANEL SR 15 SCHRS B N T, DRI 7 0 I S0 et B AR 338 S Tk
FEREIER, S 0 ZESE i — A DL B S 1 D SE IR R & 7 18 SO T B AT 45 IR S . T L,
JUETRATT 82 AN 1 7 BEAR 55 7] 51 A& 9 NAOO 5 42 25800 5 MU F AR IR 51 % ) N400 5855 20— FE,
SRHU 75 R —FE, E R S K B, SR R R 4 1A B A R R A X
(Laszlo & Federmeier, 2007), ‘BEAITHERLE N40O Ff [A] & 11 H B T 2R BRI AR U B IE A9, X AT g i TR
T B - B4 55 ) R R AV B AN A BB ] o TS A AN RN (4 0 - B 4 5 1A 7 1 O S A R AR T
A ISR ) FAB R — FF BA 5 Y NA0O 335 8, (E7E BB 5 (1 — IR 2L A KRB T [FIFE 1 N400 & %0,
X AT LAV N40O ¥5 3 &/ 8 S et ol T Wt 50 )2 A s T 55 1, AR A FRATIHE 15 AN AR
FIIU) - R B T Y N A SR (1) HE R ] S 2

N T ERFTAE NAOO i SUIN TR A2 5 B AIAEAE — AN 98 2% DU AN 745 £ e 75 BIA TRV IE SUBIE
), 7EIX H Laszlo F Federmeier SR FH 7 78 N4OO )45 $Ly :0——H) B I (] (Kutas & Hillyard, 1980)
AR . S Hp R AR S AR S BRI AT, R FE UM ER. AFETUNNE
. AT S FRE S RS TR E RS AR SO )/ 8, Seiic segaaln)
EEG. W e RE46"S Wl (05 SO TR BRI — A%, ARFRATTmk il LA 5 3050 i ol 28 AL R 4511 N40O
SR (RIS UM A 45 R AHEL, N40O JEIRIE/N) . 4k, i b e =R/ & Fi 4 B
T S, FRATTIE RT ARG — 56 TRl B SO RN 55 FE AR 51 &% N40O 3 2 b B B F i B8

1E 250~450 ms [¥IRF A & 1 B I H 28R (], A5 ) HIEEME(RFE TN, ASREE T A R
FTOT 2550, S5 RRH, TH AR M 0 B3, o R 5 1A LL LR 51 R 1K N40O 51 T4 1F
FFE U &)1 45 R LUART & U A) 74 BB B WIE . 2 — PR R R R, AE R AL
TR S, HIH AR O RE . TH RS R DL R A B A IR 52 B AR
T 2SR 2 250N AN S B 1 1) 2 S A A T SR T X A B o ST, T H SRR S M 2 (AR S HAREH
RIS R R [ 2 5. WA R =M HAEH . SLI0g LRI, R4 5
FIREHEL T NAOO I EE RN (775 & T A0 ) 145 )2 EL AN AT & TR 1) 745 B2 N400 IR B IE), IR 7E I
KN oA S BRI AR I 5 ] (R B S 8 22 5, X BN 2 LAA R 1 X R LA 2 DAL A) 7
T RO, BN 48 5 i H AT DA BRI B 1A —FERY N400,  HLERXT N400 5542 %0 Al N400 — 1
RN, B BIRUE T AT R FT, U0 AR I B BEAE S TR R ECHT DATRIRE (9 07 sUIRAE SRR, A
Sz B TR AR U AR, R S A (1 S A (1 2 TR ME— (AN R R AT S AR R, R
N400 I B fw 1E . ER AT RN 98 (Laszlo & Federmeier, 2007) LRI R LRSI —FE, %5t LA TIER
SULFEREHIL T XFEMSE R, XIS T DL G R ARRE, FIAARLL, 46510 S B /N, Rt
N400 Y& T /1N, XAt Ut BB T SRR AN 1 LAAh, 500 5 B B2 52 N40O F)— A B[R K .

TR — AMEE R RS R AN R R BN T NEMT ) N40O IR, FRATIH
Laszlo fil Federmeier 2007 4F LAiA]Z AR AN =57 5 2 BB — 28 )32 AR AR Ha A R 25 SRAN—FF o
BT IR F IR (Deacon et al., 2004), AFN 55 8 2 fr EAANRE 51 56 4 1) N40O ¥ 3)) 2 KA — #8707
FEERTEENIN T Z AT 988 7o (EWZZE 5T, o7 BRSO R DU EROE B C77F Bf—FER I
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I R AL, BA I —ANTE MR N40O MR, T 7ERE f5 1) I I S B T SR ) N40O H & AL
I (Laszlo & Federmeier, 2007)o IXBAFAE—AN ) AR Hi % 270K I T N40O 2 75 HH B 1) i e 2
F b, E Laszlo Al Federmeier (2008)BFFtry, AHENIF 458 £E 365 ms AL 1 Ffi il O3, ER N40O
IR AT ZEARNZ , B, L JE & ORI I H 8851 & N400, FB-4 5% T7E N40O N T2 R fE1E
PRSI R AMEI . Bk, Laszlo & NVCNIHAZFATERE SUBIAE — M4l 3, Tl
FRE 2B B BB NE SGBIE, RIX I B BT A RIS RE D H gk NAE SCETE . EAR R
T SCETE S 207850 8 XN T, B B B SCRAE R (0 7 BER 5 1)), B2 0] LA 20T
[ BEAE HEAT 1 SCRAE A LR (AR 1A]), B TR 3 A2 P AN SR AR (U B ART) o I B SO RN 1) 755 H 2 BT DASE
W R A FEA I NA0O 2R E BA 15 UM TS So/E S8, an a4t 1 7840 i SO 538
5, WAELIERT, W—8 0 B A BA 1 Ut 2 rTRE I . X m] LOE 78 A) 7 el
FHORIVE 5 HR55 AN R0 755 3 2 75 HH I N400 3 57 RN SR A 565

g LRTIR, 5 NI AT R R AE S S A R R R I A RS, 7R LR I R S AN
MEHOBEFE T, A1 SO IAZBMEAETE F A A& B MME, Laszlo %5 A\ (2008) gk — Ak 7t Lt B,
T R0 2GRN IR R P —MEANE B RE T NE SN T CEBERFE, fEA BRI SR, BMEREA
FATRAM AN U] (4 T 7 S5 i A R DR AT SN T IE

SE Wk (References)

Coltheart, M., Rastle, K., Perry, C., Langdon, R., & Ziegler, J. (2001). DRC: A Dual Route Cascaded Model of Visual Word
Recognition and Reading Aloud. Psychological Review, 108, 204-256. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.108.1.204

Deacon, D., Dynowska, A., Ritter, W., & Grose-Fifer, J. (2004). Repetition and Semantic Priming of Nonwords: Implica-
tions for Theories of N400 and Word Recognition. Psychophysiology, 41, 60-74.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1469-8986.00120

Gunther, H., Gfroerer, S., & Weis, L. (1984). Inflection, Frequency, and the Word Superiority Effect. Psychological Re-
search, 46, 261-281. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00308888

Henderson, L. (1974). A Word Superiority Effect without Orthographic Assistance. Quarterly Journal of Experimental Psy-
chology, 26, 301-311. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14640747408400416

Holcomb, P. J., Grainger, J., & O’Rourke, T. (2002). An Electro-Physiological Study of the Effects of Orthographic Neigh-
borhood Size on Printed Word Perception. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 14, 938-950.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1162/089892902760191153

Harm, M. W., & Seidenberg, M. S. (2004). Computing the Meanings of Words in Reading: Cooperative Division of Labor
between Visual and Phonological Processes. Psychological Review, 111, 662-720.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.111.3.662

Kutas, M., & Federmeier, K. D. (2000). Electrophysiology Reveals Semantic Memory Use in Language Comprehension.
Trends in Cognitive Sciences, 4, 463-470. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6613(00)01560-6

Kutas, M., & Hillyard, S. A. (1980). Event-Related Brain Potentials to Semantically Inappropriate and Surprisingly Large
Words. Biological Psychology, 11, 99-116. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0301-0511(80)90046-0

Laszlo, S., & Federmeier, K. D. (2007). Better the DVL You Know: Acronyms Reveal the Contribution of Familiarity to
Single Word Reading. Psychological Science, 18, 122-126. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2007.01859.x

Laszlo, S., & Federmeier, K. D. (2007). The Acronym Superiority Effect. Psychonomic Bulletin and Review, 14, 1158-1163.
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03193106

Laszlo, S., & Federmeier, K. D. (2008). Minding the PS, Queues, and PXQs: Uniformity of Semantic Processing across
Multiple Stimulus Types. Psychophysiology, 45, 458-466. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8986.2007.00636.x

McClelland, J. L., & Rumelhart, D. E. (1981). An Interactive Activation Model of Context Effects in Letter Perception: Part
1. An Account of Basic Findings. Psychological Review, 88, 375-407. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.88.5.375

Noice, H., & Hock, H. S. (1987). A Word Superiority Effect with Nonorthographic Acronyms: Testing for Unitized Visual
Codes. Perception & Psychophysics, 42, 485-490. http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03209756

Prinzmetal, W., & Millis-Wright, M. (1984). Cognitive and Linguistic Factors Affect Visual Feature Integration. Cognitive
Psychology, 16, 305-340. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0010-0285(84)90012-4

()



http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.108.1.204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1469-8986.00120
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00308888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14640747408400416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1162/089892902760191153
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.111.3.662
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1364-6613(00)01560-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0301-0511(80)90046-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9280.2007.01859.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03193106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8986.2007.00636.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.88.5.375
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03209756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0010-0285(84)90012-4

FRMGUARE, FEALLL

Rugg, M. D. (1990). Event-Related Brain Potentials Dissociate Repetition Effects of High- and Low-Frequency Words.
Memory & Cognition, 18, 367-379. http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03197126

Rugg, M. D., & Nagy, M. E. (1987). Lexical Contribution to Nonword Repetition Effects: Evidence from Event-Related Po-
tentials. Memory& Cognition, 15, 473-481. http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03198381

Reicher, G. M. (1969). Perceptual Recognition as a Function of Meaningfulness of Stimulus Material. Journal of Experi-
mental Psychology, 81, 274-280. http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/h0027768

Rumelhart, D. E., & McClelland, J. L. (1982). An Interactive Activation Model of Context Effects in Letter Perception: Part
2. The Contextual Enhancement Effect and Some Tests and Extensions of the Model. Psychological Review, 89, 60-94.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.89.1.60



http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03197126
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/BF03198381
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/h0027768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.89.1.60

	The Role of Orthographic Regularity and Familiarity Effect in Language Recognition
	Abstract
	Keywords
	论正字法规则性和熟悉性在语言认知中的作用
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 规则性和熟悉性在词汇认知中的作用
	3. 首字母缩写词的优势效应
	4. 语义加工一致性
	参考文献 (References)

