B EER AN BV) B il &y
— JATRFYE D BEBL & 55— 5 AR AR TR GE~ I T R —

U N (G
INEP N A

1. [ZC®HIC
F_Fm (L2) OFFmFARIIBVTE, RAGGOERXRLERE R KB, Tho iz
TEIRADIFEENTERL SN, BAOERELEARNWICHESITONIERR L, wW{o0D
BRI EEIN L, IO DIEBREIZ DWW TIL, lexical consolidation & lexical engagement
(Leach & Samuel, 2007), lexical knowledge & lexical competence (Jiang, 2000), explicit knowledge
& tacit knowledge (Elgort & Warren, 2014) 7z &, th4 2 HGERCHE 22 W72 X RE SN TE
720 ITNHORED, MFITBVTEVEHLDOD, BBLRBEMLIEZNETH L, Z07-0,
[FEEBARICITN L ODOFEREB P EINS ] L) 2 Lid, MEEMTHEIN TS L
Fib. Ll, BIEETITbN TS L2EEEBBRIIEOS 1%, EBRIBIEOMRHREL LT,
HEGEOEARERE [HA70ED] LV I)BEBOAZHET LI 0L L, HllB8HESN
CRRREAIRAOIFEENTLED X ) ITRL SN, TADBMADFERELL ED X H ITH 2D
PEV ), LFFENTORREL O & W) BERIIEE Ttz Ttwiv, 20
HHO—D L LT, INFETOL2FEEBAIIZEIIBWTIE, 20720005 k51502 HfEL
ENTVRPo 722 ENEITON5,

AT, L2FBRBRICBT -2 iEo—o2L LT, -5 (L1) OHIERMN
ZEWBVTHEGE SN TV EEEFRG L VI HRIES L N TOEEREEAHTAZLICLD,
HEFE TRA/CEEIRTON TR o I ONHFENOFERELEZ AT 52 LA REICR S
LEZOND, 20720, FFEBRAGBHZONREL ZOIHTREEEZRE T, L1E, 4HD L2
BRI BCTHEELDRBREROLEZI LN,

2. BERMMAROHER

SO EELIIB VTR, HEEORMPARTH L, 078, HEHZREAMEEEZH O H
2952 L, SRRLHEBIZEIC BV CTEELERETH S (Davis, 2010) . HFEBHLRIEICD
Wi, BUEETE L OMEPITONTE Y, Fkr ZHEERMET T VARBIN TS GElIX
Davis, 2006 Z Zf D Z &),

RRERRAOMEEIEF IE C, FRICEA LA THIUL, BEAEEO R 250 I VLN
ZiTbh b &b EShbiItTwb (e.g., Pammer et al., 2004; Rayner & Pollatsek, 1987; Sereno & Rayner,
2003), ZD7:0, ZOBRABEEFAT 27201203, FIZTKEHEZ T2 2WET 2
IO FETERAELD Y, IVBHATORMLIMEZRAET 5700 EmsbEL %
bo AEITIE, BATEIZBOWTEZLHOOLN TV L HEROMBZIT). 22X, HOH
ZHED L LTUEIERE N A B L, HARAIZEEOME 2R d .
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2.1, BEERMMREOHE

HTE O HEEFRIIZE TlE, HEERRAM OB O W T4 2 HENE T VSRR SN TB Y, %
NOSDHERTFMOZBUNERHERL Y I 2L —Y 3 VLo TRIAESN TV, ERIZEE
LTid, (a) HERRSINIZFEILCHHHENOERERE LX) IHEENEDH, (b) )32-%
L7 HEERMAF I ED L) IR EN L0, BT O5N5, HTH, HiEOMRHREICD
WTIE, orthographic input coding & FHEN 5 [HHEFIR & NL7zik & OWFEEN OFEREHR & &4
ZFOCTZ)@IEX AL IZDOWVWTE L DOIFZEN e XN TWwb (Davis, 2006) o

F72, HEERRAIA F OB OWTOMIETIE, RKRAOHEZBMAZTVHPEALZEDTH
LEDREDD L, THEED LI ICEDAFNEEST ZDPIIDWT, FE LI 25
TN TWw5b (e.g., Castles, Davis, Cavalot, & Forster, 2007; Castles, Davis, & Letcher, 1999; Jorm &
Share, 1983; Share, 1995) ,

2.2. BEERMMAEDHE
2.21. BEMHERERE (Iexical decision task)

EE%‘I‘GEBFIJ Wik (lexical decision task: LDT) &%, HEEEAOETMIE TR DL {HWHENRT

BLRHEETH D, TORETIE, B TLTHNINRIREND, BEF I, RS NALT

ﬂﬁ%ﬁ?éi ADFAE L R W IRHGE (BEUUHEE, pseudoword) 707, WIREZRBR D < IEAEICH
Wid % &) ICHERARSNS, ¥, LDT OEICIET V2 —FBZHw LN, BEEEITIRR
ENLLTFHNIHVHETH D L VI BUS (yes IER) &2 WVITHFETIE W E W) FUS (no KUS)
21790 EBIIZ, BREDVIET 57008 E (F—FK— FROHERTEHOGE Y 7 A7
E) BHwHND, LDT OFEMEIIH 72> TE, LHMEREZITHI OOHEHY 7 &2 HwbsZ L
—fEMYTH Y, E-Prime (Psychological Software Tools, Inc., Pittsburgh, PA) %> DMDX (Forster &
Forster, 2003) 72 EDSHISNTW5,

222. YRV TORRKTZ14 325 (masked form priming)

HEE COHFERAMMEICBNT, LDT &L HITHWON L ERFHEL LTRdD %D
DI, TIAIVTEDRDD, 774 IV TR ER, BITTHHM (FI942) 20LHTEZ
T, BT AR (5= M) OWMHIZEEES LML EET, AXRFILLTIE, 7T
A4 5k LT nurse &\ ) HGEDSH W SN2 HEDIT ) A, bread &\ ) HEEBPTHWONZHEL D b,
5 —7"y b & LTdoctor &\ HEEAPRIR S N7z & S OMBEAH  IEMHIC R D 2 BT oM
% (Meyer & Schvaneveldt, 1971) . Z Ui, nurse D139 A% bread X ) & BRI doctor &\ 728
TIALE LT nurse PR END 22X D, (DIWEENT nurse DERLAINEALL, Zhp
doctor DEZHIGEHALE TR RE L THELLIURLTH L LEZ ONL, M), bread DFEZLD
AL doctor DFRRIZEL o\ 728, doctor DILPI BT 5 2 b N ol b EZ BN S,

ZDEHZ, TIAIVITOMETIE, 794625 =7y VORBRMEEZEIETLZLICLD,
T34 LOMBEIZEN =57y bOWMEPED L) IZHBERZIT DOV ENDL, ZDEE,
EBRGFMTIE, TIA4 257y PAERY, $5WIIRRWIEY T2 L) IGkESh,
&M ClE, 794287 =7y U LEZVWE ) ICHERESN D, #EEIZIE, =7 v M
I U CRBge bR in & 70 EOMMEN S 2 S, EESM L HHISMOM Ty — 7y MLEO X
ISR R E OGS (IEEE) TRV D 20 B0 S b,
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BRI HERRARIC BV TIE, feDT 74 I Y 7EORTHRIC, 27 TORXNT 7
4 3 v 7 (masked form priming) EWHIN A HEXLIELIEHVWON S, ZOHETIE, 75
A ALy =7y N OXFEHDTERINE T 5 EESE M L FU L 2 ikl G ike S, mE
DT =47y bAORIGKHEREREROL AR END Y AT TORANT 74 I ¥ 7k,
AR AR OMEE, MERMAE (retrieval processes), HELME D T — N7 & 0 HEERRAIHEAE 2 34
TH5LETEHGFETHAHEEZSBNTWS (Andrews & Hersch, 2010), Z D b BLFEIRy 7 )7
T, (1) avy¥a— 7MW FICE )~ A2 (forward mask) EFFIENDS Ny 3 a<— 27 DF|
(#aaast) HS—EREH (500 I VB4 L) RSN, (2) KIZT T4 2AVNCFTHD 2 RER (50
IYBRY) FRER, 3) WBEICF—F v MK FE TR ENS (Forster, Mohan, & Hector,
2003) 7T A ADOFIRKFIIL S50 I VBIEIEDPHR DL L, 60 IVBLRICR S L, HWEEDSHI
F<AZ L=y PO PIREINZZ L IZROL LI I b EEbNTWwAD (Forster
etal,,2003), ¥7z, T4 LE/NLF, ¥—7 v FERLFTIRRT L LI T —REEZLD
i, 2 00T AR OEL W RL S L HI12T 5720 TH A (Forster et al., 2003), D
e, MRELT, F—F Y BT IALORRERTILEEIRY, ¥y MR ~YARY
(backward mask) DO%E S H723 X 9 127% % (Andrews & Hersch, 2010)

W e
P TARGET
50 ms

500 ~ 1000 ms

K1 YAV TOMRNT 4 IV TEICEBFHREDH

YAV TORRNT 4 I v 7ETR, UEOFREZNAZLICXY, WFH, 754 5054%
RENTZ EDEERE I DALV, SO LWL OO ENH L EEZ LN T WD,
BIZ A, BEREITT T4 DPRRENTVLHEL AL LW, ¥ —7 v MIKT L HEED
Hl A NI TV RS A LN TH L EEZOND . 72, YA TOERTI,
TIALDPHETEDRBOERTIIAON L VWRIEPBSE SN Z E0n, ZOhEEHVS
Z & CHEERMOMmD THMHEBR OB 2 s T& 5 L £ 2 b TWw5b (Forster et al., 2003)

223. T—ROARAE

FARR72EBY, A7 FORRKNT 4 3 v 7z W2 LDT 451, I 2FHO 7 —
I LTS, 1 21d, SUFEFIDSRR SN 20 S R SR JR R % HIT§ %
T TORIBIKER (Reaction Time, RT) THh b, b9 121, HFEDIEHFED OHIB O X
D F ) REHE (IEEE accuracy) TH b,

INOLDOT =8 25T 572000 E LT, F—F DML Tbhs, 7—FDINTLIID
WL, BUEE THeA R HEIRE SR TWD, 9, ISKRT— 7 05icBvw i, s
HOBEIATOND Z LD% v, ZOMEIE, FHUEE TR0 5 BRI 5 — iy 2 BN
A, TR IERGMIEDTB720TH b, @, KICHMOT— 7 IZIERGAITIE LS5 T,
EHIMIZELZ L2305 L TWw b (Balota & Yap, 2011; Ratcliff, 1993; Wagenmakers & Brown,
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2007) o FD7, ANEICE D FHEIRE S REEZ T D, 72, B RFEICN T2 H
M7 SIS IE 100ms FEPEE FHNTH Y (Luce, 1986), LDT 7 & DRRAHEEIZ B T, BhRHE A
FTNID DAL IETEL LIFEZIT V. 20720, MO THWRIGD T UEE Ak S
bho TOLIBREENS, T=FOINMLICBWTIE, SMICEDLT—F DO ERE TREZZZEL,
ZOHPNDO T — 5 HNEE L7201, SHEE O SO R 0 +2.5 fLHfF 7 (SD) X +£3.0SD
DIF, Ylhzsnfis L7035, HMUEDOTRNICD L OFENH Y, R\ L T2 Fikef
DIHICEXIRZ 2 HiERERHVONG, F72, OukRRT7T— % 2 IERSAGIEDT 572912,
S EZE R Box-Cox 2 (Box & Cox, 1964) % &, 7= OEM bbb, RIREETDH
505, %L O, MREOBMIKIGKHETH Y, BEEITHOFTLE L L EEPR0,
LDT 2B & RILEE, HAREKL (0F ), EEBNFFEV), 1TLALOBRE ORE
FAB0% ML IR DBRE, RAESPROLNLZEHE v, T/, WEEH LDT IHEE)ITHD
HATWD Z L Z2IRT 5728, LDT 2B BREHDT20% LU T OBERE DA T — & T4
EToH%E, HAMOBEAZREL, TITAZ)—=207%2352Lbdb5b,

P bo k9 % TR o UBKEM 7 — 7 LIRER T — 7123 L TR 2 it asith i b
L% B AT, EBRETEEICD OO AITONTE 72, $72, o iridsk
Bt (F) CIEBSH (F,) HHH &R TE72 (Lucker, Hoffman, & Bovaird, 2007; Raaijmakers,
Schrijnemakers, & Gremmen, 1999; Richter, 2006) , ZDJ/FFERBAETILZ L HWLNTWEH DD,
RIS BB B2, WEE AT TIEMETICH B LA RVEON 505, HEGH TIIAE L
R ONLVR L, 200MER[EV—H L 2VEE, HROMRISWEE L % % (Cunnings,
2012) ZhUF, ODEISERENRERTIE, —BIICHEBRERICHRTHBE D%, HES
M CTRIMENTIPART DI EDNE VDO THD, $72, THZHMHFRINL OGN TH D L
5, MEDZEMOMELELLTHA). TNOLOMEZRYIT L 1 DD NEE L OLFERH
ENTVDELDITRERRET VYD L. REMKRET IV EH UL, EZRHIITONTE 728
BBt EHE M % 1 DOREHE TV TEBITE % (Baayen, Davidson, & Bates, 2008), ¥ 7z,
WEKERE SERETHONL T —F1E, RNTA MY v Y GREDHHREM - SR nI e b
%o BIZAE, FICBT 7 FOSKE R O 61T, difiein 7 — 2 Tldd 2 2NEB i AR T & v,
flso Bl & LCid, LDTIZBIFHIEERIILH L HEETIE R, ZHAMIMRE S L EW
F=FThHb, TODEHIBT—=7I21E, B TIT)HINVEREREIEETIVEMBETEX S (Jaeger,
2008)c S BIT, EMIRGEGH TIE, e DF— % 25 (aggregate) L, FHffb L7l
ZHWTHM 2479 T &A%\ (Richter, 2006) o Z O ) I KIBME O HFE G 2% 2 BT, i 4
OBERERLTHE OB EE LTHEONIAEDICIC 05 T — Y BB R LD WD H 5. REFETE
TLVTE, TOLH)BMEIAELT, REF—92&60HM4AOT7— 7 2R5T 5 2 &8 LIZHHT
WA Z L TE S (Linck & Cunnings, 2015)0 & D X 9 il & FIVEE EOFKEED S,
REBEET VITHFERAMNRERICIBVWTHIMHELNL L H IR > TETw5 (eg., Andrews & Lo,
2012; Qiao & Forster, 2013) o

FOGKE 7 — & O45HH21%, Micd, 57— %12 Ex-Gaussian 2745 & 4 T3 @, FDINT X —%
ZHeE T 51 (Balota & Yap, 2011), XA XFHEHF DR XA X €5 )V (hierarchical Bayesian
model) % H \» % J5# (Rouder, Lu, Speckman, Sun, & Jiang, 2005; Rouder, Sun, Speckman, Lu, &
Zhou, 2003; Farrell & Ludwig, 2008), JLEE TV (diffusion model) &\ #FLE )L (Ratcliff &
Rouder, 1998) %V C, BUGK & IEEHRO 75 ZFHRFICET) ¥ 7§ 5Tk, R EPRE
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ERTWVEY, 48, 6 DJEE W CRIGKRE 7 — & 58 %17 ) BF9E G B985k
REGRICBVTHHR TV DEEZ LN D,

3. HERMMARICETIEEHRS

RAZFORRNNT T A IV 7 EEHCIETIE, T4 8857y FOCFHIATEAN
WS B ERRGM DL R WIS ORIT, ¥ —7 v O USR] R RE R O KA
END, FATMITETIE, FEEBREMOPOSR M AR SO BOSR M & ) B 25 (=7 b
DY L 7% %) MEAER)R (facilitatory form priming effect) &, FEERGMF 0> BOS K ] 25t S
OIS E D b AD (=5 FOWMIATEL % 2) FIHIZE (inhibitory form priming
effect) DM HAWMEZINTVL, TOEVIE, T4 5L LTHENHVSNS O»IEHFES
Awshborbkwsd, 754 205N (prime lexicality) (Z#2 K9 % (Davis & Lupker,
2006), Bz, <A 7 TORKNT T4 3 v 7z Hnml o5 Td % Forster and Davis
(1984) Tix, ¥—7v b OFEmEEHENIE, FEEBREMEOIZ ) DSHIGM X D b H & v )RR
BoNniz, 1o, EBREOTIALELT, §F—7 Y bOXFHNE L FEMOLTE A
NEZTRHGEZ TS (g, bontrast-CONTRAST) o $RIEDHFEIBVWTE, IHFEDT T
4 LEHWEGAER, RERIREPZ S HE SN Tw5  (eg, Forster, 1987; Forster, Davis, Schoknecht, &
Carter, 1987; Forster et al., 2003; Forster, & Veres, 1998; Perea & Lupker, 2003, 2004; Perea & Rosa,
2000; Sereno, 1991), i fi, EBFEHDOTIA 2L LT, =7 v M ERRWBEED D 2 HiE)S
oG (eg., able-AXLE), 75 4 212 X ZRER R Sz (null effect), F 7213,
=7y OB GEAE LD BB ZLWHIMRBHONLE ZEBEVEIND (eg,
Bijeljac-Babic, Biardeau, & Grainger, 1997; Brysbaert, Lange, & Van Wijnendaele, 2000; De Moor &
Brysbaert, 2000; Drews & Zwitserlood, 1995; Grainger, Colé, & Segui, 1991; Grainger & Ferrand, 1994;
Segui & Grainger, 1990), ZD X H 2, TIA4 LDFERMEICIY, ¥—4 v MLBIZBITS 75
A IV 7RO T I (EERRDIEIR R ) R EBBIRIE, 774 25E5EERR (prime
lexicality effect : PLE) &I %,

PLE DB IZOWTOE N HRHFED 1 D& LT, E#pia M3 (lexical inhibition hypothesis)
H3d %o Davis and Lupker (2006) 1%, #EEBEANHONEZLTO LI IZBRTWS (p.668),

Related word primes should strongly activate lexical competitors of the target, increasing the effects
of lexical inhibition, whereas related nonword primes should not have this effect because nonwords

are, by definition, not lexically represented.

2F), A TFORRNTIA I V7K 5 LDT 2B, 79428 1LTCTE—Fy
FEFMT S THEE] d R SNegE, GNFFENTIEZD T 74 AOREINER LT 5, &
5T, =7y b7 I8 2RERNEHEABD L THhE720, ¥—7 v bOERLEWILEN S,
CNICEY, 200FREHEMALT 2 LR, HERMOBBETENLNEVIHEALTL
. TOME, =7y "NORIEDIEL D WIHIHE) . ), 7942 LTE—=7y
N EEMT S [IEHEE] AR SNIHE, DINFEENIC T 74 ZORRIIFEL Rz, ¥ —
7y NORGFOARPEMALEIN L, TD20, HEERMOMBETHEET 2MFRIFEEET, ¥—
7y FORZEEALE N, F =7y bAORISHHEL D (RAERE) .
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ARETIX, HEERAZEOMIEREDO P T, K2 OFFGHE IO W THERZ S T o
WT, LI & L2 Z/RICL72REN LRI Z BT %,

3.1. BE—SEICHITHIMAR

A F TOMRBRFERBAICOWVWTOMIEL L TId, Davis and Lupker (2006) %° Nakayama,
Sears, and Lupker (2008) 7z & 252817 M %, Davis and Lupker (2006) D3E: 1 TiX, T
TA LGN EREL, RAZTORKNT T4 IV 7L S LDT 2L 72,

(@) =7y b ERARMICELT 2 HET T 1 250 (eg., axle-ABLE)

(b) #—7"v P ERAWITAY L L VHEET S {4 251 (e.g., thug-ABLE)
() #—4 v b EERWICHED T 2IEHFET T 1 254 (eg., ible-ABLE)
(d) =7 FERRWIEML 2 WIERGET T 14 254 (e.g., shug-ABLE)

52, ZO4ELFNEFNICBWT, T34 LREHEETY — 47 v MRS & % 5 51
& WS, TIA LHMRBERETY — 7 v M OSEBERE & 7 B SRMANE Sz, EBROKR, (a)
DEMETIE, (b) OEMFLNR, ¥—7 v bOREIGEL 2 2 WHzNEIHE SR, #i2, (o) O
TR, (d) OEFE]RN, =7y FOWIYHE L 2 BIRENEIE SN2 ORI,
TIALEY =Ty vOLH L DPEHEEMUEE L S TRHEETH - 72 F 72 Nakayama
etal. (2008) Tld, 794 2 &% —% v bOBEEICMA, EFEE (Neighborhood, N) # 4 XV
REEL, FEREEAICEMEORAEHSEOND Z L E2R LT,

O X5 L1 OB HEFERAWIZE T, FREBA R ENITHED  PLE PRI N TV 5,
LA L, FEESaIcEmz YTl toikRonTsy, SRoBEIMEsh2Y,

3.2. EZEBICHIIZMAR

L1 TOMFEEICHA, L2 Tl 4@ 2 i L-rgeidd 2w (il 2014), BRSMN7:
] & L T &, Bijeljac-Babic, Biardeau, and Grainger (1997) 7% %% ¥ & N %, Bijeljac-Babic et
al. (1997) Tl, 79 Y AGELWFEONA ) VTN RELT, A7 TOBRWTIA IV
THIZLBLDT 24705720 T4 LMITIE, 79 v ABEHEENH VLN, ¥ —4 v MIEE (L2)
Tholzo FEOKE, =7y P ERRWICEDT L L2FEO TSI A 2BHLRGE,
LDT @ FUGSK R 25 < 7 AR S, L2 MEEZRAMICB W T b EBmBar G ads 2 &
AR S 7z,

HARANVGEFSEEZ R ETHH%EE LTiE, Wil (2014) 235, ZOWZETIE, HARAIE
EEEBE MRS, FEORSWT I A LA EHENPREEDY -7y b (eg., city-PITY) % T
XA FORARNT I 4 3 v 7ika vz LDT % 94 L7z, Davis and Lupker (2006) & [FARIZ,
TIALDEMELT, T4 LBHEBEBTHLIFEMN2D (FI94 88857y FARARWIHE
BLg 2 EERSAF L HM L R WEHISM) & 754 2D EHFETH L0020 (FI94 0L 45—
7y D AT B FERS L L L e W Set:) DGR 4 LAtk Sz, RO
Wil 754 L0 EDb ST, EBREMO USSR LMo ISR X ) A EIE
{, 794 LMK BRERRIGON, L2 BEERMIIB I 2FBEBEE MR SN2 o7, 2
DT ENL, HIl (2014) 1F, HARAFEFEFEZOLHICLL & L2 OKLP R L6, L2 H
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FERRAITCIIREEEA BRI 57, Ll iRl L2 R M ®e 2 C3ET 2 ielk
Vb LELZLTWA,

4. EEHAZIALZEEEEMAR

PR I HAE AR IS O W CEEAFIZERETH 57217 Th <, FERBIZE~NDOIRH D
WECc&E 2, 8%, BLOIIKHRRAEBY, INnFTo L2 s SmIe i, #Hzicy
BENZZERNDFEENTED X ) IZRR SN, TRAPMAOERTKRL LD L) ITHEDTDL D
MEWRT B HENT ML L Tl o 7205, FERBABHRI oM LT, EsE S
RN H e a2 et T 2 RS D B 05 TH o FERBEAIRI H720121%, BEELTw
Bt RG] LALREENICEM SN TR LERH ), b LRAGEZHE LR T, Z05E
B OFEDO M TOFEREAMTHERINNE, FRERAGEOERRCE®R Y W 5 5 S &
LCRELTWAEM2BA T, LNHENTZOEORERPIREINZ EDIAEES R 5,
ZD7, EEBEAGEAMNTLZEICLD, HIEORXRE® AR & ORERERAT LR ENIE
MENDETOBRBEIIIET S LWL 2 5o BUE, Z ORERBEAHS 2 EEB G
M 2B ERHED TV D, RETIE, BHAETTITOR TV LIEEZMBIL, SHOMEE K
BERCD

41. FE—FREBICBITEIMRE

AL ENH L L1 BB OMREN LM% & L Tld, Bowers, Davis, and Hanley
(2005b), Qiao, Forster, and Witzel (2009), Qiao and Forster (2013) 7 &4 %1F 5 2 LR TE 5,
%] 21X, Bowers et al. (2005b) DFEERTIX, BEERE X PC MAICIR S NZFEOR D & # < IEFE
W27 A 7T HECERPDHEEOSE 21T - 720 BEUHFEIL, NV A XH0 OHFE (e.g., banana)
EICIS, T0H) D1 LFEREZ DFETIER SNz (e.g., banara) o JLDFEDF531E AR
FETHLDOT, BYODOPLEHDREIALYTH - 72 SRPHIEOEE K, WEH I TOH (g,
banana) DSEKRFUHAET 2 D O AT h % 3 IEFMEIHE& 2 BHAMRE QRE) 2%
VF7zo BEBREEEE, WE FURWHNGERE QRH) 2207, €0, siHEFELY Y
Y7 BERPHEEOFE T, SHOICEWHNGERE GRH) 220k, EBRoMR, FH
AT T2HRBHEEDOICIC 2 AEEOTEIRHINNE, FE AT R o ZHRUHFE OISR 2 R0 RK
IR L D BB, ZOZEITERIMEEDORIE S ELIZONKEL 2B T LPREINT, ThE,
LR DGR LEENTEL SN, ERAMREICB W TIROREHG 2T /R T
hHoHEEZ25N5, 15, Qiao, Forster, and Witzel (2009) 1, ZRHMEEEOMLHL Y IZ, FH L
TBDHEE (e, banara) % 754 L, LD (e.g., banana) %% —/7v Ve $AH< A7 TOFE
XTI 4 I 73I12X 5 LDT # T, Bowers etal. (2005b) DBEFEE #1772, b L, %
BLBUHEDSLONEFENTRREIN TN, 794 2 LTEOFERFIRT A EICLD,
DINFEENTT 7485 =7y PO 2OOERLPEMAL Lk a 2RI 3720, =7
OISR S N B L FRE NS, M)y, F8 L72BUHEEILGHFENTREL I T iTh
X, FBEEHEAIIEI ST, T4 AN —7 Y bORRENEMEALL, ¥—7 v N OMHEDGMEME S
NEEFHEND FEBROKME, 754 22X 25 =7y ML OMIGIRIFIIER S N h o 7.
ZDZ EH5 Qiaoetal. (2009) &, Bowers et al. (2005b) DFHFFIZEH 2T Tnb, &
512, Qiao and Forster (2013) Tlx, FHOH L B2 UH LEBEIMTON TS, BPHFED
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YEHLIZ, Bowers et al. (2005b) & & [IERIZ, BEfFORHFED | LTEEHET L HETH 72, &
5IC, ENSOBMPHFELFHT 572012, TNENOFEICHVEHRLE L WY O LT &0
B (GE3%) LEEAMNG Lz, EB 1 oL, BUMHEE BN, SGEORRE 2 W, B
MEBHROS Y S MEE 20, P, BPHEELER, SBEOFORE 1N, BHE LB
Oy F U ZHBE1INOFT 70y 7 THE SNz, Z0%, Qiaoetal. (2009) & WD
BTLDT 217572, ZO8ER, FEET-LBUHEL 74 A L3250, B2 Tbhho
FBMPEGEZ 7514 08 THKME DI, T4 LI EBIREREIE SN, PLE MR SNE
Molze FEE2 T, FEE LEEROEEZ 2 BEMIChAY 4\ S8/ #EE, FHE2 &b
LW Z ST, KA FMTFAMELTER 1 LD LDT 247572, ZOHES, SHIEECIX
A ERIGER R FER SNz M), FEBETIZY =7y MU OMERIE TG s
2500, FEREENENRA SN Lid Aoz 2D LN Qiaoetal. (2009) 1%, §E
FERPZOBBIIZEMOFE Y ¥ a VAL ETHLE LTV,

42. BERICHITHIMRE

L212BWT Y, a2 M zilis B BT b id T w5, Elgort (2011) D5
1 TiE, 7259 LTFORBHEVEDILGE 4L L2 #HFITHA S, FHIIBV T,
I 2—=F W TERBHEOR Y RBEIRIN, F72, FHEOWHMLO X ) ISHEOEKR
ER T, PR ER T =y Ol LIRSz, BBRERIENS2FETL LI
FoREN, FHEEZAMT 220105 HmT A L bIREN, 48T 12y TR IZHT
LNTHEY, Kty MO T, RlIIIEPHGE, FHIIEZ O EH/AE NI HEE D —
FEHWT, BROBEK (retrieve) 2357 A bbiibhiz, 2O, HEHEICIZ 1 EMCED,
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ABSTRACT

Lexical Competition in Visual Word Recognition:
Review of Previous Studies and its Applicability to 1.2 Vocabulary Acquisition Research

Shusaku KIDA
Institute for Foreign Language Research and Education

Hiroshima University

The present paper reviews previous studies in visual word recognition with a special focus on lexical
competition and discusses its applicability to second language (L2) vocabulary acquisition research.
Lexical competition refers to a phenomenon that slows down the process of visual identification of words,
which is assumed to happen as a result of pre-activation of lexical representation of the word in question
and its orthographic neighbors.

Previous research in first language (L1) visual word recognition has shown that when an
orthographically similar word is used as a prime in a masked form-priming lexical decision experiment, the
processing of the target is inhibited (i.e., slowed down) whereas when an orthographically similar nonword
is used, the processing is facilitated (i.e., speeded up). This effect of prime lexicality has been explained by
the lexical inhibition hypothesis. It posits that the presentation of an orthographically similar word prime
activates its own (prime) and neighbor’s (target) representation in the mental lexicon, which causes lexical
competition between them that ultimately results in lexical inhibition. In contrast, the presentation of an
orthographically similar nonword prime does not cause this effect because nonwords are, by definition,
non-existent in our lexicon.

The prime lexicality effect and lexical inhibition phenomenon have an important implication when it
comes to L2 vocabulary acquisition. When we ask learners to learn new L2 words, if we could observe the
lexical inhibition effect in a masked form-priming experiment in which the learned words are used as
primes, it should be good evidence to claim that the representations of the new words are established in the
learners’ mental lexicon. Otherwise, the newly learned word primes should behave like nonword primes,
and so we should observe a facilitative priming effect.

So far only a few studies have investigated this possibility in L2 vocabulary acquisition research. But
since the use of the lexical competition phenomenon is an interesting and promising way to evaluate

learners’ L2 vocabulary acquisition, more research is expected in the future.
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