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Abstract

This study uses Chinese characters as materials, in terms of semantic priming a scale of three, two
factors concluding frequency (high frequency, low frequency) and semantic priming (start, no
start) within subject design, and explores the effect of frequency and semantic priming of Chinese
characters. The results show that word frequency and semantic priming are additive effect, and
support the multistage activation model.
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1. 5|

VF2 W 2L W] N40O 1EA— NI S AR AH S AL (ERP),  4HE 5 LUK (Bentin, McCarthy, &
Wood, 1985; Fischler, Bloom, Childers, Roucos, & Perry, 1983; Holcomb, 1988; Holcomb & Neville, 1990;
Kutas & Hillyard, 1980, 1984, 1989; Neville, Kutas, Chesney, & Schmidt, 1986; Rugg, 1985, 1987; Van Petten
& Kutas, 1987, 1990, 1991), 1XL&fiff 57 45 AL —FA A N400 1R AT GeARER A B ia] ik A2 A (1935 5 i TR 3
LET7 I X R R I IR Ok B TR R Bl X SEIR iR R I RAE GiAT Tk, Hetn e S
(Meyer & Schvaneveldt, 1971). R Z KB FLCEUEH, M4 E0E 7 REE (W dog)if, 4% BIAAK
JEBN (N car) s 2IUAH R E BT (W0: cat) [ N 18 (Neely, 1991). Holcomb #1 Neville (1990)t & 3. 4
FRT R IUAAE I B (W1 car-cat) bb 2z B S IUAH OC LA (W1: dog-cat) i & I N400 Bk, i HL7E A0 o Al
B P AP IR TE AR R DL AR S, A4 N4OO I M8 AT BE S B 1 il KT 138 U 3l

B2 Z HIAR 2 RAMTE LB 3l SEB 0 A 2 H #E = 4. Van Petten %5 (1991) % F 3 IH i) 4 W55,
R B A Dy ) i A IO, AR ] LU A 1A 1R A NAOO IR SE i 47, T 4 B R] H BLAE 1)
Ty A A7 B B R R I B TR NV B, BRI ARAT A i SR 3 57 07E N400 EIE HAEH . [E
W, Peng & Tan (1987)fd FBGTE R -1l A0E, e i 442 8 1 1K) 5 000 B H: 5 JR 2 il F o SCAH R, I T
LR A 2 518 SUM IR A7 S SN, EAFAEAS HAE o PNEEST(2012) R B ahAE55, RILIXFBRIE . &
BRANE R BIE N40O HAAE=EAZHAEM, Mo iS58 R HAEHEE . HEESHBA X
AP EL, RPN FHUR 518 R B2 J] K R

YRR, REZFFAE S T AR, LG EZ H McClelland A1 Rumelhart (1981)
P, RV N T BHRFEK . SRR R BRG] KPR = A7k 2 TR BRI LR, % 7K P 2 TR
AR B IR, HAHSRIK P Z AR B S i, A8 45 A i TR RS . 4> Fid]
HEA FAR K IAR I 2%, AE TRV R I AR P SR 28 2 0, B — 8 IR AR /KT I HLU
TP S SR B TR A, SR PR &S B A K R, R e ] AR AR ] R SE R,
SOSEE BT, BIGRIATUAON s 18 SR B 1A] B G1E SOR SRR R, SOSIN SEA, BB SR BN . R4E
AL FOE ARG, IR SRS JE T BRE R AR — K, BRI AR 515 OR BRI A
YER.

SR1M Borowsky & Besner (1993)%5 A\ HE H 12 M Balm B RY A R, - BEKCF 1AVE KL 18 UK
=AMLY B AH HARSE AN 73 B 1 o ARVEAREAR LA 1V KSF, 35 SR RS SOKF, T H A& KF
)R 336 05 2 A B BR P  Brown & Besner (2002) W\ 8 SOKF- BT A (1) S A5 E F A2 52 B A 15
SRS BRI o sl TE 1 SR B FE IR, 15 SOKSP BRTE AT I RS E 2 A Be = A 1,
WS YR SRR TR, B, SR 515 OB s E T HERI PN RBL I 51 8 30
(R INE B o

ARSI R DA B, RSB — =%, BANRER——B S, )
AESUSBI(E 2 o 3h) ISR N dit. Wi N400 15 B shTE mdil. A& Fred B 25, BN
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TR GE SRS TR, SR B RE R A 5 R 518 SUR ST AR, WISCRE 2 B
BiE i .

2. Fk
2.1. LAY

ARSERR DA LI R, FEAE SCH RG] — e =26 AF T, SR D3R 518 SUR 3h s LA
e

2.2, ik

PURRAARE 19 N(J2E 10 N), MASHRIEI RS, $al#2 AR T, Hrscy Snid st
K, FERIEW, SERRJE485 € MR .

2.3. SEERMR

M CHURPOEAZR A ) (05005 5 B o ZCET 90T, 1986) ik B 280 M A T, milily
(FAVE ] 0.22111%~0.01217%). AT 7 (7475 [ 0.00984%~0.00077%) 7% 140 4>, 77 280 A~ 5HL7iE
SAHRER A B, FIRL 280 X1 SUAHICIANT o SN T P SEIe A RE, B e 2 5 L M EC 4T EL, R
J5 ok 5 $E 28 ARG S 3 725 5 — B2 UUAD, FIRR 280 AME SCEIIA NS . PR3 BV Fh 4644, R 4i
JEBN EATCE B RS B ARATE S B R il 140 AMAEDG, BN )T HILE S B
TR BN SEAT T I ARSE . KR N AN PR ZH, BRSNS A TG B 2 A e B 70 A, Al
BN EE R —H I — IR Rk, AN/ () B 2 2 SRR SOME DGR E A 2 5. 59 560 A
PUF(280 A AT 280 AMIART)VENIHTE 5 #4280 X T ARG o« frf $E= F VR “ BRI 77,
75 280 NMIFEN BRI, I HERBE ST - - I H S s AR R, AT
13 ENE U BN L] — L = R SRBeA Rl DL SIS N — b — [ SEIRFE T . SRR 3h 7 S R R 3)
P HHEARTNEE R EREER: sE N SEA B FEE LR EZR,t=-0.773,p>
0.05; FMiil 7 ST LML R EZES, t=0.085, p>0.05; KHHzh T SHEA B TEN LR EZE
5, t=1.472,p>0.05; A ESEATE LB LR EZES, t=0352,p>0.05 @Ay S5E Y
W TREZS, t=0.111,p>0.05; WM F HEALFMELEEZR, t=0.748,p > 0.05.

T 20 AR R B R RS SO DGR BE AT 7 s ERVEE, BUEERK, 15 SO 8
58, BRI 1 NAHOCES, 7 RAHRIRSR. Skt I8 a 8150 M =5.81, SD = 0.286; XA T & LJE )
54> M =5.65, SD = 0.287.

AT EEERLL 50 SV FERKK N Flash MX 2004 STk H, #1558 X 58 1425 K /MK B (A 7 (1)
BMP 4%, #RIMF L 60 S A% N Flash MX 2004 SCASH, i 5% 68 X 68 1225 A/ I 71
BMP #& B Fr e

24. SEWIERF

K H E-prime B gn R, LA WE 1 s, —DNREBUT SN He 2BEMS 300 ms, A
J5i & 200 ms 2B, #2300 ms JH 30T, 300 ms 5 BE A& 350 ms BRI, AR5 A& 500~700 ms Fifi bl
Tht, ZJEHBL “? 7 500 ms, 'BHE & 300 ms FhE, ARE R IR T 200 ms, ZFhFE 1500 ms [ FHAFL
SRV, 900 ms Z JE & T — AR T A, IEGRIEA MRIK, 7 A block, &FNMHBVE 80 MK
BIEE YR AL, BRI AN e S AT DU S ) F kAT R — 4.
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Figure 1. Stimulus presentation process
C3 b &8 b e

25 REBICRSHIESH

K% Brain Products A& 0k 500 RS, 64 S HMRIEICIM SR, 4 IR AMUC K TR
HL(HERO), AHRIE L. TFid%tEEHIRHE(VEOG), —WHAFIEL NS H W, i SAERTH FPz Al Fz
B R A FAR AR ) Sk B FLBHORFFAE 5 KQ LR, JEIEAT #5789 0.01~100 Hz, SRAEAIZE N 500 Hz. 584
B0 EEG JR B £k (off-line) /b PR S, 0 S IHFE 1000 ms, F—200 ms fE AFELEHEITIZIE, EFL T2
)5 800 ms /E A #rif 2. EBhALIE VEOG Fl HEOG, FFHEM:HAtOhZE . YRR AT +80 uv ZES N
WA B HIBR . ARSI RS IMIERFIW N, ZinE AR UM AE(EIE 3. TGRS KRS, (K
BTC A 3) T 1) ERP IR e T35 AN 22 S i M 18], B ik vy 63.08. 64.59. 64.42. 64.65. 1R
P T R ], 3 HY 330~400 ms I [A] & 156 N40O J 73 304772413 IR AS 56« R F Massol Z5(2010)fi#
FH B2 04 X A0 M 325, K B sS4 AU N X . 1 X (FCL1. C3. Cl1. CP1. FC2. C4. C2. CP2). 2
[X(F3. F1. FC5. FC3. C5. CP5. CP3. P3. P1. F4. F2. FC6. FC4. C6. CP6. CP4. P4, P2). 3
[X(FP1. AF7. AF3. F7. F5. FT7. T7. TP7. P7. P5. PO7. PO3. O1. FP2. AF8. AF4. F8. F6.
FT8. T8. TP8. P8. P6. PO8. PO4. O2)fiifi£k(Fpz. AFz. Fz. Cz. CPz. Pz. POz. Oz). fff] SPSS
16.0 X N400 AT =K M STy 2504, B (E. K40, & Lash(E E3h. & XTo 8 8h)
B A, 5 ZE i 4s 5K H Greehouse-Geisser #EATAZ IE

3. SLIRHER
3.1 {TRER

VURR AP T NI 55 TE A R 45 a2 1 o o et TE A SN 1) Js 2 s 43 A7 2 B, A3 26 38w 2 2 [F(2,18)
= 4.721, p <0.05], & A3 ERLN[F(1,18) = 3.091, p > 0.05] L & —# A2 HAEHI[F(1,18 = 2.046, p > 0.05]
IR . WIERZRBEAT 0T, R 20N [F(1,18) = 0.595, p > 0.05]. i X JH 3 32 &k [F(1,18) = 0.409,
p > 0.05]1LA K —# 32 HAF FI[F(1,18) = 2.916, p > 0.05] L AN 5. 3% .
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Table 1. The average response time (ms) and the correct rate of four experimental conditions

= 1 MOMEH TR REMNERN)SERE

i T
A3 KRF) JAB) KRF)
Ay 573.31 (86.13) 563.56 (81.36) 568.76 (83.158) 572.77 (84.14)
IR7IES 0.947 (0.048) 0.967 (0.038) 0.967 (0.032) 0.971 (0.040)

VE: /N5 P bR 2
3.2. EEG &R

% HL 330-400 ms I [H] T 1% N40O “FH4 9% iRt T =N R ERME T Z 0T, ERER: hLX: 15
A B 3 30N 3 [F(L,18) = 14.792, p < 0.01], A% 32 54 Wil 25 5 2 [F(1,18) = 4.149, p = 0.057], i L3 3)
5L AR A E35([F(1,18) = 0.007, p > 0.05]; 1 [X - iff XJn 3 240 B3 [F(1,18) = 16.826, p < 0.01],
SR N 5 [F(1,18) = 8.911, p < 0.01], i A B S5 AIRA HAE A B34 [F(1,18) = 0.328, p > 0.05]; 2
X i SO Bh 3 2008 5 2% [F(1,18) = 13.502, p< 0.01], i E 4N 2 ¥ [F(1,18) = 6.454, p < 0.05], & &
B 5 HE A HAE AN G [F(1,18) = 0.244, p > 0.05); 3 [X: i A 3 E R 2 [F(1,18) = 6.838, p < 0.05],
AR RN R [F(1,18) = 0.152, p > 0.05], ifF XA 855228 BAE A 2 #[F(1,18) = 0.195, p > 0.05].
4. ¥1ig

AW TR D AR AR, R FAEE B — L =4~ IR 518 g shiE
N400 FHIAZHARF, AT 22 M Bl A5 84 15 58 T s B 2 fr il VR i 72

SEEG A & B SR EhE . RETA LS 3 - 8T - R — B, BRI R
M7/ BN F—F, (ER7 RS AT Z LI RN, EPRIN S G O B, X R — 7 AR )
WifF55, R DAE G S B AH G %43 P300 X N400 FrITR A -

S FATONEE RN, TR PR RN L, 1B RSN S R AR R E . WIE
B JT I, o RS R T, HE I IES R BAL T L E 37 X500 H#(2011) 45 A —
B, JEE RIS SO R S A B IR B B 3 T SO Kok o BATTNNAFAEIX PRI RE,  Jo 38 SR a0 A kL
3 R AR W, A TR 7, R SOUMDDR AT T i Tl v & R R —F . SRR 1555
R EIE M EARE, B TEM B LR E A B S A A 45 R

LI ERP S5 BRI, EHEX. 1 X5 2 KRR 5E LRSI EE, KRR FHE
B MAE HAR A, B U AR IR RS, 76 2 B BOBOE AR AL B0 1 IO « B 45 SR 5 707 (2012)
BOARIGER W, MR SIERAFEL TR, (AR&HSEIMEMKIFERE T 2B 7. M ERP 3%
TEEW LLE R, TEIRMRAE & s sk~ 68 3 M e 8 s 20 IR 3 51 . L&A B 5T I N400
RSB TN THIHMERE , ARSI A, AH IR SR IR ARG, N40O £ . Becker A1l Killion (1977)iAA,
RASEAT T, 18 TR AR N40O R fm f, VAT E RS T8, 18R
ER, ARSILL =AY N4OO Pl dm 7, & PRy A& LU G 38 RIAZIE IR 2 s T o SORE D SR A ) s ARG
Aift) NAOO P IETE 255, & IRUATE S SUMI A BRI, RSN g 253 s FEmANAcE T, N400 15 LR 3
RN H- A ARG X BRNR o AR ] 2 HpRATAT DU B SUR BN T, =it N40O IR IRE A%
AR A, XS RZAERA R AAARF . T H ERP 25 R iR X 5 1 X I T AR08, 4% 8 Becker 1%,
TEVE SUH RS TR N AFTE . SFEA BRI AR Z H, 7R RAT R WA &5 DA ik
RARE, CEREENR SN ATERR, AR ERP Ny N As &, Al fE2 i FArRH L B S ik 1)

5 AR
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Figure 2. Left: The average amplitudes of four experimental conditions. Right:
Topographical maps of the voltage amplitudes for semantic priming differ-
ences (no prime-prime)

Bl 2. MR FHTHEERERAREMETHEBHESHE (T
B3 - Bah) R E

T 2 B BOBOm A R O A i B 00 TR S 6, B34 I sl K-, 1 SOR SR I T SOKF,
PIAS 23 5T ASEIN TR B R R AR B A AR, R 2438 SOKE BNET KPR B, ™
PERBHERT S A A58 SUR Bl mT A th ST 7 BRI, SR ANE SR sh 4 = A BAE . i
PR RIRBE SORSR EU BRI, AR B, DU 3R A SOR Sh R B RN . 31X 5 AT
SIS SR — B, FATSERG i OB 3 5 T0 R s 1:3, EBIHENIK, 15 SOKFERRKP R R
BANREIBCE, DRI 5138 SURSIARE A TAE AL, L 7 IERON . IX AR A ARE 1 JATH SR 4 R
BE 7 RN T2 B B A R A
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