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I. REERINIBEOINBIES
ZEI—-PFEFI

BHEIDRE N HEORA (visual word recogni-
tion) DR, HEBRLFHICETIRGIERTH D,
PORVEREROSHR T —<Th 2 (Cattell, 1886;
Pillsbury, 1897), # LTHER RSN Y iEp o
b2V EEREMIT 2 BRICE LT, BruEF
MEEIEh TV 3,

I-1. ZBIl—-F+EFN
BERSNEHEORMBROEF L & LT,
dual-route model (Z"&HL— FEFL) 22D LKA
MO TVBEEZEZTHUVESS (Coltheart & Rastle,
1%@O:§w—r%?w&u,%ﬁ«@%ﬂm%tt
HEERH S5 B4 OHEHOD O EICH 72 3 lexicon Irek2>2
LT BEBENE V- (BEL— 1) &, GPC KA
(ERUHK — EHRXHEHH - grapheme-phoneme corre-
spondence rule) IZ& » TSN AN L — »
(HH#HL—F) D222 KETZ2EFLTH 3 (Baron
& Strawson, 1976; Behrmann & Bub, 1992;
Coltheart, 1978, 1980, 1985 ; Coltheart, Curtis,
Atkins, & Haller, 1993; Coslett, 1991; Forster &
Chambers, 1973; Frederiksen & Kroll, 1976;
Funnell, 1983; Henderson, 1982; Kay & Bishop,
1987; Marshall & Newcombe, 1973: Morton &
Patterson, 1980; Norris & Brown, 1985; Paap &
Noel, 1991; Patterson & Morton, 1985; Patterson &
Shewell, 1987; Reggia, Marsland, & Berndt, 1988),

[ -2 HEOHKEBELZBIL-FrEFI
MR T — VA BBEIR S N MED S OO
fith, 9 b5MH (naming) TH2 EEZ B0,
CHV-MEFATE, FOT— VICHET B0
dictionary lookup procedure & letter-to-sound
rule procedure @ 2 DO EFTSH L — b 2AHES 2

£ #

(Coltheart et al., 1993), dictionary lookup proce-
dure &3, HEICHHIN TV AIHEAE-> 3Tz 0
HHICBAS 218 A M2 £ 51, RS hi-MEnEy
KR 5 lexicon NO M HEDO RS % H- 1 TR
ETBRIETH 5, ZOHEIICEL - T lexicon ICEZ 5
NTO B YUY HEEOHHISH AR THEE 75 2, letter-
to-sound rule procedure i&, GPC 8% H <8
HERERELT 5 o=, | (grapheme) &3t
SHONIEHEEENL, 20 SEABOE R &
£ - THUEOH A MK T B TH 2, HEDT (3,
TOMD LRAFTLOBFRICE VT, OGN GPC
Q1L -89 2 B8 (regular word) &, Z DXIG A
GPCHUIE B LB OARBAGE (Girregular word)
EDFAET Do L1cts> T GPCHAIAH V7 551 —
FENT BB L T, HAEOHHAMET 3 C &
RATHETSH 205, AHABEO WAL 2 < & 1LRa
RETH 3,

CHLRZEL = b EF I L B HERLBEORIR
3, BABEZIELCRSETEIEETES0, REHE
ERETDHIEHTES, Lk Lid GPCHEANIIC A%
PEIRARMEERE L TLES (regularization
errors) &L 5 RBHGIE (surface dyslexia) % 5
FLHWT 2 EDTES (Patterson, Marshall, &
Coltheart, 1985; Marshall & Newcombe, 1966,
1973; McCarthy & Warrington, 1986; Shallice &
Warrington, 1980: Shallice, Warrington, &
McCarthy, 1983), KE#FIEIcH VT, FEHE
(nonword) DEHEGTRETH B T &b s, BB — k
DAHHBERINAR S DN, FHL— P DBHS F < o
TOVWBRETHZLEZ B LaHETH 5,

T/, BEE BGEORBREESL) RET2 2413
HTREFERS, JEHGEDRG O AHMEI b B SR
(phonological dyslexia) Ic>WTI, BEL—
DECHOTV B, FHEL - F DB OSEIRIICIES b
NIFERIXEEZ B EDTE B (Beauvois &
1979; 1983; Shallice &

Derousne, Funnell,
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Warrington, 1980 )o

£ ¢ OWFEHRT &5, BAEESARAREL D bk
(h#%ahsd & (Baron & Strawson, 1976;
Forster & Chambers, 1973; Perfetti & Hogaboam,
1975) 1, ho2-o0u— FAIEFIEFCER s TY
2 EAETBLTV S, BEEOHEL— ML D%
ADERICERK LA, HEY - FENLIH
HOMH AT SET A OE, 9 L o%)
BURHONTWI &I ENOTH S,

Cﬁtf2o®w—rﬂ6ﬁﬂ%umﬁéné¢%i
Lhd 204, Patterson (1982) i3 addressed
phonology & assembled phonology EERHBELTL
z, zLTEhENDOL— b ip S RIS - e FHESH S
NF-BEOFEOMMY, —EL— bEFVOKEERHE
HEN B, 5 LkEE TEchhsnfhewild
5] itk TS 58EE 7V (horserace
model: Coltheart, 1978; Norris & Brown, 1985;
Patterson & Morton, 1985) MREIN T\ 5,

gEE S VICENE, —RYICEBNSEEL -+ E
AL LB f DS EEER 18 L — b AN LR KD
LiEWoT (Taft, 1991), addressed phonology %%
“PEST T &It B, L LB OEENV-FEMLL
WERASE W, Y EREE A RR TERVADOES
i, EEL— b EN LB O REG 50 b assemb
led phonology® “B>" T &icii%oe

WMEOEEO BN (regularity) HZ DO@MAITK
FT A S Lo 2 DN — b OBIRAERET L 7B
#2645 (Jared & Seidenberg, 1990; Paap & Noel,
1991; Seidenberg, Waters, Barnes, & Tanenhaus,
1984: Taraban & McClelland, 1987, #I 2 i&,
Seidenberg et al. (1984) {3, HizEO OB
I ET BRI R TEE, BHEEOST
Hoh, SHEEETHEARAGETS > THRAELS
AIEEOES THZTED LR LI, ZO/RRE,
EEEEFTE 1 35 W T IREIEL — P BN LILES B
Fviz, GPCHANC & 2 FHROWEEFFOLEN S
EwmoBoBEER S Ay, EEEETEER
L= kAN LD B fovic, WEHOBAE
DEEHEND 1D EIRT 5 LB TES, b1
Seidenberg (1985) &, ¥EBLUHBEREEMKE L L
re2EEA L, MEFECBVLTHEBEETOMR
IS W HHOMM AR L TV 5,

Ui L7s S 8 € 7 LTI, ARABEICHT 23X
EOREINIZ B & N T & USRI OB R S 1 iE o
C OREA BT B 7D, 20D — P DR
AT 5, L0 FAD 2N =X LEBET HLEDS

590

[ —3. HEOERHIME_BEN-FEFI

HEEEIO T — VA F OFEWROHIH, b5 AN
OHSEZDbDTH D EEZ AL O, “EHAL-MET
NTIRZOBRAEMTO XS ICHYT 5, RO
1= 1% direct route & indirect route D 2 2DV — b i
FitEd %o direct route (&, /&SNt HEEDBREE
%5 5lexiconN DML HED RFUICEKZE LT 5V —
b (V- F) TH D, indirect route ¥, GPCH
HlaARWT, BEXREHERT S Mo = T
(grapheme) LB SN B HFHEREL, Tho
AlAODESLZ EICL - THEOHHEMKL, T
EEWMER D S lexicon HOMEHFEORFURLT 5V —
bO(EEAL— N THB T LIERAOEEE KR
3 5ARMHBEE LB (lexical decision
task) AV SOND T EMBE L,

co 25D — b oxtiiE, BERRESHEORL
ML L CHES N AL, TR, SRLEO 3
SHIEFE (parallel) OB DOHFRF (serial)
OB D E VI LTS B EBRT BT LHTE Do
THbbEEL— FENLICREEE, ERAN O
(EWRALED) AR AN S TICEETONE LTS
5% (parallel) OMBETH D, FHiL— b I
LB | TS ERALEE D 1% I FE R A OB (EBRALER) YR Eo)
n2EHR (serial) OUBTH B EEZOND, LT
2> TR B O (Meyer, Schvaneveldt, &
Ruddy, 1975; Rubenstein, Lewis, & Rubenstein,
1971) BB — b OFEEEES ST LR, HE
V= DEIEAED S CE IV — kT FILGALRINCIES
RO ARET 5 T &8 b (Coltheart, Besner,
Jonasson, & Davelaar, 1979; Davelaar, Coltheart,
Jonasson, & Besner, 1978),

FERAOELICE L THERLV - F RS LTRAC
LA, EEHMEEIC BT HRAMOMRSED O N
2Ltk »TRENTWVS (Bauer & Stanovich,
1980; Parkin, 1982; Parkin & Underwood, 1983) o
% - BRI O RIMESEETOA AR T S5 T EERL
FHELH Y (NESH), SELV— 2N LIERN
OHSFEIENBEAI, SHAL— P EN L TERNOE
EHfibh s EEBENS, 7272 L van Orden 5
(van Orden, 1987; van Orden, Johnston, & Hale,
1988) (3, 7 VAR (RERRINIHEDGD
LA UBERENL AT T )BT A ELTHMT S
ey AFOWT, HF )0 v — LR UERERD
PEIIRT > TV AEER%EZE (pseudomember)
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PAHTTY DX - LA UEHE R R B 1o x4
SHEBREDIULERI L1z COEBROEE, HERZ1Z
CH L ERBECRUMEL S > THKLTLE S
HEHE <, BRI SR S LA EETh 2 &,
THEDEHEL - P HEETHEIEERELTV S,

I—4., 2250I— bORT
BEEFLVTHERINTOVE LS, “&EA—rEs
NVDERL UG 2c@w~r®ﬂj&mmnﬁm¢5
mEVWHSIETH B,

CHL22D0— b 2 HBINAE VST B 2 & icpg
LT, Coltheart (1978) 4, BHoBEHIEL T, &
L5500 — MK OIKIET 2h A5 HKEIT 5 2 & hsalkeT
HBEERELTVS,

Baluch & Besner (1991) (3~ > 74 W7y
%%ﬁrﬁmt HHY 2 MCIEHESSThTO 318

i3, HEBROHECEWNBEOS R s 3 - &
%mLTméoupfmw/Téu%wﬁD&%ﬁt@
MIGW L >m ) LTV R EETHD, Jﬁfﬁﬂ’uc FEHV—
POLTRETES LV, HAEICBIT R &Gk
DODHEEELTVWAE T &) uﬂ:E\LfO\ j‘lh L1510, [H]
BRIC Tabossi & Laghi (1992) 3, RbkHRIE A &y
A OBIGRHIC K L TR>BRBEH AL THEOE A

iAo B, FHEEZAUEACREI AL &
ZiRL71z,
CDEDIL, ZHALV-PEFMICBIFEZ2oDL—

&, 120 FLiclldbAEng 2 >ONBEBRTS 2
LIEIRRIC, W7 T 32 oM THELEEL L &
bUETH B, THL 225D~ L DXL, KA
HETRBEIN TV S (analytical processing vs.
holistic processing : Allen & Emerson, 1991,
word-level channel vs. letter-level channel, direct
route vs. indirect route, addressed phonology vs.
assembled phonology : Patterson, 1982) #:, Ch
5D 2DDN— PEREMXBILTVWEDE, LTFoD
2RTHDEVD T EMTE B,

B-mH@, ZoOMBHOBME LT, HME ERhE R
LLTVEDh, ZhE bHELERT 2 Flioa= .
PEMRELTVBEDME WD EHTH B,

TLTH I AHE, BRI TEEEsER
LW, BERRICESOIBEREETHEE ¢T3 h 50 L
VORTH B, EFITAR/ITI, HEERFIhAY
BOBHERICB I BB QIR E, %5 L8
CHD MBI B R R PR RS>\ TRA %o

SICMBHHN DR, HERRICHE S L% A
FEE 9 2 EKE L T2 DUPHERA DA H D |17, Hi

#

B DRHNEFZ T B O TRAIEBLT OB\ s Y2
ERIFT O ERIT B,

0% T BECR LB 1< 5 2 BT 1o B4 BB &
DUFFREMBIL, METIIE S LI LBHAT & H kg
EDBARIC DV T case BAKLEEH WA ERED L
Bitd 5, sS5cVETE, HEERICHE S s a]
FECTARNE L THEORESE A, MEDABE -
BY SHEMREZRTHELEBT 2, VETE, <5
LIBESRE TN E NORBANBROEF LA LS
ST 5O EBET B, VIETIHERE LT, HE
DT KRR BRI R 2 T B oM I O A
BEMELE LI Eh R @5 > VTR L 2,

H.ﬁﬁ%ﬁéhtﬁ%@%ﬂﬁﬁ

. BHEEMHHE
mﬁ%réntm$®ME$mw%béﬁ%&Lt

Reicher (1969) % Wheeler (1970) O EBRIcftE
N B HEEBMMSR (word superiority effect : WSE;
Adams, 1979; Carr, Davidson, & Hawkins, 1978;
Carr, Lehmkuhle, Kottas, Astor-Stetson, &
Arnold, 1976; Estes, 1975; Johnston, 1978; Krueger
& Shapiro, 1979; Massaro & Klitzke, 1979;
Reicher, 1969; Spector & Purcell, 1977; Wheeler,
1970) A& HISN TV B,

BIZ X Reicher (1969) 13 HiiEdH 3\ (2 FEE 18
INLTt, R RIBAR L, BERE I XFH o
EITbEl, 29 LARBIcBVL T, HBRELSOL
IBXFHIBR RSN hZMET 5 & 13RETH 3,
Reicher (1969) 13#iZ (¥H#iZE “WORD” %42R L,
TOBREDIXFH “D” THoteh “K” ThH ot
ZERS ¥ 2MEEINEE (forced choice proce-
dure) ZHWT, KIE/S1 7 2 (response bias) T
BHHA SN TOHEBH YD ROEEEREL TV 3,
12120, COERICBOLTHELIIRIE NS 7 X 2 HR
LEhTRVEVLWELSIERLH 2 (Thompson &
Massaro, 1973),

OO L HEEE S Rodic iz, HEICIZ2 0%
RPBAELTOVE EEZ B LT B
(Hildebrandt, Caplan, Sokol, & Torreano, 1995),
DRI, Reicher (1969) »3#5R L& i, %
FOHEEICEL TEOLENHEED HOXFTHBHDS,
I XFTRRENZ X0 b LD, LV bDTH
% (Reicher, 1969; Wheeler, 1970), COYE L,
word-letter effect EIEIZh, HELXALELZOTTE L
DX A E LB D, DB BRI TH 3 &R
SN, CNICHLTHEOYRE, XFEOREICHL
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TEONENBBEBOROXFETH 57575, IEEEIH
FEHEOE WL HE (pseudoword) DHFOXF LY
bEEN L, EVWHbDTHB (Adams, 1979;
Juola, Leavitt, & Choe, 1974; Manelis, 1974;
McClelland & Johnston, 1977; Spoehr & Smith,
1975), B 5 DO%NE 3 lexicality effect &IFFIEN %,
o5 L7 MEBEBAIMSIRICINA T, BEOHFETELS
& LB OE WX FS| (familiar letter group) %
SURLHEETE, 295 LEXFHEEEEOIEREED,
DT EBNTZOEAREORITRBEA»EHV T &
brEN T3 (Aderman & Smith, 1971; Baron &
Thurston, 1973; Carr, Davidson, & Hawkins, 1978;
Hawkins, Reicher, Rogers, & Peterson, 1976;
Massaro & Klitzke, 1979; McClelland & Johnston,
1977; Spoehr & Smith, 1975), T DT ED D, ES
BAMMRICSOVTH, TNEXKASE AN =X LAY
Lbzoeke LToERME (exicality) 5 VWidE
AHSMBICRBISN2bI TREL, XFLD b LA
<, BIELITO LAV OMBEEA OEHALIC & - THH
SNBMAEGEEST S EBLELIE S,

I—2. HESKEHMNE UIAR

B RS N BELESE ORI L8> TV D
CEERoBEM SR LR ICE, Radeau,
Morais, Mousty, Saerens, & Bertelson (1992) @
uniqueness point (UP: \ < 2 m O EHOHH 5 ¥
YGMEARET 2 E VDB - o F, M- OIS
B 0AL T EDAFEICE 55 ONBEORER > 1K
ERS%IT 5N B, HAICE » THRS N HEOALE
RIoBUL TR, BEANCHRANSLESEES NS,
ZOR, (7 THUYBZOHBL IR ON S
LS UPHHEDRPEICH 5 DHEFICHHDNITE -
THHOBE NP EL T L L TFRENE, TR,
BEEERs N HMEOER UK REE (Goodman &
Huttenlocher, 1988; Taft & Hambly, 1986) ® % ®
fthDRENRE (gender classification task : Radeau,
Mousty, & Bertelson, 1989, phonemic restoration
illusion : Samuel, 1987, phoneme detection task :
Frauenfelder, Segui, & Dijkstra, 1990, shadowing
task : Radeau & Morais, 1990) B8\ T, UP®DHL
B ZOBRERTICHEEGA LI EPHONTV S,
Lo LA s EEiERra N HECES, UPOLER
ZORIGHEICEELSZ BV I ENRINTBY
(Radeau et al., 1992), TOC &3HBERRENIH
EOMAICIE, RYIMIBSAE TN BELEEZRALL
LAMBEABEENTOARRTH B LELONTN D,

254 DEFRIC R B IRBRED 2 HIE L 72BFRIC s 0T
b, WOWHIEICBLTE, £0RHMOKEICscanning
HooBwI EMRrEn T (Blanchard,
McConkie, Zola, & Wolverton, 1984), <95 L 1o 55,
b, HEO -FELMHoAfEHRIGVEEDN DS
(Allen & Emerson, 1991, #7L, 6, 7 sy
P 515 B BEE L, FOER (fixation) %252 5 &
4 5% b5 5 (Carr & Pollatsek, 1985)0

I—3. ZOfOREBEN
HEUR S N FEEA LB BRI, BERIICIES
X E A ARET S EDTEETH B FIBKE
OIMPLOEEEZ T, XF&D b LA OUIHBHLE
R 2 ENBETHY, POAREILTH S, Bl
%13, Kay & Marcel (1981) i3, HGEMSHEL RS
N EICBEEN L oI A EIS N TRBEIZZT B &
AREL, Al>TWaHE (known word) THN,
ZORBOBAPKE 8B LBNTN D,
CEAEOBED b - & bAX ISNEHA R HEREE
1 >o8ifIE LTH’RS b0 TH B4, zhlsics, <
3 U7 Hodas LT, 2XFH (bigrams: Lima
& Inhoff, 1985; McClelland & Johnston, 1977,
Stanners & Forbach, 1973), 3 XF#H (trigrams:
Jordan, 1986; Lima & Inhoff, 1985; Postman &
Rosenzweig, 1956) &\ -7, BiEEOHIZIHTC 2 X
FOMEEICEE L8P, EEHR (morphemes:
Henderson, Wallis, & Knight, 1984; Lima &
Pollatsek, 1983; Murrell & Morton, 1974; Taft &

Forster, 1975), # 88 & (prefixes: Stanners,
Neiser, & Painton, 1979; Taft, 1981), # B2 &¢
(suffixes : Gibson & Guinet, 1971; Stanners,

Neiser, Hernon, & Hall, 1979), ## (word-stems
- Burani, Salmaso, & Caramazza, 1984;
Rosenberg, Coyle, & Porter, 1966; Taft, 1979; Taft
& Forster, 1975), BOSS (basic orthographic
syllabic structures: Taft, 1979) & % W id BOB
(body of BOSS : Taft, 1992), v LO#E (ortho-
graphic structures : Massaro, 1975), HHR L O HAL
(phonological units : Gibson, Pick, Osser, &
Hammond, 1962; Hansen & Rodgers, 1968; Millis,
1986; Spoehr & Smith, 1973; Treiman & Chafetz,
1987) &M TN TV 5,

W7 1Z, Taft (1979) &, affixed word (HEEHEF *
BRE L ER LIRS N B HEE) AL ERRHMR
Wi BT, EREHOAOHE (base HEE) & HE
L LTOHE (surface %) Ol EHBIELTV %,
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CDFER, surface HEMFE U Thhid, base HED
BOHEZEDE D, base HEOEWHE L b & ERLIN
BT BRIGKEASE O E 2R Lice 72 base S
WE CTHhIE, surface HE D@V BED F A,
surface I DEVHZE X 0 & ZEREIN IC B4 2 K IGH
DR\ EERL, BRANOEIBRES 2->D 25—
I THHERA, $Hb B, base KEETHE
ERB LT3 E%EZ 540 % peripheral access file
L surface IREETHEAB LTV A EEZ 50 2
master file D 2507 » A VEFEEL, 285 %HIC
BR%ET 5 €7 LERIEL 72,

A GEAE B W7 Bradley (1979) O EE T3
“ness” ¥ “ment” ®XIHiT, FHEHSLVERR
(productive suffix) T 2 HELHED T k% 75k
9 ter” EEUHIBICBLTIE, BER ORI
HONBH, “ion” DI, FHEHISRES LT
L‘Z;f%)%ﬁé (non-productive suffix) TH&b->TW\ 3

GRICBLTE, BEROHENRSED SN L L
IRENTW B,

zt,éﬁs%mmtm KKBLTE, 0% -Hk
BEPESHEOE (BZI1E “headstand”) DA, &

%Tﬁfﬁb’ﬁﬁlﬁ@m (7z& 2 “loincloth”) i
BANTEHERHINICE T 3 USHBIAE O S EASRE AT
W% (Andrews, 1986; Taft & Forster, 1976),

L LB 5, Lima (1987) # Inhoff (1989) it
HRERE B & W 7§65 B8R 5 (boundary tech-
nique : Reyner, 1975) 2\ T, #ZiHECHEWKS

EREHEIRT > TRTHL 2L (FlZ21E cowboy
IV - Teowxxx 2R THL T &) 5, BLEx®

BB ER (B2 13 shadow IC417F 2 shaxxx)

PHEKRTRPAMNERLE L TOERMIED SNE LS
O (BIZ T carpet ICHfTT % carxxx) 2 HTH L
BBICBANT, KEUHREHFLTV T EERLTOVS,

72, 2O DHEMNERICBREBV R S BRI, —F
DHENOF Hil 5 O BEN O T & LT - TERE
SNTL % 5 migration & % (3 illusory conjunc-
tion LFHEN 2B % (Allport, 1977; McClleland &
Mozer, 1986; Mozer, 1983: Shallice & McGill,
1978; Treisman & Souther, 1986; van der Velde,
1990) 5, BUENOHEOMBEICE T2 XE 05
EORBESEHELTVWEEEZ 5TV 3
(Henderson, 1987),

Jordan (1990) (3, BEDOWRIZDE DA 1 > DML
BEBANL & 72 - TL B ATREVEZ R84 2 EER A 1T - T B,
“dark” &, ZOWIBELT LI LFETHS “d k7,
TLTH--DOXFTHE “k” IOV TOHEEFTL,

#

HERMMME (WSE) AT “d k” TORED
H-XFL0 68N 5L 09, pair letter effect % 8
HLTVE, SSICTOBMBIE, “y 7 Ok > HERE
@@%&i’ﬂﬁu&b\ij?ﬂia’dbénf&mc&bi‘/ﬁ%é
nNTWs,
COLRSEZEUNTLD b LR OBNOER, &
SVRHEHMEALETEALSICHB IR, 208
RERD S, BHEARER T HEER~OETETS
CLITE->THREICI AL EZ ShTW3, RETI,
THLIHBRRICE SO B Ic > W TR £FT-> T
WA > W TR 2,

Im. REWFRICE SR

— 1. RERROBHE

BERINAHEORABIRICE VT, BELAD
ERERSIEROEETH 5 T L 4AR L HIEIciE, HE
DEKI A ER S €O, BHREZITRGO
BrER-bOHBELRON 3, BIZiE Monk &
Hulme (1983) i3, XEAHEAKHS ¥ = R RV A PE
IHRIERE (proofreading task) icHW\T, HE®D
SRMITEIEEH U TR L § R 2~ s, BizE
DERAISTEREEMERE L TR L 72 Y R 2~ k0 bR
Hanb W &%R Lk, F7, Coltheart & Free-
man (1974) &, K XF (uppercase) & /NXF
(lowercase) ZBMIC/RAFESHMEER T, ME
DEREETOE, KXF/NLFEIRES S -BORER
DEFERLTVE, TOLHIZ, BRKEEMEE LI
BIFics0W T}, %D case (uppercase vs. lower-
case) ZHIETE LIk - T, BBEEHLLOE
O A ET 2 EHTRETH B, HB WL, EF
fk (font: 7+ v }) OFEABILSHE itk
Z DlexiconNDREXK L HIBME OHE LS & 2 K

BIELTLAIERBRE SN S,

M—2. 7% b -case DRENRIZTTHE
Adams (1979) % McClelland (1976) O EE - &
WTE, D74 v FHBVIEH D case TR &
NIGABITENT, BA7+ v b, %30V ZIES case
G%{ﬁfﬁgﬂ@@?ﬁﬁ.@fﬁfg“ ZEDIRE hTtwz,
S L7c®Rid, Mewhort & Johns (1988) icBW\WT &
B EN T3, %7 Rudnicky & Kolers (1984) (2
XE GO REE MO T case DRSS BLZER T 12 b
NBED GHEBNTITEDON B3 HBEOZITHREEH
BV EER L, HERAICKLT, BERS CRA
o K OMBRMBXFERROEWALDSEETH B 518,

CH L case DNRIBED OB WETFHEN B,
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A Ltcased BT + v M ERIELALTIER,
#hHAEHVHEBREBE (McConkie & Zola, 1979
Rudnicky & Kolers, 1984; Smith, 1969) PIAIC b,
Besner (1983) &5 D & 5 &L HEE (Besner &
McCann, 1987; Besner & Johnston, 1989;
Hochhaus, Williams, & Polk, 1989), Frederiksen
(1978) o DERKIMRE (Besner & McCann, 1987;
Besner & Johnston, 1989: Allen, Madden, Weber,
& Groth, 1993; Allen, Wallace, & Weber, 1995)
Y, SEXFHFRBEELHVTUITDR TV %,

#171E, Coltheart & Freeman (1974) OEERICE
W, BRI RS N BEORERE, 2T
TEIIash-HE (F1Z1E “snapshot”) T64.8%,
LATRKNFCEILEINLEE (AL “SNAP-

SHOT”) T60.4%, AXF/NXFZEBEHITREES E72
W (F213 “SnapSHoT”) TAT.9%TH -7, BAH
case 2 TOIEELHH - case FH TOIEBERLDE
W e, BEARROSBERAICEELREERILT
WBZEARLTOS, EMitIcARTRIEVLD
D, RTENLFETEVHEOEEEBLTRITT
BHNEEALD AEVI &R, BEAKOTEBICHY
ZEEY (familiarity) ORICE B bDEEZI 6N
55

Fto, casedBWVIE T+ v FEEIET S T LAHE
(53 VIIXFF) 2HRT 2 XTOREICKRETE
AT LEFRLED 5 5 (Adams, 1979
Mewhort & Johns, 1988; Sanocki, 1988; Krueger,
1989),

Table1 Experiments with case(font)-manipulation.
author year task language factor
Frederiksen 1978  lexical decision English mixed-case

Bock, Monk, & Hulme reading

word-search

Smith, Lott, & Cronnell

English

English mixed-case
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TableliTid, TD&Siccasebd Wiz 7+ v+ %
BRIEL, BERFICE SV BB S B~ D BT b8
BON/ D, BEBEORITHRMAERIT L - EBE R
Lo CORITIE, EBRE REINLES fiflxh
PRI, HINARIMEE, cased BV 27 4
YEDOVFRICOWTHRIEERT - Db, B EHoh
TW3,

II— 3. WIMOBRENRIZTESE

TNT 7Ny bROFEIEIT SIS L1 case D
fEld, ZDERUAZ(LESRZ LU ERERDAE
ZLSHIHME L THYB D THEZEEZ NG,
& 5iZ Bock, Monk & Hulme (1993) o & 51z, #
DXFELHE L CTHRERROBIAELSE TV S
HREH 2, 777Ny FO/INLFEITIE “h” © “f
DEHT THIZHE ] XFE, “e” ® “v” 0kx5ic
FREICHS W | LT B, HEBERN O EA B I
HBXFW TR 3 ) CFEHh T Richin] STEni,
HEERAOMES (shape) ORERE LTKELLESL
R EMTFHHEN S, Bock et al. (1993) DR T
3, XFORKEXERET S Lick->T, HMENDE
SERLED [ EIcHTWE ] & T HICHTOE O | higs
L1581, TOBMBEORITHREME RT3 C
LOWRENT VWS, THhEDHEL S, HMESKORE
KR TREINLD] TRV &8, ZOEANIE
HBHREF > EhRah, THIBh2] Ctick 3
REL— P OMBEIREBE N TV B,

KidEREZ D b D OPLEMEDS, BEERSEH O OE BN
NBRNOEEXJREICT B & &2 215 60F, iM%
EANT DI, Z0HIBED LD EDEMOELS VT
HBELEETEIENTES, T1bb, & 3MNFEHA
EHRBEEBICE OB TIRS &3, oAk
NBHENFGO I EICE->THREICHEE EEZ 5N 3,
KB, O LAMBERALICS LTHLAILEDS T3
MROZL I, TOHBBENS X T 5EABRICE
BeHBZBIEDS, ZONBBNOGHEARIEL LS
ELTw3,

#1Z1$ Healy (1976, 1980) (&, #EXDhd “t” &
WO NFEETHRBEICB VT, “the” &L HHEDH
D 47 BHEBIINABWIEDS, “the” DL
BOEWHEETIIXT LD &R S MBI OB EHEHEH
WM ENBE T EARELTWS,

VETE, 9 LAEORBIc LW TR A>T
WA > VLTS 3,

&

V. HEZH< SHE

SIS S F S E RREHHEIC BT, SHEOHE
BEFEOHEL Y bABICEMSN 3, COBE N
aOHIENER (frequency effects) & L THIS A TW
% (Broadbent, 1967),

V-1, SEBBICEIIHEDE

MARBIC BT 2HEHRIc>VTE, “HEL—-FE
TVOBEP» S/ SN S T &%V, Monsell,
Patterson, Graham, Hughes, & Milroy (1992) i1,
ARAGEDMAICE T BRI, FEHMEIS TN S
HHY 2 F TRELLD, 20MBREHESTAZL
e hdH 5 EERLTVS, JOREEIIEEEELE
HREL-FENLTHEN TV B DS GPC B
HIEABLTWELTY, B MBTEIENTESY,
FHEDEEND Y 2 P E2GET B, HcSE
BV — MUK T ARRENSKREED, #RELTEL
LEREIRET 501 S r DD THEEEL S
ENTRETH B,

Jared & Seidenberg (1990) $HEOMZLEE A H
WT, BHEEBCBVLTOIBABOSELRED NS
CELERL, IS5 ZDOHBROEH IR, GPCEBAICS
BLEVES D REBEORIIOTEIZH 550, REOH
filchdrobREVIEEZRLTVS,

L2 U735, Content (1991) 1, 75 v 2EDH
AR RO TR S Ol 5 2 BIEL, HgicE
TAISHRICBL T, 2hFNoERO TR TS
ONBEH, MEDLKHAEMBR SO WE VS EEREH
HLTVE, COKRTIR, HEBEOBEMIERICIIRE
TERD R SN, (EEETHRAMEOS RS R E VT &b
IRENTVD, ZORRI, BHIMOMEIZEMIGD R
MEVHSETRED SN S & FRIT BEEE F L OB &
BONTH B,

GPCHAICAKB LB VWEHORBEMNBIz> VT
Content (1991) &, FhHPE¥H I VWIZEAGDD & X
D&, ZDARAMEOHELEN, HEBROME TOLRE
MR R 2 F 72780 2 & %Rk Ltz Forster & Davis
(19D &, FWFEICEBZT514 3 vy BEEAF LT,
TI3ALDBREPID | XFEHBVIZRED | LFEHY —4
PEREG-TORRETOBMZE_R LB LTV, C
DFER, BHIDOSFEN B L TV BBEICEE O SCFE
—HLTOEHHZICE T ARICHEIE S, /-2
DEREB Y — 7 + DEHEETS 2BAICOHED S
it

S oIl BEMYFE (delayed-naming task) o8
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WU, HEDRESEDOSNBOVILEBRINTED
(McRae, Jared, & Seidenberg, 1990; Monsell,
Doyle, & Haggard, 1989; Savage, Bradley, &
Forster, 1990), SRR (3 lexicon ~ DAL LIATIC

AT BB TH B EBREBINTVS,

— 2. ERPIMEBICSITIEENR

mﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ?i‘mh‘tmn BEE L DL DHRED
NBHH, —REHNC IS RSB TR NT, m%
MW ICE T B RUSKR SE VW S EARENT N S
(Andrews, 1992; Besner & McCann, 1987;
Borowsky & Besner, 1993; Colombo, 1992;
Feldman & Bentin, 1994; Forster & Chambers,
1973: Forster & Davis, 1984; Frost, 1994; Gordon
& Caramazza, 1985; Rajaram & Neely, 1992;
Rubenstein, Garfield, & Millikan, 1970; Segui &
Grainger, 1990),

Herdman & Dobbs (1989) &, @& (dual
task) ZRVT, EEEEOERYMICE, SHEE
0 &% DOEE (attention) BHELINBE I L%
7L, Becker (1976) ODRAEFAVEIFFL TV 5o

BUZE DS s SRANEEIC 3510 BRI THRAR & BRI 2R
BIcHBOTRBVWI EERLIEPILLH b, Allen &
Emerson (1991) (&, #h & TOHRICE WV THBE

ErLrahTwhHELS-SHES
frequency word) & 1-@EHEFE (medium-high-
frequency word) &iZsri, XFEEHRE (letter
identification task) %7720 —MEHIIC 3 HIGE DM
BASEWIEE, HESEERAE LICLETTONS T

Bic, HEAERT 2 XFEOREZ DS DBNEICES
CEMTAEE NS, L LA, ERORE, th-&
R ETORIGKEAE-SHEE LT TN LD b
E{ 3 &dmant (partial word frequency
disadvantage) s Z D#5 K A 5 Allen & Emerson
(1991) &, PISA £ ¥ v (parallel input serial
analysis model : Allen & Madden, 1990) D% ¥t
YL TV,

Table 2 1Ic1d, & F X FHSAHBNOFEEEANLEL,
Z OB E L CERHWERE (lexical decision task)
WAL L, 1, Tabledicld, MR
(naming task) ICH1F 5 & & F DAL OB D
S ARBRE LA R LTz, & 5icTabled 124, b4
FHHVIIHEOE TS (identification task) B
ORI HSE (detection task) 2, S F I FLAH

(very-high-

BT DS A I T B R R LR R R LT UL
DLFNI %)M L WEAMEREE VT, HEEeus

T O FIBE SR EBRET L LBF’/’%S%:Table 51N LT
S A A W 2RI BV T b, ALHKEE OB

Table 2—1 Experiments with lexical decision task manipulating frequencies(1,73).

author year task language factor notes

Rubenstein, Garfield, & 1970 lexical-decision English word-frequency

Millikan

Forster & Chambers 1973 lexical-decision English word-frequency
lexmahty(word/nonword)

Taft & Forster 1976 lexical-decision English frequency of first-element

Coltheart, Davelaar, 1977 lexical-decision English neighborhood density (N metric)

Jonasson & Besner

Taft 1979 lexical- dec151on English stem-frequency
word-frequency

Jastrzembski 1981 lexical-decision English bigram frequency

Forster & Davis 1984 lexical-decision English word-frequency repetition
prime duration prunmg

Dobbs, Friedman, & Lloyd 1985 lexical- dec1s1on English word-frequency speed
duration instruction
masking

Gordon & Caramazza 1985 lexical-decision English word-frequency
word- class(open/closed)

Andrews 1986 lexical-decision English frequency of first-element

rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr frequency of second-element
Besner & McCann 1987 lexical-decision English word-frequency
7 case(lowercase/altelnate)
Paap, McDonald, 1987 lexical-decision English word-frequency

Schvaneveldt, & Noel
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Table 2—2 Experiments with lexical decision task manipulating frequencies(2,/3).

—— P ————— e ————————————————

author year task language factor notes

Andrews 1989 lexical-decision English word-frequency
neighborhood-size

nighborhood-frequency

nighborhood-size
word-frequency
task-demand(dual single) dual-task
SOA
word-frequency
Connine, Mullennix, Shernoff, 1990 lexical-decision English word-frequency
& Yelen subjective rated familiarity
Frauenfelder, Segui, & 1990 lexical-decision French,”  prime-frequecy
Dijkstra Dutch masking
prime-type (orthographic, repetition)
Grainger 1990 lexlcal decision Dutch neighborhood-frequency
neighborhood-size
Gramger & Segui 1990 lexical-decision French neighborhood-frequency
neighborhood-size
Kelliher & Henderson 1990 lexical-decision English frequency of citation form
regularity of inflection
Segui & Grainger 1990 lexical-decision French word-frequency priming
prime-relation(orthographic)
masking(to prime)
Allen & Emerson 1991 lexical-decision English word- frequency
Grainger, Cole, & Segui 1991 lexical-decision French word-frequency masked-priming
prime-relation(morphologically)
word-type(prefixed, suffixed)
Allen, McNeal, & Kvak 1992 lexical-decision English word-frequency
SOA (to mask)
Andrews 1992 lexical-decision English word frequecy
bigram frequency
neighbourhood size
Colombo 1992 lexical-decision Italian word-frequency
stress-regularity
Ferrand & Grainger 1992 lexical-decision French word-frequency forward-
prime-relation(phonological, masking
orthographic) nonword
Grainger, O'Regan, Jacobs, & 1992 lexical-decision French alternate-word(neighbor) -frequency
B
Herdman 1992 lexical-decision English word-frequency dual-task
task-demand(dual ~'single)
O’Regan & Jacobs 1992 lexical-decision French word-frequency
word-length
eye-fixation-point
Rajaram & Neely 1992 lexwal decision English word-frequency masked-repetition-
prime-relation priming
Allen, Madden, Weber, & 1993 lexical-decision English word-frequency
Groth word-length
case
- - age ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
Borowsky & Besner 1993 lexical-decision English word- frequency
context
stimulus quality
Carreiras, Alvarez, & de Vega 1993 lexical-decision Spamsh
Gramger ‘& Jac_bs 71993 lexical-decision French masked-partial-

positional-letter-frequency

word-priming




Table 2—3 Experiments with lexical decision task manipulating frequencies(3,73).

WHERBREINLHED
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————————————

author year task language factor notes

Stone & Van Orden 1993 lexical-decision English word-frequency
nonword-lexicality of foil

Feldman & Bentin 1994 lexical-decision Hebrew word-frequency repetition prim-
prime-relation(morphologically) ing

Frost 1994 lexical-decision Hebrew word-frequency
point(pointed ~ unpointed)
lag

Paap & Johansen 1994 lexical-decision English word-frequency masked-Reicher
lexicality (word,/nonword)

Pugh, Rexer, Peter, & Katz 1994 lexical-decision English neighborhood-frequency delayed-
neighborhood-size presentation
delayed letter posmon

Morrison & Ellis 1995 lexical-decision English word-freqgency
age of acquisition

Sears, Hino, & Lupker 1995 lexical-decision English word-fregency
neighborhood-frequency
neighborhood-size

Table 3—1 Experiments with naming task manipulating frequencies(1,73).

author year task language factor notes
Forster & Chambers 1973 naming English word-frequency
ity(word /nonword)

Seidenberg, Waters, Barnes, & 1984 naming English word-frequency

Tanenhaus regulamty

Gunther & Greese 1985 naming German neighborhood-size

Seidenberg 1985 naming Chinese,/  word-frequency

English

Besner & McCann 1987 naming English word-frequency
case(lowercase / alternate)

Paap, McDonald, 1987 naming English word-frequency

Schvaneveldt, & Noel

Taraban & McClelland 1987 naming Knglish word-frequency
regularity
deon Coltheart, & Keating 1988 nammg English neighborhood-size children
Andrews 1989 naming English word-frequency
neighborhood-size
Bowey 1990 naming English bigram-frequency parual identity-
orthographxc rime umt or not priming
Connine, Mullennix, Shernoff, 1990 naming English word-frequency
& Yelen subjective rated familiarity
Jared & Seidenberg 1990 naming English word-frequency
regularity
cosistency
n of syllable
McRae, Jared, & Seidenberg 1990 naming English word-frequency pair-word-
phonological relation(rhymes) presentation
Baluch & Besner 1991 naming Persian word-frequency priming
vowel-type(transparent,”opague)
sematic-relatedness
Content 1991 naming French word-frequency
regularity
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Table 3—2 Experiments with naming task manipulating frequencies(2,73).

— e e

author

year

task

language

———
notes

factor

Forster & Davis

Herdman, LeFevre, &
Greenham

Levelt & Wheeldon

Simpson & Kang

1991

naming

English

object

nonword
(English)

Korean
(Hangul &

word-frequency nonword-masked-

position of different-letter

word-frequency
regularity

word-frequency
bigram frequency
neighbourhood size

word-frequency priming
prime-type(related / unrelated)

stimulus quality

SOA

word-frequency
stress-regularity

word-frequency
task-demand(dual single)

word-frequency
lexicality(word  nonword)
list-type(mixed ./ blocked)

word-frequency
age of acquisition
phoneme-length
prototypicality
imageability

word-frequency
word-length
eye-fixation-point

word-frequency
regularity
readers’ type(Phoenicians,”Chinese)

frequency of STS(spelling-to-sound
correspondence)
regularity

word-frequency
prime-type
(orthographic,” pseudohomophonic-

word-frequency
point(pointed,” unpointed)

base-word-frequency
homophonity
readers’ skill

word-frequency
syllable-frequency

word-fregency
script

Paap, McDonald,
Schvaneveldt, & Noel

Monsell, Doyle, & Haggard

delayed-naming

English

age of acquisition
word-frequency

word-frequency
nighborhood-frequency
neighborhood-size

word-frequency
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Table 3—3 Experiments with naming task manipulating frequencies(3,3).

——————————————————————————————— S— e —————
author year task language factor notes

Connine, Mullennix, Shernoff, 1990  delayed-naming English word-frequency

& Yelen subjective rated familiarity

McRae, Jared, & Seidenberg 1990  delayed-naming English word-frequency pair-word-

phonological relation(rhymes) presentation
Savage, Bradley, & Forster delayed-naming English word-frequency
Morrison & Ellis delayed-naming English word-frequency

age of acquisition

Table 4 Experiments with detection/identification task manipulating frequencies.

author year task language factor notes

Healy 1976  letter-detection English word-frequency

Healy 1980 letter-detection word-frequency

Johnson, Allen, & Strand 1989  letter-detectio word-frequency

Allen & Madden letter-detection word-frequency multiple-word
length presentation
response type
initial-letter-frequency
target-letter-position

Krueger 1972  letter-detection English word-frequency
n of syllables
silent

Manelis 1987 lettor-identification  English T word-frequency " forced-choice

Allen, Wallace, & Waag 1991 letter-identification English yvord—frequency
imagery ability

Paap, Newsome, McDonald, 1982
& Schvaneveldt

Luce 1986
Grainger & Segui 1990 word-identification ~ French eighborhood-frequency masking
eighborhood-size
Perfetti & Bell 001 e identifioation  Engiish T word-frequency " backward-
mask-type (phonological /* masking
orthographical) pseudoword
SOA (to mask)
Snodgrass & Mintzer 1993  word-identification word-frequency
neighborhood-size
Tan, Hoosain, & Peng 1995 charactef 7 ~ Chinese word-frequency
identification mask-type(graphic, phonological,
semantic)
Peressotti & Job 1993 misaligned-letter- ltalian ~word-frequency
detection nonwords-type(legal /illegal)
space among the letters
Schwartz & Hashtroudi 1991  partial-word- CEnglish T word-frequency  repetition
identification pruming
Jared & Seidenberg 1991  semantic-decision English word-frequency
homophony
Peressotti & Job 1993 subiotror feature. | Italian  word-frequency
detection nonwords-type(legal /illegal)

space among the letters
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Table 5 Other experiments manipulating frequencies.
—— ————— ———
author year task language factor notes
Inhoff 1991 copytyping English word-frequency Ss=typing-
ineruction(speed/comprehension) expart
Schwartz & Hashtroudi 1991 inverted-reading Enlish word-frequency repetition
7 7 priming
Ferrand, Grainger, & Segui 1994 picture-naming French word-frequency
prime-type
(orthographic/pseudohomophonic—
nonword, same word)
Drewnowski & Healy 1977 proofreading English word-frequency
Healy 1980 proofreading English word-frequency
Healy & Drewnowski 1983  proofreading English word-frequency
Schwartz & Hashroudi 1991 word-fragment Eglish word-frequency repetition
completion priming
de Groot 1992 word-fragment Dutch,”  word-frequency (normal cued
English word-imageability /‘recogition)

H, HERREORTICHEASZ 5L PRENTWS
(Challis & Sidhu, 1993; Clark, 1992; Clark, Hori,
& Callan, 1993:; Clark & Shiffrin, 1992; Glanzer &
Adams, 1990; Glanzer & Bowles, 1976; Gregg,
1976; Hintzman, 1994; Hintzman, Caulton, &
Curran, 1994; Hirshman & Palij, 1992; Hockley,
1994; Hoshino, 1991; Kahana & Greene, 1993; Kim
& Glanzer, 1993; Peynircioglu & Tekcan, 1993;
Scarborough, Cortese, Scarborough, 1977,
Tenpenny & Shoben, 1992; Watkins & LeCompte,
1991; Watkins & Peynircioglu, 1990; Whitlow,
1990; Wixted, 1992), < 5 L 7B (2, KX TH -
T2 HEDBHBIICBI T 25T & Z R - 72 HLdih
S OBEHRNDT 7o —FTHBE VL LS,

V—3. BEMRIIONCHEBEINZOHN
BREBR SN BEORMBREF LicBLT, 5
LB ORI, UFDi>00Fhhic & - Cai
INBHTENZ W (Forster, 1994),

1. RROBELGHEE ONEIcZITE N 3 (search
model : Forster, 1979, verification model : Becker,
1976)
HIERH OB THRIEDOER 2RI ~, e lig]
BF = v 7 %479 BBRAERECOLNEHENBHSh 3
EFBEFNMICBOT, HEICL > TEREI~S
IBBRSRESNB L EZ 2 UBTH 3,
2. BTk > THIE (threshold) HZH xh 3
(logogen model : Morton, 1969),
HEHBEDRRS ~EOIFEMILL~L, +HbBH

@Kﬂ%?hﬁ,%®$%®%ﬂﬁ@éﬂ%&hﬁ
BTFNEBVT, HEICL->TZ20OMEITET 3
LEXBZIETH B,

3. BEIC K - THRIFEB LD L~ (resting acti-

vation level) 2% 7 2 (interactive activation

model : McClelland & Rumelhart, 1981),
B B HEED RO ~E DIFHAL L ~ i BhgE4-hg,
TORGEOBHMBRENE LV EFLIcB LT,
%EK&?T%QEQﬁﬁ®Aﬂ§§UEV&%T
DIEMALD L ~v, $ 10 b BKIEFEHALD L~ L ps
ERTBHEEZ B IETH B,

4. BEDEVHEICE T % connection o HEE A5 1

3 (PDP model : Seidenberg & McClelland, 1989),
HEZOb0IE T 3 XA KEH T, MEL D
=y PO ER Y b7~ DEMAL Yy — v &
LTHESBHENE VS EFVICE T, HE
KE-Ta=y MNIDKADBRENSEAT 2 L £
BAIGTH 5,

TROLE, BEORMBEOEFLELT, 0L
BEFNEBFIET BT L > T, SRS OBE X 4 =
RLEWRIEBIEICN B, VETREAETNDEF L e
Ohfﬁﬁm@&étMﬁn,%@%fwmbuéﬁﬁ
SR DA B AR 2,

V. HEZMBIREOEFILLHEEHE

BEROER S, REROBIESERE ONEISETS A
AILILRBT2EFLELTHE, 2o0b0%%E2 3
CEMTE B, $1bB, Foster bOMWAE (FE) =
7V (search model) & Becker 5DMA (B2)

— 41 _
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1 (verification model) # %\ iFiEiE{L— K& E
7)1 (activation-verification model) T® %o

sy B EE DR LE L SNATEHALL NV TH B
BAEHEECETT A EINETH I LITL - THIED
mAB 4 5 OBMorton 5D B TV = Ve BTN
(logogen model) TH %o

s LB A & TV WIRIBO T
(b1 ~VTh BIKIEEELY ~ v R 5 LIGET 2
clickoT, HESRERWSLSET VIS,
McCllelland & Rumelhart & @ # HiE AL € 7V
(interactive activation model) 23® %o

X 5o WEHE LW EF VT H S Seidenberg &
McClelland & D553 EL B (PDP) OEZHEM
h A7z PDP £ 7 (PDP model) TEEZD* v b
g — 7 NOESOWEDEWC, BEEYREREL TV
%o

PlED5oDEFMIOVWTHEBIL, TOETFTADS
A& N BRSO VTR T %o

V—1. @#FE ({BR) 7/ (Search Model)

Foster D218 L 7= & (%) € 7 (search
model : Forster, 1976, 1989; Forster & Bednall,
1976; Forster & Davis, 1984; O’Conner & Forster,
1981; Taft & Forster, 1975, 1976) lcBWVWTW, T 7
£2+ 774 (access file) E¥RA¥—+ 77 AN
(master file) ® 22507 » A VBPE SN TV 5o
2 A G — 7 7 A MIFHEICRT AERERTOLDE
Kt 57 AVTHY, AROEEKTOLNHETSH
B, CO7 7 ANNOEEOHERTES, 77 1 VH
OEBEEIT 7R 7 7 A VEN LTSN 0
T o kR T 7 A MCRBIE, BEERSE, AR
OREECIGE L7 7 A VBHEEINTERD, E-THN
EHBICHBT 7 ALTHB, Tl FEHHH
(orthographic information) i Lz oz v
k1) (entry) DSFEfET B4, Thodz ¥ ) e
KIS KBS X » TR V=7 5T B, TN
yr—7ikE Y (bin) &FEEN, E vHTRENZT N
Dy by REEIRCENSN TV S,

| ANsEEnG &, AR 53T
22, EOEVvERETIONEETDH BIDISHRIE S
N3, FBOTIOE YHOZT Y b Y BSEEIC RRS
n, BEHSFOREES BT v b EO—FEY ~%E
HEELlz 5 &, RERITBYUISN, €0 M) DR
d2 A= T ANDITY b YNOEESIEEN S,
C I TORKTF - v 7 (post-access check) BRI
i, UZHESBHESND I EIZE 5,

Ltﬁaf&é%?»ﬂ%bf@,ﬁE%%@Eym
OREOIEFIRBENE T LT 5,

V—2. B&EFI (Verification Model)

Becker & DIRA € 7 (verification model) & %
Wi iEMAL — B & ® 7 v (activation-verification
model) 14, BEANOREHIAHICL > T, HEO
BRENE FER{LENn S (Becker, 1976, 1979,
1980, 1985; Becker & Killion, 1977, Paap,
McDonald, Schvaneveldt, & Noel, 1987; Paap,
Newsome, McDonald, & Schvaneveldt, 1982;
Schvaneveldt & McDonald, 198D £ L T, AL
XN EROBREDORREB AN hEEERR LR
FIcRA SN TITE, zo—BHrMEEBANE, YU
WMESBMENDE I LKL, & OB BADNER I,
EIRS N BEEICE D THEOS L bOb SIHICITD
N3 EREINTV S,

BEEFNMICBWVWTRE, PesE A RINT B BB T
HFoBERESAEVEBEESR TV, T4b5, &
HEETH S5 & EEEETH S S LRBAN & 08
OEENAXTNIE, OHEREMEL L TERSN
3, = L THEDRMSERES 5DW, Z ORHIEE RS
i Al & LIRS T AR, BRI K > TT DM
SONEFEDLEEAEZ T Bl EEHE N5,

SEREHSRAEOBRETEL 0 THNIE, T OBK
AWMU & HRRAZRETHILICL-T HREXN
B L BT TH S (Paap et al.,, 19820

PLED 2 D& F VI, HEHRE T ORIINEHE
DONEFIC £ » THHLTVWAE VR B, Glanzer &

BRElLOY 2 L ELTERSNTED, T EBEEED
52 R FDBRICRESNEETEIEZLHbH LD,
VNI KRR SR E D O B S RAIIC
ThbhsEEZOLNTV S,

25 Lk ® FMSLTIE, SFH ORI & 1Rk
R B & LT & B HEERE D i C ORI 70
EH 503, 6L e N OEHE OISR Z O
BREZONEF BT ELEELONDS, C 3 LcEZHE,
b BHBEBOMBERE LTEFONIHEE dEb5E
Nl TV B RENE OREHFES S5 L0 S Colthea
rt, Davelaar, Jonasson, & Besner (1977) ®Dneigh
borhood DA A M & & € %, Coltheart et al.
(1977) 13, ZOHEBIEENENTEIXFEET ST
LIk - TR S NG A HZE (neighbor) Bz A4 7 ¥
BT EICk - T, &HIGEDneighborhood-density
(N-metric) ZEHH Lo 5 ORBETE, N-metric
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&, HEEOERHINREIC B B RIS I 3t 5
A, FREBEORANCES 2MMIC B 252 3
EOIRENT VWS, L LEHs, Andrews (1989)
3, HEOHBIHE & Nometric D i 5 % #8E L,
N-metric MEHEETOABEDERLMN S L 0H L
KRS BIUCHKHICEBE 52 252 RLTVW3,
9 L7z N-metric ic & 2 {@EDRNEIL, MEDF|ERE
(Luce, 1986), T X b4 HBEL LA L BE
(Laxon, Coltheart, & Keating, 1988), F 1 viE4%
RO 7o #2358 (Gunther & Greese, 1985; Scheerer,
1987) BESEXERERTREATL b,

BRAETI, H5HEL, %0 neighbor & DX 72
HWBBEOXRELSRIAIh TV 3 (Grainger, 1990;
Grainger, O’Regan, Jacobs, & Segui, 1989;
Grainger & Segui, 1990), #1% (3, Grainger (1990)
@, BRYUEBELAOT, ThivsEEOSL
neighbor O f74E D34 & 75 O neighborhood @ A %
S & D neighbor DFEAIBETH 2 C 24/ L T L
o O LM SHE ORIEIE, HEEFL0RE
BETVIEBIT B, BEIEOREE WS EZ L&A
ERERLTVAE,

& 51 neighbor DREHHEIC>WTH, Lo KM
RERBAT LI5S B £ 5, “rimes” ® “bodies” %
MO &5 3 (Jared, McRae, & Seidenberg,
1990; Treiman, 1983, 1985),

V—=3. 0JYz >« E5IJ (Logogen Model)
Morton (1969) »#EIEL o a vz v « £ 51
(logogen model : Morton, 1969, 1979; Morton &
Patterson, 1980) i3, HFEZEMOEF L& L Tiddh
MRBEEDTHE, COEFALRBOIT Y2y e V25 A
(logogen system) & &% ¥ 2 F &4 (cognitive
system) D2 OM 5K -THED, Thd2oDy 27
LDOMBSERIC & » THEORHMBREZHL L5 & L
TWd, LLABLIDEF MBI BB 25 A
& BEEOBEICEB LT » 790 Y INEERARIES
RN 27 4L LTMOFbOATE D, BAMICH
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ABSTRACT

Issues in the Study of Visual Word Recognition
On the Roles of Frequencies

Masahiro KAWAKAMI

In this article, I examined the issue in the study of visual word recognition. In the first chapter,
dual-route models of visual word recognition was overviewed. In dual-route models, direct route in
which lexical access is executed through visual representation of words and indirect route in which
grapheme-phoneme correspondence rule is employed for lexical access are assumed.

Major concern in dual-route model is the confrontation of direct and indirect route. The
characteristics of direct route is summarized in terms of 1)Whole-word processing and 2)Visual-
based processing. In Chapter Two, processing units for visual word recognition were discussed.

In Chapter Three, processing depends on visual representation of the words was examined,
especially studies using mixed-case manipulation were reviewed and summarized in Table 1.

One factor which makes the visual-based processing possible is the frequency of the units. In the
experiments of visual word recognition, frequency effect; superiority of high-frequency words 1s
generally observed. In Chapter Four, experiments manipulating frequencies of various processing
units were reviewed and summarized in Table 2 to Table 5.

Various models of visual word recognition are trying to explain frequency effect. In Chapter Five,
five models (Search Model, Verification Model, Logogen Model, Interactive Activation Model, and
PDP Model) of visual word recognition were examined from the view point of the explanation for
frequency effect.

In conclusion, Chapter Six, need for cares to script familiarity especially in the experiments using

Japanese words were proposed.
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