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B ST AR S S 0B 2) TP BE A2 B B IRDE TRz T (HRJE T
PR T8 ST, B A AT 1473 32 B 5 R A4 I DGR 38 58 i n)il (2 e LA
BN RS S B A TIRNCEE 3) MR REZ e T, a2 if T i X
TP R T RIE T4, UERAAT T 27 T S8R IR S5 A0 2 % B 5G|, vl B
TEMEE B IATE L BRI R 2R T I 24 2 s SO T — 25
BRI, AN SHEE I FIRF KT EIE R . NBEE B SRl R R85 5 1)
TS5 ME B e g 2 Jy s Cln il - BR” RBaE), 8 T W— TRt sria e
SRS R

KEBIA EIEJZ AR BRI RN AT A

[ PES>£% 1H319 [ L#kARAE A [ LF45 11000-0429(2017)05-0767-13

135

FE] PN DR AR 732 A R SRl o TR ML A3 v o 07 0y 2T S Y, AN
Wy SRR A IO ME A T W — N H AR, R ER S T LR
SRR ) 2 2 o ) F AR = I 2D — Lo X LA SO IR (Rl L

* IRMF ST 2 B LRSI R SRS O I L 4 T B T TR RN A IE S D A 2 L
55" (16JXRZ08, FHENREFT ) K BIETTPpat SRy R i AR B2 ) 3 3] > A5 vh i A M
HS R ESE ST (2015EYY02, T4 A 4% ) 30 H (% Bl
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A RER o327 R AR RE T 1L 2 A A5 1AL (B 58 URARTE AR 55 1), J 0
A5 P G475 TR A A4 1) S A R, JE R AR 58 i BN T A 5 AT 55
I AEAEAFAEAR IR . I 6 (R AT 7 A S )Y S A5 9 5 A e A S BB, —
ANATRE L 57 A AR A AR, LA A A B ST ) L Gl A A R T
)L R R B R A, 2555 Sk SRl R I R A il , i
RET N A SR I AL, AW i S 38, SR FH B AT 55 1o, B =
ABr B TR 2] (RI9 R R G ) R A S R AR B A, LIAIR
PUE I T AN TR SRR, 4 0 Ay ) S s o

2. ARE=

BRI JCIB AR BRI S A 6 66 1, Kroll & Stewart (1994 ) 421 T
—AHT B R AFAERY , BRI JZ 957 ( Revised Hierarchical Model, RHM )
B IRREE I8 B4 R, iEaE 20 3 IR SO T anfe] A SAin) B4
RIEHAG XA IERE— 29280 (LA 1), 78 122 > IR Bt
27 2 A A BRI BRI IR B B BT S, U, A ) 3 A LR AR
WESFRAE Z 18] 1 AR w59 (AL TR ), JLTF-58 M i S5 2 (1]
IR IR EE R 38 T8 IR R 3 (AT B2 R SE4R ). X sk s  fE X1
BB, 27 ) 3 W R B Z b A2 i JE AN SR i M OCAS 52 . Bl > 35
Z A i — i, KRS T A, B ) S A 2 ALY B OG5 8
JRAINGER , WO, AT T BE A LA A, 38 38 i ] B R A AT
R 2] 0 M A7 18 SCAHOCAR S s i) o (E PR 135 5 Z A1 JZ2 R i OCIAT 24F
R TE SR IE R B AN S BEE TR S KRR S IE S o B RS A
SEHAT I IR TR SR SEAL, PR R 2% 2] i, i B i) 55 A 2 ] 1Y)
RIRs 25 L 1B Bie] S MG 2 1] A8 DGR B 5

B 1. {EEEEHER! (Kroll & Stewart 1994: 158)

MBI 2 SRR A R A TR 22 56T R IR SO T ATBUE R AL 7]
RIS, R R T B 0Bk A4 i, 1 A e 2 ML S S s dn e R e
o SCRHMEIE TR PRI ) i BRI R A TS5 £ a1 B SE 36 rh BT 4 51
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I BIPEAXFRINS . Hel, Kroll & Stewart (1994 ) & IR, 5218 M — 15 #HiFH]—
185 (B fz 1a) #0155, backward translation ) Ay 2 [t DA — 18 0956 21 — 18 ( B (F ) 54
P, forward translation ) 3o & B P VERG R T 5. ARG I Z AR X FRANXT
FRINGE 0 & A2 R R R B P AN T AR T W 2% 8 AN R B B e . A i
PR 18T, RRSFE RN 2R 58 il ( AT B ZE A 5540, 1 A —15 B 31 —
W, WA LI A (28 0 DN —18 BB A Y SE 2 b g 28 I A& 31 — 381 i
2 ). A, Kroll et al. (2002 ) i &I, BHEEAIAS X BRI 22 Bl 45 27 2 #4518 5 KT
() v T 2 A AR, 8 IR DN — 1 B R 28] o ok AR A BB M R AR A
i, TN IR BRS8N CP L. ARPEE I )2 P8R, 3R N 2
2 E AR RS, RN S S R SCI s T, AT T LB LA
AT S T N —IEBIRR B MRCR . — LI TR I BRI T 55
( translation recognition task ) SCHHLZ5 15 IF )2 P AR T F 2B S . 1R
FEPERIAS Talamas et al. ( 1999 ), Ferré et al. (2006 ) Fil Van Hell & Kroll ( 2013 ) 4
IRIFSY o AT —E0& B, 76 58 N 38 2 —18 1Y BRI T 55 15, I 000E 4
AR AR T , TR A 0S5 WA f , 35 32 SCRI LA T4t
{HRARAT — S5 3R T 5 1E R AR I A —BOWas R, tein,
Altarriba & Mathis ( 1997 ) 76 5250 B B #4845 1T S8 1E )2 PR 78 240 L
ARG . & B, R R AE F fih 3B AR A R AR 0 CR B {GE S — 482
2,22 E MR T MY SO, X 518 )2 AR A R I g —
o ) BB 58 R B S —1E 2 0] B IR B2 R 1k B R A s A T
J& o IEAh, Poarch et al. (2015) F—IHFFE t & B AE — 28 )L R 1 8 4>
AWEEEE ABSRAESE B AT 5505, 2 90 eh B Sl A9 i SCT3E
SMEE, Kroll & Stewart ( 1994 ) 4t A& 1IF JZ2 GBI AE 11 2250 20 4F AT
) B, 7E AU W98 G e 45 T AR RS2 g, 34 T AR 20098 0 SCRE  (H 2l
Fili 2257 3] — SL P 55 45 5 1 T B , 3 AF R A BF9E 3 (UL Brysbaert & Duyck 2010:
359 ) HE R SR E] T B GHEIE Z AR AR T B, AT
FERFTRATIIR A AR 22 [ R AT A5 B A DR, 7R I Z RSB IE 2 AT 251845 R 1)
W XS 1) SERTITIT TS 1) — B B iR R 2R ts WS, L
FEPFE SCFZ 8], ST - VUBEA IR OGP - IR e WAEAE, i Xk
[FIRE , L et - DURZ BB AR 2 0L, (HR RS (CAnBGE ) /16
VT8 SCI IR AR T BBAFAEAR K220 ( R 1FESFE 2016 ). 2) WFFE KRB (L Ferré
et al. 2006 ), — 2% > AT DL L2 2] 9 s (B E R 505 ) X >)
FRN R S SR AE ) K J R 453G FEEE N . SE T 9T JR A AR AR IR 20
B IFR X IEMA B E AR T I EMR AL, 3) e s #iie Rk
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FEGERI LA CFL) A3 H 2387 (F2 ) BYT7 2k S0 8t , iX M7 2 5 2 A
F1 A2 #0500 &, A BETR 48 BB, (HAR G 70 A 7 ik A 5 BR A 19
“BEEE” I TASF (WL Baayen et al. 2008 ), 755 H# “fBBAE”

HT UL L8 AHTTOR R rh L =B BERy R S S B X,
SR BHAE AT 55 1) S S s , BT Al 2 LUE L B = Heeok s
> AR BT AR S R AR R A AR R R TS IR
BN A [ T ASE A (0 25 5k H Al 552 6 52 o] 4 11 PR 3R, 25 AN T A2 i ) (L
X RS R A R R A BERILIN 3R, DT S [R] I I 8 F 1A F2 288 5 f [l

3. Wikt

3.1 %K

B £ 307,070 1 e ) N = 1 32 i 12 7 0 P ) | = B S22 8 15 S
AR A — e, B2 -Ear Aok A B sc il R AER . Hif,
W AR SR A PR, R i 3 R R R S S A TR RO
VAR o T AR, B B o U R S (o A2 i
BriE AR A PR (H B E 2 TR, ST AP dl . FEE L R
AR FAER2E 2 A 2 BN OB  Sai i i - B ST
AP, 7E7KF I R BIAR AR AR B, U A 4 o

WIS 45 2204 AR AR B2, P340 14 %, B 21 £, o 24
Hro PRAWRE 45 24, B WA R B, PN R 17 5, B E 294, 16
Pro XML 2R KRB R T 2D, DN = AR T iR S 0l A
2], Yt AR RRATH A0 5.5 48, 5 B 400 8.5 4.

T — 3 40 Z ol SEAERS R 233 % (Bl ZE = 2.65), BAE S 4, &
"2 35 4. R MNE ZARRIT IR ) A I E 2, B T W NER
FEIE R R IRBE T I8 2% 2 AR 6 RS 352 T 3B 5 Ll il 2k,
B BaR 2807 T3 1 ARAARIOE I 2k, B2 R R AT S BE ST .
W1 2R (SN, SERR A A U] — (/ML , AR - AT A AR SE 4G
FE , B AR 20 70 AR TR R HRE

32 M

Z ISR SEIFTE A RHEE TS AR IR T 50 X% - I B3R
XFo FESEE T, Se i IR (FRVE B AR ), 2 BT MDUEBIE . 50 X5 -
BRI — ARG LU A2

1) IEAf A BHEE  55 —ANDUERIRLESE — A H AR Al A9 (E 6% 8%, LL 40 “mouth -
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BEEL” F1 “cup - MAF7 55,

2) TAJE OCHEK 2 —ANDGE SR i eE #EE 5 5E — HARIRIFEIRE AR AR
1%, Fein “mouth - H 15" Fl “cup - lHF" 4.

3) WA 55 AN DUE R 5 55— B AR iR A 1E A BRI AR
BRI, Fan “mouth - #51" Al “cup - & 4%,

4 ) 1% SCOCHK « 55 —ANDUR IR 5 55— H bR in] i IE A B0 PR AR 1 S B3¢
B¢, e an “mouth - 2147 Fl “cup - A7 45

5) B SCHE 58 ZANDUE R 55— B AR IR A AR B IOA AR
A OCEK , EL AN “mouth - JE” Fl “cup - KE” 5,

T SORER IR LG A, —Fplal e T8 Gus , Leanmg B 5 25 4 #6 2
NSRS E 2005 95%; 75— AN & [a] — 18 SCYEWE , (HAE T 1S Gk,
AT 554 . X —2HBIARME, 2905 5% 5B i v ja) Sl [n] 4
T 2R 1 SOOI, () A BRI 2 L B S NS I i s Rl P58
AEXT BT H R BRI 5 AR SR SR A DG Y B 1]

50 AN H bRl 480 2 IS0 i) AR I AR Al B e AR AE A
FHE Bk B 2 H B3 9 ), AR PE COCA ( Corpus of Contemporary American
English ) {fRLE , AT S0 RO Ry 10.52 (ARifEZE = 1.05). Z B gin
TV I AN SO A3 ) 153 8 il 25 A i AS S A FH ) — A4 i 250, 2 R 22 AE
PRSI A5 T AT R A TRl TRl A T P A A D I8 TR, 43 st mT
DU — [R]85 ( D, Ferré et al. 2006 ). SZEG A5 (TR CHK 1B CICHK ) R il
A Cirp g il RN i) SO ) A D0E B IR) 78 28 I ECRUI % TS TR HAD . AR i
R E AR LR R NS R AR A AL (IR OCHR SinE 4 : (1 (98.174) =
0.70, p = 0.49; ] X CHE i L FEH: £(99.28) =1.08, p=10.28 ) ), i SEAE TAl4H
AR 3 DO (DB SR S B2 - (£(50.26) = 1.55, p = 0.13;17 L%
B X 1(100) =1.10, p=0.27)),

BT 50 NIENEIPERNTAN, i1 T 30 AN IERR RS EIPERXT (41 “watch-
FROME T RL, BB LB RS, 40 XFIERAEIFT 40 XHEETRBIEA L. 55
A, BT T 15 XEERIIRE, SRAPLT 7 A8 PR ( counterbalance ) BT,
ML T 5 EMRL, Z ISRV ECE P ) — BT TEREEM R,
BRI 25 (IEGR BRI R AROC TR E ] n) SORE G i) SCE= ) ) 2 10 4>
WERTR , 524 2SI T A 5 ASER 254 T i

33 B
K H E-prime 2.0 ZISZEBL . FE5fH L Se RIS 500 280 55
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ST HE (U1 mouth ), £ B 500 2RV E I K%, B AE B B DUE
B (AN 43 ), 45 B8 3000 22, 32T BRI SR T R A S A0
TR IR B AR TR T, T SR AT 50 40, FE
SHPR Times New Roman, i Bl /NG FRE LI

2 320 ) R SR TR (F= 45, =2 ), o TRMIRE RO, 1137
AR TR IR b E e ik 0 F BN 0 88 F o TSNS HT 8 M 15 X 55
FEL, 58 2 3% T RT IR IER S, FEZR B E AT R, MRHE ORI T
X

4. R

[) Fsf 25 8 S N7 I RIVERR SR . R GeiF a2 TE A 0 B B s I st [) st I 53
/NF 300 ZFP, KT 2000 ZRM O EE . Zadix—Ab B, =402 S SR T4
19.69% 119 S 7 i) B0 ds o A2 X7 AN [R) SE B0 4514 19 s o2 s AR AR R (1 i iR e 1
ZERIE 1,

LAV H SZHEEMIBREHTHRERN ( ZF ) FAERE ( Bott ) it
IEEil T &

LT (71 S Fd AL HiRTES FaAiny HERRR
IEWEIE  788(327) 68.44(46.53) 698(281) 87.33(33.30) 672(259) 95.25(21.29)

PRe S

TR 874(343) 58.44(49.34) 815(311) 64.89(47.78) 741(291) 92.25(26.77)
RSl 838(282) 71.78(45.06) 789(285) 89.33(30.90) 703(253) 95.25(21.29)
TR E 36* 13.34% %% 26% 24 44wk 38% 3.00

W SCEHE 858(292) 68.22(46.61) 828(297) 76.44(42.48) 767(253) 83.50(37.16)
S 862(297)  72.22(44.84) 777(268)  89.78(30.33)  696(235)  97.75(14.84)
A ST -4 4.00 5% 13.34% %% 71 14.25%%%

e RS ORI T TR L A TR SR A S R AR T S L S R 2 2, ) ST R
AT SCRC S A Al 2 AR T ORI s 3R 2 22 . *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001

M1 RTAL FEIERA A B AR IE T, = A2 S 0 AR T B, MR R A K

HB i T HAN LIS S5 XTGBT AT % 4 0 E U S A A R R

BRI S0 25 A B R BE (IRl SCHK Rl AA I | 1) SCOGHK im) SCHETRI ), SOE 5

SEGETTI R AP IR A B SRR BAE SE T 0 b o 380, SCRER H A= WTHE

AN IRI B B2 ) F A RN TR SO TER S DR 2 A& A, JF

N B PR = 20 22 ) Sy B R A R I, R, et et =4 3 T
HEL
“772 -
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i RV 5 R0 B Ak BRI AT RS , 3e e TR A0 B4 [ DR RS R i DL
AR S ARG R B (AR ST A R AR e EA T4

4.1 BB
i Ime4 4317 Imer BE%X ( U, Bates et al. 2015 ) X & o B4 74007, 14
Jei TR A0 1 [ AR G

Mixed model=Imer (RT ~ condition + (1|participants) + (1|items), mydata)

TERXAER L | RT JESZ iR R B, R SC g i A /. AR S0 4%
1, RN A RN AR Y 1 [ PR 2, M8 DA/, VRIS S S B 4] |
i) I K i) SR o AR R g SZ AR R A TR B SO AR Y BEAIL R 25

BRI BT T IRABN AR A 25 5 o, S A5 PR 25K
RS RE (X2 () =6.51, p=0.09 ). it % (planned comparisons )
5 R Won, R BT, W19 2l 323 04 R 2 H A 3 ) A5 AR T A
9% 18 (B =52.64, t (1088.4) =243, p=0.015) ; {H & 52 X 75 7] X 6Bk 4%
T Y S5 AE R I S5 0 RO FON AR AE 1 3 X (B = 9.34, 1 (1087.4) =
0.447, p = 0.655 ), XUCLEIL RN, WIHAHAE N TG BIER—1B0, 52 2] T
PRI T, B RANZ 10 ST

iz BEAR AT i AT o S 2 A R R A B A T b o TR 500 [T I A AR 4L
B RIGER TR X R R AL AZ IR, S A EAT B A R (X2 (3) = 18.94,
p < 0.001 ). H L SZIRAETIE IR SR A4 ™ 19 SO0 28 FL A3 i A5 10 T 1
F 8 (B =54.56, t (1342.90) = 2.95, p = 0.003 ) ; [AliF, A A 17 3] SCOCIB A F
B A H AR A SRR R A RN R S TR (B = 52,75, t (1340.70) = 3.016,
p = 0.0026 ), XLELEIRIR], h 920 70 N 3 BB — TR I, BESZ 2 0] 5 i) ie)
A,z 236 L. Geitah Rk Bon, 132 20 1918 ST A R 22k
T T (25 ZF0 ), (0% A 5 28 3% X5 (B = 1.813, t (1349.60) = 0.071,
p=0.943 ),

XoF 1 S A B R A 00, RS R ) 25 SR 7, S50 S At AT 25 Y
FRE (X (3) = 27.70, p < 0.001 ), AAIFETIIE IR AAT T 19 SR He e il 4%
PR R S NS (B = 39.40, t(1383.3) = 2.54, p = 0.011 ) ; [AlA, fbfi T7ETA]
SOOI 10 S A FEAE R 451 T 3 T2 (B = 72.26, t (1396.9) = 4.56,
p <0.001 ), XEZERRIT E G AE N i B0 2 —iE e, BEAZ 2 1 0 ]
T, W32 8] 17 SCTHE. Gt 2 Rk o, M A152 21/ 1) SCT 4R asCR—
BRFIWIE T (33 280 ), H & A7 18 5 2 35 X (B = -32.86, t(1388.2) =
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-1.48, p=0.14),

X} =2 Z AR s N B s — 2 e i B R S 2z B T RIE T
Yo, H R = Z R T30 RN K (RS PR : B=2.164, t
(2389) =0.077, p = 0.9386; T4 5 =4l: B=13.585, t(2679.8)=0.569, p =
0.5694; KA Skl : B=13.571, t (2441.4) = 0.524, p=0.60050 ), T4
AR 2 2 18 T, M 3z i ie) TR ZER T (71 28 vs
51 2R ), BEARE EE XS] (B =20.506, t (2635.2) = 0.875, p = 0.3815 ), [f]
I G ZH 18] SCT R 5B TR 2251 (33 2280 ) R T rh 24 i im) 4R
HJETHm 2251 (25 280 ), (BB i85 1 32250 (B = 34.09, t (2662.5) =
1.02, p=0.31).

42 FAE

5 50 B A TR R) 2, ERR R 5 2 P 43 ( binary ) Bl (27 F“/R” ),
KR Imed ALY glmer pREL VTR A 0N AR AU A 2045 (W Baayen et al.
2008 ), FUA I B [N 40T

Mixed model=glmer (ACC ~ condition + (1|participants) + (1|items), family=binomial,
mydata)
Hrfr, ACC (accuracy ) f& 52 iR S i 9 HERA 22, S PR AR o, F AR fe i

S S SRR A RN AR Y [ R 2R AR IO AKOF, RIRDE SCHK K dmliE
il ] SOOI R R . 2RI TR A RN AR AL Y AL 2

BRI R AT oM. IR AT LA S5 R R, SCR AR
ROV (X2 (3) =29.44, p<0.001 ). FAeiiR s SR woR , AR G A%
PFF 328 BNy B A R LA SR T B AR (B =-0.71, z =-4.60,
p <0.001 ) ; (IR i0] SCOCHRAE T AR R S 0 T3 X 5 (B =-0.22,
z=-138, p=0.167 ), XLELRERY], WIHMLE N IEBIPER] 150, 2 3]
RIE 4, (R A Z )3 S

iz FEARRL A T 1 XoF F 0 4 A i G A B v SR R AT o A TR 0N [T e
BRI UL B 25 SR 7, ) P G R U S 06 S Mt B B A SRR (X (3) =
-117.41, p < 0.001 ), TR ERAA T 22 3B HEf R 22 L3R A5 40 8 A
(B=-1.62, z=-8.67, p <0.001) ; [FEF, MATTE R LOCHR S&AF T By ERf R A L
BRI ST BEFEAR (B =-1.06, z=-543, p<0.001 ), A WL, PYHLEN i
BHES) iR E, BEAZ 2] 7 B WA IRE T0, a2 8 71 UL, (Hgeihas it
— R I TR AR AR EE 0 2 K Tm] ST (11.10% ) (B =-0.57, z =
217, p=0.04).
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XF i G B RS RS I 45 SR B, S ARt B B R RN (B =
-1.469, z = -3.495, p < 0.0005 ). ZIAAEIIE FHR S AF T 0 SR 0 HERf SR 5
Pl S S h B B (B =-0.53, z=-1.69, p = 0.092 ) ;{H &, 7] X KHE L
PET AT SR T S A ) S T R B AR (B = 2.34, 2=-6.16, p <
0.001 ), IXAEEREM, BHRAAEN IERFRD] R, NERRE, 23 8%
(3R S . Rz ERIE T (G a5 Rt — 2 on 38 L E K 114
T4 (11.25%) (B=1.81, z=3.67, p<0.001 ),

X = A SR B R A — 2 40 Hr B R N P R LR 2 BRI T,
{H A G 21 Y TR T 40 B K T4 (B = -0.94707, z = -3.877, p < 0.001 ).
Ho 2 21 R R R 2 3 T 1) SO (R R e i) ) B R Al (B =
1.1305, z=2.638, p =0.00835 ), M H., =4 i) LT 51 TP 2 02 i
FERT RN LTI SR TR 2E5] (B =-2.3734, z=-4.185, p<0.001 ),

5. 1%ig

PAE B RR A SRR 0 5 > 35 A 58 RN ST BIDUTH ) Bl AT 55 1
AEIE NI, 2 ERR R AR 2552 BRE AL T4 5 2 it , 1
FIWT AN H 43" 2454 mouth HY IEHH FIEMS (“mouth - 437 ), MlLATHY S 2
FHHAEERZRMFT (“mouth - A7) B8 FRBR M E R (LRI DFA 2
B8] SCHE, BRI BT 215 275 0 mouth 1 IEAH B ( “mouth - 2147 ),
ANESEAE OIS IE SRR A BB S 4 ] 25 (“mouth - AT ) BAT X, X
— SRR, N DL B o R I R RIS 7 2] 4 AE )i > i
F R T8 i RE U BOR 8 T8 R AY TR S, X AR A AR ME R T i
L EIRST RN 0N S W NTTBTB U R ST ¥ orary i BEt 1< 5 i ] IS

HE (i e ) RIS R T — L8 B e fe. 5k, 59
&=l /1 (R 22 7 e R &6 5 5 5 3 ) 1 N A &
SALEATS AR EM S BT A TR SRR 1k iR A R (H AN R R,
P 32 323 e, B TAE I A5 S5 mouth FY) IE A B
(“mouth - U7 ), 75 W I_b FEAR ] 25 (“mouth - FEA” ) 2B, 7T iR
PR XU G2 T AT MRS | A s B il ]
JE P S I 2 B TR SR BE AR, i H AR R B R , TR AL
SV PEATI IR BER T30 ST, 3 U B b G 21 2 AT K T AR — i S B
AR IR SR i s 21 Al

U AERGHEBIFT U 5 264 58 UM P SURT &I AR JF AR 1X 5 (UL Kroll & Stewart 1994 ),
- 775 -
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A ZAR R B 2 I — eI AR A B0, NS R SO A DA
HEWRE , SR 2RI SR BN TP AL, 7656 N 38 S B i Bl
1155 i} 32 B 8 (IR 48, i EARIE TR RS R , i 1S5 g Mh g4l
AAETE R E X o XS5 T, X6 35 03 1 228 2 ) B i v [ A
B E = S Nl RN S R o SN e S S L 2 o B N I 2 2 L B 1K (W
TR — AR B2k . (AEI, S g it S5 rh e AR, 76 A T B T
Z 3T B AR SO B S TR AR —FERS I, RN A R A 52 137 3
(3R] SCTIE 5 B T iR RIS B R TR T4 ORI R 8 B 35 X 51 ), ifi A
R, M BN R B B 80 38) SCTHE, 18] SO0 3 22 i 35 R Fh
1) SCT 5 1B e Y 28 0 0,22 835 0T rh 9 4H 1) SCT I S IRDIE T 2201
XANEE UL, S A i 2 2R E 2R T TR A TR S AR A G S, 7R 1]
T SO T AT ToT DL S S 5 S ik B S

SR, = A2 R 5 1E 1 2 PR ) T AR — B, HE
AW IE B 45 AL A R 2 15 5 e i AR A HHAT & 1 00, AR oT LA 94l
AR R A2 BT T4, Tk A A 38 8 iR 2 AR RS RF GBI
AR ) 5 S H I R B Z2 TS B 45 RARTE] (UL La Heij et al. 1996
Comesaiia et al. 2009, 2012 ), JLHAHMS—# A9 /E Ferré et al. (2006 ) 1 Poarch
et al. (2015) fUBFSY. Ferré et al. (2006 ) txF =20 M FH4E R FIE 5 KA )
ZAR (IR RGES B RGE S RGN AR 2GR SUEE ) TR
IS, ] 2 PR RIS AR B A I 0 182 20 i i 7K P o 1 B 2R g 2
2 WFERESZE T, NIRRT , X721 CPIFIRAEIA o 33.7
A ) B M T ARSI AZ AR R AR (29 9 %), USRI 05 AT bk e A )
T R S S B A S BR B93E ( Silverberg & Samuel 2004 ), AR i fa] B fift
A5G 5 Ferré et al. (2006 ) SEE45 Y22 5 WE?  Poarch et al. (2015) #fF5¢Hh
SZ AR AT W) 5 AR S AHARL, Al LA AeT 22 ) /N L AF R L Ry SEBR XHE A
RIS X L TE R T RE R RSB 2R (R AR RS SO T
RE A M SE R .

FATVA R TR FZA A H R FECT XA 1) 15 7 2% A AR
B 2)BHESAMEZ MM C R 3) i F 2= . B2, Seni A ol &
R T T 2 ) R B S 205 0 i 1IN 1A 7 3K ( Sunderman &
Kroll 2006 ), £ Ferré et al. (2006 ) (S5 L, =4 Z i #0 & “PH Pt - I/ &
JeIE” XE , A2 0 S B () RGE 3 A TR TR T PR FIE AN & 2 e i
RGPS R, H &AW XIS s o # oy —in 5SS R5n
HERBAER A F . 5% Kroll et al. (1998 ) 45 H AYARKE , i 2 5 PAEE 1) K BE
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PEYRE & I SRS RGEZ AR, P RIME — 8 A AR 2t 58 4
FIBE— I AR AU A A5 B T IR Ik o AR SERe A Gy > 3 1 Bl
bR FEARH RS ERIEET A Rl A FH AN E, 78 B A T bl A4 A
TR LR R AT B, B I S S Z A SCHR A SRR RS AN /2 o 1T Poarch
et al. (2015 ) 5256 1 32 10U 1K I 13 A AR IR S ARIF ST 2 lAI L (AR 2/t ),
ERABNTHY S A 2 S TA O AN AT BRI B0 S W REAE BRI Trh LIS
i AR AT RE 5 2R BER -5 AME Z TR B 5 R DL AMEZ A r DT A G T8
5 fp 2 AR PR SO R R IR X M S Z AL — SR X R R S
HMEZ BB SCFR AT 2 S I B I S L& B OCHRAR R R) . i
DU 18] W 2259 A X, S A 1 2258 2 WD DU =22 W) TRl SGm Ik AR AT AR
RKI X5 ((R7FE4E 2014, 2016 ), Poarch 45 AL @ 1114 32 X BEAR
G ST A T EOR (RS ) A s, B ITE D775 AR TR 32 33
FIRE & AR ORI A 205 M~ 2] J7 1%, i PR ok 2 FCAZ B A) 55 . SERTA
WFFER I, X AR A A T 5L L5 S A B % 5K ( Comesaiia et al. 2009,
2012; THPK 2015 ). TP A2 A0 ) F2 S di i DA PR AL B BOM A D AR Y
“SEACHETS " WT7 AR I, SEih s > B PO R R ] — 1 51 B ] — i
B SO R Tk SRR OT 10 B AR R SE T ] A — R Ak
R ARBARE 5y A5 ALl i B B AR IR TC i ], DA i A ] S5 )3 Y
FLAERHK (FkTERR 2016 ),

AT SRR R R 1 e LAR & 2 2R i > PR T 1]
ISR AL R e T PR B -5 S R BE RO R, M0y ) 2 —TT R A
REIE A IS REE RO IBCEORE B iR (B REE - ) 2 DT IR s
2/ T B BUS (BOMEKFA BRI ), (b fTTE 2 RE08 B Hed S in)il
SRS G 7RI SO T A rh E SRR LS A R . (HEMOkRE & =
SRR AT T YL R T T, BRI AT = A AT i3 ik
A2 BT R A I BrBUE (CARRFFET A ), “ 3B S 6] Y
KRR E A 02 ik , MERBL B3R SCHRE e TIlfE TR AR 1E T 6 1%
(TR e EY S S oy G (S VI O B I S e N e o S )
R RTRIE I, 5 =21 2 ] A TR 05 B AN A 1 3 D], e i W Tl
HRAE AR 22 v [ iy ) 3B il SO TRy — 45 1 20l 0E , A ER IR A 2
BT KPR s TR A R o

6. &iE

ABIFTE LI IE 2 G R o B HE AL, SR FH B FIWTAE 55, T R 7R 5 AR
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B RN AL [T AR | LA it 52 9 1 FEAS [ B B b [ e v 2 o) )i

MRS RNER) KRR, PSR I, WIR T 7 ) # (W) ARl ) 8l b)

B (HIRNCIBCRE ) R ik — i AaL p3a] S, Joik 1 e vy B e S At B

R s T P it oy > 3 (o ) AR SR B0 — -5 BT A Tl OCHR

Kt 5 AR AER A TE AT LLAAREE A A i ik Bl i s e iy )

(OB 1A ) Cd ST TARSR A IRIE 5 A& DGR , 7E iR Shn T,

A DAL 5 B AT o (H AR AN iR A v [ i

o7 ) B L SO T — 2R E 20, B B 1 5 i 5K

IR EENS

AN ) 1 2 H b S IR S S Y DG (Jiang 2002 ), PRI | iR 45

R b ER AR AL T 2R . |, LB A S BT s B

e Je Y 5 R A Z (B ) OCH . PR , e BB A SRl B e > v R e

TE S LR BT, AR A o B B “SEiCais” i T2k

. Hen, Comesaiia et al. (2009 ) %& B T3 - & Ik 2 oAl

S TR BRI A A TN TR AR S, RN S A ORI

SRR o HAMUAT AT EIL (DK 2015 ), BRI [F)— 1 UM

HEAT B SR A R SCR 2t e T LAY 2 > 2 0 W A A ) i S B

1) A B AT SCRL R B S AR TN SO A HA B YOG &R
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facing in China, this paper first states the practical as well as the theoretical needs for establishing
Foreign Language Education Studies as an independent discipline, and then illustrates its definition,
its attributes of being a separate branch of scientific study, its theoretical bases, its characteristic
features as well as its essential components. The present paper is a theoretical endeavor to build up
a China-featured discipline in the field of education, which will help to overcome the difficulties in
our foreign language education, increase its capacity, and elevate the status of its research, thus better
serving the national language development strategies.

An economics approach to China’s Standards of English (CSE) (p.743)
HE Lianzhen & ZHANG Huiyu (School of International Studies, Zhejiang Unviersity, Hangzhou 310058, China)
Based on the explicit requirements of the State Council to reform China’s assessment system of
foreign language ability, the National Education Examinations Authority (NEEA) of the Ministry of
Education launched the project of developing China’s Standards of English (CSE) in 2014, which is
scheduled to be released in late 2017. To analyze the motivations and significance of such a language
education policy, this paper, going beyond the traditional perspectives by integrating language
assessment research with the economic approach in linguistics, first briefly introduces the basics of
CSE, and then systematically explores and explains the socio-economic motivations and impacts
of the scale, with primary and paired economic conceptions (that is, supply and demand, cost and
benefit, and efficiency and justice). This paper, with an innovative economic analysis, extends and
expands future research on language assessment and language education policy with a new integrated
approach, and attempts to enlighten language education and language assessment as a whole and the
development of our assessment system in particular.

Cognitive load in Chinese EFL learners’ comprehension process—A listening/reading
comparative study (p.754)
GU Qiyi & YIN Na (School of Foreign Studies, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

A comparative experiment was conducted for the purpose of a fine-grained exploration into the
cognitive load in discourse comprehension processes. It is found that Chinese EFL learners’ listening
abilities lag behind their reading abilities, and the addition of visual to audio input failed to exert dual
channel effects. When the learners were given the same amount of time to read/listen to the same
discourse and tested with the same comprehension task, between-groups differences were found in
their intrinsic, extraneous and germane cognitive load, but not in the total amount of cognitive effort.
A near-moderate negative correlation was found between intrinsic cognitive load and discourse
comprehension while a weak positive correlation was found between germane cognitive load and
comprehension. But the present study does not find comprehension correlates with either extraneous
or total amount of cognitive load.

The development of lexical and conceptual representation in Chinese EFL learners: Evidence
from mixed-effects linear modelling (p.767)

WU Shiyu (School of Foreign Languages, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China)

MA Zheng (School of Foreign Languages, Shanghai Maritime University, Shanghai 201306, China)

HU Qingging (School of Foreign Languages, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China)

Under the framework of Revised Hierarchical Model, this study examined the development
of lexical and conceptual representation in bilingual memory of Chinese EFL learners at
different stages of their English learning. 130 participants from three proficiency groups
(beginning, intermediate, and advanced) took part in a translation recognition task from
English to Chinese. Mixed-effects linear regression modelling was employed to fit the data
using R. Results indicated that: 1) Beginners suffered from significant form interferences, but
not semantic interferences, showing that they exclusively relied on lexical links between L1
and L2 to access L2 word meaning. 2) Intermediate learners met with both form and semantic
interferences, indicating that their lexical access was conceptually mediated. 3) Advanced
learners experienced both form and semantic interferences but their semantic interference was
larger than form interference. This demonstrated that they had established strong links between
L2 word forms and their concepts. Nevertheless, lexical links remain to be a major venue for our
learners’ L2 lexical processing. This study’s pedagogical implication is that both EFL learners
and their instructors need to employ methods for the use of integrating semantic information into
word forms in L2 vocabulary learning and teaching.



