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Derivation is a lexical morphology construction process of forming a new word or causing semantic changes by adding an af—
fix. The lexical categorization effect reflects the variabilities of the processing mechanisms of derivations among different word
classes. This study investigated the lexical categorization effect in 1.2 Japanese derivation process through a masked priming ex—
periment. The results indicate that there is a significant lexical categorization effect on the behavioral level of derivations, but not
on the mechanism level. This is due to the shallow influence of word class in derivation process and also related to the morpholo—
gical characteristics of Japanese derivations. At the same time, it may also have been influenced by the conscious processing of
L2 polymorphemic words recognition.
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2 IRAEIRAD T AR IR 35T B S AL

TR ZEFE W4 A4 B IR 2 18] 0 TRl AR TR 44 ( AR R
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B S AR ARARRAE IF AR 52 i IR 2B 1) T AL, 15 3R
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X, 22 BB A YR A= 1) 0 T rh A AE W S T AL I 9
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AE A AR B 77 X7 18, 18] 2% B i ( affixation)
AR 5 ( conversion) S AR 32 2LAY H B IR 2R
Wl AR 7 BB T 2016:59) o BT S TS
FBl )™ AR s A A Bl A 2R B9340, an H i IR A= 1A
REGTI R T S, TR B R T SE A b A Y
AR ZR - 897 M R, AR A 7 2R
THEWET: Jn & BR W AEpER 1 Cain e fk,
(AR AR T AP AE RS TR 5 2257 . Seilfiahin
play( FLH) LEABIUEAT IR 28 59 15 &0 T 475 ml LA
Sy AR AE T R AR e (TR R
) ppE AU an ST S YY)

TEIEFRALAA I 5 1T, H 3 5 i v A 7R
3 RIETIAR B AL WIS A 537
IRA TR 285 )22 T 1 TE 7k 4G T U AT L2 I
FAHDCFHEA (W B + 17 L ler B I
T+ T IE I T + 7)) L Ak Al fE
FAE i + P gl (i 2=—7 +
7)o ZICALIYIE TEETE A A S AL Al IR
AR AT UL 2 09 A TR A R AR TS
LRk S =N e N TR IR N Tl e S e S =]
HhnE AR



2022 4 KM kb EREEE

H 8 IR 4 98 Am T o B 93] 38 50 % A

%4
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RA 1A B AR AT LA 438 iR 1A AR , (R I A B i,
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452) o AF—JIF ) S BT A B 5E R
EYEH B — @ 60pt “+ 7 EEMLAT  E AT fr ek
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T S Al AL A AR i (L A 0 B Ak B o o) S Ay
I ISE K SRR S S E IR GE TR 28, o

£ PO (1059 = vl A ol i

Sh HERSR TP (5] g A8 B 2 A5 A AL S B X 52
25 RS2 TR L T R 1R IR G 300
A Y ( Linear Mixed-effects Modeling, DL T & R
LME) X 52 2 52 W i 55 1E iy 38 95 17 48 iF 2 Ay
( Baayen et al. 2008: 390) . 1FE & & B9 4y 7 JH
glmer PREL, 2 I A 50T 3 Imer PRER

TEIEA R0 53 AT i KR 2SYEE L 3 45 R
R )ZHREEAE Sy I8 PR T, SE 4 32 4k et B AR
A BEAILE T, Zad X B 4 5 g i eI K4S
I3 N RCRE IR S A8 B PR R FEA T4 o LA
R fE B UEN] ( Akaike information criterion, DA N
TRTPR ATC) SAARIE EUAEAN [RI R IR (] A P15 BE L B 1k
I Model = glmer( acc ~ (1 + trial. zlsubject) + (11i—
tem) +trial. z + Jap. z + classify, data = accderivation,
family = binomial) (AIC =1551.7, p <0.001) {E R
LAEIIIAT KT o

22 URAETAIE SN T SN I A SRR RS R AR

BB (ms) ERHE(%)
RS B3 F At
2 V-E k95 %51 B AR =3 (%
TH 963 (306) 67 (28) 1048 (364) 53 (49) 97 (17) 91 (29)
B4t kA 967 (301) 63 (33) 1068 (363) 33 (50) 94 (23) 91 (29)
% 1030 (334) 1101 (413) 93 (26) 94 (24)
TH 1055 (360) 44 (11) 1097 (355) 44 (71) 93 (26) 87 (33)
Hot Ak 1060 (313) 39 (58) 1143 (378) —2 (48) 92 (28) 87 (34)
£ 1099 (371) 1141 (426) 94 (24) 88 (32)

A I X AU B ST vl A DR TR N T
AR AN SZ B S [ PR3 B 1) R s LA R A
bS7) %8 = It o B W G 5 2 A T S WD S PN b N 1 '
YRR AN B 25 i S Wi iy B0 B3 (2 =
1.97, p <.05) ,JE 25 1Al ) AR YR A= da) 7Y - 24 [B] 25 1E
3 93 (25) % 3% = T 8 il el M IR A= 1A 19 90
(30) % o PSRRI /KPS 35 5 e el YL AR
R (2=2.82, p<.001) , /8 ZiHENC G2 1
43 TN FI W R AR R 285 5% o

SN S AFT FP AL TE A S0, A5 -5 TE A 36
AT RIRE R DR T X R B EA T 4005 o S i s B 1y
TEAR S I3 AT Y XS PR B iR K- SR
S B FEA 5 X B S i B | TR) X S 0 s 45
P4 T T H000/RT EI%AE e, DL AIC g4 s HuAs
AR AU (6] i FU -G, e %8 B Model = Imer( rt_
reciprocal ~ (1 + trial. zlsubject) + (1 litem) + trail.
z + classify + condition + frequency, data = rtderiva—
tion) ( AIC =361.07, p <0.001) VE R B AR AT
ST e
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o} a2 UG R TR 1) 43 AT AT R, DR A TR TS
JZ 87 Bt 22 [ 5 1R 2 8 L sh A A AR
AR IR K5 ) e 2, A2 ] YA S 0w A T Il
FHUE , AR EF 038 BEAE R W2 m287Enk
M BN B2 (1=2.51, p<.05) ,JEZ IR IR
Az RS- 2 S B 2y 1030( 347) ms, Wk 25 R T
SR TEAR IR A= 119 1099 ( 367) ms. JiF gl - A4F 00 32
N2 URAE S B AR HAR RS- 24 5 B Ry
1060 (339) ms, H5EE {34514 T Hinia 7
PSR 1041 (346) ms ¥4 3 P IC G R 3 4%
£ ¥ 1093 (386) ms (t =4.37, p <.001,¢ =
5.36, p<.001) o Z—3H )8 RN 53502 33 (47)
ms F1 52(40) ms, J5 RN A2 AR E(r=0.98,
p>.05) o AICHER EROV NG BE(t=1.94,
p =.06) , = AR A 18] I TR (] 2 1029( 331) ms,
HESRFEPETARAR Y 1100 ( 383) ms , {HIF AL F
B Yo ) o = S SR T B Y\ A= AL 1 R )| |
SEE (1 =4.27, p <.001) , W R iR RS £
1 43, tayhn T B /b 24 3ms.
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W R Bh 9256 % 44 IR S Tu XS H i
TARE IR AL T AHLH RS2 o SEIRLE R A
Bil: Joie DI AN T A P s 2 o T3 B 5 i L
i) iR AR 1) 5 Bl i) ) AR ) 4 A7 R 3 25 L AT
TR T In o HJE, AEA RS 3 26 4F T Y
B Xy L 2 0, e iRl 2 Yu s el A2 AL, E AT
ZRAE T URAZ IR0 T TE 8 R KR SR - YR A AR A
TTCRE2E S IR H i RS TR IR AR RDE RS
IRl LA G IR TR AR, X LS MRS R AT T
ARSIt TR, 33X — LI AN 32 1) AR 3] 28 i 1
R, o B AR E . RS IEERWT, Hik
TR BRI TAS[A] TR AR YR AR TR S BN T AT
ST AN 22 57, {H X — 28 57 9 R B3 W IR A 1]
JNTTALH B9 BERE , PRI AT LAHERT H 35 5 & IR
N T R A AR AR TR S RV

X EIRBIT S A B, FRATTIN I R AT 3
AT AT AR e — i 1) IS 9 i X R 28 B Jin T
AT HIIFE TR o 2R F5A5F (1 2019: 623) A1) I
YRR e 2o re e e 0 N~ N T R B 3/ R4
TR AT, 45 28 e U 25108 SCVRE™ MR AR 1k
FIL D) S g PP 2J ) 88 R 2= 1) R SR TE S TE A 38 A
FSE I 85 5 TR 25 #6328 (B 507 T AL 2 1w 4t
BAEE 0TS 2R 03, b e R T 3R] 28 22 59 9 F AN 52
IRAETEDIN T AILH L PE . X — AR B S AR TR FE
GERIEAW) G o AUFF W SEIR A TR T, B 25
AR ) P 2 AR DU A X T B L ISR D 2 ] R
FHIBINIR A TR 28 B ] 58 iR AR A2 A, [R]— AL
Fr] LU T e AR ZEIR AR o Bhial i AR iR Y
AR AR XS 52 4% L 5 ZEAE 53 M il Fe A 44 5 2 4
FESEAL X 2 BEAT AL (A T, AN 4 22 £k
PESE, [R] I RE P PE A 55 o B 4Nt , AS BF 5T 4T
AR RIS R AR TR 7R N AL O T A s 2R R
SURAEIN TR0 238 KO T (6] 55 FEASFE AR 77 1 A7
TE—LERR 25 51X HAE UL S B4 EXS H
W IR YR AR TN A 52 e R S B AR N AT AR
2 T AR A S T AL SRR 1 o Rl AR5
5 A BETR U0 BS 1 A5 e AL Pt R R TR
i1, X FhRIZ S0 o] e AT — E FE B B s
W ATE Ak

H T RS R AT SO SRS YR 3R]
A S G548 ph T AR T 28 55 1) 208 3 A i, TRl AR I
O B ASE PSR L TR A2 1 2R A A 7
PENNHESS o LIDETRIE 75 18 59 44 AL IR A= “Hul” 2y
B, B AR IR A 1) 28 ] T B AR A 28 S A TGk

B IR A= 17 T 28 I LA 5T 45 L, AH X B B iR AR
( print) 5B 2% ( Ail) A4l Y B IR 2= 36] ( print—
fil) , i i EAAR ( print) 5 BRI ZE( Hful) 4
BB DIR A 1) B8 el LA ) S B ] B R R
o AR B AZ T X B AR AR IR A= 1R g Ak
i rp 52 B YR A= 1R S8 v SO MR Y B2 AR TE S IR
AR TR AR ST AL EA T FRO R A B e ( Casa—
lis et al. 2015:10) o 1 H i, # A fL IR A 2 A7
TEf ) Z BIIRAE 25, B 25 10) B8 44 TR AL R A 1) 28
“— STRE A L BR— LA AT SRR I AE
] SIE A shim g, o 2 n) DAL —Se kil e
BGHTIIRAETR (U~ — () >
— 3 (fREEE)) UEUMERIRA R - 37
HAR S0 SO M 5 IS, 316 44 184k
IRAEFN “u—i” BARAGIE TR B B AT B 25 1Y
e ABATS AT LA o 3R] S8 8 285 %) HLYIR A 1] Y ) 44
PEATHER TN o H 15 IRAE TR 28 38 SO~y PR
TR R oy TR AR

H =R TIRENC A EGR A . 23 Wm
TR XA LHI AR B 45 Y, 2R 20005 2500 2 X 73 & )
S AL ) E 2R bR B TIER T
F S B 22 1 3R AR 20 o 2 S BT IE T O
11 i BN PR T o ) 1| B S = S B D VA B R VA DA TR
ILH-E W ( cumulative frequencies) , [ A JZ
BE o AT IS F b R B, B X H B R 2k A
BT 22 73 AN AL A B AR O AR 52 31 TR) S Y G550,
S ABL] I 7 — o R B b R B X 3R] V3R 2 A
BEIMRAF o FRATTIN N IX —F U & B B G ] e TR
T AR E R IR AR T AR AL U B9 TTIA AT ( meta—cog—
nition) o $% ML IR 1Y BIG, BEEE S XY IS F A
TR AT 32 L 73530 1 16 5 280, ] LATE
FARFRIE Tl O R iR S R S e T 353
) BB I8 o i e A, AR AR A ) S5 Dy A
EOH A5 RO A PR N AR, BEXS SR (35 F
Duly R SR T REI) T BEA TN . AR A
(2014:912) (5K 5 (2017: 111) SEHF 5T 2 8 45
HY L X 200 2R W TR 25 DA 78 3R 1 A1 OB 35 vh
J& TG , o n] i UG, 2218 2R 1R AR SCHR
A A A R AR I BIK Bl A4 Sy 2, S R AR TS
Je b T iR IRAR RN TR s R S AL Al 52
W 5 B2 55 90 il o AELIR: , T Te X Apoin AL ey AR
RE S HAE Sy = e Ty TR MR AR 2 2 Ak A8 Ak, R
WAT 25— E TR B B 32 BN Tl 3 2 950 B I 5210 o
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15 F B SRRIEX 15 215 R i TAL 052
Wi A 5% S 0 HA 18] Y DA 601 400 358 14 0 8 35 2 ( Lemi—
nen et al. 2019:4) . ARWF5E & P, IR A= i) (14 18] 25
FEWEAONS AN T A7 S 8 il — 5 S2 i , I A i M
SRR AL o 33X —J7 T ] B85 TR S Xy —
YRR CAT A B2 R B O, o3 — Jr T L
Al Resz 2 H i IR A= 1R AN B 5] S8 7 PR AR Y 2
ml , [B) i 352 ) IR EE MO B FARE T R R
WA BEXF H A —EE A -

T g b2, HiB/E R —MIE &b 2 I
MRS, FHIRAETBAANMEE L, HIESE 5
BRI B S5 28 AR IV E R IE A8 bR iR 2
— IR I AR S IR IRIE N T AL e A
FRLRR I B IR G IRA TR I TALH A 2552
FIH AL TE N R W52 . B R R 4R (2019:
335) 45, HiE 5155 F 8 CFilEF A E,
TIHIEFEA G 7 N EAE, RMiTxd T8 — IR 2R 10,
A E] S B 2 B IR CAIL S L AT BEA A AE R
2657, R 24 5 9y = Hoik A7 i — 2B R
1] PR3 , DA S P AR G50 A5 B o

Pt 4
OIEFEAREM 5 —Fhis 5 004 B a9 SR, — i
A PFE ( spelling) | W7 F ( hyphenation) |, KX /NE ( capi-
talization) 5§ ( emphasis) . i & ( punctuation) &%, A<
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