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AMBIGUITIES’ RESOLUTION OF DIFFERENT KINDS LEXIC
ALLY
AMBIGUOUS WORDS IN BIASED CONTEXT

Yu Zel, Han Yuchangl, Ren Guiqin2

(1 Department of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029; 2
Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing 100101)

Abstract The present study was designed to investigate the difference of ambiguities’ resolution
processing of different kinds of lexically ambiguous words in the biased context. A self-paced, lin
e-by-line, reading paradigm was used, in which participants read sentences by pressing a key eac
h time they wanted a new one to appear. The result showed: The relative frequency of ambiguitie
s'meaning influenced the processing of disambiguity information from different kinds of ambiguity.

When the context biased to the dominant meaning, the processing of homographs same in phone

AIAE R

+ Supporting info

 PDF(434KB)

¥ [HTML %3] (0K B)

v 27 3Lk

k55 55 s ot

P AEA SRR IR

P IO FRH A48

Ly NG I8

PR

¥ Email Alert

b SO A

b D L 5 S

A B

bOARTI A b SR IR EN, [F TR
[ 5 B Sl [ T e B ] ™ Y
AR

WA SR AH R

- T E HES FEF

present shorter latency than did the homographs different in phone. While the context biased to th
e subordinate meaning, the processing of homographs same in phone present longer latency than
did the homo?#graphs different in phone. Regardardless the context biased to the dominant or s
ubordinate meaning of ambigui ?%ties, the participants must fixate for more information from the c
ontext to get the disambiguity. The result suggest that homographs same in phone and homograph
sdifferent in phone had different process of the disambiguity in the tending context.

Key words ambiguity resolution, eye movement, homographs same in phone, homographs differ
ent in phone.
DOl

WHAEH  #E S hanych321@yahoo.com.cn




