BE R (B R TR

vl B VS W) | B R B B O T 4

i kO

O E: ZEEERGETTRARRNIES, ETEEMLA, L3FEILMIE 5% IHF
KA L2 L Hm ( ZER R ) , 2R-3%-0 ZE B e BT dk, &
VR RAER, ASERAR/FFFES (L3> L2) F R/ FHBAs (L3 N L1) #3ESLH Wi
4, HFRX-FE-HZEFH I3 AL IEEZE BB iET RN YR, R8T, LT
L3 — L2 Rt ey B bt B3 e | AR R, RIL=3E20%, ™ L3 N L1 FB#Efe)
BRE, AR EH BRI, ETESNERARE, LFENERE, ETEERITTH, A
Z 3B HE IR ) i AL G R R R

X L3~ L2 RiE; L3NLIRAK; EEYh; —iEkn; 2285

[ FESHES ] H313.2 DOI: 10.12002/j.bisu.217
[ XEkFRIZAD ] A [ XEHS ] 1003-6539 (2019 ) 03-0074-14
58

NEfriz LR Iy LR ik, =ik (Z23h) A HFIARRE Z 7 IR,
NI TR 5 2Z [A] AR B2 T 52 2% o TR PRS2 2 =R ST A PR
S TERR HARIETE A5 A A ey 2 219E HFRTERYZ ( Cenoz, 2001) . AF
FEEI, VAPHT SO R R =IEH B L3 RN E 2352 20k [ 7 —iE & L2 /9iG
PREZIR, B0 (4h) #8%0% ( Vildomec, 1963; Bardel & Sanchez, 2017) , 1§
MR (De Angelis & Selinker, 2001; Gonzalez Alonso et al., 2017 ) . 8
AN, 1B IR AT BE S BRI EL R IH 5 IRAN, MR IR S RGEHRA K
TS (Rothman, 2015) BYHFEST, AI 7824 FARTEEAE AL HATE PRS2SR IR o
XA PR R ARAS T AN TR R IR 4 R UESE S 8F , O e sk |
FUREEF (2016) ST, L3—H a0 #E L1-DOHE A L2-35 i vh 4 ) e s ) —
AEEN, BT —IBEPEROY. ( same-translation effect ) , A —IER,

[BE&TE | ASCHEZHBHEEGTH b RS A IR A SR AR5 TR 2R 3 A (14 A -1 3L
MaEwrse” (BH%S: 15BYY176) R AREHHERE “+ =1 BlmH i
el ) i IR I S (BTH S5 GDITXWWOS)
AR R o
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BT IE S IR ARI Y L1 BRI E A L3 nliE AR SUARE . S
H i 51URAE AR 5 IR B LR, AW AEAEIRIE Fin) SOM [R]-54H S IS TR
ANEHREBIELR, O =181 S AT 2 G m k20, 8702 m i
REUPHTCF R FE, fEEEM LR TIs S HRerri [ L1, L2, L3 ] #,
AREFEA L (L1, L2] [L3] 8¢ [L1, L3] [L2] i =ik HIIR
T B 25 T (De Bot & Jaensch, 2015; Jessner, 2018) . WY 2%idid
BN -H-H ( [L1, L3] [L2] %) Hifm. fKFE=iE& /0 L3 i
XCHIWHAE S, DLL3 — L2 [[iF/ RFA L3 N L1 A/ S8 BikTe bR, %R
L3 3y A0 T HEAR b (15 5 S A0 B0 BB PR AR

o

—. ARE=

bl

TR X AR T R 52 0 B R AW S s A A 1 PR A ( Cenoz,
2013) o BRSEEZGED LR 18058 R L3 1R PR ) — iR #4171
ZAEE, WAL Sk G0 A B S RRE LIAMIES (Ln) 215953
Bk, B — 1R B AR J1 095 (Meisel, 1983; Hammarberg,
2001; De Angelis, 2007 ) . —iEROV A=A EEE A TRAEE & —ihS Ok
EREIEEYE, 2R EEA BT 5 ARSI 5
o7 AL A = i T BRIA B2 P 2K . Hammarberg (2001 ) JiA 2 4EXF—24
Y fE—f 22 2R (RN R TR AT ) 17 M iE R T I8 S A it
R IR R TR A L1995 Y 4%, fEiEVE o 28 L2 35 &6 92%, 1A
B RN = P 3B ALV . 1 Falk & Bardel (2011) FERFIEIA-—Si—18 =15#H
A58 =18 ETEPATARIE W 55 RS AR 55 I B, R v 45 =
KA 32 38 —iERgs2 ), SO TRNCEER ) RN . PUBE AR
B e WAB—SCE =15 WAR TN AT 55 b B B T B 5 A AR PRI 4 «
AR =355 A K — 18 IEFE R I TAR CROBEIT ) 2T IIRK
I =R AR AROK S R BTEFR R I AR, AT A AR L3 R
XF L1 R T T R AR, S 1 iAW B N FEEERIAILE] (Costa &
Santesteban, 2004 ) . BEETH SV TR RGEEME MM 2HE, L2 RE
A% (L2 status factor ) f&i% (Bardel & Sanchez, 2017 ) Ak L3 iEBREZM H A
TIRRNORTEE IR L OHEEE. TEFKE . IR ARSI, JTiEFE
AR R AU E R IR IR, BT 9R A L2 A5 5 PR B2 18 PRy i (1Y
FFMORIE CGRERHr, 2016) o fe BRI ISAUL e A (typological
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primacy model, Rothman, 2015) : X} L3 =4 iBBRFEZI B 1R 5 2B iz
MEE BPRIET, HIREAE T 5 22 2 NG ——L3 22 20 5 2 IR M o AE
AT S O T A T R ERRE, IS B O R AE (Ecke,
2015) o OV sEif-Pa R iE-geih ( [L1] [L2, L3 ] &) FIpGBE a0 i
vedE-derh ( [L1, L3 ] [L2] AY) b K L3 ZK-F-E ol H ZEpiR s
PR, L3 = AT R 2 R T T A 0 VS BE R
A B L2 M L1 (Cenoz, 2001) . INZEF R Wik-PHPt A a4k ( [ LI,
L3] [L2] ) =iBEHEX T “anything” XM 932 HIWHT 55 Wos, L3 1Y
TR AT BT 22 b2 B35 5 E B O A L1 il L2 A5, HOARSZ L3 KERI
M ( Puig-Mayenco & Marsden, 2018) .

LT, BN IR 2ok A5 5 2SAAE0L . 1B AR [ L1,
L2, L3 ] ALEGIARR, M=k A 28R 5 | B B 55w i 98 25 5 52 FF (De
Bot, 2004) . JUIHERFEAE A DUEIXFIGIE CT M =B, L3 CiERR
Em s m, R A RN —. XPI-3-H ( [L1, L3] [L2] #) fi§
ACE=IBF . HARRIJE R =188 AR S5 3- 7 0 05, 1A R BLiE
W H BN s S K E RS 3, (B FE a BIAE 1T iRl A W55 rh
( E#E, 2016) . EHiHASE (2010) XFHOME T-%%-H ( [L1, L3] [L2]
L) FN-ge-4k ( [L1] [L2, L3 ] &) PRl =iB2= &, o0 T4 A
FE2E 2 B B ) =B TE AW T S5 . IS B BE ) L2 BB AT T 55 4528, &8
AL 1B E RS TE F R A T &40 f L2 9 508l L3 iialilih
WK M L3 g g A R ZS L2 S ik =15 iailiE o 7EIEXGER]
PREGN R [, 5K SAEES (2016) (HHIE SCHIBHME 55 X -9&-H ( [ L1,
L3 ] [L2] #Y) @, K L3 AKFEEHWEERON 4T TRF5E, RIMEEBARiE T
SRR AT, L3 H AR ENCEE SO TR AELE L1 DUE RPN M L2 951
IR AN 835 . H L3 H i i PR i e 5 B B8R0, H B0
MR THTEELIEMNEm, MARAAERANSANHE, B, HIBED
HiIRAZ EAH O T 5184, /295 0EIEAMEA S, FEEZ L3 N LI
AT AR L AR S A AN RS T, AT BB 313 o 2 i 2 75 S B2 R S ol 5
W, DEUR R — B S 518 it E . 280kl (Aitchison,
2012) , W% H =B 1 L3 FNCIEBR L n] G832 B 1k —~3E B AR i 1)
SO o AT FEAUAE DIAEWF AN b, SRS SCHIWHT 55 % 8¢ L3 & . Ik
SR -Ti- H =38 IEANF R L3 — L2 RIPPER L3 N L1 RUEME S i =
NN TARAE, HARERIT LR [l .
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(1) AfA] L3 KPR —— H =% L3 1aE A SCHIRHR 5 52 3] L2 15
SCHFE R 7

(2) AfA] L3 KPR - H =% L3 1 a9 SCHIR R 5 52 3] L1 A
TERY N 7

(3) L2 i XM LLRJE RIS L3 365 KPR A5 HARHI?

—. HRiIgt

1. EExit

ARG R 2 (L3 — L2 [Alif vs. 3% ) x2 (L3 N L1 [AJE vs. 7K ) x2 (L3
fovs. K ) ARG EE N R, RIEEMEE AE N, KR4 R AR
i AR BEAHE N L3 SRR L2 MIiBE A, L3 (FRA-T 7)) X
N L2 S EEIR 400 “model” , M L3 — L2 Al ; L3 (#k-3 R)
X SE ) L2 i B 439k “fail-miss” , FIAY L3 — L2 A%, 5 L1
DUE R RZ AR SARIY L3 H SN FEIERNE, W LI-ER] vs. L3-3EH1E;
PR AN [R] HO6 AN (] H AR B S a0, G L1-FFAE vs. L3-& 5. [AliE
PERIFIEAEY Sy AR, DR R L3 (R)IE3E ORI 55 A8 S 0 i R R

T SCH WA 55 2R A2 1 DR ) W00 o S22 300 %) B ) o 2 A5 A A R SO
WAR HARE S 18 CHWrh A 3R B stk A shids It 5, s s S g e
S SR i 2 R B RO, B R BRI 2tk (Jiang, 2002) o
PR PR R A AE BN, ) L3 — L2 [Rl 3] X (4 5O i [ RS 1 2 25708
TRVERDS; AR 2RSS, W L3 N L1 [ IR B i i A i
Fo/NTRIBENT HIE, WO E A RSN —3, BRI AT e
BEHZANEBE, Bl TESEES &S imEA AR EHE .

2. FIZX

%%, N L1 365 L2 3&3& L3 HiE
xn [N TR T T aw (SR (o | B [5R a0 B [ 5 R
L3 ZAF| 20 |21~23| (#3&)| 6.15 | %5 |CET4| 420 | %% | N | 456 | #+®
L3 M&K-F| 23 |19~21| (#Fi&3 )| 6.65 | £ |CET4| 391 | f=¥ / 3.04 | ¥
E: N A B AEBRAAKX FEHKF, HNKARGSHRGIEDE B EREAK, NIK
FETAFHRAA BEEBD, BRABRBODG., TABTFRED SRR,

AR R VTR A A T R R HE Ll I - H =R AR 63 44,

N
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RARBHIAN 43 4 (WK 1), k. HIBEZEAEERED, JOESR AR
5. AMEX R IR R A . RYE L3 HiE/KF 7 %R AP RS hE . (KF
2 (p<0.001) , PKSELHZIa)f) L2 BB /K EILES (p=0.78) , L1 5 L2, LI
5 L3 MESH T EE (ps<0.001) o 2l Ew S ERES, $h
LT, BABAESINESR,

3. FIeAH

S R B R R AL SCERRN A 3. SCERIETRIL IR . E A SCHER Y FH IR
. ZIRFEEA HIE L) HE N TR ANE Z R 2 mBO 2GR B s il
WKAESCHR T AR R 1R A SR EE . PSR O B AT EREREL (55 7 ML) )
Ak 15N, R A SIS R nY B 2% 2 3 A BEIR R T TR iRE
SN, IRt A TR A () BGR EE HEAT 7 4% Likert PEE, BEHGERGEE > 3 195256
XS, 5y MR SR iRl A Sl e OB g B ASTE BRI (55 7 ki) )
PRI SUTC A TR 1A I [AA A T AGR W i . fJe % L3 — L2 3a) X 9 [a] 1
L3 N L1 Xy RUEPE AT IR, BIA 5250 in) 5 HE 7 in] i) B il & TG 1035 25 5+
(ps>0.62) . [R5 2P AR PEE (p<0.001) | [RIEIEXT 5 S IE X1
FUEEA B2 2ER (p<0.001) o FZHRA5 L3 L8 45 30 X7, JooCHL R 60
FOWE2) .

R 2 SEEHANEIE K BIE R R

e 33 % 7 4]
(A | R | R | FH P IAs e
sw |ton | ngn | age | BFED L2 #4334
A Bk 15 24.8 6.3 6.8 BE | R reply
5t 15 21.2 6.1 42 | Av b | Wb cut
- [ 7% 15 26.4 6.3 6.2 AR #2R]  |standard| rule
A TR 15 204 | 60 36 | ®B% | A | fail | miss
LS 60 23.5 6.1 6.0 By | #£3% | bake rely

4, EITAE

Jext 5 R H kA ) F AT g, DL SE Rt VR A g SL
A, IESCIRREEZ S b, B2 Z P FERR S 1) TAEZE i 1 4 Rl
TEUEAT LN . SCB i) E-Prime 2.0 S, A2 PR W B L R A S B
L3 HiG X E S SCHE, 1% BT EA 1 670ms, R 20514 500ms [E
PR B o 32 IRTE SR B 15 N SL 3 A0 BRIF AT 10 DA E IE U SE IR i 25~
Y5> W IE A 2 sl i 80% Jnl ok AIESEES, THAHL A S EE 3211 bz
o SRR . SCIRgs R 2R R S AR LR 4
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5. H LA

IR EBRALT 70% . BRI LA S B E 2.5 AR 22 LS YA i
Bt 2.4%. il R AT (3.4.3 R ) I el it ddn sl L |
R AN GE T3 M

=. BRHSW

22 300 T ORIR =38k % L3 — L2 [6] B S Peia v A 718 SCHIWT 2
7 P R TR R SR B . L KT =08 2 Y e T [R] 1) e AR 2 T
KA BIBHE (+77ms) , W& EFRE, BOEHEKA Y (F=55.68, p<0.001,
1,°=0.57) , HIEETER (-1.45%) FIFRA B BMER (F=1.36, p=0.25,
M,2=0.03) o X IHFKVKE, mKFHPBAER N (F=4.59, p=0.038,
1,2=0.10) FIFFRR (F=11.40, p=0.002, m,2=0.22) F#SFIHHERMZES,
A L3 — L2 WS =15 KR RS (F=0.25, p=0.62, m,*=0.00) Fl%k
R (F=2.03, p=0.16, m 2=0.05) FIFHZHAMH.

F3 EF. FFRANHPREN (ns) 55IRE (%) HEMREESR

P Rl #33 %f T A

. B B R A Bt R A
L3 fkK-F 1015 (157) 23.2 (10.6) 933 (167) 22.8 (10.8)
L3 &KF 927 (110) 13.5 (6.31) 855 (79.7) 16.8 (7.00)

F4 AR, RREAXMREE (ms) SFIRE (%) HHEMREESER

SED RRiZzES ALY

B B Bigk B B Bigk
L3 fkK-F 874 (170) 14.50 (10.40) 1074 (190 ) 31.50 (17.30)
L3 &KRF 814 (93.8) 6.23 (5.69) 968 (127) 24.10 (12.90)

AN E =K B2 S AR R L3 N L B / SRR B3 SChn T.45 5%
W4, XF L3 N L1 JE A X #3540 e g 1) ( 844ms ) Fl4S iR % (10.37% ) ¥
ANFXTRIZ XS (1021ms/27.8% ) WFIWr; T J5 25 50 Bt o S g B LR 1
RES WAy B ¥ (F=156.80, p<0.001, m,°=0.79; F,=92.96, p,<0.001,
1,,°=0.69) . L3 F/KFHTERIE (—60ms) ML (~106ms) AT 1 5
B FIAE R (=8.27%/~7.4% ) 43l i /N T L3 KP4l (F=8.03, p,<0.001,

O ZAR B, P KHERAMAKAH 0.01, 006, 0.14 (& LS, 2016) .
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1,°=0.09; F,=17.5, p,<0.001, m2=0.17) . L3 N L1 [AJE ¥ 5 L3 K F 1
NI B AR R R B s AR (Fi=3.25, p=0.08, m,>=0.01; F,=0.05,
p,=0.82, m,,=0.00) .

x5 EFEESEAEUEESZFHTAXMKRER (ms) SHIRE (%) HHEFIREESR

K, B Bl % B %+ % S+ 7% B iF T F
EA | Rpn | BRE | BN | BRE | BER | SRR | BEN | BiRE
B 944 20.00 803 9.00 1086 26.30 1 062 36.70
L3 A (176 ) | (9.43) | (132) | (845) | (157) | (14.90)| (222) | (18.40)
13 BAT 866 8.99 762 3.48 988 18.00 948 30.10
7 (91.1) | (5.17) | (63.8) | (4.87) | (144) | (10.50)| (106) | (12.40)

25 EEZE R A T ARSI AR = A, BIEE . RS = iEKE 2
[BAACH . 76 L3 N L1 FIEMEGLT, Joit =18 E ik, X xhiE
AR P8 52 7 i R Al 1 SR 4 3 1 ok S IR A S T T BN A BT B A RIS T
XS (F=66.88, p<0.001, m,2=0.62; F,=51.7, p,<0.001, m,>=0.55) .
EL3 N L1 SIEAYNOLT, AT5PR R IR X [R] 35 tr) X 10 0 D s [ 2408 1 X 57t 1% 1)
XYW, B2 RS . ot (F=3.97, p=0.05, m,=0.09) .
XF [R5 S JE AR 6T () I By ER AR A 9 T 3R], AR 3 20 B IR T X0 S 8 S k]
XFRHIBER AR (F=26.1, p<0.001, w,=0.38) . w[lL, 5 L1 iafEM LI,
L3 — L2 [A]iEia] 0 9 SO B AV iR 30 25 R T S BRIt 15 L1 iR AR A
L3 — 2[RI (4 2 b B TS i3m0, (FR S TR R BT Rk x) . L3
1R KAV B N B AR R i I T L3 (I, (B AE3H—3L

M. it

NIRRT 2544 R G L3 SR AE R W55 R e WL st AT 000 R L3
TN TR PRSI & 5 AETE I8RO SOl F AL e E R, T ELk R s 52 e a]
RETFE 2 BRI EE 5 R s TR

1. L3 — L2 Rkl —iE s m

XFH L3 — L2 [[)i . Sl i sc s g AL, (R RRin) 0 i v ST 4 I &
B MR B AR, XA ERE L3 . (KRS L, X S
B S EE R SRR T - 0 =iEFTA R AR, L2 B R L3 5
KEE AT UG ShAVER, 78 L3 AR/KFE& e sh e ( ERGIH4E,
20105 PhEE. Z8fH, 2014) o A0, [L1, L3] [L2] B —3-H =15 &1
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L3 % (38 SCHIWT v, R AR A B L2 3RS SO A Sk L3 1L E PR
oy ER R, e AR L3 KRS BReA e (L1, L2, L3 ] &Y
JEr SO =8 I DL —IE RN, XA A1 S IR B D TR BRI WL

Hif & o CER R, AN -HIEAAMNERER S (HIENT) . XA
N-HIEA SRS (Hiba ) (ELLAE. 22, 2005; EB. sRFRE,
2014 ) . XFN-3-H =1E&m S, L3 HIEMIRZ RIS L2 SaFiayC BA 3 .
SCERYAIML, L3 HIEMRSCFIR RS L DUE B T, XA SR BB e
SRR, HB AT AR AL L3 TR R e R R

B, ASE RO R IR TE HWHTESS, L3 Hif 5 L2 S EiaE i
WP BRI A, i L3 HiES L1 DOBE ARG Xty KOs = s
RS IE TR RN, DUBTE R SIE O R TUIERE MR IEFIE R R, LI
WA RHEN ZHE DR BEMIET AR IEAT . D--H =R e 2
BRI L3 6, ELURAE L2 3l T U B e s SCHIWHE 55 . IR,
T PR () 3B 20N AN BAT B 1h 5 2B ), DUE BRI Y L3 e
PrEmfE— R LA B TFPRE SCFRAES Ik . PR, 2016; MREMSE,
2018 ) . (HItt, L3 — L2 [AiFinlxt B AR AR AR o, (H sy s a] B g o . (HR
L3 LB bR i h R T R S B E F 2R Re L, A e — 2L AN [
T 25T o SCHIMHTE: 55 48 2R

2.L3NLI ABREESES

G5 W, L3 N L1 R i) X5 36 SO T 04 s 0 B Al 152 26 I 25 BRI
L3 N L1 [JEYELE L3 a0 AW b A4 E AR R E PRz . X 52 h
() =15 [T ST 45 A0 4% ( Van Heuven etal., 2011) , ®X-3E-153% ( [ LI,
L3] [L2] M) =iH&AE Stroop (E451E L 5B —BIENL T, IR AR A2
BTN T A S S EE R A R B Y L3 S HiBT,
L3 2 ial e B AR I () L1 S8R S SCGl s, 1 L3 ik ( [L1] [ L2,
L3 ] ) WMo g (E£ElI5E, 2010)

fE L3 AL A rp, 15 S IR AT . TR AR L1 B s T
SIEE R L3 RNCE AW, FF AR T SRR A ( Rothman,
2015) o BIECFIAIERE T EEIEXEE, HIESCHRRAE T RER
R ER IR, —Jrf, fEdRasa) i, 2z FReaE LIE D
TN B0 far 308 e 48 T 5 TR A P T 2 A MR g ST L3 R - SO G R
FEPAT L3 G008 SCHIWHT 45 B, L ) 007 5 A 1 3 B 5 il 4 32 K TR

(Ecke, 2015) 5 J3—Jyid, WEZ=#E L3 WNCAYEE S R T3 5 F
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=R A, BRI RIDGE ) H iR RJE R B (R e, 22,
2005) o RMfdiJe L3 B4k BAm /K F RO -ge-H iR, ] L3 iiEa,
L1 3B AH G i 5 AR R 45 B 3 00iE P E R, X WA ENIE TG F iR
BT E B 52 M Y = AL /E FH (Cenoz, 2001; Deconinck, Boers & Eyckmans,
2017) o HEE, B RGEZMEAEAEE — & W5 e 5 2L W 1 (I,
2017) , IEFEEE FUE— M ARHE S AR S L1 IRJEA RIS R E R R
L3 JAl{L AT B i J2 15 A7 R IR AT S 98 AT e b o

3. Rl RBERASEN T &0

M L3 HbRiE S L1 B A FIRRIOCRES, L3 — L2 [RlFE 0 Y B n7 i e
BRI R T 300 . 15 FE B A AL ) L2 4 T Ak R, ML
RAFRR B TEBRFZ , TR 25 ST L1 WAL FARX IS ER . (E4E BRI,
RGO L3 () FZORI . XSRS L EMIE T F SO0 5 285G
L3 N L1 [FJEE N s A G bR R i py e, B (L1, L3 ] [L2 ] B =ik
PUATOLE B L3 3L AW, EEE P 5 P s A8 Y L1 faJE—iE X
wEAE i SCHIWT RS, LUE IR B AT & SIE SO RER B T S BB

M L3 5 L1 WiEIE AR ST, L3 — L2 [l PR S Bl (9 S g i R i 58 35
BRI, [RIRERDE Y SO N R T SR R RDe, (H R RPN A AR R AR N T
SRR

XU (L1, L3 ] [L2 ] 8 L3 IaiCIEPREm 1) IR0 52 2)5H = MR i
il BA MBS ERR S (A5, 2016) o IEFEEEEGTH, JEHR
TN SCRREAE L3 35 SCHIWT bS5 4% 1 iEFRsZm (Aitchison, 2012;
Deconinck, Boers & Eyckmans, 2017 ) .

TEARFIPE, FIEAGFMET, L3 R AT 4 22 7 A r Sk FA
('Van Heuven et al., 2011) o AN[FT W FEPFE2mb@E AT LR PHE 05, DUR
BEEETE 2 AR 2R =1 F I, I TIASI A 2 B AR P A T2 )
FRRLR IR R R 2% H G0, Pl L1 S8 ER L i 2 A= X g7 L3
TCAE - SO G R, XMOC R i 5 TR A Y 22 5 i i B SR i
PGPy it 33 1 L3 a8 T L1 e b BB, 7E L3
5 L1JEA Sy, RIS L3 K2 il 255 ) BR A DU 8 52 0 A RE X i
B i) AT SOR JCHE R, 7R 2000, HIRJEAR S 09 H iR, 75 240
HRRRAIR B D TEERZ R, RIS BRI A - O E A&
W TEIEA 1 L3 Kk, 185 B RO iy L1 #L e L 4siEbrsz mfEH]
L3 1lIC3E SCHIWT B 5 H sh 2l L1 B -l U B A i g b g4 & | It
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e, SRJ5 PR TR AR S 250 L1 Bosb B il i o 4% L2 iialiiies UAE R
P AETREAH SRR LT, R4 L3 — L2 [A)E L SERam e i S B e JE 4, (L
DRARIE F R

AHIFFE il A L3 RN T4 . LA L3 — L2 [ L3 N L1 R
MRS, BET L3 &, KFRI-3-H ( [L1, L3] [L2] %) =i
F L3 IR rh i BN AR SRR . 7E L3 &L KRRzl
BN FEZRM . (1) L3 — L2 [Al PRy (3 SCHI Wk B 0 B 2% . FEiR A
Jir BT, REB GBS (2) L3 N L1 R i SO W e e e
iy, BARERRS; (3) FEL3 N L1 EEASMAMET, L3 XiE X
S KT P8 D T A R SRR, L3 — L2 [a) iR X By o SCRI Wk B pe: , (H
BREE R R, AT LIS R B R bR e e A AR Rk, AR [ LT,
L2, L3 | M=if+, [L1, L3] [L2] BRI =if& L3 iRm0
Bt M B S A2 1) T8 75 BE 25, IRl R S AR B 3R B AR iR BT S AR A E R,
MAERDE IR B RGEmT, TEPRsE I WA i 382000 .

WX T L3 WL IE bRsg st 55 A — € W B e PR S0 1 [ L,
L2, L3 ] & =iBE piE PR m rheE Wy —iBR 2, REAHAT B SO R R Y
ik, ARG AT HMbYE, IEGLL Cenoz MR EH R TTY,
LUK (holistic ) LA kil =1k (£1H) ML, =iEI5 . T
FAE R —MAEAR . R E A RS (Cenoz & Gorter, 2011; Gonzalez
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Linguistic Distance and L2 Effect on the L3 Lexical Processing of
Chinese-English-Japanese Trilinguals
CHEN Yanyan"’ / ZHANG Ping’
( 1. School of Foreign Languages, South China University of Technology,
Guangzhou 510641, China; 2. School of Foreign Studies, South China Normal
University, Guangzhou 510631, China )

Abstract: The languages used by a trilingual speaker can be of different
linguistic distances. As for the trilinguals of closer linguistic distance, the L3 lexical
processing is more significantly affected by the L2 lexical system due to the similarity
of acquisition (L2 effect). Yet, the Chinese-English-Japanese (C-E-J) trilinguals
encounter a more complex interactive relationship of linguistic distance and
acquisition, for which there is still insufficient empirical evidence. This study employs
semantic judgement tasks with word pairs of same/different L3 — L2 translation and
word pairs of same/different L3NL1 orthography, so as to investigate whether and
how the C-E-J trilinguals’ L3 lexical semantic processing is affected by L2 effect and
linguistic distance. The results indicate that reaction times (RTs) and error rates (ERs)
of L3 — L2 congruent word pairs are significantly longer and slightly higher than
those of the incongruent word pairs, showing no significant L2 effect; RTs and ERs
of L3NL1 orthographically similar word pairs are significantly shorter and lower than
those of the orthographically different word pairs, which validates the dominant role
of linguistic distance. The results are further discussed starting from the L2 effect and
linguistic distance and the conclusion is drawn that close attention should be paid to
the inter-lingual influence from both factors in the teaching of L3 vocabulary.

Keywords: L3 — L2 congruency; L3NLI1 similar orthography; cross-linguistic

influence; L2 effect; language distance
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