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sEA)/N\TEVEE =4 .
Egnn@Aﬂ1tnnr%_E’g’L\l\iEEE'|$ .
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PUNSHB2 N FE AR S EREIREN AT
PRb L - mEE
BILETERE ZEIE S I EETIUT

HEEL A
a3t - 330 Py F ARE 521 5%
FE - ¢ itisnol@gapp.nthu.edu.tw
s HEA - 202043 H
ez HEA : 2020 45 H
w B

AT RS E i 2 Thaifse s DUNEEERS TR BBk Bieg s
HACREFAEEE = M RIS PTEE A 1052 DR IS RE 1) 2 AR LB aE B AR IR
M OEEENE o AWHFE LR E R A2EEAE 500ms~900ms FYBF I B 2 [ - Aehas 2 SPEaHs
RN HEATER R S > G5 R S HUHR A R R BN G R A e g iRE - B
REAFIIEERIE - B 23 AR P00 2% - (RIbE A HEsm et s s (ERY > Beahii) 2
AFACEEFR O EE MR AR > A SRS ATITAE R BN sE a R nY Y HUE R
BEE A - PR LR AR R -
RESRED : sEE(E ~ SEAEE - ARULEEF - FUHRINSE R -

- ca (communication) 7 & - DLE SHVERfEHERATE L > R H

= - 1B

TREE L mE NEUR LS BB SR A
SCHERRVE ARG - BB S - TR S ) MEHRAUED)
VIRVEIE RS R NGRS SR FRIREEE - 2 m DB
TI—FRHEEMEIE T - Br T —REATEEE ~ UEE ~ ooy
I~ &~ BEESHALSN > LEEE SRR O A
A ER - S2EES - DU AJRAIAEA [F]HYEES5E (context)
TNEBBEEREAEE S 290 AGREH CAVUASUE B
NHVEE > DUE—D TR AMIERETTRE S MBS S - AN
FY SR AR RN D RE Y 2 (R S ] ?

IRAHYLERE S 2SI A HRRE S8 E - EOER
BALHYFT ST IR 3
(learning) iz » ' FFE , (meaning) 2 = il F #4E 2 B i

af = e &% FH 15 (acquisition) ~ 52

FHENEEEEENAE S - B ESAENNES 24 ZiRE
H AT HIAY AR (Pattern) » 1L AJHEE S HYFREE R %
AREEARCRRA IHET - BAES I T AFEEEF
(formulaic sequences)zi 2 HzE > — -

EHESESEAY  FEEEA AR BB R IR
BEEE S IR NEEHEES MR S0 - IR Y
a0 Y B E S R R TR - RNt & A A= RE
Fe o TR S EAEEII L - DMEE AR ER S ¥ 5
DI =sE= ARG 57 DU R & KSR
F1ZE(EFEFE (Erman & Warren, 2000; Schmitt & Carter, 2004) -
NSRS SRR AR R R R (B R R AH RO - FHETC L
M A ATaH Ak - FEEEAH 2P A BB i ER E R R %
b ERSEE) (IR ) i) () Z R B s I A
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HHBAAR LRI BRIGR I A2 SO A A I R AR Y B A4S
& AR Bkt L] DR ol & 0 ol A B AR R (T
% BEE AR 2 AT LS - EE A E
ey LI B R E BB -

&l ~ SIBRERET
— TR{LEER 1 (formulaic sequence)

FE 19 HACHF L SHERE PRI 7T YRS - B AT 26 SHE
5 AHEE S T F 3 FI AR 2B (formulaic sequence) iy
Hge - Hig - WIsEE RS EHEESEAT - ~E
TR 2~ 2 {EaB e (formulaic: sequence) S5 tHIR A AFZE LA
EE o IR NEE S MR S0 0 IR ERE T
HYE RS R — TR - MM ESF e H2AGE S
(2> 2 AbE - (formulaic sequence) #1735 = FH i (Y 28 (F hg
B DUERR =R = (ARG - EARCRNEE R E S
R WS ARSTERRAL L EESE B SR -

FERFAEET > AFERER(formulaic sequences) K& fY
RS IEERE E o PrsErEERE - K 2EE
REEHBRNESRETA  RRASEHE - BAPRX
(conventionalised forms) ~ 47E 5k f& i35 55 75 =X (ready-made
utterances) ~ {A:Z (proverbs) ~ {HzE(idioms) ~ )71 Z2# (sentence
builders) 2¢ & 3£ I} it & #5 i #Y % £ JP ={ (preassembled
speech)...Z o T ANHA{LEERF | (formulaic sequence)tE Y=L
FERHE T LIRS T U SR Y > A2 i A HsEANT
AESGTIT AR  BEA FELEDL TR GREALR I | 2R UE
FraBy T ASULEERE o hEbESR » —4H 2 (A SR A Y
shE B - AR U YEE S R AR A DA
i) 7= e VR [ RIS 2 e o s S = U Y A= i [
ZEFE | (Schmitt & Carter, 2004; Wray, 2004, 2005) »

INERBER S SRR R R A R AR RO - PR
M RS AJRTAHRL » PRI IR iR AERY 2 MHR C A BEATEE. -
A AR RS E - BRI A e R
ML HYESS - s S bR AR R
Hesm CRNRCRE AR AN ECE 2 FIRYRE (% - BB R A
R RE SRS e B 2% - /NERUER PRI R AR 2B P
ELH FriH R E R R R L B (IR 5 Bl ) (R
) Z FEAEAE B HIHEEC A FHRARE FE ARG » I DAE R ASHt
SeFTEEm IS EE A 2 AR EFES 75 (the formulaic sequences
of cross-sentence) °

— -~ SHERIRSENIEEMR DR P600

H{EFHRNS EE 17 (Event-Related Potentials » ERPs)&—1H

##H RS R [E (electroencephalogram » EEG) iy - fE & ks
BT RIS R HR R R ERIMOR - B E s ig
TR R RS - RSP S H RS BB A 2
b o CEEEE = EHMHIE TR FE (ERS T A T8 =l A B s AHE
HYEAFERERR - RUR AR e GRS (R R A & 2 b - T
{FAERERS B i (ERPS) B A TR S AN EI AR S (ms ) » (RIELEEF
FHRARSEE ATV ZE 774 R IEEE S 2B TR - HER
BT ATER S IE ARSI Eh o] DAY AR Ay Tl - PO BT RR
53 1 (component) » ZEH{AH B EE AT I B RS R T 22
SHETERE - RUGRE B B A LR M - e 2 B S
BCRNGET S B RS E A 2 BB oy N400 DLR
P600(Kutas & Federmeier, 2011) -

DL {4 AH 3R A B8 (i (ERPS) B JT R RS 17 55 ) BE i 13/
i P600 J& L IAYEISLHEHE - P600 JZMS Rz = i KRzl
(Peak) ¥R F4Y 600ms » H BRI (Latency) £5 600 ms~900ms
HYTE DR » Fe ROR IR 72 5% i BT B R TH A R 2 [ Y 2
faREIEIE - [ P600 %y 22 tHER A8 m Y BEA B — 2 ~
SEGENE ~ BIEEERE AR — B - HTT RS SR L)
RARYER MBS HIEE - MR FAERE RS AR -
LG9 P600 RE » [t H QRS HE 758 = B AR (FR - 7%
S/ PR A RIS MY 3 A (Fisher, Bassok, & Osterhout,
2010; Friederici, 2002; Hagoort, 2003; Kim & Osterhout,
2005) -

HFHTIRTFEEEIR > NAOO RMEIEE = VIR FEARE » 1T
Ak RAE R B S AR RIS aA 4% P600 ZHE - Z8if > i fd
B AN TREEEFIEL ERPs [y fEI—H—Hy
FERAS > HZ 20505 o 7ETFE AR P R BVEER
P600 XL - A6 = E EHYAEREEE SR - FR 0 TR [E A S Y
B FEERER P00 RUMERFETERE A HIEHE - (Him 5 A
RS CEE BB 2 B 1A CEE) G s %
HH#Yy P600 %4 (Kim & Osterhout, 2005; Kuperberg et al.,
2003) - ffnEAth IR ErEh A EEEE P600 AERYNZE » AR
3% [Z (semantic violation) ~ sEZEH#%( semantic association) ~ 75
A dy Y 2 &2 ( animacy semantic anomaly) ~ & Eg (17552
K0 DL K 3B 53 (context) B /E FH ... % (Kuperberg, 2007,
Nieuwland & Van Berkum, 2005) » [t4] » DLER 0 EE 1228 S i
B Ky » B P600 U R SZHAINE A HUZ SRy AT 7y
MrHIREAR - R R TR R TR R R 2 HYEE = B Azt ey
TOHEERE » LR ARSI RIEEE 4 - T REHIFRAY SR
H A HI B (7 2 A (Kuperberg, 2007; Shen, Fiori-Duharcourt,
& Isel, 2016; Van Herten, Chwilla, & Kolk, 2006; Vissers,
Chwilla, & Kolk, 2007) -
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= EHERNEERRNFTE LHER

Fisher et al. (2010) A= (-HHRBARS &AL - HH7EZ st 1R
SHAG RIS ~ AN R R — S S AN A1 o B
AP foh SR E EANE o A0SR — ELDA R A — BB - (B > —
B RO = A IR A B e
FZIN={EEE T FR 1) - TSR AR T AR B B
o ZEERCEISE AN R E 0 - fEEME Cz - Fz
HEE > R eraas H gy NA00 JUIE - e salssE B
g (EASSRE) R — By - (EEE B Pz &4 Y P600 &
J& EETIREN BT » 2l B EISE R Ay R FEny
TEEERREL Cz K P4 JH[E - BER &5 4% B N40O SE
B oA BLEE R s (B ) R — B (E SRS Cz - Pz~ P3 -
P4 R T EEE Y P600 SUTE - 4555 P600 m] LL{F Ry
B ERE —BMERHE R - AR A T R A B
EAt A BRI HHERE -

B 20 M4 RES - BEEHIIHTE 7AiMy S8 e i
FH o 5140 eye tracking ~ ERPs ~ fMRI... 5% » N LEERPHY
HEmES > AR EREE S ITE > OB
RAEEEE  SEER B REERE. ) R
R FAT A48 s Ry ARy S S (AL - AT A S
MRS i < Eiab 7% » DUNEBER S REE B E Bt
K B A FULEE PR E S B (R T EE AR 8 > DR
SR 2 AR AL PR A W E R (R Y O B B M -

2 MRGA

—_

0

S A

HBSOIEILA 17 U pE A (20 13 0 Bk 4 )
FleHIEfy 28~52 5% (M=40.71,SD=5.32) > A ERSHl
HERAREREEL - KB T EEHF /% ( Edinburgh
handedness inventory )'sE(d &5 Ry tE A T4 - SEIIBENIE S
TR IR - IR S R - BSEE - PR - RENESER
iE o SEARERIFIEIES - WHIEESREIEEY » £7T#%
HRERRER  IEEERSWUREER - T HETERX
B - AIRERIDEE NSRS AE R B gHEEH
(REC 47%% : 10811HT105) -

= mERENGE

AE R LL/NER R ER S R (T ) ORI AL TR Ry
s P E R 2 2H IS > /NREER S R S Rl R

! Oldfield, R.C. (1971) The assessment and analysis of
handedness: the Edinburgh inventory. Neuropsychologia, 9,
97-113.

A3 R DU AR ER 43 A EERATE RIS HEE
SRR G ) GEE 4 & AR R AL A i 8% & )FE e sh el
rENERNERENM MR > LERNAEREN
atb=c - (a=ilfh & ~ b=gii# & - c=45RE ) -

FAPTRF HRIRE B R AIRIE ) » P2 R RN R R EI4H
& iaE (RO —)RURIIBIAY S & (FRIEa =) » 60
R H BRSO B B2 A DURIIEL A R E) 5T
SEAENR A GHRERE - fldcEE - R
Ko RA] ~ R~ NGRS =R [E R A
MBI TRERIICE 2 %S (SRR —) - AEERILEET 39 (R
EERIVAIE GG (G R + RIIEER) -
EAR AR A4 & ErE e T = FER A A Ay H W fR RS )
yarl > RILAERILE 78 (MR - W LIRS KX 284S

= BERE

R IMEBIT TS BN THE - AR E R
SBIEALETHE ~ Stsph H i 5 TR0V s 22
BEETERERES » WRRSEEETTRE > 7L
Ve ETE SR - Ei— BN AR > B LR —
{IE "+ B9FFSR » FooHIERE H HRGRYA - IRFEE RS HlE
FEEER  EERRE DERF BB ST - 5
HRSHEEETEB %R - WS FE AR 2 IR
TTeBA) SRR G - RS AL T - R B
FR4H SRS A HYRA R 2 S ERAY - AR B B2 IERERE(O) » T
e MR R AR A G AROR R B 88
AFE(X) - RS o BEREA N E—FTUR -

AUFFEHHER(ESEZ L STIM 2 sRgamistie =0 1T hE
MR FTA IR S 2EAE 22 NEBRSRERE - ERRATIE
1024x768 {52 - EignSBIEDIEEE 75 cm PAF B RS
TTM0Bs - A BB Neuroscan /X 5] A 7 2 RO 40 $5 158
= ISEAERIRHY S A A B S L (M EIE_EAY &R
BEAETTUR SR RO S% - EIE LAY MR iR AL E e

( Ag/AgCI-Sintered )45 » [F 30 &l EE R £R FH P4 2 1] 10-20
BSR40 8% 22475 (the International 10-20 System) & - EEfKiE
LART#E GND Fofith B f - 22008E AL - A2 BERAEEERZ
Y& (mastoid ) R R BB RS B IEF A 4 A9 AL EE AR 5E

( Electrooculogram » EOG) » i/ HRYMi] (canthal ) AYEE
fix®h HEOL 1 HEOR - ZHEGHE4C$% /K AR EE(HEOG) » Eh
FEHR ENAYERRET VEOU f1 VEOL R4 sk eE HHRE
(VEOG) » FLAZCE# I BER R & 48 ERP AYHRE) FATIRIT Ry -
Ehim L YRS E I SRR Neuroscan 3 &AL 2 BRI
K8 NuAmps ZETTERSRION » SHERAYEREES By 1000HZ » Fif



26 EEOANCERNLEER | L) B HS Y FE A BRI E AR
S EREEE R

el el

GEBE)  CRIMECER) e fisE
D ; WA
R A A 2 ot L
GG 15 BEREE  NATIAH TIE R N T AR . ,;;%ii?g)
I RATER
i bty | Lo

+ Q el Q R &) Q

fE— Hhust

YRR AR B L R P B AT 0 A %ﬁﬂ?’% 5kQ DU #ETTUGRE
JEOR7E5% By 0.1-30 Hz band pass - i E[JH% %545 SCAN 4.5 TS

B EHIRATRCH -
M~ BERREERET DT

(—) TR R IEBIREREEEL T

AW TR 21T R8s Iy & B R DL R (R e T
(Reaction time, RT) » 3 BEARIEEIIT B EE R - Bl
I ERIBCRTEE AR E - SRS TE -~ BB ERF
1 (3000ms) % i S ME = AR > FRERAESERT i Z b -
A ST E BRI ESES G R - 1T REBUE 2 BRR DUEHE

B AR R RN > ERACHRE %ﬁ%@%ﬁ’\] FREESE
fEm > RLE RE B 2 (RIS RUIRERE 2 - AW

1% AE A B 1F 25 S BRG] L AY4RETSUR - Kﬁﬂmu\%ﬁﬁi}’(ﬁg
SPSS 18 - jik =LA [EI M AP R~ =R - A
B0 Z (R B S MBI ] (ms) - HEFT BN TARIREE A Sy
17 (Repeated measured ANOVA) -
(=) SRR S A Z B A

SERCU BRSO sC 8k 2 1% - RS ERIRY = S5 (4 FE B & A1 (5 1
Neuroscan 4.5 St BG T TRECRAVEIZ 04T > A2 B
AT S TR S BB 1E (Ocular artifact reduction) » £k
TRz B 77 BiEL (Epoch) AHIFZE 2 H RS AC (trigger)
T PRYETE () E ER S » FRPIRHEN H ARaR AR EC (iR AT 100ms
2 HEERSR % 1000 ms ~ R EEH (Filter) SHERER
0.1 Hz % 30 Hz band pass ~ £:434% 1 (Baseline correction): H
NG R AT 100ms o HEERFEER 1B (Artifact rejection) :
BEFRIRIELE- S0y ~ 50pv &EE 2 Mg > B (Average):
AR A E B ) o0 A TS

SR SRR E

B iER
—  TRRESEZER

IR AT B BRI E ARG TR - HR A 2T R
BER > AR S EEAE A FEIR R AR EEEACH
HhnS BB BRI F R AR SR - PURIEFER
JERFE] - GERWMFFR -

T RIS B R DR (RS R R R

BTG BEEANS KERE(mS)
R4 96.38% 3.62% 637+286
ZE R4 13.41% 86.59% 653+318
REHEEA 2.69% 97.31% 633+270

IRAE S 2 B AR (R R A R T 2 25 R R R ) (&
RellE —) - FeAM o DASE IR A FHE R 2 T A R B i 2 B A&
B o fo ) R R ) BLRERR A A R E BRI PR A
151(96.38%) - T fH [ B L E B FAEMF &R EFER
4] (13.41%) LA Ko 1 & B ] 4] (2.69%) - AR LA AT 8RS
SPSS 18 - ik =faEA [EI AP (F A ~ ZERME - R G
HR ) Z (F B S e fEl(ms) - 1T B AR IRER A S S By
Hr(Repeated measured ANOVA) » 4 B2 5 K7 ERF LAY = 3E4%
R N2 5 (P>.05) -

— SHERERENERD IR

(—) PR B AL A4S R
T ERTF RE A - ZREA - A aE =
AR Z IR - Bk ey PIIRE B AP R LA
SRR R B R R IR B a2 1%
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97.31%

HH“K’

\BEEAA TS

[l — A [E ] A A 2 R R ) -

\T: l\’ )

= 1 f—

B = A [E A B R R R ]

R= AEF PR SPIiRE ~ 78

F{i5EE F3~FZ-F4~C3-CZ~C4-P3-PZ- P4 %% 9 {f
B B YR AR RS S A 2 PR B - TRy
1°Fr AWHTE 2 HAEZER SR AT 50 (trigger) 3% AT 184220 (Fﬁﬁ)u%fﬁ

ferred S BB R B NIRRT - DLH BRI
(sz@ 500~900 Zb B - fiRiElZE P600 %ZF&EZH%‘«F'E%
& EZ(Time window) °

KIAFE LA TS SPSS 18 #ET4EET AT » A=AEA [
MBI R - ZRBA - REEMA) - ETEET
B A SR EL 871 (Repeated measured ANOVA) » fE&4E5 T
FE b F R R R Ry R B R ) B A P E R A B O R
(component)#J#EiE (Mean Amplitude) ~ JE{RHFfE] (Latency) K
FEEIRIE (Peak Amplitude) » DUBZEA[E R A8 5I1E -6
HEBALEGETIFE 2R EREIEE ER Mauchly BKIE %
TERRES  SHPRUERILL Geisser-Greehouse {F Ry IEAS SR
HRTFZ FER A ERIE KA St BE RS 2 SR
LA partial n® SEEGR & 1t 2L Bonferroni HEfT {4 B
TESIHT » A S S iR /KAEST f 0=0 .05 -

?izﬁ'ﬁff A [ R A Y iy S Wl L TSSO 8 B (Epoch) 47 71l

BN (Average) » 1 RF = (I8 B B BEE I TEERL » T
M&Eé&%ﬂﬁéafw JEREEC (triggen #4611y 500~900ms 7 i
(i AR & RS R W ) - AHETA s LR B T
B > ZE R R AN G R R RS R B B IR [ 2 R (2
FelliE 0 — ~ [0 )

BAFIEE S8 SRR H4S SR B B B S AR EE A &
Wz 1% > BEHH RN EED 2 1% /Y 500~900 ZF) 7 P AL
1 Fo 42 P600 4 I il & B2 (Time window) < [ R fiff e B
Z PHiiE (Mean Amplitude) ~ JEF(RIFE] (Latency) Bilig(H
i (Peak Amplitude) PHo BBt » S HFE= -

ORI ] B (BRI - P B A 22

R
R
A EH A

i BRI fE] i (B s
(Mean Amplitude) ( Latency) (Peak Amplitude)
M SD M SD M SD
3.64 2.95 679.38 79.64 6.24 3.14
3.98 3.08 643.67 46.43 7.38 3.44
4.74 3.66 662.19 64.27 8.15 4.45

(N=153)
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30 BNV LERRIVERE

FAM AFE A7 e b A 88 B 85 77 7 (Repeated measured
ANOVA) » F3AfrA[E] il a R e e ] B iR ~ V8
RIS BRI (E R IE - 7252 - 53R » RIE R AU E
PR b T2 R R A 72 F(p< .001) - AR & Sy (KA RH
so&E (F(1.708, 259.596) =8.228, p < .001, partialn? = .051 ) -
KRzt E s - % R (M=3.641, SD=2.946)81%% &,
fiil 1](M=3.980, SD=3.078)~ )¢ B3 7 5% (p>.05) ; N HE
541 (M=4.738, SD=3.656) 2= = A H R4 (p< .01) 5 4T
il A R e A A5 U 4 (P<.05)

AN[EI RS AR T RIS ] > B R R R R
(p<.001) - &G 5L & s e RENGAOR 2 ( F (1.821, 276.859) =16.686,
p <.001, partialn’® = .099 ) » & H & Lhika BT > ¥ A4
(M=679.379, SD=79.642) i = A 4 K. [ 4] (M=643.667,
SD=46.427) (p<.001) ; & &[4 83 & R & B[ 4
(M=662.190, SD=64.270) (p< .05) ; R &R SN TR
4 (P<.001) -

TR R AR A B IRIE L SRR B B T 2
(p< .001) » % 5L 5 Joy Hh EERRIR GRS ( F (1.709, 259.696) =19.253,
p <.001, partialn® = 0.112 ) » &L &Lk E B~ - R

avg Statistics: 41 MGFP [uV]

1 - DU BB FEREISHEEEREMR

(M=7.384, SD=3.440) 883 =~ FL/A)(M=6.244, SD=3.143)
(p<.001) : A EEE[ ] (M=8.153, SD=4.450) FHE =/
4] (p< .001) 5 NP S R E LR ) (P<.05)

(=) BEIPE 2 S 1T (TANOVA) 45 5

His b [ 528 S 8053 #77 (Topographic Analysis of Variance

TANOVA) » /& DAZ B EEIRIIE T » HEE AR FTas 8 AR
EREE T - RIS TE ORI R AR S [ v E 22 iy
BEHTEIRIGH] - B EIREEEY SR - AW75E ] CURRY 8
tH N TANOVA S B E T4t AT AR RERI Fr FR B
EEREEE R R =50/ p = 1000 » FIj 2= SEARSRiv Rt P &
39—t - HEEEEEAVEHTPE MGFP=1 » &5t it i
Ry 500ms F] 900ms » BIEZSES p < 0.05 -
TANOVA 73455 » FAMTAT LS - 5 R Ay Bl R )
B4 613 ms ~ 635 ms ~ 663 ms~ 677 ms ~ 710 ms ~ 749 ms
F(ansEE - RREENER(E L) - ¥ REYEN S
FERAA] 2 EA 719 ms ~ 733 ms~756 ms ~ 778 ms S {[E I
& - BB R(EN) - 27 MG S A 2 [
45 856 ms ~ 871.0 ms R EREs - EIRFAEHZER(E L) -

0323

500.0 5500 572.0 600.0 650.0

700.0 750.0 800.0 850.0 900.0ms

A R A EE R A TANOVA 734> 2 #at oyl -

avg Statistics: 41 MGFP (V]

[ T e T
500.0 5500 572.0 600.0 650.0

23
>k
i

Tt S T T 1
700.0 750.0 800.0 850.0 900.0ms

R AN GE A2 TANOVA i 2 2 R4 Rl -
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avg § 52 42 MGEP (3] 5
N

®)

A A/

/»5\\

ooooo

3 MGFP [uV] B e

500.0 550.0 600.0

0.467
e
SRS =
= ~ /

.

0.44
Z

. = ) 3
/ i
- U~ \, // e ) 0.032
= ~
\\ N\ e
700.0 750, 800.0 8500 870.0 900.0ms

fiEl J?EF'EJ@EQKAIEFEJ/UZ TANOVA ﬁ’FﬁZE;‘EZ*%ﬁ%’EI

{fi - B35

TS B S RE R A B O A R A T i - (8
F=TEA RV A AE T BAEE R A - =R A -
FEHEE - BEERSEEHREIA R SRS %
AV AHRARG R L - TR B R R ARE YRR - ANt
FeLAgEtEcEE SPSS 18 - i =R I AR (F R A ~ 22
FHA] ~ A AR A2 (FE R (ms) - BT BN TR
FEAEE E 51T (Repeated measured ANOVA) » &5 EEH K E
IRFfE]HY £ B R G A B E 1 72 5(P>.05) » AHEH IR AHRE
SRREBRHTAS R » AEEREVIEE BN 2 A HI Y
U - BATETESm REN R A B g R DU I S FE R4
FR o ERERSHE N S ERIRIEAN S e _EEE
RACHCSEAIIRE] - [RIE - AT EREE SR AL S MBI Y £ 25
R EIGAERIBENER -

INERPERSURA TP I - R EAIRREAE
FERCEA R IIHR ISR R - DR HE IR HYSER
EE’\]’&$  BEEAT AR atb=c - (a=fE4aE - b=RIBL 2

B =R E) - ARt 2 s R 2
HERFFAT

GHEIR A TR 15 FEGEE - /NREAAH 7 5 - S5
PIERAE A AR 2 o HsBr By TR RN E’/D’JF'EJZ*
K& FREA: T IA 15 R - NRELa 7 8 5
/ol DT SR REGEER 0 ) HERF Ry TR EE&(”E/J@F?&
B AGHEMA: YA 15 B - NGRS 7 8
SAFEANL NRIE 22 A SR 2 | e By T IR B R
FAHEZRE -

A FEIEER BT (SRR L) - FRE IR
Al (B 23R TA W, R AR BRIz Y IE B ) - (B2 3 AE
FHERIE LI A BRI R > AN R i (EiRIE R 2

BRI Ry B Y 72 5% - DL TANOVA 7347 2 45 5L 45 613 ms ~ 635
ms~ 663 ms~ 677 ms -~ 710 ms ~ 749 ms & = (HIFfIE L 2
B IESR - RO M AR EROR 23N E AR
W B BV IERE M+ AR TEIERIE VAR R (A RiE
R RHEEENZES - DL TANOVA 73t 2 455 75 719 ms ~

733 ms ~ 756 ms ~ 778 ms S5 {6 P IR BE AL o
R EAMEER - SERSEEFRERRARE - N2
RERAAHR MR = (pattern) - 4 T S5 RIFTHELAE A 2%
SEREER 2 o RS E E R A - (0 T 55RE g b
THRERER 7 0 SR B R R EARIEEEL - Gl T 5
PRI BA A/ oA 72 S AORRR 2 | (E &t P600 ZJE -

R4 » 22 B R A B B R T R B DR - A S HRIE -
TEOR B R R I BRI - By 2 IRBIF Y725 DL TANOVA 73477
Z 455, 5 856 ms ~ 871.0 ms Hffl & pE 2 HEIEEHY AR - &
TN B P ] BB 5 T P B R R B 5 9% 1 P00 A - )
AN E R A R CFEF AR (H W E7E P600 XU IE
g b - BEARER EARE -

feEiR B ZZEIHY P600 BUE  FeMiimE Ein S BlE Y
Pt 2IRRVGRAEEIAN T RTHHA 15 FEEER - /N &AL 7 5
HEATRE AR - A I R PR R R R E A —(EE
s TBHA 15 Rk DIR—ECEE T/ NGRESH 7
FH o AR TR A SRS (R ERENESEE AT ULER
FrauERE BB LIEAR - G0 B R AR T » TREEE S
FRE PRI RS - SEFP R RSB s T REAEE
R GRE 0 MR E RS 8 DUt EE e AR

SEFPHYERERS T = MO R R H B THER {6 (default) - (RIHETHES

Z A Rraiaa R ey TR A R 7 B EE
a2 BE T2 BIRDEGERE,  EAME &N T/Naa b T
FeFEmEEE ? ) SURBNEREN T RTHARL A = 25
SEER 7 BLETHEE 2 AFULEEFFEAE 2 (match) - B H
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FY IR (context) B R AVER AR - EEA R & LEYEIZEM R AT

BEATNVMEEERRNIVEESENE « DUNVSREE

FERBISHEEIREMR

FEHESD > RIEaA 3% B HY P600 SUE -

Rt AR Z EEF ARG » BRI ERIER Y = REE

TAIRIE

NS (LRI

AR A VS R A
B RMA VS fE A
ZE R A VS S H A

**

*

*kk *kk

* *k*k

*kk *

*: P <0.05 (significant), **: P < 0.01 (highly significant); ***: P < 0.001 (extremely significant)

FAMPBZZFHY P600 X #EER Shen et al. (2016)FTHzHIY
HRAEAT - S REEE P600 SZMihy 2 —TE s Ay B2 AT 2R
2¢(conflict monitoring)f4# » Shen et al. (2016)#$35 » i AASHY
Hi$1%% K7 J& (anterior cingulate cortex, ACC){(EBIEIHIRE = A
FIAFIFTRERR AN —80 - BTN ER T RAYEZens - (HEsk
BT P600 XU HEUR T iR RIHECIR A H FA1E%
(world knowledge) » DS 8 ¥ AR B AR RHEE I PR EE AR VRE .
AR BTRE 2 (RaPFC) S5 & s Hr & B0 « A e e
i 0 SRR AR OB EE R AN 0 HEAM
TEEE A B R ERAE (E ARG - JER S T~ B THRE
BAMEERE  BAEEERAVEFRE

B - #5EE

AT 5 FH v R P e P S5 A B S B i (ERPs) A 5%
% DI R RN B TR R BB AR - KRS
oh s g 2 IR E AR TSR o N AR 2
BIP A B E TS e ER R o EE ) (FRfa)) B
) (4]) 2 RAE A L VA EC A HHRARR S ARAE: - AT
P GRS E RS BRI R A R R R R AR
& AR SR PRE ST RIS RPN AR TR A
A—HCER) - PHTHFE 2 32 MR = (pattern) FE A HH A
(match)i » SRR R ERHEIIERE IRV R E AR Y H
HERRE (A4 P600 FYZIUTE » HE4E S Shen et al. (2016)
2 A TS 25 (conflict monitoring Al BE L K Fisher et
al. (2010)# ¥ & ool s ah s (H Aaa)) A — 20 G 48
(19 P60 % » MHUR BUER S RA TP A4S RE— B ATHEAE » T LA
H RS0 -

BAPERRA SRRV [ > Y TSR 2 A5
{bBFF o DS A A E RS PRy OB B M TR 4
FAE A HRARS EE AT~ RSB RE iy PE00 Ky 2 RS e E5R4E
R PR IER - SIREELE R A - 2
R BN SR A)FE 500ms~900ms FHRF [l B 2 [T ~F
PRIE ~ VERIARE(E Rl By E PR B P600 & E -

IEFRA e amaE AR AR RS BSRE ) AFUEEE PR L E
EVERATRER o IR A ARAIAERIZE > T LUREE R H
HISER S REE A B R S R [EAE i Y B R S B i 22
WS, 5 > SRR RS RE R AR AR M TR 53T
(source reconstruction) » DLFFHFZEHTEBENIZENIRES » thA S FE
HHATASRAER - A RE TR R R A A (EAE R R 20—
SR E A Y RS

£E3RI
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The Psychological Reality of The Formulaic Sequences of
Cross-Sentence : An Event-Related Potential Study of
Math Word Problem

Yao, Tien-Ching ~ Lu, Ching- Ching

National Tsing Hua University Institute of Taiwan Languages and Language Teaching.

Abstract

The aims of the present study were to use the experimental research method of
event-related brain potentials to investigate the psychological reality of the “Formulaic
Sequences of Cross-Sentence”. Therefore, we take the math word problems as the experimental
materials and use the ERPs' P600 component to verify. In this study, the statistical analysis
shows a significant P600 effect of the average brainwave waveform induced by different
question types between 500ms to 900ms.Therefore, the psychological reality of the formulaic
sequences of cross-sentence is possible. We can provide some different perspectives on the

theory of cognitive operation of sentence comprehension by the results of this study.

Keywords: language processing, sentence comprehension, Formulaic sequences, event-related

potentials



