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1 Bl

XCHF U TN — A 32 R0, Bl AU A, F AT, At
FEHE IR RTERGEF WA I Tt R, I FSeR XGHEE S 6 S (12)

ETINE: RGETILEAEFERAKMESRSFHRIME (5Q2022133) | TIBHERZFESE (HB22JY041)
RIETHITEARF A SRFRARAEZITRIME (S21YX012) £E,.

BVES: 4R, TiIMEASFHES .

VESIAH: HBE, £41% WBEENEBESNISEHEEERIE? —RKBE—XWEE NFFRBHE
BNER [J] . =%, 2023, 5(2) : 69-80.
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TSR E AR RS (L) T LA AR T ( Frenck—Mestre,
2005) , AHXSXUEHE A L2 0 TR 5106 5 BR# LN T2 S ez WA
AESE . FRESA RZ DR, X T RUR A DUF RN AR s B RIS AL
XA, B PTE/NFAE AR . BRI X — ) REAS AT AR FRAT T XUE &
ST INTALRIIAIR, I RESRE M B R 2 A I DUE 2 ST 80%

DITEBF 58 A 8] SC7 B RN T (Nelson et al., 2009; Perfetti et al.,
2007; Simos et al., 2005; Tan et al., 2005 ) . BUHHE FFE T 2 8] A B 5200
(faPid 55, 2015) SE0 T RIF V98, I RIRTE—FE SIS, fER L2 By
IR REAN R TRy L1 BRI, 3P 22 5 nT RRIR B PIANE 5 A [ Y S04
SR WRE S AR E K2ES . WA, SOEH L2 BT S FEAR R Tz 5 1
EH L1 #9>J4553 7 (Bailey et al., 1974; Dulay and Burt, 1974; Midgley et al.,
2009) o BFEJG S5 TIE IR I THER . AL A R
BT AMTAEAR K225 (YO8, 2003; Y158, MIaEl, 2004; SHR% . XI5555,
2014; Bi&RE, 2008 ) , XA ATREFEOVUEF Y L2 I TRFFI%1E 5 W EHEH
SR L2 TR b, AR T NSRS 0 & e i . BB T = DA R 5
YT 55 55 A0 L AR BUE A 1 L2 I TALHI K 51208 5 BRI TR
e C5k4EHE. I, 20105 5KBEM, 2012; Bk, 2009) o N, 7EBLER
SRR b, BOKEE (2009) I, PSSR, DURZARM B 24 17
TR BTG S — X, I AR EABA SRS DUB A AR 2k
DS IR ARG SC, HARBIRIESE R . X —F a5 DOERHE S 7ER0E =
BB PRI BLA B SRS T RS TR], UESE THEE I TOh ORISR iE S
AR EEXSRGE#E L2 I TAY520

SR, EARBFRCE RIL T 12 0 TR SUUERRE 225, (A TS5 R0
THEARET “XIUEH W 12 N T 51ZE T HREEHE" k. S, JFEER
AR AR R 2 SRR, BN, XIRGEE ARG FIRER, B
FIHE T SOA BEHCR S (#X7kckE, 2009 ) SR S BA B R SOA i 17 (R,
HATERN RS RN A B4 ) CIKRIBERE, 2012) o K17, XGEER L2 in TR
SR F RRHEE D ? 5555000, 55T L1 IS e o B et
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AREfARBEZIE S AEN L2 BRI ( Brysbaert and Van Wijnendaele, 2003 )

FEARFIE R, FATTITERGEE A5 8 50 T 51208 5 R SAAH R Y 3
AABG , VEBGE—DUBUE A it , 3 5 25 25— DO DRI i o ] P
RENFIAK T FIRAGEZ 1 12 T EER M TIZESRHES . S HGEE I
WA, L2 AR RBRE N T 22 sUEE 1 5 I L FER R, DUE
TCAR R 1 F B[R] IR 2R 0 23 Bt B — DRI A DUTR AR FE i A2 AT
A, M2, DURAGRRERE AR 2 M i —DOSE A DUF IR N T e N
e SCERIN T 2R A 2 SE B S DUERIN Ty AT TUIBIRZ . B—
DO 500 BB DU I T BN, eI i—DORUE# 1 DB 7K
i, FEPURNDCFIRIN ,  HR R S i SR B A R IRAE B

2 R 1 ARKR—INNIEEBINFE R
i} At F2

21 WHRDE

(1) gk

FRATHE I T I R BeE Ak 72 44 (B 26 44, k46 4) , VI
% 16.03 5, MAITAENME ZA0E T 44 9N A (LUEGE N EEE, SPIEADUE
AR R 6.94 %) o AATTHYEE TR KPR E] T R O KU FoKF. SEER 6
A PFEHDOE AR, BRI 18] 7, Hep 7/0RIERE G, IR
NG, SRR, SO DUET- B GREE R 3.90. BT A BB S A4 R 5,
It HAR S S5 IEA T E .

(2) Sttt

ARSHERATT 4 x4 RGBT, HARASEE 3 5 H AR Z IR Y 5C R 28
OBRIFXS . F Xt SGEFRFITERFR ) L SOA ( HRshF I
F|HpRF R Z AR EIE R, A5G 50 ms. 75 ms, 100 ms, 125 ms PUFH) )
iR AR i, SOA gl A8 . RS A A w0 H AR 719
S0 B R 1R
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(3) SEEab R}

SR EMEEE I S E R B AR T ARIE S S B AR RO R AT, Kbk
IINTEALTEXT . F SR SGEFX LR T . . 18 TR TR
FXF B SSHB C . LIRS T R (2003 ) X
KA (2009) SEEG AT HTEIARL, Sef A IF BT A ERIC R, ZHISART 5T A
PRI 1o 1 20 ARG AAE 7 At L PP I 7% A S 26 1 ST AR B
OB SCRERREE, Hirp, 7GR “dER AR , 1AF SRR AMLIETR
FE” o AHIEBOE IR SGE X 45 15 %, ZECEERE b, dSn Rl SR80t
B X ATE T X M T E R 20 AP RHTALS , 23 05 X BT
MRHIEAT 7 s R BB . KPR IR LS, N BEBUAGRA5 SESEI  )
& 12xf, dh 48 xf, A AR B 6.27, FIRITFXS . LTINS
SR FITE I 70 A AR 7000 6,21, 6.29, 6.37 Fl 6.33, XK
ZRAWE, F (3, 92) =0.51, p>0.05. HAk, FrikFXt B SCHLLE
GYHN 5.67. 6.00. ¢ KB FREH, TEALTENT AT A ABURR 3 A0 S %o Ay 1 SAH
RIFR B0 0 2 3 T IC A AL . IF HL, FFIR AR R SO 56 =22 18] 4 AH
KAREMALRE, =148, p>0.05,

SIS O RSRER e o e e i U (6 O 8 2 oy ¢ = ke b ]| '8 5 R e AT
Bt L 55 25 4 A B 0 U R B B )3 8 FF 8 L AHER AL, R
BRI A 8 XTSRS, Iy R ) [l 5 TR S22 ol

F 1 K1 R

Table 1 Material examples in experiment 1

FRHIE TCHTF X 20 AL T4} EAEE0) SGEEERT
ARl 451] Gr—itk PR—1Ak Fr— R—kf
SR AL 8.94 7.58 8.14 7.50
SRR 6.33 6.29 6.21 6.37

(4) LT
SEE PR E-prime 5256 R G54 B BEHL S AT E LG RE R R e o 7EZR S By
B, OIS SR A O TR B R B, )RR, W EHT LR

https://doi.org/10.35534/Iin.0502007 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/lin



MBENE BN SEHEEEFS?
——k B IR AE IR T R A AR A R « 73 -

2] HRNIERRR A 1R BRI A A R, SR T, B
B —> AR SR B A S . A S b st Sk, ISR S5 S
Qi ALR] . fESCRd R, B AR AERE BTHEAL 50 em &b, B wial Y,
TR E RS ( “+7 drid) , FFEL 500 ms, ZJSHEENZ IS 307,
Wl SOA S5 S BUARIFE] (4351102 50 ms, 75 ms, 100 ms B 125 ms ) , HEOR
B AEPNE ST, AMBUERI R ; REEMENRT:, ZORGAHRrX
ERBT. MARRET, &P, R, )8 (RalrEg A
AT %)oﬁﬁﬂmmm%$ﬁﬁﬁ . BFrFENHER, SRR,
Z5BF 500 ms J&, HEAT—R, BHEZBBEEHR . w8l AR BCZ Y
B THEHLA SHE B R, TR R ms, $R2EM £ 1ms,

2.2 SCIER

S TREHE 42 SPSS A AL B, Gt a5 R A M+SD £on., Gt ul a2
M +3SD Z AN, 22 M BER Y 1.45%, Wit A [R) 52 %A 20 T e S
7 BRI YA R R L 2 e 3,

2 AREE—XREENEFIWEHRER (ms) (M+SD)

Table 2 The mean reaction time in nonproficiency bilinguals (ms) (M+SD)

SOA (ms) TR ALK [T xT SGEFERTH
50 746 + 99 745 £ 107 689 + 105 658 + 78
75 779 + 48 755 + 79 678 £ 40 680 + 39
100 795 76 771 £ 59 706 + 57 697 + 59
125 798 + 61 775 + 47 696 + 72 698 + 89

3 ARERE—IXIEE MR FERE (%) (M+£SD)

Table 3 The mean error rates in nonproficiency bilinguals (ms) (M+SD)

SOA (ms) JoRAE AL AU T X A TR SR
50 6.94 + 6.26 6.02+5.81 4.78 +6.23 3.09+5.03
75 4.94+4.32 1.70 +2.36 4.78 +6.23 2.32+3.23
100 525+5.12 4.32+3.59 3.24+2.89 1.08 + 1.39
125 5.86 + 4.94 4.32+4.14 3.82+3.42 2.12+ 1.86
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SR B 25 T AR, MERES R R0 W3, Fy (3, 204) =52.50,
p<0.001, 7°=0.436, F, (3, 414) =108.06, p<0.001, 7°=0.448, ik X X i
AR R RA R BN 2 R T IEAUR RN TE A B, SOA 1 RN B M 43
WAEZE, F (2, 57) =089, p>0.05, Wi H/pHriE, F, (3, 138) =14.99,
p<0.05, 7°=0.221, FHEZEEIA SOA AR TAEHIAEE, F, (9, 204) =0.46,
p>0.05, F, (9, 414) =0.94, p>0.05. FEiRFM Ty 200 EW, MR2EAH £
BB E, F, (3, 204) =11.06, p<0.001, %°=0.145, F, (3, 414) =16.53,
p<0.001, 7°=0.104, FRZFH S EMRS H W TCOCH B TR R, ¥R
SCIER B, TR RS IR AR 25 & T HAUAEL, p<0.001, JEARUBTRLA %
R 2 TR [FMORERT SCIRI BRI R 28, p<0.001, 7 [R] A RH A 18 6 b 35
= T SRR, p<0.001, SOA B ERON A/ A 3, F, (3, 68) =1.39,
p>0.05, WHSHE, F, (3, 138) =7.32, p<0.001. FHRIZEHIFI SOA BY2EH.
EHWBARE, F, (9, 204) =148, p>0.05, F, (9, 414) =1.14, p>0.05,

SE 1R, TCIRAEME—FP SOA T, ANRALRAB—DUAGHR A PN TR
IR IR e UE B AR SR, JFHRFERTFIRGE RS, X458
0 FE AR TPOEREER R 2 U

3 I8 2 AR —NNEEMXFIFAA A
iHtFz

3.1 HRGE

(1) ik

WO 724 (2844, od244) o FIAER 1973 20 AR TS INF[E]
SRR 9 AEFE 10 A H (CEMDGE P HFER N 655 %) , B DUE G FERE
(M=6.29) BEE TS 1 R (M=3.90) , 1=30.07, p<0.001, 7EHA )7,
SEHG 2 55y 1 PHRFEA A,

(2) BT ([FSEE 1)

(3) SLEARART ([FSE58 1)
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3.2 3LIa%E
GEitals 2 M+ 3SD Z MR dE , M S EEET 1.13% BHSKAS R SEXT 11
SR8 RN B AR R R R LS 4 5.

=4 BREH—XBEEX MMM RE T RER (ms) (M+SD)

Table 4 The mean reaction time in proficiency bilinguals (ms) (M+SD)

SOA (ms) TR HA TEALTF X4 EiEER K SGEFERTH
50 717 £ 96 702 £ 83 639 76 651 + 63
75 623 + 41 609 + 62 595 + 53 552 +51
100 655 + 52 634 + 53 589 + 39 579 + 63
125 664 + 51 638 + 56 606 + 62 573 +42

5 BAERE—INNUEE X AR EERE (%) (M+SD)

Table 5 The mean error rates in proficiency bilinguals (ms) (M+SD)

SOA (ms ) BB | AT X [ TR S PR
50 6.02+5.33 2.62+2.77 247355 2.93+3.87
75 6.04 +5.91 6.54 + 6.66 2.45+3.09 2.29 +3.57
100 523+391 6.04 +4.31 1.96 £ 2.56 1.14 +1.98
125 6.37 +4.14 5.55+3.80 4.08 £ 4.06 1.96 = 1.90

SN B 22 BT 2R, MRS 40N W3, F, (3, 204) =39.09,
p<0.001, 7°=0.365, F, (3, 420) =108.41, p<0.001, 7°=0.436, LEHHFEN,
AR S ARFIE [RIA A BN 25 T IR RIATRVRITC A L. SOA Ry =240
W&, F, (3, 68) =11.24, p<0.001, 7°=0.331, F, (3, 140) =72.56, p<0.001,
7°=0.609, # ik 7£ SOA=75 ms B 52 N Fc PR (M=594 ms ) , 7E SOA=50 ms fif
(M=677 ms) LIV fe 8. FHRIZEBA SOA B A8 T AR FH Bl 9 o0 A A B 3%
F, (9, 204) =1.10, p>0.05, WHM B3, F, (9, 420) =2.80, p<0.005, 7°=0.057,
R 20020, MBS R0V B3, F, (3, 204) =17.47, p<0.001,
7°=0.204, F, (3, 411 ) =13.93, p<0.001, 7°=0.105, XiEtrHl (M=2.09% ) F1
[FIFEE( M=2.74% ) P RERF AR, TERIBHRE( M=5.15% ) FITCAT L (M=5.92% )
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AEERR = . SOA M FRNANEE, F, (3, 68) =098, p>005, F, (3, 137) =203,
p>0.05. HEFERIF SOA s HAEH AR, F, (9, 204) =1.14, p>0.05,
F, (9, 411) =136, p>0.05. 555 2 FHH, TCIe7EME—Fh SOA T, PAZR—IX
RGEZ P HI G RH R eE H R R, SEA ARG R

KT T DU BGRAR BE X E—DUBLHE DU TR R R A R R, X S
1. S50 2 MEE A T ZR G b, AR RW], DUE SR Y DT R ) R
(M=627 ms) WEWRTIUEARALGBIX (M=729 ms) , F, (1, 136) =154.39,
p<0.001, 7°=0.532, F, (1, 278) =94.95, p<0.001, %°=0.765, {HI &A%
JE X i — T RUE DU RN R I | R U B RS U A
Wi, AR B AR — OSSR R B BT AR

4 itig

ARWFFERA T AR S5, BB 4 T DR & 1 — DR
HRIDCFIRA IR, RIRISTERR—Fl SOA T, ARGk A I —DUNE & E R 5
DUFI, B SEs B2 1E SUE B AEEE R, JFH BT 5IRE B B0
X T RAGRIBGE U, SRR, AR | SEROE TR MRS, FEEEN
POE AR . BRI, DU AL X B — USSR
SO, JR—UROE A RS i F DR o A X B R R S R
RIEARTIAER.

AL RS B 2 A DU I R R A A5 I R A — B, SRR
FME (2010) MIZEIRSE, DOEACT— Wity sk B B 2728 SO e S50 18] 1 B 2
— L, BN AENRI > — L BURH: (2009 ) B3, BUEZKF-5200
RUEFAE 15 S W FARR AR, DUEACTE 5 04 B A YR s 4 1] B[]
I T IBANE AR R, KT B 2 A A0S B (A R — X, RS FIEE R
B2, AT IENEE S ds, BE KB, AUPREi RS LRenss
REA 2 B, 7ERKkAEE (2009) FIBFFE T, ARZKT- B A R0 AL 7
BER G FIEAG R, S KOF 88 2 AR AR U0 i L - 1 i R B Bt (57 ms)
FH 58 U BFBS 2] T35, 24 SOA=85 ms Af, AT A5 BAS S
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B2, SRR A 15 i UE BRI . FIRAE B T BEAR IS 4518087
— AN TTRERY ISR S WIS TR 3 M S 00 50 1) 8 AR R DU 5 I =
FRUN R S EEF AR R, XS DGR BHEE R R IR, o
FEEHN AR SOA B H” (SRERL, 2012) | SOA 52 (#&XJkkE, 2009)
SFEOTHEAHT, ABIRBIRGER S I F 0T IR RS T AR S R 0 Tk
FEAA X, AERERR L, RAEE (5T ) TR A EE A 58 ok A
BEXGE# A L2 5, RO RGER A 12 TR 332 2 L1 A L2 BIRE S A9 3L 1R
5200 ( Brysbaert and Van Wijnendaele, 2003 ) .

RS LE R R T 5 08T N IOE SRR R 3k (2011) @
FEEN— e XUEE W AR SR B AR R, TS RS
1B SGEIAE O, Toig BARFE Mm%, I 00E e P 0 SR i 1 4
WOE T TIARE XE R, IS (2007 ) X R ARG B — S XGE# 9
SCIAH S IR A RIFSE R B, 0T SO 7% (4 9 Sl R Je b, AR R AR
UEAh, ARSI A2 RS A R X R TR A R — B ViR, MK
PALE BB a1 e BNz P A AG B, A galig mIg A —2. 55
HERZTFWER, MARZRTFHTFIRER,

ABFER A T BRI SRS, R0 T DOUEE AR
BB EHERRE, RIS DUERHEE AR, B—IOEE UL TR BRI R
—IE. XL RRIH—DAGEH R BI SRR FOOEREE , AR
PIEICTRUES 12 PRI R R FUE Bk . B4, BUEE D 12 I CHREAR T
BHER WEWE 47 S mul] 7 IGEE 1Y L2 I TAEAR F 5208 5 EHESE A
[[l7 BN, TREMEE R ERIEE, TR T L2 2T L1, FiGH
B TR AR SN 2R AR o BRI, BT XUEF Y 12 D BN T RE
I BAGEEPIFE S ZRAELEAR B2 T L2 ARNRGEIRA FRLL B2 2] 12 B
KGR T L1 AERZE, nIHEFE0ES I 12 I T AR TIZE S RS
H, R R TR R B, L, SRR 12 I THLE IR A SR T 5
WA B TR E SIS O X TR 4 R TR
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&g

5

Li L RTIR, GE—DURUE A B DR UM I A R R L, OO, &
JE e T IEAR RS o 165 PG B X I DURUE & A DU I IR B R A 3
Wi, ROEHF R L2 I T B R T & R .
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Does Non-native Bilinguals Process Second

Language alike Native?

—Evidence from Tibetan-Mandarin Bilinguals’ Chinese

Word Recognition

Han Haibin Cui Zhanling

College of Education, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang

Abstract: By conducting the true-pseudo words judgment task, this study
examined the time course of Tibetan-Chinese bilinguals recognizing Chinese
characters and words as their second language. The results show that: (1) the
time course of Tibetan-Mandarin bilinguals’ Chinese character recognition
basically follows the same order: semantic, phonological, and graphic
information; (2) Language proficiency does not have an impact on the process
of Tibetan-Chinese bilinguals recognizing Chinese words. The entire study
suggests that the time course of Chinese word recognition differs between
Tibetan-Chinese bilinguals and native Chinese speakers. In other words, the
second language processing of bilingual individuals differs from that of native
speakers. These research findings prompt us to delve deeper into the study
of second language processing in bilingual individuals and have significant
implications for bilinguals’ second language teaching.

Key words: Tibetan-Mandarin Bilingual; Second language; Word recognition;

Time course
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