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ool semantic) R Al WAYZES <A
o Az Aol o} Fesk B4 &
o 59, Qollelet ol ool AA
aeld] B AFVE FeF e AT
2002; Johnson-Laird, Herrmann, & Chaffin, 1984;
Vigliocco & Vinson, 2007).

on] FE A viAYES dotEr] fla)
AdE e L T sz o3 A A
(lexical decision task) S & 4 Yr} o3 ot
e Wl AFE A%, AzEon AN

skal, AAlE ApSo]l AAl ©olQlA], ofw
Roful A2 B4 S 3714 S8l 1
QA E BEFE eItk i3] B A
= e, o), ovld By Fol of Bt
BFE ANE AoR LA Ao @A,

2010; F71% ], 1997; BHAA, 1997; $371,
W& & THIE, 2012 9L 2004; Yim,
Lim, Park, & Nam, 2005).

AEHo R oun FAd| #e Aotd 72
52 M(concept)S =HAC st w2
Akt old AAEA I (holistic view)
Ndo] ofd 2oz Ao

A7t =4
2, o@s FAEe] EA, o9 B

model)o] $
] %’474]34‘9& /HE Azso] 9o AA st
w49 el Bk g Egeke 2
E R dE =

, co‘l:iHaTL__:_ ‘%:L:_L’ ¢

Peb e vk a9 HdE BRsta o
om, FA A Ew 2 g9 Jdel g
He a9 Adollz sty AA Adw
B e, oA I AAA Ade] A
#E AgS gAeled dedn AE
o} (©]33Q & S, 2009; Collins & Quillian,

1972, Harm, 2002; Johnson-Laird et al., 1984;
Reed, 2000; Vigliocco & Vinson, 2007). S}FA|qH
ojg} B2 FHA 72T AAH ddH =
ol A8 EIHypicality effect)9t 22 %
& S0 el e weel Aolg 4
37] ofefsich W@ &H, ojd W
A A R 25EE A duAe 4
Zol U@ wgol, Oe A3l i@ wen
o oA Jehde @42 9nigth oE
s°, ‘Aleke Hdel st gl A,
A Sol EFE e, FoiRpse] o
o sl xﬂ/\l% Ap=ol A AAE W T
@otA ste WE & Al
(category verification tasks)S =8 gt} A o
FA o] ol A, AAE
O o AR o ke AT 24 m=
o FEe] THANS Hel kR,
Nageishi, 1998; Lei, Li,

£ o

Tol| &

il

&alen)

a:

FEE WF 94

L

Koyama, & Nakajima,
Long, Li,, Chen, Ni, & Li, 2010; Rips, Shoben, &
Smith, 1973). SFAIRE 4AIH AT Rl
L Re 29d &3 %

rr

= ofl
oft &
ox, 19
t()‘l
K

%w

Ao o3t & sh}e] mdz=
843} A 28 (spreading-activation model)S
5 5 ook s B wee AAed D
Hel mdaA 7t fdEe] sH94es #7%
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Q3% A - HEA / SEE B 7|4

Aok e 94 Q9aY 2y
st s %ﬁm A ke

3 b

SAIA %EHO]%O & HPLT, 2009; Bock &
Levelt, 2002; Collins & Loftus, 1975; Dell, 1986;
Reed, 2000; Vigliocco & Vinson, 2007).

Izl o]E% x%jﬂizq :ﬂrx%oﬂ L—HH]QT‘E -‘séEH
2, %497 B el viewo] AT
7\-]] 4 3’1/_]-7(434. ]:]]_]j/_5]~ u:H _J_/H)G Fubs| o]
g 2 Aolde uAe A

: !
1o
N
M
e

2 oM
X

RS

A Sgelgke doleh 544 BN,
& del F4404 ga ERHoR 24
snl, w2 lde S9Ad EAel EAlel
A gtk oilel tee S48 HE
e A7 Ad ez 75 fek sk,

Adel B8 W, 2L =l

‘3L O 2 1
ITHF =
o

Alo|thHinton & Shallice, 1991; McRae, Cree,
Seidenberg, & McNorgan, 2005; Plaut, 1997;

Vigliocco & Vinson, 2007).
Mg 4 FEu] ohel, AAEd
3} &47 B B AR 02 A e

55101 3)«2 , O] 0‘3@% 3l 91‘31
-’F—, 2009; Bock & Levelt, 2002; Vigliocco &
Vinson, 2007).

@9 £44 dhe AAed BhdA A
Nahe A6 o)@ Aol Brkse A

e x45e 2%, = QA $49 243 9
Hoz RAYBZ, ma ¥y 9do] &4

4 @] WEolth oAl $44 WA
S5 e Bovardape] a1
WS BRI 3 F Al Be S40]
AU A%, dvAoR fA% Adel Hek
BAL $4% 09 ARl weel Fe
S43 ge, S AdE BE Fe
onlg BAYS ERHo U 4 Y

N
-

o]CHMcRae et al.,
2007).

Y, o7 Bw BAAA verte o
3} 8§ IKsemantic priming effect)=, Yol A
39 Oae g Bagel melsolol @
A% 2 pjelch onl W3 ok MY
o= ANHE Wah AZo] BE A3} 9]
Aoz Asel 92 sl BN GUS
geuth WA 9 9fge] Padhe @
B nAH@AA, & olH9, 2007 WA
d, 200 o1, AAE, & FEA, 2005
Cree, McRae, & McNorgan, 1999; Park & Lim,
2014, A 7 A7 <Jal oJv] Hah wAE

Arjele AAEA whd M, 114

2005; Vigliocco & Vinson,

M,
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oo o
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4
pac
rr
)
2,
=
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o
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0,
el

(connectionist modeling)?] #H o 2= A
ME = 4 U AR AdFY @
ATFolMe A2 7Hske W= 141*—1
722 7% Fheanl, Hol g A
4e Bl o 729 Bl A% 7}—:«6—}@
(Plaut, 1996, 1997; Seidenberg & McClelland,
1989; Yermolayeva & Rakison, 2014). o] 4]
A B9l AFL A e 24
Z= g]g_xq_o_i 5\_/\4 D}}'Hg] A -
e Jug. Az Aaze =g
& sl o@ wele] YA S W
HAsk, oldl we} Ao e/l
o Seol AHEE AZ B S AVE F
7} 7V 8K Jacobs & Jordan, 1991; Plaut, 1996,
1997; Yermolayeva & Rakison, 2014). H] & <4
4 239 Aol old G AT e
Al719] EAZE T8 WQle] ope} dA|gtk,
ol P U WA AN B
o 7H, JiRIAte ek AdE 4R w7t
Hes gtk
tjEo] on|xjejd #g A =
279 = @

e
O ol i ol

nqu
©

e -4 olF

off
ol

SR Plau(1997)¢] Ed2 & F th
Plaue(1997)€ 9259 Edeo] ofF At 3}
AE ofd o= A2l 7hsdAE Atstn
Ab Bk oH, H A3 (grapheme layen) ¥} &3
(phoneme layer), ©]7]Z(semantic layen 2 TAH
om] AR At 7hse RdS A
o 2l o= 200709 EH4S

7} dolo] FARR HAS Foste g5
2183ttt Plaur(1997)9] Rdl-& th
o} gojmdo]o] Zlolo] wt thE
oqu|Ze] XIS HIoEH, dFAFY B
do] o3 et A o] Thedte Bt
(Plaut, 1997).

T OE $44 #39
Cree et al (20002 RS S 4 9]
al. 2006 2w Ao, 54 £ BE
EAHTE FAb sAlAel ke & JlsA
FA5FA T 18] 3L Cree at al.(2006) o] &
gelstz] $18ll, HAS(orthographic layer)¥} o]
&4 Z(semantic feature layen) O 2 FAH &
A& AASATE Plau(1997)9= ThE7] Cree
et al.(2006)& McRae et al.(2005)°4 ZFAME
252070 A £HEE 7INe R A5S
Aste] aF<sS A SFA T Cree et al.(2006)

F = 29 oA 7taA o W

2
é:éjg
[V
lo K1 o

= fo o

2

McNorgan, & McRae, 2006; McRae et al., 2005;
Plaut, 1997).

TN Z 44 T 7|6kt AEFo]
mdo] A7t APHAT P F 5004
Yim et al(2005)& =0l o3 At Ao

e ddFe] 2l S off PH A9
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(gey / £98 uyl 71gkE

T Rj2lAle] ofof He| 7tsd HT tEFo| 22Y

E4e welazt a9ty 3 %00H7 Yim

a1(2005>7} A|oret 2elle Plau(1997) EEld|
= A9 RS on|For &
o, HAEE o9 zA
Zof| 9 WZdsta, doR2 120709 &4
of Z} gold] 729 E Fofaqd
W% & IK(frequency effect), 01314 &3}
(word superiority effect)y L To] HFAMY &3}
(word similarity effect)S HUO ZM, o3 HH
Aol Eap ARt ofn] FHI} ApgA o
2 9% 73 F des FEEAd (¥
£ 2004; Yim et al., 2005).

Park et al2011) 152 dojvt A5 0d
Yim et al(2005)2] RdS Fgslo], 294 o
oje] A7t 7ed BdE AASFATH (Park,
Jung, Lee, Lee, & Lim, 2011; Park & Lim, 2014).
8]3 Park & Lim(2014)2 Park et al(2011)9]

2dE ggste], ghmol on HE A9

==

dut e ARY £ Y 2L Adstn
oItk Park & Lim(2014)2 Park et al(2011)
\:]Oﬂ Eﬂ@{%—(comext layer) 7}-01— A3l

A3 2dlo] Yim et al(2005)7F HQl TS
gal on] A3t &3 w3k AdZ2Fo 2
o] 715 B TtHPark & Lim, 2014).
SEA|RE 919} o] thre] £44A #Re A
AaFo 2do] AANHAGAE &7, o
A BAA o] &AEHA E 3 A4
& Ed9) 9 slevke ddaA 9k of
A Aol g A5
sl AAE Aol ofyr] v, on] Fu
o] T Aol 7] wEolth
Plaue(1997) 2 =He] ofn] A& 9% &
Aol RASS AAC] o] FHHI} opd,

],
5
Al
o

= A~
Eol 4

Baez gy on) 4RE Fa 0 GiE
TEskelaL, olo wel Al dojolx EAjst
= Az FHe alg dolrh Btk gt
PARS Az "tgstA] Fepivke A
] AthA &L 2004; Park et al., 2011; Park &
Lim, 2014; Plaut, 1997; Yim et al., 2005).

W3 Cree et al(2000)2] A= A £AE
= 7o Ass FASIARL gl
&8 A=F9 o] AdHolgk= Aol A 3
A 50l Agte] 2 5 9ok 2 A4

Fo mA gHNE FRE P g%
2
7

[e]

>~
-

Aol 9 A%, A4
F gtk 7 A, AR} 7
2 7)osolel Folx BTon, AR5

AL Wl B bsel AR ol
w}a} 2ol EuAE g 57, e
2ol ehte Fes 2o, 45 4 4

2850 SgHy] oAAANY. WA, A
7 A

A79l Aol Fe A 7 WAY 75
g ARH R o]FolA7] ofHA wET
(Cree et al., 20006).

[ehle]
ARHES Aaste B2 72 ARl
4= 5 A% ey Zow Buw
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| o #FH 5IEY WAYUSE HAINE ASEF, /i e FEAAES AYE gt
22 54 2l Eshe el £4 e sal A 4
ol fal, ¥ dAFddMe S84 B Al on| Fxoe FYE AaT F U A
7|qkste] ofn] ﬂ\ﬂoﬂ 54 F A AR o2 gtk agla 3R, §Y F
£ B3l ou| ARE JtEete QAT Bd 2o RS SRFo® oY § gFdos
= TEIATE 2 A FHo| dig A M, HA BdE dAFEe] Ztn W v B
32 5T olF, ofF e A Algd @ dxe SARAMCRE & EAste A
oS FIYIsrt. el o] AlEYelAe S TANAM Y FAH S AT S Ao
AHRE o] gd] B3l T WEAPAAM 9] 71 gt
Aot #aEo] Yehte o dFEHAd
FHEo] AR WHFHASAE FALE W
AZsAth
2 AFE B, onlel #HE oy 2y gdal X wdo] 7B pxe oy 13
o el $44 #He A& JheAdl Bt Zrh o9 22 FxE A H-on 7t
oliEd + U= o= Tk T3 B Al 2HE wEd mdy AFES F
TR A=F E23 AAY on] &£A AFRS pte] PAEATHPark et al, 2011; Plaue,
ol Tl 2dE AFEY ATHA AFE 1997; Yim e al, 2005). AFFHoRE, AHF
Clean Up
a8 1. 22e Fx, ofliZREH 2 B (input layer), 23S (hidden layer), £33 (output
layer) Weto2 7zt &9 &M3}(activation)7t TE|QICt 2A2ER 268702 Eel(unit) 2 FHEQIL
o, A HEE auioict 2452 50719l iz FMEQIct 24Ee Qaso| BM5} e 850
2 MYsiin, o] MLIpFollM 2Eo| oiMo| o|FoiFict EHER 99271l tel2 TFAMEQlen, BY
Zo2REH M2 EMsIE Sl zEE2= on| mas Z4sIAIZC sl (clean-up laven2 &
HE9| 7t2 wot CiA| EHEE Eullct o] ZH7A I ZEo| M5 M ¥ &el 7|e=M o] H
35 AlZ2fo|M st=H| o|Z=Uct
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g
ot
~
M
ol
ol
0x

/ S BE 7|8kt

T Rj2lAle] ofof He| 7tsd HT tEFo| 22Y

A} E(orthographic - information)
268719 S luninz FA =

HA Y (input unity= 2+2; 6‘]—

E A, o5 xFs
A A} ko] (orthographic - word) Zﬂxﬂ
A oo A gAYl &

Rl e, 24 1970,
TR 2NE, A e Se=
J ol & 2ul], 3ul] o
24 B SHE Bdste F2E AR
Atk Ed L 2004; Park et al, 2011; Park &
Lim, 2014; Yim et al, 2005). ¥ &3¢ mE3t o]
TZEE 45 A&y, sid 2o Ha
=4 Ao BARe] o= A HAH
H2he %Wi‘rﬂ—t— c7he 29lE F
Aottt ole

(input layer)

3
§ s, 3

4 217,

ot} FAAQ FxE ¥ 29 2k
18l st 1671 e 54 $A ol
dHglol i
3} e 2 Ha,
o] Pt 68-134, 135-201, 202-268H T
< A7 123549 dY Aavt 234
@43 s A Hm, U &
< BT 02 etk 2.

& Z(output layer)2 2Ju] & B (semantic

do o it
fg

oy 1t Ho

information) S X A}SH, CoreNet-% UZ:o]—O%
£ ol @z FALAT Qe
A1 2 52t e S1S] 9
n] EA(semantic feature)s X ASHA HL}h
HE olohe Aidel ald BAE A B
&, RAE, AR, AE, AF ook
HE RS e S4d e 2
@50 2% Lol BEGE 2 U
el 24l dl9ee aase 0% BEg

IHIHHHHHIIII!IEI!IE!HH

B o
Hoo
10
ER 0 0O

o o o
o o o
o N R = |
o o o
o O =
o O =
20D

0 =0 00

00 1000 00
01 0 0000 00
000 0000 0 0

IIIHIHHIHHIIIIIIII!IE!HH

B o 0000
Blio.0.000000.0flo0o.0000.00
BHoo . fl.ooo0ofiflo.000.0000.00
(00 ..0..000000..000.0000O0. 00
O8 2. lziEe] BA oAl B2 STale EAEE| Ofs EAl|D, sithe ‘mARle HXE
Cst Zatolch 1M=L 0)2 S& {Xlol aztelo] sigt AAvF ZAE 42 19 243 22 2
= 27 2, 3, AM(MSEel 1, 2, 3)2 27 1,2,383% 9| ot AT ZAE FF 19 248 ieS
2| =lof, HHX| 52 2F 02 Ze=Ch
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sr=aleletElX] - QX R Ma
o= z7 @tk (29 3). 271 otk @A e =95e 243
AAF9] el g (connectionist modeling) ]| 4] AHE AQAZCZ AR A ALdHst= HsH
SYF(hidden layen, P E9] &3t @ TS 4T A 7Y g @EEH
< FYHHER AgdFe 9T 2on, 53 & dAFelA A" A F shuel ¢
7t mdlo] Aibes e YT thidden wine] W] 33} o3 ALk A AR mdlg 2}
Mot A BB A (positive correlation)E 28 A5 FT] oA, At z=e] &gt
= Aoz oA 3l Plaut, 1996; Seidenberg  #& AR Hyste ddE st
& McClelland, 1989; Seidenberg, 2005). ¥ A7+ gk, stge] Q3 EE WSl SR
A= WEAQ gdg S B /P & (momentum)E 0.9, 4] S(decay  rate)
st A3t HstEE 2YSe @9 AF 1x107'2 AFEAR, 24 99 E e AF

E dolrEgton, 1 Ay 2YF F 507
o g9z FAE AT

T3l 8 ZolE A 3lE(dean-up layer)©] 10
A 2 FAE] stk o] Fo] EAlste

e 7 7K ol f7t v AA =, s 4
(dlean-up) & E3f =2dlo A%

7] TO]E]'

7} o}ﬂl ?Mi*ﬁ, 43t ghol 0 =& 19

g g en

1991,
Hutzler, Ziegler, Perry, Wimmer, & Zorzi, 2004;
Plaut & Shallice, 1993; Plaut, 1999). F ®#| ©]
Aelolets QA Seel =AW} b5

(attractor)S A 3T Hinton & Shallice,

o v
T,

) Ade] 7] AAFAE -1 oA 1 Abelal
w92 g9l

2 ATdAE ols $UF Fro BUS
A FAEda 3 208 SYdes o

B
=X
1o,

4z

st7] f1gtol]lnh

B Aol Y& Microsoft Visual Studio
2015 Community TEZIM-E o] &3] C#
o2 Ed o] 1, Intel i7-4770K ZEA|
A9} 16,384MiB 3, Windows 10 G4-bit -3 A
ARl AFFE oA 2o st A HAT} 53

2peass

B 7 3 7 7 T T

K

BN 7 7 1 2 7 T T T T

AL 1 1
08 3. £33 FA oAl Mot ‘Su'els Jigo chsh FAlo|T, siete ‘wAFElE Jiidol st A
olch. Zt &t (output unit)= sh-tel oo £d(semantic feature)= ESSHA EICt, 7H'-40| =
of setEl EAS HRSla UAS A2, sigt chle 19 245 22 2| =i, Lnx| g2 25 0
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T Rj2lAle] ofof He| 7tsd HT tEFo| 22Y

2 iﬂmoﬂ rHsPO%
€olA FAa, F

= UEhdth Ay S8
111y, ‘ﬂi(m)’

L(12>’91 o) &4

53 2o a9
19 2 2

o] XMP»]?M.

AQE dolEs
O]Qﬂ(homograph)ﬂ ¥, Ziegler,
Coltheart(2000)2- Zruste] shte] thol 7t =3
olsje] AAe BE %
dolefol7t AN AL o, oAzt
7} EH%%PL ool ARE #YdTE I o
)
Coltheart, 2000).

(o] =]
£9 20 Y= 34

2014; Ziegler,

o

e B9¢ ol A%
10372749 A=< P48

w3l ndo] A S-S Y 5 =59
AT B5S TSI AHEA g AF

o2REH froud hdE AdEdlde AL

2 gug 9%

o]
/‘1 Eaey é.‘fg 08914 0.6 Ato]o] TolE
T2, 0394 0.1 Alo]e] ©o]Z AWE
ostlon, 2 #dste ©ol F A7
NS B R FE3t] A Al
Hr) Z=2o tho] A} EHword  similarity
effec) s =RIsH7] g HE5o=w, F F7{Y
H] Fo](pseudo-word®} nonword)E ZHZF 1007]14)
Azfste] T 8tAtt 91714 pseudo-word= 8}
o AR dojo] 23E e FHEY

Foto g FAHE v|do]$l 1, nonwordE H<F
o AMEEA] 2, & Bl 3 HE =EH
A e AL 3oz FAE HdolHd

tichness effect) S AZ3sl7] Y3t 22072 22
4 gel % 0 )
ol TolM H4& 207H o} HAfsta gl
@] E & A (richness) & 2, 107] ©]8t= B
stal e ©@olE & (poorness) O 2 7 o f

don zAd sgats wo] = 7kt 1007)

b4
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W pAE FEae] AU oA
E22 on] H3} &IKsemantic priming effect)
Fas) o3 434 220z G @

49} 0.6 AlololH &AL 157) o)A BE&

o
T W a0 E FARR FEee] A

At

D=1—
1+ E(Tu*Tu)Z

el #4 T V(T -T,) e f2EE
A (Buclidean distance)® -3l F4lolth
Q) ouldd s A N
W F A 2 K2 A 7 Ao
gers AaEer O A77F Skl 2
o welE A 54 478 duel A
£ delt Az e 2
g 28 4 9w, o A
el olv) @AM vepda @
(Frank, Haselager, & van Rooij, 2009; Vigliocco &
Vinson, 2007). & A7 Ae FFH= AE
&5t F A= AgE 03 14ol9] 7]
= Arteisith

¥o
9

e da 7499 1037249 A= JAE
A Al FF wHEAHoR AAsta, FHF
of #4d HE g o fE FHse A
Al olExlen, FAHRE et 2.

D 2= 55 A eAE TR 4
5 TAME AA s

2) Aol wet AdeE Tole St 2HE
o8, g ©olel s ofFE A 7
tholo] &t #ES McCeland & Seidenberg
(1989 F=xsted, 2t A= iol gt v ¥
21S Ea) AAE A tkSeidenberg & McClelland,
1989).

P, =0.15x1og;,(F, +2)

Pe o5 HEs Uity Fe WES ©

s 27

=)
e
)
o,
of
1>
=
1o,
:(l)L_"
B
fd
rL’E
ki

3 wol7} SEzlR AgHAn, =
9= B4 2 283N 8 B S 5

g dojol it mde] FH3o| dAJs gk

< 2430 @9 g5 ¥z 2E
ol o o2 gojzitt

4 ofgfel FA5 ol&ste] 74 2 &9
@3 @t SRake vlastel exe ARt

T 31 T 53 Fharget values) O 2,
o)

5) back-propagation &E|EFE F3ll, 7
s Qdse 9¥E sleAE
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QX - 7| - HEA / SAE 0| 7|iE Hof Kol 20| H2| Tk 7 gizFe| 2HY

W, ,, =W +[(T, xALR+(1—T,) X DLR) X ER, < A,]

T 7FEAE, ARS THEA7E Sk
BFe 5ES, DR 7FSA7F faste
25 gEES et g 4 HA «
I os' A% T dAs VEeR 9 o,
e Bule 999 ¢s e 99 E uie
o o] £ AL, Tl AT RdlA
AHEEE 34,

(long term potentiation)= A A EZES] FAIA
Aol oJgk A 7 AR A7 T
Ao, A7 APEFE A
ozt 243}t =7t SoiEt. W E DLR
o sjgste mMAYUE 4714 SHlong term
depression) = Z/stell G 7AA Fdhe=
Ao AZde e, A Ad
o o3 &3t H=s HaA
UEL g ol slolM Bz Heze
2 2gst, A=t ApEs 243t A
=S W eEM, 719& 7S 9
T} (Morris, 2004; Siegelbaum & Kandel, 2013;
Thomas & Malenka, 2004). YA st A2

Fol mae] WAYZ B olf2x, U
sle] % wole] Abgo] FA} Ak ¥ 2

N
b
i
>
b
_?ﬂ

£ 947 wde, W3 02
Feste 4go) g el 24 Aoz
dZat7] wiel, ARAow oW HHE
TR g PPoR F4L AEFT
AIR3} DIR®] THE odl £A5 #4A7
o, Falo] Al Azke] 478 Skl

S Bus) o 2

1,000A4 52t 3= Tt

oA AIZE0IM  dhye] TERE ¥ Bde
Yol AFH 1,234 AT ZEd] )3l

o] 3]l H AT A (lexicon decision task) S, SH A}=
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Semantic Process Possibility Research in Featural View:

Connectionist Modeling
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Semantic processing should effectively encode the meaning of a word and represent semantic relationship
among individual words. This study proposed a connectionist model employing features as basic units for
semantic processing among words and learning the relationship between the words and the associated
meanings. The model statistically proved the capability to effectively simulate behavioral results from lexical
decision tasks. In addition, the model successfully simulated the frequency effect, the word similarity effect,
the semantic richness effect, and the semantic priming effect, which have been observed in behavioral

studies. These results suggest that features are possibly basic units for human ’s semantic processing.

Key words : conceptual representation, semantic process, featural view, connectionist modeling
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