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The Influence of Word Type and Compositionality on the

Word Length Effect in Korean®
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Two experiments were conducted to examine the facilitatory effect of word length (the number of syllables in a word), a new

phenomenon showing that bisyllabic words are recognized faster than monosyllabic words. In Experiment 1, three types of native

Korean words were compared: monosyllabic words, bisyllabic simplex words, and bisyllabic compounds. The results showed that

lexical decision was faster for bisyllabic words than monosyllabic words, confirming the facilitatory effect of word length in

Korean. The word length effect was bigger for high frequency words than low frequency words. In Experiment 2 using Hanja

words, the facilitatory word length effect was replicated, and the interaction of word length and frequency was found to be

significant. The results of Experiment 1 and 2 were not consistent with the serial-parallel processing explanation and the ideal

length hypothesis. An alternative explanation was attempted based on the properties of native Korean and Hanja words.

Keywords: word recognition, word length effect, compound word, Hanja word, native word
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FojzfQl(word recognition)> BE02 T FAF &o F
o7l ©olo] oulE olsish= FAolrt. TojAele] FF=
FE= 9052 AREHIE (frequency of occurrence), AA} E
+ ¥& 124 (orthographic and phonological regularity),
27 94 52 fFAH(orthographic and phonological

similarity), ©]o]4 & A (semantic relatedness), A4
(concreteness), 2]0] T (semantic transparency) 5 L2
Aol ZALE 9t Carreiras,
2014).

dojZdol(word length)= THojAolo] JFS F= @9l
o7 o HEH FEHAHNew, Ferrand, Pallier, &
2006; Barton, Hanif, Bjornstrom, & Hllls,
2014). ©oldolo] JF2 TAfSH] sl AAE B2 A+
E(Adelman, Marquis, & Sabatos—DeVito, 2010; Ferrand,

Armstrong, Perea, & Frost,

Brysbaert,

* o] Al 20138MdE Uity shEd Lz Ao o5t Al

& New, 2003; Hudson, & Bergman, 1985; Johnson,
1975; Juphard, Carbonnel, & Valdois, 2004)¢] F8 =%
2 gojg TS AR £3 Dol AR A

HeA e B¥Hor AEEA ZRIs] gt Aol

7b FoloHAl UEhA] ofow, AL AR Hal A
(parallel processing)E A|Z|ol= 72
TojZo|7t A& Aol &
7 e, JA2 $2F A2 (serial processing)E A4
Sh= Aog 7HESFItHBarton et al,, 2014; New et al,
2006).

ol glofl A Tofdo]o] ¢

AFIAL W A olflw

ol‘

F& 2AtE o A8E

(lexical decision)¥} HH

T uAIAzE oge, ety APt (38541) A& ZAHA tistz 280
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HH

(naming)o|tt. oS A2t E= HZHH oz AA|L
+ AdAFo] ofelR] obdzE wsh= AR, /o]
24 (mental lexicon) — k= & o|9J4 — o AT
= WYgohs Aor 7H. g9 st Uehte =4
g 2] A ste AR &
| Q5= AXRe S45he ol AREH ofuthE A
= ARERE g AFE2 doljZeld Favkaull effec)E
IS SFFA T (Adelman et al., 2010), & o= A
52 oAH a¥nhibitory effect)E H 5% cHBalota,
Cortese, Sergent—Marshall, Spieler, & Yap, 2004). ©old
o7} A4-E ofgjudo] AHE= AAA avh= HIETF W
& TolsolA 59 FEHA okd AUAE YEREA,
71 Fol7t Qe ASole wojdolo dAA gt B
Att(uphard, Carbonnel, & Valdois, 2004). HHHAE

ARERE Afole AR Byt o gol TEESlon 59
A oot Axo](novel word)ell gt BhgollA ThojZo]
o A1A 'zt A vreRE

goldlel mEES thojde] mitel dAUZe] digt 4
Be ATV GEAQ Tolfel BYoR oFARRY
(dual route cascaded model: DRC 23)3t PDP(parallel
distributed processing) H&dof thal] AW B} o]FAHZL
= DojAgdol olFF 2 (lexical route)?t HoF|F=
(non-lexical route)dr=, F 7] WPHo=Z 2Fol= H
2 AolA olfojttal ZHRIT(RAIRE ARl Coltheart,
Rastle, Perry, Langdon, & Ziegler, 2001 =), H]o]3]7
=+ HHo|(pseudoword)®] HHS 91t Zol# GPC
(grapheme—phoneme conversion) #2& Apgsto] zt o
A2 F& TS Atelr] wizo] dojdoelo] o Zpo|7t
ZidiE et 22y dojse] gt EEely offjide ofs
BEE Foto] o|Fo|AH of7|H= Aol A7t HEA o
2 o]fox)7] wjZol| dofdole] wE P2 7IthEA &
Lo}, = dolzolante Az e Holtt vigole] W] 2
gtejo] vehd 4 Qe @Al HhHofl, HlEArA e
(Parallel Distributed Processing: PDP) RyE2 #7| LE,
v RE, o] HE 7o ditr H3dA Jeaes %ﬁ
A olglahda} grgo] o]fojkal 7Rtk (Seidenberg
Rumelhart, 1989). PDP 2&-& #tmeol S47t ﬂ?é*ﬂ?: Z
< BE flol 2o s BAEY PEAYE BT WY
Fol2le Ao 7HEE7] wlge] dojdeolavte
o glmtol A gt ozt FHoME Z|tEA] g=thEE
PDP m3go] thojdole] ks FAse 22 ofyrh Ans,
& Valdois(1998)e] o5 719 &2 rg

=

o0l Al T ﬁéﬂ

o)

[

Hog o

Carbonnel,

(multiple—trace memory model) #=).

HolAile] F8 KPS Tolo] BT Ao Bt +
A FHole Az Zol7b A, Aok sdH Ex9]
ofslitdolAE dojdo|avts QIFsHA] ghethe Hollile

ARt dojdolaite 2529 i 3 dES 8
she WHIA EE witojs Aad dolAlze] Ael

AAA ol
£ E9], Balota et al., 2004), 1

2 71E9] dolAidl RYE9 A5 HE 74013} ol
ok 9k & Shibe dojdolaxtrt dhojAjele] 4] Ay
& (lexical access)ollA Fefish= Aoz HA| oF
A ol o 2]<E S(post—lexical) A9t Z
H A o] FE F= Aot AE Fo AZE(visual
span)—f—i— Za_ol 7t 71 go7t Bt o]f-E AW 4 Stk
71 gol= o Fe} ofn|7t FALK(fovea)o A Hlof
7] wizol AQle] of#le 4 Qlrh. QF52(eye—tracking)
AFES 0 "olEel del & ¥ ol A 1A

(fixation)°] oo HojFw=dl ole Aol7t 11 TolE9 A
7

Ji =
1, AZA
=z
T

& fls © 21 AR Azt dasite $AZ 1"
o}, o2 Age dx X (spelling—check)@t £ o344
T S Esh= Aolrh Aol AT ofF] ®
& FF uhgol dAA Y dAREe] dixrt BashH,
o] ML Ao o]fojx|il, HIET} W2 dolFoA
£5] gttt Az izt asteg dojdo|guyt 37
Uepdth= ZoltiHudson & Bergman, 1985). E3H Hh-g-
e AR dojdolaite] ¢Qlow AIRIESIT dE
=01, Aol AHER Hto] A=9] £A4o] FFe & 4 2
ot H|go7b A7t B ZollA dofol fAdE o9
& & A 22 e A2rh Sk 11 Ay dofd
olo] oAlA awrt A uEd 4 UtkNew et al,
2006).

olgl Tht AEE2
o7} 71 ©oje] Zj]lo]
Tt of# “Eﬂ% Tojdola it
Ut Ao 51
(facil 1tatory) S@D}% Aot o of=zo] Qlrt. ©ofZo]]
E304 Gk JojoA] Fo|] HiEith(Balota et al,
2004). o5 2,80071¢] o T2 tholof tigt ofgud
A7t glolgHo|AS A5ty At} digty Ariate] 4
AS vt 1SN IAH dojdo|aart
Eigom 1 gik= A¥lizoiolA o Zitt. T2y tjshyol

J]N
i
L
Y
+
il
i
2,
-
ro
o,
Olso
o,
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ZBtolle ARlEo] 2HAME Zolguprt mi¢ Aglow 1
Hko] 2= 235]8 14 dolavts Kt

doldolait= New, Palliers}
Brysbaert(2006)°ll oJsf 2AZ o= theo|t. 1152 4%t
Aol gol hofoll Higt ofRAZE HlolEHo]lA

Z217 Ferrand,

(The English Lexicon Project; Balota et al., 2007)5 24
sto] Tojdole] =X /IE HAUSIGT) 57) olste] P&

A 748 HRd e doldx, Lot A4E ojslw
Azl ol EXaast Bt Tt Salel
AAEIE BA. 5-8740] DB Ame AR Golol4
Tojzolt Aele] WS FA Eohe RATI} et
o, 87 ool 4E Ame TAH HoldA Zolr} 2
2 WAzt ZolAL olAai} UERdTh New 5&
ol G Az Wl ol Aelsick ©
Zdolo] EAaTE 7o W24 Aol B A
996] olgs] eIt 15e dad Anow o
A Zo|(deal length) 718€ Fsit. o 7He] mew
olAel ALRLE ol Zolo] 2gE o] Ylojd, YE 2
AHEA B4 o) A Bl £t olshi 274 A
92 Paw gt ol4H Lok Ao off b5
T ojeEel Aol Aer 2] BolAjelnge] ool of
W7 2gaiAlo] g AAlE ARe ATEA G,
New 5(2006)9] A7 A|7F4 ofgjgetol 4 ghojzo]o]
Z0a7E e 229 244 Rustn @ 5 gk,

@ L jo rr 4
2,
N

r.ox

_I\l

ARt @At dofAldl Aol oS e RE At
dHog HuEQrh Park(1996)2 oA E AHES
o] 152l (monosyllabic word)7t 254 ¢](bisyllabic word)

Hot o A ARlEE AL Ehskh 2-454E 74
g dojolxs FEg St whE WESAIREY] A o] LiEt
wou sAASE fFoeiA= fdth 13 dojoAut =
o] glgthpgio] U @42 o] F ofy oA YEg ot
(& E9], Bae, Park, Lee, & Yi, 2016; Kim & Choi,
2010; Lee & Lim, 2005; Oh, Choi, Yi, & Lee, 2007; 1
U 15dojo disf 314 ayE Bt A4k ok
Choi, 1986; Lee & Kim, 1991 &%), §4AHAE A4
9 FoE B2 XJoH I ol EAHCE tE
= flolth Addse] 25 A9 A7l Hef of
F Z9] 7(Yi, Koo, Nam, Park et al., 2017)= w7}~
BT E AAlstlt). ghto] ©of oF 3ub7fel digh 01-—‘7’4’7}‘4
AZbE Ao A A dojdolate} A 314
olZdolayts HYsHgrh 1348 ©olo RRAIZR: 254
ofo] H|sf At 354 tofo] whgAZte] ZHY

_l

_I
oo

ZFoF O
TH AKX —

o, 7 % Al §EEAITo] ZojFt), gho] dole] tigt
oj3jgittollA] thojZolet AT EAH AL 1-5Hole}
2-27d0] Afolof yepdtt 133 2 dojolA Yehte
8= New 5(2000)9] 570 olste] FEat= FAH
ofellA et doljZole] £x1gutet FAlsitt ERF
Fucto] wWiE 254 Tol: o] ARe] P Zojo]
7] wji2oll, oA o] 7P a dolaijleA 9] doja
I Aol d o8 7hsof Eelot
2 ATe 2 golAlelA Uehvte X4 Zolat
£ M=& 244 ASsH] 913 Aotk 34 dola
= Hig Solgt Ao, Hx WHZ o HIUAT o]
? HollA Mg AP 271 stol|A]
$A oF(word type) 2]
, §kato], efFjolo] 3
JollA mf¢ 21 o]
= 7/32 gz QlohYi,
T2 A=l
o]FS Eoto] ARgsiiloH %}1’41 o= Ffof(native
word) HIFo] =3Th B AFe= o] oA Afoli
OGN B2 £E AAste dRfelo] FESHeH wold

froloh ghtolofl Al ofgA thEA] Bluwstaat st

Q ruR

I-'O

A= ELF 158019 Bl gl 25805 Tdo]
(simplex word)?} FAdoi(compound word) 2 FERHH=
HollA AdY Aot th=oh & 7o) FHo]
ZHARE 2548 ddol= shtel JHiar A4
Mol & 719 delaz FAEN. 9
*é @A Al Atol7t QL o]f Atole o
ol AFS & & AUth(i, Gagné, & Spalding, 2011).
= B 1H°1 oA F94Re] &
(decomposition)7t  dojd-& HoEtH(Carreiras et al.
2014; Rastle et al., 2008). ?EU} ofel Hdole] ofw] o]
= SsiMe BeE HIEEES £ e scke
o] "asth(i et al, 2011; Ma, Wang, & Li, 2016).
=ol9] dojdo|gnE tE AW AFE(IE E°l, Bae,
Park, Lee, & Yi, 2016)2 2374d0|9] A4Vl JFef4 A
FFe ok gtk & dAelA= 254
of 21 ©dofel Mojr FEsto] HlwskGI 234
2 =rolA @842 compositionalityS Wt Zolnt. ‘A 0l
By or HARZE shet, off]E AToAE ofF o] Tl

o] 7o) EeHA] ©astAE sl Ji S01DAE ofd o
7t BHolgld] BUIAE Tl gl ASH. B @FE |

1 o1& [e]
= TY% =

ol
r

7<4 pd| o]%

)
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HIEA] gdofo]”
2o A7t met

_4

ololth. 7]&9] dtos 2340
e, ol 25dolo AQlel|l Feja A7t AYste=
oto] ol SAdolRE Aok H AE WA
227} ek

2 A 254 Aol 28 ddole] digt H]
7108 mIEANE E3t P4 Zolo] ZIE el
SAE AT S ok TR o] ToAfiglof A %ﬂﬂ:
Aej7t FastriH ddoje} Holo] HlwE 7S &4ls
= d 8% A=E AFcsH 2 Aotk wojdols HE
2R 243 22 7719 H (orthographic form) E& 22

FHl(phonological form)& 7|¥ro g Aolwtg] Fe4
(morpheme)& 7|Rte® Aofots Ak 7Fssitt. 254
ol 258 g dole FYSHAT Feia
ol7} vt} 7|E9] dojdolmute] tigh AFelAlE=
Aol Fs] LA ¢kt wizel dddye] Am
U 54 dol otz FHia dolrt RIgEHe TFsAe

et

L ox
T Tm=

(<]

w9
O oy

N

l

WA 4 glck thAl e o]l oAl 28 dole] gt
So] 1978olurt S49d ol Ade] ASH 287
o7t @HIdr] e F1sAe] Sleke Zoleh a7 b
4e S5 ol £ A7 28780)o] te) ol
Qolg TR

B A7E nRole Geld] il 2HE wEgth

AR T olf54S 7T g $A

Rl

2
o e
L
N
mn 2,
Lo rr

_(I?'_
nho] FHISY T4 AL B A9 AYUAA(reo) T
M3 @jol HIARAS B9t Bk E Sol, nfol
ghol Bel'el Tt ‘e WAole] Baye] AHTAHY

0oz verd 4 QAT jkato]
T4l B TR @ TP 49Tl B 4
glom mepa] HEo] FAR ZFEER] ¢t oft: Al
o) SHole} Tl Aol Aol ol AR s
Aol ek, 2T A Bl Beldole] ATte T
$o1o] 287 Telolo} SAK e 1l Aol
2 a7t 204 gelzo|ans AFep d T A
Qs AT £ Q7o 298 183ele} 28 ol
w38 st gena 383 o
451 Gl ALl WG Y 1 Dol

1A= 2=

(immediate constituent:

—

A H
aNE Wkl fsiMe 152019k 254 EUolE Hlu
g Past gglom, 288 W g Yo

oA et. 254 ol e g we ] we=H 2
T 7H9 15dolE Aeste Ay g2 Aol HH o
3¢ @oldoladts AAHCcR UrE}‘é' 7Hsdol Aot
el Ad 204 ghAtele] wojdoladtE HESH
oh. RHAtele] 25dole =olgtoflA ol ERHEC
(Noh, 2008, 2014). gtz}o] o= oJm|ETH Al (semantic
transparency)°|A -2 AFEHS YeEPATH(Noh, 2008).
omjHor Bt dolo] A FYEESC] BF M4 o
ojefujo] Pl 7loqgtt. AlE Fol, “F2H=fairy tale)=
omjH o=z Frget ghatolld] AR H(=ote])} 3}
(=0]op7])'7t “otolE SIgt olopr] ek AA ofmle] Z]ofst

I Q7] wiEoltt. ot AR Aol ofs] wiEe,

H

i

N8 1: TR0 THofZolEt
A 12 IFolE Ad=0w AR O]' o} gholoA &
e z 0], Bae et al,

2 o Uﬁ AA=ollE 1
frojet Atz ZAjE o] QIgint. J_l-rr‘ﬂ@r ol = 77,
o, YUl T oA offEAA Atol7t AeH(Yi & Bae,
2009; Yi et al,, 2017) o]l AE2 ©olARlel FF &
7 Ak ERF 12Eolet 2509 HlwoA ddojet A
oroket. Fejao] o B ol MU
I= 3019 A9l Tojet Hlwste] Ad & gl
El(Lee & Lee, 2018) Witig Al&sh € % QIoh(]i et
, 2011). webs] ghojdo]o] Joke wdofet ehdofofA]
E]'§—7ﬂ vetd 4 sk &
o] 1gdol7| "zl A= F g
e At §ARE o] ", ¥hHo 253 ddojo] ¢
ol TAFHAS] Hel= Each] g FHHe £
o] o|fojd & ik, FAFH A F7F BashA oot
= AlA ZE' A %?%01 273 1840 272 FYsltt

olr



The Influence of Word Type and Compositionality on the Word Length Effect in Korean

it

yeshL AsHY 399e] Aeet 44 ol A0 Flel
Sk olA7h 259 WE=2124), W9l 19244, WA}
7 147 B=2284, M9 19-26M)elglch. WS

o ugh - wyAEe Aholgi

A3
Aol AgE ol o7t 194 Ei 287olglow] 2
HRQ000°] EETAD O] FAR Aoz BA
go] shtel A2 thojolrt obd 22 AMgaAT W 1
27oj9] A9 3 49 AFolE L § ofeigol

M)

9] el Aol Trelolz SAfEel Au Fa
w7l o8 thelolst ohekn wuE HolEe AFel X
ot s SR, WS 6ol BARE AL,
7 aoon s Beel §29 R oulE A

L A olglo] el EATS b el Aad

)}

F27F AAstitt. A= IRIEole ARlEol® Uir
gon, HL AEE= Hato]Y(National Institute of the
Korean Language, 2005)9] (F=oJALERIEXAL 20 AHE
STk A/ARIE 24 74zt 1340] 2070, 254
2071, 28 4ol 20705 Ad7gstSint. Table 1o A=ttof
o] ol AAGIRAL, Table 201 219 o354 B+
A 5FA.

Table 2¢i= A=Fo|o] ARBHIE, Zo], FA|g o] 2o
FHH of3EA o2 A W54 (subjective familiarity) 2}

o] &g (semantic transparency)S F7Fotgich F84 2

242 FHAW T (subjective frequency)gtale &E&]-9H, of
o7t QIYEY &I SFE Tl AN

(objective frequency)2t @7 7HE ol it AF(E %)
9] A= E Yelle xR ARRHTHGernsbacher, 1984;
Park, 2003). oJu|EEAS 2574 Tdole} H/dojof tiafA

g 2AEglon gAele] dulg FHsk Aol tehy
1

ojue] EAFelt. old dofse] dHisiMes & Ade & RSl & dAEEA mhefstr] fiet Aeldidh F A
7E7E obd 1079] sHAelAl A5 e itk o o oIS AEs AY F= SO ¥:9 W
107 o] shpo] ARt A&otr thg FAYel= 508 e I A As4n ouegAde
Azeka] dopal et 2 ddAgow xedsioint. & 7d AR(1=A%01A Fu/EEshA ¢t 7H=3%sitt/
doje gHdole] w2 ARdA HoE viger F Yo A4 FHsith Aol B7IsteS Siolrh. Table 20 AAE o%]
S48l 49 224 el Aot A ss] el A
Table 1. An example of native Korean words used in o83 xulL(Q)o] 29HTEAL AXjslArt. Za1t
Experiment | Aaargel folsbl Uehd A9 et 2ottt
Monosyllabic  Bisyllabic Bisyllabic attolo] ATAHEL THILo AulLo] Aolo|A
vord | simplex  compound g gjo)s) gofalsiet, Al 114210035, pC0001 A
High frequeney & EE L gel me Aol sk agka AR Xl Jua
bow frequeney % il 28 g foeh) Qo AFwld] Fud Asde T
Table 2. Characteristics of native Korean words used in Experiment 1
Monosyllabic Bisyllabic Bisyllabic
simplex simplex compound
HF LF HF LF HF LF
M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD
Freq 237 124 26 15 230 143 24 16 232 194 26 11
SF 6.1 3 32 .6 6.0 4 34 .6 6.0 A4 33 5
NEntry 1.4 0.6 1.4 1.4 1.0 0.2 1.1 0.4 1.1 0.3 1.0 0.1
NJamo 3.0 0.2 3.0 0.2 5.0 0.5 5.3 0.6 5.8 0.4 5.7 0.6
ST NA NA NA NA 2.3 A 2.4 2 5.4 1.0 3.5 1.0
FreqlS 900 2,129 713 2,096 9,244 8,733 5,837 4,884 9,950 7,109 5,597 5,353

HF: High Frequency, LF: Low Frequency, Freq: Frequency, SF: Subjective Familiarity, NEntry: Number of Entries in the Dictionary,

NJamo: Number of Letters in a Word, ST: Semantic Transparency, FreglS: Frequency of Initial Syllable
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o7} AWlolHtt fofotA EA uERTh Al 114)=
53.21, p<0001. 25dofo] et ou|EgAel Hrte v
olHth dololA o EA dsth K1, 76)=303.20,

pLO001. olF SAWEE Tol {7 7ol fofet ZlolE
ERch A2, 114)=11.94, p<.0001. 1-220]e] ojfF 27l

T7F R Eta & R9] 28] 27 7ol Aelrt ¢l
Ak A=HF F AR zolk {olotyldh, A2,
114)=84.61, p<.0001. 1540o]9] AR7 Bt 3702 71
AT T Q) 2240 A Tt Ao} (it
olflEAAS flofl T3t H|gol: oy Z2 W
A A=golet U Rlx Helo 234
o] 120705 S Y9 (2005)2] (A=A RIE A}
Do FEHGE ol Tolol dof ojFSAn ofEsHd
Z¥7yo] drojuff fiA|oflA FAAH o Aujdet & thol/
Hjgho] RS iy gielseltt. Aujd Ayt dolz &
FH Aol B4 AuiES oAl AlEstnt ofd WA
oF o] Hgo] 120705 WEH HFHo=m A
AREH 2= ©ol 12071, Higo] 12070, @A 24078 it
oleb= R AF AlFS Qo 187]9] Tolet 1879] H]
ol =S FHolAtE. AFAIEel AFEE A= o],

53, NEN9 S PABY AFEY 5ok

rE

o= THESItH

1:0

-
)

N

ZH|
IBM PC/AT &3 7914 AFEE AFLste] A=2E& AA|5H
T ERE 34 9 7ISSHeth 24914 PC RYE(BENQ
XL24DE ASAAEGez ARgstglern b siid=s
1920x1080 staz vASHATE A=) AA], vRSo] =7
Ao EAE Q&) Forster®t Forster(2003)7}F 7dist A9
A 4~=Eo] DMDXE ol-&3sitt. 471Are] Hhg-2
= Foll, PColl Azt #AY=HHE (Measurement
Computing PCI-DIO 24)°] == ich.

-l =

=]

24
(=3

NS AT WS il B Rrod AEHos 449
o wgel BUE Sl Fel @ 242

=] E'.—|—-
o 7 aKel
: ZI—:L_ _./R

Ehgton] 259 A7) 25ZJES
slo] AFABe Ao AGAIY
oF &kof s mewe AFsHd
RUy b Sl AR 2Y¥ & 17‘401 300ms %‘?}
AMshE Aoz A=, SAHe] A

B 5, mART] S e 4
Ap=o] dhojaty woiEd wEHfA] 0B bﬂ%g T2

=TS z]TJ:qL 1,500ms Toﬂ
P bt e eias

o,
>

N
i)
32,
)
rOIr

=

Table 30] 248 B WAL QuFEES ANk

HFRAL WH BAET AFYS BAEY T M
& Ahicl, WA B gaatsel Yy A ¢

Al ol
= Bonferroni A% /NSt Shaffer(1995)9] HH-S ARE

A AP S BoRE sl

154

dojet
22} 24m89} 21ms®] ZM% Liet
Aok A=H39 FEAE SAHCE {FO3 AR
ettt F(2, 76)=18.45, MSE=746.63, p<.0001: Fi2,
114)=5.53, MSE=2420.77, p{.01. AtgH|wo] A} 1340
+ 2&dolHrt WAl foJsHAl 11 Zor UEkton
224 Tdojet 234 Aol Aole fFolskA kst
Hirol FRME FootA uERth A1, 38)=82.13
MSE=948.65, p<{.0001: FA2, 114)=22.23, MSE=2420.71,
p<0001, IHIE hojo A 544ms, AHIE TojoA] 581ms

Table 3. Mean lexical decision times (msec) and percent errors (%) for native words

Monosyllabic Bisyllabic Bisyllabic

word simplex compound
RT YoError RT YoError RT YoError
High frequency 560 (66) 55 (5.9 530 (65) 1.4 (3.0) 544 (68) 2.5 (3.9
Low frequency 596 (72) 12.6 (8.9 578 (65) 6.2 (5.6) 570 (74) 4.0 (3.8
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2 Bt 37ms®] Zpol7b yehth WMExAS-R7%9 Aozt
ST fosHl ueRdth FQ, 76)=9.47, MSE=446.88,
pLOLs FA2, 114)=5.74, MSE=2420.77, p<.05. ©=Fax}
S AN A Rlx 279 we gojdojant: oE
= Hlrh 1HlE 2 1540 o] 254 &
olo] a7t 30msfoH, 234 Fole FHaM=
l6ms2 Uepgou Aule ZAoAE Z+ZF 18mset 26ms
2 yestth. dojZdele] £Xavhs RE folokA Ul
ou A7l Wk 2o wet gty IHIE 2ANAE 2
=4 990l gyt f oy, ANl oM 25E
gdefo] anrt o FA yeEstth E3 A5Rl whet
el giith RERTE 288 TdojoA] 48msE
7P A dERE, 15dolollA] 36ms, 254 /olollA
26ms= e Rl=ante] 37+ 1348019 2548 4
o] Afolofli= oot UreftA] oglct.

£
r_VE_I

[e]

g5 Btk ¢4 A=E/39 %147} vJ St UrEP*E}
F2, 76)=24.83, MSF=32.03, p<.0001; FA2, 114)=4.60,
MSE=89.24, pC01. 154doollA Qukgo] 7P Wty 23
HolofAl= Tgojet o] 7k ztol7h foobA] oottt Hl
ol FRME Fosilt, A1, 38)=50.93, MSE=22.25,
p<0001; FA1, 114)=6.56, MSE=89.24, p{.05. A¥E %A
9] QHreEo] THIE ZFAHTE =9kth A=E8SxHIE o] AF
FelAmt fostAl uestth,  Fi(2, 76)=9.20,
MSE=17.03, p{.001; FA2, 114) {1, ns.
AY 19 date dfoloA £33 goldolants g}l
AA FeE 15dol7t 234olo] Hsl ojfudoA o A
et o ZhAgith 1240l gk -8 23 o]
4 ddojo] gt e} Hlwste] BE AxsHA
ERetch ERF RIES} Zolo] Aoztgk ZRIFir:. A
AFBae et al, 2016)°4 H1= AozRe-L tdojzdo|gyt
7b I dojolAE A AHIE do] £ 4011*% e A

T T

U, 2 A LA 287 %%101 Sfulol et 297 1}

oAg2

EX

=]
=
Py
g
KeN
E

= 2%@
SFA 071 55TmsE THAJol7 ek Lsj ot EAH o 8.9
g Aol ofqirt. oA dolo digh Tdolo] f91&
2| 25H= AT Lee & Lee, 2018)9t: th21 Higj2 ¢t

of gt edole] 91E AASk= A1 et al,, 2011D)LF=

it

£ Avolrh 72 AL GAAY wit s wet
ok et 2ol =

o] SusieT AME
Aol GofsiA ket 1%1 Ak goz W] o ¢
Aoo] ulmelA] 2ol o

Ag gaizs 287 9

o] @il oheolt W B0l Aok TARA
o] Heelw JgFe Wtk T4 et al, 2011)S AT

= Aol olAE] BASHEE ohjet FYFeL
At ool GG W) wo] golo] Al

=2 O
dololl ofekd 4 Qo

e lo L
\.fill

oAt A4S 16t A9 2& AolE A}
g A3 ghto] ]

60% oldg Hske A oF(word type)o 2 i1Fole}
E£4< 7 glem (o]o] oigt =9 Noh,

2008, 2014; Yi, 2003 &%) T@oldA(word formation) B
Ao afolet tE 4L 71 Qltk(Noh, 2008,
2014). Aoz MPAoR & Y AR ALAFEH A9
o] dofoltt. Ieuh afrole] fHgoiet del 14
480 AL uig ofoltt. webA Ifo] olE Ae
g wie} g AAFEAY Relet 243 o Aol
1 Zldiob] ot A FEHAY] AFHET of
o] Faoty uwebs o3RIzl gife] ¢ A
Aog AZter, AAHoz 2374 rtolof of

gdojof] 7Pk E4E BHd A

9
(L3

2713t
vefshm Ajsg 43%e] st oAt 289 W
=20.24, W91 19-234), A} 1SB(AY BF=2L64), ¥
$1 19-268D01iet. AHAREe] ek B @A 44
olie.

o
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EV ]
Ae] AHgE dolt 1847 2849 Aolglon 2
T0191(2005)2] (AHFAAENERAL 2)oflA AAskch
28 Aol LA EO] olnEmAo] o Aog A
o}, A=Edo]s aHIEol9} AHHIEOE 9
wg 1-8xo] 207, 2240} 2070, 3| 80712 AAskaAct

o RE x4

Aagols AAsts wAe A 13 FdaA s
Table 40] A=gole] o AXBIAIL, Table 5 A%

718 ol3549] BAAE AASHA.

Table 50 AAE o35G E] AFxA 7hol o7t v
=2 971 ol AF 1ofAfet 2 Ao R HFEAS A
Alsteltt. zfol7b fofstAl vehd 95 ool Ak
ot A4 ARSE 1gdort 28dolE Ak A,
74)=510.36, p<.0001. =g=told BlEE IHlkol7h #¥HlE
olHr} &9tom A1, 74)=39.61, p<.0001, 1-&Hoi7} 2&
HojHot o &9}, Al, 74=9.93, p{01. HlExZo]] AF
ot2] okotrh AK BAIGOR dehd 3
1274017k 3.0, 28407 1.28 2fol7h Koot Hehyt,
A1, 74)=17.16, p<0.01. o]A& 138o)7} oAbl & A
oldel mAlolZ yepd 73%7} o] ool ojulEry
g2 254olo] tishARE BIEE Gl Rzl whE Aol

CELERCE

Table 4. Examples of Hanja words used in Experiment 2

FolslA] Attt K1, FHAASAHL JHILofoA =11
AR Ugtom zpolrh foJskant, A1, 74)=36.90,
p<.0001.

ojFHHAA o] Hto] AlFE f5f A 13 T2 w4
o2 zdste] 80719l HdolE wHESItE HFHo=z AY
of AMEE 2=o] 4= tho] 807), Hlgre] 807, TAl 160

Ak oloh WER A&AAS Sl 18719 Tolot 187)
of wigtol7} A1g¥Igich

o) Y B3t
49 13 SUsHch

73} Y =2
QrSEC] 30%S ZAFet ANl 7o) 134 1(]Y)

[e)
HEg-A

A

L BAolq ASlSIT Table 69 7t 270
2 CRSARE} QUSR] o

O ol
et

O
2

e 49 19 520 HAew s
BESAIZH
WA A, goldolo] Faumt fofsh Lergon]

F1, 42)=20.93, MSE=3311.33, p<.0001; FA1, 75)=7.99,
MSE=3019.92, p<01, H1x9] Favte Folotdrt, F(l,
42)=122.17, MSE=1262.69, p<0001; FA1, 75)=24.86,

Monosyllabic Bisyllabic Hanja MSE=3019.92, p<0001. EgH I xTo]zZlo]o] Aaaan
word compound )
. frolstaint, F(l, 42)=5.08, MSE=1763.42, p{05; FA1,
High frequency 9 5
) 75)=4.59, MSF=3019.92, p<.05. @581t BA-S AAIRE
Low frequency ke +% o o
A, Hxe] gik= 1380ld6ms)2t 237801 (76ms)ol| Al
Table 5. Characteristics of Hanja words used in Experiment 2
Monosyllabic Bisyllabic Hanja
simplex compound
HF LF HF LF
M SD M SD M SD M SD
Freq 651 526 79 56 287 260 18 20
SF 3.5 v 2.5 .6 5.6 ) 2.8 .6
NEntry 3.6 2.1 24 1.0 1.3 ) 1.1 2
NJamo 2.8 4 29 3 5.4 1 5.6 .6
ST NA NA NA NA 5.6 5 4.8 .6
FreqIS 6,872 7,865 4,245 4735 6,491 6,094 47714 4,197

HF: High Frequency, LF: Low Frequency, Freq: Frequency, SF: Subjective Familiarity, NEntry: Number of Entries in the Dictionary,

NJamo: Number of Letters in a Word, ST: Semantic Transparency, FreglS: Frequency of Initial Syllable
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Table 6. Mean lexical decision times (msec) and percent error (%) for Hanja words

Monosyllabic Bisyllabic
RT Error RT Error
High—frequency 615 (112) 13.6 (10.0) 561 (82) 0.3 (1.2)
Low frequency 661 (127) 16.5 (11.0) 635 (93) 7.6 (6.6)
RE gosigon], 22olold o 2 ekt Wold ol olflEAe] SHSIE Sof olFoluck AL A
ole] git= IHIE FHNAE Toms, FA1, 42)=31.54, ARt
MSE=2031.07, p<.0001; FA1, 75)=12.52, MSE=3019.92,
p<0001, ARIE FZAM= 26ms2, Fl, 42)=4.67, A |
MSE=3043.68, p<.05: FA1, 75) {1, ns. THI%E FZ710]A]
o 2 vefst, 4% 10 49 20 A H0F dolZoladetn okt
S @Y AAE AFJINA Foo 15817t 254
2USE ofof Hlsf Aclo] o2 @A ilfrolet Hrfofoq KT
goldolo] FRITF FololA et F(l, 42)=53.86, UERRY, ©hojet Hweh Feolr yerga gHgolet H|
MSE=98.24, p<.0001; FA1, 75)=21.87, MSE=110.82, W3t Hs-o| YTt

pL0001. 2580l ARG 1340 XA LHkgEC]
o] =Stk Rk FRIE footginh. A1, 42)=39.49,
MSE=29.42, p<.0001: FA1, 75=4.69, MSE=110.82,
pLO5. A do] ZHETH AR tho] ZZoA @uh-g
€0 o =/ vepdtt. dojdolxHlze] o8 FofA
g foJRt Aoz ueyth A1, 42)=6.39, MSE=31.77,
pL05: FA1, 75 < 1, ns.

AY 2= AY 1T iR 2414 dojdolants F
glopA HolFqleh. A=Fde7t fiteiql Aeoe 1234
o] o3t 25dojo] Hlof Ly e/t wWolth TSt
A 1oAY dojdolx o] Ao atgo] oot et
Woh Wkol avbe 1REojE 28l § Zn
(46ms ™ 74ms), Toldol] Gif= AHlEojHt; HIEof
oA o IA Yebdt2ems o 54ms). AF 29| 224
Zpofo] gt Hh-S mfHe AY 19 23d T} FASEH
Aok A 1o)4] 254 ddolo] RIEgiH= 48msE 15
o19] 3emsell Hla] © Za, ZolArts AWl TojoA
18msQl © Hls] THIE TojoAs 30msZ IRIE oo
A o Zo dide] A3 19] o] 2AA kg IH=
26msZ 1240 =79 36mso HIS| 2| vERE, wof
Zolo] aib= ARIEo] XA 16ms, A¥ILo] 1A
26ms=, 25|8] ARIkLo]l XA o ZA Yepgtt ofd
A= Aozt fo] HdojHTk: dfro] grdojo] 7t
& 548 7L 952 AR & ghte] 4ol A

e HigHad 29 # Bske So|EbE iwo

o] 2oME dojdolairt obF A7 WERLL ARIE
ol M ¢ A Uerge. ol Aeatg2 ARl
ofoll diside F Arh dojual AHIE dojof
siMe A A=PPh Loy MRes AREd. 12
U 2 Aol ool o] AJoalg2 gutte] F
= WERSIH. doldelo] avte ARlko] A 21
1&e0] 270 27 Yetdei(dd 19] 2534 ddo] £
Ad 2). 1HE 273 JPAE A3, A
A E ARl Y eRe od 2
o old# Aol 7ML woldolxHlE o]
A Zeie. oldA Aol Mol dofdlko] of
of=fof .

dojo]l Hla 15219 Ajlo] =8 o= FL7N?

Kool
r]I

sy
L

oL
N
w T O

T oo o Y W

i)

ol
S

Ko

=

[\
o
iy

9,
=2
ro,
o
ofls
O n
rlo
0,
=2,
fu)
%
N
i)
1
ok
o,
o
2L
o
ol
o
R}
5%
R}
2

=2 o¥gEolAe] 7 lexical competition)&
oH F o=z ARkt ojfjeEol A9 HolEs 2F
719l PDP oA JHE2t=glon, o234
AA WAYSo 2 Tofo](word neighbor)S AZE
CHSeidenberg & McClelland, 1989). Tojol22 #7], &
&, 9u| Tl AR TolEE ZheXith Thojolxof
s 7Fg o] H&EE AoE Coltheart, Davelaar,
Jonasson, Z12]1L Besner(1977)9] AC2, ZAol7} il Az}

(EL 47} SR} B2 golse kel caved] o]

1

o Jo rir it
r
g
T

o
2 ro ok
bu o

-
)
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-2 save, cove, cape °|th. o9 47t WAY o]% F
of Z4lHETH THIEo7t Sl wolw Adlel Edsttt
(Norris, 2013; Perea, 2015). {gtdoz o]37|(=o]2H
o9 4. EE Coltheart’s NoJtalk $ith= ©hofjZold
Hhe Rt} ©olo] Zolrt ALE o]xAr|e A1 o7t
a=Ts £ Atk oAt & AL oFa<el
Ao ZA o] Arh= AS oulgith. do|7h 4 Tole] A
Qlo] 5 ofge AL offlEelA e Aol 27 fed 7t
=x0] th(New et al., 2006).

124 Coltheart's N gofoll sigst= Zo|al g=o]9
7355 ©ololE ofBA AodA|ol| digt ezt ofF] ¢l
th(Jin, Lee, & Choi. 2018). FojoAxd ARE Tz
& Qo AHQlojy nEfiojAY FES W9E &
T Qth(Ferrand & New, 2003; Perea & Carreiras 1998).
gholollA AARE 7|Hte R St o7} ThofAf]lof H]
A= Yl deixe oFA %7—17%4 F7F Aok vl &
45 LHE St o]ltolo] Jkel tiohAe Hw A oy
ATEo] I dofAfRlelA 01 % 4ol F8AS HAFS
o}, Kwonol 95 s Ao d-(Kwon, 2012; Kwon,
Cho, Kim, & Nam, 2006. Kwon, Lee, Lee, & Nam,
201DE2 olF58e 5otk 9o +AE(SE E
Z HE)7} ehatho] AQloflA Fast oj954de W
ek 2ERETE 2 TojEo AQle] SANIETL B
ol59] Agle] Hlsf et Ty 2 Aol 154
o & “‘JEh 9—14011"?}} %‘ﬁ%fﬂi 23] H%

Zor2 0]

ol
S

O

o]
AlRto

et

—

T L’b«] %}@9}9} AL dofol ofQlof W
(embedded) ¥AIol oAM= dojd 4= Qlrh. o] AF
S(Snell, Grainger, & Declercket, 2018; Taft, Xu, & Li,
2017 2ol ofshd, A=dolE Addsts HAM A=
oo WaH dojse] EAskE 4 dom(d: cane O can)
e ZEdels AHS YERd o dolE EsAA
g ATHEll: can C cane). W A AJZoA HH 1Z
Hol 2540l X W dolE 243 AF 4
o & o3 g & ﬁlﬂr. 1
TolAleflA 1-38olE 27
g0l 154019 E4 F 3}‘/}% O] &
gt 2Holehs Aolrh. 242 oY) BY), &2, 9fn| H
/\(S]Aé‘ﬂ oz 1]-_9_ ]—UZ] LHi—ll:_ _11,_]- ]oﬂ O]L = 1:]— %% _Qé]-/ﬂ
SHAA o978 A8S IS 4 Atk AE 50l W= E}Ur«]
gholol gt HIF, UH]' 55 Fohs FEolHA, M

d

WTE 5L T FelaollE shit. B 979 194
oS ANS THREOR YEAE B TE Hojse
BYSAA AR FEAL 7Kl Uk ofFFE
o SAlo] BT dolSo] BE4E 1 S 44 4
S Jlefe | Aol o 4938 et o] 1240]
AZ) o) FASHEE Bole RF Fol delHE %o

2 A7} Basi,
2 Q7L s)2e] A7} g Aolel wgols THs
of APe ANsigch ATE ol PAglel 247 ol
Jolaas} folalA e dolst mgole] ol
= »}E}wu}. 1 olg thew} o] F4E ol u]
@A 420 oulggelo] B WEA T (=gH4)o] o
5 *354 7] whgo] FAol BT 97 FAolet 3
$o] FPole TARHAY ARGl Hol7h ArHNoh,
2008, 2014). Ffole] FHFHAL ATl G A9
e W mgo] gAole] TAFEHAL Aol £t of
3 sfol7h @olel mfole] Al of@ AT WA
Qo we A BashAw £ a7t shiel 34
& AApde Zﬂ%i AW 13 20) AuE uasR, o
Aol gole] FAoIRTHE T§ole] Balolo] ke 1
2 e tehit Holw Golgolaahs Srolq wu
Sl ol Talole gAHA A 2k ojRe
Fols ANt Aolet thd| Fddlel Firks
AgeH@tole] Aol B ok Noh, 2008 22).
Ao lelst PAolol fAR Eobia,
g WE 5 o2 o$|SASA Fol7t girka RS
Telofol ole] AL ofn Zo| SUqv} Sl B4
ofn] ole} A7ASe] ofa] AIEATHi et al. 2011:
Lee & Lee, 2018 7). Belojel GAol= 94 olF] By
3 Aolq Aolrt olet. GAol= A P4 FARHL
29] Bal} olojuie whl whalol= %7 gt} olo)
Fiolet wowa HRE Ji 501D ofRmelA 4
nasg 3 Avlze] x4 Aol
27 Uergteh, R} 244 o

HI
|t

m\l

_]

[t

ui

Fll‘

OI

= A

T

1_

=T

rir

olo] ogxe
e} %‘QOH Aol

F30] A4 Lolpr] o] 2HFe L] A7} of
gl GFL w7 olFA AUzl 2ANHE olF)
Bl Agte] Ael] WRe] 2YFHLe] RS T of
FEYFS BYIHT 5 U GAol 24| fF Ao o
Hegleh. et # ARl S AxTolEe] Aazt
go w2 UieRieh, o] 2olA osle gl
Ajglo] ¥ A0Z gkn ANlEe] EANHE FAolo)
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Aele dojet Ao meh gE 7hsAdol qirk AAIE Lee
2 Lee(2018) =019 Azt o] AjlolA ool o
o thdojo] LAS 275t AXE A9t 5L o
BZHH o= AAsHelZ] wiizell Ji 59 Axpet A v
T Yo, Aolet ddelo] Azt dojet ZA
2t o]@A tExe dor AEZ st #Aoth
2 AFE dojdol9] ke thEIANE A& doldo]
o] ool disi= AgokA gskth doldelg Alet=
ol wAletter) E= ARAx(grapheme)7h 7HE @Wol AR
o, megioy Adle] AFAES FEE @92 11
StoH(Ferrand & New, 2003; Perea & Carreiras 1998). <
ojod= FEAZo|RME A Ao A7 A2 whH mEfA
ool A= Mol =gte Zol7|:= skA|qt fofet 34
olgr} H1E]QthFerrand & New, 2003).

= Jjhtog 3l tolZolat: 13t 4= 9t shLto
FHAR FE Tdojet T A oo FeHAR L4 &
go] Atololl= of® Aol UE7FY & AT AY 194
o] TAIE HF71= stAE off A oAl AlEF TAo]
o ol dolAidlolA Feia Ao tiet Tilo] w11
o7t AR R Wol AREEZ] wiFel, FHA 7]Et
dojdo|gate] digt A= ofo= itk

npREto 2 £21A doldo| gt 01'7‘] m‘_ é%—] =
a9t w
Ae S&5A4E0] ulgo}u} = —;:‘?
He A8d Zavt Stk 7\]177}7\]1‘ o ol Zﬂ’q(singe
word presentation) ' Fi= HZEAHY EA0] FE AR
Eglo, homo] A A3} Hielolt ST,
AAAEstE 24 & dofol HMHHE =9t "dgrt 9ot

EF ARAAL WA 250 Mol £50] AT o)
S RQIHAVL ohe B4e] 43S Eeln TpR
o gFE P TSN ANIACIE Sol, EUR

rO

oo mlru
_l

e

|

il T
3 A4 DE AEZ Bast Ak F44 gojdolaks
AL Folet Golol s Moy ke 3

ofo = H17} ErHMa, Wang, & Li, 2016 &%), <
oje} Fato| mE HluATE grog 7|zt Hrt
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