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Participants who ask for conducting lexical decisions tend to respond more slowly when the presented word have higher

frequency syllabic neighbors rather than lower frequency syllabic neighbors.

The inhibitory effect is called as the syllable

frequency effect. The syllable frequency effect has played an important role in enhancing visual word recognition models.

Although the position of the syllable frequency effect is very important in verifying the validity of visual word recognition

model, amount of studies using Korean is very low as compared by other languages. The present article explained the role of

syllable frequency effect in visual word recognition model and introduced Korean studies dealing with the syllable frequency

effect. Moreover, the present paper explained some reasons of why the syllable frequency effect in Korean were not clear even

though Korean has clear syllabic boundaries and grapheme to phoneme matching, and the several features of Korean word that

the previous model could not account.
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oF o] ghol= Hopr7] WAoo w A
= Adste PE2 HRsIEEE Foj2r] Aol
+ A2 &= 22D B9 AH2EH 97t oE &
th(Lee, Kwon, Kim, & Rastle, 2015). FE3st F7}&el
gho] A9 5EA wiEe] 71E 9=o] 7|Hhe] Ry
gh=o] g Aol A Iz sl HeAl el
olo 2 =E2 53 A2 TRt o] 7|ute] A|ZhH
ool AQl Ryl F8ASH= &4 HZ BT (syllable
frequency effect)7t Q12| T2)11 d=oloA 4 Rl
v AvEs AYsty ghojolA o] ) WestA u
B o= olRE AT = FF Ao S Algtst
At

220 Eoi7b7] Aol W89 olsiE e T8 8o
Aol Fas By, A, AlZHA whof AjQl AFolA o
o] o]¥(word neighborhoods)oll THH &= AAolFF
(mental lexicon)®] &4 03] HZ(lexical access)ol| st
24A ARE AFohr] wZel o] EopollA ule FasH
o723 QUth(Ziegler & Perry, 1998). %7] Coltheart,
Davelaar, Jonasson, & Besner(1977)= ¢ &} (letter)E Al
ooty RE G2t dAsts Tolgl] HPor FI] o%
(orthographic neighborhoods or Coltheart N)-& % ]o}%]
t}, dE 5o, “cheat’®] E7] o]2 “cheap”, “chest’,
“cleat”, “wheat”©]t}. 24 ©]%(syllable neighborhoods)<
AR AlFshs TolE9 Hes oulstr tiREe
#7] RoUt ofd & RRE VIElwE 24 oS
st A& 5o, AH1o] “balsalpool)”e] 4 o]

”»
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—_

ARIE SAR AZsh= dolof Hls) of9] wd AZF B @
280 ek aE Ao A5t o (Carreiras, et
al., 1993), o] a7t &4 ol ©@olEe &% Hlx(word
frequency)®] @l 54 EF HIko] 7|¥tel= Zog 7

o] B¥t= ¥k ol
Carreiras, Tamm, & Jacobs, 2009; Conrad et al., 2010;
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Hutzler, Bergamann, Conrad, Kronbichler, Stenneken, &
Jacobs, 2004; Kwon, 2012; Jin, Lee, & Choi, 2018). 95
0], "B “FA7Y do] HkE 21olH 2E o]
200& Tt T-H 47 &4 olxs 200 F ¢
T ©of Hlkrh 127011 “F47E 131e]th. &, "F37

w4 ol%E Fole IHE 4 oo AR Iy

1o pe

T o = UE 7heAo] =1 AA AFAd L A&t
AAJ5HA YeRETHKwon, 2012).

At giof 2ol BTN S WIE Bal| Z2X

ANEL do] A B IA F
= 71 A WAs A2 o] A
}Ql EgolA 52 A2|7](yllable parser) o] EAE AA|5H=
A FAE A= M 2 719 Ja, dopt &
S (monosyllabic word) A9 A7 o] el 1y
-3 (polysyllabic word) R0 2 A 4= Q= o
E AZst Folti(Conrad et al., 2010). 7] ©o A<l
P2 72 ©=2d dolE A8 A== ol&% A+ ZAx
o] AHEE ©2E Tl A S A5kt Coltheart
, 1977; Grainger & Jacobs, 1996; Seidenberg
McClelland, 1989). €159} Ho|4 wiFol=tx|gt, thZ4
o] (polysyllabic word)7} HjF-=Q1 dof 2HEelA T34
ol 29 YA AFEY] A= dutste] A7 AU
A 2ol T3 doAM td dolE HAWchs BYo=
E= dgo] HAFPA, ojnff of® k9 wo| ©
(sub-lexical unit)7} ©13] Ht(lexical access)oll 525 4
&g of=Ad g A+FEo] UERITHLima & Pollatsek,
1983; Taft, 1979; Taft, 1992). ©] =& &ojA] 2 7l
Hop 2Eo] T4l Uit B4 SAEC] SAHUA, ot
=4 ol 54 FAE ofBA AAsioksteAl 189l &
4 wo] AAozr AAfsh= Aol tigt =Ao] HAP
(Carreiras et al., 1993; Barber & Kutas, 2007; Barber,
2004; Macizo & Van Petten,
2007). A ol ©4d TolE FHoE AAH 7ML
7] o] 7Md(orthographic redundancy hypothesis)-< &
ZF Aol & Wk (bigram frequency) o2k o] W A
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sttty 49 ckSeidenberg & McClelland, 1989). THof
£ Hdske & AR A2 A5 UEhe HIRS] Ak
A BHE EEA Yehtbe AYES] B gloh IHE
o] 7 ohte] @Rl2 AEAe AREe] e AAZ
Aeld 5 ot ®Hdth & 9 vodkaollA vo, od, dk,
ka®] & HAp 5ol Sl o] & Az BE] RI=E o
BE ko] HEsl 1 Yop AFo] = Az 7+ ML 3
0]9] E(bigram trough)e] A (Kwon, 2012). 224
vod/kagh= A7 @4E = Aoloh. T2y wkef o] £
o] Apdoletd 254 dojolx A 4 RIEE HF FY
SHA sAIgE ol 2ol st gl o] dapt A4
Sdote7HEE WHlk)ol| meh o] ARl HEu Feert
HEoH2] Hotopettt, ey A Ayt A 349 &9

= ZEsHA ©ol Al Hxof Ao FFE vA=
O 2 eIt Carreiras et al, 1993). g&o] & 4
b =oW wof Al kot wepxAw w2 A 24

W= R0W do] Aol S5k et widhe] Aol vt
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L o
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B, olo] AFAES T Bl A7 e A9 %
oA To] Aol FFE F+= Ao B rh(Conrad et
al., 2009; Conrad et al., 2010; Mathey et al., 2006).

4 W mve] £ WA GFe B/ 25 349 o2
“ol(word neighborhoods) 7Hd<2 &% F27H2] A7
A, o] EoA BAekE olxE7E AR ofF dde
TIAEAE Estet A 71948 & Holth(Alvarez et
al,, 2004; Carreiras, Perea, & Grainger, 1997; Kwon et

al., 2015). 9tA AHg upel o] T o9 3 Uz}
(letter) S A5ty RE ZAp7F dAste dolE9o] Agke

o, Weps B ol ARESE TEE dol A
3o gy] B ZAo|lth(Ans, Carbonnel, & Valdois,
1998; Andrews, 1997; Grainger & Jacobs, 1996). Z1=fi}
97 7o) ol EAHEL &8 PEE Ve ] U
of ApA-S4 A% A (grapheme to phoneme conversion)
3 e 25 Jlwe] ol TAS e dol Al B
o2 sko] 71 Carreiras & Perea, 2002; Conrad et
al.,, 2010; Mathey et al., 2000). ©] &2 AlZ4 o] 7
o oINS 59| TAS) who] Szold] Wik
Zo] ofle} dof o] =ESH] o] 2 Aol A EH
SPE AR AALUA GRS FUE B o
2D (Ashby, 2010; Barber et al., 2004; Kwon, Lee, &
Nam, 2011), FoEOE S48 HE i ©o] 5olA
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$410I} ool T

a4 ° =o= 4
A A5 Zo|th(Tae, Lee, & Lee, 2015).

et o] Hols7le A= AAIA JFS 7IA=A] of
@ 207 A2 AR TR el A Aol
A H(Carreiras et al., 1997; Conrad, Carreiras, & Jacobs,
2008). Coltheart et al.(1977)2 Ql4lstel= B2 dol7t 2
Adt GARE e golE A48 (mental lexicon) oA
785l Hlsf 74 &
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e dAFez AAE 7] dEelstl =
(Norris, 2013). o2 Coltheart et al.(1977)= SAF &
o](pseudo-word)E ©ol7t ok2tal o= “NO™ ¥hHg
oA ®7] o] A7|(orthographic density)7} © I t©f 2
78l Hlol Hhg AlZto]l L3zl AAIA 01% ans
SERAIRE, A ool thgh ofg] wtoAE FUS A&
oA 3t o] F Grainger & jacobs(1996)% o
dolE 83 AFE SO uHlE 177 O]OO] =
A7 (lateral inhibition)Z2 Q1% ]3] AL & ES
dlojetes 7S A Wy Ao /\]%Eﬂolﬁ
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Grainger & Jacobs(1996)2] F4-& ] |5k
AHConrad & Jacobs, 2004;
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A Yetde Zor d¥A e Macizo
Petten, 2007). %ojd 4oz o dojo] 24t 549
g0l dALrE 1y FHO FAV RS 54
e gaph WekelA uehe,
o Blsf o3 Bt A (lexical dec1s1on task) oA 4 W=
Gt 8 HEeHA dehtes Aol &tk wEtd 5
He aas A% @ 5 e A dol Al 292 oA
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5] mlghdeln &% T 7FsAde] ol & & it
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Figure 1. The interactive activation model of polysyllabic visual word recognition. This figure quotes from
Figure 4 of Conrad, Carreiras, Tamm, & Jacobs (2009). According to Conrad et al.(2010), the role of syllabic

parser is a syllabic segmentation, and determine the activation of the phonological syllables™ representation.

Figure 13} Zth o] =
oo 7]EA ;L}J} %—Oe]@' nefao] 719 Mathey
et al.(2006)9] BT ZA5}A9F Conrad et al.(2010)9] =
ol Hrf - Ao|al ¢ FA| Aot o] RYL £ H=E
Wsh=d], A gl 37] 2ot F3 o]3)
Ste #7] ARold & WAle 5% A=Rolth # =2 =
4 e qiE oFL glel #7] FR Boh &8 AR
A2l g2 Hoh ZAs] dsthd ‘jrﬁfq' 2o dEE o
ol 27] AZHA A2 BAE AA Ari(grapheme) oA
A(phoneme)2 =1 34 A 2]7](syllable parser)E
of 24 @9z Mot 18y A SN 32 SE=
gd & A 549 2 AH(phonological information)7}
Arelo] tho] £Z(lexical level or word leve) 22 HUYZ=
g, o] A &de 7o o4z A&t TolE(&HE o]9)

==

ol

Lo A&

Mr o dlo

2 BB olz BHskE 83 ol wolse Az
A% B4l ol wiu, dhele A oSS s
5204 7o) opet oA AA@E AR ol )

=o|th(Davis & Taft, 2005; Grainger, O'Regan, Jacobs,
& Segui, 1989). 7} Tholo] &AJ3l A= Tolo] AREHIE
of osff A4Ht. dof Hlwrt oW B3} e W1
Hidje thof We7h Wom S4d3} 27} o whEhA] 1
e dols A Z43E dHde 44 g4etE A
Hr thol= J"x] AtH(Conrad et al.,, 2010). ©] ZF9f

Ol(

o] ¢1AS whslgt Axtolct AMA o] REPL Grainger &
Jacobs(1996)9] o T=
MROM)9 =4 Ziﬂ Tee SR AR oR As)
& sgHdoR 2 4 gk weh o] Beo) AHe &4
A v i"”‘]?ﬂl{ o s 2139 712 7S RA
St=tell Qle o] BHE F 7R A Wlle 28 A7)
7b AAskerteld, & Bl 2d 9919 o]k "WolEkx
T7] ol ©olE FUSH Ax AH R AFL o] of
& Yo7le7telth

A A Al Hgt $A, & 4 AY717F EATE
7= BHEAIRE A ATHETE ofyet AR R W 9
(event—related potential) A5 121l fMRI(functional
imaging) Aol AAIEH AT
Carreiras & Perea(2002)2] ztd] A3} HAoA, 224 HZ
A= A o] dAshe A3t A5 oo of9 wd
AZbE B 2ol vls) @E5A1ZATHra/jo-RA/NA s,
cw/fo-RA/NA: */"= 54 ZBAE o)), 454 H2 dof
ot A & A7 dAoHe 27(ziel-ZINC vs. flur-ZINC)
oM oot T2 FXA At avprb yehA| itk &
27 BE o¥xor By A3} =1 5E A2 nE o

2 (multiple read—out model:

magnetic resonance

—~
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T 2A47F A5tk 19y 1 & 22 2dY we
st @zt vepstth 193 [Hst A= 24 2= A Al
227 A off A F 22 FEE 7)FehiA [k A}
1 BA 2= 7] 4A] O}Uq(]u/nas—]U/NIO) ELXeH A
2(un/tu=JU/NIO)] H]3| = =]tk Alvarez
2004). Carreiras, Vergara, & Barber (2005)9] |z}t
AollA A 24 AL 2Ao] dA]sl=rt BUA|sH=7t
of wat P200 AEGE= Al & oF 200ms toll &= ¥
oo F4ol e AR TR HADT N400 2=
AA Z oF 400ms ol &= Bk w9 F50] e A
A A HAN A AE tE o9 A7 Hiith HEof
= ARloflA do] Wk guel FA-A7Z dx 4
yllable—color congruency effect)= §Aloll N400 Zd&l
& TUAT, 11 N400 RS 47 oE A5 9o
Z2HE oske 7o Ao g vebydth E5E Carreiras, Riba,
Vergara, Heldmann, & Miinte(2009)2] fMRI ZAx}o] 2Js}
o] "Ik gih= ofgl-2% T o] Aot ¥ Sl
4= AUZ dY(inferior frontal area bilaterally), &=
/37t es I (left pre/SMA), H71¥A A (precuneus) %
ol ZAet vehtal, E-A7Z 93] avte Arda
/52180l (precuneus/paracentral  gyrus)@t  F$ A
eft and right thalamus)ollA Yepdth. ®3 BOLD(blood
oxygen level dependence) WSS A|ZF Fol= SE-A7Z
A2 g7t o] Rk gytHTh Az o R Adfshs Ao
2 Ueysth 2ndos g4S T o] A9l BYofA
=4 A7e AAte FdA SA7F AAE Aol

F HA A o] FHE RYPo| tF wE EY
(MROM)E& Alsst7] wizol <5 oA &43k= gt of
9 AR 8yt 5E @919 o] Mk IR HEE= 2
ojtt. ttE W= RF(MROM)O| W= w2 ket gt
3= Qohs off T WAoA "dol'g: BHE &
L = si70] dx7} 9L 24 grky Awsith A Hms
A 23t x| (global activation threshold)o]tt. ©]
A= B4 thofo] oJd] &/dstE]= o] tolEo] 4%t 4
0] Feolrh mEbA B2 o] dojgo] EAelEY E4
= kA @45t QA= o He YAk AE S, cat
9 |2 bat, rat, cut, cap, car 5 BAT type?] ©]
22 tape, tyre Qo= §lh mEbA cato] S 4 Qe A
HH2] gL oFo] 5o1de]al type 2 AEol7] wEe] cat
of typeoll Hlof © e HyHH At JA] po] Edo
3T A "gol'eke ks © e YRtk oA AlA|
g o7l 719 &Ko AFHE "I dol’E 7] Eot: Yie

HEe x| 7to] &

et al.,

N

(s
%

ool

. Mo

e 12 rlr rg
N

fam

A

F

I

!

AL

Y 18 rl

°
EH
N,
o

719 &of = A o8] ok TpAeA “dof"ety
HhEohe e %ﬁ(fast gueSS)JqL v qdohal Hy gl
(Grainger & Jacobs, 1996; Jacobs, Graf, & Kinder, 2003;
Miiller, Dufiabeitia, & Carreiras, 2010). &= H#A 9x]= &
Z XA (standard threshold)o]th. Z} TolE2 AHS 95
A ARG RIEE 7o g gt BF A SE(IHE Told

o,
>4¥
_19.

A #Ee ANE Pdole w2 97 =

g e L g 2 2
TG o] 7] Sel] Eesjolul “Tol’ whe-g @At
T ) ofg] Wk Al AN B ol als) 24
shel ol WolE % EA o Bt 4§ WA &S 1
B o]% Golrt EAjsHE, of o] @olrt WA wAsts
T e fze] BASS Az oAA dde] Hof glo] X
2] wolo] F45E ANHOR AN, ol mhx] BA
Soje} MU o] tol 7o o] Uofi} A<le] Mg
N

= A3 ZH(Conrad et al., 2009; Kwon, 2014: Perea &
Carreiras, 1998). o] HAL w2 F=3} Hitz2 AAR:L
o=z & 4 ik

T g EHshs ¥
e a7t Yes 14'7‘4‘)& Hy ‘}l a1, o] Ae 94 4
2 o4 ol A 4= /\V}E]% =4 o]l2F FollA

HAERP: event—related
1 AAE S o9 wek HAE o83t
ERP ¢tolA &4 Rk aik= N400 A& mtg 37]9
A SeIAIZE Yebt L (Barber et al., 2004), ©]& A4S
£ o]E HHHH sFtHHutlzer et al., 2004; Kwon & Lee,
2015; Kwon & Lee, 2017). N40O AEL ofe] 2127
2S5 ¥t 5ix|9H(Kutas & Federmeier, 2011), ©o] Ajelo]
Al N400 Zg29] m19 F7|= dojeh s ofn] 2443}
Aot AA ATt e Ao defA drHolcomb,
Grainger, & ORourke, 2002; Miiller et al., 2010). T2}A]
THIE S8 dole ARlE 4 dojof He| ¥ @2 4
o TolgE ZA4IA7|L, o] B2 4 olx Holsdt 4

g5 oJulEo] XiH]E ‘:}014 TR Hlsh o &35} of

potential) $1-o]

2012). O] H“‘E =4
o] 2/gstet wile- Beidol wrhe njolr] mwiEel Tefo
SuA2E Wrgshes B G olA Rl a7t wds

2
=
W 1 9ol 95 oAls BYshe 90l ¥ 4 okn

w
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2 ZAoltt. Carreiras, Mechelli, & Price(2006)= fMRI ¢
TollA o2 B HAE ol 8PS o 24 Rk avE F
o AWE S5 JA(left anterior inferior temporal area)
oA TSI o] FYGL dol9 ou] HE gttt
a2 o](Mummery, Shallice, & Price, 1999; Rossell,
Price, & Nobre, 2003), &4 ©|252] o3 Aol At
O 82 Ssteltt.
B0 27 YE 3}
oA 4 HE 8y o442 Aystds 4 Rl 83t
7b F2 WEEE dojd EAS dgoiilth shu 1
e eholol| didlstd, 94 ol Akt 349 o
o mj¢ YAt FHE Aojolrh(Kwon, Nam, & Lee,
2012; Kwon, Choi, & Lee, 2016; Taylor & Taylor,
1995; Yi, 2010). 181 &9 ZAAE otz 4 HIL
551347} Ueh= 0101% FolA AAAo= 7Y Hed A
=4 *}01(11}9} =24 *}O])Oﬂ oF7te]

iy

c

1 dn
bgl‘

i

ez 4«] 1er 0101”}3 ‘/}E]rurﬂur L3
ofal 37 Uehdok gtk shAlRt 54 Wk 8}
Ate o= Aol HlshH Addidos A
I+ 5 44 olfEA 24 ReE Avtd ¢
t=o] tlojeHo] A7} AITE Am|Qlofut ek ot
A w1zl Al ofy7] wigel Auwgt 4 A=

FZ5t=dl o820l AU(, Chetail & Mathey
(2010)¢] 2ol TojgHo| Ao A ol A/}
A (imagery) AE7HAE 71250] 9lom Davis(2005)=
N-watchet= Z=18-& 7idste] oot SA o Fetst

ool 4TS 35T 4 99), BA A= A2

n
of,

ok

.
Kl
e
Eﬁﬁl‘
i

rr
rok

to mu xo L wu rfr odo o
o =
B
(o]

5
o
o
©
©
k,-;
%
Y
Fo
b
fo
o
_m

At 5}3'01 E}°19]r 9]‘—'—4'01 ol 9] 7\]71'14
ghololA 54 HlE Bl o=
ofo] HlslH AtjHor EWSe g2 Holgh IHo:
3F % ERP A+ A3t Hilwo] gb=
T ane] 25 Aottt

27| Kwon, Choi, Kim, & Nam(2006)2 ©13] wot v}t
A4l &4 o] Jiget FostA IHIES 4 o]xo]
g AS o3 W Al7te] LA AL Bk
Kwon et al.(2011)¢] ERP ol 4 7] 59t &
+ F3E w34 Rk 337F 37] £330 ofd %
23] o8] yehdth= 72 P200 AECoR ZHIAC)

Ol

E ml

OXQ
==

Ao A&shes ®7] 2 REE AXtetal /A E A
Aote o2 28 HEE Akl ALt 23 AR Wk
g 71%0% 2] §4 ¥k 1, A) X 2&% 24 Rl
a1, &) AA A GAF Fof(pseudo-word)E THEIL T

£ FIMolA ol wdt J}Zﬂa ”/\]O}‘ﬁﬂr o] Mu} AF

J&9 ﬂ'ﬁéo] =i %7é H]E‘)ﬂ‘ﬂ' FFe = AoE e
wth & o2 A3oA Kwon et al.(2012)+= -FAFol7} of
d AA dojE o]gste] N400 d&9 2717t &4 ol%
aziet Az o, O gk g 249 At
gi4-0] om|A Qv Rt As WHESIYH. 22 A
719 Kwon(2012)= Z}7] ‘:} —-5'1—7513—3-— 3t A=Y
A= dojet I §hg AZRE

1 e F AA B Wik (bigram type frequency: Fol=

oAl T2 F Az HoR Aol ©olo I, & ER
EF Hlk(bigram token frequency: WolZoA T2 F

Azt Fom AFohe do] Rk ), ®7] o% A7)
(orthographic neighborhood density), XH1&= 37| o] =
7](number of more frequent orthographic neighbors: 3%
tolo] #7] o|E & A ©ol9 dof RlkHn £ ¥l
o] m7] o] wofo] A4, 24 ERQ] Wik (syllable type
frequency: @olZelA T2 FEA=R AlZokes ©@old] 7,
24 EZ Hik(syllable token frequency: WolZolA 72
w45 Aol @olEd] Hlwl] $HE AWtsty, ol F
of ojd Zo] 34 Rk Zito| Fogt JFS 7A= A=
5 319 EA(multiple regression analysis)S &9
. Kwon(2012)9] AdelA dof A=F20] A 24 ES
HIE7t o8] wet Ao A “yes” BRE AIEE] F7toll #9
A &l (pseudo—word) 2] 75‘—?— 37‘4

Conrad et a.(2008)% 7]#: =0l 2E By Hket
EZ NEE S8 ARt Ae Adstl & 5 24
e gatel Aoz A Q= 24 RNt FAAUAE
AEokth ols AT wEW, vHE 3 ol e
SAPS W 24 ol A7t & "ol7t 24 ol A7t
242 gojof Hlgf of9] ek AJ7to] folsHA o Wit oF
=o] T@olE o]§g Kwon(2012)¢] ‘:}T 37 24 A3t

T =4 o2

At ole} 55 AT} epdnh, £
Bl o5 el 27k 5

©)9] 7l W]
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SHAl oF AoflA et AxtA 43k (global act1vat1on) e
Z1eF I Qo A 2
4 g9 Hert 22 2E2 dAdlA X]'z Hole =4

2 240l AFPA T A& 2 drodsicty ALt

22 Wt A, Kwon(2014)+= &4 B Rlixes o A
gd

Ql o] ofd He] ol WigdsHA 4 71A=A] 1
I EF RIEE AAR do] 52 o & REYsk=AE o
9 e AA7F ofde} do] T MA|(word naming task)
£ ol8sto] AgAor st wol B HAl= T
£ HY 47 o e MZ ©es] 7] JHE 3%
AR 2 H2Hgrapheme to phoneme conversion)ste] Hrs}s}

s SAolt weh wo] 4277 Hael 1 A
o o4 Am(e], o194, BN AR, ould Ar 57t

A Aesh gnE B wee] ke & Uk 59 &
7192 AL AT Y TR Gl 4 @
o WY AN wol 429 Jug ° FuAts 73

(Carreiras & Perea, 2004; Conrad, Stenneken, & Jacobs,
2006)2 72 Kwon(2014)&= 3% A AES AA5HA
1;].' A5 ﬁ_q. 24 EF UL E TAH A}EHoﬂ/q o3 E].ol
o] S7h= dof B AZke footA dEAEH 19
22 Ee JEIA 54 BEZ ko F
7t ©o] B AtE dEAFH. o] Ads 2d EE W
T ©o] ol o vigRt Bijle g o] £ Ao 4
nAst Wy Ao &d ES U (2d Wk §3b) fat
7F UehtA] g2 Aol2h= Conrad et al.(2008)<] &0l Al
Holub= Zo|3ith. Kwon(2014)8 =904 &4 EZ Hl
Lot By HIE 7R ATHHAIE =66 (p<00D)o=R mi¢-
=0} Conrad et al.(2008)0] 43t By Hl=ot EF Rl
7t AE o A9 s gttt Tl 77t o
AL AASHH.

Kwon et al.(2015)+= Kwon et al.(2011)o|A A 2=
& §4F Dol AMRT A7 Witz ojuls} o A Tol
€ AHgote] 24 Wk g3t 29 HeRRE FEEEA
ofiEl 27| Roold SUFEAR WA 24 A2
sk Ad A% 32 28S Ve
T AR, 1 64 M Tt 5]
oo MEE= Zs TGk o
7 £ Hoo F2 7Mooz stk —;F%}(Alvarez et
2000 HiA = vidiE #7] §27 24
SFS &= FAHConrad et al., 2010; Mathey et al.,
2000)7+ Lxsh= Aty I-d 1 AdozRgo] vkl
o] Aol IRith Mathey et al.(2006)9] H¢ & &

=8 THT 4

rlo Y

A W% (bigram frequency)7} &1 22 24 HIL7} &
tho] Z=o] & A A RIkrF 91 58 34 HET)
2 A=l Hlof 24 Wk 33t o 34 vEigeh 12
U Kwon et al.(2015)9] A¢ &2 24 W7t =2 ©oj
oA 7] &4 HILI} =2 tholr} mr o
tholo] Hlof 24 Wk gipt o A yeidd &, 3
ngAolo] 24 Rk §ib= 37| Foo wet Jgs
g, ol= ”71 Hoo| RVt FHRISTS
TE a7l HFor ngiols T
Lebgth 1 7'4}0]E Kwon et al.(2015)& %F
72 Arstith. A BiA 7S A Asos FHst
7F Qe dol(dl, wetds/, AR/39/ 5)E ARERE
At Ziegler, Muneaux, & Grainger(2003)°] 2Js}#
o 2Y92E ol ARl Ao A oHeE #
ot shleh. o] 7F5AS Kwon et al.(2015)014 7}
ol A% st B7-a2 292 Ak oE ol
o] A=EE th22] o} 7hsAdo] W ZAo=w FHSHG
T A 7hsAd o2 Kwon et al.(2015)2 §H=o]9] szt
FeHl2o] JFS AAslth. S48 22 &9l e FH
o] om] AHIF 4 Wk 8IS HAA7|= HFo R &
gt 3% AY Z¥HKwon & Nam, 2011)7F ¢ %
S ettal =S ol Zagar(2015)« A ¥
40] FoF 2Jof o] SO AlZHA Aol 1 Hele
Atk Zagar(2015)0]] WEH, Fojrr] WAS] Zgfiol=
HO] AZHA ZATE Hopr] ’hAlS] fh=ofo] H|of BT
Stof, B7] AE(d, & 27 RE)E FasiA 242 A
2ol 54 Agr|o o] gharolo] Hlsf ZgAolE A
g o § & & ot TS dE &9 ZHA
<4 AYrle IHEe] T Az e ANE T HA}
His o W A2jstal, 1 & HArt 2ekE 54
SHA BARIAZIH olojA To] oA 2 o] RES ‘3
Aot 4 A 4 Rk 33t o 3A vErdtal
Mathey et al.2006) ¥ Zagar(2015)-2 A5t 19y
ghols Hopry] WiAlow AN 3 Ato] HERt &
2 Z4AZE Qlo] mefrojeh o] 3 A7t 7] Ko E
Higto 2 240 AAE A4 et gopy] el &g
2ol9} thE At UEETH= Zolth. &F Mathey et
al.(2000)& F AA A9 RIEE XA Kwon et
al.(2015)2 7] Zrste] 1 w7 gt
Kwon et al.(2015)9] =2]9} Zagar(2015)9] 42 24 H]
Woh= 2 ofHARt, #7] HoUt &% 7|9l 54 Wk

afel gFE e M A vae 7Hss Hel

f

lo

2
L
H1
N
N
A

—_

oo
L
H

oy

)

e ko BE oo
o N

I

S|
~

go W I mo oo P ot L oo e

(o] =
24 HEE %
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o
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th Zagar(2015)9] 742 =olo] 24 A7t i F
Q3= oiE A th dueld meklo] SHO 1
7] How An-g4 AgkS AX FAas0] 2YEH0 2%
w45 APEE A
o] A4 A7} gesto] 2d A7)z #7] #9F A9
ot7] B AAE AAAHCRE AAste T g Ho
71 fiZolch. 18y #7] AHE Aot gt Kwon
et al.2015)°14 & 24 W= aaprt #7] 38 W
ot AeAE-S PR kS Zolal ERP Aol &
4 A7)l EA4E 9ulsl= P200 837F 2 54 Rk
o ujet ¥%Est H(Kwon et al,, 2011; Kwon et al., 2012;
Kwon & Lee, 2015; Kwon & Lee, 2017) shtojofA &
A A7)t ZARHE Z2og BAS T F71 A3t A

B Fao] glo] Halrt,

3
OO (
to
X
ﬁ“
R
)
S‘iﬁ‘
2
rlr
o
iy
o,
d,

fol

=32t eh=0| 32 U Jajo| A

ghrolofl A 54 Rl gaprF ke AR|7E Qlo] dh=old
A 2 Rk gt AR & 4 QAR 99 2
W5 T AmEE eojold 4 HlE 8= 9=
oA 24 ¥k auetE YekslA veidty & 4 gith
Z| Jin, Lee, & Choi(2018)+ ©o] Wk, & Hxt & Hl
T, PHA HI=E A5 AN EF5khl &4 Wk
aE He TESHA] FEFh Kwon et al. (2015914 E7]
<4 Nzt 3e o % 24 7Y 2 Wk 8=
AP, Kwon & Lee(2015)9] Hut &4 AfoA 24
HIe g7} ERPOJA] UreFgA|er, 9hg- A7 31 @ 7-gof A
<4 ¥k gy= YEA] ooith ¥t 24 Wk §
W7 e 4= Sl 20& BF S50 eolollA &4
e gipp AFQle], Zo], mekiolntd WalelA| et

WA e ol U7l

tt. A HAE= Jin et al.(2018)7} Kwon et al.(2015)°]4 <1
et A FEao ol F WA= Zagar(2015)0]
ot Hopr| vrAe] oz HRIt} Jin et al.(2018)=
Ay 259 A S A P49 o] o] S FTA
A, 34 Hk avte ou Bort jAE 52 FE9
A4 Yehtr] tiEe] A 24 AF FejAo] ofn] o]
NeE BAGH| Eote &2 RE=T o]fo3l &

4ot= o] 54 Wik gyt Ao Ejo] Hzlo| Falol=

Aol AtHAlvarez et al., 2004). 7V “38'9 ¥ =9

==

-

Hog AREHS i ball, zero 59 9ul7b ot Jin et
al.2018)9] A 2= AHEH THIE SH XA A}
d 2 A4 Jear AFEEs A=E0] ANE 34 2
Hlg) o= wokeh ¥H, Kwon & Lee(2017)= 34
FHAE Aol 2 oo, Fehihe AMERE o =
4 Rk gaE §REARE 9 ERP Aol mF st
of oebA 2k 2 A4 YA SdS A8SE o 24
HE gapF PR of2 AL 4 Wk Gt §lojAzt
ofuzt o] ©o7t 24 Hl
9Jct Kwon et al.(2012)2] ERP d+olA Fej4 o] 37]
(B2 onle] 2R AlFele dolE9 Aot 24 Wk
Aipp BE ou] AH2E §hgsh= N400o|A yepd H, 3
B4 o] A7|7F 2 doj(d], 9] W or Aot o
)7t 22 oj(of, ‘efrF el ‘o= AFtsh= Tolg)e|
Hls] 24 ¥z g37F 4% A(Kwon & Nam, 2011)&
=4 Bk 837t ou| Boel WL FFo] S AARRE
oh =e] AFoAE dojet At ofu|o] FH-SH(semantic

1
fol

=l
i
ox f
-
>,
)
o

N
o

2,
e

richness)©] & o] g¥to] I7|E ZAAFHTH= Yates,
Locker, & Simpson(2004)2] A3}t 9A] 24 ®HILT §ute}
oln] & 7Ho] W] it F4S AW ofE 4 ok

T 9 o] 24 Wk gute] A EYEde ¢
Q12 Hoprrlz <l WERt 24 AA WEd o Stk °]
F52 24 Nk 337t 38 AL gt dojolA F=
Ueidths A4 2o Bk shA|RE o] oA ofn]

ol w4 AT B4 BAE oulske Aol oyt ofF
ofollA ZEal Sl AEd #olrh AlE &9, mikE ¥
of 3}, th=o] A}, dio] IAefA T

2 ¥ A7 sk go] k= g, gho] 3t 2
H, 4ol 2= 34 "5 Ath(Shin & Cha(2003)9114
8. 1 o= Ax tE dojol wet tE d FA
m2o] 2] AT 9l7] fhRoltkShin & Cha, 2003). =
oj227] HFAO] dol= 54 AHAE BAISt: =94 BAIZt
gloi(Macizo & Van Petten, 2007) ®7] &5 24 A9
7] 2¥o] HHO| AT o] £ 3E AYY] 1He| AF
o] "asl HIth thA] Tall, S A HAlste #7]
AR, & Az g RE)et 54 ol dolod 2d &
Fozo] mud ke, 4 B9l Rlk)7F oA wof
i 4o BHS F=rHConrad et al., 2009; Doignon
& Zagar, 2005; Mathey et al., 2006). ¥ Hopx7| whA]
< =94 54 AAZE gesl] el 24 A7 e
T 7o) AFol Eoj2y] WAlo| Hls) d "as Helr

o7l fside A =2 W 27] HEe} &

E
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4 9= g 7 4 $22H8-2 AEdofoty, 34 A27]9
A2l & 4 Rk gito] Aoag ofiE HESofgt
of. @2 Azl AR A gt A T EA A Hku Al
Az g dkel g4 Nk 3y 7he] PeAges Addos
TE AU A glo] Eelth skARt 2 2 A7)
o] HE] §& 24 A AR HAeR2 2

=4 A 7HAe] SrkstH 54 HlE g3t F7ksh=A] of
d2E AES A7 A Foll lol(Lee, Lee, & Kwon,
2017), ZREgE mopshr] ¥RAIO] dojoli & A27|7t &
o]27] WAlS] olo] ZA Ae]7|et o]BA tEAe Hhgt
go] & Aow Helr,

Qofebd, ol HolAe 54 Wk Gt Falslordt &
ZoloA o] aurt EEst Uehts o]&= skat IE)
0} mors] BAY gGgoletn s S1E 2 Wl
= EE 43R AYedd 238 EUT 4T 34
s} B (Figure 1) SHA} Fef4 o] JFut Hotrr] Bl
R 2ol ofy7] migo] h=efo] 54 Rk avE A
Hobr] flefide o] & B4 AL 4 A % 2 B

gt wlojof gt et BAVA S Weih 9 mof)

2 = o4 Bk 8yt of do] AQl dtelA Fagt

£ A¥stal Bl A+ 59—74101 ?l‘iloioﬂ/ﬁ +4d Rk
= =4 "l
= ane] &4 —7113% FEohs 1_]1_|L°1°ﬂ/‘1 9H =4 H=
oA Y=g 494 71e4
—c‘glEHj\_g ookl Holy] HRALL 7|dto
= Adsieltt. At Feie BIoltiARAS] EA o9
st oF 57%clH dkato] ZAo] F hAfe] AR A
A YA F F 81%5 AFARFcH(Nation Institute of Korean
Language Online Q & A). A¥dHo2% gkaprt o] <l
of dAT AL ks AL FP=EUHKang, Nam,

Lim, & Nam, 2016; Yi & Yi, 1999; Yi, Jung, & Bae,

2007; Bae, Yi, & Park, 2012). &, 3822 Agst= A
g4 BySs thE o 3kt o 0}7\]'01—4 A FAlokl &
Ho 9 37] Roagtozg HyS wEATE A2 BHE

rlo
al
ogls
o
oM,
)
oX,
lo,
rie
)
o

o,
2=
)
=
Mo
>,
N
N

o
<,
Ho
0,
v

e o v

A D)

H:l
3
2,
OIKEL

1§ Aozl Hiet
ol I3l fEE

processmg)ﬂ} AU]

e 3a8 dHE 4 9&

Zol27] Ao dojAy Earet @A Aletter string)of
AgstA ¢da FEEA) gelel uHs] Holtklee &
Taft, 2009; Lee et al., 2015). o] HL 7]& RN =7]
o] &7] Azt 58 A2|7|e] gFo] Eof27] Ao Ao
o g=A 2ZEd & e TFede AR 271 A
2 APl AFE Roprrle o2 HJEE A=|sk=A] ofy
H 2 A g2A AEekeA] 59 9 FA7F §A
A ok 2 =] AEst Je A FEia H Hopy]
Aol 2 Wk gyl ol yelo] J=AE it

24 718F ool A BYP-S FSohe o] A9t
2 7198 T 4 S AR Hrh
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