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RIREST, Bk T A3 & 15 g & 50T A U E
(Anthony & Francis, 2005) . M2 &S EiRTW K
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FEAE, TPRRARBM R SRR ILEFEERS
TN E Jy B b, Hob i & B A & A D TR
(Morris, et al., 1998), #F50H A AR & B IRGLKH
RER BT L E XS L i 75 o BT Y SR AE H B
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B SEUE R .
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1997) , 355 i B 7Y %) 132 B 9 2 DUIE 9] 52 B A i — A
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HAMENERE-IENETWEREXHU L
B, XL =g JLE Y 317 B4 LR K
POLEFM 92 A4 )L P LEHITRIEMIE, 2L
TRAHBREMEERT

=5 BN E X 4 (phonological — awareness
difficulties, PA—D) # =315 & B 1R 58 i B L5
BB W PR AE S IEAE AR B B B 8. HRA S
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EEEIHE R SRR I RIS R4 F(2, 41)
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Xt 45 40 9K B PN BB AT T probit B IH 43
BT, 358t 4 4 9 3 1) 1R 531 R B 4 2 (slope, R 31—
MR FE AR ) I AL A FR GR 31 e 2L 50% 1938 X
FOLEERIER 20 5 Z 50 P2 B sR B R R 4 ]
ERBE,F (3,55)=5.23, p < 0.05, ZFEHK
FUTE S B IR R AR B LT 4E i ¥ i R A
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o foa/ — /da/ /ea/ — /ka/

B Py AR . A

PA-D 0.85 (0.76) 5.05 (1.84) 0.86 (0.73) 4.13 (1.92)
CA 1.68 (0.87) 5.05 (0.5) 1.63 (0.79) 4.3 (0.83)

Younger 1.28 (0.89) 5.2 (0.6) 1.55 (1.15) 4.15 (0.93)
Adult 1.92 (0.64) 5.07 (0.4) 2.1(0.74) 4.77 (0.85)
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representations hypothesis.

The Speech Perception Skills in Chinese Children with Phonological

Awareness Difficulties

Liu Wenli'?, Yang Yufang?
(! Department of Social Psychology, Nankai University, Tianjin, 300071)

(? Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100101)

Abstract The relation between phonological awareness deficits and speech perception deficits was explored in Chinese children with

phonological awareness difficulties. Categorical perception tasks were adopted as speech perception tests. The results showed that

whether children with phonological awareness deficits had speech perception defigits depended on the naturalness of stimuli, and only a

subgroup of children with phonological awareness deficits exhibited severe speech perception deficits.

Key words phonological awareness, speech perception, phoneme category, deficits
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An Eye Movement Study of the Effect of Plausibility on Chinese

Sentence Reading

Yan Guoli, Zhang Xia , Bai Xuejun
(Academy of Psychology and Behavior, Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin,300074)

Abstract An eye tracking technique was employed to investigate the effect of plausibility on Chinese sentence reading in this
experiment. 30 experimental items were constructed, each with a plausible form, an implausible form and an anomalous form. 24
undergraduate students participated in this experiment. The eye movement data were analyzed for the three conditions. The results
showed that the target word in the anomalous condition provided evidence of immediate disruption, whereas there was no reliable
disruption in the implausible condition. The result indicated that when a word was anomalous, it had an immediate effect on the eye
movement in the early stage of processing, but the effect was not found in the implausible condition.

Key words the effect of plausibility, sentence reading, eye movement



