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Effects of Sentence Context on the the Resolution of Chinese Lexical Ambiguity

Ren Guigin®, Han Yuchang®, Yu zé*
(* state Key Laboratory of Brain and Cognitive Science, Ingtitute of Psychology , Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing 100101)
(? Department of Psychology , Lizoning Norma Universty , Daian 116029)

Abgract Usdng the eye tracking method, we conducted two experiments to examine the processes of the rewolution of ambiguous
Chinese homographs. The results show that (1) thefirgt fixation duration of the balanced ambiguous words were sgnificantly higher
than that of the biased ambiguous words. The meaning accessof ambiguous words wasinfluenced only by the relative frequency of the
ambiguous word s meanings but not by the context ; (2) the fixations duration of the unambiguous information for biased ambiguous
words, was dgnificantly longer than that of the other two types of targets, which digplay the role of context in the integration of
meanings. Those results support the modular moded of lexicad ambiguity resolution.

Key words: lexica ambiguity resolution, sentence context , eye movements, fixation duration.



