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W ERAELBHEFRABELRBEEIRAARLAFAS KA ETL2RRTRER
i - BAREEGEEL SR REELEEF R, SRAN,) LB FH N FEFEEZRL
B - BEREHABGE L2 AR LR ER AR B ET TRE L, BAEL B,
T AR B AR & T U R L IR F 05 BB R 2) iRE B BUE M E LB B AR K T IG5 %]
BIBHWRBHEE, BREAR R - DB FHNEBENREFAGRER SR, 2GR RER
LBREFEBREHAETE,ERE—ZRE L I H Koll 49 RHM #£8 fo Green #5 ICM £ A

KB B - EEETLE 5B BHHE

hE 43S :BR42.5 ERARIRE A

T

1 &f

XEH B RURRALEIE IR R 5 Z RIS S
AR 77 2, B AIE I R S MR R AR A
BRI KT BUEHE X P IET B I T,
Kroll 1 Stewart (1994 ) {1 “ & IF ) ZE FAE KL ( The
revised hierarchical model , RHM ) 2 [& T XUiE & Wi A
B S MRS, I N PIRIE S AR T i s
FEAEIR R AR B S AR X PR B, BDNEE iR 5 L2
FNE BT L ML R LA L1 2] 12 BHig;
Ll 5#EZRBKARLL 12 5SS Z R RE
PR M LI Z 12 HEfAEMSZ R, A 12 J4%
SEFEES L LR YAUEE AGE
BI12 5, N 12 BEEAMER, MAHEFER
it L1 AialiC R4, Bk, BUE 2 W) BB R 58 B
KR BB TR 12 MG, IERZZ)
Ao

TEE S B e, XEE 1) £ 37 (dominant
language , 752 L1, BHERMEE WA H) & —
JRAZE TR R /D (Van Hell & Witteman, 2009 )
Kroll Z5£(1994) 1A, BUEH 12 H#LRKF %W
TR R AR PO S R AE Z (] A IR £, FEE 12 34
K FRRE, 78 L2 BN T Ll )25 582 2
b REmL, BE L1 K 2XUEH ) 3318, ]
BAIFFAR L2 KPR E TS L, Heredia i
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Alterriba (2001) B % 448 ) BT B8, A TA AIBE T &
BT RBAE IR E M RGN RUEE N R, 58
HAE—ERBHE,

JEl S bk 25 (2008 ) 78 4 5 /R 1E—DU 5 I b
E— TR RRUEE WA RIE T 25088 & BUR A
W EFIENFFR R, D BEE RIS S WA
&S B ATE O3 SR ; I — U XUEE 4R E,
FEAEITE T AU 5 4 —DURUEF L, B2 5 )
TREEE L1, BARREDOE 12 B, AR BUS 3h3
Bo MATIAK, B TEI—UBUE#H L2 B3GR KF
BER TH—DEE W 12 K0F, Hith, §I—3UR
BEN LR ATRRBRERANESES ES
SV ISR E N ERIES

TETE 7 V)t (Language Switching) HF5E B AFTE
M—FPIE T Fetie 2 7 —FiE T B A X R
o EARESTHRAEED, MTREGES RIIN
R LR —E T RPN BB, IR B W
B, X R B WRR AR DD A A (Switching cost)
(Kolers,1966) , #5185 P4 &K A 4 A [R] AR AR E
RIPIRP R & Z 5], DI A B RN & B U 7 1) A
(R T AN [ , 3% B FRAE DA (9 A8 %o FR 44 ( switching
cost dissymmetry) ( Grainger & Beauvillain,1987) , A&
WIREY,ES AN RS 12 WRAGERX,
A DA B RN T B 5 32/ Jr 1],
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PUEF P (Meuter,2009 )

— RIS T,INT L1 W L2 A5, HR b
AR ) TR S — AR R I, — 2 Ar A BF 5T
R, WESE R L2 OB ER A L (e m dl3k) B
ML B T2 (IE [ Y14k ) Y ] BE K ( Meuter & All-
port, 1999 ; Costa & Santesteban , 2004 ; Costa, Santest-
eban, & Ivanova,2006)

Green( 1998 ) 7F 31 il 355 ] 4% 7 ( the Inhibitory
Control Model ,ICM) H i % 18 5 Yl4 h t1 3040
AXFRE R R e 5 Ui fE d, AR Bisih
B LRI AR HOROE , JE B AR T WAL RES
HB RS FERE S, N T IEFERE BRI, £
T HARE 5 WAL IR B B0l 3 B 4518 5 &
k. mTMHRE SR KRR, BUERER LK,
PN AR R K, 3 L1 fap R E KT
12, [RIBARRR L1 40060 B 7 g (] o 25 10 12 B,
FH gt L1 a2 b 12 3R,

AR ICM, 155 AR E 2 S E B AN A Xt
R FEEE, FfESHRAGREZERBR, K
TR B 2 A AR 1 22 S K (RF S AR
GRXEHE BB S WIRAF R o RZ, PIFEF KR
TR P T, ST R B R, DDA 22 e
BN (FFERIRRUEE TR 5 TR D

KTEF AN HHHEEZE KK FR , Bulte-
na 5£(2015) &R B, 4] FERME 0955 5 VIR BOg
TROEEET M TR B & 25 B AT 5
(self — paced reading task) , %y 22 HE—RIBIRE
R (unbalanced bilinguals) [ ER KX IES
T B AR X R R A 2 15 2 #5718 5 17
CEOE AT . DT R, B 12 )+ [ B [a] G
EKTF L, HIEF R4t L1 BAR, 7776 V) ¥ 308
(Switch effect) ;1.2 #ESR, A L1 B L2 FFEMIES
Pl AR/, AR L2 B L1 5 5 U1 fm 5
12 KGR IETC BB R, 4RKR], N 12 14y
PG L1 ZH LL Yy 12 A G, I &
BT 12 AAGRERE, XFPiE T UM AR
PREUEREy , SR IS R T L2 MR

TRAHZTOE 538 (2008 ) LABRTE NS , DUE

GMRIEA AL — I —R =B EH PR, T
DIt TR T B U8 3 MR T, B8 —
W—REFET W8 LA . ZFRAHN, E
TORA M T B KRR EER  HEVR AT
T, XTI Y BB SRR DB TR AR R R
=, FEE R AR A B E KT RGE A R T
FATINR  JR—I —5 =3B E RN AR S
B AN FEZIE ST 2GREERNZN,

g5 b SUERAE M —Fh i B IR 18 SUR 3h N
AXFFRPE, BY L1—L2 35 R sh i KT 12—L1
5 BIRONE (Keatley et al. ,1994) . 18T KRG
FE 5l AR X BUE & M BE S R, &
TR X AR e B TR RO, X o R A
EREN BB EE, A, THER ZERRE
REIOEE S G REWER 5 AR SUUE K 2
EYe? HIB&R R Im S EEE mL? ]
B FE L2 FEHARYE T AEE KRS F210
P, W) ERTE SUR A TR SR AT F AR ;
2) HF IERGRERIE T VIRRM A FRE E
BIEH P EXGEE TS, s T s 24
F k% o BB LASGERAEEE IS 5 U)IBR h fK
8, RFAE OB S, R R DUSUE S TE TR
MR T A TE 5 AR AR e T B REHE 3%
PFo
2 KWAHAE
2.1 #R

TR 51 24 R RS 4, 4RI 19 ~23 2, Hop
24 A 27 Ao HEEAGE 5 IE S MY
T AT 1 R AT, O B IR IR, SE )5
Bpgiis— e

SEIHT , B R S B e sUNE SR ) B,
M T E A YA Altarriba F1 Soltano (1996) 1& 5
B 5144 (Language History Questionnaire ) , 3L 4 4~
TH : (1) £ E 2 2 I A R 5 (2) 805 3
BB T (3) TEFRLERZ JDUERAER ; (4) DR
BERES . T TN 1 ~10 54,1 KRR hE
AR 2,10 R IR EIF, SR LE 1,

R OENNEENRE - NEAEE RS

e 2 S AERR(4F) EIRE S BV
no VHER i B i E
M(SD) 51 19.80(1.28) 12.65(1.61) 12.82(1.13) 6.53(1.43)  6.84(1.45)

Geitaran W], RIS & I XE 2 2] R

XU BB RE T B3 22 57 (ps > 0. 05) , WA XUE
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2 3P YRR K BB RE T, B N IR - DUE T
SUEE o
2.2 LRIt
FH2x2x2 ZARWPREAKIT. AEE:H
FRinE F 28 (BOE, DUE) . B ahiAliE 5 288 (R
5, D0E) Jashia 5 BARE R R (B R, & X T
K)o BA-EARFEX R 4 F8 3 &0k 18 LR
B TG R RS A Bl iA] 15 SOAH 26 RIS ) TE & B
A 3 Horh i SO S IS 3 3R MU a3
AT, AR N SRR SR, A
AU B SR A5 SR AN 32 S I A R R I , ABOEE T
WAIE (R Wi T 20, BT ZEaH
o, SEIG B S SR S B ARRIZE R R E A A B, T o6
FRBE T H AR ( £ARE,2000)
2.3 FEBAH
DOEME R (RN EBFE AR (ER))
(2008) , P EBURR HE ARG < 9500, 15 F 1 B i B
20% = HR) (F R 2R A 56008 , 35 4 B K, 1
/) s HAE L 130 HPGER], B4 3 ANiA: H AR
5 BAniniE AHK 5 BRI L TOK, I HiE S
RN B R R . 36 AASSELKK)
R 2 AR 130 AL 0E ) B HLRRIE % 30 (K AR
PEBLT SOVEHY, 17 AR R RS, T HAR R,
TEIFREN AR BE KT 4 41, o € 80 1> Bin
1], B IG5 40 AME) . B HAREXS B 4 # s 3
Sl , Eorp g E A 58 B T R ) I B BE AR I A 4
~T AL, BRI 2,
F2 N HEZARREFMEBEEFIKETIHSIREE
JIE B ARl
5 SURR
WEE  FRKE
WiE 6.03(0.47) ——

Geld BT

6.20(0.77) ——

I 5.79(0.79) 5.32(1.20) 5.87(0.68) 5.10(1.08)
Wit BAniA

AEE  FERKE ABE  FERKE

WiE 6.21(0.54) ——  6.15(0.68) ——

PRI 5.93(0.58) 5.15(1.14) 5.73(0.76) 5.50(1.19)

BFEAPRHE S SR A H AR IR AL 35 40 Xt B Al
120 Xof Bl , Horp B A L A 3 4% 20 X, B &R
IR TE ST RAE T _LRBR s 3 B DUE A
FEIE BRI 60 X, DUBBITH B SR H i H A
7 R BOAE T AN B BR A A 1 ~2 A RER
3, BN BN (B BA SEbriE Lo —RIA

FRFEF PIANTE 5 B HCX , 5 —FE BT WX

SEEG AR BOR IS SR 0 4 4L, B
40 NPUE B AR X BE 4 FE Bl D - DUE EGE
RS RTC A % 10 A5 R 40 SKE AR 1A
VEPETTEEAR R K 160 XTHEFEA B FLEI % 4, &
I 240 34, BB R 2 — A% 4 AAPR
H i BRI g Bl SRS R R LR, A
AP [l — HAwia i B AL AR R, (R shia A A, &
J& R T I B UT (3R 3)
R3 KW 1 MREG)

R B iR

A B

PGE A ANYQesn

BE BRI AANGRn) AT EN k) AN I o)
W i

BXER
sk AN Y|

DE AR WiF
s R BR|Thl): 47
2.4 FEBRNEES
KA IBM 3R, 19 S CRT REBH, 24
3 1024 x 768 , [F 4R #2 60HZ , LKA FRH E
— prime S, RIBCE IAFER 0, B BICR
I B ¥, B SR I 30 5 BZDBT 74 U 32
SR BRFARAE R
S WA L 1, BER R i Al R B A 44
50cm Ak, B SGAER R L 2EC + 7400ms, HE R
BUR Bl 200ms 5 3R K Ja 52 20 2 B H AR A ,
B F BAR A e E SR IEA R AT R HR (12 F
b) SRR (3% T 5) ,2000ms P SR80S B 4 iR
KBRS UK B B ] Sy 500ms o S 36 B4R BE L
LR o1 4 AER G, B S ZIAARE 3 238, IESNEE
HIAA —4~ 24 KN ZR~T , DIEAGE LA .
400ms

200ms
+ 2000ms
B

| 500ms
B A5

Rik: tiF
B[R

] K

Bl fxmiEE

3 MRS

BEA R RFIT 0.2 1 2 ZHok, bR
SREEAT EM Z4h, B A F IR G AR 4,

B AR DR A PR IR FL A S B PE R
PR AR AT IR ED, O T B, RIEER A0 T
2243 M FL FI3 B 5 2504 2.
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%4 FERHEETHEHRER (ms) MERE(n=49)

PUFE 317

EXR HXTER

- i A o
MR e muge

M(SD) 721(253) 782(250) 61  804(210) 845(252) 41
DB pma 0.2 0.03 0.02 0.05
M(SD) 1066(404) 1033(346) 33 1062(379) 1035(314) 27
BEEA pmae 015 0.18 0.12 0.13
SHERREEWEFZ0ERA: () BfsA  BRFEE DESHEHABSIRTFIES ARE
VR RO W, F(1,50) =23.75,p < (224 38ms) .

0.001,5° =0.32,F2(1,74) =107.52,p <0.001, 5’
=0.59, BsgiE HAnim AT IR 3R (14. 6% ) BE = T
PUE (3% ) 5(2) B 3hiE 5 BAnia B 08 R IEA £ 5500
B, F1(1,50) =4.16,p <0.05,n* =0.08, F2
(1,74) =3.71,p =0.06,5* =0. 05,15 LA K LE
HFR IS IRA(T. 6% ) W 3E/NT1E X ToR K5
R (9.8% ) ; (3) AahiE T RS HinaiE 52
RIS HEAER B3, F1(1,50) =3.87,p<0.05,7%" =
0.07,F2(1,74) =7.60,p <0.01,n* =0.09; & A 5%
Ay T, BUIB SR s 440 T, DUE B Ar 8 45 R 3
(2.4% ) BERT #OE HAr A4 123 (16.5% ) , B
BEWNRTIET A EIER &M T, DU BAninss
WRE(3.3% ) KT #0E Hin a4 R 3 (12.6% ) ,
HEEAMETES W

X B2 o Bt B R B T 2 A MR B s (1) S8 3l
H R SRR FERN B, F1(1,50) =5.06,p <0.05,
n° =0.10,F2(1,73) =8.02,p <0.01,5* =0. 10,3
HTEDGE A sh A T aURGE X DUE B AR A B R
N AR SR (2) HARIAE G R EMN B, F1
(1,50) =51.58,p <0.001,7" =0.51,F2(1,73) =
250.87,p <0.001,n° =0. 78, 3= HA 38550 W5 2 I
W BRI B R B T E B Ania); (3) J5 3hiA
HHEFPHXREBB ERNABE, XKUEFHE
IR BE 5 T 1R R EY 5 (4) )3 3R A H ARl ok R
MG HARE T RALHEH B, F1(1,50) =
6.66,p <0.05,7* =0.12,F2(1,73) =3.50,p =
0.06,n° =0.05, f&jBAALRE T, % IGE HARIA, 15
SCAHIRAAF B R B 40 T8 LTC R4 5 T X iE
HFR1a) , 75 AR %A 1 B i 5 18 L Te 6 kA 22
RARE. (5)33hA5 BRRmiES R ER
ME%E, F1(1,50) =8.50,p <0.01,5* =0.15,F2
(1,73) =8.50,p <0.05,75* =0. 15 ; & BAR S 4347,
LGE Ja shin et , g X UE B AR I 9 50 58 TR
HERW, ESNEBIRTESTERI
(298. 04ms ) ; 4507 A iR A, A% DUE B9 I 6

RS &N T FL 500 047 F2 45
BB UL SR AR A AL
4 g

3T ST B — DU RUE 2 RS URAE
NHEF THAN R 2R HE T 2R E
BRI ERE £ RS LR EY, ik
FAERGE L1 B 2 DUE 12, 1F X AHSE B H AR E
W & Tl XIoK HARi; T L1 - L2 35 CHR
A B BB I B 2 TR B ORI, A B &
Ty 41 S N 12 - L1 3 SO 56 5 18 SCTC IR I ML
R EZR, Aa iRy 33, X5 ERIERIE
Ja S AR PR R—2, B L1 - 12 [iE La3h
BXT L2 -Ll MEsE, HEEEF W L2 BiE UF
AT L1 BiE B 31, Hemandez Fi Reye (2002 ) 1A
o, E RS BRTE LK SRR, TG & (H S 3
ARERRILEKFRES

FH Kroll 25(1994) i) RHM 7%, L1 5855508
SR T 12, A L1 BIPGE 12 Wi CEREMSE
RV, B AR R SOR ShRRRE; B T 12 2 L1 &
LB T L1 B L2, A 12 FREE T L1 7RiA)
LR EE4 , BRI oK B IS SUR IR0

F 1 BN, SO B 5 > S R DUE B [H]
A B J AEAS— B, {H H rp 22 o] FE F S80S A
TE IR B E— 2, e I B EEEN
B, MU o7 > M AR B e i o 2, SR 3 ). A
DU H FR IR I TR RUR B, Tois s shial 2 i
g S, XDUE B AR 8RN B2 TR , Hik
BRI TR T8 SO SRR, X e H A5 1]
WMIGARA B E BT LS s, X AT e At ATT H i
NI EERDGE, AR RN X ETUE T &R
SR T JE B AR RAE AR, X LT SE T
Kroll ££(1994) W&, BUEE 12 MG KT
M) — 5 LR AR A AR AR Z (] R4, 1 T 11 -
L2 3B SR SR8 (41) RTF L2 - L1 38 XH 3h
AL (33) , E L, AN EE T Shie 1 L2 7] DA SE &84
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L1 VR IURE# 1) i, R A W] RE2 i Ttk
IMTLE 12 AP IR BA R B TH0E L1 KPS

WIEF T 74T, B A4 BARTAINIE 12
i R TR SCIR B A8ORE, T H ARl A iE Ll i R
PR ETE OB shA , HA shiAl Jeie A =, 3¢
DUE B 4518 1Y [ R 38 8 2 8 T 5?7 ] Green
(1998 ) Bl P2 LB (ICM) g e, b T A R
FRECE L1 RIS AR R, R L1 g3l 72
BERT L2, [FJ3, 7R R L1 B 75 22 B I ) o
o L2 B BIXS L1 04U 2 b 12 BB, A
XA B AR L1 F S i B8 2 KT DUE 12,
Altarriba F1 Mathis (1997 ) 1A by, 615 X AHR &HBF
AR LI B AR T e R AR A, Ul B 3R SR G 1R 7= A=
T TN, AR KT L, B ES 1 12
DI 258 0 L1 (Sl d04) B L1 3] 12 (IR 4]
) Wy B E] 58 K ( Meuter & Allport, 1999; Costa &
Santesteban, 2004 ; Costa, Santesteban, & Ivanova,
2006) .,

i b EF OO B R/ NIRRT F S
T, a2 AR EE F R AE B ( Meuter, 2009 ) , R
G URGEFE B DU I T3 B PR s, iR L
WEASRAE, SR , OB XS DUE B3 sh B R T UUERT
ERE S, X RIIZE R H AR ) RHM BRI
B E AN BRI, TR 5 H 2, Bk, )
BER PR 2B AU DUNUE & W8S BE
T RHA

— R F , AR —I1E T KA FME, T
—HEMBETHERET . ZLRSEREY], K
RO IZNBE 5 T IE AT X4, BRI 43
BEARRURENEIE TR, MM ZSHIEFT W
B, 4 -MESENAES TN - iEE,
MEMAMESEAESRAMAET B ERDLEE

BERTERES.
5 &ig
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TR BN A TR 05 SCIR SR ; T XT38 L1 H AR A
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T X HEE H AR IRRAE

(2) T MEGE L1 BIDGE L2 5935 SUR SR
RTIE 12 BIJRE L1 Wi SUB S0, i, I
BEARRTE LB RGN EFIE, TREERE —E
BE 3 Kroll 9 RHM AU fii Green f) ICM
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The Effect of Language Experience on the Dominant
Language of the Bilingual in Priming Task

Wang Aiping' >, Jia Gaoding' ,Zhou Liming®* , Gongjueluobu’
(1. Faculty of Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875 ;
2. Beijing Key Laboratory of Applied Experimental Psychology, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875 ;
3. National Demonstration Center for Experimental Psychology Education ,Beijing Normal University , Beijing 100875 ;
4. National Education Examinations Authority , Beijing 100084 ;
5. Donghui Middle School ,Shannan City, Tibet Autonomous Region 856100)

Abstract ; The study explored whether the language experience can change the dominant language and the semantic representation of Ti-
betan — Chinese bilinguals by adopting Tibetan and Chinese Related words and irrelevant words in the semantic priming tasks. The re-
sults showed that no matter the priming words were Tibetan or Chinese,Chinese target words processing speed and the correct rates of
Tibetan — Chinese bilinguals were significantly faster and higher than the ones of Tibetan target words. It occurred the semantic priming
effect on 12 target word conditions,but no on L1 target word conditions. The semantic priming effect of L1 — L2 was greater than one of
I2 - L1. The conclusion was that the Chinese language experience of Tibetan — Chinese bilinguals influenced on the representation of
the Tibetan words,but the Chinese language has not completely replaced the dominant position of Tibetan language. The results suppor-

ted Kroll’ s RHM model and Green’ s ICM model to a certain extent.

Key words: Tibetan Chinese bilinguals;language experience ;dominant language ; semantic priming effect



