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The First Syllable Frequency Effect in Korean Morphologically

Complex Word Recognition Associated with
Hemispheric Dominance and Coordination

Ki-Chun Nam
School of Psychology, Korea University

2 o B AT H9Aop 2% ANUL Fol o] ojde xﬁo She Eok UEh: A 2d M ase) vy BE
PTe] Fg WEe 2AE] o) AN £ ATE A AFo] Qi AN AHES o Byt
A% 100 FPAF AY 267 BAlF A1Y 4870] AY 200 2099) WAREo] Holste] ol duTkTAZ
S B S e e o=
HE glo] A9uT BEolA FASA Uehta 289 vt o Atk AYS wEeh AF 2% Ak &
AN 5 BAOF ANSHT LANE ool SAIGE ANERET £A)e] ol AU FAA0E = PuAE

15kt of A ol A &4 WE ARA} H9WT BN A ST HuTRo] HehH A
oz £74 ofdHRAN} Uekth. ol R 24 ¥E Ao it wro) vofHA @] Uehdehs AL

oJulste] G AT AoYuAeIS olshel] I BATY FRAS AAshnt.

Abstract This study explored whether the first syllable frequency effect was significantly associated with
the left hemisphere dominance and a specific pattern of hemispheric coordination in Korean
morphologically complex word recognition with the visual half-field presentation paradigm. This study
was conducted with normal participants without neurological disease. Twenty-six subjects in central and
48 subjects in lateralized Eojeol decision task participated in experiment 1, and 20 subjects participated
in experiment 2. Experiment 1 showed that the type and token frequency effects of the first syllable of
the morphologically complex word were significant in both left and right visual fields, but the token
frequency was stronger than the effect of type frequency. Experiment 2 showed that the left visual field
presentation of the morphologically complex word for 50 ms supported recognizing the right visual field
presentation but not vice versa. This study suggests that the first syllable frequency is processed in both
hemispheres in the way of facilitation from the right hemisphere to the left hemisphere, implying the

importance of investigation for interhemispheric interactions in language processing.
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1. M

HeHoz Aol el HRY(left hemisphere)ol]
A F& o]Fojx] 1 24 (right hemisphere)x= 4
Sho] FRAERhE Gt AzbsigieHl,2). old 2
= ALolE ¥ 42 I TR AFolA BaEct
7} olFoll= Alof B3 AA] A7H(visual half-field
B AFoME HaE

O

presentation paradigm)<
et AE Hof] 244 P2 4ol waAE X, Tof
ARl FF T2 B4 59 AP EAY HAH FHAA
Zol7t Q= Zo] KuEglom, B ¥hg Ak Aol
Al 912 22 AP EA Y7} HRktolA B E&80
2 AP EE 238 BUstH3-5]. 28y 2ol =
o] LuE7} AojH A o] lo] 7} 7R3 1A
E3F B5AQl dojABA T B4 |3ttt A%
7} BnE7 = rH6-8]. 0|9t Z2 A A+ I
AoHEA 7} ol §F whpogt AH o R HFE|
U7 Behs G2 Wt 2447 A0l B2 A4S
BRI ARAE B0 HHE St AoEA
Egshs A0R oAZIHH6,9-11].

Zeukto] Qo] 715 £k} vht 7ho] A5
Aok tHEAQ] o] F-AloF 3 A|A] A
olt}. SAA(fixation point)e 7]ECE FAJoK(eft
visual field)oll AAIE A=2 AAIEAY sfEatal
E4o) et LN E AYEY, SARE 7IEeE &
AloKright visual field)oll AAIE A= HRELE A
HrH12-14]. Aok £ AA AqtiolAl= olet &
2 A4 A EAGS ol8sto], FHAoF B2 Alofo|
A= XSt R 75 Rolg 2ARI &
5] g & AopoflRt =S AXske BAOF A
(unilateral visual field presentation) S-2 & AJof
5o J=Z A Aok FAloF XM (bilateral visual
field presentation)& ARESITh F-AJoF B A4
AT B9 HeXl trAQl @R Ao o=
A7Hright visual field advantage) & FAlof o] &
FHbilateral gain) 22 FAJoF HHE GiKbilateral
redundancy gain)7t 1tH6,15,16].

FAIoF AAI7E FHAloF AXES FHAE &7} T
w2 T JEgt SAof 0|5 Bl £3] A7 A

oJgEAz| 9 PAEE 7ML e SAR AXEE R

oH17,18]. 3t HAlof AA s} Flopo] XS 7
29] Qlojgr e Bl § £ FAlof oS fw
B2 opAlof w2 ETN 7Tt S B0k HA
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9] AojYEAAINE HARITH= SAR AAEZ g
t}6,16,19,20]. ©1E Hasle], B Ao HAlo}
AA| BTt QFAlok AIA] WS o]85to] gho] od
< AAske B Bt 8ok IS AR
2} gt

PR A= s argshs Wil ds & $79
Yol A7t e P PEt 7k9] Asakgo]
LEAHOZ A4S Aol FHE dojdrty FARIth
(21-24]. diH|=le J2 FubT 7o) A5 kgo] A4S
Z2Zolgl= FAolth25,26]. 2ol FeA H F
A9 ATEL F E79 A5 Ago] BF EAeh, 4
3 AAH 22 17 AP A JEAYY F
Fob B4, a3 A ¥ g0 we g2 yet
vty B 16t9IcH18,25,27-32]. °F 751 <] HAJof A
A} FAJoF AAHE o835t I AFE BT A

AL LS.

3}, olgle IS $BY Hi AT AN T 5
of glo] E114 Aake Safsh v, 2elA SAH

2 et BAE #FD dolle FAoF AX7E sk
7} "drke 2YE Halshe], #eRtte] Joalgoel 4
HAE ARl wEt Adoldt Ao yehd & 9SS
AJAFSERATH34].

AFA(2022)2 A9 A e o8t =]
olde AUY o It 2 Agohe S Hatst
o], g ATelAe BEEAR B &ol7l
A Aol ARERE PAF oS IEY, A2 52 i
AelA FEoien, 49 WS 7ees 49 4

2u =2
£ st I g A AmE H5ke Beole 53

£59] ool o gEE MG WAF] A of%

2L w2 Aok e Aol A Az A of
2 FE39ch AY 1o1AE FFAlofel, A 2014
HAolel, 123 A1Y 3ol QpAlofel WAt ofd
3o A WA} o AN S Aol Ao
A AgEE o HAXS T o ek A of
g3lo] whS A7k} WHE 08-S EASI AT 2
3ol Jst, ol WAL oA Afele] glo] Aok of5
Aol PAlof ]S farh hekdet. ole} Zre At
FejEHoz Buat ofd AR ALl H7rt 4
Qe 7HE, TN e HEARA} B w7
oMY HBA B} o] AT YeS AAkE,
A% 39] PAJof AA] AN F74A Fast At
£ Aok of5 ik oA uhgol M et §4¢
o4, % wlold ZAAE e gk ol 414

o#jFef ofdo] SF= o Sl Aol It 45
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o] o AR Alofl et A $E Wk ade| Heut B3y S

o] LreRdthe A2 ojulatch. & ofde] 2pA Ak
7} 5 24% Aok ol Eap o A vekgeis 2
© B} A4 ol WUSE PT 7] BSHBAE}

Bk 2292 KRR A 49 4 SolHE Ao}
AN S S-g3le] QT 10 HTAE P %
Astgon] Qo) el 234 @go et
stk 449202002 o] B HtHA £304 Aol
apiire] 2WE ojEel Azt B4 HRE SuTst B
Feh57] PolA UEhks R0z st B AT
= BAR0200M AR FUTS B T AL

O

Th g AEstT, ofd Wglo] SRl wet The Aol
3 WeAEAYT} Dol A8 2] 919 A4

At ol {ldll o] d W12 HA oA Bid St
o] oj&do] A 4@ Wl G3Nfirst syllable frequency
effect)2 A3}

iﬂ\ =4 ¥k 83 ojdE A5k A 89 AR

o) w} ofd Alo] ¥F= vAE Ag QudH.

1§ Eo, “stwE’ olgit ol@9 A LA “gFolct.
7120] d7old R 24 ‘o] Ag HlET} £ 94E
%% s aL Azko] A @ARS BSIEHG,

4-36). AAZ 5018} A} ot 8 o2 A2
oﬂ ere 1 1% oI Wl 4 5t T35

2 e, ‘égEHi 4, 3 83 VI, 0189 o] A4
9] of5] WelSo] felulstA o8 W Ak ol
99ich. 53] oHo R &4 WEL ofd Wk ARk
5290 J2he Boit. o8] 3 £ vlE Ak BAl

ojdx &4 ojd BRolA FEHoE UETh A &
Aol vix: 89 Yk(type frequency)?} €& ¥k
(token frequency)Z FoI& &= ot #3F ¥lE= 9
Ab o1 BtwE 9] oF Z2 A FARE AAE= odY
& gujeta, £8 ¥k = 7o) ALY AlS 2
HAio| E@ske SE guiEth It /3 Rlke
A 249 o)A £4& vtdsta, &4 Y= o &
AL AT ZEE gt 71E AolAds o &
o AL} HuhE o]&5to] ojF 9 {3 Rk}t &3 W
L7t oFREA Y o2 ol JFE Erh= AHS

HsyieH37,38]. ol=gt A= /3 Wkt ©oiel

A& Aoks b TS 1, 9 HlEE To] Y
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St Aolt}35,37,38]. £ AollAl= 300709 ©f
gsto] ojde R 54 ;ﬂ% % Wxet
HEE oA Hlﬂf‘démﬂ g} ofdel A

F% ¥zt ofFga BREE Aoy, PR
2= F2 FREroA dojur] gigol, o™ A &
d {3 NE avke 2 e oEHd 7ol =
o}, ¥HHo] && ¥l o AR19] HubARl w4l
SF7] Wizo] Rt BRolA 1 537t vehd 7hs
1 FEE B3 344A(2022)9] AT =T
{17] o}oq 5& g vz Eﬂé A&l Rt
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29, 97 JJrHHL«l %’f%g- XW Skl Eeol=
o F-go| Yehr s 9RkLof tis o
SHA] = FHE 58 ZoE ZIdETHel. olE
S, kol FA yehd o8] A 48 /3
vz gl 29 ¥k Rie fRLEERE S X]3)2t
T3S dhof lojAE A7t HE I, R4S A
4 Yk At IR RE ofR Y =38 WA &
sk v E-8 FEHE e Aol diEHr
olo] sl & A= IA F Y AFATE UHrolA
Aotz gtk AY 12 ojdo A 54 ¥k a7
Hh \ASte] Bt FAIE 2K 13 Aol A3
2= 3 2E v anel ddE Foure] 9§48 we
< FARH] 9Jgt Aolch. AF 13} A 29] ¥kt HWAY
st} 9 7 FS e EAs doHA A Wee
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2 7|diEh
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AY 19] A7 222 oo R &F §F WL} &
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Apshes Aolh AY 12 F $F9 Agoz FgH
AY 1-12 SRk AA] AFolx AY 1-2= ¢ #

AlofF Agoltt. 300719] AA| ARG 0 dE o83t
ofdel 3 24 W= AVE /3 Wee &9 Wxs 1
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a2y ol ik Al 7Y o
Uehd sHgE a9k 4 ok
= 71508 HNH BEE
2t A 7R}, 9k AIbE 22 AE
Aolgt A7t yehd &= Qltt. oo wk
Ao A ARESHE Q1018 7]E0 R &3 o
A AEE ARSI, Ao 2719 ¥k Al
7|8 th= ojd A 29 Yk a3E PAY X5

Z(pearson’s correlation coefficient) AF&AS

99 2

BHS Bo AOUT WEHS 2ASC,

of Az 2l

2
=23} ojdS
ol-&
1

(o]
fE

Lo

2.1 gt
2.1.1 EIIRt
A% 1-10l 2287t0] 260 Hefstaict. 1At

£9 HF d-L 24.194|(SD: Standard deviation,
2.68)%tk 191, 7RSS &golo] o AR vt
T S BASH] o, oldwz &5go] HA
(edinburgh handedness inventory)7} 485 g0
B de= 7.85%8(SD: 2.75) 22 BE 7t st
22570l 9] A HrH40]l A 1-20]+= 487
9] QELER o] ITRAZL Fofstqlal, odwz] &3to]
A Bt AeE 8.198(SD: 1.74)28 BE F7E4
7b A% QEEF0|9 AL Bk WSS ¥
o+ AP 24.17A(SD: 2.17)°1%ct. F7HES A8
A2 HE AR

S
—_‘%

2.1.3 M3 X3

AF 1-13 4% 1-2004 A§H o2 AT 4T
o ojEe AHY 2olA 40%, HEAAEAGIA
30%, AIROIA 20%, 1e)3 FBtolA 10%9] HIgE
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el A=A, & AT
Rl 3h=rof ofd Fm Al 4
Steh Zdn41]9] =] AR RIE-1500%F o Al
FEHAVRALEA] 7| g 71EeR FEEt A
3 Aol B4 o Table 13+ 29kt 181 “ohY
L7 NHZ PRt FAR I} ofd2 AAIR AREEE of
M| 34 3 L UE SHEE wAsto] APEoA
AREEE ofdd wie Al AlFstRiT

<l

o
=

T T =2

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of lexical variables

Variable Range Average SD N

# of syllables 2-4 3.20 0.53 300

# of morphemes 1.66-4 2.09 0.31 300

# of letters 4-12 8.06 1.55 300

. 0-5.09 3.17 0.75
Root frequency (log) (log) (o) 300
. 0-4.03 1.91 0.84
Eojeol frequency (log) (log) (0g) 300

Ist syllable 1.86-4.42 3.73 0.49 300

frequency (log) (log) (log)

# of obj'ective 1-14 s 123 300

meanings

# of strokes 8-33 18.83 4.53 300

Imageability 1.93-6.8 4.02 1.05 300

Concreteness/

Abstractness 1.73-6.93 3.81 1.29 300
Subjective familiarity| 1.33-6.87 4.84 0.93 300
Subjective frequency| 1.56-6.38 3.93 0.82 300

# of subjective | 65506 | 111 019 | 300
meanings
2.1.4 A3 Hxt
AY 1-12 SRk AA] AFolrt. HA 3pHo] A
7hedlel SA™(fixation point)g HEHE +70]

500ms &<t A=A SAIFHO] ARFA|AL L 3]
o] A= 4[] o FAF HlEo] o A=l
180ms &<t AlAE F, Al olF A2 Hige] &
) Shelo] 2000ms BRF FAIEe0 o] 71zt F<t A
A7 ofd Wk st Hhe NS 715 =3
A 1-2= HEA RN Aot A3 Hx
1-13% "R 3o A Zkede] §

2000ms &<t AAIFIL, SAIHO] AFRFAIAL Y 84
S 7E0E HE 52 =04 Aol 180ms B3t Al
AEe AR TSI Aol AR vR A 2

22 ujeke] 5ol 2000ms B9t AAET, A

S O
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o] o AR Alofl et A $E Wk ade| Heut B3y S

7Kz o] 717t B¢ o Wk vhg-S =3Yotglt.
1-13 A9 1-2 53 A, I7HREe] 829t sh
AL 65cmE DFEATE A 1-2004 A=
AJofz} 20-5.8°9F £224] AJofzt 1.5° Wjol|A] 21
Alofol| ZF=o] AA = ATt

I oot
o, 10 oo

2.1.5 Zut

AE 1 Arte] 42 A (item) 2497 T subject)
E40= o] ==t WA, A= E4oA= ¥l
T 273 o AW JEAISE B /8 e
ot ¢ Yz7}t ojdaAIZie] TAZY 3718 gl
st WEAF BEAoAM = HIE 27T} of ATk
AL FudS HEOHIT A 1-19] 550
gk A= BEAoA] Toj& At 24 At 34 Alof]l
ojdo] AAE Aol §3 Bkt &¢ ¥l ZF ojF
WA} FAR R FolulstA Aol gl ZoE
YEPFTHE Aok 59 RI%: r=-.223, p{.001; SUA]
of & Hlk: r=-.258, p{.001) (Table 2 &31). & F
7o A 4 NETt S71EeE AL ool gk o]
Al A7H2 HAsHe FHIZ yehgt A 229 79
e I A Jret A SA9 £9 vk I AT
AEE vwsty] s, F7Rpee] daASsE e
2 S EE -FFZ AT £4 A3, ofdut
Az £9 RIE9] Ato] o uhAltal 48 H1Eo]
A 2ot 5 AFSHA YERETHA25)=3.832, p<.001).
A SR AFEE ojde & ZAEE /3 VR
A4 At 4L Gtdck= &F ¥ETt
ol Al o & #ALE ZHets A vt

A 1-29] =54o]| tigh mloj& A3t B4 A, A
ofe} ZAJofo]| ofFo] AAH A= 73 V= &
A HE B o AWz BAHCE {oulsHA 4
o] JYATHAoF 53 W% r=-.173, p{.001; A
ofF &¢ Wik r=-207, p<.001; FAloF 48 HIx:
r=-.181, p{.001; FAJoF && W% r=-.210, p{.001)
(Table 2 a1). HAJoF AX] ZANAE FIAAZR
JAA"E, A 49 /9 Y= &4 Rlert S71ds
E YA} ool it o AT Haohs FEHIE
ettt A% 1-100449 7iApiete] daAsE
QAo R Wk A7 FAoF 271 749 ZjolE EA
skl 28 0(AJoF ZA(FAIOF, #Alop x RlE 2
Wz, 29 ¥k) WHE 27 BAEA F3 Aok
9] A= SAZCE FYustA] ARANRL, Rl %
A9 2= EAMos Qou|STHR(1, 47)=32.444,

o
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pCO0T). FFAIF AIA AANMAH, A 8] &4
W= o] A 5E9] /9 Wk T AEY =
Atk SHAIRE Alofe} Bl 271 740] A5 AR Ak §
ofulstA] ekttt A FE9] 4@ Nl= Y Aol A

=49 §9 Wk I JHEY w2 Bl A
of 27 BFolA FARIAH. A 549 Wl a3t &
PREFOIA FARHA Yehdthe AMd2 oHE of$] Hel
=9 A3t HHA H 2A dehdre dubEel Ab
Aits tEEE @4l oF £0f, ofd ¥lE ave
Fpeut oA YA, #krolA o 24 W
Ehgton ol2idt A4g 7Iute g, Hul7} o] g HA]
2l9] FreAQl 9 gk, R #HUE o
aeror ALS=s 7 2PEA 7L =
HEES ATt e 20E FE5I9He). dEHo=
A1-29] A7 Zyo] w2, ofd Al Al A -
o] Wl R o] o dAHA 0] FARE He
2 J¥Ee THbe AS AARI.

Table 2. Correlation analysis results between frequency
conditions(type and token frequency) and

lexical decision reaction time when
recognizing  morphologically  complex
word(Eojeol) presented in central and

unilateral visual field

Experiment 1-1 Experiment 1-2

Center visual field | Right visual field Left visual field

Type Token Type Token Type Token

-.223% | -258* | -.173* | -.207" | -.181™ | -.210™

A9 Y A= A Sd A Ve &d Ve &
7t 2R foulgt AL vEhdlch 1eu &S 4= 9l
= ZAAYE A 24 99 Heet &9 WiEE Aol =
(r=.947, p£.001). Table 32 A 24 738 vz} &4
V9] EXHAR] FFFEE AR Yol =% YA
3 24 ZIboltt. A 28 &3 WUt ol ZuHEAIZE
o 7H= A1 g ALshi: A 24 73 Wk
9] Xto] Ay W] fYHEHA|, BT ARE A 24
3 W= A WS AQeta: A 34 S8 Ve
9] Zof A ®ggo] oJAs] FHFRE &A% 2
ojtt. Table 304 & 4= %ol A 54 &3 Yk
Zho] drg HEg2 eub oA foulsiA|T A
=4 5% Vx9] zho] dr W2 {ou|ekR] gkttt

Table 2014 EAE A 22 78 Wl av= HiF-2o]
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A BlE mwjol FPeths ojlole whehy
LR L)
HEt EQdo ofd A A7) GRS Fi A
7} Blulsiet & 2 Qe Holw ofdd] dheixe A
2do] 24 Wt 99 HE GHE xdele ud

9 A 24 WE mvetn 2 4 YAk

Table 3. Significance and changes in R’(coefficient
of determination) of type and token
frequency that explains the lexical
decision reaction time of each visual field
condition in Experiment 1

. R?2 .
) ' R? F Sig. F
Visual field Frequency change chgnge change | change
(revised)
Type .006 .002 1.598 .207
Center
Token 0.23 .019 7.055 .008
Type .005 .001 1.571 211
Right
Token .018 .014 5.603 .019
Type .003 .000 979 323
Left
Token .014 .012 4.478 .035
3. M 2

Ad 2= A49(202009) A7 =Tt Al LAs)
of A &4 R= aIE AEshe i 98 H
FARSE7] flsl AAIEdTHe). A et 2w 24
He A 1% s shARE AY 2004 7€ A
PATET th2A WA FHE Alofo] o A=Z HA
50ms FRt AA[SHA, A&HH 0= ojojA] A EE FL
gt of o digt ofd o] ojgA JFL=AIE A
SHATE. W AA7E o3 ARl Aol LEf= o de] A
=4 Nk 3 2 T IS dsiinh A4
A(2020)2] A 23] 2J5tH, FpAJoF AA| (PR &
g8h7t Aok AAFHE 2g3holl S4A FF=E
FIL ] 2AM = old Bt YEhA] A
oz diSHH.

o
=
H

oro
1w =

9 200 2079 LEEF ] A7 Fofsige
, oldwE &fo] AAF B M= 8.05%(SD:
157010tk 7A=Y Bdt d¥e 25.85A4I(SD:
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a4

29101915, /S UF A7k A APAERE 4
el Hiek B Aun 49 3 Bugol
%2 v JAE 4
Sk, gl

=
A2 Aol

ok

=

=

BRI}

F7HEE ok

3.1.2 M X3
AF 1-1% AP 1-29 2 A3o] AgHAtt

3.1.3 A ItH|

AR 204 HAop] A&H 0= Aol T ¥ AA]
H&= wAskE oo A|(lateralized eojeol decision
task)7F = Ut o] TA= HAOKFAoF &2 4]
oo A&HHo g (=L HlE At 5t AATt] B
wHo] A4H wvhEZ Bofl Bk 1+ 571 9
off xQtkE FAlo|t.

00 =3
o= 1 0

3.1.4 Agl Ext
HA b ZFYol SAIA +70] 2000ms &<t AAI

H Fof SAIRC] AR U SAIH ] FAJoF 2
S-Alofell A HA od Z=o] 50ms &< AAEH AT
o]Fo] = A o o] HAJof B2 Ao 180ms &
Qb AAEHIL WA L Fofl He Bige] FH So]
2000ms &<+ A A% F7As & A ofE
AA] e HE viEe] 3 ohd o)l whe sho] &
g ¥-E71E ERch HUEY ARe A I
FHE] 7|20 F 65cmo|oH, FHPAof 2= 42
Alokz} 2°-5.8° 1 52 Aofz} 1.5°01 R,

3.1.5 Z

A% 2 Az AY 13} Zo] A= B4y} ofgat &
Aoz o] B9t A9 29] 9o gt A=
FA4olA] mol& A 24 AT, HAo--A|oklA] §
B Hxet F9 Wert o BuAIzh SOyt A
o] YeIoH(§3 W% r=-.101, p=.082; && Hl&:
r=-.103, p=.076), L 9] AJo} 24 A {9
o]slx] ¢4A YePdtTable 4 1), 3028 dats=
AY 10049 A Fmrt AF 20049 A3 J=7t
k= Aol &, e Ao w2t A S48 59 §lE
ot ¥ Wlx 83} A4St otk & tE Bogt
A2 BHE Aol wet At =Tt AT elE B

S} BAOk--Alok ZACAE 59 WEet &4 v



o] o AR Alofl et A $E Wk ade| Heut B3y S

7t oA Fou|sHA Aol fAIEAL ke
Zolct. o AR FAJoF A, ¢S] B3Pt
FAIOF AA, 2Rt A ] ol AjQlel| dFE Frhe
& ouigttt. J2a ojd A2 79 Wket &4
Rl BEo A LhERdT.

A9 1 23 FHAMA™, A7HAPE FEASE Y
o2 27 ko] Aolg FHsHA:. ATl it 3
LRARAS AloF 2H(F-AIOF, ZAOh) x FA}= Aok
ZASAoF #Aloh x W 2A(FF RlE, &3 W
o) BS54 BAREA A AAS Aok 239] Fa
= SARCE RefulsAl YeREAITHE(, 19)=6.988,
pL050), °] 9] 259 Fad= FAHLE Foln|
SR okt 3t AY 24 2t 23k 9 3% A5
e FOIUISHA] ottt = FAlofo] A AAIE AL
S-Alofo]l gl Al EE Bl A 529 /3wl
Tof 29 Wk a3ph Yedth ofd AAE Aokl
A ZAloF =M= ool FofAl golls FAloF Al
7t FA|op-gHEo A 9] ofde] A 24 Wk AYE A
73t} SpAJOF A|A-AJOF AA] 23} Aok AJA]-
FAof A|A] 2218 vlasiEH, FAoF AA(FR &
gePh= ololA|= Aok Ao wE 2pitto] 243t
£ & Wbl Aok AlAlo] mhE 2t E/dshe o]
oA = ZAloF AAlel mhE PR BASE FA W=
The Zlol. 2eutel &5 Z3d/del Aeol7t dr.

Table 4. Correlation analysis results between frequency
conditions(type and token) and lexical
decision reaction time when recognizing
morphologically complex word(Eojeol)
presented in each visual field condition

Experiment 2

Left-Left Left-Right Right-Right Right-Left

Type| Token | Type | Token | Type | Token | Type | Token

.001| .002 |-.101]| -.103 | .029 .042 -.080 | -.078

U oEE EHo R AAshs Fell, A =4
8 ¥l Jaket 29 Rl Gvks oE Akt
FAJopo]l WA AAE AL -Alofel] L]l A= 7B
oet A H| {3 vl & ¥l avo] Asvt &
A Hebtal g 294 HehA] ekt A 4
o] & NlEe 79 Nz UA Zuiof EHT S
o] ot o] ARHo] ZAs] HHE AAjof wE A

o WE w3o) el e A1 AZHEA, v

AAle] weh ARl E A 529 Wk 'l 13
‘dol=hd, 29A AAoAM o8] Hot e A
R0l i Fuio 3% Sl 2ol HiH=
HEE AAo] et At A 229 Nk o] EF
Rl Zdoletd, 28 A= oFF Ak ot 9%
gkotof g}, dfustd, A 2Eo &4 Wkee 79 R
T AR Rkl 7] fiEeltt. old2 7heAde
AFst7] 918l, Table 3014 +FHE AAA 39 242
YA, 29A AA me] R 52 Wk Y HFe
3 W= e A9 TS AA Tl "o A= =
HA 2 Sl o] A i fofv gt 1 vk
o] 7Fs/dE ARG 4 AIE Table 59 AAIs}
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Table 5. Significance and changes in Coefficient of
determination(#?) of type and token
frequency that explains the lexical
decision reaction time of each visual field
condition in Experiment 2

2
Visual Frequenc R2 R F
field WY hange (::irslegs) change

Sig. F
change

Left- Type .000 .003 .027 .869

Right | Token .001 .003 169 681
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