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CMEFREABHFREN

“Age effects of learning English as a foreign language in Taiwan”

XfRERGERCLEERUF R —BEFE - BAR LREBRBYH
Mo HFRERAAGREIL—RAAB PRI - AAB(RLE)  BAEASH
Aot URABRERAE L E X R RS=ZFREATRYE—K > Stis
At (AT)EERMEE —ALHALER - T—BZPLTBRF N4
EHRFEETE  —RABELBLETREY > RBHR -0 % - AP —
RAR RERERE TAEX AR - BRA—RAR  AAAKBRRLT
*ARZB AEFET—REZEKSBAR - ABPFAFHBERERE %S -
EHFTHEERAXRTRIARTE? ARA RS ERE LB TALRAN
%2 (RAF—HBRRE | JARMET LA FARTEATH RN R LEER
o ARG B D ERABORR RENSERTRICT B LEREH T
FRENLTFRE EF—BAHKk - EXARTFERFLFRKARLGHR B
FEABREGRAFATE  HLRTREHEIHRELILRAGKE(T
W)  BERAARNEE LS "RT RN HRE(REDZFRER) £
BRESSHER I HLEETREBEHHFMARBENERLRYY -

FAAXORG N RABURERES T EREHRBELTHLTLLMAT
ARARHFREN - BRBLARREBR GPBEIHTABRT  BERRTHE
HAFMEMHBTRE -

R4 #%& % (phonology) hs R & M T X&) ¥ ¥ - — A generative
phonology 2 #& (Chomsky & Halle, 1968; Halle, 1962) ; — &% % 16 & ehis ¥
# & 23 (Jakobson, 1941/1968) - st R ERMRBAM-SWHPIMERIEE - &
EXMEIR—MAAR K > FHAREE 45 (phonetic features) K& k¥
tb(phonemic contrasts) R -7 #& ¥ & 444 F1 8 - A 458 (distinctive features)




BEMAHERRE-— KO LERA A CELTRAMERAOB L 2HARFT
HAXrpARELZE FTREHENEE R ME ¥ (feature learning, feature
differentiation) 9 A B & % 4 X% (J. J. Gibson, 1966; E. J. Gibson,
1969) - 454032 % > B8R A LA RGP (B4 object perception # pattern
perception) & & # 64 9438 (H 4o semantic feature) » EAW AR ANLEE R
BEN —EMETEARZTEGTIRBRYAPMA GBHE EFHFHERER
A —18 8 kR R E /ey 32 % (Bidderman(1987) & geon 3% & — 484 4h) -

EEEFROBECRI R AR - st HHET—REBTMET B TABHUATU
T ¥ SR E R ey - Chomsky & Halle (1968)Fp %) %356y w4 features B
WETRHFURR —ATUARREFHER - AZEER AR L - 1970 £
RUAR F_BEHRRLREIESHEEEFELDRE B2 MESL
ey tai i B 98 K F d E(Michaels, 1974; Ritchie, 1968) -

B AHEELDEF 2% (speech perception) sy & > & ¥4 Eimas ¥ A
(Eimas, Siqueland, Jusczyk & Vigorito, 1971) &y k2 R B/AH =+ F
Bl ERAMIEFMAGFRLE R (review 7T &, Jusczyk, 1997) « A& R AT
HenaBLH (DRAGRNMNERFAYGER)MBIFEARLBE R a8z
TEHES - 2N E/E%E S 2 KR phonetic & phonemic B4 $# 5 (DR RLE
PIE T 94E S T AR feature contrast 89 F K&l ' Q)R HETHE G
{t(free variations) F R EMEZZLE BT 2 LR ET LAY
(constancy) &9t | (DR RLBE L RENENMER K FARME § THEY
phonemic system’> &+ 2 > RGRKAHYAENEA KX 4B AR E phonemic
discrimination * 3k £ 4b89 phonetic discrimination- & L& R RE » &
AHLI S 4ETRR "TARPH  EAREHRIFHFFLBEZ -

THRTHETEAARTAE ST EANAR LR E — &
W ° flde Best (1993, 1994)r74% & 69 PAM(Perceptual Assimilation Model)
% Flege(1992, 1995)#) SLM(Speech Learning Model) - BT # S B #8 L1 &
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#E 45 (articulatory feature)® Fl{t(assimilation)L? & ey kedt - RR
B 2@ FRAZTRIAMNGRE - M L2 B8R G L] 9B ETH
BB HH IR BB H BT - BE(Flege) IR GFETH 4R L] 93554
NRBEIL2BETAKOMAALET -Flege RARMSPE L2 E T85> F new”
R’similar’mfE B ATE R Ll AEOELT SEARL] X ThauniEd -
FE L2EDHRLIBREIRIEIL—EAMYG L2 9B T A% - £EIX 1235
A% similar 9 FHBRAABL FHE—ELT Em¥EpTRINL2E
FHRE -

MRT EERMBIERZI > H— B8R L Feature Competition Model
(FCM) (Hancin-Bhatt, 1994) - i#{E3E & AA %A MacWhinney(1989)3% 4) 32 A2 ¢
competition model o FCM #4945 2 £ 7§ L1 8935 & 4548 (features) A £ B3R 2 43
EAXRFE ML T ARE ML E(weighting & prominence) AL ERE THEAL
FEL2HLIEET R, R BOTFHBL202Y -

BaMERALRARRE (DEBWBARZELI I HEL2 EEmAL
#ey N1 Tk (D=FEnEdeyHs(feature) Ao iat  D=F44
REEFENEBET S D SR T & A (neaning) R 3 4o 8y T 4E E4E -

Brown(2000) kg & th —EREEHRARR TR - LRHBBALERKSB
RYHBEETA)0 YRS NS IR NNR S TRZMAR
RWE S FREAAHEZET0TARY AR GRAA 9EFF(BERFE
3B )N B E G E L 458 A& #(phonological feature system)R & ¥ - Brown
HER—FTEAANTHEAMBALZ T oRORETETH > —FTRERA L2 #93E
FERRREER AR EHNERAABRNE - d—ROABRETEHToHS R
FAZE L2 o5 Ru ¥ REREERT% native speaker » £ EHEEBA
B -AAAFHREEL2H—BEERERA -

L2 9B ERFATFHRIR? —RAOBEUFLTHENHEE  2—RBAE
ERTH > BA-BRARFEY 2SS TREFR (DATLHA BF 2T 04




FHEMG BEFRERAAEIRAFEERACRS S (DFY L2 H L 9 XA
B —RERTE (DBTL—BE—O A4 FEFEHFAMER > EEAHK
RETRIEFS MUY - AUAFETRHEZEAFNBRR  EF —TAEL R
KEULREFOAFRGBR (DFERTFTAFREHR  ABKLEHAHS F
oo TERMERLELSEARAZ -

EAFERBTUATENNABR LG FRORAY B FHRZAUEL
R&GFq[ERAEFAEUMA B — R ETEBRAAGEY AR EHAH
B (RFERB)BMERITE - FEFEBRAZEALE(RBA)RE 253
P —ERELXE—RENITAH - BRAETAREMIIERRAAELLE
FOHBREE - Juoh AR R S —ERA - 2T E TR —ARHBM LR
#iEf MEPLETHROREAZFFGAR - — KM BELTBETAREY
TR ERE(LFFEF—FOHRE) PROBERK(FRMAYER—)
BREBE(BPETRAEE —EARIFEARE) - R TRERKES > HiehE
PR B AL 0 X% P ek B (transitional state) - AL E R RHHAE
AOAREMBKREFRE AHARAERERE LALE T —EAELFRIHKF
1 SFEHEAFZEFRERIEE - 40 Snow 8 Hoefnagel-Hohle (1978) %
BRFIRPOLELEMBEERIFCERE L NBREAETARGES 253F
BRERBAREN  NERIARBERTEL S ABHE Y (e.g. Johnson &
Newport, 1989; Newport, 1990; Johnson, 1992; Slavoff & Johnson, 1995;
Johnson, Shenkman, Newport & Medin, 1996; DeKeyser, 2000) - RiBiE 42 4R
B2IHHRAEIRME LS Learning English as a Second Language(ESL) &%t
% » M3k Learning English as a Foreign Language (EFL)&#H % > Bt & g
R FH AL TNRFHBYRLFES B ER BB TRAEY
BEBOHEZEHRE -

Flege, Yeni-Komshian, & Liu (1999)&98t % & — 84 F » K8k R FE) 44314
BREARFGER -Flege FARARFFHE G LANHABRAZ T LAH
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BAt) R B B AR XA FIBT LA FRME - FREEARE RAE

FHRER LAME % 6hEE(Best, McRoberts, & Sithole, 1988; Strange, 1995;

Flege, 1992; Oyama, 1976) > 24| TLLERFRH MR T » AR TS
FERTA FE M - B3E% A5 Z (Johnson, 1992) -

FRAZRTTHRALAOHFRURAR? —BM T BT LT L2HLI AR
ALEARMRE  FRAZLADEELHRATREAMNR ) —RAEHREE -
Migiste(197T)HABR L ELA L TR aEL2)% s xUDEERE
ARILALAARE BN E MAFR(PHAROLRE(CEHTwRINR

SHEE K > %4 Ransdell and Fischler (1987)&# 3R L2 42 B # L1
FRBNRES ABEE - JaZ (personal communication) 3,2 B R EH F
BHEHTEALENTIXRNALOHE - OLBH AL CERVLES R
¥ -

BETHEER SRR 87  RAABHRBTTEA ERHBR(BPES
TR 2EEMBEFL AN AFEEE BT HLI LA AEHE
BB EYEMFELRATELL, BEER - ENEEHHELAZIHFHT
RELKH FEHBBRT?

HE R RARKRARKBEE(Lin, Chang & Cheung, 2000) ZE R &R AR 4L E

MAZTFARNREH LT A EAFRUBAE - TEARETRRARA R
B2 BRA R o ERFNREARLERZAT TARRALRNME G HEHAR
EXEERBARGEY - BF LR AU S REL Y =35 F (Learning
English as a Second Language, ESL)##F % » L EA MR ZBL2BAFARBR
BABRMALEABHARAEN 2% EFL A RARBEBIEH =ML L%
R A B e F#(Age of arrival) - 8 § 34386985 R (total years of English
learning) & | % 8% 49 % # (chronological age at test) - B 2 ¥ %32
(Learning English as a Foreign Language, EFL)Z 2 ¥ 435 » pF AT L3R 5|

BB ERE EE2EPH — RS ST BB M ERERLE L
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TR BT AL R A FEMEE > £ E BRI LB R ENEER TG FR ARG
R MEEEE FRRBGRE -

Lin, Chang and Cheung (2000) ¢4 X A A A E By LeyE% » R &
BMAEAHABTR LT FNIRAI BRIV EDRFHYE - AHEEEGKERS
EREHBENOREX(EAF IR TNV TABRAER - RO T2 £HHB
TREAZBFERRASRELHF I FRYRE2 4 AREERGOBELEN

RABRNKPBAZBAREE I ARBARNEIHE LA B L5 - A
RABREREALER > B P RAREBMERGRABH -

Btz BRARBUAL BT LTI ERMROAR BAS RTEKRE
RERAFBHBRRIT B ZRFLAGP R TR EGHMERE) » B¥h
Ny GELEERARIN P ERMERENFHURZ AR  RiELELH
AANRHE  BAHORELERLE AR ECABR P ZATHMBHRE 4 —
SRELTEYRAEXFERE HARTINERBMBHENALE X
AR EGHFRLERFR - Bt BBNAERBABRITOHE 2t F
HREFEHMRESHEARR  ARLARRT > T RBE ok 586 o 25
K754 Lin F ARG KHRER » URAMITAZ B EFTHREHELF
I

(1)3 3% F & & & ¥ (consonant cluster) Z I H4 45 /) LK B L B @ 8h 2 Hiie

M BENTBRERBT  RABTETHELLAMTBRERRAR -

ERKREFRSTHILRF O RP RN AR MR o Lin % A(2004)

W FR L4 RBET 8 3BT & & & #9 34 45 minimal pairs 9IS C B

R FHREFH AT LBERORLBF)GME BB BB YR LR

ZAMFS ANZANERRLSRHUER > ARRYERAZHILTE

TR vs. V> BB L BUAR S FEERHEIEF » MUUER -

(2)3%3F minimal pairs 3/ ~ PXBHRHARAE LT EHm 2z MikH 4

SENBLAFTBAMPTIEBHTARILER BT LTREFL G ENK
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B EAREXSORBRAZTHTIHIR  ALERBRRTFABTHEY
NE-BTXRELMAROGBE - ARTE T - R EAAA ninimal
pairs Z ML SN > RBAHE —L2HL  ATXRFERT - BRAKLF - #
XGPS BRBEAFLERLRB@FE MM -

¥ 5 —

AR5 AR HEETFE E 4 E(consonant cluster) Z B4 AR E LB
852 &M o Lin FAQONMARLERET OB F TR LHHRE
minimal pairs &3 54 /7 64 F 842K > L IESLIRBLHF BB H S - N EMEER
REBEER > AURYERNIHLF T LA/ vs. /> BALERR—FE
HERETABRE DB THZANATRERZES G/ v/ R ? R &
consonant cluster & #% 77 &% ? L2/ vs. /t/ R # consonant cluster Z ¥ —{8F &

(C)tYH L B PRI AR, o

2R

HAMA(F AT X BAOEABETLERACELHERARELLEM
$mARH  ZREPHFRH 20528 (D=1.46R) - AELRESRT
XBHFE AFITARUNBELEE AR AT ARBRTRSBZS  EUMbE
B/REREFATE - FLELRE YT CEXLTRIELM £(D=1.984)-

) L SN

ARBRGABAZLA 154 Z A nininal pairs R X EF(H£ 30 @EF
HRMMG—) BEEFHA=H > F—8E&4 5 # nininal pairs: F—%HA
BT E R BRANFE % (consonant cluster) ¥ » B &# minimal pair 248

¥+ & (contrastive consonant) X #& &/r/ vs. /1/; AT LIRS
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18 » FEPF& & » E&¥ minimal pair £ C2(FBrFE &2 F—@F L)zl
FEZHEETA/r/ vs. /I B ARBTFESATE$ > A4 ¥ ninimal pair
AECI(FFFEEZIE—EAF I )XRC2 B2 Y FEZHELTAIE/r/ vs. /1/
A TFE - ATHE—BHEFHHA Non-Cluster > £ =84
RL-Cluster » % =#%a# Non-RL-Cluster -

st =#i minimal pairs X Rjeytb# @ TRRHEAHN/1/ vs. /1/8
consonant cluster #£— % &7 ## - B EHMN/1/ vs. /I/HTHREFRHER
5% ¥ K # consonant cluster Z M #H 4% > 4wk Lin ¥ A(2004) &9 & R4 45
consonant cluster A 43 6 F# & > ML T RATHRA &% H consonant
cluster minimal pairs %sA/r/ vs. /1/ > B EF L ELRBRAEF LWUE
5 o # F b8 % 34 Non-Cluster » RL-Cluster # Non-RL-Cluster 4 B # K
B TRTRELBEIRBRABEABAOFRUR > RELD/r/ vs. /1/t9%
B AR 0 R FE 4 consonant cluster BB RER > WRA—FH SR - %
XEsd/r/ vs. /1/Ax sk » RI3&# Non-Cluster $ RL-Cluster % R £ £ &
Non-RL-Cluster £ % & # &5 582 & ; % & ¥ 4 & consonant cluster Ffi& &
R %& % RL-Cluster # Non-RL-Cluster ¥ 4a 2 F# % & » Bkt Non-Cluster
HRERBERRTHAREBZF8MR A/r/ vs. /1/$ consonant cluster
ZREBESHBR > AIBER A RL-Cluster ) hled » TUREARRF B
B FEBR -

RBAAAEFUZHRETHE BRSO E— RO A A4 LEFTRES
75 e (B4 glassvs. grass CE&ER T/g/+/v/8/g/+/1/ 44 »
ARFEEFTRAEERALAES) EFTHRALZALER AN 28 RFH(H
BAF-ETIRAR EHUATFH - 2RH EFRHALER  EE—X
HAE—BHEFERBR ZF—EAEFRER—K -4 : glass > grass > glass °
REENITHRSHPEFHGLE BRI HERER— R EFA
FREPHME B HEFHERNR APFELEABNEFTHRRIp
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EEFHBAvs. B Rl4a6 % XA AAB > ABA - BAA - BBA » BAB » ABB < #8) - 15
HEF B-—HURANR QA ZRIVMEAA - & 90 MUAEMEF 2R - %8
K2 ;s B2 R4 B4 RE » % disk Visual Basic kB e X
FriE®l » PR A& E A4 IBM Think Pad -
RRERBAOZEHFTRIT — BB EREHSBRLERTROZRARRK
L&Y STFHBR  BRBLRETDER - BT REK 80D 9% > R ¥
PR BAREFARI R —HBAABE PR - RTHEGENRSEHAR
eI c AXEERFENERME  RAKEARRAGHEE - KA 159
SGELEERBAANR BEIRFUDHEI X UELREFBILTRERLY
HAMAN > REARIFHEABL BLEHARKRAELS A - (DT
$a 9138 26 18 3% 3L F 8 (ALPHAGE) ¢ (2) 1755448 B 3 ~ EHHE K — R ERE X H
¥ % 3 SU(FORMALAGE) 5 (3) - X % 8 3t x 6948 F # (YRSFORMAL) ;: ()% ¥ @ £ &
AEARRE TR Y A RARMLH(IMMERAGE ; st B FELBEBR T
A INVIMMAGE » k¥ M2 A BRI TR H o924 > 48 IMMERAGE T4 &
MR BRAEAT) QA LAZRRFLTHRFHORSIM : )RF ¥
BHRAZTHEEALHILBHAZEZNS) -

#R
LRAGRRTH - RTHAARE RIS EAH S RIINE— - LA
64 2% MAFHE I RALMBERSERE > CHBMARNETRAO 52

e ANXRENPHER BB 20K > S TUHR > FLLREEXLE
R FH RSN RRYR LETERFH AR > B TRERRS




7 A e o o 90 ERBRAB(EH — BT — ) 39594 60.56(SD =
6.58) > M=MARHAHHS S A0 M)FraHEEIHE (1)
Non-RL-Cluster(-F34 21.84 %~ » SD=3.34) ; (2) Non-Cluster(-#34 20. 86 4 °
SD = 2.61) ; (3) RL-Cluster(¥34 17.86 # > SD = 2.83) -
HH=ZMAUGFRTSRES > RS~ BE - RFYHAEFEA
THBEPN)ER A G HE - AFGBI>ATH THRE ERETRA
NS By imtt Eohan € » £ RL-Cluster 148 5 HEBEB L FBEE LR
(RL-Cluster: ¢=2.39, df =62, p<0.05 (1-tailed) ; a4 : ¢t = 2.04, df
=62, p<0.05 (1-tailed)) - HieeyigGrna TRE S R ESI LAAE IR E -
STHEZRBUNPRAFIUNRE) BT RAELTR AN EHBRITH
Pearson’ s reAaMitA#st K - ERET > —RAEAWNAKERS > FEFEIG®
3t Ly RAEKE o HAa B 45 B AR 0. 30(##)40 : RL-Cluster $2 FORMALAGE
AR MEkiE 0.01 HRAFKRE > BRBMABRA-0.29) - BB ARABMARZ
i > T AR R #E Cluster( &35 : RL-Cluster # Non-RL-Cluster) i #:4 ¥
B LA B Z ek 8% — %4 Bp Non-Cluster % 3E 2L 8B &4
M B k2 R 648 Bl 44 8% - 2L & RBRT 0 48 87 Non-Cluster #) minimal pairs »
A F& #¢hminimal pairs HN AR K FWRPEN O FRU R THILBRELS
BA o LRAR  R/1/ vs. /I/BBERFNAELTZERUE  BFRARE
Cile o FHBEEFTHTFESE  HARC2HHLFEA/r/ vs. /1/8 nininal
pairs > $ R FHBRAKNAFRBR > THREFHHHHE
AHTREZE Cluster HRIF A BRI G FRBRTROPEKE 5
St ET—ERE5 > 847 5MRL-Cluster RRBRBHH =4
Non-RL-Cluster(sky vs. spy; spare vs. stare; dry vs. try - & &HBAHn
WBFERBIAR FANFEE ) 0¥ B3t H R85 (45 5 New-Cluster)
RIMAZEER L EHM 9 - &R > New-Cluster 13 8% H 2 ey
1M % kst eKE > ERAMAE KRB (Fl4o © New-Cluster &
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ALPHAGE = #a B4 4 -. 25 p<0. 05 ; $2 FORMALAGE Zz 48 M4 £-0. 27> p<0. 05 ;
$ INVIMMAGE = 48Rf45 % 0.26 > p< 0.05 - A LABB A E R 64 Z X RFE 2 F
M3t o) MmFLAAMGBAEHNTHAELISMRENVEZSL > RAESY
i 45t 82 % K E (New-Cluster #2 INVIMMAGE 42 # % YRSIMM 44 #4456 48 Bl 14 # 5

0.29>p=10.01df = 61 1-tailed ; New-Cluster $2 ALPHAGE 4 = %] YRSIMM
#teta 148 A8-0.24> p< 0.05° df = 61 > 1-tailed) » H R & 185
# 7k & (New-Cluster # FORMALAGE & i% #| YRSFORMAL 7% &4 1% 48 #fl % #¢ %-0. 18 >
p=10.083df = 61 > 1-tailed ; New-Cluster $2 ALPHAGE & #% #] YRSFORMAL 7%
thimta M %8 A4-0.16 » p < 0.09 > df = 61 > 1-tailed) » Bl R HBITE—F
69 % R # o ¥ (variance partitioning) #4547 » Ri#4T T step-wise #9@ 54
¥ o @R RBT > FORMALAGE » 7R Bp iE & Bl46 % B 3t X 40 Fdb A 43t |
BREHRAMBA(AL62)=4.88>p< 0.05) - B sbszd Smiaifithdiey Th
TRBREE AN FRAERARRFIABPUARETF TS AL

% ¢y minimal pairs °

Him

A K ERM Lin, Chang & Cheung (2004) 2 &£ » #AARFEE2C2
# & Minimal Pairs ey fflse sttt > LA B A ABO I HE B L AL LiEGRE
HeEw - B 0 AFF $ 2 C2 # % Minimal Pairs &3R4 4ttt » e9sE T AR B
H—EREHFHER BRI ARREE—FHR > AHOURF XS
FE/T/vs. /1/OHILRYE  BPERBLBOC2 FEE - EE MM LY
FEBRECI( 1 dry vs. try) SEAFRERE LR ERIGFHMR -

i AR ERATHRA g9 3k minimal pairs #94ad 0 B R4 FE) Lin A
(2000)—# AR R B HNOF XA R BRAERINE G REGFHREGFRH
RoBERGBMARGEN  BARATRERBH LY FRMUR SRS EAREE
BRRBRGF Eah FRAKRERAR - A THRRARDARATRGBEE BB
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FHRHRE > B EIBE (4 66% ABENBETHRE TOHA THRAERT R
HELRARGERSABRFEIEFTRARELAT ALARAFTIAFIHRTRAER
BRI FIBFELRBRTHSHIIZLELMAEN  LHFRALMERTER
BRYVRBRINEE S RO FRURE -

X5 —

FBR_XZENAETRAXBAATXBRAMGEN - A TS THRT
P $ERE HNBEOPEMA  ATBRETR—HIBRS > R2UHTH
FamWHI44ERARB RS —RAK - AT XRAIHBRBES £ 2
MEHATHARTFHALETRE AP NIHEANZGMEB - st BdigR
HAORBARFM R RAR T TRARBRTREEOME » B 0P RRE
EHRRXRERARTAA TR —HRTrROVE -

LA

KA M(F  BBA I L A ELAETLBCHELHLRAELSEL AR
BEAARLEAL ARATRERBTEOATRMER - TRE LY ERE
19.51 5% (D= 118 &) - BLREEUTXAHFE > £+ 16 ARUEAE2
B A4 ARIRTEBZ EUMGER/ REREAHFE T 2RE
FHECEXPEHE0.21 £(SD=1.89 %) -

XL AmgA

ARBAAAREFEARTHARTR—BE 158 3% Xnininal pairsz s »
£ @2 T 24# + Xminimal pairs(3¥ R.M4k—=) - 244 ¥ X #Yminimal pairs
HHWEFEATE > EAHOTE S A E — 98 & 48 (phonetic feature)
EARER - BAAL BUERHZATHAARCILHT I FERBYTRES
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EHRFEARAN LEIREHFTHOHRAMAN -GN TIXFREFR
AFF RSB PXRETFREOFEYS  BRFRAOMB EFER
BRZEEFORFE AATA ST ATAGI0FHREAZIA - BSLEEFHATX
FEHOR MR RERRTFHRBARNBELN -

B24% P X FHAITA B 1444 R85 > FAv LI0RR I SUIEHIAE > 483L 5234
ARRBBHTRIBALREFBrEFMERXHTBREARSG T BLATRE
FEaBRE AETHLRETUAHFRE  PHE-—RARARHTI004EL
HoB-RBEATROSBAEFIZH P XFAITENTIE T X FRARRAE > X
BuTH8AAXFH(L4=MABA G T BB ))ITLHI2RIBAAZETRA
RlEr o SRHEMM Y AHRE  UPFERBFGRBIRS - IR T 2 A RER R
R TREF AT B—18F -

UL RANELATH FHEETHAARER I B ALK ERIINEA =%
ey 5T £ %RETIHE 8.8 RMKER LY RT PHLUHERKNL T 4%
ABBIFNRAX - ANTRENGFHFHTEN).0 R > TP > B %
HEEXAREABOMBFRREFRRRAY R R KRGS A & H Ik
RERFHRAEE » BLTRIRR&T At —RR RIS 58 - 144
AP X RBRAR(BH— BT —2)F394/F 5 % 135.53(SD= 5. 96) - 90 48 3¢ A

BA(EH -G —5) 345494 65.28(85D0 =10.63) r M= FRE AR GH
2% 530 2)EF s da G454 : (1) Non-RL-Cluster(§34 22.28 %~ 8D =
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4.82 %) 5 (2) Non-Cluster(F34 22.19 %~ » SP=2.95 %) ; (3) RL-Cluster(-F
3 20.81 %> SD = 4.56 o) - AXESHFTARHLTR—THESHMEE 2
Fa&(t =289, df =91.33, p<0.01 (I-tailed)) > THREXEEE G»
B ¥ XGAME MK 0 BT RA LB A AR AR o
HHAXH=ZHBUZ HRR S RES  UR P BN 59 A& % R BRE
Fro MR B REEBABFEALIHEBNS) SR B HE— 458
WA aFHBRE » &ERBT AR E K ERBINEF ~ RAEN S R FE L5 a%
R EREIBBATEAH LBAFGE L@ ER - RAUNSH A S a2 %
##x & » feNon-RL-Cluster » RL-Cluster » # X4 f ¢ X845 % wEER L4

% £ £ (Non-RL-Cluster: #=2.41, df=55, p<0.05 (1-tailed);RL-Cluster:

t =280, df =55 p<0.01 (1-tailed) ; 3tx#a» : ¢t =241, df =55, p
<0.05 (1-tailed) ; ¥ x48% : t = 2.27, df = 55, p < 0.05 (2-tailed)) -
WERBT FHRAXNETERT YR LHNAEBBEALHASE AR
HABUFE S F2CIXC2AHH L+ F2ninimal pairstd > HFREEH - Mid
BARAXIES LRRBMEHARELE > £F X Mnininal pairseyEHRIHR T &
B L BAF -

ERGHUHMBAXBUG AT AXBTURR T XA RERES
R XAAMAMEATE Pearson’ s rAAMAEHE > LXHFHBEFEIE®
RXBARRAGEGRM - AR AE @B RIINER - BTR_FERIH
FTRFMAZEERBARMARETH  AXB— &R AR %
BRE ABRSBNGHER S LOBREKRE > RBEAMARMAL0. 30
Ex - ABARRAM A2 - T RHF R R4 Cluster(&45 : RL-Cluster &
Non-RL-Cluster) R #AZ £ E R £ M E M Meaflthd BB —94 B
Non-Cluster £ HEZLER L AM TN MABMARS - LERATHR—
SRR A =& S 8T 0 A Non-Cluster # minimal pairs » 4% F
& #6)mininal pairs R RRABRBEN G ERLR » THILRAF XS -
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B A C2HHLEFEA/r/ vs. /1/8 minimal pairs » ¥R R ERIBEHPEN
HEEMR o THREFF R -

ARRGBMEAMFET FPERXBHMAEREREGEQAMN AM%
$H0.78 AHAHLRTHROZBEREBARAR (D RABEUREFBAL
B muZREEAARRFTAREFRXAMETHET AL ()2 Y HEH
RlBAHE XA BTG ERES  SNETHEBBHENBE SRk
AR EFANIIESHERY CEAANFEARY QORTFLERELIALE
RBRBEREY  ARARMABENLRE AFAREORARI LT RE
MER  ERFEALANBRFAREHBRIKRE R TPXETRAGERAR
HoRARBRATRVG BEEFERETRYGEEMS - L BoBETRHEGRE
S6IRF MG RER  HRERA XA EHTRE AN  BRFRARAZRAME
AT RS BARFIAETHRENREISRFBAKSENSE
ABH -

ATE-FRBAZRMENEZERENRAMBE T AT FRAY
Mk HET— A5 BAMAGE - ENCLRET T ELIEFE %4 nininal
pairs RRE#AR B FHRBLERBRMERGOBALE Bt BT R&1G48H
¥ ARAGEZRZIAGFERMYSHER  RBA LA 60 MY
¥ kR AFE % P28 (B RL-Cluster # Non-RL-Cluster /%3 £ 10 % -
i #% 2Cluster) 844F % - & R BT BE XS F 3354 W &9 H 8% 18 : YRSFORAML
$2 FORMALAGE #F B 5% 3. 89 A R 2% & (2Cluster $ FORMALAGE #& #% % YRSFORMAL
KRB %A 0.27 > p<0.05 df= 54 > 1-tailed;2Cluster #t YRSFORMAL
42 9% %] FORMALAGE # ¢4 4%+a il 1% 8% 0.40 > p<0.01 » df =54 > 1-tailed) - i&
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ATRERRERENER  WHAROAEBTINETERYSATHES -
EREHABRABEITROERAFLLE - Lin FAQIUDSGHERER X
HEXREAXABRREHNABRABLAB[LAMKR NS EATHRY L
AEERARFZOFFAHN L ALALIn FABETRSREHRARY £
R ANNS(REFGLHARERFEAL) - RATRT STATHEE 1l AkY %
HNEEFEAL M Lin FATRY £ 66 ATH 24 ARG SHARERE
At mNSERERRY S AR A EZRIE S 695 %R > NS & FORMALAGE

b

5 YRSFORMAL ¥ R TAe A Z X AAE A - Bsb > AR~ H R R T ¥ L HN 3

g

i

BREATHXAETHRARMBLE 3% GAEN - S RET  ¥SHNH
EREALTOE -8 HEKRAEAWGELZIHEARZLE » RF 2Cluster &2
FORMALAGE 2. 4% %] YRSFORMAL 44 &% 4% 48 Bf] 4 #% #% M- 1&.(0. 24 > p=10. 055 » df = 43 »
1-tailed) 2% 2Cluster $ YRSFORMAL 7z #% %] FORMALAGE 14 &4 4% 48 B 14 345 &
0.40 24 (p <0.01 > df = 43> 1-tailed) - s ¥ » R ¥ SHAREFBEAL
a8 —4(11 A) » 2Cluster $ YRSFORMAL 4= #% %] FORMALAGE 4% &5 16 48 Bl 14 $t 3%
8 0.40 %2 0.30(p =0.20 > df = 8> 1-tailed) » @ 2Cluster $2 FORMALAGE
42 4E %] YRSFORMAL % #4448 BiE R @ 7+ % 2] 0. 49(p=0. 077> df =8> 1-tailed) -
BRABAE S > RAERBGIOMERE EREABHEEMTEAT  ZRAE
AEANABTLEBBFLHNAEFEAL ERTRALHLEESEXM R
BHE RE P RIA R LTIk Ry KBRS -
AT 988 5 B A k% 4% NS > FORMALAGE 12 & YRSFORMAL &4 & &4 > 2%

FEHBAINSEREAFEME - U step-wise F X RIFEEH¥ > B — 1@
MINE 5 % 7 % NS(R Square = 0.11; A(1,55) = 6.59, p<0.05) kA
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YRSFORMAL(R Square = 0.17; A(2,54) = 5.53, p< 0.01) » 4 % & FORMALAGE(R
Square = 0.23; F(3,53) = 5.55, p < 0.01) - 2% forced-entry #F X #47
RRAUSE  BARBHFOHYR > UER(block) 8y F KIEAF BN > TIABH L
HEBERFTHRAUNBYREIZAMROT I - EERSHZ 1 (NS
(2)IMMYRS $2 INVIMMAGE ; (3)FORMALAGE # ALPHAGE ; (4)YRSFORMAL - #% va ] i
AR ERMNRFZ A GERKRE - & R8T » YRSFORMAL E 1524
10 %69 R & NSRIFEHARZET 6.%N YR T B4 LBAENIBE - W
FORMALAGE st 2K T IX B A5 5. 1% R & - 2R 43t LB R BRE -

KR_ERBT PXAAXGBAFESEN AXREGHET > 2
FRVAXXFEAIBFMAR > THEIXGBA AT - YR BHBBN
REREEBEBBABFEALHENAERE RAUN T AR 04
FEH b FF 2 Enininal pairsEHESN | WLOERKE - 2L RBE
FIBRENRRERTAGR > ARRELX L FHBIN SRR O ERUE -

TERXBAREORN  REFATRIPEAXFFHIIRIFAEY
B FERE—FHTREA - ¥ X ninimal pairs HEBESH > P L BHE
HRRE BRERBETER - pRXR= "R, B MO AR
BMOERATRRE AR REY  LRHA LA ERBANRGTH ADL P
Ry BARERBAERAMAFREY - BEFILT » L8P BB R A
¥ ORETURARXARZATAE - FREFIUA—BE M  FLINLRMEE
T IR A% 1 A Rk (baseline) » 18 T LA B A fm 8 A7 o

BINLERRRENFRBAREFTBELE ERAREHERBATE X
NEBFEAT AT EE  TUREIRIMLLERXE FESANSH
RABEBAL LR —ZE2RBNLT  FHFRGOR B LRGBS
A" BSLER ATRAFBUR  SNK SR ERETHFRESHNRHR
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EHFEGEG  BEMBAAMR -

BAORHR—HRBR_ SR AUTABEER -

(DHRBOHF LTSI HNRPXAEEL > FeBE  CUWHETE
PHRBHEHARERKR B FPXREST/r/ vs. /I/9THEE
# o HFRHER AR -
(Q)EFHXRASE—RARY » FTHXNBARKRFERMN -
DAEBBALRUGBERT  HNEIF;HTESARS  F—X
BER BETUPRERER REXZ AR RE  £XHR
PaIEFERARMA -

R B—RBERERTHTRERGIH ARG AALRBETRER
—RBEFABR ETHERABETRYPHEREE G LREBRATEARC
MBFEEERELAR - TR_ONAFTXRBE T AN GEEERS >
CIBREARRIELZ2TRBGAN MESRATER - ABRITERE
ERBEHRFEHURGER - AibEALARE— TR BRI B REE
Wi A RERBER N RABRBA HERBE - ERRGE B BIEF - HFTU
RBEAZE EXELFTHRELESROGARES UL -

EREHR-_FTHATXBAGER  BRLAZHMGER RioREFiE
BRERTFARBEHTRERERG N TR GHMIETS £ B
WAOEH ERFEHORFHMLERAIUNTIXRIFADYE -BEERR
RABMAGAR > BLBME—FTHBRBIN TLZESTREHHH -

FZAERNEZARMBEEOTREH ARGV RT R RUEAR
HER REFOFAREAKBEIRSHRERAF BEHXHETHRTIHR
BB ERERAEHRE -
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x s — it st R (N=64)

B IR FHE BRAH
LR EL(F) 20. 51 1.46
ALPHAGE (4)a 8. 64 2.41
YRSFORMAL (4 )b 9. 34 1.98
FORMALAGE( 4 )c 9.34 2.23
YRSIMM( 4 )d 2.37 2.67
INVIMMAGEe 0.074 0. 057
gt 60. 56 6. 58
Non-Cluster g 20. 85 2.61
RL-Cluster h 17. 86 2.83
Non-RL-Cluster i 21. 84 3.34
L& . A%
#i5

B3 17

BER RN &E/ ERE 47
¥ XHABFEHG

= 39

&3 25
a: MEEHPR 0 BAXTE
b: EXREHRHMFR
C: THAMETHE RIER—RKEREAMBERAX
d: A2 ABRRTEENBREH
e: MBALABNHBER TR IR FRdEK
f: #5890

g h i: Boy&s30
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&=
Tkt F£ (N=5T)

%R FHE PR
S RFFR(FE) 19.51 1.18
ALPHAGE (48 )a 7.96 2.36
YRSFORMAL( 4 )b 9.21 1.89
FORMALAGE( 4 )c 8.89 2.22
YRSIMM( 4 )d 2.54 2.67
INVIMMAGEe 0. 080 0. 046
Ry f 65. 28 10. 63
Non-Cluster g 22.19 2.95
RL-Cluster h 20. 81 4,56
Non-RL-Cluster i 22.28 4,82
P XBy 135.53 5.96
2| .AR
&

B 16

RiIBURM&E/ERE 41
YA ERENG

.4 46

&3 11
a: FHREAHE 206 BAXTH
b: EXEERXMHBTH
C: TR ARMERE - RUBER—REREXAHBPERAI
d: 22 ABERRFETHRFH
e: MBAESABOIR TR YA FabehEH
f: #a590
g h i: %2%430
k: #%% 4 144
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*
X — &AM Z AW EBN = 57)

I

Variable 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1. ALPHAGE -

2. YRSFORMAL -, 55%x -

3. FORMALAGE .68%x - 69¥kx -

4. YRSIMM - 35%k 45%x - 43k -

5. INVIMMAGE -.22 . 2T% - 3Txkk 68%x -

6. Non-RL-Cluster .04 . 23% .06 1 .04 --

7.RL-Cluster -.28% 34k -13 L24% 19 64k —-

8. Non-Cluster -.12 1 -.10 .15 .06 .56%x _60%% —-

9. sy -.13 . 28% -.05 .19 11 L 89%k 89X TOX%

10. ¥ x 4859 -.09 . 2T* -.08 13 .09 .68k _T70kx _56%x | T6¥*x —-

% i 0.05 2 Ba% Kk E(1-tailed)
*xig 0. 01 2 #a% K E(1-tailed)
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F. 3.0
X% — forced-entry BERE@ i &R

MA—KE

Predictors entered by block R?change Fchange dfl df2 Sig. F Change
NS 107 6.59 1 55 013
YRSIMM, INVIMMAGE .035 1.088 2 53 344
FORMALAGE, ALPHAGE .003 0.102 2 51 .903
YRSFORMAL .103 6.860 1 50 .012
HWA—K2

Predictors entered by block R’change Fchange dfl df2 Sig. F Change
NS 107 6.59 1 55 .013
YRSIMM, INVIMMAGE .035 1.088 2 53 344
YRSFORMAL .056 3.614 1 52 .063
FORMALAGE, ALPHAGE 051 1.689 2 50 .195
CEESS 2

Predictors entered by block R?change Fchange dfl df2 Sig. F Change
YRSIMM, INVIMMAGE 036 0.996 2 54 .376
YRSFORMAL .066 3.881 1 53 .054
FORMALAGE, ALPHAGE .082 2.572 2 51 .086

NS .065 4.330 1 50 .043
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ME—  RBR—ABRAETURRREFE

5 BF %% (db)
Non-Cluster fall vs. four 73 vs. T3
feel vs. fear 72 vs. T4
load vs. road 70 vs. 70
owl vs. hour 74 vs. 76
all vs. or 76 vs. T3
RL-Cluster play vs. pray 75 vs. 76
clue vs. crew 70 vs. 70
glass vs. grass 78 vs. T2
blue vs. brew 74 vs. T2
fly vs. fry 77 vs. T8
Non-RL-Cluster spare vs. stare 78 vs. T8
dry vs. try 76 vs. 75
smack vs. snack 75 vs. 15
three vs. tree 76 vs. 74
sky vs. spy 78 vs. 78
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M= R A Y XTARBREE

RE A EFa #g(db)
# vs. R 70 vs. T2
e vs. B 70 vs. 70
®vs. K 75 vs. T4
A& vs., % 73 vs. T3
¥ vs. 9 73 vs. 713
B vs. & 68 vs. 69
# vs. 1R 72 vs. T2
B vs. ¥ 76 vs. T4
* vs. #h 78 vs. T6
tk vs. B 73 vs. T4
#* vs. P 69 vs. 73
R vs. ¥ 72 vs. T3
2 vs. K T4 vs. 19
B vs., ¥ 68 vs. T4
F vs. ¥ 72 vs. T2
¥ vs., # 76 vs. 75
& vs. § 75 vs. 76
F vs., & 78 vs. 78
#* vs. K 72 vs. T4
# vs. R 70 vs. 69
A vs. #p 82 vs. T4
% vs. A T vs. T1
£ vs. Hl 74 vs. T6
& vs. R 67 vs. 67
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