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Abstract

In this paper, from the perspective of psycholinguistics, through the event-related potential EEG
technology, with the lexical judgment paradigm, the Uygur inflectional and derivative words
processing has been studied. The experimental materials are consisted of high, low frequency de-
rivative words and high, low frequency inflectional words. Base frequency, word length, syllable
and other factors of experimental materials are strictly controlled. In the experiment, we mainly
investigated the electrophysiological data and behavior data (reaction times) of the subjects in the
processing of different frequencies of Uyghur derived and inflected words. The experimental re-
sults showed that there are significant differences in the processing time course between Uyghur
derivatives and inflectional words. The behavioral data showed that the reaction time of high fre-
quency inflectional words faster than that of low frequency one. But there is no difference in the
reaction time of high and low frequency derivatives. In short, Uyghur derivatives are processed as
a whole unit, but inflectional words are processed by decomposition.
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1. 518

TEANTFIRTRE T s, S E— P RO A B8 07 A B AR DART AR BT 1 1E 15 [1]. XA EE I
G TR TR, T EE A TR K . AT 5 B0 BT SO NS 2, IR RRE ¥R
FHAU ARGy, SR T P ERNIA U SAL, B R E AL SRR 6118 R TEVE AR AR, JF
VR 5 MM F AL IA TR BORAOARE, IR R — EUR IR & A AL BE 5 22 W R [2].

AR RETIRRMET R/ WP A FRE S 207k, BTIERNEESZEB] mal I O8RS,
FACGINIE T AR, FRRE R B A R ALy, RS R ke fs S . T
WA I5E, 05 a2 (word and paradigm) 25 23 1 LK —Fh 0%, 1207300 IR S i
ol AR T AR, BTl i AR B H T CAFAE ) SN A H A

fEi i A, LIRS NI AR M TR AT R AU R B, A SR 5 ]
A RGO B S P A7 RN T . AR5 “darkness” SEIX BRI, B2 AR MR 1Y
Wiy, 352 SLAH BT A AN [4] [5], IXEER BRI, B = 2% BN LA S LN TR B K o3 i in L
(A TR BRI #),  IF i RIRAE H D BERAE R S5 M 2 P [6] . 53 —FOBL ik, TS 2% 0] DA AT 50
FERERTIN L, ER R B B AT A S5 14 7] [8] -

A — L2 o iR, TS B 2% ] BN g R L 2H i 2 RN L 32 SR TR A B 2% ] i) LA S
4R 974 1 (productivity) . 1 2K A 55 R 3 E B I [9] [10], JUHR A A B A AV 0 T A e B BRI 3R
Z o AT AR S 23 RN L, U s A3 e AN (100 554 0 % DDA SRR AR AR
S 17 54712 (base frequency, BF) i 44772k 71 (affix productivity). il JEATZEHE (K & A5 5 210 4 £ (¥ 430
R, MR M BOX AN [ SR A BRI A . 5 e R IR 48 7= A2 ) (affix productivity, AP)FE 12 45 2 5 2
U B AR [12] B —MER M BEVF 2 w8 T g o, A S A A DR IR R 3
RO RAE D BE 5 2 IR 2 AT A U R i
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ARSI F T H RS S 5RO A S 0 OB ILSE M . 4 RAE 245 5 2 1) 78 K 0 R 1A g
I FE A L AT TR 2 LARE] Ay a3 2 BAYE 2 e 2 Y T 25 05 A A 75 B WA ) Y 76 O B3] T
FAFAAEREIL R, T R WA 5 48 7 0 B st by DU (T s I8 2 ey HL 4 R 3R R R A
Bl A AR LE 2 AR Y SR ARV PR 5 IR 5 e S ] R AE 2 TR L R A7 A Sz o A B
{5 i 4 ¥ /R i JE 3717 (inflectional word,  FJE 3T A4k B Y R IKIA], R 3728k N T BR 5 3R] (R 1 Dh RE T
VAR T 25 5 25072 1) )RR A 17 (derivative word, B ] RRODTAT 45 5 U5 45 (0 46 K40 F 11 341 £ 7] 3 4512 (base
frequency), i FEAN [RIAT R FA) 31 Y0 3R]V AN R AE A 820

2. NREF*

BRI AE RS R 27 BB /R AE, HAFERAE 20 1) 25 2 W), ~FE4F6¢ M =23.52 %, SD
=233 %, M 12 LA AR 15 A 558, WA TR gE R R B X IOEE RIR R RE,  BHE N4ES RS,
ARG YR R TR RIR R AN E T RRE R, 2N RN EERERZR), RFEBN
(WNMEDURSAE b, AIRAZ ADGERR), BUBYECE, TRERFE LDGEER, SCRRREE LAEHE R IR)
EAFMBE RS, FE /G YEE RS PR E RN 2RO IR REUIGEHE ) 2242 .
SO ATl 2 T R ARITINR, MR ROV ARIT 0. LI AT A OREE E RE,
I Bnme S 78 e S H I YOI B B IR H, To b s AR, HICR#RAEIR . &
ARSI BB — A I 3RAF 120 TEANR AR . teAh, i T A SeI6 25 S b 2 B iR] 1 N sl i S
JSERF 1A, PR ARl S B (8] BUA R,  R AR Gehae ) YRE RS0, R U PR P S TR T o AR Al 8 o R
RSN, ARSI By R BB, A A AT S Pl S T PR X

3. SEEUMHRE R SERE It

BT H AT — AT 4ES /RE RIS TE R, DRI A S B0 AR A e 138 L RSt R P 3R AT SEB0 ARk )
ik TAE, BULIRATE S 7 RHBIER, 2R R LM, N RGeS RIE RS — S bl e g
RERAETER BN T HEFTGIA TS50 TR, FRAT A BRI 7 it — PR Hikb 2 . 485 85d Mofessor
14y . Mofessor &k 2K 2 FE K 2% (University of Helisinki)## £: k3 2% 5 57 7.0 (Neural Networks Research
Center)[¥] Creuz, Lagus 55 AJFRIEET BRI LI E G117, RA3EHGE 2 (morphs) (& B 1 — M
WAy TH. BONZF 28 R M WEE R, BV T 252216 M SH AT, Mofessor [1EZY) 575
ERA L, BT TRES FRA AR, BISEMTR, MRIBTEMIES, EEEEEEMN
= T P15 5 (High-inflection language) Y] 43 TAE s $5) a] 4 FH % 5 12 o (R G AR S50 A (1018 2R S B 3 B
T T H .

BRI EX OV TR REAT RS G T, SRR G SEIe 75 SR A S g ARk 1R R Bk
1 7 100 /MJRAE IR (50 A> A iRl £l 50 AMIRAIHE ) A 100 AN 4717 (50 A ik 17 A1 50 ML A]),
3% 200 M|, EEHE FEIRE SR T 200 AMBRAR I TR, Bl i B e R R — SR A TR A
(BRI SF YT JRIETE S5 RGN . AR AT NIRFFE 45 51, sesepP Rl b e T AN IE RS A R A
S AR .

LR R A 2 x 2 IR LI T, BB B AR URAE I AT A K (R ANMICAR) , 58
T HARE R AT K (SR A R ARSUR T ), BTE BRI 8 R — AN SRR AR S . SRER AR
FI . RS SRR LILE, IR (R 1 FroR). SEIAPRHE IR I A KF 2 i sr A\ 21
E-prime BB IUFEFY o S50 [R] I 40 5% 1 F 2500 A AT 9 EidiE

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2017.54049 368 HARIES %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2017.54049

B AT S 58 JIA = BT A S £ 2

Table 1. Experimental materials

=1 SR

PRAT (7 2) BRI (T E)

e ESIRAE ESTIR A 1) R TA RSB ST
ek 8.2 (62.9) 2.8 (24.6) 10.7 (116.9) 2.7 (67.7)
K 8.42 (0.61) 8.38 (0.56) 7.34(1.31) 8.0 (1.04)
i3 K 5.42 (0.61) 5.42 (0.60) 5.36 (1.30) 5.8 (1.1)
IEE- 3= 2 2 2.1(0.36) 2.22 (0.41)
HeiE 3 3 3.1(0.36) 3.22 (0.41)

4. KRR

A SLIGAETH F LR FIAT, HENE T B s LI B E-Prime BfFgnfs, Sk
AT 5 A block, & — block LA ANFE S AF1) 80 RIS R K pir A LI RHEAT IR 2B -
SIS PN ER 2y, S5 B RE GR ST (SR 2 0 A A FI SR 80 NI, H R O R S Ty
RN/ P S (5 e B Ve M N B Ve ML v B = Pl 47 A R € B ML R A 47 WAS = - P A B
{1, IXEEARE S N IE USRI 70 -

SEETH IR R A B AR RO 47 LS, RISy 800 ms, FEMEMIKEIEM AL, AKEHI
HARial, SLOUR 29 400 ms, HAxia i BN ZBEHLE, HR b LAk <2 2 7, SRy 1500
ms, A Br ST D HE S I R 2 SR gl R R LR mT R T i b T 5 v S R BRI H AR R AN R 4 AR LY
], WRGCHIWON R, BIBERE B RR GEE KA RN, A% T S A L, S 2 2 R
FEAMAZER . BEASSEEGAELE 30 min oAy, 5 min ibHARE — 2L, ARG R T SEE .

5. ERP (Event-Related Potentia) #2594

i FRL S B0 A 2% K F 2 ] BP 24w (1) B X 64 5175 i FLAZAX, 5258 F A Brain Vision Recorder Version
1.05 fini HELICSEAORT 64 5 HARIE SO AR Bl ik F0 Ao FEL A o $ R BT B 10-20 A RS R G, HIARHEAL I FEAR 22
X 64 HIE Y EEG. 2% Hib N FCz, B TH Gnd LA FE , F PAZK~F-HR HL(HEOL A1 HEOR) Al 2 E iR HiL(VEOL
AT VEOU) W5 M HR FEARAY. o b B M5 5 R ARCK B BOK, A7 I8 0.05~40 Hz, SRAEAIR N 500 Hz, BS54k
HrAb B ERP ¥ . % F il s Sk B FELFH 4 10 KQ LA . FI A Brain Vision Analyzer Version 1.05 fixi Hi 43 41
Bk, SEROESC SN S B R A B, X S S I R A R AT TIA s B R SR T S B A R
BE 5 T I R, N TG ISR 1 R R SR GG H £ B 2R AT R AR AT b B
T VB A AR A TR 2 BRI 1) 200 ms RF48E 5 il 2 B (1) 800 ms, 7 B i 4 bk B IR 3 Je e R 3R
5| 2 AR IR 50 v T, EZhESIE HEOG 1 VEOG, #o/r-HENR . WLEESDhE, 78 SF ik B
A3 AT AR B O 328 3k 22 R SR Bl AN 4 B AR B
6. SLILLER

AL 2 A2 B IR R LR, A NG it . e S 5 R 25 4
TR WY R IR =, RS EEATA R B A B SR A k). $ ARSI H i RAT S 3Rk
BT 9 AMNEMHEAT P38, BT BRI AL F3. F4 A Fz, THM-AR[) C3. C4 Fl Cz, FiH-Abf P3.
P4 F1 Pz, (Wl 1 fR). BT #dEfi N SPSS 17.0 iitQdhAT 5 2504

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2017.54049 369 HARIES %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2017.54049

B A1 S 58 J3 A = BT A £ 2

200 /-CM 200 400 600 800 -200 et oo/

—BREE —ERER - BHREHTE - SRR

Figure 1. Potential waveforms induced in the processing of Uyghur derived words and inflectional words
E 1. fERIBRERMESTIDMITHIF LB AERE

XoF o FEL B4 = 3 B PR PR AN B TR B 11 2R 47 7 22404, 43 )22 300~500 ms A1 500~800 ms i [A] & 11,
Sy AT TEAS M (R TR AR AR 1A R (AT AR X (AT s SR, FERCAEER. A2 FER)ZIE 1
o F S A T R ZE A A

300~500 ms Fif 8] 7 [ :

ATV TEAS T RA AR AT i]), S ARS9), WX ek, drde, 7o 2p3K) < (Al AT 2 20
BT ZE ST

HHE o3 A1 45 A2« TS (IR AR 1] R H7 1)) 32 20 2 3 F(2, 34) = 10.7, p < 0.05, JE#T 1 7E 300~500 ms
I IR) & E 51 A SRR ELIR AR BR R, A0 OB R 2 F(1, 34) = 27.9, p < 0.05, JEAE X Hige 2 M52 H AR
3 F(1,34) =389, p<0.05. BHULFATE— 04— AR KA EKE kA7 B 2077 2 08 K,
VRAR TR 2 R RN AN 3, F(L, 68) = 0.4, p>0.5, JRAE BT AR ARSI LACE EZERAK,
(B R PTia iR 2 5 E N %, F(1, 68) =67.8, p<0.05. RARMIEZER EHNEE, F(1,68) =48,
p > 0.5, YRA: =y A AE] FIE HT s AiA 2 RN AS 3 F(L, 68) = 1.3, p>0.5.

PATVAR I JE A 17 FOYR A= 1] 2 100 B S ) A o R AT IRIAE PR AR 2 A T 51 H EUEEBA SR 11 N400 2508

HORBR S AR X 2 () 3EAT B S M Ty 22 40 A, IR AR 1] A A i (X 2[Rk AT B 52 0 6 07 22 43 1
IR A T AL A5 i (X 22 18] R A8 LA PR 2.2 F(, 56) = 0.76, p > 0.5, Ji 37 il A2 /A5 o [X 22 8] 28 HAE
NG F(L,56) =0.04, p>0.05. FMIEE—LLERT. . ENX AT 1B @E 2 FiR).

TRATI R FH A S I 5 7 2 3 W 7 vERHIR AR R R X, e 7 ] R X2 TEEAT LB I, IR AR 1] i [X
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Figure 2. Two time windows under different frequency conditions of
the brain topographic map

2. WAEEIE QA ESRR &4 T AR E

(R A ) Z 18] ERN AR 2 F(2, 32) = 0.173, p < 0.05, Ji #fia] X i [X 2 18] 208 A 2% F(2, 32) = 0.010,
p <0.05,

500~800 ms Fif ] 7 I

FAII7E 500~800 ms B [A) B X Bk A% FN AR 2 IR EAT ST 75 Z 0 #r, Bl o i S IR
ARSI N AN, F(L, 68) = 1.08, p>0.5, JRA: EAIAE FIE AR 7E 500~800 ms i 8] & [ H LT IE
WA B ER, BB PTRFR TN B3, F(1, 68) =67.78, p < 0.05. JE#ffid{E 500-800 ms i [H]
T I I3 B R T IRAR 1] o« ARATUA IR R0 2 3%, F(L, 68) = 41.443, p < 0.5, JRAE S 4iia) Al s
Pr = A RN AR 2 F(L, 68) =1.3, p>0.5.

ATV — 20 %55 PR ARG X 2 [R)EAT T I 75 22 40 AT, IR AR T < e 14 i X 2 ) gk A o 2 0 o g 22 4
W, RIIRAE R 22 A5 N X 2 TR 2 HAE AN 23 F(2,32) = 0.36, p>0.5. JETialx /e /4 KX 2 8] 38 |
YEF R F(2,32) =47.2, p<0.05.

7. R RIRTiE]

S5 R 8] (B S ML, f&iAK RT) R R0 T A B4 22 Jim 21 W 2 S ST AR I P 7 E2 A T), - (45K 9 I
IS FRTE ORI o SN TR A AT A2 A (ms) A AL, e 40 3 Nl A BEMUIN 3% 35 4 55 T 7 L AN ) o S B
I TA] AR BRI b RCSet e 7 N SRTEIE ELAE 1 R B IO 8 S AR TR R, Semh 1 ORI AR BEE 5 05
SEAER PR . AT AR I T NS 515 ORI A LENLE,  TEBRD9tnitt, 5 R o) 3 s T
B FNFIT S SEIRAT FE b, iR F I AR BIT FOAR RR  = R Bz —.

TS BT A 55 3 T B o 8 ] Y1 A B 0 3] Y o AT HUAR 8] F) M SRR ARV R AR A M . T L
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TRV WA 55 1 i B 0 BRIV (1) PN SR 2GR G50 SR A oG o — sl T S WA 55 100 B R B[] S R 17 5% 1% 1]
BEATHEEHUIN T A BRASFERE, AT )2 s S e 17 o B 3 Y1 0 2EL 2 435 ) o BRIV H ] VA7 il A o

AL, FRATTMEH SPSS 20.0 Gt it xof i i RH DR 25 149~ 350 s B2 B () 146 AT 88 B & 5 2290 A, 73 s/
AR AE 1] s I AT H7 1] 19~F 35 SRR [] (B0 55 2 BiTR)

AT S0 e 1K ) e SN ] 36 AT B S I 7 22 A3 A, S R I 24 A (IR A 1) R e 4 1) 3 208 42 3 F (L,
24) =37.64, p<0.05, IR ] S I TA] LY Jee v ] R, AR 3 2408 3 F(1, 24) = 17.76, p < 0.05,
SR L AR () S SN ) EEARATAI R . TS X 22 BAR F 3% F(L, 14) = 5.07, p <0.05.

DAL R — 2B FRAT D A R 3R B AN [RIZK ST 2 (AL EAT B K A FE AR AR ¢ A e, SRAN [ 2 At B SR
(225, e SRR AR TA] R AR A 0] (] () 22 57 ¥ B T8 B 27K 1(4.9) = 22, p> 0.5, HRAEIX AL IR
U B 1) 22 5 ) 1A S 2 (U 1S 3 BT ) o AELIR: i A00JE 17 1] FRAEC AT J 47 1] 2 1) 22 S 0V 2 3 1(3.09) = 22, p <
0.05, R AT et 477 1] (1) 5 IS B8] b v AT 417 1] £
8. $HIRE

FA EVRE B 7 R0 R R AT B FEAS t 4G50, R BLIRAE W R A 35 t(1.3) =22, p >0.05, {H&)E
PriasiR R 3% 1(5.11) = 22, p<0.05.

[AR] S A o i s 1) fiod F 508 AT B 7 RATT B SE B T, 45 ZR VB R AR 1] R0 47 1] 5 0 2 3] L
(R RAE AN TR AH BN — AN AR o 17 L] S AR )R A= 38 (R n 8 R R IPE L, BT TR 47 1]
VLS — & EF, AR IRAE T (1900 T Lb S AR IR A 1A 12

Table 2. Reaction time (variance) and error rate (variance)

% 2. RNEE(FE)FERE(GE)

b et JRVBTIR] ms HRE %
TR A 1] 448.4 (138.8) 0.91 (0.05)
RAIR A 1] 454.3 (114.8) 0.89 (0.08)
FR AU T ] 524.3 (138.6) 0.84 (0.09)
I A Hr 17] 549.7 (138.2) 0.77 (0.11)

600

500
400
300
200
100

Fe AR A ] AR A 37 FAURATE ARSUR TR

Figure 3. The average response time (ms) of the derived word and
the inflectional word at different levels

3. IREIRFEIHTIRE AR EKF LR T R BB E] (ms)

o

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2017.54049 372 HARIES %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2017.54049

B AT S 58 JIA = BT A S £ 2

9. it 5i1ie

RZHIEFWVWERZA RSN, WICESSEMR MR TR, BEE 25
o) ) ARURT G 2H BV R AR R MR o 2 T3 U7 THT PR B 0 A A 2 38 S o 0 U R AN R ) 250y 3] DL Sz 3 A A ke fif e
eI R Z BRI TR X T AR Z 318 (I TR AAAE T X LA R 2708, R
53 PR S IGUIE B AN R U 5 1] £ S AR BB A B AR T XA A o (E 2 R0 U 50 1) AR IR A 98] 7R m L i 8 AN [
A BRI 5 S 1] AT SR Bl A (0 7 R, B AT PR Bl e A T, 1A AR AR
TR B2 AN o JEA — L RF F0E B R EA v (AT T 7/10° (TRl RN T2, ARFAL T 7/20° 1
WAL, BA N8R FEATHIES B AT 8 MR 5 B — 45 /RIE IR A 17 R 47
TSR FLAX A ]

AT 32 L A SRl 0 ] VA W R 5 4 7R 22 1 2R 1] 1 R A 4 T SRS N REE A ]
JERAE P in T 07 AR o SeabAhl R AR A (Rl ARAT) AN 47 37 (R A ARAT) 2, 32 B 4a bl i 24
BHEmISE . S AR AR 2 . g0 R b 3 B YR AR 1A (A AR A A7 1A (R A AR 51 K
(1) ERP B 43 S ARt AN [T (14 YR A 1) R 7 3] S L N ) 1) 22 57 o S 8 R /s BRRE R 4 B /R TE 7R
AN [R] ] AR R A 1 AR B ] B RO 51 R s RN

FRANTHE 2 50 225 TR 53 FSUG H, I 56 AT Sy S50 5 A0 43 JEAT 43 AT o M P SIZ 36 350 23 (W 1<) 1 B 4 J i > B
) B I HEAT 04T, A TR IR 2 TP B S Y Bt H BT A5 2808« #E 300~500 ms B[] & 11 BT JL R 47 v A
Tl AT ] 175 ) 3 ) ERP 68 (N400) RIS, HLAE S5 I 70 A LA I R R, 7R 76 A 3R LA
Py oA (an Vel 2 Biraw), i BT A 51 R 1R e bR AR 1A B S R . R R AT TGS B B 11 ) N40O & 3 1EAT
J5 250, R PUE I AR AR AT 2E B TR B O 2 S B R, B YR A TR R B A B R
ZERANEE, X ULIA CAYEE JRE N BREE 06 0 IR A A A A R R e A AR R B o5 R JE R
R HD A7 b B R ] IR A TR0 T AR R R R K, R IR AR 1A P A [ T R AR AR AT R A L
AREZES, VRSN HR AR TR AN K, HR X 7 i Sk b i B A e /Y T — &
if AT

A i FRL R T B (R JE A iy, FRATT3E 19 500~800 ms B 1] B 1156 b FE B 64T 20 M7 % B0 I 3 v A
FMECATIA 7 500~800 ms i [] & 11175 i i 4852 8 1R [ 1 % (P600) , FEJ8 e BH 5 K TR 2K 7] o 8 417 1] 175 < 1) P600
28 SR T BE SR B K I A )3 (morphosyntactic) il L 75 3K i S 80 i 2838 in Tk fe, B femk 73T
ANFIZEAUE BB ZI G S F I g iR .

N T E B B RSB S5 A R, 30 A R AT R BE AT T, R R SR R D
AN[R] R) FE AR IR A= 1 A0 F 100 T 0 S SR TR) o BRATDF IR AEARAT AL L v A A AN A . (AR
AT RO FEA t KO, RSG5 SR W R IR AR T AR AN AN R 3, Ot e ATURIMER AR A= 18] 7D e 12 B[]
BAREES . (AREYTA t AR R . X R0 8B in Tk B LU IR AR 118 . 8 4 v A30im] ) in T
T LG AR AT A TR

VN W AT 55 T2 B 2R A1 0 A 7 b o R RS20 38 50 — o Rl WA 55 B o %
SR FERY BR AL R, A s WVC DT R B U i) SR S ARG B B, R R B B R L Y R
BB, dn SRR A 4R R A A Y0 T A IR Bt 2 th BTN A BT RN, B RC A LR
e R0 TP 5 BRI Bl 22 H 30 S H 2808

ARSI i AT N SIS B W, 4R R VR JE ARl AR TR0 T BT AR BORI S SR Be s B BRI
INTA K ERP 43, JEHTIA BT HR BL ) ERP 823 (NA00) R BH, i ] ] T FIiA % (1 4 AR L, T B0
ERP J#.4>(P600) il Al B A B B, [RAAE IRV N T AF 03 BE 3RV 0 T f4) I 3 0 A 78 T 2SR
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PR R T B 2L (RS ) I R £ DR X AR 0K o 17 ELAT D9 20 b RO S 7 P i 32— 25k AR Y T P A 4
[EpuR

I [A)AH 2% B (ERP) AR 5 38 A 1A 1 5 BEAR AU TR EERE , AR 2 510 5 B AR 5 5 B HAR
MR, BT RAMRKKIE 7, € LA s 5 A B R 2N FiE 3l . 1 5 B AR
FRYIGIE S BEMMANEE B R IE S E B — RIUAFFHER) ERP R

E&WE

AR R E XK BRRFEE S E S IE DGR AEIN TS SRR 7L 7 (61433015) E K At4&
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