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Abstract

The transposed-letter effect is a central phenomenon in the field of psycholinguistics concerning
lexical processing; it refers to the cognitive phenomenon whereby letters or Chinese characters can
still be rapidly recognized after their positions have been swapped. Research into this effect is of
crucial importance for elucidating the encoding mechanisms underlying lexical identity and posi-
tional information. This paper reviews the theoretical development of the transposed-letter effect,
analyses its influencing factors, and compares cross-linguistic differences between English and Chi-
nese. The theoretical section is structured in a step-by-step manner, progressing from position-spe-
cific encoding to context-sensitive encoding; influencing factors include the position of transposi-
tion, identity, context and individual differences; the cross-linguistic comparison focuses on pro-
cessing units, influencing factors and neural mechanisms. The findings reveal that whilst the trans-
posed-letter effect is cross-linguistically universal, its manifestation is constrained by script type:
in English, the strongest effect occurs when letters are transposed within a word, whilst in Chinese,
the transposed-letter effect of characters and their components is influenced by structural charac-
teristics; individual linguistic experiences, such as second-language proficiency and spoken lan-
guage experience, act as moderators of the effect’s intensity; the availability of phonetic information
also influences the accuracy of positional processing. Future research should further integrate mul-
timodal techniques and deepen the exploration of processing mechanisms in specific populations
and contextual interactions, thereby providing support for the refinement of language cognition
theory and teaching practice.
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1. 5|8

VAR B S AR AZ O R AR, HORBRAE T Al 0t = BE DL I S5 B (M BT = AR B 501 B A5
BT R ARITF )3 AT 5 WS (Grainger & Ziegler, 2011). 1958 4F, Bruner & O’Dowd 1 &K B 1E
REAT B (1 B0 (40 “jugde ” )R PR A, X — Bl R e St A IEUdr B o “ IR AL AL
N7 (transposed-letter effect, TLE; Gomez et al., 2008). 2003 £, “SIMr KZAME4E” BRI 24L& (B R
B ] R BRI VR ELAS S W ) 52) 51 R T SR A AR AR R OGE , AH SCHIE AR PR R B AR S AL
PN Y& R

L 350N IR FUANAEAMAE T 38 7m0 T RV, BEAE T A SR 5 1) Y TR AR B R (R DG I
P o AR (A8 LS AR ) S R L R S R S A, M DA S A ] 1 2 IR A s T S U A A (i
SOLAR A | FF OB 7 B A ) W)@ i A % Ao B i WL i Th R 13X — B R (Davis, 2010; Grainger & van
Heuven, 2003). BEEBF RN, FEEA VRN BN HAE L —HUHIEH ISR, MEZIHES R, K
RIHFIE. AMA 2 245 % B R & 1% (Perea & Lupker, 2004; £, 2022).

DUARE T O 55 001 . OB FPEFES 2 MBS, (BFEER RO H—, JUBENRESCE,
FEH AT 38R () R I AL D3R S P08 CA AR ZE S, (HRAMEHAAL; K, FF

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.168381 122 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.168381
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

e &%

TR N (U B ) 8 5 00 DA SOMAS , L L RN T FU AT N5 - IR R A8 AR ISR SO s IL f (B
5, 2025); H=, TR H ML ST ARTE G —S518 , T8 5 AR R AT 7% B o,
2018). HeT L, ALRGEGIDOE LAFIRAFER SHIERTTT, AREL AL RN B R R oM PR 2 e 5
WEZES, DIy RsE iRt e S RS

2. AR RIS R R
2.1. %D

AL RO BB PO O E T VI T 7 ELAR 2 A G T3 SR 40 ISR AR (7 23X — %
O, AHSCERIRAR R AT R PRI s (L B o P G A Y 5 T B Uk G RS T . LT 7 LA
BER VRGNS, BB SN I SHIE IR A BIAR R, 22 SB[ TE S RURAE S 0 ) R REAE S,
FEAE I R S R a0 SRS, T it A P 1R (T B LA

2.2. (ERFRMEHDER

S TA) RO AR R PR T B A e R g R s, VOB T BRI A O B [ E AL E “AE T o
HATPRNL N, AL EAS BRIV AR A T .

A H 5 5 7 (Interactive Activation Model; McClelland & Rumelhart, 1981)/& % 40K . 2 EDK
W TR ARHE SR « S B E R ELR] J2 , AR T BET SO0 SRR E I AL BB TE , A EE “ SALT” Hr ) “S”
SINALE 1, “A” XfNALE 2. B FEALEM “SLAT” ()7 BEEE AN FAL Bl s, AR 2% 15 12 50 2k
FERNLR 2w T JR0A “SALT” o AT, SEERT FE R B AR (0 “jugde” YWER NN FIR M “jugde” )
FIMER T2 & T B b cn “jupte” ), RN E 6D R IELE X [E] 22 (Grainger & Whitney, 2004), 1X—%45
FULH, i in] 5 1] 1) FRAE B S R v TR AL TN, Ar B R S e g e DU R TR0 ) R A

XU EE 42 B4R T (Dual-Route Cascaded Model; Coltheart et al., 200 1) 381 P8 45 in L B A2 fRBia] y
Pl — R & A PRSI T8, 55— B IR 7% - 8 AR AL e 85
VT ERERAR PRI N L, (B TSR A R N A AR 462, 4 “problem” HLARAHAEHLAL, 41 “prboem” [
RS EE 5 (Johnson et al., 2007). A7 B 4F o VAT (AR A R BRAE T4 A7 B g AU A 2600 . [ it /s, 240
TARNCIM TR RGN BEAE SCUFIESE (AR R, IR AR 128 43k e 1A o 7 B 9 B 1 BEAR BT 54X

2.3, RN RDIRE

BB MEASE R EE 1 e A BAE IR, AN BAE BRI AR G R, AT A RN A A
T AR X IR EALHE LR DU F

E 412U SR E SR IR RS (SOLAR Model):  Davis (1999, 2010)42 Hi ) SOLAR #7K F 2 [6) 4w i B
il AT BE G 0 54 B8 300 3 VR o A S IR A 5 o P 3] o A A B 1A 8 o i o7 18 M 38 A S ik
n “SALT” v “S” MuE e, “T7 BAR, Wisediin, a0 “SLAT” 5 il i ase 2w B2 AR oL,
DRI 5 TR o AT L DI R RE 1 A AR 4 A5 R T FEAH AR He S (R IR G, RIVKH &1 B () U0 i 2 e T
N, WA RS B R

F W F- B (Open-Bigram Model):  Grainger & van Heuven (2003)$2 H B BN 7 BTNy, 1A
TN TR AR IO “TFRON TR (BRI FAE R A R A P44, W “SALT” R 7 B2 A4
“S. SA. SL. ST. AL. AT. LT. T” ). #f7ia5 a2 o W B4, W “SLAT” 5 “SALT”
LT “S. STy AL T %5, M0 B i 3 S (0 0 BRI AR D, TR A5 1] F LR 30 e P38 SR o 12 A 7R3 o],
] T AR X BRI BE R OB, X — TR B T HR SN ST SRR, 2R B 1 BRI A R S
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K T3 7 (White et al., 2008).

SERIOL #7%!: Whitney (2001)ff] SERIOL #7!(Serial Encoding with Recall of Input Letter Order)5 i
T-EEGm b (RS [B] AR o 2R, TR TS B BT S, s I (R ZE T T AR AL B R
ko T BEAEOE I A e 5 HL O B vy, AL B b ) TR R R A BRI R B A A, A
BHREER . SERIOL BB I fifRe 1 Nl ia] o = BFAL, 4 “problem” LUiA HR4fz, 40 “problem”
BB XEYR AR “problem”  (Stevens & Grainger, 2003).

H BB (Overlap Model): Gomez %5 A\ (2008) ) B S AR AL AL B g iAo IEAS AT 1, RS BE)
A7 B RAE A — N R B B IR 0 A0 o AHAR T BRI B /0 A BB FE v, 7 J5 AT R 0 1] B4 3R]V
FAE; MAEAH BT BER AL B0 A0 B S, A RN AL S AR ARG 7 B4 A7 R b v 22 B Tl 1
TG R, DRl A B 1] {4837 235, BE 5. 3 (Schoonbaert & Grainger, 2004).

24. ERERBNBES LR

A BEAR B AR 58 A0 S, T R IR W E R 85 22 BR A2 154 (Multiple-Route Model; Ziegler et al., 2014)
S T ER R S E R UR A A, R ETOIN TAEAE P SR AR KDL R B AR (AR X 7 L
B, SCRFH AT R8N FOA R B B AR (R I AL B i, 2155 E B AL, B 1Al
PURE 2R B AR P RIVE RO 45 58, TG & A5 J2 08 Ik 410k BE 6 4% 52 1 A7 B N T8 ¥ (Grainger & Ziegler,
2011). ZERACIEAONRR R N IO FUSe it 7 B ZEAELE . lan, Wrbs & B AR i T & 45 Bn L ae kiR,
HAR FE B AR R AR, FEALE N TSR NI, ARy sios 1, 2025); ZiE% ) FHMIES - 1E
TR AT E , PSRRI P FIVE AR SS, Hehr R 52 1 5 MR R S 2 5 ()00, 2018).

3. R RIS E

RESEWT TR, HAr 8 (3 5 R I 32 2 ER R IR, WHONES WERIER . AR5
BRI R AR ZE R =K

3.1. BSARBER

3.1.1. BAVfrE

A B & R SR FE A DR R, AR AR AR & P B g 2 7

EFAEEPIE T, AR it > wE > WE . IR, 1R R AL
“problem” 1% TR 7l Jy i 18] 1) s WIS B 3. % 18] 15 #A62 2 “ problem” A1iA] FE A4 “problem” (Johnson
etal., 2007)o X —KUEE AT I BO0 7 BESE AU AR . 18] & AR XU BEAH, 1 “pry em” XFR[VCAR BT A
K, HAfr 2 FER O F A RS Mo BEA R TUR GG, Behn 5y ae0f B0 JUE
H(Grainger & van Heuven, 2003). ERP WF R #E—BAESL, 16 8 #AL5] & 1K) N40O e i 35 K 1l dh 4 fir,
2R WA 1 L BN L ARG 4Hl(Vergara-Martinez et al., 2013) . FESGEANIEINLE A, el A7 & X 30N
VR EEAEAE W S 22 7 o EEFFE R b, WP S 55 A& e BIhRe, K B2 . BEA,
FHEUIREI A — Behr, IR RIR N, 38 AL B AR R, e RS TS AR/
FNCEG b, W T AR R s SiBEAIEN , 6 DT B A S AT RS SCE B, e
P B AL RUR, DR RS T 5 (IR 0E %5, 20205 HEAEM, 2025). BEAACRE, PUEBAL AL E AL
52 I A5 D Be MRS AR E 4%, 598 — PR AR AR B R X

3.1.2. LB %
A B ¥R AL TR IR T, UGB /4 SRR 1T, 6RO B2 AR T 38 i R .
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FESEET, A - S (C-O AL RN 3 B0 2 KT 08 - o (V-V)BGLANA ¥ - T8 (C-V) A
(Perea & Acha, 2009). 40, “caniso” , B “casino” 1X— LA R4S - S 0, BORIRBIA R K
SOV RE T “anamil” , B “animal” X —8ia P 0E - o E AL, UHARE - AR AL LN
Bk, X IR T SEAERBEZ S XE R, LB MWD e E B R IEN
TR, AETEST R, A RUN T 5 H (Perea & Acha, 2009). AN, HEIETIES(E BB MR ERESE
MBI, $ETHImADHRE B (Grainger & Ziegler, 2011), & RAFI/E— B FEE L AMEAL B A B ME K (Perea
& Estévez, 2008).

TEDOETE R, 78 R S 5 R T XURF IR (E 7, 2022). TEZE TR R G ML 2, 7
RS AL J5 AT RE B R B0 S5 78 R A, DT H AR -3 sh AN S .35 T URHe AL 5 I RS
B2, AN . X S POE A FHE SRR ARG, FR S E MR NERE, A
JE AT REE S5 7 TG 5 R AR, AR o (B A TS5 M T 78 by, SURF AT B0 R0 5t 25 38
AR TR B SN (T LR, B2, 2006).

XTLRE, 1EEE BAERAL N P REH R SO R 5. DOET, 15 S 8/EH BN L=
St AENTFIRM, AR IOV R T AR, RINESBOE TR E N T, A EREm, 50K
PR AR 20 DR T8 SQ I, [R] 8 S S S e — “HAZE” )R85 R B A T[] S (n
CURI” — 7 ) (53, 2013) IR —Z SR T POE M5 SR AR, DU IR o S 3B i
WO, 8 SUE BAE R T 5 3 S .

3.1.3. XFABEMT AT

VPR BERB LT vs. PHE TN RALN AR N TR Ie. Suit g A& L =1 =
Mo fEMMTHRICZE, TGS ST AL F Bk AR T BEE T, I T e - B8 W B
(Grainger & van Heuven, 2003). T 9% 1 B i) 26 MEHED (1 2 REMI R, A7 B 4 A 32 AR5 5 B[] R AR XS
NG, FE IR = B 2H (B0 25 A 205 AR AR AT =BR[] 44) BRSO A7 B RAE . DRBE, AHARIRAL A “jugde” ML
N5R T AEFH AR AL U “jduge” (Perea & Lupker, 2004)o PUAE AL RN WIAFAE 2 2 F0M TG, B4R
fF BEF AR RIS S, 1999). RO N R SS, RO B R A TR W, n “F 7 24E
FEMRNE: BEFHALBIR L, 3218 SORIRPER I, 0 “ N7 5 “ N7 8 AR, Hhr N5
T B AN e, TR 1A 2R DO IR A% 08 TG (RIEAE, 2010). teAh, POE B A 28 521
FLER R E, A SR S 58 T R ST, BN A 4G 25 A R A Dh e S A (1 L
TZHEY, 2006). FETRIANG PR L ZTH, S5 R AU $ 0 RN IR RS M AN SR 2, v AR S A A] A 46 2K
N 558 TG 3 35 72 7 (Schoonbaert & Grainger, 2004). 31X /2 KN 315 BLia] 1 in T 38 AR = BEH & 1 ge -3
A, RO B S BT E R A IR . BGE A, TRDIURT R FE X 4 L S B e 2, R ] B 4
N BR TR, e AR ] () KON 5 TR AR R (R W, 20185 iR UH%%, 2020). Filhn, Sl aia «“F
HRKA” Bfrohy “ BAFRKT IR0 B B PR T R] R R o Dy ek A (AR G
2020). X5 POFEFRTC ARG TR EAR DG, St A s 2R B R R T AR e IR R R AL, T EE R R
TETETE SR, EMENLEET, SEPOEHA NI 2= AR T H AR RS SR ST ENIE. ERP AR
B, SRR 5] KR N400 PR BH B/ T & e in], FLYEARIAE T, RN 17 5 i ] B35 SO0E &
f5(Carreiras, Vergara, & Perea, 2007); M AE#AL17 51 & K P200 3% 1R &2 K T & #7], FRHTGEBRALN
TR AR 25K A TR, 2015). fMRI BFITEE—20 R,  SeiEHedr 200 32 BLE0E /2 A T [A]
GBI LX) FAMABR B (EE N LX), AR TiEE - IE 7B T (Aparicio et al., 2007); 1fiiX
TR AT 0N 2 B A AR IR TRl (R 45 40 o T X)) R 22 5 BT (O SO X)), AREL T M3E — 38 SCHIBE S
IiT.(Yan et al., 2021), X —Z 7 A8 R M TEISHEAE 7002 2 e -
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3.2. MEERER

3.2.1. BEERGE

ARSI WA N R 5 T RREE,  H B A R T R ILRE I SR A U, 2018). SREG K
L, RSB S A, 0 widnow” BT BIHE B B R TRK P4 S, HEE RREE KT
AR A2 351 5 (AT N AN 2, R S (A7 B AR YRGS AR, 2018). X —45 B, FEE
TEAA IR, 2] BT MIE - RE 2 A0 T 1) R4 (R AR XA BN T, SRV R AE M RAE MR . 7E
DUEAE RN B MR, R R REAALE : RAKCF 2 B S B/ (i “ B3R — “IRE7 IR
I 5 2 0 TP S 3, HAR DU RS E B P R L R0 s TR A ST 27 =1 3 B8 A 300 2 1 AN 3 1 RS it for
B, WA IR BRI EAE, 2022).

3.22. OBEESTHRES

W e R AR R e S SN BT U ONE ¥ - IE RS BAE AR AL T MRR LA o B IR (2025) Bt FE R B, 1
T T B (B AT ELAG) > 50%) I - A 80N {2 58 T T8 Wr B 2 (FHE A LU <50%), H SRy
b N, X —5 R, EEE R TR BN TR . BT S e s iE S E e, @
B - EVEI SR T B g R i 1k 10 B U B 2 BRI B - IE kiR A, BN TS
B, ARSI T, R, FESOEITREE A A, PSR B 0 T B A AR 25 55 T AT
F# (Farifia et al., 2017), #F—PESEiE &5 BN BN THFETEM . X5 2 BB — 2.
HEE RS ERAES S EMN T, AR (Grainger & Ziegler, 2011),

3.2.3. Ai%gEH

[ 552 36 710 %o 480 I 2550 L P 5 M AR EILTE N T SRS ) 22 57 o /K STA IS 3 A 1) SR PR HELSE o T s
AV, RN B 55 TR 7K P15 R ] 5 e 8 B AR HORE 4 (7 B B, 4557 RN B 55 (Colombo et al., 2019).
o, 9 v ) 1SR S ) L B R 4y i) R VR G T R S T IR L, HORR I B3 6 N (Acha &
Perea, 2008); VG Fel 152 A A ) L2 0 P #0178 1) SO I B KT IR LB, AR E m (7254, 2003).
K—Z R OET: B O A s AR XS AL B g gL, TR T8 515 B 16 IR 7~ BE ek
2 R A7 B R S MR B T B

33. EEHEEREE

3.3.1. BENE

AT B P TN P R A RN o E RN BT R, G ARy T AN SRE T R <R (i <3¢
7 WRAITTAR), HAr N B R R, e B AR DU A B R AR T R T, e AR 55
(R5L, 2013)e X —IE @RS EEERARE: S IR SR TR T B AR RS SCRAE, BT
XL B A S AR A 1T 0 Tl o 138 5 7 L BEORE Al ) AE 2320 1, A7 B AR I TP K (Blythe etal., 2014)
FEDCE Y 1 15 52 AU R R A7 7E « 1 V8 S35 W5 10 DY 3] (- WK B 1™ )4 J 75 g ARt 1R 31
SN 5 5 3 3 K AR SO B BE R (Wi ) ™ ) (IR BF 2% 2020). 3K R B SCIESE AT I e B 4
FAEAMELL B (5 BB .

3.3.2. BRIRIEZIETE)

HE s 20 a0, )R SRR I (R (SOA) & 3 FEma i A BN R I . FESEEIE A, 4 SOA = 57
ms B, FEHRA AR 24 SOA =157 ms B, ZRIRTT: 24 SOA=314ms b, JIHR(EE, 2022).
XN (R RE R B, 4y RN 3 BT I DR B TE kN T, B N A TR RE K, R A B A
31, Hehr i) b JE R 1 2 A R . AEDOE A B e, B TR AR R IUAR SO 4 SOA =57 ms
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B, RONAE 2 24 SOA=157ms i, RN G 24 SOA =314 ms i, RN BB om (T, 2022),
X5 PE SR IN TR E 22 MR DS, SRR B A T e I T B KA 0 T A, 0 R B DA X 4
e SRS

4. GitERE

ARG | AN BRI . SO R R RS TR S 2R . WTURIL: BB, LN A ER
IPERE L M2 o7 B 2 B e [ AR (2 B i, 2 AR A PR e KR P58 55 AR P R AR T DR [, D B AR RAONE )
A S GBS BURIESR AL TR AER, W, BN RZIE F AR E . B, SRR,
RS R GH BT EE - SOA) M ZE R I 3R (1 5 R L RN LR DL FI R =,
PR 5 POR KA N 72 R AR T X7 RGNS I ZE R, S8R L BRI R4 0 B, RS (S
BRI, DUBLLEE. By AARANZ R IT, 1 XERE ST, H oA ARyl fo s
NIEF - IETHEBE 56 - 15 SR8

RECIBFERR, RAEARMAFEENEAL, H—, HRZEH, 2ZBEEAEEIGESFIEPE X
RGP G RIE MR B TS A, RURLRE 5 GHRLE BR A OB AR e i SO 2R L I R B S Mk
R, PiRZ RGRN . K=, TR, BV W2 OB — SR (AT S5 5K ERP), R3],
EEG. fNIRS K it5 gt ity B AN AL, e DA 4 ol Beage (o 2080 AR ST o B 81 5 U198 SRS 3 0 4
I RIHERE SN AR . =, BFZM, DOERAAN KR 2 T 5872, MERHEs
R AR T AL RN B A AR, BLR 22 3] (B DY Rl ) B I AL R T sedig o D0, AHE
JRT, RPEREER TR . DERRERG R . DUE RS S MR SR A R /), B2 R it
R Z I ANE B AR 7= $ 7 20 PR R L

ARARWFFEAT N CL TR 5 B AR R A FERR A b, N P R0E T DOE SR B SO A B g i
SRR, CRITON B B B R A% OB R e B SR RN, JFIEN B F R IR
MR FETRERIHT B, BVCRHIIRS) - BEG [FIAACTEOR, 5 GEP0H B 15 v @ o S U115 50 10 s o
G R AN T AERE , T A ) R KU TE R e 0 T 8 P 3] ) AR AT 5 IR, skl et SR AR/
FEREA s FERIHTFAL b, PRI DOE AR SE 3 Rk B T AL B R AR IR AR B X U R
REMIE - FHLRIL B AMZAER, FFIT AT T T LAV A I 2500 31708 0 g 71 ) sk B
THRECR . BeAh, ShIE R EVED SR REG . B PRE T 2R b S R R LN 7T, A7 BN IR LA (KA
T HHR AL R RR I .

SE 3k

T, 7, EEFR2010). 18 AL E R DOE ) F RS RS . OB, 3(1), 29-35.
THE, ZHHE2006). PUEYF AR P RIASRRARER. L0557 8(1), 36-45.

iR LE, Sk, JEET2020). PO BN TR AL, OB ST AHF 18(2), 193-199
PREEH(2003). B4 IE 3 I R PEAE FR NI A A e 5. YL ss, il HBARIMYE RS
ﬁ%ﬁ%(zozs). 127 BT 22 N K S5 1L IR K 72 07 B BT, B B L. LR S, R R R4
=¥

XUSK(2018). HRLE, Bl 5 FIFEH AP i 70 TAREMHIHEIE. WA, R REBEE T RS
WS, TEE, THEK1999). PO I T——" R AT THIER. OB 31(1), 36-46.
T8(2022). HGEBAN OB W8S, TR TRMIR S

FHRQ015). A/ z00T 18] T IR E ML R ERP B 75 WS008 30, K& T I K
RE2013). F K IS I i B 15 BT AN, Wi e, KiE: Tk
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