Salient Phonological Information Modulates the Effect of Semantic Priming

P 2073 John R. Starr, Helena Aparicio, Draga Zec, Marten van Schijndel

jrs673(@cornell.edu Cornell University

INTRODUCTION EXPERIMENT 1 EXPERIMENT 2

o S emantlc prlmln g can StI‘()Il gly Can the following word fill in the blank, Can the following word fill in the blank,
My favorite color’s green according to your intuitions? according to your intuitions?
1nﬂuence eX eCtatlonS 1 . of that I’'m sure is true. o My son prefers the color red, but he despises ( o
p [ ] My son prefers the color red, / adhestve adhestvity
* Previous research is inconclusive puthe despises ' Yes (No)
regarding how phonological : Choose the word that fills in the blank, i e Choose the word that fills in the blank, i
. . T according to your intuitions: ! i Choo® according to your intuitions: |
structure informs expectations of bl - . o glue - e R — dogs stairs 7. tape dogs sairs |
. . : — IT — I I - IT - :
lexical 1tems [2, 3, 4, 5, 6]. : : : | :
' BOTH: blue glue hue FILLER: hue cue clue | ' BOTH: green tape dogs FILLER: dogs stairs anger i
* We compare participant i 1 : o oo AT TIEER IR HLEER LR
references and response times in Figure la: Sample stimuli for Experiment 1 with all possible conditions shown; only one set of three Figure 2a: Sample stimuli for Experiment 2 with all possible conditions shown; only one set of three
P P words appears in actual experiment. Section within dashed lines appears if participant selects “No”. words appears in actual experiment. Section within dashed lines appears if participant selects “No”.
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