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e o
€ @7 9ol dol Ad FFAAN dehts @59 o s g0 £F e ¢
o7} fj3) AAHU o]F A3 B AFME A THY 4 AFsed, A 9
A AddoMe @0 AY 7)A% Fo A 71A 58 4RE FoprI] A5t =
oz o 2u|E AT JoBE I X 9uwre sixE YdojgolS A AZoF
atil, gxolot: BHE Au|E ZAW Fojoes FHAEF dFo] dolE B AF2oF

AFg3hel(el, bridge-B)A o)t 97| A3 olfwE FAE AT, T WA AHA
o Ad T2} @3ole doldA fAleTin AZtHolAE ol ATow
AHgatel QoizHel, elevator-57471), o] ul(el, AWolE-5747]) o HBUTHAES
ANEGT A7 A% R AWM AQolAE fon @ Fsads dedx 2gtw, § o9
A A E dojzkels SOAC] @etd W7t @gx, Aol ol £34 AFaHT.
Jetsdth oleld dds dols Uut ojglo] W@ o] B AAL SgHoz A
A3, slFoiet 2ol S5 0@l ML te B4 AAE 21 A= Ao vuw

1. M2 g (Bilingualism)2 F 7l £& 2 ol49 A&
TEHAHoR Abg-3h= ey R,
HAHez o)F o] Hae Zung #  (Grosjean1992).

AE 53 93, oA © o]A T o] Ao ol AT FAT " qgd, o1F
FARE AL A7t obd mEAQ @yo Aol FAT AgEE F Aol JAE wiIe A
2 A Fzm 9o ag3 gow ojgds ge | TE FAES 4’1‘4 ¥9 T st oF,
Absle] wWake wEol g stest” Ao, Ak U, 4 FEAAM BT AT AHEEe
o ol2ld WMEE= A st dojsia, T T dojzhe] i}Olé— gAY FEHS s e
N7 AEENAE BA thAte] H 3 9k AT7E LA o]FolAm vt UNtH o=z
a8gm o]F do] sHaE oW ATEL 7} monolingual = ol Al A = S E A K (lexical

A7t WBEA o]F Aojsiafo] was  information)st ] A ¥(semantic information)
=V O org olg=wt A9 m3e] ZF BEHO FHHLE AZAns o] XA
obdet A2 mE 3 9 deojo 4 7HA i th(Besner, Smith, and Macleod,1990; Barron

@y, E7], 97, &7]) A BE and Henderson, 1977, Neely, 1991).
-/,E-,-_4 =252 Ho: IH}A4E o olF Ao FHAE LR F AFAME ol

Mo
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A7t =AYtk ARG FAELE F
oje] AA oF ol EAAQA AP F= AA
g FAHE Aoew: FAHYd(De groot and
Kroll, 1997). o]&d] A F HA&H @4 74
2.2 AHEd § dojx &4ddm, g doj=
48 A$E U3, § Aot BF 49 A
ANE Ztzte] ddojr} e &4 F4E HE A
= Ao

B g3t AAE AeY ATEANE oFd
of sAEel off EAol Aol EAHA HYT

2E JHAx FIR= A @3t Gerard &
Scarborough, 1989; Kirsner, Brown, Abrol,
Chadha, & Sharma, 1980; Kirsner, Smith,

Lockhart, King, & Jain, 1984). o] dFE4 A+
g2 dojzdle WE Hagnst g AHE
Bl

Ao AT Ao Fo] o]F Ajszst A
£3E F ol ofF Ao €Iz EA
gobd o] AJA F AFH AAI FA &4

gEeR, & oF AART G43H st g
BA AN Qe o] BA M E ghtg Q4
F AFM}Eo] ZEAsed, Beauvillain(1992)2 ©]

Fdol gAEC] FF doRW @ FES olHT
o % 7je Adojrt Ho Ue EEE olHT o
B o ®E o3 £x& Hlde ARE B1
gk F dojst A T Fde ANE Fe 5
AEL F do] AAY switch7t dojor 3o
2 3 Aok AAHNUE "R ojFY £x7t
=y Aot o] AF AFE ¥ dojvte A3
b dojdttEs 7HE & A AR jidHe] F Qo
Nzdo] FAd EYyoz FAstdte A
S AAFEe dF Az Wol Huxm §irh
Chen & Ho(1986)= bilingual stroop task® ©l&
st o] 7HdE FHAEd, NEE TE ok e
dojgt AFog 29 Aozt gE AedE 7
Z9] stroop EFHANMAY WHEAFAI eErET
Z Ao % stroop EH7F YEIR T, ol F
Aozt FAG FAHsEE gvAY. =T
Grainger and Dijkstra(1992)+ E g Xoj-ojo] o]
o] Ao A Ao FRHAA(AARE zHFo] of
H AodA wadte FaA)y ofF B AAR
Ag ZFo] @A otdR wudteE #AANE

ANFgozR T dojrt T EASEE BY
FA. o] 4¥dA 48 FtAELS ojFud
A ztol o] #d Atnd Uk oje Aofv}
Ax Aded 5, o dojd I AAAHF
o] &A4zEE Ro] ol F Aol AHA ol F
Fol FA gAsHz, gAsHAAG & F
AE Aot} o9 B ATEL F o FA
gAst2  AAN@PHSmith &  Kirsner,1982;
Tzelgov, Henik, Sneg, and Baruch, 1996).
AFAAY =9 FTHHNEL olF A A9
13 AAYG on FAA E=HA U3, ol
o3 AAE F MY A7t SHHer A%
o A9 FAld &Astddan & 4 o 2349
A o] FAsE o3 o] Lule ofdH WHox
H2sests F8% 47 FAML & Aot
olglgt FE Aol NsfA Potter et al.(1984)& F
Aol gz 2dg AAEHAYG. 2 e
word association modele]lXZ, ©& 3IUE
concept mediation medel°] ™. word association
model& =0l ALE FT&EIE B A &I
A3 E EZo o2 WAF g Jdd HZ
sttt AWslan 9ol concept mediation
modeldl M & o1F 7 Adn APHez AZEHY
A7) W&o F dojrt FAl SYHo=2 Ad
of oddn d9dn ok 28x 9 s53%
o]Z¢lo] #ad = concept mediation model
medn 3o o FdE stroop FHA
o] &3 APME FIdseA vebsrHChen
Ho, 1986; Tzelgov, Henik, & Leiser 1990). =
4”] 3} -4*1]01]*‘15 9=z} &Y 7
49 HFE YEiE \_01-4 dojst &t
=+ L}'E}'LHT: Toje) Aoyt dERTE
Fol xelzb ElA FARE TEEI W

L L —{o ro 2° U wo
i W
N -lN

¢

olo
>

S AMge AfdE F A7t & ol {H
W olv] M3l wrgAIZHE YEM AT

Kroll & Stewart(1994)s 4¥9 43 ARES
Z33lAAM revised hierarchical model2 #|A] 3t
At o] Edol mEW Zt dojo dolEsd o F
H FFAA Mz dd=H dom AF FEH
Nd FEAA 92 dAH Utk A FH FF
oMol AdAL L2dA L1z 7t dZe] Lidl

rr

T
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A L2&2 7t AZEd o #En, o3 423
Ad FF9 dZdMNE LI A Aloly A7
o] L2 7HgAteld AZdro © Aty MFd
3 A
AB7HA olFAdo} sxel dof AAY #Ad
ol 2% R¥d Eﬂﬁﬂ*i s Aestoh. 2w
71€9 ATEL AY gFE F dort FF
olal, HAA 5"3-4 &9H EAo] u]$ SALE
AS7F dRE Bl iAW §FolE mIoE
il FolE A 2 TR Wit FIAY A
T Age F 9EG o9 goje 9 o
01:(‘_°]"1r T8do] A3 a2y, AAHe Y &
L2 FAEE Fohrr] oy, B =)
*1 %’012 o2 Atge] Aee WEE SaoA

FNPoz We o7t 8 o8t oa Wyw

L1 L2

concepts

29 1 489 94 Z8(The

Revised Hierarchical Model)

o 4zl FuAY AAd UE w2 2] Ae)
A g AFANE 9o 4Y5 st

4P 1HE E2A Gege] Gol wolg A
AL Wl JlEe] A7 AAAL F oYl 5
Aol Hast=tg olrgtm, 49 29ME bl
2H F ol AYTFEI HAsRE AN
gaole AE v FEAH oH Azde

HAEAE AR
2. ME 1

59 Fo] o] AUAA Fof o]
ol# Aol FA #4435 HeA, oF
A FFole] FAA A ojv]
o HIsteAg dotrgktt SOAE 150mset

1000ms F 2dolYz, A= H3 ARG 3

A& Alagstgct
2.1 Wiy
211 A3A

Agd AFsE du U 1209

< e
SAEd, A go] THEE 2P FFEL
tE

tﬂ%s} o, id 93 A o

I Je FHAEAJD 5L F2F o4y
7R n A= AR Gojo &3 o) F
sk=} 4 o}
212 A¥AQ%

Fxolz2 AP Ed F A ou g MAE
odo] @olE H3t A32(, bridge : thE)(fE, Ko
TR ouwE JtR)o 2 AMEEAE, o F 9n
F 9o oo #EHA g 2njg ovy A
BAo] e T2 dolE BT Aoz AHA g
Hrh. (ol bridge(HaARAF)-HEEAT) ol
A AL 2540 U3, FHdE oug A=
AAFE & FA AFo] BF 25%°] AUt

213 A

Ao AEE FHAe Fs oFAd FHA
(primed lexical decision task)Z2% A3 A&
AA AIZHESE AAF Fo AlHA § BEgaS
°] L} H 2 ASol @A opdz Hdjdt wh
7‘393}71] H3-5HA BT FIREGA yes,
no ¥k&& stA 93, 15%0% REYUYHE AL&3)
At SOAE 150ms, 1000ms F Zdol i, Al
Y7+ AL 1500msSt}. ‘
22 47 2 =9
Z A xde] 4 @& FEI7] A @
S Nz $9 F(median)s FAXZE ALY
i, 2§ AlZko] 200msEt} ZEHAY 2500msET}
0 EA3%Y B9 A EYAA AAXH.



aga A FAES HAFEr] A 4
EAREA S HAlSt AT SOASH #dA e 2

SOA
150ms 1000ms
s3] 713(114) 714(145)
34 715(115) 709(97)
( )2 EFHHF
A9 BAA B 5 UKo F SOA ZHAAM =
F #E 273 5348 Z2A4A qrEA 7=
skol7t vbA gkghrh

AAE v ol F AojolA u$ F
Astn AAHoAE ddolE AFoz Ag

3.1 %y

AP 249 154 I 29 AFA 180F 9
Aol oA

311 243 4=

o] dolg M3 AFoz dm ] HFe
v 3o doE EFEAFoz AASFHATH(A,
elevator-%7 7], discount-%7%7]) £33 Zo]s}
HEE A3 9u Z3d dolg HrR=o=
g A5 NEE FAsGh(d, Aoy -5%
7], A7 -577]) adn FaaFe] Foiz
H719d Qoo EFEAFo] 1 @ole o]
E719 AER FAsG (o, elevator-< gy o]
€, discount- < @) #] o] &)

312 4z

48 1% $dsin

32 33 4 =9

A3 249 A 49 1% $9aUn A%
& obglel Eol AAH Uk

| CECH!

800
780
760
740
720
700
680
660
640
620
600

el adoAet o] ghmol-ghmo] #ATA|
T &L SOAXHAM FRA ZgAdol YeIRD
71 SOA =744 BAAHLEE Fv T F33
Agtasrt Jebgth(F(1)=3.22 P>.05, F(1)=4.39
P<05). E¥ g o-g=of AP =
SOA150msol A= GAIH FH3FAdol, 1000msoiA
T &3 FFAdol UERtHF1)=347, P>.05,
F(1)=2.27, P>.05). 28|31 2& 9r& 7Ixx 3
o]-3k=o} ZZ(elevator-AZHo]E)o s ZE
SOA =ZdA =33 Hsladrst dveyo
(F(1)=8.40, P<0.01, F(1)=9.30, P<0.01).

4. Fet=2

E d7E 24§ AX AL AL F95
Aok AAE FHAY Fol olH ArA #A

M9 FHAY dFolm, EAe MY FEAA

_lm_



fol7t olm FA AAZ ESAZ}=UE Lolr
7] $1g RAolrt.

A 1A B F UAE RAE FFAL G
9olg APHoz vl HIAZIT AlAAH L
2 AAE “bridge’stE dole FFHHo=z vy
(Bete 99z 843 dus 9njol. o
"bridge"glE A}=o] whek dFojo] ojul Al
9o dgg ZsA wedd FFo9 “gd’ge
oo ofujrt ZAstA &438tE Roli, o W &
o] “thE)”e] giBAQA F 7HA oH(E, MW7t
AR A=A Fxo T ‘B P A
oty ey AY AF}E FANAHA ANy =
(SOA 150ms)dliAyr o212l AHE +F(SOA
1000ms)ol Al 5 gFole] on HAAE AXH
2i 5YHoR BHHE oz e o
ARE FA e dol o g sidol
dut oz e dmole EYPHoz EA%T
o4 5 U}

Ad 2+ AY 19 AHE HAE o] FofHU.
Ay 1& S84 3t 9ol FFojy v
MNAZF EHdHo2 EAddE HE 4t A
g Qjefoje} o] oW Jojeti &7t ofjul
3o gEiME o)g AES HE£F F 3
A7 o] Wit EA7 AziAc) o)d EAES
A7) s 4F 27 FE Rolvh AF 29
AMe Eu2e 2347 vsted, FoAHA &
ANA gol-gxo] o] ZZ(elevator-F47])
of A M3 &HAE YW, o AFo] 94
e FEdAAe P4 FHaRz A Aol
th o] AF}E BIA ofF HE A %7 @
AcA fJefolgt e 7L Foj9 <37} &
Tolel o3 E s AIE A& dASAT
Aol APl AH FEFoZ POzt
& AfdE gxole ognyl @4sEe RS
Bk oAl #atE JEAY 27] dANAE
“elevator’ gt ol "dEgWolH ‘gl Wolm
AYHD "FZ7NE AASA T, AlZke] B F
umakal "e)ve oulrt @A 8EE Aol ¢
& 4 e Aot

B A & dE o dolrkA =gl olF
o] FAEY or XY AAE woh FF3A
w3 = Qe @7 Ee 223 Aol

flo ot
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