Semantic Interference Effect :

the Concept Competition Hypothesis

Min—-Mo Koo - Kichun Nam

Contrasting the Lexical Competition with

Department of Psychology, Korea University

E-malil :

Abstract

In order to compare two hypotheses on the origin
of semantic interference effect that has been offered
in the psycholinguistic literature, we conducted two
experiments using the picture-word interference
paradigm. When participants named the pictures of
the objects simultaneously presented with distractor
words, they were required to use either native
words (Experiment 1) or loanwords (Experiment 2).
The pictures were paired with three kinds of
distractor words that were identical, semantically
related and neutral to the picture. Two observations
were obtained from two experiments. Firstly, the
naming times of the pictures were more fast in
context of the identical distractors than in context
of the neutral ones. Secondly, naming times were
more slow in the presence of the semantically
related distractors relative to the neutral ones.
These findings support the claim that semantic

interference is based on a lexical retrieval conflict.
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