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TASK 1: LEXICAL DECISION

TARGET CONDITION RELATEDNESS
MORPHOLOGICAL BULB-ER VERB-ER
ORTHOGRAPHIC
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TASK 1: MASKED PRIMING LEXICAL DECISION

TARGET CONDITION RELATEDNESS

MORPHOLOGICAL BULB-ER VERB-ER

BULB ORTHOGRAPHIC BULB-LE VERB-LE

HIGH FREQUENCY

ORTHOGRAPHIC
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TASK 1: LEXICAL DECISION
TASK 2: LEXICAL DECISION

F UUUUU IMPLICIT “WORD-LIKENESS™ INDEX
\ 1500 ms

TASK 3: (1to 7 LIKERT SCALE)
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REACTION TIME (ms)
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CONDITIONS
me= | OW FREQUENCY

=o= HIGH FREQUENCY
MORPHOLOGICAL

RELATED UNRELATED

RELATEDNESS

RELATEDNESS:
F=152.294, p<0.001

CONDITION:
F=0.072, p=0.93

CONDITION * RELATEDNESS:
F=0.877, p=0.41

Rz =0.91



PRIMING EFFECT (ms)
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CLUSTER FREQUENCY

NONWORDS ELICIT
ROBUST PRIMING SEMANTIC INTERPRETABILITY

MORPHOLOGICAL STATUS
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AFFIXES
SAME ROLE
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TASK 1: LEXICAL DECISION
TASK 2: LEXICAL DECISION

F °°°°° IMPLICIT “WORD-LIKENESS” INDEX
\ 1500 ms

TASK 3: (1to 7 LIKERT SCALE)

BULBER

EXPLICIT “WORD-LIKENESS™ INDEX



PRIMING EFFECT (ms)
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REACTION TIME (ms)
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CONDITIONS
WORDS: e
=o= JPAQUE

== ORTHOGRAPHIC
TRANSPARENT

NONWORDS: == -1
== MORPHOLOGICAL

=o= NON-MORPHOLOGICAL

RELATED UNRELATED

RELATEDNESS

RELATEDNESS:
F=261.58, p<0.001

CONDITION:
F=2.90, p=0.02

CONDITION * RELATEDNESS:
F=15.31 p<0.001

RZ=10.30
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FORMAL FEATURES OF AFFIXES CANNOT ACCOUNT FOR

MORPHO-ORTHOGRAPHIC DECOMPOSITION
(EXPERIMENT 1)

NO EFFECT OF NONWORD INTERPRETABILITY

(EXPERIMENT 1 & 2)

NO CLEAR DISTINCTION BETWEEN WORD AND NONWORD

PROCESSING
(EXPERIMENT 2)

THE PRESENCE OF AFFIXES DOES NOT ENTAIL STRONGER
FACILITATION

(EXPERIMENT 1 & 2)

ORTHOGRAPHIC PRIME-TARGET PAIRS
SYSTEMATICALLY FAIL TO ELICIT FACILITATION.
WHY?
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