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Introduction

e Morphemes: smallest linguistic units that carry meaning. A complex word such as arfist has a stem, art-, and a suffix, -ist.

e Reading development benefits from the morphological structure of words, especially from the presence of stems [1]. Behaviouradl
evidence for decomposition of complex written words into constituent morphemes [2].

e EEG evidence for selective word [3] and morpheme [4] representations in the brain.

AIM: to investigate selective neural responses to morphemes embedded in pseudowords.
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Discussion

e Stems and suffixes were successfully discriminated from non-stems and non-suffixes only when presented in fully decomposable
pseuvudowords (conditions 1 and 3).

* This provides evidence for automatic morpheme identification and is in line with accounts of morphological decomposition [1,5,6].
Critically, these findings suggest that morpheme identification can be modulated by the context in which the morphemes appear.

e Sensor-level analysis shows discrimination response to morphemes in left occipito-temporal regions. Further analyses (source analysis,
cluster-based permutation) will provide more refined spatial information and help shed light on the brain mechanisms underpinning
morpheme identification. Particularly, involvement of the occipito-temporal cortex will be explored, in line with previous literature [7,8].
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