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W E RABEKRFHEXETRT AMEXEFTRBHAL AARAX AT
B FAEEM T Hh AEREREELRFERRERE, HAKES
AR kPR FAHREBHA,FRAFH AR BIFRE L e TKF48
RAEmIKFRBERFHTHESIREE, BREARL, ANZLEHEER
M TRKFFEFH TAERAARERLE, ATEAFNHTEAIETRR, L
KERBEH/HTULLES. AR () BFHALS AHRAGLEELY R
BEE AR {GAAE RS LB H4, RA S AR F B AFRA A LT
ABE B, A AR AT (2) BAENAKF L) AARERE, §TiEXL
B TIFE m TH R IA MG 4B KR BG4

XER BHR-BHFAXER #EAZ RABEHE HTELED

Fe LK

rhE 43265 :B842 LMkERIAME:A XE SRS :1006-6020(2013) 01 —-0017 —09
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i

1 A5 & % I ( negative compatibility
effect, NCE) B3 RS shva s+, ZEH 4K
B IIET 3k S BT A B 0 X E L RO
JE2IAE 3k BARTiet, B 3 W5 B 4RI
(P-T)—B&KMH FHRIEE. BRME
AR, HE R D—EHRE LT
KB B EE, BRI BBIE T B3
WA FIPEUESE , NT BN TR & B 3hi#
AR & BB, NCE 2iE3hiiE g R

1 B 45 3 ( Schlaghecken & Eimer,2006 ) ; A
WA H AW AIAR, FEROT A S 31 A
MIELENEAFER T NCE, FIBEIFER R
FHEZE/EH (Lleras & Enns,2005 ; Sumner,
2008) . JERBBIAN, SEBIE EMH KR
R YR T 25 4 B S B 38 AL R,
FHED THEAE B WA PR B E] B SR IR
B ¥& ( Huber, 2008 ) ; Klauer #F1 Dittrich
(2010) W9 3PAE B B WIA A, AR IN T &
G — B 18] 8 VAN S8 T RIS B 1S
BRI, NFFEAR ML THEER, /B 3
HBLE BT B BT AR BIE KRR,

* RSB WEFEM T2 AT MRS S AR (20110043110012) ,
e GEEIEE KM, B, RN REHIR, 19 4£E S, E - mail ; zhangm@ nenu. edu. en,
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EART B 5| & FRAE T8 2R 1k, (H 2
FOE K B AR B 7T e X X — 28 1 TE
2%, B LA 2 55 X 13 shAH RO AR S Bz,
HIL NCE, HEl, A AEREEERRE
X NCE 7] BBFEE 51EFBNAH X MiE K
S, BRI ACH NCE IR B R E R
MTAHLEH, BT HM R TEX M TSRAR
[RJAE B4 S LA Y o

Eimer F1 Schlaghecken ( 1998 ) & I &7
hkIERUS S E 2B FRE B AR “ LL”
“RR”, BERBl58 L B & hL, WA 18 3
NCE, X#7~,NCE Al P - T Hdets
IEEE S, AMEFECMIERE, B
A& ,NCE SRR A B R THRBEFEH B
WS MR A5 B85S, B B R BT 38 AR X
B T 5 S8 SR B U, SR BRI AN RE
BHBERIEXBHFIRHNW, M NCE &2F
BT P-THRERLIEREIXRE K
FE T

REEMIEEEER, Eimer (1999)
7 rp g ST Sk S8 BT XUET Sk B FE RN
ZlE, EFRERAILZLAMER NS
( +) BT, EREIRTESLIES, BB
—BEHT RN ES, LU B NCE 3F3E
FEARER. B2, XMW EMIEFEH:
BRAEEEZWRNGIATMNEZR, B3
BWHENERSBERERER, LKBBE
MBI REREE FTHEIANTHF ST HELS
X EABABRENERMEASE, BmMAGE
FHHBRAEEZ W E ., A AR
X5 R #1488l T NCE (Jaskowski,
2008) , HE,P -T N BEXRAFFBFLE
EEFE%, X BITMERRALE A [F
BT Z R, AT AR E R AE
R B P2 B AE P R B B9 F i TFE
B, BEEBNLXT NCE By R T i — 51
. MR EEAWSRTE NCE FEHB3)
TS HERR A E/ERA, TEER

F O Ao 5 ] OB 9 N B R AE BRI
#XFE Xt NCE (3% W, 20 Jaskowski 70
Przekoracka — Krawczyk (2005 ) 3% A3 IO Fh #&
WO, ZBRE LTS B3I A M
RFFER A R A RSB 3. 7T, FEHA
B RAERHRFIEZE NCE hEEZEEM, W
BT EEMI, 4, EEKEITEXT,
LA RIBE 2 e R BT H R —
Erf,P - T XFEXt NCE H/EREREIE?
TR LT IHIT o

AFRFHR TE BRI LAHEEE X
7K, {H — & R B 2K IE 3 3l ( Dehaene et
al. ,1998; Naccache & Dehaene,2001), 1
HURBETHRRBI, mBEALCKkMEE
(2004 ) 5T A VR 6.7 2 /8 3T, LA
BRERIBCN B AR, 72K SOA ST gL
BT RE¥ 1 Stroop B NE , {5 Stroop XL
T A PRI, AR T NCE, Bennett,
Lleras, Oriet 1 Enns (2007 ) 3 B 1% &5 @ FL
82| T NCE 25, (B FamFLIEEBIE X
B BT IE R 3 E A REZ ST TE
KRB EXRR BIRE EFRE.N
BELZMHERHB A, H Eimer
Schlaghecken (1998 ) YEEAE N n W H
FRIFE] B AE 55 o BB 15 8] NCE, | it NCE
BXTEIMESEH/INE XN TFER
o

HWHEFEP - T %R xF NCE HyR0 K
BRFLEE XK NCE, AP 55 K A HEik
JREhEE, FESE R 1 S 2 a5 A
H SR A AVER BT B sha, @il P -
T RERFEE_EES TR AR
M IIKSFEARF=F &4 T BB, %
BIISETE P~ T B A LW RA TR T
BT ZEMR NCE, T Eimer 1 Schlaghecken
(1998) LIFR 7 M F820 B e I
HIB BB, AR BTHEP -TE
BRI KFHER&4T HE NCE, HE
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HEMGT B BEEX, i TKFA [ o
TR K 2 INFIENBET /B3
I, W54 NCE B A AR A 721/ XK
3, IR BB HAUS 3, PLAFER KPR
NCE,

2 XKW1 EERETRE I
RYE T3 Bh3 RL

2.1 A%

TERREFEAE 18 A(BET A, &1
AN) AR 19 -28 &, P E4ERE 22.83 ¥,
FRABRMARFERDIET, BAEF
F, B8 IEFTHREE,
2.2 MBAFHH

SCIG FE FF 7E Dell Optiplex 755 i+8H #L
Lizf7, Base N 21 Fa~F liyama MA203DT
Vision Master Pro 513, 4> ¥ N 1024 x
768, BIFTARE 100Hz, BHREER B A, T
OB E, TAEREHIBEIRAERFT PR,

ERAARER S, A 0.2°x0.2°%;
SRR A ZE B A BOET Sk (“ < <7 B
“>>7), M 1. 1° x0. 6°; FRIT N X 4]
FBME L, A 1. 1° x0.6°; AR
Fik(“< <" > >7) KEK(“"H

=" )N F(“LE"MR”) , NE LK

B MM 1.1°x0.6°, IWFMMAH 1.0° x
1.0°,
2.3 kst

2 x3 AWK, BZEER: (1)

JBEhIiER T H -5 BARMIE R AL X R

(—EMAR—B) HHANER; (2) BFRm
A (WE L KL F) hAHE TR,
BRI A E LB A EE &M4F; BRI N
KB A0 KA R 4544 BARI N
PFR I T FARR %M. HEEAR
B FIEFASE
2.4 KEAEF

LR FR A E - Prime 2. 0 344

i, B A sSe e, REEE R4 57cm, —
EEUREP R, X BR8N o

BMAKRPLZRRBUOT(REL):
(DRBPREIEMRARC - 7500ms; (2)
EURMEREAOF LB < <”
B > > 720ms; (3) 2 30X [ XUEF 3k & b0
FIFERKII 100ms; (4) 231 H F5I% 100 ms,
FoR YR BE TR X EH X B AR TUE S B 5 R
Pio BEEMET,X < <" HAEFEIHE
EFiLE, X > > HEFRIBEGHE X
f M TR FHERIAET, X" BEF
BIEEAEFf LR M >" HAFRIBEE
Hik8; TN T/ FARFESRGT , A" A
EFREEAT LR, M “E"HAFRTE
&”E%%%o

— S

H1l XBHETREE

IEREWH =4, =AHEBEILIF 2.
FHELW G 16 KJGH 1T 200 KIEFK A
I, BEHEA M A HAE R &A% 100 1K,
PR EEFHEVLES, EXREZE S S5
100 AR B—IK , ILFT BT E] 24 40 43588

EXZRBREH#HITRIIPINES. &
100 MK R 2 IE sh I A #EOR, f5 30

HLAY [A] 20ms (90% ) 5% 200ms (10% ) ,
200ms J3 h¥ 4 °] PR A R T 2RI 2% , FERCTT 2
BLAT[E] 100ms , BRBIAXT B SHITAEBEBI L

Bl, LWL REHEIPIAREETEBE 3
]

~ O

Eﬂﬁ 500ms

I J& BT 20ms
‘ \ B 100ms

i

H#R3 100ms
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2.5 #REoH
ERBTMB AL S 4, 20ms 3 BT
BEHIIEBER A 49. 22% , 5BETLKF 50%
EFRBE 1(1,17) = —0.65,p =0. 527,
W RE, AR EEFTADNSE

EAERII, RABITEAROET
R

HIBR R RIETTE 2. 5 MREZE Z S HI 3K
5, 5 BBIEN 0.4% . EFRBLFEIR
RIETFIERR R AR 1 F1E 2,

1 WHFLBIIMFHTAE BRI FHRER (ms) FAERE (%)

XXH % BRI Kk B DUF BT
—3 -2 —3 A —¥ A—E
R 8 (ms) 497(54.12)  411(46.52)  426(41.75)  387(34.82)  451(39.16)  450(40.70)
EHE(%) 87.50(10.18) 96.78(6.65) 94.56(5.75) 98.11(3.10) 96.00(3.14) 96.00(3.34)

B EBARTRIREE, BN P -TIRAMERBIENSF, A —BUEAN P -THHAHERERF. TR,

—— 08 —3R
— 8= R AR
e [FERE —3

O [ERRR AR

2
70 ‘\,——-—-——""’fJ
e
. 4 B-
*%

i

REXEHFR  KEXEHR  OFEHR

B2 XNEFLBIMESTAREBETH
EHFRF(ms) FAIERRZE(% )

*F BT 2(—30HE) x3( BRI
RO WBRAANERNBR T EZ0W. &%
T, —HHEFTHNEE, F(1,17) =
81.04,p <0. 01; HARIIE R =W B 3,
F(2,16) =34.49,p <0. 01 ; — B 5 B5
WMARAZHEABE F(2,16) =37.52,p
<0. 01, fAT BRAS R 43 AT 2= B - XA 3k HARI;
(F(1,17) =103. 80,p <0.01) MK FiL H
FRIF(F(1,17) =22.04,p <0. O1) B fl§ —
BN B, —BRG T R ANNY
BERK TR —8&ME; XF BrWat—3
MR N ABZE, F(1,17) =0.31,p =0. 588,

Xt =Fb B 4RI 8 B B Jg sh & #E47 05
E0T. GREAWN: BRI XN B
# F(2,16) =35.52,p <0. 01, 4 33k
SR NE L HARTESIBEEE KT
KHk HFRI, p <0. 01 ; K& 3k BARTUS
HEEEKFNFBIRM,p <0. 01 ; WH
LEBRTESREERTF BRM,p <

) i%ﬁ.

0.01,

X IEFRIT 2(—BHE) x3( HinW
RAD PPN ETZ MBS EST. &R
ZH: —HHEFTHNEE,F(1,17) =
15.83,p <0.01; B AR B £ 0 B 3,
F(2,16) =4.13,p <0. 05 ; —FHE5 BRI
R HEFABE,F(2,16) =12.83,p <
0.01, fay B33 R 4 B R B« IUHET 3k B 4530
(F(1,17) =24. 44 ,p <0. 01) Fik &k H
FRI(F(1,17) =5.40,p <0. 05) B 9 — B
RN RE, - BRGTHEREYE
ERTFTA—B&M; F Binmer —30
N AEZE, F(1,17) =0.00,p =1. 00,

M=FEHRRYEHFGNEHTH
EZ0W. EREN: BRI E3 8
% F(2,16) =12.83,p <0. 01, f&f B R
SMER: VFHLEBRMBEIREEFE KT
KELBHIRB,p <0.01; K&k BRI
HEBERFLF BRI, p <0. 05; IEf
HAR RSB B E R TINF HRW,p <
0.01,

2.6 it

RETR K FT L KM T BB NCE, I
FEMTREI NCE, #85 P - T in LKF
HXRBEZWHEZRE NCEWERERE,
WERFZFTHEIBREBEES TRE K,
HHP-THRAEEEREWEHE,HE
NCE ALK TFARERE, ARTEE
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BN . TLF HIRIRAF TR B NCE, ]
T E kB SR A X S 4k 1E B AR
M R M, X 5 Eimer #1 Schlaghecken
(1998) B GE RAH— B, HEAMRNF
BHERTRMAT1EE S A%, HEBR T Eimer
F1 Schlaghecken B4 H #5WiE {5 B 55
TIA UM ] BEHE .

L2 RART NFREhWHHE— P8,
RP-TXRREX NCE Wi, FAatEEE

BEEE XK NCE,
3 3082 WEONFRIIMm
BRI T IS sh3 R
3.1 kX
FIsEEe 1,
3.2 BB
LB FSELE 1,

BTARF "R A", RA 1.0°
x 1. 0% HEROR L7 “ 2" 1 /7 F I
BLLHA 1.0° x 1.0°; BARTUN I F (“ &£
A7) TSI (“ Left” B, “ Right™ ) 5%
IHFR (4 < <"E* > >7) , WFHRM1.0°
x1.0°, Ze3CAFEPA 1. 1° x0.6°, WFfk

M 1.1°x0.6°,
3.3 %t

2 x3 AR L ERIT, BERN: (1)
JashIFR 7~ J5 18] 5 B PRITE 2 RN B R 2R
(—BFA—Z) , hERNZE; (2) BFHRW
B 2E (I FESCRRIR T 3k ) , I 4HLTE]
TR, BARTANFENIEE LM B
91 R 9 SCEY A 00 T oK S A8 6] 2% 44 ; B ARI0
AE LB M T KRR, BER
AR BB FIERE,
3.4 ZBEA

BRI L, oA R SC 1,
3.5 #RX55#

TER P FE 55+ ,20ms JF BT
P IEBE 3K 48. 83% , S5 HEPLAKF 50%
ERABE,(1,17) = —1.10,p =0. 286,
ERERE, A SRR EFTLRDE
EAERBW, AR AT ET
R o

HIBRRIAT7E 2. 5 MARHEZE 24 B 5
&, 5 EEIER 0.5% , S LB A IE#f
ELFE2 FE3,

F2 NFRIBMFHFTAREEFRRAAFYR AR (ms) FIIERIE (%)

DUF BARIL R HART WEFk BRI
—3 A—H — A—H —% A2
FLRE At (ms) 476(47.17)  428(42.45)  485(44.58)  476(40.40)  401(37.02)  401(36.10)
EHE(%) 88.67(11.67) 95.11(11.92) 94.22(3.97) 96.44(4.16) 96.89(4.31) 97.00(3.60)

—— 76—

BFEFA
3 NFANEE S TRRE R
44K R (ms ) FUIERRE (% )
F R RBT i#EAT 2 (—BtE) x3( BRI

AEXEHA  WEKESA

BENHRAANEEMB T EZTW, SRR
B —BUEEH PR, F(1,17) =53.08,p
<0.01; BARMIKRI FH N B E,F(2,16)
=59.28,p <0.01; —ZtE 5 HFR A BRI
HEEHSZ,F(2,16) =36.85,p <0.01,
TRY BRASURL 5347 - L B AR (F(1,17)
=97.97,p <0. 01) f1FE X H AR WK M4
(F(1,17) =4.97,p <0. 05) T f— B
R BE, —BFHFTHRMAYEEK
FA—BFKM; WF L BIrm&KxGFT —K
MR A B2, F(1,17) =0.01,p =0. 929,
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X =% HARIA B9 R B it JE sh B BF T
EHW. EREN: HARTWAE FH N B
# F(2,16) =36.85,p <0.01, fajEARLN
SMEHNEFERABEIEEZF K TR
SCEHBRW,p <0.01; XX BARTURHER
ERKFTWH K B, p <0. 05; F BH5
MESBEEERKTNHRERW,p <
0.01,

X EEFEFEREAT 2 (—BUHE) x3( BRI
HA)WHERNEZWNEFEZ40T. &R
EB: —BHEEHMNBE, F(1,17) =
31.73,p <0.01; HARWKE EH N BE,F
(2,16) =9.71,p <0.01; —F 5 HHrIW
R HIEFRARE,F(2,16) =17.51,p <
0.01, RIS BA : F B iRk
A (F(1,17) =49.17,p <0.01) Fi¥i 3L H
PRIRKE(F(1,17) =9.50,p <0.01) T H
— BN B B E, —B&H T IERHEY
BERTFA KM WEH kL BIrm &4
T—HHERNARE,F(1,17) =0.06,p =
0. 813,

M= EFRREGF THIEREESE
HTHEDTN. EGREA: HHRTAR £
MV EE F(2,16) =17.51,p<0.01, #F
— 2B TR SR 28O 4 A R B - T B AR TS 3)
BREEZFXTHEICEEM,p <0.01;3E3CH
IR BB ERTNEH L BAAWM,p <
0.01; NF BB B B EFE KX THNE X
B4R ,p <0.01,

3.6 it

L 2 UINFAB W, ERLFEF
HCH&MF T B NCE, ik &k TR HEI
NCE, B P-T I LTKFEHAXREL HE
ZEYE NCE WEERE., KBRS
T #4388 NCE, #— 254 B NCE &R [FFH
WEERBIIBA WML BIHKMHF
BHBBE/NTFNFHFHF, BHARESR
¥ NCE W& ,BIFERERE,

M T BT FER, ENFE MK
X HARW &4 THHIMT NCE, ZH:T
TIEXMERS LB RN TIHEm R E4k =
BB R, F B U BAFEE 1R KSR NCE,

4 RiTig

B 55 LA SR B F IE B8 320 NCE By4g
BN, RRAAFEHRBRELMNESS, &
B P - T EHEA I NCE; hn Tk EA8 R ae
WH I NCE, BiSshBR EF/ NTEEFKMN;
X4 P -T i T/K-FAFIEE B I
4.1 HHAFHKEFTAHR-BIFAXER
st B T & 3 A An L84 F rh AL

P SE B BN LK A R 54 3 3R
NCE, %8 NCE BRARFEE BT
B, BEELKMT K NCE B mT /K4
FIZ&4TEX, L83 NCE AR P - T
MEER,HEAMEER W NCE K&,
MITKEARFZETERALUIABS, R
EXP-THFI/KFEAERF A HR
NCE, XFMERAEBREERNTHFEEMI
BrEL, 2 8 LT A Fn 3% IR ma T X
TEENMI;REREERPMBE, 2E
A BT R R BB RS wa Xt A R i oK 15
BRI, ’
4.1.1 BHRTEEMIFHE: B LW TIAM
E X BT E ST

REMSINARTE S IR 8 3him
I, ERAARES S, A% 8 LW T A
| B2 A ( Posner & Snyder,1975) , 1Bk
T ds MIE M SIA A B 3L B RE
N, E-ERELTAARESS,%
A 1 3 %] 8 5 ( Boy, Husain & Sumner,
2010) , RE—RIAHN NCE B BEi{LIAR
(Klapp,2005 ; Schlaghecke & Eimer,2006) ,
BRI 683 B LT FAMEEHRIESER N,

Kiefer i Martens 76 T 15 )3 sh{E
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SRRV A S IE B RIES,. &R
BXERAESEERTEH4RE 3, KER
£ W HI 59 T J3 35 ( Kiefer & Martens,
2010 ; Martens , Ansorge & Kiefer,2011) , X
PR, B3 fE BT AR REEmE)fE
GEsiE M, M TR mIZAa EmTiA
HEHWAYT., 2R REP-TRHETH
— 28t A4 1 B NCE, i, 7] 82 B A A
RGEHIEXLZHBIMITHT B,
REFEENT. RAEFESHT B3I
XM B LT T RESFREN, BaITiA&
/AN T, S X B AR I8 R
TEEMILH—ITEERGFRELTEST
X,NCE BEHAZAEFHTREEMWA L
T FIAFEI T HET .. XBHFESHEEmMT
KGR, IAAMRGEREELRELR, R
HEAXFEEHTM T, B LM TR
¥ HI T BEXT NCE B El,

Klapp F1 Haas (2005 ) 7E %7 sk #8885 30
AT ERGE P BT #IT 2 8
B R B, BH R AR M , {82250 B ir 4
BETEL IR . Al GERH
FEZEBHRMESFFRIIMEESE
2%, WE /I T ; MAER ST X B W
B H R BTSSP ESMIEE S MR, XT
REMTAHRNMEA, BM#EAGRESE
O, B3I, RN, B+, Eimer
Schlaghecken (1998) DA “LL” #1“RR” & H
PRI A 153 NCE 7] 5B2H &7 k)3 3h I
HIANFm ARG E IR XE BT, B
ZRERTE N TYE B Z 5b, R e X B Hn
YR o
4.1.2 FZRLBT B - B A3 R R e XA ]
I LIKE BB BURE

J3 ShE8UN B 43 BS L 7] BE R A= 7E B B
B, BT 3 35 BT B K ma Xt [F] — 7K F
FERMR M. R BIiRBE 4, M
REX T BaiWmTEHE—HFr, B

ZRAEKP-TETFE—/KER, A&
HXFm T, XRPUFAHRICIZH - 1EH
1824 T2 (Roediger,1990) , KA
Xt P - T in T3 #8)8 F R —F K Pey, A4
EIRT B3,

B EAE AN, BB 3
HEW T W AR IEAZ EEFB ¥ % NCE, {2
BEWEISHFRARE L P -T RRME
Ao BEHRMWFRA#—FHEIT _HERXRX
NCE e/ EARRAEER T/ EMI
M Bk & B AR IR N TR B, SR ik —
583 NCE WHEISEM
4.2 HBEIEXKTF LG RN E

AB 5T 3 B 0 P I B R BEALK
FL RN ERSITAT R, R EEIREAT
R, Z5RINFFIEC BRI &A4T H M
B sh, VLB R T )3 348 2)iE Ui T3
ST IR kX BRI RN, ZFRFERT
fE B R AR EHE U TR, Faf, X
P e 22 B0 X 5 4k R 28 R A3, 155
BHFF#E1E LK F LB NCE, XiE/~,NCE
Al BB REE R EZ M N T/KF LR
A, 5 e X s i s —
B, LIS NCE i -& ME iy b i 8
BNE KRS -

Flat, ¥ P-T i mLAKFEARME,
SLH 2 XAk BARTRA M FIRA R IE
MR, EARNMNMUEAEBEEBIABTIEX
JBIPFR BEAE L i e e EEE
SR EN A T RSB REE A
£, mmITKFSE, FEE T REEFEE
B LTHEEERAEH T EXNT, &
BRI - FRARENETHIEX
NCE, 1R H B SE Z AL B P il i e %, W B
BUARS o

5 & it

(DP-TXRXAEMATHFEEMIT, =
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FHIMTKFHF A4 H 3 NCE, ZE R —
MIKFHAARERR, SshER8 ;P
~-THAEERE W NCE N33 E,BR
R EER;

(2)FFAEIE LK F_ER NCE, I F 23
HIE X5 B 7T LA1S BE SO T30 f5 4%
BXUESPHRL

SRk

=3, %, (2004). B E 5B T MR sHZE
A2 5.3k A Stroop BURE HIIEHE. L EERL ¥ ,27
(3) ,567 -570. '
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Experimental

Effect of the Prime — Target Relationship on Subliminal Information

Processing in Negative Compatibility Effect

WANG Jia -ying ZHANG Ming
( Department of Psychology, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130024, China)

Abstract

Negative Compatibility Effect (NCE) is a result of
surprise that masks prime arrows inhibition responses
of compatibility target arrows and facilitates respon-
ses to opposite — direction target arrows. In two ex-
periments, the current research investigated the
effects of the prime ~ target relationship on sublimi-
nal information processing by employing the masked
— prime paradigm. In Experiment 1, primes were
double arrows pointing to left or right, targets were
double arrow ( identical condition ), long arrow
('same cognitive process condition) or character
(different cognitive process condition). In Experi-

ment 2, primes were Chinese character “ A" or

“%&”, targets were character(identical condition) ,
English word ( same cognitive process condition) or
double arrow ( different cognitive process condition).
The research proved that there occurred subliminal
semantic priming in the masked prime paradigm, the
direction of priming was negative. Early studies
showed positive prime in subliminal semantic prime,
the difference might be due to the short time course
used in present study.

Key words; prime - target relationship,
masked — prime, negative compatibility effect, sub-

liminal semantic prime, level of processing



