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BANAHUE MOP®ONOMMUYECKOWN C/TIOXXHOCTU
HA PACIMO3HABAHWE CJ/IOBA

Llenbto nccnefoBaHNs ABNAETCA U3yUeHUe CneLuduKy KOrHUTUBHOW 06paboTKu
NPON3BOAHOIO CNOBa Ha MaTepuane pycckoro sisbika. B pamkax gaHHOro nccnefoBa-
HUS Mbl UCMOMb3YEM METOZ NPUHATUSA NeKcuyeckoro pewenns (LDT) ans nsyyeHus
0C0GeHHOCTE BOCMPUATUS PYCCKOTrO NPOM3BOAHOTO WMEHW HOCUTENSMU PYCCKOTO
A3blka. B 3afaun MccnefoBaHUs BXOANT BbISBNEHME aKTyanbHOCTU GOpPManbHOi
1 CEMaHTU4eCKOI pacyneHeHHOCTW NPOU3BOAHOTO UMEHW NpU ero BocnpuaATAK. Ans
KOHTPONS (hopManbHOW pacyNeHeHHOCT Mbl MPOTUBOMNOCTABNASAEM MPON3BOAHbIE
CNoBa C HEMPOM3BOAHBLIMM CIOBAMMW U HE CNOBaMW C NeranbHbIM CyphnuKcom u 6es
Hero. O6paboTka CeMaHTUYECKOro KOMMOHEHTa KOHTPONMPYETCS B acnekTe Hanmuus
1 OTCYTCTBUSA OLLEHKM B MPOM3BOAHOM C/OBE M He CIOBE 3a CYeT OLLeHOUHOCTW UK
HeliTpansHoCTH cyddukcea.

Kntoyesble cnosa: cnoBoo6pasoBaTenibHas MOfeNb, NPOU3BOAHOE CNI0BO, (hopMasib-
Hast U CeMaHTNYecKas pacyieHeHHOCTb, Pacro3HaBaHe CN10Ba, KOMMO3ULMOHALHOCTb
1 XONMCTUYHOCTb BOCMIPUATHS.

CylyecTBytoLMe runoTesbl 0 cnocobe 06paboTkn Mopgonornyeckn
CNOXHOro cnosa (komnosuunoHHas (Taft 1975, 1979, Sproat 1992, Hender-
son 1985), xonuctunyeckan (Taft 1975, 1979, Sproat 1992, Henderson 1985)
1 Mofenb «fBoiiHoro goctyna» (Aitchison 1987; Butterworth 1983; Fromkin
1985; Kess 1993; Sandral994; Taft, 1994, Stemberger 1985, Taft&Forster,
1975)) hopmupoBanich, B 60MbLLEH CTEMNEHW, HA IKCMEPUMEHTAIbLHOM MaTe-
puane aHrNNCKOro A3blka.

Pycckunil A3blK B MCCNef0BaHUAX Takoro poja MeHee NpefcTaBieH,
XOTH, HECOMHEHHO, paboTbl B JAHHOM HanpasneHuu BeayTca (CM. paboTbl
T.HFO. Ca3oHoBoil 1993, 1994; C.W. Toroesoit 1988). MNpu 3TOM MHOrue
nccnepoBaTenn 0TMEYaloT, 4TO He06X0AMMO NONy4YnTb 60NblUEe JaHHbIX
no 0C06eHHOCTN 06paboTKM NPOU3BOLHBIX C/I0B Ha MaTepuane cnoBoobpa-
30BaTeNbHO 60nee pa3BUTbIX A3bIKOB (CM. paboTbl R. Bertram, J. Hyona,
M. Laine 2011).

Martepwuan pyccKkoro A3bika, C ero CTPYKTYPHO W CEMaHTUYeCKU pa3BeT-
B/IEHHOI cNoBOOGPa30BaTeNbHOM CUCTEMON, B 3TOM acrekTe NpescTaBnsert
LLIMPOKOe None Ang 1UccnefoBaTeNbCKol AeATeNbHOCTU NCUXONUHIBUCTOB.
B HacToslLLeM 3KCMepuMeHTe B KauecTBe MaTepuana Ucnonb3yTcs pycckue
cnoBoo6pasoBatefibHble CY(HUKCHI, BXOAALLME B COCTAB CUHKPETUYHBIX
€noBoobpa3oBaTe/bHbIX TUMOB PYCCKOro A3blka (Hanpumep, rnaron + cyd-
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(huKC -0K (CTPEenok)), KoTopble HaXOAATCA B 30He Nepexoda Mexay AByMs
OCHOBHbIMU C10BOO6GPa30BaTe/lbHbIMU Chepamm, a UMEHHO MyTaLOHHOI
1 MOAM(UKALMOHHOM, 1 COBMELLAIOT CeMaHTU4ecKne MpoLecchl 3Tux
cthep (cm. paboTbl PezaHoBoi 1996, Harenb O.B. 2005). B uccnegosaHum
BbIABUraeTcs rnnoTesa o TOM, 4TO MPOM3BOAHbIE CIOBA U He coBa 06pa-
6aTblBalOTCS AO/bLUE 3@ CYET 3aTPATHOIO MexaHu3Ma Mopthonornyeckoi
fiekomnosuuun. Kpome 3Toro, NpejnonaraeTcs, YTo OLEHOUYHbIA KOMMOHEHT
TaKXe 3aMef/1feT BpeMs peakuun, akTyaiusmpys CeMaHTUKY W Harpyxas
06paboTKy,

Pe3ynbTaTbl 3KCMEpPUMEHTa, MONYYeHHbIe Ha MaTepuane pyccKoro s3blka,
NOATBEPAUNN BbIBUHYTYIO TNMOTE3Y O TOM, YTO MOPHONOTNYECKM COXHOE
€noBo 06pabaTbiBaeTCA Mef/ieHHee, YTO NOATBEPXAAeTCA CTaTUCTUHECKO
3HauMMocTbIo Mopdonoruyeckoro adpdekra (F(1,78) = 11,8, p<.0009). Mony-
UeHHble aHHble PenanuMpoBany pesynbTaTbl MOAOGHbLIX 3KCMEPUMEHTOB
Ha MaTepuase aHrIMIACKOro 1 iHCKOro A3bikoB (Bertram et al., 1999; Laine et
al, 1999; Niemi et al., 1994). UTo >e kacaeTcs BTOPOI r1notesbl, To 3IPhekT
OLLEHOYHOCTM OKasancsa ctatucTuyeckn HesHauutenbHbim (F(1,76) =2,7,
p< .09), Np1 3TOM MHTEpaKLMKN faHHbIX 3A(EKTOB TaKKe He 6blNo BbIAB-
NeHo.

[llaHHble pe3ynbTaTbl 4alOT OCHOBaHWe nonaraTb, YTo, B OT/IMYME OT
NeKCUYecKoil 06paboTKM, B CEMaHTUYECKOM acreKTe Mpou3BO/AHbIe CMoBa
06pabaTblBalOTCA XONNCTNYECKMN, aKTyanmsnpys CeMaHTUYeCcKoe efUHCTBO
NPOu3BOASALLEN OCHOBbI U CyddmKca.

Olga V. Nagel (Tomsk, Russia)

THE EFFECT OF MORPHOLOGICAL COMPLEXITY
ON WORD IDENTIFICATION

The research focuses on cognitive processing of a derived word. The role of
morphological structure in word recognition ofa Russian derivational name was studied
using a lexical decision task (LDT). The aim ofthe research is to reveal significance
of structural and semantic complexity during word recognition process. To control
structural complexity suffixed and simple words as well as non-words with and witliout
legal morph are contrasted. Semantic component is presented by evaluation charge in
a derived word and non-word (evaluative vs. neutral suffix).

Key words: derivational model, derived word, structural and semantic complexity,
word identification, compositional and holistic perception.
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