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(Dinesh Ramoo (2021) Psychology of Language, 165-168. BCcampus Open Education. J ¥ —#B2kZ)

i (1)

i (2)

i (3)

H (4)

THRER (1) @ lemmas 1 ED LS 72t Dh, ARZEN L TEARANZHA L7z X0,

THRES(11) @ The reason these two processing levels, lemma retrieval and word-form encoding, are

assumed to exist & (L ED X H 72 Dh>, ASCZAN L TEMAAYIZFHEA L7z Z\y,

T (i1) D In the first, we see that the morpheme that indicates the plural number has remained in

place while the morpheme for ‘apple’ and ‘pie’ exchanged. % HAFEIZAR LR XV, Fiz, ZTOEKT
% & ZAITHONWT, ASUTAI L TRARNSRHII L 722 SV,

TR (iv) @ Roeloffs (1999) id, ED LI REEBREZITV, ED LI RFERESET, EOkHR
TEm A BN DDy, ASUZED U T EAEENZFEA Lis X0y,
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II. [SEFEEFEBEKRE] 2EFOEE TREE LGOS EREFL S IPA TEIL LRIV,
III. R®D 10FEOH NS 5 3EEZOY, IR L7z B CERIZEE L7z &0,
1. accent 2. agglutination
5. gender

compositionality
iconicity
9. relative clause

7. inalienable possession

4. ergative alignment
1 0. sonority hierarchy

8. linguistic relativity hypothesis
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