
Reading plan for medium-term future: 

fundamental debates/issues in lexical access of morphologically complex words
1
 

 

• Overviews 

1. William D. Marslen-Wilson 2007: perception  (Kie) 

2. Hay & Baayen 2005: gradience 

 

These capsule descriptions are very rough, and sometimes translate the real example from 

another language into English, so don’t take them too literally. 

 

• Decomposed vs. non-decomposed access 

3. Taft & Forster 1975: a classic 

4. Henderson, Wallis, & Knight 1984: another classic 

5. Giraudo & Grainger 2000: decomposition happens late 

6. Taft & Ardasinski 2006: decomposition is early and obligatory 

7. R Schreuder & Baayen 1995: dual-route model 

also Baayen, Dijkstra, & Robert Schreuder 1997 

8. Kuperman, Bertram, & Baayen 2008: testing various factors that should influence access 

route 

9. Wurm 1997: left-to-right processing of auditorily presented words 

also Winther Balling & Harald Baayen 2008 

 

• Form similarity (brothel-broth) vs. pseudomorphology (corner-corn) vs. opaque 

morphology (apartment-apart) vs. transparent morphology (walker-walk) 

10. William Marslen-Wilson et al. 1994: no cross-modal priming without semantic 

relationship (apartment doesn’t prime apart), and other classic results 

also Feldman 2000 for gradient version; Plaut & Gonnerman 2000 for simulation of M-W 

& al.’s results; Gonnerman, Seidenberg, & Andersen 2007 for a related follow-up; 

William D. Marslen-Wilson et al. 1996 for more follow-up; VanWagenen 2005 for 

another follow-up 

11. Rastle, Matthew H Davis, & New 2004): yes it does, if you use masked priming instead 

also Ram Frost, Forster, & Avital Deutsch 1997, Longtin, Segui, & Halle 2003; see 

Rastle & Matthew H. Davis 2008 for overview 

12. Longtin & Meunier 2005: rapidify primes rapid, and sportation even primes sport, but 

rapidel doesn’t prime rapid. 

13. Giraudo & Grainger 2003: remake masked-primes rethink 

See also Andoni Duñabeitia, Perea, & Carreiras 2008: %%%%%er primes walker 

14. Rastle et al. 2000: with longer duration, semantic relatedness matters more 

also R Frost et al. 2000, Rueckl & Aicher 2008 

15. Morris, Grainger, & Holcomb 2008: an ERP study coming to a similar conclusion 

16. Vannest & Boland 1999: Level 1 vs. Level 2 suffixes 

also Tsapkini, Kehayia, & Jarema 1999 on effects of phonological rules 

 

For me to cover in wrap-up: Damian & Martin 1999 (production), Kouider & Dupoux 2009 

                                                 
1
 Got a lot of help organizing this list from Frost & al. 2008, VanWagenen 2005. 
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