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The psychological mechanism and thoughts of L2

sentence processing via ERPs

YU Zhonggen

( College of English Zhejiang Yuexiu University of Foreign Languages Shaoxing 312000 China)

Abstract: There is a big difference in researches on L2 sentence processing in and outside China. Emphasis of

research outside China is on the psychological mechanism of sentence processing while the domestic research not

only explores the psychological mechanism itself but also pays attention to the issues raised by psychological mech—

anism of sentence processing analyzing whether L2 sentence processing is close to or similar to the L1 sentence

processing. Currently

research in this area mainly includes three main schools: module theory

interaction theory

and parallelism. The interaction theory is widely accepted 1i.e. most scholars believe that the sentence processing

is syntactically and semantically interwoven. A few scholars believe that semantic processing has precedence over

syntactic processing. As far as the parallelism is concerned

tence processing.

Key words: L2; L1; sentence processing; ERPs; psychological mechanism

recently very few studies have supported it in 1.2 sen—
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