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The Role of Unconsciougiess n theL earning of L 2 Form-meanng Connections
An Exper mental Study of the mplicit L earnng of Semantic Prosody

1 . 2
GONG Rong, GUO Xiuyan
(1 School of Foreign Languages, East China University of Science and Technolbgy, Shanghai 200237, China;
2 Deparment of Psycholbgy, EastChina NomalU niversity, Shanghai 200062, China)

Abstract The ole of consciousness and unconsciousness in the learning of L 2 meaning-form mappings has long been
a oontroversial issue Based on the relevant findings by Ellis (1994) , Willians (2005) and sme other scholars, the
present study hypothesizes that avareness is necessarily involved in the leaming of arbitrary fom-meaning connections
(i e the learning of theword’ s central meaning) and that implicit processingmechanisn contributes to the learning of
fom-meaning connections that are not arbitrary (i e the leaming of the word’ s implicit samantic features, for
instance, theword’ s expressive connotations such as samantic prosody). Then an experimentwas conducted, inwhich
46 oollege students participated working on computer-presented leaming materials, and Dienes' s (2005) subjective
measures of mplicit knowledge was enployed to exanine the implicit leaming of samantic prody in three different
task enviorments (reading, trandating and rule-searching) aswell as the factors affecting it The results of this
experiment not only lend sme support 1o our hypothesis but al© demonstrates that given an gopropriate task, there
occurs a dynanic interaction betveen mplicit and explicit learning mechanisns in the leaming of fom-meaning
connections, the learning of mplicit meaning features in particular This finding is believed o have significant
implications for task-based incidental L2 vocabulary leaming activities
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