
John Benjamins Publishing Company

This is a contribution from The Mental Lexicon 12:3
© 2017. John Benjamins Publishing Company

This electronic file may not be altered in any way.
The author(s) of this article is/are permitted to use this PDF file to generate printed
copies to be used by way of offprints, for their personal use only.
Permission is granted by the publishers to post this file on a closed server which is
accessible only to members (students and faculty) of the author's/s' institute. It is not
permitted to post this PDF on the internet, or to share it on sites such as Mendeley,
ResearchGate, Academia.edu.
Please see our rights policy on https://benjamins.com/content/customers/rights
For any other use of this material prior written permission should be obtained from the
publishers or through the Copyright Clearance Center (for USA: www.copyright.com).
Please contact rights@benjamins.nl or consult our website: www.benjamins.com 



Accessing morphosyntactic information is 
preserved at old age, except for irregulars

Jana Reifegerste and Harald Clahsen
Potsdam Research Institute for Multilingualism

The current study examined morphological priming in older individuals using 
two complex phenomena of German inflection. Study 1 examined inflected ad-
jectives which encode multiple morphosyntactic features using regular affixes. 
Study 2 targeted inflected verb forms which also encode multiple features, but 
in this case using idiosyncratic stem variants. Study 1 revealed priming effects 
indicating efficient access of morphosyntactic features from inflected word forms 
with regular affixes. Study 2 showed that the same individuals were less efficient 
at accessing morphosyntactic features from marked stems. We argue that this 
contrast reflects age-related memory decline, which affects feature access from 
(lexically conditioned) stem variants more than feature access from lexically un-
conditioned regular forms.

Keywords: morphological processing, morphosyntactic features, affixation, 
allomorphy, memory

Over the past 100 years, the average human life expectancy has nearly doubled 
(Riley, 2005). These days, reaching an age of 70 years is considered normal in many 
industrialized countries, while it was an anomaly just a few generations ago. This 
increase in longevity calls for research on cognitive functioning in older people. 
Research on the development of cognition across the lifespan has found a decline 
in a number of processes. Older people show a decrease in general processing speed 
(see Verhaeghen and Salthouse, 1997, for a meta-analysis), executive functioning 
(Hasher & Zacks, 1988; Lustig, Hasher, & Zacks, 2007; Treitz, Heyder, & Daum, 
2007; Verhaeghen & Cerella, 2002; Wecker, Kramer, Wisniewski, Delis, & Kaplan, 
2000; but see Verhaeghen, 2011), working memory (Dobbs & Rule, 1989; Foos, 
1989; Salthouse, 1994; Wingfield, Stine, Lahar, & Aberdeen, 1988), and declarative 
memory (Park, Lautenschlager, Hedden, Davidson, Smith, & Smith, 2002; Singer, 
Verhaeghen, Ghisletta, Lindenberger, & Baltes, 2003; Verhaeghen, Marcoen, & 
Goossens, 1993). With respect to language performance, linguistic tasks tapping 
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lexical access have been found to be particularly affected by aging. Older people 
get slower and, at times, less accurate at picture naming (see Mortensen, Meyer, 
and Humphreys, 2006, for a review) and lexical-decision tasks (Allen, Madden, & 
Crozier, 1991; Bowles & Poon, 1981; Newman & German, 2005). They also show 
an increase in tip-of-tongue events, both spontaneous and induced ones (see Burke 
& Shafto, 2004, for a review).

Considerably less is known about grammar and grammatical processing in 
older speakers, and the existing evidence is rather mixed. Some studies report pre-
served grammatical processing, for instance in sentence-monitoring tasks (Davis, 
Zhuang, Wright, & Tyler, 2014; Tyler, Shafto, Randall, Wright, Marslen-Wilson, 
& Stamatakis, 2010) or during the processing of regular compounds (Duñabeitia, 
Marin, Avilés, Perea, & Carreiras, 2009). Other studies reported difficulties in 
older speakers’ grammatical processing; these findings include difficulties in ex-
tracting roots from inflected or derived words in Hebrew (Kavé & Levy, 2005), 
the processing of left-branching sentences in English (Kynette & Kemper, 1986), 
the computation of pronoun-antecedent dependencies (Light & Caps, 1986) or 
ambiguity resolution (Kemtes & Kemper, 1997), and an enhanced susceptibility to 
agreement attraction errors (Reifegerste, Hauer, & Felser, 2017). For morpholog-
ical processing, Clahsen and Reifegerste (2017) obtained a dissociation between 
regular and irregular inflection in two experiments. In a morphological priming 
task testing German participle forms, older speakers showed efficient priming for 
regular (-t) participles, but not for irregular (-n) participles, where previous stud-
ies with younger adults had yielded priming effects for both types of participles. 
Clahsen and Reifegerste attributed this contrast to the increased involvement of 
memory-based retrieval processes for irregular verb forms. Further evidence comes 
from an elicited production task in which older speakers’ performance in produc-
ing irregular German participles was found to be modulated by verbal memory. 
Specifically, older participants with lower verbal-memory scores showed weaker 
frequency effects for irregular forms than participants with higher scores did. The 
authors did not find such a modulation for regular participles. They argued that a 
decline in memory – arguably one of the hallmarks even of healthy aging – leads to 
weaker links between lexical entries stored in the mental lexicon (including a stem 
and its irregular participle form), which in turn results in smaller benefits from 
threshold-lowering properties of words, such as form frequency. As regular parti-
ciple formation is lexically unconditioned (e.g., Clahsen, 1999), their processing is 
less affected by memory limitations.

In the present paper, we will investigate further how older people process in-
flected word forms, focusing on the comparison between morphological compu-
tation and lexical access during online language comprehension. To this end, we 
examined two inflectional processes of German, (i) attributive adjective forms that 
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are marked for gender, case, and number (e.g., müdes – müdem ‘tired’) and (ii) 
present-tense forms of (so-called strong) verbs such as wirft – werfen ‘throws – (to) 
throw’ that have lexically conditioned marked stems with internal stem changes 
(e.g., wirf-). Attributive adjective inflection is a completely regular – lexically un-
conditioned – affixation process that applies to any member of the category ‘ad-
jective’ and consists of the base stem plus a set of portmanteau suffixes to encode 
gender, case, and number features (e.g., [[müde]+m] for the masculine dative sin-
gular form of the adjective müde ‘tired’). From a morphological perspective, we may 
conceive of these affixes as exponents of inflectional rules that spell out the corre-
sponding morphosyntactic feature set (Anderson, 1992; Aronoff, 1994). Following 
previous experimental research (Clahsen, Eisenbeiss, Hadler, & Sonnenstuhl, 2001; 
Opitz, Regel, Müller, & Friederici, 2013; Penke, Janssen, & Eisenbeiss, 2004), we 
assume that the recognition of these kinds of inflected adjective forms engages 
morphological computation processes – that is, stem+affix decomposition and 
the application of inflectional rules, after which the base stem becomes directly 
accessible. By contrast, after stem+affix decomposition of a finite verb form such 
as wirft ([[wirf]+t]), the base stem is only indirectly accessible, through a lexically 
conditioned alternative stem form (wirf-) with its morphosyntactic features. Given 
previous findings suggesting that grammatical computation is better maintained 
at old age than lexically mediated processes, we expect older speakers to efficiently 
access the morphosyntactic features encoded by affixed adjectives, while they may 
struggle to do so from marked verbal stems. Furthermore, previous work has found 
the processing of irregular forms at old age to be modulated by verbal memory skills 
(Clahsen & Reifegerste, 2017). If this finding has any general significance, we should 
find that older speakers’ verbal-memory skills are correlated with their ability to 
extract morphosyntactic features from marked verbal stems.

Study 1: Adjective inflection in older Germans

While inflected adjective forms of German such as müdes, müdem, müder, müden, 
müde ‘tired’ share the same lemma, they also contain different affixes (-s, -m, -r, 
-n, -e) to encode grammatical case, number, and gender features. Furthermore, in-
flected adjectives are highly regular and transparent in German, producing concat-
enated forms that consist of an unaltered stem with or without a segmentable affix. 
Yet, in terms of their morphosyntactic feature content, word forms such as müdes 
or müdem are different from each other, and the question arises as to how these 
features are processed by the language user. In linguistic morphology, the lexeme’s 
different inflected word forms are thought to comprise an inflectional paradigm, 
that is, a multi-dimensional matrix consisting of slots defined by morphosyntactic 
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feature values. Paradigms provide productive systems for generating inflected word 
forms of any lexeme that belongs to a given syntactic category. The formation of 
paradigms is thought to be constrained by more general principles (Kiparsky, 1998; 
Wunderlich, 1996). In Wunderlich’s account, for example, paradigm entries are 
required to be maximally informative and to avoid redundant feature specifica-
tions. Consequently, paradigm entries are underspecified in Wunderlich’s account, 
with direct paradigm specifications for positive feature values only. For a binary 
morphosyntactic category such as Number, for example, plural forms receive a 
positive specification ([NUM: +PL]), whereas the corresponding singular forms 
do not require any extra specification for Number, but instead receive a negative 
feature value ([NUM: −PL]), simply by virtue of their paradigmatic opposition to 
a positively specified form. For the present study, we examined regular attributive 
adjective forms such as müdes, müdem, müde with the suffixes -s, -m, and -e. Table 1 
illustrates their feature bundles according to Blevins’ (1995) account. Here, follow-
ing Bierwisch (1967), classification of the four cases involves the feature [±OBL], 
with [+OBL] for genitive and dative, and [−OBL] for nominative and accusative. 
As can be seen, -m is the most specified affix with two positive features, followed 
by -s, which again is more specified than the least specified affix -e; see also Wiese 
(1999) for a related account.

Table 1. Morphosyntactic feature specifications for -e, -s, and -m

-e -s -m

– [−PL] [−PL]
– [−FEM] [−FEM]
– [−MASC] –
[−OBL] [−OBL] [+OBL]
– – [+DAT]

This difference in specification dovetails with differences in frequency between the 
three forms, in that -m adjective forms have the lowest type and token frequencies 
in German corpora, followed by -s forms which are more frequent than -m forms, 
but less frequent than -e adjective forms; see Schriefers, Friederici, & Graetz (1992).

Attributive adjective inflection in younger adults has been examined in a num-
ber of experimental studies, most commonly with priming techniques (Bosch & 
Clahsen, 2016; Clahsen et al., 2001; Leminen & Clahsen, 2014; Schriefers et al., 
1992), in addition to one sentence-matching (Penke et al., 2004) and one ERP 
violation study (Opitz et al., 2013). A common finding from the behavioral prim-
ing studies was a main effect of target type, with -m adjective forms being more 
difficult to prime than other target forms (Bosch & Clahsen, 2016; Clahsen et al., 
2001; Schriefers et al., 1992). This contrast can be attributed either to the reduced 
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frequency of -m adjective forms or to their morphosyntactic feature content, which 
is more specific than that of -s or -e target forms and hence likely to be more diffi-
cult to prime. In addition, some studies reported priming asymmetries, which are 
hard to explain in terms of frequency differences, but were instead attributed to 
the relative degree of feature specification for the prime and target forms (Bosch 
& Clahsen, 2016; Clahsen et al., 2001; Leminen & Clahsen, 2014). Specifically, 
cases in which the prime word contained all the morphosyntactic features of the 
target word (müdes → müde) led to smaller reductions of repetition priming (see 
Methods section for a more detailed explanation) than the reverse case in which 
the recognition of the target required the additional processing of morphosyn-
tactic features not available from the prime (müde → müdes). This asymmetry in 
reduction of priming, which maps onto the feature specificity laid out in Table 1, 
led to the conclusion that younger German-speaking adults’ speed of processing 
of regular inflected word forms is sensitive to the morphosyntactic feature content 
of these words. The aim of Study 1 was to determine whether this is also the case 
for older individuals.

Method

In order to assess the extent to which older speakers access morphosyntactic fea-
tures contained in regular affixed adjectives, we conducted a cross-modal priming 
experiment. Following previous studies (Clahsen et al., 2001; Leminen & Clahsen, 
2014; Bosch & Clahsen, 2016), we determined sensitivity to morphosyntactic fea-
tures by calculating ‘reductions of repetition priming’ for the critical conditions 
compared to the repetition-priming condition (i.e., when the prime and the target 
are identical), for example, müde versus müdem as primes for the target müdem. 
Identical repetition should yield maximal priming as the prime activates the target 
word in its entirety, including all morphosyntactic information encoded in a given 
form. Other prime words may lead to reduced priming, depending on the prop-
erties of the target word that are and those that are not available from the prime 
word. In the prime-target pair müde → müdes, for example, the target contains un-
primed morphosyntactic features (-PL, -FEM, -MASC) that are not encoded in the 
prime word, which should lead to reductions of repetition priming. In the reverse 
case, however, müdes → müde, the target does not contain any unprimed features, 
which should lead to no or smaller reductions of repetition priming. In this way, 
reductions of repetition priming provide a measure of how efficiently participants 
access the features contained in the prime.
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Participants
We recruited 32 native speakers of German. See Table 2 for an overview of demo-
graphic participant information.

Table 2. Overview of biographical participant information

N 32

Sex 23 female, 9 male

Handedness 31 right-handed, 1 left-handed

mean SD range

Age 62.9 9.6 50–83
CERAD score (out of 100) 90.5 4.6 80–99
MMSE (out of 30) 29.2 0.9 27–30
Education (in years) 14.3 2.1 11–17
Goethe score (out of 30) 27.8 1.4 23–30

All participants completed the neuropsychological test battery of the ‘Consortium 
to Establish a Registry for Alzheimer’s Disease’ (CERAD-Plus; www.memoryclinic.
ch), comprising the Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE; Folstein, Folstein, & 
McHugh, 1975) and subtests assessing verbal fluency, picture naming, construc-
tional praxis, and verbal memory. The CERAD composite score (Chandler et al., 
2005) is the sum of a participant’s scores for Verbal Fluency (Animal Naming; 
Isaacs & Kennie, 1973), the modified Boston Naming Test (Borod, Goodglass, 
& Kaplan, 1980), Constructional Praxis (Rosen, Mohs, & Davis, 1984) as well 
as Word List Learning, Recall, and Recognition Discriminability (Atkinson 
& Shiffrin, 1971), for a maximum score of 100. Five of these subtests (Verbal 
Fluency, Boston Naming Test, Word List Learning, Word List Recall, Word List 
Recognition) directly tap verbal-memory skills. Thus, the CERAD score may be 
viewed as a proxy of verbal memory, with people at the lower end of the contin-
uum having relatively reduced verbal-memory skills. All participants scored above 
the threshold of 1.5 SDs below the population mean (corrected for sex, age, and 
education; Berres, Monsch, Bernasconi, Thalmann, & Stähelin, 2000) on each of 
the subtests, and no participant scored less than 27 points on the MMSE, suggest-
ing that they were not affected by pathological memory decline. Furthermore, 
we assessed participants’ general level of grammatical skill by administering the 
grammar subtest of the Goethe Institute Placement Test, a 30-item multiple-choice 
cloze test (www.goethe.de/cgi-bin/einstufungstest/einstufungstest.pl). The mean 
score our participants achieved puts them at the highest level of grammatical skill 
achievable in this test.
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Materials
Participants saw 72 monomorphemic adjectives in three morphological variants: -e 
(e.g., blaue), -s (blaues), and -m (blauem), ‘blue’. All forms were presented as primes 
and targets distributed over different lists using a Latin-Square design; see Table 3 
for an overview of the conditions.

Table 3. Prime-target pairs for Study 1

Prime affix Target affix

-e -s -m

-e blaue → blaue blaue → blaues blaue → blauem
-s blaues → blaue blaues → blaues blaues → blauem
-m blauem → blaue blauem → blaues blauem → blauem

Adjective forms ending in -e are significantly more frequent (M = 33.31 per mil-
lion) in the CELEX database (Baayen, Piepenbrock, & Gulikers, 1995) than forms 
ending in -s (M = 5.82), which are in turn more frequent than forms ending in -m 
(M = 2.86). The items used in the experiment stem from a wide range of lemma 
frequencies (10–929 per million), with a mean of 169 occurrences per million 
(SD = 214.46). See Appendix A in Bosch and Clahsen (2016) for detailed frequency 
counts. The items did not differ in semantic relatedness between conditions as they 
were all inflected forms of the same base form (blau in the example in Table 3). 
The 72 experimental items were mixed with 36 additional adjective pairs as well as 
with 72 verb pairs, for a total of 180 word-word pairs. These were mixed with 180 
word-nonword pairs, resulting in a total of 360 item pairs. The 180 word-nonword 
pairs consisted of 72 pairs with verb forms as primes and targets and 108 adjecti-
val ones. Nonwords were created by exchanging at least two letters of an existing 
verb’s or adjective’s stem, leaving the onset and the coda intact. Note that form 
overlap (as measured by spatial coding; Davis, 2000) between word-nonword 
pairs (M = 0.63, SD = 0.15) was slightly lower than that between word-word pairs 
(M = 0.86, SD = 0.15, across items in Study 1 and 2).

Procedure
The procedures were adopted from previous cross-modal priming experiments 
with younger adults (Clahsen et al., 2001; Bosch & Clahsen, 2016). The items were 
presented on a laptop with a 17-inch screen using DMDX (Forster & Forster, 2003). 
Each trial started with a fixation point (800 ms), followed by a beep (200 ms), and 
the auditory prime. At the offset of the prime, a visual target word appeared and 
remained on the screen for 500 ms for a lexical (word/non-word) decision. Note 
that the 200 ms target-presentation time used with younger adults was increased 
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to 500 ms in the current study to do justice to the general slowing of reading 
speed in older individuals, for instance due to age-related non-pathological loss 
in visual acuity (Cheong, Legge, Lawrence, Cheung, & Ruff, 2008; Curcio, Owsley, 
& Jackson, 2000; Spear, 1993). After the target word disappeared, participants had 
another 2000 ms to make their lexical decision before the beginning of the next 
trial. Reaction time (RT) measurement started with the onset of the target word 
on the screen. Participants were tested individually in a quiet room and were in-
structed to perform a lexical decision on presented targets by using a game pad 
with two highlighted buttons for ‘YES’ and ‘NO’ responses, with the dominant hand 
controlling the ‘YES’ button. The experimental session was preceded by a practice 
phase including 20 trial items with 10 word and 10 non-word targets. Before the 
experiment, participants filled out a short biographical questionnaire. After the 
experiment, the CERAD and the Goethe test were administered.

Data analysis and model selection
For all RT analyses, we excluded incorrect responses from further analysis as well as 
response times below or above 2 SDs on a per-participant-per-condition basis, lead-
ing to the exclusion of 2.15% of data points. We fit linear mixed-effects regression 
models using the languageR package (Baayen, 2013) and the lme4 package (Bates, 
Maechler, Bolker, & Walker, 2014) to analyze the RT data. By employing backwards 
elimination, the model that best accounts for the log-transformed RTs was identi-
fied. Fixed factors of interest were prime affix (-e/-s/-m), target affix (-e/-s/-m), 
and cerad score (continuous, centered), as well as their interaction. prime form 
frequency (continuous, centered) and target form frequency (continuous, 
centered) were added as log-transformed covariates to control for the contribution 
of form-frequency differences between the different conditions. form overlap, as 
measured using spatial coding (Davis, 2000) was added to control for differences in 
the amount of form overlap between different conditions. trial number (the posi-
tion of the item in the experimental list; continuous, centered) was added as a pre-
dictor to remove residual auto-correlation and to control for trial-level task effects 
(Baayen & Milin, 2010). Random factors were Participants and Items. Following 
Barr, Levy, Scheepers, and Tily (2013), we started with a maximal random-effects 
structure and simplified the model in cases of convergence failure. This led to the 
inclusion of prime affix and target affix as by-participant random intercepts. 
Following common practice, we used t-values (and z-values for categorical data) 
to assess ‘significance’, with the threshold for significance set at 1.96.
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Results

Accuracy rates in the lexical-decision task for target word forms were close to 
ceiling for our participants in all conditions (98.7%). Accuracy was not affected by 
prime affix, target affix, or cerad score (all p > .1).

Table 4 shows the RT data broken down by condition.

Table 4. Mean RTs (in ms) and standard deviations (in parentheses) in Study 1

Prime affix Target affix

-e -s -m Across targets

-e 658 (189) 717 (215) 733 (221) 703 (211)
-s 694 (226) 640 (169) 770 (227) 702 (216)
-m 716 (224) 703 (191) 700 (196) 707 (204)

Across primes 690 (215) 687 (195) 735 (217)

As two of the three fixed factors of interest contain three levels, model comparisons 
were employed using the anova() function to assess the significance of effects of the 
fixed factors as main effects as well as their interaction. To assess the significance 
of main effects, we compared a model containing a given main effect to a model 
without this factor. The significance of interactions was assessed by comparing a 
model containing the interaction in question either (in the case of a higher-level 
interaction) to a model containing only the relevant lower-level interactions or 
(in the case of a two-way interaction) to a model containing only the relevant 
main effects.

We found a main effect of target affix (χ2(7) = 38.764, p < .001), indicating 
differences in the speed with which participants responded to the different types 
of targets across prime types. This contrast is due to significantly longer RTs for -m 
targets than for -e or -s targets (-m vs. -e: β = −0.0541, SE = 0.0146, t = −3.72; -m 
vs. -s: β = 0.0313, SE = 0.0142, t = 2.21); there was no difference between -e and 
-s targets (β = 0.0214, SE = 0.0285, t = 0.75). There was no main effect of prime 
affix (χ2(7) = 3.0326, ns), indicating that across target types, none of the different 
prime affixes led to shorter RTs than the other two. Further, we found a marginally 
significant main effect of cerad score (χ2(1) = 3.2923, p = .070), with higher scores 
leading to shorter RTs.

We also found a two-way interaction between prime affix and target affix 
(χ2(4) = 61.3830, p < .001), while the other two-way interactions were not signif-
icant (prime affix x cerad score: χ2(2) = 2.2423, ns; target affix x cerad 
score: χ2(2) = 2.4976, ns). Lastly, there was no three-way interaction between 
prime affix, target affix, and cerad score (χ2(4) = 5.3946, ns).
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In sum, the model that provides the best fit of the data contains the interaction 
of prime affix and target affix and a main effect of cerad score (plus the cova-
rying factors prime form frequency, target form frequency, form overlap, 
and trial number). In order to understand the nature of the interaction, the two 
factors prime affix and target affix were successively releveled to compare the 
RTs in the different priming conditions to one another. Table 5 presents an overview 
of the magnitudes of reductions of priming for all prime-target pairs relative to 
the respective repetition-priming condition; that is, the difference between a given 
morphological-priming condition (e.g., -s forms priming -e forms) and the relevant 
identity-priming condition (e.g., -e forms priming -e forms).

Table 5. Magnitudes of reductions of repetition priming (in ms and as Cohen’s d)

Prime affix Target affix

-e -s -m

-e – 77 ms
(d = .40)

33 ms
(d = .16)

-s 36 ms
(d = .17)

– 70 ms
(d = .33)

-m 58 ms
(d = .28)

63 ms
(d = .35)

–

In each of the three target-affix conditions, identity priming led to significantly 
shorter RTs than any of the other two prime affixes. That is, -e → -e led to signif-
icantly shorter RTs than -s → -e (β = 0.0487, SE = 0.0197, t = 2.47) and to signifi-
cantly shorter RTs than -m → -e (β = 0.0641, SE = 0.0247, t = 2.60), -s → -s led to 
significantly shorter RTs than -e → -s (β = 0.1033, SE = 0.0221, t = 4.67) and to 
significantly shorter RTs than -m → -s (β = 0.0947, SE = 0.0195, t = 4.85), and -m → 
-m led to significantly shorter RTs than -e → -m (β = 0.0651, SE = 0.0265, t = 2.45) 
and to significantly shorter RTs than -s → -m (β = 0.0898, SE = 0.0199, t = 4.51). 
In other words, all of the magnitudes of reductions of repetition priming displayed 
in Table 5 are significant, relative to the identity condition.

Another finding is an interesting asymmetry for one of the three prime-target 
combinations. Specifically, the difference between -s → -e and identity priming 
was significantly smaller than the difference between -e → -s and identity priming 
(36 ms vs. 77 ms, t = 2.16). This was not the case for the other prime-target com-
binations, for which the two respective directions led to reductions of priming of 
similar size, -m → -e vs. -e → -m: (β = 0.0063, SE = 0.0336, t = 0.19) and -m → -s 
vs. -s → -m: (β = 0.0019, SE = 0.0263, t = 0.35).
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In addition to the effects of different affixes as primes and targets, we found 
a main effect of target form frequency (β = −0.0154, SE = 0.0068, t = −2.26), 
but no effect of prime form frequency (β = −0.0023, SE = 0.0069, t = −0.33) and 
no interaction between prime form frequency and target form frequency 
(β = −0.0039, SE = 0.0030, t = −1.30). There was also no effect of form overlap 
on RTs (β = −0.3371, SE = 0.3817, t = −0.88).

Additional analyses
A reviewer pointed out that in some of the morphological test conditions (viz., 
-s → -e and -m → -e), a given target form, for example müde, is fully contained in 
the prime that preceded it (e.g., müdes, müdem) and that this kind of ‘nestedness’ 
may lead to greater facilitation than for conditions in which the target was not fully 
contained in the prime. To address this concern, we recoded target affix as tar-
get type with the levels ‘nested’ (-e targets) versus ‘non-nested’ (-m and -s targets) 
and prime affix as prime type with the levels ‘identity’ versus ‘morphologically 
related’. We then conducted a linear mixed-effects regression on the data using 
the same covariates as laid out in the original analysis. We found a main effect of 
prime type (t = 2.30), with faster RTs for the identity condition across target types, 
a main effect of cerad score (t = −2.13) due to faster RTs for participants with 
higher memory scores, and a main effect of target form frequency (t = −3.49) 
reflecting faster RTs for more frequent target forms. There were no other main 
effects or interactions. Importantly, we did not find an interaction between prime 
type and target type (t = 0.13), suggesting that the overlap that is present in 
pairs such as blaues→blaue and blauem→blaue did not lead to greater facilitation 
than pairs without such an overlap. In other words, the priming patterns we found 
in the original analyses cannot be attributed to differences in ‘nestedness’ for the 
different prime-target pairs.

Discussion

Study 1 asked whether older individuals in their sixties and beyond extract mor-
phosyntactic features from regularly inflected word forms during on-line language 
comprehension. Given the results presented above, the answer to this question is a 
clear ‘yes’. We found (i) a significant repetition-priming effect for all target types, 
(ii) a target-form effect, with -m forms eliciting longer RTs than -e or -s forms, and 
(iii) an asymmetry for a particular prime-target combination (viz., -s → -e vs. -e → 
-s). Taken together, these results indicate that our participants’ speed of lexical 
access is sensitive to the feature content of primes and targets.

Consider first the repetition-priming effects. Immediate repetition prim-
ing during word recognition is a common finding from many word-recognition 
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studies, mostly with younger adults (Forster & Davis, 1984). The facilitative effect 
can be conceived of as a consequence of residual activation of the prime word that 
is still available when – immediately after the prime – the same item is presented as 
a target for lexical decision or naming. A review of priming studies by Fleischman 
(2007) found priming to be intact in healthy older speakers. The repetition-priming 
effect we obtained in Study 1 is consistent with this finding.

Our second finding is that the type of target affix affected participants’ re-
sponses, with -m forms yielding significantly longer RTs than other adjective forms, 
while there were no such differences between -e and or -s forms. Note that the fre-
quency distribution of these forms in German usage provides only a partial account 
for this finding. That -m forms produced longer RTs could be due to their relatively 
low frequency compared to other adjectival affixes. However, if frequency was the 
crucial predictor, we should also have found shorter RTs for -e than for -s forms, 
as the former are twice as frequent in German usage as the latter (Schriefers et al., 
1992). This was not the case, however, indicating that frequency differences have 
limited explanatory value in the current case.

As an alternative, consider the morphosyntactic feature content of the different 
target affixes. According to the feature matrix in Table 1 (which contains the feature 
specifications for the three affixes tested), what is common to -e and -s is that they 
contain only negative feature values, whereas -m has two features with positive 
values ([+OBL] and [+DAT]). Recall that positive feature values are supposed to 
add new information, whereas the corresponding negative (= unmarked) feature 
values are automatically assigned. From this perspective, the pattern of target RTs 
we obtained – that is, longer RTs for -m forms without any difference between -e 
and -s forms – can be interpreted as a ‘specificity effect’: -m (but not -e or -s) forms 
contain positively specified features, which are not available from any other adjec-
tive form and are therefore harder to prime than -e or -s forms.

Finally, our results revealed an interesting priming asymmetry for -s versus -e 
forms: -s forms primed -e target forms significantly better than -e forms primed -s 
target forms. Hence, for the same word pairs (e.g., for blaues vs. blaue), the direction 
of priming yielded a contrast in word recognition. For the other two prime-target 
pairings we tested (-s vs. -m and -m vs. -e), there were no reliable asymmetries. We 
suggest that these patterns can be explained in terms of the stimuli’s morphosyn-
tactic features. Consider first, however, other factors to account for the observed 
priming patterns. As regards form frequency, recall that the best-fit model to explain 
our data included both prime form frequency and target form frequency to 
control statistically for the influence of frequency differences. Nevertheless, even 
when co-varying out frequency, we found the aforementioned priming asymmetry 
(as indicated by an interaction between prime affix and target affix), confirm-
ing that frequency differences cannot explain the priming patterns we obtained. 
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Secondly, different degrees of formal (orthographic/phonological) overlap between 
prime-target conditions may also account for priming effects. To take a relevant 
case, Basnight-Brown, Chen, Hua, Kostić, and Feldman (2007) found greater facil-
itation for so-called nested targets (e.g., guided-guide and drawn-draw) compared 
to non-nested targets (e.g., run-ran). This contrast also applies to our prime-target 
conditions in which some targets are nested and others are not (e.g., blaues → blaue 
vs. blaues → blauem). Note, however, that the same contrast in terms of ‘nestedness’ 
was present in pairs such as blauem → blaue vs. blaue → blauem, and that these 
pairs did not yield any kind of priming asymmetry. We also performed additional 
analyses to directly test for the role of ‘nestedness’; these analyses did not yield 
any main effects of or interactions with the factor ‘nestedness’, indicating that the 
priming patterns we obtained cannot be explained in these terms.

Consider the priming asymmetries in terms of the morphosyntactic features 
involved. When an -e form is the prime and a form with -s the target, the target 
contains features (for gender and number) that are not already available from the 
prime, whereas in the reverse case, -s → -e, the target form does not have any un-
primed features. Unprimed features may be assumed to reduce repetition priming, 
hence the significant asymmetry in priming for these conditions. For the other two 
prime-target pairings, -s/-m and -e/-m, the target forms always contain unprimed 
features or even feature mismatches, which impede repetition priming irrespective 
of the priming direction. In the case of -s → -m, the case features of -m ([+DAT], 
[+OBL]) are unavailable from the prime, and in the reverse case, -m → -s, the 
[+OBL] feature of -m clashes with the [−OBL] feature of -s. Likewise, for -e → -m, 
the target form contains unprimed (case) features, and for -m → -e, the [+OBL] 
feature of -m again clashes with the [−OBL] feature of -e. In this way, a feature-based 
approach can account for the specific pattern of priming asymmetries we obtained, 
which in turn indicates that our older participants were able to access and process 
the morphosyntactic information encoded in regular inflected adjectives.

Finally, we note that the asymmetric pattern did not seem to be modulated by 
participants’ verbal memory. A marginal main effect of cerad score indicated 
that people with better verbal-memory skills showed a trend of faster performance. 
Recall that this composite score consists of several subtests, most of which tap lex-
ical access, such as verbal fluency and picture naming. It is thus not surprising that 
participants who achieve a high score in this test also tend to show faster RTs in a 
lexical-decision task. It is, however, also noteworthy that the aforementioned in-
teraction between prime affix and target affix – which serves as the diagnostic 
of morphosyntactic feature access – is not modulated by cerad score, indicating 
that across the entire verbal-memory range tested, participants accessed the features 
contained in inflected adjectives.
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Study 2: Inflected verbs with marked stems in older Germans

In this section, we investigate a different case, namely whether older native speakers’ 
access of morphosyntactic features from lexically conditioned (irregular) forms is 
also unaffected. We specifically examine irregular marked verbal stems of German, 
which are common for inflected verb forms of a limited number of so-called strong 
and mixed verbs. Marked stems are phonologically and orthographically different 
from the unmarked stems of the infinitive forms of these verbs. There are about 200 
base verbs with marked stems, which are selected for various inflected verb forms 
encoding a range of morphosyntactic features, for example, past tense, past partici-
ple, and subjunctive (werf- ‘throw-’, [+Past]: warf-, [+Part.]: worf-, [+Subj.]: würf-). 
In addition, a subset of strong verbs has marked stems for certain present-tense 
forms. These so-called secondary present-tense stems (Wiese, 2008) have two var-
iants, one with a fronted stem vowel and the other with a raised stem vowel (e.g., 
wasch- ‘wash’ → wäsch- ‘wash’, werf- → wirf-). Amongst present-tense forms, these 
marked stems are required for 2nd and 3rd person singular indicative forms paired 
with the corresponding regular suffixes -st and -t, for example, wäsch-st ‘(you) wash’ 
or wirf-t ‘(s/he) throws’.

From a linguistic perspective, these kinds of marked stems represent a case of 
‘lexically conditioned suppletive allomorphy’ (Paster, 2016: 181); that is, they are 
not determined by regular phonological rules (hence ‘suppletive’) and are idiosyn-
cratic to particular lexical items (hence ‘lexically conditioned’). Historically, these 
marked stems derived from phonological (‘ablaut’) rules. For modern German, 
sets of alternation rules have been proposed to capture the vowel changes from 
unmarked to marked stems, for example, /i/ → [ɔ] if followed by a voiceless contin-
uant as in schieß- → schoss- ‘shoot → shot [+Past]’ (e.g., Barbour, 1982; Beedham, 
1994). Note, however, that these rules are unproductive in modern German with 
many exceptions (Durrell, 1980, 2001; Wiese, 1996).

From a psycholinguistic perspective, the processing of marked stems requires 
accessing lexical exceptions. One suggestion is that marked stems form associ-
ative clusters held together by semantic and/or phonological similarity. Smolka, 
Zwitserlood, and Rösler (2007) suggested, for example, that the various stem forms 
of strong verbs in German (e.g., werf-, wirf-, warf-, worf-, würf-, wurf) form a seman-
tic cluster as they activate a shared concept (e.g., ‘throw’). Günther (1988) proposed 
an account of German verb stems using Lukatela, Carello, and Turvey’s (1987) 
satellite model. Bittner (1996) and Köpcke (1998) noted that the stem-alternation 
patterns of the strong and mixed verbs of German form phonological similarity 
clusters, parallel to the similarity clusters amongst the irregular verbs in English 
(Prasada & Pinker, 1993). For instance, unmarked stems with a medial high front 
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vowel /ɪ/ and a velar nasal /ŋ/ (e.g., singen, sinken, ringen, wringen, etc.) have marked 
stems with the same vowel changes.

An alternative proposal to these associative models of stem representation holds 
that marked stems constitute subnodes of hierarchically structured lexical entries 
and lexical templates. Wunderlich (1996) developed such an account for the verbal 
stems of German, specifically using default inheritance networks (Hippisley, 2016). 
Consider Figure 1 as an example of the stem allomorphs of the German verb werfen 
‘to throw’. The base stem (werf-) at the top is the most impoverished stem form, 
while the subnodes are specified for phonological changes and/or morphosyntactic 
feature values. The subnodes inherit all information from their respective mother 
node except for the features they add or replace, with the subnodes themselves be-
ing minimally specified to avoid redundancy. The leftmost subnode is specified for 
the vowel change (e.g., werf- → wirf-) plus the feature [−1] for 2nd and 3rd person; 
the imperative form (+IMP) is inherited from this subnode capturing the fact that 
strong verbs that have marked stems in the imperative also have marked 2nd and 
3rd person forms, but not vice versa; compare, for example, geben – gib! – gibst ‘to 
give – give! – give-2nd-sg.’, but werden – werde! – wirst ‘to become – become! – 
become-2nd sg.’. The subnode […a…]+PRET is for preterit stems (e.g., warf-) from 
which subjunctives (e.g., würf-) are inherited, and finally the stem [..o..n]+PART for 
(irregular) participle forms (e.g., (ge)worfen).

[vεrf]+v

[…a…]+PRET

[…y…X]+SUBJ[…]+IMP

[…O…n]+PART[…I…]-1

Figure 1. The stem werf- and its subentries in a default inheritance network

This kind of lexically-conditioned stem allomorphy has been examined in a num-
ber of experimental studies with younger adults, mostly using priming techniques 
(e.g., Clahsen et al., 2001; Krause, Bosch & Clahsen, 2015; Smolka et al., 2007), 
as well as elicited production tasks (e.g., Clahsen, Prüfert, Eisenbeiss, & Cholin, 
2002). The native-speaker participants in these studies were all university students 
in their twenties. A common finding from these priming studies was an asym-
metry between marked and unmarked stem forms. Whilst marked stems were 
found to efficiently prime unmarked ones, the reverse case – unmarked stems as 
primes – yielded reduced facilitation on the recognition of marked ones. For exam-
ple, warf- → werf- produced smaller reductions of priming (relative to the identity 
condition werf- → werf-) than the case of werf- → warf- (relative to warf- → warf-; 
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Clahsen et al., 2001). This priming pattern has been taken to indicate that younger 
German-speaking adults’ speed of processing of irregular word forms is sensitive 
to the morphosyntactic feature content of these words. In the following, we report 
whether this is also the case for older individuals.

Method

As in Study 1, Study 2 used reductions of repetition priming to assess the extent 
to which older speakers access the morphosyntactic features encoded in inflected 
forms. We compared the critical conditions to corresponding identity conditions, 
for example, werfen versus wirft as primes for the target wirft and examined whether 
prime-target pairs in which the prime contained all the features necessary to pro-
cess the target (more specific prime → less specific target) led to smaller reductions 
of repetition priming than the reverse case, in which the recognition of the target 
word requires the processing of additional features (less specific prime → more 
specific target). In this way, we determined how older speakers’ speed of processing 
is affected by the morphosyntactic feature content encoded by marked stems.

Participants
The participants of Study 2 were the same 32 native speakers of German that were 
tested for Study 1; see Table 2 for an overview of their biographical and demo-
graphic details.

Materials
The critical items consisted of inflected forms of 32 German strong verbs that 
have secondary present-tense stems, 18 verbs with an -e- stem in the infinitive 
and an -i- stem in the 2nd and 3rd singular present tense (e.g., werfen – wirft, ‘to 
throw’ – ‘throw-3rd.sg’) and 14 verbs with an -a- stem in the infinitive and an 
umlauted stem in 2nd and 3rd singular present tense (e.g., waschen – wäscht, ‘to 
wash’ – ‘wash-3rd.sg’). Participants were presented with infinitive forms and 3rd 
person singular present-tense forms of these verbs as primes and targets, which 
were distributed over four lists using a Latin Square design; see Table 6 for an 
overview of the conditions. These stimuli were taken from Krause et al. (2015). 
Primes and targets were matched group-wise for word-form frequency (infini-
tives: M = 59.6, 3rd singular present-tense forms: M = 57.6). The items had a wide 
range of base-stem frequencies (2–3436 occurrences per million), with a mean of 
603 per million (SD = 884.41). See Krause et al. (2015) for additional details. The 
32 critical prime-target pairs were mixed with 148 word-word filler pairs and 180 
word-nonword pairs, for a total of 360 items; the 180 word-nonword pairs were the 
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same as in Study 1. Note that the -en affix as for example in werf-en is ambiguous in 
that it may encode 3rd/1st pl. or infinitives. However, if presented in isolation, it is 
most likely to be identified as an infinitival form. We further assume that because 
the infinitival form is not specified for any of the person/number features that fi-
nite forms such as wirft are specified for, feature conflicts between these forms and 
infinitives do not arise.

Table 6. Prime-target pairs for Study 2

Prime type Target form

Marked stems Unmarked stems

Test werfen → wirft wirft → werfen
Identity wirft → wirft werfen → werfen

Procedure and data analysis
The experimental procedure and data-analysis techniques were the same as for 
Study 1. Due to an unusually low mean accuracy score, the item quellen ‘to ooze’ 
was removed from all analyses. For the analysis of the RT data, we also excluded 
incorrect responses and outliers (RTs below or above 2 SDs of the mean by par-
ticipant and by condition), which – taken together – resulted in the exclusion of 
5.2% of the entire data set for Study 2. Fixed factors in the linear mixed-effects 
model were prime type (identity/test), target form (marked stem/unmarked 
stem), cerad score, and their interactions, as well as trial number (continuous), 
prime form frequency (continuous), target form frequency (continuous), 
and form overlap (continuous), all of which were centered. Random factors were 
Participants and Items. The interaction of prime type and target form was in-
cluded as a by-participant random intercept (Barr et al., 2013). Otherwise, the 
statistical analysis was parallel to Study 1.

Results

Accuracy rates in the lexical-decision task for target word forms were close to 
ceiling for our participants in all conditions (99.3%). Accuracy was not affected by 
prime type or target form (all p > .1). No further analyses were performed on 
the accuracy data.

Table 7 shows the RT data broken down by condition, and Table 8 presents the 
model that provided the best fit to these data.

We found a marginally significant main effect of prime type, due to shorter 
RTs in the identity than the test conditions. Further, we found a significant main 
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effect of target form, due to shorter RTs for target forms with unmarked than for 
those with marked stems. cerad score also significantly affected target RTs, with 
faster RTs for speakers with higher scores. Crucially, we also found a significant 
interaction between prime type, target form, and cerad score. For the condi-
tion ‘more specific prime → less specific target’, that is, prime words with marked 

Table 7. Mean RTs (in ms) and standard deviations (in parentheses) in Study 2.  
The bottom row shows differences between prime types (in ms and as Cohen’s d)

Prime type Target form

Marked stems Unmarked stems Across targets

Test 684 (145) 648 (149) 666 (148)
Identity 620 (172) 589 (141) 604 (158)
Across primes 652 (162) 618 (148) 635 (156)
Differences 64, d = 0.40 59, d = 0.41

Table 8. The best-fit linear mixed-effects model for the RT data of Study 2

Random effects: Name Variance SD Correlations

Participant Intercept 0.0149 0.1222
Item Intercept 0.0016 0.0406

Target Type 0.0042 0.0645 −0.49
Prime Type 0.0007 0.0260 −0.53 −0.47
Target Form: Prime Type 0.0088 0.0936  0.84 −0.89 0.01

Residual 0.0294 0.1715

Fixed effects: β Standard error t value

Intercept  6.4280 0.0247 260.54
Prime Type  0.1193 0.0675   1.77
Target Form −0.0416 0.0179  −2.33
CERAD Score −0.0155 0.0049  −3.17
Trial Number −0.0003 0.0001  −4.05
Form Overlap  0.0434 0.1428   0.30
Prime Form Frequency −0.0037 0.0132  −0.28
Target Form Frequency −0.0114 0.0132  −0.87
Prime Type: Target Form −0.0228 0.0324  −0.70
Prime Type: CERAD Score −0.0045 0.0025  −1.78
Target Form: CERAD Score −0.0015 0.0025  −0.59
Prime Form Frequency: Target Form Frequency  0.0016 0.0025   0.64
Prime Type: Target Form: CERAD Score −0.0115 0.0050  −2.29

Formula in R: DV ~ 1 + Prime Type * Target Form * CERAD Score + Prime Form Frequency * Target Form 
Frequency + Trial Number + Form Overlap + (1 + Prime Type * Target Form | participant) + (1 | item)
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stems and target words with unmarked stems (e.g., wirf- → werf-), CERAD Score 
modulated the magnitude of reduction of repetition priming; the greater a person’s 
CERAD Score, the smaller the reduction of priming (β = −0.0100, SE = 0.0035, 
t = 2.85). For the reverse case, on the other hand, that is, the condition ‘less spe-
cific prime → more specific target’ (e.g., werf- → wirf-), a person’s CERAD Score 
did not affect reduction of repetition priming (β = 0.0022, SE = 0.0037, t = 0.60). 
Figure 2 illustrates this interaction. RTs were not significantly affected by prime 
form frequency, target form frequency, the interaction of these two factors, 
or form overlap.
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Figure 2. Reductions of priming by CERAD scores. Each dot represents one participant’s 
reduction of repetition-priming for the two conditions ‘more specific prime → less 
specific target’ (black dots and black regression line) and ‘less specific prime → more 
specific target’ (grey dots and grey regression line)

Additional analyses
A further analysis was motivated by the fact that in Study 1, the priming patterns 
obtained were not affected by participants’ memory skills as measured by their 
CERAD scores, whereas in Study 2 they were. Recall that Study 1 produced a prime 
affix by target affix interaction which was due to an asymmetric priming pat-
tern, such that primes which encode all the morphosyntactic features of the target 
(-s forms priming -e forms) led to greater facilitation (as evidenced by smaller 
reduction in repetition priming) than the reverse case (-e forms priming -s forms). 
The picture for Study 2 was more complex, in that the two-way interaction between 
prime type and target form was modulated by participants’ cerad scores. As 
the participants in the two experiments were the same, we performed an additional 
coordinated analysis to directly assess the role of the CERAD scores in the two 
experiments. Consider first Table 9 which displays the differences in reductions 
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in repetition priming for the two experiments in the relevant prime-target condi-
tions. Here ‘more specific → less specific’ refers to -s → -e in Study 1 and to marked 
stem → unmarked stem (e.g., wirft → werfen) in Study 2; ‘less specific → more 
specific’ refers to the reverse cases.

Table 9. Overview of the reductions of repetition priming (morphological condition – 
identity condition) in the two experiments (cf. Tables 5 and 7)

Study Direction of priming

more specific → less specific less specific → more specific

Study 1: Adjectives 36 ms, d = .17 77 ms, d = .40
Study 2: Verbs 59 ms, d = .41 64 ms, d = .40

The mean magnitudes in Table 9 were calculated by subtracting from the target 
RT of the test condition the RT of the respective identity condition. We then fit 
mixed-effects models to these reductions of repetition priming with item type (2 
levels: Adjectives/Verbs), priming direction (2 levels: more specific → less spe-
cific / less specific → more specific), and cerad score (continuous) as fixed factors. 
As the reductions of priming were calculated across items on a per-participant 
basis, only Participants was used as a Random Factor, with item type and priming 
direction as by-participant random intercepts. See Table 10 for the best-fit model.

Table 10. The best-fit linear mixed-effects model for the reductions of repetition priming 
from Study 1 and Study 2

Random effects: Name Variance SD Correlations

Participant Intercept 0.2113 0.4596
Item Type 1.2267 1.1076 −0.67
Priming Direction 0.7315 0.8553 −0.31 0.91

Residual 0.6731 0.8204

Fixed effects: β Standard error t value

Intercept  4.0374 0.1164 34.69
Item Type  0.0283 0.2165  0.13
Priming Direction  0.1833 0.2492  0.74
CERAD Score −0.0264 0.0263 −1.00
Item Type: Priming Direction −0.3652 0.3477 −1.05
Item Type: CERAD Score  0.0177 0.0439  0.40
Priming Direction: CERAD Score −0.0358 0.0527 −0.68
Item Type: Priming Direction: CERAD Score  0.2180 0.0885  2.46

Formula in R: DV ~ 1 + Item Type * Priming Direction * CERAD Score + (1 | participant)
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The model revealed a three-way interaction between item type, priming direc-
tion, and cerad score, which was due to an interaction of priming direction 
and cerad score in Study 2 (t = 3.26), but not in Study 1 (t = 0.35). Hence, this 
coordinated analysis confirms that greater CERAD Scores lead to smaller reduc-
tions in repetition priming for verb primes with marked stems and targets with 
unmarked stems, but not for the reverse priming direction. For the regularly in-
flected adjectives tested in Study 1, however, the effect of priming direction on 
reductions of priming was not modulated by CERAD score.

Discussion

Study 2 investigated morphosyntactic feature access during on-line language 
comprehension from verb forms with irregular marked stems in older individuals. 
Using cross-modal priming of forms containing marked and unmarked stems, we 
found (i) a repetition-priming effect for both marked and unmarked target forms, 
(ii) a target-form effect with longer RTs for forms with marked stems, and (iii) an in-
teraction between prime type, target form, and cerad score, such that CERAD 
Score (which is taken as a proxy for verbal memory) modulated the reductions of 
priming from marked primes, but not from unmarked primes.

The repetition-priming effect was due to the fact that participants were faster 
to respond to items after being primed with the same item compared to a morpho-
logically related form. This effect indicates that participants were able to process the 
auditory prime and replicates the analogous finding from Study 1.

The second finding, target forms with marked stems (e.g., wirft) yielding sig-
nificantly longer RTs than those with unmarked stems (e.g., werfen), may be due 
to a number of differences between these forms. One reason could be that marked 
stems are richer in terms of their morphosyntactic feature content than unmarked 
base stems, with the marked ones we tested being specified for present tense and 
for 2nd and 3rd singular (which in Wunderlich’s (1996) account has the additional 
feature [−1], see Figure 1). A second related factor contributing to longer RTs for 
marked stems is that they are less common than unmarked ones, both within the 
verbal paradigm and in German usage. 1 Thirdly, and perhaps most importantly, 
the word form that contained the unmarked stem was the infinitive, that is, the 
citation form of verbs in German (e.g., werfen ‘to throw’), which as such is likely 
to promote faster lexical-decision times than a corresponding finite 3rd singular 
form (e.g., wirft); see, for example, Lukatela et al. (1987) and related work within 
the so-called ‘satellite’ model.

1. Note, however, that the specific items used in this study were matched for form frequency 
and that we did not find any significant effects of form frequency.
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Finally, we observed that participants’ CERAD Scores affected the efficiency of 
priming for marked primes on unmarked targets, but not in the reverse case. How 
might this interaction come about? Consider the processes necessary to recognize 
the two types of target form. When a participant hears a form with a marked stem 
(e.g., wirft) and is then asked to perform a lexical decision on a target form of the 
same word with an unmarked stem (e.g., werfen), all the morphosyntactic features 
encoded by the target are already contained in the prime. If a participant is able 
to access the morphosyntactic features contained in this more specific prime, this 
should lead to more efficient priming (as evidenced by smaller reductions of rep-
etition priming) compared to a case in which these features are not available from 
the prime. Our data indicate that the amount of facilitation from a more specific 
prime is modulated by a participant’s CERAD Score (which is taken as a proxy for 
verbal memory), with people with higher scores showing greater facilitation (as 
evidenced by smaller reductions of repetition priming). We suggest that this mod-
ulation is due to the fact that accessing a marked stem and its features challenges 
verbal memory, and therefore works more efficiently for individuals with high than 
for those with low CERAD scores.

In the reverse case, however, in which a participant recognizes a form with a 
marked stem after being primed with an unmarked stem, the target form contains 
an unprimed morphosyntactic feature (viz., [−1]), which requires additional pro-
cessing before a lexical decision can be made. The prime, however, is a fully regular 
form (e.g., werfen) that does not require any form-specific lexical access beyond the 
retrieval of the base stem. Reductions of repetition priming in this condition are 
therefore not modulated by the participants’ verbal-memory skills.

General discussion

The main findings from the current paper are twofold: First, our results indicate that 
older native speakers’ speed of processing of regular inflected word forms is sensi-
tive to the morphosyntactic feature content of these words. Second, the efficiency 
with which these speakers deploy a marked (irregular) form’s morphosyntactic 
features is dependent on their verbal-memory skills.

Study 1 examined attributive adjective inflection in German which yields con-
catenated (stem+suffix) word forms to encode gender, number, and case features – a 
fully regular process without any lexical exception. In our priming experiment, 
we tested -e, -s, and -m forms of adjectives (e.g., blaue, blaues, blauem ‘blue’) as 
primes and targets and compared priming effects for different prime-target com-
binations, manipulating the relative degree of feature specification for the prime 
and target forms. We found longer RTs for highly specified and relatively infrequent 
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-m targets and – more interestingly – a priming asymmetry, such that prime-target 
combinations in which the target forms contained unprimed features produced 
less facilitation than prime-target combinations in which all of the target forms’ 
features are already available from the prime (e.g., blaue → blaues vs. blaues → 
blaue). These findings indicate that our older participants benefitted from a prime 
word that was specified for a subset of the target’s morphosyntactic features indi-
cating sensitivity to connections between less-specified and more-specified forms. 
Study 2 examined inflected forms of verbs with marked (irregular) stems such as 
wirf- from werfen ‘to throw’, which are specified for morphosyntactic features (viz., 
tense, person, number). We again tested different prime-target combinations with 
respect to the relative degree of morphosyntactic feature specification for the prime 
and target forms. Our results in this study differed from those of Study 1 in that 
the priming asymmetry was modulated by participants’ verbal memory skills. The 
greater a participant’s CERAD Score (a composite of several subtests, the majority 
of which measured lexical access), the smaller the reductions of repetition priming 
for primes with marked stems and targets with unmarked stems, but not for the 
reverse case. That is, while in Study 1 a person’s verbal-memory skill simply led to 
(marginally) faster RTs of all affixed forms across conditions, it had a more selective 
effect on lexically-conditioned morphological processing in Study 2.

Could the specific measures and the design of our experiments be responsible 
for these findings? Note that our design is unusual in that we compared priming 
patterns for morphologically related forms to a repetition condition rather than to 
unrelated controls (which is more commonly used). Feldman and Larabee (2001) 
presented data from two priming experiments, in which the same test items (e.g., 
pay-payment and payable-payment) were compared to an unrelated control condi-
tion (Experiment 1: crossmodal auditory-visual priming) and to an identity condi-
tion (Experiment 2: long-lag visual priming). The two types of test items showed the 
same amount of facilitation when compared to an identity condition, but differed in 
the amount of facilitation when compared to an unrelated condition. This pattern 
suggests that differences between different morphologically related prime types 
may be more difficult to detect when comparing morphological priming effects to 
an identity (rather than an unrelated) condition. Note, however, that even though 
we compared RTs for all our test conditions to the RTs of the corresponding iden-
tity conditions, we still obtained differences between test conditions. It is hard to 
see how any general issues with repetition priming can account for the condition 
differences we obtained.

The current results on morphological processing in older individuals, particu-
larly the contrast obtained between accessing information from regularly affixed 
adjective forms versus finite verb forms of strong verbs with marked (irregular) 
stems, are reminiscent of the findings from our earlier study (Clahsen & Reifegerste, 
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2017), which tested a different inflectional process of German: past-participle for-
mation. In this elicited-production study, older individuals’ form-frequency effects 
for irregular participles were modulated by their CERAD Score (with lower scores 
leading to weaker frequency effects), the same measure that modulated the degree 
of facilitation from prime words with marked stems in the present study. By con-
trast, Clahsen and Reifegerste (2017) did not find any CERAD-based modulation of 
frequency effects for regular participles, similarly to the regularly affixed adjectives 
in Study 1 in the present paper.

These results can be explained in terms of the different linguistic properties of 
the phenomena involved. Consider first regular adjective and -t participle inflection 
that were found to be unaffected at old age. Both these phenomena involve rules of 
exponence that contain variables, that is, placeholders that stand for any member 
of a given category and directly spell out sets of features on these categories. For in-
stance, the exponence rules for attributive adjective inflection directly spell out sets 
of case, number, and gender features on any member of the category [+ADJ(ective)]. 
Crucially, rules that contain variables are not lexically conditioned, that is, insensitive 
to the idiosyncratic properties of the tokens they instantiate. Hence, processing these 
forms engages grammatical computation but does not require any form-specific 
access to lexical memory beyond the retrieval of the base stem. By contrast, irreg-
ular participle forms and marked stems of strong verbs are lexically conditioned. 
Assuming structured entries such as those illustrated in Figure 1, irregular forms 
represent subnodes linked to the corresponding base form in which the subnode 
inherits all its properties and features from the base form except for the particular 
phonological changes and features it adds. Priming effects between lexically related 
items are thought to reflect reductions of activation thresholds, thereby facilitating 
target recognition. Consequently, the presentation of an inflected form containing a 
marked stem such as wirf- as a prime word is likely to co-activate its corresponding 
base stem entry, which should then facilitate the recognition of a target form that 
contains this particular stem entry. If, however, a person’s relatively poor memory 
skill prevent her from fully accessing and processing the information contained in 
the subnode, this will result in less facilitation from the prime and, in turn, greater 
processing costs during the recognition of the target.

Our findings are also in line with previous research indicating a contrast be-
tween regular and irregular morphology in patients with pathological memory 
decline. Ullman et al. (1997) found people with Alzheimer’s Disease to be impaired 
at producing irregular past-tense forms (compared to healthy controls), while their 
performance with regular past-tense forms was relatively preserved; but see Cortese, 
Balota, Sergent-Marshall, Buckner, and Gold (2006). Our results indicate that such 
a selective decline is not exclusive to pathological forms of memory decline, but 
seems to affect healthy aging as well. See also Birdsong and colleagues (Birdsong & 
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Flege, 2001; Birdsong, 2004, 2005) for a discussion of neuropsychological factors 
underlying such a dissociation.

One hypothesis addressing potential reasons for why older people struggle with 
certain aspects of language processing is the transmission-deficit hypothesis (MacKay 
& Burke, 1990; Burke & MacKay, 1997). This hypothesis states that older speakers 
possess weaker and less stable associative connections between representations in 
memory, which leads to less efficient transmission of information when these rep-
resentations are accessed. This slow and error-prone transmission of information 
can then result in older people’s difficulties at tasks requiring lexical access (Allen 
et al., 1991; Bowles & Poon, 1981; Mortensen et al., 2006, Newman & German, 
2005). Previous research has indicated that these difficulties do not necessarily ex-
tend to computational processing, such as the processing of regular morphology or 
of simple syntactic structures, which are often found to be intact in older speakers 
(Clahsen & Reifegerste, 2017; Duñabeitia et al., 2009; Tyler et al., 2010). Our current 
findings are consistent with this account. Older speakers seem to be able to access 
morphosyntactic features contained in regular affixed forms regardless of their 
memory skills, but efficient feature access from lexically-conditioned (irregular) 
forms benefits from relatively good memory skills.

As an alternative to the transmission-deficit hypothesis, consider the possibil-
ity that slower response times at older age may not necessarily indicate cognitive 
decline. Ramscar, Hendrix, Shaoul, Milin, and Baayen (2014) argued that old age 
may lead to increased knowledge and experience, and – within language – to larger 
vocabularies. Consequently, lexical decision times may be longer for older than 
for younger adults, simply because it takes more time to search through a larger 
vocabulary. This may plausibly explain why our older speakers showed generally 
longer RTs than the student-age population reported in Clahsen et al. (2001) and 
in Krause et al. (2015). Our second main finding, however, that the efficiency with 
which older speakers deploy a marked (irregular) form’s morphosyntactic features 
is dependent on their verbal-memory skills is hard to explain from this perspective. 
Another recent proposal (Moscoso del Prado Martín, 2017) holds that aging may 
affect the language processing abilities of women differently than those of men. 
Analyzing corpus data of dyadic interactions, Moscoso del Prado Martín (2017) 
found sex differences for syntactic diversity and number of dysfluencies (but not 
for lexical or inflectional diversity). While women’s syntactic diversity and fluency 
increased across the lifespan, syntactic diversity and fluency in men peaked around 
the age of forty and then declined sharply. An exploratory analysis of our data 
revealed no interactions between sex and the critical effects for either of the two 
studies reported here (Study 1: prime affix x target affix x sex [releveled for 
s/ e]: t = 1.54; Study 2: prime type x target form x sex: t = 0.20). Note, however, 
that less than a third of our participants were men as our study was not designed 
to address this question. Future studies should include a more balanced sex ratio 
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as well as age as a continuous factor to explore the question of developmental tra-
jectories of language processing across the lifespan more thoroughly.

Conclusion

While a lot of research has been devoted to the study of older people’s cognition, 
considerably less is known about language processing, particularly grammatical 
processing, in older individuals. In the present study, we investigated the processing 
of inflected word forms in older individuals. The function of inflectional morphol-
ogy is to realize or spell out grammatical features on different kinds of forms or 
exponents. Here we compared two exponent types, (i) regularly inflected (affixed) 
forms and (ii) irregular forms with lexically-conditioned stem variants. Previous 
experimental research indicated that younger adults efficiently access grammatical 
features from both these word forms during online word recognition. The main 
findings from the current study are that older individuals show efficient access of 
grammatical features from regularly inflected adjective forms, but that successful 
feature access from lexically conditioned (irregular) forms appears to depend on 
participants’ verbal-memory skills, with better memory skills leading to more effi-
cient feature access. In other words, direct access to the base stem through a form 
related to the base stem by a regular morphological process is unaffected at old age. 
On the other hand, aging does lead to a decline in irregular (lexically conditioned) 
indirect access of a stem – that is, activation of the base stem after viewing a lexically 
conditioned alternative stem form. At a more general level, our results are consistent 
with previous findings indicating a dissociation between lexically conditioned and 
lexically unconditioned grammatical processing in older individuals, who show 
greater difficulty with the former compared to the latter.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by an Alexander-von-Humboldt-Professorship awarded to Harald 
Clahsen.

References

Allen, P. A., Madden, D. J., & Crozier, L. C. (1991). Adult age differences in letter-level and word- 
level processing. Psychology and Aging, 6, 261–271. doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.6.2.261

Anderson, S. R. (1992). A-morphous morphology. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
 doi: 10.1017/CBO9780511586262

© 2017. John Benjamins Publishing Company
All rights reserved

http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.6.2.261
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1017/CBO9780511586262


368 Jana Reifegerste and Harald Clahsen

Aronoff, M. (1994). Morphology by itself: Stems and inflectional classes. Cambridge, MA: The 
MIT Press.

Atkinson, R. C., & Shiffrin, R. M. (1971). The Control of Short-Term Memory. Scientific American, 
224, 82–89. doi: 10.1038/scientificamerican0871-82

Baayen, R. H. (2013). languageR: Data sets and functions with “Analyzing Linguistic Data: A 
practical introduction to statistics”. R package version 1.4.1

Baayen, R. H., Piepenbrock, R., & Gulikers, L. (1995). The CELEX lexical database. Philadelphia: 
Linguistic Data Consortium, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA.

Baayen, R. H., & Milin, P. (2010). Analyzing reaction times. International Journal of Psychological 
Research, 3, 12–28.

Barbour, J. S. (1982). Productive and non-productive morphology: The case of the German strong 
verbs. Journal of Linguistics, 18, 331–354. doi: 10.1017/S0022226700013633

Barr, D. J., Levy, R., Scheepers, C., & Tily, H. J. (2013). Random effects structure for confirmatory 
hypothesis testing: Keep it maximal. Journal of Memory and Language, 68, 255–278. 

 doi: 10.1016/j.jml.2012.11.001
Basnight-Brown, D. M., Chen, L., Hua, S., Kostić, A., & Feldman, L. B. (2007). Monolingual and 

Bilingual Recognition of Regular and Irregular English Verbs: Sensitivity to Form Similarity 
Varies with First Language Experience. Journal of Memory and Language, 57, 65–80.

 doi: 10.1016/j.jml.2007.03.001
Bates, D., Maechler, M., Bolker, B., & Walker, S. (2014). lme4: Linear mixed-effects models using 

Eigen and S4. R package version 1.1–7.
Beedham, C. (1994). The role of consonants in marking strong verb conjugation in German and 

English. Folia linguistica, 28, 279–296. doi: 10.1515/flin.1994.28.3-4.279
Berres, M., Monsch, A. U., Bernasconi, F., Thalmann, B., & Stähelin, H. B. (2000). Normal ranges 

of neuropsychological tests for the diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease. Studies in Health 
Technology and Informatics, 77, 195–199.

Bierwisch, M. (1967). Syntactic features in morphology: General problems of so-called pro-
nominal inflection in German. In To Honor Roman Jakobson: Essays on the occasion of his 
seventieth birthday, October 11, 1966. (Bd. I, pp. 239–270). The Hague: Mouton.

Birdsong, D., & Flege, J. E. (2001). Regular-Irregular Dissociations in L2 Acquisition of English 
Morphology. In BUCLD 25: Proceedings of the 25th Annual Boston University Conference on 
Language Development (pp. 123–132). Boston, MA: Cascadilla Press.

Birdsong, D. (2004). Second Language Acquisition and Ultimate Attainment. In A. Davies & 
C. Elder (Eds.), The Handbook of Applied Linguistics (pp. 82–105). London: Blackwell.

 doi: 10.1002/9780470757000.ch3
Birdsong, D. (2005). Interpreting age effects in second language acquisition. In J. Kroll & A. de 

Groot (Eds.), Handbook of Bilingualism: Psycholinguistic Approaches (pp. 109–127). New 
York: Oxford University Press.

Bittner, A. (1996). Starke “schwache” Verben–schwache “starke” Verben. Struktur des deutschen 
Verb systems. Tübingen, Germany: Stauffenburg.

Blevins, J. P. (1995). Syncretism and paradigmatic opposition. Linguistics and Philosophy, 18, 
113–152. doi: 10.1007/BF00985214

Borod, J. C., Goodglass, H., & Kaplan, E. (1980). Normative Data on the Boston Diagnostic 
Aphasia Examination, Parietal Lobe Battery, and the Boston Naming Test. Journal of Clinical 
Neuropsychology, 23, 209–215. doi: 10.1080/01688638008403793

Bosch, S., & Clahsen, H. (2016). Accessing Morphosyntax in L1 and L2 Word Recognition: A 
Priming Study of Inflected German Adjectives. The Mental Lexicon, 11, 26–54.

© 2017. John Benjamins Publishing Company
All rights reserved

http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1038/scientificamerican0871-82
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1017/S0022226700013633
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/j.jml.2012.11.001
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/j.jml.2012.11.001
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/j.jml.2007.03.001
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1515/flin.1994.28.3-4.279
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1002/9780470757000.ch3
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1007/BF00985214
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/01688638008403793


 Affixation and allomorphy in older speakers 369

Bowles, N. L., & Poon, L. W. (1981). The effect of age on speed of lexical access. Experimental 
Aging Research, 7, 417–425. doi: 10.1080/03610738108259822

Burke, D. M., & MacKay, D. G. (1997). Memory, language, and ageing. Philosophical Transactions of 
the Royal Society of London B: Biological Sciences, 352, 1845–1856. doi: 10.1098/rstb.1997.0170

Burke, D. M., & Shafto, M. A. (2004). Aging and language production. Current Directions in 
Psychological Science, 13, 21–24. doi: 10.1111/j.0963-7214.2004.01301006.x

Chandler, M. J., Lacritz, L. H., Hynan, L. S., Barnard, H. D., Allen, G., Deschner, M., … Cullum, 
C. M. (2005). A total score for the CERAD neuropsychological battery. Neurology, 65, 102–
106. doi: 10.1212/01.wnl.0000167607.63000.38

Cheong, A. M., Legge, G. E., Lawrence, M. G., Cheung, S. H., & Ruff, M. A. (2008). Relationship 
between visual span and reading performance in age-related macular degeneration. Vision 
Research, 48, 577–588. doi: 10.1016/j.visres.2007.11.022

Clahsen, H. (1999). Lexical entries and rules of language: a multidisciplinary study of German 
inflection. Behavioral and Brain Sciences, 22, 991–1060. doi: 10.1017/S0140525X99002228

Clahsen, H., Eisenbeiss, S., Hadler, M., & Sonnenstuhl, I. (2001). The mental representation of 
inflected words: An experimental study of adjectives and verbs in German. Language, 77, 
510–543. doi: 10.1353/lan.2001.0140

Clahsen, H., Prüfert, P., Eisenbeiss, S., & Cholin, J. (2002). Strong stems in the German mental 
lexicon: Evidence from child language acquisition and adult processing. In I. Kaufmann & 
B. Stiebels (Eds.), More than words: A Festschrift for Dieter Wunderlich (pp. 91–112). Berlin: 
Akademie-Verlag.

Clahsen, H., & Reifegerste, J. (2017). Morphological processing in old-age bilinguals. In 
M. Libben, M. Goral, & G. Libben (Eds.), Bilingualism: A Framework for Understanding the 
Mental Lexicon (pp. 217–248). Amsterdam: Benjamins.

Cortese, M. J., Balota, D. A., Sergent-Marshall, S. D., Buckner, R. L., & Gold, B. T. (2006). Consistency 
and regularity in past-tense verb generation in healthy ageing, Alzheimer’s disease, and se-
mantic dementia. Cognitive Neuropsychology, 23, 856–876. doi: 10.1080/02643290500483124

Curcio, C. A., Owsley, C., & Jackson, G. R. (2000). Spare the rods, save the cones in aging and 
age-related maculopathy. Investigative Ophthalmology & Visual Science, 41, 2015–2018.

Davis, C. J. (2000). Match calculator. Software. Retrieved from http://www.pc.rhul.ac.uk/staff/ 
c.davis/Utilities/MatchCalc/index.htm

Davis, S. W., Zhuang, J., Wright, P., & Tyler, L. K. (2014). Age-related sensitivity to task-related 
modulation of language-processing networks. Neuropsychologia, 63, 107–115.

 doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2014.08.017
Dobbs, A. R., & Rule, B. G. (1989). Adult age differences in working memory. Psychology and 

Aging, 4, 500–503. doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.4.4.500
Duñabeitia, J. A., Marin, A., Avilés, A., Perea, M., & Carreiras, M. (2009). Constituent priming 

effects: Evidence for preserved morphological processing in healthy old readers. European 
Journal of Cognitive Psychology, 21, 283–302. doi: 10.1080/09541440802281142

Durrell, M. (1980). Morphophonologische und morpholexische Regelmäßigkeiten im deutschen 
Ablautsystem. Jahrbuch für internationale Germanistik, 8, 19–28.

Durrell, M. (2001). Strong verb ablaut in the West Germanic languages. In S. Watts, J. West, & 
H. Solms (Eds.), Zur Verbmorphologie germanischer Sprachen (pp. 5–18). Tübingen: Niemeyer.

 doi: 10.1515/9783110918656.5
Feldman, L. B., & Larabee, J. (2001). Morphological facilitation following prefixed but not suf-

fixed primes: lexical architecture or modality-specific processes? Journal of Experimental 
Psychology: Human Perception and Performance, 27, 680–691.

© 2017. John Benjamins Publishing Company
All rights reserved

http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/03610738108259822
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1098/rstb.1997.0170
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1111/j.0963-7214.2004.01301006.x
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1212/01.wnl.0000167607.63000.38
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/j.visres.2007.11.022
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1017/S0140525X99002228
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1353/lan.2001.0140
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/02643290500483124
http://www.pc.rhul.ac.uk/staff/c.davis/Utilities/MatchCalc/index.htm
http://www.pc.rhul.ac.uk/staff/c.davis/Utilities/MatchCalc/index.htm
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/j.neuropsychologia.2014.08.017
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.4.4.500
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/09541440802281142
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1515/9783110918656.5


370 Jana Reifegerste and Harald Clahsen

Fleischman, D. A. (2007). Repetition priming in aging and Alzheimer’s disease: an integrative 
review and future directions. Cortex, 43, 889–897. doi: 10.1016/S0010-9452(08)70688-9

Folstein, M. F., Folstein, S. E., & McHugh, P. R. (1975). “Mini-mental state”: a practical method 
for grading the cognitive state of patients for the clinician. Journal of Psychiatric Research, 
12, 189–198. doi: 10.1016/0022-3956(75)90026-6

Foos, P. W. (1989). Adult age differences in working memory. Psychology and Aging, 4, 269–275.
 doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.4.3.269
Forster, K. I., & Davis, C. (1984). Repetition priming and frequency attenuation in lexical access. 

Journal of Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 10, 680–698.
Forster, K. I., & Forster, J. C. (2003). DMDX: A windows display program with millisecond accu-

racy. Behavior Research Methods, Instruments, and Computers, 35, 116–124.
 doi: 10.3758/BF03195503
Günther, H. (1988). Oblique word forms in visual word recognition. Linguistics, 26, 583–600.
 doi: 10.1515/ling.1988.26.4.583
Hasher, L., & Zacks, R. T. (1988). Working memory, comprehension, and aging: A review and a 

new view. In G. H. Bower (Ed.), The Psychology of Learning and Motivation (Vol. 22, pp. 193–
225). San Diego, CA: Academic Press.

Hippisley, A. (2016). Network Morphology. In A. Hippisley & G. Stump (Eds.), The Cambridge 
Handbook of Morphology (pp. 816–851). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Isaacs, B., & Kennie, A. T. (1973). The Set test as an aid to the detection of dementia in old people. 
The British Journal of Psychiatry, 123, 467–470. doi: 10.1192/bjp.123.4.467

Kavé, G., & Levy, Y. (2005). The Processing of Morphology in Old Age: Evidence From Hebrew. Journal 
of Speech, Language, and Hearing Research, 48, 1442–1451. doi: 10.1044/1092-4388(2005/100)

Kemtes, K. A., & Kemper, S. (1997). Younger and older adults’ on-line processing of syntactically 
ambiguous sentences. Psychology and Aging, 12, 362–371. doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.12.2.362

Kiparsky, P. (1998). Paradigm effects and opacity. Stanford, CA: CSLI Publications.
Köpcke, K. -M. (1998). Prototypisch starke und schwache Verben der deutschen Gegen warts-

sprache. Germanistische Linguistik, 141/142, 45–60.
Krause, H., Bosch, S., & Clahsen, H. (2015). Morphosyntax in the bilingual mental lexicon. 

Studies in Second Language Acquisition, 37, 597–621. doi: 10.1017/S0272263114000564
Kynette, D., & Kemper, S. (1986). Aging and the loss of grammatical forms: A cross-sectional 

study of language performance. Language & Communication, 6, 65–72.
 doi: 10.1016/0271-5309(86)90006-6
Leminen, A., & Clahsen, H. (2014). Brain potentials to inflected adjectives: beyond storage and 

decomposition. Brain Research, 1543, 223–234. doi: 10.1016/j.brainres.2013.10.038
Light, L. L., & Capps, J. L. (1986). Comprehension of pronouns in young and older adults. 

Developmental Psychology, 22, 580–585. doi: 10.1037/0012-1649.22.4.580
Lukatela, G., Carello, C., & Turvey, M. (1987). Lexical representation of regular and irregular 

inflected nouns. Language and Cognitive Processes, 2, 1–17. doi: 10.1080/01690968708406349
Lustig, C., Hasher, L., & Zacks, R. T. (2007). Inhibitory deficit theory: Recent developments in a 

“new view”. Inhibition in Cognition, 17, 145–162. doi: 10.1037/11587-008
MacKay, D. G., & Burke, D. M. (1990). Cognition and aging: a theory of new learning and the use 

of old connections. In T. M. Hess (Ed.), Aging and Cognition: Knowledge, Organization, and 
Utilization (pp. 213–263). Amsterdam: North-Holland. doi: 10.1016/S0166-4115(08)60159-4

Mortensen, L., Meyer, A. S., & Humphreys, G. W. (2006). Age-related effects on speech production: 
A review. Language and Cognitive Processes, 21, 238–290. doi: 10.1080/01690960444000278

Moscoso del Prado Martín, F. (2017). Vocabulary, Grammar, Sex, and Aging. Cognitive Science, 
41, 950–975.

© 2017. John Benjamins Publishing Company
All rights reserved

http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/S0010-9452(08)70688-9
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/0022-3956(75)90026-6
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.4.3.269
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.3758/BF03195503
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1515/ling.1988.26.4.583
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1192/bjp.123.4.467
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1044/1092-4388(2005/100)
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.12.2.362
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1017/S0272263114000564
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/0271-5309(86)90006-6
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/j.brainres.2013.10.038
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0012-1649.22.4.580
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/01690968708406349
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/11587-008
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/S0166-4115(08)60159-4
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/01690960444000278


 Affixation and allomorphy in older speakers 371

Newman, R. S., & German, D. J. (2005). Life span effects of lexical factors on oral naming. Lan-
guage and Speech, 48, 123–156. doi: 10.1177/00238309050480020101

Opitz, A., Regel, S., Müller, G., & Friederici, A. D. (2013). Neurophysiological evidence for 
morphological underspecification in German strong adjective inflection. Language, 89, 
231–264. doi: 10.1353/lan.2013.0033

Park, D. C., Lautenschlager, G., Hedden, T., Davidson, N., Smith, A. D., & Smith, P. (2002). 
Models of visuospatial and verbal memory across the adult life span. Psychology and Aging, 
16, 299–320. doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.17.2.299

Paster, M. (2016). Alternations: Stems and Allomorphy. In A. Hippisley & G. Stump (Eds.), 
The Cambridge Handbook of Morphology (pp. 174–214). Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press.

Penke, M., Janssen, U., & Eisenbeiss, S. (2004). Psycholinguistic evidence for the underspecifica-
tion of morphosyntactic features. Brain and Language, 90, 423–433.

 doi: 10.1016/S0093-934X(03)00453-X
Prasada, S., & Pinker, S. (1993). Generalisation of regular and irregular morphological patterns. 

Language and Cognitive Processes, 8, 1–56. doi: 10.1080/01690969308406948
Ramscar, M., Hendrix, P., Shaoul, C., Milin, P., & Baayen, R. H. (2014). The myth of cognitive 

decline: Non-linear dynamics of lifelong learning. Topics in Cognitive Science, 6, 5–42.
 doi: 10.1111/tops.12078
Reifegerste, J., Hauer, F., & Felser, C. (2017). Agreement processing and attraction errors in aging: 

Evidence from subject-verb agreement in German. Aging, Neuropsychology, and Cognition, 
24, 672–702.

Riley, J. C. (2005). Estimates of Regional and Global Life Expectancy. Population and Development 
Review, 31, 537–543. doi: 10.1111/j.1728-4457.2005.00083.x

Rosen, W. G., Mohs, K. L., & Davis, R. C. (1984). A New Rating Scale for Alzheimer’s Disease. 
The American Journal of Psychiatry, 141, 1356–1364. doi: 10.1176/ajp.141.11.1356

Salthouse, T. A. (1994). The aging of working memory. Neuropsychology, 8, 535–543.
 doi: 10.1037/0894-4105.8.4.535
Schriefers, H., Friederici, A., & Graetz, P. (1992). Inflectional and derivational morphology in the 

mental lexicon: Symmetries and asymmetries in repetition priming. The Quarterly Journal 
of Experimental Psychology, 44, 373–390. doi: 10.1080/02724989243000073

Singer, T., Verhaeghen, P., Ghisletta, P., Lindenberger, U., & Baltes, P. B. (2003). The fate of cog-
nition in very old age: six-year longitudinal findings in the Berlin Aging Study (BASE). 
Psychology and Aging, 18, 318–331. doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.18.2.318

Smolka, E., Zwitserlood, P., & Rösler, F. (2007). Stem access in regular and irregular inflection: 
Evidence from German participles. Journal of Memory and Language, 57, 325–347.

 doi: 10.1016/j.jml.2007.04.005
Spear, P. D. (1993). Neural bases of visual deficits during aging. Vision Research, 33, 2589–2609.
 doi: 10.1016/0042-6989(93)90218-L
Treitz, F. H., Heyder, K., & Daum, I. (2007). Differential course of executive control changes 

during normal aging. Aging, Neuropsychology, and Cognition, 14, 370–393.
 doi: 10.1080/13825580600678442
Tyler, L. K., Shafto, M. A., Randall, B., Wright, P., Marslen-Wilson, W. D., & Stamatakis, E. A. 

(2010). Preserving syntactic processing across the adult life span: The modulation of the 
frontotemporal language system in the context of age-related atrophy. Cerebral Cortex, 20, 
352–364. doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhp105

© 2017. John Benjamins Publishing Company
All rights reserved

http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1177/00238309050480020101
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1353/lan.2013.0033
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.17.2.299
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/S0093-934X(03)00453-X
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/01690969308406948
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1111/tops.12078
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1111/j.1728-4457.2005.00083.x
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1176/ajp.141.11.1356
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0894-4105.8.4.535
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/02724989243000073
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0882-7974.18.2.318
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/j.jml.2007.04.005
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/0042-6989(93)90218-L
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/13825580600678442
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1093/cercor/bhp105


372 Jana Reifegerste and Harald Clahsen

Ullman, M. T., Corkin, S., Coppola, M., Hickok, G., Growdon, J. H., Koroshetz, W. J., & Pinker, 
S. (1997). A neural dissociation within language: Evidence that the mental dictionary is part 
of declarative memory, and that grammatical rules are processed by the procedural system. 
Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience, 9, 266–276. doi: 10.1162/jocn.1997.9.2.266

Verhaeghen, P. (2011). Aging and executive control: reports of a demise greatly exaggerated. 
Current Directions in Psychological Science, 20, 174–180. doi: 10.1177/0963721411408772

Verhaeghen, P., & Cerella, J. (2002). Aging, executive control, and attention: A review of meta-analyses. 
Neuroscience & Biobehavioral Reviews, 26, 849–857. doi: 10.1016/S0149-7634(02)00071-4

Verhaeghen, P., Marcoen, A., & Goossens, L. (1993). Facts and fiction about memory aging: A 
quantitative integration of research findings. Journal of Gerontology, 48, P157–P171.

 doi: 10.1093/geronj/48.4.P157
Verhaeghen, P., & Salthouse, T. A. (1997). Meta-analyses of age–cognition relations in adulthood: 

estimates of linear and nonlinear age effects and structural models. Psychological Bulletin, 
122, 231–249. doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.122.3.231

Wecker, N. S., Kramer, J. H., Wisniewski, A., Delis, D. C., & Kaplan, E. (2000). Age effects on 
executive ability. Neuropsychology, 14, 409–414. doi: 10.1037/0894-4105.14.3.409

Wiese, B. (1996). Iconicity and syncretism: On pronominal inflection in Modern German. In 
R. Sackmann (Ed.), Theoretical Linguistics and Grammatical Description (pp. 323–344). 
Amsterdam: Benjamins. doi: 10.1075/cilt.138.25wie

Wiese, B. (1999). Unterspezifizierte Paradigmen: Form und Funktion in der pronominalen 
Deklination. Linguistik Online, 4(3). doi: 10.13092/lo.4.1034

Wiese, B. (2008). Form and function of verbal ablaut in contemporary standard German. In 
R. Sackmann (Ed.), Explorations in Integrational Linguistics. Four essays on German, French, 
and Guaraní (pp. 97–151). Amsterdam/Philadelphia: Benjamins. doi: 10.1075/cilt.285.03wie

Wingfield, A., Stine, E. A., Lahar, C. J., & Aberdeen, J. S. (1988). Does the capacity of working memory 
change with age?. Experimental Aging Research, 14, 103–107. doi: 10.1080/03610738808259731

Wunderlich, D. (1996). Minimalist morphology: The role of paradigms. In G. Booji & J. van 
Marle (Eds.), Yearbook of morphology 1995 (pp. 93–114). Amsterdam, the Netherlands: 
Kluwer.  doi: 10.1007/978-94-017-3716-6_6

Corresponding address
Jana Reifegerste
University of Potsdam, Potsdam Research Institute for Multilingualism
Karl-Liebknecht-Str. 24–25
14476 Potsdam
Germany
jana.reifegerste@uni-potsdam.de

© 2017. John Benjamins Publishing Company
All rights reserved

http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1162/jocn.1997.9.2.266
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1177/0963721411408772
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1016/S0149-7634(02)00071-4
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1093/geronj/48.4.P157
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0033-2909.122.3.231
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1037/0894-4105.14.3.409
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1075/cilt.138.25wie
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.13092/lo.4.1034
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1075/cilt.285.03wie
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1080/03610738808259731
http://dx.doi.org/ doi: 10.1007/978-94-017-3716-6_6
mailto:jana.reifegerste@uni-potsdam.de

	Accessing morphosyntactic information is preserved at old age, except for irregulars
	Study 1: Adjective inflection in older Germans
	Method
	Participants
	Materials
	Procedure
	Data analysis and model selection

	Results
	Additional analyses

	Discussion

	Study 2: Inflected verbs with marked stems in older Germans
	Method
	Participants
	Materials
	Procedure and data analysis

	Results
	Additional analyses

	Discussion

	General discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References
	Authors’ addresses




