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            Abstract
          
        

        
          It has been suggested that a cue-based retrieval mechanism is involved in the online processing of subject-verb dependency, according to which similarity-based interference is predicted to arise when there are more than one items in memory that match the cues for retrieval (Lewis et al. 2006). Interestingly, Van Dyke and McElree (2011) proposed that the argument status of an intervening non-target item modulates interference effects, such that a cue-matching intervening item in an argument position does not lead to interference effects by virtue of its distinctive syntactic encoding. This study aims to test this hypothesis by investigating whether facilitatory semantic interference effects occur when an intervening non-target item is in the direct object argument position. In a self-paced reading experiment, we found no reading time facilitation in the presence of a semantic cue-matching intervening item, when the target subject did not match the semantic cue provided by the verb. Together with Cunnings and Sturt’s (2023) observation that facilitatory interference effects occur when a semantic cue-matching intervening item is inside an adjunct prepositional phrase, our findings provide further supporting evidence for Van Dyke and McElree’s (2011) hypothesis that the argument status of an intervening item influences interference effects.
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