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1. IXC®IZ

NI & BT 2720103, SCRITIFEET DAk A R BERBORFREREZHEE L 22Tl
RO, RO SCEMEIIE TIL, BEIL-E5E (filler) & BEOTLAE (gap) OIKIEES
R E ENLEBRE OB LA TFE LN TE T, REESCHAGER EFEL 2 EREIZB W
T, BHUREBIFREI O N LRI L 0 QLBEAM AR Z EBMON TS (e, Tib
RE4R 2L, King & Kutas, 1995; Miyamoto & Nakamura, 2003), Z O ALERE ff D FE6 FPENT .
filler & gap DRNCATET 5 Hi s OENZ\NF E BRI R 5 & 9 B SR BB
IR TR TE D EFRESNTE T, AT, ZORERIZE > T, BREICDO AR
POy SIS ORI S FR ATRED & D DA IREE L 72,

2. BAREOLEUZE T 5 LT

Kahraman, Sato, Ono & Sakai (2011a)lZ. (1) K& 9 72 A RKGESRCE HAV T, EBRSINE R
—ADOFHHMMIEREAT o7, RO, & 4 X M LZOE) T, (1b)0 H K
DHRIXDFTHD, (1a)DEFHEDHN AR THRARMPAEICEL o, ZO/RIZ. BHY
B SSCO I D EFBESHL I HABAM RN E 2R L TN D,

p=011

(Da. FEFHEZEHIC (SC)
FE <S-gap> tHZE HET MALEDOE =W BHELZE BN So7-,
b. HRYFESAIC (OC) :
B HAEA  <O-gap> HET M LEZDIT =W B 7ZE BN So7-,

Ll MraL7eoix) 25AREKA T, QDX D IHEUNDITH 5 IREME:
238 5 7=, Kahraman et al. (2011a) CHEIEE ST FiARFRIOEIE L, filler & gap ZHiA T
LAMTIIZ <. MEBEHRME (e, BRAMERZIE) IZKDEEL L TWD aTRett
NEZHND, !

! Kahraman et al. (2011b) (Z X 5 &, ERBAIMERIIT, EiEHHIC (0.57) OFHBRIGESZESC (0.75)
X By, oF 0, (MM LEDOIE] ORFSICEW T, FiESRE O T fEEMERME R E <, F0

%%1



(2) £ A HE&ET Mllzoll KEE-T,

%”C“ Yano, Tateyama & Sakamoto (2014) 1%, BBRIMERZHHT 272012, GIUIRL
- (FEEEEM) URZMZ <, FLEEENMN (ERP) ZHWEEREIT- 72,

3) UK :
1. RS A) DUNESA) ERSIND2ANDE B Z IR
2. o2 Ao b,
(4) FEFESHELESC) . EF <S-gap> —HE TEL NHELEDIE MTNSATL,
HEOFEDZIL(0C0) « HFE - —HAY <O-gap> FEL MWL DIE MTNSAT,

B)D LD RE B RTHZ LT L - T, F5E - BHWRELANOESEZ N EE (e L7=o
1) IR DX, UTFOGHIRT LI, BiRAARELE D, 207, MLz
DIX) OFRFRIZE T 2EBIMERIT, FHEM TR S TS B2 b5,

B)*ZD2ANDH B EE —MEx FES MaLzoll REEST,

ERP SEEROFER., [ L= DX @IV T, HBYRES ST T P600 effect 2342 S 4L
72o ZAUiX. Kahraman et al. (2011a)DfEHE & 132720 | HE’JEE%%XC@ﬁﬁLEﬁﬁﬁ#
W, TRbL, ERERSHGEBUNRONDLZ L EZRLTND DOFERIT, HEIE ) EERER
MOTHE ST D,

L7>L. Yano et al. (2014)DEBRSTIZIT, kD X 5 RRBES N & 5, FREH TS TIX

52 SCHIDS (24 (—B8%) ) ThoHred, ZOREE T S-gap DHFIEICKR DO T ENT
XD, —H. BWGEDRSCSM O 2 CHIT T34 (—BE2Y) ) ThoH=o, [l
T=DIL ZFeteE T O-gap DIFIEIZZRDMNIRN,

ffiller ® {8 % T = [Integration DIEitE
(Gap-ﬁlle*dependency)

(6) FEFESHIL(SC):  EHF <S-gap> —HiE  FEL NM TR E AT,

HBFE2EI(0C0) : HEF —HA <O-gap> FEL M LEDOIF MTNIAT,

I(—

gap % fi

P600 effect

RN L T, EFREDHLOTG RGN R o T2 AIEMENE A b D,
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DFE Y FFEHHEIGMETIE T ?@L?ﬁ DX OATILIRAINT gap DIFTEIZR DX, HEL
RBARE & Tl L TV 272 DiT, ﬁﬂbt DI DOANTIRFOREAALEEHMEHE S 47z "TREME
Db, —FH, BREESZESLTIE, (M L7003 ORI THID T gap DHFTEICROL T2
oN ZCODJZOZE{ELifOEU\cE%K%ﬂé H L gap DIFIEIZR DL ZA IV T )N [l
7=DIX] FLE TOME DAMIZEELY 5 2 T\ 5 &1, Yano et al. CHIZE S 3L/ E5E7
TR HRERBEBERGR 2 3R DAL IE A B 22, Eo T, gap OFHID X A
> T LT SRR R T SR BEBERGR O 2 S PEIZ O W TR 21T 9 LB &
a3

3. EB

AR TIE. gap DR Z A X > 7 Z#Hl L72 LT filler & gap DA AR ZKFTT 5 7=
DIZ, LLFO L9 72 o@hE] %2 Az,

(6) SCHR
1. RS A) DRSS A ERSIND2ANDE B Z IR
2. o2 Ao b,
(7) ZEBX
ffif%k SC : EF B2 <S-gap> —Hi%& NHRIEEOEF MTNSATE,
% OC : HHFE A2 —HRIZ <O-gap> JHSELDIT MTNEAT,

(3 H%-2 %] 0 TDMR&- *%J DR TIE TRD) X [&5) R EOTFNEHT 5 H
THEENFIRE CH D728, 55 3 3CHI (—H8% 12) OFRFRT, ETERIE. gap 2500 L0
%E%&%E%ﬂifﬁbm\k%z%ﬂé (Wil - 7 7~ - /NBF - I, 2007), 1> T,
W DOFEMIZEBNT, MM EE7=0ld) OFRFRTHID T gap DIFIEICR DX, filler & gap
O)rf‘i‘iﬁkfﬁﬁlﬁbﬂé EEZLND,

3.1. SEBRAIK - FIE

FEBRIT, 5 CHEICHER S L. SRIFRIT. 5 3 SCEioRBhE] (B 12) DS OEW TR
W BRSO, 252 1 X7 L, 64ty M I128CHWE, £, 74 7 —XE LT,
B ZETe 64 & N, 128 SUEERR LT, 2O ORSUE, 77 v IR S X
2OV A MIAELL, EBRBNEFIZIX, —FHOVANDOXET X LERLT,

TR, EERBINE D8 130 B F A — MVENZEDHUTZ CRT B O RICE/R L
oo BRATTIE, FTURDBE RSN, TO%, DHIUDLHIBICERE X—ATERS
7= & CHEIO 2o (DOS) 1% 700 ms, FIIP 2 R ERE (ISD 1. 200ms TH o 7=,
AT, 50%DENIE CICRAFRREN TR S 4, FEBRBINF X, Yes/No RF & L TR



L7,

3.2. F#l

JEATHRIE T, gap-filler IKTERAFROIEEEIC I T, gap & filler R D REREN LERA ] 1T B
BAERITTZENERINTWD, &2 TR TIEL, gap & filler DEEBEICRET 2 —H>0
PR EE D W THEBRA RO P 24T o 72, —D13. #EER A (Structural Distance
Hypothesis: SDH) (O’Grady, 1997) T& %, Z iU, filler & gap MIZ/TET HHiM O N LN
TE WHARTPHRT L2 L2 THIT R TH D, > T, SDHIZEDITIE, HiEr
FREED RIS OC Z-F T, gap & filler DT A A & SCB L 72 P600 effect NBIZR S 15 &
THIE4 5 (Kaan et al. 2000; Phillips et al. 2005; Ueno & Garnsey, 2008) ,

19—k, IR RREE( G (Linear Distance Hypothesis: LDH) (Gibson, 1998, 2000) CT& 5%,
Z O, filler & gap BICATET D HEHR DN L R DI1F L, WHEATAE KT H 2 &
ZTHT %, > T, LDHIZEESTIE, #EAIIEREDS RV MlE4 SC 44T, P600 effect 73
BRI D TSNS,

3.3. ERBinE

EEBRSMEIL, BAEZRGE L T2 UM KRFEOFEAE 12 4 (M 11 4, FEFE
214 7 H) Tholo, ZMERENEFERE) (BERNEET) 2F L TEHY ., Oldfield
(197)DF| & FREHEIC L > THAE TH D Z & 2R L=, BIERNS, MMEHITEE®E O
LMt - ARG REO BN OW T ZITV, ERSMENOA 7 r— L Rart
v hEEEET, REE~OELZ L THEW, ERETH., #e42 o7,

3.4. R DRSS TE

Ji DOFEERICIZ B A NER O EEG-1200 % 7o, BRI EREM (B A B NE-113A)
Z VN, EER 10-20 V52 ESWCL BERZ B 19 AT (Fpl, Fp2, F3, F4, C3, C4, P3, P4, 01, 02,
F7, F8, T3, T4, TS, T6, Fz, Cz, Pz) |ZHdE L 7=(Jasper, 1958), #EHEEMRIT Fpz, JEVETEMIIM
HZgsa e Lz, &6, IREKEFN EBBIC L 27 —F 77 7 hOBEHROZHIZ, EIRT
K OFERAE\CEME S Ui, BREEPETIETSkQRME L, e—h vy b7 0 L H X
0.03Hz NA By N7 4 VZIX 120 HZ IZRRE LT o 77U o Z TR 3 1000 Hz & L7z,

3.5. ERER

FERS NN 12 NOFRBEITHT 5 P EZE S IX B SC FRIE:DS 68%. itk OC §:14:7° 80%
Tholz, tMEEIToT-EZA, AEBEMNE L (¢(11)=-2.1283,p=.05674), ZD
i Rl % SC RO T DN NI H D Z L 2R L TWD,

X112, 4 X (M SE7=01%) 1281 2INEEERIE 42~ Lz,



Cz 500-900 ms
~\ X 1. %5 4 SCHT 2R -100-900ms [ O K INFE -3
FERR R OC  AHR : % SC

Tt - BERD (1 HA% Y 100 ms)

ficlh - EALE (1 BEEY Suv)

\\1“\, | AR

\ % SC

. J

fE# OC

55 4 SCER 2R B AGR T 500-900 ms (235 1) B SERJBALEIT OV T, IEHFHR - BEIRIFES - A
SHERIC 0T THOMaT 24T - 7o IERROZRBLE X, Aifte (3 /KUE) xSLOFEEH (2 K¥%E) |
FHIRPARED - MBEES O BRI E (X, Aite (BFRPIRED 3 AKYE, MIBEES : 5Kk4E) x fifs (2
KHE) x STOFEE (2 K¥E) THDH, HOHTOME, EFHREMETETICIVNT, XofE
HOTENEE TH-oT- (EPTHR: F (1, 11) =6.0411, p = .0318, {AEEES: F (1, 11) = 5.3037,
p =.0418) , BEFPIMERIZ I TIE, SCOFIAD R FITAE B TH - 7= (F (1, 11) =4.7966,
p=.0510), WTHNOMRETH., AIECLEL EDORBEERITIHEETIX2hoTe, TOMOE
REHF 05 5 SCET (TN EATE) 1BV TR, AEEIFFRO LN o7 (T 3T p>.10),

FEEROET, 5 4 CE LoRBIETE 500-900 ms DR ICBW T, FEER AT, itk oC
LMD LT, it SC FIEDWIE BRI L T\ e, Z Ok id, ik -
Y - SE B A2 E D gap & filler DFEE AL L7Z P600 THDH EEZHND,

4. MEBLE

AWFFETIX, BARGEICEIT S gap-filler (KAFRIFR D NBLEFE 2 R FHT D 72012, HxRIEO
S 2 ERP FEBRZ1T -7, ERP EBROFERE, MM SE7-013) @iz v,
% HEE 2T (0C) &bl LT, R FERESHST (SC) DTN, MEAMBKE Do
7o ZORERNG, UTDO3RBRALNERST,

i.  P600 effect |%, filler (TS ATE) BANSNDLHIO TS ET2DIid) ONLE
(CRBWTBIZ ST, 8-> T, AAGEDERSCTIIBIMRE &350 | filler D ATILL
BN A BN T D Z & N 50y & 72 572 (cf. Ueno & Garnsey, 2008; Yano et al.,
2014),

ii.  Gap & filler OFEAAMIL, FHEHMGESRSC (00) L0 bFEHREESZC (SC)
DFHFMRKEV, T7hbh, TENESHEIGEE) BNROLN, 2O, BB
BRI DR R & AET 5,

iii.  —J. Yanoetal. (2014) CHE SN - FFED RGBT O R L IIFET D, - T,



Yano et al. T S FFEDRICERIFIL, (28450 OATNZ XL > T, S-gap DFF
TEDHT S > TTHIS AL, RSB HHEAMEE (gap-filler integration) 2MEHE S 4L
Tl ThdEeBEZHND,
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