B-2
T RETREEREMRSICX I BB R—FREAEBMN ZHIRE LT

REF ME' - MR FE? - L AL - ok Kt KA @HE°
PAUMKRE, AT ITBOE NERDRBE A HRiBIRET, P KIEXZ, & RKE, ° UMmEKRE

masayano@kyudai.jp / https://massayano.github.io

1. RUBHIC
ek, ANBEOERIF. AAShBEREZRNNLT Y TRICWEBL TVWEEZ SN TWhY(CL
Pickering & Gambi, 2018), IRTETIF. HARBRL AN (B, BE. KB BEFK) TREIT2ERZFH
LN S NXEBNMTHONTWVNS & WSIEIAERE S 11 TUL S (Altmann & Kamide, 1999; Dikker et al.,
2009; Ito et al., 2018; Kamide et al., 2003; Lau et al., 2013; Wicha et al., 2004; Yano, 2018a, 2018b), < D &
SBFRANGETE., FASNTOWBWERNPANEIND MBI NIIBRI DD 2D L5
BIERMICHEDLETSS55IC. THTIERZMBEIZET (TROEERTSHIET), TH
IZS—ZRSTIENTERZEEZISND, HIZIF. Fineetal (2013)IF. H—F V/\AXZ#E DR
UVERI2EIY MO EFHXETHZAFBOENERPICNS KRB EZHRELTWS (H—
7> )XA X : The experienced soldiers warned about the dangers conducted ...vs. > kO —JLX : The
experienced soldiers who were told about the dangers conducted ...) o UDU. BEIGIE E DIREZEICIT
bhzoh BIZIEF. EXDLSBEBNRRDBVANICH UL THBERZTZDN) &EWVWofem
[FHAS HMTIE > TWRLY,

2. BEREEEMEER

KK TIE, ?EELIEDZ?L\D‘ TEREMEBREI X IC X U CTHIGDNARIRSEVWERES N E S D
ZIRARDICHIT, EXEFXDERZREVCERBEBMERZIToIco BINT 2HE SN,
%ﬁ¢@Pwo®xm%hﬁtbko%m . ERBRMOZ2TRFBEE 600 ms A0 [CTHRBRFZRD
BEIER D (Positivity) T. (FERE) MIBMGER (& - —3 - BOHIK - REEL L) I UL TZOIR
IBAERT D (P600 XHER) (Friederici et al., 1993; Nakagome et al., 2001; Nashiwa et al., 2007; Osterhout
& Holcomb, 1993; Yano & Sakamoto, 2016)e EERFICIHEXDIFSNEX LD ZERI NS &L P600
MBENRBET D EDNREINTULS DY (Coulson et al., 1998; Gunter et al., 1997; Hahne & Friederici,
1999). EEXHIC P00 WEMNED K S ICELT Z2MEEESMITHE > TV,

21. EREME

RERSME L, BIARZELIEAMRKZORZEE 2048 (K108, B 10 8. FHERS 215
i, SD1.5M) CTHolco EENAFET T, EERBN BERNDLED) 5. SEEE - B
FMEEDRSIELEV, REIFZ., TNEFNOXRZOREZESDARZR T TiToNn,

2.2. EERX
WNDESBREXEFXEFR U, —7 Y XDORTEDINT YV A ZE S 26, FEXEHEEXRT



Ay?Y (EXEHXD 4:1) EFX - EXEERTOYY (EXEHFXH 1:11) IEBITBEX -
FEXDEIGIF. QDESBT 4 T —XDETERIEL I (2 3CH 26 X, 3 XHi52X), *

(1) a. EX :/\ZH #Hhic. NPAY + BEIFE  (THRRIFEEDEE)
b. IEX 1 NNT% HEhic, NP Z + BENF

2) 747—X
a. BFN INERRIT/* % 1T Teo
b. BREHN B*l/Z Huvieo

T—Ty hX (52R7) F FTVARECK>T2 U AMIAREL. ZNICT « 5 —XZEN
Lic (B78v70&Y XN 130 H1T), FSMECIZ. 2 20U X NZHIOEXRT Oy o (EHEXR
/BEEER) TERU, 7OV 7 DIEREY ANEISMEBTHI VI —NF Y RZW T, ?

2.3. RBRFIE

RSB IE. Presentation (Neurobehavioral Systems)Z{ERB U TXEI S & ICERU T, RIBEREE
(DOS)I& 800 ms. R E RMEFE(1SI)IE 100 ms T3H > feo RIEXETDERKTHS 500 ms ICRIGF 2
— (@) Z2RU. EERSMEBEICIEIXIDBRRTE 20 HIBTL YES 72 lE NO DR ¥ > (Cedrus, RB-740)
ZHTLSICHR U 70OV IDORAMIC, ERREBUIEX - EXEIET 10 RITORERITZE
ERUM. EX - EXEAENBESNTVWE T ERERSNFBIEGISNTULARN,

2.4. BiROEE - 1A

xS D ECERIC (& Brain Products 2D QuickAmp & U Ag/AgCl Bz Wz, BREEBMIF. BR L
M 17 71 (F3/4, C3/4, P3/4, 01/2, F7/8, T7/8, P7/8, Fz, Cz, Pz). IREREIHKADEIRIL. L£RT - £
REICERE U, BEEIETIEIX 10kQ KETH O > FU > I REKEE 1000 Hz, DC-200 Hz D7
VZAV T IIY TEERUc, BINRFICHERN SR U LBNOFHIBEICHEEE({LZITo I,

FEATIE. 28 2 XXEID-100 ms A5 900 ms £ TZ IRy 7L L. 30Hz DINA AV N T 1 LY %#E
BUE (B 1E10Hz DN\NALAY R TAILIZNTTHD)e FDT—FICRHULTR—=Z T4 VEEIE
ZiTolco ZDBE 280w ZBA D2 BMUZEVRTIE. P—F 777 NDEANDH B & H75 URS
L7,

BETAMTIE. OEM (EX/IEX) x R (EER/REX) x fT7IEF (1-130 &17) ZEE
AF. ERSE. EXty b, BBAIE (Cz Pz, C3/4,P3/4,P7/8,01/2) Z 7 >4 LAEF. 300-
500 ms. 500-700 ms. 700-900 ms (C & T 2 FIHRIEZRBERME LIcRRBEET LT olc. IE
X(F-0.5. FEXIE 0.5 TA—RELTHED. REBFREIIEDED & ERFFEXDIESHEE. D
EQOEZERFHEXDIFSNEETHDIEERT, MBEETILIF. RRKETILE)NSIBEIC, & D B
BRETIVE Imed D anova BAETHER I D EICEDBIRUL: (BERXTY P74 XK), plEIE.

' (1b)DEE 1 XEERPICATIM LT E I ENTERVNELSIC, 714 F5—XIlE NP £ 185, 1 HEEN S,
2 70y DIEFOMRIERSNGA i, ZOEREBERFE L TEEBWRIHERERSET 3.



ImerTest D Imer B THAULIcH D TH S, REEANRESNTIIEE. BKEICEWTTREZ
Tolc.BHnE (RTIER) z2&€ORAEERANE SNIBE. FHEH S5 +15D D EHER (simple slope)
KD,

(3) Imer(MeanAmp ~ G * P *TO + (1 + G * P| Participant) + (1 + G * P| Set) + (1| ch), data = data)
G= XEM. p= WX, To= HTIER

2.5. %EEIJ

USEBLEY AT ADTEERERNERICT LU CERT D E TN REXRTOY 7 DIEXIC
T;“Za P600 DIRIBIED AT &K > T P00 IR IEEERFPITHREIT D& FREIND, FDIER. 3F$C L
X9 % Pe00 RIF. FEEXRTIOVIDIFSMNMEERIOvIEDEHENETVWEFREINS,

2.6. &R

BRE SCEEOHMENEETHD., EXDIFSNIEXLIDBRRBENSH > /(B =-8.88,t=-25.13,
p<0.01), AN x X x ATIEFOREVEENER TH > clcdH(B=1.49,t=2.58,p<0.01), T
NBREET>IcE T3, BEXRITOY I DIEN(B=1.04,t=2.58,p<0.01)EEEEXRITOY I DIEX(B
=1.04,t=2.58 p<0.0)IcEVWTCETIEFHENH D, ERPICTBUENEF UL I,

BEREEEL(ERP)

- 300-500 ms : 3UEME x RITIEFORBEREXENE x R x RITIEFROXREERANHD.
EfEEITOY 7 DBREICEVWT, EXICHNTEXTREDNRNR ST,

- 500-700 ms: X EMEDERINERMEM TIEXICHENTIEX T Pe00 MRMNE SN (R 1K),
XEM x HE x 2RIBEFOREERANG D, EFEEXKTOY 7 TiE pe00 HERNE S Nih,
FEEXJOv I TIEEShiah -7,

- 700-900 ms : XEM x EEROREEANERMERTHD., EEEXIOVIDIESHEEET
Oy EDHIEXICHT 2 P00 ENKED oz (R 1H). £lc. UEHE x X x HATIE
ERNBEETHH., JOVIEBICTURERT>/cEC 3. MADTOY I TEKE x HATIE
FOMENESNTIc({E:B=1.27,t=4.56,p<0.01; A:p=-1.57,t=-572,p<0.01) Z DIERIE
EEXRITOY U TIE Pe00 MENEEFICERLTWSDICH LT, FEEXRI O Y J TIE P600
HMENEDPULTWB I ERETRT, EDRENTD P600 HERDIBEX - HPICHELTWDIIE
ANDIEHDICEEFHICEWTHTIEFOMRZRTLUIcE T B, IRTDE #F‘CufcﬁllLEFOJxJJ
BENEETH-T (K 2)  EEXIOY Y TIFIESLT Pe00 DIEX. IFXT P600 DFAH
Sh, EERIOY Y TIHPEICIEX T P600 DIEA., IFXT P600 DFEIHNE S i,
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% 1.500-700 ms (&) &1*700-900ms () IC&HT 3 IME ETILOHER

Estimate SE t p Estimate SE t p

(Intercept) 6.76 0.83 8.12 < 0.01 (Intercept) 4.91 0.79 6.15 0.00
Probability (P) 0.52 0.88 0.58 0.56 Probability (P) 0.19 1.11 0.17 0.86
Grammaticality (G) 1.20 0.69 1.73 0.09 + Grammaticality (G) 2.38 0.88 2.70 0.01 **
Px G -1.2 1.35 -0.89 0.38 PxG -3.00 1.63 -1.84 0.07 +
P x IO -0.35 0.17 -1.95 0.05 P x IO -0.2 0.19 -1.01 0.31

G x IO -1.1 0.17 -6.21 < 0.01 *** G x IO -0.15 0.19 -0.75 0.45

P x G x IO -2.57 0.35 -7.23 < 0.01 *** pPxGxIO -2.85 0.39 -7.27 < 0.01 ***
Item Order (1I0) -0.22 0.08 -2.46 0.01 **  Item Order (10) -0.15 0.09 -1.53 0.12

3. EE

EEEXRTOY 7 OEXICHT 2 P600 DFAE. HABFERENERPICHEBIZE D@ ICEIGL T
WBZEZRBULTWS, —A. EXICEITS Pe00 DKL, FEXHMAELERINDIEICK

F1NHOBRICEDOVWTEHFZ TR LA BolclcdICEFAMEBE TORAD EHADKHEE D
ANPEBRUIEIEHDTHDEEZSND, —A. BHEETOY 7 TD P600 RDEKIE, [EXT
D P600 DiFA EFEXTD P600 DIERMNRRTH ofco DT OAY T TIFIEXDRHERIMEWZ 6
SMEHLE 1 XEDOBRICEDWTHAZFTRHT DL SICHR > BER. EXTIEIRNED., JE
XTIEBEMMTOIRARNIBR UL TH B EMBIRTE S,

4., iR
- HAEBHEEEE. ERPICHERBIRERXICHE U CEIGHARIRZZEVWERE S (P600 D
)

- ZFOBEINMCIREXICHITDUEIRNEDRL—RATNHD (P600 DIEX)
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