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BE

VT NEA LTITbNd Ay 74 v CHEE, IHRMICIISGRICEETH L EEZLNT NS
B, SRR LA BZfTiabb 2 b H b, ZD—2IC, v 74 vV CEFEICEWT, FECE
{7 SCASERINCRR I NS [DOEEOE | LW BHRH 5, RIfJETlE, GEED#ERE O —
fHchsHAFEBICE T2 wh A OSERFEICBAL T, 2dZ2 b wh W ZFETE 2w [0 895 5
L& £ WIESGER 7 wh LSBT H wh A OSEREZEA 84 U 208 9 e WGl L 72, FEHE
HIPRAT & WA EEROFER, (252 L2&T R\ wh 3L TH wh W OFEEFER 2B X
N7, ZOREEIL, XENOHEZE LI R3UHEA =X 0 e LTHRELL Ao T2 BT
DIRFRIC—E L 2 WHERTH Y, RO EEZREL T» 5,

db B2
1. 5=

F v 7 A4 VIR, RENHIR OS5 ) T2 4 L TORBRIMEAER I NS I b
b3, MENICEMELRICE TS L DA OEICEE RN 2T 2b 5 (Badecker and
Straub 2002, Kazanina et al. 2007, Nicol and Swinney 1989, Phillips 2006, Stowe 1986, Sturt 2003, Traxler
and Pickering 1996, Van Gompel and Liversedge 2003), —/7C, #4 ¥ 74 v COXHFICH T, X
BRI L7223 T bbb 2 b dH S (Bever 1970, Christianson and Luke 2011, Lewis and Phillips
2015, Phillips, Wagers, and Lau 2011, Sturt 2007, Townsend and Bever 2001), % ®—2 I X iEME DT
(illusions of grammaticality) & \» 5 3R 2% % (Lewis and Phillips 2015, Phillips et al. 2011), %
DEFR LN, v T4 VvIFICHE T 2 XORZBMECEAT 2HEHKTH Y, ARIIECGEN 1%
TOXHRERINLHRD Z L &IFET,

EEOER OMREH & L CiX, FELEFOMDOE (number) ®—EICH T 5 —EHDFET]

(agreement attraction) & \» 5 IR DK 5 41T 5 (Bock and Miller 1991, Wagers, Lau, and Phillips 2009) ,
—HDFEG &1L, GEMICTITEFE L BRI OMNICE D —ED AL L T 7a\» 72 D AR ITIE SRR 723
THLICH2rDOT, ZOXI BRIV FRINIBRDOZ L TH L, (lab)dlx e b, FiE
FDHEED key TH LI b5, BIF 3D are TH Y, Fdh & Bha DHNICHD — B

VRFR CIX, SGENBAERIND [IEGEE R (illusions of ungrammaticality) | % & 72k
Mt Td 5 [SEEMEER (grammatical illusions) | & XAl 5 72 @ 1C, IEEN B XHBERIN LB
RDZ & & SGEMEDITE LA,
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3L TV WIESGER 30T H %, (1a) & (1b)DiE W X, 2o —BUREE R 1< AR 72 A& 3 A1) N
FEEFEAT cabinet(s) DT H 5, (1a) TIIEEA T cabinets TH 5 DI LT, (1b)TIXHE
cabinet T® %,

(1) a. *The key [+susy [-pr] [to the cabinets [-susy (+pr]] are (+susy (+pr] On the table.

b. *The key (+susy [-pr; [to the cabinet [-susj [-pL]] are [+susyj +pr] ON the table.

Wagers etal. (2009) (Z(1ab)®D X 9 72 3 % F v TREREIHIRAT & AR2PEHIBTSEER (speeded acceptability
judgment) Z{T7x-7& 25, EDWISGENAELTHZICH bbb, FEEBELFHAVPERTH
5(1a)D A, HETH2(1b) L W bERZEI NI EE (FilEK) REdr oz, ORI, o3
ICHRE I BB R 2 IE FFERTIC X o C, IEGENZ(1a)D X ERNICARBINDE e BH b L
WH T EERLTWD,

AT T, 2D X5 B GEEOHERPAE L 23 fEA =X L L LT, T2 2DRFH11R
RINTWDB, T2 01k LR (cue-based retrieval) Gt (LUT, #MFZR{KE) (Lewis 1996, Lewis
and Vasishth 2005, McElree 2000, Van Dyke and Lewis 2003, Wagers et al. 2009) & K REH (representation
distortion) {Kit T % (Bock and Eberhard 1993, Eberhard 1997, Eberhard, Cutting, and Bock 2005, Nicol,
Forster, and Veres 1997), Z D 2 D DG DE WL, H B3 XENE L TWwWaiEHhIic, AT 1ER
ICHD W THEEE I N ORRD, 2O RN LED 5 E T, 20 F T ORECFEBIRIRICIREE
INDEHEIPE VI RICH D, BRBREUTOLIIRRPZL L 2w EEL THh, REEMIGE
TIZOERRPZT 2 LBEL T 5,

MBET1E, EBEE~ DR (retrieval) WHIC X o TXUEEDERE ZFHAT 2, v 74 v
XHFIC BT, FEE OO —ED X 5 KRR MRS 2 720 1lL, IKFBRO L IRE
F (] : B3 are) P X 7B T, SRV X N IKREBIR O iR EERE (B 0 EFELE key)
ZAEERCEOF 2 O L X 07 b 7 v, BRERIREL T, LITRLTW3HEY, 2o A
NI NTHIGBERDPFFOERICE D BB F DY (retrieval cue) % o T, JoICLEE X 17z Ll
BHROLWRREFHGENTRRET2EZ2 0N (T2 ICHEI MK, ZOK, [+pL]E
WO RIRFD D D 1T L CIEFEFER T TH 5 cabinets DEHBEEL TWB Z LT, o TEHELE
P OIETELFAPRY HEh, RN (—H0FE5) »ErreELZLNTWS,

*key cabinets are
DS T suss [ #pL
- +PL
+SUBJ

1 F230 0 ic ko R

—7, RREMRTCTIE, CELH L T 58RI B W TEBIRLEICIRR S W2 ORI AL
T L TEEDHEREIEL S LER B, RREMKEHICH T 2 —BOFET0FRA =X LT,
B S X N D CIREBAFAOKSEE D SEBA~ AT 2 2 LT, BFASNUE S BRI
3B 7220 FELF EHFADKB LT BE2D X IWHEINE LW HDTH B, RREM
REUIFE DR A f5 T HFECIE 7 <, MFBIRCEMNICIRE: S L7z LINRR O ZALIC X - TCEED



HE 2 DT 2 IR ORI T H 5, IRFUF D H1IC X, FPERZE (feature percolation) {7 Marking
and Morphing (it 7 & OABIDIRGHAE TN 52, T OREERIC I N AR VWIND, KR
DEALIC X o TOEEDHRZFHNAT 2 L i mTHBL T 2740, KIETEIZALE T LD
TRREMPEE & 5,

2. AR

AWFFETIE, HAGEICET S [2E0] X2 wh HOSEREOFELZ RIS 2 2 & T,
IS 2 ODRHDOZ UM EBEEL 72, HAGED wh ALY 28R 112 X o TR X N 2 HEH
% % (Harada 1972, Nishigauchi 1999), wh f]DFER[FICiE, SERIBIGD [D/5] 7 EH3H 5, (2)1,
FHiD wh 4] % EEiOBERIBIG [ D | 2358 FAIREZR 72 O SEE 2L TH B, —J7T, Bab)id & 1,
FHD wh A% B[ TE ZAEICEA T2 720720 IESGEN R TH 5, (3ab)DiEWV T, (3a)ldX
PICEERIBhE (2] 2&FR0oicx LT, @Gb)idHALIC 2] 2&LHTH 3,

(2) LoD [REPRECY VA ERATHZL] BHHICS 572D ?
(3) a. *EDEFEDR [(EDVBHET~~ Y HEGFATHZ L] HIHICE -7,
b. *EDAERED [EDBBEET Y HEFA TV h] HEHICE 57,

Minemi and Hirose (2019) 723(3ab)® X 5 730 % Fi > CIRREIHI R & 282 HIbT S Bk & S L 72 &
T2, B)DFHDBa) L » bERBENEL hotz, T OREIE, WEENICIE wh ] OFERNIC IR 7
MECTH o7& LTh, BIEMIC wh 1) % R ATATREZR FERIBIGE (2] 233CHhicEENns itk -
T, wh A OFEREAREL S %2R LTV,

Z DOFERIL, BREGEE BREMIGGEDO & 5 DIGHIC L > THHHATRER D D TH 5, TN
AT, HUARNIC [20] 23525 2 I X oC, MEWNFRD Y Tl <, BIENIC wh 1) % FATA]
RETH 5 &\ IRBENTL D IS MBREL, FHiD wh A1 - TEEIEE2 HHLY H X
N3z LT, wh HOERENZEAAAEL 2 LHHATE 52, REEMKFICIE, FHIFEFED[+wH]2
[-WHIICZA L L, BLARIFFES[+WH]ZFiD X ) R RRICE LT 5 2 & T, wh HOFHERIGER 234
U2 LEitHAIRETH %,

Z TCAWIZE T, REFATIRH 282D 2D wh AERAT L ERTERY (I %
FwzoiT, b DIREHDZYEEMEEL 72,

2.1. A&

7997 FY—v v 7% —E X Crowd Works (https://crowdworks.jp/) 1C CHE L 72 HAGERGERLE
107 4 icxf L, PClbex (https:/www.pcibex.net/) & F\ 74 v 7 4 v X 0 REEIHHIFRAT & A R8I
EEREEM L 720 2—7 v PUL, @D X9 7% 2B 6 5k (EfiFEXA 7 [wh, I wh] xHHA
fiizgA4 7 [&, EID», 2] THFAVTAELNTZ, wh EtEDdabe)ld, FHIC wh H]23H 21 d
b bT, TNEEATE ZEBER RV OIGEN L TH S, —F T, IF wh &0 Adeh)id
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ZLZb whi 2 EE R WHENRLTH S, CDXIBRERL 24y + 27T VHKICK 5 T4
DDYAMIHT, FEYVAMCT A T7—XA8 L EMAT2720,1 DD Y A FFIAFIT2 L TH o7,

FER T, EEBEREFEIRR (rapid serial visual presentation) 1ZC, 31 500 I U #0390 ok
AT IC 2R L, & XHiICiZ 300 S VP oEAEZRR L2, §XORBME, [HZETE] 2 [H
RATRE] 2O ZIToHl & L, B XORMELE D ERE 3 LN & v 5 RFRIRHIR %2 3% 72,

(4) a. *EDAEGEN [JehED HET vV H%E GAhTnizt ] HEHIC o7z,
b *EDERED [Fedhd BWET vk AT E S 2] BEHIC Eo72,
c *EDEFED [kt BHET vy A% GA TV 1 B §o7,
d. ZoEfER D BET vV HE ATz ] HEHIC B o7,
e. ZOERED ekt BHET v v A% GATOR2E ) ] HIHIC 557,
f. ZOAFED [edd HET v v % STy 1 #EEIC 507

2.2. ¥&ERTFH

MERIREICEE DT 1E, wh A OFBERNRER T % &L (4e) TO AR 4L L 2 & Fllla b,
¥, AU TH-oTH [2EID] Fwh W E2FBA[TERVDOT, [0 #HWT
FHP D ICHEICRBETE wh IOV L REL RV EEZLNE =D TH DL, $7-, RREM
RERICED WA D, (o) TDOH wh A ORI E L 5 e FHlI NS, ek b, (4b)TE
FBATFORRICEADEC, EMEEN[-wH), A EES[+wH] & o2 GED, 20 % [H
EI0] Fwh )@ TE RO T, wh HJDFREFEAIZAEC e FHENE 72D TH 5,

2.3. M

BilET —2i3v Y 27 4 v ZIREDNRET VI X o THlTr &7z (Baayen, Davidson, and Bates
2008), FEERFICITFEHTELA 7 LA 24 70 2 HRE 2 b ORARABEE N, F
FIEFEXA 7L, wh 5% -05. IEwh &bz 05 L 35X I —a—T 4 v27ickoT, HiAfIX
A7F T 2L T 3K MO I—a—T1av 7 (] %20, I %1 &35 HEK
el %0 2]l 21 2FT0HE) KkoTa—T1vradnk, RRKETLD T VX LHRIC
X, EBRBINE LRy FicowTD I v XL &S v R aru—TFREEnt, REET L
I% “parsimonious approach” T X - Ti#ER X 17z (Bates et al. 2015),

24 fER

(4bc) & I wh A ORI BBE I Nz (K 2), EEFORRREIR 1 ITnTeBYTH
%, At ofER, FEHEELATA) [ vs [2EI D] OHBDEE D, B) [& ] vs. [ 2]
DHEEDLGAED ., FHMiTEXA T HAHi X 4 7ORHEEABPEETH o7 (A: Estimate = —0.584,
z=-2.462,p=0.014,/B: Estimate =—0.830, z=—3.521, p < 0.001) » wh §fFic BT 3 FARE Tl
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A) L] (dayvs. [HE 2] @)D DOEED, B) [& ]| da)vs. [2°] (4o)DHEKDEGED ., L b
ICHLART % 4 7O BTN L HEE TH > 72 (A: Estimate = 0.616, z = 3.732, p < 0.001; B: Estimate =
0.735,z=4.464,p<0.001) . — /7 CIE wh FFICE T 2 TRETIE, &b 6 DI T b AR & 4
7@%@3551% IFETERD» o7 (p>0500), 2% 0. I wh K TH 5 (@d-o)TITHAH X 4

XA RAEDEIIHAE T R0 o 7208, wh G CTITEME L 72 % (42) ITHER T (dbo) D RRE D H

f‘%‘ﬁ\ ulﬁjZ’?)OfCo

o s £ 1 HRHOREE

o e BDERE FERE
4 de g (4a) whi'k 0.289 0.030
0.8 I 4b) whiH &5 2 0.399 0.322
§ 0.6 ab 4c ] (4c) whid> 0.418 0.034
= oal 2 (4d) FE wh/ & 0.702 0.030
(4e) FEwhiDE S D 0.700 0.029
02 @4 I whid> 0.677 0.030

0.0

JEwh

X 2 BRIFORRH

3.EE

AR OREFIT, B & RREMEH., &5 O DRHOFREICH —HL RV, EH 5O
b wh F]OFRRTTH 5 [5] ZHLAHICE T (4c) Tl wh fi /70)%&,%575 m] % T 525, wh A]D
ATl [ 89 2] ZHLAHNICE @) T wh A1 OEEREEER 2 FHIL v, L2 L, &
mMoEETITINLDFHNCK L, HEIAK Lfbaoﬂj%éﬁmm BT EEEARE R 23 EEE
éhtobﬁﬁof$ﬁ%®*% 3. IND 2 DDA HAGEICE T % wh Al OSEEEER %+

WKTFHIT 2 ENTERNWI L ERELTNS,

L#L&#%,ﬁﬁﬁk%u\kﬁéh:%#E%Kﬂﬁ(ﬁ%k)éh%:k%%%ttfk
D, BLZOEMET [ 2E50] 28 2] LRI I INTLE>HEICE, &b LK
D (4b) TD wh A DFEEFER % THIS 2 AlREE R I N 5, T DAJREMEIC D W T it ReEIHIFRAT
&R ERRIC BT TEfED [YDRED BHET ~vHE GATOE2E S 2] HIHIKC
Eolz.) DX IICHLAFIIC wh i) L [HE 9 2] OifZE&ELIEENR LR, ELLFRTE S
DEIDEMEIO DL THEEARETH 5, ZDORMICDOVTIISHROMIEORETSH 2,

L

W92 13 ISPS BHFE: TP21K19999, JP20HO01254 DBIK %% F 7= D T3,
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