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Japanese loanword devoicing: A review
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ABSTRACT. This article provides a chronological overview of how the Japanese loanword devoicing pattern, first
identified by Nishimura (2003), has contributed to the theoretical developments in Generative Phonology (Chomsky and
Halle 1968 et seq.) in the last ten years. In so doing, this paper reviews some recent debates in phonological theories, and
outlines some remaining issues for future research. The issues discussed in this paper include local conjunction, the
relationship between phonetics and phonology, phonetic (un)naturalness of phonological patterns, Harmonic Phonology,
effects of lexical frequencies on phonological patterns, empirical bases of theoretical phonology, and internet-based

experimentation.
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1. EF

AAGED EHEBG DML, McCawley (1968)% 16D & L C, £ EFERm (Chomsky and Halle 1968 et seq.)@fi
IREIFE R & 70T TR L C & 7=, ATl Nishimura (2003)12 & - THIO THE S U7 AAGEDS kS
T AAFEE OMESCEIL), FHEIROBBIZED L IZHIKL TE a2 #iEl 2, :ODE%%!@L%%/: S
SINTRoHEm A RERSIAICE © 2 & T, IEFEOEFHIEGROBEEZIR Y IRY | ETFEROMIE~DIER &R ET 5,

2. BZ

Joke, HAGEOFRER L OERETIE, [bb,dd, gglE W > 7= (BAZE) &% (voiced obstruent geminates) |3,
NN E WS il H -7 (Kuroda 1965), LALLM S, ASKEEDOMEHIZE > T, Ky Z(doggu))e= > 7
(leggu))D L 212, AFMEEZFRHFENMEDID X5 1278>TE TS (Itd and Mester 1999),

1t6 and Mester (199 XA FEE 27T HEEL Z 9 CRVHEIENRSH S Z L 2 L. ZOEWAFEFE (lexical
strata) OEVNTIFT 5 Z LI L - T « — bz LT 5, bbb, AAGEIC L VIR HEE (assimilated
foreign item)| A L E Z 7 LRV, WETZ BAGEICFEL LTV HiEE (unassimilated alien item) XA LS
EHRTDHENILDOTHD,

ORI L, Nishimura (2003)1%, A EE ORERVER (LN Z 2 OITAFHE S FE—FENICS 91
OT?ETE)%/E.\ RO LI LI, 2ED ., )DL 21T, [F—FEHNI2>OF FESEDMAE L Tk
B7R] E0) AAGEICB O TE S b b DI (T A ~ > DIERIEOCP(voice): Itd and Mester 1986, L FOCP
LFETD) MEASHDEEICRY , EELNEE D EWVWIDTHD, TDd, QDL HIT, OCPITER L
RONE D AR EITERL L2V, F72, )DL HICOCPITER L TWThH, AFHE (voiced singleton)i X
FAE 720y, (4133 CNishimura 2003 DSHEMHTO —fRALIZIEES <, FAfT LS, )



(1) OCPIE AL [ ~L A | [gebberusu] = [gepperusu]; [~X> K| [beddo]=[betto]; [ K 7|
[doggu]=>[dokku]; /37 [baggu]=>[bakku]
() FHOCPETEE: [ = v 7| [webbul=*weppu]; L K| [reddo]=*[retto]; [~ K] [heddo]=*[hetto];
[ 7] [eggu]l=*[ekku]
(3) OCPI&S Hi5: [7R7] [bobul=*[bopu]; [#H— K] [gaado]=*[gaato]; [/\7| [bagu]=*[baku]; [#
7’| [dagu]=*[daku]
Z ZCHFROOLE, Nishimura 2003)I2 LU, HEF{EIX, OCPEAFEE &9 2 DDFMENHT- S THID
TAMRBIC /22 LWV ) JChH D, IREITCIE. Z OB 2 BERa ot & A845,

3. EERHUSHT
3.1. Nishimura (2003)

HIEICHR728 Y . Nishimura 2003)(Z JAUTEESLITOCP & A RS &V 9 20D SEANT- S T-BRERIZ R Y
AREL 0D (272l BRSO L), ZD X572 RODOFMENIIZIND] LV BLREME D BIRIT
Ho RS (Optimality Theory: Prince and Smolensky 1993/2004) T3l MZ < < | (AT B DDEFR R A 1 = X L HAR
ETDMEND DEANL, LLT. Nishimura (2003) DA 2325,

F£ 9, Faith(voi), OCP, *VoiObsGem D3 D> DK &K E T %, Faith(voi) X M7 (kA4 £& 19~ 2 B IEEHIK
(faithfulness constraint), OCPIXFEERNIZH FRLEE 2 L EE 2 % 2 & #2519 2 2 MEHIFY (markedness
constraint), *VoiObsGem(F A= (FHE) EEZEILTHHEMESRITH S, T2 TIIGE Ty 7)) & TR
EHlE L TEXxD, ZHLOFETIE, HAEL (37 Hibaku] EFESNZY, [y 7] Hiekku] & FEE S 4L
% XD RHE) 1T S0 DT, (@), (5) T/RII Y Faith(voi) >> OCP, *VoiObsGem® 7 > 7 £ 1F 73 W 37 T
DB D,

(4) Faith(voi) >> OCP

/bagw/ Faith(voi) OCP *V0iObsGem

=>[bagu] *

[baku] |

(5) Faith(voi) >> *V0iObsGem

leggu/ Faith(voi) OCP : *VoiObsGem

= fegeu] g g
[ekku] *| '

L, ZOT % T kbaggy (Nv ) (CHEAT D&, FRICKT DR LD, Faith(voi) A3k A0c 7 >
TENTNDEETDHE, OD LD ICERLDHIE SIS Z LT 50, /baggu/lTFEEIT I [bakku] & FF Shts
by LTENo T, ZOT 2% 2 7 Tl EFRCRG OB D720,

(6) Faith(voi) >> OCP, *VoiObsGem Tl (L L 7220

/baggu/ Faith(voi) OCP : *VoiObsGem
=[baggu] * i *
[bakku] * '

% Z "CNishimura (2003) I, OCP & *VoiObsGem &\ 9 il % & & 12, RFTHEA (local conjunction)(Z & ¥
{OCP&*V0iObsGem qon & VN D il ZAED Z & A4RE LT, ZOHlFIIX. OCP & *VoiObsGem % [FIFFIZIEK T 5
stem & V)9 ’ﬁﬁi@ﬁ (=RET}) Wb OFAEDOHEER L HIeT, (1) TRTEY . ZOfKI2 Faith(voi) L 0 & ErTH
AU, EEEEEZD




(7){OCP&*V0iObsGem yem >> Faith(voi)

/baggu/ {OCP&*V0iObsGem} g Faith(voi) OCP *VoiObsGem
[baggu] * * : *
=>[bakku] *

Z DRGSO BIERIE, SRR MRS SAVCEZIZ, Paul Smolensky FUAS AL cto“d’m SN=Ho
T& Y (Smolensky 1993, 1995) *. HAGEDE & HEA L BLGIIFFTRITRE B DRLENEN /3520 LG N2
McCarthy (2008:219-220) DIl EEER OBEE T HREME L L THRY B bhTng’,

3.2. Kawahara (2006)

AEICHR Y B 7Rk e L 2 MHIFINE, 72 LN BAGEOEER b F — U @ C& 208, AV EDELE
R D, 728725, OCP&*VoiObsGem & U9 4x< BAFRODZRUNHIKIAS, stem &V 9 RE R TG S D0
5THD, b LESBHRDRWERIZ Z D & 5 R E R TRHE LSS DR b, S bIZEHRLRFT A
WMo TLINDREIEN, 2D LD R RFEGHRIOFAEITED Ly, DF Y | ERKTIFEL RN E D
IR HIOAEZFFA L CLE 9 T, BERanZiaRI72 £ ) (generative capacity)Z THIIL TLE S D TH
%, Fio, ZORPHEAHKO (BEEEZ) A LB O TIE RV, £ 2T, {OCP&*VoiObsGem ) gon & 1 9 il
KIZBET 575, Kawahara (2006)I3EL F O X 5 70 fRB A5 L7-,

% ¥ Faith(voi) & B H] (=Faith(voi)sne) &MEEH (=Faith(voi)gem) & 1Z/3EIT 5, T°5 & OCPIZ L - THERLA3
L Z D DIHMEE DFH T 5728, Faith(voi)gng >> OCP >> Faith(Voi)gen & VN9 7 ¥ 2 7 MG H15, (8), (T D
TRk 7Ry (ERLOMEEMEICE L TR E1E2SH),

(8) Faith(voi)gyg >> OCP

/bagu/ Faith(voi)gp, OCP Faith(voi)gen

={[bagu] *
[baku] !

(9) OCP >> Faith(voi)eem

/baggu/ Faith(voi)gp, OCP Faith(voi)gen
[baggu] *!

=>[bakku] *
Flo. AFEREIERE—FERNICLICA FRLE S 23 2T UL L L2V o T, (10)D K 9 IZFaith(voi)gm >>

*VoiObsGem & 725, ZMD & 91, Faith(voi) 22 DDHFNII31T 5 Z LIZ Lo T, BHERREAHRRIZIETE ST 2 0E
W2 72 %,
(10) Faith(voi)gem >>*V0iObsGem

leggu/ Faith(voi)sne OoCP Faith(voi)gem *VoiObsGem
=[eggu] *
[ekku] x|

L2 L ZO0HT T, ZeEFaith(voi) 23 g FH EARE D2 D125 05U TN D D& 9 T e ge i U %,

Z OEERNZKI L, Kawahara (2006)i%, Steriade (2001/2008)DP-map iz AV =it B 23 TV %, P-map &1

[ZODOEOX O & B 7 BT 5 a5 O %k (knowledge about the perceptibility of phonological
contrasts)| Td ¥, F7-P-maplZffiL T, AR LIS WEKIZE, HHEIVAT AL o TSIV &1
ESND, ZOHmEARIZBT 2AFREDESLICY TID S & AFREPEFLSNSTVOI THH
fEE3one ARG L 0IC< < B A EFRIIC B BRI E S0 72 Th D LRHTE 2, »
F0 ., AR BV oORE ) LT, BEOHF S (dd) &IEEOERE ()& OFEE: . BE0fHF
B (d) & HEOHERE ()& DL 225 & BIEEOHFPENN RIEOST OHFPBEWVCEITND), &
H1Z, Steriade (2001/2008)1Z LAUFT—AXIZX=Y DEALDFEHEAFIVNE E | ZAUTKILT HFaith(X=Y)D 7 - F




TNHEL 72D, LI2hi»> T, (1)DP-mapZAET % & Faith(voi)ge >>  Faith(vVoi)eem?33 HA1D Z £ 1272 %,

(1) HAFEORFEMERNLOP-map (IEE, HEZNZIUIDWTORF & & M55 O

dd = tt

d = t

Faith(voi)gn, >>  Faith(voi)gem

Kawahara (2006)I%, (11)ZR L7zP-map, OF ¥ A EE MRS EE 0O ={EF OF ML
TeBE TV EW O GEE . BEER & AT RISV TIEREL TV 5, HAGEDIRE T, 255)
RN G, FHOBAN T HEOREDBPTILESTLED (ZOZEK A7 REOFHIIZ OV T,
Ohala 198342, Z DR, AFMRNINHFEIICHE TR0 THD, ZDLIITEZDHE, H
AFEOEFAVBISIT, SRR OEENGHR Y — N BE 52 55— AL EZENDDITTHh D, BIOE
WHETIUE, BAREOEEEF(EHGIE, TAUC X DHEMZIV NS L 2% DRI SN D ihE
DHEfY (perceptually tolerated articulatory simplification: Hura et al. 1992; Kohler 1990) ] & U TR TE 5D TH 5,

3.3. Kawahara (2008)

Kawahara (2006) D F5RI%, AF{EE OBERLIZE R BRI EER/XZ —2 Th D (phonetically natural
phonological pattern) & \ Y 9 % D 727)3, Kawahara (2008)1 817212, Z DHEFR{VBISIIH AR R AR R T,
LWV FIRE NN Z 72, FEMIEAE < 2%, Ohala (1981)(2 X 5 & OCP(voice) & W 9 fill#) (A HEDFEALEIS (voicing
dissimilation)—f%) %, EAFHINIIRNARLRDOTH D, FBE. OCP(voice)l Lt H AFE TIZOCP(prenasalization) &
L CHERE L (Vance 2005), ZiUdOhalalZ JAUZEFFINCHRLRBIR CTH S, LovL, 5l (prenasalization)
DAFPEE I RINLIZZEM T2 2 & T, OCP(voice) & U 9 AN B R 7 I A iz,

t, LOCP(voice) M E I ARBRZRHIFITH D722 51, AFIEE OB LILE AR B R HIK
(OCP(voice)) 3 BTN BIR72 M7= {L. (perceptually tolerated articulatory simplification) 2 = 9~ & L CHUMIA N,
DFEY | TS — IEFFHICARARIR b OETR LoD, BAEFINCARESZ = 2E) v AT A
ThbH LW Z &b,

Lo, Bix R ERBA B L ThRL L | BREMICER S Z — 1%, BAGEOISIGEORER{LD X 5 124k
REOEHR/ ¥ — > (Kawahara 2006)<°5872 EOSHENFN (Kawahara 2007, Steriade 2003)72 EIZ HARIZEIN D DIZ
LT, BRHICARERZR Z = OHBUL, b &b EAHTE LIoE# I Z — 003, BIOSEEERIC X0 HEHIIC
RERRIAZAL LT LE Y GHAIR DD, FEAAGEOHILFH, AFEMEOIMEBIZIE, b &b ERIDOXINE
DEACHLIN S, BIORELZ L X > TEAHEN TV, K> TKawahara (2008) Tl il SUEITE AR
BAZIETFRT 2L 00, BEFERERS 24T (biased) &FamDT HALTR Y, Z Ol IO Hayes et al.
(2009)D/ 7 U —FEDREEFIFIONIZE T bR STV 2,

3.4. Pater (2009)

BIRIZBERGII T & L CHRAT L72 0O D h3Pater (2009) Tdh B, Paterlt, AAGEDOIER (L & — L % it Hiqa ¢
1372 <, PRS- EERS (Harmonic Phonology: Legendre et al. 1990a, b) DFHAC/OMMT L, FRFEEERR OB Z T5E
U7z, RFEREER It B R Ol Th & 0 | il (optimization) & W\ BESREZ WS R TIZZ 62D
DEFGITALLL T\ D, MEAIT, Bt CIEHRRIMOBIRE 7 % o 7 CRIT OISR LT, JiFEiERC
VEHPRIIZ LR (weight) 3737322 £ W9 J8TH D, HRINCIZENZIULEN G 2 Hiv, HEGILER T Do
HEED#a N (H-score=Harmony score)l” &> TEIH S 2 (H(cand)=3w;*c(cand): w;(Til#3, DT, ¢(cand)iZ
candidate, DT OIERE), #kx 72fFE4# (candidate)DH-score 2715 L7z L7z 1T, H-score?)¥fix 01TV MEA#AY I



BRI 725, H-ScoreDFTRF1EE [ 7| OFITHB L, 12)D X HIZ, [eggu] &\ H &ML, Faith(voi)
%0[E], OCPZO0E], *VoiObsGem% 1 [EFER L TWAHDT, LS 0+1*0+1%(-1)=-1&" 9 A a7 RN 5.2 b b,
ZOPSAATHAGED Ty 7 & T OFZEMTT5HE (12). (13)D L 52725, FJ Faith(voi)iXOCP
R#FVoiObsGem & V FELEHNE LYY, T 2 TIIFIAIEL, TNEINL5,1,1L T2, ZORERTIL, Faith(vo) D HLEAMt,
D2ODHKIOHE LV EiFiuL, 11.5,1,1) EWOEBETH L0832 <, BOEETHHEDRW (59120
FIHZOWTIE TSI 4 ZOEBEN D, OCP*VoiObsGemi L4172 TIIMEF ka5l & = 720,
(12) w(Faith(voi)) > w(*Vo0iObsGem)

leggu/ Faith(voi) OCP *VoiObsGem
1.5 1 : 1 H-score
=[eggu] E -1 |
[ekku] -1 ! -15
(13) w(Faith(voi)) > w(OCP)
/bagu/ Faith(voi) OCP *V0iObsGem H-Score
1.5 1 : 1
=[bagu] -1 E ]
[baku] -1 ! -15

LU, (14)TRTIED | /bagew/ D X 5 7eOCPESAEH D7 — A TiX, HRb%E L7Rh- 7o BERHITOCP &
*V0iObsGem D 71 ZiE T 5,
(14) Gang-up effect if w(Faith(voi)) < w(OCP)+w(*V0iObsGem)

/baggu/ Faith(voi) OCP § *VoiObsGem
1.5 1 : 1 H-Score
[baggu] -1 ! -1 -2
=[bakku] -1 ! -1.5

Z ORGSR, AL E L7 EM OH-score D HMR0IZIEL 725, T Z CHEEARDMN, Faith(voi) D HLEASOCP &
*VoiObsGemDLLEDAFH L WIRWZ L TH D, ZDOLEDOSMNMI- SN D &, [bakku] NFEBEOH T L 725,

Z D53 OF I, Nishimura (2003)<°Kawahara (2006) DS < S 3hilf 24 o8 &35 DI
XL, TSR I3 ORI TETHAFATE L LW I AHICH D, Fio. (121D X H 7, 121D HE
PERFOTET TIIRD 72 < TH2 o FE D LR THHIE (gang-up effect)l T, 1-DDZA{LA2-DDHIFKIZ [FIREIC
/=T ZEMTELEEDOHEZD, LW OB TINAT S, ZORIZBWT, FFEiEml LR & B &
H72% (O SOMEROFEHE/ HRIZEI L Cid, Tesar 2007, Pater 2009, Potts et al. 201055 &, &)

4. THEERLERT 4
4.1. Kawahara (2011a)

VIEEBEICRIZ L DIZ, BAGEDISKEEOA AR EALHISRIT, & S eMim Lodm I Vs T
72 (ZZ TN TE R0y 7= 3R L Cid, Kawahara2011a, b2 &), L L. (1)-3)DF —# L. Nishimura
(2003)X°Kawahara (2006) (Z5# H &) OEM (introspection-based judgment)iZF>< LD TH D, 2F V. [OCPIZ
BT DAFREDOHPEFETE 5] LV ) —Kkikid, B2 ADOSFEFEONENLEN LD TH D,

ARCHEDHRITS &b ENET —H Z IS 2 O — A TILd 5703, £ DOTHEITH T D MR
EOREBLIN O SILTEY (2 iESpenser 1973). & 0 bl Z ZHHESERINERIL LT3 (Schiitze
1996°Kawahara 2011aPNODTEREZIR) , ZOREIZ- DU ClidKawahara (2011a) TEE L < #af L TV D O TREM
TEIET D0, BT D81 T — 4 & bINEIC K VIRET D HIETIE, 77— X 20 b O EL ARt I
ETER,

% ZC. Kawahara (2011a) Cl%, Kawahara (2006)723 U 7=(1)-3)D & 9 7Bl 1) kD BIR S ZfERd




TeDDOFFREAToTe, ZOFRTIL, ZOEERREH LR HAGEFSIZ, (1) OCPERIEE DML, (i) I
OCPEFAE T DEERAY,, (i) OCPIER L DEEREKIZHONT, BHIDHRS Z1~5ORE 2k s AR TH)
Wrst7e, ZOMRO—MEKNTTT, ZO/RRND, OCPERIEIEDT= O DIt E OEER{L3, FFOCPERE
HOEFLCOCPEN HEORFSLL Y b HRTHD LW EIND ZEBHA LN E oz, ZORERIX
Nishimura (2003)<°Kawahara (2006)?>7— % 78 H AGEGEE DEBUIZAB L Tz & W) Z L Z2RE L TD,

Lo A%
3
|

—
_
- 4
—
T
OCP& K {35 FEOCP;&E AT 5 OCPy& X 75

[X1. Kawahara (2011a)DFEERFER, KRBT 2 EFLOBRE (=T —/3—395% (A X )

ATV T4 | Nishimura (2003)X°Kawahara (2006) CIIFSCERAZR H DO & L THRDN TN DA, 20X ) :;@5&
ZELUCHERT DL, ZO200ARIICHENDHD Z E0NND, L0 MMELTE 2L, SCENelEb s
ISEM R IR L & ORI EER A2 3T 5 Z LI LW &N D 2 eV,

4.2. Kawahara (2011b)

Kawahara (20112)DfERIE, KA CldNishimura (2003)<°Kawahara (2006) DEARIZ IS T —H NIE Lo 722
LER LTS, Z£D—FC, Kawahara (2011a)O3E5RClX, Nishimura (2003)2A% [OCPIZ X B A F{EE DM
by L—FEVICESNTERLZOBRN, OB 121 TRIND MR O TIIRL, FHILV b LEMTH
L AREMEZ R TR bR b,

BlzIE, R 7] (bag) & W DA kB B 95 Lbakku] &£ 720 . [/ 7 | (back) & W 9 AhskaE & RIS 72
S>TLFED, EFE, Kawahara (2011a)DFERIL, FEEHAZRAEZELNRD > 72 b OD) HAGERES | HF & S5
AR HIF & O Zpdgr b Al T DM AR L QU e, £ SRR AL & Ao B ARSI HBIEN B o 72,
AAGERES 1L, MAMEEREVGEORER{LAE, K AR b O L LIz TH D,



% Z°C. Kawahara (2011b) ClX, FEOMHIBEE & MR (LoD RS OFABE, E7-Z DOfOEERAY - FESEA) 72 2R
MED XS ICHEFUICEEE 52 D0ERRD20, 1N2REOHE AW TEREIT- 72, TORED S B, OCP
B OMALO AR LB MY & OBF# A XRITRT, KD, o HIRS & aafefl SEE I IE
ORBER D2 OB TINS (AT ~ - ONERAHRREE=59).

Lo A%

rho=.59, p<.001

3.2

T T T T T T
0 2 4 6 8 10

GRFM RS @ AR

X2. OCPEMEE OO BRS i FEE (B #t%) OFEIB (Kawahara 2011b), {EFSEEIX
KEF - g (2000) (2HS<

Kawahara (2011a, b)DFERAFHIZ E & OiUX, OCPER|EHEO(E S OEEF{KITHATREE 1L > Td AR
WL BALD KD 7208, kkx 70583 - TR ERDES O BRI OHINET 5, L) 2 &b, »
£V [0CPIERE L TWAIRELTINER{bIND) 0 —fikfkid, —HF THEREZEL TUINDH 0D, £ 9
— 5 CIRE R Bl (oversimplification) &£ 5 & HE XD,

4.3. Coetzee and Kawahara (2013)

Kawahara (2011a, b)235H# U 7-sEo i Y & Lo BRSO IEOFBNE, S 3% ——h b T8
LWNZ & TR, BB @O GERIE S BRI LA S 0 MBI, AR e R EEBISRIC OV TINET
RSN TS, Bz, JEEDYd-deletion Tl westD X 5 IZHEDEOEZEDIZ D D3, jest?D K O \THEEEN
{ERVOEERE X 0 B IIGERANE Y (Coetzee and Kawahara 2013), =0 K 9 2 BIEICHES\WC, FEBROMEBEE (72
DOREENED LD IfEDND DY) DEFEIBIZIBWTHULIEE % F7= 7 & %5 2 % Usage-based phonology & \
IFIRELBH D (Bybee 2001),

Z OFHRIZH L, Coetzee and Kawahara (2013)15, ZERCEBRRMODE T /MIGEREDO B HBE DR ATV IALET
NV AAGEOIEFLEIS (B X U9GEDYd-deletion) & AVVTIRE L QW 5, ZOET /MIFAFIEERICE S,
BT, ENENOHGEOEEIZ L - T, MEHERFIOEN 2 he—Lr3hvd, IS 2IE. 2o
HEEOSARE L FUE L 7p DRAE % & L \C—H 3 (B-distribution) 2SRES AL, TOFE— K (mode: FARNHE)
DREMFFIOHEINE SN DD TH D, ZIUTKY | FEEOMHABEOR AL EIRET /U AT Z & 23
AIREL 720, OF D AEKERERROMSHA TS | FEROMFEN G AN — NG 05 BT T ML TE L 2



EPVRENTZDITTH D,

4.4. Kawahara (2011c)

%12, Kawahara (2011c)DFEERZ I 5, ZDFERO HAYIL, Kawahara (2011a, b) TR HALTHE R R~ 72
FEROFEEEZ THHERINDINE I NEMERTHZ L THDH, BMAMITIEL, 1o HIE, Kawahara (2011a, b)

CIFEIET DIKED D% AN TEREIT 120, £ 2 RO b O L [ERED/ 7 — U NMEERGETH AL

HNEMERTHZ ETHD, b9 1-01%, Kawahara (2011a, byl H 8K X HIEr ORI Likert scale & FV /=28, [HE=A{L,
DNETREDMNATEED Y LWV 2HRINAIC T2 & 89 70 E D Z & Th b, (Kawahara 2011¢ TIEE AT & SCF
FREOHAR BT > TOD S, 2 2 CIEREOFE CEE 5.,)

31, LER2 2D B 5 B 372 b b IAEE & EEHGEOHIIC OV TORERTH 5 (ZOFEBRIL, scale
VTV 5,)

FHEE KA

il

i
R

-

n

LD R E
3
1
LD R E
3
1

i

OCPESfEYT  JEOCPESME YT  OCPEEECHYF  JEOCPHE S HITY OCPESfEYT  JEOCPESME YT  OCPEEECHYF  JEOCPHE S HITY

. FHERE L EEMEEDIRL, ScalelZHS < LD HIR S OHIWHER (Kawahara 2011c)

B37:55373% LBV . OCPIEREE . FFOCPIEIEE . OCPEIHLE, FFOCPESHLE DASIHI OV TIHAE

FE L EIRGEICRT DA O BRI DIAFIXFRI U CTh D, Lo L s, EIEEE MENGEL D L

U SS mo@*ﬁ:@m\t CRBNDEDN, FIEEOZIULLARTRSVY, 2F D | 4R 2BRED
FENT, EEEE M ST25A 0N I NSO TH D,

WIZ, 22D HOHE, T2 BEEFLAATREN R ATRED &V ) 3 IR— DIV OFER A XA~ (Bl
FEIX3 & HADFRR T2 D), 7T 7IIERHCBIT 5. BIERORIEEICRT 5 TEFS(LRTRE] OEEHD
G Z R LIS DTHD, HAD/RZ—ANFKBD/ % — 0 LI IE > TND, AR D FENNESERE « 1S
BREEM T CRIZE S L, Eo, ZOZEFRB LRI UL FHEEDHIZE W BEFICBN TV,



FHEE KR
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OCPES AR JEOCPESIETE  OCPMESL MY FEOCPIE ST < OCPES AR JEOCPESIETE  OCPMESL MY FEOCPIE ST

X4, AIHE,/ AN ATRED2IEXNIIZ & 2 MEF (L ATREMEDHIWTRE R (Kawahara 2011c¢)

45. TRHSUEHIMT L A Z —R v PER

BRI, ZOHIORED <Y & LT, I 2 THIIN LIESEBOTIEZ O b DI OWT—F 13720y, Kawahara
(2011a, b, ¢) Tl 1 DOEEEA 5% (input), ZDHISIFH (output) D AR S &9 &9 | Fifai & A Finput-output
pairingZ D H DD HIR I ZHGRET D ERAETT 72, DX 9 RFEBRFIE, FHEEICRBONTINETHEVE

DANBNTELT, 5% IO XD ediikz AW kka st s Z E R S5 °,

Flo, TNHOFEBRIEIIA ¥ —F v Fa_X—R L UYToTWD, ZOFETHE, L ZL OHER
ENOT —ENENDDT, HFE, 57 (L0 —AICE 23, DEFRR) OFEFRAIEE LT, JA<KEY A
NHENTE TS (Reips 2002, Sprouse 2011), #ZWZIE, A ¥ —F v hOBRBIZED . DX 5 255
IR 09K o TND L E 2. ABOERSERORELNITESES L EbRS,

AT A FERO—EITREE IOV TIL, Reips (2002) Cat L<imm s TR Y, EFIIBHEIT/RD, F
7. EBEoOMAITICE L T, Kawahara (201la, b, ¢) T % Rutgers K %% T ##& fit & 1L T\ % sakai
(https:/sakai rutgers.edu/portal) & VN 9 2 27 A ZfHH L7273, surveymoneky (http:/www.surveymonkey.com/), Amazon
Mechanical Turk (https://www.mturk.com/mturk/welcome), WebExp (http:/www.webexp.info/)72 £, £k4 728D &
Do IDIT, FEEHE ARG E LAy T4 LV IBROPERFEIDIZIX, Psychological research on the net& V9
4 + 3% Y (http://psych hanover.edu/research/exponnet html), = Z CHERE #5453 5 L, BHRITH R Y oWl
PEEED, ZOTA FTHEEFOERECHEETH BRLN, RER I LICEHETEMNOYA MIV, 5387
BT, RGBS OPRE BEED L O A NOWRENRLEEND L ZATH D,

5. fhiim

ARETIEL, [HAGEOA R EOES (VL] L9 1OOBEOMZN, FHEEMC SO L 5 ICHI L TE 7
DR LT, C OBG A I CERR R SV BRI, RPTR S, SR ARICES OERBG, SN
—VOFEFN) GF) AIE, FRE R, SRR AL & SROBIR, TR — ¥ OFEBROMRGTE R S SIS,
1DOBREIEEXGEDDH Z LN, ZHE~OHEGRNEINCIEN V55 Z L 2R 2 Enfikiz & Fhui=ncd
%,

BB ZOBIRIZONWT, ELEETEMIRORMD S 258228 5, £5. FEEROFRGE COER{L/ 72— D



W T D, BN OISKIEDRG 2 KEIZE AT 23—/ A ZNWED & 2 AEEET, ERROFRE TESL)
EDEINTEZDNTHONWTIEZ DD > TRV, BAGEE L S8 — 32 (ENZEREMZEET 2008) T,
NIGEDHGETDHEV ZLEENTELT, T RRICL DRI I HORETH D,

Fiz, FBEOFGEE T EORERF{LAE Z 5070 &) FIBEIZBI L T, BARZRIR TORGEFR L 2SN DH D
MEFE LV, EBRETORGEFRTIL, FEHILTE82%8 5435 (hyperarticulate) = & 72326 < | R AKX
FLZ DIC KRB AHEEDSRE VY, Lo T, TE B HRIE TRl IThix ZAIGEZ S L TH BV, ED
L O BBRETCENTTEFLIMEZ 2 ORGEESND Z ENEEND,

%12, Kawahara (2011a, b, o) CITEEF (LD TAIRS ] LWV REZHNTWSA, 2o TERE) Lol
BINE ZFE TN (grammaticality, competence) & I L TV DD E WS S &%, HFIZ, Kawahara (2011b)
TIIBR A IR E B R OCERER DN AR I D> TS T EDVRSIED, D DEF OB & OREESE
MOIREL, EOREMOETRN HIRE L TN D0303507032 T, Z OB RS Em AR & - THk
WOELEFRE 9 Th D,

bE

* EBZDOMARZREETIZH D2, AAGEIZ KD COBEIL, FHIZE > TARIBPIDTTH D, 4l
M EAARETE LD XIS LT & o 7/ INABRSERIC 386 2 B LB 2, #V BASEE TR
BEEICHER L CA L D EBoT-oid, 723 5 b BAROEHEIMIEE O F 212, BAGEOBZ O L& L -
THTH,ESIEY TP COTIE, R 8E Tl T 28k4 i CE 2 2 L2 BIEX Licho o b
Thb,

Al RS OBER(LICE L CTEFOREDGM AR Y K> THIEDN, TNEho7Tayxy MIZL O
FOITHYEF » THAZE > THA BN TE T2, MBOHEG L. Z 2 TRTOIBAREZET D Z LIXTERY,
FNENDOM LA SR U THE 2, ZRBARONA « BAGEIZE L X, EHERRK | SRR,
WA, MFFERK, 240BEAETED ZHSETEW, ZOgE2EY THILZH L B 5, £z,
201 15D HAEHEM TR 74— T LOSNENLD A A MIATE L EODITHT-> TIEFIZBITIZR-
7o ARRICBIT A MEITETCEEIRTHLDOTH D,

' AFEREOEFGIMENTHS EF L TH LR TH AW 25, 2 2 CIIBEEZ 8% LB O
EHoRT 5, 77005, OCPIENK L TWTHERLLARWEE (N7 20 F E[bageu] L HET H7
E) BAMREDND LIRS, Eaam OB LA BE T 272, Z 2 CIHRIC T3y 7 ) [ d[bakku] & %6 & 4, [baggu]
EWVVIFEFITIT e D7 LW I T Ciliam a8 5 i1k & - 72, 3.2fiT?DKawahara (2006)IZ2V VT 4 [RIEET
» 5, FEEMEOHINZEET 5 PEERAEEIZEI L CiX, Coetzee and Pater (2011)Z S S 172\,

2 ARSI, FOROREEZ ST 51OV NIAEETH 722, ZORAFEOHIO L S, 2
OOMKIZREETH L T L TV EMAREZ S VT AI= AL L L TR DDON K& 75T
W5,
P AT D7, Paul Smolensky AN S Z ONTUCASTND Lo (BAFGEE, 2011453H),

* SRR CORKID LR A2 FBINI R E T 5 7L 2 ) X AR LT D, Jesney and Tessier (2011)X°Potts
etal. 2010)72 KA BM, FobEAFHE T H0T-HeLlPE VWD V7 b7 =7 182 (Staubs etal. 2010),
CMOBGUEIT D ZOMOIERIT, [T A4 AKX R TEARDLT | REF—2AEEDERED - X ©OT 7
¥ h 3% — (Kawahara and Kao 20120, HE~D T A <~ L OIEH| DR (Kawahara 2011d)72 E03H 5,

SRR

REPRRHA - AT 2000, THAAGEORESRAME] | NITF—2 =22 U —X: 5§524] CD-ROMAR, B
HE.
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