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Abstract

This study reports the results of two grammaticality judgement tests on artificial
language which includes (i) words that start with /s/ + voiced consonant and (ii) /s/ + C1
+ V + C2 words where C1 and C2 have different places of articulation. In Experiment
1, no significant correlation was indicated between participants’ scores of TOEIC L&R
test and well-formedness judgment test of sentences comprised of /s/ + voiceless
consonant words only. In Experiment 2, there was no significant effect of learning styles
(rote or rule) or of phonotactic restriction (C1 =C2 or C1 = C2,in/s/ +Cl +V + C2

words) on grammaticality judgement test scores.
Keywords: &3S (phonotactic), SCEBEME I (grammaticality judgement)

1. EHEOFEERIGIRAINEEE S X308

FERVHIC T E A2 AT T 5 HEHEE(CCVO) D 5 B, RO T EH/s/DEH, ROTEE
fERE & 72 D (spit-*sbit, stat-*sdat, scat-*sgat®, *II AWM E R T), /s/ICHER T H 2% <
Bitr, i 200 FHEHAEMEIRR S (splt— spip, stop-*stot, skit-*skik¥), Z D X9
7 RECHI O HIBR I FEFEGEE A3 H T 2 BB D (taci) Al CTH D, FEECE L FIEWICHE
BrEHZ25ZePMLNT w5 (Dell et al., 2000; Alderete, J., & Tupper, P., 2018), —
HFHREAHEANCENL L 2 WS E EWREE & 7 5 70 8 (pseudoword) 1,  HLIC ¥ 35 Al B
(vocable) 7238 X 0 se S A FHER O A 23 B s Z & 5% > (Ozubko & Joordens 2010), 57
HMRICD EREIGIRIGEELE 22 2L 3F b, /s/IHWTHROC2%2 FF2o5EIL %
OREFENE CEHEED G2 0) HIWipE . (BRI 2018) o 20 X5 niGE0 ERES Lo
FIRBAEFICHRINCEZOND T L 3D\, FHEONBICIIZ ORHALEKICEEE
fLDHEL WAL Lz@E %25, LA L, Bz iEsbit, sdit, sgit?3 Rt ThdH 2 LD



114 EH mwo

HIWHE S X C, PHEOEREZRUT 20088 L\, 2 2 TRIFFKOER 1 <l
[s/+H T E T ¥ 2 EHEEERITIBALGER 2, AL S5O SGEEKEHIWTIC & @%zﬁ?
WERG 250 RAETLILIC L, bhAA, EMIZONXNEFRD Z 2T T
X, FEBORAY (implicit) 72 AT O BB IECEBEMEEZBH LT 5 2 & 138 L (Sorace
1996) 2%, FERERRGEE O EESCEMEHIK (Green 1992)0H A I 15525k (DeKeser 1997)
DGR B, E%i P T & SR ARSI IRV RN H D Z E N TREN D, FEiRr2
THIHT 5 /s/+C1+V+C2 EZ 235D 5 HClLE C2H3E U SV E 2 o dk1%, Fh
1D/s/+BRTFHEDOHEI D FEEMWEHINIIHE L W2, 1 CHEEO AN TEEICHDIAA T
GRS R R e e L,

2. EBR1
21 BB
FEUH T /s/ICHERBE T ER K A, BB Tld*sdep(-step) D X ) ICHTHEERFE L 7 D,
FEERSINE D L L~V ORGEAEE CTH 256, REEOERINIHAINGER I 5 58 % [H
CE, #EEE L CHK B oEKEO ARG E I N, 202 &0 N LEHEX O
T CGERANCHE > T2 008 5) HIWEESAK T T2 2 enTEINns, —H, oIk
L ORFEAEEF L, TT O RFEOBERECIIH BAERBIEEL R o BIT/hE <,
FRCEEE TP I N 2RI ERE O T 2 X v d Livewy, KXo THEEL T
ESNEORGEAE L v e, NLEE0EEMEHRREOBGREZHE T 2L & L,

22 &

HAGEZREE & 2 0B EH <, WEEFEORFE294 (BE134, k164, F
B4R 19.0, SD=0.6) 23S L 72, 2B RINBI/NETERER T, 1 FUMIC 2 [1 TOEIC
Listening & Reading 7 A +F # ZE L TW/z, £SM#F D X 27 3 CEFR TD A2 (TOEIC
L&R Total 545 Kiiti T, [ & AR REAER A L, EENBEG2 S 2 BB L <t
X X b s KESHECX 5] )25, Bl (TOEIC L&R Total 550 BL ¢, [fEHERHy
mEELACThNIE, FEARZEECTEZ 2] )LVICafil T, £2SMFD 2 [0
TOEIC L&R 7 & } D13 Listening 262 (SD=80.9), Reading 238 (SD=83.3), Total
499 (SD=150.0)TH - 7=,

2.3 BREE & B

SINFH OS2 ERE L, REREEIZ/s/CIVC2 & x5, Cl={p, t, k, d}, V={i, e},
C2={p, t, k} & 7z % sdep, spip, spep, spik, stit, stet, skik, skek, skep DMEE B 9 FEICRIE L
Teo BEE V %/1, e/ICRo 72 DIE, HHEFEONFE a PERINIESEEINS & [x/o]D
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XF oI NG Lo/o]lD, XFu R
HEanz & Wuo, ZnzhEils
THINE/-0THD, sdep 1 [/s/IC
i s 5T IX S |, spip, spep, stit,
stet, skik, skek @ 6 §&lx [C1 & C2 D7
HMEFRRS | v HcERGED Y
FEFIHENGER LCTE Y, spik & skep
D 2FEB DY 5 pseudowords TH 5,
CD9FERET XY HREERRGEL 755
#9400, WAL “Isaid (test word) 1. WG 7R S DIRAEBRS (B 1)
dear.” LILICHEEL TH S\, 44kHz/16bit ) =7 PCM THE L7z, $kid L 7zalBRas 1%
PC LCiRfEL, & THMEW®ED? L2 2 NLEEOMBSCEFER L 72, SGEMICIE L W3
13“Spik (Skik) Spep Skek.” &, “Skep (Sdep) Stet Spip.”, % U*“Skep (Sdep) Stit Skek.”® 3
2T, ( )IFZFDiEIFE (optiona ) TH B Z L ZR LT3, ZhEHEDIREERN T
RL7ZDnX 1 ¢, iz i1X“Spik Skik Spep Skek.”%“Skep Stet Spip.” IZERIICIE L WX T
H 55, “Spik Stet Spip.” % “Skep Skip Spep.”IFIE L W Tld7n v, IEL W% 50, KHIT
ENT A 72 3% 50, ZTNTEIUER L 72, AFF100XD 5 B, AETH%ZE T sdep
DR 50 CEEN D K I ic L7, lERAREICE T 2 918 & KB O EA M IC AL
L, SCHED spik/skep & KD skek/spip 3 ZNZEN 50 FTONF VXL TRKEL 72,

24 Fpx
BHARHTICSCE & OB CFIEZ A L 72, SNMFE RS EED PC v — LB 0n T~
y FhvEEEL, BCAXHA TIELW] LB LEx (O] %, Ry LES L%
Bs FXJ %27V 735X REIN, B oMERITRITo 2%, BEENC THRYIE
K 7Yy 7 LTCEAEAER, ELWXEZRAL T T EE ] THEEZD B
DIC, BYIFHY A, HFED [T ML T 23w LR LE, EiiEe
TV 7+ 7 x7 praat (Boersma and Weenink, 2018) CHlfHl L, 2 UV v 7 B Ffif % i
FIPRL, 74 —F v 2 %757, BLZFRIZ30~40 5 TH - 72,

25 fER

4 100 R o@ig Wi 1, FHE2 52.6 (SD=5.6)TH 57z, BENRETT VX LI
B L7254 ORI ¢ 9ISV 50/100 L2 3 2 &8 PREE D o T, RHEERIDOFEHE
% 1 ERBOWMECHTELRZL 2%, SRIOHTY 52.6 138TT v XL clE LA X
DHENT EDRHERI NS (tes=2.45, p=.02195, 95%CI 50.42-54.68), T# D 7= EH%:
M# % TOEIC L&R % =27 550 15 C_EA7#E(CEFR B1) & TAr#E(CEFR A2) 1T/ 1 CTH 72D
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B 2 THEHD, FHIImEEL K 52 TREREIZED -7 (ten=0.14, p=.89, n?
=.001), RKEEOHMNTH 5 /s/+H 7k (sdep) Z & DL L & F 7o\ SC D STIEE RS IE W7 AL
HOBEE 1 IORT, FIREOMEICIIAE 2ER bR (toy=2.05, p=.89,n?
=.000), 5, RFERSINFE O SCEE S EH W KAE & K35 & oBRE R 5729,
TOEIC (listening & reading 2 2 7) & OMHEAZ /R TR L7ZDHBX 3TH 5, /s/+HH
it (sdep) Z U5 A OMHBIRENIZ-0.24, & E 2 WIEAIF+0.08 &, WM IR
2, /s/+ i (sdep) % & F 7\ (without sdep) Seth Tl 77 7 345 L5y, 7
HH TOEIC 2 a7 L DHPIFRA PPN K D ICRZ 5,

# 1.
/s/+H i (sdep) BT L B E 7\ SLO GRS ERINRGE (50 S s)

95% Confidence intervals

Condition M (SD) Lower limits Upper limits
s + voiced (with sdep) 26.3 (4.1) 24.9 27.8
s + voiceless (without sdep) — 26.2 (3.9) 24.7 27.7
2 2
CEFR Bl CEFR A2
3 & o |
2 (mean=52.7, > » o (mean=52.3,
= o
S sd=5.93) 8§ sd=5.29)
(%] w
3 2g
s S
=} =}
o | o
£ 8
o )
=g o |
O o -

trials trials

2. RSP o BESEGE (£ 1 TOEIC L&R 550 L Eozhd, £ : 545 L F o)
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40 - 40 -
¢ X y =-0.0036x + 27.29 y =0.0056x + 24.886
R =-0.072 (listening/dots) ox ® xR = 0.129 (reading/dots)
830*?< ¢ X o X.Eé X e ggo’x - xéoxx??:ge('. x
§ .3<.><. gé - ><§ X.. . g Pa ] : .: e S .. .>< ° X
“20 A . T ex 20 1. xy = 0.0034x + 25.309
y =-0.0114x + 29.068 . R =0.078 (listening/line)
10 (a) with sd‘ep R= -9.236 (rea‘ding/line)‘ 10 (b) Wlthou‘t sdep | | |
100 200 300 400 500 100 200 300 400 500
TOEIC listening (x) / reading (e) TOEIC listening (x) / reading (e)

4 3. SEk R R (ftl) & TOEIC Listening (45, ##il) J O Reading (£, [A]) & D AHE

3. EEi2

3.1 H®

FEEETI/s/ + Cl+ V + C2 &% F5 03B Cl & C2 DfE (LB E —TH 254, (spit-)
*spip, (stop-) *stot, (skit-) *skik D X 9 ICHEEEIRGE & 72 5, B 2 Tld & O KGEE RECHIHL
ZFAL, Z0EKPANLEEOEBRICEZ 2B YHET 5, £l oFEMBICHLT
V=T, SINEPEL BRBAERZH A T LB o7, £ Z THEE
2T, NLERBOGERAZRE T 2 2 & 2 B/RINICTE /R T 2 #f(inductive learning group)
&, BlNzEz 2 2 b 2%BiEL TR 2] %l % Bf(rote learning group) % 57 L, Wi# %
g+ s &b Lz,

3.2 &
UEEED¥AE 30 4 (REE#
YR o L, P E R 200,
SD=0.7) &ML 7z, LB iFIE
EREF OB, WEDS O
ANEREZ F A TERRER D a2 o Tz,

3.3 HABEE L AL

X 4Dk, /s/+Cl+V+C2H
EEFFD CL & C2 OFEIE»E7x
B EED B> 7% % “Sput Skap (Stip) Spak.” &, Cl & C2 DFHENLE DA —DFED A D b 7n
% “Skak Spip (Stit) Skuk.”%, TELWALFEO XL L THIEL 7=, ## @ “Skak Spip
(Stit) Skuk.” 32 CHFAEDOEREINIGEK T 28T L, ( )IZoEoHEMEET

4. Wk I X DREER (5 2)
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B2 kEkRT, AFH100 ORECEIERL, /s/+Cl+V+C2h5 Cl=C2THHiED
BB 50 LE, /s/ +CL+ V4 C2 20 Cl=C2 Th BEEDHM D72 50 LA L
Too ZNZENTEMICIEL WL, IELS AW PHT 22 k5L, XHHLEX
FEOELRMDO v X 5L 72, 3B IE Windows10 Fi ® Microsoft TextToSpeech API V 7
Pz TIic X Y EHL Lz, 16bit4d.1kHz v 7Y v 2T way 7 7 A L E LTREEL, E
BEIRFIC praat T7 v X~ A4 XL CHIHL 72,

34 Fhx

SN 30 %%, ANLERBOSGEENEE 2 7 h & BEEHIWT % 17 5 (inductive learning)
154 e, HUEEZEZTIEL WX ENE 2T 3 (rote learning) B 15 4 & 1401 F, FEERBHLA
ANCXHE OBECFIHZHHA L 72, HAZF 2 283 (BB Tor—v PR L X
S, ARAREICIE NMECEZT, ELWXR EALARZ XS] LERP D MmmIciEn
L7zo BMEZREHEMED LL HECELT~y Fhy 285 L, Bz T 32X
WA E D %, B EICRRENE [O) & IX] 07 )y 2tk EZXSL58TRL
720 FEBRIZY 7 bV = 7 praat (Boersma and Weenink, 2018) CHilfflx nn, 7V v ZERKIC
ERD 7 4 — FoNy 7 %l £ CTiT o 72, S L 721349 40 99 CTH - 7z,

35 WER

BANZHERI L 280 BT 28 156 e, IEEEZNEZT L8 156 4 olifgs, fErndn
724100 XD TICHEF L7z, R 2 ICHEIEHIMRE O R Z R T, HEENERTH 2
[C1=C2 2% %] T, HHEMERCH 2 [HAFEN T Z 2] T, Wbk
1236 RFEET, REAEZERRONGD» o7z, HEHE LTORBARELTwE LEX LN
2DC, ZHLL T2 2 HRDODEGITTH, AEAEMR I o7, K 5 KR
HIHE L AEZBEOFEMIREZ R T, &b 5 bRl il 73 MR TR R v, i
HZHOSBHIED XSO E PP RE N,

% 2.
Cl#C2 B I O C1=C2 Bt E I Ak (% 50 siimini)

inductive learning (K BUFFEAIEE) rote learning AL HE X Bf)
Condition n M (SD) 95% CI n M (SD) 95% CI
C1£C2 15 364(13) [33.8,39.0] 15 36.6(1.3) [34.0, 39.2]
Cc1=C2 15 37.1(1.3) [34.5. 39.7] 15 36.3(1.3) [33.7.38.9]

Note. Cl=confidence interval.
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o o
O+ ‘o_ i
inductive learning rote learning
o | o
g @ M (SD)=73.5 (6.4) @ @ M (SD)=72.9 (10.0)
e e
8- 8 -
o o
To. G o _
s < I <
£ £
=] 3
0o | %o |
« N
o 1 T T T T T T o 1 T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
trials trials

5. BLHIHEHIEE (inductive learning group) & ALHE 2 B (rote learning group) ® 2 f &

4. EHE - Fiw - BE

AKgEClx, SREFHILER (D5AFFLEX) 23, EEHRD 5 b ICHHEEH © ik
MR 2 EST 20Tl AV E W) TRO TN CEBREIT->72, L L, HFRAEHIHEAI
BOCGEBEKRIE L 3R TH B T L RBINIHERE R o,

FER 1 TlE, /s/+BERTE CIHHE 25 (sdep) & & F 4 72 X O BERSEHIBT AT &, RS
m# @ TOEIC L&R 2 a7 ORAGREZHFATE L 72, /s/+H 7 135 OH M (30 M1 2
#9, TOEIC L&R a7 L DM IR EBE I N h o7z, TNDDFERL S, HKiED
BERETHENZ HicoFTw e ahrix, Mo (KL SeE0SEEERIEHIN I & s
EHEZ TR WZ EBHENING, flZ—20FEOBELENIAGFTH, HMoFiED
LiERLEHACTE AR B 2000 Litiav, L2 T, /s/+Cl+V+C2HE%
Fro®HigEIE Cl=C2 TH D LW HKMEFAL, AEPICOEBNEE 2 28 L, #HI
BLICAREZZ T 2R DORIRZ L 72, #5RIE Cl=C2 TH-oTH AL TH, GEM
M%EZEZTHHE 2R TH, CEBEEEHETICKE 223 8r 572, ZORFREIEHRL O
e CREEE RBCHIHLA LM 558 0 SCEERICAE) iz, RN SGERER S 3L
BEME I RLRNWIEERBLTVEEEZLNS,

RIZICSHOFEICOWTHRS, HFEOFGMIA T P VEELCT 7V AGER DM
LrPFEL TA¥BENRNRER S 2 L B% s, HEDHEERFIIA VRN = Y
REFED» D DB AGER LI LGS, EREVBNOELTINL 2 L BEHL Vv,
ARG C X SEE O B R ALY IE K % %%Tﬂykn—wb,égmkléﬁéﬁﬁ
T2 FhT, ERSMEOMNEDOFE T LA OIEFEOBSG*EHFIET 2 2 &2k

rmu

G
25
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BB LTz 772 LA CIRERL & 205 C, WEWKRE»L22 ALEHEXZIRRL,
IEREEZ D b O OFEPEHIWTIZIT o Tirv, FEEBR 1 Tl sb/sd/sg #FEHGE & L THERR
TOHEETFEE LTH LT E, RADENEL D DN TOEREIT- 7228, E5R
20/s/IHe FEMBENEDRMIL, HERMTOERLAEROT, SH%OMEL L
e, EeflzE, HAGE g ] ofEy 23 HE(swki]) 32 X 5, [slickd 2
LERMEZ L REDE, THEFNICZ=A—F A RBHRTH 2, WhLIRETFLRREY
RREIRBR G & ERBINEZ TN A CTHBEEE DR IET 5 2 L2z, #EED kil [kt &
skill [skit/sgit (RE[MoBEk e GEEOHANDICA LN S X5 7%, HAGEICR2WERE
M L 725258 & 5Tl L 72\,

51 FSCHR
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