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IEFEDHARSELE DI %2, MRS
HTHHASHEUH Y OBAEN 7 70 —F 5 20
WHRELTWS, 2O7 Fa—FiIZBW\WTik. Sit
ETVOFHEI S ATEER THARRRIHCC I H D L
MiGEN 7 — 2t v b DREARRIRTH 50, 2025
FEHE, HAEZNRE LEDORBEELTOVAR
W, ARIFFETIX, HARGEZ NG U#H7z X
(Magnetoencephalography, MEG) 7 — Xt v N TH 5
BCCWIJ-MEG % #5355, BCCWI-MEG (&, 41 %D
HAGERRERGE DS, Fri#lEeE 20 fF (229 3 - 1642 X
i) ZFATWVWBEED MEG 7T —X %2 &, XHIT,
FL E, F—ARRT 4 LT 7—FT77F%D
B 2 EBOSEEE T L% BCCWI-MEG % W\ T
FHML. () BEOERED D SFEET AN ECERERL
SHETAIDBMEEHE XD XLFHHAT S Z .
B X Gi) MIEBIZ XD X<FHAT2ET ALY
BN EH VW EIIR SRV WS T ZHEPD -,

1 IILHIC

EFEOEAREEBUE ORI Z2T. KHRESFEE
TIUVIREEIND EH BT 4+ —T=a—-F1%v b
7 —27 (DNN) IZEDL FRBETLET AN EX
FRPHTIBHINA TV S, MEREOSETD.
HASHEUHE L O 7 7 —F 2838 EL TE T
B, Bz, SEETLONTEBRSLENMER L
ANEDIEE Z 0] 2 2 & T, 2@y o=
BARFEWH L., ZRUTESWT AR O X 5 =
RN BERZRD B 2 WO IS FIEPE S N
TW3 (1,2, 3]

o7 —FITBWVWTIE, SEE T ONb
WISHPTREZR TH RSO HE D  KIEE) 7 —
Xty b BDRERARTH 5 H, 2025 FEHALE,
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OpenNeuro! 72 ¥ C—fRICABI & LT W 3 HAGE

MRIZ U ZMIEE 7 — 2 €y MIFEELTORY,
FEATIFUE FICHEEEZ MR & L iESE) 7 — &2 &k
DELDFHENT NS D [4,5,6]. HiEREREDS
REE VIR L o TIE S NAIAED, oS58
THABDOERIHER N2 2ITHETE RV, &
m:ro) Eﬁlﬁ%’&*ﬁ @%ﬁﬁgjétf Eé)\ 9%51:1 tﬁtﬁ
DR OSEENRE LENEHI O T — X1 v

FOWRIZEETH 5, £, BIIERAZATVS
M7 —&ty MIMRI T—X»BZL 2 HDTNWS
B3, fMRI 132285 %ﬁ%nnmﬁﬁﬁﬁ ) A FE D3N
ZepfishTEh, R 72 L o 7 e
A%H B D ZTIE hﬂ %F®mmm7 Ry
FDRETH B,

Z ZTARMIETIE. HARGBEZNRE Lc#Hiz
XXl (Magnetoencephalography, MEG) 7 — &t »
T®» % BCCWI-MEG Z 35 %, BCCWI-MEG (.
41 %D HAGERFEGEE DS, Hridsc s 20 4 (229 ¢ -
1m2i%)%mﬁfméW®kaf—&%§Uo
HAGEIZFEIEZ ¥ OB S THGE L K& < B 255
%hoaﬁfﬁéi MEG X 22 [ 70 i FE D #4272 &
TR D RENE WD, EITHATEICHW SR
TERIFEEMNRY L2 fMRI T — X DATIIES
NEVHIRZRMET 2 Z eI TE 2, X512,
FEE, T—ARART 4 LT, 7—FT77F¥D
B 2B DO EEE TN % BCCWI-MEG % Fl\WT
FML. () BEEEED D SBETADECEERL
SHETAIDDMEHE LD XLEHHAT S,
BESG) MiEEIZ LD XLFHAT 2ET AN T
MIMRED BN EIIR S W WS 2 L 2D D 1=,

—_—
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2 EER

2.1 MEG ZERFHS

EEREBME AWSED MEG EEUZIZ 41 ZDHA
EREE (RGN =OMERA. 174, F
I 21.56 7. SD=2.598) 23BN L 7ze ZMEE R
BIEHERHN BLEE2EDL) ZHEL TV,

BB CRE AFEBRCHER LB OX, TH
RAOAZEEXSESH a2 — 2 [7] 1TIND 5N T
W3 TGS 20 4F (229 XX - 1642 XX TH %,
MEG FEE#Tlx. BCCWI-EEG [8] & Rk ICH Hil %
o, XEHZEIWKRR L, KR ED
7R PsychoPy [9, 10] Z{#F L. Rapid Serial Visual
Presentation 12 & - T, 500ms Z £ 127 HiZ3#ER~ L.
B HIERZIE, 500ms O, bR RI N0
EFORELZ, BLFOKD DI, BEANED
HEEZM S 72D DB IR RSNz, AFEERT
. 200 F ¥ ¥ AL OEFEHA S X7 4 (MEG vision
PQA160C-RO; Richo, Tokyo, Japan) % F\, S&
S MEG Z2EOH TRl HEr & XHIZ L ICHA TV S
BXD MEG 77— X Z WL L7z, £SMED» SIE X
N7z MEG 7 — & 1&it 67322 XXHICHS § %,

B > F A > TIX. 1000Hz T7F — XN
L7, 754 Uy LT200Hz ETX Y~
B2V T EITV, X512, 0.1-40Hz DT
NYRRZR T 4 NVRERM LT, Z D%, HALRD 5T
Bracayizk b, By, ULHE L ZBEFRO W
7—F 7727 bEERE L, -100ms 2> 5 1000ms T
IRy 7 Z2{t.L7=1%. absolute threshold (2e-12) % F
WTIZ Ry 7D/ A XBREEZEHHTITo72, F
72-100ms 7> & Oms DE DOTEF =X — R 5 4 Y FIE
E LT L 72,

22 MEGTF—XDETVVYT

SEETLVOEMERE, BRBESICHE D]
MaiEE) 7 — &2 &3 2 EER (11, 12] D7 — A A X
F A Z[Tole NEOA VI 4 ¥ UFIZIETHIAL
HAE-TED ., XD & XH O TR L WIREIC
. WO BEHEIE LR, MEHOARAK E L
7225 —1TCy THID L3 WXHi DML o & H 13K
{7 h, Mo BHEIRRINZ e SbhTw
%o FEATHRSE (13, 14] TIX, SBE TNV OHE HHER
WHOZEHXN Y T4 FL (dog p(Hi | X
) %2, ZoTHESEOEREERE LTHWL, %
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B MiEEh e W8T 2 Z e TEEETLOTHIE A
M OF RO IEE DR DDA SIS NT X 2,
KK Dr —AART 4T, 7—FT77F vy DE
RABEBOEBETADPLEHEINE T T4 ¥
¢ . BCCWI-MEG DOiEE = tti$ % Z & T, AR
DF T4 VOB ET NV E LTEYRT —
XTI F ¥ BHRRT B,

23 EFRETIL

AT, HOER E MEERHRE WS 200
T—=X%77F» OREIEH L THGEERZfT o 7 3
BRICHWESREET VER LITRT,

R1 BT 2 SHTTN
REIOHIAS L MEREIOR D D

HOEEZRL LSTM RNNG
HOEFEEHD Transformer CAG

LSTM RNNIZEOLK, HOHFEER LD, HEEN
BRDIZNEFEE T L [15],

Transformer Transformer 12D HEFEZ D
DEET IV [16],

RNNG RNN iZHO L, HAEEZFH LRV
MERIR T > (MENBREZaI ) F
55 7 )L (Recurrent Neural Network Grammar, RNNG;
[171)0 SCHLFH I BE 3 5 il - IMRI 7 — & D&
NBENZ RSN TWS [13, 18],

CAG Transformer IZXD <, HOFEZ 5.
OB R ® 17D S 56 € 7 /L (Composition
Attention Grammar, CAG; [19]),

2.4 MEG 7T—42#h

MEG f#HT X i L 3 & © MNE-Python (v1.9.0)
[20]. Eelbrain (v0.40.0) [21] & Rstudio (v4.4.1) [22] %
R U7z. f@NTICH 725 T, AL CTHED H - 7=
6 7 —XEPRE. 35 N7 OFILERE A D MEG 7 —
& (Gt 52349 CH) Z AT/ L7z,

Spaito-temporal clustering tests % 3. %% 5 &
ETALOEMINTY T T A4 T L
D ¥ DRKIEE I - I8 %2 7313 % 22 % spatio-
temporal clustering tests THEEZRIITHEE L. AR %
HOFHICRARENIBLOME e LTS %, 22
TOMHICEHER T 28 e LT, XAUHIZBIT 2
fMRI SEATRF%E [23] THE STV 2 BEHEB O
MNI PEARE % L C. B30 FEIK (Region of Interests,
ROIs) 2R E L7 (M1 Z22M), Zd ROIs ZEH
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B 1 Spatio-temporal cluster tests T{#f L 7z ROIs (RtA T
FOR L 72 HR57)

LT, FIEERE D 300ms-800ms % time window &
L T spatio-temporal clustering tests % 1T - 7z, spatio-
temporal clustering tests Tld, FIR—X 74 &7
% AtHHZ B2 FIWWC dSPM [24] TRESIRMEE L 7
MEG 5 5#EMZ THI 5 2 HwET L2 HEL,
RiT, AWFZECRHIS % 55T 7 MICHED S B
Bz —oFOBML L GElliZ. [25] 2 2B ),
SE A% PPP & PPL W% spatio-temporal
clustering tests C1§ & 417 i 5 % H% AE 1Y BY /0 55 5
(fROL, M2 %) ¥ L. 425-615ms OIHEIETD
fROI N DI 8 & 391t L 7= lis#h 2 e 7 b L
JeR=2X 74 vERETFLVEERT 2, ZOEIF
ETFNVICAMETHMT 28 EHET VDY T 5
A P ZHIHZER L U TR 72FE OB E D1
&7 (A LogLik) % §Hii$ %, LT TIZZ D
&7 % . Psychometric Predictive Power (PPP) & FE-CX
[26]. BINLZSEEETADY T I 4 FAD Y O
£ MEG 7 — X OFINCHF G L T\ 20 2 AL 5.
fROI NAKIEBI DN — R 5 A4 Y [AIFE 7T
ORIEIREET LV EZHWS,

fROI ~ word_length + word_freq + sentid + sentpos

+(1|subject_number) + (1|section_number)

BUEROZER I TN THMEZEITo 720 F/20 £T
MMEU72BRC 3 REEREZ B R 27 —XKRA > M
FRELTz. THIEITMRICZOWV, BEBET L
» B E X B Perplexity (PPL) & PPP ¥ OB %
MREES %, MALICH Tz o T, HEMHBEAME %217 - 7=,
[ A% O AT % fROT & TR EAE U 72 SCALFR I BE
D 3B (ATL. PTL. IFG, {18 B 0Kl 4 2%
IS LT ITo 7=,

3 FEREEE

Spatio-temporal clustering tests Spatio-temporal
clustering tests 1T\, CAG D% 7' 4 H L%\
TREREN 2R T MOETLOY TSI 4 F vk
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MAW7AE RIS R DL 3 25 ),

0.0 0.2

0.6 0.8 1.0

0.4
Time [s]

B2 CAG D% 7 4 ¥ V% A W7 spatio-temporal
clustering tests DFE R, FH B DHEBIL. 95%(E XM Z R

L. & BOWESEHENICER o F2R2ER 2 5 2
2= ERT,

MR OMEIMICEERELRRERZ 2 A2 =0
425ms-615ms DOIFfEIME, HHIBAEIfHL TR S 17z
(p=0.049%),

PPP X PPL ZHhZHhD (f)ROI T ¥ IZE H PPP
¥ PPL OMHEBHRE 7oy b LR Z2 K 3 1R
To HBETNLDH FIALHNIE, FP— RN ICE
H&EN7z, PPLBARWVWETILIZY PPP DEDEWV X
W IRV DERR T &, b M OfARREICB T
2 A D FATFE TR E TR TV AR [27]. 41
HIZEHF 3 DNN EFL 28] THE I ATV B HEHR
CWh—ET AR o7,

¥7-. PPPOREEZMET 570, (FERER)) B
DFEIBICEB T 5 MEG 7 — X 2R EH e LT R
FLZZETAHBHITV, R2ICHEE R, &
BT I7AFNLDEIE. K — FOFEIEMHL 2.

BEXEHD vs. HEEELL E7LHEKOD
R, fROI TWHOFEED D OET AP HCER
DHEVWETILIDBENTNE Z LDEID BN
72 (LSTM < Transformer, RNNG <CAG), Z DfEHEI1Z
FEATHRSE [29] DFEREEH L. KiTT 2> -7~
2w VIR ST - B B WVIIHREREE DB IS L
T, BIRWAREEZITS 222, HEEEO RV
ETFTAED BMIEEZHHAT 22 2R LTV,
fROI & IMILIZEEE U 7= B OVEIE (ATL,PTL,IFG) T
1Z. Transformer 234 T DMEE T LSTM X BTV
%753, CAG & RNNG (Zif L THEGHINICA EICIE R
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Perplexity (PPL)

Models @ LSTM @ Transformer @ RNNG @ CAG Seed @ 1 A 2 W 3

B3 HEERYBDL

i (FROD) ¥ BE/.OMEIR (ATL, PTL, IFG) 123817 % PPP ¥ PPL DAHB 1R, MHEREIIZHEBIL T D

D, fROI: 0.9286655 (p<0.0001), ATL: 0.801 (p=0.00173), PTL: 0.917 (p<0.0001), IFG: 0.841 (p=0.000614), #H D FEIH I,

95% (5 FHIX %2 RT,
F2 FAFLEEFAHRORER, Bonferroni #IZ & D HEI/KAE @ = 0.003125 THREEIT - 7=,
fROI ATL PTL IFG
X' df p X df p x> df p x> df p
FOEERL < HAEEHD
LSTM < Transformer 51.602 1 <0.00001 159497 1 <0.00001 125879 1 <0.00001 20.3538 1 <0.00001
RNNG < CAG 94252 1 0.00214  0.3965 1 0.5289 0.8362 1 036050 0.0795 1 0.77802
FREEMIMR T U < BREERIMRLD D
LSTM < RNNG 03077 1 0.5791 1.0227 1 0.3119 0.0002 1 0.99010 0.7872 1 0.374936
Transformer < CAG 49444 1 0.02618 64014 1 0.011403 1.3694 1 0.241917 6.0351 1 0.01402

HIiziprolz,
PEERBRTED D vs. FISERIBRIERL WiE
HIHERR D D 2 EF N L BRWE T TOHIERD ISR,
MEtNCEBERERIIR IR - 72, FATHFET
. BT A LS DIEEE AW MGEED L THB
D, |z X, Brennan et al. 2020 [18] TlZ. RNNG D
FEHZ ¥ L T distance D3 Hiag ILFICBEH 2 EEL D X
DT —XEHET 2 Z e NEBENTNE =D, &5
[ > =¥ 75 4 LTI R R OWREER 2 E WD
IS DIEIEIC X » TEHMli X N B[ REMD D 2,

4 HDHOHIC

W, BAASTELE » iR OMEIN 7 7 a —
FIZED, KT —Xty POFEEIEE->TVWS
M, HRGEEZWRE LI2MT—&2t2y Mid—&kA
BOECTHHAIBEL & DDBTFEEL TV, D
7o, SEFIICHARGEZ NRIZ LTz MEG 7 — X
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ty FEMEL, BRORRLZ7T—XT77F v DF
FBETNVDOFMMGEIT -7, MR, BEEEDDET
MIBCHFEERLET L ID & SXUHEHICED 2 K
EEE XD RSEIAT 2 Z & 2R X L7225, W
EHE LD XSHHT 2T TEERES

WEIERLZWE WD Z e MNiEND ST, S
BCCWI-MEG Z —f/~BI L. FIHX N2 Z & ZHifF

L7zw,

MEG 7 — Z DI L TV 202N KB &
CHILREREDBREDH 4. £HEBIZSML
TWERWERIERFZDZEAED T 2 IZEH L5,
ARWEZE X, JSPS £Hiff E JP22K 18437, JP24H00085,

JP24HO00087. JST & Z231F JPMJPR21IC2 DX 1B% %
F725DTI3,
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A Spatio-temporal clustering tests
DEHER

&3 FET NI L D spatio-temporal clustering tests D
i Ro
Models Time window Regions Dcluster
415-610ms  ATL-lh p=0.0469

LSTM
505-710ms  IFGtri-lh  p=0.033
300 - 780ms  ATL-lh p=0.0001
Transformer
420 - 800ms  IFGorb-ln p=0.0046
RNNG Not significant
CAG 425-615ms  ATL-lh p=0.049

B BN

B4 BDEEENCM AL % ROIs (B i Inferior
Frontal Gyrus (IFG), 7R f&: Anterior Temporal Lobe (ATL), #%
f1: Posterior Temporal Lobe (PTL)), I [ & 1 5¢ 17 #f 5%
RO3ZRExERLTLUTO@EYICHEELZ: ATL
(300-500ms). PTL (400-600ms), IFG (500-700ms)
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