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AR HARE RV » R E O G H R
LCETEDY, MEHT— Xty b OEfHERZABIC
INTETVWS., T TR—HRABHINATVWSE 7 —
Rty NDEREFET 20, B oI5 MiEE T — X
DOMEE X, AR REFTH IR ER ITHK1F 5 5. RIFSETII,
[H CHEEE W THEBOME O R 2 bk ee st Hl
WO ONE SN WIERULERY F~v—27TH S
BCCWJ-Brain Z 3R L, S35€ 7V DMl %17 - 7=.
22 RE D EWN T — X (TMRI) & R 53 RS O &
W7 — & (MEG/EEG) Z {3 2% Z & T, m# I #1T
T2 X 2 Z NIRRT = 2 A[REE 2R L 7.

1 LIS

AR DFIRERE S DRI T, KR FREE T L
BEZRHWERMET Y Y IBBAITOATY
%[1,2]. E7VORMT2RHEZHW, T LY
IIE B 2 M ER S 2 & & CHEEIC N 3 2 H#kAt D
oENd MBI ATVS. Zhs D%
BV OEEHRLRE 2 A7 Mis8 7 — 20—
RN BT K UTH D, iFFEES HHMNEE)
T—XEHHTETVEMERL, BT S 2L
AR o TETVS. ZDEIRT—RIBZLD
5, | BEOMIEE T — & 2 VT 529, libkeE
FIHIES 2 CWCRHED R 2 2. B 203, FRRERYIE AUILIS
[E{%7% (functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging, fMRI)
VRIRE R 0 iR FE DM N — 77 TR DR E DS E N T D,
BD D B 2 EBANEBEI DT O T 2 IS BB DR
TENZANNT WS, )7 TH (Electroencephalography,

— 978 —

EEG) 1J, 22/ 57 R B8 D3 B TH, FRF RS 0 RS 13 o
728, RANEEI OB R R (L B X 2 DI L
TW5. Mg (Magnetoencephalography, MEG) (& [
FODNREDENE INTVWE. 2D X512, /MK
FBH T —XICX > TIRALNDERPREON S T2
, 1 FEOMIEE) 7 — X 2 W58, MR e
72 % TV D RBHINZ Y M O TR 2 AT & T
W3 EIEEVEL. Ch s R E X, AWK T, [
CHRIBCCE W @B OGS 7 — X2 BE L, 5
FEETILOREINRFHEEZITS 2 BilA B,

AR T, HREBOHE AL ELZHA TV S E
D R IE B & 572 2 AR RE FT I 88 T 2 vz AU fiE Al
WKTF—XINE L7 f@fio—fle L TSEORE
MErEZEB LE-SEETLVTHIHRN = 2 —
V% v bV — 2 X% (Recurrent Neural Network
Grammar, RNNG) [3] % Fi\C, fMRI/MEG/EEG O 3
DD IIEE) 7 — RIRHT %17 - 7=, AT TlE, %55
@ fMRI/EEG 7 — & T, RNNG D 2K 24 1 315
AES ATV [4, 5] AR TIE, HAGEDEB DM
EE T — X B WS Z ¥ T, RNNG O BEAMZ 41
B0 - GEERNICHEES 2 2 e R HIZ T 5. fi#
M DGR, STILFE 2 BEE 3§ 2 ke, iR o 2 h 2
OB 5 RNNG, Rz e BB b IS % F o 7z
RNNG DFEHIZZ Y DR Nz,

2 BuiEEhEHA - RERERTE
M5 Bh 2T X, IMRIV/EEG/MEG D SEER T35 X T

[ CHIEsScE AW, 22015l &2 OSN3 7 - 7=.
KWL TE S N-IIEEN 7 — X OFFMZ2 FHIE R |

This work is published without peer review and
is licensed by the author(s) under CC BY 4.0
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).



(R YR

2.1 EEBRFHE

FIBXCHRE HHLZMMX THMAH
ARGEE = FEYM 2 — ¢ R (Balanced Corpus of
Contemporary Written Japanese: BCCW], [6])] &k
STV DHHGEHE 20 22 5D, &5 5 A3 CH
(RED) Z e ICHRR N7z, IMRUMEG/EEG 5
BROBFEBRBINE Z L IR I NS FDIHEEIL
YEMMEEH, BELFEOKD DT i@ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?&?‘
% 7= DIE DT STz AFEERT X, HAGER]
W (REGH X 2BEEZHTE EEZET)) ZP,
HARGEDHBEGELEZTHA TV SEOMKIEE 7 — X
ERUG L7 (MUK, 2OF7—% %t v b % BCCWI-Brain
L IER).

2.2 BEETFT—2DETIVVT

AT, SEETALE AW TERDIKIESH
F— REN AT o 7. [7] TlE, BRI =2— 51
v 7 — 27 XiE%E Wz BCCWI-fMRI 7 — & fi#
WMMMT oD, KL TR, COEHEET LD E
B, [6 CRIESC % W 7 8D RIEE) 7 — X D fghi
35 x2HME T 5.

23 EEETIL

LSTM RNN IZED L FFEET I [8]. FElTHISE
T, MEBR AR GR (9] 2R X, IIEE 7 — &
DS EWE X3 [10].

RNNG RNN IZHED % HAFGEDFEE IS % B
RN S BEEE TV (3] SLEIZEE D 2 fnmEl -
HEEHEN T LSTM & b AN E W Z & 23%
T CTHIGNTWS [4,5]. [71 T, by & >
IR KTNSO RNNG & 72 FREYfRATHREE O RNNG %
MW, HAGED fMRI 7 — & 1250 L THE#H D RNNG
DHIZEELDDIMRI T —XE2 X DRLIFHHT S Z L
PRI TV S, RNNG OH#EFmIZIE, JefTisic ko
%, word-synchronous beam search [11] % Fu 722

2.4 FHliAsE
EEBETFTIICEDCIEIE BCCWI OHHFED
BICEk\_ e &ugggﬁ;&T}bﬁ)ﬁtﬂﬁéﬁﬁ?&\_ﬁOL\

T, RMETV ¥ 7 21T o 7. N DBRI 75 5L
BB WT, RO BEZ THIL 208 & sl o LBt

1) F—XORPLEICE LT, 5 A 2SRahuv.
2) EFIVEBRFOFEMI [12] BRI,
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I i3AshTED, BlZIX DB XRICE
FEROBFEOTFHLOLXREE LT 275
A PIL (logp CCHBLAR), [13, 14]) 13 A [ O o 7 B
DHAMERZ OGNS Z ERETHFELI DS T
W3 (15,16, 17]. £72, RNNG THW S 2 51E
L C distance d FI\W 5. BATHZETIE, Z DFEREIE,
RNNG D3R DHFER 7 27 & a 20§ 2 iREEIEH
& (syntactic work) Z €L Lizd o anTED,
HiGED fMRI/EEG 7 — X THGE SN T X 7= [4, 5].

BR.OMEI  AZE T, efTIZE T3 TIIMGEE X
AT & 7o SO B S 2 TS B & 5B
N RN HIPH % %2 o /2. IMRIUMEG O SCULEH | [
T2 MMmEE Y LTI, O RHEEE (Inferior Frontal
Gyrus, IFG), il 98 %E (Anterior Temporal Lobe, ATL),
Z L C, & ¥#HISHEE (Posterior Temporal Lobe, PTL) %3
HohTwab (18,19, 20] (RO, [18] 12D
EEFR L) MEG 7— XIZBH LTI, dSPM [21] &
HWTEBIRAEE 217 - 2GS 7 — & I H o %,
1IZH % & Z & ORI R D 5 300-500ms,
400-600ms, 500-700ms D XD 7 — & ZEE L, iR
HriZ W72,

E1 fMRI/MEG OBLE: F (FG), 78 (ATL), f& (PTL).

EEG O BH.OfEI & LT, LAN, N400 ¥ P600 53 3Z
LB 2 HRBEEME L TR TV 5.
LAN Z, TEREHEE R LR o AR 5B 1Y T B L T
B D[22, 23], N400 1, HEEDO THIREE < 12D %
HEBEEN & LT [24, 25], P600 1, $iqE - EIRIE
WOMEIWCEOLIERBAEENME LTHOATY
% [26,27,28]. fENTICIE, K2 ITRENTWVWEE LY
P —NO KR EE T ik 7 — & % H
Wi,

VAN VAN VAN

| b | b )

LAN (300-400ms) N400 (300-500ms)

B2 EEG OEOER

P600 (500-700ms)
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#] 1 BCCWI-Brain OIHR

KBS INE G 7 — & N8
ANE SRR 22857 RS e fRE egE sk
fMRI dataset 42 A 21.1  (SD=1.7) 3mm? 2,000ms 1,642 229
MEG dataset 41 A 21.56 (SD=2.59) 200 ¥+ > %/ 1ms(1,000Hz) 1,642 229
EEG dataset 42 A 20.5 (SD=2.89) 64 ML Ims (1,000Hz) 1,642 229
HMEIEIE SiZEer o8BI TSI4 BT 3. MRl 7 —RIZBWTH, ATL £ PTL D7H

LR distance 23 &NV IKIEEN T — X ZFHH S %
D EMEES 570, MIBEAREFE T AV Z VT
MLz, RATHRICE D E, XHIOR I PHELR Y
DIEEEER L7 LT, AR THE T 2 5EET
NV DFREED NS T INTEEN 7 — X OFBHICF 5§
2 0MGET 5. FiHZ, SRBET LV OBEE &R0
[Ef € 7 v & & 7B E 7L OB O ML E D
72 (Psychometric Predictive Power, PPP) % & S35 €7
LD Perplexity & & HIZFHAiS 5. FIFET L E LT
&, LR OMERA R 7L E VY.
ROI ~word_length + word_frequency

+ sentence_ID + bunsetsu_position

+ {surprisal, distance}

+ (1|subject) + (1|article)

fMRI 7 — & f# 7 12 1Z Nilearn (vO.11.1) [29]%

%, MEG/EEG 7 — & fi##f7 1T 13, MNE-python (v1.9.0)

[30] /Eelbrain (v0.40.3) [31]1 ¥ % Zh 2 difH L,
PPP OB HITIX, R (v4.4.1) [32] = W=,

3 BR

3 I F N ZF RN, MEG, fMRI, EEG f&AT D &5 5 53
FrOHLNTVE. BT —Xty FOBRETLLS
BN PPPONRR M Ra 7315 B #3BI N
VAN

3.1 REEMEEICH TS ET LI

AW THWS RNNG ODEED —>TH 3
distance DL 2 2 IMIGEIEAL 2 LT ATL 3T 5 h
%. MEG Dt DAER X D, ATL TOIEENI WD
REfEIE (300-500ms) TIEINT 2 HFAD D D, IR %4
W PPP IR LTV, HA e LT, HiEL — 418
AN SN E BRI R AT KR D RNNG % MEG 7 — X D
HT—&EWPPP /R L TED, BT [12] & B

3) fMRI 7 — 2B L T, BI04 Z LI IMRT 7 — X IS
DEHDE E OMERS BT T BN 7.

4)  https://nilearn.github.io/stable/index.html

5)  https://zenodo.org/records/17675410

6) https:/eelbrain.readthedocs.io/en/stable/
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BucBWCRHEROEMZ RS Z 8B TE 5. IFG T
X, oy XD RENTEE O RNNG O distance 73
XD EWVPPP 215 TE D, SKUHIZEWT, K b iE
T RIS 3 HEEALFRIZ, IFG TIThh, X DB
LRI LB W EA O IRF AT IR O ATL <2 PTL TiTH L
TWB IR INns.

3.2 BSRAMEICH T B3 ETILEEE

EEG DOFEHR X D, LAN 12 3B\ Tl e FE A fig A ik
D RNNG D% 75 4 #)LD PPP DHE M FEE T
HD. BRI BYT B ROHEE - s 7 7
TarvOFHNCE2bDTH B LREI i, T
FRIZBIY B LAN O%E|r —83 5. P600 T, £k
HIFEHTEES O RNNG O distance 25 b v 7 & VAR
Kk IS o RNNG @ distance {2 b PPP 235 <, B
B 7 SLBIZ D WTHE RO E D ThN S & Ih
TW3 EF R 5. N400 DAGRTIZ, FEJE 1 724 E %
ERLRWLSTM 22518 50723 77 4 ¥ 1D PPP
M L, HEEO THIREE X &\ 5 N400 D5 D
HHEEEHT 5.

4 HBDHOHIC

ARFZE T, HE DR 2 BB OGS 7 — X %
[\ U e TUNEE L 72 BCCWI-Brain % W T 578
EFNEMRGET 5 Z 8T, ST T VOMRREE &
» 2 HEMEER L7z RO T, IS EE
SEET VOB FIEET 7TV OFEEDHE 2 5 Rt
HOLYEONHEHTZ2DOATH - 7. 5H, ¥l
WIEE L 72 @B OGS 7 — X 2 5% — R L,
k& R SREETVOFHEICH W2 Z & THRIRED &
WEBET RO LIS 2 e BT 5.

AHFFEIX, JSPS BHFE JP24H00087, JP25K 16284,

JST X Z 5313 JIPMJPR21C2, JST CREST JPMJCR2565,
JST BOOST JPMIBY24B2 OB #5277 D TT.
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FRATHRIG O RNNG, mngtd 1, b v 7& 7 S RURKTEIK D RNNG % %7, %72, Beam Size 13, RNNG O HFE LY — ATEZ RS
MEG D[RR D RN, Bl 212, ATL300 D356, ATL O RFEIEICEH 1T % 300ms 2° 5 500ms DFREIEZR3. X o T,ATL
D ZDORERD T — R EFEL LD DICH 2 DONWTPPP EEH L7722 212k 2% (PTL, IFG & [AEE). EEG O 7% 55 B8 8
B DRFRIIEZ, X 2 2B,
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A BiMLIE

&2 NEEN T — & DHILEEE R

fMRI dataset

MEG dataset

EEG dataset

SHOE) = ffi1E

AT A A DIRBGRZID X L DFfIE

i g T {5 D B R RE {5~ D 8

i g e 5 0D 5 e, AR RE (R D ASEHE( L

fb%HE

ISR SR B

K ¥ > 7 ¥ (1,000Hz — 200Hz)
B D7 —F7 727 b BV
AT (ICA) & FIWTERE

NV RRRAT 4 V& (0.1-40Hz)
-0.1-1,000ms DX TZ Ry Z{t.L,
IRy ZZeD /4 XBRE
Ry 7 XR-0.1-00ms % £ H L T,

K ¥ 7 ¥ (1,000Hz — 200Hz)
BEhhrory—F7 727 b EMES
ST (ICA) & IV TRRE

NV FRA 7 4 L& (0.1-40Hz)
-0.1-1,000ms DX TZ Ry Z{t.L,
IRy 2T D) 4 XfE
2t Y — D% rereference ¥ LT,

NR—RF 4 UHIE TR v 7 [X[H-0.1-0.0ms % FHAEIC R —
A7 A UHIE
PN — Ny e o el - e == —_ o
B FMEENT—XDFME - SEREEEMUICSITFIFEFETILON
ARETI \
&3 MEG 7— RiZHD AR
ATL300 ATLA400 ATLS500
model seed beamsize PPP  model seed beamsize PPP  model seed beam size PPP
surpLSTM - - 0.88  surpLSTM - - 0.50  surpLSTM - - 0.18
surprnngtd 1 10 0.53  surprnngtd 3 10 1.93  surprnngtd 2 60 0.16
surprnnglc 3 80 0.05  surprnnglc 1 100 0.20  surprnnglc 3 20 0.72
disrnngtd 1 100 16.13 disrnngtd 3 80 492  disrnngtd 2 20 0.90
disrnnglc 3 10 19.86 disrnnglc 3 10 9.67 disrnnglc 3 10 3.56
IFG300 IFG400 IFG500
model seed beamsize PPP  model seed beamsize PPP  model seed beam size PPP
surpLSTM - - 0.05 surpLSTM - - 2.10  surpLSTM - - 3.75
surprnngtd 3 10 0.60  surprnngtd 3 10 4.96  surprnngtd 3 10 6.78
surprnnglc 3 10 0.42  surprnnglc 3 60 1.38  surprnnglc 2 100 4.28
disrnngtd 2 100 6.87 disrnngtd 2 100 8.23  disrnngtd 2 40 9.01
disrnnglc 1 20 11.41 disrnnglc 3 20 13.51 disrnnglc 3 20 16.10
PTL300 PTLA400 PTL500
model seed beamsize PPP  model seed beamsize PPP  model seed beam size PPP
surpLSTM - - 5.02  surpLSTM - - 1.25  surpLSTM - - 0.03
surprnngtd 3 10 11.24 surprnngtd 3 10 3.07 surprnngtd 3 80 0.32
surprnnglc 3 60 475  surprnnglc 1 80 1.09  surprnnglc 3 10 0.36
disrnngtd 1 100 1.19  disrnngtd 2 20 0.03  disrnngtd 3 10 0.10
disrnnglc 3 10 9.79  disrnnglc 3 20 494 disrnngle 3 10 3.93
&4 MRl 77— XHD AR
ATL IFG PTL
model seed beamsize PPP model seed beamsize PPP  model seed beam size PPP
surpLSTM - - 108.79  surpLSTM - - 6.31  surpLSTM - - 5.93
surprnngtd 2 20 127.74 surprnngtd 1 80 2.33  surprnngtd 3 10 15.95
surprnnglc 2 10 129.84 surprnnglc 2 100 3.81 surprnnglc 3 100 12.35
disrnngtd 3 40 56.36  disrnngtd 3 20 40.74 disrnngtd 2 20 47.21
disrnnglc 1 100 134.97 disrnnglc 3 100 13.67 disrnnglc 2 10 110.67
&5 EEG 77— RITHD (AR
LAN N400 P600
model seed beam size PPP model seed beamsize PPP  model seed beam size PPP
surpLSTM - - 103.30 surpLSTM - - 53.68 surpLSTM - - 57.52
surprnngtd 3 100 107.61 surprongtd 3 20 52.17 surprnngtd 3 80 58.86
surprnnglc 1 60 122.48 surprnnglc 3 60 46.34 surprnnglc 1 100 80.51
disrnngtd 3 10 2592  disrnngtd 2 20 27775 disrnngtd 2 10 13.37
disrnnglc 3 20 28.32  disrnngle 3 20 20.21 disrnnglc 2 100 23.61
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