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ABSTRACT

This study examines the linguistic and L1-related factors affecting advanced L2
Korean learners’ acquisition of case-particle alternation, with emphasis on
morphosyntactic and lexical-semantic conditions. Specifically, it analyzes
Japanese L1 and Chinese L1 learners’ judgments of causative constructions and
quotative clausal complements. In causative constructions (morphosyntactic
condition), Japanese L1 learners demonstrate non-native-like performances
owing to morphological incongruency with Koreans. By contrast, in cognitive
clausal complements involving ergativity (lexical-semantic condition), they
demonstrate native-like sensitivity, thus suggesting the facilitative role of
morphological congruency. Chinese L1 learners, whose native language is
devoid of a case-marking system, experience persistent difficulties with both
constructions. These findings challenge the interface hypothesis, which predicts
fewer difficulties in internal interfaces, and indicate that morphosyntactic
phenomena may pose challenges when L1-L2 alignments are weak.

Keywords: case alternation, morphosyntactic condition, lexical-semantic condition,
Korean L2 acquisition, L1 variation
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= O F45 . & 997 FESHLA Sk S0 RAF Al Sho] SksAREC]
o] ol=H 15 SEEHA] = A ZAIRIE], §39] ‘0]/7Ve} Z/E79] "R &F
W7t 7P 52 Aoz By Hf Qlck(Ju, 2018).

o] ARAL ZF WA @4 gt S5 ATe T A 27 gt AH(Kim
& Han, 2009; Kim & Nam, 2002; Kim, 2006; Ko et. al., 2004; Park & Kim, 2016;
Song, 2018)7} & o]t AF WA AN doluks AFAN WA A4StV

2 3t A4S = HAuA] - (Park & Kim, 2017; Park 2014b; Park, 2014a), A5
9] IAFsF ZA} WA|(Park, 2017a; Park 2017b; Park, 2020), °]5-sAF T-=(Park,
2018), %4 ?‘v‘f{Shim, 2020) 591 55 AL AFPEo] gk A=Y o5 A 1A
oA AL A 2 S 7}11 39 M 2ol gt A 7Ied 55
AFolsirke HolX TS A1t ot ot Beste] Zol 22 sffe] lofl
o2 FHgEo] WAl QJare BAKoR Ao ofele Hol gk

B AT 71E A7EY 9 24 1A B4 TR S3Hel 502 Wy
op, o] wteh el 24 1A B4 Qloja] RS SRSl QA ofF
&5l Z83te] A4lo] B WHEAS off] 24 WA TEES thow
REL SRR

=
rn

N

@3] 24 @A FE 45 A834E 29

AFL Shto] FAF A L 718 ARscausative construction)y} ‘AYZ}S]
5}9} 22 QA AR AR &RleE THRe BEE 49 AMfRE(cognitive
clausal complement)2 FAO = B} F EollA AL WA|Q] Aojd 22 Zjol&
7] AbsE R0l 7H= FEEAR 21do)| s 2AF WAL dofual, Ak
FES WRE 819 oulgd 20 ofs) A} A} Yofuick

A2910] F50lA o]AF et dojekd IS99 o] ARE A FRot= A2
sigArgoll B4 AlolA AAH ofeieS oA B Aow ol st
(Hopp, 2009; Sorace, 2011). 1ofskd oz o5 S99 JHE Fglsfof sf= H$
Aol 2 Aol £AIE TYAZE 4 U2 7 H(interface hypothesis)S- 53
ATt o] 555 SAoE Eis] == Sttt FurHolA= Aol W 4 AlA
7re] TAf| wt Ho|=E 9] Hr, o] WA wW(internal interface)y} 214 HH
(external interface) 2 JLEGHNSorace, 2011). W& HHL EARLJu|Z(syntax—
semantics)¥} o] FH AA HEo] FE S ulsi, AiH o= QAo &
= 7Ps4o] &8 Zo% 2}, o, Tejsolg ol s o] SAES 89
9] “Haspect)o]H F2 d(telicity)?} 2= SARIEZ] o] T4 Hiolel AL
5t 438 2 A7 ATHTsimpli & Sorace, 2006). ¥Hd, 914 U2 BARESH
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(syntax—discourse)lt SAR-58{(syntax—pragmatics) A H EHI} G35}, Q1R A 719
40| 8FEE BRE, AARE APoA ofRo] UEAL, 9%t 2 SsAkl
A= F7H1013 Hol7} A&k Aol Utk HEQirt. FolE Hol= st o5
A1) o|ggoto] SkFof|A] Frof thgAtY] ARgo] o} AR} EAX|ch Ao A
A=A AlH|(Sorace & Filiaci, 2006)L+ Fof L1 Sh5AH] AH|Qlo] ShzoflA] F=0f
ARAof|A Fo}4] gt YH S 2ok o A g Af(Montrul & Rodriguez, 2006)
= 94 Ju &5 FMdS HolF= d= & 5 Sk

QHH, White(2011)= 2]2] JHOA Y] @771 WIEA] X|49] AHZ ou|shA] ge
o, A IARS HE Audt 9% HHo & o|Eskl= Flo] AuA|A weshE Ay
T U AASI 24 HHO] 50| ©ed] F9 1 S8 fF AR A7
o] EANGt 71Qlek= Aol ofde}, dof @AE B4 X4 82, /i 5AY
9%, A 738 T TS Hpol] o5 EEbd 4 dkal 2 Aot o]#jt
HA7PA] digt Aol Wgsly o] R39S ZFR3It) oleh 22 A
Slabakova(2009)°l|4 % Ztohs 4= Ql=t] £52 ok Qo] @Al w2t g2k
o glom, Hojet Hiolo] FE thgo] UA|sk= F= Aol AHd(feature)of Thet
Z7(feature re-assemble)°] B AT 7F-90f HIS| F50] 41& AR HITh A2%10]
550 285k Aol HH = DAET ojo] I A 5T YL 159t
Al2%do] &5 AtollA] v 5] =0jE o] J=t, Hojel F3o] 1+ EA o= FH
A Alols 3240 RE =52 o glohal B (Jiang, 2004, 2007; Ojima,
Nakata & Kakigi, 20057} =2 2% L3t S5A=9] 4-9+= FHIEA F5
52 59| 285t Hiol TF AYE AFHe=E of ¥ 4 okl He FF
(Trenkic, Mirkovic & Altmann, 2014) 5°] it} o]AYH A291o] £E9] H =0 Hof
7F = A § glom FXRlol= olof] WE Bio|lE HolA Hohil Hi= Yol
ZAIER 2 A AL WA Aol A8t Hol ®iQlE oA AuE 1A} jitt

2 A= AW 3389 E44% Bojet Firole] N2 th8e] A7t 500 9T
03 & Sl T2 F50) FELIE 71E JurHdo] Aoy AFHo] B9t W0 WiH
AT} o4 Fuog FEste] 5549 of#eS Al A= Hfou, o
White(011)014] A2 Bje} o] ofiat T2l Hrjaiel AL ohn FUg ¥e
S0l SIEIRER olo] WAl o 5 S ekl 4 9 Folh 2 A=
olgst WS v o2 FeEA ARVt Q1 El= A5 causative construction)i},
oj3]ou|EA AHEHIV} F7HHoFE Fofsh= ARG-LE(cognitive complement constru-
ctiony W2 FHo]| &5l F {32 A 1A FHEoE 2stsle], 71E Ui MRt
9] Al2%io] F=ol thet dig= AHESHL, Aofehd F-ejol w2t vehd 4= Sl 552
Alolg ASH R FE ot} gt EJE Hojo] gifo] Al2dlo] S50 T 1A
4 9lom ZA} A7) Qe 2iolQ] Qiols Boj2 sk TRio] sheRi(olel, U
L Sy Aekst 2 AV} RS dofel £R01E WolR Bl 2ol Mkl
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Language Research 61-1 (2025) 85-104 / B}A43] - 7189 87



3, 2390 SEANS S YO T o]F Bof Wl Ju Hiot &5
A7} SAe) mol wizgol uteh of A Zebqix] Bt} S

£ ATl Ferpo] Akt A Y 45 7RsAo] A2gio] @Ftel 24 1A
TR SEOA ofma PO ARASLA BHT 5 Uk 7|3S AFITHE HolH
ojolg 7ba Zoltk. E3t ol B8 w5 B Bt AT AT 0F S
A7) gk 24 TA| FEY Qlojd] 224 sire] mol upol ufet 2gste] vt
#Ql W4 WHE Fleishs B B A7 £80] B 4 9 Aotk

3. @20] AR AgTEY 24 TAY 4R Rolo| e

£ oM B A7t A7 e R sk sheo] AP WA R ol ATt
5t BoloflA 9 tig-S AMEES Fitt the o (17hollA] HZol9] o]/7pe}
=/59 1A= HlEe] EHet, ol 82 ey of9] Uide] 7 =7 25 FEE
SAF TERE AFd(mapping)H7] Wzolth

(1) 7). *dee Ho] Hetth

e T

SH, “ol/7b e} 2/ 20| WAV} 12| FeNEAY 2] ujet AL Defeks
o7b k. AEE 1o AW AEEL HAERe] 2 HAR ol/7be} 2/
9 wE = 4 ol o) v, B ARSEeI AT ol/7bet A

=
=
% gk

) 7h. *ojuiui= otol7t Aisict [ A5 E]
1. ofeju ojol2 At

©3) 7k oMY= ofol7t AHA Fir A AFEE]
Lt oMy olo]E A Rk

FH0l9] 4P As a2 HaA dZojn] “A'E Zt B8 g A sk
TESFEHERE )49} Zo] IARSFE BEHARARET ofEt FAXARE AT
Z 4= Stk IEY AR ARsE 2, 99 ARSE QUhollAlE ©ol/7F 7t DA
Aol AZARR AU 4 glet], ol FEA ANl T AMsRolA FF0] ddd
2> 917] fEolt}, o]= H%2 oAoju|e} 22 FEEAIHQ A0 R WARESE A}
FollA ZAZRALR] Ado] xlo|= 71A]7] wjRo|c}.
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o

H g0} WsiTbel L BAR PAEE ASTEOAE ojFlolnEs 59
£ xS, @9 G014 24 LA 0] oJnj2A 249] 574 ergativity)o]
o8} xSk,

@ 7h oMU Ml Eoky A7 AT 5 AEA g
1. *ojulUt RIgE Ak A7t

(5) 7k ofwu wisls} olmck g AR HltiAEA WEg
U ofulus gls}E oferk Azkac

AR QIEFA] CAUE ZHR|AL Qlof QIR ShY] Rl FEEH(Lee,
1995), AMFTE2 T Q8% E+= 98 X IYquotative clausal complement)C 2= &
Ark ARRTEY HEZE @He] o] BAN: BRARA Aot 4= AR (5L
9] o] YAl = HAARA} Z9gtth (4)2] PRV AASAR Heb = HsE
BAR|L, (5)9] By = F-EAE Z HHASARITD, o]e} 22 FAF 89| HIThA
= 819 n|EH £411 54 (ergativity)oll THE Zjololth. Z, o517} 71 AJHd
(stativity)o|Lt 3 IAHd(agentivity) i} -2 0]9]|ofn]|E4] o] FAMY S92 A}
Ado] Aok 742+ Aol

2 A7F o= A4 sk (2), 3)9] BF= Al FEEA B, (4),
(52 A= AMEolE s R 0] tigk Q1A BEo] xR 8119 9uj&
A ARE 717} Zaof sh= F9-Eo|t}. o]E FEAE (1)04 e} o] 8219] =
T FE2E FA5ks AR F 20| 7= A AT Aok wdEs) E 5
Ak 2), B)°lA= e S92 BAF S919] Ak ?12]o] a5, (4), (5)elAl=
FEeAH S5912 of99ulE4 S99 HHNA W HH(interface)e 531 Lolut

< AloRE F=xdfor sk ZF o] 7Hle dold 54l vart

1) @o1] 524 At olo] T2 §91o] 5191 HH Ko(2001, p. 40-52)8 £ % ek, Ko(2001)
L H[ASAIS ] oln] oA AvjeashAe] 5k =ahe SR BAE Ak ol
weh H[PSAS ZH ABAS GEAE BE EHSR A0 WAL theat Zo] Algkle
THKo, 2001, p. 45, O12(23). FILE Ko(2001)y= & A7 vIcfAEAES SABAPE 7|45k ek

— gt — >

54
Sl CEEREE
SET LKL s 254}
19134 25D R,
384t — e
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She, B Q7 24) AP oluhe Tto] BBl 24} Aldo] SRKje] o]

SH0i9} 22 24} AAS AT Qlow] 24 TR BAE T weby B ol
A A7 o] B F R0] 24} S Golet Yolo] theS FHOE Al
e

7lA, QlRolo] ANERL AKE FA X B((sa)seru) 7} 2Tt HA} Al (affixal
causative) © = (Shibatani, 1990), T019] Fehd AM5el g Aol FejHoE The
A}, Qo] ABEY WAEF 24 TAE T (61 B el Zo] iole]
Foe] AEEeI Dol 24} TASH FUSHA thesch T} YRololA: %
% ARgo] RASHEE THole] 49 AN IAEFV 2HoE AdHE e o
2l SeASolA vk 24 geld @4l & ol

© 7 & Fres Erie,
ofr]L-TOP  o}o]-NOM Asict

“*o]H{ = o}o|7} Aol

. RHE T ErdT,
ofr]L-TOP  olol-ACC Asict

‘oluU L ofo]S Agola.

YEo] ARFAEL] YRR F0] AE]of|A] dojub= AL WA= Kuno(1976, p. 26)
S|4 o] Q-8 K F{(quotative clausal complement)] FA} WA @AIC R HIE
Ao th (7), (824 Hi= e} o] gho]9] AP wA| @Al th-S-Hot

(7) 7% BH& = ED & BTz,
ol#4-TOP ¥I5-NOM  Hrix A
‘ojriU= WIB|7E Hrkal AR

. *mHE I= kB L

oé“—f CH
4

;i-l 0
i

ojfy-TOP ®IZ.ACC  Hrix
*olmU= RISIE Akl A5

®) 7% #HZ Ry} Thnize Moz,
oJHY-TOP YI&-NOM oj#ciil A7k

o U w7k oty A2
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. RHE =%z Thnice BoTz,
ofMU-TOP WSACC — ofmrix Ry
olule Yislg oarka A7k

Yol golo] uisABARl A%, (77heh (TholA i e} Zo] Yo) AbR
TR YEZ Folt: 32 EX(NOM)E HEHT t7 EAACC) BB Ak
Mieck e Qo] ALgTES] YRR §lo] HIthAEAR] (87D, EUhY] A9l
olo} e Aloto] Wi AT, wWebk Aiolo] ALgTEOA ojiks A WA}
ghtole] ALg TR} FARS AT 4 ek

A7 Golo] AER TR AGTRY YRR Folod Uehte 24t
WA} Qlojd] 270 wret oA Webx] At nghh. Ea FRoloh gel 24}
AAE 2k QRoPIA Tt gu 24 A P GHojel RiEHow Axshe o
QI5}5ict. A2210] FEOIA Hole] JFEE YA A shglont, Agle] HEo
A mol9] GFL Qlol PR A FAOR FHAA gk % dlojo] EAfske
=4 728 geia SAe] FFH JEL vAE Ao VIS o vt gt
(Jiang et al. 2011). B1 o]} 22 o] FHo] 24} WA 450 A EErn Yrgl
go] SRt moloh FEld A ML Gl ARGTEOIA T13A) B3 A
2ol ulaf 24 BAS A4 45T 4 UL Ao NS & Ytk

oA} Akl B} o] GHo]o] AKEEI ARTEY Qlo 2AL Fxo) dlofaty
Z9io} BAH4 SN Xfol 7P Loloro] oA FEA FejH FAS
FhAlied] 59l skl Hle| Lolel BlAtSolA Qeht SefshA| AH8A] A
2 4 92 Aotk

e
o)
flr

Aagto] @il BiAe] 2AF IA] TRl thet B4 Q14S BT

A oo, 1 AT ATEAE Tt 2o,

F w0l shadie} F3el WF To] SRR 24 A
3 #34 QAAlelA HjolS Holrp

ATEA| 1 FehEARRA 270 oo 24} WAV} Lolks AR5 R} ool
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2] 2749 2J8) 2AL TAE Lofhe ARg7el Tk B4 Tetoll A skt ekt
Shto] Wolahd Aetke] o]} Lreh x| BR1s] Siat Aolt. ATEA| 2 Bk
A mojol] 2AF AAZE EABKEA] 57k L2 Gl 2Ab WA T S5 G
S)AEA) S 9% Zelt.

oPA Fuirbdol W, FEEAL S9l0t ofFoImEA 591 7] e WA g
of Shgshiz Teht 5hg 9ok BAF 59 1t AW 9% o] ujs) grjgo
&S0 ol 202 Brk(Tsimpli & Sorace, 2006). 121} lo] @4 E4olut
QA a9l 5 Tt wiglo] 283t 4 glome, uja vt o) Pulo] ek of
A AR A|9Palof Stk AlZHE ZAITIH White, 2011). 9 U] o] afigrst
£ Qo @igo] FHo] 24} WA T SE4 o2l Uos|A] ehertu, 1
Zz20] SR A5} AR gt £84 QAolA F2o] mojsixiel Holg
150]7] gk Zlolek. et SHe] mojo] A} AA fFt FEE Fepa SAM
o7} ghto] $E o] QXA Hgros gk, £ty FrolA ool
A qlojd] @xoletn stefek, ARSI S} SRl SEAHe £ 480 24
TA| o] e EHA AANA AR Aolst F7HtolA] FAS Lkl FRs Aol
oIk,

4.1. o=

B QA7 B0] 24} WA| T S50 o] wQlo] AHESH=A] WekaLA, Lol
o} F%o0] L1 I o] s A9 Athe T4 Bl 2ol 39 g
54 Atom Eslgltt ML 20~308) 4 HY 126902 FHstgon, of
% g0l ojah) 4290) 1, SR AT 17 S0] S, Bl S
439, 5391 k7t 380l A WS 24} A 2% URof LI siHe
ZA AAZE BAE F0] LI SRARER, ol 1ojo] QlojfEd B4o] L2 45
of Qake BlA=A] Al] $ig AolT). ER 2 Aol SkiAle] Bto] st
AR AFTEE A4 ST 4292 AR St ol Bl LTI
5 I ASEI AT 5 BhgE B 7S SSHEE(Kim et. al, 2017,
pp. 219220, A T} T o] SRR T Bl A ThoR ARt Zolck

3A0) 2212 SNS 5 P83jo] ARl S FASS thgow sglo
v, 2 gl A% Pl 7, A 24, Aa AR E AY WA

(TOPIK; test of proficiency in Korean) 553} 6532] 44| o5& z&lsta AF 9]
Aol et A F AT Helol gt FoIS were.

5 skt 2lno] gho] Sl WhAS TheTt 2o 8 AR 7176 F3 S
7} W 39K(SD = 2.6), DRI &AL Bt 419(SD = 6.1)0.%, F gk 7 99

Jfol
¢
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n|gk 2jol LERA] QRITHA(79) = -0.144, p = .886, Cohen’s d = -0.032). E3,
3to] Sl 717k F3R1 S5ATT W 4.4WU(SD = 2.8), YEQI S5AP} BT 3.8
= A A 2+ FoJmigt Zol7t IATHH(79) = 1.056, p = .294,
Cohen’s d = 0.235). 3Hd, & 9| S0} HLYEE F7H 0= ERlsy] fIsto]
471, 271, Gop7], 719 ¥l oA A1 el 104 A=z Fristes 3 &,
vl F99] Bt FE Aol I 2t vlnE Forqict 1 A3t Sl SR
Wt 6.9%(SD = 2.8)°103L, L& ShsAhs Bt 6.67(SD = 1.3) 22 et
At 7F FE2HALO] 2Jol5 aefsto], FRARS: 7PgoHA] ehs Welch®] =34 AMS:
F SETE Hlwsiltt 1 A3, F Hd 7F S0l 555 A] B A
= SAACE FISHA e AoE HERATHYAD = 0.309, p = .758).
He dite F Aol A 2 =] o il 9 Skl o] fojuldt Zol7t
o]

)
K

42 Aw 54 w7 4%

2 A7 Am 4 Ele A A9 ol 270 Dol 3 Sl e
= AE AL R FAoh= 4843 T T4 (acceptability judgment task)o|tt.
2 A7 FF 2 o & 13 Aok 71 24do] F 187 ERCHIHHEBTARE 671,
H5Z2SARE 671, BFeARE 671), FEiEA 240] 127) ZHBHA Aks 671,
BA ARSI 67), o1F1QulEA 240 127 ER(HINESAL AT 671, Bl5E
BAF AR 670013 ZF 249 Z3HE 2§30l Aelstair] WiEel, A= o
£ 279 FE2 A% ol EeHEd(distracton)2A] JS SHeE AASHSIT. o]
42719] A% 4 Qof, ofZ FE(dative construction) 102 7}1510] ESHAIZ
t}. 7| 2AoAs T F3ol TAgle] AL wAlo] wE FRA wdo] dAsH
FAEER, T AR 2700] s 271+ P 3K counterbalancing)E AA|SHSITE RHA,
PR A 243} ofFjem 24 oAM= R A3 2AF Ao wet A
ool 9l 5= qleu =, 2x2 SRy AA|(Latin square design)E 4-85ko] A9
42 wigstoitt. oke®], & AA Aol YR T fol A& Al |
ol YehA] Qs stof, SEA7E E4 2 §30l &A= AS A5
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o
[u—
i
o
4
o

27 15 24 & TG F(E 4271)
H A SARE (P84 HE) 4 - 237 678
71 22 B 54 FARE(AFEARE) 4 - 237 67
EFEAME 4 - 534 67H
oo AFEE F4 - 244 o7
FeleAr =4 .
33 Ae 4 - 237 67H
HI AEAL A2 4 - 237 67H
oj3lou e =4
HI5AEA A2 4 - 534 67}

N
MN
N
)
5
ot
rlo
R
e
i)
o

K2, HeASANE, BFsARES Bho9] FAxAet
EAA2A AR it A14kE 7L A ] 3t Aem, ThEolA 89
o = TRE Y AR APA7IE ) DAt 712 A4 oiE TEdt 2
Aol A WEstaAl AFohe FAF WA FE2 AFSET AMTEOIH RAF WA
Ao1d 23 thE o) Gt FEiSARRA 240l gt AR Ak
FHZAL AA0|| Aok ot FAZRARL FHAZAL 7F AP WA dojuA] =
B ANs 2233 2AF A Aloke] = B AR £0= Wt ofFjou R
2000 ORE ARTEE WIEE 019 thA 2AF o] Alofe] Q= HltiAEA 22
I EHAZAL AR Alofo] Qo] FAZRAR} FHAZA IF WA E7FsT vl
A 2d0q Weth 7 248 £F dAIE s 99 2t

©) 7k BAI/ASE S GYelR.  [MIERA: MRASAE]
U mSPl/RIslE gol Rolele.  [1ERA: HisAEAE
th AY/ASE A WA Aol P1REA: SR
o olojo] Halh/AslE A% Flola. [FeEA 27 Ty ABR

o, =elo] ABrl/AEE ol A7 Hel.

[FEEA 22 4 A
u}. go] dobl/glols Bsltt AjZisiel .

GECEERIES R D RERLY
AL Ago] gt/ gelE AT LrhT AZigele.

EIFoES 224: HsAEAL

B AToE 84 Bek TS AT E7E AASSIon], Sefel MR HeEQ)
Google Form(https://www.google.com/forms/about/)& E3f A7} ZF=ct &
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15
ks
2
o
8

e 13 1] AXIso] Qick. Aol oM, TFAEL o AR Alo]E
284 Y Qo] thet QRS WSk EARS) Felo] b, ALEA|
S AR T S wpAlel QSR AR Ak HEASS AR

A 7 24 AT, 44 HES Asie] B0 ARAS WSk

2 o
%)

(. l_,).
ot

i
b
ol ot

o do tob r
&
=2
>

9L WA 98] @ BEALT 22 ANAE Sl Agsiett. 484 B
o BAS T F ZZH 02 olRoXEE ehfslgon, Tiel B T W AHe gL
AT > QES AT,

oL = H57t FInk 2R e,

O 1(kFol4)
O 2(=2of4)
O 3 (=3 x2g)
O 4@ xeta2ig)

O z==zg
I8 1. 84 o FA 9 o
4.3 A= A2 24 U

2 Ao A= Aol £4 HS thaat A WA, oA 8 5 F HERE
S AEst &2 AA9] 0.3%%¥ o, AEgE gh=to] Rolskr} 0.05%, 5=l ks
A 0.9%, Y2l S5AF 0.09%2 UERgTE s SE2 w4004 AlQistaitt.

gho] molsiriel = ShEAF ko] ERIFQI 84900 Alo|7t A=A Yotiy]
A8, 2 2AUCNE 21, FEHAHE 27, oj39u|Ed 20)2 edaEY A9
3|9 E-A|(mixed-effects linear regression)yS ARE5IAT SAIGY A4S SESH)
Ol WFRe] 484 Wt A4 zscoreR WHIE|QIT 712 20| el EA o)A
dlo] 1y ailfixed effect) 2= FHEHOITAL, =9 eh5Al, &2l S5Ahat =
AKol/7F, “&/2)E Ao, Yo]FTHrandom effec) = AP Hrpte} 2ot
< E3olnt. AR 249 Aolle Adat A Qo HE B AN, FFAE
B IFEHE FTISIoH. o Qu|Ed AN E FUsHA Hd RALe] B,
TEHIHNEBAL HI5ASANE 173802 Ioksto] 2412 HAISIGIT. Hdol| thgt
TAFIE= A A A 23l 9)om g Helmert Y-S ARG (1) Holskat
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oF v|ojSka} Ak 7k 2}o], (2) F=Ql AR} YRl S5AL 7 ZjolE ZH2t Hlwlst
Aot E3L FAL] gt T E 9= contrast TS F-85F] ©o]/7F 279 0.5, =/
& 29 0.55 Fofsilrt. obgd, AF HrIAte] /EAQl 2folE vgstr] fis)
AoaTE AP 1P FIO] 7|7 (slope)E EFOI O, £l thgt ejaTtel=
At 1Ya579] 718718 ZFAF

Al 2744800 tjsf) 2+ 55202 EAS ssiylong v H|uE Qg °R/RE
Z27gst7] S8l Feles 017(0.055 322 Y gH=E AAsHH

¥4, h5to] ROlSHKOR)Z} %291 2o SHSAHCHIN), Q<) g0} skt
UPN) Al Ag L5 7]2 270] S HABAE, HisASAE, EEAEA 27
2} BAAZA et 584 B AukE Awnglt 71 2449 A Al
249 Tt AT 17 20] ANIElo] ek, BRETRE Aol B4 A3, g
3t ke ket ol Uekiith. WA, 24 At EAHCR fomsidon s =
169, SE = 0.3, p < .001) ol= o] Apglol 54 x40] g 584 A7
827 2700] thek Rct EeS ofuiict Eak F3e sarjel QR A
749 At a1e} AR ASARE(h = 0.22, SE = 0.08, p = .006), 18|11 Hosix}e}
shesAt ek 7k0) e Aol AL AT = 029, SE = 0.07, p < .001) %A
sAHow Folusig.
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(227 2] *35F e HYol8. REEE
*HI8}E gol 29018 (i A5
RSB A WA Agele.  [EREARE

74 24] 257 019 Holglle I AE AR
HI8]7h o] 290018 (5 ASAE]
2197k A1k WA Aglola. [E5AHE]

et 24k 7F 4EAgo] B2 wel, 24 Atk B 24 Goe] fouge
Z7hz RSk, 1 A, A de BRolA 24 Avbt BAHOR Joulet Ao
2 Uehdth: 3kl Holslrkp = 1.88, SE = 0.02, p < .001), 2391 8&2Hb =
0.22, SE = 0.08, p = .006), Y&l S<&2Hp = 1.70, SE = 0.04, p < .001). o|2|3t
Ak, Az ol EAFAL, A A BEOIN 74 240] o] BHZ 24
o wguT o B2 S84 BAS AR

52. JeEAE 271 23}

FeEA 20 Al ARl Al Heo] -84 T Zaks 19 30] A Elo]
Qe EFEEY AFEH B4 A, 240 o §0) Tt BEHYOME =
145, SE = 0.05, p < .001), ek} 72| e JEa-e(molatiel Hlmolshd 7k
b =028 SE = 0.10, p = .007), A} & 7+ A5 = 0.28, SE = 0.09, p
< 001), 287 [k, 2AL T 7HAFSER(B = 055, SE = 0.17, p = .002)0] B=EH 9]
ok AehE B4 A3 SRl Hojsie] A9 At TR 7t fou|et 4BAEo|
YSAT = 0.69, SE = 0.13, p < .001), o= ©F ABolH Fzo] AFEYLS
749 587 Wt A4 ThE 2ASRT SolnlsH Wokee] Z1Qg). v, B3l
slgAfe] 49 94 2] thet wake BEEYTHE = -135, SE = 0.11, p < .001).
PRI, Qe S50 Aol 04 2Ab ke BETQUHs = -1.54, SE =
0.06, p < .001). o= FH=tel Hojshet e, shed Agte] 49 o] Aziglo]
BA7 20 et 84 A47E F4 240 et SR} ke S ol
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| 512 A 23ola. <
o] 4SS ol A Welg, 4
4 24] *otado] A2t A% &3ole. [ A
dol 37t ol A Wele.  [HF

=mﬂp<0mx¥%ﬂmﬁﬁqw—(méﬂs(m6p<om)§d@%m4
DERI Sk} 7hak TE 7F A2 = -0.50, SE = 0.13, p < .001), RAWS} T2
7+ AT AL = 0.73, SE = 0.10, p < .001), HeE=01} Y=l Sh5A} 7h}t AL
27 AR = 1.36, SE = 0.26, p < .001), HLH(ZoIsR1e} v ojslA} 7ha}
ZAL, T ZF ASAR(b = 0.90, SE = 0.19, p < .001) 5] Arh

i
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HEm KN
cooo Y

J9 4. AAR9u| 24 2ARRT2)OIA Al o] A B

(242 24] Eedo] T2 BNt GARela.  [HhAEAE
*2\go] §28 AT S AARla. [HSAEAE]

54 24] 9ol At Bk Azdela.  [MIUAEAR
Ago] 7k AT LTIT ROl [HISAEAE]

A, AL M 7 o8] AJoAgo] BEE) we, 2 HHEE AR 3] fofn]
A= B4 1 A3, BofslRte] B RARRE R T ojuiet AeARgo] U
OH(b = 1.35, SE = 0.13, p < .001), O|= H|54 SARZOIA F&Ho] ARH 70|
U] 28 484 wek J7 fou|shA 2= dlofl 7]RIgtth. A&l shEAt
e E3F YT AFE HoloH, RARRE HE 7t fon]gt A ARgo] IS UK
= 1.11, SE = 0.18, p < .001). ¥H, F=21 Sh5749] 49 A ohgh E3Hb = 0.99,
SE = 0.17, p < .001)2} -20] gt a3kp = -0.38, SE = 0.10, p = .001)= -G-2u]5}HA]
e oW, AR FE 7He] AoAE2 FofoA] %2 AoE YEiTh

A8 9 A4

N

3 QA7 A2glo] Sho] ShaRte] HAl A S50 85k Qlojd 2wt ol
2912 Fstich. TAHOR FHFAEA Yok olFuEH] 1} Gsto] 24}
A TR e SEASY B Qo] ofEA AgIRA BRI AT Ak

R
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7% ZACIHAEARE, HisAEARE, BREARROIA A] e B o] Ajelo] 22
Antt 228 Aashe Ago] Al whe, FeEAE 2719 AEROAE o
o] mofshe} 7 Alste] E3A 1Ale] o]} SRlEiglh Sk Fgke e
FAzARYG BHAZAPE AGE S o A BOshe A BT o
£o] H 774 44 U ASEINE ¥ Six A9 547 240] o) w2
4842 BT} ol ShAFSo] TE H3o] THE 24 AH80] Ao Tl A
of WojsiRiglE YIZelA) WhgakA] 2ok Liehiith. T, ofglolmlEH Al AL
STROAL g5l molsiaiel Auel SRR F2Q kAol BHA QAlolA
o) B} FHto] mojsiie} ARQ SR HlsAFAES] BAZo] A48H
27 PPAoR BAUSIhL Hsigont, Sl Ss o] 279 AUAe
ool Ao R E4% uhee HOT A 204 folne Ao Avks et
A gl

olefat Ak A2elo] Aol BREAES] 24 BA S50 thedt 2L B4l
oS AAEIE, A, FEBAE 279 BRI SHAETH mojsiRt 7ke] §)
ulgt Ajol7} ekt A4S W% sto] 24k A BAo] ) P (internal interface)e]
A Qofuks Floleba shejehs, sisxt wolo] SR BT T4 Feld fAkY
(morphological congruency)el et $50] QoS W 4 9SS HolZe), Yol
24 AAPL Qo] QolggEA o atole AT et gHo] 4 AF5Eel
HAEF7 FA0R AR B QRO EAslne & clojo] AEEelA
27 ABE FEA FHE SAHE AT A Yk 2, FeEAEel WE ol
A Qoluis Qlol Baoleka Stk oig T4 Weld fAbdo] Shmsix] ok
th o8] $54 ofele e A4 H1 TR RE Holsht 470 S50 £de
A 23 4 9ee Rolrt. o= WA HeolAe] A2310] 45o] folsirt Bk
2go] Aol FHe] 2Ak WA £50 taAE 2ol WA AR %,
WhiteQ011)014 2451 Hlo} o] A7k 480l glo] B4 Exo] ufe} Aol
T8 Wask 9100, Slabakova(2009)014] 41715 rie} o] FejEALE Aoty
Sriete mojele] el Azgo] Wad Aol theo] fAat A9o] uls) 4
gHoE 459 of2leg AE 4 S-S U Aotk EE Trenkic et al.2014)°)
Zga} o] & Sdo] B S-S0l FHFAY YRS HFHOT BEY
2 gloth =9l shexler Zo] mtolel A2glo] 7 EHG Ao S glomy,
o] 7o) 24} WA BAo] WAAR A} hElofeld Thulg B9 $5E Wart
oee AR
S, olgiolmlEs] AoIA] B3 shatet dre) Al st Hojaixiel
3 FHA QA HolT, ol Boje} wojo] TEA FehH SAMI0] AHGTE
ZAHEA) G50) FHHOR A8 AR Biolo] ALgTEANY 24}
| e shtolet Fejdoz Bfeslng, 5 Qo] 7k Pl fAMgo] A2glo] £5

2 10 1o,
lo I o

¢
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< BolsH e Ae= T 4 U

2 Qg Holx] =y, ol A Mol ofihs FeiEAA 2T} FAko]
Floln| 24 Zo] 3 ShAtek BARE o5 54 ool 4o 4 S
2 Bolgr}. ol Wil WHolq Aol £50] Ajaos Bolstrha Xt AT
(Sorace, 2011)0] ¥I5He AT W4H HA7h 2TPE AR 24 1A B
TRt o] olubAut AntHow Ftolmg W Sk ARl PAHow
AR QT QI 5 el T B3} 71 EAe) 727 FHA ofn] TS ok
Holcka stelehe 24 AAZE s 24 3R] B AU £ Qlofel
slgjol] 5 7ol wheh e 24 WA AAS BAIE 149 o] Slojop
3hg mojzth

£ 917 Aok B0l L] Thedl B NS AT A, 24 1A B4
2 7t2A o), 98] AE 249 Qjuje} /s /A o] ohjel, FREE Dot
At 24t TAC) Qofd] 2AL WAHoR BRI Wast k. 53] FepsA 24
o ABBH ABEI B TEL WAHS 74 F4 Lo] ATHY 4 glom,
ofglofn| £ 2A0] ABFH= ALGTEL 89 |2 E4o] UL P L]
123 7ot

S, shsAe] ol WS TEigh Apstel e wele] waE Wast gk 24}
A7 Bk Fol7 SRS ghto] 2Aje] 71 F)53E wAdoR
Hshe Zlo] EAHY 5 glon], Pitoje} o] ATolet FAE 2AF AAE 714
Qlofl BB 5 Qo] 1k9] SAVTE Kol 4 WAHOR HlwsH LSl
=80] g % ek

B oi70] HuR Gy THo] Bi=A] T A I W) dlojdl 2743 Tejsto]
ofe] TS toR 2A WA 450 Lrehie GRS EASIITH: Zolch. 15
ol RO 24 AT A8 249 7153t o] WEdte] ATslo] g &
AT oloh e AT AN Holuk 24} WA 2AL BAF F99} ofFiojl A
2912 o] 24} LA WA 450 G AL 2912 SIFER FolA o)
Aoy TSI} PEAE R B Q7o) Ak o] 24} WA 450 ek
F2000014] PAFS Wsto] G Aol A2elo] 24 £S5l TR FHIS TESHT
0|22 YA d wgol B Zolck.
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