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previous rules. stimuli: Accuracy by No. of Rules Accuracy by Condition
o Some phonological environments may be masked. , o ", , Plural Augmentative 0.7 ; 0.6 .
Visual Stimuli - One rule is more Transparent is more

e The surface form may not explicitly show how each rule was | accuratethantwo | | accurate than opaque

applied. Ej
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e Ifitis not apparent, the surface form is opaque. (Kiparsky, Diminutive Diminutive Plural One Two Transparent  Opaque

1973) Auditory Stimuli
e When learning a language, it is expected that: e Phonological rule applications in pseudowords Accuracy within Langauge Condition

o Transparent interactions are more easily learned than Z g:m::ﬁzi’ altggqu'g\:jiezl:rall: PRSR BappIs

opaque ones (Prickett 2019). ; PPly el e
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e Partial replication of Pricket (2019). Augmentative base+e  /goshe/  base+u  /gosu/ mOneRule WTwo Rules
e Two different rule interactions in made-up languages: Plural base+o  /goso/ base+o  /goso/

o Transparent (Language 1) Diminutive . . . e Oneruleis more accurate within transparent condition

o Opaque (Language 2) Plural base+o+i /goshei/  base+i+o /goshuo/ e Opaque condition shows unexpected results

e Each language: Same phonological rules, different order.

e Foils (rule fails to apply):
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(1) Opaque interactions are more difficult to learn than
transparent interactions.

(2) Rules involving two interactions will be less accurate than
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