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ATk, HB25EDHR (L2 reading comprehension) , 12 HA AEFL
FEEORELFHMIZNET 5 SCEE (sentence processing) - aAEHALEE (dis-
course processing) IZBbHBMEE FIZERT S, T4bb, HAAEFLEH
Fid, H2EEBITB T 2 CER & S AR MR CTHEMETRIR A B2 5 AR
WAL (L2 language information processing) %173 2FRI2E D & 5 LM
EIT->TW5D725 50, HlAX8/NE (garden path sentence)? 7 £ 12k
SN BMMEERIZIERRME (ambiguity) O &R BEHEME (complexity) DEW
KL lngf_i%A 12, EO XS AU, MREEAEE, & B IXEREE NPT %

PIHOMRMIZEITT 2 2 L2k > T, BEHRMOMNY (ambiguity resolution)
LMD Y (complexity resolution) “NEFEBZDE 35 h,

ZD KD RIS 28N AR MAIZE TS, OLD20H AT T u—
F & LTI, Chomsky®D A% (Generative Grammar) & BIE 5 28 P
(syntactic principle) RCHFELEREE (syntactic processing principle) DFE#
AIZFED K MEBEMATF T T L (syntax-based model) & % W FFHEIKTEE T L
(principle-based model) ® 7 7o —F»nFEIF5h &k 5 (Pritchett, 1992;
Pickering, 1999) ., ZEiCi:id, FAEM 5% (ideal speaker) D -EFIL % 5L
U, BISEEHEOLEDA N =X L EMHT27-00FEMGTHD., L
Mo THISEEITIAR TR A B2 D CTHMEICB 5§ 5 H253EH 5 6 O

IZHERESEE WS & X h 2 i SEE Xk (interlanguage grammar) DR
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D7=HITIE, ol CEMG & EE WD, 510, ERCCEMERIX, Fe L
CH Y HA O (sentence-level processing) DOFIIZHEEAZBEWTED
RERHAT OB (discourse-level processing) D% FAHFEITIZFARTY
Uy,

L7z 5T, RIFZETIE, IRSEOE 2% 5 I M D 728 O i 7= 75 BRI A4
AL U TAERSCER G O A IS A CaEsMAE S0k (Lexical Functional
Grammar) %63 (Discourse Grammar) R 7 — 2 ISNFES 5 Wi
%5&3@%7& EDORRAN S 58T 5,

SIZAMZEDOZERN 22 HiiE, HARAEFLEEE BN UNE SR EIcfiE s h

5 GBI (syntactic analysis) 23AIHE & X 5 9L D ST & 5 O ISR AL
BT BRI, OB D 5 VIFMEEUERE, E0 kS 5Tav R, AT TV—
s EIZHSWTHIRMISEIT IR E0h, X 51213 ZISNET B BSR4
MEMED IR U CHINE XSS Uk (prior discourse contexts) #35& @ & 5 iz
ERFTO»EMITEILIZH S,

A TAMZEE, Terauchi (2006), Terauchi (2007) 7 & (MiZTerauchi
(2009) D% TH B, L7zh > TIE D —BOKATHFFEONM R A A 52
DOFRERITHEIBT HDO0E D &R - M52 L g EELHNOUEDTH S,

1. AMRICH T EERLMARE :

A7 1T B FEAMEREIL, DITOHD TH 5.

1) BUNRSC 7 & OSTILER - #EEMEE & 5 3R (sentence comprehension)
2, EOLS RUEO T 2RBREINLED», 72, TOFIZE, &
D &> BHEENEE Z b 55 Y — (syntactic processing strategy) %A X
5D H,

OBl ZIE, HESCTEE (parser) 13, SUNESCAR EITRE SN2 BEMMED %
WIFHEGEVED OO RESCR#T (parsing) &3X4T 9 2BRIZI%, WEEALH &
BT 500, Fhé $BHEAFE (semantic processing) %5 Dh,
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@ HA ANEFLA:E 4 OMAEALEE - SCAUEE & 5\ 3 CEER 7 a & 2 & FiH4 5
i3, MiEBMAF 7 7 2 —F (syntax-based approach) & Hl¥Kk(FET 7 u —F
(constramt— based approach) DWW 22k D Z4MREND N,
QRIFLEE (immediate processing) # 8% & &2 D», EILAEE (delayed
processing) & X5 DH,
OEHLPE (serial processing) #EL ¥ 2D H», WA (parallel-
distributed processing) % (B X3 DH,

2) R FEC OO BN RLER R A LR A (B0 & 8 5 LAIRGE AU, AN U) 2 W SR
HEDSRIT X N 723 A 12 I3 0t LB /7% (reanalysis processing strategy)
BEDESITETENDEDH»,

HA AEFL 3 # A IR UE WA D 7' 0 ¥ 2 2 $/4IR$ 5 LET 5
%61, %@%ﬁT BWTE, B4 & 2 RSN T A% AT E oo
WEIZIE, RARRICH AP ER I NSRS TS Z LiZs 5D 7

%@M Z, EOXS mEAFAEO o 202 b 57V — 2 EER
Jﬁkﬂi ENBDH,

F7z, HOAMUED 2 b 77 2 —2hRNSEH S Th 3 5AI2E, £
ORI EZ T TV —HHATREIC T3 EENAERE LT, EDkd Xk
B ABG- LT3 D0,

3) FONEO Z + 77V —MEUNCEA S TanEAIZE, Dk Ak
SCRERT EDFRD HEC B ATREMEAMFAE S 2 DA, & 51213, FHTARLD 2
I T YA AERE LTE, EOXS AERNESTBDH0, fi
13, ZEHYIAAL (dually-embedded sentence) X JLil ¥ IA AT
(centrally-embedded sentence) ®D 7 & DHHAAL (embedded sentence)
PAE S B HER £ 54X (syntactic complexity) (235, WU IZRE
SR DA EE A (processing overload effects) X, fi=efy o1l i
5.2 % 0 A% (Theta Reanalysis Constraint) , BASEO RS, § 4
%, B (late closure) , 5V PASH (early closure) 7 & D HBEIZHD
HFLOBEE (processing breakdown) & E1ZXk 0, FAMIZ X BEEBEM:R
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BMEVEDEE A UNIHEBEL < Lo TLES ZLAZDOERTH I L TN
TW3, £72HAAEFLEEEOSAIZIE, HRESHE AR S TREERR
FBISFHOSHEMICIED RN L E L EROHPFIZANS Z L PR ET
H59,

4) HREBRNCBERRPE R BHEME O @ W SLORESURITIC 50T, ka1 (discourse
information) ®XHkIEM (contextual information) (3 3CHLEE - CREFHIZ E
DD B BERIETO . HlAE, #¥CC (stimulus sentence) D%IZFEK
R, ThbB, HiEFEE Ik (subsequent discourse contexts) % &>
A s, FIBCCORNICERGEE SR, $4bb, miEa Xk (prior dis-
course contexts) #EWV2ATIE, SCUE - RV TED KD %2
HIWEC BD0,

RO 7 2 BiEiE, LifO4 DO R % ¢ XCHEFEMIZEHA L 5 %1558
JFRIIZHE DL A I ZZLDPFIET DD0, 77T 25561, ThizEnk
IBANZZALBEDOPEHENIITEIETH S,

2. IRERDERTEICEb P EER

HAAEFLEE % O F 25 3B5HR I 1) 2 aENE , ORI 35 AL
QBN LB Ay B AEALE 5 D & % D & DALVETIE 2 BB DA, & 72 7 ORI
BREROD, ZZITFED KD HIFHEEANEEG L TW5D0,

R, FITHA (1998) OBGERMIMSHAIZEED & | it oWz b 5 [
LE2E BTG A BT S,

2. 1 BIRFAYALIE &ESEMLIE

[RIBFALEE | & DEAEALEE | & B, 530U, MSCRIRE X,
BB R IR s EDPREE WO, EDIRFETIT S 02 ] IZB¥ % [
Th5. [RIRRRE| &, FMIrRE L SEERS AT SN D LR, K
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IZHRAE L R FEIR R 2 ENZDBRTH > T, AV I 4 v THHMIZAN
ENBEME L COHEES (strings of words) % BIfERLELH B 5 W I3ESEf O
& (currently-processing or constructing structure) (Zf54 (association) &
BV (attachment) &8 7228 5 SRR A3RTT L TS AR EF 5
—J5, [EEEAPE] 203, RESCRATEE A, UKD S DBERMEL R T &,
FRAEHEE 2 E T 2 DIZE S 72 OMMAHBL L | I 24 35 U R0 Rk R AR
AP ICATHEIC 25 % & Tl & E Y] A @b 78 OB EI IS IE AT DTS, [
REE 5y OWGEEAEE A ZME L, IR & 2 W IEHORBIZL T 24259,

ZOMBEIZBL T, Bt LT, IREREE) 2B L 2B TH %
Frazier and Rayner (1982) 3%V, Z OWFEHER Tk, BIRELLEE ASELELLEE 12
XU THEEHINTEIT 2 ATREME 2 RIE i Tuv 52 (Just & Carpenter, 1980;
Mazuka & Itoh,1995), Z 7zTerauchi (2006) 12361} 5 LUNELO ST T,
[ BIBFALEE 2337 % THEAEALPE 2363 % | & 5 BRIEALEE & (B0 3 A HEIA 2 5 h iz
(#1), —J#, Terauchi (2007) Tid [BEIEFLEE2342% TR H49% | &
HWZHPIL T2 das i s his,

2. 2 EHINIE & A FI4NIE

[EAPLEE | & [SEFLEE | ORI, AL TFO LS 5MEES 5.

[EAHALEE | &3, MRAELELII RO TEEED & 5 B S D 5 5, — &I
H—D RS HEEH L 2B T X A 72000, TREMED & 5 B8 D WL iRbT %
[AIRESKB I 12 3RAT 9% & 5 g & BRI 9712, MiSUTiE 2k TO g
MhdaREY)THh 2 M5 £ T, RO TREIZ I\ TRGE L 72 WESC#R
¥ (initial parsing decision) #Z#f7 452459,

—J7, [NEFVLER ] &3, WESCRRATREE 23 TREMED & 5 R, EORE % — &
IR TE S EE L, U D 2 WIIHMEEBIDO T a v 2128 W T, ThE
TOMMIUEDS A TH 5 LBk L 72T, WM D & 5 O RS
TIMED R 2 5 | it 7 KSR 708 & 8IS % &S, fral, AR O
HAZZRTTAZLEE59.0 LEAST, 22, TEAE] 2855,
[NEFALEE ] ORI E 3R A D, BSURIT 2 A YT 5 L alak L 72k, [l
VEIZ, BRI ENE Z ENRRE 55 T EICRHICHBL TR & 20, it
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AL, Zo [EHMH] & [NEFEE] & BEEIE, BRI E A
RS DORESCRNT 22 EDFRIZ, EB 5D ABREIEZIDN, HHVIE, ED
KO BGAIC, OO AEERIE, £/72, EOKD AGAICH -OWL
LGS VLR 2 HASE, EOLS RFEERERIZHEDONT, &b
WY &M SN AR A BRI E20n 0 MEEE S A LI,

Frazier and Rayner (1982) Oiff2¢ ik, [HEFWLEE] B X 5 ulfettn
AE XN TS (A, 1998; Fodor & Inoue, 1998; Pickering, 1999; Crocker,
1999), Terauchi (2006) <Tid, [WEFIAE] 562% T [ ] 538% T b
D, TEAVLEE ] HEE S 2 EAHE0 5 iz, %K%t o Terauchi (2007)
T [EHPLEE] 2375%T, NEFPLEE] 23 18% T b, 30 [HEHLEL] »3
KEINBMHEAPED 5Nz, &k, HEREEEH8% I T 5 FEEk (Terauchi &
Tomoe, 2010, ) 12HWTE, LA RLER (85 D e ) (2 BHE | “’W)%ﬂto
Bl Z1E, HEERERR TR L A D & 212iE, Al E U8 A& ik
(incrementally) FeAdEs , BERRMERCHEHEMEDAE U 2 X OEFITH LT, H—
DREIRATOTBEVE# Y T3 Y, ZOFHEMEREA L &3k U 72 KEri T,
BOFREMEA S TIZD LS LT 2HABRRZT Nz, LT, #5613
JRHIE LT, 2L ORI O WML H 5 M Lo, ZELADBLHAED
HZliELNnZENED LN,

2. 3 BAnE

PR TALER &3, RESCRRATRSE AY, W SCRRAT 25 A Y] T b 5 & 3Gk L 72 e
T, FE, XEHAELZD (backtracking) U T, RIS OMEENE 4 347
FTAHERC, MYNEE L CRT L 22U & 3585 %, K0 EUITH 5 L f
Wr & N7z DI DIREEIRIT I A EE L CEITTHZE%E I,

BB & 5 1 ﬁﬁ']ﬁ&fj@‘f“ 3, ?HIJ%: LT, —PEICHE— DR SCRAT LR 7

L 2B IR ITENEN20ID, ST BOE A Y] 7 A 508 % 3247 L
- LR L 72 1'5T HOMBE S ZKITENB Z L2k b,
Frazier & Rayner (1982) &, ZOHGSMAUMHO 7ot 2121k, XO=D0DFH

DT O X AP ALTFET D EREL TS,
(1) Bl EHrEE (forward reanalysis hypothesis)
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=1

MEET | AL Z,’ SR HHE

LA | SEA | TR | 2548 | 15006 | 2384R | 3TRIR | Lieah | 2750k | SAW]

Terauchi (2006)
¥y

62% | 38% | 37% | 63% | 56% | 33% | 11% | 69% | 13% | 18%

Terauchi (2007)
Sy

75% | 18% | 42% | 49% | 53% | 30% | 6% | 74% | 9% | 13%

PRENTREE R AT Y] T H B L FRFE L 72T, AU O LD AL
RO, P, WA 5 I 2FRIT U, RANTEIT U722 f@ b & 1322 5 51
DIFHTITIE 23BN L COXITT 5 &0 ) IR

(2) %A MRS (backward reanalysis hypothesis)
JRMTREE SR SR AAEY] Th 5 LBk L 2T, 2O/, 6
FTTLTOE | RPNTRT U 2@ & 135 7 5 51 i s 4 38R L C
TR RARR T

(3) BRI S (selective reanalysis hypothesis)
FRATT S SR SCIRAT A Y) T B LBk L 72 T, 2 OJEIK & e
SNBEAICRD , ZZ25HO, RYNIAT % - @i & i35 5 550
FRAIT TS AR L THAT 5 L W OREE R, 1998)

Wi
%

Frazier & Rayner (1982) Tid, #B&ENBAM &7 4 5B, RADOH IR
MBS CEEBR T & % & T X M7= (5T IS BB E DIRER SR 5 &0 5 Blg
BRENTZZ L6, FESCRHTRE IS AT Y) 2 W SR % %47 L 72 & Hllr L 7=
i C, Z O EHEE SN EAHICRIEICR > ThE, HamrZirEhs
DOTREVPEREL TS (A, 1998; Pickering, 1999)

Terauchi (2006) <Tid [Hi/5 341 1356%, [ERWEFHH] 1333%, [%
Bl i 11%DNETH -7z, F7-Terauchi (2007) T3 [RiFHIN] &

53%, [EIRHGE 3] 1330%, [T EIM] X 6%DIETH 7=, L7r->T,
D EBEINERE R, —3n /R 5z,
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ZORRP S, HONTTWE OB IZIE, —MRIED AL 2 ATREME AV R I
Shiz,

7o, HEREOMEE (FEICIIESEE - EMEICK20E) OEFRIZET
TELDHEEFRIRT e B 5Nz, BlZIE, EEROEGNHE (6L
B TiE, EROE ] 2 [R5 2 RIS 2 @8 72 6 hi,
—J, EERORANE (TAAE) T BEROEIN] 3L A SRS T,
(R0 ] AMOREX D RN % < R E h 3 i s 7z 5 h iz,

2. 4 SR - MOERRICEET B3EEO T O—F

Harrington (2002b) Tid, XU - XERO7 7o —FOEFILIZEL T,
1) #ZEMAE 7 7 v —F (syntax-based approach), 2) HI¥EGFET 7 —+
(constraint-based approach), 3) M7 71 —F - FEEWATET 72 —F (referential
approaches, or discourse-based approaches) D3 DD FE L7 7'u — FIZHT
EHTTEALTNS,

REEIRAE T 70 —F Tk, CHRO 7 1t 2 & AHH i (syntactic
principle) DA EIEZ T3, TS OMFEFRANIT, RSO 2533174 38512,
FTH IR DORESUR O Y5 (initial parsing decision) DXk E L Txh=
MIUCHERE L, & 5122 OFEE B A i ) O RESCRRNT O 2 2 M R0 30 U % 3l L |

2 Terauchi (2006) (Z&\F B FE 3 Terauchi (2007) ([Z&\F B 35E

BRI DR ERIDF R

FOMTIZHT 5 BoAMIC BT 5

HOESE RO A7 LS IR D R
SCHA | EIR | BRIR SCHR | GEIR | IR
LAi#E | Ave. | 6.33 | 3.83 | 0.67 A7EE | Ave. | 4.68 | 2.49 | 0.68
(N=36) | SD | 393|397 | 1.35 (N=37) | SD |2.667|2.388| 1.27
e | Ave. | 5.90 | 3.91 | 1.23 hiEE | Ave. | 449 | 2.51 | 0.42
(N=78) | SD |3.39 | 294 | 2.16 (N=71) | SD |2.341|2.184|0.966
A | Ave. | 6.07 | 2.38 | 1.72 TiRE | Ave. | 417 | 2.37 | 0.43
(N=29) | SD | 4.17 | 3.42 | 3.07 (N=103) | SD [2.677| 2.33 |0.956
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LIRS L T, MO a L ailAS MO 7o 2128 L LT3,
/2, ZOT7 T —FTIE, MXEHORYIOPIEIZ BT, BRI H S
MR 2 RIS E R AR II R - S h VW EREL ThW 5,

—J5, WRRAE 7 7a—F Tk, T X MEMRAE | RRARAERE, $habb,
FRG ARG, AEFHRYRIGE, SOIRRORIGE, S2HIAHCBE 9 2 Aiak oM A4 Of5 R
THdLL TS, ThHDXF I ELEHIT, FiAF OO TIHH 5
MR Eh, BRI 28D H K15 L L THREL T\15, L7z
T, ZO77a—FTiE, R EZRMINCEE M EERK 7 a1 2 &R
DU, HaBRY, AEHEH, REUR-BESH S W MAVHEERMICER LT, ERERIC I
5 XHBIZHNAE S 2B LTWE, 2207 7u—Fid, EEEEECEE
BIEMED b O, MEEE I 2 BERRE (S EE R L BERRE L W C 2 4 T ORIGERE R
(knowledge representation) & AUEED * 5 =X 4 (processing mechanism) (2
Ko THEINTED, HEERNLBERY: (syntactic ambiguity) (ZFEHEI 2 Bk
P (lexical ambiguity) IZEICENB L NI VIBEFIRL T B Z L ICyELE
\» (Townsend & Bever; 2001;129, Jilli, 2005: 106-107) . JIlig (2005) Tix
Bl 21X “assume” FEEFEAMWNFE FIXHOLE B 5% L DTV, “stop” 1TH
el MEEAIO L B 5124 DR F WA, “examined” 1XBEEIEE X 2B E X
RO EB B h, Lo 2B OERNEREAIH SN &, ZhUiOohT
MEGER) A BRI R S 2 & LT 5,

M7 71— FORHEE M L 72 [28 - BERRAE 7 7' — 5] 13, RRICEERK
PERBIMENE 2 R T 2 BROWEIZT VT, BB 12 35 < QLB 4 FRIR
Lo2%, B XIRE®R (prior discourse contexts) %G IHM (discourse
information) Z& &R FTHREOBFEEMICEHMEZBEBNT U —FTh D,
72, ZO77u—-FTiE, MiEWFEE (syntactic knowledge) #EY 2 — L
(module) & U THEAZ T34, #EOMEN L BRO ATREVELFA T 254
3, EOMEERIBREZ BEMISERT 222 00ET MDD EZ AL LTH uﬁlé
WMOBREMICHDS Z LA FRL TS,

Terauchi (2007), Terauchi (2009) <Tix, HAAEFL¥EE X, KRk {d
e L, URMMOFBIZBED & 3 MAEHEE, 5 213 SR A % B
W U TR 2 34T L CH D, RilE RS SOIRR BE 3k as SOk 7 & O SCIRTE
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Wi, BEIID U CHABFELO A TIE 708 U & e WBEREME R B MEMED &
ZEROMEE, &3 VIIHEFEHIZES S MIROZ Y MEORGEE ED-IZH
HEhTWwaZeRRBwohl, LR ->T, HRAEFLZEEEIZE 5 T,
[RGB & 25 —F8 AV IS I U CRECIRAT 2 170y, B0 U THISER IS SRS
WML EERATAHEEFIRT S]] L) [ - BEHKRGF7 7o —F] &
DZYPERE V) (explanatory power) DH 57 70 —FThb L5 A &
J. AT, ThoDEITMARREZHE A2, HAAEFLEE O L
B XPROTOX AR T TV —EBNT 572010 [2H - BEERAGE T 7
O—F] BRLIEZUUESET T —FnE S ERET S,

2. 5 iRENIREIE

HAANEFLE & OE2 5 BHRIZ 30 F 280N, MAERERPE Hic
EVEASH (late closure) | OJFAIR [ PA$H (early closure) ] DAL, [ 6
AN (Theta Reanalysis Constraint) | OJFHI|Z EAE D X 5 I2HEIE X
NDED»EZET S, AR TIE, ECHG] ORI [FOPHEE], T o i
Bl OFRIO IR e ISR R A E & |, RGO T — 212D &,
BT 5,

2. 5. 1 BfsH
2. 5. 1. 1 EUFAE

DEOGEHS ] &, [RESURMTCB W TIE, BTl A S h 2 EEIZ, WHEs
PRO , WPEAHEST LT 5, BIfE, BEMNICHERE I ODDOH 20 b 501
PRI, 20—f#8& L THIDAA, A K| &) G 5 T &
3, $hbb, WRHOBHRERLED THL 2D TIE AL, WRHiN £ 72
WTWBREDEREL, LaEFALED, BRESCEHMMENETESICESH%
FOANERPHBT 2 E TR TLLHRE2ED T, WREHEZHL 50 %4
FIZIB U TSRS 2B S 85 g Th % (Frazier, 1979; Crocker, 1999: 132-
133; Pickering, 1999: 220-221, Ji41998: 15-16) ,



ERAG SUIRI 2 5 35 SCULPR - SRaf LI d (o 5 Bk & BHEVEO M I Bk 2 D 2

XiZFrazier&Rayner (1982) @, [SaBEEEORNRED M| % BEE L 7zHR
HEBORE THWS N 2200 F L 5l iciko &, [EWEE] o HiE4E H
RIIIZHET 5,

(1) Since Jay always a mile seems like a very short distance to him.

(2) Since Jay always jogs a mile this seems like a short distance to him.
(Frazier & Rayner, 1982; #iiA. 1998: 15)

(2) TiXx, seemsDHTIZthisE W) EHRPFE XN TN 572912, a milel
jogsDHiES (complement) T& 3 &5 fBFUCIZRGE I 2 BEBRMEIZE C 5wy,
UL, (1) 2B\ Tid, a mileld /D F3E L BN 5 XX D jogsDAiEp &
JRIRT B RED, EVWIBEHRMESEC S, Tabb, (1) IZBWTE, BU#R
Mr&iE i, BV O HIGIZHE S T, jogsD & 2 A TR AT EFIZ, §
bbb, HiE#AC I, a milex TEBEMEPOEROHIZHDAA, a mile
ZjogsDOMEBE AR L T L K5 & 55, LAL, %EOBERKTH bseemsic
WL Z AT, seemsDEBN LN LIZKDE, ZORBEME»S, HOW
iy, BEICjogsD il & U THLPR % 3%1T L 7za mile# EHiD FFEL L THLD
A Z LT, BB AR T 5,

2. 5. 1. 2 B EAH

[HOBHSH | &, WHMNOMEA5E T35, $4hbb, U&i&ih@@
ELTHDEEDT, METHKEE, AL Z LR LAGAICIE, TE3E
T$<%®@@%ﬁ7b,%@L@#ﬁ?bt%i%,%zi,%ﬁ@&bf
MEE LT, ROV NILONFERN G 2T, &0 HBAE G TH %
(Kimball 1973) .

(3) The horse past the barn fell. (HAGREEIE 2 2002: 674)

(3) DBAIL, WIS Hraced E TEEMICHA T L Z AT, raced%
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BB ER & IR L |, #i Dpast the barn DAL & 3T L & 5 & T 3BT,
[EPRORT EE-> CGEDEBE 72| L0 BROLE LT, ML E%b5
HEHLikAhd, LirL, Hiiofelll#l L 2R T, fellOQUBRIZE 4 5 BBk
Pk (raced & felld &5 6 OB AEHANO LBETH 2 DH) %MEET 572012,
HBE, fellOFFEAFEL T BENEC B7280, HURIFREE L %R
1L, [The horses MellOEFETH 5| LT AMREFKHA L, RAIDMFEN TThe
horse®D BfjFil & f## L 7zracedid, The horse% 54§ 22 05l O#%EBHIT H
LT HHESIUNIEITS Z & T, BUNEXDHFE (garden path effects) 5
WL, BERRMEO RN A REICT 5,

2. 5. 1. 3 0 BEEMEIK

6 FHENTHIFE, RECAER O BRI H] (semantic role) ZfHME TR ERE
XU T, MM AT S M B ERIC, BEAFO EREHI AT BT, i
BRI EZNINTA2DIZZTIZ B2 RB I LI VWS METETH S, Z
ZTED [TZ M0 5] LB, [FEERN &2 ST 4 R D 4 A E A
BB EWSIEBHRTHWSATWA Z EIZE LW (Pritchett 1992: 15)

il

(4) Without her contributions failed to come in.

(4) Ti&, WEURPTEER, EOPHSH] O L7224 > T, Without her
T AT LT, 020 LA E LTHUFIZ, XDcontributions £
T AL, Without her contribution& U T % U 3R A#HINT 5, L
2 U, WESCIRATREE Hifailed £ T 72 & D FWZZIFT, BIIZN TRE T,
failedD FFE M BN Z L2 D &, falledD FiE4A RO 5 720 IZH M AT &
N 3%, Without her contributions & > 5 BRI EISREIZ 5 X T B K51
X UT, FE, Without her& 5 IO H] A5 Ll L C, contributions
W EMOFFEZ L R 2513, RIS A2 R D E S RS h 5
BN ZEIIEBOT, AAMDREL KD,
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(5) While the boy scratched the big and hairy dog yawned loudly.

(6) While the boy scratched the dog the girl yawned loudly.

m

% 7-Ferreira & Henderson (1998) Oi&imic kb L, (6) 2o\ Tk,
ffio#FAscratched® ¥ (argument) iZthe boy & the dog, FHiD#FIyawned
DX, the girlk &%, D0, FHiE RSO FEAPEEE (thematic pro-
cessing domain) 44, M LT3 72912, (6) DOBFIZIZBEEEMIEA T
v, Zhizxe LT, (5) OFIZEL Tix, the big and hairy dog#% ,
scratched DI, & 2 idyawnedDEHDOWT D ThH 3 LIBT3 Z L HBATRET
Hb, 2%, ZOBRAIZIX, scratched & yawned D FEAE S S E 2 D A -
T3 728, FURIEEER BB O HKIZHE - Tthe big and hairy dog
% scratchedDHiEBTH % & T 2 A FKIR$ 5 &, yawned % B D AT B 1 TR
FRICFENECBZ 125, L >TIELWRREZITS 2012, EAD
Ao TS FEABEFIRIC P EAEC AL ) ICHRET 2 0B RO 5 h
5ZkiZkb,

2. 6 Terauchi (2007) (Z& T3 BETMIBRAEDRER

Terauchi (2007) Tid, 244 AOBEFICXT LT, RN SLOHSULEED [E%
L HMMAIEOFEHIZET 288 - A&7 -7z, IFORIIFEBRETHL
LN7NEXE FEETH S,
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R4 EERTHWS N =R/NEX

No. N 3 FoonauH | IEZ R
1 | Without her contributions failed to come in. 6 -role, LC | 30%
2 | While the boy scratched the big and hairy dog yawned loudly. | 4 -role, LC| 61%

This was only the beginning of the bad-mouthing robots
3 6 -role, LC | 49%
would receive for the next couple of decades.
4 | The criminal confessed his sins harmed too many people. 6 -role, LC| 15%
5 | As the woman edited the magazine amused all the reporters. | 4-role, LC | 38%
6 | Itold the boy the dog bit Sue would help him. [embedded]| 11%
7 | The cotton clothing is made of grows in Mississippi. [embedded]| 16%
8 | The pitcher tossed the ball tossed the ball. 6 -role, EC| 33%

0-role : ¢ FHEHTHIKY C 1 PSH (EC @ TS - LC 1 W) embedded:BEiiAA

KA 5, WREER LR EMEEDO S 5 [ (i) HIALS] OWEZ A9 % il
XOTiH, WEER RO 5 5 [ 0 FEAlR ] & [PASH] OBIZRED %
HFCLE D &, BT AL ONEETH 2 L) ZEPRRTE S,

M1 XBOIEEX

% 40% -

70%

60% [~

50% [~

=
95 30% [~ 61%

L 49%
20% 38%

33%

10% [~ 15% 11% 16%

0% S [ [ S |

1 2 3 4 5 6
MEES




HIERRRT SR 552

=3f

=g

SCRUER - ARERALETIC J5 1 B BRI & SEEE O REICEIN S 2 02

R5 HWEBREOELWEREGMAORZICEDIVWEAET Y > DBEREFRE

NS AN STy )

gL LI p /4
AVELE R AUE R ) 5 ) (i Sy R D 5
EH] | AGA | BIRE | GBI | mi5 | BIR | B4 | B | Bk | RH
. -004 | .042 | .013 | .111 | .10 | .049 | .01 | .287 |-.033|-.231
FIERTS (s %) (%)
L 149 | 012 | .240 | -.071|-.038 | .061 | .001 | -.004
(%) (%)
A -094 | 126 |-154 | .191 | .106 | .133 |-.056 | -.117
(%) | (x%) (%)
FlE L .01 |.062 | .131 |-.021| .047 | -.022
(%)
180 | .067 |-.083 | .148 | .023 | -.077
TEIEAL
P IR ABE (%) (%)

i .037 | .143 | .027
B0 (%)
EIRM 113 | -.077 | -.044
o Hr

¥l -052 | .018 | -.041
THo AT

* sk MHBREUE 1% KEETHTE (i) .

SOV F6 1 2 BRI OMBIRAtR (correlation) #FA T 5 7201

* MBI R EUIS % AMETHTE (Mifll)

U < g
DFEZMHEARE. (product moment correlation coefficient) % T, SCHEED
R LBERICT SIS U THRETRIREE (testing statistical hypothesis)
BT o7z, K ZORRAERL TS,

(1) TFIERISAE (B2 VIS HT) | ICHER 24 TTERT S LU ToMEAN
Rohz,
[FIERFF S (b B WOIIRECAT) | & [HEABRLEE IS | & ORI CIED MBI A
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BNz, (r=287, p<.01). ZTOHERP2 S, HFRGROESOHERE (F
XD ILE RO @G OHERE) O A [HEEETI | % R $ 2 fdm 28
KOEWZ EDPFTE S,

(2) THEAAR ] ICH£R%2 S TTERL L LY ToMmAR Sz, [ES)
B ] & THIRFLER ] & O TIEDMHB AR & iz, (r=.149, p<.05).
7o (AR & (W] L OTEMBNREY 5hiz, (r=240,
p<.0l). ThoDZ enrb [HHH] 28T 2D & 5 #5RF T
F e UT [HIRpUE| 2#8RH U, TRIRELEE | (2HED < TR 247§
BRI, TR 28T 2 L Ems R oD Z ENBIRTEZ 5,

(3) TNEALEE | ICfri% & TTERL T LT oMM AR 5 iz, [E5)
AUER | & TREREYEHT ] & O To BB 2 R 5 iz, (r=191, p<.01),
7z [EAVLEE | & AT ] & MBI R 57z, (r=133, p<.01).
INSORRDP S, [AHEE ] 28RS ZEmD & 5 WSRE D2 [HEh
WAL ] ARIEL 3 5, P2 R E § 55003 [EIRI A
AR 2R S 2 Z ENBRTH 5,

(4) THEEHME] ICHERE S TTERL T LU TOMmAR 5z, [His
Jimg | d DEEARE ] LRSS Sz, (r=148, p<.05)., 7= [#i
B E [T & AR Sz, (r=180, p<.01), Thb
DORERD? S, WA II TN AR THE | (SHA7 L a5 DR | %%
U, [H0] 2eRafaid TR 28T 2 &n S liar s
5T ENBRTE D,

2. 7 #kEELER

Fefid, JFEHIE UCHSCHEA Tk <, HBOXOHEZ D 2/1ZICirbh b
728, FREETE R0 SO TR A SCRLEE & % W S REUEE IS J6 W THREMENE BB IR
DFHHICEMRT 2001 E S L WS BRI Z DD TEEAFEIC L > TL %,

SCALBRIZ F6 ) B HEAMEVE R BERRPE D fRIN 12 K3 2 Bkt I WO BB L T,
MRBIZL > TRAER 2N T35, fl21E, Sedivy & Spivey-Knowlton
(1994) 13 [HEBMHTOWEIZSOR - XSRS EER M e M AEH L CEE L
HREA -4 L LT3, —J, Murray & Liversedge (1994) i3 [#Xi61EH
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i, MmO REICEESERES A 2] LT3, £7-Ying (1996)
T, TEERRMEDMREICBI L Tk, AR E —EDORIE S - 725, RN #H
PO I VDL O IRPE» 7] L FR L T3S, Spivey-Knowlton &
Tanenhaus (1994) T& [ZHISR GRAGRTER) 1, e B ERaE i 0 ff as fig
kW THEEN S EL25 2 5] L LT3,
FRED &S IO RIS S AN S TEL —RE R ThAn, LaBn-T
AW T, HARAEFL L, L DI A BRIRT 2 nTREMEA B D 2> & KRGk L
720y,

2. 8 Terauchi (2009) (Z# (T3 EREENLIEMFTDIER
Terauchi (2009) Tid, 244 NDOHEFHFFH I LT, DIFITRT [LVNEXDOA
EER] & [MEOR/NMNELORICHREZRG SUREHRE ML 72 IEEER] %
FE, T B 72T FER AT - 72,

#6 EEBRTHLLIhARNEX
No. RN L ke 5 B0

1 | Without her contributions failed to come in. 0 -role, LC

2 | While the boy scratched the big and hairy dog yawned loudly. 0 -role, LC

3 This was only the beginning of the bad-mouthing robots 2 role. LC
role,
would receive for the next couple of decades.

4 | The criminal confessed his sins harmed too many people. 0 -role, LC
5 | As the woman edited the magazine amused all the reporters. 0 -role, LC
6 | Itold the boy the dog bit Sue would help him. [embedded]
7 | The cotton clothing is made of grows in Mississippi. [embedded]
8 | The pitcher tossed the ball tossed the ball. 0 -role, EC

2UANDPERE DY ¥ TIZHEDNT, BB T B HERO EMEENEKTITR
EhTW3, WNELDAIZE T 3 IEEEDFI1332% T, NS HE
A SUNRIE R % N A 72 IEEEON1334% Td - 720 2% DORERITHATNZHZ
ENH -7z (t=2.227, df=1952, p<.05) ,

N
P2
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L Lahs, flcxDIcHErizs Y TTREEL T &, X6D A, [/
XDADIEER] & TR/NE ORI BRE RS SR (0L 72 30D IR
& DRISHEN 2 G EENRD 5Nz, (t=4.158, df=243, p<.01) .—77, ZD

K7 BNFHCHBEREICEATIEZTROLE L t REFRKR

No. i * gii(—l—%ﬁ%ﬁ R t i (df=244)
1 30% 33% 3% 1.22 ns.
2 62% 64% 2% .654 n.s.
3 49% 45% -4% -1.447 n.s.
4 15% 15% 0% On.s.
5 38% 38% 0% On.s.
6 11% 22% 11% 4.158 **
7 16% 20% 4% 1.622 n.s.
8 33% 33% 0% On.s.
At 32% 34% 2% 2.290* (df=1952)

*p.<.05 **p.<.01
K2 LR EBRBHENXIRIBFRE A 2R/ NBE & DIEEZRD LR

100% R
0% W &\
80% SN ST+
70% HBIBXEE X ARIFER
£ 60%
6% 50%
% 40% 64%
0 529, U5%
280;: . B ~ ?!;8% l33%
! 387 22% mm20% 339
10% 15%
| OG5 O
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
GRS
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DT B TIMETN A HREEITRD Shish > 72,

ZU)%*%# , [ BB RS SOIRN R 13, %/J\E%YQW@%‘E@%E%‘T%@%%'
i3, +9 iEﬁka&U;&fJ@ﬁ@T%éo ZOMEELTE, [, WS
EREELCLED &, I h200fid 2 0 IE X HUREWT, %@V\]ﬁﬁ@
JUPR % PHEERAT 5 Z LA L OBEM S A9 LS raE, [REE RS
(fixed structure) DOFFER, [HWRHid 2 VI XA S W% &, WAFEOEER
M 2, 5 5 WIEEIRI R LB 21T 5 ROBFEAN LR O, 7—-F 7
EBEY—HHEIRTLES ] &5 [HEE] (processing) DJFHIT & FiAAH
ARETH 59,

L2 ULBAS, 60D &S sk #EEO & [MIAAS] (embedded
sentence) DB WTIE, [HREFKEURIER] ORS B 2L £ THRD
‘(“%of:ﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬂ?ﬂﬁéhéo

SICTD &5 7%, 6L FMRICHEMMED E W [HDIAAS] OUPHIZ I

Tid, MEN R EREEIEPIZRD SNk h o728, LT L6D RICFHKEEZITF

B BIEERD ERAENGHANZ L (+4%) FEIKFENZ ETH A9,

L7=m-5T, EDORREE, [RE kS UM ASHEEE R Z BERR M R e ME O fiR
WIS DO 3, FIBCCOREER [ HE ks SORNE®R] O, B (rele-
vance) REIRAFERY: (semantic cohesion) 7 & DFEEENZ K » T8 %321
BAREMER & 5D Ly, G, ZOWREMESBEIL ThEzn,

3. M%ETHE

3. 1 #WEBREER:
WeBR#EIE, HAAEF L¥EE 25 L Lz, BRI, DIToR¥?AE,
KA/ WBRH & Lz,

OEBOR A 1 38% (R 1 3%, v ) 77 ¥ A V6%, ¥
ISR L 144, BB - 154) , RBORFEREAE (ASCREAIER
Ft:5%) d@t434

RN RN LD B D HSBE D FEBR % 47 5 7z RATR/INEE SO | 12 i i s
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Al SR & (D 22 R LB D F2BR % AT - 72,

3. 2 HXAEMREDOEREREZ X7 THLS N RIB

AEETHO S NRIHCE, RN & % 5 10 Eas i 1S BRI 4L
Db BWELEFENF L LT,

F RO DAFERER 2 R 8 & RS O SHEEHAIICBI L T, AEEBRTHW O
726D UZBI L THEE - Bl 9%,

\ 1. While the boy scratched the big and hairy dog yawned loudly. \

OMF%UZ B B RS figpr LoEZER

20MEXXIRNT EO R4 v M, 853, the big and hairy dog# ,
scratchedD i & LTI A B D T2 %<, yawnedD FFE LA SN BZ 0 E S »
THb,

The big and hairy dogid, B#IDKEIENT TIZ, scratchedD i (comple-
ment) & 2 \WZHMFE (object) & U CHIUE, RESErh ORI @A) 2 M 1 X
ha, Ric#fioyawned £ THXFNIA BT L2 2 AT, FE+MBHEET 5
yawned & DT, scratched & yawned® 5 & D £ 5 & Hithe big and hairy dog% ,
KA DREEDPORGEIZHE A (association) & %W EfH (attachment) ¥ 3
DOy [HDAWV] (tug of war) 4L %, $/4&b B, the big and hairy
dog#’, scratchedDHfiiEl b % VM & HIVEE & § 5 il & yawned D 3235 & 5 iR
DOWTNOMMETEETH % L WS BEMMENETC B, 72, scratch & v B
&, fhEhE 22T <, AEEE UCRMRATREZ S, ZOEAE, HEE
ELTRBRE AN LIC”E L0,

(1) While the boy scratched yesterday the big and hairy dog yawned loudly.
(Fodor & Inoue 1998:114)

Zhh, =2 21E, (1) OXD XS, scratchedD % iZyesterday % ffi A9 %

&, scratched & fthBhEi 72 & § 2 UL IOLEE < 71, scratch & v 5 S5 28 B BRI &

L CH¥RE L, the big and hairy dogZ ffi#f& L THLS &y, Z DA Dyester-
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dayid, [H#izPAC 2] ZLamd MO (marker) & L TOWMRELR7=¢
LEAZONS, £72, yawnedid, EHINOEEIE U TR 2 Z & A HaERIC
ELWREREAZENS, L2ALENS, ZOMRREFIRTIUL, (1) OFEX
DOffiri (node) BEREDVHL BB LS [w/HN] OFHIEIZEAE L H0n
(Fodor & Inoue 1998: 114) .,

(2) While the boy scratched the little cat and the big hairy dog yawned
loudly.

(2) ®x T, scratchediZ#%%td 52 2DONP, T74bb, the little cat &
the big hairy dog ® 5 %, #%# Dthe big hairy dog 72 Ayawnedd I35 & iR
ENhs,

(3) While [[the boy scratched the little cat] and [the big hairy dog yawned
loudly]] ... (Fodor & Inoue 1998: 117)

—77, (3) O T, whileRIFHiTH 5 Z L BBHXNTL £ 5 DO THE
BN BRI NV, ZOMPUIRD & 5 R EEN D S i, HERIC
Nilu[pelz k3,

(4) While [[the boy scratched the little cat] and [the big hairy dog yawned
loudly]] Kim slept. (Fodor & Inoue 1998: 117)

% 7z, Fodor and Inoue (1998) i%, Ferreira & Henderson (1991a) @ [k
P ] (grammaticality judgment) (ZB9$ 5 KD & 5 EERAHFAT LT3,
Ferreira & Henderson (1991a) %, 1312 %250msecDEHIA T, kD (5)
75 (8) OXEIFHETOPAI Y — v LICHIRL, 24 T4 T A — 5 —OEH
IS LT, BL2DOXDOEZBEREIC I & 72, ZORR, #BE P& 42 DX
IR UT [SCEMICERCTh 5| &Il U 2= #8E OEIAIZRD K 512k - 72,
(5) While the boy scratched [the dog] yawned loudly. (61%)
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(6) While the boy scratched [the big and hairy dog] yawned loudly. (51%)

(7) While the boy scratched [the dog that Sally hates] yawned loudly.
(24%)

(8) While the boy scratched [the dog that is hairy] yawned loudly. (29%)
(Fodor & Inoue 1998: 126)

(5) T, M A AT ANPAKAS N2, FOFISKRIIT 3 #EAHEN,
(6) 1%, NPEHKIZEWS, (5) &IXTFAMREOHA T, BONAKIIL Tna,
(7), (8) WINPHEL, L2d, &&ic MORAARL] & &8 720 32K
WI2EAWIE (5) (6) LHNTEKY, ZOME %L, Ferreira &
Henderson (1991a) (&, NPOFZE (FHADHEE) & [ SO OBERRME % fif
WM BHBEA B+ 535 (disambiguating word) , Z Z Tldyawned & D RHEE A
S OREDE ST L TEBEAERKTH O, NPOFEEA [SCREE OB
PN 2 HBE A AT 558 2 o@ITAUDENIEE, ZHhISEOES 2
BB LHEREL T B,

%72, Fodor & Inoue (1998) Ti&, While the boy scratched the big and
hairy dog yawned loudly. & \»5 &, John knew the children at the day care
center were noisy.& W9 X &K TS &, BEOELD I BATEHEDHEL LD &
RERBEZTHD, £ LT3,

Terauchi (2006) T&, BIEDIEZELENE9%TH % DIZxF L THEDIEEHRIT
TT%E @<, R0, X0BRBAESIZAD , Fodor & Inoue (1998) D FiE#%
X AMRIC L 57z, 72720, RMIEORIPCC T, BREOIXLHEHAL T
%, ZOHAELTUE, [FEEHXER] (Thematic Overlay Effect) 2 #%EHD
NTIEFZEERSFEHEL THAVY, BIFEOXTIELDMmS EHEL Ths 1
BMERD LI L EEE L5 THS (Fodor & Inoue 1998: 130), ZZTH
Thematic Overlay Effect& 1%, BEIZWY > 22 AR TS & - FEEEAENL, 20
FRERE 2 FBE LU TV 2 iEEnnE ((F 5 - FERE 2D AA THEE S
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TAREERGE) ORI XEET I EAWEIC A S LW BRES S, DFD, X
R E N ANERELTA Ty P Ih72EHH (FAE, HiEdEE) %,
W 2 AMEREO FERE E BN 25, BEURITEE L, Z0EHORDD
L BROHEES &2 RO T2, & B0IE, BFi/zloi Lo FEEE 2> 848
5, $bb, FHRETILT, RYNHEG LA [FEEE] 25%82IkE
LaEWVERDIZ, 206 O %2 OMEERED G5 2/ 53 5 & 5 &iBIEIC
BIBCEW, WS 8DTHS (Fodor & Inoue, 1998: 113) .,

- BEDOXDBRO T HES 5 DIZ, capture/theftE VY5 BHE T & A
T&%, ZZTH D theftid, [HWHRICH2EREZWOALHE | #83. —H,
captureld, [HIZHOALHS | 2489, HlAE, HiEY|%theftd 335404,
ZONPOHFIZHLTRBEZ AT HE0DOT, BENPOHISARD Zo5h 3
FRICHAET 2 & Eh 3 - HOBAMOBERITbhanwZ Lilhd, —F, cap-
tureld, XOBIEREE (tree structure) DOZEEAITS 728, [BE, APIhD4)
Wit | (CPPM ; Current Partial Phrase Marker) #3584:(2 [SCukiws i |
EMORTETHESHANBZRITENDE T8Ik %, ki, CPPMASGANIC
WIEIZ G2 ETHAMAITbh s EWI BRIE, £ U TBEKRTFERE
(Grammatical Dependency Principle; GDP) &W S FIIZH DL D TH 5,
FTabHGDPE WS FENL, [SENZERACPPMATHRAE L 2GAICIE, X
ERNCEAMO R OEiEIC@ X 25 2 & TRIENAREE L] VWIS FEET
b5,

INETOHERAN G L BRHEDELDMHFICY TIDTELD L, HEDE
XTI, WAl T A #)O NP (the children at the day care center) 7%,
BNL, knewDHIERH A VNI HWEL LTHIRE NS, & Z A0, #iDwere
AEBG/EREE (finite verb) (F&bb, FEBEOK - AFK - Kifil - HIZXD
PRIE S M 7=B)EDO) OEEE O T, MEBHEANC L2228 21E, BHEEONP
DHEMNK BT TH B, LarL, CPPMAIZIZZD &L S5 N PISfFEL &/
W, BATTAINPEFEE LTRDALZ LA 5, RICHESURITEE 1S 3 &
OO ERRHE (lexical feature) #Z %35, ZOHEA, knewd W5 BEil A8,
Wi d 2 VIZHEEAH S 2 E S v dERfEcE L Tk, ZEEE (3
bhB, BE)E & AMBIR O G ORRATEE) Th 572912, ZOBLG #theft
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CHRTAZENTES, —F, MiBEOFHEL T, ifll, the big and hairy dog
Aiscratched OHHEH 5 WIZHMEE U TR XN 52, yawned!IZ2E L 72 &
Z AT, yarned®D FiEACPPMWNIZHFAEY T, £/, yawned & W) 82, O
—SZOBFHIME LT, fiEbd 5\ VT HIAE 2 % & 2 fhBhai & LT
MENAEHAREND T, HIEOEEE2BBEE TS5 Z D, yarnedd
135 idthe big and hairy dog: e h b, Db, Z DK IXcapture & FifE
THIENTES,

QR L 5 5 OB
Late Closure/Minimal Attachment/ 6 reanalysis constraints
@i Fodor & Inoue. 1998. Attach anyway. In Fodor & Ferreira (eds.) .

Reanalysis in Sentence Processing, 114.

2. This was only the beginning of the bad-mouthing robots would receive for

the next couple of decades.

OMF% U= B9 2 RS fifpr o BT

HARAEF L¥EEICE 5T, i, [~ing] ONPIHEE L 23540 [ERE
IZHED L kAR &, B4 S AV IRBIESROWTh AT B, L Lk
N5, YUHEDONPOREFIZrobotsk 25 N P A3 &#id 5 72912, [~ing] ONPIX,
robots &\ 5 NP % FRIE 3 2 BUE 7 sl O AR A & U CRalk & 5 w23
EL kB, LENoT, DECEHEE] Ofmg4$H LT, bad-mouthing T & L
TEHC 912, bad-mouthing robots® ¥EEF|TIDODONPE L TR N5, ZD
72% , bad-mouthing!d, [ZHETIE, [HEO] &0 BKROLGHL X -84
FOMBETH D, bad-mouthing & robotD I BB LN EARE XN T 5 A
RELEEhTLES,

ZORIBLTIEER, ROKD BMMETEETH A5, HlA L, W
B P RYOIED P DERE T, % $'the bad-mouthing robots & \» % HiZEZ| )
5 RER X M B NPAE ROERESE (structure building) 5. LA L, #&EDwould
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receivelZ Ml L 72HF 1 T, receive®#MH (external argument) , 9 74 b b 58
DRETD L Elik§ 5128 ->T, HAMOBEMESIEL S, F 72 ICHE
fEMT3%E 2ithe bad mouthing robotsZ 7MEE L TOFFETH 5 &R L THLDH
AATLED &, S, of DNIE (internal argument) BRELTLE S, %
2T, 50, 2Oou[EMEE LT, the bad-mouthing & robots% , % 4NP&
N&§3H5h g &R A3 L, the bad mouthing & robot? 12 BRI £ Z 0D
HIkE &g E =3 (/&b 5, robots would receive & V5 BRI A3 61T
#il & L T Dthe bad-mouthing #fRE§ % X) Lf#ER L, the bad mouthing# of®
WIHE LT, robotshireceiveDMIEE LT, &4, MBINT 22 & A0[REICED
Z DS WS A s 2 g & LTI A 2 &Ik b,

Z OB L C, Prichett (1988) i, @EIOHEHOK EFMEIZHFHL, RO X
D BEYNFESLORITIZ DN THME M A T\ 5,

(86) I convinced her mother hate me. (Pritchett;.570),
LREDFSITE LT, REURITRE IR D & 5 M2 & R TR 2179,

(@) IXNPEL T3,

(b) convinceZ @mil & UCilik &, ZOHEMEIZ, 1DD/E<EXT> &2
DONHEINTLINT2> %#£2Z &2 5, INEXTE L TOEE %S X
ha,

(c) herniakxh, INT1E LCORE %S Eh3,

(d) mother»#Z:k X 71, her mother& \» 5 fEKFE (constituent) &fkE L
T, INT1& L CoE#E%#N5Eh5,

(e) hateZUH§ ZEE T, Moot bh b, DD, motherd’, WA
5 &N ZINT1E U CoRE 20 o, INT20&E %52 h 3
2, ZORRTHIONEANDORENOEL 27T I n 550, Ly
LAans, TOZ 30 FHRTHRICEK 2 Z 25D, UL LD
[KEERAC 5,
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Qe & 75 B NP O AR
Late Closure,/Theta Reanalysis Constraint
@it © On line; MSNBC History of Robot Introduction (http://www.msnbc.com/)

‘ 3. The criminal confessed his sins harmed too many people. ‘

OUF%UZ B 2 RS fgpr LOEZER

his sins % confessed D & %V MZHWEE L T 2 R E A D EFE & T 5 IR
TS5 &, fliiBd 5 VITHWNEL TAMMOANE D D ninis 557
W, [HRAMMOEN]] 2358 4, his sinsZ i 5 G HIIEE L § 2 @R
WRADORESHRITOPE TIFRHE NS, L2 LAH S, harmed F THAED 72
T, harmedD FFENRFELTCLE D 20, ZOMFIIAEY ThH S Z &4
FIEIL, Mathheusitk s,

F72, ZORBESCTIE, RIS [ERNPASHO S| 2358 s &, his sinsid
confessed DA H 2 VT HMGE AKX TANPTH 5 L WS ERAELE IS Z
L2k b, ZD7-%, harmedll T Athis sins# %R EBAI L T30 TH 5 & iR
T3, L0, WEBREHEOHRESECEICED S RO OB E U
WHREM R B Ao NE S, ZOWMBMEEQEICHEDI D IZBLTIE, HARA
EFLEEEICE 5T, harm& W I BRNT, ZOFEFEICIIANER T BE
L343 L0 EIRHIFR (selectional restriction) #3&k 0 i< 7&&k X 41, his sins
EEHIS BB E SR E VS L0 S B EOBRD BFER I B L0
WHEESHD 57255 ZORICE L TIHEBE DT pTIc S < 7 — 4
EHENCE R4 (qualitative analysis) LT\ < Z & TREHL T & 720y,

¥ 72, YEOHEL TIZ, The criminal confessed that his sins harmed too
many people.?® & 712, confessedDf%iZthat& > fliSCiEk 4 #iA 45 &, his
sinsk) T AiconfessedD L TH 5 Z & HBHIEIZ &2 D, PO BEMIZAE T K0,

& 512, Trueswell et. al (1993) %, [FEHOBGLH LA % T 2HE LD
LAl d 2 VT HIEEA BB T ZHE D SWIGAE, o MR Tbh S
REMER D B, Lo L)oo it § 2 B AR WIGAITIEE - 2 U3 AT
bhsn] EFEEL T3S, —J, Pickering (1999) &, #—F /3% + £F



AT AR SRS B2 5 B SR - AR Jo 1) 2 BERE & B O EIEIC RS 2 0 2

JL (garden-path model) IZ¥WTid, 3DORBELD & 5 LF L4 R 554
21, B 2BRIEEICITbhE 8D THEE LTS, BY 51, fidh—
F YIS - BT IR SRR 4 OIRIROREER) 2RI S 80T
DO, HEICHEIALZEDOTEEVETRLTVWIDTH S,

%72, HAAEFL¥E#HIZE 5T, confess& W B0 #fEZ L LTk,
NPEBET I LS WML H 5 LR TE XS5, §4b5, HAAEFLEHE
#IZ& 5Tk, He confessed his sins. XD X 512, confessDHEfiERE LT
NP2 < ST Jeiyfid 2 0 13 <, S, #2335 S fidh 2 81
W =i, WU EOREEE (processing difficulty) 284 wREM R S % &
ELBHIZELETEL,

QR & 5 5 RO JF
Late Closure/Minimal attachment- 0 reanalysis constraints

@it : Pickering, M. J. 1999. Sentence comprehension. In Garrod &
Pickering (eds.). Language Processing. Psychology Press, 133.

‘ 4. Without her contributions failed to come in. ‘

OYFE B 2 Mt EOEE R -

ADRESCIRENT TiE, [BOWPHEH] OFHNC U 7225 T, MR RE T,
Without her T Z & TH$I2, $4bd, ZZ T&alige LTHLESIZ,
contribution Z BIFLEEh O iTER4) [PP + NP &5 BIEMICHESE X 7=
& (tentatively constructed structure) DWIZHLD AA , &2 HET L T <,
L2LAEMNS, #iiDfailediZ@EE L 72& 2 AT, failledD FEEN LW LIZKD
&, HEBL W) FEBAARAT L SEREICHED < failedD FEOBEME, S | H
AT #2474y, heridwithout® HWEE | contributionsidfaileddD FiEE LT, [S
[PP without [NP her] [S [NP contributions] [VP failed---]1] @ &k 5 285
Hahs,

51 2%, The horse raced past the barn fell. [#RD M S HINES Xz
NisAz] LS Bever (1970) OF 4 AR/NKECTIE, RMOURNTEEE L, the



SFN - R - 2

horse raced £ TASIIER &N - FEA L EASHE L TnE, ZOBKRE, #
FEM G [REIER] & RFL , past the barn% T THENI 252 T L &5 LA
b, £ZAN, HITAMERD T L ERZifelle WS BFEBEN-728

Z O RiTlellOBEA D FEEDRFIZK D&, TDOFEE %?é@i&%&ntw
Iz, a‘az.mc;t, raced & felld &5 &5 REINDO EBFTH 2 D2 &5, RE% i
WHe 272012, FE, WHEBIEST20EEREEhS, X 6I1CfellOFATO %
Filbarn A EFEIZ A B Z LIFA DV EHIT L, horse#felldd F3E kﬂ'ﬁ?ﬁ’%
728 bi,ﬁE,Y%M&Lf ENRMBINZHY , AR 5 B A E S

b5, ZOXD BT/ DII VBB 23BN 2 AMBEL B-oTLE
IDT, TD KD BYNEL, MENICERALTHELINEDTHS,

MMAEOBHRE L TEE X h B EIA
(1) o FHEHTHIFY OB I & 5 @ﬁ?ﬂ@% SICEb B

1O DS L TE, ROURIEE R, failedE T2E D EH WK
BN CREECIE, falledDFENR BN LIZK D&, failedD FiE é‘*ﬁﬂh‘é

IR AT & B A, BEICWithout her contributions & V9 FEA%HI A3

fF5 T B EEICKT LT, 5, Without her & HI D RELA#] % 5 L
B L C, contributionsid E i EFE & BRI 2FRI01E, [k S %
ROEEATNEES BV ZEIZEEDT, BN EERA B BD, ZOR
12D\, Pritchett (1988:544-555) & 0 FH#EMTHIK (theta reanalysis constraint)
(SRR 2 72 0UBIC T 2N L AR A< RSB TH 5 LR L Tu
%5, Thbb, &illiher contributionsAwithout® K& % 5 X h 7=,
failed 2B 28512, failD FEEOMNEIZEREH#EI A5 L& 4Ud 4 5 20
EHEREL S, LALAYS, HIBLOWAGAS Y225 50 720is, Far
MUFNZHD , QOB EI A b BREL 85, LVBHIDIFThb,

(2) HHESECEIZRBT 2 [+ G] O & OEoBE
HARAEFL¥E &1, & U THEOREL EI2X D, EEIEO %% a0

FiAH& % £ 9712, contributions &\ 5 HpD# B A L U Clakd 5 2 & a8

K#E<Td 0, her contributions& 25 [Fraf&+451] OOV E 2HE
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HLTWB7=01C, [IEK+LE] ELTRIRLTLULES Z AR DFEKOD
VEDTHBLMNTBZLEMBETHA D,

(3) TFEBEOBE] BT 2 KA FEEKSE] & LTORE (HAE) o
LN 20} 7

F faillediT@EE L TS, #EPailedD FFER LN L 2BHLEW, 5
WS, HERE A OREFEEEA L T failledD FFER LN LI LT, 2,
EIZIK A TFEAME SHEE (pro-drop language/null subject language) OF

GICIER T 572010, EElEA BV EIZEER A ar VTR A S, T072D
CHMTR T bRV, ESICBENSIOMR, S Z ORI EGEE O Eo
PERFICQPHF U TR E B HADN LN ML 72,

(4) HARANEFLEEERA O PRI SEE Lk & LCO [RAGIDORIZBI§ % #4701 |
DEHE)

her (ZHiEwithoutD 2 Tld, HARA#EE X, HIMOKAGFHEOHRRE L
TIFFS$ 5 & &, without her contributions® & 512 [Fif#& ] + [k
D& I icherz ks LTHIRT 2 2L 2 X 0iFd, Tabb B4 59 @A
N B,

#5121, Ford, Bresnan, and Kaplan (1982) %, &ZED & 5 & [ FEEBATE
B OFEOMMEIL, YZOBRA, ZOYFOBH LI ki 5 M E
(constituent, constituent element) & LT, ED LS &L HIERHEZH S D

IZBF 52400 - L3 (mental lexicon) 2Miib->TkD, Z ORI
PSEEANZ ki 9 B MR O BGa 1) R A E N OfHI (attachment) & 2 3
A (association) (Z8EA KITT, Thbb, AVHL - LFaVITE, ik
OEEHIZ, YEOHGERPFAEL THBD, ZOHERIZHE D\ TH G HIZ R L >
RGBSR IT I NG, L LTWB, 72, 20O &S kil %[]u“!a%:ﬁiﬁ/ﬁ
H B WEEEFEEA (lexical form) &MFATWS, & 5ICHAAEFLEEEIC
ZO &S PSS GRICED K MBA D, SEEO AT AR é?hfocb\
WA Mlib-oTH D, TR0 OFRERIZ K> TSRS FERTE
BNDTIIERNZA D D,
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Qfrh & 5 B HEL D FEAL
0 FHRMTHIFY, Late Closure
QL 1 [ 3 4 2% —Pgasri]) (ffF2e4k) (*p. 207)

‘ 5. The cotton clothing is made of grows in Mississippi. ‘

DY B$ 2 Mgt EoR A4 > b

of £ TOERETIX[S [NP The cotton clothing] [VP is made [PP of...]]1 &5
HEsF>EeTPHlENhs, 2hid, HARAEFL®EHIZE 5 Tk, cotton&
clothing® LM A5 OD Z 23 & T &5 7z ®cotton clothing% [#iDAmH ] &
W) R TTHIRT AR RN Z &2 5, RESURITREE 2SE O BSHO g %
BIRT RN EVEMRRT2Z LM THA S, XekihkE Thth TA
THI» T, grows in Mississippih® Z DX DEFR)TH 5 Z &R0, ZOFIZED
#1.7-The cotton clothing is made of 3 &Gl THITNITESE BN X G100,
clothing is made of#3The cottoniZ 7 % BIfRifii TH % & 4 TZ 5,

ERESESCIZBA U T, Prichett (1988:574-575) 1%, XD & 5 AFAPIO %L % 12
AU, B OREE X IZB LTS 21T > T\ 5,

The cotton fields produce makes warm coats.

(1) The cotton23#rili) & U CrdakE b,

(2) fieldshi45A & UCaBRk <, FHEMAEINN (theta attachment) @ FH&
([& 5w BHMEBEFANE, SCUHOH 60 5[ EHO T, HasE A
=¥ B LS31ZikA B ) 1296y, The cotton fields& 5 Lt A Z D
R CIER & h 5,

(3) produceh ik X M7= T, 12ODONIEE1DDNEA D Z & 2R
&M, The cotton fieldsiZ/HH & L TOREIHHE- S 5,

(4) makeh ilak S N7-WEpi T, MNP RBE L L5, $74b5, The cotton
2, produceD SV EA 5 | BRGSO FEEL & & > TmakeD S HEE %D |
0 FHAENTHIRER IS 5 Z &2k %,
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D%, 5OFHIIZE T, growsiZ=E D F WK T, The cottons’
growsD#MEIZ, clothing»’made of D NIE & 7 5 BEMENE L, 0 FEHIKY
HERPEC 2 ERT 2 ZEHARETHAS S,

F72, HRISEESCHEICHED<FRD & LTI, is made of & EFHOHG & LU TR
W B2 LEBRL, growsELal (B2E [MEW]) L LTHEMRLTLES
(AR Y (I N

QR & 7 5 3O JFA
Late Closure / Processing of embedded sentence / Theta Reanalysis Constraint
@M L Marcus, M. P. (1980), A Theory of Syntactic Recognition for Natural
Language. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT. [BIfRFCikfv] (=45%)

\ 6. I told the boy the dog bit Sue would help him. \

OMF%UZ B 2 it LKA >V b

6D iE, NEOGEHEHO M| #WH 3 5L, Suex TOERETIE [S [NP I
[VP [V told] [NP the boy] [S [NP the dog] [VP bit Suelll] &\ 5 &%
FoTtwaepPlllahsd, 20, MUK E L, YO TIE, 1 told
the boy that the dog bit Sue...& V35 X & LTHRET S, LT AH, ZOHKIC
would help him23#%#i L Tk 0, ZhdstoldDHfiX (sentential complement) @
VPIZh75L0n) ZL&id, YBONEm%E CHRAZIFRTHIO CThhrd, £
72, ZOMXDIFEL & DH2BRIEINPOSueIFHIIEH MNIZIZHEELEWZ
L EEFHT B, T ZThitd HFEASue Tl 7 < the boyTH 1, the dog bit#
the boylZ 2% 2 BAfRaAfHi Cdh % L IEL K A T& %,

6DFISCIE, AR A [l AAIL ] (centerally-embedded sentence) @
BlITH 20, [ DAARS | OO IZES L T, Pritchett (1992) 1%,
Kimball (1973) @ [x220J5EHI] (two sentences) 125K L TWwW5, [X2D
DOFEAN 2%, TR 2§25 Z & A RER I2DOD L E THRRTH 5 |
EWSFHITH B M, ZOFHNZHES LTHEZ S L, 604HIIE, 1told the boy /
the dog bit / Sue would help him& |, &4, 3 DD % [RIRHZAEE L & iF huid 7
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SRV, A OREC A>TV, EVWHZENTE S,
% 7=, Pritchett (1988:574) 12, (6) IZBIL T, M CMrE L, ko k>
BT OEHEZEB L LTWS,
(1) T&%GE U Calakd %,
(2) TellZ@pE e LClGRL , EHHE, $4bb, 1D0O5EHE2DODONEE
HFBOZ L AMAL, 125 EE RS 5,
(3) The boy#aZak L, WHEH (INT1) OE#EI%(H59 %,
(4) The dog# %l U CilakL, £ 50 DONIE (INT2) & LTO®%
&5 5,
(5) BitexZakL , HME AR 5. P ZOKET, the boy the dog bit
ZBRGI) ER L, ORI L %1795 Z L 1d, the dogicBIL
T, INT2H S INTINERBOZELZITH T LiCh 5728, 0 FHENH
KHER &2, M KEIC %S,

QORI E 75 2 RO IR
Late Closure/Minimal Attachment/Processing of center-embedded sentence/
Theta Reanalysis Constraint

QH L : Marcus, M.P. (1980), A Theory of Syntactic Recognition for Natural
Language. Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Pr. [BIfRFEcukfii] (=&4)

4, AMEDEIIERREICH T SRR

(1) EDX> BRBDOT T ANBLRENEDH?

REi11 FHIE UCHEEEE A R L 0 B h 5,

1.2 FREEAPRESAERID &b 5 #EERE 1S, RSN O & 2 pilRg &
D&, k0 IEMARICES, BRUEEERERD b 5 HEREIE, #
FEAVPRIESCAEIRIO & 5 HRE & D &Rk Z-FRICIR 2 nTREME 2SS

(2) EDEKDS BAMABERIRE N THED0?
IRFE2  SEHBED ERFE 231 U WERFIZ R 2 [ BEMEAYE O,



B SOIRIZ 25 85 SO - AR BRI Jo 1) B BERE: & B O IEIC TR 2 0 2

(3) HIMORRIZ, FATIXEDEMIZIR S DH ?
R3E3 EIRMICENZFHATIE, KD IEUWERICE 3 A aeEAEn

Owii B HGEE (forward reanalysis hypothesis)
RMTRE IR AT T b % & a8k U 7z T AU OO SCEHIC R O
THEE, w)h & Rt & 347§ % &0 9 RE

Q%A HIEE (backward reanalysis hypothesis)
FRAITREIE IR ST A Y] T b % L RBAk L 72T, Z O 50T L
TNE | BRANSEIT U 2200 &3 75 5 B s 258 IR L OXAT§ 5% &
WD IRGER

QBN RS (selective reanalysis hypothesis)
PR EE |IRE SR IE A Y) T b B & 38k L 72 C, Z ORI & e S h
BEFTCRY , 2 2o HO, mUNAT S > TRt &3 32 2 5 O fithi 7w
BRI TOEITT 5 &0 R

(4) L/NHESCOBRE AW T 2 RN 2
a4 hIeBlDIA AL, WESCRRHT D BEZ) FE A3 i

5. BENAIRICREY 5 XKBRAE

{{

YL DRI L6 FERE 2§ 720 DL ST B &2 70 2528 5 HIER
X7z, IXTLIZRS T EARE L#kis, ED XS e g TR
fEfr L= ik 72, ZO%, BTOMMEZIRDES 1, BERIZX$ 50
BEBERZ G2, rERERITAETETI0ON TH - 72,



SRR
6. IEREER

X3
100% —
90% [~
80% —
70% [~
% 60% [~ 539,
% 50% - 44%
/0 40°/o I 300/
e 19% 21% T
20% [~ ° °
10°/o I
0% ' ' ' ' ' —
1 2 3 4 5 6
HEES
=8 EERRICAWENX - BRI h 3R ERES LUEEER
No. SUNEESC EEH
1 | While the boy scratched the big and hairy dog yawned loudly. 53%
This was only the beginning of the bad-mouthing robots would receive
2 44%
for the next couple of decades.
5 | The cotton clothing is made of grows in Mississippi. 30%
4 | Without her contributions failed to come in. 21%
3 | The criminal confessed his sins harmed too many people. 19%
6 | Itold the boy the dog bit Sue would help him. 19%
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6. 2 Terauchi (2007) (&7 B3 BTAIBDARTHER & D He#x

9 Terauchi (2007) THRWAEX - EXXI N 2 0NEERES L SEER

No. RINR L EA=®
2 | While the boy scratched the big and hairy dog yawned loudly. 61%

3 This was only the beginning of the bad-mouthing robots would receive 49%
for the next couple of decades. 0

5 | Asthe woman edited the magazine amused all the reporters. 38%
8 | The pitcher tossed the ball tossed the ball. 33%
1 | Without her contributions failed to come in. 30%
7 | The cotton clothing is made of grows in Mississippi. 16%
4 | The criminal confessed his sins harmed too many people. 15%
6 | Itold the boy the dog bit Sue would help him. 11%

Terauchi (2007) 2B \WT, AFEE L HFOREL O EEZR L “While the
boy scratched the big and hairy dog yawned loudly.” (61%), “This was only
the beginning of the bad-mouthing robots would receive for the next couple of
decades.” (49%), “Without her contributions failed to come in.” (30%), “The
cotton clothing is made of grows in Mississippi.” (16%), “The criminal con-
fessed his sins harmed too many people.” (15%), “I told the boy the dog bit
Sue would help him.” (11%) & & ->TW\3,

AWf2¢ & Terauchi (2007) % ML T, “The cotton clothing is made of
grows in Mississippi.” DX Tid, KWMEDO G BIEEHRIT14%EL £ > T\ 5B,
% 72 “Without her contributions failed to come in.” O TIE, KWFZRD FHMIE
BERIZI%NIEL > Tnb, X512 “T told the boy the dog bit Sue would help
him.” O TiE, AMEO S BIEEHRIZE8%E L 5> T\ b, KREBRTIIHERE
B H434 , Terauchi (2009) TIIHERER 2444 LR E R #IZ LD LT B
PR E HRNCHT 2 EEZ P DD, ZOERPIEEROZEIHEES A T30
REMERH 208 Lhisn,
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6. 3 BXEBONIEERE

AL OB TG
R0 NI EHLCRADMIBERDLE (n=43)
e . HAHIZ B 3 X
BT | ALPERER bt SO S

LA | SES | TRITIRE | 24 | 15006 | 2384R | 312K | Lifiak | 2780k | 3AH]
X1 79% | 19% | 53% | 44% | 63% | 23% | 12% | 98% | 0% | 2%
X2 70% | 16% | 44% | 42% | 40% | 37% | 9% |88% | 2% | 9%
X3 70% | 23% | 30% | 63% | 33% | 44% | 16% | 91% | 5% | 5%
X4 84% | 7% | 21% | 67% | 44% | 26% | 16% | 91% | 0% | 9%
5 72% | 16% | 35% | 91% | 44% | 33% | 9% | 79% |14% | 7%
X6 60% | 30% | 33% | 58% | 28% | 51% | 12% |91% | 7% | 2%
EXI 1% | 19% | 36% | 54% | 42% | 36% | 12% | 90% | 5% | 6%

6. 3. 1 EFIE - WHINIBICRIL T

W, ke LT, EAMLEE 2 SEALEE L D 858 L TERHTS % fdim A
RO HbNTz, 7272 L X6TIE, O TIHNARE 2 #5E U TR 2 v
S R e fdiim 2t W2 b e (BAIRLEE @ 60%, SEFILEE @ 30%) . €03 2B
e U Tid, oMl IERT, XALHEICHOA TN, HEbHhE 2 2
D BHEC > TS 7280, ERE IXERTRENVED & % 20 DR % 3647 L
TEALDPO U 27572 ELZ6N%,

6. 3. 2 BIRFLIE - EIEMIBICEAL T

X1, 27T, BIRPUEE - B & 3 1HEPI L T B 28, X325 6T,
PR ISR AEALPE 2 RN LR K 0 & BOERIC BRI 2 i 23388 5 7=,

X3 T, FEHiO#)FconfessedD % (Zhis sins harmed too many people 2345t »
TWADT, his sins# confessedDNP& % % % %, his sins harmed too many
people % confessedD#fisX (complement) & Z 34, LW MEBREASLT 3,
LizhioT, TOZDODBERNED b RO S5, 55 & HIRT UL,
RAEFEICEA T 202 24§ 572012, XOR%E TithA THM§% &0
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D PEEPE DTG 2 PRI L 7= LT X K 5,

X526\ T 8, is made of D% IZgrows in Mississippi 2 iy Ty 5 72912,
the cotton clothing # F#ETH ANPLEH 2, grows% [E] L) BKONE
%, XDis made of grows % [#H» 51K T3] £EZ %%, the cotton
D112, clothing is made of & WS HiAHDAENTE D, grows 12 [F2] &
WO BKROEEFTEZEZL S0, EVHEBHRENEC S, L ->T, 2TO°D
DBEBRMED & 2R D S 5, 55 #FIRT UL, HEBRBIEAT 50D
2 5729010, XOREE THA THW§ 2 &0 5 B O Jg & £%
RUZZLERTELS,

N6TiE, Itold the boy& v y5 X D% IZthe dog bit& Y5 2% H DA MDA %
NTED, X512Z2D#IZ Sue would help him& W9 3D HORILABHNT W B
ISXREE DM THEMEIC R > T0D, LT, SAFIZEZIhSDE
”’E&Y*ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁb&ﬁ FtAHEA TN BEVERTR E NS 7289, BIRIYIC
NRE THAMATH» ST 5 &0 5 B O JNE % FFIR L 72 & fRFRT &
X9,

6. 3. 3 BHNIE RIABAH - BROBL - BABSH) (CEALT

X1, X4, X5ITBWTE, BEBRE AT P A SR T A AR T S h
7zo —J, X3, XOITHBWTUL, BB SRR 54 & $RH 3 2 #2358
5Nz,

X1iZ, WhileDEL HiREZ FTHiE, EZTHEINION L NI HTX
W3 O BEBEYE A BV, the big and hairy dogld, ®IDRECEMIZH T,
scratched® HEE L LT, HIMEPORE NI b, HidyawnedF T
WESURMSHA7ZE Z AT, yawnedD EFEMS K NT &A% » D | scratched A
the big and hairy dog# HIUEE L L CRIGIHIOME KA T 500, 50T
yawned 23 3% & L Cthe big and hairy dog# EHOREICHA TN E WS
THLO A AVET, BERMEREL &5,

X4 TiE, WithoutDm»nE ZF T, EZTHEEN2D0 0D HTE
BRME DY O, BB IR O RS O BRI [ OPHEHD g | &R L
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Without her contributions& U CH AP L, FEE&EIZMN5 L7z, LALAERS,
NARE CTHiAEATZ L IS, ZOMXENE2EH 2 &, EEHOFHEIREL
TLES ZEIZHDE, OMICETT5., fioma&XiTL, S8IE [0
$DOHME | #EFIR L, Without her: LT 4AH UL, FHHM# 45 LEL,
contributions XD EFETH 5 L M5 729101, FEMN 25 W% 4T 5
DER D D LD FIT 0 FEITHRNCER T2 28256, BIREREVEE L
5Nh%,

57T, The cotton grows in Mississippi.®Dthe cotton® % (Zclothing is
made of WA Z 72X TH O, XOFREBIRIIMITH 3 h &5 i THERRE
MEN,

X3 T, confessed&harmed %4, [EEOMERFHITH 200, WEsy
FTCTHDDN] LD FUTHERREA EN,

X6TIE, FEEI, #Edtold, 4% HMEEthe boy the dog bit, 4% HMEESue
would help him& W) XHETH 5, X 512, MIEHNEEL, the boyD%ilthe
dog bt HIDAF N THED , XHIZZOMIZH 51T T OBRINLGTINEE XN
TREEIC 2 5 TV B R, & 2R HIVEE A that@i O # LI 7 - T B md THERRE
ME,

BEERFTIE L3, XOIZH T, YOO SV E AT O ER (mental
index) % @\ THRESCRAT 2D, 15 BT DR IO R, & B O 72 & TIC R D
O aFIT Lz EZONS,

6. 3. 4 HHMOABRICEALT
WERE X2 TORECIZ BN\ T, MEE IS 2 BRI L TaOM L =
fHEA S A Z B,

6. 4 AHTEYREET
6. 4. 1 #WEREICLD, WIEHREOIRR
R R KO INERE IS W T, 7Y Y OMBIRECE FIV T, 6 A i
& U 7= HIERR S 0 BB PR DI B U BRI S s v 2 M L 72 (K1),
Z ORGSR, THERfG R (WO RS ) LB (r=.215661) |, [1E%)]



BB IRIZEE 2S5 3E SCALPE - BV 5 1T 2 BEREME & BMEME DS I BN 2 D
=11
WA | A | BIRE | BEE | Bl | GBIR | # | BB | B8k | AH
e 0.198315 | -0.1547 | -0.18619 | 0.215661 | 0.110989 | -0.0013 | -0.09893 | 0.164003 | -0.21635 | -0.0148
FIERTS
(%)
0.84179 | 0.287681 | 0.12603 | 0.00289 | 0.116029 | 0.052654 | 0.061915 | -0.12351 | 0.03015
ELH) L (%)
., 0.20385 | 0.298483 | 0.056304 | 0.04838 | -0.01428 | -0.08195 | 0.274095 | -0.13443
A H LR
(%) (%)
0.88443 | 0.123052 | 0.052691 | -0.13831 | 0.067981 | 0.072647 | 0.14483
(ISl
0.0662 | 0.104327 | 0.163861 | -0.0738 | 0.033314 | 0.061386
e TR U
Hi 7 .70136 | -0.30207 | 0.377331 | -0.20088 | -0.28773
b (k%)
FEIRW 0.29669 | -0.40728 | 0.242847 | 0.288334
o Hr (%)
ey 0.08009 | 0.057707 | -0.14681
THo AT
. 0.58265 | 0.71959
LG Ty e
o .14509
TR 5 W

* kMBI BT 1% KEETHRE (M) .

* AHBIERBUIS % KHETH R (M) .

JLBE & PIIEALEER (r=. 287681) |, [NEAIRLEE & BAERLEERA] (r=. 298483) ],
[EHALEE & FEIRTTE ] (r=.274095) |, [SCBAE I B & feaf /g ] (r=.377331) J
TIEMHB 2 B & 7z,

DUEORMHEER» S, A

AR LB | ORI A A 5 2B e L

TIRRDZENEZEND, #GE L HRE L, SULBIH I SOREE OBEEE
PEVEICSEB U 722 & &, BERRPE BN & S 2 OIS Ty e RO I BL & 1
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b, S ERATEEIC A S5 F TR A RS ¥ AHAAH 5D TE AV r L E
Abhb,

[ECFLER & RIIRELRE | ORNZHHBI N EiA > 72, 2D T &2 5 EHILEE % £
R 288, @it L TAT SR A EHIE U CRIRLRE 2 $RH 3 5 f@f 2
HBrEEIONS, ZOMBE U TIESLEEZ BRI L - #5511,
RESCRATIZBES 21O TREME 2 & 2 A2 5, AJIIEH 2 Witk AL D A A 7x 8
5, BB 24T > COL AN S 5 -0 Tl anWh e ELbh 5,

[ FRUEE & SBAE LR | ORIOMBIIZ @A > 720 Z OFERD & W HILEE % (8
FeHNC R 21EIA D B 2 #iE#EE, RIREUBL O J708 % FRINE 3710, STREE D
WEREVE R REMENVE 2 S B OIS+ s Ao B A2 /5 |, $ O MU
HUEDOTTREVE A B A 8235, I & 0 U) 20 WS SCRRAT W & 3B 4R U CILBE % 3%47 L
T eErbhsd,

[ 65 QUBE & JEk 0% ] ORIOMBIZE A > 720 Z OFERD 5 W HALEE % 13
FHNZER S BIEIE D B 2 W5 &, RIS & SAE U & 0 & BRI R
U CHB D RESCIRMT I D W RENE % 5 2 % 5% & SR % 31T 3 2 dIA A b %
ZENPRTE S,

[SCEAF T & 3EEE TG ] DB OMBIZE A - 72, Z DR A & HiEue %
BRI 2D & 5 #iBaE 1, HANAEREh BRI, CHE» 5
P, SURDE 2 PR A1 U OB 4 %473 2HEIN 2 5 2 & NEIRETE 5,

7. BITAIR(ICH T B IREEDIRELE

a1

a1l TSNS IR RERI & U CEEE Th 5 ) IS L Tid, e (%)
IZBWT (R2), WABHIEI0%, K THES%, HEEA (RE) 6%
Tho7ze ZO3IDDLEMFMNITIE—ICEIED 7T M OFER, Hdti
EAEBEENRD SN (F (2.126)=426.06, p<.01), X 5 (ZTukey:
EHWZHEILBROME, [Hah T & BRI | 2% 5 NS [#Hah
Jimg ] & [THEAH] OfICAERE ED 5Nn7z (p<.01), PlED
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1.2

2

RS

&

WR»S [MEBELETH S| LRSS 280, IREEL. LdZHS
7=,

[ AE L A I OD & 5 BEBRE 13 & 0 IEFE R PRS2 Z L A3 T

E D, FERIRIEEI O PR (X5% > 7= BRI B B PTREMEA . ) IS
BIL T, €7V v OMBIRE (X3) 12k, HEROMG R &S
BB T IEO BRI A E iz, F 72, HIERTG AT & BRI D BY
FRIZADOHBE (r=-21635) Z/RLTWBZEn5, BHEFIEEL
DHRE T IEME LR IC R 2R K> 722 L 2R LT3,
IhEDFER»S , IRFGIL2IEZFHEhzeELL6Nh 5,

[NEAIRLBED ER A3 IE U RIS 2 2 AT agtE 8o, | ISBE L Tk
Y7y OMBERE (F11D) IS\ THIERDIEE K & S5 O s
ERERGEL 7245, AREMHBIIRE S NAr» 572 (r=-0.1547),
ZDZ NSRBI aro-eBELbNS,

BEIRICRN 35 AT IZIE L ORI E S ] ICBLTiE, ¥7 Y
Y OMBRE (R11) Tid, BRI HHZFERO ER & AR A
Bz s har -7 (r=-0.0013), 2D Z &2 6 RF3F T
Nihr-lzeEi1o6h5,

[ vh Y8 06 3A BSOS ST D HESS FE 8 ] 1B L TiE, AR e
KAHXIE, 5%, 6/ Th 5, TN DIEERITEBHMETZ 5V THEF
230%, 6FA1I%EmEIBMNL L7, TOEAFIZEALT, —IC
BOE D 5 BT ORER, Hat a2 6h7z (F (5.252)
=4.672, p<.01), & 5IZTukeythz H\7- S EHILKOMEE, [1L3]
BHWNC [1&6] ODIEERBTHEREEMRO N (p<.0l), 2D
Zehs, REdidXFI N7z EZL N5,
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8. "R

AEEROFER 2 & L NIESLERESURNT 28812, ED X5 WP A8 HE%h
THEDONIZBETERD &S Bk E157-,

1. RESCRAT OIHERRS 12 VTR, & RO AP T IR AL B 5L I P %
T2 ZENHEETHA S,

2. RS LD A BT DRGSR IZ ISREE R e BEVE DY 728, B AL
I XAT T B & LB IS, BUEMESMRE S e WA, REE SUIRTE B
EZTHT 2RO 2R §o0EEHA 5.

9. AFEUNIEMEICRAYT ZMELE

9. 1 HWBRERR:

PRE L, AR O WP O FEIZ S M L 7 HAAEFL#EH 2 W F & L7z,
HARINZIZ LU P OB 24, B EbeE 2 il & L7z,

KA D 38% GRIFFAEE 134, F v )77 H A V6 H, CER
Bt 144, BB AE 0 164) , KBl (NCREANEER 5% Rtdd34

9. 2 HEMEMRICSTIEBRZIVICHEVWTHWS W -RTBHREEIRIEHR
& RIHL
RFEFR T, HUHORBRIZE W THW O W RN E AL E T 5
RESCARAT (CBERRME D @ 2 HOCHLAL O JIIFCC O WLRTIS, &4, 1 B kS SOIRNS
A% 72 EER X (experimental sentence) %57 — A YIHED DD K A7 & LT
U 7=, Wi SRR SOIRTE T3, #fot o $8/)N s SC D R M R e % fid i C
D& BNEEAT DA FEREPMER L 72,
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10. AREEIBICH B IRE

RG], HE RS SO RS D R NI S D BERR PR IS B L © 5,

Z OB E DRI, Ying (1996) DFEEASRIZHDINWTW S,

Ying (1996) i3, BADESLEFHIZN LT, 40D FEE 21T - 72, KEEL
OREMED S | YingDHE2OFEERIZOWTDAE KT 5,

Ying 13 WS 7 /i i 5 41) 2 & 30 S Bl akas SRR 2 (H L 72354 & OfF
MU 28N IGAIT I 1 5 BB 20 Bl i 5l 11 % & 30 XD SRR D FEE DENIZ DN T
BEtd 5729, (1), (2) OXS5 5% 52 THEBEEIT- 72,

(1) There were two girls. One of them had a sense of humor, and the other
did not. The man talked to the girl with a sense of humor.
(2) The man talked...to the girl with a sense of humor.

HE R e SOIRNE R A ML 72 (1) ORECCE, 10 FEE TR By 0
N— A CHMAEIT - 721 (self-paced reading) »UHLEIT 572, (2) DHEXLT
3, BIOFEER TR & B2 S =g o LT, @it (talked) O#%T
—EDR =X EBNTHERGISHAR»E 72, ZOFE, F-X2BEWTHA
Mhe3Z & THEBHROT-22 0 (prosodic cues) %5z 78 & F L &
5 Z & THIE K XRIEHROF 23200 (contextual cues) # 5-Z 728 & i
M EIEL < BRAaic i 2 Hm A A RICED Sz, 510, HilE @K
WRIGIRD ST A ERRERE D D EFL1DICK 25 Z LAIRE I NIz,

XKiZYing (1994) 1ZBEE D 72 3kEE BRI 7% % 1T - 7-Murray & Liversedge
(1994) , Sedivy&Spivey-Knowlton (1994) I22OWTEKT 3,

10. 1 Murray & Liversedge (1994)

Murray & Liversedge (1994) (3, BkaEN MO SUIIC 5. 2 2 W E A HAET 5
72912, 3IDDOFEE AT -T2, TI TR, TIN5 DOFEEOHE1DFER & 520 FEhk
IZOWTEKTS,

FBIOEETIE, DUTORMMC AR L, BIELAETBR ST S 4 27 B EH
I25z6h7,
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Context Example
Double

The restaurant was deserted apart from the two people who were

about to order their meals. One was a woman who ordered beer with
her meal and the other was a woman who ordered wine. The woman...
Single
The restaurant was deserted apart from the two people who were
about to order their meals. One was a man who ordered beer with his
meal and the other was a woman who ordered wine. The woman....
(Murray & Liversedge 1994; 368)

Single contextiZ¥\ZTid, HB3XDThe womanh 7 4 ¥ E#HEXL L7=2Z EWNE
GHREE T % 2 47k KRG E ST 5 DIZK L, Double context?d
NEIZBWTIE, $3XDThe womanh ¥ — L aF X LMD, 30k
T A Y wEL L 2 M O IR R E T & v &) e dT kel SOUIRTE A i
EENTW5,

BIOFEERTIE, ThZhORECIH%GEd %%, The woman--- &5 FH X
HLAES5ZTRRSED 427 2B 5 272, ZO#E, Single context®
XFREIZBWT, 542 6724511 (The woman) #BHiid 5 &5 A TLE5%E
X792 139.0% Th -7, ZhiZxt L, Double context?d XEIZFH T
1%, 85.6%D#iE#E #The woman % E4ii§ 2 & DX, ¥ %&b Hthe woman®
beer# X L= MEBDH, &3\ idwineZHEX L 72 &M AD» & RET %/
EWEAT SR AT S E 2, ORI, [SRNEEIO & % 46t (SR
ko TR E N TV 2 S MINTHRD & 2 fain)) DN, SHE LRI
AnHalmik BRSNS WRELEV] &2 [ SO R
(Principle of Referential Support) ] (Altman & Steedman: Murray &
Liversedge 1994; 366) (2#D5< Pl —HT 256D THY, A7 74 v O
P OB IS BT, SUIRTER IS SO IR A2 5 A 22 d 5 T & AUR
BEhTn3,
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F2DFEBRTIE, PITIIRL 72 &5 Bl A #4125 2 ZBEHEO1~40
BEB5r D Bk OURERESE) (eye movement) DRkT % FH N7z,

+:17

Context Example
Double

After the auditions two people had been chosen to perform in a local

village pantomime. One was a man who was playing the prince and
the other was a man who was playing an old witch.

Single
After the auditions two people had been chosen to perform in a local
village pantomime. One was a woman who was playing the prince and

the other was a man who was playing an old witch.

18

Experimental Example

Item
1. Reduced 1 3 4
Relative The man | dressed as a woman | looked quite ridiculous.
2. Unreduced 1 2 3 4
Relative The man | who was | dressed as a woman | looked quite ridiculous.
1 3 4
3. Direct Object The man | dressed as a woman | and | looked quite ridiculous.
(Murray & Liversedge 1994; 369)

FATRRAE SOIRIE IR S REE M DY e (parsing decisions) (284 52 5D T
b, HlzE, BRI (reduced relative sentence) % V7285 X A8
5.z 5 i7zdouble contextDIHA, HHEXIZL->TE S 5 DmaniZDON TR 5
NTV202HFEICEN2 ZEnMfFEh 5, 15T, Birakad KIRTE R 5-
A6NTWEWEAIIRETS LEZ 5N 3N g% (garden path effect)
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FWATIEPHENS, L ZARERTIE, URERLEGAZSNTNTE,
K B R ] 8 4 AU 2 BR O LU R %A § 5 T L 2R T HRE AR IS
bhhotz, UbEDZ R, V54 VOO - XHBIZB W TIE, 5k
ITEkEE SRS R A B AT O Y (parsing decisions) (ZHRE R 23 KIE &
BOHREMESRIE S W TWBH EF 4 5%,

10. 2 Sedivy & Spivey-Knowlton (1994)

Sedivy & Spivey-Knowlton (1994) 37 - 722D DFEED 5 5 A SR & B4
B100FBRIZEALTE KT 5, Sedivy & Spivey-Knowltonid, XD (1), (2)
D &S BRHCCERIR L, FRET - 72,

(1) a.The fireman smashed down the door with the rusty lock but smoke
overcame him.
b. The fireman smashed down the door with the heavy axe but smoke
overcame him.
(2) a.The fireman smashed down a door with a rusty lock but smoke over-
came him.
b. The fireman smashed down a door with a heavy axe but smoke over-

came him.

(1) oRilEiE, Edqithe & 5 B HMEE (definite direct object) % &#r
B ThDd, ZHITHLT, 2) Dl IR EEAaz > Ei%ZHKEE (indefi-
nite direct object) #&FLEXTH 5, TN FhORWCITITRTERFAN A EEN
T3 h, ZHRAGRICK S &, @il % Mf S Gl d G0 R LOBREA, HiE s
Wiz &0 SEEIICRME haEARRD 5 hd & ShTnd, KFEER
i3, 2HMGEOPHEL D OEAPE 1 E S P EREET 5 720I1XiTbh7z g
DTH5,
FEROKER, Eidal % GO E GOV TE, SHMERO PHLED |
ATE RSB RS (N S h B A RS 6 h, BRI ERLA VT4 v Ok
SRFTIZZH S LTS ZEARE Sz LTn5,
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IREE2. AT E RS SCIRNS 2 O 72 RNES SC OB 12 Fo 0 T ki STR
WaEHE NS ]

AT TN E THRETL TE ZEITIIEMSRERE A DO, FLL T2 -
REEIRAE T Ta —F (WU b, BEE 5 &5 4, BERRVED SO RS SCR T
DEA T HERET BERTIE, AT IREMR AW & B RTHRe% ER
T577u—F) OFZHITHEDINTNWS,

1. ARERICEAY 3 ERAE

PR IS, RN R ST 2T a s s, AERE ez, 12 Lisicsft
i, fERE L7zt RUNEXOFEERDS 32 DIZ O, 2 FA2D & LT
HATOn, (A) @ (B0 OXOMX - Xk (B) @ (M) OXOREk
(C) © (AEFEE RN DOILDOREMR & D 3D OERIPUZBFNAR % (i < &
7eo E72EDKD BT 0 X A TR/NEXDERAE A 7-O H» BARIYIZEER X H 7=,

12, EREEZR

12. 1 ECuk#gst

OS5, Thbb, X1, X2, X3, 4, X6 TIERTE KGR %
ATRUNRX DT A, BNE RS SUIRTE R 2 {5 TR RN LD AD R K D
EBFREN LA LTS,

72720, XS TIIRTERRES SRIGR A 1 728N SO A5, Bl ke ORI
R TRV NELDADHL XD IEERMPELS 5T b &0 S [BED S
%, X5Ti2@This factory in Mississippi produces many clothes every month. @
The cotton clothing is made of grows in Mississippi. (D3I ¥ ¥ v EIIZH B ZD
THHIAZ < OMERGEL T 5, QIRAMES N 2 ZDMIZI T Y v ETHD,)
EVI TIPSO TS, LALahs, ZOERLTIE, AiEkE Ik
HRONERRLRBER T H D, BeAt DR/ NIE ST DBEBRVERRIE 12 3 V) 2 528 & K
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M4 SR & RTEHEEXARIGER % M A 7= R/ & DIEEEDLEE

100% — TS
90% — 84%
80% (- 9% #i1 B 5 SIS 4R
70% RN 3
60% 30,
50% 44% 47%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%

X IFFH

33% 0o
30% g0,

2%% 21% 19%

19‘7

ﬁﬁ%?

FE o RN EG, Lad> T, ZOMBITFERS 2758 EOBD
(error induced by experimental data-collection task) (Z#Z[K$ % & HrT% 3,
72, 3T, ATE S SOIRTER % (1 72 RN SO T RN XD A L T
NTIEFELEMEN3% LTy, 3Tk, OThe criminal had suffered
from his sins for many years and he had made up his mind to confess.@The
criminal confessed his sins harmed too many people.
(D% DIUIEE EMIF- & DRIE S OIRIZH LA, Z L THIZEAT 2004% L7z,
ZOUNFHEZAFDFTETELL DAL EEMNIT/2,) VS EBEIBHNS
NTW3, LaLanrs, ZOEBRLEMOIEIZINS &, Al SORE#
DNEDBRRBERZ 572728, IEFEN3%BEVNI D TrEMTIZE->TLE S
7= RetED B B,

12. 2 SIEYGET

ke UTRGEERA S &, RN LD AD EEHR & i akas ORI R 2
72N D IEFEEOBICIIMET I IHE AR ESEBY LN (t=
6.4062, df=257, p.<.01),
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&19

No. e * S;éﬁ—i-‘%‘ﬁ'j( JEpES thE (df=42)

1 53% 79% 26% 3.406**

2 44% 84% 40% 5.240**

3 19% 23% 4% 0.813n.s.

4 21% 33% 12% 2.350*

5 30% 26% -4% n.s.

6 19% 47% 28% 4.032**
At 31% 49% 18% 6.406** (df=257)

*p<.05 **p<.01

B R TS &, X1, X2, X4, X6TRMFIAHEENED S Nn,
M3EHBHATN L HEEN R SNk h 5T,

XUZBNTE, R/NELDAD IEE R & piE s SO & (11 72 80N
DIEEREOBIZISHERNICHEE B > 72, (t=3.4063, df=42, p<.01),

21I2BWTE, BN LD A O IEEFH & AT ek SO % (5 72 RN
DIEEREOBIZ M ICHREEN B - 72, (t=5.2404, df=42, p.<.01),

3IZBNTUE, RN LD A D IEE R & HnE kA SO & (11 72 80N
DIEEROBICIIMETNCHEZEZRD SNk o7z, (t= 0.8133, df=42), Z
NEHERDP A% LR 5722 LR E L TWBELEL 6N 5,

XA4IZB VT, B/NESLD ADIEE R & i akah SRR & (51 72 28/ Mg S
DIEEROBICIIHMENICHERZEL B - 72, (t=2.3508, df=42, p.<.05).

X612 TE, RN AD IEE R & i ks SOIRTE# & (11 72 8RN gL
DIEEROBICIIMETNAREL B > 72, (t=4.0321, df=42, p.<.01),

12. 3 BAEEALIECRIC 5 BIEM L A EROEEIEG

T A SR 8 T > 72 5% B ST D STAUBI 12 T L =B L T it
B LA 3, 2 ECIE LWl A 205, 2 U O3 B IR L 2=t
WAL E URAHR A 17 72, SRBLLFOMED T 5,



S - BREP -
20
1 2 3 4 5 6 |average
et i 202 | 1.95 2 1.83 | 1.83 | 1.92 | 1.93
RS 1.79 | 163 | 1.79 | 169 | 1.78 | 1.76 | 1.74
ke TR 219 | 242 | 221 | 248 | 24 | 232 | 2.34

X5 AIEMENARIEREEVAR/NBIDOFEHEICEVTERL LER

2.5 -

1.5

1.0R

0.5 R

0.0

[] syntactic
semantic

[ discourse

6 average

Py L U GHEEEHIEZL.93, FRE#RIZL.73, Z L CRGEREIIZ2.34K 1 ~ b

&L\'a%%&&of’:o

HFCCOMRE TR, B O RN, RO BT & A 4 72 il i 2l SOk
RO ODFMAMIZBEL T, —ICBED B AN 2 T2 25, ThoD5%
RIS, BETRIC AR A ER R 67z (F (3.68) =67.6,p<.05),

% 7Tukeyth & IO THEI 1T - 2465 HR, [HEEER & FIRERE] 26
WOHE A EED D 57z (p<.05) . [HEEENG R & Bl RS SRR

E 51 [FEMAEH & AnE kAE SRS | (20T, MatiIc
»ohiz (p<.01),

Rl

DIED Z en b, $EE, UrkORBCCOMREHRC R IR L D & AT saS
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SRR & BRI T U 22 53 & RS 2 33 T L T 22 Z e B T E K5

12. 4 Terauchi (2009) (& |F % EXEEALIEMZE & D L8

Terauchi (2009) Tid, “Itold the boy the dog bit Sue would help him.” & »
SHYDIEEHR (11%) & T ORI kE R RWER &+ 72 EEFE (22%)
OERIZE L THEMICHEENRD SNz, KifiIZkE VT3, “ told the
boy the dog bit Sue would help him."D ¥ XD FEEHE (19%) & 7O LIZHTE
Rl SUIRTE R A 72 IEE R (47%) OEFIZBIL T, MM ARREEDED
b7z, ZOKHAS 51 told the boy the dog bit Sue would help him.” & vy 5 H%
SO b, RO B OEICTIZB U CiE, ATE AR SOIRTS B, 8 3ah SR
1B E G ISHIBCCOH T 2 BEEE R BHEED I U TERBNL T b 2 &8
B TE LS, UEHKORBECUIPIEDAAL DO EEA LD, HD, 3
DO EFLE®IZ, [ DORH]] 126 LT R 2AREETH 5 2 &
HERTE 5,

/o, IOXERETLTAD L, RWFETIE, X1, X2, X4, L60DKFEE
B LT, ORI DADIEEZ & QRS Al wkas SR R % I & 72 E5 %
BT, MEAMAARENHEFISRD 6 hz, L2 LA 5, Terauchi (2009)
D [HLOADIEEHR L HE RS SRR O EERB ] Tid, ofilgcr i
AT R GREENRD ENEDN 5722 L6, FlE kel ORI S5 251 18 7%
Al RIS & 0 & LN SCOBEREME R BHEME D REICBI L Tk, KD EMT 2
e D B LI cE LD,

13. RFLDIRAEL

IR, [ ATERAS SR U3 R A D RN S OBERRPERRER ICEIBRL 5 5. 12
BIL Tk, &kl L TEMATMICEE A AEE RO 6N/ &, BTIZN,
X2, X4, L6DXREHLIZH T EORNEXLDADIEEHL LD & Q& ikah
SR % D1 72 RN XD IEEE @ <, MAlIICEFE a AR AZELRD 5
Niz, LenoT, (LIS fifrcx X5,
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IER2.  [HiTE RS SOIRTS % B 72 83/ N SC D R 12 Fo 0 T i ki SRS
WHrEHEN S ICBELCE, EBROMR,» S, FREEE I > a5 W > Ek
S EENEN TIHEBRAEH I N TWE Z AR EN, & 5IT0EHT
%5 UNCBEIIK (Tukeydh) %17 7249, [HAEWIR & BRG], [HE
T & ATE RS SOIRRE B ), X 5113 [FEMRIEH & BiE akal ORI 1ok
W, WMEINCHEEENRD ON=Z 5, RS2 ah-L Tz 3
72595,

[Acknowledgement]
AN R VBT RIS, ARBFZE ORI AT 7 ORCR I B L T EE
ISRV, DL UE#HOB AR LN,

[Appendix A]
RIBRO KA B W Wb hz 4 27,

1. @ Tom had not taken a shower for three days. @While the boy scratched the
big and hairy dog yawned loudly.

2. DA large number of people started to suggest that it is more important to put
an emphasis on human labor force than robot’s labor force. @This was only

the beginning of the bad-mouthing robots would receive for the next couple
of decades.

3. @The criminal had suffered from his sins for many years and he had made
up his mind to confess.@The criminal confessed his sins harmed too many

people.
4. MShe played a significant role in collecting contributions in order to establish

the museum.@Without her contributions failed to come in.
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5. MThis factory in Mississippi produces many clothes every month. @The cotton
clothing is made of grows in Mississippi.

6. DA homeless dog bit a boy suddenly, and I recognized that the boy was
Sue’s brother. @] told the boy the dog bit Sue would help him.

(&)
RRES AR, TR LASH BTE RS SRR T H % .
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