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１．はじめに 

 

(1a) teacher

asked

teacher answered

 

(1b)

 

 

(1) a. When the student asked the teacher answered his interesting question right away. 

 b. When the student asked, the teacher answered his interesting question right away. 

 

e.g., The athlete realized her exercise ... e.g., hope

Pickering et al., 2000; Trueswell et al., 

1993  

(2) (3)

Traxler, 2002  
 

(2) When Sue tripped the table fell over and the vase was broken.  

(3) When Sue fell the politician stopped and helped her up. 
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MacDonald et 

al., 1992

 

 

２．実験 
実験文 

16 72  

  
(4)  Plausible/Optionally Transitive conditions: 

  When
1

 the
2

 student
3

 asked(,
4

) the
5

 teacher
6

 in
7

 a
8

 red
9

 shirt
10

 answered
11

 his
12

 interesting
13

 question
14

 right
15

 away.
16

  

(5)  Implausible conditions: 

  When
1

 the
2

 husband
3

 ate
4

(,) the
5

 wife
6

 in
7

 a
8

 red
9

 hat
10

 had
11

 a
12

 glass
13

 of
14

 apple
15

 juice.
16

 
(6)  Intransitive conditions: 

  When
1

 the
2

 boy
3

 smiled
4

(,) the
5

 girl
6

 in
7

 a
8

 pink
9

 dress
10

 waved
11

 her
12

 hand
13

 from
14

 the
15

 window.
16

 

 

(4) ask

(5)

(6)

smile

 
 
実験参加者 

40 21 19 21.5 SD = 1.48 Oxford Placement Test 2 (Allan, 2004)
200 144 range: 122–164, SD = 10.42 1 

 

                                            
1 CEFR B1–C1  
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データ分析 

200 ms 6000 ms 

31.88% 28.28% 23.28%

Barr et al., 2013  
 
結果と考察 

answered

R12

 
wrote

waved

 
R7 in

85%
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付録 

 
plausible implausible  

Plausible conditions: 

When
1

 the
2

 student
3

 asked(,
4

) the
5

 teacher
6

 in
7

 a
8

 red
9

 shirt
10

 answered
11

 his
12

 interesting
13

 question
14

 right
15

 away.
16

 
Implausible conditions: 

When
1

 the
2

 husband
3

 ate
4

(,) the
5

 wife
6

 in
7

 a
8

 red
9

 hat
10

 had
11

 a
12

 glass
13

 of
14

 apple
15

 juice.
16

 
 

 
 

transitive intransitive  
Transitive conditions; 

When
1

 the
2

 student
3

 asked(,
4

) the
5

 teacher
6

 in
7

 a
8

 red
9

 shirt
10

 answered
11

 his
12

 interesting
13

 question
14

 right
15

 away.
16

 

Intransitive conditions; 

When
1

 the
2

 boy
3

 smiled
4

(,) the
5

 girl
6

 in
7

 a
8

 pink
9

 dress
10

 waved
11

 her
12

 hand
13

 from
14

 the
15

 window.
16
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Region 11 における最終モデル 
RT: Reading Time, PROFICIENCY: Oxford Placement Test 2 score, WM: working memory capacity, WL: 

word length (the number of alphabets), ITEM ORDER: the item order including fillers 

Oxford Placement Test 2   

 

 
Final Model: lmer ( RT ~ AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY | 

Participant ) + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY | Set ) + WM + WL + ITEM ORDER)  

 
Final Model: lmer ( RT ~ AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY | 

Participant ) + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY | Set) + WM + WL + ITEM ORDER )  

 
Final Model: lmer ( RT ~ AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY | 

Participant ) + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY * PROFICIENCY | Set) + WM + WL + ITEM ORDER )  

 
 

×  
Final Model: lmer ( RT ~ AMBIGUITY * PLAUSIBILITY + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY * PLAUSIBILITY | 

Participant ) + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY + PLAUSIBILITY | Set) + PROFICIENCY + WM + WL + ITEM 

ORDER)  

×  
Final Model: lmer ( RT ~ AMBIGUITY * TRANSITIVITY + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY + TRANSITIVITY | 

Participant ) + ( 1 + AMBIGUITY + TRANSITIVITY | Set ) + PROFICIENCY + WM + WL + ITEM 

ORDER )  
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