AR T OT 7 A MR L ORI ¢
HERE - BEREZRER L T A2 EE L
Elzlg !nnmﬁ%@tt%&ﬁﬁﬁ

e T

DS
AR T, TERE (50%) T/oB@EGE 20%) ZREEL I HH 56
(L2) 2¥#H L ARG E (40%) ZXHRIC, sERAREZTDT 7 A b
W & ORIRZ N, FREAFROILE LIRS BFHEEHAGDET A L L
AR T A M X > TENZNIE LI, 77 A FERIEHEAT A b LB
RIFERRT A M &> TRABE L. FREAIER & OBIRZ FIR I & > THNT,
FEHRELUTDOEBD TH B, FHEHARROHE K EZR O R 5REIC DV
T WEGEEE L @EERE OM 3B K UL2EEE L B E OMICEN D H
%o L2FBEDT 7 A PRISEERAGRDILE « BRE DiliyT & iR OB
DHO JREMRSICHRNTROHAERTH 50, BEEFEOHRIET S
TIE7EWV, FHERFRDOFEZR D 5 Bsyntagmatic association D HIEREFEHIC & -
THRICHEETH 2 W BIEFEEE LR AIC L > TIEZ S TR AV & o T
L2 EEORERAGRE Z DT 7 A H PR & DOBIFRICIZRIREIC B 2 ZH D
MR R BEATOD T EMERE NS,

FoU— R ERMBOLE . HRAROES . Fi. B2
L UTORAG, REESR

1. XCBHIC

AR T 7 A MR ZD e SEREM O TR E BEEGERO—D
T&% (Anderson & Freebody, 1981; Huckin, Hayes, & Coady, 1993; Nagy &
Anderson, 1984; Stanovich, 1986), 77 A bi&, H), i, ITHERKE N3k
DEBKRTH S, TDR., FHEAFINEETHNUIHSI1EE. TI7ARAT
X0 Z L OBHGECHEZ D AIREMENE X O, 77 A MIEHENTWAE T AT
PHEGRZEET D ENERICIE D, —)TTC. T AMUWMERITS LIk o
T, 77 A MNOFERRE LFEDOBIRICEI I 2 HIak 2 5 LREE S 2 WA 25

23



FEREAIIEEE215 (20154F)

T

BHTEMNTED, TOEXDIC, AR E T 7 A N EREOIFRIZ LI & F8iE b
WS BRIC B THAERGFOMRICH 2, LHL, TOXSE—RNET L
Sh. JEREER (L2) REHEIC DOV TRERARD 7T 7 A MERICED X S I %
MBS TRV, L2FERAERD Z H IS DWW TR 2 < D% (Greidanus,
Beks, & Wakely, 2005; Greidanus & Niehuis, 2001; Henriksen, 2008; Laufer &
Paribakt, 1998; Nissen & Henriksen, 2006; Schmitt & Meara, 1997; Vermeer,
2001; Zareva, 2007; Zareva, Schwanenflugel, & Nikolova, 2005) H{1HN T
WA, ZTNHIE, L2 —fk etk FICHEZ/MGRELTEHD, Kk
HIRRHHREICBE I 228358 Efrb N TV AR, & 51, FhsHERD Z mikh
L2772 A FERIC ED K 5 ICBIb B 2l \7zif5E (Qian, 1999, 2002) (34
BHTHiEv, AWEIRL2E UTOHAGROENHZ, REZL1IERZRD
L2778 & RERREA O iz U TR, HAGRICE I i e 77 A
NEROBGRZERES . £V 2DDOHMNZIER TN Thhi,

2. AR Z Tk

AR Z TN T Z ORI R A 2 O RZ ZA T3S (Meara, 1996;
Nagy & Scott, 2000; Nation, 1990, 2001), #HEAFKICDOVWTEILHWENS
e U CRRRARR DA E LRE LWV 5 k0I5 % (Henriksen, 1999; Read,
2004; Wesche & Paribakt, 1996), sfmHIFDIAE 3 —MIC. A\DHSHREE
THID TWVBFENNDH LMV S BlEMSBNICHEE NS, HIZIE, &
FEDFEET A N & L TXLHIBN TV % Vocabulary Levels Test (VLT) (Nation,
1990, 2001) &, ZEEMNEZZHEL )L (2,000, 3,000, 5,000, 10,000,
¥ & UUniversity Word List) DFEDHARMNZEMRZH > TV BN EN 2 AE
TREICHIEINTVB, BAERMICIE, ZBEIZEEZOEE (] wine - a
drink) Z6DDFELIDDERN L ZNTIEATIY Y F I T5 K5 ITKD
5N%, 7TAMIMIEHEOBEY A XOHZE UTHRENEHI NS,
X DZEF 72 A7 & B BTEADICHMIN AT A b & e, FhEAEZ RAYIC
BET DLWV N THBRAROLT ZMEICL TS EEZBN% (Wesch &
Paribakht, 1996),

CTHUCH U, FERAEROFE S FHFROEICET 23D TH 5, MFEEICE->
THREZ7 Tu—FHHOENTVS, FBEFARROE Z2 35D EMKRICBE 9 2 FIH%
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FEEHER L T 0T 7 A N ERfE & OBER
FHERE - BEREZRIEE L 2 L2728 & ARG S O Lot

DIFfEES L LTE S Z2W98# (the Vocabulary Knowledge Scale) (Wesche
& Paribakht, 1996) &\ 37\, Kid. &iH. JERE. #iEE. E0k. HEE. 55H
75 E DR A ISR THFIRIC DOV TREDHERDN ED L SEWVWAEINTH B E NS
BEALELZAZMREL VD, SHICE T, iBHEARZBHRED %y b T —
7 (AYZ ) LFar) (Aitchison, 1994) & L THERILT 27 T a—F¢
BB, TOT7TH—FICED L, WEEFFEEAVOVLF OOy T —
JICKERTHTETHD, BEGELEUT DO XFILIED 50 L BIfRL
T\ % (Haastrup & Henriksen, 2000; Read, 2000, 2004), D7 Fa—FIZ
WERFRIC DOV TRANICEWDEEZEN SR Z2FEAZ A7 6T o572
DTH5B, LIMFETIE., +ELREFEEX TIISE D/ 3% — 2 Hisyntagmatic
association/»» 5 KA D X 5 7xparadigmatic association\ &2t % T &0, K
NDREERE#H O S 2 — I Ik syntagmatic association\D[E[fFEH T 5N %
T EHRENTVS (Aitchison, 1994; Namei, 2004), %7z, L2¢?§%k“)b\
T, MADREEEE & R T XD BRRCALE RS ZFEHT 5 T &0,
BSZ =3 PEEOEFEERIILA)L, THEH GR) OB MR k@gl
MWBRL TW5 T EAVREN TV S (Henriksen, 2008; Meara, 1984; Nissen &
Henriksen, 2006; Wolter, 2001; Zareva, 2007; Zareva et al., 2005),

FEHAH L LCORBEABE VO BRIEIZAT AN TERASIN TV S,
Z 1. Read (1993, 1998) T & - THI¥ & 117z the Word Associates Test
(WAT) Tld. ZERE ISR L BFROD %50 GHEGE L MEEND) Z2 2[5
RATESKSITKRDEN D, WRGE L HEEOMFRIIMEHD S, T4
5. paradigmatic Gi5ah & ARG R FERE C B % M EKANIC EATRE « FOLEE
DBIRICTE > TV %S 5 Bl table - furniture) . syntagmatic Chf5eahE & HARGED —
XOHFCHFERIELGE S L TN ; f erase - data) iocl:Uanalytlc GHEAHGE
MR RFBOZEKROEE T ERTHEOTEE THDONSATRELED &V | ] edit
- publishing) TH %, T DOFEEHMET X MIF i%ﬂu@é@ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ”@%(ﬁ”ﬁj%)@
IKAMTHB T ERENTED, MEETEERHAINFHEEIN TS (H
Greidanus et al., 2005; Greidanus & Nienhuis, 2001), il Z X, Greidanus et
al. (2001, 2005) T, ZAROFEHET A M ZHWT T 5V AFEDL2HAE
%klumé%%tt@x OHT LTRSS, BHEE L )V HL222 835 & REREREE Dl /7

B R GR35 e hote, iz, TOMETIEL2EEL N)LRLLY
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T

5 (F T U AEE L YEEE) I 5§ paradigmatic associationD 13 s AN iR & &
<. syntagmatic association/Zanalytic associationd&k D & 1F iAKW &1 5
ReE5N7z (Greidanus et al, 2005),

AR AR DA E LR E BHMEICHFEET %2 & D TR AWVA, L222HE DG
RAGKICBIT 2MRICB N T IO 2 DOMEOKANFHHEED L K> TW
% (Henriksen, 2008; Schmitt & Meara, 1997; Vermeer, 2001; Zareva, 2007;
Zareva et al,, 2005), #lZ1X. Zareva et al. (2005) Tid, #HEFEEL LTHH
i (EFL) 2E#E (TIOVAHVUTN) OFEZEMEKG . L2EEDN LA BICONT,
JRE (BHREOBEBIELNV) BRUHMOREEEE S L E ZRREE GE
OB EZ DR ICBWT, RS OFFEARICLIE > TL % 2 EAVR
ENTWVS, LML, Zareva (2007) Tl 20054 LA UAHETHAE L L
CAh, B R LTOUGE (BSL) 28#H (MRS F) LRERE &
DOficid, & CGEMOKE Z DM X UHE (paradigmatic, syntagmatic,
phonologicalEAED ) ICB W TEWDA D NN 5Tz, T D 2 DOMSLS
ROFJEF, Sk G ZSEMERED) ENREEN (RENZHED)
BREICBFRT 2D THHEEALND, CNODARENZIHSNCT 2789
IIZERBMADNRLETH %,

3. sAEHL & L25ic B9 % e e

Y A XK IEEERAROIA S &, L2Fi 72 Tl 3 5 DICERRENTH
% (Huckin, Hayes, & Coady,1993; Laufer,1992; Nation,2001; Staehr,2008),
FEE. L2Hiistcid, BRSNL2REN OmiAFO L 2 mifieid, L1zRH L
%) —MIRERAFIVICHERTL2E 3 Ghmt & sUE) DO DV aiH
ELTHENTHY., PTELRERIIGEX D LHERERNTH S T AKX
LRENTWS (Bernhardt & Kamil, 1995; Lee & Schallert, 1997), %7z, L2
FRIC BT 2 EEFRIRD X 5 AR L)V O CHIFE & 3RS DRl
Zildld A5EE 0% (Koda,1996; Segalowitz,Poulson, & Komeda,1991),

UL, RBEAERDO BRI 2D ED X S ICL2FHfRICHE 2 52 5D
W T EBNTMZE L MTDN TRV, Qian (1999, 2002) TlE. ikt
HFED B SOl (A MES) DEFLZEEE DT 7 A MFifRic K D &
BTH DM ZHNTAER, JLE (VLTTHE) LEE (WATTHIE) DEBLS
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SRR T DT 7 A ER Y OB :

R - BEEE R L T AL2FEE L HABREES OB
EFifR 2T 2 HEEGERNTH B0, ILEKD EEEDADFHIHKEN
EWVIFERZIF TV S, FBRAGROES (WATTHIE) ML27 7 A Ml
% ARHFEOEMFHENIC BRI 2 TREME R E N T % (Nassaji, 2006), L
MU, Qian OWZE THS T NIERAERKE 7 7 A iR & OBGRMlDL2%
BHE TN —TRAMOFEHD T 7 A MC— AL TE 2OV TIEMFEE N TV
B0, TOBEICONWTEHEELWMIEDLETH S,

AW TIE, BRAGRE 207 7 X iR & OBfRE, HIEGE & #&ERE
W 2DDREZLIERZRFDL2 AAGE A E 2 GUCHHA Uz, BRARRE
JRETANEEST A NOMHDOT A M K> THIE L, 727 A MHfRIX
2DDFIANZ HWTHIE Ulze L222EEOFRIE, L 1 HRICK B LT
TV, T HICREERESE L DB 1T o 72, REEREEDIGE/ N Z—2ida 3 2
=g VSBT3 SiEEN O LA Lk B RN ORHE & R LT
WEEEZ, BEEEE T — 2 ER—A5 A4 LTHWE,

AWZE T S SEREIEAAHEE CH % HAGE. HERE. #@EFET. 2D 3D

SRR A LE A EAERND D B, BHIARD &, HARETIZRE
NFETHIWEFERELTFTH S 2FHHDIRGZHALDETHWS, EFE
JEReRCHEE 2R T DI L, RBBEHiZER T, BREHGEENICIE. HAGER
e~ —h—Y AT L2FiOSOVIERDIBEFETH 5. HEEETHAGEOHE T L
[ERRDERE L T2 VS D, HAGE & 1dh7a D #ix25SVOE XD FETH %,
Chicx U, #MEFREZHAGBCHEREERZR S 7V T 7\ FADIEEEZ
W20, HAGBICEIZZSOVIERDIBEFETH %, FHITHIRDOHRN S, 9T
ICHEN LHEMEE NIZERE (LD HEkZ A L T2 MADL2EEZICBNT
. ZOLUTHE DO IHEER FIMEDHT LWEEO PR Z IS #Hr LW SRE
(L2) HEROFGEICHE R B Z 5T EHREENTNS (Koda, 2005; Randall,
2007), HEINYEEZ . HREOT 7 A M GO EIC, EETHEIMMEA
KBOEUZ L OARZIOEZ R T LN TEZEEMENDH S (Matsunaga,
1999), —73 T, HENZEERZ, HAGEO L ZHRICHEENE R GBI
B —F2 775 E) OMENKOAERBICTE 50 HEMENDH 2 (Koda, 1993),
INSDOHERIZNZNOLIE S 2D EEEEN 5 & LIE LIRIEAUC
WMESTN TV,

AWFED Tz DICERE LIZEMIZLL T D 2 DO TH %,
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T

D L2#EEOFERARRELIT RICK > TERA S D, oo TNEREESEE O
2 =Rt - LAY S

2) L2 EOREEARKEL2T 7 A FEROBRIILITERICK > TEEZ S D,
e, TNUIREERE DG L5520,

4. AW
4.1. WHesik
4.1.1. ®NHH

HERERERE G 504 L R ERERIRERE 2040 5 /2 L2 ARESSE (B
244, - 464, EEEER23.0M). BX U, AARGERGEH40% (B34 -
HE3TH, FHFER20.3m) DREICSI L, L2EEHEReE, HAEN
DB S B VI KFEOAARE T TS L H W FAARGE O — R 7% E1E
LTWe, BIEaA—RIX{ 707 I LNDTL—ARAY T A MIE>TIRD
FFENTWVE, HARERGESESE IR, REOFTSETHAREZDI— R
B TH - 1z,

4.1.2. FHHALRONE

TG e Uzl I[HEAGERE )it (Japan Foundation, 2002) IC X% 1,
2L NIVONEFRABIATH D T WMREEZMEAITRT, FEAARRONE
IiE, REOHEANEIRICOWTOMERZHET 5 [IRE] T AL, sEEAHIC
DWTOHZIET S EX ] 7 A N OFHDERT A Mz HViz,
JRET A ME AHREEE T OMHTERZH DT B LV EXTHS (cf,
Nation’s VLT, 1990, 2001), 7 A Mi#IZZNZN6MMDFE (3EDXTGREEL
MEDEETLFR) E3DDMHAEE TN E N, 6:5IEAIIE Uktail, [F CHHE
LAVICET D, EREIEIE R %, 6RBIXHAGEDREE K ET—MRICHWS
NB7ATTANETHR Uz, R REAE O TEIMM TV,
WRET A ME, WHRFEICDODVWTIDOHMEE, §74H 5, paradigmatic,
syntagmatic, analytic® BIfRZFiDFEZ TN T N1ID T DT DDZRIKL N 5 ik
HeWwo N THB (cf, Read's WAT, 1993), #HELAE GE) &, XW5RaE & [H
LANNVHRZ KO EHEDOE T, IEEE LR CHEO MBI 7EMN1DLL L
BENTOE P, SSRGEASMARE. M, 7B, BXUERESEZEL
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FHEEER L T DT U A R L ORI ¢
HRERE - BERZRFE L I 2L E L AR E O s
T2DICF, 2=V a3 VDT A el LTz, #&m/1E &7 V—TNW
TIVRELARD I ENTELSEN—/DNN=V 3 VDT A M 2%F Tz, T
DFIHZEEATZDE, HEDRIE Z ] REIC T 2 Tz D DORFRIHIK & NELDHER
BRIl TH 5, shdET A N OREHIZEBITRT,

T A MEHZ. REBROD B 5 HAGELEN T HAGE Y, ICHEREY. HHVIET
DMy TS - B LS 2R DHARREEREOF — LI X > THFES NI,
PHELIE G &, IHEHAGEREI RO Tz DFERE Y A M5, BB O&E (i
Shibata et al., 1995, 2002; Yamaguchi, 2003) *® HARGE#HEJilBRICBE 9 % 22%
BEMeBEIC UTERE LT, 7 A N THH LB s BEH OB #41= T D
THAL L, ERICBIRD 2D Tz, MEGEELEEZ TRICE FDHMEDN Y
Bl WEEEE A TR L., TOXI RFEEZHVZOE,. 7 X FTHllE
T BDIFFEEHFTH > THEHTFHARTEIEZWNETH S, 7 AT, @HEE

R U T SIBE O ZI R L. SHELNVANTRE T VX LICHR
L7zo 7 A MMRIE DV TR, Z DFFEDMRE T/ 3 1y b2 @RI T,
FORL2HARGEO & - 28 EICR% 2 &2 BIEL TV B R¥ERHE (RS
BRUOIEREEFEN D% 2) ZRRIAT > Te PARHE DRIz & LI R RE
Ufze 7 AFOFTHKRIZIAE T A M0, SRETAMSDTH S,

4.1.3. wefiFDWPE

AL 3 O B0 I K CEE WM E 2 258 L T2 oDV, Tk
70 77 ANE T32fb) 77 A CLOR23 - 24, SLFETAT « 962) 7=25%
RUT, W77 A RZMNECITRT, &7IIV—TOHERIEHZS V& LIk
DEN BN —H DT Y A2 TR DBENE S —HDT Y AN EFAE,
FU AN THHENS B TNTIRD 2D TR Lz,

B A & BRISERD2DDFIETHIE Uiz BEX AT TR, #ART
ZZARDHNFICOVWTHATWA T LERTREETHI LS IcLiERLED,
TSR Z A Y Tld. 5D DZEFi IS THRKT 5 XS eignLiz 6
DDZEFZFNZTIUTD A DDOFIFD) 2, g H1EE T 7 A k2 FHTHiIC,
WNARHERDF-DICT 7 A b EFHE XS IiEREN, B TT 7 A MIOVWTOY
Mh®H % L BIEA BNz, HET A S OMEIC DWW T EEEEID S 1w k
REZITo Tz, FIEREE T 7 A R DFid (105) £3DDARY (bbb
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T

HELA AT BAEZR AT ERISERA A D) ZGbHET307E Ui,

4.1.4. T

L2233 H 3@ T ORERFBNICHEICS I U T, BEERES ESna N Bk
ROTDRF TEBROFED S BlENc S LTz, AT, #FET GR
BRECED WA RARORMNE FIEEZHH LS &, FERHIERETOT A
MEID A - FE A ZZ T H - 7o B3 AR O RIS Ko ic e
fBRE N, HEMNZERNDICERY vy — R ALEE, 3D0OF7 A+
BIRET AL, HRT AN, BETAFDIETRZ T oo T—RZUUER. T8
B OFIET 2B OB R TR B2 DIEEIC K D EM LT, L2EEEh
50T — 2RI DWW TIEIER 7 T ADITHHR & ERE LTz,

4.1.5. 5k

FEET AN EHERITERT A R DINET — 2 IR T2 OFEEMEARNCER A
Ufzo L2ZEHZDOHET — XIS EORGEGEE CHERHAB N ZFDOH
2HDHERUTze BET—R2 B3 ETHI IFIVDT I A NCEENE AN
VU AR L%ED (Trabasso, Secco, & van den Broek, 1984) 7ZRHEIC L T2
HOREESEMMEARNCIR A Ulze FAITT 7 AN, UET 7 A MCEENDZ ARV
F DBIZZFNFNGS, 66TH 5, w7 A b EHERITERT A N DFEEH G
FEMEZ1.00TH -7z HET A b OFEEEMEHEMNER 93 TA—EDHZITD
WTIEFRFEE 1R OERAIC K D RTR L T2,

4.2. FE0
T T THETA8ERIT. FICEEDRWIED .. 2T O5REOEEN# iz
LT3,

4.2.1. SfiAGRDILE ETRE

JRETAMEHEE T A ROREREL 1I1RT, TAMEHEMZAET AT
KR = .87 (Native: KR = .36, L2 group: KR = 98), ZRE 7 X  TKR = .96 (native:
KR =.87, L2 group: KR =.99) ToH -7z,
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SR L ZOT 7 A N FR L OB :
S - A REE L T B L2 b AR AR O LRI

#1
TN—TT & DIHEIC X 2 ERATRDINE « YEE T A MO b R (g 22
N INE wE
M SD M SD
NS 40 | ESHEGE 99.2 1.8 88.9 46
(B ER 98.9 1.7 92.2 4.5
2k 99.0 1.2 90.7 3.4
NNS
MEGEREE | 50 |ESREaE 80.9 14.5 67.8 11.1
(RS RE 71.7 13.0 66.0 9.9
ESL 75.7 12.3 66.8 9.4
EEEGESLE | 20 | EBAHEERE 66.9 22.8 56.4 20.2
AR RS 40.7 24.8 471 22.2
BN 52.2 22.7 51.1 20.4

NS = BFafahid; NNS = JERFRERE &

JEETAMTDWT, VIV—T 72 #iaa SN, SISz RENERN T %
LRI (MANOVA) 2175 Fefiik. 7 )b—7" (M-parameter = 1.67,
F[2,107] = 89.39) HBXUHE (M-parameter = 1.13, F[1,107] = 120.89) I
KXB2EERMEDN Do Tz, iz, FJNV—T L HEOMDOLZHAEROEE
HETH >z (M-parameter = .76, F[2,107] = 40.61), 7 )L— SRtz 2
Fa—7 2 MBGE (Student t-test) Tiro7z& T A, HEIIHhNMDET,
FREEE D EGEFEHE (mean difference = 18.31, £95%CI = 12.51~24. 11) B
X UEEGEZRE (mean difference = 32.25, +£95%CI = 24.75~39.74) 1Tk
TIEERDNE L, HEGEEEDEEREE 2 A>Tz (mean difference =
13.94, £95%CI = 6.71 ~ 21.18), SEOXRIE, TEGFEFE#H (Paired-t[49]
= 5.41,p=.0001) ¥XUHEETEE (Paired-t[19] = 7.56, p = .0001) IZH5
Nz, BEEEHEICIEA NG > (Paired-t[39] < 1),

HEETFARTOWT, FNW—=TETANN=V g Ve WBRERER &3
B2B AT (ANOVA) ZiT-o /2R, W7 A bN—V g VIZEIEH T
HHT RN (57 AR F[1,104] < 1, ns; ZI)Vv—7 « 7 X bRZHAE
Fi: F [2,104] = 1.44, ns). JLE 7 A b L[ABE. MANOVAZFT - T2 k58, 7
JV—"7" (M-parameter = 1.82, F[2,107] = 97.30), %% (M-parameter = .08,
F[1,107] = 8.32), 7 —"7 LHEDAHIEH (M-parameter = .25, F[2,107]
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= 13.54) OZFNZTNICHEERIRVBH E Nz, Student ttestZ{ro72& T
A, HEGEEEE D EFERES 2 LB (mean difference = 15.67, =95%CI =
9.96 ~ 21.38). HRlaBati & M EFERS (mean difference = 23.92, +95%CI
=19.34 ~ 28.49) L iEFEGFEFEH (mean difference = 39.58, =95%CI = 33.67
~45.49) % k> Tz, BEOMRIE, EEFEFHICOVTRAERTH-
7z (Paired-t[19] = 3.41, p=.003) A, HEGFEFE# (Paired-t (49) =1.42,p=
16) ITIFAETEMN > Tz, REEEEICOWTIEE A mOHEDOREN R 5N
7z (Paired-t[39]=3.31, p =.002),

4.2.2. sid ORI

AT A MBI 58 ORM (975, paradigmatic, syntagmatic,
and analytic association) IZDWTORIREE 2 1RT . slibAICiE. HERE
i (3 paradigmaticD IEE R DR S <. Kicanalytich¥ & <. syntagmatic/h
BN o o, HEGEE (ZanalyticD (EE RN R E @AY, paradigmatic &
syntagmaticb 7 CTH > 7co —J7. HAGERER# 3 paradigmaticdD [E%H
MNid m < 7 Tsyntagmatich ki & . analytich i & KD - 7z,

%2
70— 7 T L OO K BEREHEROIRE 7 A Ml T4 & AFHE(R 2
Paradigmatic | Syntagmatic Analytic

N M SD M SD M SD

NS 40 | ESHEER 920 | 78 | 937 | 78 |81.1 | 127
(ALl 958 | 52 | 920 | 93 | 887 | 98

L 943 | 45 | 927 | 67 |855]| 95

NNS
MHEREREE | 50 | EsEfE s 74.1 | 16.1 | 649 | 17.3 | 64.5 | 16.2
(RS ER 743 | 158 | 56.3 | 16.2 | 67.4 | 134
2k 742 | 128 | 59.8 | 13.1 | 66.3 | 11.6
FREREGRE | 20 | SRR 56.5 | 20.1 | 61.3 | 249 | 51.4 | 226
{RBEER 477 | 25.3 | 400 | 23.4 | 53.6 | 25.3
IR 51.7 | 21.0 | 49.0 | 20.8 | 52.7 | 23.1
NS = BEEREH; NNS = JERFGERRS

32



FHEEERE T DT Z l‘ HHfigt & DRMR -
HRERE - BERZ R L I 21298 E L ARG E O s

HARDRHIC DWW T ORKIEERZ, 7I)V— T 2 gaE N, EAH ORI
ZWERENEIN LT 22 EBABANICK > THN Lice ZORE. FV—T
(M-parameter = 1.91, F[2,107] = 101.99), #HDOFE (M-parameter = .27,
F[2,106] = 14.49), BXU., 7 —7LEBOFEEOLHIER (F[4,212] =
9.64) DAHELRMRDMBH S NIz, HEGFEFEH TIE, paradigmatichianalytic
(Paired-t[49] = 4.18, p = .0001) & syntagmatic (Paired-t[49] = 6.90, p =.0001)
IHERTE < analyticidsyntagmatick © & @b > 7z (Paired-t[49] = 3.12, p
=.003), F7z. HWEGEES T, EEOMBIC K 2ERAMRERSNah -
7zo analyticidparadigmatic (Paired-t[19] < 1) 3 X U'syntagmatic (Paired-t[19]
=1.38,p=.18) &HNTHEIFEL, paradigmatic&syntagmatic@?aﬁll LH
HERELONLD > (Paired-t[19] < 1) HAZEREZHZHICTOWTII.
paradigmatic & syntagmatic/¥analytic & FtX T & < (Paired-t[39] = 4.79, p =
.0001; Paired-t[39] = 3.55, p =.001). paradigmatic & syntagmaticDFlIC &
ZIZR5NEh 57 (Paired-t[39] = 1.32, n.s.)s

423 ﬁﬁﬂ]ﬁ@ﬁ%fﬁ@ﬁaﬁ

UG OB O LR ORI Z K3ITR T, HEREGS. #HE
un;ﬁ%k?&k\ JRET AR EHRE T A FOMICHEREZMEEAND O, BRET AL
I 2 HEAAOMHOMIC E HEAMHBENR O Nz, 5, HEIRBUE—E
U CREREREE DR ERERE S I N TR o 7o REEEEICDWVWTIE, JRET
APFEFEETTAIOM, BXU, #EOBEOMICEEAHEII RSN ED -
7zo

33



R

T

15 (20154F%)

%3
L2285 O FE R AR D BEZR R O HHBI B %
HEREEES (V= 50)
JLE -2k RS -2k R -Par R -Syn
JRE -2k 1
-2k 51 1
& -Par .34* 79** 1
YEE Syn 607 765+ 36+ I
P E-Ana .19 VS A1 .29*
wEEEES (V= 20)
JLE -2k RS -2k R E -Par & -Syn
JRE -4k 1
RS -2k QO*xxx 1
& -Par Qe 93tk 1
% E-Syn N Q3 TR 1
WEAna | 867 967+ 85+ 85

*p<.05, " p<.001, ™ p<.001,  p<.0001

£ Par = Paradigmatic, Syn = Syntagmatic, Ana = Analytic

4.2.4. 77 A MBfiR

FET XA POIEEREEHTER T A b O D1 b FmHe (R 2= 2 £41
RY, FEIRDWTE, EFEESHT (full model: F [5,104] = 32.65, MSE =
97.57, p =.0001) 217> 74b5HR. ZN—7 (F[2,109] = 7092, d = 11.22).
TI—Te 77 A MORENEH (F[2,109] =7.82,d=3.73) ICHREEMAE
WAHRENTE, 77 A FDOEMRIEE TG >7 (F[1,109] = 2.91,d =
1.61), HEFEGEH & o EFEREE OB RIXFEFE T (mean difference = .49,
+95%Cl = —5.69 ~ 4.72), WL27 )L—"7 & LITRREGREIC LR TED o 72
(FPEFEREE © mean difference = 23.56, £95%CI = 19.39 ~ 27.73; 4 [F:E7
# : mean difference =23.07, £95%CI =17.68 ~ 28.47), WEGEZHHZIC & >
TRIRT 7 ARDUET 7 A MO 5 Uo7 (mean difference = 10.53, =
95%CI = 4.98 ~ 16.07) M, #EGEFE#E (mean difference = 5.87, £95%CI
= —294 ~ 14.68) LHIEEFE#E (mean difference = 5.96, =95%Cl =—.27 ~
12.18) IC&>TWEZES Thah ol
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5’3%%%&%@7‘77\ Ffiﬁ#t@ﬁa{f
FHERE - BEREZ RIS L 2 L28%E & HAGERFEREE O Lot

PHISERR T A P OFERIE, HAET XA FOREREFEREONZ—2TH oz, H
[EIFEGEH & HEGEGEE DS AFEE T (mean difference = 4.69, £95%CI =
—7.27~16.65). Wi7)V—73 & EICREERESICHANTEDY > 7o (PEGER
# : mean difference = 19.99, +£95%CI = 10.41 ~ 29.57; #[F3E75# © mean
difference = 15.30, £95%CI = 2.91 ~ 27.70), 77 A Mc K 3%, PEH
FEEEHZICH 5Nz (mean difference = 18.65, =95%CI = 5.91 ~ 31.40) 5%,
WH[EFERG Y (mean difference = 9.70, £95%CI = —10.54 ~ 29.94) & f}qEak
# (mean difference = 6.36, £95%CI =—7.95 ~ 20.68)) IR 5 Nxh > 7z,

BTN =TI DN T L BRZERO MBI T E 2 HRED 500 EWIE
OMHBAN R SN (MEGEGES: r = .62; HEGEGEA: r = 69; REEaE: r=.30),
DURISHRRZ FEEAER E 7 7 A M EEROBRIC DN T ORH TIERGRRZ T
7 A NHIfROTEREE L THW S

x4
TN—T TEDRET A b EERITERT A S DRIV & ARHER

N Bt (%) FHI7ER (Max = 5)

M SD M SD
NS &7 7 A - 18 34.8 10.9 4.3 8
AbTF 7 AR | 22 40.8 10.2 4.5 8
ESL 40 38.1 10.8 43 8

NNS
HERERS S |IRT 7 A b 26 19.5 11.6 38 1.5
XAET I AN | 24 9.0 6.4 2.9 1.1
2k 50 14.4 10.8 3.4 1.4
WEERERES | kT 7 A B 11 17.6 9.1 38 1.3
XAk 7 AL 9 11.8 10.2 3.3 1.2
2k 20 15.0 9.8 3.6 1.2

NS = BFEE#A: NNS = JERFEER S

4.2.5. fisEALKE 77 A S BR OB

RO LR E T 7 A M EROMBIBIRZ X 5 1R, MR L
FEREE IOV TS, 7Y A P BRI EESDRROIL E | TEE Ol &S
TEAHREEOLEOMHENH -7z, LU, FREEDORIIC DOV TOMBI,
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T

TN—THTREZ 2=V E 6N, PEEEGEOL A, 77 A Ml
fi & syntagmatic & DICEHT & 5 FRREOHBN RS N7z, oD
FRICIEASNED > e, BEREESOHBAE. 77 A MR & paradigmatic
B& Uanalytlc & ORNCHRREOHBEIMNE S NIM, syntagmaticlc i 7 51 7%
Molee REEREHICDOWVWTIE, 77 A MR L EEERER L ORICEETZ 54
ES[R4ZREY ghav LYt

%5
TIV—T T L OFBFAGROER L T 7 A B OFHRIBIR

N nni%ﬂﬁk@g;ﬁ

JRE -2 | EE -2k | EE Par | % E-Syn | % E-Ana

NS 40 .16 .21 .13 12 21
NNS
HEGEEEHS 50 A5 .33* 12 1 .13
ﬁ*.nnnﬁ% 20 60** 49* 50* 43 46*

*p<.05 **p<.0l,***p<.001
NS = Blafaha; NNS =JEREaRGRA
Par = Paradigmatic, Syn = Syntagmatic, Ana = Analytic

FEEAER DOV A WA REENT 7 A NI EORREEIL TV S HEHN
BIeDIT, BT IN—TICDW TR DO B 2 THIZE & U RIS
LEZEBIUCAT Y TIA XA 7Z2iT> 7 HBIETIVTIE, 2205k
FHRGRL ThbbE JNE LRSS ZTHERE LTV, H2ET VTR,
ADDFERMFA M. I b B, JAX, paradigmatic. syntagmatic, analytic
e T E UTHW I, BIET V2l il PERREEHE ISV T,
fhf-f?f)\7‘77\ N EEfROZHI D20 % 27T 2 HK & UTERE NI, HE

BIRE NG o Te, BEFEFREICOWVWTIE, RN T 7 A MNRROZE O
36% AT ZERN & UTHIRI NN, HIIEIRS N > o BB
BICOWTIE, JAE TR, WEDWT I A RO T D4 % 7z 3t % %
Ke UTERE N,

BT Il TR T, MERREHHIC DWWV TIE, syntagmatichH]&IC
BIRENT 7 A FEROZH D24%%Z WL, B TILE NSRS N (4%
DIR), WEFEGEICDOVTIE, LT DHRMEREINT 7 X MROZE O
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5‘%%%1%&%@7‘7 X l\ HfiR & DB
EP En.m: t?‘éLZ%E%t EKnnlgggﬁﬁg)ttiiﬁ}%
36% & FHIH LT\ 2o REREREHEICDWTIE, analyticdD AANEIN X 14%7% 7
LWz,

5. H5
5.1. L2ifsAEROR 3

AR O RN S, L2ZHAGEDOGERAFROILE LREICDOWVT, H
R & ERERE S OMICIZ V< Oh‘@ﬁtﬁ%%fﬂb‘%% T EMREEN
Teo £, PEEESEE X, WEEET A MCBWT, BEGEES I TIEER
MEholcl b, KO EELERIEZA L TVS EEZA BN, AR
T LIEERET A ME. AT A }‘“C\ HETOEREREODFID (LT
TAR) 3DDERINICBH S ZRE2EINLI2D RETAF) 57T,
il ENTGEEIC DV T OHFEDERENSE T A Th 5, HEFITIFR TR K
$72 D) Tz Kl LTehY, HIERRREA (37 TR E NIRER D HRRICD
WCHRITH 7o E LRV, [[ARkDT A b2 E RN T 12551 7 A
FTONRTF = VAENRDELZDTRRNEAS S D,

B, RET A PORREN S, FEEAAOREICEI 9 2 KIFKO EZEO5RE D
HERERE S & BERERE S & T ER > TV 5 T & AVRM E Nz, hERERE &1,
paradigmaticO HIFEM & - & £58 < . syntagmaticD HIFEDRFHCHHV I
KU T, #REGEESH (EsyntagmaticD HIFK IS MM O FEE O HIFK & [FIFREE DR & A
HBo RETAMIBUFBHED/INT +— 2 AIBUEDRERAH 7 SR LT
W EEZHNDN, BUEDGEEAGRORICIIREES RO X ZIEED
ﬁhTV%T*ﬁ%%KBM% KO BRI, PIEEHIFANZECSVORID

FEIEEZFEDOSHETH D | BAE TSOVRIDGEIRZ O AARGEL I RE Hix b,
o T EPluan%&i HAGED 2P B, REERICED S MEBHIEEDNE
TidiaL, FE 0)F'Eld)syntagmatlca)?ﬁ{*ﬁb;“)b\“(@%ﬂ‘%@@ﬁ'—h‘ ENS
@T@iﬁb‘ﬁ.%??ﬁ‘ ZTHUTH LT, #REGFRIIBE G CSOVRIDEEIEZ £ D,
MAEINCIEHAGEIE VWS TH 0 ﬁEoT FERERE 1 HAGE DS 72 JLEE
BRI, REEBICED SRR AT, XDk L FE DB Dsyntagmaticd
MREZSEEDHEZ 2D TIERNES I D, L2EBERARO BT T 5

DT DNTDT DK S IR HEMEE . SR OWIZE THEEE N2 1 EHH 5,

LZ?E% & RIFEREE DS RN D L2232 M4 OB AR RIEERE S ORE
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T

FHEK & LEXTEMNICOEMICE BR RN D 5 2 LWV E Nz, HIERE
G CEEEGEREE IS, T R MW THRRESEE IR THEREIEWES
KTHoTzo MAT, FBOBEDO—MRNERNRIEH L 22\ EIN—TTHS
NIZDICH U T, BEEEEIC DOV TIEIREDONRIIILE T A R TRENT . %
STRAMTCRWAMTHLNZ, TBIC, L2¥EEHFICON T, FREHNHOD
JRE &?%Z\’ODF"? BRU, B3 BOHEMOMICZENZENEET E 2N
Roenieh, REEEEF SOV CIEFERARROERM TEETE BT RSN
Bhole, TOXD BHREBRMEREZ WS E U Tt ORI R 2 R g
580D TH% (Greidanus et al., 2005; Greidanus & Niehuis, 2001; Schmitt &
Meara, 1997), &> T, #E#ET A P THWIEXSRGEEIX, ZOHE L N)UAHL2
L ZOFERAGROPGERE 2 AT 2 DI YR EDTH D, FREEEICE -
TIRMHFETH 5 T LRSI NIz,

REFEREE IS DWW TCH T OBEDONRMVEN DI TN TH > Tz, T DR
R, HEEFREOEMGEORDH 2FEORENFFD (MOFEOES L D) i
UDENYHKLEEICBI ZBROTTOZOED VBNE] ZKML TV
AIREMEZ R LT W05, K DFEL KNS & REEEESE OV S N7 sEa AR
VAT LOWT, HEDEWVIEIZZ K OMMOFE & iR g W EETEN S T

Bh, HEDRWVGERE S NIZHOMDFEL XD IZ>&E 0 L LIEMATEY S
Tb\%o ZRTANTISET BBIC, SHEOROGEOEGEX, SHEREDY;
BEHNRTXOAGIREL S AN T LT VDI L, @RS
W2 2 2R OEHEDM TR Z 0TV NSREED M MK < RIRE
FELIFEALHOLRVETHNIE. W DOHDOEITFHIE (Greidanus et al.,
2005) TRENTWVWB XD, REEEEEL2PEHED XS BT A FNT £ —
RUAZRBT=OTIERVEA S W,

HET A MERICOWTEREINZE 5 —DOERFEN T & id, B2 Ml
OFDOHFEDFREICDNT, L2 E L RhaEE & DR TRE 5 /82—
NHRONZTETH B, LZ?%’%LOKDTCj:analytlcODﬂﬁﬁéiparadlgmatlc’@
syntagmatic@i@*ao)iﬂgﬁﬁ EHANTREDNEHODRBRETH > e DITH L,
FEEGE IS DU CldanalyticD Hl ﬁ&i%@@iﬁ@@*ﬁ@fﬂﬁ81:[:’\THFJEb‘kﬂﬁ
JEMEW, DX S TENE, 5432 O GREMAOHIED ED X 5 ICB G
ENHHENTVENENS T L LB LTWS EFEZ 5N %, Paradigmatic
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5‘;1%%-1%3:%@7‘7% HE@%@B@H
HRERE - BERZRFE L I 2L E L AR E O s
AR FEFER A T Y — ERBIOBIRIC DN TOHERICED 5 DT,

syntagmatm@;@f“ﬂbiﬁ'(@ﬁlﬂ“(@an OISOV TOHERICEDSE DT
BB, TOXD HHEHEOGEEROMIE. APaAI 22— arT 38, #%
FERT 7 A MY S EICHARICEHEI N2 D TH D, ZHICHL T,
analyticD# X, FHHDOEZDOFIRD K 1T, BRICHITENIFEOEK
KOWVWTOHERICEDZEDTH B, TOX D BHAIEIRITHN S iz
FHERICBID 2 E D TH B, BENFE 2B E T HRADL2EEH L, &
flis® O — X EHR (BREPHHEGEE) ICX o TRESNZFHDERZEL
T, BOIRINZRHICINE NS HAND O analytico HAL O HIFKA FLEAY
§§< RZHDTRIEVIEASI D, L L, REEEE (SE2ELUIN O5LEEE.

HHE ORI T CRHEDERDFRD X S ICHRICEEZ T2 2 &id7x <.
analyticDHAEDFIERIE, OO L X THE LIS WA T ZEAL
IS WVDTRIRNES S TDKS%BE XDV TISEOWZE THEES %
WEIND %,

5.2. ihisALkE 7 7 A PR OBF

AL ERTER DT A MERN S HEREGES & #EEREES 3T 7 A N Hfig
KOWCTRFARETHZ T R I NIz, OB, 2DDHEHET AT
WEFEES DN ERERES L N TIEERNERINWC e 2B RS &, BT
Holz,

FERAR L T 7 X FMHROBBRIC OV TR, OFREREN S, EERES &
ip.maﬁ%@?‘ﬁk W EHEMDD ST AR I NI, EBE5DL2%

BETN—TICBOTEERAGROILT LRI T 7 A MR L G R
BB RN D % T W - e h, THUIEFLEE H % 05 & U et T
(Qian,1999, 2002) DFEREZZFHTEEDTH 5, LH L. iBEAFBDFEE
MW7 I ANEBEE EOXIICHBRLTWVANCDOWTIE, HEGERES & iE

A DM THRES KD TH B, PEEREE DY GIE,. syntagmaticdD H#HAR
W77 A NEiE & ORICHEEGTRREOMHBEMN D > 72/, paradigmaticds K T
analyticO#A I 7 7 A B & ORNCH BRI R > s ZHRUTKH LT,
FREFERES O EE. SEEHOEM T NTHT 7 A N EEE & ORISR DO
BAMED > 7e 3, syntagmaticDHIIFRETIE A o7, Xieo BIRITH DR
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T

b d, HEEEEEOT 7 A MRRIC DUV T ldsyntagmaticD# A A REIC &
HTH 2N, BHEFEEE DA TS TEEVEWVS T EARBE N,

T D& S5 EGEGES & BEGEGEE OB ORI, Dia LB EmIIcid,
DTFOXSICHHTEZDTIERNTES S b, syntagmaticd #HAH D HIGE &
COHFKZMHT 5811 . 77 A MCHERAR TN TV 5 HRFERmED
MROBRIC B UICBIR T 25D TH B, 77 A MUHICHENT
syntagmatic®Dd@AHIE, FLEOHICT V7 A D (@) 77 A b=k
ET IV RS Z BTN IR B ZHS £ D TH S }:%KBM% BEHL,
EP.E AEOHEEE. HAGEDT 7 A M 2HikIc, W TR E NI NEGH

5EMEHT % 7zl Eil P RESRIEIC R AF L. ﬁﬁ%ﬂ@@kiﬁi D Ty
kﬁé%bfc’ib‘{tﬁﬁb‘d%%o T X MRCET B T DK S Il RERIL &
JERERIRILBIAN D E R AKAZDY . ZDRERE LT, GRRORE T A - OFERD
MY % K 51T, syntagmaticd HAH D HIFK D FEE DMK FERATKIC BN -
T3, £oT. Kbl kxsyntagmaticD#HMDHIFRZ R > TV % HEGER
EAEN 55'11\syntagmatlco)@*ﬁ@%Dﬁ’a’:h’)%f‘:ﬂj’\‘( T A ]‘@@fpk)ﬂiiﬂ
T RAHEMED &V, AT, MERRES . WAREOHRZEHER L, B
DORRICET % lﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁj\kﬂ'ﬁbﬂiﬁ’k{lb @Snk“)lﬂ“(@lﬁ%ﬁ%Tﬁx ~
RRICHD ANDFHENED D %6

ZHucH U CUEIEREREE OB L1 GRERE) HYHARE LRI LIE
THD, HAGETEINIET 7 A FOHDO X 2 i BRI FRIE SO O T 7z
FERUICES %5. T D KD AR R R LEEAY, L2 HAGE Dsyntagmatic
OHAHDOHFRO B L, BICZOHFD T 7 A MUEIC BTl TN
LEZIOND, EHIC, MEFEGESE L. JOBEMOHZT 7 A FEG 2
P B 7ol LIVL2%2 kg &9 2 MERIC B9 2 HIEk & e /) 7x EthoFERD
2 LT RS NTGRERZ > T2 DTRERNWIEA S D T O
R, WEFREE S, KO mERGREMZ R OPERESE LA BW, 77
XFfﬂﬁML)ﬂZIﬁbflo MOEWHZd UL, L1ZEEE T2 EBRMNL2T 7 X
N ERRIC MU T B2 D DR CHBIN S e TH 2. 1DIET 7 A DL
ff%&@%kﬁ‘@‘%‘ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁf&%%f 5 I DIFFERARORF & i Zm LT
T DB TH D, TNHORFERE. COX I RL1EE (HEGE
CEEERR) ZRPDL2HARGEPH BBV TXISBRINLG LKL TE
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FREHIER L F DT U A MR & DR -
FERE - BERE T RIGE L 9 2 L2500 # & HARGERIGERS & D LLEhfgE

D\ SO B O TEENICHIZR S AT NE RS R0,

i, L2 HEIC & > TORBRAG & 77 A S EROBIRIE. REGERES

B EURT. BENCEENICEBEDZTHIDND 5 XD THB, AWZETIE.
LZ? FIEDOT 7 A N, G iﬂ]‘ﬁ}fﬂ‘?x N RO D EOHBIIOR E
NTW3 L3I, BEEEEOLG EHANRT, FBRAGRNDIKFEN SN &
MWLM E NI, THIC, BEAFROILE LIRE., BX U, FEHBEOFREEIC
DV T DGR EEE DS Z— VL2 H L BRSO TR T &
MWLM E Nz, 2O S EFERIE. BEIERE T 7 X }‘@ﬁfﬁk‘?b\f@?ﬁ
BOWENSEBIFEREE LICB A>T DTH BN, HEMNRBIERICX
ED TR FEEAERE 77 A FEROBRIC DWW T OEENEZEIE. 5
FEARRDO R ZEENE DK S ICL2T 7 A NHERICEIRT 2 D EfRIFT % —
Bhit7%7THA5 (Bernhardt, 2005; Koda, 2005), Z DX 5 7z, —fi%
T 7 A NPROEMES ORI, FRCL27 7 X - FRICEE D % fifE & XN
B2 RS 2 FIT £ 55 THA I,

6. i

AW TEHONT ERERELUFICE ED B, H—Ic, BEAMOERED
RN 1, PEREZ BEE & 3 L2584 L SERE R RIE & 9 5 L2
BLETHRED, L2 EF I HAGERGESS L8155, B I, #MERRESE.
HIEREE S & RN TEEEARROFEZEDEN TV A DY, HEREES L FRED T
JANBRENTEBXD TH 5B, L27 7 A FERICITFERAGRDILE (37%
bbb, BARGEEOEWKICET 255K LiEEAMROEE (Thbb, shEf
BT 215 OMiAFHNEETH S M, syntagmaticdD#HAC BT 2 HlakiE
EFEREEIC & > TRICEEED, MEFEEESICL > TEZT S TR%EV, Ihb
DFERIT, L2FERAFRE ZD T 7 X MR L ORIRIC, L1ICBET 2 BERNE
MBI THEELTWAZ L ZRET 5,

LB 2 A ABIRICHIRIEDSD O | AR ORERD SH 7z HEMEIRET %,
H—IC, WHECER S 2 RE OWIE /7B RERAR 7 7 A MR L U Tl
BIERTE 20 ZHIRT %, ARFZETIE. BEEAZIET 57201, FEDS
T AN (Thbb. HAGERTHB OOICHEINGERY X Fh 5%
ATCREZWNGGE L T BB T A M 2 LTz, T DiEEY A ORI 5. &K
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WL TOMFREEDE L N)VIE, WRFEZFEPZTOMOER LW -7 KD K
ERT—ER=ANDBATIGE ELEANT, L22HEDOHIRFE & X D iRy
MDD > T eENH %, iz, 7 AN THOWEREDOFECK->T, AR
BAI 27— aYOPTHREINS LD LIZRE 217875 | EH U mTEE
HEdbs, H IS, AWFHUIMHBEBRZIRRTZE DO TH > T, EIKIE D KIRE
RZHEIT B EDTII RV, L22EHE O HESERED I ON TR
AR E DK SICHE L LT 2R B 72l MERTN IR FE D A BT
HB, THIC, PBHEAGROREZEENT 7 A NI E DX S ICHMKT B H
HIRDZ I DITIFEEN AN ETH S, HlZIE. 77 A MLUBICET 3
BkA 7 IV — ERERULIC DV T OWIZE, (FEhECHE & syntagmaticDH AL D B
RIZDOVWTOWIRIEHERTH A 5,

RBRIC, RO RZ & LICABRI RSB ZEENTENTES, £9
L2 PP FICRIERDD 5 XRDOHF T2 T 22282 5A. 77
A B RHEEDOHFTREMUDFEE ED K S IR LE D MM DV T ORIz FiE
SHETESESICLATNEESHEV O EDDOENET 77 4 €T 1 1.
BN S I#GEOT TN TV AiEEZ., PHEDRGEDNA Z B L /2%
T, HRICONTTZ8W0SI T I T4 T 4 TH %, iBENEDX S ICIEFD
FHNT, HBdWVIE, BFENT, mEPK D KRELEROBENZEE L TV
LW dBHT LIicE> T, L2#RER. 77 A OHDGELFEDEMND
REHCLDT 7 A MDRFITH U TR DBURICIZZ T N TE S, BT, HE
DL2EHBEDFRCIBNT (D LRI SHWTT 2 L) FED/RT +—
N UAZLTVWAEKIICRATE, FEI S AR UHREIC BT 55725
Eireliizti> THH . £ ICLIERICK 2 HEMNB2INICED > T3
e LRV, TOXDERL2EHERMOMIESIE A F 25 LORE & #E7.
BXU, fHMBIC BV THERERS EEINZTNEE SR,

T

AfiiZHoriba (2012) . Word knowledge and its relation to text comprehension: A comparative
study of Chinese- and Korean-speaking L2 learners and L1 speakers of Japanese, Modern Language
Journal, 96, 108-121Z2HERL /e & DTH B, BRI/ L TR E o T HFE T & AICEHH L
FiF%,
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FHEEER L T DT U A R L ORI ¢
HRERE - BERZRFE L I 2L E L AR E O s

D) [HEAGERITABICIZ4DD LNV ARSH b, H#EEYE (Japan Foundation, 2002) I &2
& 1 THIZ,000D 7 & #9110,000D 55, 28 THI1,000D # 7 & #16,000D 55 % Hl > T
WBEENTVD, iDLV aF R, EEOI—/RAICEBT 25 & EMROFWIC
EOS0TTHbN TV %, ABIEOLIHHEIXIZEAED2RICEKLTED, chbbl
WEZF KD L LT, AUIZETHA Uz @R 2R L~V 6 (AR RRE 1)
LAV SERENEE D TH %, AHIZEONSREEASHIEHOTHENFOFEF (Horiba,
Kobayashi, Matsumoto, & Suzuki, 2004) ZRIEE SNz, TOWZ T, PERERE
894, YGERIFRA0KDL2¥H B ZMNRIC, 1L 2MOFEEY A XD TV A LICHD H
L. HEEZER L TR L2000 NEE (G248, BiF35E. HAF20M. &l
A9, Z DAL IS DV T AGHI R T A b (ZRGEIRIC X % Seh24iifize) 217 -
Teo ZORERD S IEEFRE0%BLL FOFEZFIE L, AWIFEOXREL U CHE Uiz, #lL
7eRB & 2IAD2005F L ORNICIE. FETZ 2 REOMBE (r=61,p<.002) DdH-o7z,

2) WAl X AR Z S I DItk BRRERITDOVTEDDOERIK (EA3, SHELIKS)
PHEENTO ., /81y FHEDRR, WO OHFBEKARIFEFEE ICERE N TV
BTEMNHH LIz, ThHSOEEIKIBAIRRT 5L e Lz, KoT. KRETHWE
T A b TRERGFEC DOV TADDHEMM T EN T,

3) FATHIEIC KB L. L2¥BERL2E D ELITE D ZL DT 7 A MNBZHAT S AN
HBHTENRENTVS (Lee,1986),

4) BHOT T L— ME, HAGEZEEE L I 2RBESE S HAGEBEiSHOF — LI &> T
TERE NIz, FIHE LT, T IHEAMAMNCENZED ., ZhD 52 TOENICE TN
LZNAEER LIz, (57 ANT) BEHZ EMICTEET 272D EHnAFENHL DXICH S
TAT 4 TERFEE LIRS RVE SIS, EEE S .

25 3R
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