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1. FLsIC

WETI 2y —3 a3 rora—nN )bz k
W, ETERE (L2) BB PEE )OO H
BHo THIUZIE, EVRARHE L EOBHITOFE
R ZE (B, #&5E [L1) ChuSiEcens
FERREEH OMER LD L00) bHbHH, 32
eI, 5L, ABOZRMY A7 2 Ok
RIS ST — 7 B4 2 2 & s
END, ZOMETIE, CNFTFTICHLRIZEN
THRIZS EDWT, FRELEOEEED—DOTH
57 F A NRROFEM 7Ot A E L TAI,
THA DL, WERLSFHORH, #HHEP AL -
Fl, EEOLTHRSNL SEERY T

LITHL2TH, A MVHEEORM 7ot A
X, RELGUTCHEN - B 2EE L7 o
AL XD HIE - ERY T ATHEE SN S,

ARE LA F 1)U OSHIMA, Miyuki R.

—SEENE, SANERECS, RMETIV, T+ NEE

second language processing, cognitive resource allocation, cognitive models, text

THXANEBHEEL AERE LT, TF A MEHRD
REFER IR SN L, ZOERRITHE—TIZ
%, WX OPDOWEERTEEZLNTEY,
— %1z, [FE#EE (surface form) ], [7F A b \—
A (textbase) |, [RIL-ET IV (situation model) | @
SHEOLANVAL LD E S ND, KEEE,
RSN FEeno (XE) 20boxfad,
THFRAINR=Z LI, TFAFOREHED S
MESNDHERB LV, HREOBRIZ L o TESR
ENDHELRTHSH (Kintsch, 1974; Kintsch & van
Dijk, 1978; van Dijk & Kintsch, 1983), L4 L, #
AR EWMAT T T F A MIBRGIZE
ENDLDIFTEHLZVDOT, TFA IO
TEMEfisE L7z h, HEfbd 2 Mz RIRCE .
HIME, 7 F A PAR— AHAAEMEES T DI
bo ZD XD B OFERIZH S B ELA, [IK
WETN] THbB, RKRLET VI, TFAIOW
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BRETTRL, ZOERPCHET 21H#0R &7 F
ANERY BRI E > TEREINLERTH
% (Johnson-Laird, 1983; van Dijk & Kintsch, 1983;
Zwaan, 1999; Zwaan & Radvansky, 1998) o

2. RAMERDES

THRA ML, FTIECOICATI SN~
SRS LT, A SCNT R0 BT 7 & O AL AT
bithe RIZ, XHOBETEDOME, NHEDOIER
b, Bz o &) BEWEE (R 2MMThh
Bo —MEIINZ, ST LRGSR A O (3C
EHAN, FRaik) 2 MET L0, TFA
ML Z D &) = EFHREAF SR, AN T
1, FESHROMMEES 5, UM e L L
TR ARSI, SRR, BEW
JLBE % 5 RS RRALEE & I8

LI &) &R PRI TERFRED = 17
ooyt BEOEREFLIOLEL) 4
B DI%, BII%25 v, AlJarf (2001) 13,
TIETHEELI LT LEBEFEE LRI, K
WO T 20217 o720 ZINEE, %
F, Halliday & Hasan (1976) O #5558
(conjunction, references, substitution, ellipsis, lexical
cohesion) (2D CIREL % S UF, AL HL O
BEAT-72. TOUHERMTE, #3005507 F A b
L, TOXERIIEINLMEEEHAE
(Lexical cohesion IYF® 4FEFHIZDWT) §XC
el L, BHEREBORRIREZRET ST A b
G L 720 ZOMER, FHIEEZIE, conjunction
7%80.00%, reference 7%42.82%, substitution 7°
12.99%, ellipsis 2541.00% C, substitution (FHFEqE
R AT ERRE A A LT WIRZ) Mo
T ICHART, FRICEEREPRr o7, T2,
ZINE ORGP S, KRR O > 72 70D IR
SNz S Do72b DIk, HEREH» S
WHRR (B, EXHoOxMR) 2 RRTTETDH 5,
F7o, BT ARNEPSIMNEIC L > THEEDK
WIiGE, L DEEEORE, mTOMRAIEIIN
RThotz, TONENS, MEMOLLIL F
FRRE DR E R, BRI B X ORI 4 BRI
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&, L CHERMEICE D 2V — )V Ok - BLEAS
REBRT A EDPHLNIIR 572,

Clahsen & Felser (2006) 1%, Shallow Structure
Hypothesis # $&"8 L T\ %, Z1IZE D &, L25
BH DOFREMIL, LI BRE & IIAE IR
%o L2PHRE XL BE L 0 b AR EIR 3L
BRTGHRN BN AL L 72 SCBE A AT 720, 20
R, MR SNDFERERE, EL, AR KL
EWVIHGETH 5o

C OIRHIZBE# S 298 & LT, Miller & Keenan
(2011) DFEERDD B0 Wik S HHEO 7 T AU
TR % BB RFEO LI AXRA VEEREE S, 300-
400FEREED T F A b (FFET2F, AL Y3k
T8, AEP10fF) ZBEL, &7 F X ik
AR ZE B CHES S, ZOKE, 2
Bix, L2& D LI TR L BRI ERE 2 HEHRE
JEAEHE LS AL, BAERL) b EE
TiEHRE L D% < HAE L (Centrality Effect) o
THHIE T * 2 P ORERRAN TS  Ofe e 72
EEFASRLT VI ERnD, L2TE, FBEHR
EFEERBRIILUI ST, HDE VTS
L DOFERDPITER TE TR W EATRIBE N,
F7:, L1 &L CL2 CORIEROFAZRED
TTEDD, FELEROTEROETIKRE
#2572 (Centrality Deficit)o 7272 L, L2 DE#JE
PEWIEE (SMEOERE Lf66% : L5 <
H L#k), @ Centrality Deficitid SN0 72,

Z 5 O Centrality Effect 33 & UF Centrality Deficit
DORRIL, L2 FFEHEMICB T 2 BAEIR O
OB GHHT 5 2 &S T& %, Just & Carpenter
(1992) 1%, Capacity Theory of Comprehension % 2
L7, S, SEHMICBILT—F2 7R
B OUFEAERE & AP RE 2 E P L OB &2 4D
CRMEETIVIZ L - TREMIZERILL 725 0T
Hhbo HELIZ, T—F U7 AT O L L
ORISR RE 2 L ORFT 2 v, A&
TR LML E 2 TH\v, Just & Carpenter |2 LU,
COFEROBFHIBRTHY, MAESH L LS
NTWa, L7z2- 7T, KRS EHLELE R)=Y12
FATTENUE, ENLTRBAWERZENL, &
WEFEUIICEREZE 2 L2 TE b,



COETIVIZH EDTIE, L2ERELEICB W
T, LILRWVIZEL TR WHRED 720,
FREOSEAEN; T DI TSN TE S
3, HEMLE Nz, SFEOLI VT OE AR ST
Wy, LA T, &0 & L OB IEAHREMRT
YD L VERRSELIIZE 2N L, FOEE
RIS E R SRS 2 2 L O TE LK
B, LIICBWERTE S L9 21F
M OBAEDTEEARESNTLE) EEZHN
%o Zwaan & Brown (1996) OFEEETIL, =&
BL2IVLIOFIZBWT, X kE#EzTFT1 A
I—ADFER (REETFIV) ZMWMEL, L2OF
i, RWETVED S, EREHESR (F7FA D
N— ) OREEIZRIGT DD - 72 2 & AR
HENTWwh,

F7, L2OHDLL & DVIRKEREREIZ LD %
S OBHAEFEDIEINDL 2 L 2R THEDND 5o
Takano & Noda (1993, 1995) (¥ ~HFfE% F\ T,
IS REE & R L — AR B S 2 SRE R bR
W (B, “Alion is an animal.”) % R4 FEER % 1T 720
SEREHIBNEOLIZ 232 TH o 720 S
FETRAEO AR ORI L 7 T E R E O R L,
LI TIZ13% DT CTH - 7228, L25&M:Tlk
0% TH o720 L2EMIIB VTS IR B
DT E Y KEDPo72DIE, SHEREICEL /2
RIHEBES LIS LD b L2&toFTRED -
TS REMIRTE D, ZOWE, Sl
LTEINL—FKAH BOXLbHD) 2DT,
RINER DL ALK S FELELICE NIz L& 2
bb,

3. FFMTOEREABRNTOER

L1 7 %A MEBIFEOMRIB SN EEL
HIFCE, BT oY 20k, HEIN - =EIR RS
PAL 7ot 2 & L) B - 7 a2 22K
H) S5 o B 212, Kintsch (1988, 1998) 12 & % [HE
B_AEETIV (Construction-Integration Model,
CIET ) Tid, HB7at 2 IR LT v T
MLERE 722 THEZE (construction) ] & & v 757 »
MLERRY 72 [#E 4 (integration) | 2 7' 0+ A THE

WEND, 9, WETuLA T, AhEhiT
FA MR L CHGER, BRI (RS REL
H) AETSN, S5 [55WHEE] I2 X MR
X TRbs s, 2HLTC, XA MO
BREDPMWEINL T F A b TELILFERE (B
2) RFD0 0 ICERNICHEED D 5 ERE (M)
%, WIREBRZR SR ML Ty THICIHEILT 5
O TEVHE] OB THDH, ZOFEKTCIE
T O L7 1 & A1, Landscape Model (van
den Broek et al., 1999) @ Ik — MEMEAL I
(resonance) (McKoon & Ratcliff, 1992) & JEAR[T
WIS 2B L e A TH D, DR
BECHEE SN ZEEBERROFEHIL, TFAMOX
BR VBT 7 e R0 B A & & b ISR Y) 20 R
SEATETRRII DI ETHDL, ZOED, Z0D
s 85Vl LIENDFTLTC, A% -~
D& D BEEICHEEL S N R BIRE S
FlamL, HLEFo7 32 MOEHAT S [
Wi LR s s,

CIET VT, WETOL AT AT
BEDIL, AHEY L DORFIET L b0,
Ok 2B LA T U 2O ELENIS
Lo THBWEL SN, R Y] 7 3w R
EAER EN B, CIET VIZHED VT, L2 #fF
TULAZEZ THhD, HiETOLR, it 70
A4, Capacity Theory TEIRS /2L H 1, BR
ESNRRAMEN (Fi) oflfohmTiibiis,
L72A8oC, FABWEEISHE SN D EHEILE
OO MBAIEFE I EEE 5 2 5. L2OYAE, K
WEFEMHIZLIOEA L) £ L oG HEA
Fpi b, ZORE, HET O L ADHREHRES
ME7T UL ARG TEHERIE, TNEITLL
DOEGEVIRTEY R b, ZO/SE, L1 T
HETSNDHERPAIT DN WITREEA T &
Do HITEFIE LT R, BB X 2RI
TEROTEEACHE U2 WITREM D S % 0 b 5\ 1
FE9WVHE 12 & » TlfMEA & 72 SR A8 )
ifsm (B, SURE—FH LWl 2%, HE7
0t ADSFRATE FEASE D 7201 BRBE L v
WHEMED B 5o

K11, L1 CHESNIBEMANRORERESR Y
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AL L7z2dbDTHSH, THICHLT, 213,
LRIICEDTFFANFEORBERTH L, T
IZIRR72 L 912, L2i2BW T, Bl aEh bt
EERH, LIOBEIEEIIEH0 0@k
AL S NV EESNEDS, ZHUZidnon
OWHEMENEZ bIvb, TO—2I, HEIW - %
BT AL DSEAT E ey, B B WL )SEY
WIBEETH 5, B2 1L, L2OFEFEBEI T4
THE, AVZNVLFT OBV CHEEEED
FIVTTREEDSE 2 5N b, FEED “bank” 12DV
T [$R17] L) ERIEH > T 528 [1F,
LWV EIREZHS v E 3L, “money” 7 &[]
7] O EBEINGFE (B 1JEH LS b
TOENDS, river % E [T, m] o EMHE

ENDFE (R (EMEAL SN 2RI,
L1EFEREHE T, SURICBERRZ: <, 5 o Bk
PEHALEND Z EDHIHN TS (eg, Till et
al., 1988) o

b —oDWENEL, L1 ThIUS, FF (R
T, TR INZTF A NEE (Khor
L—0/—F) ®5b, SUEBOT7F 2 MER
LHEDH D LD (B, R&FHEZNDPTRT S
L) FHEGENDLD, L2OBEIZZTD X D) ik
EWENTZT VTN D S, B2 1E, Morishima
(2013) &, WP#RL2IEFEFE B, S, ALHE
TOLEFETHL B, BH DI FEFRS
EIRRENTHBT, NoN—=H—%EFELT D) O
HIZIXTOIFALIY D D EFEIZADN RN

I TICABE DD > TWBIER

REIECED SBRES N
EfEE N ER

SANEN, WBENTWVWSIER

K1 H—5E (L1) L2327 X MNEROKER, BEINIDERR

2 HZEE (L2) [C&3 7% X MERROKBR, BEINIEERR
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EERBHLNICL, 1 XL EoEERH 5 & BEGEE
GOT A (FHAL) PTERWILERLT
W5 ERL TWwa,

L2DOFEERTIE WS, BE O 5 FEHRE
& %o Gomez-Ariza & Bajo (2003) 1, FE% L1
ET B RFE LR EZFTARO2FA (h5E)
AR, AN TEIAS I A 53 EE T 53
etk FlMEE T, 2ot
&, ORFEICOPRFEICH, BEENZVIEIEZD
BMOFRERAEL 2D 7 7 V%% (Fan
Effect) 2EU72, L2 L, EET23LEZED
B CHNEMBRIRECE LA, RELIZE
T 7 URIRB R Y, REEEILIET T 7 SRR
BRONTz ZORENS, KEEE, HRWIZ
fEREINHTH, RRBEBICE o Tt 2 )
BERIIC—DDRGE L L TRETE /720, BHili
BIZBWTHREBEMEES N LEZ DN D,
IR, T=F U ARYER, TabbLIAE
BAKETIUL, XFALEEHREL, TLEoK
RS 5L T, EYEIZL L HERERO RS
EHOTIENTELI LIZ—3T A (Cantor &
Engle, 1993). F7z, HEAIZE > THEEOREW
Y 7T, WEBRICCOIE DB ZHPARETH
WE, 77 VIR R D, SORRIE, P
RN HARTHSIC T —F v T X'
H/O/NE VDT, AL OEFEPHRNPOES
THWERDY, R L RBREICIIRA SNER
BRSOV L NI ERZRIELTWA, 20D
HRZ1L2 70 A #ATIUE, BAEREL &
OSHERRETI 0BT & L2 B TR £ 1
LT B EZEZON, UL RESTH S NS,

4. (&

A/NETIE, BZERE L2) XA T7F A D
7O 2T T ML L) I HmTh D
B, FOWZED—FBE LFL L 72 b DITHE E v,
RIFFEI, &R RS ER SN E— Sl
(L1) OFFAMEMBEFT NV EZN—2E LT, L2
WX 2R 7O ADREZ LR L TWI ) £
IDDTH b, it V) L ods, BHEDHR

DEBPWRETHLZ L2 ZE 2L, 20T 7
O —F I DED T E LTEU L DTH A
LEZTWD,

L2AFZE DRIV, FERER AR ER S
DOH LN, L2FELHIICIELIICA SN
WIHEL S H L, TNIZL2OFREOMETH
bo LITHFHENRLHBEIMHWMANZELD 5 D5,
Bl e 0 B ERER UL, — N REER L)
CEIEEMREE, BEACHEIGEEI RV EER
LI, ZNxHEifes LTETIVE LT bEn
I BLDIRL, L2OEEIEX I OSREME & ET
RENOBAZEDPEFIIRKRENEVWHIMETH 5,
HESOMRETIE, LI L NVOSHEEMRE I
S, RO A LSV O % BRT X 5
OB SN DL NV O L2
FHERHRE L TWDEY, ZDXHITHIEL AN
FRRELZZE LT, B EHEEH
Y)DOENEHY, EFNVELTO—FKLIZETE
FRMELEH L, LL, EIEVWAEKROD D
L2770t REHPHEETE v v bIF Tl
LWwiFEz b, TOWRIZT-T, L2710 EX
DAL X SIZEO T L FIETH 5,

5 |z
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