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i E GEBR BT OMLERBZ 12 >V T O
—SCFE A D FEBRA B T—

2 B (BHMRERFHFTRZ—)
1. ZT®IZ

STALERAFFSEIE, FLTz BIZNTE L TV A EEA R SREMRRDS . B mnnfﬁﬁ%@ IBWTHWLNE Y
A%, %&ﬁi&% CTHLPCTDZETHD, TNETICEZEB L FLIULET T 2D
ETNAPRBESNTE L, LovL, HEFLEIGNICERZSHE2AV T, EELZHOICERSNLEET
NDRZEPEZRREE L, SCLE OEER 2 AE & SFEOMEMNNREIEZH 5T 5 2 L AEFICEET
H5,

Z 5 LIS DOEE M & ERMEZ A LI T D720, BEFREIIRLERE SR TV AEED—->T
b5, 20X, BREOREEEIISEICL o THER L BEEUEAH . 7 4 T —(filler) & Z2FT(gap)
DIRTFRALR (B DWVE, ZBETE 7« 7 —DIEFRR) NI ESEOFHEICBVWTEDO I I ITHBESND D
2, EWVWOREICERDY 2RI 5L R TEENLTH D,

Te b 23, (DIXEBOBREOHI T, QXA ARFEOBBEOH T, G)ITEHEORBREOFH TH 5,
(1a), 2a). (Ga)id b &b & DIXDOFFE L BEREL L 72 =55 R Ei(subject relative clause: LA T, SR)TH Y |
(1b). (2b). (3b)IELD HHAYFE % BALRE{L L 7= B AUFERI{RE (object relative clause: AT, OR)THh 5,

ey FEEDBMRET (SVO 538, % ERRE, BfRSi~— b —%)
a. Subject relative (SR)
the reporter [who attacked the senator]

filler relativizer  gap

b.  Object relative (OR)

the reporter [who the senator attacked ]
filler relativizer gap
2) HAEOBIVRE (SOV 578, ATEBIRHET, BIRHEi~— U —&)
a. Subject relative (SR)
[ EE%IHHLEL] TE
gap filler
b. Object relative (OR)
[FEE HEEL] BE
gap filler
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3) FEFEORERE (SVO E7F. AIEBRE . Bt~ —b—H)

a. Subject relative (SR)

[ Bl R W 1HE

gap relativizer  filler
EEAIEEEL A

b. Object relative (OR)
[ R Bl 1] M &
gap relativizer  filler

FEEDHEELURE

Bx 7o REREICET 2 BRI RB\WC, B RYRERBMRET O 2N REERMRE L 0 AR E VL WV DK
BRHPE I TWD(AE T > #FE : Frazier, 1987, FLiE : Ford, 1983;Gibson et al., 2005; King and Just, 1991;
King and Kutas, 1995; Traxler etal., 2002, 7 7 >~ A3E : Cohen and Mehler, 1996; Frauenfelder et al., 1980; Holmes
and O’Regan, 1981, -1 /#& : Mecklinger et al., 1995; Schriefers et al., 1995, HAGH : Miyamoto and Nakamura,
2003; Ueno and Garnsey, 2008), & 1 O X 9 IZ¥5E & B AGE O BEREIOMBEEEIZR 252, BMRELHEIZ
BWTIL, HAJGERSRE O F 2 EFERBMRH L 0 WBEAR R EV LWV O R URRIMG BT,

F1 HFERRE. BAGEBRE & P EEBMAEH BN L HER

BREOFIE | BRSNS B i~ — 7 —
#3E SVO % B BRI & v "who"
filler-gap
HAZE SOV il B AR A 2L
gap-filler
[ % SVO BT B A HY T
gap-filler

L2 AN, PEFEOBREAIE CIX, BRFERRE O EERBRE L MBEATRSE D & ) EEBRRE
#(Lin and Bever, 2006) &, FFEBILRETID 725 H AUGERIMRET L 0 © ALBRARTAE V& W 9 FEERGE F (Hsiao
and Gibson, 2003; Packard etal., 201 D23 A SN T\ D, ZO X 5P ETHERIT, FEBREOHIESLOFH
BELERGEOMEICL > THREL SN TWHRREMNA H Y . FEFEOBMRELERIZ SV T XD M
BRI+ o283 E - Tnd, 22Tk, ThE COETHAEORMBA LR L7z LC, HEFEDBREL
BT 25 ARROEREZITV., PEFEOBRELEOMBE L BT 2,

2. SATHIE

2.1 HEERIBRRE(RGR & S7 RO BERR (R
FRERRET L HRREREGREH OMICUB AR OERH S Z L& [FEHMRE & BAFERMRE DLE DI

] LIRS, Z OB OIENFMEIL T 4 T — L EATOREBR ZEET 5720 OB ERICHET S
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EBZBITND, TNFE CTORITHIRTIE, BRE D 7 4 F— L ZEFROKFERBIR] DLBERXD ED
BER TR E D WO RBEORBIROFN D L LT, ZOOXDOMNBEDOIENHIENRER SN TET,

FEEBIFRE & B AUREBIREI O LBRE T OIERIFRMEN A U D REIC OV T, I E ClChiEmE iR
Ara 2R E LT, #Er EERE(ER (Structural Distance Hypothesis) (e.g. O'Grady, 1997) & #7280 FREEE(
#H(Linear Distance Hypothesis) (e.g. Gibson, 2000)3M @R ST X 7,

EERPEREIGR & 13, SOREEIZB W TZERS X VIRV LEILH 5 BERES O S A A R A E N &V D
KL Ch 5, BRI & 1L, BT & 7 ¢ T — DORIOFEBEDOERIZ VAL AT A E W & 5 G
THb,

7o b 21 BEEOSE, BHIEEERET O 53 LRERIRE L W LB AR ARV E W O RERICOWT, #iE
FIBERERE 2 VTR T & 5 U, SERBEREREL 2 AV Tt b TE 5,

(4a) EFERORH (4b) B HYFERIGRE
NP NP
) f,,«*’ﬁ JN”‘“M&A x,fﬂ\‘m
NP g NP s
‘ Ky/f/"&\% ‘ .rf,/‘ e xx%“%.&_k‘
the reporter,. NP g the reporter NP g
l fffmx‘n%ﬂ‘ ' p ﬂ/\\%‘
who, NP VP who NP VP
| o //J\\‘\%ﬂ ./’ff \\“\,
Y, NP thesenator VNP
attacked the senator attacked _;

(5) a FFELIMREH
The reporter [who; gap; attacked the senator] - *+ -

b. HHIFEBFRES
The reporter [who; the senator attacked gapi | ¢

€ >

(da)l X RFELEEBREOMETH Y . @b)IEERERRIHOBETH S, BENEREERIZ XS &,
B AOEE R ET O 2T EREBMRE DT L VIRV EICH 5 DT, BHEEBRE O TR EEERE LV
AR AEILT CTH D, MIEMESEGIC X2 &, (5b)HAFERIREI OB A HEE N (5a) EEE R
OHFRIIERE LV BV o<, BRRERRE O N FEBRE L 0 WHEERTRE NI T TH S,
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2.2 PEFEBIREI LIS TR ZE_Hsiao and Gibson (2003)
Hsiao and Gibson (2003)i3:, BEHS DIFGEEFEE 2RI L T, (60)D L ) REBR LA HWT, HBRE
N—2ADHHEREIT T,

(6) a. TERBAMREN [e HRBIEI W 24,18 FEHE UL R BEK .
£¥5 TA DE %4 &TH BLAL Edn HBIH 5FRb
TA 252 FEITETHLRLLARVDOT, HhHI bk b, !
b. BRYEBILRED [BhEk Rt o] B9 B4, B FEE  FrLL MUE B
TA §%5 DE 24 &TH ELLGL S HBEIH FRD
TABEE D FAIFETHLRELLBRWVWOT, bbbk 5, '

FEEBIREIO—F B OB ['EEe L BAGERRE O—F B 045 (8% OFEWHELERICEBOTIE
BREEFBESNR P72, —F., FEBEREOZEB 0L [Bh# » B AIZEBIRE DB FE%@ x
DERBICHRABEMDIRN 72, B UBEOXEICB W CHRARBOZIIBER Sh 2o, FEERE
PEEE Bhd#u o770 BROGEBIMRET TBh8 B85 LV HABMAEL > 70T, EEBREOH N HiE
BIERET L VD MERATTAE W E M DIXFER Lz, LU, BAUGERIRED (Bh# BEE) £ THAFRKA T
B AICBRET~— 0 — A D LUMZ, BIFENKL B E LTOMRESELH S, b LKA LE'?H;?:ED
~—A— ] LRV Chiu, TB# B (oW COMBEIZBERE N L FES DN EY Th 5
M. RAICHWEENE S GE, BRENE L IESOTET TiIkv, - T, FEBGE 8% B
& HRORERBAGRER TBh# HE) OFARMOZENEGEHOLEL KL TW5 L I13E 27, ZEBRE D
TS BRIREBRET L W MBEARIAE N E W) ERGZY TR, o, VEE & (Bh# 13855
RTHDHDT, HHFEOEIERICLBETHL RN b 5,

2.3 P EFERBMREILESEITHFE_Lin and Bever (2006)

Lin and Bever (2006)i%, FEFEICE W TEEEMREIRG 2 3FT 28R 2 HE L7-, Lin and Bever I3,
Hsiao and Gibson (2003) T/ 62‘%71#?5% IIRY Thbole b ETHE L, T OMRILL. Hsiao and Gibson
(2003) TH DN - EREEIMRE & B LB W T, BFAZEEDH V. (9D X ) REFELAT. ()& @)D
X9 0EhE b EEEARENTH bR ETH B,

U TEhEE “ER PEBNTCRER Topro £/ gap 28 Y ORREMNH TL 5] LW BEHFRE O TRV,
Hsiao and Gibson (2003)DiE 2 Tk, RO X 5 1TE W,

Chinese allows null pronominals in many positions, including subject position, but only in contexts where a topic is

present. Null pronominals are rare and unpreferred in a null context, such as in these sentences. Thus, people are more

likely to assume an RC reading rather than a null pronominal reading.

E7z, THEFET B8 BEHL LTCOMEAINDI DN, HD5WVITEFMBAEIZROO»] 205 EH
& D THEEIZ-OUV T, Hsiao and Gibson (2003)i3fi T2V, ZZ TEHFOEBREZRS, BHRED K
BY. HE BAFMRERD D, ALRKFPEFESFHFS T L (Center for Chinese Linguistics PKU) D 7 —
BAR— 2 VTR, “BER 1347 L L CCHEICENZ IR N7, Lo T, XHEICENE

“EET FER S LTEDNL S RSBV EE LD, )0 “BE” sFEULTh S,
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0 &G, F I EhEE SR (verbal complement) 3R TE B

[e: FEE [EE] B &H#, ... (5BZEF > TV HYR—Tx—)

AEE ITE B OZE»E D)
(8) AF, ETIIMIABETE D

le; BEE Bh#) W0 B4, .. (TA 25> QW5 %4)

B S HEETEMEFEREFEE LA Lo TV RNOTIHRV N EEED)
9) BF DB TE D

[e; B k=180 LA ... CEZ2WIE LIz&LDA)

(NEB)D L2 LDBE. BiFaa FATZRER T, BN BNFMEE E 72 13S0 T8 S vz aTgErE S
HD, TORAIZHFNBATIEIND & IZDOFREMEZHERR LW EWT 20D T, SiABRAREL 25
EWIHIFERATE D, 18> T, (DER®D X D REFOMAIZL Y, Hsiao and Gibson (2003)D 38k T,
FRERREND B RUGERARET L 0 WERE RSBV & WV D ERIZ/2 o7 L Lin and Bever (2006)13454 L 7=,
Lin and Bever (2006) TI&(7) & (8)D & 5 Ze UAHEBR X, (9D & 9 7a 4 A0 35 T & HENFR S A
biv, EESMToNT, FERUI0)D X 5> Th o7z,

(10) a. EREBELRED [e: BI5E K=1 8 LA.... GB=2BEL7Z&ZDN)
b. BRUGERAMREN [fK= I o] B9 LA ,... GEZEIEL7Z&DN)

EBROME, BRfi~—2—Th2 ] OFARERMIZ, BHFERRE L EEBEGREOF B E- 72,
ZOZEND, EREBEREBEAIEI SN, LOLRRS, ZOMRICIIROBENRD 5, FITEEIT
BN BMEE L E LU TSURE LTS LB b5, w2, BREERE OB %) N AN
ST RO T, IRICBRFEP RS EXHBIEN TRIS NS, L ZAN, ERICE M) BAHESh
D7, HIXED O BREHBE~OBOIMBLEL 2 | 2ha L CBWEBERE D 1) ol 5
FAREE DR C IR o T RIREME DS B B,

2.4 HEFEBRENLESEITHISE_Packard et al. (2011)
Packard et al. 2011/ FEGEFEE 2R RIZ, 1D)D X 5 RERITZ AW T, H5EEE B (Event-
related potential, ERP)Z45#E & L7 EBRZAT o 72,

(11) a. Subject of the matrix sentence, subject-gap (ZEFENIE 7> SR)
[ 5ER w3 W FE BT EN
SERK R de FE b bholt HHMI
TR AR SER LT AR A B o T,
b.  Subject of the matrix sentence, object-gap (FEFELE D OR)
(R e 1 W FE RRT E
B 1EE de 4 FERLL XE
FERPIEE LA ERER L,
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c.  Object of the matrix sentence, subject-gap ( E BIFEALE D SR)
W RT O [ SR Bl M A&
S EDIZ SERL fEEE de FA

EAENEEL TR LA ED,

d.  Object of the matrix sentence, object-gap (B RIFENLE D OR)
»E O FHT O[BIW OHEE ] B 4
2t Eolm kA HE de F4
SILIIREDWME L FEERE T,

M1 1238V T, (1a)EFEALE O EFERMRETOIF 9 23(116) BB E O B RUGERRET L ¥ P60 ER S h
7zo F7z. Thead noun (F42) ] IZHBWT, (11lc) BHIFENE D EFEBAMKE OIZ O B(11d) B RIEMED K
FEBALREN L D P600 A3 FHE S 417z, Packard etal. (2011)i37# S 7z P600 73 filler-gap K77 BEFR DB EL A fir
BHRTDHEEZITRBEL TS THY . FFEBREIO filler-gap KIFBIREEEA M S B HUFERRE O
filler-gap {KFBAMRIBERAR LV MW A LTz,

L72>L. Packardetal. 2011) DOBFFRIZITROBERH 5, (1)D X 5 REBRIN I =< AT (2> T
WRWDT, BIE ST P600 11 R 72 530 L ER SR OFIEEMN 5 5,

3. WIEFEBIGRATALE KRR

Pl X oz, TEBRBGEHOAEOLITHIRICE N T, ETHRILEZ 3 >OEER L LRESEEAT
WA T2, REFEOBGRELEBIZ OV THRN T ALERD 5, BITMEORESEEZELDH L, RO XK
72D,

(12) a. HEFEBREXOHE, &0 (45 5] £ TEHALERAT, rERII%AICER
FESKRLHEIEE L THT D, Licd-o T, T4 BE) £ TOOBIBIMREILE L eSS
OITFEET TRV, 61T, B OER CEFREi~—T— [/ BATEIND &, BIUEE
5 BIREMBE ~ DB OHTIZ LV 4 U7z garden-path Zh 3 C. B ROEEBIRET SC O WLERA faf A3 B

K DAREERH D,
b. BAQRDIFROTAHARMEZLATHWEOT, WHAR OEITHICERIZL D2 Th 5 TREMER
5,

c. FEBRII=~AXT 7o TR,

AW TIE, YL EOMESZHRR L72(13)D &L 2 2 ERTE AWV THERE X— AL EREIT-72, B
A 1 — R ZBREORNCELS 2 & T, I—H) BEfd2 MR BAAWENSIETICENIEE (B

2 ERP 1%, FBAICERTE 2 FLCRHMICEE LI MEBA Th 5, AMOEER L b1k, EHOEEE A
WABZ LWL, BEENC L > TELUEBNORLERHET A LN TE S, ERP ZHWEZEEMNROKED
OEDF, B LEXEEMEL LD ETABRICEREINS, WS ODDOHEDORRD ERP RO DRATH D,
P600 1%, 600-900ms DR IZHF LEHIEMMICERL SNZEHEETH 5,
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FRER) 13, TER] ZEBMLTWA LIRSS Z Lickhd, ZHhICEY, (13b)D TEA B 1FEXT
272K, BACHHER [ER) ZEMTIEREE LCHEFESNS, o0, BMEBEH ... BE
R £ CHMATLRERIZIBW T, BAICERREI R DB E L TORTRBMN 2 22 b, 72, BIF £k
EAND Z Lick v, EFEBRE & BROERIREENG (KB O EEFHE—T 22 LN TE, EE,
HIENTEDEOIIRD, ERII=~AXT T Ro T D,

(13) a. EFEBAMRE

Pl P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8
—R [ _gap £ BB BeE] B9 ER O mET EE.
— fEs BIt4d [E#E DE BERX EoTR-: BEHEE

T, MEHEEEZWTZERRNES TEEREIIRE-T,

b. HEFERILRH

Pl P2 P3 P4 P5 P6  P7 P8
—R[EE B _gap 2B ER HEET EE.
-k E&E BT filEY DE BEX E-oTR-7z ERE

—IED, EEMIE I 2 ER R ES TEEBIIR T,

EBROWMAETIMKFORE AL, ILEHEGR 224 (B84, &t 14 £4), FHERIT 24 1%
Thb, WREFICIERZ I EHEOPILEET -7,

EETIZA)D L 972 12 S_fF0 5725 30 O FEBRL A G 60 XA Lz, ERTIXT 7 U HEE
R L. 60 XOEBLZ 2 20U A Mg, 1 AOEBREICH LT 1MIZOE 1 FMAEORELO 7
BEaRUL7z, &Y A MIBECSC 60 STOMIZ 60 XD 7 ¢ F—30, 8 XOMWMEL, 2 XDV 4+ — L7 v I L%
G 130 LTSN TBY . BRI A FMNTT U F AIZER L,

NBS #£#4 Presentation 16.0 & AT, #ERE X— A DOFAD AT, /Y a VEEOFRIZZFNZFND
tHEFED CEI 7 2R Uiz, & 3CHEIOF AR 250 Uz, BEDNEF L TXXEHRLNE D kR T 5
7oz, 3 LIC—EDEIE T, EEDOIXH % BERE THRICZONFIZET 2 EMEZ 2R L, YES/NO Hi#r
PR LTz,

Rig/l
T T, EERGBRE T & 2 HER BB & SRR BB R I S TR AL TD,

M ERBERE R 1SS < TR
® [ZERTIs S <) BERDBZEFT L 7 4 T — ORFBR DA A % 5 5 & (gap-driven)

MZEpTIc &t <J BERUEL (13) TIP3 TH D, DF D, BUREIOBE] (K8 THo, BIHREE A
IS RERUCHEEE L 7SI, (16b) B ROFEBIGRER O 22725 (16) EREBIREI O ZEAT L VIR D Z Fh
TWVW2OT, AR OEBR T, HAGEBIRETEG OF AR M EEERHER LV R 2D & PRIS
o,

-203 -



(16a) FERAIRER

NP

_/\

AN

(16b) HHIFERALRED

NP

T

SN

Iy
EXx VP

N

VP
'/"t

L
®BEh

@ B~ — N — THY) ORFRAHEEFT L 7 4 7 —DIRTFER OB A F 5 456 (DE-driven)

BIfREl~— 0 — TR DA SHIRERPOZEFT L 7 4 7 —DIKTERREEE LD 2546, (17b)H
UREBERET D ZZFTIX(172) EFEBMREI O ZEFT X VRSO Z D DT, HAMROER TIE, HAOFE
RED THy) OFEARHAEFERREO 8] LRI ETFHSND,

(17a) FFEBMRE

(17b) B HYFERIREN

NP

—= NP

CP
P B
=E VP

K/A\\

VP %K

HBEh

©) FEFAFORERN LR & 7 4 T —DIRGFBR O 4E E 5 354 (headnoun-driven)

EFRALFBAN SNIRFRNGZEFE 7 4 7 — OERFBERZEE LD 2 546, (18b) B HIFERIRE
DZEFTIL(18) ERERIREI O L VY IRHEO ZEN DO T, FARMOERTIT, HIOFERERHOEE

3 P3IENE (RBh) ETOHERDOT, IP @ EICH 5 branch BEFR I TV,
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A FROR AR ERERERE O TEMAT L VRS 2D ETFHIEN D,

(18a) =ErEBEMRE! (18b) HHIFEREfRER
NP NP
o MMMMMM J/M e M“M_‘M
—a NP —H MNP
.aff/fm\"\"" J")’/ﬂ\«n\“% e,
P e CcP we
T - P f,f-‘“' ‘a\“‘\\%‘
P B P =)
- T . T wﬁ\&‘a
i VP EE =
_',»/, ‘\M\m /”ﬁ/\ .
WP EE VP 20
- /v‘\
gﬂx .
%o FBh :Jzﬁzaﬁ _

RFZHOBERE(RDL ) 1225 < TRl

@ BafRefi~—H— )] ORRENDTERTE 7 4 T — OIEREFER OB A F 5 355 (DE-driven)
BfRE~—— T8y ORFRNGZEHE 7 ¢ T —DIRIFEBREBE LD 572 513, T8 OROTH

N7 4T —ThD I EIIEITEE R 25, FEEEREO T8 OROSCETD & 220 E TORAIFEREN B

HOREBIMRET L 0 RO T, EFERREIO TRy DA ENGEEGRE LV E D LTRSS,

(19) a. EFEBIRE
—H [ _gap £ K Al B filler - - -

e >

b. HAUFEEIfRER
—H B4 B _gap 2] 1 filler - ¢ -

€ >

@ FEEALFA DR D ZEFT & 7 4 T — ORIF R OEEE N 1h & 5 354 (headnoun-driven)

FEMAFDORE AN DEFT L 7 4 77— DIRIFBEREEE LIt 57 01, EFEBRHE O FEE4 50
B ZEFTE COMAEERED B EBRMRET LV BV o ¢, FEBRE O XL FOF AR B 0BG
BHELWELRAETHISINS,

¢ BRERIBEBEREL & 1X, AT E 7 4 T — DR Dz %@ﬁ#%wﬁhMEﬁﬁﬂﬁwtwoﬁﬁfﬁé [ 22 Fr
CRA )RR, BIRETOBE (KBh) THhHDH, FOBRIC. EFOMBERSNLDIZKIL. T 4 T— DB
ITHEE CE VDT, BEMEBEHICE > TPRINTE RN, o T, [TRIIRAL | BANDZEFRE 7
o4 T —DIKTFEROBENIEE DH/E L V) FRIBTE 220,
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(20) a. FFEBIFREN
—H [ _gap B #B EEIH BR- -

e >)

b. HAYFEEIFRE
—H [E4 B _gap E27 I I NEREEE

e >

HEREOSE, FFE L R0 | SRR & REROBERERRLC X 5 FRIIZE N R DRERICR
5, THlzE LD L, R2DE D5,

#£2 TH
oA BEE O

X P I A gap-driven (13b) P3 > (132) P3

DE-driven (13b) P5 > (132) P5

headnoun-driven (13b) P6 > (13a) P6

MR BERE (R AR DE-driven (13a) P5 > (13b) P5

headnoun-driven (13a) P6 > (13b) P6
R

B 1IXEROFKERTH S,
900
850
800
750
700
650
600
550
500
P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8
— EFERAMRET e 5 R LRE

1 AXH OB AR
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LIZBWT, BERZEITBE SR To(FERREE SR AR 615ms, HAYFEEIRET I e
f 609ms), P2 1233 VT, HHUFERIMREI D 5 2 FEERMRET LV A BICH AR M DR D> - 7o (FFEBRE Y
oA 618ms, E RUGERAREI LY H A4 RE 681ms. F1(1,21)=4.781,p <.05; F>(1,59)=18.088, p <.001),
BRETENRA P3 128V C, BEREITBE SN0 o T (FEBRE LR 7t R 642ms, B HIFEBIFRETE
B PERE 660ms, Fi1(1,21)=1.249, p=28; F>(1,59)=2.741, p=.10), P4 2B\ T, EFEBFREH O LR E
FIEERAMRET L 0 B o, HRE ST CIHABEMMSBE S, HEOT CIIAEENBIZ SN (E

FEREFREN RIRE AR 676ms, B BUFERAfREI TR 649ms, Fi (1,21)=3.026,p <.10; F> (1,59)=4.783,
p < .05), BAfR#i~—4— [#) P5 & head-noun f%ﬁ(l P6 D & = AT HAREBIRET D 5 3 EFERIMRE &
DAEBICERARRPAEWE WO RERIGLNTZ( T8 FEEMREEYH AR 582ms. B FIFERILRE
HyFE A BEE 607ms. Fi (1,21) =4.699, p < .05; F> (1,59)=4.067, p<.05; [ZR| : TFEEAGRET YT A5
798ms. H AURERICREN IR A MR 863ms. Fy (1,21) = 4.451, p < .05; F> (1,59) = 4.152, p < .05), P2+P3+P4
CBWT, ARGERRE O TN EERE LV B o0, BRE ST TITEEREIBE SN 2L T,
B o TlA BEEM N BIE S 7o (HFEBIRET L HE A E ] 1936ms, B BUEEBAIREI I HE 24+ FEA] 1989ms,
Fi(1,21)=1.771, p = .20; F> (1,59) = 3.198, p < .10),

4. EE

TREBAFRET & HWIEEBMREN OB AR OIEXFEN A U S FRRIC OV T, IR E TloimaEEenE
EfEERERE LT, SER R & SEATEERE R M IRE SN TE 7, L LEE T, i (eg
Gennari and MacDonald, 2009), Tl F[fEM:(e.g. Hale, 2006), #8551 HE(e.g. Roland, 2009), A4 M(e.g. Mak
etal., 2006), ObS (the object before subject preference) (Nakamura and Miyamoto, 2012), & B EINEZE (thematic
oeder) (Lin, 2014) & W o 72RO BLE D DA RL A AN RO D K 91272 o T -, ARERL, S8,
FRIFTREME, FRESHERE. A AME. ObS. BHREFIEEIZOWTIRIET 5 70O DOER T2\, 7 2 Tl
BRI 2R C & 2SR BRRERE & SR TR BERE G I BRE LR 2 5,

P2, P3, P4

EROMBERLY | P2 12T, BMEEBERE ) (TEA)) »EFBES ((ZR)) Lo EEICH
BRI E D o7, TEA] iargument THY, [ZK]) 1T adjunction TH D Z L0, Bi¥Ga [—R1 i3 TE
B BDEMTERN LRSI CTEA) B TZKR] K0FEARERPEN-o B E LTHETLN D,
RETREENEA P3 DS AT éhhﬂ%ﬁf T, EEEEMRET L BRURBBREI OMICEEENBEI N2, Z
OFERN O, PEFERBRE DR L 7 4 7%®&T‘E§4~ﬁ®$§%if ERTIZ AT < ) BEERETENER ORS00 D
WHREDHOTIH RN &R Gn-oTz, PAIZRWT, EERFRE O (TEA)) »HOGERERES (%K)
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