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Piaget(1970)

Skinner (1957) -
Chomsky (1959,1976)

 

 

(3)                 input          output 

 

 

 
Piaget(1970) 4 i 0-2

 ii 2 7  iii
7-12  iv 12  

(2012) 1 6 7 5 10 11 ) iii
(2012) iv

 
 
1  
 
1.1 Frazier, Clifton, and Randall (1983) 

 (heuristic)  
(detective) Kimball (1973) right association Frazier and Fodor (1978)

 (minimal attachment) Frazier et al. (1983)  (Most Recent Filler 
Strategy: MRFS) Frazier et al. 
(1983)  

Frazier, Clifton, and Randall (1983)
(4)
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(4) a. Subject control sentence 
  Everyone liked the woman who1 the little child2 started [PRO2 to sing those stupid French 

songs for trace1 last Christmas]. 
 b. Object control sentence 
  Everyone liked the woman who1 the little child2 forced trace1 [PRO1 to sing those stupid 

French songs last Christmas]. 
 

(4a) (4b) (1071 msec vs. 1165 msec;  
p<.05) (78% vs. 66%; p<.01) Frazier et al. Most Recent 
Filler strategy (MRF) (p.196): 
 
(5) Most Recent Filler strategy 
 During language comprehension a detected gap is initially and quickly taken to be co-indexed 

 with the most recent potential filler. 
 

“start” “force” MRF (4a)
“readers use control information only after they have applied the 

Most Recent Filler strategy” (p.205) Frazier et al. (trace)
(trace) (4b)

trace PRO (4a) (4b)
Frazier et al.

trace
 

 
1.2  (1995) 

Frazier et al.(1983) MRF (trace)

(trace)
(1995)

(6)  
 
(6) a.  
  1 2 PRO1  
 b.  
  1 2 PRO 2  
 c.  
  2 1 PRO 1  
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 d.  
  2 1 PRO2  

 

(6b) (6a)
(6b) PRO MRF

(6c) (6d) PRO
(6d) (6c)

(1995)  
 
(7)  

 
 

 
 
1.3 ( )  (2006) 

MRF
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2  
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(8) a. SOV  
   1   2     [     PRO1  ]. 

       

‘ ’ 

 b. SOV  
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‘ ’ 

 c. OSV  
 2    1       [    PRO1 ]. 

       

 ‘ ’ 
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 d. OSV  
 2    1       [    PRO2 ]. 

         

 ‘ ’ 
 

(moving-windows reading) 3)

YES/NO
4)

 
 
1.4  (2012) 

1 5
(9)
 

 
(9) a. SOV  
  P1     P2      P3     P4    P5           P6 

1 2   [     PRO1  ]. 
                

    ‘ ’ 
 b. SOV  
   1 2    [     PRO2  ]. 
               

    ‘ ’ 
 c. OSV  

  2 1   [     PRO1  ]. 
          

   ‘ ’ 
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 d. OSV  
  2 1   [     PRO 2   ]. 

         
   ‘ / ’ 

 
 1  0 3  50 5 

100 5) (2006) (moving-windows reading)
/

YES/NO YES/NO
1 5
(9a) YES

 
 1 5

( (
)

 
 

 
 

 
(2012) 5 5 (

)
5 9a: 75%; 9b: 73.8%; 9c: 72.6%; 9d: 77.4%

5

1 2  
 

 
6) 1 (11 12 ) 2 (12 13 )12 24  

 
 

(9) 1 4 28 112
112 4 1 1 1

28 28 8 6 70

(moving-windows reading)
/ YES/NO  
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1 2 5
1 2 5 YES/NO

 
 

 
2   1

 
 

 
1  2  

 
1 2 P6(

P6
 

 
 
1 5 1 2

1 5 1 2
 

 
1  

 5  1  2   
SOV   75% 82.1% 91.7% 95.8% 
SOV   73.8% 77.4% 85.7% 91.8% 
OSV   72.6% 81.0% 85.7  94.9% 
OSV   77.4% 76.2% 86.9% 92.6% 

 
2 1 5

2 OSV
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5 1 2  
 

         2  
 

  

5 1 1  2  

SOV  
 

F(3,52)=11.40, 
p<.001 

n.s. t(30)=3.86, 
p<.001 

n.s. 

SOV  
 

F(3,52)=5.46, 
p<.005 

n.s. t(30)=3.38, 
p<.005 

n.s. 

OSV  
 

F(3,52)=8.62, 
p<.001 

n.s. t(30)=4.55, 
p<.001 

t(30)=2.41, 
p<.001 

OSV  
 

F(3,52)=5.40, 
p<.005 

n.s. t(30)=3.62, 
p<.001 

n.s. 

 
3 1 4 2

 

 
3 1  
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4 2  
 
P3 ( ) 1

(SOV OSV (
[ M=1456ms] [ M=1676ms]

(F1(1,11)=6.014 p<.05) (F2(1,27)=3.333 p = .07)
2 (SOV OSV

( [ M=1364ms] [
M=1591ms] (F1(1,11)=4.934 p<.05)

(F2(1,27)=4.132 p = .052)  
P6 ( ) 1 (SOV
OSV (

SOV [M=1240ms]  
[M=1063ms] (F1(1,11)=4.358 p<.05) 2

 
 

 
1 5 1 2

2 1 5
2

OSV 1
5 2  

P3 1 2 ( )

P3
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P6 2

P6 PRO
P3

 
1

P6 ( ) 2
P3

P6 ( )
 

Piaget(1970) iii 7-12
 iv 12  

2 (12 13 )  
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4) 1 2  
5) 18 18 1
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Offline 14 14
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10 11 11 12 12 13
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