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A Study of Mandarin Children’s Acquisition of Recursive Relative Clauses

YANG Caimei, DONG Xin, ZHAO Jiawei
(School of Foreign Languages, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, China)

Abstract: Hauser, Chomsky and Fitch published a paper in Science in 2002, emphasizing that the faculty of language
in the narrow sense is recursive and this trait is exclusive to humans. Since then there has been a lot of theoretical and
experimental research on children’ s acquisition of recursive structures, but little on recursive clauses ( RCs). This
paper aims at a theoretical and experimental study of children’ s acquisition of RCs, first constructing a definition
system of recursion, dividing recursion into tail, nested and mixed recursion, and then recruiting 249 mandarin-
speaking children aged 4-9 and 46 adults to conduct a  picture-elicited-minimal-pair production” experiment. The
main findings are as follows: children acquire 2-level tail-recursion RCs at 7, 2-level mixed-recursion RCs at 9, and
2-level nested-recursion RCs at least at 10, showing that different types of recursive sequences are acquired at
significantly different ages. The results in this study and some neurolinguistic findings in the literature are in mutual
corroboration. The paper also finds that semantic factors like animacy can significantly influence the acquisition of 2-
level recursive sequences.
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1.5|7

Lowenthal (2014 : V)3 “ 3B IHE T A AL ARG S T A sk GE 5 B, W AELFA , X
B AL ) (1957 ) &2 i Chomsky A= Bl i 1 25 4F L — IR AN A8 (1) 32 8, Jf 78 Hauser,
Chomsky & Fitch(2002) #Ez i Fll5 E .7 Jackendoff & Pinker (2005 212 ) 1% = BFR A ME 13 VAR
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1i.” (the Recursion-Only Hypothesis, ROH) . [E PN 4% 7% (2001 . 10) A 7] 28 0 & “ 15 5 B9 HR 24
5t o R0, Lowenthal (2014 V) P 3d, “ H ROH #2& )5, WF 55 2 23 Gy AN [RJHE A o S35 85 )
ROH , {H AR B 126 I HEA T WA AL ™ s Martins & Fitch (2014 16 —17) i, AAEBIFSE %18 V7 9 Ft5E
HRAARIR] , S BT AT e B = 0] O AIEE BTME” s Dekany (2019 319) 45 i, 38 V376 A2 BB A
AHZRAE" (ELZIFHESE WA (2020) Fikg A #Hir (2022) ),

BB IATE 15 DRSS G R TR E )T TR, AR 2 06 T B GE A Z5 4 ) 15 i
B SE 56 BF 5%, 48 K 22 80 N ( Bryant 2006 ; Limbach & Adone 2010 ; Kinsella 2010 ; Roeper 2011 ;
Pérez-Leroux et al. 2012 ;Hollebrandse & Roeper 2014 ; Terunuma et al. 2017 ;Bejar et al. 2018 ; Terunuma
& Nakato 2018 ; Pérez-Leroux et al. 2018 ; i 5% 555 2019 ) AF 55 1A #4336 V9 )% 51 Ul John” s sister”’ s ball |
A 1R S 15358 I3 7 3 40 the baby with the woman with the flower JE 25835 9 % 51 41 big black balls %%
1R H FE 5 4N Christmas tree cookie £l tea-pourer-maker , £ )& T B3 )1 ; R A /DB AR 518 M A)
1% J9 7371 ( Hollebrandse et al. 2008 ) OF/13: £ M )52 I 7 51] ( Amaral & Leandro 2018 ) @ ¥l J& T &
B A ARA N A FR G A E R 2, WA N AN [R) S B 3k U1 (R 33 0T Ay gt U1
R KRN FHIRY 15 .

ARTCE St B N AUE B IR R A T AE R I TR B A A 3 U =Rk 1 138 SRR SR
“HE - FE R T SEERST 4 -9 X @ h LB A RIS RS VT 5 RS IR B

2. BPATERERNEE

A CAE Chomsky (1957, 1959, 1995, 2005, 2019) 11 Rohrmeier et al. (2014) RS REAE E, NDATF i
XoF I R IH TN G A IR G A E (G I S e B IR R AR )DL Yang (in press) ) :

Ho— 2277 anR—ATEZ 0 (non-terminal ) £F-5- 4 T 5 (rewrite) 2 [ & 5 HADFFS®),
AR 23 B 5 R 328 A BRI ( 2 Rohrmeier et al. 2014:69) o AN A TIEEMN“ [ 1] —[1] T" 52
— AR TR C D1 AR ARZOm AT S, T RMUR A IR AT 5 ) o IZAN W] LRI B SR
HIFERE G B S LI EES RN e an e (1] —B” AHZ5 4, ™t BT BTT BTTT &5 9 731 (J7
G B RAG AT ) o 3 AL B A W AE R JCFRYE (infiniteness ) , RIERAE 52 L 55 AL AHZE &
ATt 3t UF1 2 4], 5 DU 3t DF R ) 25 Bl JE R T T 2

Koo a @I BN e [ 1] —[1] T, AR R8T 5 Ae HAL AT 5 1 2c 3, %A )
JEZEIBIHRN . L1 ]—T (1] NERAE AN, 72 A AE 2 R I . A — DI TERY e o i )
T3 1) (A2 B0 B ) 18 338 VAL PR Sy B4 i) SR U 5 A P/ Y 7 R i el U 7 Tl (2 R A i ) 14 3ok U L [ 2 3
I, s [1]—=[1]TL1]7 (X Rohrmeier et al. 2014:70) @, &3 AR 2 52 8 FZ RN A4 & | 48
“ R AWK, A R I A

H= A2 W7 SR L [1]—A [1]B”Hh, “JEZamfF 5 A #E (self-embed ) T HiAth

@ Hollebrandse et al. (2008) W53 15 M35 )74 His sister doesn’t think that Jimmy knows that the bridge is broken [1]>J75,
@ Amaral & Leandro(2018) 5% Wapichana i JLEEXT AT 2 Z8 ) FE 38 15741 1 BEAR 1 L
(1) Py =aida un = ati daunaiur  tyka-pa-uraz zyn kaiwada-pa-uraz kuwam.

28G =show 1SG=to  guy see-PROG-REL girl wear-PROG-REL hat

‘Show me the guy that is seeing the girl that is wearing a hat. > (SG F/RFE; PROG EHEATHT ; REL &3¢ R 1LFRic,)
@ AL A LU AR LTS W] DUR A5 S
@ Rohrmeier et al. (2014 70) X i IH MM A E RERH /2 AT IAPIRIA ) B IH, ASCH T#REARIET T 2 EZH

3T PAIEE” ( Chomsky 1957 ; 22) , SRR i) FERE A I AEAE . WU FE8 Il 224~ AT 3 A 45 4 T A (91 LBAIE 9 - 10)
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FEF ] AR EE A (nested ) 328 5 ( Rohrmeier et al. 2014:70) o P38 UK Sz 52 1 FH A B, [m)
BRI, A RN IR S o He AR, [ 1] A [1]B” B A2 A B 28 /Y
“[1]-T45 G, 21 BINIEHFS A A, TB,B,  Hb A B, Z[EI M A, B, ZIAFAE KR BRAF R R

Hpu A2 23 A 58990 GBI e [ 1] —[ 1] T7 i iR L5 98 FHIZ ) A £ —
PR =R 485 JREM BT B [ 1] - B” 4545, ] JE i BT BTT BTTT % — = | =Zib 14
JEH ( Fb#¢ Karlsson 2007)

HAH AT 2ZIRALIA?S BT AS )35 U7 R0 A 25 5 2308 1 55 — 338 VR0, L G A 3 0 R 0
LU =A [ A RN [ 1] —[ 1B SN [ 1] —A [1]B”, NIk IHM
ML) —A [T]B” RIS I8 A1 A 8 AR A B R AE R B 5 [ 1] T 454, JE L AATBB”
“AAATBBB” 2 Z N T 51 I IR [ 1] —A[1]B” ton] fR8 A TN “ [ 1] —A
(1] RERE B S [ 1] T 456 JE L A ATB, " “ A AATB, 7 “ A, AAATB, " & Z9R & 3 H 7
G, HAg ANZE A, B, Z AR IR ERAE G R . RGN TR RS HIES . IRA A
FPHE g S UL B, PR 2 DA — A 3 R U g P

ANEARES PR BIHF X 2R 247 (Chomsky 1957 22) HWE AT E s, A
SCHE T ORAE SRR 7 56T E SRIE T TRt — 25100 B 3o )9 S 2SR H R RO

JEAT 1545 ¥4 ( Bare Phrase Structure ) 313 ( Chomsky 1995, 2005, 2015, 2019) 1 A &2 i iy & v
PN A, HATERRAEWT (A F B 5 IR0 C,C 4% B Zmpr (label) gy A 3 B, tbhn:A F1 N 53F
JERERA N, RI“N—A N7 ;N FI N S I E ARy N EPN-N N7 A TR & 3R 2o A 5 #
5oy A S FHANAE S 03 AR, IR G IR A B R — D R RS A BRAE T (Freidin 2014
144) o GBI BHERAE 286 1ESE (unbounded ) & I I U], RV 5536 1 B — > B0 IS, XA B
AT ARSE 5 A S35 I R KA 07, IF A — B A I 25 (Chomsky 2005, 2015) , iEZE4 7] LA
AN [ 320 USR] Py 2 5245 A, AR AT A2 [ — 3o USRI D) 7 2 A2 081 R, A mT DA VO o I 0 1 58 s, 1l L
TRIE T T Z B 5% (select) ” #RAE R He s (Eb AN K ) 8] w] B8 44 R J6 0 ) o PRI Ik 51 gl
(EZE) A1 (X, Freidin 2014 145) . H 2L G IFERAERY FUE LA S b SO A 25 P As) Jsd iy s A
SEMRZR AT A, the cat meows 3X — K JE“N—D N” OF1“ VN V7 4~ 138 I R AH 25 4 i 45 30 1 o —
S IHFN“V—D N V7 st Bz 1) — 2% R 38 H 7 51 Of B Martins & Fitch 2014 16 —17) , AL H
S BRI B SRR )1 A RO R AT A, X R B Roeper (2011) FR R AE L8 4
(Indirect Recursion)® 42 X} 3 26 388 U 51] 104 T4 33 IH 58 O 3 1 (AT < JIT 9 1 T 265 1) 32t
VAP 0 LSRR T R H AR N> A N7 i R R ] B S5 3 “N—>A [A N7, AL i 5

® Rohrmeier et al. (2014 70) B IRIZFEN“ 22 A5 HF ) ) 454 (combination ) ” 2342 5 52 2= P 5 o 7S Sk — 25 W #ff 2
BT 26 2 L KT 2 38 05 08 . LA B 1R 2 o 25 0 25 B 9 8 0 F 91 % 1 L0 o 26 B OLA 036 R AL,
Rohrmeier et al. (2014) FH 0 R AT HEEFR G ITHUONAIE 1, VR ARLIE F1 9878 25 o 0 207 SN F 91 B B 9838 25 o
B ANREY Z R, A SCE RURARTT B AR T (Rl DUR ) h 2808 I3 7 S A e

© HETORBRAH T INGEEE B A B C Ab, HAth TR A28 AR TR & T RIS NG, an V SRR S ng, A 3k
INTEATTENE N FOR 2 1AM, T 3R T, D FOR IRE i77EmE , S R/R a)TEmE , Poss FR I A TR , P FOR i) 7im%

@ A4 Chomsky (2019 ) (LA, ML SCRHI“N—D N7 [ fif A& “D—D N”

® Roeper (2011) iR #25“ HH23% 07 ( Direct Recursion ) , B 42 “ ] B S 1 3% 22 3 51)” ( Lowenthal & Lefebvre 2014 .
48) ,MINLFYBIFH Chomsky (1957) #2FYHIN (1) \Rohrmeier et al. (2014) $2FY)F51(2 -3) ,

(1) Sentence = Elementary sentence < Connective + Sentence > ( Connective 1§ 3{-313%17)) ( Chomsky 1957 36)

(2) This sentence continues and continues and continues and continues. ( Rohrmeier et al. 2014 ;73)

(3)The green, red, yellow, purple, ... balls are in the box. ([A] I-)
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i), 77t R R P 41 Al second [ blue ball |, B (1a) ; BTl 0 Bir Ay #% 33 U7 1) L SR IR T (T AE
f14) B 1] 23 I LI “ N—N Poss N”© B -0 FH F 545 8] N—[ N Poss N] Poss N7 5 A%
Ui B AR] , 7 R AR A LL N[ Elmo” s sister ] ”s ball , BRI (1) . HABIRIF . (7E : A 15 M £k e i
e R R )

(1) a. b.

[
second | ball
blue

Elmo

FRIB I 5, LAESCER KRR O R M A] . LN Chomsky (1957 22) $251), “ Jeif R AR B i
FETE S—a+S1 +b, S2—c +SI +d----- ENFRIHFN b a b Z A o d Z AR AL T IR B AR AE
27,4540 the man who said that S, is arriving today ( Chomsky 1957 : 22) #1 The rat the cat the dog
chased killed ate the malt( Chomsky & Miller 1963 286) , A CMAEBIHAERR T, IBUERXR RN
) Ry B JEEL i 3t U DA 3 DRV R 38 U T T

1) =238 97 50 F1 — N3 I P 51

(2a) W, (HEFERY) 22 — A0 I TR “ NN V De N7 O ( |-l 2R 1) i sk A i 55—
N R FZ A LS 138 “N—[ [N V De NV De N " QA Z i 53], 15 3] — 2% 2 3 1 Fr 51
[ MRS 1 3TROME . (2b) v, P9 — A 0UalE H B “ N—V N De N” @i £ F V fil De Z [H] ) N
PRI ANZ RN A L 58] “N—[ V[V N De N] De N]7 , f0A L s B i) , 15 8 — 9 N 34 H 7 51 #T
[ ESE RS ] BO%MR, b IS 38 2 (6] S 3T IR Z IRl A TR BE B AKAE G R o (RUi Chomsky 19328 15 43
BT, ZEAL B M 5C R A I AN TR 212K )

(2) a. b.

2) IR ABIAT )

(Ba) A2 - AL TR “N—N V De N”@(_[ ik ) sh i kA7 s — A N I - 4
XUAR AR IAFN“N—V N De N” ("F R ) Kk HES ,1358]“N—[V N De N] V De N f{ A i B
), RN AR 075 [ BSE R 13 TROSR, o 8 JaZ A FREEERE R . Gk, (3b) H, 3
RN N—V N De N” (_E £ PE) ik o Pt g N X e 238 IH AR “ N—N V De N” (T 1
&) BS 133 “N—>V [N V De N] De N7 QAL a8, 15 2R 520 1P 50 FT [ SRR ¥ | Bz, H
AT IR Z BT REEERAE R R . (3a —b) &R — KB BRAE C R O R KA X 51, B
I JTRLIN“ N—De N EB%% WU JH F , #REEA e ) A s I, B0l — SR &3 )75

©® “N—N Poss N” i “N—Poss N” FiI“ Poss—N Poss” F§4~15 9 25411 il o

@® “N—>NYV De N”H1“N—De N”“De—V De” Fl“ VN V" ELLL5 4 AL, © 0] ) 42 A A R T AP 7k
@ “N—V N De N” i “N—De N”“De—V De” Fil“V—V N” L4541 AL, & 7T 18] R s I 5k o

@ “De” BI“Yy”, RHK R NAIFRIL



3. %0

FE T RIS JRG VARSI =28 7285 AR SR R BB - 30 ™ 7 5
B REIE 4 -9 % T ik JLEAE LA EAN[E 2 R WA T 91 ) 2 155 0
3.1 %4k

ARZIAELEE 249 24 1EHAE T LI, 4 L7 48 A(4;00 -4;11, M =4;06.3, SD=0.29) 5 %
JLE 45 A(5;00 -5;11, M=5;05.2, SD=0.29) ,6 % JL#& 45 A\ (6;00 -6;11, M =6;05.4, SD =0.27),7
% )L#E4 N(7;00-7;11, M=7;05.6, SD =0.26) ,8 % J|,#& 33 A(8;00-8;11, M =8;06.4, SD=0.28),9
% JLEE 37 AN(9;00 -9;11, M=9;05.5, SD =0.34), 46 £, 20 -25 % S AN RRA . B2 LA —3,
3.2 it feid £

P AT LB A I AR PRGOS Y S T ¥ . Ambridge & Rowland (2013 151 —152) 45} i
LB AL RE T LI T A AR 2 M L — A T AR 3 SEAR ) — i 2 175 7 1 (elicited
production ) , 73— H& B 48 1 (repetition ) /15 AR5 (elicited imitation ) , Hii 1, 280 F Vi B 1A 515,
P JLE P BN RR  HI5 SHE S TP R IR A S5 H ] AR TR 105 2 o, 2 i SR 3 42 S iy
FeIR e AR S0 5 2k, T LAF iR AU 208 — Bl g i Al , A A0 R A ol 45 L
BRI IR ANELSA L QO R G5 ER P B0 o AR SO SE R TE B OC R )3 IH 7 4 I 45 R4 AH >
S A H R RIS AR AN BE (2 Karlsson 2007 FARGNHT 1983) , A S T — AU T
SR E S HA RS B ] - 5t b 7 SE g, L i B NI U R SR
BTN flash S PRI 2H R (BAE T iPad H) o 5B P & A AU A 4 M AR IR ) 23k, 32
T RZIE T ) — B R B A RS, S5 H 45 8 AR 12 A~ T4
(filler) o v, PUA™ ==t 4R FH 8 S i DA TE AR | AL 3 A= i o A5 SR 380 () A
H RS o T ELISK PO F I 1 FHEN G (Fukui 2017 ; 164) G S 58— 1), LKL BEE F DR 2806
(4) A= T, PR 2 008 1 Rk N2

FMCA 1 e (35 1) B v oA g A (b P sl i b ) 9 280 ) DAL 3 b4, iR ] 1) |, 5%
ST A B AR S TR F A (Ot gl e ) T 6 A S I BR A B R A, an & 1) R IX S W
eIy T B 1 A7 A N AR A, ani&l 1c) 2

@ FE X IR AT AR U A I SR SEAE O P ) — MR R AT 7 Y
W75 OB A2 v R 5 VI R — B R T JH RS S OIS, B e ORS00 L Bsd I 4544, e an 2000 3 P i i
AT A AR U A A L A LT T A S e, [ FTIFMCA RS T A8y JHS SRR b SC, 1L el i £ B )
T BRIZIBE S P BE YR A A2 )ik B0 5 P ) 5 B S A LE A AT 43, B A AN AR L e ), AR T R
SR B AR R RIS (R P B B FRAT TR RE BT 2R O S A B AR

@ RURZAR” ], RIGE R PIRZ S L2 BEBR AR A 0 A S I DA S DL A (semantically biased ) 1A}
B AT WU SCIE AR WLA: (semantically unbiased ) R s ISRAERAR N “ I8 A S, WIZ AT H B R0

© L FE ST IR U 15 B4R (impression based on pragmatics ) J&H i ( negative ) Y, 17 3% 2 A4 2 IR X
157 BT FHEN 2 B Y (Fukui 2017 164) o ASSCZ B USRS 6435 ™ R 4T I BN AR Bl , S DR Oh FEB AT P i, 25
SRR BTS2, T H. 4 A ETERR TR, AR 1AW FE R X 4035 AR Rl
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)
=2
e

a ™3 - 'a =

mn mn mn

'/E.;t. fa; a A e ‘t‘ e = A o " iim =&

N N AN »,& AR S i_
‘ A, S

| - - LI—QJ

Al(a-c) ZMXAIL S Foh=AHE&

FIR 1 A L2 2 Wi (3a) o TR 2 (I 202 (3b) o F LR 3 (i
WA ZIE(2b) o FEDE 4 U 202 (2a) o SCERI SEIG E RE AL iPad 1355 316 S A3,
B2 M UNAE R . AR S RAT 55 o SRR R 2 b SR X 2 Y
[\ 25 AT SR EH NS

ASCHER R (20) AE T B R U 20 15 R A BT S e HERR 13 SORIE FH IR 3 X )i
MEHEEM . A SR (Stromswold 2006 ; Arnon 2010 ; Bentea et al. 2016) & FiE AL ) LEE = A8 PEEM,
Fedn, A2 AH R E A4 T A A A [R) ) 8h 454 The milk was drunk by John 1 John was hit by Bill f)>J 45
[EIAN[R], T TG, [ERE, T BRoc 22 454 the ball that the boy kicked Ll the girl that the boy kicked f{j>J
PR ARSCRAT T 4 RIS SCAR O DL ST 0 A8 SO WA B IR , SRRt e M R 2
ST BRI JC R EEF S A R] R TR S 1 X R A B 1 AR N 2R

A7 B CREE 13X B A AR, I S R B AE AH B R K, AR A g 7

i@ - -l
il %)
a? ~AQ
( o A
= . e

TEAS R R AR, B % 32 D0 300 B G 0 A 1 R B A 1 ) 32 B S A 1 R S
AL, G0 3 (a —b) B, LA 38 DX 50 52 W R 53 75 Rk A B AN =
ol LN
P P I e S e

w| wy | w [m] om [ s [ ]w]m]n] =

™|

A2 HshnliXAa 1 &b =R &

w1
o

a.

Pitch (H2)

o

3.288

=3

Time (s)
| . m] wa [ = Jw]m]r] s

0 3.701
Time (s)

(=
Pitch (HZ) ,
f

o

A 3(a-b) M1 Fedlishnl XA 1 6935 F MR (il AR E B A TAEY)

®  DUF b =AM i . RN 2 S A T R ST T A SR A A IR e (TN SR
JEE 2 WA (3b) o) MR 3 i3k B P U, IORAT 1 W A28 S RS AR I AW (UM SRR 5 2 1 (2b) )
TR 4 3 A T UM, SRS O T AR U7 I W7 (T 4250 2 Wi (2a) o) AR 255 =AM sl 0
IS B = A D R 5 0 o IR 2 - dok LA 7 USSR AT B R R A R R IR A (FIUPA SR Az
JHBIREAIR” o) IR 3 5 UG AR R AR TR BRI AR A RE R IRIXWE 7  (UUIE S0 A2 4 TR T RO TR A HF
FE” o) BRI 4 3 B PRI, SR RFRFFR A AR AR AR B (U1 S AHAH SR AR 30T . )
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3.3 HAELE

Bliit o0 1m0, U R BT 1 2, HAtt o 0 730 MR¥E Arcodia (2017) \ Wu
(2009) XU F}5 (2005 ) F1 IE K (2008 ) ) 734 , LT JLR 1 DU ARG U024 56 «

Fi—, B9 K AL (relativization) FRiC, TR AN, LLUNI 3% B 1 FT B9 %R

B RAARIL, L TR, LR R AR TRY . (FRSORE B B S AR T B A
SC:— 248 R R RIREAT IR g R O RS REAT A A (B R B X X B R T, X
S (AR (AR B ZE X N RR A ), BRI W (45 1 A 20 DR R 6 ) 27 A0 T 5 O Ao 9 [
B X RITESE T ANEE S 1B WO 0 M AT X A A )

8 = A AU B s AU IR 1A AR ( R) Sk RALkRiC, TR B A ( 1) 1.

SV, TR IC R R A (R 00 5 R AR 0 A B A8 5 8 15 22 B (Arcodia
2017:60; B IE K 2008:249) o H5C 1, TOARICHYEETE & R 45 M T4 5 7 AL O AR A HE B, e
ARZBIBN A 228 W A RE BN, A A8 R SCIRARE I 0T , B T BB SO A (8 7K 3 3005 T JEdr i
(9 15 G R A H RS S 7 e B SO HH B, L R N B 3 490 48 s e A sh#n. PR, = (N
) A1 L] B g3 | FT AR A9 = g 1 2 CHErP A RSB 32 JOARIC IR C R 45 M) s 0F T
A2 R RIFT [ FE S ] R AR R, i TR AT rp A CRBER 17 i pil ) , 4545 3
2 PRI A, RESEAS T S e 38 S TOARIC T2 1 5 R A5, it gt 1 25 %S 1 2080 1 v 2 {B) e 3
HORHT T AR 7L 2E BRI AT TR T RE 2 HT T BRI 45 0% (2 Hsu et al. 2009) , AT fiE
JeRIR A B AAS SO AR B [F]—4F % B bt BUX R & i, —231 0 70, —2Fit 1 70 HAtbIH
N B
3.4 £HLER

4ys Sys 6ys 7ys 8ys 9ys Adult

g T34 0.25 0.38 0.69 0.88 0.76 0.95 0.96
ceeee FFA4| 038 0.48 0.75 0.78 0.97 0.97 0.95
—p— - 1 0.11 0.12 0.25 04 0.51 0.7 0.85
eecdss FHEL 0.38 0.47 0.72 0.73 0.94 0.96 0.94
F#2| 006 0.07 0.22 0.32 0.48 0.77 0.9

W2 027 0.38 0.49 0.8 091 0.95 0.94
— 3 0.08 0.13 0.18 0.27 0.52 0.51 0.89
oo FHE 0.1 0.11 0.31 0.44 0.66 0.73 0.94

B4 B A BT T (dys KR4 F 4, A, Adult A S ALE)

4 2 8 AN A AR I SR A9 A0 30, BIP- IR R . SER DU R s 00 (An e

@ AL BEE A I B A ARBUTE I, W] RERE 3 Al A TR 7 A0 AR SR R, B AR W2, Y
NFHHEE , S0 AN R 22 AT XA FROTE SR R R RN R KR AR IC BRI X R4 . (W hips://www. docin. com/p
—2118280939. html I https ;//www. 360kuai. com/pc/902933aa4c9d0c8ee? cota = 3&kuai_so = 1 &sign =360 _57c3bbd1 &refer_
scene =so_1 (2022 -03 -15))
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4 LLFR) o F -3 (B P =F%K) M4 -8 B R HES,H9 LM E2ES, IR
209 X ILERIEFIEZ E8 1.2 fl4 HRRRIERM/EZ 83, F804 1550 B 8 & A 3 4
FLET0% 16 % LEREIEFIMES . 803 e, % )LE W HA —FRBIEFIES . X
A5 T S 77 92 47, 3 PR3  Between-Subjects Effeets) Ky 545 . 5 75 46 06 77 45 &
FHERMNL(F =64.287 ,df =6,p =.000) , 3 ] 52 12045 % 19 AS [A] 23 b 35 52 W 45 40 5 4K R0
( Within-Subjects Effects ) 6 46 4% 5 i 7~ 328 U7 2 25 00 800 (F =53.070,df =3 ,p =.000) ,
i B 3 A P A ) 2 Sk 2 50 W A 3 5 A R 2050 6 B 245 R 30 Jb 7R A 8 R 0 3 A 1Y) 28 L A% L I
F(F=3.295,df=18,p=.000) , tsh, F5ZELKEREY, TE 1 H,4 -8 B Z{# 5
N2 A W% 22 5 (p E 439124 . 000,.000,.000,.000,.019) ,{H9 & Zi X 5N ZIATC R & %7
(p=.484), FMi2 .4 -8 %21l #R 5 M2 A W35 2 5 (p {H4391]. 000,.000,.000,.000,.004 ),
H9 ZZXEMAZIAT R E 2R (p=.870), FH3 H,4-9 ZZiAMGHMAZIAE R ELER(p
{H 439314 000,.000,.000,.000,.009,.004) , FHi4 1,4 -6 % Zil#8 5N Z A W52 5 (p (H5
A14.000,.000,.018) ,fH 7 -9 % Zil AR5 N Z I TC B 2 5 (p (H 514 990,.333,1.000) , Af
W, LE 7 2 I3 04,9 B3R 215 3801 f12,9 Bk RIS EE03, FE 4 B S
DLCINIET 4 REZRFIR) o 545 SRZON B REZE SRR AR I R A8 T o JR A I35 2200 1 1 1 AR N &L
IO RGBSR R I 3 — B X A B3 AU (F =153.180, df =1, p =.000) , 15 B R 1Y
F - X BELWEG S, F52E LB RER,6 -9 & 2 ARRE ™ i 1 (p 5 51°4. 053,
449, 1.000, 1.000) ;7 -9 % JLEHARRE ™ 4RI 2 (p (H¥1.000) ;6 -9 & JLEEHRAE™ &4 (p (6
%17 1.000) ;8 -9 % JLEEHFRE™ AL 3 (p {4 1.000) ,
3.5 BiES AT

FRIRE R SO =05 LR 3080 3 (Y U0 [m] 2202 T e 5 B Ja O 3R , 717 52 0™ s 1 2 T B ) —
GBI F N NFT AR A RAEF AT AR, X R R L, 76 4 Z 05 58% , Fifi 4 0% 1 128
WL, 9 B R 22% ,qnFR 1 IR TR S iR o i R R R MR ) B A TR R R A ) A /NS $T 3 Y
B&IE JF90 A G 75 R ET T DL E A R R A BRI ) IR AT T R R 5, X R AR
T4 -5 B IwZ, 5 18% —25% SR JG s /b, A5 e B 1 3n) , AN %8 V1R F 55, ;X Al i 00
A4 -5 LIk £®,

Al ZEBRAERMPEETI®

I il Wik 1) — BN IR RS
4% 3% 18% 58% 13%
5% 4% 25% 45% 17%
6% 0 7% 52% 33%
7% 1% 4% 43% 46%
8 % 1% 2% 34% 57%
9% 0 1% 22% 72%
N 2% 1% 6% 90%

@ FHARE R SR AAG A BAETUN Y " G0% A A, IR ST e it A SRR F T IR R ) B T T
TRV A", E 2 BUAE 6 -8 BARIRA . A BIEIIA 34 4b, EEMTES -6 B4
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P AR IRE P AF A R R S (RIFRIFIILE ) o HEin 3280 4 ) U 25 52 2 J e B
SEFTROAR (020" 1 WA I 91 0 fag B ) L AN S FT SR, YRR 3t , sl A I 910 f) — 2 JE1 1 71 LE A
BT I, BATHRF RO RS, K 2 MK 6 Sl 1 IR 45— G I 751 R BB 2 SR TE 25 4F i
Bz il i i o ke

100% 100%

1R RRR o« 1]

-~ ~11

40%

2nos 40%

P B EEEEE 20%III
9% A o

4% 5% 6% 7% 8%
= i — 4% 5% 6% 1% 8% 9% FMA

LR SRR BT S W JRFIESH W —2idn W BUER
BS5 =ZXHRERFARLEFT>R BHO6 HIEH —RARFIFTARERT R

A2 HAGH —BEPFHNFTRREET >R

R PiRd | — B HF bGP
4 % 11% 58% 13%
5% 13% 45% 17%
6 % 8% 52% 33%
7% 8% 43% 46%
8 % 5% 34% 57%
9% 3% 22% 72%
PN 1% 6% 90%
4.1Fig

S NAEATIE I A B A, BT 4 A BRI B T

IR ROH A3 M2 N2 FARTE 5 BUA BT, (H LA S 36 AR PR SCRRAR R BT, 338 1 23 Ok )
P EAPRAR . AN ST Z A28 UA1 A JEE R U SR s 338 U1 1Y) D A5 PR, I R BB RO /INT 25 57 0 AR TC
A A ) 15 B PR A SR ROR /N2 e B R SRR T e AR I S Rl . IR Se i S AL IR )
TEMRLET7 T 7 A SCH I SE B 45 SRS A 10127

He— S BAABAEIEIN T-2 25 57 b o ANl 2808 U Y ~J 45 16 8] S A8 )« AL 5
NEA W XKLL E T % 915 —HRIBIHFA],9 2 1 “JuR a1 P, 240 10 %
ARETTF NI A o P el HEN, AN )52 g0 I A Z )BT Rl A e AR . R,
FTER , JLEETE AR AE A 7 ) 7538 [R5 23 VA e 81, 338 U1 R ) A [] S 850 L 2 v o A ) e 2
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BB I 2 58k . B NN IEBES B SR AE R a5 25 57 b, Ho Ul Pérez-Leroux et al. (2012)
A A A% 388 U P 471 Ll A 1) 38 U P 9 20 A B . (ELAR SCAE A5 22 B0k S 30 B 08 01 45 5 A
SEIELE A A AR Y 22 N st H s e [ % [ 2SR 0 A 1Y ) A5 B ] AR 22 5
BRER T T 4f LA R IR B OC 2R i R #0781 ( b &2 & 44 1) B 25 1038 0E 7 510 i A s
VP31 AT 58 A PP 41 ) B 2 A5 R] |, e Bk 4 — g0 R ik A 1 AR R 0 6 B A RE 2 159,
ARS8 4 BRI BoR, KRNI RIS PRI 6 -7 2 2015, AL, AR )
FE38 UH 7 40 R iR s 25 S 2 B0A IR R BRABOR 22 5 (b — 908 25138 A 17 4 6 1 IR BUR
b, ZHA R I G IR REOE 2, Z RO RIS IRGIFCBCE £ ) R EATRY 2 15 I [H]
XA BRI 6 =7 % o WA SCRL Ry N [R) IR w4 0C 2R A [R) 95 [R) 2 038 VA 17 41 7 >0 75 ] g 2
(]I fih i 1), PR S BAAR AR 22 57 1

H= BB SE TR NE R . A SCHR ( Pérez-Leroux et al. 2012 ; Hollebrandse et al.
2008 ) & BRI~ WY A [m] (1) >0 45 B B« Ae ™ th— 2 I3 7 91, AR 5 B B R) IS A7 sk I3 )y
G, A SEIE AL, — G I P 0 19 >0 A5 A5 25 7 B fh 25 A 388 51 9 00 7 Rk T o AR SR 7 s B S
FRX — WL AS SCEAE R W 7E 15 O R R 3 I 7 51 22017, 48 R 280U ] — 9O0C & M) ik
HF BN ARAE O R N AR A A, T H — 900 3R A 38 U5 7 3 22 [8) 1% >) 45 B[] AH 25 270
PIAE 4 B T1% (58% +13% ) W JLERE ™ i —HO RN A1 IH T8, HA 13% By JLERE ™ —
WRFZMNABIATFH], 5 6 -7 Z it 69% —88% My JLEERE ™ th — gk 21 V4741, n] WL L Z EAEAS[A]
AEUE PR ST b TA—  GOBIHFAN Y, — Gk R A 2 A A 23 37 B ik e s VA A 1 2 1.
AN A SCHR AL 3 = 5 % &l JL S 1] T4 25366 U1 4 3L Sy 1470 45 g T AS A2 T B ) — 2 U
F . e Un Matthei (1982) & # 5 i AASIE], #81d 50% 19 3 —4 %7 JLEES¥ the [ second [ green ball ] |3
fi# i, the [ second and green ] ball, Gentile (2003 ) th, & B{ 2 /0 33% (1 3 - 4 % JL# 2% Cookie
Monster’ s sister’ s picture BEff# i}, Cookie Monster’ s and sister’ s picture, [H Jlf, Roeper (2011 65) i\ f
“HEB I A (B AN S5 JE A 08 1 P 51 5 — B B (first stage) , IF 82 11 B HE3% IH 2
JAFERINFNIH (the Acquisition Default) ™ ({30 s, , BV JL 88 2545 7 1~ A0 ] 4 B 20 B B O 51 @0 1 A
SCHY P SR BG5BT AN IR, R 28 (45% —58% )4 -5 % JL# 43 FH T B i) — 4%
KRNI B R NAEIHF I, BA D (1% -13% ) JLE 2 FIE51 4582k A
B YRR MR o ARSIy, — 908 3 7 51 F B 42258 3 7 91 i S 1S 02 5 — B B, H
AN T e R AR I LB ) T4 0 U 0 R O 5 254 A 7 LB A T R — 2R
P IR s 1T,

Fukui (2017) . Friederici (2014, 2017 ) DA M Friederici et al. (2017 ) 205 5 FHT I8 45 R A — E 2
JE EREENUELL F&518 . Fukui (2017) % 18 AR 1 SO RERE LR S (IMRT) 5256, % Horp 15 4> A4

@© b4 Peres-Leroux et al. (2012) KI5 & L i oK 15 9T A7 A% 38 V37 1) A0 — A 1) 4 15 338 VA JT 5] ; Matthei
(1982) KB 5 % )L i A 15 ZGUIB 4510 3 I35 51 ; Seveenco et al. (2015) B 20 A iAl41 128 1H 741 the lion on the gorilla
on the zebra F1 — 2% 3¢ & M\ A) EE 38 173 the lion that is next to the bear that is next to the zebra B 5 6 % 4 >J15 ; Li et al. (2019)
RI, “FJEA&IBITER] 6 2 A 2] 15 ; Hollebrandse & Roeper (2014 ) % 3 A 44 17 /5 1% tea-pourer-maker Z5| 6 % /247 4>
1, S48 SRR B Terunuma & Nakato(2018) %504 5 % JLIESI 70 T =247 He 91 16 2 45 (2019)
BT L 4 % 511 =S54 91 T Amaral & Leandro( 2018) % 5 Wapichana i JL 5% =28 % 5 M b FE 2151
RYBREE 10 2 A4 1%,

Q@ (HEABBIFEH LB AR, LN, Limbach & Adone(2010) &K ¥ 3 -5 4 JLHG — 90 TG A% 6 VA 17 5 B fige Jl - 91 4544
W53 3 9% 7% F1 22% , B 15—k VA 5N B 53 36 25% 8% F1 15% ;Li et al. (2019) KB4 % F16 % JLEN — i
338 VA 55 B RO SR B 43 B 12% 1 9% , PR IR — 0 VAR5 (43 B 26% F1 11%
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T RECK R AR (DTS2, & B AN )R] 12 2 2 B /45 91 ( Degree of Merger) (/4] " ( REN Jif
FA SR ZR P (A TR 3RS ) 28 2L A3 U1 FP 47 ) L 20 8 B ) R A 3 U0 20 o T A0 2 i 4 T
(8] DI (F3op/ F3t) IR 28375 Sl 30 il DR/ 0N TE AR 5G A ——— 157 BAA) 3 [l /AN T P 3 U /) 0 6 K 5 i ELAS [+
20338 9 R 1) BN T3 5 2 i % b 1] DX I (SMG ) B 28 306 3l ) 918 B DR /N IE AR e——— S I FF
B L/ IN T = 23 VH P B S LK 5 e Ak, i 32 1l HE X — 4% N 3d I ) 2R A7 I L), F3op/F3t il
SMG Z [H] B 5 FR 4T 4E R ( SLF/AF ) 23 i 3 2 Ok , B 32 127 0 A7 A 4K B B AR OC 8 1 N sk UH1 e 1) sk
AN TEy 2 M F3op/F3t [7] SMG J5 [m 095 B G . 5 Fukui 5% 3256 45 H 2510l , Friederici et al.
(2017 714 ) ¥y MR 525503 B, A7) 1 52 2% 3 B /37, F3op/ P30 X A1 3850 1] 24 54 7 31 BB A, 24
JIEA T 2R BRI T A I, 12 DX Il 42 BTG o Friederici (2014 ) if X B T 70 — % 8 )
5B IMRI 525G 25 SR 2B, 78 G N VA7 0 A m T, 22 I8 T 1m0 s 4850 [0 DA R 6% 423X
PN DX IS 00 27 2 SR o AT TR0 2 U X BN S 7 & JLEEHEAT L8R, e B )L 28 1 1% 41 4
R R B, FEAATARRAL I NI )75, Friederici (2017 ) Ak EHXF P38 19 5 51 45 14 32E 47
fMRI SE3G 05T, 2F— 0 E  BE LR B R ) 32 B X 2 — e R P iR i 2 5 & s BL i R
J5 ERH ) BT 4,10 — 11 25 BERE 2F 24 0 % 58 4 Tl , N3 P 9 I 3R 15 LA S8 i, X
SEh 215 F A E AP R A SO IR A — B AN [F U A [ A58 9 ) 0k B A AR BE AN ], B AT AR
A AT e RTEAFAR R BT 215, R W] T35 A R 1 A KR (X 1L Friedmann er al. 2021 ) 1R
A AT REXT R — R R T AR . XCYSRMUEW] T Chomsky 5 A (9 ME8 A B 56, BRIV 36 I 2
I )& 1, HAN S 3 H o — A, R TS RIS BRI GO i 3# JH )7 41 . 5 Chomsky (2010
53 = 54) WA TSR] 9 02 AR SCLASKY A Bt s VA it o 5 336 DA ) i 5, R 3d DELR TR 6 38 U AR i £
TR 388 U1 A 3t U Y T B o

ARIGEKI 4 A>T 4 B A 2E 1 -2 & "] DA a5 08 LA R & B&
Wi 5% R A5 A8 3 VA P 9 77t o AT ANTE 5 Ak B (processing ) 1 B £ 47 fif ¢ ( Stromswold 2006) , 45 A
AT — T8 S/ T D A BEEA T i B (Roeper 2014) o Y INTE JEUBRAF AT 4 o Ht TR MRt DL A
ARICAHFGR , Rt 5| £, A Bn i 2 G0,

5. 8518

AHTFEAE AR U 5 R AR IR, B RO DU b AN [R] 8 280 5 28 AT 3 DA A T A L . AR
SCWFFERMT, JLZEX 38 VA 1 I AR AF AR BEVE - B AR LR UL, 4 2 I 15— ZB 1 51,7 % I ) 1% —
AP H],9 B0 GRG B IH A, B 10 X4 )15 “HNE TS AP IE S
AR TR 5 P I ST R R ERE AR B EDIE , ol DLTE 55 A9 ¢ R a8 xt i A A 22 1) B e I

@ a. N 4] (nested sentence) b. {8 #/47] ( simple sentence)
Taro-ga  Hanako-ga  utau-to omou Taro-no  ani-ga tabe  hajimeru
Taro-Nom Kanako-Nom sings-Comp thinks Taro-Gen brother-Nom eat starts
‘ Tara thinks that Hanako sings. ’ ‘Taro’ s brother starts to eat. ’

@ JEHERUR Fukui (2% F 1AL EBE A AN ) o i B2 A B g B AR B L B RS —
@ Friederici(2014) TR N IAFH 0T
(Peter wusste, dass ‘Peter kmew, that”)

f#ii;?ff;;;::f\“\mx

Maria die Hans, der gut aussah, liebte, Johann gekiisst hatte.

Alaria wha Hane wdn  oand lanl-fne = lasrad Tahawe lisaad
e 100

Maria whoHams  whoe good king was  loved Johann kissed.

* Maria who loved Hans who was good looking kissed Johann.®
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It Gentner et al. (2006) } Abe & Watanabe (2011 ) fiFiA R 19 EoAth 3 Wy 16 65 45 J L/ B9 )1 255 S RE >
B ogEE =N FH IS AT, A, Christiansen & MacDonald (2009 ) fi{) “ J& {5 F 1)
3 B DA Ay 2 U2 R T P 0 98 o B, 5 U 5 4 ) 8 0 Al LR OGS S R 22 5 Y R
R AN RIENE . ARWFIFEMA SCHFREX R o A SCF SR N 2 B2 F R W, 1E
T gt VA U T A RE 1Y 3o U Ak 1 S P, L I RE ) Y & R RE T Chomsky 5 2 15386
KR T ILEIES X B BEGE (the Maturation Theory) (Wexler 2004 ) DA & Fukui (2017 ) £ Friederici
et al. (2017) S PIETE F ¥ K FIRHATHE, B2, BIHEE I ILEMRKEE ) HHE -1 E
R S A AR T HL LB E N BOATRE A AR T AR M 2 15 0 AR AS SCS 0 25 SRR R B, A= A ok
ik LR BERHF PR AR RS0 1.
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