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[%—7 — K] Processability theory, FEEELPE,

1. [FL®IC

Processability theory (S FnAWE RIREMEERRR: 3R,
ULF PT LB &R ZNENDOSFERERMICE
VNIRRT S SRR R T RE R SUERRE & T S B
7 C & 5 (Pienemann 1998a, xv FEHFR 1),

Z @ PT % Multidimensional Model (Meisel, Clahsen
& Pienemann 1981; Pienemann 1984, 1989; Pienemann
& Johnston 1987; Pienemann, Johnston & Brindley
1988; Pienemann, Johnston & Meisel 1993)% & &
72t D ToH 5, Multidimensional Model 1%, ZISA
(Zweitsprachenwerb Italienischer und Spanicher Arbeiter
AL VT NEANRAL o NGB OF —S35EE  E
FR) WHFE 2 TR LNT-T — X %% &£ 1T Pienemann
L Johnston MPHRE L7-ET NV THD, A XV T ik
BB & AA R RIRER S OB RV MEEE & D
L ONTEET D0, MM R ORERT TFEIC £ 0 JEa5
DFLIIRFFRZITV, e b &I E R 72T EE
AR LIZbDTHD, £l ZOETAVEHNT
WEFE DI EELME © 78 S 41 (Pienemann & Johnston
1987; Pienemann et al. 1988), - « 1% AR (1987)iZ
BWTIL, AMEREEE ~ O O FTREM: & fiksd 7 P
e LCGRELSFRII SN TnD 3,

,28,

SCIEMEIE,

AAGEDREEBPED PR RTREZLFMHAMER L, KL 32 &ifssn s,

HAEE, B

LU, Z® Multidimensional Model CTidE7E#H:
YEGEIADZE TS CTRERPE AT L TBY ., =
TR TR RS Y e = ONEFF Tl Z 5 007
WZBRADRH o7, BlIZIE, R TOFRREROEGERE

S EORSAA THAT 2 Z L IR TH D,
ZL T, ZOBRRMNG, B e B ez
TEMRZEEMEZF Lk LICE2 PT Th 5,
FE BT Multidimensional Model TH: - 7-£il¥r 5
K OMEWTHIRER e DT — 2 2 H LIZ LT\ D 72,
ZNENOEEICET 25 HE BT Mult-
dimensional Model T/x 3L TV e b O & EEARMIZ X
[7] U Cd 2% (Pienemann 1998b ),

PT |3, &TOEFHILET L, H_SHOLE
MR TR ERRE A . S E OSTEEREE ) DR L\
BN LI D, T OREIHRA R YL DT
HiUL, FE SRR THGE R & e

SEnEE AN FTRE R b L L, F, FEEN
EOBPHTB L, MIABEGAEEDE TRIT 22 &2
AR b D LD,

A ARGE OB T H AAGED SGEHEH O
BHEEBEEERBRTHOMENRINTVDIDR(EK
1998 Z), ZDL L Nb HFEDHH IZEREY



TR THY . 2D L&D IR B EBME Tl
EBIEFF OSEGIHERETE T, ZDOWFERR 2
BHIGIEAT 2 Z 3L,

Bl 1 E, B SETHER O [N OB /T DN T
[P D AR TERE DN X0 BERED, HDHWIE
%Lwtwo_&maztkbf%\&@ﬁﬁf
[RFEE D] BB R AUTIRIINE NS ZEITE R 7R
WOTH D,

% ZC, AT, PT (Multidimensional Model %
BUONCES HAFGEOEH G EZMB L, thoH

FEESE THE STV DRER & UGS S 7203
b, SO AARFEERITIECRIT D PT OWEEMEIC
DNWTREARY T2 LS,

2. Processability Theory M=

2T, ETL PT OBGRAIMSHA & R T
IR Z I HEEH SN H SO RN
FEURL, I 2 TIN5 FEEOZREZON
Tik~5%, F£7z, PT »bEXHINT, #iZTRe
PEDEFREFRIT L, I DI, ZOWFENFE SiEE
BAFIECTED & D BRALET & 720 | BBRIERS
FABOBSLTED LD REMRE T 2D TH L)
BT 5,
21 ERMRHEA ERRFE

FI. PT ISR SHLDFEEBRED &0 I 9 78w
DY LIATOILTWD DD, £z, ED XS5t
FHEE AW THIZEDM T DIV TN D DT OV T
k5B,
211 HEREREH

PT /¥ Lexical-Functional Grammar (Kaplan & Bres-
nan 1982 FEFEMEAESCIE) & Incremental Procedural
Grammar (Kempen & Hoenkamp 1987 JiiERJLLER ST
% FEER). B EID ATLTZ Levelt (1989)0 A
E—FETNNE S I, B SiEEGORERM A
BEEGIZEBI T 5 L D TH 5, Lexical-Functional
Ebon
BEERICE D IEMOEE, FEE. B AR/
AL LT, ZRAEE S, STOBBRDTE
Ehb AT 5, EH0 BEREIR Y 7 7 F A
FIICHSN LD EEHmTH DL, UTICENEND
FHEUZ DU TRETHL _aﬁﬁﬂa‘éo

Lexical-Functional Grammar T/

¥

il

Grammar, Incremental Procedural Grammar,

F. Wb LA
14 (Transformational Grammar)<> B8 £% 3C{% (Relational
Grammar) & (38720 | XOEEEZ RKBHED AT

LB x5, o T, ERMRERE. BRESHRED
TRHHLR 238 700, FERE(PIBRCTE MR S 2
AUZE ENDNTEHOMEESANC B o 5 &
Fi, FANEE S, FREBIZL RO &
DIZLY, BREERTHEEZEZONTND, Sib
WEIEITAT 5 A ORE T RIS S 5,
C(constituent)f i & FEIE N 5 A)HE i & F(functional)
g L I D E CH D, C G, YiKS
FEOAMEERINCAE, B KA RV TORE N
%o ZORANZITEWIIEM T, BROHE2H
9. BRI F A& CIRES N, ETo. UL
HE(ERE. HAURE, )L F MiECRENhD, F
ST SCER RS, AR5 A LA & 375 R &
(B ATHBG T D0, Befil, M. . A#7Z2
EVYRBERINC S S, SUEFRMEZZ 2 TRISMT
bivsd, —FABIP TR SNZIER D, ROE:
BolHe LTHAEND, LT, F HETRS
NI-HEREZ C HhE TR SN AREEICKHE S8 5
ZLIT&Y . XOMEDRIIRINTR S NS,

2O F MEITRINDBERITFTHITERO RN
WsE 7 &A% 5 2 79, Lexical-Functional Gram-
mar (XYL ERERA O C 1S & FEsiE i, SR
WEEEL T FETHVLG, WD 5EE
H ZOBIEIZLVBBFTRETH 5 & I TN D,

Incremental Procedural Grammar (%, = a&2EH D
a2 LHEETIICHIT S ’6 DThHD, DO
\ZE DL, FREEMITEENRICH - TERMIZ Thi
DN, FEE, A), SUEIE LW o TREE L~V oALER
DNERITIAT L THTDiL D, SialaiiE L~V T
HRAIZROVIRY M Thhd, ZZ TRIND S0k
PEMHIEFEIT Lexical-Functional Grammar O, FEHENT
W, CHE, FHEICL o OREND SiEtES L
a7 5,

B ZoOEMEZ I AL, Levelt (1989)
IFUTOAE—=FETLVEEEL TS, ZOET

WZEbE, 7. BEEEMIIEES LS., &k
EEISEDND, £ T, RBEL-UL, ALl
L~V E BRI TN, E ORI TR IR
Th DM, BAIOMBENFED 5220 9 HIZIROALE]
DIRED EWVD L HIZ, HTLTUThhd, £L T,
ALV LLILT, RS S, B M
el & o 7o STERME DR — DM Thi, Hihe 725,

LUF, Levelt ® A B —F T NOR M E 2T 5,

(1) B % 5 WIS K > TR O AL ERTR 13k
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FoTRY, HRIFEBITAIHI LD,

Q) CFEMFIISEAT Y —IZT 7 v 295, i@
FITESRNIATDID,

(3) ALELEBER TR A (incremental ) |2 TN D, D
F0 . EWEENAER, MMtIEEOT THE
FLAYL A LUL LA E BRI T
AT U TERILER AN T oL D,

(4) W% O SEEREEIIMA TH DA, FEIANSA
N2 T 5720, EEDRICES] =
D LIRS, ZO8E, FERITAEY
—IC—RRE SN D,

Levelt (1989)D A ' —F 5 /Lid, FiE0EMT
7 )L % Incremental Procedural Grammar {Z & - CFiHA
L. 207 nt 2 Hb L EROMIEZ Lexical-
Functional Grammar ZHW\VC/RLIZHDEFZ2HT
H5HI,

212 BRFE

Pienemann (1998a)i Levelt (1989)D A &"—FFF
RV, SEEOLBHIRIN & E DI FEBREZ ]
LTWD, #EflliE 22 THRAZ28, MK 205
T D EEHEIFEEBEORFER O D, FEEETIL
FRBEBHFRCHOTOTA T 4 T ER L, &
TR Z T IUTNT 72V, FEETIE, FEAE DR
LIV EREE) I TR ITAT DN T AL N S EEL 7o o
THITL B, T OFEE OFEEE & kT K OHEWTY
FEEZHAWT, FERHIC TN BRES 11D,

T, MEEECH L SHEHEANEEIN)E
22 ZHUCBIL T BEEICR T D5t —
SNTRMIT, BIEICE S T, KFREICE
> TR LEENRRE S, BEIFENTHOIRTY
%o HFEOTZREF BRI CIIFRB AR ERTIC S
D HBREFEOEHEIE»SZOBSEF 2R <D
(Dulay & Burt 1973, 1974), & 2\ MIIEAHZE 90% LA
FTHARS DO & B TEG Sz &k
(Brown 1973: 258)A3 72 S CW5b, L2orL, ZOF
EIXRESHE R PMEFELZ o L TR, E
FNERF D7 TH — S35 8% R T2 2 L ITITRA
MWD& LT, PT TIIREETHEFEHE OHEL
ZIEBPIEE ST & LTHOIICHWDGZ & o
TW% (Meisel et al. 1981; Pienemann 1984, 1989,
1996, 1998a; Pienemann et al. 1988, 1993),

Pienemann (1998a: 144)Ti, FERERNBE I N
LI 2 EEICB LT, B 2R OEREREE T
DA, 4B EOFHEIVEELERT. 60%L, EDIE

FE, 0% OBFEIFEH &V EHEEFTT TS, L
ML, EARIZIE, BfBL0 b HBEEHEALCTED,
FHHVERERTE. ERS R, @R
BIRL L. B & ORZEBEPFEOHIKITER T 5 b D
ThHDHN BRAOEZ 2 S5EREL D 04600
FRELTND,

Pienemann (1998a) D EHEEHEIZ OV T, 72E
60%LA B>, FRFEATREZR B L il > CTIIV T b,
IEREER 58%DRFR0, MEHA R ERT COIEM
23 100% T 2% OEHE A R HNT235813E S|
DDONRE | BEEEORENER Th 5 & DOiEhH
& % (Jansen 2000: 33),

L L727235, Pienemann (19982) T H ik 54T
WAHEHIZ, FAUFHETHETHNASCH AZITL
V. HEORHEMNEDY | RHOEIGE LT D,
Fio, WO EEHBIC L > UERL R HBEZHRFT
ERVWLOLHDH, O ENL, 2 TCOSEEE,
ETORT —F T2 2EEEELRET L L
IEREETH A D, ZOB/EEDOHREIZOVTIL,
PT IZESHIEICIRG T, ARFIEE IR L L
SHEEEMECHEORMET YD D,

ZOfFRE S LT, PT IZHEASWTIT b - iFSE
(Di Biase & Kawaguchi in press; Kawaguchi 2001) Clid,
FHRVERETS. ER%. BRI A,
AN ED LS b0 T, COBMEIIRTHH 00
LWV I GHTOFRERDBIIFLIN TR Y | O
TOBKE OFMRELS AR b D &> TWD, T
D KD AT OFREAEI, Z O HEMRFEC L0 A5
H SN DECRIEMESD 2 D & THRIND,

22 BESEEERR

IV a—F—EFIEE S NTb»5THAH
N, MRLEERE, AE)—P AL ADKREVED%E
WoTnd L, arva—F—na@neRoTL
FH) LN H D, ATV —RENFERTH DN,
ZHERUL XL D, ABORMA TSR H bR
YU —% 27 A% U —(Working Memory)iZ b —E|Z
R T & B IERRITITRENH 5,

Z ORREN B SRR A T 5 00
PT Th 5, REEahE I 0ER CERETICEEE T
%, Levelt (1989)D A E—FFET /LI H IR 5HT
WA X9z, I SORITIEER O 5 HIZH B
FEND, EAE ) OIEFESHTODINED S
Thbd, ) FECELZEHR L TV ZH, FET R
E— NIELRD2ThH A, —hH, FEEITED
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HEVLELS 2 L= X2 D7R0, BRI % L
RITUER 5T, ZOMRT Y —F S AEY —T
Tbhd, ZIZC, BHIERZ T Cl, HEEH
DI HITHONDDTH D,

PT | Incremental Procedural Grammar (Kempen &
Hoenkamp 1987) T/ 41 5 [FEFALEE = HilE (L ALBE
=AUV STV SCALEE | &\ o T HEEEE 8o
WHROE A S 210, ZOREOIEIC SE0ER
WHETD LTS, & LB e SRt
13F OFZEBRE O UIRRIK Z 2T D7D, ED XD
SRR BN, AFEEE M CREE I RE & BRI
T HHEHTH D,

TEE LI 1 B D 5 B~ L SRR
T & SOREE AN RIET DB EA T, Z ORERBIC
BT, FOSFEOAET BN OB BB TR
RLOTHY, LIRS T, EALOERECST I
THOBBEOB/BALAIRTHY . ZOIEFZEZ
HZEIEITERY, DFED, K1 DF 1 BEEOSE
VBRSNS T& Aol AUE, 56 2 BB ~itide 2 & IR FTRE
Thbd,

ZOHSRIIEEREOA D= A LEBRHT 20
DHLOTIERL, FEFFER ED L S ITFET 2 h
R TRT 5 2 LIESAEY T OTH D,
SELEAAENE S, B LTI oNn T, L
PA[RE/R ST MEIL, B D), ARG &
W 2 TIT<, PT I, 20X D ITABEATHEZR
SEEBENE X 21206- T, EA ArRE7R U
BHAL LA L T &0 D BB 2 BRI L,
BB A REE A RER b D E LT D,

PT /R E N5 SFEMILOMESE ML, fidk o
Lexical-Functional Grammar (Z 1. > C7R S35 LA

final state
V1 V2 V3 ... Vn

/ stage n-1

Initial State

[X 1 Hypothesis Space development and variation

(Pienemann, M. 1998a. Language processing and second
lannguage development: Processability theory.? Figure
6.1-1. (p.232) L v 51H)

WBWIZEY, THRRER D D L7225 TV 5, Lexical-
Functional Grammar Tl C #§i& & F #iE, HEEEH
DRUSVBHIRIN RS, EOHGE L~V TO UL
ThdrMPHP—HThbnrbd, 2F 0,
Functional Grammar % TR S5 SrBBEN O,
E OO SFEIETH A0 DRI SN A 72
B, AERENMEETHIN, EOX I RFERTH
. PT TIHZOEBEBEDTHIFRER b D LD,
H (2, Pienemann (1998a)iL, “ZEHIZA LN D53
FEO SR T, Hypothesis Space ({RFHZER :
FEHFE VD BHEEAWCHEPT 2 4, SUEMIZIE
7RG E T HFEE B IUL, 7T r—7 U REE
EEDHEEF LD, ZOSEMEY £2, FREER
DOEFEEOHFNC L > TSN DD TH 5,
X1 1358 EE R, & ¢ Hypothesis Space %77,
DT D b~ & HEUTTEEEPE D T Z & 2R L,

Lexical-

#£1 EEBNEBIEORRE (Pienemann 1998a, FEREEEE: £H)

Process procedure

= @

ERRE (EEIEBE) structural outcome REDOXHEE

1B Word/lemma access word FERHOIR D U T ICR BN D,
(FEFEALEE)

2 B the category procedure lexical morphemes FEERIS Z LD WERERMMEH S5,
(msALEE) SRR 72 FEIEIC I 5 TV B,

53 Bk the phrasal procedure Phrasal info. exchange Effi SN T- 4 a) 70 Y AN TOHER RIS
(AJALER) MThid,

54 By the S-procedure inter-phrasal exchange SCH O AR TCREEEIBRIS AT D,
(STHLEE)

o5 Bk the subordinate clause procedure main and sub clause FHi & MEBREI O CHREEMRIS M ThIL S,

(fiEfisnes)

,31,



REDOWRILF CBEHE I R O D S OIEZ R~d, J8
FHATHE 70 S AT B I R E B B O = RE B D HIFIIZ
L 0RDEINBN, U stage 4 (55 4 B (2m7
LZHEATH->TH, FEHEICL > THEM, AMEH,
BHE VSRR RAOND Z 2RO LTINS,

T (TP EE DR RN CHREET HHEE 2 T
T2HOTIERL, BEMB TR TERWVHO
M, A EEFREZR S O e RS T 2 Hm TH B,
% LT, #® Hypothesis Space &% PT T/RIiLD
FEEEARERRFH O T, R UBRBIC R T 5 ¥8E T
HoTH, FEHEOCHSRER EOERIZED |
FORFEIIBRER R SN &, oF b, KB
BRI DR OIRZ T 5 D Th D,

2.3 HIFAAEMEDRER (Teachability Hypothesis)

REIZL-T, SHEEBEFREZEZ D2 L ILATHE
ThH2h, bL, ZEARETHIL, FEHEDON
PRI FE SN R Z AR & 32 PT OZ4MIT
KbhsbZ Lt Eihd,

Pienemann (1989, 1998a)if % U T #E&RIEEL L,
METMFEEZZS/INEE 10 4, KON SMERERSE
THGE & R SR ORI 3 £ & x5 & LTt
FERERN S, LITORMmEZES L, [H=mThE
PEOMH] & LCIRE LS,

ORECTERBORERMEAERTH Z LITRAHE
Thd, LnLAaRs, @FBEEOBILET H5E
B DI 2521 72 E BUZ DWW CIIHRERN R D
b, OEFENRIIFEE DR T HREERIC X
DHKESZ T D03, FEEM A BE L RETES
DD EWVIHIRND B,

ZHUE. Krashen(1981)DIEET B1 > 7 MG
WIS 2, A7y MEEIZ LD & OBEFTEEZR
A 7y MEIBERBREGIEFTICNES . @GR
A7y Ml FEEOBIEOSER L-IL K
DIFADDLEWLLDAL Ty b, Tihbb,
17 LV OBRfRFREZR A 7y MITERB LD
(VT IEFEEOBRIEOSTHE LNV EEKRT D),

LinL, A7y MERILTIE, % T hErE o
LIFERY | FEEOBTEOSTHEEIO L~V TH
BEATRE R b DS — R 72 D238 BRI TR ST
R, LIeido T, EEFEIMIEZOEHE b L ITiz
HAYEL LS L LTH, FHEILL > TRES
AIREAN &V D FEEHE B TR D LI o
Thbd, —Ji. BIRTEEOIGRUIISEMEE S &
W2 LT RS A AR LW A7, B FTREZR

HONRHLRETRR O bDLER>TND, Fifh

BOBGCMRIEA RGeS L O,
24 E_EETSB/MRICEITHEIEMNT

1970 FRUAT DI HFEOERER OB BT
RSNITCHER RN D, Fis, BREL. FEEHDIMY
RN AT 0 S0 hEN 22 BEIER
DRI NS THID K 51272 > 72 (#l. Dulay
& Burt 1973, 1974), L2~L. FERERMFZUCIL, %L
IZ K> TERZB[/IAF VRSN, 2 DIAFE
RETDERZONTHH— LIFmaHicE-
TWRWOEREDO RO FEMIC DWW TIX
Goldschneider & Dekeyser 2001 ),

Krashen (1981)D#EET HE=F —ET /(A T
v MEELE GTITFEEONEIZ B 2 md. B
WREOBAZRAIZLOTH Y, SFEEEMFED I
ROTEBHAB BN THERAAEEZ LT L T
%, UL, ZOWRMERMN E D X 5 IZHEECBN
ZH &S JIE FTREZRBRGR TIER W b, FEREAR W]
REL W ) Eme Kz iz T\ d, Zhlds, 2
DET MK T DA B FZE < R SN TV 2 (Ellis
1994; Lightbown & Pienemann 1993; McLaughlin 1978;
White 1987),

ATET TR ~7= L 912, PT IXEREFTRE AT CHéiE
BWARLIZEW) BT, SEEERLEORZLT,
SEEAEICBWCHISARRERERTH D,

WA, BEDRAERET HFICBNT, PT O
HKEBEBEEZ L EICLEFESHVLRLTWD
(Mackey 1999; Mackey & Philp 1998; Spada &
Lightbown 1993, 1999), 7, PT #&EIC AT
FEFEE LIRS STV D (Long & Crookes 1996),

PT (3FEEEICHIT D SREOREERE DO L 2T b
DTHY, MOFFEEFMETH > TND L 572,
SREEARR input 28 E D K ST intake [T DD,
SEEBOREBICHOVTITHHATE T, Rbhiz
FIA DA LA T & 720 LR & T 5 (Ellis
1993, 1994; Hudson 1993), = L C, Z DD T
I%. Pienemann (1989, 1998a) HEkHTUV5, LL,
SRR L SEEE ML, AR DA TR 2 BRI
L 0IThbnTnd e ) Z b, SREREEICRITD
MRTHERINTNDZETHDH(EFH 1979 BR),
ez, BUROBGR TR S S HIPAIC IR LS 523,
—ODHER TEREEHRICEbs T e ADETER
32 2 & BIRIZIRELDS 5 2 D TIHRNIEA D Dy,

ORI RERRSL, b ORI &
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DILEFRER S O TH Y | FIBHL S RO FEE B
EEBEONERRERNGHIL, Lok, FEiiE
ARERET VAR LIZE W) Z & T, FHiishd
NEWERER S E AL O,
3. Processability theory [ZED < BAREEZEHE L
Z DIRFE
PT OZYMEOWTITHGE, MGE, AV =—T
B T UN—UFE. NV x—iE A ZVTIEDHE
CEWEAME THRAES L, EFEESNTEY (DI
Biase & Kawaguchi in press‘ Glahn 2001; Pienemann

1998a ZH), HAGEIZERWTH Z DY PN
BN TWD(FH: - é.:[—l 1990; Di Biase & Kawaguchi

in press; Kawaguchi 1999, 2000, 2001) ¢, Sabourin
QOODMERTT D L 91T, FEHEOES ZERDHAR
FRICIBUWNTO PT ONAEE, OGO M % i
F7ebDETHEDEFAL D,

Z 2T, PT IZEEASW T TONFEZ R L
ZNEAMOBGHIE L B L, BRER OB REIT ),

T& 2% PT OFEBEREOET VA KIZ L TTD
n=wrge, O - HE1990)D 1) 43 T& ) 0F
TEIFSE. @Kawaguchi (Di Biase & Kawaguchi in press;

T - FHR(1990)iX, LAFIZ/RT Pienemann(1987)
@ Multidimensional model Z & &2, NEJ A3 %)
DFEEFEDORIR AN T, REE T2, ZOFT
JUIRGER L= & 912 PT D3R & HARMIZIZIR]
—T&2, Lo L. Pienemann (1987)DET /L ClL
PITFDO LD ITHH SN, £ 112" T Pienemann
(19982)D<E 7 /L ClX Pienemann (1987)D5 4 Bkpk &
555 BEBEDIR ULV O & LTS S, 2B
4 B RECERER) D b D & LTI TV

Pienemann (1987: 76-77) MFZEREDETIL
1B - GERe. TRV XIS 2D,

5 2 Bl - B ZRREIE CRES TE D,
553 Bl SGROBEEZIORIC, SCROEHEEZ SCHRICK

R TED, LnL, Tkl \olo, SHEL
DT D BT 22K 22 STERRIEZ2 (5. Yes-
terday, I sick./ I sick, yesterday),

5 4 BeP - SCORERRKEESE (element) |2 X~ DRBFR AN T |
LHPOREERRZAICEIT 52 LN TED (B,
Can you tell me?)

55 BERE - kR AR T (element) M XD L H 122D |
HIEDOH CZOEEL AMICTED K912k D
(5. What are you studying at Tech?),

55 6 BEME - BSOS OO H T O 2 (element) DERIED

Kawaguchi 1999, 2000, 2001)DHFZ2, (2L - TRE T,
NI AAGEDIERRE TH D,
£2 PTICEDSVW-BAREOHEERR
L Kawaguchi
ERRE Lei ?3*90 = (Kawaguchi 1999, 2000, 2001,
( ) Di Biase & Kawaguchi in press)
%1 word/lemma EAF BRES
S e wE @assokicoks)
lexical-semantic morphemes POREA
FH2EM BE. BAOKBMNTHLND o L,T_
E®CEFAERORAETEAL ThEE
BEHA
e Xk #E UV (nom-atnai)
phrasal morphemes s
SRS R LT DRFNTED -
BN BHREEAZEOX At
RATQOFFLESNY)
R o Y olz(HR)
Inter-phrasal morphemes o (HHEHZE o TEENTARBIFA A 2 D
WEBZ=REBENBERD o SEIEZZ % CTIEED
%4 B g . _
B RESTONS BRERE, RBNBEY)
jo3a (N BRI B (M)

~THhIFH/<NB/B 5 S (ZMHEDR)

- ?:.:r](1990)7))7“<5€ L 7= Multidimensional Model(Pienemann 1987)% Z D& TOH 4 BpEs —Dl2031F, 4, HS5 L LT

WizTe .
(e i‘%’%fﬁﬁk Ltt&) T

+ H(1990) D i SCHIZIERT A3 T2 ) 1358 5 ek & L TG L b Tng
7 [(1990) DR ST & 135 4 BEpE 7S Bere 5 (RSB ),

. 2 Z TlX Pienemann(1998,p9) % % &
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Z 2Tl IRAELERES B 72 Kawaguchi OAFFE
LEERIZ, % 1 (Z5R L7= Pienemann (1998a) Bk
EHWD, LERoT, IH - Hi (1990)23% 5
BB L LT TV b D, ZORCTIHE 4 B
e LT,

PIF, #£2 &I FE THREINZAAREOEEIAE
FFORFEE g L, OB N 23 T2 0%, @
Dk A ZADEE, DZOITES LY T, HAEDR
BRI OWTEET S, £ LT, ZOHEREZE)N
b, AAGEOIREEMEDOET NV TIHEET 5,

7B, BATEORGMHZEC, b L @hnpeSRs
W TR DFIE L FERE . FRERI ORI LT,
A CIEATR SO TIER EI2iddH E 0 fih 72
WOT, ZOEREZEICIN,

31 BEANKI A 21 DER/IZDONT

+H - FHi (1990)iF5E (2R ~27= Pienemann (1987)
DOFEET VA S LICLUTFO X 123 T4 | DR B
BEDOHIFIET NV E2FE LT,

ME AN TE ) DFEBRROHHI(TH - TE 1990)

o EREDBIE NI D3RFE DA F(H D WTE Ot
DEFNAT N E D MNT. BIROPEIEIE &
HE L A EBHRD R,

= 3 BREOHKIZZ T %,

o DT | OBEGITEE & ORRANTI LD b

BT, SRREM LR &2 5,
= % 4 BRI : 55 BEHOFINZZT 5,

Xl R] & Ta] 2 ELERT%E
Fixwd M) bELHERT 28, N3] 2EL
<HERATIZEEENPLTLYL 8] & 2] #EL
SHEHT2EEFELRV, JEWIRFHAEZT, K
AEEIT o7z, LT, FAEORER. NT=1%1=
[3(B B9%6)) T3 (FH)) DIETE G e = & 23R
. RBUISERE & T,

ZZT, b FHlOR ST T —FITEDL S
I SIHBL L T eb b 7Nzl IE Tt 22
WS | ORI NI 3 B Ebh b
D3, FREEREO T 2 B S BB ATREZ2 b D
EBRDDOTIHRNEA D Dy, NTNFFETH Y
OFFELY—I T H LV I R, E RIS ERET
FHIZR VLT WVEW S @ h, FHFEICNTI 2L
T HAREORE SR W Tl & b b, #5E
DOEGE AN 72 FEIRTSVO) 0 F L . HAR
FEOIS X VI EWIHFEIEOBEEIIRED LD

DE L THRRERNIES S D,

LU, 2 ORENZEBIERF, T=
(% =2 TR(B B9 T (TR)) & W ) BRI, IR
(1995), /7R« EF (1988), Yagi (1992)DFHETH
FEREDIEF RO b TR Y, WaEieb oL Bb
b,

IR (1996)DFRAIC & 278 F OESTIZ BT
NE) 23 OIEHFEE, NEEE) I OEHEN 77.1%
ThHDITx L, TACHR) OEMFEIT 100% TH
Sfz, ZOIREGIE)I= NXE-R) & v ) IERIERF
I RICBTF B8BTS T %, L, EfEE
R L. NIEE) O HED 83 X Th HDITkt
L. [23Ge8) oL 3 XOBTHD, ZDX
2T, [ OFEREBER DN Enn, 2
O IERNER OFERIZM O TR BTN A T
(EE= TR E WS IEFERET 5B 0 &%
SEZXRNTEAD,

—J7. w1989 X T DR D FEREN S, &
D OITFREE LIV D A3 & N O3 BEEEC
HHT EEREHLTND, £, o
FAEIZBWTY, ERIEEONT), WRE - RBF
KITHWS A TA)7, BERENCHE T3 OB BT
FN, HEREIO T, BrHBEH, #Fie CREERY
FERMPBRT B 13 & TR OB T BEE LV &
) EDHE SN TNDER 1991; fEH 1994; )\
A 1996),

FiZ, & (197X, 7 AV B OKRFETHARGE
ZRHIRT % 4 DD LrYL DR E (SRS 29 4.
WEFEGEE 3 4. PEEEE 3 AN/ —XT R
M EATWV, B — I VEBREE(E F L5 LG T
BIRESNDHO)YDNE LR, 7 a—rULBREE
CURPBHERPREIND O)YD L) TR 10H
HEBEROWI NP ORI, 22 TrRINZE G
B Er —hvix=a—h iR =7 m— )1
NI =7 a— VIR OIETH -T2,

T 1991) . HN (1995)DFT - oA kG R T,
NI T2 IOERARENEL ., LR LE
NII=M% =R e W EF &R 5, UL,
PN(1995) Tl HARMEARE OEA THE A3 OFRA
P Z -2 EMIBREN TN D, ZOZ Enb, i
e & bRAASITICHT- > T, T, Wi, /'n
— /L Lo T R OE WA KA IE R
FHL TS0, fEREC/ v— ULBRED 3]
() OFRANEEL, 20X REAIEFER->T
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B LRI D,

PLED#gEE A L, N T3 T2 OB EGER%
Processability theory [ZH S LAHOETEX THD,

FHFEEZRDTNINIRBROE Y FFEm DR
HH DA, FHUSHE WEIEEZ M 572 < Thl
HABER LD THLOT, v—A/LONIEE 3 B
fEcEHEIND EEZLND,

Z LT, m—AV IR RO % I3 E O ks
TE, W& OHFEOIIEN TE D LR T2
4 BERETEW IR TE B L 912705, FEIC,
Kawaguchi (2001) T/REATWVD L HIZ(F 2 B H),
i O¥EBIEA, Bl 21X, BIEDGITA RS C) & fFE
DEFERT N1 728, 5 4 BPE T B & D
RN AR E 72 D L b 8,

WEREHR O TR NIELEFELE OISR NIE L 725,
LEEA-T, ZHTR 2 ITITREN TR, #
1 OF 5 BB 5, £/2, Zu—Lolid) &
[RNZDWTIE, XEBAT- S HIZKERHRFEER,
BEAESRORAE R, EITEANRYTHN DD
LWV BLEORBE B > TL D TE 5 B,

£ 3 BXITE T2 BERDERHRE : FH & XHb

HDHVTIROEPE R T 5 & EZBILD,
32 TAMRDERIZDONT

7 2 @ Kawaguchi OHF5E(Di Biase & Kawaguchi in
press; Kawaguchi 2001){3 Lexical-Functional Grammar
WIS WISHEE DTN D . Z OFEEBFE DG
272 C, BAES L OWEWZEIC K> TORLC b DT
b, K20D, HABERECR-o TS, RZRE
OB SIAFEEEATRE L 72D Z & 3D,

AAFED U 4 A ZABGIFICE N T, ZOHEF
FZOHWEDLL BT, FRz EZICTESNE VD
RIEMEE D LERE SN TV D, KA (1985)I3 3535
FEE L A AREREE OWE O 7 OE W& F IR
BIENIGRN &N D 2 EIX TP L, SGEE 1L
FEEMDTRS . HAFEFEE ISR DR &R
Tnd, Tz, ARARDLIREZRENI) LT
DL A%, FEEFETIIGEN DD R AR &
WORTEDOEGEL LR, TOEERBILTLE
V. TDHE, BRANZESTIXED THG B
T, AFOL S REKRITR>TLESIDT
b2,

[ 1FEEFEBEOLANLEL1ERY,

24301 B (EX0OEEHF)

Ma LhXXIDTRE

W7D 2 EFEOEL

RNERTED M S e

951 B

(M IEIEAEITBINE LT, TAFEA, | EVTRERBZ-TRWIZIE LI LoDZF LI
NWEREWNENS TRITWBIZHE 9 LoDZF LT odz, [FRkATH - 558

RIp DD D BT 2EM
FFEE I DB R L (overgeneralization)

LI OFERDH Y

BRICHRAT S bz &
BELOELRNWEEZI,

=(5) 1A A :

womp | Q) HAAEZT AV ADEINLRIZIZOVTHNT, 7XUIAL2HD EEAND, FoTHE
U7z, [HfkH ] - 9555
B) BENT I ZATHNTERYDOEERS BRDLZTARIIDTTRO MM LTy Y EHL -
Teo  [HRRAEN) - BEE(REEE)]
1 EFEOBCA H OEIEE &30 28 . .
T B, E L THAR FR LA DS D
FIBME Ty LA - IR IRIT L2V 7 & RS C. BB &7s LOE b7l LA T,
2 H : FUIFERAIIHIT LW EB»N T, BE&LOFTbRWEE LT L,
[ kAT - IEEE]
1 EFFEOHEILT, BELTND, EFEIFFE—72 DT, AL THIRALAIITR B,
A Bk

HOXOELWIENDL, T<RARLARATARIT,
[ Bk - IERE]

QI THARACT AU HOE b RmnBrh Tl O,

O TH oIz nfLEz 27 6T OFE, Zokoic ThAth

AT B DE D IR OMEBE (TTTRIIEBENEVY) . EHICHTI 3D Th 20 T3] BTV D 2, 7 A

~7 h (IW->TWE L)) %lck s,

BE4)(5)ET B AREOH T, 2EEZTEH D o7, H3ERMTIE2FEE T, £ 4B I FRALEAOK—NERTND,

(HPEE 1996 [HA - U A ZAOEG « SUERT R MBI 2B L OWElmomise) [ HAGEHE] 88, 104-116.0F 1 LV

—HRZEE LTI
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KE (1995) 13T e OEWrai & 247, T~Tw
. ~TLB, ~ThiFs, ~TbbH, ~T<h
5, =g, HE ~TLEIIOERNS GO
BRSOV TRE ST 21T 72, T LT, OiF&ED
SRR T D, @FFE BB S LARWEHRT
1%, BEEOHENOSIIINL > CHFRREZFRTE 5
£olchsn, OHAEZ B LIEARNTE 5, @O
RN RTEEPE 25, L) 4 5DEBOE
BEHoR LT, ZOMMOBE BT T A ZADH
IR ERVWERETH D,

ATEZ 3 1%, B (1996)3R~d, HXICBITD
e, MEZE, ZRXOEEEMTHD, THE
W) LHELULTEZ T LR, BhEaedh ok
R EITADN NS TLE I, A TreshiE] T2 <
[Z 5 | TRITIUZNT WD EE 2 254, B
LAYV TCIEERACE RN E NS TR, ZORND
s, HF (1996)Tix, £ 3 oQ)D L H 7l
AL E DGR L RFEN—FH L RN IUTDN T,
BRI OH—NTERNZDICZH STERESTUTHE 2
ROENFKTHD LTS, 22T, Bl
I XNOHFRE LOBA L LTHF->TWEH, Zh
X2 DOy NTZ & LTH#KEE L~V OfE D
B TETORWRBRARI, HDVIEHE FIC
Lo THYRREE/R Lo TCLEI> THAD, ZD
ZEmb, [ZH OEBITREEIS 225 152 530 ~
DY SCOEER T ORTETIEZR VW E N0 D Z &R
Az 5,

FH (1996, 1997, 1999a, 1999b, 1999¢, 2001)i.

REWIRY, MENMOTIRIC L Y . JGEEE ORI, %
5. ZRLEEAEOBHOWTHEET> TV D,
Implicational scaling & FAVNTH LIz U 4 ADFH
HIES1&, JFL, JSL MiBRss %2\ T, ==
B S USEEZE X ThHo7, FTOE4THF
(1999a) 13— D 7 o+ A AT DFIERERE & &
VST B B OIGR & T,

HHE (1996) 138 ACREEE . TEIC H RHTE B AR
DL UL BEROESICEZTH DL LOD, ZD
EFEETT 5 Z L 7a <, BEREDRE LTWD,
F A TEFETRA OBE L L TRBHSR SN TV B,
HH (1999b, 2001) Trifh 5554 REECHERE, w@E
FE. Y L—REE) T A EEE A M BITHELITV,
RO EFEEE & fEsE L T D,

7272, HWEEEE ORETII~TI D I=I~T
H59 LW BRIEFNBEEICR NN, MmE
FEREEREE A RIAT 2 TR, [~ T<h 5]
SM~THH 5] &V BERIEFZEEIL LRV,
ZOZHOOHEBE ORIZKRERETIR b7z,
—J5. BIROKEE (1995)DHETIEI~THIT 5]
~TH B I ~TNDIDIETHEE EL, H
O, I~TNBINI~TH 55 1T Tb6EE
IFERE 4 R EFET D, FIC, FHRAEDEX
EOHT LR (199D OFREICB W TiE, 1524
XpF e ER AT, b IiclZH 30 oA
RohTnbd, 2Ok ) IR ChEX ZekiR & 7
NS liE, ol LI gIcBL T
F R ASESERPE R IR L5 2 BB 5 3 B

R4 R EOBRDATIT+ 4 R IDBREME (REFEDES)

ER B (e 132
BLEME U A ZA0HM GEEBSCRITIND - TH b D102 I)
HoBE ORAEXL (~TH 5 5 OMAITRO BRELIK)
@%HXOWO TN - M5 2% T EH SADFRINEND,
(MR & DD D IT AR B IR LA 72 [ s B FADOREHEND,

MEDND)

HIEM <A T ARG O REEZ

HABM OFWREEZEY (Rl —oFEE LTo%Y)
O~ A T ABEO MMM (formulaic 72 D)
5B NS okt o BB 2 FE oM

(formulaic TiX72 <, BARICAEKIND X 51272 D Bef)

ez L ohs
SMlZEND, Kbhb
Hons, Sbnd, HINhD
MmERbND, REMEND

H—=n7L v REIFHLND
UA 2% VICHLEDT HILD

W1 Bt [ 3B e St E R,
T2 : PT DR & 13572 %,

E3: [~ FAEDZH LI DIXT SN ERFE LNV ETIE Aol sV IRFbLEENIZH EEZOND,
(AP 1999 [H - SFEBMHICB T 2 BARE Y + 4 ADOBGIEF) [HA - U4 A AT 2 B R-2E5REE & contextual
variability % F0NT ] SERL 8~9 AR EE R AR FE B Al B A JE R R A T 75-94.0 % 1 LV —ZEE LCHIH, 2, 3 13EE M)
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BETIE, EHoBREICTEEINDIEWVWD ZEIETE
23, ACEBEBIIET2b0EELLNLDT
X722 9 0,

PLE. Ud A AOEFITEA B HISR T2, 2
DOHEF (1999 DR LIt m & OB G AT T +
A ADEEEIEEE 4)% Processability theory OD¥EE
BEFEICH TIEDTH D, B (1999)D%F 1 Bps,
52 BT Y725 b o, mik L7z Kawaguchi (R
)DEFVEIUIEITE 3 BePE, 5 4 BEFEITAHS T 5 &
Bbhd, B2, HPOE 3 BRI, F2CHOH
FEHIKI DL DERET DS TH Y . K2 D 4 B
BPIET D, HHPOE 4, 55 5 BEHIX LA OK
=1 E WS ST U LA R TR UG DS LB &
RBHOT, R2ITIFFNLINLTHRND, R 1, OF
Y . Pienemann (1998a)lZ/R SHV7=5E 5 BRpE LB 2 &
N5,

3.3 BARBORZEREETILOBEE

PLEOIERERZ b L 12, BARGEOR LM 2R
L7=Dn, £5Ths,

R FENRIRDFETH- T, LB EE
BYENFET 2D ThHIUE, R UM EV AL
TENTEDIIT THD, HF (1996, 1997, 1999a,
1999b, 1999¢, 2003 T 7= L 972, HDHIFEDIAE
HiIclER%2d TR EofiarEnR L,
Kawaguchi (Di Biase & Kawaguchi in press; Kawaguchi
1999, 2000, 2001) AT D X 9 72 PT OFHLA
IZ & 2R B EOMATIC LY. BT
ARG B AGE OB B P GERE FTRE 7R B DY &
HREETRIAIEEZR B O & 72D D TIERWNEA D I,
BREMOLEBEZEET L Z LIk, EhEh

£5 BARFEOBFAL T+ A AORERME

DEFETIE CTo R BAGERE N Y 27 LD
VERRCBAR TR T 25D L7 0 | BEBILIC
ENEDLIREL D THS I,

4. Processability Theory OS5 #ZNDRBELERE

Hudson (1993)/%. Pienemann & Johnston (1987)T
TR ST AR G O 5 751 2 J) (proficiency)
%57 A N (Adult Migrant Education Service scale)
OFER L Pienemann DT /L C/R S DI %
bz L, Pienemann D7 /L CILEH 5 BEICET D
L ENDTFEEN, STHEHRNT A FTIET LA
D3 Lyb DFE D HHREREE & 9 HET L
72< . PT T EMRE TEDIREEREL TS
TENTERVERHIL TN D,

ZAUCK LT, Tschimer(1996) Tik, SifiEMRE
J1%W|% 7T A NACTFL—OPl) & PT ET /L T/RE
T2 MEEDIGEEPE T, FHEE 6 LD SEREN A 7F
EL, WHOFFEDRLMEERL TS, £6IZE
DiERETRT

6 MBEZEFNEEBERICHITSBIBEOERFEDTY

ACTFL Proficiency Level

pieaed ik ik ik ik
B E Ly k- [
(n=2) (=1 (n=2) (n=1)

3B - Eh e o B

(verb separation)
FABERE -

(inversion)

FD B, h A 14 1
(verb-end)
TE - BBMAEREIEIE PITIRR L, HE 40 LLEOZEESH

ERETN ST Z L AR,

(Tschirner, M. 1996. Scope and sequence: Rethinking beginning
foreign language instruction. 7he Modern Language Journal, 80,

92% (20) 97% (37) 100% (40+) 100% (40+)
5% (7) 61% (18) 95% (19) 100% (25)

0% (6) 65% (17) 98% (26) 97% (35)

R e S A R
F1EWE  DEL
o B (G ) g
Y o T <
Lk — r
5 3 Bk o —H L) B
_______________ Tty T e sy gy ows
BABKE  o—malz) @~ F A D BT FEE 2 5
Z OMBABFAOE NI RTE S L 5 IchD
T O REEZE (HEOHK N TE5)
eI S
mopp  DIRAITIAY @~ A F A D72 % £ S

@7 a— LTI

QBRI CREZE 22T

o 55 B, URMEME SO IE L VNV O ST EAT O B L § 2 LW ORIHE T, Zr—rd T3 13

5 B ICE T,
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1-14.0> Table2 J v —HZH LCTHIH, FEER)

ZOFR 6 b, EAABERDIZON, HEE
PEDE LD DD EMAROFEE R S 78> TR
D, PT OFREBRBEOZYENFZ D, £,
Tschirner (X, Z DOROHF 4 By, 5 5 BRSBTS
BT ERICET D LT D,

L2vL, PT BT /VIIEAE LY e LA
BALD0, £ 6 O OPI DHETOFHFED Lo
ST EE S OB 5 OEAED 60% %
R TRY ., BEICH S BPHIBEEL TWD LB E X
LHTHAH, DFED, ZTORIZALNDHERD.
PT 7 /L CALAEATRE/RFFA AR L~V TH D Z
LERLTNEEEZ LD,

Pienemann et al. (1993)i%, EHIPHIET A bk DOFE
MEYER M TIZR WS L 2 L2 6 6, PT
TRENDHEEEPITER N ZHE T RN %
BOTWD, L, #iEke> Hudson (1993)DFEHE
WZxfLCiE, PT I3FEM 122 BRID & D Tlidie
WEDRFRBIT>TWD, ZOERNHET A T
BT B FEEDORIEASIZ OV TIE Thomas (1994)I23
WTHIR LB TWAR, B2 LT, OPI OHET
O & B ORERCHN S S SIS
WDTHA DD,

PT 2\ Thhiz HAGED BEH 52 HC
b, FOIETRENTWS S FEE B ITEIEYIRR D
SGEEHE & LTHABHEORSG THRbh s b
DTHD, T, BAREOBHIIIEROBENK
DEIRNE BN TWD0Y, BERED PT (28
WEIFZEIZB W TEBE I TRV, PT ITED
< HARFEOFEEMEOMIIZIHB N TH, RS5ITRL
7o 8D IR OB A ZJE LT 5B O MR D
FHRALETHASH, 2ok, ni ol
BRI, Ut A AZBTIEROERRE, Zh
FCHRETE D SR B82S TR T T
T HAGEOE B DO MR E PT TREIND FiF
FEEOMHAIZID ANDHZ LItk FESiE

L C D AAGEDFE B O PRI FTREZRMFHANILR L.

£, KRUET D LI SN,

x

1. JJiL3C @ This theory formally predicts which structures can be
processed by the learner at a given level of development
(Pienemann 1998a: xv).

2. ZISA WHFEIE, 1970 4R, MENBR LA 2 VT N &
A v NG DIFEEE AT BT AT bR

et m Y =7 T D, WERNRHE 45 L OREEE
b I LTREmIE R L 12 4D 2 RN B SHERT
DREE RN b LT TN,

3. &3 - % K(1987) Tik. [Pienemann-Johnston €7 /L
(P-J ET M) E LTI SN TN D,

4. Multidimensional Model (Meisel et al. 1981; Pienemann
1984, 1989; Pienemann et al. 1988, 1993) Tld, FEHE D%
FRPE L6 24 50 H (Developmental feature) & 7] 25 PEIH H
(Variational feature)Z FIV N CRLHA STV, FEEMEIH
HEWO Ok, SiERELERPLERBEATHY .
FZOBRBEFDRESTNWDIHEATH D, AIZEN
HE LB SRRk 2 FEEOMEMT R E
SRR b > Tk Y, FEECL->TEDH
BIEAZEBRONDEHETHD, LNLRRL, Z
D ZDIZXKBIT D IEEN T - E D L WEOPH 235
IF 54TV /= (Hudson 1993; Ellis 1994), PT Tld, 24l
EHEE L. ZoREE, TEEROMNEZ R L,
Hypothetical Space & V9 H3h% MW THIEB M3
T2 EEORGEICA LN D ZAREETA LT D,

5. Pienemann (1989) T, #RFEXNRITISEMIAH D HFEE
B DRI & 5T WAMEHBIZOWTIRER R D
R Z=Z T e LTz, L2 L, PT (Pienemann
19982) Tid, ¥E3ICHRLZL DT, £ TOHEA K
BREORINEZ T DL L, EDRIZOWTH, 20D
AP L T D,

6. Huter (1996)H PT &7 /L& 51 L72A 5 A AGED ISR
PEZPENTE L, £lo. ZOREBREEZR L TVDHA,
PT DFIEBPED SRR DN BTy
DT, T TEBDER,

7. B 22T D002 ) T & 72 THASR N S O R B2
LMD,

8. MFk (1995)Tik, Hik, LfkFEEOBENSTE L
B L7, B bSO T & NS ORBRTH
ST EHESNTVS, /UK (1996)DORETE, #hifFE
DEFER ST LFEORET 2R TN, [H3(Pz
AGR) ) RERICIEF R 60% LAV, —F5 . ARG,
[CEEBY)), TETY, TEArFh, NzdTEk)). N
fEDe)) TOHZOWTIE, IERSRITK 85~100% & 7
RUmNERESNTND,

9. AAFEZ HAESNTHEREL LTHESDIE JFL - (Jap-
anese as Foreign Language), AARENTH “SiEL LT
501X JSL (Japanese as Second Language) & X5l LTI
s,

S& 3k

FHENBRR T (1995) [k B AGEFE 12 & 285 ) T3
(% 0B GEER) (S0t AAREHEED 9, 246-
256.

SHAE (1997) (Sl L Sl KMetEEs

MR T (1989) [HLY S2CHIF N~ DR — g L~L
ORAZEPONC) TEARFEHE] 67,159-164.

FMET (1991) 77 v AFEagH O AAREESHE) TR
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AFEHE] 75, 64-77.

FERFR T (1994) TRAGEFEEOFELICHAOND T4 A
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Processability theory and the acquisition of Japanese as a second language
MINE Fuyuki

Abstract

This paper gives an outline of the Processability theory and an overview of its influence on SLA study.
Criticisms of the theory and its validity to SLA study are also introduced.

The acquisition of Japanese as second language based on the Processability theory is considered, along
with a reexamination of the developmental hierarchy in comparison with the results of other Japanese acquisi-
tion studies not based on this theory.

Some Japanese acquisition studies suggest that the key to the acquisition of the particles ‘wa’ and ‘ga’
and voices (passive, causative, and giving/receiving verbs) is to learn how to focus on the information, or way
of setting the point of view (shiten), and that this is the most difficult feature of Japanese acquisition. But the
developmental hierarchy of the processability theory applied to Japanese does not include such features, and it
seems that the predicable range of the hierarchy is therefore limited.

The validity of the theory is demonstrated by cross-sectional and longitudinal studies on Japanese acqui-
sition. However, there is the possibility to expand and reveal details of the hierarchy by considering within
the study the process of acquisition of setting the standpoint.

[Keywords] Processability theory, developmental hierarchy, syntax, Japanese, point of view (shiten)
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