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A survey of the acquisition of aspect morphology in L2 Japanese
Focusing on the progressive and the resultative state use of -teiru

SUGAYA Natsue

Abstract
The purpose of this paper is to summarize the acquisition research in the Japanese aspect marker -teiru,
focusing on the progressive and the resultative state use and to suggest further research. First, I outline the
tense-aspect system of Japanese and then review the previous research. The review includes, firstly, studies on
the Aspect Hypothesis, which predicts the relationship between the development of tense-aspect morphology
and inherent semantics of verbs in both L1 and L2 acquisition and secondly, studies on the acquisition order
investigating the progressive and the resultative state use of -teiru.

Keywords -teiru, the Aspect Hypothesis, naturalistic learning, formulaic language, L1 influence
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