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Abstract

This study aims to investigate how the cumulative
effects of recent experience with particular structures
influence Japanese EFL learners based on a syntactic
priming experiment using sentence completion tasks.
The results show that the more the learners were
exposed to a certain sentence structure, the stronger
syntactic priming became, indicating the possibility of
repeated exposure accelerating learning during
language production.
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2=l —va YEITHIEDITIE, L b REEE
WMOT 72 A - FR & EEIEEELRE ) O B @itk
NEREND. TORDITIE, MNICEB)RiEH
RGEEETHVLEND L. SFEEHOEEICH
HANZALRSHBERROME AT L%
HEgL L7 DB SREANIIE TIE, MAERI 7 T A
> 7" (syntactic priming) IR L <FIHENS.
MBI T 74 7 L1X, SiEEHTrERICE
W, BRI U723 & A UG N & —
ERHWDLBAR DD Z L EHET.

ARG Tl HEBN T 74 LV 7 REFRIA LT,
AARNGESH#E (JEFLLs) DOEREKEG % B
(T D ATREME A D 72, JEFLLs 2 %4102, #5
TE DR FERIE~DORM (exposure) O [EIFMHEFE
PEHNC -2 2B DWW L7z, T ORI
Kox, YI9AI VT FEEMOEEEYE
(implicit learning) D AIREMEIZ DWW TELET 5.
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Pickering and Branigan (1998) D#tiER%RE
T (1) ITkdE, AVALLFrasAD
U~ PEEICIE, #iEEHIRE (syntactic category),
FEl] - 48 - #72 EoFEM (feature),
MO->&EE2HET DE®R
information) 72 & OFFEEHRBATE S AL TN D.
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1 PEHERRICIR T 285 & T 5 ek mER %

D HIET )V (Pickering & Branigan, 1998)

TRBEHNE I XFEER G OMA G DRI L > THER
SNTEY, FEDOHBMEN Y IRSND Z &
WZEDIEHET D B X5 TW5. Pickering
and Branigan (1998) i3, 1 DFETILOZ LM
ZIRRET D72, Ll SFEEE 2 R, SBAER
RAEER Lo MR 7 7 A L v T EREITo 72,
54% (prepositional object: PO) #3CF7-1% &
HAJ5E (double object: DO) Mg c (77
AL) &L, WITBNDRTRIL (F—F > |k
30 A EMBICER ST DA T o o R, B
BLOWES - M8 - MOBRN T T4 2L EF—F
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Morishita et al. (2010) <Ti%, Pickering and
Branigan (1998) ®Fikic#-5%, JEFLLs % %f
R & LT ERGRE A FEli L7z & 2 A, L1 OfiiE
#R2ET VN JEFLLs DA I HRY TEED
ZEPMLNTIR ST, THOTIA I
IIE - PAEE L LR THEILE 72, 208
e LT, TRROSG, AvFrbdxiay
WIZLPEH D T2 DFERE - FERERR B +H0TERK S
ALTWRWABEMENR B X BiLD.

AREBRTIL, F3E DRREE ~ DAL H3 H
ZDICONTT IA IV ITIRBEL 2D EN D
L1 %752 (Kaschak et al., 2006) Ok Fiz £k
5%, JEFLLs x4 & U7 SEpERE % FE0E L,

MR T T A X v 7 DBRBNRICHOWTIHAE L.

3. XE
3.1 ERBAE HAANKRTEA 353 4 N ERICE
L, Educational Testing Service (1997) (2 X
% SLEP (Secondary Level English Proficiency)
Test DV —F 47«7 arDRay|ziEs
&, BHRERNZ b -th e PAIRRICOE LT,
32 RBRMELUVFIE 774 LXBLVH—
7y b OB &L ORME (Rl - A1 - ) o5
A% & PO/DO #3C % 20 MHAHE L7z, FEERC
20 L& 7 ¢ T —3C 20 LDOF 40 L& E e
%, (a) FH 4 XD 55 1T 5 BT OB
\ZHEfih4 % 7 71— (equally- exposed group: EE
) (b)) 1 FEOAIC 20 BT 5 70—
(unequally-exposed group: UE #f) (Z%f L T4
4 FEATERK LT,
VLTS, 774 43 (lard) &4 —47 > 3 (2)
R
(1) a.The driver showed the car to the mechanic.
b. The driver showed the mechanic the car.
c. The driver gave the car to the mechanic.
d. The driver gave the mechanic the car.
(2) The patient showed....
EEBRW A, AEMFICEINTT T A L

EEGEL, ROX—T DX —7 Y & HBIZE
REED L fRR SN, FTERIIZKN 50 45T
Holz.
3B ERAE TRTCOREEE, [FI74I07%)
RHV (PO T T A LD EEIZPOMELAEFER,
DO 774 A L =2 DO # X % FEH -
Priming), 774 v 7% L) (PO 774
LD E X DO ML EPEL, DO 7T A LD
L X2 PO W& FEH : Alternate), [ZF Dfh ]
(PO/DO #ELLISN & pEH, HE[RIZ 72 & @ Other)
W LT

4. FEREEBRE

=9, EE L UE BEDO T 74 2 vV RE K
LCTHDE, &EFELLT, AIFELY BHEEDIZD
DHOLNZEWT TA IV THRERLE (R ).
#1 EE# & UEREO VPSR (%)

Verb, etc. Prime  Responses
EE PO DO Other
Same PO 49.6 18.4 32.0
DO 17.7 47.5 34.8
Different PO 42.5 21.9 35.6
DO 19.2 42.0 38.8
UE PO DO Other
Same PO 60.9 13.1 26.0
DO 8.5 59.7 31.8
Different PO 51.6 13.6 34.8
DO 7.7 53.4 38.9

F7o, ZuRESBONTIC L DRE TR LU
T a—X—OFELLDZELK LTI A,
EE B, UEREE ©, EAIBETIX, Alternate DE|
AN, FAEETIE, Other OEIAN, oo sk
TN—TIHA_NTENENRRICE D> T12723, UE
BT, N7 T4 IR0 wIc, BT
PREE B ZDOEIGHWAD LIz (F2).

K2 E R RS R (%)

Responses
EE Priming  Alternate Other
Upper 47.9 25.2 26.9
Medium 52.8 18.9 28.3
Lower 35.3 13.2 51.5
UE Priming  Alternate Other
Upper 61.2 15.0 23.8
Medium 64.6 10.2 25.2
Lower 49.0 8.7 42.3




Kz, UE BEOEEflEE AR (1—10 [=E) &
#%¥ (11—201[8) 1250, ¢fE (BRI 12kY
T TAI TR LT, ZOREE, AL
i (56.9%—65.5%) & HAiRE (57.9%—71.3%)
T, BEDODTITA IV ITRKPNFREICERA LT
=28 (p<0.01), FHEE (46.7%—51.3%) 1Zi%
ARERBRZEMITA OGN o7z (X 2).
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IO b, BRECHDLT, FEOME
&~ OEMREESE 2 DO TTTA I
RDELS 2D T ENFNY, BT T A4 I
ZIZHHHTEEHRA 2T e ATHD V)
Pickering and Branigan (1999) ® ¥k & &3
HDRERE o7, LavL, 20 FIRRE QA TIET
ERFICII R E s BT R o ipino 7.
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WREH T 7 A X v 7 FEBRIT, L1 36F O S iEEH
AT = ALNERTRDT-OIZER SN LB T
ETHY, BUEETHEZ A, LYEFL IZISAL
TEHFZEIEIEF IR BN TV D, L, #ENT
T4 2T OFEE, L2/EFL #EEOMERS
BRLOGHEENA N =X LOMBAORKRR T, &
FEPEHIC BT B a0 OB AL ERRE /) D
i EICHIACTE D AMREMER S 5.

WARI T 7 A X v 7 SRR O H Tl (A UAESC
IZHES 5 2 L ITIX, SEEFREO MBS LB
& & D EE° 8 (Lightbown & Spada, 2006)
WCEDFEIRR DD EEX NS, £z, Hak
HHI (syntactic rules) 1%, AE, BUTX 720
HEDOHLDTHLDOT, T7I7AIVTOFEEM
W BRI X B IEE RS MM S D ATREME DS B
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5. A%, FEEOSHEENER LOEME, 5%
k7 EOENEZZE L, SHICHET L TE
TH5.

B

AWFIEIE, Rk 21 FEERVER TR B A - B
WF7E(A) TH4EREE I HE /) O BGEALIC L 5 SEEN
WERD BEME Y 1 2 OfRH] ) GREE S 2124013,
WFEREE - BRI —), BROY, FRk 23 FFER
LR B4 - FRIEZE(C) [ H AR NSRS EE
DAL —F 7B HHGEAE Y 7' 2 2R3
L LEEFEFRIMIIE] SRS 23520778, WL
REE  RTEM) OPfEZITTWD. ik,
ARz Hr iz, BEREBOREFICH
Wixary henkEEnWE, ZogEsfi LT
< BALA L EiF7zu.
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