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Abstract

This study investigates second language (L2)
sentence processing and discusses how sensitive
Japanese learners of English are to the distance
between a filler and its gap. Moreover, we show the
effect of proficiency on L2 sentence processing.
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(1) a. <T1> | thought that [;p Tom was [.,p
studying [ve the matter then]]].

b. <T2> It was Tom; [cp that [rp tj was [
studying [vp the matter then]]]].
c. <T3> 1| thought that [+p the matter; was
[ve studied [vp t; by Tom then]]].
d. <T4> It wasthe matter, [cp that [tp ty Was
[ studied [vp ty by Tom then]]]].
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P1 P2 | P3 P4 P5 P6

I thought | that | Tom | was studying | the matter | then

It was Tom | that | was studying | the matter | then
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