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(1) While Anna dressed the baby played
in the crib.
(2) Did the baby play in the crib?
; (2)
- Christianson (2001)
, (3):
(3) Did Anna dress the baby?
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Y(07JAT740040) (



298

’

( Christianson 2005; Ferreira & Patson

2007 ), Christianson (2006)

(1) ,
(3)
5 Just  Carpenter
(1992) ,
. ,Juffs (2004) N
(2003)
R (2007)
Christianson , N
o 106
(1998) )

(self-paced reading)

. DMDX 3.1

D

2)

3)

2.1

2.2

DMDX 3.1
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( 1_4 ) )
Christianson
(2001) o
o 32 )
( 4a)
( 4b),
/ o
( 5a) (
5b),
(4a) While the man hunted the deer ran
into the woods. ( )
(4b) While the man hunted the pheasant
the deer ran into the woods. ( )

(5a) Did the man hunt the deer?

( )

(5b) Did the deer run into the woods?

( )

DMDX
3.1 ,
2.3
3
Omaki (2005) B
1 4

’ ’ o

50 (Ix5+2x5+3x5+4x%x5=
50), DMDX 3.1 , 0
2(2 ) o ’
( o),
(" "o
, 6 .
2006) .
C 7o
> ’ «

, (1996)
o ’ 50
, 25~29
25 , ,25 ’
O (6) | : ,
o ( )
(7)
: o (O
)
2 ,
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5 3.
2, 5 2
1.5, 1 , 3.1
1. o
) 4 , O 3 ( 1),
4, 2
3.5, 1 o
35
24 s 27.4%
,106
, 2002 57 50% .
(TEM4) s TEM4
TEMA4 5 o
1 (%)
106 .00 100.00 45.2830 22.32424
106 .00 50.00 18.5142 14.66198
106 .00 100.00 12.7358 17.33606
106 .00 25.00 2.9481 6.35083
2 T
t p
- 26.77 21.99 12.54 105 .000
- 9.79 16.99 5.93 105 .000
- 32.55 21.87 15.32 105 .000
- 15.57 14.52 11.04 105 .000
9 T 2 o} 9
(3) (
, Loy 18.51%) . ,
. 45.28% T
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50% o ,
,p=.032, o
(p=.000), ,
, (Christianson 2006:22)
o While the man hunted the
deer ran into the woods , . Ferreira(2003)
, , ,Ferreira
the deer . )
hunted , (heuristics) ,
3.18¢( 4), o
o 3.2
13% ,
2% ,p = .000, N
3
3
1 2 3 4
Pearson —.156 -.208" —.144 —.126
Pearson —.124 —.246" —-.359"" —-.340""
1= 2=
3= =

* . P<0.05, * *.P<0.01
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o o Christianson (2006) ,

. Harrington  Sawyer(1992)

o ,Miyake ,
Friedman (1998)

’

o (p=.033),
o o Just  Carpenter(1992)
- Christianson , ,
(2006) “ ” ,
N , Christianson (2001) ,
, While the man hunted the deer ran into the
) woods
5 the man hunted the deer,
(threshold) , o ,
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o

’ )

the deer ( the deer ran into the
woods) ,
the man hunted the
deer,
o
Ferreira

o

(compositional ) |

(algorithmic)
3.3
the deer o
o (Proficiency
Constrained Model) ( ,1998)
, (Hopp

2007:72),

s

.p=.206,

. CET-4(2002)
,60-70 ,71-85 ,85
64.7,
85 60~80
4.

’

(all-or-nothing process) .
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through a corpus-based contrastive analysis between Chinese learners’ English (CLE) and native
English. The data show that near synonyms differ in their collocational behavior and semantic
prosody, CLE exhibits much deviation in both dimensions, and different types of CLE exhibit
varying degrees of synonymous substitution and prosodic clash. It is found that the above CLE
characteristics and developmental patterns are closely related to word-for-word translation, and
learners’  inadequate knowledge about collocational behavior and semantic prosody of near

synonyms is the underlying factor.

A study of linguistic characteristics and score predictors for different reading-to-write
tasks, by Zhang Xinling, Li Qinghua and Zhang Jie, p.287

Different reading-to-write tasks are employed for corresponding teaching and testing
purposes under different multimodal situations. = However,  research available does not
synchronize testing practice quantitatively and qualitatively. The present investigation into
linguistic characteristics of the summaries and the augmentations of 189 subjects in question
yields the following findings: (i) linguistic complexity, content and coherence of the two are
significantly different; (ii) important score predictor(s) are the percentage error-free T-unit for
the summary, the percentage error-free T-unit, type-token ration and type-token ratio of
cohesive ties for the argumentation, respectively.

Comprehension of Garden Path sentences among Chinese learners of English: Exploration
into working memory capacity and language proficiency, by Gu Qiyi and Cheng Xiuping,
p.297

This research explores the final representations of Garden Path (GP) sentences among
Chinese learners of English and the roles of working memory capacity and language proficiency
in the process of their comprehension. The results show that incomplete final representations are
caused by both disambiguation and the lingering of the initial misinterpretation. Although both
positively correlated with the resolution of GP ambiguity, neither working memory capacity nor
language proficiency correlates significantly with the generation of these incomplete

representations in L2 GP sentence comprehension.

L2 listening comprehension research in China and abroad between 2000 and 2010. A
comparative study, by Fang Lan, p.305

This paper offers a comprehensive summary of research on L2 listening comprehension that
has been conducted in China and abroad between 2000 and 2010. Comparisons are made about
relevant research projects in this field with focuses on research type, orientation, topics and
findings. Some remaining problems are found about L2 listening comprehension research in
China, such as narrower research topics, and a lack of integrated and interdisciplinary
interpretations of findings or conclusions, for which an inadequate investigation into both the
cognitive processes of listening comprehension and the application of the new technology to

teaching is one of the major causes.



