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This research note summarizes findings in adult second language
learners’ interlanguage grammar in the fields of generative linguis-
tics and psycholinguistics. The linguistic approach captures some
components of the grammar, though it does not clarify the role of
the input to grammar formation. The psycholinguistic approach, es-
pecially research of sentence processing, reveals learners’ prefer-
ence among processing-related factors, though it does not explore
fully the content of the grammar. Referring to the findings in the
two fields, the Autonomous Induction Theory (AIT, Carroll 1999),
which is constructed to clarify the role of input to interlanguage
grammar, is reviewed. The Theory states that learning (i.e., change/
development of grammar) is possible only when language process-
ing fails in analyzing incoming input. The AIT connects processing
and grammar mechanisms, and provides some promising accounts
for issue in second language acquisition research.

F—7—FRAETEHEES PEEEE kT v Tukiy
27" Autonomous Induction Theory

I. BL®IC

SHERE VOB, SR OHFOWM NS T 7 —F L) L1
HTHbH, LT, 20BHRZ2IVICELRZIHIETEES, ThHD
WA S 7 7 —F LA ER S RVWHETH 5, Z2 T OHf%E
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J =TI, SR LLOHEHMHBO Ty Y UL ) 20
DOFENL, WAL SEEEE2 R 2RATHADL, FRICHELEZ YT
%o)li, T EEHEORBIRICBT L Ty bo&kETHb, LT,

M TR L2 ERBPDOZ 2 5F 2T, SEFLELHED
i %l% B 7 B 55 T & %, Carroll (1999) @ “the Autonomous Induction
Theory” DEHEZRANT 5,

HAHEMDBERINDLEE, TOBRBERIIDH L EE [HH S0
LIRS, 22TV [E] i3, whwa [B#EE] o2k Tidnl
ZOEHREMHT2HD, MR ENOZDICL) &2 A LT 55k
DT EEF/T, ERCCERSHES 2 Mk E LSEREmTIE, I
WADEZFiE GLERE) 8B 5E, DTod )»%@"J:’)meuiﬂf(qj
BEFENEL TV EE N5,

(1)

‘ Universal Grammar ‘

WoE Xk

TEWET—-y MRS EE q:r'ﬁ;.;ﬂ&;z(z WHESEE SRR
W IR e 551 BERE 55 n Be TR B
(White 2003, p61 &V ; HAEOIB/IEEZIMEE)

L2PLD (L2 Primary Linguistic Data) &%, &S &K% L7z
BOSHET DI LT, IS Ty hELTS, (State zero) T 7
LDEMMREO R SIELIEICA S, MIIRELEL LCTiX LISs (L1
Steady State) T%bbBMGFEAOE—Fik (BEE) OWREIHESNIT
Wb, SyidUniversal Grammar (M@ X)) OHIFHNTESET—F O
47w b&%ZIFT, ILGl (Interlanguage Grammar stage 1) #*5ILGn
(Interlanguage Grammar stage n), ILSs (Interlanguage Steady State)
NEFELTW L,
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BRWVIRE N ERE R IR 7228 ED, 1LSs (M FFEOmMER) T
HEER B R ADZERIEICEL DM Z L v IRMmErlZ 455, TN
BIZNIZE BV TWS L) 722, Iz IEEg, EFETEAZ WIS
M (FodfbRvd) v, FEFEREEREE IS L o T ITMEHKICAT
A BN, BEEERBEZSHEL L THATAHICL T, WIlWEERE
W) ZEIZENTV S, F/z, HEEEEE S H AT 2T 2 B0 BhEi
OFPUTL bR H)WES LI L TH 5,

X, RETHSH I, BRNBOSTEFMIREBEZ L) &) R
@i (The Critical Period Hypothesis, Lenneberg 1967) W THBL & L
T, WROSHEFMNT 7a—FTid, ToOHMEIE, [HEECHERE L2V
EEEOREE VG 5O XWEEZ2A 5 | (Hawkins and Chan 19971) &
A, [BRELICHBRLZVWEREZE R T 20 3HWEEZZ2 5 ] (Tsimpli
and Mastropavlou 2008fth) 72& XN T&7:, 2% ) ZOMEIEX, SiE¥
HIBTIE, oLV AT ABMAOMEL LTHLESNTEZDOTH
%o

T SREIEL/ZET LRI, f1 v Ty PELTHEISHEOT—%
WHTH D, L, FNNREARDIOT - EDXHIZTatAEh -
WRCEER R T 200 vy 2 Eid, HIICERSCERO SEE R T
M sNTREDP> 720 ZNIIRODOKITWY 2 1E, L2PLDSA 7 v b
ELTSUCABERS (—) TRENTVWAFHDOZI ETHbL, D%
=T, MNIRLAEL) REBRANT 70 —F12 X 2 CHEBHROHM
B, ATy b - Taey eV BIRBE)HboTnEDhE W
IMEE LY BT, T e, EEWREN) TV A A TEZT
W2 HEFERL e EDOSHEIMONA/FEHOZETH 5L,

COMEIL, BIZIETESTEEEE L LEFEOEFAOBF RO TV 2
E UT0X) %z eenrd, 7, PRIEHETENEZ LD L) 2
T ENEV) T EEFHZONED, FOHEBBAERLEOFRIZE E
FoTWBIRY, 7utyy 755550 3ERE. VT VFA
A THNTL BEEREOMBRIZ, SRR 2 W L Tw BRI 22 »
MO Thbhb, LIz-oTI I T, WFEM#EL A 7y 2oL, &
FRIE L CORFEDO L Z SGEREDA Ty b e LTEZTA
E9o MW KN TL 2 HHEE K& 220 BHRE RAID & v ) 15
I, R LTREI, “a” R “the” LW IS/ EL - BEEOH



82

KFETIZE- X0 EEMIE R FF 2R VEfLE, £ 7y bELTEMIC
THEALTWAEES I H THNIMETE, EFiET— 7 12100%
DfiEER-7-F F, WHEHESGEREO DI SN T LD TH A
AW, LWIHRHETH B,

COMEE, UTOIHTHmETYWEv, 31 TIE, ERCEROS
EPBEANEZSHEMCBUATHERL VI bOELEDLIICEL R
TWwab2rx i, TZORMADRIEZHLNIZT S, MTIE, BWAEZ
B0 7YY Y T ORME, BAITRER LW OPHWIEL, EhdE
FEENT TR—F L EIMIBT A0 EmT b, N T, S 7uty
YR OMEE D S EEEE L VWIBLE LS 2 NHTH B, Car-
roll (1999) @ Autonomous Induction Theory (HEMWFEIEHRE) % W0
5, VT, FHEFmHNZOMITRBETLEIALEZT LD S,

I. hEEEANDERNEREEEN7 70 —-F

ZITIE, EBCSUERRO AT 70— F 5, CEBRFIZOW TR
BHZEERRELVWZ EZW ST H720, TRSTEFMEIZED
Iz szeonTndhrzT b,

WPk, BHTHRRZZLH I, SHOEMRLELO-OOREL LS
Mk Z & ThHh b, [ /NG| (The Minimalist Program, Chomsky
1995) Ti%, b FOFEEEIIE, [HEI AT L] & [FHHRICET 2 HH%]
TR o TWd, HHEYATALIE, MHICEZIE XOMKELETDH
Lk, LI CUNRMEZ L7200 DEEE W) 2L TH D, 77 =D
VIZE 21X, TNidER (LF, Logical Form : #&E) & & #& (PF,
Phonological Form : &#JE0) OB R CRiAIY WHE % BiEHRR & Heft
TAHYATLADIET, 2212 THiE] (merge) & [BE)] (move)
L), XDORED72ODEETMENEINTVDE L EIND, HEI,
OB EWCERO T ONTERELELEQLIBETH 5. BENL, FH2SE
nZho¥Eo [FM] (feature) % THET L] LW H) AN AL TITD
N5, ZoO#AZ, TOR)THZZFCHWAT 5.
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- who #3#ME (AR - WH %t (BRAHER) -
\

LRI g A FEEE O, B LEYaUrALIYBRER, HEash
7ZREOM e ) OHIZ, “who” WO WHEERH S E L LI TD “who” I,
[ ] I2BW TP EEZR E Y (uninterpretable feature) &, A
TR WHREZF-> Twb, TN OMRHFATTRE 2 21 L BRI RIC RS-
9, LFIZET 2 TIRMY B2 zeiFid s s %v, LETIE [EIK]
WAL DD DODARRY o TWDH I EPREENLLTH
bo TOWY KX, FFEHEOMMRAEEZ FK M (interpretable feature)
EOHMEBIZL o TITbh b, ZORED72DIZ, BEDAELSL, ED2)T
VX, “who" 1%, ZOMBHRITRERIEEMEDS, T (tense) DFFOMFM
WHEERERLELEWMET 72012, TITTPOREMBICBET L, 51
FRIRAS W] BE 22 WHEEMEASC (complementizer) DFF DR e QFEM: &
WET 572012, CPOREICBRET 25, MHATREZ TR, FUER
GOl LESN, BRTERZEDOADLE (BHROF) F THK
%o

N ERERIIB T FMEHROMEEICOWTIE, RS EEE
KL ONTWBA, TS, EEoMR OF) Witz o <o
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RN %o

WONBEER LK, D7 HBiisEic BT, AR SHEEEEOEH
L, MEE % 2 FUEPHEROTRE AT RENI 0o TV D &V ) iR
/R & N T & 72 (Hawkins, Casillas, Hattori, Hawthorne, Husted, Lozano,
Okamoto, Thomas and Yamada 2008 ; Tsimpli and Mastropavlou 2008
f)o TOFUTE D E, LEICHRZ WM REZ FEIE, [ 300 BRI 22
EBHho7zo] BHEINhb, TO—FT, MHATREZRZMEE [FKIC
BIG-LZaw] 720, BEPHEETHL E IS, H21EX, Tsimpli and
Mastropavlou (2008) 1%, © ¥ 7iERELE & MV aEREEE T, 6
TEWELTEY Uik B o NOHERE (clitic) OFEIZOWT
SR L 720 kT d, [—casel + [ —agreement] &\ AT
LR HENZFH-TBY, MEZIT) 2DICLEIBEIT A, HbET, —A
e ZAMOBERECIE [+person] (+ AFR) &) T RE R B2 D
L, ZABEFHIIEED X O FEEIE L v (O FHMNIE Tsimpli and
Stavrakaki (1999) &), S IXZDOFEICEH L, MR ER Z 2
D— A& ZAMOEREE, SAMEEE L D EEIES TH L LT L 7,
REET— Y OO ORR, BEEFEBEEORIIIEFEMR Do
TS - 7255, FRCEARERFIR L TEHESIND 2 R e h o 7.
Tsimpli and Mastropavlould Z 255, RO (OF) WEEMEA, B
SEEBOREOT S (OF) WREMEEFIE L TWwD E WG ZFE S
7z, EERLTWS,

ST, 20X AR ER: & BB R OEBFIL, Lo X9 IZEHb
ENBTHSH)HY, BRTRE R FZNOARIHETERE L VI 2Ol
FELIWCLT, [FREERICEEZBEFBL TS L w) BT, FHERicd
HANCH [RZRTv] 572] twnol k) izt

TN, REIIIAEBCORIRS A OWN D 2 HEINCH 5. EIK
FREWBT 2% [BETE] VAT 21, SlEFHmATIIEES
NTVRVNLTHbE, SiFN7 70 —F PR SFECEICE L THS
MIZLI B EIF, DX HREIER SN ER GE I & A4 C
SRLDOPEV) T LDHRTHL, T72, EDXIBA YTy PHBZDOXL
EEBE L 720D E V) HEL, 2 TR FVERV, 22T, WAL
SHFHEVPA YTy PELTMERY ANTWAh%2i@ms 5720, RE
TE7Tuty 72wy LHEFEFOMEL R o

[



PSR SCEORIEIC BT 54 27y bORENIOWT 85

I EBAFE-EEBSIcsW370€ 07

TITIE, FLEHROEHIIBWT, kYT A - TR Y VT, Tk
DEEBOLOBHBED LI IR TWbOhikELddb, 7uts v
72, ETlARAENERICMA T, WS2bDFEEH LA T T
V=5 T 5, BMAREESRBEOX YT YA - Tuky v, # R
Thb, €I, VTINVIALTA YTy PENLHEER, SCGEARE
SBLAENOKRA ERITL TSR N Ty ThFhid s, ZoFHEh
WHELAFERLDODVFENE (ZFM) 2572012, R ERD
LREEZPITD Ny 7T U aFhEBd b, TNOIEE %L TER
SNbHZET, BHEEFHEO 7Oy v 7L,

LAY, FEERA OB X RS SEEFE IR, AR
BHEWRRLZTOEI VT AT T VRO LRI TV S, Bl
¥, Felser, Marinis and Clahsen (2003) (¥, ¥z ke LCHEHO
¥ 412, “The doctor recognized the nurse of/with the pupil who was
feeling very tired” D& ) %X %5 2T, 7aty v 7 OMEmNz#H~X7
ZhiE, BIARHET “who was feeling very tired” 2%, “the nurse” 3 “the
pupil” B L1F5, ThbbBERE QLTGS2 2 Hmas2 o
HbH, ZFENELTHD, TO_FMEHIT 5I121E, THEEITOWTD
HiFk kg HE:) B TEAREET, 2 OONPOMIZEN 2 B 25,
“of” 2 “with” A&\ ) BRI R EMAMEE 2 ET B0 N BLEEREH O
FIWFCTlX, “the nurse of the pupil” ®¥&1%, “nurse” A BA4RHE D47
&R BIRIRAMES SN A 2Y, “the nurse with the pupil” O¥&EE, AT
FlE LT “pupil” MEXEIND L VIHIHIALD S, & ZAHH, FHRIZZD
IV X E R TEBEEZTo7-E 2, BABGERED L) /87 — U
RoNhwEnwg ZEbh o7z, Felser et al. (2003) (x2 2205, HF
EBRRTOTHNUE, BIRNERERANGEEE IS L2 (F213TE
) DD B LR .

ZORI, WAL SEFEE L, HEEDAORERICIE A BN D 5
E VI FGEDNSH % Felser and Roberts (2004) (&, HFEASTY ¥ ¥ FET
Wik R BT O AL, Felser et al. (2003) L FBkOX%E5 z2, TO
FM2 ORI B0 ETRT, ZORKBRE, RABESHEFEE IO
THERM ML B L 3, ARG E ISR TIRE S 2, XEoE
R (BHROB oL HLE) WWEEEZZTLLEVI DD ST, B2,
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“the nurse of the patient who was feeling very sick” ® X 9 %4 CTi,
“who was feeling sick” ([ HA2EW ) &) BRI, BEREYIZIE “the
nurse” (B#AG) XD D “the patient” (BE) DK U < RS
B, IS, BAESSHEFRECREEER 520w )H)TLTH
5o

C OfE ) &2 BT B EH e D M S Tw 5. ) 2 1XUllman
(2001) 12k B &, BARGEREO O LY ¥ VI, 2200R% L5
BIATADPOLED Vo TWDEV), DEDITMBEHIEIAE T S ih5EL
BOMWTHY, bH)OEDIFRHEICMEL, HHENV— NV 2 FET
Hbo BFEZBWTIEZOmMENMIH SN, RADOEZFIETIE, &
BIFNZCHIEPMENAIIEE T4 LB RTWn5, 72, AR SHEFEAD
COFRREMEL, Tav Yy FORER—~HNLZOTIEIZVIE VI imdd b,
HL W EN (event-related brain potentials, ERP) Dff7ETix, %
CERFHEICEWRNER R D 2 72 ZITAET ANA00 GHIBERREBR
4003 ) &l ¥ FIRICHEAET oMk (TREERE L D BB
N5, Lw) ZehHEsnTws (Hahne 20011tH)

COEHNZ, WMANESHEFREBZEOL YT VA - TaLy T D8y —
VL, FEEEEB L OBEESTO T E 3R/ 5> T 5, Z 0K,
S kL L-WgE TR S oo L Rk, [BRESA~06EH | 12
Hb, BELLIE TERELR] (ZOXBMEEERLTWEH) OHED
72U, EHRDA DO FRIZEL Y, 2F ) BRWFAREZED by
TEY yOWEREL LA Ty PELTIY AN, TOHMWEZETT 516
s En)ZETHb,

LrL, - ar7 27 2 MIOWTOFEREZEILIIH W B @5
2HHEVS T, BMAEZEETEE OB SGEISHEETEROIKIEL T
5, Li3KEmoOT o v, LFEARIEHH2Y, VTNV L A0 TakY
YIOBICENETHLEN R, LW IRENH 0572, T
BMIIE, THERERDR ] (K - =Y - BhiE2001), 3 %b5, SLERE
WHBORMORE S LBEET LI b Lk, Lddbh, FHHSE
SR ED L) BRERAEE AT TV I hEnH) T L, Tuky s
WMEPDIXERET 70 —F B TELWHETH 5,



PSR SCEORIEIC BT 54 27y bORENIOWT 87

V. ##¥E#97 70— F : The Autonomous Induction Theory

WA ZEEFAEOPESHECRICE L CSHEFESHLMIL) B 2
LlE, EDXD BB THREINTVIED, Evio 2L LEORTH
bo I, BHRRRICO LS [ RME] oFRsoNhs
LIIWR, ZOLEEBIK LA Ty boMEIZ, FEwlLBhnwI e T
Holze —HTTOXY Y ITMAEPHONIZT 20, Fihx iy 28
DIFIELREROHPT, MABSHFRAFIEREREELET L0
ITETHD, L L7ty r 7, SCEONFICELTIE, 15
DR D F/= e o 726

i, COMFHOMICH->T, XFELTaty v 7o)l xEEICA
N, SHlBEBOVATLAEMBHL L) & LRH I W OnRERIITY
5o Z ZTlE, Carroll (1999) @ Autonomous Induction Theory (AIT)
Y BV, 2oMEEFLDL,

Carroll (1999) OF#le %2 di, FiE7 vt v 7 It o2
VAT APPSO LIEY 2 —VTHB EW), Jackendoff (1987fth) @
HTH b, Carrolll T D EZIT T, 70t v 7L T,
ENENIM L7 - BN 2B X 2RO 0 THAh LR L7z 727210
CO2O0HMERMIE, BOBOMWMVLZEY 2 — L& LTHEEL 228
5, UTFDIZRRS L9 %h/-bT, d#EL I TWwS,

Taky v IEHEANDOA Ty MEEREY SFVT, Ty N Ty MED
CETHEE (EBR) RZ (conceptual representation) TH b, Z DL
WA ZRWIRY, BUTOHRBSCEICIEMSDL 7y PH ALY, #Hil:
GRMOAEL BV, ZOFTOLERME, Tuty v I3 i Any
REZ FallBIc BB L7258, BEIMICHEREINL DL I N5, i
ST, LFEFRB A= L1E, Tuky v 7 EOMEORYA =X
K2 WVwH e THb, LMo T, EBRHOME LS4 0Ty M3,
Taty I Ty b (EHRERRECHLIEHE VI NVEDL D)
ERRRDODIEL V) T LIl D, LEBHA =X L0, T
DR, 7Ly Y FOWEDRKNE L > TVLERT—F 2 HHTE
HENTEZDLZEIZH D E, CarrolllZiBXTW5b, ZTHAAITO LY
METhb,

EHICCOMTIE, CEHESWIIFICSHINLOE, HELNVICE
WTIEBELETH L LRESN TV D, DF ), Tuty v 7 EREIC
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o TWD [HWMAWRERT A 74 1%, BRSHET b bR CEz
RETAN)Z—Ya VHNIZHD, EVHIEFHFE LTIV TWVS
LW ETHD, UlhrTrws s, AITOMET S SEEBICLER
A7y b, UToGNIRITFEIDTH b,

(3)

—HF T A E N, BATRO YT TV - AY - R &
ZIEENEGMANERLET A T 4

Bitoraxy v 7k

LEH R EREMACTHBE SO Tty v 7 Lo EE By
% 72D OHTEHR 5SRO FEI 2 &)

a0 T

(Carroll 1999, p.365 £ b))

EC, O, TTHRASHEENT 70 —FTLH 2 ONHHEF
M, BEUOLNTRAARASE ZSHFEBTOTu Ly v 7 - N8y =k,
EDINIHETHEALI D YTV ATk VY TORKET T b
7Ty M AERELOWFET, O HNIER S NIUTLHEOFRITEZ 5
kv B, MRITEZR (EWRO LNV THRS) FEIE ST D8,
A RE R FZMEEZ ) TR EVETLHE, PHETHLOTIERVHRD
L, b LOMIRATRERZMIC L > TEL 28805, Yok v
D TERBMICEE 25220 ER0 (ZEZOXLOHE 0 E#2,
TVT I ANRLOFEREPLSERS T UL ATETLE ) L) REAIC
), fErICFECERS ISR LI WwWEEZONSL, T2, &
YFVA TR Y Y IO R, SR S N D, BEREEHIC R L7
407y bR, RAMGOEETLILDLEHFETLIHICEDbNS,

ST, ITHEE, ERCGERSEAORMAIIB T 2R FHEOI
EORNERTAL ) EFHET— ¥ DM SIHE R Ahs b
BoIRDLE, AITOE Z 2R ) ANRIUE, TOWHFIZHLLHIICTFEDS
NLTH A9,
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‘ Universal Grammar ‘

EHoE X O

!
SLiss]fon

L ¢ GRS e
ok B

1. L2PLD #°L1Ss~ ( —»)
2. L2PLD 87/ 0t v IR AL SR E &
L2PLD i3 SCEREA~DA 7y Sl s

2'. L2PLD A7 ut v CHEEEL L L &
3. S, AT (HES ) 2Z3M3 2 (v)
4. SO Y AT MHEALT B —3CikIL ILGn 12ZML S %

1'. L2PLD #%ILGn ~
(LT, Eo2~4D#DEL)

LEV AT LA TEHGOBE &L R Ty ML, =7 Y S
BROETOFEREELLOTERL, 7ukiryr7lwvy) [5H50w] (1
BKolzbDDOATHY, ZOIENTHEELEORICE S FITHE
FThHEWH)Z LD, ZoOME,SIIHEGRTE b,

V. $b¥)IC

AITiX, SCTEWHhITFLFEETuky vy - BXUOAL 7Ty bl
oM, RASHEERM CRERR IN TV L HEICH L Tofied i
RLTWS, £3, Wb [{bfifb] 5 (fossilization, Selinker 19724t)
ThHb, ML, WAEZSHEFHED, THSHEORERTOH S HT
[BSZIED ], BEESESOEICRAFEL VI ) BT —MHAEL %L
BHBEVIHROZ L TH D, ZHUINER, BRBUEOLH: Y A7 20
KEge LTHZ BN T W, 25, SHIZAITOVE» S35 &, Taty
VT VAT ANTRL, o THHROBRZIIEZEITA Ty MK
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BEYATLDCAL R oz ZEw) Z &Ik b,

ZLCZOEGHIL [BEH] LVIHOMEZOL0R2BRIIFEZLHDTY
Hbo FHEFNT T U—F TIHEHWIT, BABEZSHEFEBIIBITE L
WHGRDS, TEEESH ER U] S ho2acndk [BEReSh], B
R LR ) LR HOICEL L, [HBRERICKRD ] L &R
Twize LALAITTI, #—7 v FEBEOEEITEILZE0AE [H
Bl LIEMEE RV, DL EFEOA DA LD, Tuaky v I EEY
BIIRDOLEDL AN AL EFFOICEL 25, HBERMHEIICAELZEWD
NP s 38

LIS E E0RER, AT T4 v 20254 F Iy 712
ZAEHETHRLIE, WMESHEF L OHUSHESE OHEER 0T 7 a—
FHRUETH Do CarrolldAITIEZ, ZD L) BHADVDEDTH D,

P
LEHBHICBOTE, BRATRERZEEE V) Do, BAA [EEF@R (LF)
DREHTES VLD TRHDDEH, —HWIILFEOBB 2RI OLOOERE L
THZOENTWVE, L7z, BEIL W) BREWH) BROBEGHDO, DELODHE
FHH I G- SN 5 RO (OF) Wik, BEDO L ZAMEICL > TRE 2V
EZFTWDS, COMGREED [A%ES ] 13 2880218, ABf%E — FTIEZLH
ABRV,

BE Xk
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