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HAANRFEFZEE OPRITFEGEIC BT 2 FAEZER OREE
R, B, BiEEE

L iELdic
SRR B A oo, [RHEELE PR HES
M ET B CRE 2 H O FEERE) | Rk 5 Z & TH B (cf. White
(2003),P(hnura(2025))o

- B EOHEEELEOIEERICHE L 2 T\nwB L HEEI NS ERK
() FEEEDHIE (BEEEERS)

i) 41 v 7 v b

(iii) 5 1Y 70 SRR

(iv) — %[ RE R e hE

/

- EBR RO SLAWE TlX. FSFEGEICE T ) EEEDLFEOME
(RFEE#RTS) & (i)iEERY 7 SOERIR) o% B2 REES % 720 O SGEBHR 2:
T, whiBENCHE S BoRIFICESAEToNTE Y, L2¥EE X, FIEE
53, BORNICGEK T 5 wh BEIO % IE L  JESGEN T &#HL}?@% 5 z &
DG XN T3 (e.g., Aldosari et al.(2024), Goodall (2015), Li (1998),
Martohardjono (1993), White & Juffs (1998)).

Lo L, wh BB L BE T 2 BIR TH 5 T A 24T (Parasitic Gap)ICBI L T %
FEEPZDOFEMEEELLHBITE 2001200 T, 1§EAERIEE LT
AR

(774 2577 (Parasitic Gap) & 1]
- wh 58N 7 CIRE L ATRER LB D D OBENIC X > T TE ZHIBFET 5 Z
T, B TIIIEIC R 2 Z T OMEICEL S EDTE S gap DT &,

(1) &FED Parasitic Gap D
a. Which articles did John file ¢ without reading e ?

b. Which boy did John’s talkingto e bother ¢ most?
(Engdahl (1983:5))

—gap I T XHNOHMEN R HEICL->Tavy br—ALINd 7D, whhDE
Pi(real gap) & ZFAEZEFTIE &6 O b [ U (e.g., which article) k153,

(2) REEDAFEZEFTIT 72 HARFED gap OB
a. [[ fEF2» ﬂ}#?@) e Do TWirb] MEH LALLM 28 ¢+ &E7E-

EEE T ?
b.[[ e WARFEZ BOHREE] 2 t 243D L2DidEDimXIc
T ?

(Takahashi (2006:10,11))
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—IHDOHMIT LY |

- wh F] DICHLE D gap DIFFEICHKIEE S, B CE DO HIC gap 234 U 2 &2
RIS,

* XARICE D KRR ARETH 5720, [F—XHNICH 5 DD gap (e,)lTF 1
INEL2ERZIET LB TE 5,

—ZF BRI, RGO E/MIERIC X > TEL 3 gap & IABEMICE 7 2 Y
% £F2(Engdahl (1983:5)),

LR

L1 HARGEIC B W CURICHRTE L TR X 402 20T (gap) D Rk % Fro P #
25, L2 FEEEDMEEN A EAIC X > TOHRAA[ I N 3 FAEZEFE v I . HBARIC
B2 24 TDFERH (gap) % HIFAIHED,

2 ffi FEFEOFAEEN L HAFED gap DFHEOFR
3T SefTHESE

4 Ffi FEERMEEE

5 AT ARG

6 ffii HE

78 SkOME

2. TEDOHFEZR & HARFED gap OB O
2.1. HEEDF LT

- WEEDFAZEATIZ. LF T null operator @ covert movement IC X - THRL &
L% (e.g., Contreras (1984), Chomsky (1986), Culicover (2001))

(3) FHEZERT (Parasitic Gap)
a. Which articles did John file ¢ [OP [without reading e ]]?
b. Which boy did [OP [John’s talkingto e ]]bother ¢ most?
(Engdahl (1983:5))

—null operator (OP)I. real gap (wh FIDIEHR) 23E& T 2 fi/BEFRICHNT 5401
[EIC LF CBEIT % S ROE X, FFAEZEATIC real gap L [Fl—DfER%E 5 %2 %,

- TR AR TEED & D 2T X o T, FFAEZEATIE 2 fE%H(optional
PG(FEE Y 72 Z2FT) & obligatory PG(EEHIY 72 ZEFM)IC T b B,
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(4) 2 DO FAEZEF (PG)
a. BRI 72 22 R D
These are the reports that [ filed ¢ without reading e.
b. FIFM 72 22T D
Kim is a person that [everyone who knows e] that really likes ¢ a lot.
(Culicover (2001:9))

— [EEY 72 Z2 AT ((4a) XA INEAETNIC 4 U (adjunct-internal PG),  FA551Y 72 Z2 AT
(4b) I EFED B (subject-internal PG)ICZE U % (e.g., Shimada (1999)).

(5) @) DA A 22T DALE I IR 7 (A4 5l 2 A 472X
a. FEZEI 722277 (adjunct-internal)
These are the reports that I filed ¢ without reading them.
b. FH5I 72 22T (subject-internal)
* Kim is a person that [everyone who knows her] that really likes ¢ alot.
(Culicover (2001:10))

—(5b) 1% Weak Crossover Effect % 7~ 37z ® FIE AR

—PBEER 72227 (adjunct-internal PGs) 1344 5 & fROFAIRE/Z 23, ISR 7n 22 P
(subject-internal PGs) i3 {4 5 & AIZFA 1l BE

XEENR E T 5 DIZFBEH 2207 (subject-internal PG) D 3L

22. HARGED gap

- HAGE : wh 812372 { (= wh-in-situ S58). scrambling (2> ZEE) 235 5,
HIBR (ellipsis) IR HHE ICHE T 5,

- HARGECHFAZEN" O L 5 IR P S gap 13, BENCIKFEL RV A =X L
(pro(ZEfR A Z) 00T (e.g., Hoji (1989), Abe (2011)), Ellipsis (HlER) 5047
(Takahashi (2006)) i X o> CT#HHE N3,

(6) BT EFEZEFRO X S ICRS 5> HAGED gap Ol (=(2))
a[[ TEF2 AED e HoTWwWirb] MEH LALLM 28 ¢ IF&EF-
7-D3EEE TT e ?

b.[[ e BATHER BOEEE] D + STV LD EDRICT
7

—HARZED gap IZFFENTlI 7\ XA =X L (e.g., prolellipsis)ICH:D & FEH X
%,
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3. HFEZEFOMBMOER/RICEET 5 SLA DEITHIER
3.1. Aldosari (2025)

(WF5e o HiY]
- L1 7 7 TR L2 WEEAEE DY, WEEAREERGE & R L CREE O RS 4 F
2% L ORERATE 50
- L2 H131C B % Full Transfer/Full Access (FTFA){K&% (Schwartz & Sprouse
(1996)) 7% FREL

Full Transfer/Full Access {iKit (Schwartz & Sprouse (1996))
- L2 HEOWIHKEE X L1 HB0&M&IRETH 5 (Full Transfer)
AV Ty b T 2IGEYRRAEZH D Yo a VWA, HESGE
(UG) D@EPRPLICH D W CTEEED FHEFE 4 U % (Full Access)

c T ITETEED wh BRI wh BENC X VIES N B 720, BodfNcHETH
% (e.g., Aldosari, 2021), L2*L., BENAFEERIFEL AV, Tk
BHRT 220103 LEEDLERD B,

(7) BWEE R 72 ZEFT

a. ay al-maqalat; saddar Khlaed _ j bedoun mraja‘ach  g?
which the-articles; filed Khlaed _ ; without revising  ¢?
‘Which articles; did Khlaed filed _ ; without revising  pg?’

b. ay al-maqalat; saddar -hn; Khlaed bedoun mraja‘aet-hn;?
which the-articles; filed-them; Khlaed without revising-them;?
‘Which articles; did Khlaed filed them; without revising them;?’

(8) FHHI 70 22T
a. *ay bint; arsal-t sora _ pglm ;i ?
which girl; sent-you a picture-of  psto  i?
‘Which girl; did you send a picture of pgto  ;?’
b. ay bint; arsal-t sora-th; Im-h;?
which girl; sent-you a picture-of-her; to-her;?
‘Which girl; did you send a picture of her; to her;?*
(Aljutaili (2015:10,11))

(25 e]

- SINE  KEERREREE 324, T 7Tk RREL T AR EE 38 4

- W HIWTERAE  (Acceptability Judgement Task: AJT)

- 6 Z=fF(Bad gap, Both gaps, Good gap X Finite/ Infinitival) D 3L % 10 B¢ <7
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- Both gaps 55 TiZ. Infinitival DIGHE D A SGEMNICEFA S5 (Phillips
(2006))

(55 & &%)

. Fflﬁ EHICEDOHIFNTHBIERTH V. Good gap St~ T Bad gap 5:1F %2 H
I CAFMli L 72, £ 7. Both gap ZefF it MifF & b IC Infinitival Feft %

Flnlte X0 b E CEFHEL 72,

— T IV TiEENGEE T2 HEEFEBFEDOTFELENORR NN X — v T FGERIGE

FHEDOL DL —E

FBH R A LI ICEEL WIS 20b b3, FEFIIEDHE

2R IE L S R TETWB T &d b, FTFA 2 X4 %,

3.2. Park (2007)

[WF5E o HiY)
- hEEE, WREZE, HARERZHGEL T3 EELHEICB T 3 EHEEZEHm0 L2 F
BEEL T, ¥WEXE~NDT 7 & 2O Felk % MEr

(F2hRi ]
c SN - PERE - HAREE - WEGE 2 BEE L S 2GR A E G 16 4. SEEH]
Aty 4 f
X%ﬁ?@ﬁaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ
Z=-(Obligatory X Infinitival, Obligatory X Finite, Obligatory X Replaced,
Optional X Extraction of object, Optional X Extraction of subject)® 3 % 4 Ex[& C i

[ B L K]
REEERESE 70— 713 FALE Y | Infinitival 551 1C 35 1 2 FBHB5H0 72 22T O KR
ﬁ’m . Finite & FiBtk & H L O BREMED o 72,
cHEEICE D 5T, EEEIN—T DL BIEERN RS (FEEIREH L
ZMF. Replace 5&fF) Ziio CHRT %,

3.3. W DORREE VY —F 272 2F 3~ (RQ)

- Aldosari (2025) : FEHEDOEH AL LD L2 EENR L LTH Y, BEERE
D A[REME L E A DB I S AT OB F O FKEEREIC O LT RRET I
T W\

'mﬁQmﬂ=%V7Wﬁﬁ&&<(% HAGESRE 2 %472 L) . =Rk
DODRED 4 BB W20, #ERE2 LT 2 ICRIEELLTH5TH S
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[ A4 %% @ RQ)

I wh B AR E R I R WHARELMEZE L + 3 HBESEHE L,
DEFEOFEI LK EH L (BOHK) 1CERKT S X EIEL L ELENZ L
HIWF L, ()FEEOEMNICIFEEL H 2 15E0F LS #1E L { UGER T LIl ©
& 5 Db,

4. EBR
4.1. EBSINE

- HARANGEGE A EE (HARFELREEEL T2 838 EE) 324
- SEEEEE 10 FULE (R¥YAEB LR
- BB CEFRA2 XL 84, Bl L~L 164, B2 L~ 8% (TOEIC
L&R DFEFR % b & i)
- SR 2 HAIRE . REE L% RO A

4.2, EERITE
- RERVEHIWTEE  (AJT)
« PCIbex Farm % FH\» T3 & &R 2 17~
T v — FRE

X1 AJT ® & 7 HH

progress

[context] Maria found some neighbors talking about her broken garden.

[target] She tried to hear what the plan to remove had destroyed.
GERICAATER W) GERITRATE B)

Proceed

43. Eig~T7 V) T

+ Aldosari (2025) D FER % i
- EERSMIFE © Pragmatic Accommodation % i \J % 72 @ Xk % $& /R~ (Park (2006))
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9) Xk X EESTDH

[SChik]

Maria found some neighbors talking about her broken garden.

(%) TR DN b L DFTRNZJEIC DN TEHEL TV B D% Ho
7o )

[5255°C (Gap 3 Z&f X Infinitival 2 5F]
- Bad gap, Finite
a. *She tried to hear what [ the plan that removed ] had destroyed the backyard.

- Bad gap, Infinitival
b. *She tried to hear what [the plan to remove ] had destroyed the backyard.

* Both gaps, Finite
c. *She tried to hear what [the plan that removed ] had destroyed .

* Both gaps, Infinitival
d. She tried to hear what [the plan to remove ] had destroyed .

* Good gap, Finite
e. She tried to hear what [the plan that removed the tree] had destroyed .

* Good gap, Infinitival
f. She tried to hear what [the plan to remove the tree] had destroyed .

(B IIARZELY B EHEAIE L 72 b o 134 E A5 & Lz, )

1 ODYXHARIER LT 6 2DEH (=1kvy ) . 22124k b
4ty bFOREIL, 320DV R+ EIEK

- VR ERRIEIZ T v &AL

I ADTZDEERL 24X, 74748, AEF 712 X

4.4. M7k

‘R4.5.1

- MER A% e 7 v (Linear Mixed-Effects Model: LME)
- [EERNE © 22T (Gap)S=fF, Finiteness 551, 28 A FH

- T VR LR EESINE. FEEX
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5. R
5.1. “FH)fE

R 1 KRGS - 7 7 CT @A R T B KAEEE - A EEE T 5
S B DB P S X O

Aldosari (2025) /" Presentstudy
Native Speakers L1 Arabic Learners | L1 Japanese Learners

Bad gap, Finite 1.73 (0.67) 3.32 (1.42) 3.91 (1.73)
Bad gap, Infinitival 1.77 (0.62) 3.22 (1.27) 3.88 (1.84)
[ Both gaps, Finite 2.17 (0.86) 3.30 (1.12) 3.85 (1.84)
Both gaps, Infinitival 4.12 (1.24) 5.00 (0.95) 4.14 (1.97)
Good gap, Finite 3.11 (0.93) 4.53 (1.06) 4.73 (1.67)

Good gap, Infinitival 4.33 (1.44) 4.56 (1.27) \ 4390182 )

2 HAGEZ BERE L ¥ 2 9B 2 EE O mR - EfE
Mean Acceptability Rating in JLES

»

finiteness

|:| Finite
L] infinitival

N

Mean Judged Acceptability Rating (1-7)
N

o

Badgap Bothgap Goodgap
GAP

- AARGEAREEL T 2B EE IR L O ITE T R 4 12T

I T = N=BRVL=AAERIKE N

— HAREZRFEE T AHEBELHEL LTC—H LB RHW TN TRy
nlREE 2 N2
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52. #EtET Y v 2 (LME)

B3 HAGEZRGEL T2 8B EEORRED 7 n vy + (FFEHE(L R a2 7 ZH0)

Predicted values of z_rating

0.6-
0.4-
®

0.2- .
o finiteness
= ®
§ -@- Finite

I
N 00- ® -@- Infinitival
(]
-0.2- *
-0.4-
Badlgap Botrllgap Gooagap
gap

Formula: z rating ~ c_gap * c¢_finiteness + (1 | subject) + (1 | item)

F EFSAECTEEED Y (p<.001)
- —7J5. Finiteness (p=.830) B X UOXHEEM (p=.261) ICHEERL

ZERTSAE D T AL HT]

* Bad gap 55/ & Good gap 5&fF[E (p=.002) . Both gaps 55/ & Good gap 5%
i (p=.011) THEEDY

- —J7. Bad gap 55 & Both gaps SIFEIICHEEAER L (p=.834)
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M4 HAGEZRGEL 32 B HEORRED 7wy b (TOEIC 2 2 7 Ik
D& AL FABEIC/4H)

Predicted values of z_rating

THIEE 7% -2
1.0-
0.5~ ]
4 [ ®
Q -

> finiteness
£
T 00- -®- Finite
I
N [ 4 -®- Infinitival

05- & d

-1.0~-
Badgap Bothgap  Goodgap Badgap Bothgap Goodgap
gap

Formula: z rating ~ c_gap * c¢_finiteness * z TOEIC + (1 | subject) + (1 | item)

- ERRSE (p=.002) & z-score (p=.024) THEZDY

- FA7IREIE Bad gap 5 & Good gap St T4 & 41, Both gaps 5/ & Bad
gap SRfFClREIBIR I NS, REE LMK H I HA

- TAZAEClX. Bad gap 55, Both gaps 55fF. Good gap SR ICH W TEWV A
EAERL, EDOEMETTD EMHEXI DD [SGENTH 5| & HIlrd 2

6. EER
* Good gap vs. Bad gap THEZH Y
[FFEOE»LDRZFMLIZIEXTHZ] L) BoflfoM#zHT 2,
— Hif (B1~B2 L) ZHLE T HAREBLZAGEL T2 REEEE T,
L2 WEED FEEO B ORIK BERIE S 2EE R L T3 L E % %,
- L2 EEEICE T 2 5 OHIFNICN T 2 BUEkEEZ R L R THIR ORER & —
3 (e.g., Aldosari (2021), Aldosari et al.(2024), Goodall(2015), Li (1998),
Martohardjono (1993), White & Juffs (1998))

* Finite vs. Infinitival THEZ7 L

JHWE . Finite (BB V) X 0 Infinitival (Bl L) DIg 5 BAEEEFABTR
1% (Engdahl (1983); Culicover (2001)) i Bb &3, HAEZREEL 5
REEFEE X Z OXARTE Ty,

10
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— HAGEZRIEE L 3 29587 EE I L 5T, real gap & parasiticgap 2V v 7
I DEEDHEL

+ Finite vs. Infinitival CTH E 223 7n 2> o 72 H[A
AREME [ FFEREH L] =3IEC o Hlir
* Finite vs. Infinitival (Fffill® /72 L) X0 T2k EHL Twad ] i
HEHLTWw?3,
— HAGEZRGEE T2 R EHE BRI EK RS H 2 HhE% (F
ZERrOEEICED S F)  [IEGERNTE] LHBIL Tw 3,

AREMEQ) FEHE - GBI E /R S 2 LI X D AR

* “hear what [ the plan that removed ] had destroyed ” @ X 5 I B} 23 & Bl
BHLTwaZ gz, NPNICHDIARH AR SH 27207 —F v 7 A€ Y &
i;i‘% VY

— X&efE [PPAER] LEL S X510 > T3 AlRE:

- HAGED gap IFHI Tl A =X L (e.g., profellipsis)iC & > THEK I
7%, HAGEICIIEE CHZEING X 5 nZTFEEMIIFEEL RV,

— L2 HEFEOTFAEZETICE T KRR ORI L T, LI #5835 C
ERTER (of Aldosari (2025)D T 7 € 7B w RFE & § 2 9354 HE X L1 i
B X W TFEZEFICRIELT ) |

- SHNE DENE & BN O BE%

BREDOMED S EAEE - TSSO 0 FEEHOME L ERICHFETE T
ROWATEEERE VWA, RRAEDOEE D ANX — VITEWAER LT,

— S EEICB VT, LR O RPN OSBRSS EAET 5 2 &
ERBT 5,

[RQ ~D%& z]

REZEIC wh BB R AT 2 8 & I WHARGE 2 BEE & 3 2 T3R8 5 13,
()EFEOFE,» Lo EH L (Bofilfy) 1KEK T2 X %IE L L IEEEN &
HErL, — Hrcx 3

() FFEOBENICHFEL 5 2 REBEOFEZM % IEL K SUEWE Ll cE 20
2 — W cE L Wn

7. SROEE
(AR5 D RS ]
1. A7 574 v 2R THBHRRMEHWERED L ZFEML, VT VX4 LTOUL
HLEFRIC DO W TIIMGEE L TWro,
2. FEERI 72 22T (adjunct-internal) IZFREE L T\ 7n
3. WEEREEREE O T — 2 I L Tniawn,

11
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50 RY)
AR & RO X2 L 72 A= — A G A il % S L | ﬂ‘7 7

/f vOHIWE Y T AR A LONEBEREICED X D 7‘;1_1«%%)575 (EEaec

2. BEER 72 22 P (adjunct-internal) D SEEFSCITAN Z . %ﬁ"%m?ﬁti}jﬁc‘ittﬁxbfﬁaﬂ

EOEBEL Z2D0HH5,

3. HEBRFEGEE O T — X kb L, ATt L [ UM B 2 0T %,

ZE 30
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