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Abstract We conducted a self-paced reading experiment to examine syntactic priming in comprehension with structurally
ambiguous sentences. The results showed that participants read the post-verbal region faster following ambiguous prime
sentences than following unambiguous counterparts, reflecting the priming of the transitive structure, only when the prime
sentence contained an optionally transitive verb but not when it did an intransitive verb. This study showed the evidence for
structural priming from the initial misanalysis only when the analysis was syntactically licensed. Finally, the finding of lexical
dependence of priming suggests that the syntactic representation for the initial analysis in L2 learners is also associated with
the verb.

1L.IXT®HIZ D, =T R AL LI, #5 BIITHE E  RE SCEAE S

1.1 H—F v AT L NS ERGE SRS FRER L AEDIBBEBIZB VT, —HMIZE- -
AN SCHME 21T 5B, xR BEOSEERL & RIS E 22 53D Z & 2 9[8]. il 2 1%, While the
DEHICRIELTVWDDONERLNCT D70, K% man hunted the deer ran into the woods.® X 9 72 3C % AL
COFEEHAVEERFERTFPRL TS, hobx BT DR, ST IE%, B hunted [ < 4 7 £ the
Wz BT DAY T AL ONFE A k58 L 5 2 LB Tk deer B O EHEHMFEL L THIRT 2 (i.e., the man
I, SRR R RS R o0 B B s By oo hunted the deer). LU, £ OB OB ran & L7k
REEBOMER LIC LY, WKRMICIT bR S S AT IOMBUST R T, B T 1330 G O /5 54T
PR A ST 2 ECHEE RN FECH D S ZIRW DAL, EAIZ the deer # EFE L T2 ERBHI O
X% ZOXIRALIA L MEAETFEE AR CEELTORBRATDND. 25 LA =T w8
LEZLFAEINDI XD =2, H—T v XAXNH A Z AW T2 AT S8 12 B W T, Christianson, Hollingworth,
A BR FH F FE B, ‘B ARAEREFREE ORENERSTLEICE T 2 00RO &

ARTFEHEFSE 42 BFFRFAEIFRIE, pp. 53-56,
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Halliwell, and Ferreira (2001)i%, ¥ —7 ¥ /S A XD L
D MEMICHEM R LA BT AR, & A BY
IR LOB/BMRAZET L72H TS, A FITRY

ORES TN EREFELIZEETHDL LN
43 #T BR fiF % £F © Bl 52 (good-enough representation) %
LT 5. Christianson et al. (2001) D #F7E TiZ, (1a)
D XD IR I E B 2 E 5 S0, (1b) D &
IICHEEN B Z DR NN T EIRR LT

%2, 2) D& D BRB oW EMIIK T 5 EM %
1To7z.

(1a) While Anna dressed the baby played in the crib.

(1b) While Anna dressed, the baby played in the crib.

(2) Did Anna dress the baby?

FERL LT, ERBMERQOEMICAH L TER-T

yes LHIZET HEIAER, ()AL HE IV b (la) %t
AMIZBDIE D BDABICE W RSN, @:&K
X0, NP —FRERBEREZ ) X2 L3 5 BRI
t&ZX%L@E IR ET LB THHN *ﬁ@f@ﬁ%
EEBIZEAML TV EERLARNE NI Z &2 DL,
complete TlE 72 vy, “good-enough” 72 SLER R 23T
TWD EW ) AIEEMEN RIS T,

12. MEBEBHO TS FAI VT 2AVERR
MBI T T A4 I 7 L%, BITT 20BN %KD
LB A B x D L) BB TH D [L][4]. il 2
&, Arai, Van Gompel, and Scheepers (2007) ¥, —FEH
A FEHE SC(i.e., double object dative structure) & i & 5 {+F
& B WIREHE 3L (i.e., prepositional object dative structure)
DNTIPDOREDXERATT DX (FF74L30) &

LTERSZMEICE R LK, ERSBIMAE B RITH <
X (=7 v b)) OXWEEZLED L SITTRT D0

WOWTHREHR T XA 2 %& 2 R ERGES AT
EERWEEREITo72. fFRELT, EBRSBME T
EAMCERINTEXERURFBEEELZ T T 5L 09
FERDREN, HATT D X OMBEBEEDZITH < XD
PRICHEBE 5222 RPN LR TS,

Van Gompel, Pickering, Pearson, and Jacob (2006) /% Z
DB T T A4 I 7 OFiEEZ M, #4555 O B ARE

TG PEAL & AU 7oA 38 43 1T A3 RIS BB 30 2 SCop SR
%%Exéhkoﬂuﬁﬁéﬁ AT o7z 6 D%
BRCld, MERBWREZMNES 774 5L (3a)L, B
DHED I =T > THENBHRESESI L TWD
TTALXEONT N ERRE, (4D X D RRE
LA BN SELRELSZMEIATLEL LT, &
ENT X DIXBNZ T 2T A4 DX DL ST L

- By
\— e
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7.

(3a) While the man
outside.

was visiting the children played
(3b) While the man was visiting, the children played
outside.

(4) When the doctor was visiti ... ...

FERELT, MERNBEBKEELES B XHE T F 1
AL ELTHARLKRDIZ D D, MENBERMEZHD2
W(Bb)D XL EFEATE BRI, B E S A BT D
EVRWVWI ERRENTE. ZOREREPDIE, WISHTO
Byl TAT o To SCBR 0 U, B OBRICFR Y Th
L2 ENHHTLHICHEADL T, EELEES T EER
DXWBIZHBELZRIEZT LN ZERRENTND.

1.3. K FEDALE ST
AR TIE, BARANREFLEED R B % E 9
WEESEIMT HBRIC L, HERENE CHRAIS N T
WH XD RSN BRI OBE N b D EMEE
fé EEEMETS. b LY HARAEBEREENE
REFERRE C P MEELE o A2 LY CHFE AT
ofwé@fﬁﬂi,%% EELE LB L RS
RoN23FTHD. LR, BITHEICEN

T, RS & L2 FEHETIE BB ERMEZ S X
B IC k“T@ﬂkﬁ@%gﬂgaégw5%%ﬁ%

HEEINTEBYIT9], Z0HE Ik, RN 2§
N T2 DR 53 *ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ@%ﬁ% IOWTH, HARANRE
ETEAIIEENEGEE XA AN E R S A EE

ENnEZLND.

2. Fik

21. ERBME
AARGELEZRIELTOIRFAEBAPRERICEM L. E
BRsnaE o¥EFEHOEE L LT Versant English Test
(Downey, Farhady, Present-Thomas, Suzuki & Van Moere,
2008) D fE R & v 72, Versant English Test (24515 5 #¢
Bp 2K o SE¥1E 37.05 (Min. = 20, Max. = 53, SD =
7.0 Th -2k

2.2. B8

AR ZANRN =% T T LT 4 AT LA BRI
BHEEZ L IWCERE RS, ERSIMNE O R— X T AN
—ANR—EW LN E X EFHAED DI BEHAEKXA D

g —n v NSRSk E
D B|EE L~ :ct
TR D> B kA 5

ZER(CEFR) TR E SN TV 5 EEE
i, AEBRICEBM L EZWBRE O KT
THIT D



— AU —F 1 7 (moving window self-paced reading
paradigm) W TEBRZ1T-7= (K1) .

___ amazing.

1. BEBAEKXAC =RV =7 ¢ v 7LD R R

2.3. H¥ T

T4 LI, HAWICHABIFEE LToLEDNRD
A (Intransitive verb), BEhEI & L CHMEGE] & LT
HE X 5H, —BIICHEG S L Cflibh 2 BHEN &
WEh A (Optionally transitive verb)® 2 {12z, &)
FOHBOA L IZ L LOBERIBRBERMENMBENE ST
VW5 with comma ek &, BIFO®BICT r~BR NI &
T — WP B 23 £ 5 without comma G/ D\ 3
NREEND 2x2 THFA LI LD 24 TAT 2D
TITA LB HEBEINTZ(5a-5d). 7T A LALDOERIT
W, 97V A7 2T THFAL KD 4 oD U A R
ER &, 1 2OU A MNTIEHET AT AHICBITD 4
DOEMLED I H 1 FHOBLBRRIINTE., T4 L
EHAERBRICHRIT CEREIND X —F v b XTIE, 7
FA AL THWDSL LB G & FEE O Intransitive,
Optionally transitive WL 2D B3 % & 103008, I
FE D %I H v~ & LD 2V without comma & T&
AT (6, 6b). TTAALLE—Fy FLEE Y b
L7724 MHOEBRT A T AIZMA, 36 XDT 4T —
DMz bz, EBRSMFIIARRITICH LT 4250
WEEITo .

(5a) Intransitive verb + without comma k1
When the secretary complained the businessman wrote a
letter to the boss.

(5b) Intransitive verb + with comma 4c1f:
When the secretary complained, the businessman wrote a
letter to the boss.
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(5c) Optionally transitive verb + without comma £t {f
When the secretary investigated the businessman wrote a
letter to the boss.

(5d) Optionally transitive verb + with comma &4
When the secretary investigated, the businessman wrote a
letter to the boss.

(6a) Intransitive verb & (¥ — 7% » k 30)
When the analyst complained the lawyer sent the message
from the office.

(6b) Optionally transitive verb §&fF (% — 4% v k)
When the analyst investigated the lawyer sent the message
from the office.

2.4, FiE X

£ 7 v 7 Z A1X E-prime 2.0 (Psychology software
tools, Inc.)Z AW THER SNz, EBRBIME LT X7
hy 7 PC OEFE=F—DHIZHE > TEBREZITo 2. &
B O EEEBITHN 20 0 TH o 72,

3. KR

3.1. ¥t A By [

AP NOERT — X 1T2T, MBIRADE (linear
mixed effects: LME)E 5 /Vic L 0 fi##r L 7. LME €5
N, WEBNE LT AT L E T VX LE WE R
"L, ENOLDOT X AR EEAT ETHRELE
WER (EEER) OIERPAEETHLINE20T 5
FIETHH[2BLFY —7 v FXITBNT, mAMICHE
T AHEFICK L LMD Y — 3 > (ie., the lawyer)D
FEAREIIDY, AT L CHARLE T 74 L XDOEMBIZ Lo
TEDRDITRRD DT o Lz, M O &8
EOEANZELZPERT D720, SHERENOGE A RIS
BWTERERF2E 25 LB LITEERE 25 LLTFO
PR MT )0 B THE TE M S L7 [10]. oA T,
FUFLERELTHBREEERT AT 2%, AEHE
K & L T Prime Verb Type(~” 7 A4 A 3L @ &) 3 2
intransitive verb 7> optionally transitive verb 7>), Prime
Ambiguity(7" 7 A4 AXOEF DK T =B D INTR
WRMzx b,

210%, #—F% v FXTXITEIT 28 E % O4F
A (i.e., the lawyer) D Ft 2 REH D FH %2, 7T A LD
SRR LT 77 ThHD. UT, 20 —Ya v
IZB T DHARMOSHTERERET S,



A=y W XIZE T B the lawyer D iR+ FEE (ms)

HIHI

Intransitive without Intransitive with
comma comma

(FSALXDEH)
X 2. BhEE % O4 G RIS BT D R AME T & OFE AR

690
680
670
660
650
640
630
620
610
Transitive with
comma

Transitive without
comma

H =5y SO B E % OL T ORI W
T, Prime Verb Type & Prime Ambiguity @22 B /EH (B=
68.67, t = 2.26, p < 0.05)72% i & AL 7=. BN HT O #E 5,
7T A XL OFEFE N Intransitive DFF L, ¥ —F v X
Dt A BEEIZ BV T Prime Ambiguity O EZI RN RS
Wt <1)oizkt L, 77 A4 LA O EhE A Optionally
transitive OFF(X, ¥ — % v M X O FHAFERIZB W T
Prime Ambiguity @223 L 541 (8= 31.48, t = 2.46, p
< 0.05), 7T A4 AL THFOKLICH ~ BN VFEtEE
MATBOEON, Dor~nbd&Maith ZHICH
RTCHERICHARFEMAE N RS, wtdk T o
EHROAFMNZEFOEHZEAMGEL L THRL TV D
RN RINTZ. ZORKERNLIL, ERNIHE AT X
OEFNBEBF THoLBEIL, FORICHT ICE
WTHENBEREORER R bR VWOIZ L, |
IRt A T X OB A — RIS HmEIF L L THEDLIHE)
FAThH-o =BT, MEMEREL MY &2 H AT
WD BIS W AT D B T I8 T o 7o SCER A (i B 5 A% S0)
DOXTN, BONOBIZERY Th o Z LT I
LELOLPIEELEN T EEY, RICHET XOHKGE
MBI B E B 2T 0W) ZERREINT.

4. BE

EBROMR, 774 L XLOBFAN L~ LD
optionally transitive verb OO &, % — 4% > b XITH
VT % B F B D4 B D FEARF ANV &y D T &R
RN FRCx L, T A AXOBFE D H B O
RiTZz0 LI REBEIR O RN, ZOZ LT
AT T D XICHB T TN H o~ D72\ optionally
transitive verb o IR 0 Z il Bh 5 4 1& O FRAE S TE PRI &
, BENIZEFEOZY =7y FXOBERICEEL 2
7oy, 77 A LA OBFEE D BB FE O RS B I k<
EABEBEHEMGEE L THaNLE D T 58 o 7o SCHLfR
BAThbh7eWie®d, B0 X EHLEICLEEL 5 2
inolltEFEZOND. ZOZLIE, ARANRESY
FOMEE B S A B D BRIT, — A ENEE &
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LCHbN28EORVEGE CIXEROELZ B FHOE
BEHWGEE L OO+ 5 —F, B@E &L LD
i r G0N e CRICIIRBROELHFHOBEEEN
FEEHT, MEHOEFE L LTHMIRLTWVWD Z L ER
WL TW5, MENT 74 I T OFEEH VAR
HORRICELY, BARANEEFEHEP RFE L2 BRMBES
2% BRI BYEA O AL IR W 2 W TR R 2 SR A
ToTWAHAREENRRINTZ.
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