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This study examined the validity of the anti-agreement hypothesis in a
context of the acquisition of null arguments in Japanese. Native Japanese speakers were exposed to
semi-artificial Japanese with either artificial object-verb agreement or only an artificial
singular/plural marker attached to an object. After the learning phase, participants
interpretations of omitted objects were tested. Our results indicate that Japanese speakers’
interpretations of null arguments differ between the two conditions (with or without agreement) and
thus show that agreement may play a crucial role in learning the interpretation of null argument.
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