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This is a study, following Oku (1997) and Saito (2007) among others, where
we hypothesized that null arguments in Japanese are Argument Ellipsis (AE) and explored

interpretation of null arguments in L2 grammar. In our examination, we conducted eight separate
types of cross-linguistic studies: acquisition of Japanese by speakers of Spanish, German, and
non-pro-drop languages, acquisition of English by speakers of Japanese and German, acquisition of
German by speakers of Japanese and English, and acquisition of Spanish by Japanese speakers. The
results of each study showed both positive and negative L1 influences. In addition, the influence of
L1 was not limited to an early stage of L2 development but was also observed at a later stage
(Wakabayashi, 1997%. We concluded that interpretation of null arguments in the L2 acquisition
process can be explained in the L2 acquisition model proposed by Miyamoto (2012), which is based on
Ishino’ s (2010) Feature Transfer and Feature Learning (FTFL).
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