#&=X C-19
MPNRERNERARRRBEE

Rk 224 6 H 22 HEUE

WERER AT (B)

BT HEAR - 2007 ~2009

HEES 19720127

MRFER (1) BHEEFELRAUAFELVW BRI CR-BAEFEEOHATHANES

FEEERE® (FEX) ltem learning and rule learning of verbal inflection by L2 learners
of Japanese.
MERERSE
EAZERE (SUGAYA NATSUE)
FREEKRE - K250 - AED
MEEHES : 90434456

PRRERCROBEE (FS0) - ARFZE0 HEIE, BAGEO BRI 2340 & 5 TR ST b
DTIHDOM, 5T, BRAOYEZE L TERSNDE bOTHDEONERFTS 2L Th
B, TUR T ALY MER (b, &, FAN, TAH) BRLICULEET A &,
1 (CEBRC R L7 B oBha) & BEB 4 W BEiE A7 2 b & 50 L, AR
R, BATEOBFE BV TR EENT 2N L o o0 IFA g 5 E
BB OWME OBMENEb- TS Z L RSNz, 2 LT, BAFEERE & it Li-fb
B, BAEFEEE & BARGHEEGE &L, B N O BT 8 Rre B RTREMEAS RIS S,

WFZER S OBEE (3530) : The purpose of this study is to examine whether the Japanese
verbal inflection system emerges from item-based learning or rule learning. Using
grammatical judgment tests targeted for tense-aspect morphologies and made-up verb
tests and real verb tests we investigated the acquisition of Japanese verb conjugation. The
results suggest that L2 development in verb inflection differs from that of JNS and that
this affects both rote learning and explicit rule learning.
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