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Early syntactic development in Japanese EFL elementary and junior high school
students: A cross-sectional analysis of speech production in communicative
contexts
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This study investigated the early syntactic development of English as a
foreign language (EFL) in Japanese elementary and junior high school students using Processability
Theory, which predicts the universality of second language development. The implicational analysis
of the cross-sectional speech data collected in communicative contexts showed that the overall
syntactic development follows the theory prediction precisely. The analysis of declaratives and
interrogatives found some tendencies expected in early EFL development; the early stage of data
included errors that may be affected by the word order of the Japanese language, frequent use of
formulaic phrases, and, irrespective of stages, less variation of syntactic structures as compared
to English as a second language data from a Japanese L1 child in a previous study. Further, the
developmental stages predicted by Processability Theory indicated a significant correlation with
complexity in the learners’ speech production
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Stage Processing proceduresinformation exchange Target structures
6 Subordinate clause Main and sub clause Cancgeftsion
5 Sentence Information exchange WH do/does SV(O), WH MOD SV(O)
within sentence WH AUX be SV-ing (O)

4 Verb phrasal Inter-phrasal informationYes/No COP/MOD/AUXbe-Inversion
Copula-inversion

3 Phrasal Phrasal information Do SVO, WH(S)VO
Adjunct (ADJ) + SVO, SUBJ Neg V(0O)

Category No information exchangeCanonical order SVO (?)
1 Word/lemma access Word access Words(?) Single Word(?), Formulas

No information exchange
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