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Generation of Global Bridging Inferences in L2 Reading Comprehension

Shimizu, Haruka
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This research examines L2 readers’ generation of bridging inferences which
contribute to global understanding of a text. Two empirical studies yielded the following two main
results: (1) Similar to native speakers of English, Japanese EFL learners generated global bridging
inferences online (while readingg as well as local bridging inferences; (2) Japanese EFL learners
generally employed processes similar to L1 readers in generating global bridging inferences. However,
Japanese EFL learners tended to principally allocate cognitive resources to lower-level processes, such
as word recognition, rather than higher-level processes, including bridging inference generation.

These two findings suggest that further research will be needed to clearly characterize global bridging
inference generation in L2 reading, paying particular attention to learners’ individual characteristics
and text factors.



B X C—19, F—19., Z—19 (GtaH)

1. WHEBHAR SO 5

BUE, HRDIEFEHB BT —FT 4~
JIRETIE, ala=F—va VEIOERK
ZHME L., ERRECOIE L DT, %
XDOT—<REAANDOKRL 2 HET D L
W o 7o K0 ARG 72 B ST AR AN R 6O BT
Wb, ZOXIRBHAEERT HITIE, F
SiE (L2) =Y F T H M IRk 2 72 AL
(e.g., HFERRA, FaBSCEMOINT, B
PROFIH) ZITWRRND, REHICEEED
Eholo—EMob b M (LKL
mental representation) % BH® H1IZHEHE S
DVEND D,

FTOXI—BMEE LT LRGOMHE
HICHBNT A EER T AD 1 OICHEGHD
RN D, Hesm (inference) &%, T F A
MZHRBICR RS THRVMERTH Y |
T XA MZENITO B IERITIN Z TR
FOHFEMBORBRIZES N TAEREIND
HDOTH D, Bl 21X, “The spy quickly threw
his report in the fire. The ashes floated up
the chimney.” &\ 9B WIELEFTHATZS G
Th, HAFITZDO 2 XMIZ “The report
burned to ashes.” (Singer, 1994) &\ 9
WREEINTNDZ L 2RSS, HiFmc
Tk A RFEEN LD RN LNTEY ., B
—5wm (L1) Feffs B CIIm AT T
NT&7z, LarL., L2 gl 5HEHm
Ze1% L1 BFZEIC S TRIZIZD RO DO BLIR
Thbd,

HEZFITXT N E THICHEE L H S
(bridging inference) (2% %4 T, B L
HERR D AR KAZTE A D2 (Shimizu,
2009), EHIE LR LRSI FbE
%38 E (Shimizu, 2010, 2011). &M LH#tis
DRI AR SN D ¥ A 2 7 (Ushiro
etal, 2012) 7R EEMGEL TE 7, 1B LHE
Lk, CEANO 2 SOFER (HiFE) 2RO
OF, XEZ R D7D MBI NEFED—
BMaRokEzH o HEimTh D, licEs
7= “The report burned to ashes.” ®f %
ZOHEmIZ IR D,

LasL, T, FREOBLEND, T
il T 2 15| O FEREIC IS U T HERm 2 X3
LCHIMENRREND L HICko72 (eg,
Morishima, 2013; Ozuru, Briner, Best, &
McNamara, 2010), Z FUEfE O 2 1A
ERETIUE, 2 SDOFEREFIRFICY —F >
7' A% Y (Working memory; WM) PNIZ {4
FFLARN OGN TE50ICx L, 2 DO
WA TV D H A ITIIRINICHE TE 2
WXV o AFEEM LS, 2 DHORET
HIEMEFTATZERIC WM WICEIEMELE R
LVEMENRH DD THD, LrL, ZDOX
D RBLENOIEE LR A XL, 2070
T AERGE LTI L2 U —TF ¢ v 7%
TITIZ E A LR, Ui, WEROBIEL
HEFMAITIE TIE 2 DOIFWMEEEE L T2 b |
TRV OB G/ o TR Y . WM

WIZEIEMEL T 2 M ER S L5610 L2 #H
FoHAER T BB R T ED X S R
HELDHDONICONWTIHIEFEA LT — 2R
WORBRTH 5,

2. WHEOHK

ARRFZED HHE, X 0 BFERY 722 5 SCHfR 3
KDOENTWAHIBIRE B E 2, 1B LR
JHATHIRE T LHERA (local bridging inference)
&R HIREIE L HE G (global bridging
inference) (Z432A L. H7i2 L2 FfEHFZE T
INFEFTIFEAERIESN TV RNEZREIC
BREZY T, S oL vt R LB
fi & ORAEME A i, REETHZ & Th D,

EEE T ClE. FHATFO LY ARTH B HE
mAEREBET I, BIFEREEBEE
(think-aloud) % T HA ANEZELEHE D
e haLvENETSH, T—XIL 11 B
T3 =T L, ATRIE TS ST
% P EERERERR A OGN LHERR O A kX Z —
vl T B,

FBR IT ClE, wmefEsEEZ2 AT, =
7 U TR HIRGTE LHEmm S & KRR
B LIRS 25 E L, JRERREEE B &
OCHAANFGEREE IR C~T U 7V &fi
L. #fah OBl UHEs O LR & ik, W
AET 5,

3. WHEDIiE

(1) BRI

FE T O BEITRATH « KB UG
DERENED X S 72fAhD T a8 A &K T
o TWAENERIET A2 ETH D, ot
FOXV AR CTHBERHERAEREBET D
7o, FEREEEE AV T HAR NRGERE E
AL DOFRFETa ha L ENE LT, 2D H b,
BMERBOb o7 1 £ 52FRE . REMIC 43
DT —H g L Uiz,

Fifp~T VTV E L THRESC 2 O &I
2 DR LTz, HUWEERITES AR RIS
EBXMZ LR L TEEXIT- -,

FETIE, £7, KEEAELHRT L
W, W /1% 1% TOEFL Practice Test (ETS,
2002) DY —F 40w g SITHEL
oo 0%, PCHim LT ¥ M2 1 XT
SR L, W ICHMRT O EE % OBECH
B, BHFEITZESDOR—ATTF A b
HHHMED D ENTE, ANCHAT CEIT
VS U CHAET Z ENTE 2, WhE
ISWRESC 2 A E 71X 2 N T > & AT
H DY THT,

IRE LT —ZIFLLFD 11 A7 3V —{Z
MEENT,

1) AR L
2) HFEFRHN
3) HEEIHT
4) KT T L—R



5) JRFTHIRGE LHERR

6) KRG LHER

7) KL

8) B Tl

9) 77X A MEEICETLa A b
10) #Efigt=41 7/

11) Z oAt

FB% T TlZ, McKoon and Ratcliff (1992)
WZHEDX | [RFTHIRGTEE L) 20T
LIEMM OERER 2 SCUNOFERIZESN
THERINDHR, [RRHOEBE LR %
FEONDUT D IEWME OEBEN 3 SCLL BT

HIERICE AW TAERSIN D M & THE
L7,

SHF T, (@) FEEDH ﬁq:'#@ %D%iﬁ
B 47 12 D b‘T_EEE% T A AT

Mann-Whitney’s U tests 17>, (b) 25D
BT FY —OEHEIZONT 2 REETT
277,

BT O ERFRERIZLLTFO LB TH D,

(a) %QZ%ODML@FEP@WL‘ %Di%ﬂ?ﬁﬂ/\ \—/)I/\T
2% 1 ‘JhﬁiFEP@wu%ugﬂgﬁa/\@%'/\ (%)
%%Lt%@f%é T ORGSR, TREE
ED AL, AL %bBT H AN JeGE5H
FALFER I KD @E}S%Hi%/)?%TfJ_V’\
JVALER (7 =) 2~4) x| AL LAV
B (17 =2 Y —5~10) | ib#ﬂ&ﬁﬁé
RUDE S CTE 2T RSz,

1 BIEIRE Sy OEIE OB

2 ODIEHRE WM NITREF L0 | BIEMEL
THEDIZELL a2 ThHDH, AHET
R DM A 23 R PT O RE I LHERR 1235\ C
MR ST 05, RPFTH - KIBWIREIE LHER
FEELT, TNUSNDHT T — L ot
LA RSN, TOHT Y —H TN
JVILER . BT L~V Ol T £ 7208 - T
Y

2 DOGHHERNG EZIKJ\H%_E%M%
PR G U HERR & AER T 2 BRIC, HEE
HEERALERIZ /E%f%ﬁ F720. fiﬁﬁ#i)\ELb‘O)
MEE=FZY 7T 57 Ekkx &I

REY TRV LHME L TWNWD Z &N 75>

0710

(2) EBII

EER I o B AL, KIFROKEIE LR 23 BT
MBI Liftim E RREICEREREIND
DONERIETHZ EThD,

<7 U7 e LT, Cook and OBrien
(mu)fﬁ%éntﬂ/t Vb REE

BERICEEZUR L 20 oy E—
NER L7, T U T AENTE 2 (R L
DThoD,

F£2 ERICERALIZ~T U T ILH

i A3 | Today, Mary was meeting a friend
for lunch. She arrived early at the
restaurant and decided to get a
table. After she sat down, she
started looking at the menu.
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favorite restaurant
because it had

fantastic meat
dishes. Mary
enjoyed eating

anything that was
quick and easy to
fix. In fact, she ate
at  McDonalds at
least three times a
week. Mary never
worried about her
diet and saw no
reason to limit what
she ate.

favorite restaurant
because it had
fantastic health
food. Mary, a health
nut, had been a
strict vegetarian for

ten  years. Her
favorite food was
cauliflower. = Mary

was so serious about
her diet that she
refused to eat
anything which was
fried or cooked in
grease.

AL (2 305
After about ten
minutes, Mary’s
friend arrived. They
had a hard time
figuring out what to
have for lunch.
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After about ten
minutes, Mary's
friend arrived. It
had been a few
months since they
had seen each other.
Because of this they
had a lot to talk
about and chatted
for over a half hour.
Finally, Mary
signaled the waiter
to come and take
their orders. Mary
checked the menu
one more time. She
had a hard time




figuring out what to
have for lunch.
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Targe | Mary decided to order a

t cheeseburger.

Spillo | She handed the menu back to the

ver waiter.

x5 | Her friend didn’t have as much

v trouble deciding what she wanted.
She ordered and they began to
chat again. They didn’t realize
there was so much for them to
catch up on.
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