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This research investigated the generation process of topic-related and

thematic inferences in EFL learners’ reading comprehension and the effects of their English reading

proficiency on these inferences. In sentence-level reading, there were no differences in proficient

and less proficient EFL readers’ ability to generate topic-related inferences. Both groups were
generated inferences associatively so as to maintain local coherence and there were remarkable
similarities in their representations. Meanwhile, in between-text-level reading, only proficient EFL

readers were sensitive to the thematic information which was shared with same-theme texts. It was
suggested the possibility that less proficient EFL readers failed to integrate the thematic
COEnections between texts and activate appropriate background information in terms of global
coherence.



(CEFR) L1

(2017, 2018)

(Long, Oppy, & Seely,
1997; Oakhill & Yuill, 1996)

EFL

EFL

Calvo,
Castillo, and Schmalhofer (2006)

(Kintsch, 1998)

(.e. ) ()

EFL

Horiba (2000) EFL




39 )

21
(Hanon & Daneman, 1998; Long et al.,
1997; Till, Mross, & Kintsch,1988) 28

70%
)
[1.4, 2.8, 4], llevel 4 1],
3 7

“The townspeople were amazed to
find that all the buildings had collapsed except
the bank. Obviously, it had been built to ready for
natural disasters.”

[earthquake]

(1) L2
(30 ) (2
1
(***)  1,000ms
(ms)

SuperLab

3)

847.795 962.415

(n=20) (225.09) (313.52)

1111.05 1151.725

(n=19) (354.89) (354.16)

976.055 1054.64

(N=39) (305.38) (349.77)

Note. ( ) D
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%
-

;4

ofao

WE(78F O F{udE
(n=20) (n=19)

FtmEE




EFL

II

51 ¢
49 )

9 thematic

abstraction unit (TAU)

(Seifert, McKoon, Abelson & Ratcliff, 1986)

(1) L2

@)
PC

337.05 482.2
(n=25) (-105.52) (-181.5)
435.21 439.97
(n=24) (-205.2) (-155.74)
384.17 457.56
(N=49) (-165.44) (-164.47)
Note. ( ) D
70%
60%
50%
40%
30% —
20% L
10% L
0%
—ErEMt T—E &t

B (n=25) O FI&F(h=24)

EFL




I

EFL

II

EFL

EFL

. (2017).

. (2018).

Calvo, M.G., Castillo, D., & Schmalhofer, F.
(2006). Strategic Influence on the time
course of predictive inferences in reading.
Memory and Cogpnition, 34, 68-77.

Council of Europe. (2001). Common European
Framework of Reference for Languages:
Learning, teaching, assessment.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Hannon, B., & Daneman, M. (1998). Facilitating
knowledge-based inferences in less- skilled
readers. Contemporary ~ Educational
Psychology, 23, 149-172.

Horiba, Y. (2000). Reader control in reading:
Effects of language competence, text type
and task. Discourse Processes, 29,
223-267.

Kintsch, W. (1998). Comprehension: A paradigm
for cognition. Cambridge, UK:
Cambridge University Press.

Long, D. L., Oppy, B. J., & Seely, M. R. (1997).
Individual differences in sentence-level
and inferential processing. Journal of
Memory and Language, 36, 129-145.

Oakhill, J., & Yuill, N. (1996). Higher order
factors in comprehension disability:
Processes and remediation. In Cornaldi, C.
&  Oakhill, J. (Eds.), Reading
comprehension difficulties: Processes and
intervention. Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum.

Seifert, C. M., McKoon, G., Abelson, R. P, &
Ratcliff, R. (1986). Memory connections
between thematically similar episodes.
Journal of Experimental Psychology:
Learning, Memory, and Cognition, 12,
220-231.



Till, R. E., Mross, E. F., & Kintsch, W. (1988).
Time course of facilitation for associate

and inference words in a discourse context.

Memory and Cognition, 16, 283-298.

1

. (2017).

1 ,61-78,

1

Kobayashi, M. (2017). Generation of

Knowledge-Based Inferences in Japanese EFL

Learners’ Reading Comprehension

265

M

UENO, Mayuko

30734157



