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I. (@2 60 &)

HEER 500 OERZ L, RIREOEHRE HAGECRHT 23T 28N %135 5,

FRER] : (EX0EX & FEDIHREILET 2 HAX ThNIE, ZHICIE L THR)

() Bz, ZOFIHPRVICHENEDIE, TA vy azA v, B % WLLETIC
FTrx ETEED LT, EBEHNIMTONIFNCZ ORERRE S b0 % HIIZHI > T
W3R EEZTWZ, LWHIXARICENTTH 57,

Q) ZNIRMEDERTIE D > 7228, HIFELEOFENRERNICIE U T, TAMEE L Tyl
FEICDOWTOHS OB RESE %, [HE (knowledge)] TiZ7x { [#E{%& (imagination)] 1T X
5bD7E AL T,

B) il b ZDFFEDRTI, T4 vy a2 x4 v (imagination) [ IC D W TEEFT & &,
iz, WAoo TRV E I RYEHARILCH2EC 2202 BB 281ICD> T
AL TWwa,

II. (s i 20 &)

HEREN: HAX D o R AL, RIEOEREEECRHT 22 LT 38N 1E2 5,
RED : (HAX OER L FEOEREZILETE 28 THhILE, ZTNICIHL TR

Moreover, studies have revealed that even in classroom settings, many aspects of the acquisition process
appear to be quite similar. Teachers, teaching methods, and textbooks may differ. The order in which
grammatical items are taught may also differ. Nevertheless, when learners’ proficiency is compared after
several years, the linguistic features that are difficult for some learners tend to be difficult for others as well.

This fact is highly intriguing.
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M2 SEEENPEEE I L 7o T 2 BifR
M3 FREBOERICIERYBZH 2L\ Zehnrb,

M4 HYT3HNEBEIThTORIE, ZRICEE TER)
TR Fio SRS LoEER, TAEIN A2 b, A\MEEEERL, #HT
270 DBIGINRREI 2o CVWB T LR TRBL T3 LEHRL TV,

- BN 72 158 0 B3 75 0

SR L 27 3 SEED ES T S

CIEFICR VRS, b TEOBRMAERCEST S

< 4— 5RICHR ZEICIE, 1IZITKANDOEO 2R EHICOT S

M5 (MHHETIHNAEREEIN TR, ZRICSE TRR)
HEANZSHEOHM 2 AEGDE T, SGEMICIEL WX ZERICEY e 280 2 &,
ZNHDRKERITIE, L, ThETIC—EUELNLY, HrN) Lzl tDihn
TH D,

IV. (20 %)
HEENX : S 0RO oIERE T2 130 5,
M1 YT 23RBS ENT L, ZRICIGETESR)

B E BFEE L 5 TE Yes-No SERI X D ZRIC B\ TR NEF I k73 2 MR 2 B v C
WhEWZ b, BEEREEOFEHICh EonwTwnwieEZLNE I L,

B2 Db @ec B)d @Ha ()¢

B3 (e @a ()d @#e ()b

V. (B 50 %)

HEREN : SiEF OB O B HEEICBET 2 Mz 1325,

FRER . HUY T 2NAEREZTCORIEE, 2L THRR)

(1) allophone(s)
PIRRICIZ R A2 E L LTREINDE D, FALHEL L CE#EINIBEONY) T —vavDl
&o Bl ZIE, pit &\ D BEED ) D1 1T aspiration 23& T 45 23, spit &\ ) HEED 2 O H
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DHEICIEFETNR G, TO2200FIIVHMICIZE R 22, BB ERFEL pvrge LT
I N270, jp/b ) EFEOD allophones () L F % 5,

A-movement vs. A’-movement
A BB L IZEMNE~OBE O Z & (T OREL~OBE 2 L), ABH) & IZEMEUI~OF
ozl (whBERE),

approximant vs. lateral approximant

Approximant (B&EE) &1, 2500 2 2 HohRilnicffs c e ciliEInsEDC
& (172 &) T, lateral approximant (fIEEEEE) 1%, 2252358 2 Baf % & Ol (i)
ifFp b THEINIZEDZ L (W),

assimilation
HLEPHRETIEORELZITC, ZOoRHo -z EltserHRDC &,
Bl Z X, boom D LI EEFEZ2EDHEL*»RET T I, SEOEMOMNELRRE
3%,

center embedding

» oM () 2RO (f]) ofguic AnFRICH DA G i ERHE,

complementizer(s)
Bz il & L C & 2 BRAEHIRE D T2 (Comp) Z N HM, d LA EFEEH C BB LT
BN 2FEDNEFR (KFED that ° for 72 &),

compositionality

XOEWRIE, ZOXEMKT 2HHDOEKRE, Zno AT 2HATRE 2 & v ) FEE,

constituency

MBS T, FECMKEL VI LV 2EY, —OOHGEERAL L LTIR2 % 5 1HE,

Double Object Construction(s)
John gave Mary aring.® X 9 1, 2 2D HWRE% £5> 3 HBGF2MFE 5, MARICE, 20
[EFE IR ER HNGEDOTAE - Zis&E L L TIN5,

(10) implicature

FREX DX FBY DERE 3R Y, RCRFERBEICD & o HEamTErn 5 EIR,
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(11) negative evidence

HAEEOERALHESE BV THINAY GEENTH2) cernTiflloc &,

(12) reflexive(s)
RIS LA D—>, HIRCLEE, FEETIE, himself ¥ herself R &D Z L 2 S\, FfEEM:
(A) IfEH> L aEns,

(13) structural ambiguity
[Al—DFENEICH LT, MAEEO Rt @BFEE T 22 L,

(14) Subject Auxiliary Inversion
WEEDFEM X 7 & C, FEEABA T, MEEIHE ST 2HR s LR Eo Z &,

(15) Weak Cross Over effect(s)
OISR T wh B87s &0 AFBEICE T, wh fil(whoi) 23, % L& [Al—151E % f5 o X 45 (his;)
A CHTE S nzFBRic, Z oA 2 WA & LTRNT 2 2 L3 REEIc 2 2 IR D
Z &, Z2ORAFN, 202 W3 5 wh HIOIREMI(H) % -l L T WG 2 558E & v
WV, Z DRRDIGEMEDIR T 2592582 R & v,

(i) *?Who; does his; mother like ¢ ?
|




