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ERalE, SBEOFSRICOWTIY EFEHRO ZhE CoRhEBBIL, Bohi-mEr
DT, ZOFBOLBIZOVTRET 5L AL T 5, SHOMEMICEIT 5HENEIE
1970 FARICRIL U7 LBRETH LWy B T 0 | B A TGRS O DR EF A O RFERR 2 4
DIEFERBI bR TS, EEHLVATTHD Z b, WEFERCHIT L% M55
PHER LI EBREEC S, — AR S T 4 BRI 2 abiu TE e, £ OFRER, BERITEH
DI F—A A—V T B b+ B regression hypothesis DRRFED. BEIICH B 5 % 5 ERE. KK
BRI SEBICAVDLNDEA FFFO—REBHLNCEN S5 5, £in. FERFGRE LT
é%ﬁu* EREH X B FL A, VEEDBIR L W o RO EERNCET AN ER -

\%ﬁ%u%imbmﬁ6nﬁmh%ﬁﬁulﬂ6h6i9utofm&

1. ZXL®IZ
FEETIHEELYSE V) L RFEO—BE & LTET TR @k LTHES
vbf%é@ﬁ%@ FENDAEBOBLERY ZRECONS, ZOXIBERDND,
EBUNDEBEFEATRR /R OARYZTEY., SEEVNILTL VRMICEET

BHEVS FHEBBONECBILA b, FIEDE RSN TVD, —F, SHEBEEF
ANERBEBOANTEDIE, FEILERDIE,. FOEBEEENTLES., L8,
TBILBEV, ZOX 5 RREBOIHOEE, FThbb— g T EEERER T
 Z L EFEORER (arition) &\\9, EEBRICEST BRI 77— IO IIBILA D Feu
bOTHBNR, BAICBNTS 1990 407 b IREA DHEERE P OICHIERRE Y |
ST BASER R RIC LN T, —HZE 26N T3 (Hansen 1999a),
CEHHE (@) (2006:216) T, BEROMEZ KOS FHERHEL LTRY LT, SBEX
FERGEE LEFERBAIHSI T2 2 AEENDS & LS 2T, MESHh S EEREL
LTUFD 7 5%%F T 5,

(a) WERIIFHSEIEOEEICHEEF/RADOEDOL IRRICED X ITAE

CB00,

(b) BHOLRBEIZL NV EELLOBERITEDL I L DH,

(c) 45EE GET - < - HL - Fe) THEDLIHIBRELROIEFNBRLND DD,

(@) TEEOMEFITEBOMEFE L0 L) RERICH 0, EBORVERIEEEND

DHBBNEND I T—A A—VHRRBENTHWER, ZOBZFEEED,
(e) BF ik, BRETE»LORIBFEL, REE, Fh, AR, L E
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ERFOERAEIOBECEEIL IO SIZEELTHWEDN,

() PFRISHEOMRIIOVWT AR 2E—SHENIFEORC 0 X Sadt@mia L
HEABRLNDON, EEBE-SHOEBILDOLIITELHDM,

(@ TIa=br—varET50K+ATROBEEZEORENZH S Fo k524
A FTTO—BRONEDR,

PUED7EHEOS L, ZhET, ) ZBROCEIHESED SR TE R, ARHTIZ
NECOBEBROWEEZE L DHEI AT, SBROMFEICOVWTEL TR, BT, £7 2
HCHERR &\ 5 FAZE L R4 & U C ORSTBRIC VRS, 3 S CoeATHIgE & ikt
BIZL o THELE S AT, FROFIEPLHERIC DWW TEEMIIRRS, $< 4 B CHIEE
W B GRICOWTER L, SHETAROBEII>VWTRRE Z LT 3,

2 BRER | :
AECEET, (BRI 205 RS LUBEAE & LCORIBRE Q1) BHOb
D FIEONT 22) EEDB, | |

2.1, REIEOLT

BEPEDbND] LVWOBRSREZBL-LE, TORRE L TIMR-CROBE, 555
SEIR B D X 5 IRiE A RIRIC X B b DR ML ETE L BN E - L ICEET S b
DRERBZ O, Tz, BALL LTI B EACBY 256 CE20—EHLeeEizikn
TENABERERELOND, A THEOER L X, PTHLHRENLRERICE &20WE
AR TEBREDNIBRICBEL-BAETHD,

F7o, FTOEEKORBREBELUTH, TEPRMhOEELVAAAT, YL Y b—a0d LT
EARICHIBENRRONDZ & (B 2005) ] EWoERBBREINTWD, ZOLIHIRE
FCTOBERICET 2HF5RIE. 1980 DL VAR T KETOWMEL TSI L LT
ST UTe & SIUB IS, 2 DHESIH B 30 £ Lz o TUWRN 2 1 5 HIGH LV T

Fo, ZOFHTCHEREIRS TAarition) &V ) AELHHES ORI TH LTI
HEHESNSL 5o b0 T, Andersen (1982) HFEFFEL T acquire (F8) Ioxsrd
BHEHEL LT attrite,  acquisition 1% L T attrition ZIBE L Z & T, BARIKBWLT, %
FEIER FORBNBHPBEWEERRBECEELEN W 2L EBTHEL LTES
L7z, EIE TIIME-COBEI X 2RBEMRERIZE 2 b0, HHERICB VT
BNEEDN TV SEMER SN2 < 25 &V o 72 KM b O (language shift, language
death) 72, kb3 EE ICT ML AW LT language loss & LTEY ., XY
B LI iEE & LT attrition 2378 SN7c DT Th D, 708, attrition O HAFEFRIZOWT
X, OO 2 AIHFRERIT T4 (Bl 1994) 1, TRE% ()11 1999;2002;2005, (L -
AR 2002, HJH 2002) | 22 E—E L CWedo oy, SEETIE I8k TH— S h 5
BbB, LLINETOREEREND, [SBEEND] ZLRERI [Rbhd] L
FOTERL ., DPLTOBREAT bOTHDZEBHALNITR-2TVD, ThiZ
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RHLT, 198k 12, £< < RoTLES L3 RAERHS 2 L, £ LT o8 o
T &) attrition TEROFRDPLEERL TN 22 &E X, AT B L3RLT
BEEDTHETZN,

—J7. Gardner (1982a;1982b) i, afirition & & %Z language retention (HERF - {255 &1
SERERT TS, 2k, H1o0X5 1880, #T. TLTHRTRO—RAR
—ERECH B L L, WEOMEILRTETE: (SEEAN) L L. < S58s
DRT DO MERAE TOME NBRWL L Uiz, BRY L REEEEOBRUTOE
BEERTAIRERRL RoBMlO Z L2 W50, ZoMMICEMAK N 5B E
EREND L EZOND, TOBRICHOWTRNS DI, BEK T WERAICBT
BDEBRENELA, XTT 4 TRERD 1256% TR, ISR TEHLEERRE, L
HEH 2 REGE6% THER . R 35825 Tho,

ERER ‘ E-re i

(language acquisition period) (incubation period)

~ TIME 1 TIME 2 ' TIME 3
Rl BEET AERA

H1 BEEHISER~OTOEX (Gardner 1982a : BERERITEEICL D)

PEROBIZER, KR VNAR=T OFERUE%, 3 —n v 3ThT vr~—7 THEROH
FERDBAIL. HIREYZRIEDR O 2o Te, FERA—WIRSE L LT T D E o & 722
DT VN =T ORI DRRIX., The Loss of Language Skills. (Lambert & Freed 1982)
2, T re—7 OWEEORENT Language Attrition in Progress. (Weltens, de Bot & van Els
1986) IZENZENE L bhiz, LB, METHRZIHFETIY BT b5 E (pplied
Psycholinguistics Vol.7. 1986; Studies in Second Language Acquisition Vol.2, number2. 1989;
ITL-Review of Applied Linguistics Vol.27. 1989) ¥ H Sz,

AACTHD TR L 5 BRI IC AR 5&7&:‘@;:: RO E HREIECH S,
1989 4R T- & D AMERERIRIC B3 5 A M T (AT oA RAREIR) 551
Eh, TEAREE B 1B3EE3 5] (1994) THEEMEINLTND, ZZTRY LT
NEDQRECREFLOBRZE T, T L IEORERLEBEERH D EERL D RMEED 7R
WA, /N (1994) 13 87 ADIBSMEEF R 2SI, HEROER L HEFETHT. B
AFE L HEFBEOTBET A NETOASAL Y HLTHIDPEDPERITNS, 0%, BAA
BFFEE T &> T N EBIT LI REFRTEAMT DA, A v 5 —F v a FAR T —L
WKTEETORET L EGRE LIEHENRFR LA OND KD ITRoT,

2.2. BREROBYFIZONT
KT, BEROH Y FEEBLTEI 9, BREROD Y FITika e —r P EEsh T
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VAR, P THISAEN TV EDOBRIZHIT S van Els (1986) O ED X 5 IR T E
EREEENDONLE VI RAPDLELDIE AT THD AL DEENONDSHELES
PV ELSEZRES L, BECTRER>TWS,

%1 van Els(1986) DEEERDSE

Language Environment

L1 - L2

Attrited L1 A B
Language | L2 C D

t%mwmmuw%)@%ﬁm%orﬁé&\ifu(%—%E°§<@%é&‘)%ﬁ
DFTLI AEND LS ARbD, Zhid bEFMCBIT2~,4 ) V74 —DBEFZD
EER LTV VI r—ARYTIIEY, BATHIIET A XBRAENT A XELH
B DEVIRRBH D, ZTOAKKBLTL, EBRERZD, 2EVEBLOLD
DFEEPEELRLS RV ZOEBIFELZL 2D LWV I BATIIERERL (language
death) & &% (Dorian 1982), HARBICBITAFEREEOEILLE VI BEANLAD L EFE
%% (language shift) & &+5 (Fishman 1964, Dorian 1982),

KICBIX, L2 (BERH) BETL 2Eh5E 05 DT, 3ROt EORKT
iﬁﬂw\%& LEFHABFEEZ SN LW FARBT 6L 5. Yukawa (1997) Ti B AR

FELTBH3 5 THRERT AV, RAVx—F U iBETHZ L TRIBETHS BAE
% nrm WREPME I TN,

CHFIZLIBECTLZEZENRS L VWHIbOTHD, BERICET AEBHROBRDOSE S HE
D EFCVBERT, Bl HEEE A T B T CHE R BE LI TS A A~ DRE %
FEEEND LWV OISR H D (Tomiyama 19982;1998b;1999, HiH 2002, Hirai 2002),

DITI2EETIL2 Z2END E VI DT, FIZITERICKETSER=Y T 1H# (&
BB B, BVEICIAFESCAEER ETREIZALIERL T L2 ©BEEEZ. Mk
Lo TEZX LB L Wo T r—AThHB,

T O van Els (1986) O IR L<5IAEND bDTHLH, BRI o iTnY
DEXIEFADTH>Th, W%#@htﬁ&%?mﬂ%mmA%ﬁ%ﬁmm%n&%n

hm%umm%&ﬁ®m®EMLﬂmbfw&w&@%mmaéﬁe(Mwm&mm
2002), EHICHISIEL OV BERSH B L Bbhb,

¥, BEROWMTE 2.1 BT ) CHBNFLOWSB THAZ b, ZhET
R L VS BREBET DRROBMEN S 1o To B, bIREMEREIER S
WE, ZOREFEBEHEIOBELLD LV I RAO—BL LT, BETHEHORES
(language relearning) &5 FUCHEHR LEHFEL R LN B X 9142 o7 (de Bot & Stossel
2000, &/ 2002),
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3. BEXRICLLISE

AE TR SO TTOIWEEE . HEORRE VI KL LAEL, ﬁﬁ@ LTHB
s rie B, |

BRI B BRI S [EEmEENS) LI AR L, SHR v T a—< b
BB E UTIERTORTEE, TRETDHELHD L, AV T -2 D
Efpe, 4 74—~ FRERBBET oL bODPE I TROMREICE>TEREH
Ao WRlEFERS Y, REELTO—EOBMAHD Z B399 5, AT
I Myers-Scotton (2002) DIEMEZME 2. TNETCOMEBHRE LIef T4 —~<1 b
¥, BEEOER (EBEARHILEINSED) ¢BEOHVFEWVD ZOo0BRMNLKEL
R2DADDITN—TIH3T T, ERNENORBIZONWTEL DD LT 5,

&2 PEEAROHE
BENFEE HAERE
A 1 2
Tt 3 4

1. HADHEERZEEE®D

FP. RABENEFE LRI LR TH L0, 2 b OBRIEEICHKK CEE
BORREERBDL DIATOIIE. ZOTDPASEE LTHEAEERRICT X PR
DREEAToT2bDRE, ‘
MABEREEE LRSI UL b o &b KRR E LT, mmmmWM)ﬁ%ﬁe
3, Bahrick (1984) 13, A3 L EEEE ORBREFOIERIEEE S 587 A2 &L 773
AV BRI, S0E, BB A T A A AICET AT AR T v — MREE{T o2 b DT,
BREIZEVIBS IS0 EIC bias, FEELEBRFEENOEEEL I N—T 3T L,
TEERLY LB LR, 2ERKT L Th LD 5 EFIckbhs (BRSEZ5)
g, BREV-VICEBRRREThH L Lin, EREEEVSLVOBVEEZICE ST
3. ZOBREENPERD EWMATZZLOTHHOIIK L, BEV-NVOBENEEHIZE
orﬁm&n@%@fbék&\ﬂ%v&wmiofﬁwmﬁﬁﬁﬁtéx5&%25&
LTS,

~H &%177/x ERIHE LTz 9 EADRAE (975 358) 89 AEHRIc, Bk
BT IZEE. SUET R M RITOEEHEERE % {72 Moorcraft & Gardner (1987) 13, B\ 5 5
ICEE LB OB ER 2 SIS Sh e, RICEE LEBRBOTEIITHE 0
WCEBWRRERSoT- L L, BBRRELFHIZEEFINOT VL EHEL WS,

1) SPREE 146 A, EBRRME 40 A,

- 100 -



- 101 -

&3 RABERREEICRTIHER

iz A U REE] B | SEum | G0W | #EES BE DHAE HE
A R B U B % NERTRIC
- RXALE an - ; 0-50y/0-2m/ 1 S, BB, AT AAMIETHTANT |0, R, 1T 1A A,
Babr (989 ) Ty | RE )R] ST @R OSW00)B T i, B LB |
SRR, .
S A R A
M & Gardn: H ’
'°°“"j‘g87) N TICE s | | o» [yo2owm)|  ow 28 |7 AR, T AR, Sk, e, R
HEE LOBRE DT,
] TG ARTBOEBLASNDRERD2ONYT
6 o AERE)EREL, TREROHE
75 VRM| . BT, RIEHSL0URR, WG SR, WA, Wl
Wel al (1989 £25] 48m,72 4 1 N
cltens ctal (1989) | ="y U | AT S| T }\(f’ .7 y B \Mrn s e gicmm, e a0 FROMERY
(R7), #, HIHT 57 A
FEH L LIRBOBRE ST,
REZEIADANA L FER IR R BRI
A | HEFEBDTDIA S 2 KD A
Hdgok (990 | T e | o | 2 | 2 4m B s, oS RE EREL, EICAL ik
ATEIEERICOWTY, ENLISMNIO TR A,

L.A.=Language Attrited, L.G.=Language Gained, y=year, m=month
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%7, Weltens, van Els & Shils (1989) Tit, 45 L X BEREHEOERTT T o A BT
BLERBOHDEEEY, FEFEE AFL 6, SLIZBREEY 0, 2FK., 4%
W, A6 SORAKERNEBEDIN—TEHRE L. TRENOFBEITEY T 5%
SEx LEHEED, TRED & A S SEENRE S TEET 2 MNERTITo 72, 20O%
B, BBEEI Y DR EEHOIMOBEEREVZEERSAEZ VI WELTHS,

TREOBIREICIE, AR EEFEI LT 5 - d TS H T i BN A —
BHLTWAIE, BEABRTE SHREESRZE-E VIR ENTERZELVWSERA
55, L, HEOHERZAETHD Z M OEHTHESTEL <, Bahrick (1984) %
Weltens et al. (1989) 72 E1ZZNEIBHI /N —T L ORI TH -T2V | Rigd /A—TH
DO ThH-720 &, BERER COBROMELIZEVHENLDOTLH S, it\%ﬁ
FHEIZOW T, Bl T~ZBET5F R h&fTo7z) L LTWEY (Bahrick 1984)

A MORFIZHWTS IX0k) . [58f) & LR Tnni (Weltens&van Els
1986) . EEHRFBERNED G ERP-STZ0THHOREN, TEBEBICBW L, 1F
By gk 2LCwabobbiuiX., V—FT407) TV R=0T) ol
DNTOEDOEHY, LSALOEI BDE—HBRIERLEEFRRAONEZERH D

(Weltens et al.1989) . TD 720, FRENOBETLE DL 5 REESRONI-ZONE NS

ORI L, HEBMOHBRLHLNEZABH 5,

3.2 BRAOBRERE 2

wiz, mkwﬁ%gﬁﬁ%ﬂ%hbtﬁ%%wﬁbr&iv RN BEREBE BRI
U7-BEROFRIIZ L ABERE 1 #ick 3 L1 OBRICET? L0 THY, REL L.
BOEBNGARICE LD LTS (Seliger & Vago 1991),

FLRAD L2 BRBBEFELZ{RICLEFRE LT, A—A M5 Y 7IIBE LICRER_D
F5 U FNCBT B L1 ~OER 2 L7 de Bot& Clyne (1989) 72 ¥ #8335, de Bot&
Clyne (1989) Tk, BN 1981 £EIZ 200 A& FRICAES1T> C LI ~OEIRHS Z TR
L, BWTI98THEIZZFD I LD 40 NI L THEET A M &{Tol, TORKR, BEED
L1 8/, L1 72£ 0 0 L2 O8N, L2 OFBEDKMmZ £, L2 OEROERN % R 7= 0k
JER LB DB CEBBOESVIMEN oA v 74 —< 2 b THY, BEOLAH—FE
PLEDANTEBEBR NN el R ERHA LM LTINS,
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%4 RABRBAEMTIRE

AE- A%

£% LA, Li BEE| A% | &8 BRE HERY HE
5 17y~ IBIEICRE & 1T > B E 2 HRICH "
7 VR w0 |nn| - 5
deBot & Clyne (1989) |#&58 (L2) |49 v 45 37y 3, 7 18 . WA S B ORI, R
Nagasawa (1999) E‘(f;;% s |omdy | 7 | 2431 Wffﬁ;}ﬁm{&w@ 2 (M) |ACTFLF—5 L7 2 b, BOF, STHEE, WM
' 65D FEy 7 ERE LA v H EaL, »
, AR | e |« 0 | s i REEHENEE 2R BP0 |TTR, =7 —F&E R
Russell (1999) @2) HFE | H24m | REFE| BIRE BE (%) s, BEREEOR B |, EEOER
it
HRETEERRZE S AL iS5 ice-malt
Y, FAT 4, V=TIl
TR REEN L, RECWEA] ., . " "
E: \ 19-26 8T . N ——
ey (eEEa | [smoy | s | ovss | PERTEL g csamm, mows - mevzoo |17 177 VT

FBIET BT v — b B,
FE, BATOELBREICH LT

T FRROIRERER L i,

Hl %



7o, BAFEEBH BX4 L UIHFSRICH: Nagasawa (1999) *° Russell (1999) 72 238 %,
Nagasawa (1999) IX, BARBFEN LR - CEIKEOZAZHRIC LT, HHEHORE
BV, Bl REROBEENEEORFEN EO XS ERERT00% 7 7 AR

DESTHEL TS, COMR, BEV-ABEVIRIERARI Vi< ve L, Bk

A L2 OFREICRE B ST b, SERFEIIHEN L 0 RERICITON S F MR
WERTHD Z L LORmERR L O35, Russell (1999) & AAREZORREZ H-OXKE
DOREFAE B IRESR., BABOEENFEZE R o I A—T LT A5,
REZOHENEBNMEFCEET 200EPEROTHLIN, A T4 —~<
MCOWT 2 FHIC 3 BIOKEL IR L, EHRERE O LR, REROBENEE
OFMEIDRL LB 2 FRIITEROEHENORBCER LRP- I EBWINA—T D
HBCHLMI LTS, I 2 CIRHERFEEOEABUIEL L =Dk L CRBRD 24k
LR R SR o2 05, Russell IXER L 1T 2L 220 T, LIETL
DBARICAFKICT 7 EATERI o RETHH L LTS,

3.3, FHOBEREESE Q)

ZOE A TOWRIE, EHEORMEEOEE S PMEOLTOABRT, HEFIEF
ETAHEEPRAN, FRLELTELE->TVEDIE, FROBY TiE Snow, Padilla &
Campbell (1988) DA T 5, Snow, Padilla & Cémpbell (1988) TIX 7 FH DAL L FEA
v —Va a—AFET LT EEERHRICMLAT A b TR, VERAEZREL.,
A EOBEREE, NEE~ORE, FEOTE, TAF LT 4T 4 0 4 SICET 5
Fuhr—b (631 OREREOMBBIEE ST LTS, Livl, BRIMOF—% & L
GEENZIT T A FORRN T-11 FEPZTLLOLIEZEITAPOLOTHAZ LR
Y. REFECEEN DS LB L bR,

B 2D F A TIEONTOFRBEDIE, EFRBIN O S BHE OREAD K
BIEOBTER PIC b BT >O TRV E Bbh b, ' :

3.4 FHoOBARTHE B

FHOHRBB/OEE. L1, L2BF AT I v Z7IZB{EL. LT & L2 D LUV Rdilz L7
Y, L2 B REESE ISV L SVIZELEYVTAZ L b BB I D, S U T DORER
BN 2005) & bbb, ERXPEOFHERNBICHFTRELTo Ly — AR ST 8972
HLORERCTH D, FARERDDRE., EBOFE TSI CEFTAHT L2 28BLE
FHTH B, Hansen (1980; Hansen 1999b IZFFER) TIIRASEE " BEELHEL, 1
FRET 2HVEICE » F o —FE BV A Y — FCREGE A8 E LT b3,
20 4E I IR - FEHIBE NI DT H 2 42 < 72K LIeDITR L, 5 ORBITEBMEL . T
7 HbO XK S ICHEFERAIIIB/RTCERP D, 20 FRICHBEFEL T L0 IR
HEHELTWS,
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®5 FHEARTBREICHTIWR
EES LA, LG BEE | W] BB BRE HEm Ha o bR RE
oA B3E = OB, 4
Olshtain (1986) | 338 (L2) | wEE | 4| s ly ly |ERWHELHMEERE, R O R BRI ORI
it
TN | Hegh T 5 RS ‘ I
Cohen (1989) (3 4 (L) ly 2 | 913 9m m BB ILICEURERELRAMAIMAS. [ EY
e =T ly3m, o Wi, B, B iE,
Kuhberg (1992) |88 (L2)| ") dy9y | 2 | 79 1m Iygm | BARBELRHIBRE LR, e
. ' , 1 _ 23E, |2HEORHIMEREIRIL, KIBEEEDRA |
Reetz-Kurashige (1999) | 3£35(L2) | HA&E Q1) | ly-Sydm 18 6-13 ImskiE-19m ly-lyT |47 7 N, B j\ T L Ll TTR, ®EEHTLU
. - ERES (575 /i, & O
Yoshitomi (1999) EE2) | EAREOLD 3!1:‘; 4 | 911 Iy/igEER 1y féﬁfﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁgz E-F, RO Fi, s, TTR, #32, 8
y EEER IR, i, |
. . ) W 2y A G b A RETHICHTEER |2 —FA(y 7, B, 7l
Tomiy ama (1999) FEEOQ2) | HaAREOQD 6y9m 1 8 3m 1y7m B, LT, 5 IR, L s, 5% |
' DR To FIAEMTE e LD D ‘
L TOERSF ORI ERTHET AR
de Bot and Stoessel . - 4y R BTV, ATV FEOBEFEBRPROIONL
2000) HFH D FAVEUD| 370y 2 | 3741 30y LI i B
" QAR LEEE Tl Lo 5 M LR
BT A4 IS ET 2EE,
Lee (2001) 25 (L2) | L) | 2y6m-10y | 12 | 10-12 6m fy{%n 12003 HTE B (B3 OB A, ?fimj)ﬁ(mﬂ@ﬁm, B
- - 34y B IS &I B RIGE, MRS, SR | o o "
Hiai (2002) | %882 |BABQD| em |1 | 7 0-4y ML oot AEORE T AR, HfpyAm | YA, TL, Gl
dym |70 s &, §Bf, VA=, Y
PF AP,
Lo | Q) |@EEL)| D | 9 | 12 om o, tyem| [ OPHRIOTERL, SOERDTA Lyege oo
KEAR DI ZEIZOTA (3538) |
DREBIDIE SR LSRRI A
i (2002) HEEL2) |BAEOD | SyBlk | 80 | 1318 | lysisnSysik | IE  |mbk RESOLYRESOSY B EETS |k
. N5, B LR B OBIRE S
i

L.A.—-Langmgs Attrited, L.G.=Language
Gained, y=year, m=month
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B EBOIEWRIIEOWIF

ZOWENSBRLNAD LS, FHOBAE, BHRORY— %mL<\N7¢~vVX@
WCRA T 4 TV L RE5 8, BRICBEROA Y — FHE#< | L2 OfEANKbh
ZEREBHLVWEENTND, RERAFBEZITEBOR Y- FEEL, BoPiRAT
47 LES LI OFBEZRESELP, —EBRFLEFE 0 TIERSRE IV IT{ e
I Tw3 (Hansen 1980;Hansen 1999 [ZHHL)

ZOFA TOFRIZBATHEACE Z b TR Y . HEE» b OREAL ESIC L
ler—AAZ T 4 (Tomiyama 19982;1998b;1999, Yukawa 1997;1998. Hirai 2002) £ A%
BT LA (Reetz-Kurashige 1999, Hil 2002) HH V. BRICEBITHEZEHS - #
BFAOBLOEESBIPBED, ERASKAWEFEL LTL. #ESSERFHTHS
b, BEERIT S HEL L TCHERRKEORAEE RN OB B DY DA
ZEBICNEL, TORNEELITH BB, Reetz-Kurasmge (1999) X, HREE D
BIRE L FHE 18 A%, HEBRICBEL CWA BASELREEL T 5410 A, HEEIC
E&waé%%%ﬁﬁkﬁé%ﬁmﬁtﬂ%éﬁ&ma1zm#ELbLonﬁﬁ
EL. BREOERRROELIZONWTHRITN S, ZORR, BFEORERIIMRERERES
B RIER OB B~ HEN R T —DIEE THND 2 &, EEREESEVEY
EEEIPHEF NPTV LR PRI L, £72 Yoshitomi (1999) X, FHEBIMHIFIC
FRERNORELTIER RO 2 A GHRE) CREE®#D2 A, #4 A (L1 : BAGE

EREIC VEREEOLSALBEL VD, BEKTR. REERICHEZHEDE 2 A0
FH, WEBBROMBH LV EEBIREFINL TNV I D, REZOLDONRA 7 4+
—7 ¥ MIEEREF~ORE & 2 VRS OB o o e R R~ TN 5, F, 4 Ad
DEMNSTHREEPRONGEPoTZ b, A V74— MNISESERA T TFU—
PED 2L TCHBAB I B EH-> T E ), BEOABIRE ST VS, Eix
AR CTIREENEATH A RREERH Y . TUBE Y DABKIIZEEEICR
Szl X T, BHCOR Y R A T SRETH SO TIERVNE LTS,

UED LD OZOBOWENLIIZ ORARB B LI TNER, —F ClaZ{ko
BN 7= IERe 2B S T2y (Olshtain 1986) 72 &, E%ﬁgmm%m@oem
570 FTEHHORZNL S ICBbits,

FOM. = OROHRICIID A E SR E Lisr— AR 2 F 4 BSBXroH, Bl (2002)
TSN E R BICIREDT A P EATV, TOWB & BN T 5 L\ 5 2T
FREITo QD £, BANPLBE LZEEAO T 3 AR E R TV,
FBE (4 2010). e (£2009) 74 FICEH LT, 3 A®BAREICEN S BME S L
T3, TORBE, BEBIEIZ O, BAFE COBBAIIZABBIND XL 31k,
YT NEALCHIET B2 EBRREEICR>TL D, TITT 4 T—RF VR EDOIEN
BHREEFERALC BEEZRITD2ZETHIST S, L, REICEBZMTTHLRET
2R, BARBOHEORSLEK, BFOMECBWTEEFEO LD LTS LED
BEEVHLEY, BARETOMGHEICEDLRh o 551, HEEEEH Lt h, B
EOMAERET-VTHI LB L, £/, BEOERIZB TS, EMim #
RIZHER XY= 0 , BEFEOHMEAVWEYT2LELDHTND,
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3.5. 0

B - Fit, BEEEE - HENEEE LV AL LT DI (0) ITIZA DRV,
L1 OB E 12 OFEBEOH Y FE B L7z 50 & LT, Jordens et al (1989) 3% 5, Jordens
etal (1989) THE.IL2 OEBROH Y FERBED, FAVELFET I EBEINV—7 (L1
FT v HEE) RERIT—F . BERERIC FA VER T Lk R VELEMO 2N L
BbhaRE 1 FEL SEAZERET —F L L, ThENIC FA VEOHRT X b, £
XFA M, BEOEL, R—KXFA 2TV EREHE L, 2L T, L1 OEBEH 5T
DIz, MU FAVEERFEET S 89 RDE 7Y YIHNDFT T RAVEE
BFEL LI0FEU LA T U FILEATOIRABREICHRT A b EXT A b, MEWE
Ly R385 2 2170, BERICE L TENEROKREE BT 52 L TL1 & L2 0fE
BOBMEHLPICTEZ L ZRATVS, TORKE, BROERICELT L1 o84,
mfuéﬁkﬁeﬁs LTHY, BHREZERL, — OB OV THERAREN T2 L TWeD

S BRARZS L. —oOBRICH LT—o0EREE X, —H—OWEESELLD

’ﬁékbfmé —HT, L2 DAL, BEREHANAEEL L b5, MiER
BRL.BHOLIOY Y 7 AR LADETITI L LTS, é%kﬁﬁm@@&
FET 7L P LTERTLCRBE LTS,

FNBWIIOLELRLA, TERRTR, BHEERICKT 5 BAESE CET AL
BIbihvTnd (4 1995;1997, 8 2003, K 2003, #% 2008), fii (2003) ik, &5
TIHERMFRFRIC BATBOBE 2 X T2 EFRE 8 A0 BRKEFEDOT — ¥ B AVT, THE,
FRERH., HFEFE. 1| AFREFO 4 DOBEHIZHSW O ETO, BEOBARZELITR
BB BEBREIARBEOREETR LTS, ZORT, SEMEDHE CIEEMERS1E
Baxnkl L, (@ TEESTIERRR CTHEBAROENE, (b) <Y 7 FOB>. (o)
SFTRREEDEH. () UREFED TFXLVA oA, (o) ik RORMZ2EET
TW5, EEFRECHIL. AEICBT 5 AAREN., SBEEMREAL L, SEMET CHEM
{EBEA TS Z EPLEEAAP- TS E LTS, B4 (19951997) IIREHERSIC
BIFT 5 BARE, Ko (2003), ¥ (2008) WEEHICEET S BABCET AMETH S,

3.6. MEES

b, AT, ZhE iTbh TE 2E _SHEOBEROWEICHONWT, BEMOER

(ERRERMUATINED) EBBOHVFLVI ZOOERNPOYEBEERELL 45D

N—FH3F T TORBREWB L7, BRI, ZhbOWEND M Bbh Dk ik
oW RPRERZER LRI,

FT. BEROMRICBV L, CInbEBRLTINE VI EER (BROBBR)
OREPFERCLTHLNENS 2L B2, BBOBFETIE., < 0BE. FEEIE
EERICKT D2ARPEn CHLLOEEORENEL THHD, BRTRENETES
LTWaoh, BCEZSHEOBRIIBOTIZLZ BB IR TOEOR &0 5 BER
EX I, TOHWHIEEL, T ORIREIZDW T Seliger & Vago (1996) B _SEEHED
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BB REIIEOWT

ST L= Ema0 R B, — L SN BB in, thoSFBE OXTRE L ok
HOLETDERBEEHERTHHEDRFETIIRVWE LTS, F0OH X T, B=5E -41FH
%@%ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁmf%ﬁf%éﬁ&ﬁ\&6@8@A@%%®ﬁ@k%@#ﬁ%m%v
L. TOE% RAMHHIFEOA THD E LTS, ERI, BEEE2HSRE Lir—
AART 4 TIEZOX S RAEHIER L <ERAENTWS (Tomiyama 1998a;1998b;1999,
Yukawa 1997;1998. Hirai 2002).

T, TOREOHEUNE ZARXHELERBA L T4 —< v FERDTBZ ET, BiC
W/ Bt & OREROFT — % ZWET 5 = Lidn 2 B Ch 5, TOEDFTEA LT
A== MX (A 71— bOMBOFERA 7 4 —< > blo TOEHEHED
HEOBERE P e b o) BEMMIXAT 47 « A= —ULOEHEENEFH > Qe
LLED AT, BEEBEN—ZATA T —F L LERELDRIR, 29 LA
5D NEERBIC s v A s v a v WEE LEFEL RO 5H (Reetz-Kurashige
1999, Tomiyama 1998a;1998b;1999, Yoshitomi 1999, FHJ# 2002). Seliger & Vago 23k~2%
IHCEFE LV EL DA 74—~ FORHETHETH B,

ZOM, ZhoOWRICIE, BENFEEENGE L LERE, RO EE SRR A
YTV P ESERRTEDLDN, EANBERNRET HIOEHTHESHEL L, 70X
¥V NTEAEARDD L, HBVIE, BANEREFESEESLTBELTED
ES3RTF A M LEODPESNYICS WL Db H ) MOTHERERE L OLBEAHE LWL &,
Lo EAL R ST,

4 EROWRICET HE
wic, AfCHE, BAEELT, FROTFETE CRY EF LA ERICOVTE LD
THED. ' ‘ ;

Hansen-Strain (1994) Cii 5 _SHEOERICE T HHE LTUTFTD 72025 T 5,
OUGEE AT OE VB S BmM R S 21
QFE_ESENS—TEOL-YL (REME) ITET D LIERPEZ LRV
OFEMBENZEE - SEREF STV
OBE_EB/BORIPTCEMIBE LI bOPBHER IS0
OB _EW/OLCHABUE DM b OBHER ST
O©EREEN OFBEHEN L DRI LT
ORRAS 72 BEEEROHER I B ETF R —3 3 VB WS O R S hod

20 7 HEREWCEEL TV AEA RS0, BT T, A& <, i, HeEE,

regression hypothesis @ 3 DIZ/3IT THTWE W, ETAEOEE T, BESEL R
ol T rRERELHB I LIzT D,

4.1, &

EPFRAIC, FEoEEOBERL FHOBRICOVWTERY BT MR E BT 5,
EEPBICBWCEEEHAY (critical period) OEEXIUFNOBESA TS, B
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TERH L ITSRERENORZCBOTRESEEO L O REEHZEE T 2RI T, 12 501
BECLENTHBR, EAZELRED LI, EFEMRARIIEEL MR- TORY, =
OEBEHRMIISEORBRICBWTHLEETH Y, FISHERNEIOTEROESFER
BEWIEFERARZ DI 0WE ENTW5 (Yukawa 1998, Yoshitomi 1999), ME—Fahod
FERER LTS OZ Kuhberg (1992) T D, Kuhberg (1992) Tl FA Y TEET S
TRAVEEZEBL, M alBELEZFE2 A 1 bLagh) OFA VEOEROBR
BEL SO T, FOFELV GFEREDIT) BPEERBERBI o @ELT
W5, ZORBIZOVWTERIL, FEFICH LT AMVa@EeETiR&EThr i ry
r—RBEYZI DT OENB EVIBRBICLABHLER TRV ALHA LTV S,
BB, FHOBE. BFEENDHEME (Cohen 1989, Olshtain 1989) o, FBANRES) DIEzE
Lo TEBEOERENCEEDPRLND &N ﬂﬁé‘ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ: LT 278, ERtodb
OBBERPIHHE L THD00, FOMOBERBEHLE>TWDON, £ 5 THIXEZE
FEOPERICEE ) < ERIIM D 2 RAD 5 2 LITHELV,

\

4.2, BERE

Wi, FERICE B RIET S5 1 DOKEABRE SN TWE08, BEARY 2810
BEETHS, REENBITNEEVECERPEEZ IS VETELOTHLB, ZhE
b &SP ERIM (Critical Threshold; Neisser 1984/ Critical Mass; Pan & Berko-Gleason 1986)
PO RBAME AN, RN, b5 —EOREEICE L SR -
DI ETHHDOTHS (deBot & Clyne 1989, Jordens, de Bot & Trapman 1989,
Reetz-Kurashige 1999), 1572 L CZ D X 5 ZREMBEBFLET 200, 2L TERITEDOR
EOREELZERTIONE VI T EXEFALHICINTHRNVE, 2 ORER I
HShhIESEEE @%g&ﬁwwﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁwéﬁﬁkﬁb EEREHFICBOCERE
WWEHTHAH EBbhd,

2B, FICHEY LiF7- deBot & Clyne (1989) Ti, A—A T U T ~BELELT v
FADEEBICBITS Ll ~OERBEZICHVWTHEL, EHRIZL1~0OERBEREDLH
L. BEROEBERRA L 7y FOIELY b, L2 ORADES, BICENBEZE
BLEMEMZESE LTV, |

4.3. Regression Hypothesis
BBIC, BT EREORERO 7 v R ZBIT 5 regression  hypothesis iIZOWTE EHTE
<o ‘ ,
S ERAPEG LR OE_SHEIUBERPREI o2, LOXIRIBEFREZEDLD

s, ZHVICEET B (KNS regression hypothesis Th 5, Ziidb & b & Jakobson (1968) #3
% EEQBANPEBRE R BRICETHIME TR DT, KEBERBEOLRE, S5k
—EREBOVONEFE2-E->TEbL TV ELELDTho, THEEAL, &
ZEBOBERIZOVWTHERDI T —A AT THD LT HOPBEHOBEICRIT D
regression hypothesis Th 5, B _EEOERE T —~ LT HHAOH TIX, THERKRIET

-109 -



B ESREOEESATE O MR

5 X 9 B % < i &h (Cohen 1989, Kuhberg 1992), #OF5H - ORFITHRINEE
. BRER/E. BA. FRRETRTOFEREICOWTHATH S L ENTW5, &F)
1% Reverse Order Hypothesis [RFNCZFEATT S O E#H £ TS (First one in-last one out) |
LIERFICE S TR (Andersen 1982, Olshtain 1986;1989, Kuhberg 1992) M EHE7
o723, DHIT Inverse Relation Hypothesis (5o & b < FBENbORBHRETESD
(Best-learned, last-forgotten) | &£ 5 fiZIR (Bahrick 1984, Cohen 1989) HHHTE T3

(Vechter, Lapkin & Argue 1990), .

Z @ Regression hypothesis ZHREEL X 9 & L72#FFRIZ1X Gardner, Lalonde & Macpherson
(1985) . Olshtain (1989) . Hedgcock (1991) . Kuhberg (1992) 72 8238 %, 2D 5 b Kuhberg
(1992) 1. FRROMBBE - 8 ofc 2 ADA v T+ —2> b (M ag@eBELT5 T
9DV E) Oz, FAYTCRAYVEEZEBLTWATFHEE1 AZXBE LT, regression
hypothesis DBFEE RS TNB, 2 ADA > 73— MISCEEE O®E T, AEFIZBY
Tid, HHEFT b OUAORBROEI AT, Ich LA O AFRET S B 121k
BH B, wollen A DIESEIEIOE(L S B b4 b7, Kuhberg i3 Z OfF RIS
HCThirA 74—~ MNOBEBOBERL £ FOIEFTHS & L, regression
hypothesis % XL T3, ‘

Fir. B OWRITBHBLANVOREIDERICTH X 5 DBERTH S &35 Iverse
Relation Hypothesis % X4 2858 %4 R L CHY (Berman & Olshtain 1983, de Bot & Clyne
1989, Jordens, de Bot & Trapman 1989, Weltens, van Els & Schils 1989, Reetz-Kurashige 1999) .
REBEOKH 42) LLEELTWDLEXD.

4.4 HE_EREOHR-BESR

PLE, BT, EEBORRBIC DWW TR INEFIRTERIND Z LDV Fin,
BAEEFE | regression hypothesis D 3 -2 5% i B IEHR Lz, KEOREIC, B SHEONE
BOFETEBICEY ETFonA 2 Lobsb, EEFOMHRE (BREIEZ L5R0WEE)
EHEFHBICOVTRRTEZ ), BIROFENDIEE > TI0EILRSH &L, HOBREE
OREENERENTEEHETIE, BEBREAEZ SRV ET28EC, S TERINHF
BENHAL, —EEREAREZ > THEOER L HEE T BIILETOABIER INES
ERBCTBHLWHIIFE T XA 5 (savings paradigm) FIRFETHHRREPRLND X
51272 o7 (de Bot & Stossell 2002, /1] 2002),

P, FELERBTERPIE LR hoTe WERIhE) v ol LCHIE (2002)
BET HILAH, Bl (2002) HHEBEHAR ORFEE D b OREAL 80 £ 25310, HFEEdt
N OZERESOREZEToT. FTORKE. BEFREWIEEOA Ty Ve EZFHET D
BEAEDZ LT, BEELREROBENEZRETI LA TE, ILICRER 2 FU
ErroTHHEEDORA T 4 TR D~ BEELBREOEEENEETH—X
TomERRONTEE LTS,

—J. lEATEA DEEHFLUHRE U (2002) B#TF b5, Bl (2002)
TIHSPRRZ 13 L L TA Y = —T VBl el OB DA v T+ —< 2 M, A7

- 110 -



& BR

=Y PRRY = —TF RN OO SRR Lz E Tic Y XA FEEY . —E
O ESAEAZIED L VOREETole, TORKR. WENATFA LOFHETRS
Ndole LThEMR, 4 74— FOERFEICHTIHBATR LTV L &
BILDRLHDHLEL., EHLRIBFBLETHDL LTS, ZOFEATI A 2L, E
BHEO BRO— DO ThDHSBENOHEFL W) RICEBECA CE 2R LD 0S5
BIOROENEEND,

5. SHOZE

Pk, AT, EEERBOERICONT, BRI WO HBOEKT 5L ZACHEA
SEL LCORYER Q1. EROBY S 22) REEZERLEHL. ThE TOHR
BB L LA v 74— b e, BEEOER (STERMUEINED) LBBOBY
CH WY ToDERDBRE L 40D I A — AT TEOFEOBWE R B L= G ).
Eie. BUEBOEROMETL SR SN D4, BEE. regression hypothesis 21D
EFT, ZOMEEREHE L. (48,

SEOEBOMRL., EEHRATFLE L TR L TI0EBLEVIHFLOREHETHY, =
NE CRERICEE T ERR, 7Rt R LI A ERARR S L, EORIEETS &
5 REFERE ATBITE 7o, TORPTELNICREC Lo T, BEROBH O KRS
MoTEED LITEETH DB, FEFECHNHES R LT\l 2 5
CHEER L Z ALBENTVS (3.6). TNETORELHER. L0 BKNRFERORE
HAMASNG L 5, BEFERITIFEER- TV BERDHBESH, SLICHES
BRAHTTEICE LT, EREROBIEORRE B CE 5 X5, BAERICHRYTS 2
EBRDPEIRY, ’ ‘

Ffo, TRETIEL 2212 £ 5 b aREETH 5 EBOMAEDEORRICITNY B4
BETHRTEER, TUOTOEERY, ZOMOEERLOMLEDEIBIT B EERD
WELEESND, L FAABLREBEO LS RY ¥ 7 AOECEUMO®E VS
BOBEROHHIZ LS5 2 & T, SHEOBCHEIERICHE T 5B/ & LTHI< O,
EROMBEDEI L > CREROBNFIC RIS AR RSN 00 EF I RBRIED
NAMEELHBEESS,

¥/, BAECHT BEEROBEL, HaEEN D ORETFRIC L HIBORER., WiESE
O AATEORER, MEHIC ST 5 AABOBERR ESRAERERNBIATOR TS,
HE (R (2006) T, HAIL, BA»OREYTSEEECIAELEE, RET LN
EEEEH ORERS 2 &, FRIEBEOMLS D CHLEEHOMEL S ML TV LS
C TWB, TNETOMEEELEE 2. MKEREER YL EAD TS bISBLT B
BEOMBICE DA TN REFES S,
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