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TAARE Zgo IeF 7Y

oL EL BAMRE 8(syntactic bootstrapping)®)TH= 71AE F3l ER<
229 =0
Mz =2

A FAY SAUlE gk oA ofd oEEE ROl B

548 AgRoR

FHE W)=

ojdel TAE Tl AR onlE detske Ad7b BAMGE B89 e o] gt

o] 22l 28 ™ (structure-mapping account)S FoFEo] A U WALk
o7 Age YU dgse HAHY AFAL AT AT AL

ol 7)Hkete ol A W WA AFE B3l
e EASl olle] YRE molE 4 Yok B =E
S 12 AT ASE AU, Hopt BEoI% o] =go] MM

M Ege) %

Tt ol B

g Adojrt 719 T2 & Ao Aishes =4 tisl =olatnh. =3, HZ 1dgd g
o] W AT ofsEo] Bl A&l i 7] dl(expectation of discourse continuity)E E
B2 28 ol BAS BHe BAS AT =2 noh 4 Atk A% AU
O FRHOR oud 4T A48 Fol YR TROS AL FokEe] A olE §

7] AT GRE B T2t $A S0l qlo] omd 43g ke,
o] AL Mol oI FA o]H si5o] FsTA T e ATV

F20{ : 20| LE, AL S

1ok

&, EAEE BRI, 708, =8 A= ot

s o] wRE AR WA B9 R, 2015)0] D 4§42 54 B A
T WAAZ} . AAN ARG A e, A BT EhE HEE 34
E-mail: kjin@sungshin.ac.kr
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I2AlE|5HE| K| Tt

A g

[¢)

-

S ofgA A
A7k Be 4%
A5 AdE WEhA dgEnh o

ol 67/HERH ofmg dojrt oWk

Mol A Agsertell thk TAZF AR, 1

2L D B 2o o e o I s I e o

7HA A9 olEE YA HThBelgerson &

Swingley, 2012). & £, dFA} £o=

Ao 25 7MY <FZreka FololAl B

A, & o9k AR o] ofe] W owk

EEHA folz ke dolE 1l 5 A

Ak
a8 FAKverb)o] g, ME& A}7} d

FHE AT AHevend] JAOEE T F

ARe] oju|E mketstr] 7t o1%1:HGleltmem et al,

2005). fukstd, FARE oW AHES de

3] H(label)dt= Zlo] ofye}, thFe o

A AEY AR FA QAE AN (efer)dt

7] w&O|ThLevin & Rappaport Hovav, 2005;

Rispoli, 1989). & E°1, Fole} FEI7} 3

ESEIEE R

o)

o2 M 1

=i QAE}E 71s A ol ojmUE o}
oA 3 A3S «wbEl Aupr} ohwE kA Y
3] 9}01!"3}1 HARF % 9lAul cupu}
opul7} 31 Qo ek _E'_/\]_tﬂ— s 9t} o

78F, Foks o] A #EMoRE IAY
st o} “tyrehs -S4 «lﬂ]% TS T
7F A "tk &, A 9HlE SAPE BAF
sl Ao #EEs veokd , U3

A7 AL o' @ 4E w3t BAldA
olok7|s=7tell whet EekAl A %E} ol g
o2 ]lste] o2 FHe HARoRE
=219 uE Foslr) st 01€,§E}(Gi11ette,

Gleitman, Gleitman, & Lederer, 1999; Snedeker &

¢

O~
T s

Gleitman, 2004).

SR 5SS oA AEe B4
o seld + Ue7k okBel B4 %
o R 8B F Y B 2
7} (syntactic-bootstrapping  hypothesis)< &5
o A AdHE &4l ti' FAH X]él:%
Ao RA T ofuE detd ¢ o
a1 A|SFITHGleitman et al., 2005; Landau &
Gleitman, 1985). ©]2|3F 5ol 7Hs3 o]
© A BAF 29 ou] Abolo AAF
QL AEAATE EAT] WEolUlevin &
Rappaport-Hovay, 2005; Pinker, 1989). YHF2 0.
2 olop71gs wf, A FollA T FfAte
Ads Fxske AriE Fdst= Tk,
24, #Hd, A0 52 shue] WA

(noun-phrase) =% argument)®] AEAF A Of

w7} 23 9oyl Vherd TbsAe] e
W, 54 FoH F ogelae] d8e Fzs)
E 9nE FHsE SAKY, AHET o)
g, AThEe F HAT =P BEA 2
G} opmkE ZHEEE ool et

g 7lsAo] =0 EAAR 3837 spEe
o}EEo] olZHgE FAY AHRE 83t A
dolo] oule] FRE FI 4 Qo

By
& Qo] W dolg mRolZ WS
t ds) of5EE B4 ofv] o] B

5
Aol 71gkate] MEE FAES S| E wotd
4 ATHArunachalam & Waxman, 2010; Lidz,
Gleitman, & Gleitman, 2003; Naigles & Kako,
1993; Papafragou, & Gleitman, 2007,
Yuan & Fisher, 2009). dl& €9, T 24 o}&
= A2 AP BFeA el ZFEA
S W(The duck is kradding the bunny! L7t &
715 AT 9o, knnde F-oJW] ©ol), ©]

Cassidy,
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A AFsAR Bl TN W(The duck
and the bunny are kradding! Ly 717} a3z
oa geiyrch, eet BE77h 4 5954
o7 FPFshe A Hlste] 7t E7]d
A od PE Jheke dAH AHE H 2
N5 vl THNaigles, 1990).

a8 oYY AR 8o wEE
FAL7E ofgA = 24|9] o ofF
=& B0l YA AXS 93] 55

AHE FAE ARESte] FARE £ 9
e gd = e ALk £ =2ddAE
SAE E8o] o] WE FHAA ojgA
AR E A tiRE o]go® AjbE T
5 A (structure-mapping account; Fisher, 1996,
2000, Fisher, Gertner, Scott, & Yuan, 2010)%}
A A7 9 B AR $2E A
Sud B0 EF, FFOIE WS ofF
o A FAREE BEF] FAE M
S ekl g A4 AT BFL 443

aLAp g

i

AR B89 7)Y 7=ds A

(Structure-mapping account)

oje] EW e A Ys7IE el ¥
A A ARE AR FALY
T Ue7h FARE &8 W
Argslr] 98t Ak T2
3 A "(Fisher, 1996, 2000, Fisher, Gertner, Scott,
& Yuan, 20100 o] e Z7]o] FAHR
8ol A ok Al 7HA THel AT
AAET T 2o

e o

mu rlo 3
2

T,
tlo o of

o
-

lo
=

l

27 ]9l

P

Tx=-IE2(Structure-mapping)

T2O8 A2 BAHE &80 1) 2%
W wAe] Aot 2) EAE mAY oAt
ggs dudE fsdtEe of" ofFEe

P

ARA 7B bias)oll A AIZFE TR AlRFET
(Fisher, 1996; Fisher, Gertner, Scott, & Yuan,

2010; Lidz, Gleitman, & Gleitman, 2003). ©]2]%+

F4L od olsEx T4 U BAY At

ARl 9&-g dl= FAAg]
[e)

45 F4H0E TAT 4 Atk R
FATE Wk ol Fpgol Abolerd, 2
2 9 Bl A1 %‘0}%01]71] LR ]

G, P e Al BER ofel ofE
S% T HY WA AFE S T ¥l
A P elnah W, & sle] WAk 2
T FAE @ Fold 4Be gnlditn F

ojuf, ¥FA=
o] “You can put the block here. (U7} &97]¢l
B22S5 9o Hy, &2 “This goes here. (©]
71 g7le Eolrbyeta 28 F= otk A&
oA meldh wsh 2ol shapel Bl wak
%o s} E2e) of| ol djele] el
ShE Al Hel 2o AUE HEA §
o AN BHon tl BAE 4 on
2 o] A3of|a] Hol= o] AW FAAWO
B AR A pu(FTHH goZkth el Aol

s 7 7 ok & O 19 A
el ANE whet ol o] gwe) w3
2 AZE sAte] oulel tiste] o 7hed
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un

(o] ==}
A 2%

“You can put the block here.”

“H7to7|o EES o 1

JEH: UNICEF(2009) .l'}",‘

=] o= | Sud
HEEN EHEY

(Partial Sentence Representation)

NEH BY
(Conceptual Representation)

Put [BAH=you, BAt2=block]

Go(FH=E8)
Put(FH=Lt, AN =2 &)
Play(ZHI=Lh~

Play(FH| = OHith

BAro HOIR A2 ZF Ui of
(One-to-one mapping between nouns and participant-roles)

O8] 1. SAE B89l W JjgozAel Tx

ople] FRES AASA B I B
Jobgol T2 USE AGRTIY,
of the R mYe BA oJrle] FuE

g3 AdsiA Aok

=

¢F “You can put the

block here. 8= 4S5 2 oFsol o] d4¥
T4 7 N HAR B3YTH, ofsES
A purs AHEY FEE QS AdE oA
o) F0 % FA NS PE B4 2
o % Ho dgel QAT & g Aol

THeF o}50] “This goes hereZh= 32 &
Lo oA b o A%, okEe o] B
2 Shel AR TID 2RO TA
53, BebA goF B20] Sorke S5} 2
& sS4 Fola elgel ARl 2
Aol

UG ol obFEE 24 Ul WA
N4E Bl A2 FA olulE sepg &
ek AZFT & mIole] B Tz
B S50l FEI) o FolAA] g W A
ek @A, B4 W WA AT FA
oJulo] ofet 2EA YRE AT F Aok

B} mebd TS ARdAE o] wd

AR obEEo] 1) 2R U WAS Zop]
1, °lF 2 VAR BHE U AUY, B
EFEAL E|al A4 &
F7F A Aol d &t f.

Fotse 919 F /A AAl =4S 1Al
2t S50 14€e] gote2 AER
WAKS, This one is a blicker, blicket-s F-2]m]
dos o =& AAMsks dris 7
I QAT MZ FEANThis one is blickish,
blickishi= f-2|7] ©ol)= 128 <+ o= Ae
o|3] 8 thBooth & Waxman, 2009; Waxman &
Booth, 2001). %E¥, 147195 1571€ Folse
o] dolE FAE 245 olsfishy] A&
ThHHirsh-Pasek & Golinkoff, 1996; Seidl et al.,
2003). AE E0°, Seidl £1(2003)2] AToA]
Fole2 ofymold I & o] I
Feuel] Byt Busls 94ES Bkt
ojg gk ol AAHE olF Hr] AF FHA
(preferential-looking paradigm)oﬂ/ﬂ Ayl Ja F
Bl shRie] 9% 5o oeme) 47 A
HA 1570E Fot=S oW, “What hit the
keys? (FI7F d41& w®olyde 45 S

¥0

x "
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SAIBFAAL, “Where are the keys?
(@417} < 9}01>E}L e B3le We
A= 15718 9

[e)
FEE B ) Beo A%
=
=

J&A&%-{WL
>,

et

=

Yuan, Fisher, 1]l Snedeker(2012)x= 2170
I} 19ME Fotes tEeE olHT d5s
AR B Az AAA ot 7
& g A" F FoRte] 1A
e, 3 A7IA7E BE A7IAT) eolle @
A oas EdoEA, OE A7IAE =3l
A T, i 9E & g AAE g
Beizte] FAT Tk WA Ao, B
Bz} A8l gol Soklz SHNE B
Aol ARSI, olu, EHEAL 271e] oS
& AZE FA goprt § A9 WATS 4
vk Ebs A B3R She’s gorping her! (17}
3 Qlolye BT, ABA 22
o) AZE AL Shtel AT
A 2l She's gomping! (I
AolnE EUTE =3, TA =24

A=E BAZE 2 e
o

vs

[

]_

R4 o
2 F—E‘
mok mln kl
ro

o X o |4

of?
[¢]
-
(o

f
rl

ox
2
M
o
2

|: What's happening? (5§ & ol
Ang St ol E}E*} e
> AFA R3S EAY, =
S Jobsrn F iz 2l
g olzke] vl Ao u)
Qb EAIEA

s

fo T
Ml op H

o

mln

29
o o

oo ot 2
Y

X
o
o 4

:?L_',

ln!

f
PRI
o

oEd sk

;q-_/] HlolgA AH o} F FZL 2

wAATL SRE 1 A
P vepgt ole dobgel ©
BAe) g el Algel

ok
o
@

ol
o
2

o
2

o off &

r$££

e r{r
o

o X
re fd i

2
i,
flo
°
v
§“~
ﬂ?‘l
£
Y
12
o
fo
¥

AN oy 2 A

o)
4 1o
-
B
i
o}
ro
1o
=
ot
o
B
ox
-
N
2

[
rot

—
=]

o

e

g

=N

Do

(e

5
rir

1 —Ll

é".:

|

=2

fu}

o

s

o

Qolze ooz AU of
oM Foled AT ofumeldoz A
AR gela Ashd AR@E e 2 )
e} e v 2 AGEdA Bt 3
ggomn gAo that B FeiA vl
A ARcsas) 29 AYEs} 9 okl
A e Bkt MRE BATL BEA BA
(oll, He’s kradding him! (27 2& zmgdga

Aolmel AAE F4E 52 BEAF =4
9] GolE2 o] FAF ATA (A, Hes
kradding! (27} AL glof)el] ﬂl/\lﬂ =
S £ AZA =AY Fols, TL NES
E}\].7]. IB’LHX] oro 1/\42-1 ‘:'70-(01] Which
one do you like? (18 Al A O Foh)S 52
Folghtt F Foia A FHe o &

Qb HRESIY olHd A= T oA}
el #FAE AL W= FLst
HEHAT. w2hbA o] Ads 1571E Fote
= 5 e AR o]Foxl EAE 7 3
zZke] 8-S xeete A BA 2T

o|#3t Ay EA]_X-]E_ ggo] WA A
Zo] izt T3 S5 AN 1571
POIEE NS BFEAS ABAE FRE
& glthe a7 Age F208 Aue o)
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SmdE|eER] wE

3 AEF ZAS ANV Brol dolz}
3 2L u oldlaly] ARElE dols
=, B4 U dAe ees 8 7tz
&3 Ao 7)xEe] RS FALY uE

Ao I A o olFEL FoIA]
© o] " FolA FAR TARE 9ol
3t EAA A H(distributional information)Z 4

o
4T 7 05k Gl AR & 2 AN

2l
319_1 o] d¥s ©ed v ATNeR
% 7}53}HArunachalam, 2013; Arunachalam
& Waxman, 2010; Arunachalam et al, 2013;
Messenger, Yuan, & Fiser, 2015; Scott & Fisher,
2009; Scott, Chu, & Schulz, 2017; Suzuki &
Kobayashi, 2017, Yuan & Fisher, 2009). ©] A3}
2, olsEd AEE AP oud Ads
AAsR=7ol thet A|AJA AR glo], =2&
AL oud B8 FellM vEhdETtel
3 7] APV EL o] FALY oule] o

ol thste] wi& 4 Stk
dE 59, YuanF} Fisher(2009)= Tk 24 o}

S A0 F
(Two-participant event)

DXL TR E o HOIRL BB
(Bystander one-participant event)

EtS A ZA: Hes kradding him! (A7} 18 2T L0
AEAL = Hes kradding! (27F 32k 1 Ay
EM =A: Which one do you like? (O™ H d O £0}7)

a2l 2. Jin & Fisher(2014)2] A& d4 A
& oAl

Mo

s A gL & F
fﬂi}‘ét AHe HAF 7
Te dgte] 24 T dEe A

=
Zha A9, B8 29 of

& Ho7|a dlely), AsA 2319 of
< o] Aze FAE AsA 2 ol
He AL EUCkA, Bl was blicking! e
o] He]7]a gilefy). w83t AL, o o]
3 He st F0 7 AT BoE B
= A2 FAVE TS AA }—7}
of thet A4 ARe= 3 AANHA FUT

£ Aolth ol%, A AgelA, oFEL of
Xl

l gigloA EQE NEL FAE @HO

O W(Find blicking! (E- 1347]_1_ )= A o}

—“4!)), TUH 2oz ZAd AAH F 2o
2}

7o) 1A st g Fofake] niRlaA

He Hodth 2R FAb tid obFEe
&4 old i3} ArolA olFFEe] 1 FA
E oud £ FxA ST w2
gt BFsA 279 olsEe ARsA 24
o] ol ERT F 7o A AHs o
LEFRLt v EgtTh WA, obEsEo] AR Al
oA olxdel oz} oA EX & Al
2 SAE EXES W(Find kradding! (ABFH L
e 7 Fopahdle ol A vERd
A @Ayt o= oksEel WeEd] BFEA T
z 52 AsA 7zl hdk 33K priming) &
de Hole Ao ozl B4 sAPE oW
& A B9E et S5 N BAY =
H

SAHLE Sadve A
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Pob
N
-
0>

tsl(Early abstraction)

-
N
g 2

o
L

o,

rlo

o
— OH-[

it

o,

M

o,

9

o
o> °f
s

E
R
v}

oz
N
73]

o

offt
>
o)
=2
X9
2w

=

o by

do g o
o &

WA, ol
(ellA B&
W rgARe] Ah
HE gotd 4 Qlth

o F9E By

hul 40

N

o mol
-
o

A
©Q oox 4t W
A e
-

-

P
o)
[

-

&

o fd
o

it
o
&
il
>
ofo
ol

4

=
it

A

=t
O
kS

o}ﬂ'1 bR
re .
2 o

o
o3
2

2)(language-specific patterns)< W-Z

i, ol 38 = A At 9
o], Z=olE ExojE vj-$e olsE9
ol ol F2 AZAbel e &
Zo]o] AdolEHAH QAo thsty d5S 5
ofgt Fof, TEla FFo| =3o] FIUA
et = gt} o] g HFoA ofEEc]
] gk AR TS Y o
H, ofsEol €Y FTAE Hohe HAAA
olgigt AdojEAZA AHH(d, g=ro] AR AhE
Hj--2puka}, o] & ThE A2E AR W2
Al AL F s Zolth

z27] 45 T 2A Rk olER
o EAA HEQ ol HEE A A=
+ A Y E Fetd ¢ it 7|E 4
ARE 3 AA"E dE 1, Gertner
2J2006)= 21712 FolEolAl Br] Hs A
AN F FFY F FAA JAA4H AHE Al
Aetdtt & AHdAe oAz dA7)A7L Bie
of groldle @A Azl Hell A4 dak A
71AE o w WeH AR 9Yrle & A
st oE A EAF A
7127} ekoldle JHYAE EHOEN o
2 AZIAE 2 olA sk &, & 4|
Ae Az FA, AR AARTE &

o
ot
>
Ofr [‘_

o2

il

o M X o4m wt o off r= 1R ox
rlo ot

o
o

v

x|

NaMd / SAEE 282 ZEX VIJ

o =

AR dATE A, oAt AR AN
S0t ol2@ ¥ Aol B B, ol EA
A ANHAL, FIBE AZE B} BE
A Bl AR BAE SUG @ 24
GolE2 “The boy is gorping the girl! (gAkel
7} ARt E 133 lofyolgls RS £
9w, e e ForEe Folsh Baols}
H 2 A AJE “The girl is gorping the boy! (%

ANt WANE 1ln gelyehe B

ST 21709 GolEe B Folrh F4
o4 FA HTL St AW © LAY
Hleugieh old@ A ol 2e o]

o
SAA Auo| 7ek Ao 43 9w
3k e 2719 ®4o] AEE FARTHA
g wEA dutstd ¢ Qge HoE
5, W24 wE FotEs
AERAe W, o o] REEA] ko]
Fojzjoptt Sz Eaoo] AAEAH
ARgEte] ] ouE T 5 UTksee
also Dittmar et al., 2008; Fernandes et al.,2006;
Gavarré, Leela, Rizzi, & Franck, 2015; Gertner &
Fisher, 2012).

=4 4T dojo] TS

oA ok AFEE FAYR F§ol
Qo] W 27]0] FRUSolkE AE F
) A A9 FAEE AN B
A A BAe dulol tistel w9
WAL @A, F8F 27)9 REXEY
o

oltt. ol& Tl 1574€9
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SmdE|eER] wE

Seig A o] Yelelde Bl T
727} B o ool AnE AT
$7h 2% WS, olE@ Bl hoiE
S FEUE Adgd =g A7sA "ok
dE 8, WA F AW7F 23 ASA 2R
o] A 4 Atkal, Bill and Jess are running.
(23 Alzs HAL Qlef)). o2t TS A4
& BAE dgoE XIS B2 doEL
=3t AT 83T = Ho|thAllen, 2008;
Bowerman & Brown, 2008). gl=r0] 9] 73‘?‘, A
AAZE F3E HEtol A 38 Thsd B =
e AFEA e dF S0, Al
“Where’s my new camera? (U Al 7HdlE} o]
dolyetal v Af, G0l AREAES T
broke it. (W7} @7FEgl0}y ek Zo], thAb
Foje} FZolg T} EHOE HiHEsH
ot wh, o) ARgARe] A, izt "ot
wglolr, A WrhERe)r & “WTlER
ol sk o] Fo & A B E T A
eafe] ojoprlaks Aol EHH O Fhsalt
olglgt =3 Age ddAE s, 18
oFFAFAANME ¢ WIHsHA YT
o] ofFA Tl A5, BEA Tl
AA B89 oF 45%5 AASH o] F, of
13.4%-23%%k°] F he =& dFsk
(Clancy, 2009). ETHE =3 A ¢lojl &
ool o= d=ole} wl-s- fFARSHA, ok
Agotel BFeA =42 oF 15%%te] F 719
=S AFs= AR YEPITHMatsuo et
al., 2012; Rispoli, 1989).

olgF =3 A dolee TS X,
2ET Yol FAREL eI 47
£He AZIS Aok wer BN HA)
O3e el ok oled dolg wol
2 W4t olEEL oW WA A4E A

al g

of TULEL & 57} AL
=g A B WL oSl = A
o A% B EHe| e ouA I

2
& 5 Tt dsid 2A F A bs
Aol AANE AT Jin et al, in prep).

E1X st&(distributional learning)

N e 54 Ak
Egdst A ofuid A

o] FAPF EFE o] ERAELS °] FAY
A =3 ol digk A AERE AT
75/ 0] ATheg., Hoff & Naigles, 2002; Lee &
Naigles, 2005). =019 7%, A EREA
(transitivity) ol THEE FA] A A
Wil A% 4 A A WA BAE 4 %
AZE B e HAs Rl & dae)
Aotk =go] WMHSA AsE <ol
ATk BEAE AFAl W, SEHo
o oBe WAS 4w shsAel B @5
olg} drole] A, %A AFH et 2
EFsAL B3] oF 109%-20% BE7F F WA
7} 25 AFE 2 2(Clancy, 2009; Matsuo et al.,
2012; Rispoli, 1995), °I2{3k Aojol M= EHEAL
£ ARG 228 AolAY, FeHos
B we WASh s bsAol o et
A olgHoR olETE A FA} S
= ole) 45e SANeR FHgozy
o) FAle] WA A%, Uobh BEAE
gotd = Q& Ao |TFisher & Gleitman,
200, E AFEE =G A dolg 2
o2 WMSE FEEE WATIL AREA o
e AFIEEATL T 7S] WATS it
90 A9, WoIE LA ML oFEE
A% WATe £ Agsio] BA) BEA

- 222 -



= =L A o
4T = 9

gralthel 4, A9F,
A, 2013; Goksun et al, 2008; Lee &
Naigles, 2008; Lidz et al., 2003). w2bA] S0
g EFoZ Wl$E olFo] AEE At
s3] % olel BATsh P AFE A9
A3l Hol, of £ o] FAe] B4
ZrH o7 wpotsta T3k 9 AHw
2 @ 5 YoY A A
Me 5 Qe Aol e ol
At A4 F el BATe St 7
Agol sl dre A 13T wi@=o]
o] 7%, °F 13.4%-23%; Clancy, 2009), °F&9
ol dHA WWs| s T4 A7
T 758 Ao TNarasimhan et al,, 2005).
ol WA} e Ak ASolt ofF
o] o] FAle] AA AT AN4E FAe)
& dlol AR Alzko] Aal B
fololAl Al AEAE THsH:
£ 544 Ant Aj544 4u3 A
A, AFANE 244 2l §7ol9)
AeHAl AzAL AAE A LB ofgx
o] B4 A, BsA £49 99%= 4
Akeh A EERE A THMatsuo er al, 2012).
Fol ATl A9, BEA £
19%7F 584 ZAe} tﬂﬂ ATHKim,  2008).
Wb §RolE BIlZ ML olFol 2
Az ofnlE sreinh, of obFe
2 Fo7l AFHALARE BHA 249
FuEE AZE BAe o BEAR o
HF & 9 Aolhel$Y, AUF, £
2013).
gy felA dud olEg $A4 Sk
os =N A éi ok o] oyt

A=
obg 5o

ofy o

oL
o <

)

i

ok

m\>
fo o & N wu

oy ox

fm[ﬁ?—“f
1 ol ot

_—

=2

19 BN o BN

\__l‘y

FE'[‘_}L

=

o] 5
of fEsthe A7 Ade ve 2

x|

NaM / SAHEE 289 LEA JIH

o

(e.g., Gerken et al, 2005; Lany & Saffran, 2010;
Maye et al, 2002; Mintz et al, 2002), ©]&|g
Feol A%, ol5E0l SE A8H AB
A F-&all-or-none) & 01 At E2 ofo] 717}
steol Ui GHolel sre AFAAT:
2ol BFEAle] A%, flold AFT wiet
2ol WATSL S0 %8, 1ol B
o7} WEEA algke W B 2Aeh Sl
g &5 o 102904 20% HelolBng, o]
FETIOE ol ol MEE FAY
E}E’“ < e 5 9)«%7}01] EHOHH‘: olE Z]

oo rlr 2

3} xl-_o_

Et5} W2l (discourse context)

GBIt L =T A AololH =FL
NS A ol E =T Azl Yo
o= Yoluhe e ohyth AT =FE

I AN R Ze dojd WEkA
38 71ed ool AJFETHe.g., Allen, 2008;
Clancy, 2003; Du Bois, 1987; Narasimhan et al.,
2005; Prince, 1992). & €01, =& L A4
A7F @5t & Folzl ARY W, A2 FH
d R, Ze ANAY HEE Fa ds
=92 Aol EAY w, EAEHA F< HH
ot o Ak 7hsAe] =oh meEbA
et A IS 2HES AR =3E T
& 7hsAol Eal, IRkl st el =
At ke =3s Alelstd BE o
il A2 o3 =3kl A3 ThAllen,
2008; Du Bois, 1987). ¢ F=olE Hj¢=
obsEol ME B&E T3 e QoA 94
atod olsfstal Qrhd, ol2ld @3l HR=
obEEolAl 718 &4 SAF F=oll it 7+

- 223 -



SmdE|eER] wE

§% AuE AL 5 Ue ol

olE S, ohelel alAo|Ash gol,
g H9E folEe B4 WADT g
B4 Fol7h A% 2A

= o 2
190 <okt olF Ao

A 8 AY Fx

= 9729 Zolzhs 7ol 7wkste, Bo] &

7&«] Foiel Anprt AFHUENE =75
B %%P =7} BEAEE AL o))

A ek sk el

B: ‘@ &7 YA Slof”

71E A7l mEW ofFgERx ©
AR g IEe 7L e AL ¢
T Atk AA, olEEe LIHE A S|EH,
Aot 22 HE AR wE =% ‘gﬁ«] o
Ho] WA TKeg, Allen, 2008; Clancy, 2003;
Skarabela, Allen, & Scott-Phillips, 2013; Wittek &
Tomasello, 2005). %13} oXVIA 2, olsEE
HEl HE A A2 AEREG Fo HRE
o ol At 24, oksEe oldlE &
HEH, foled 7] obsEe ofuigt
QEATE oA H3fA FAR Agd A
A A Adste] olF|E 4= UThe.g., Horowitz
& Frank, 2013; Lidz,
2003; Saylor & Ganea,
2005, 2007).

A AFolA Jin Yin prep)= TFFOIE
Eaoj® s 254 obsEol =3 A
o= Bt 240 T3 WEe ARg-sto]

5HL 45T & JertE

9% o

o

O

1

n: l‘lF

Waxman, & Friedman,

2007; Song & Fisher,

71w AHEZ dojoltt. F=ol9] o]}
2o Efow qlate] B WA hte
kS &

T }7} L3} o]
AREH, Yuand} Fisher(2009)2] A= &
g, 7+ A BEge O B xdE 2L
SAY] Bl tist ARE A AFIHA
skt olE Sol, a7 3elAlgl o], F of
Aol Ad2HE AZE sl "HEA A2
BAG EVTEE ARgEle] thstE Fa
o o, 2ol W}, o] A= EFsAE
2o7| % B AFAR 20|75 Yt 1
g} 28 39 AAE vpel o) BEA %
AdME A2 SA) 2dd B3 A
1 Forh A *3&542;11@41, A <8y
= AL gl B0 ok Erz e,
et A2 5

O:

32 Ho

AE N2 AV 239 2459 A4S
=ao] AFEA ki, A 0
stal ot, B “THy EU/L ot wet
H ABA ZANE AZE BAE TP
BRL el BATE Aga) o
2 s, BEA 20T A5 22
N2e BAL ZEE Bael TEA WA
Are V12 UG, FAT AL o
A Z2042) = A Tel ek 1
A%, 2 AR =9 AN} 48 A
Aol A Z1'5_9.’5']'7‘]](prominently) AFHA
oltt. oA |, BRsAb 23 AEA

A e o
Ox

sl

- 224 -



9xog Som(ErY g
UE #-o uets] s F TR AU
AAEAT S AZolME F Feizte] 2l
FA Aol AMNEHJLG FoArt e F
ozte] tElE Fa ¥HE 23, 3H
& FiMe F wol 474 3 FoA Adds
st M1 AU ARl A4k Ale]
& e F)ol AU o]l EbsAk
z719] digtE EXY obsEe A =4
o igtE S otsERT F oA AY
S @ FoiA FHEG ¥ 2Rt SAIEH
ok o2t A= AR AlFelA o] o
3t Aot g2 A2 A4 AP Al

o

EfEAL Clst

A HOILIE Risti 31017
B: 0}7| E0JL RI0f. B: Sofu] £02 2101,

NEM [ BARE 280l WU |8

AEYE W EHZ = A Hophels v
ERbA shsith mebd olEd Ashe dol
g BIIE Tt FolEE AZE BEA
Nl WA JE3 BAA 2ASh &
"Hos P AFHA Yok @ B
Agtel o] BEAY BEAS AT 4

= A RaED

o of| J|AE BN obsEe W o
o Agstel ARe SAe A YA
g %A F Y= AR ;
oFEEol BAH S5 T 9ok W A

% &

Feo] Fo5 du8 ANAE &

30 o

AAE WSe TVl e olEd 4
2 53 olBES T8 4 vEIA, &
Fol Aelol oE 5 ojstron Fas
FAEE ANAE olF EHAME T
2 Zolghs d5e & Ue ZeItiAmold,
Brown-Schmidt, & Trueswell, 2007).

= OE JFeAe okssol A 39
9] u]) A (semantic) S fz]’%@(pragmatic) A ko]

Pste] AekE e FEAd 5 UL A

2 orlo oo rfr M

AHEAL CHsh

A ELE RSt Ri0i?

E0|3 o
E013 = A Hopsi

- 225 -



SmdE|eER] wE

A

ot} ole] ATAEL et oW 24

2 B3 oY W, of B ojn], 1)
1Bl ANEE 43 A Fol Y
Hol EARE AU FHOEM 4

Bock & Brewer, 1985; Grosz & Sidner, 1986;

Johnson-Laird, 1983). ©3} W /¥ EAL o]

4% By S PAA Ha, o] A B

2 o]F FAY] Mol FFE PIAA Hr
9

The.g., Ganea, Shutts, Spelke, & DeLoache, 2007;
Saylor et al., 2016; Xu, Cote & Baker, 2005). Jin
Q(in prep.)g AFoA AR Exkd, gy
= FoL Qo obeee 4% EFCA
AAA @MY ol tste] ZxE s
Ha, olH3 ¥ RIS olsEE stow
o] A&l 3t e &l g op) Erjx
HolyE L7 AAAGHY) S} Fgol Ak
W&S ol EsljoF & Aojetal FEs}
A olE  UE Aotk oY FEE ok
So| @ol9 oulE Fal L Tojo| FAF T
ZE FFdthe YrAE F87Hsemantic
bootstrapping hypothesis)(e.g., Pinker, 1984)%}
ARHAl B 4= otk v, AF AY ol
o i3l el A%, "k, Y, ob)
of thet Ar7} 25 thah ArelA A A Ao
gk A2 flol, BF ooz ALEHU,
obsEe "3 & F 7He ®WAE dAske
AFHASA & 3 /o] BAe] dFH

o

o2 ST HolA BARR 8o
O Mt 2 4 Ao 44, $AYR 88
3o ugn BEe FEHOZ FAY FA

FEEE BA oA o] AT
BARR 2471

of h2H A2 T I B 54
T2 A7} FEEE dHlF oldd oy
2 F¥3 SA Jn|E Fgake o) =
& 20 B3l By AAE Aae)s
o olgEe TR USL B, B2
ST AT AFRE ofn] B 1 BAL

NeE Agstel e SA BEAS

)

et} ghgojel o] =3k Ago] wIWg
Qo5 ol T8 AH, Yoyt A
AE G87Md =HE A7|sHAl Aok =

olo] ¢ =go] HIAEHA ATEHEZ E

o] WAl e FARe ElFsAlel tist

of NI AAE AFskA et
ghaolE Eaol2 vl oleEe tde

- 226 -



Sk FHT A7(in et al, in prep)= T=-U
Aol 71E Al skl ZIAEEe, A
Al e S382 38l 27] F45h
HEo] vl WA ZIAEA obsEe] @3
ARl AL g 7]l (Expectation of
discourse continuity) & A XS At} obFEL
H3 AHO AL diF ZdE A,
A29 g3t Y oAY EAES Tt N
AR =g o Aoy dAME FHTT
(see also Allen, 2008; Narasimhan et al., 2005).
fobgol @3 ARE ASte] tiwAL Az
BAE 2 AEE gAY AAAES olal
e 7€ A7 HE(eg, $FF,
A, WY, 2008; Saylor & Ganea, 2007;
Horowitz & Frank, 2013; Lidz et al, 2003; Song
& Fisher, 2005, 2007; Sullivan & Barner, 2016),
B =RdlA 27 H2 o] A7 obs

2 1o op

Jo &b Ho

So| B8} WL AgHe AL FA 4
SE =g JRFOEA FAY JulE )
$ 5 9ee weln ok

o

@ ol2e . okEEe A
24 Wi A5E Ae H4L dol, B
g v 948 PAEe BUsosA,
Aol Rt =ge) ASE T e

S o
°
o

Jeg AR, 93l ARE ARESt] FARR
o NEFE gotshe FHe 23 A

Zo] gk &tk sy, ol
el A2} o] A9] “Avh= Hst
A&l 7t 0 B7E dAL

dgd 5 JARL U7
2 o9 5 7] W&
, A%} B 7 A2 3184

4
ou, YT ANAE FH

o
ox o

R

2
X
T

A

»

El

]

rlr e

=
ool

J

o g
oy

)

N

(o3
3 30

oy
[

fo l—f\l
g

oM

o

o

P
B

fu & @ ¥ 2 do rff

rr
2
in?
i
$9s

ol
-

AL gtk o] 49, wed AT T 2
of ANAE FHE Aol M 9,
orpehe B9 olael glo] eR7} WAs)

JEln wek ANAE FHEA age
ob5Eol Qo] WAX BEE Fhe S
219140 thal A7 Bask ek

9

E OE 8% 47 FAE olgd 9
Buel g 53 A B 7147} o]
2ol o] A5 SAAA okyE o

F5PS F Atk AR = HE ThsA
=3 Aol WA k2 dojdl, Fol)
A, AA dsloA] =3 ko] o
AU = 3}, “want a cookie?”), FESF T3
g AEAR] Tolel A5 GAE A FsA
U} =9%Bard & Anderson, 1983)F 22 o] 23}
AdolE o2 vl olssYATE T3t
RO Egg Wol FAY =39 JgE
ofsfof & JhsAHE EARIE FF AT
olsE2] A ShEollA HE AEo| g
3o et AwE Fart ok

olg]gt gh=o] Z2 Hlw Qo] AT+ 7|E
9] ol AFY ATEE FHIs] olHsd
o] T NEe FHs THsH e
sh=ol = 83 0 R(typologically) Foi9t 4
3 Oe Qojolnz, Aze| WTol B4 3

ATFCEITE, F8F, 2009; HFE, 20105
Jin et al, in prep)e THmol W H 1S
0§83 RS ATT B oz o
of 4T AF9 E B4 e olBel F2

o

-

rr &

- 227 -



, AHE 28T (2013). T oFE9
S &8st 4 o3 59

26(4),

ol 5 T4 55 7IA

23(3), 125-
139.

Allen, S. (2008). Interacting pragmatic influences
on children’s argument realization. In M.

Bowerman & P. Brown(Eds.), Crosslinguistic

perspectives on argument structure: Implications for

learnability (pp. 191-210). Mahwah, NJ:
Erlbaum.

Arnold, J. E., Brown-Schmidt, S., & Trueswell,
J. C. (2007). Children’s use of gender

and  order-of-mention  during  pronoun
comprehension. Language and Cognitive Processes,
22, 527-565.

Arunachalam, S. (2013). Two-year-olds can begin
to acquire verb meanings in socially
impoverished contexts. Cogaition, 129, 569-573.

Arunachalam, S., Escovar, E., Hansen, M. A, &
Waxman, S. R. (2013). Out of sight, but not
out of mind: 21-month-olds wuse syntactic

information to learn verbs even in the absence

of a event.

corresponding Language and

Cognitive Processes, 28, 417-425.

Arunachalam, S., & Waxman, S. R. (2010).
Meaning from syntax: Evidence from
2-year-olds. Cognition, 114, 442-446.

Bard, E., & Anderson, A. (1983). 'The

unintelligibility of speech to children. Jjournal
of Child Language, 10, 265-292.

Bergelson, E., & Swingley, D. (2012). At 69
months, human infants know the meanings
of many common nouns. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences, 109, 3253-3258.

Bock, J. K., & Brewer, W. F. (1985). Discourse
structure and mental models. In T. H. Carr
(Ed.), New directions for child development: The
development of reading skills (pp. 55-75). San
Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

Booth, A. E., & Waxman, S. R. (2009). A horse
of a different color: Specifying with precision

nouns and

infants’ of novel

mappings
adjectives. Child Development, 80, 15-22.

Clancy, P. M. (1996). Referential strategies and
the co-construction of argument structure in
Korean acquisition. 7Typological Studies in
Language, 33, 33-68.

Clancy, P. (2003). The lexicon in interaction:

Developmental origins of preferred argument

structure In J. Du Bois, L

Kumpf, & W. Ashby (Eds.), Preferred argument

in Korean.

structure: Grammaras architecture for function
(pp. 81-108). Amsterdam: John Benjamins.
Amsterdam, Netherland: John Benjamins.
Clancy, P. M. (2009). Acquisition of argument
structure  and  transitivity in  Korean: A
discourse-functional approach. In C. Lee, Y.

Kim, & G. B. Simpson (Eds.), P. Li (Series

- 228 -



Ed), The Handbook of FEast Asian
Psycholinguistics, Volume 3: Korean (pp. 34-49).
New York, NY: Cambridge University Press.

Dittmar, M.,Abbot-Smith, K., Lieven, E. V.
M., & Tomasello, M. (2008). Young
Germanchildren’s early syntactic competence: a
preferential looking study. Developmental Science,
11, 575-582.

Du Bois, J. W. (1987). The discourse basis of
ergativity. Language, 63, 805-855.

Fernandes, K. J., Marcus, G. F., Di Nubila, J. A,
& Vouloumanos, A. (2006). From semantics
tosyntax and back again: Argument structure
in the third year of life.
B10-B20.

Fisher, C. (1996).

mapping: The role of analogy in children’s

Cognition, 100,

Structural limits on verb
interpretation of sentences. Cognitive Psychology,
31, 41-81.

Fisher, C. (2000). From form to meaning: A role
for structural analogy in the acquisition of
language. In H. W. Reese (Ed.), Advances in
Child Development and Behavior, Vol. 27 (pp.
1-53). New York, NY: Academic Press.

Fisher, C., Gertner, Y., Scott, R.,, & Yuan, S.

(2010).  Syntactic  bootstrapping.  Wiley
Interdisciplinary  Reviews: Cognitive Science, I,
143-149.

Fisher, C, & Gleitman, L. R. (2002). Language
acquisition. In H. F. Pashler (Series Ed.) & C.
R. Gallistel (Volume Ed.), Stevens’ Handbook of
Experimental Psychology, Vol 3: Learning and
motivation (pp. 445-496). New York, NY:
Wiley.

Gavarrd, A., Leela, M., Rizzi, L., & Franck, ]J.

x|

O

A
(i}

.
~
ofm
>
0
T
Mt
0[0

|0
mII
[
ikl
N

o

(2015). Knowledge of the oV
parametersetting at 19 months: Evidence from
Hindi-Urdu. Lingua, 154, 27-34.

P. A, Shutts, K, Spelke, E. S, &

DeLoache, J. S. (2007). Thinking of things

Ganea,

unseen: Infants’ use of language to update
mental representations. Psychological Science, 18,
734-739.

Gertner,Y., & Fisher, C. (2012). Predicted errors in
early Cogunition, 124,

85-94.
Gertner, Y., Fisher, C., & Eisengart, J.

sentenceinterpretation.

(2000).

Learning words and rules: Abstract knowledge

of word order in early sentence
comprehension.  Psychological ~ Science, 17,
684-691.

Gerken, L., Wilson, R., & Lewis, W. (2005).
Infants can use distributional cues to form
syntactic categories. Journal of Child Language,
32, 249-268.

Gillette, J., Gleitman,
Lederer, A. (1999).
vocabulary learning. Cognition, 73, 135-176.

L. R, Cassidy, K. Nappa, R,

Papafragou, A., & Trueswell, J. C. (2005).

Hard Language

Development, 1, 23-64.

Goksun, T., Kintay, A. C, & Naigles, L. R

H., Gleitman, LR, &

Human simulations of

Gleitman,

words. Learning  and

(2008). Turkish children use morphosyntactic
bootstrapping in interpreting vertb meaning.
Journal of Child Language, 35, 291-323.
Grosz, B. J., & Sidner, C. L. (1986). Attention,
intentions, and the structure of discourse.

Computational Linguistics, 12, 175-204.
Hirsh-Pasek, K., & Golinkoff, R. M. (1996). The

- 229 -



origins of grammar: Evidence from early language

comprehension. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.
Hoff, E., & Naigles, L. R. (2002). How children

use input to lexicon.  Child
Development, 73, 418-433.

Horowitz, A. C., & Frank, M. C. (2015). Young

acquire a

children’s  developing sensitivity to discourse
continuity as a cue for inferring reference.
Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, 129,
84-97.

Jin, K. (2015). The role of syntactic and discourse
information in  verb

learning  (Doctoral

dissertation,  University  of Illinois  at
Urbana-Champaign).

Jin, K., Cho, I, Shin, J., Fisher, C., & Song, H.
(in preparation). Counting the (missing) nouns:
Syntactic bootstrapping in Korean.

Jin, K, & Fisher, C. (2014). Early evidence for
syntactic  bootstrapping:  15-month-olds  use
sentence structure in verb learning. In W.
Orman & M. Valleau (Eds.), Boston University
Conference on Language Development. Boston, MA:
Cascadilla Press.

Johnson-Laird, P. N. (1983). Mental models:
Towards a cognitive science of language,
inference, and consciousness. Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press.

Kim, T. (2008). Subject and object markings in
conversational Korean. Doctoral Dissertation.
State University of New York at Buffalo.

Landau, B. & Gleitman, L. R. (1985). Language
and experience. Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press.

Lany, J., & Saffran, J. R. (2010). From statistics

infants’

to meaning: acquisition of lexical

categories. Psychological Science, 21, 284-291.

Lee, J. N., & Naigles, L. R. (2005). The input to
verb learning in Mandarin Chinese: A role for
syntactic bootstrapping. Developmental Psychology,
41, 529-540.

Lee, J. N., & Naigles, L. R. (2008). Mandarin
learners use syntactic bootstrapping in verb
acquisition. Cognition, 106, 1028-1037.

Hovav, M. (2005).

New York, NY:

Levin, B. & Rappaport

Argument  realization.
Cambridge University Press.

Lidz, J., Gleitman, H., & Gleitman, L. R.
(2003). Understanding how input matters:
Verb learning and the footprint of universal
grammar. Cognition, 87, 151-178.

Lidz, J., Waxman, S., & Freedman, J. (2003).
What infants know about syntax but couldn’t
have learned: experimental evidence for
syntactic structure at 18 months. Cognition,
89, B65-73.

Maye, J., Werker, J. F, & Gerken, L. (2002).
Infant sensitivity to distributional information
can affect phonetic discrimination. Cogution,
82, B101-B111.

K., Yuan, S., & Fisher, C.

Messenger, (2015).

Learning vetb syntax via listening: New

evidence  from  22-month-olds.  Language
Learning and Development, 11, 356-368.

Mintz, T., Newport, E., & Bever, T. (2002). The

grammatical

children.

distributional structure of

categories in  speech to

young
Cognitive Science, 26, 393-424.

Naigles, L. R. (1990). Children use syntax to learn
verb meanings. Journal of Child Language, 17,

357-314.

- 230 -



Naigles, L. R., & Kako, E. (1993). First contact in
verb acquisition: Defining a role for syntax.
Child Development, 64, 1665-1687.

Narasimhan, B., Budwig, N., & Murty, L. (2005).
Argument realization in Hindi caregiver-child
discourse. Journal of Pragmatics, 37, 461-495.

Matsuo, A., Kita, S., Shinya, Y., Wood, G. C, &
Naigles, L. (2012). Japanese two-year-olds use
morphosyntax to learn novel verb meanings.
Journal of Child Language, 39, 637-663.

Papafragou, A., Cassidy,
(2007). When we think about thinking: The

K., & Gleitman, L.

acquisition of belief verbs. Cognition, 105,

125-165.

Pinker, S. (1984). Language learnability andlanguage
development.  Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press.

Prince, E. (1992). The ZPG letter: Subjects,

In S.
Thompson & W. Mann (Eds.), Discourse

definiteness, and information-status.
description: Diverse analyses of a fund-raising
text (pp. 295-325). Philadelphia, PA: John
Benjamins.

Rispoli, M. (1989). Encounters with Japanese verbs:
Caregiver sentences and the categorization of
transitive and intransitive action verbs. First
Language, 9, 57-80.

Saylor, M. M., & Ganea, P.

(2007). Infants

interpret absent
objects. Developmental Psychology, 43, 696-704.
Saylor, M. M., Osina, M., Tassin, T., Rose, R.,

(2016).

ambiguous  requests for

& Ganea, P. Creature feature:
Preschoolers use verbal descriptions to identify
referents. _Journal of Experimental Child

Psychology, 152, 205-220.

o

Aad / SAHEE 289 LA 7J

Scott, K., Chu, J., & Schulz, L. (2017). Lookit
(Part  2): Assessing the viability of online
developmental research, results from three case
studies. Open Mind, 1, 15-29.

Scott, R. & Fisher, C. (2009). Two-year-olds use
distributional cues to interpret transitivity-
alternating verbs. Language and Cognitive
Processes, 24, 777-803.

Song, H., & Fisher, C. (2005). Who's “she”?
Discourse prominence influences preschoolers’
comprehension of pronouns. Journal of Memory
and Language, 52, 29-57.

Song, H., & Fisher, C. (2007). Discourse

prominence effects on 2.5-year-old children’s

interpretation of pronouns.

1959-1987.
Seidl, A., Hollich, G., & Jusczyk, P. W. (2003).

Lingua, 117,

Early understanding of subject and object
wh-questions. Infancy, 4, 423-436.

Skarabela, B., Allen, S. E., & Scott-Phillips, T.
C. (2013). Joint attention helps explain why
children omit new referents. Journal of
Pragmatics, 56, 5-14.

Snedeker, J., & Gleitman, L. R. (2004). Why it is
hard to label our concepts. In D. G. Hall &
S. Waxman (Eds.),
257-293). Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

(20106).

Weaving a lexicon (pp.
Sullivan, J., & Barner, D. Discourse

bootstrapping:  preschoolers use  linguistic
discourse to learn new words. Developmental
Science, 19, 63-75.

Suzuki, T., & Kobayashi, T. (2017). Syntactic Cues
for inferences about causality in language

acquisition: Evidence from an argument-drop

language. Language Learning and Development,

- 231 -



SmdE|eER] wE

13, 24-37.

Pinker, S. (1989). Learnability and cognition.
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Waxman, S. R.,, & Booth, A. E. (2001).
Seeing pink elephants: Fourteen-month-olds’
interpretations of novel nouns and adjectives.
Cogaitive Psychology, 43, 217-242.

Wittek, A., & Tomasello, M. (2005). Young

children’s sensitivity to listener knowledge and

perceptual context in choosing referring
expressions.

541-558.

Xu, F., Cote, M, & Baker, A. (2005). Labeling

Applied  Psycholinguistics, 26,

guides object individuation in 12-month-old

infants. Psychological Science, 16, 372-377.

Yuan, S., & Fisher, C.
blicked the baby?”:
combinatorial facts about verbs by listening.
Psychological Science, 5, 619-626.

Yuan, S., Fisher, C., & Snedeker, J.

(2009). “Really? She

Two-year-olds learn

(2012).
Counting the nouns: Simple structural cues to
verb meaning. Child Development, 83, 1382-
1399.

12AF -4 ¢ 2019. 4. 15.
FAYITHS 2019, 5. 24,
HAZAAZA : 2019. 5. 30.

- 232 -



F=aleste)A] . wg
The Korean Journal of Developmental Psychology
2019, Vol. 32, No. 2, 215-233

The developmental origins of syntactic bootstrapping

Kyong-sun Jin

Department of Psychology, Sungshin Women’s University

Children use syntax to guide their verb learning-this is syntactic bootstrapping. The structure-mapping
account proposes that syntactic bootstrapping begins with an innate bias to map nouns in a sentence onto
participant roles in an event representation. Armed with this bias, infants interpret the number of nouns
accompanying a new verb as evidence about the semantic structure of the sentence, and therefore, about
the meaning of the verb. In this paper, I first review some of the evidence for the structure-mapping
account, then discuss challenges to the account arising from the existence of languages that allow verbs
arguments to be omitted, such as Korean. These challenges lead investigators to propose that an
expectation of discourse continuity allows children to gather linguistic evidence for each verb’s arguments
across sentences in a coherent discourse. Together, the proposed learning mechanisms and biases sketch a
route whereby simple aspects of sentence structure guide verb learning from the start of multi-word
sentence comprehension, and do so even if some of the new verb’s arguments are omitted due to

discourse redundancy.

Key words : language development, verb learming, syntactic boorstrapping, structure-mapping, argument onussion, discourse
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