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FEE SUVAIRE IS OIE DS B 70 2 3R M &2 AT & IR LT 2 —#OBFSEIC kT L (Nisbett et al.
2001, Nisbett 2003, Nisbett & Masuda 2003, Nisbett & Miyamoto 2005, Chua, Boland &
Nisbett 2005, Boland, Chua & Nisbett 2008) | 1 & O FEERfE R ITHEbDENE WD KD 4|
L LASEOEWVICERT 2 O TIERW N E ORGRE ST, HARGE, #EE, PEEOARGES
F % ST E RSB E 2 T EBRAYITIRGE L 72,

2. SEATHRSE

T, IR B S oo H 5 D03, Nisbett & O FIET 5 WIE L EEOBEKAXOENTH 5,
HA, TE, #E 2T REE I8 S T N2 TR KRB ERE O P TEZI TN LD T, i
BRMEEZEA L, BOOFEEAME2EO—HE LTIRZTWD, ZOBRS BT 5 R0,
DT/ ODRFITHHEEINT, Mrxid il bZznaeako—EHe LTRET 5, LT,
TARTEZRERO—HE LTHIRA D ZORITTH, 15 O holistic attention &V 9 F8EME M 2 A 772
LTWo, =, AERMREL TV LR TELTHEED AL, B HS 22RO —E
EWVI) XD IFR LAHEREENOMS LI FEE LTI A TWD, ZORZBHICKT 5 /TN,
RIIVMDOE ) DRFICHHEE SN T, AIrx s LI bZNa2EN 0 UL CTREEkT 572
O, B OWNWTIEIE 5 O analytic attention & W 9 FREMEA 2 4472 LT % (Nisbett et al.
2001) .

Z ORBAMEE O Z BRFET 5 FBRIT T E THZ 1T T& 7228 (Nisbett 2003, Nisbett &
Masuda 2003, Nisbett & Miyamoto 2005, Chua, Boland & Nisbett 2005, Boland, Chua &
Nisbett 2008) . HT% Masuda & Nisbett (2001) (£, AARANET AU B ANOKFEHEDOH %
W27 = A= a U ERET, ARNFEDHERT AV NFAELY S EBERICE Y Z < 0/
LEANTD 2 a2 L, 2 SUEBREE OE WL AEENFRIEM OEV, T772b0, FWiE e
ED—# & LU THE 2 BEARA ORRAEIC, £ OMRZ KD TV D,

Lo LA & OEBRIERIZ— 7 T, BARGE L FGEDO SFEMEDIEWVZER T O LERTH Z &
HTE AT 9 Th D, HEIT TS (Head) 20 O #1215 Head-initial language
THDOOIZKT L, HARGEIXEEE N AICHI D fct% 128141 5 Head-final language Th 5, F 72 EE
WZBWTH, IR d @Y, J8GE3E S Figure (X)) 728 Ground () DOEIZEiEILINT



Figure-Ground DJEFE % & % DiZxt L (Talmy 2000) . H AGE1LE#E S Ground (H1) 73 Figure (IX])
D2 5L ST Ground-Figure DJEF % & 5 (M E 1981) o

The bike (F) is near the house (G).
? The house (G) is near the bike (F). (Talmy 2000)

Z(DZIEIZ, "L TED D D, (#h b 1981)

DFED | FEERIZBWTHERIZBW T, BAGEITIIEE & 132, Head X° Figure &\ o 7 2L
B 73 188 1 cﬁhé%%ﬁ@f%éo_®i9_££ﬂﬂﬁﬁmﬁmé§%®%é = DOREER
FIXEIER D P RICEFETIHLEND D720, BEFRICEDIERIC I 3 238 %018 H
BEEHICOTFTDHEDTRDDOTIIRWIEAI ), ThHETH7251E, Masuda & Nisbett (2001) T
A AGEREERGE (CBE SN OIS WIS B 3 258 A A X, AR SU b iE o L0 D K0 I

LA, SEBEDEWVCERTLILOTIIRWNEEZDLZENTEXDHDOTHS,

Z OGERIE, Slobin (1996, 1997, 2000, 2003) @ Thinking-for-Speaking &k DL A THi A4~
HZEMTED, SiBbTHZLZFHBICLOEZE X LA, NIADLOEBZ ZSFEICADLERT
b7, LWnWHDb, NFEZOLREEEOLIIZELHTZ LTI TET, EH DB,
LEEEE RO O FED S TREE I D 2GR0 16T, #lxiX, RUHKkRETH, HAGE
RETELHT L, RUTOHMEDOHHZ L L, HFFETRETELH L, REUTIOIMHEDOHDLZ L L
ﬂzﬁb%—ﬁﬁé&i@%ﬁm ZDRER, %5%%@&%% Ikt L7z &, NMZALDOSFET
KBAREREH 7. RETHLEOLAHPICEEFRICEEZMIT TCLE > D TH D (Slobin
2003:157) . BK& MREREE OBA . E%%ﬂ%% ZHND LWV O FREEIRICE Y | A E
HIEICERR LT D MEND 720, MR ERE RIS B T 28 EE B3 B AW o Tl
ROMNEBEZ DT ENTEX D,

3. i
H L. JEREHRNOEICEHET DLV BAERADOSEEIEE . AARGERNGESE OBLER
(ZEH T 2R EME R & ORNZAT S D RIRBRIFAET 2 LT 272 HIE, A AGERREE A 13 E LG
WICEVERT DLV H T TR, (1) BFAFRIZEICERT 2 LW IEFOENE S RED
T ThHD, Fio, FERERICHT 2B ML KIE LT %Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ#ﬁm%L
(Head-finality) T» 57251, (2) [ L Head-final language T 2 ERERERGHIC
AFERRERE A (CHE L2 B HIciE R T 2R Rond Z 2259,

4. EBR

ERoMH (1) (2) 2MEEd 5729, Head-final language T& 5 H AR, #EFE, T LT
Head-initial language T& % HIEGFED A RFEGEE & K5, RO Z FIW THBRZ FHIIT 5 I8
ik OEAAGBHREEE Tobii 74 b7 v —Z2 T, B % SiEHE 9 5RO IREGER) 2 8L L
JEO AR K9 5 5R A 2 1~ T



4.1. ZBRBINE

HROLERBIMNEZEY | AARGENGEGS 29 4. TEERGESS 22 4. @HERERGEGE 29
BOT—HEEDT, EOFFEIN—TH ZINETBERE O KRFPITERE T 2 KP4, KB4 (18
%~257%) CTh D, S BEIC L2 EELHERT 5720, 5 FL LOWIMNEERRZ b o546 (F
[EFE, BERENRESE ISR L TX, BARMESEEN b HE2 B 555) 1I7 — 20 bHlkRLz, £
7oy EORWA T AR 27 NOFET, ERIFOREESD 7 — % OBUSHEN 40 N—k 2 M &
TEIS7Z5ELT — 20 bHIR LT, 2O/, AARGERGESE 234 (B4, &iE 144, F
B)7 — B BAFHET77.04%) P EFERGEEE 204 (BIE94 114 S EY T — 2 BUS#E 77.15%) |
WEEGE RS 24 4 (BVE 1044, &k 14 44, EHT7T —ZBUS3HE 78.92%) OTF — X %155 &
NTET,

4.2. EBRFIE

EPFIE2HOFFIEEBR (T A ) & TTHFOmE IR L, SEHE LR 5T
IRVRRE TOIRBREZ 25 L7, 0%, THOFILER (17 A ) &2, MUz Tnd
DAL TL7ZE W] LW RO L & 1 /&ICoE 30 BT ofoR L, BEEICE 2 SHEii 52K
D BTN IRAE TOIRBES) 2 510 L7z, Zeds, BT OFRIT T~ Tl L2545 REERIC TR
ST, BN OFEFRITEE Sh,

R E LT LA 72 MZIE, ERHPOmniEoE 0 LEEIABMN LTS D (K&
STRYDHLOPHEETRIZAZLDBD) 2R, HoL0 Lozt (HifEH) &ic
BT TEN - (M1ER), 29752 LICk-o TRtk BF T — & LIREKEH) T — 25,
[ Gz SR DIEE & IR A T DIEE. 6 J OJELATE S 63 5 TR & A28
U TH#d 2 Z E N HREIC IR o T,

1. R L72A T A M (FAEILTWDE D FOY ., I LIIME T~ CJE 1 k)
(Donaldson & Scheffier 2007).



5. ft %

S/ NV — 7 OIREKER) T — Z 225 Total Visit Duration % 1l L 7=, Visit &3, IREKIEE)
B L2 OIS ER AN BN T 6. TN UAOBIRICERAN N S £ TORMZHET,
DM Z A7 5 Z &1L V. Total Fixation Duration (B L 72V VESR I Bl 72 AR S O i BE HF
MaaitLicbo) 28T 255506, PORUADEIRZ LT —ZITAND ZENTED
EEBEZONDNHLTHD, LT, 2, 3. 41 %3@?&5%*@%%‘(“5% S5 H 0 o
5MF) THRIF AR LIZBRD Visit O REHERFH. X 5, 6 X5 FEHIE 2K 5L TV RV IRER

(SREM G 72 Lo CHEZIER LIZBED, Visit O RGO SEE7 Vv — 7RI ¥ TH
%

P IESHMEH Y] OFRMETTIX, 30 B h—2 VLTRSS, HOW. FiEHRE b
SEET NV —T (ﬂ?%’ﬁﬁ'ﬂ@@b\iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂiﬁ#otﬂ (X 4) | HIESE RGNS 5 FEINT
ez & BERE 7 NV —7 I DICER T A A e (K2) o %O R~ LA
N5 2, 3, 4O TRLBAFIZZY (p<.01  Tukey HSD) | 5 B CTROSBESIZIEHE LT
DL (p<.05) . TNURBRIIBE SN2 o7, £, O DRN D, BARGESZ L— 712134
WA RS 1, 3, 4 BDOREE T, —FORTHIZ IV TR EHRIZER 7 53851 m 23 /L 547z

(p<.05) . MEINTEWET —F 2o LTH, BEREAV—713, BAE, PEEEZ LV—7I1C
e b A b R DN EIEHRICE KT o EmAME< (p<.01 Tukey HSD) | AREKIE®)T
— X LERET A OMIT L T\l E R D,
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4. [SEHEH V) OFMET T, R 30 B2 a8 X 7= Total Visit Duration

Fo. [SEHERL] OFMFEFTH, @EEZ V— 1T RGNS 4, 5, 6, THO
KEmC, HARGEZ /1/*—7J:‘0’6‘:F'1L\5F@ WZER TSNS A BT (p<.06 Tukey HSD, [X5) .
—J5. BARGEZ N—T IR REAME S 4, 5, 6 DORES T, BEFEZL—7 L0 b EIER
_Eﬁﬁémﬂ@ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂt(p<% X6 .
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6. Thinking for Speaking {7t & O BH#
A 1D EBRfE R L Slobin @ Thinking for Speaking (i & ORIEMEICOWTE 2 DB, BEL
RFNTR B0 DI, ZOFEBRICEFEN EOREMEL TWENE W) HTh D, RABE~D



Sl X DB R TIZIX. 56k %f\fé’é‘foﬁb\%%\T‘ﬁ‘% UHMETHDLELF LN TNDN
(Fausey & Boroditsky 2011) . BRI HEHEH Y OFMET COIREGER) T — & 121X
S BEIC L DT T A I U TN OB /E\éﬂ’bé % 2T, FIESRRBAGR D D HERE D35 LﬁA
D5 ETORMER->72& 2 A, AAEINV—T @Iifj 1 4.605442 P TH o1z, SIHMEDH Y O
ST CHARGEZ V—7REAERIC LV ER Lo, filiE RG2S 1, 38, 4 ok
RCholl B2 E5bEs ., ThbIX Eﬂ%%%ﬁ?ﬁfﬁ%%@éﬁ THEINTZRERTHY
S TICL DT TA I VT HROEERH - T- L 1T3B IV, EEERAICE L X, AT
RO 100ms TREBE S Litfe L, 2%, SUEICER bESLOEMCESR ST 5 &
INTEY (Potter 1976, 2002, Henderson & Hollingworth 1999) . 4 FERIZHBWTH, HAGE
RFEEEE A 13 W] 100ms TR SINT-HEA 7 A hOLEBE S - LR L, 2%, SiES
EWVI IR B OE ), Tb b HIL ORI R TR R TR S 2RV EIE R~ L
HERENET ONIORELEEZ NS, Ziud, 5572 L OREKER 7 — 2 126 [7 U m 2381

REINTZEITERTL L. TANEHL2FYROHRFITH Lo L & B OO EFETRIARER TS
FHTDHVLEODH DEDICEEFRICHEZMT CLE D] L L7 Slobin OEFLEY . HAGER
FERE DA b FEEIAREZICHEND LW ) FEEEEICLY . BiEER» S £TRICEEIT S
MEND LT, Tt AFBEHEHL T RWnWE X Tho T, EEFRICEDERIZEITERET 5
EWVVIFREMERINFH NN TV DENBTEEEZDTEA D,

7. BT
D\L Head-final language Th 5 AAGE, WEFERFEEHE . Head-initial language T % [
FEEL & XTI, SRS kT B R A A AR LB R E A DTN L 7o, ORER.

?%7 JL— 7RI EZ’)V‘(;??E;EZPEﬁg’%"éZFL Nisbett b D F5E3 2 HEANFA OFEME  (holistic
attention) (X, HAGE., WEEFE, @EFEFEGFEAHICLT LA INL TV RN & ﬁiTéﬂf_o
— 0, BB EROLNTNDEE, WAL EDELLDOLMTTH, HAERGEREIC
DFRICEICER T 2R IMEM A B S, RO BARERAOSEEIEICER T 55 %MEEF'?@
WEIRLS IRIBT HfER E -7, UL, R UHREME (Head-finality) % fFOM[ERERFGERGA |
A AGERREGRGE & 1X O 2T 7 2383 2N BIE2 S io 7o JER G Ikt 3 2 3B FE ) |12 5 2
T RIET SRR ER N REME (Head-finality) TH 2D LIIWIE T 2o 77,

L 72>, Nisbett 5O L 72 B AR O holistic attention (DWW THRFET 2 I121E, <00 h 3%
R nnuﬁ%‘@T Z LT HENH DT, FE, B ORE, fMIR RS 2 e L7z
T, MEEFES 2 O IRKER 7T — 4 2 L 20BN H 5 L bl b,
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