Eye movement and spoken language comprehension : Effects of visual context on

syntactic ambiguity resolution in second language sentence processing
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2. Literature review
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a. Bill glanced at the customer with strong suspicion




b. Bill glanced at the customer with ripped jeans

c. Bill walked into a shop that he knew the police were keeping an eye on. There
was only one other customer in the shop. The customer was wearing old and
filthy clothes, whereas the sales assistant was dressed very smartly.
(VP-Supporting context)

d. Bill walked into a shop that he knew the police were keeping an eye on. There
were two other customers in the shop. One customer was wearing old and
filthy clothes, whereas the other one was dressed very smartly. (NP-Supporting
context)
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3. Method
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Procedures and Materials
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0l Al2. Put the apple that's on the towel in the box. (syntactically unambiguous)
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Look at the cross.

Put the apple on the towel in the box.
Now put the pencil on the other towel.
Now put it in the box.
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4. Predicted results
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HZ HlE(B)E LIEIH 12 0|Ch Fig 121 AZ 2™, Referential ambiguity i & 0, two
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contextE nativel 20| AF2SHCHH X244 A BUHIA L2 2122 OIA S C &t
Kilborn(1992), Hui-Yu Pan (2011)2] 12| Z 00| Al Native2| 22 Al A H2lEE It L2
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Fig 1. L10| Distractor&Z Al&1 0| H & Bl = (Spivey, 2002)
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0l 2= EA5HAH, fixation timeOl native 2 Ct 4 2! X| 8 Hui-Yu Pan (2011) 2+ 2 0l
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5. Conclusions & Discussion
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