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QIX|nfst, M256W H4=

A B

FRI7E LA AREShE dofell e dujdt sl R dE S0 =l
A Sk A o TR gofet Liroje] Apdle AR Fol7t AR
g o @] £ W JETORE SARY BAFE detel] ofw A5k W
| AN WS 7FR7IEA] detstr] 9l

et FH7E Fo st ofef oAl
48 2l wet gl AE Holen
(Wykes, 1983)(11. (Dl A= 1_"".3: AT Abgro]l Al EEFE Aol A~
A7)l Shes Janeo] HAT QM E Folo] ALE Y3le AlEdA F= Aol

AA2E7] W shee] AN Susano] Dok

[U

d
<
K
S
S
S
>~
S
lo,
sh
N
-
2
o

(1) Jane found Susan’s pencil. She; gave it to her.

(2) Jane wanted Susany’s pencil. Shej gave it to her.

olAH tgAket e A|AOf(reference= o] 29| o|m| Apell A H]o]lo]
WP S FxohA] o Aag Z]A]EH)E} < 938 4 gltdGernsbacher, 1989)[21.
D, @9 dqAH F A EH] 2
A A A(co-referential)o] 2} - FA| 8} Hlo]
(antecedent) & F3}o] T L2405 TYstE o z
S A anaphor?} 2215 9N e Fah 248 slae 9 aY 2AA B
Ak QYA ClFAREA = 24P} NN BAT BAT EE gRAR
AFHREA, ofl 28 EHo] AFAYEA i AL o] Hets) HEe] =
ool ANNS Bl 20 slue] A

AF7HA Y A AFEL A Aol @3} ZAdiscourse focus)I} HHH] ]
AAE Pty 98 Yok Roberts, Gullberg and Indefrey, 2008)[31. WA Y 157
AAE FEA Bl 5 AALFF 23] ZheTe AU '3 2
BomAel Af BNt Aot B 240 Hxn e WA 0% 24
NEAE duAE Qs AEse du & 49 49 mde w

il

A
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U S/ e=el ZYAN shERIe| TYA0 B3t 0fahet tiFAL oifA o7

&3 AR AFE @5 2] Hau e tdE AlE AN se AR o]
8 =] = A o] thHudson-D'Zmura and Tanenhaus, 1998[4}; Ariel, 1990, 2001{5}{6}; Chafe,
1976, 1994(718}; Givon, 1983{9h. WFH AR nfrdAte BT o] 39
Aoz Qe T3} xHo] WHilEg s Aoz A2 ¥ Gordon, Grosz and
Gilliom, 1993)(101. ©]2{gt Aoz e A @3} 234o] H1 = il o
8 A& Auste 25 dBAIR AASHA] &3 wkE WARR AAlekd o]l
ol2l=ol 717 ETkGordon et al, 1993)(101. A 2]l gt £ M & o] & HbEo]
EH A (repeated name penalty)e] 2t FEThD
Gordon and Hendrick(1998)[1219] H3lEZA] o] EDiscourse Prominence Theory)©]|
2w, G3oi] oy AEEQ] olopr|7) HFPH w 1 AEE zhzlo] AHE=
Fo49 A7) Han 1 Adde Fe4e FEE A AFD B 24
A e desadolsn Y ANds TR P daEEE S
AYste e 292 Folgke WA 7] HGordon and Hendrick, 1998)[12].
Folz AR ool e dguT wek B4 deld o F88 AN B4
T}l 7} 3FE Gordon et al.(1993)1012] FA13} o] HCentering Theory)oll A & T+
227t FE5EE0] P w71 w2 ol el St tigAte] AA e R
olold 7154el ek AAIR go] Qoln HATE dHAPE e
Bgel Folz dEehs 4L B o AT
T2 Hossart, 1999141 B3 A7} A3 &

F

oZ: Jlm rr
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ot
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T,
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1) Grosz and Sidner(1986: 175-204){111¢] #HoIA Zalwl FsloA] dej g A d wf vyt
%7 3Kglobal focusing)?} =7+ %7 SKimmediate focusing)Z}= F 7FA] 273} w4 o]
AEe e s AL 88 T4 A4S 2 Gase A9
Boll 2244 2439 A Aelag B BATY nREAE 29 AE A2
Bh eoz dago] o AR AuA 2850 sdA Az v gy
@ WlEE40] e HNE R W GnEtd 2958 Aea 2 o
Ale waE 3l 2938 e o), 274 2Use A
she g0l 47 o1 Aeis Al7to] Solpl B Ea
“Donald is bringing some mail to Mickey, while a violent storm is beginning. He’s carrying an
umbrella” o] Fel tigt 2@ A 919 £FS EHFE TAAJAES WP He
7} e 232k 200~400ms7d) A& EA FO DonaldE wFEFE SETh Arnold,
Eisenband, Brown-Schmidt and Trueswell(2000: 13-26){13].
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o] Fol2 AAE w7} H|Fo] Q48 A wET} ou]y} wEA ol
= 9] Ad A3s HaE A Gordon et al, 1993)[101.

HhA Al Abgo] AAAYA] ed2 dmodl e A Fo|7t o] Zirro]
Aol Aol WAl Fo] olsfel fAkeE W om AHelHe Aow Heln Az
Fole A T2 FoE AT W7t 520 5 HFo] 248 AAT 1 B
T} ol3] &wr}b waldtkEAF, S-S, 2007151 0]” Fol A&A 7Hgo] Ao
d T = AAMT @l e Folgt
HI5EH S SATIE L2 5 e Ay

o] i7H% A A77F diAR Aol sAs tidez 3 A@Adtd] s
= 2 dFddAE 2= A M= AL XA 7E5EY
o] ol YeheAE Huak Itk AF7HA] o
ate AgAA ALY aXel tig A3 28 W
Aol sl o] Fol z up Avkel 4, ol ad], A4,
2013(17]. SHAIRE 19 AFEL BAHAL] B3t A
ddste 71%% CME] ofulgae] 2HE 3 ‘él%i A

r

oy Zgro]E T2 T
5ol JHE of¥A o] &3t=

201116}, A48, o] A7),
ToINE T549 F4S
o]

2 d7e BEE RHSEY o2 FA% BN TAE YT F 23
Wil 79 A s:z:ﬂ_ W0l et 243 Jahol gomole BE
& tAtel el $8E4 &

b Aelth = B mgse)
of Wol BAjsh B WO FHYRE o] Skl ANTIL o
& Zolth At AR W o2 A8 B of@ faw olalstA A
@AY Fol7h F8 B4 Foizh ofd W) WAES HolEAE A H A
AT B AN E 30] GaAEe vBAL o8l Yol mo] el v
YAl ol AT} o @ Aol & HoleAS AFFOoRA 9] A2 HYe] 54
of Uie 712 ARE ek 50l ¥ 4 98l o3 By olslel wal
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Olofl 5 / 8201 TYA0| StRe] THA| Hat 0shet AL SHA 01T

T2 59 Gerd S Gl U@ ANEE AT st

ZA
Mgl AFet ZRrol g dgdhe 4l dhol shA0(d: 99 of: 211,
»éir Eé: 24,934, W9} 21-554)°] At &04'8}911% F7t= Ad A=e A4
2 Al Hlae] £ AtgR 48
*}71 fldl ZFrol S Hojm 53] ZFAQls YR AAE AAlSt
At}
3L el AhAEe] o] ANFEE detely] flell edtal wvhA
oA THZ 15709 S A vhe e EAE EA daM = 8.62, SD
= 194), B{stal Y& T&2o] 39l QA5 AR A ZARITAA Z7FA} 30
AR pa’

o
W = DELF A4 = Bl, B2, Cl 12+ Z+2} 9, 6, 278).

29 A3 2 47
A FRow oRod 161e &e oloplse 48 AFow AeHd 7
olople] 3 F EHL wetgeln siAvt Exo] AAEF ATk ook o]
1% A B/} SRl ABE 59 W& e 2 AF
= daie] Aol T35

=
AT vpA Y HAARE Al B A, B B duEed, A4 239 F

3) A3 2122 AAE Song & Fisher 2005[1812007[1915 H}E}C. 2 3t} £3| Song & Fisher
QOOMM9IN A = & AT o] A el FAHEAIE dA" F QAEA BE
=03 5 E}% T A9l 5&4& =0]7] 98I BE AFeHA @a ATHS Fo|=

S ol &3k o] A A WA AE AL F WA AE Bel vlg o
Zo| 5 *o}l o w4 AFHI, o o] FR AFHY] Wiel] S 5&8HA o}
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o7k ol B4 Fol7k BUA oAFe] A% o Fol uAsh WA B4
| g

o] Fol7t AFE WAUPAYIALT vl we} olobrle] o] ety of
o} 2ol 471A] ZHo = 1/}—,—01 Atk 1671 AAF AL 24zt o] ololr| 2 A

d whe agew »} AR: 7 gl vl A 24 BRA wAE F s
th] ] A9 elzE ?;a:aam Z AAEe v 21 22elA 4449 of
o8 9 2H7}e] 1 o5 A7k} 7kl W] el 27 ZzelA gL NER
AN = ek

(1) o] A&EBARE v 23

Gabrielle et Mathilde sont lycéennes. (Gabrielle and Mathilde are highschool students.)
Gabrielle 2 eu un examen de maths. (Gabrielle had a math test.)

Gabrielle a comparé les réponses avec Mathilde. (Gabrielle compared the answers with

Mathilde.)

@ Fol A%-RA 22
Gabrielle et Mathilde sont lycéennes. (Gabrielle and Mathilde are highschool students.)
Gabrielle 2 eu un examen de maths. (Gabrielle had a math test.)

Elle a comparé les réponses avec Mathilde. (She compared the answers with Mathilde.)

ozt Eae) 11-:— HusA] g2 APdAREE Sall <l Boldgate] s A
3 =5 A% sl Song & F15her(2005)[18}-4 MR o A FH o] 3
- 2

= St 7 HMH JNES AA Folo] 5E24HE woof dvhe
e 74 - Btk

4) AE A=9 dAe 4 49 T = 21 HE2 753 2 v £
TAE & AAALY] Hejrh RE o|oprldlA gl 44 delds HES] 9
3] Ze}ro] FT A LEXIQUE 3.80% o] &3] Z7AMR FAF £2& ALY Holo Hlm
£ #5H ok 2] AAE FLHES AAETFHA-EERA R LA £
opA e Bl A AL YehdAteka 5= 4

ol u} o :
FEhe A4S W] S8l A BE 4 ol 2a WHFH wejvhet o] Wik ol
7 &

Hl Al St
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() Fo HAL-BAR w24
Gabrielle et Mathilde sont lycéennes. (Gabrielle and Mathilde are highschool students.)
Gabrielle a eu un examen de maths. (Gabrielle had a math test.)

Mathilde a comparé les réponses avec Gabrielle. (Mathilde compared the answers with

Gabrielle.)

@ o] vlA&-thgAt 22
Gabrielle et Mathilde sont lycéennes. (Gabrielle and Mathilde are highschool students.)
Gabrielle a eu un examen de maths. (Gabrielle had a math test.)

Elle a comparé les réponses avec Gabrielle. (She compared the answers with Gabrielle.)

7t oloble] BTl & BT AALE AT gl T 2
AdzelgA 74 AR S PAQEHG - 7 S AQLHHE B3
R PERE S E !

16709] A} Ale) olslel 7h5 Alaffilen 32707k EFAU 1A Al
A Aol AR oloblske PRI BE oleblER THHUR S AFe
16749 A AF Aole] BRI MARAS B BAAEE F 47)e o
W12 ddth 9ol HASL UYen @ FANAE AR Aol LA
ik

v

SLEES

| Al &0l FAI A HAT
Ak AHQL gg Wi el thik F7F Aol ©f
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Az
ZFg2zo] dojl hd o] A=
FaQl ZFgxo] SEAE dAoR ATE A Ao ZPgsolE RolR

Y53 TP 123 POE BT HAGe] B AT AgE AT 2
& BolaRgt o5 e @ o¥ AT Aide A Ad
o] EFHA gkt

p=.001%**

p=.008%*

HAF 2O ChE B

ArHE Rl A EtE o] Fol7t A&H A ARALSMAS G} Folo AF
WA (HEAYEARE W0l 7iakEe] w7 Ao mAe S RSy
2 (ANOVA Repeated Measures)’ S =8| 3}
o] A9 F7HAE FA A Fo] ASA Oﬂl%ﬂ F EWF FYuduFILe) =
1859, p < 0.01; F2(1,12) = 5.64, p < .05). =, FoJ7} A&EA L wM = 542, SD
= 024)7} Fo|7} AEHA] FS WM = 440, SD = 029R2T} ¢ AAAZcin

5) A4 ATANE EAARE 29 49 A E 7t A glol APL WP
7d$7} thkSong and Fisher, 2005[18). TEdF 7% Algo] %S whHudson-D'Zmura
and Tanenhaus, 1998[4D9} §191S wiSong and Fisher, 2005{18)2] A& ZAy} BF BH A
o] goirl g ZAle] A} 2 HHS BTt
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H7betsite < .05).

o] st Febo A Fo] A& oot 1 WA e 28 B3 9A
o GthF1(1,8) = 13.96, p < 01, F2(1,12) = 4.66, p < .05). o]&= Fo] A&
o] It Folo dAx WA wet 2eAe AS oudtt olejg FaAtgd

AL gotsly] e SEEr A S A A3 Fo] A T
A Wld e 231 3 zpol7b frometA] @A) = -1.56, p
2(15) = -1.07, p > 05), Fof BAE M Fol A7 Al wE =d
o7} olmlglthe(ll) = 3.23, p < .05; 22(15) = 252, p < 05). =, Fol7} A
2 e A e AL ofd WHEEE AR AAPS W TiAbE
e O A=A wle AFS EATE 3 PARE v 23104 Fo
of fof g F Fde fFonlekA] @A) = -97, p > 05; 12(15) = .61, p
> .05), WAL A Fo] A& AR @ F e FonAia) =
434, p < 01; 2215) = 2.92, p < .05).

e
—|_"

e 2

to] fre]m| st A UrE}‘*EkFZ(l 26) = 33.94, p < .01; F2(1,12)
= 1737, p < 01. 5, =2 WSS AL S3ste A57F 7o &
¥ i
;6
® - T
B, E—
=, BT HE
';3 OCf@A =2
.:2 A —— 372
Ay —
0
®s H @S
0] 915 ofx

a8 2. gt=el Z-AO] stEAtel HAF 2ol het x|
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2 ke Ao ® ZelYTF1,12) = 1.85, p >
05). Fol dH ‘%“ﬂ‘?)r Fol A58 Y Fond ds A8 vepA skt

4, o, z%a = A WA AR ol TRolA T AT A
C1% AT BA o, 7% BF 5 A, FAAERAL BAAT Sl

Xz|e} siAd

= AFE B, d=Ql ZERo] SEAEe "WEld $Aste AL ZEs
o] ®o] siakete thE Ao AYste e ¥ F UG ZEro] Hoj At
58 Mg Aq(Fossart, 1999[14]; Megherbi and Ehrlich, 2009[20nel| A 218 Fol7F 4
&4 A5 AR ¥E ARG AR ATy G B3 AL s Fo
© A FdS wHEokA] €3 AR dgsiol AdaEE Ao s Folrt vt
2 e AT FHARS BAIE o A AR Ao w SHIT Wi =
Ql o] FHAtse Fol7t ALHEA| AR ET Folo A AAlo &4 7l
A Ao ® Ueuth 21 #Agle]l FolE tiuAE we A Bop 22 83
= WHaRste A2 AARHA wolEithe A2 tiAF Aol ool Sthe

27k oplshe Qe Q)
Aoje] wel A5 vdw
el AL RS ) 1) Belel B }x} g @ee) Wb
G418 917 Al7o] Z7hehi Aol Helm|9lrhobens e al, 2009(3). WP HE
WA Aud duAe dque ge Be 2d% 2e 130 97 SE

A2 W, B9 AhAsh BUY WA BF i Bt 288 2
e 9 e oelge 19 Holth MRE dolse 4 TR Foly

-
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2 Zolehe M9 Fomm BAS dHAE ALY dulel
A gk Ao WolETH, fFel SRS FAHCR e T APAL A}

oA ANFE At d 37 LS 283 Ao HNE + At

Fol A&y wIL B Ahe] F BT Zaro] SgelAN LA
FE o fE 2L WA Hop 5 gtk B U] ALEH olople el

2 TAYH ez mRojgke W uE sfetey] ofH¥ ¢
T2 A8 ofdnt ARt =9l Zgrof GgAkge] Zikso] fojuli g
a8 =2 S FARE A JHEHE ol 9=l ASS g
AAA o] SoluiM HeHErh HojA)7] wwo]WWang, Koda, & Perfert,
2003211 53] tigAre] sl FAE- ofv] HHE ohje} Heies FHE BF
FHdoF hesttt Sets glwoleh Bo] BE fiRAE ARshe dEe] A
& QSN E =] et o= |@3kE AE we AR 9w - |3
g8 Fwe oue F9sks H Rol G o B2 ofdws A7 €4
(Sorace, 2005){22}. 0] A=¥o] 7hgdh F=jojeh Ak o R TRA] ofE Zifo]
o Aol e Qo] Fdf FRE st w Aewe o 2 #eotE 2ol
ta 7 5 ATk

& Qe gl ZEso] ShEAeAN vehd 24
FHlEAE 4 - ZRF20A folSdANE Hoke 5 Al te] AT A
g Ao A foke die dol7h Bojglo
= oloplE SEE F UE oldEAE Fl diuAke] AAHEE

u}
2
TP EA] Lol AelM 5 5H obgEe] F2A AL AFH WS A
9]

AAAZ Aeste o] UeRgTWykes, 1983)11 5A obgg didez f
F 2t7] A (mispronunciation detection task)’ S AFE-3F Ao = AL B3
Zol Al BT PAE VBT 0 Wk S ALY 0 B3
w 275 Fohlle wheol mAe AS SRy, 1983231 IWARE
fole Qo2 2olz sl fobEel 2] dol £ gelA dgAl ole)
AT AT} e Aok 9 AT BgRAE
@ o 49 2B AT & 5 9
229 W A7EA JGW ool A Mol Baw BAE
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el €47k A% + A8E AHE 5 Utk 3 Folol S olopl B
F3 ool Bl olob]® TAME B4 A%E WR g waepl e
TS A AN o7k AEHE BE ollgel & U BHe 3
dele 7o) A&Ael BRIL ERRAT olel@ Fol A4S Al Fold
Pl wet gepr = dEAeS UEA] 954 TSong and Fisher, 2005)(18]. ©] &
A AT Fol/k A48 g OEAE e Foh ok e 1REA
2 £ 0 AdsRte A0} B 2o Aow udd 539
FAA] ;if?]_(co referential expression)®] FFoll thek Ao A, Fof A&KA e

ol 3 A 58 AClUE AR Tehiol AN Hnagct s
A ode] mehrold oFEES Hgendens] A3 TA FAFRA DA} F
ole] AA o] F7AA EE W ofd £ FolE Hote dFe Hio
(Kail and Léveillé, 1977){24}.

7Al oFE 34 e Fol A& TAAA tHAE 24 ¥3 BAHE WHEAE

1
)
_L
c
P
)
PN

o
2,
4
o

L
[¢)
2 AR T/ WAl Fo} A&y 3AA BAe FF F Fol A%

7}‘:«8]—74] &FTH(Megherbi and Ehrlich, 2009){201. §]¢] AT ZHEL
3 FAA FFHO AolE o]t 7H 9

T

FAEY ZPxol Ba W YA 28A e BE A4

l o
& mgrold folEat g WA WY A met d5Y Agel Ak

A Ay wEdTel Assh o] B A FHd BAAEES A A4
ofelge Mol T WA BN Fol A%4e] Ud HEst feolvlel
A Uets] BEolt EE @Ee) Zghaol At ZPsol folEd B
g5 FeAY DA GEAGE Fal oA Awo] we Lolgn
g FE gk ol do] $BER J1F0R W 1FL el AYS dnol
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F7F BA R Gobd g9l FHAEY] A3 FREM = 862, SD = 1.943 F<l
A 7)1 HA 274 309 F DELF A4% Bl B2, C1 2417 22} 9, 6, 28)&
AN BN, F7hAEe] 5% Zaole ta AL FF o3 ol
U= 27eta gl sjdel 8 |@et £ A dddow d ddEsl

ST ¢ & Ak ol Ao el B Rl s Le wEk 139 o
o Hze ou-fm AHSFE MO §58 F A8 el ¥ 4
&

ﬂ» _]’ ‘]'7]—;(]"‘ EH/\]_O /KEP?%] X]:}‘argl 37]% E‘j/]?j_
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sgrtel 2% Weh 72 PR UGl ZPzolel WA AE FAT A2
e} oelf gtk d4e Thsd .
of Wlid A7e] 4EHel AL A ATE ool A

WA st
= © ok aela g=o} Shgake] o=ol '3k W) A s Z1Al 55 2
o, 3 5] Ro] obgEI B Fde dEIol Uehd & =S T
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o WAt A el dig AFE el Az g 71 2AEE e
A W olle BuAAe el ga 729 2 H84 2Hel 9% GonmA
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(Abstract)

Pronoun Resolution in French Discourse by

Korean-learners of French

Fui-Jeen Ahn" Hyun-Joo Songz) Min-Ju Kim? Jai-Ho Leem”

1 . . . .
'Department of French Language and Literature, Yonsei University.

?Department of Psychology, Yonsei University.

This research examined whether Korean-learners of French were sensitive to discourse
structure in anaphoric pronoun resolution. In the experiments, participants read
three-sentenced stories and made judgements about how the last sentence of each story
makes sense in relation to previous two sentences on a 7-point Likert scale. The stories
differed in whether the subject of the last sentence continued the subject of the preceding
sentence, and whether the subject of the last sentence was mentioned with a pronoun or a
proper noun. The results from French participants replicated the patterns shown in previous
studies. In contrast, Koreans exhibited greater difficulty in interpreting pronoun-subject
sentences than noun-subject sentences regardless of subject continuity. These findings are
discussed within the context of developmental perspective, which suggests the processing of

co-referential interpretation may interact with language proficiency.

Key words : Pronoun interpretation, Discourse Processing, Foreign Language Learning, Anaphora

Resolution, Discourse Prominence, Centering Theory
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