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Quantitative and qualitative differences in the linguistic competence of early vs. late
bilinguals

dz24d (da2)
The present study investigates the differences in the underlying linguistic knowledge of heritage language
learners (i.e., early bilinguals) vs. second language learners (i.e., late bilinguals) by examining how they
attain implicit knowledge of Korean case ellipsis (CE) that necessitates integration of multiple types of
information and poses many learnability problems for the learners. A written elicited production task and an
oral picture description task were developed to investigate how monolinguals and bilinguals employ the
relevant factors in Korean CE and if certain types of cues are more accessible than others. Following H-J
Lee (2006)’'s framework of Korean CE, three variables of Focus, Animacy, and Definiteness were examined.
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Twenty-three Korean-speaking children (ages 5-7), 42 Korean-speaking adults, 36 heritage language

learners of Korean, and 32 second language learners of Korean participated in the experiment.

late

The results reveal qualitative differences in the underlying linguistic knowledge of early vs.
bilinguals with heritage language learners achieving a higher level of mastery than second language

learners. Similarities between early bilinguals and the monolinguals could be found in overall frequency,

strength patterns, individual preferences, and the direction in the employment of the three factors. L2

learners, on the other hand, were divergent especially in their use of Focus and displayed a highly variable
pattern in their utterances. It seems possible for heritage language learners to attain implicit knowledge of

Korean CE, and parallels can be drawn between these learners and monolingual children. Second

language learners, on the other hand, showed divergent and variable patterns in their production, which

guestion their ability to acquire the phenomenon. The results underline the importance of age, context, and

mode of acquisition in bilingual acquisition as the learners showed a tendency to depend on factors/cues

that are more readily available to them in their respective context and mode of acquisition.
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The empty focus particle and the scope theory of even
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The English focus particle even can generate ambiguity because in certain contexts its focus can denote
both a high and a low end on a pragmatic scale. Since Karttunen and Peters (1979) and Rooth (1985)
proposed the scope theory and the lexical theory of even respectively to account for this ambiguity, many
researchers have tried to prove the superiority of one over the other. The present paper offers novel
evidence against the lexical theory. More importantly, to remedy some of the weaknesses of the scope
theory, the present study tries to refine the concept of free focus proposed by Wilkinson (1996), by positing
an empty focus particle (EFP) based on Korean data. The EFP introduces a constituent describing new
information. This constituent is the focus of the EFP and usually serves as the topic of a given sentence.
The adoption of the EFP can help solve some of the problems with the scope theory and clearly explain
some puzzling cases of double focuses. This paper is concluded with some remarks on cross-linguistic
variations.
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Korean children’s acquisition of sequential ordering of attributive adjectives

20I= (&XIH)

It is a well-known fact that more than one attributive adjectives functioning as a noun modifier show
relatively fixed sequential order. For example, subjective adjectives like pretty, nice, or delicious appear
before descriptive adjectives like size, shape, or colour when two adjectives at the same time modify a
noun. In addition, adjectives describing size, shape, and colour show relatively fixed sequential order: size
< shape < colour < noun. It has been suggested that the sequential ordering constraint on adjective co-
occurrences is based on the iconic principle of proximity. This indicates that some adjectives that are
conceptually more strongly related to the noun are also syntactically close to it. More specifically, the
subjective (qualifying) adjectives are least close to or most distant from nouns, and descriptive adjectives
are close to the semantic nature of nouns. This paper aimed to investigate whether the sequential ordering
constraint found in English could also be found in other languages like Korean. In this study, Korean adults
and children aged 5-6 were tested by the picture-production task. The results from the present study
demonstrate that even though there are some variations in the sequential ordering among descriptive
adjectives, Korean children and adults show the sequential ordering constraint on adjective co-occurrences
found in many languages.



