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AABSTRACT

his paper aims to consider the process of L2 ac-

quisition of Japanese ‘conditionals” by analysing
how learners of Japanese express the concept. ‘Con-
ditionals” are classified into factual and hypothetical,
and their production from novice to superior learners
analysed using function-to-form analysis. Results con-
firm that (1) Japanese conditional forms, to-ba-tara-
nara, are acquired from factual conditionals [ - past] at
an early stage; (2) learners richly express conditionals’
using other expressions, such as temporal forms,
contrastive forms, and focus particles, not using to-
ba-tara-nara; (3) moshi is overused by learners, even
by advanced and superior learners, who express ‘con-
ditionals’ using ‘moshi AND to-ba-tara-nara’; and (4)
learners acquire Japanese ‘conditionals’ by overusing
moshi (a) in factual contexts and (b) with forms other
than to-ba-tara-nara.

&KEY WORDS
Factual ‘conditionals, hypothetical ‘conditionals,
function-to-form analysis, proficiency, moshi

Learners of Japanese

Expressing ‘Conditionals’

Focusing on differences between
factual and hypothetical contexts

AT HANAI

HAGE BARGEBBEUIE [9] 2018 web ik





