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Aim

To use corpumethodslike fine-grained
annotation andlearner corpusdata

8 to revealwhat hasgoneunnoticedin

experimental studieson L2 Spaaco

uisitior

8 aboutthe distribution of overt/nul
subjects[=anaphoraresolution’Y

pronominal
8

8 A | téd\proposea new pragmatic principle
that canaccountfor the observeddata.



Pro-drop parameter

(=Null subject parameter)

In pro-drop languages lik&panish(and Italian, Greek, etdoth
overt & null pronominal subjects argyntactically licensed :

(1) El/ @ bebe cerveza
He/ *@ drinks beer
0 Headrinks beer 6

8" OO0 OEEO ADPPAOAT OI U OAFOCAALG [
discursively at the syntaxdiscourse interface by information
structure:topic-continuity andtopic-shift.



Pronominal distribution at

SYNTAX-DISCOURSE:

TOPIGCONTINUITY

Topic=known/old information to hearerfrom precedingcontext.
Topiccontinuity ismarkedvianull pronoun in native Spanish

[Previousontexttalkingabouthemairncharacteof a film]

En la peliculal protagonistiiene una familia@trabajaen unprogramale
television Undia@ empieza recibirvideosandénimos. :

[RSZ, Spa native, CEDEL2 corpius]

Theoreticalliterature on pronominaldistributionin discourse

Licera®t al. 2010, AlorGwalleet al 2002, Lozano 2009a, 200fb11999Rigaul 986,
Picalld 994, Alongovall&&D 6 | n2000feenandeSoriano 1989, 1993, 188$htalbetti
1984, 1986, etc, etc.




Pronominal distribution at

SYNTAX-DISCOURSE (2):

TOPIGSHIFT

Changeof referentin discourserequirestopic-shift C use ofovert
pronoun in native Spa.

i "[Previousontexitalkingibouthemaincharactersfthef 1 Theilusionist, mamand avomah
La %l tima pel 2cul a que Lbosgrotagorsstason dos |

jovenes que seonocery seenamorarkl esdeclasebajg mientragjueellaesde
familianoble ... [SPH, Spa native, CEDEL2 corpusf

BUTalsopossiblefull NP in topic-shift contexts
Thisfact hasgoneunnoticedin the L2 literature
Key question: when overt and when NP??C WE WILL SEE LATER.

Undiael principey suprometidaacuderaverel espectaculo.. El principe
sospechaequesu prometidde esinfiely @mandaaunodesussecuaces

perseguirla..

Al final elilusionistay la chicaprepararsu huida... El principetermina
suicidandosg, al finalglilusionistay la chicaconsiguerestarjuntos




Previous L2 Spa findings (1)

- Learnersacquirethe syntactic alternation of overt/null pronouns
from early stagesof acquisitionC native-like knowledge

El/@ bebe cerveza.

Liceras1989,Phinney1987, Lozan@002a, etc etc.

- BUT discursive constraintare persistently problematic until
very advanced stages.
L2ersoverproduce overt subjectsin topic-continuity:
Pedro é #el bebe cer v e&é aebévino.

L2ersrarelyunderproduce
Pedr o é& Mar #Jabebe cerveza € #O bebe vino.

PerezLeoruxet al 1999, Pereteroux& Glass 1997, 1999 ,-Rhsey & Pereteroux1998, 2002b, 2002c,
Montrul & Rodriguez_ouro 2006,Margaza& Bel2006,Liceraset al. 2010, Rothman 2009

Whatisthe causeof learnerpersistentdiscursiveproblems?

O) . 4%2&! # % ( qSbrace20PaBLReBsthawveeficits/problems
when the syntax interfaces with other modules like discourse.

BUTwe will seethis explanationis not enough



Previous L2 Spa findings (2)

PreviousL.2 studies mostly
(quasi)experimental

Hencetrue pronominaldistribution hasbeen
traditionally studiedin artificial contexts
(=comprehension and NOT imaturalistic
contextswith corpora(=production).

Large learner corpus datararelyusedto
Investigateanaphoraresolution



L2 CORPUS STUDY
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CEDEL2 [Corpus Escrito del Espafiol L2]
(Lozano 2008, Lozano & Mendikoetxea, 2013)

/B

CEDEL2
L1 Englisly L2 Spanish
c. 750.000 words, 2.400 participants
All proficiency levels (beginner, intermediate, advance i

Also. comparablenative Spanishsubcorpus

Data tagged:

Only[+human] [3rd person] [sing] /plu] syntactic subjects

l.e., human characters in discourse, with shift of referentdeacription of a film (unknown
to the reader to avoid bias in overuse of @ in TRIEEALADO AT T OA@OO AOA
knowledge of known stories like Little Red Riding Hood Ntdntrul & R.Louro2006).

Software:UAM Corpus Too(O8 $ 1 T T A ICItagding @ stadis.
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http://wdb.ugr.es/~zanos/cdw/
http://wdb.ugr.es/~zanos/cdw/

LEARNERSN=10)

NATIVES(N=10)

Filename Age Proficiency  Self prof.  Stay length
(0~43) (1~6) (months)

93 30 10 3 IM 30 40 45 9

9320453 KB 20 40 5.25 4.25

95 28 153 KDH 28 41 5 25

95 43 12 3 ML 43 41 5 35

95 58 3 3 SAR 58 41 5.25 12

98 49 10 3 GWB 49 42 6 27

98 20 8 3 JEL 20 42 5.5 7

98 48 113 OPE 48 42 5 16

98 4729 3 TLS 47 42 6 10

100 28 8 3 KEM 28 43 5.5 10

AVERAGE 37.1 41.4 5.3 13.3

Filename Age Variety
(country)
24 3 AAV 24 Spain
333 CMM 33 Spain
21 3 CPV 21 Spain
51 3 GDC 51 Spain
25 3 MCC 25 Argentina
32 3 MDD 32 Spain
58 3 MI 58 Mexico
45 3 RP 45 Spain
26 3 RSZ 26 Argentina
30 3 SPH 30 Spain
34.5

11



