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Abstract
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TWo, LT, 20X BREERIEOFREITIE, FEHET—ZADOEHDBENT
b5, =2 HWEREBEONIE TIE, BEOIRIMRENH OGNS Z &2
2, IEFEOFREETIE, EIRSITICE S SREEGOTT /ML B ST
Wb, ZTOEIRFENAOH T, KFETIHE, (2) SEEHRICBITDIHHESK 27 O
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DR R EFFO VT L-YVIAFR Yy NET NV E, EEOT — X233 IG5
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1. IL®IC
ERMREEEERICBWNT, FEHEORKEL RN TR 5720 OFEEIE,
1970 AR D BAEIZ W25 £ TREBLAEDHIT TS (e.g., Kobayashi et al.,
2022; Verspoor et al., 2021), = L C, ZD X ) R EREORTEICHT->TIE, %
BENERLIEZIA T 4 L ITRAE—F L TR ETICERB LIZEEHE T —/ 20D
TEHPO TH CTh D, BERMICE, B2 8REOTEHEOEEZSESCH LS
WA TEROICHER L, e 2 5EHE GBEH, Uk, #GE, KiErE) oBET —
HuoT 252 T, BREN ENRDIZONTELT 2HE Y — 2T ML,



ENENOEAEDOFEHE R EFHAZRETHI LN TE D,

FEE - RAMPRICBNT, RLDENEOFEHE LS D5EG, A 2E
WE, 2T, Kruskal-Wallis f7E 72 & ORGURE 2 V2D 2 & MafEiic L
(e.g., Ionin & Diez-Bedmar, 2021; Takahashi, 2018; Thewissen, 2013), L7>L723 5,
ITEOFFENIIE TIE, B EEUREIC & D TlEe <, BEURSHTICESL 5k
BEOET LN RE SN TS (e.g., Gries, 2015a; Gries & Deshors, 2021), % ®
LM OR T, AFETIE, () SHEEFICBT DREERLZ X7 O i T
x5, (b) BRAED LS RIEFREOT —# ZHFHMICHEY) 2 TRV A5, ()
LH LAV TERSBEAL VDG BT ZENTE D, 28O EEFFD
AT LANVEFR Yy PET VE, FEEOT —ZIZESTERER L LIS
T 5,

2. TAFLERFeYy METV
2.1 [ERSHT

BILDFEE 2=/ S AT T, BRI 2 MWZHETET ) 7 OER 240
TW5% (e.g., Gries & Deshors, 2014; Gries & Wulff, 2013; Wulff & Gries, 2015, 2019,
2021), [EEAHTTEZMND Z LT, SREEGFICEELYEX D (ETREND) B
DI RN AT D T LR ATREIC /2 Y, il x ODEBNZFEESICE 2 58
DEGVWERHLNNITLHZLHTED, £, BURAITICHELARETARH Y,
AR (SREMREZR E) L B (BHRVER L) ORICHIE OB ZE L
BRWIEBRIEET VBRFET D, £ LT, SEBmOmRIIHREL 2055720
—ft GRE) IHEET VO LD RIEREEIR O Z2HVLESH 5 (eg.,
Murakami, 2016; Verspoor et al., 2021),

22 <IIF LU

EOFETHRL, FHEBOIAT 4 L TRAE—F U JIZA LN L SRR,
FHEEOREERFM, FAVR Ny IR EOBR NI DEEEZZTHZERNH D,
FOXIRGEE, AT L_VGHERAWT, ZNH0EREHKH Lz LT, §
REROET MMEEIT ), Tl 2IE, DR ET28EEET — 40 TREE-#8
Hl DX RPEEHEEEZR > TWD ERET D2 & T, REROEERZRHIT 5T
SEEROBBREGH TN TED XD, £, FEE-HERY] ©
L O RBEEME L EYS D 2 & T, SREGORFENIIZATO 2 LRSS,
%< OFRF a— 2L, BEE, EHE—F, ¥ A7, M w7 EoRERES
ERfoT0D, ZOX) RBEEIT — 2125 L CGEFEOEIFIHT21T2 &, (a) 1
HWEREZ AU S AL TLED 2 & TH 1 HOBM AL T TREER & 2,
(b) [EUFARERD U EH DO MEE & AN DOMEEANRIET D 2 & THHrkE ROMRA K



T D, REDOMBENRET S (e.g., Heck & Thomas, 2020; Snijders & Bosker, 2012),
o T, BEEE LR OT — X Z WY 2120E, @ oRFES T TlER <,
ST LAV T A DR IT TR B 7R,

PLED XD eRBERICES &, IFEOSFEME TR, BENT —2 x4 2~
NTF LV GHT OB A DBHESES LTI Y (e.g., Gries, 2015b, 2021; Schifer, 2020), 1%
HAEH LR~ ICH 2 TV 5 (e.g., Gries & Deshors, 2015; Kyle et al., 2021; Murakami,
2016; Paquot et al., 2021),

23 EFuYy hEFIV

FEBRT — X 2 SREESEIR T, ofrxtgié 32 BERBGR R 7e & O &
MBI H 2 D BOEAENERET D ENE, TO—J, a—_"AzHN5
SEEAMETIE, ST AN ETHRESNTEERED X5 RENERICE 25
WEBOEAWESTTDLZENZL, LLARRDL, 28Ea— SZFRICBNT,
EFERE 3 lLll) OoF —4% %245 </ F L~UL0Hr%, Kobayashi (2021) LIk
RO e,

% Z TARGTIE, Kobayashi (2021) (28T 20 ro—EH %2 FliZ, <L F I/f\/I/JIE
?n//%%Twéﬁwt%”%:—AXﬂn®ﬁ&%ﬁ%¢éo;@%& J
FREOER 3 2DLE) 20T 5700lEFa Yy I\CET/V%V/I/%I//\/I/
JEE L7 D TH S (Fullerton & Xu, 2016), £7=, NEFT Y v EFLIL, HEUF
ETHAEF7m ey NET L LT, AANEEZELT — I L THEETH D
LS5 (Liao, 1994), 70k, LARN TR T 2o FHlOMEFRICE LT 55461
AR TIX72 <, Kobayashi (2021) &35 &z,

Z LT, OMRERICINAZ T, R (R Core Team, 2021) % A /=< /L F L~ULIERF &
v NETFNAOFEITHEEBRIRT, 727, R OREKRWRENT £ TN —
TERWeD, HEIZSUT, ROAME (eg, /ML fill, 2020) ZH5bE TSR
AW AN

@nu

=

(

3. EREH

3.1 SR

AHFGED BIIX, REEEORE L HFANHS Lz BT, FEEFEE OEMED |
MDITONTAH 3 ﬁ@ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁfﬂ&@io’ﬁmféﬁ%%%b e R R
Thd, BEMIZIE, (1) EDOL DA X RGEEHR N E OB AE 2 TRl 5%
HEEELRVELZO0, ) FHEOREISHEEAGICEOREDOEEL RITTO
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32 a7 —4

AT D 5387 — 4 1%, International Corpus Network of Asian Learners of English
(ICNALE; Ishikawa, 2011) 23132 BAN (JPN), # A A (THA), BiEAN (TWN)
DIEFEFEENENIZIAT A7 ThH D, HxDFEEZEOT—2I121%, A2,
Bl.1, B1.2, B2 &£\9H 4 Bt Common European Framework of Reference (CEFR)
CED S EHREFRBMTE SN T0D, TCHIz-TE, ZThbDL~ ULz 1~
4 DAL (A28 1, B224), R 11, 97T —2OPMEZE L0 H0
Th D,

#1
IRTT — & OB
CEFR level Numbers JPN THA TWN Total

1 learners 154 119 29 302
(words) (34,959) (26,866) (6,491) (68,316)
2 learners 179 179 87 445
(words) (40,463) (40,899) (20,658) (102,020)
3 learners 49 100 61 210
(words) (11,315) (23,267) (14,636) (49,218)
4 learners 18 2 23 43
(words) (4,281) (514) (5,856) (10,651)
Total learners 400 400 200 1,000
(words) (91,018) (91,546) (47,641) (230,205)

ZLTC, £1D 1,000 KOTZAT 427 0h, AXRGEEHKO 10 MEO AT 2
V—ZL OMXHEE (100 55H720) ZEF Lz, BMEEHCHTL->TE, BIED
Perl 7'©1 77 A (Kobayashi, 2020) % 7=,

4. RIZEBoHTEHER
£, R 42.0 2T, 1,000 KD T AT 4 2 7 DE A K FREEAEGR O FE 6 HEE %

HLEFLIZHER (22T, Z7RUDDTFA T 7 A)V) ZHidrirdr, 0TI
M5, £ LT, ARRODHTIZHND 3 DDA ZEREEE#R DN T 2 U — (TRA,



SEM, BOO), FHEEADOREE (L1) & EAE (CEFR) DAIEIEET 5, £, %ET
(v TF L) B e Yy NETAOBNERE T HERELZIAFREDOT —X
(CEMT D,

> # Ny —VORHHAL (MEIELT, FEIIA R =)
> library (dplyr)
> library (ordinal)
> # HER (XTRUVDOTXANT 7 A)L) OFsiAH
> dat <- read.delim(file.choose(), header = TRUE)
> # SITCHV S EREZRESHL (e ET, BEALR)
> dat.2 <- select(dat, c(TRA, SEM, BOO, L1, CEFR))
> # T— X DOFHEEHER
> head(dat.2)
TRA SEM BOO L1 CEFR
1 2.427184 12.135922 3.398058 JPN 2
2 4.891304 1.630435 1.630435 JPN 3
3 5.213270 2.843602 1.895735 JPN 1
4 4.326923 11.057692 1.923077 JPN 4
5 6.542056 0.467290 0.467290 JPN 4
6 3.982301 0.884956 2.212389 JPN 2
> ¢ BIER L T 0% NAFF REDT — Z 1T
> dat.2$CEFR <- ordered(dat.2$CEFR)
> class (dat.2$CEFR)

[1] "ordered" "factor"
> # T — X OREE AR

> summary (dat.2)

TRA SEM BOO
Min. : 0.4566 Min. 0.000 Min. :0.000
Ist Qu.: 3.9024 1st Qu.: 1.342 Ist Qu.:1.038
Median : 4.8309 Median 3.119 Median :1.909
Mean : 4.9131 Mean 4.534 Mean :1.998
3rd Qu.: 5.9059 3rd Qu.: 7.288 3rd Qu.:2.807
Max. :10.1852 Max. :16.372 Max. :9.223
Ll CEFR

JPN: 400 1:302
THA: 400 2:445



TWN: 200 3:210
4. 43

WIZ, 1CC Xy —T D 1CCest FMAEHWT, AFREEEHROIT T —Z
& OLANFHEIFREL (Finch et al., 2019) Z#FHHE L, ZhZND BT Y — OGN
ICHRFEDRBENRRL LN E I DERND, RANMHBEREOMARKEVIEE, Bl
EDOISEVEDPME S . vV TF LG EAT O BEMED @, — AT, #RNAEEIGR
B3 01 BLE (bDWX 005 BLE) OFE, T—XICEEERS D EHRRIND
(Hox et al., 2018),

# N =Y OFHRAS (MBEIZIELT, FFNIA A =)
library (ICC)

# RAAHBIREOFR GHRFRO—E DA % FR)
ICCest(as.factor(Ll), TRA, data dat.2, alpha
CI.type = "Smith")[1 : 3]

$ICC

[1] -0.001535097

vV V V V

0.05,

SLowerCI
[1] -0.004757873

SUpperCI
[1] 0.00168768

> ICCest(as.factor(Ll), SEM, data
CI.type = "Smith")[1 : 3]

$ICC

[1] 0.2517476

dat.2, alpha

0.05,

SLowerCI
[1] -0.1325053

SUpperCI
[1] 0.6360005

> ICCest(as.factor(Ll), BOO, data = dat.2, alpha = 0.05,



CI.type = "Smith")[1 : 3]
$ICC
[1] 0.1084263

SLowerCI
[1] -0.09179082

SUpperCI
[1] 0.3086435

K7 ) —OMNFERERE (s1cC) Z#iERT D &, SEM 0)1 (0.2517476)
& BOO MOfE (0.1084263) 28 0.1 LAETH Y, iy —XICHEREME (L
%)ﬁ%é&ﬁ@éﬂéo:mm,zo®§%%5®@%@ﬁ i%®%%#ﬁ%
NHZ EEEHLTND

Z TR T, WE@%%O NPT — 2N )5 7-oiz, < /vF b
~UEFR Yy NETAVERWZGET Y, OB, 3 DOH7 Y —OHEXH
JE (TRA, SEM, BOO) ZanllZ#, “#EHEDEHAE (CEFR) Z HMEHKEL, <
w%vﬁw“ﬁ"ﬁé%IVNW@Eﬁ%Aﬁ(M)&¢60it,vw%VA

SHTOFEINEE MR T D7D, BHEOL TV LUV DIEFRY Yy NET LY
TV, 2 DOETNNEIEET S, R T (AT L) I FR Yy NETVEFAT
T2 FEIEEFEET S0, 22 TlE, ordinal Xy 7 —I0 clm B E clmm
BT 5,

> 4 VU NLNADIERR Y Yy MET L (REEOERAEER L)
> model.l <- clm(CEFR ~ TRA + SEM + BOO, data = dat.2)
> summary (model.1l)

formula: CEFR ~ TRA + SEM + BOO

data: dat.2

link threshold nobs logLik AIC niter max.grad
logit flexible 1000 -1172.02 2356.04 5(0) 4.87e-07
cond.H
2.7e+03

Coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error =z value Pr(>|z|)



TRA -0.08146 0.03846 -2.118 0.034174 *
SEM -0.05194 0.01565 -3.320 0.000901 *=*x*
BOO -0.11488 0.05357 -2.144 0.032005 *
Signif. codes:

0 Yx**r (0.001 ‘**’ 0.01 ‘*" 0.05 '.” 0.1 " 1

Threshold coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error =z value

112 -1.7216 0.2351 -7.323
213 0.2379 0.2280 1.044
314 2.2763 0.2641 8.618
>

> ¢ wAFLEFR Yy NETL (BEEOERZEMNT2)

> model.2 <- clmm(CEFR ~ TRA + SEM + BOO + (1 | Ll1), data =
dat.2)

> summary (model.2)

Cumulative Link Mixed Model fitted with the Laplace

approximation

formula: CEFR ~ TRA + SEM + BOO + (1 | L1)
data: dat.2

link threshold nobs logLik AIC niter max.grad
logit flexible 1000 -1152.72 2319.45 424(863) 2.91e-04
cond.H

1.6e+03

Random effects:

Groups Name Variance Std.Dev.
L1 (Intercept) 0.2369 0.4868
Number of groups: Ll 3

Coefficients:
Estimate Std. Error =z value Pr(>|z])

TRA -0.07840 0.03874 -2.024 0.0430 *



SEM -0.04044 0.01699 -2.380 0.0173 *
BOO -0.09567 0.05466 -1.750 0.0801
Signif. codes:

0 Yx**r (0.001 ‘**’ 0.01 ‘*” 0.05 '.” 0.1 " 1

Threshold coefficients:

Estimate Std. Error =z value

112 -1.7850 0.3705 -4.818
213 0.2469 0.3660 0.674
314 2.3368 0.3891 6.005

FROSHRERICITZ S OBRBEENTNDA, 2T, textreg v r
—VEHAWT, FICHERERE 1 DORICEHET D,

> # Ny —VORHRAL (MEIE LT, FEIIA R =)

> library (textreg)

> # ETNVOHEK (Model 13T 7L UL, Model 2 BAv/LF L)L)

> texreg: :screenreg(list(model.l, model.2))

Model 1 Model 2

TRA -0.08 * -0.08 *
(0.04) (0.04)

SEM =005 = -0.04 *
(0.02) (0.02)

BOO =011 * -0.10
(0.05) (0.05)

112 =1,72 *%% =1,7 ==
(0.24) (0.37)

2|3 0.24 0.25
(0.23) (0.37)

314 228 e 2ol W
(0.26) (0.39)



AIC 2356.04 2319.45

BIC 2385.49 2353.80
Log Likelihood -1172.02 -1152.72
Num. obs. 1000 1000
Groups (L1) 3
Variance: L1l: (Intercept) 0.24

***% p < 0.001; ** p < 0.01; * p < 0.05

9, 3 DOFFEHEE OfFEE (TRA, SEM, BOO) iR 5L, 7L
JVDET IV (Model 1) TIE 3 DOSHEHEHAETHARTHLIDOIZX LT, v/ F
LAV DET IV (Model 2) TiX TRA & SEM IR HETHDH, LT, v
LUV DETIVTIE SEM DT AT VAT IN 3 DTHDHDIZX LT (p < 0.001),
< IFLULDET LTI 1 DI - TS (p < 0.05), ZOFERIT, RREEORE
EEE LRV IV OET AT, BREOTIICEIT 5 E5EHEE OHFS
FER (RYI2) @< ABLONTNEZ EERLTND, bARARIZ, MEETLE
E-T, e Yy METAOREE, BHIARICKHT 28ARIC 5 2 5 O
EAWE LTHIRT 2 2 ENTEROD, TRAIE (Agresti, 2018) 72 & % Bilik
HETLINERDD (BEFrY Yy METAVOREIE, T /ML THEEINDHE
EEBIRT DR BOESEVNERLTCND), £72, BIETT LVOREREICHEY
T DN LEE R 1E, Nagelkerke OFELIR ELRIL (Nagelkerke, 1991) 72 &% FF
RGP

BeNT, YU LD ETILE LT LULDE T IV O SR R L
(AIC) W45 L, TNTN 2356.04 & 2319.45 TH D, [HMELIELZ SR
THEANE, EMEWNTE, TOETAOTFRANE N EE2RLTWDS, FFiZ,
THWMELEOMEIZ 10 LLEOERS D5E, HORENWHFDOET L (2T, ¥
YISV DFET V) HERT HE TIE/2YY (Burnham & Anderson, 2004),

BT, anova B ERHWTETAZLET A Z ELARETH D, TDHA
IZh, YUV DOET I (model.l) LT, v ALFLALDET IV
(model.2) BDHEEIENTNWD I EB/REND (p<0.001),

> 4 ETFLORBE (model.l NI 7L, model.2 N</LF L)L)
> anova (model.l, model.2)

Likelihood ratio tests of cumulative link models:

formula: link: threshold:

10



model.l CEFR ~ TRA + SEM + BOO logit flexible

model.2 CEFR ~ TRA + SEM + BOO + (1 | L1) logit flexible
no.par AIC logLik LR.stat df Pr(>Chisq)

model.1l 6 2356.0 -1172.0

model.?2 7 2319.4 -1152.7 38.593 1 5.22e-10 **x*

Signif. codes:
g vEEECOQ,001 V#=C Q.01 V=7 ©.05 V.7 Q0.1 Y 7 1

&IZ, effects /Ny —® Effect BEZHNT, v LVFLLDET IV
THREVPAE TCho T RICE L T, FEEOENEICS 2 58 % ndifkd
5, M1 X2 TIE, HHEK (ZZTiE, TRA & SEM OFERMEE) N LT
LaORES (22T, HAE) ORRIZEZ DEENEILESNTWD, 72
B, ZEE5ERLIMNE, FHEICEE L TWD,

> § Ny =V OFRHAL (MBS T T, FHIZA SR F—)

> library (MASS)

> library (effects)

> # ETNAORBUE (FAF LNV DET L THERBUIFIERD )
> eff.1 <- Effect(focal.predictors = "TRA", model.2)
> plot(eff.1, rug = FALSE)

> eff.2 <- Effect(focal.predictors = "SEM", model.2)
> plot(eff.2, rug = FALSE)

11
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1 EX2%2RDE, TRA & SEM 1L, HEEMEWFEEE (CEFR = 1~2) 12
PERSEHEChHD, HREN ENDIZONT, FHCENEEL, MRS
EL TN eI, b 2 DOFFEHEE OBENFERIIZED LT & Ebh
%o TOREMRES D702, SH%DOEWNRGHH RO BN D,

AR D X 512, ABFFED RQ 11X, (1) ED X 5 7p A X GEIERR M T8 5 B #h g
ZTHTOREEIES VG20, 2) FEHEORFEIEHFERICEOREDE
BERIETON, LD 225ThHhoTz, LT, (1) TRA & SEM DNFEH OB BE
TR ORERIE L VG D, (2) BEEORELZ G T A ¥ REE RO 15
EWUNCET LT 5 Z EIXTERY, LW iEmaE,

5. BbbhiC

AFaTIE, FEHEI-NRRLIAFLNVEFR Yy FETAVERWT, BEE
DEEAEHH LoD, EHRED X 5 RIAFREDT — X254 5 SRR D2
BET MU LTz, 72720, < ATF LI R FIERH Y, K THWE
LOIL, YUTINREREICESSET N (FUHXLUFET L) Thb, 5%, H
b7 EORTAE, KO EHROE (T X MAZET L, TUH LGN - T
LMEZXET V), XA AHEE (e.g., Biirkner & Vuorre, 2019; Liddell & Kruschke, 2018)
EEMND LT, SEEMSICELT, XVBRVAERESEONDAREERD D,
£72, RQ ORFEIZL-TIE, HEBESCH AR EDABRREZ TRIT H~1F L
NEHO Yy NETANEERDGELH D,

BEE

ARAFGEIL, JSPS BHEmrseEAfiBha (BHFE) 21K00660 DB Z 5 T 7= D Th
%o Fio, KFRO—L, SEREHE AT « 7T ERMEWI A Y K a U—iFRHa
2021 AR 1 mIAFSES (20217 H 10 H) THEELEZELOTH D, BRIFICHLEE
RIERELSTEE o HLIL, LDEVEHEZRL ET 5,

e

. Ao a— R E1080 NEFELTWDaEEM, FERICIEL < EfEL 7
SRBAREMEDRH H, - T, a— FEETTHIHEIE, BCEHETTHHIN
72U,

B35 R
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