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Abstract

The current study investigated the nature of conversational interaction in a mother-child-sibling
and father-child-sibling triad, focusing on the development of a second-born child’s pragmatic skills
over the course of the third year. The child focused on was 2;5 and 2; 11 at the time of collecting
discourse samples at home and the sibling was 3 years and 11 months older. Analyses revealed that
triadic interactions were, on average, nearly twice as long as dyadic interactions and elicited more
child turns per conversation than in dyadic interactions. The child was capable of joining in
ongoing conversational interactions between other persons and the proportional frequency of the
child’s participation (e. g., Joining discussion of a topic, Changing the topic, Initiating a topic)
increased with age. Different maternal and paternal interaction styles were observed; for instance,
the mother took a turn speaking on the child’s topic nearly all the time while the father did so on
half of the child’s attempts. These results suggest that the mother-child-sibling and father-child-
sibling interactive contexts differ in important ways from each other and from the parent-child
dyadic context. The findings also suggest that these triadic interactions may give a child a richer

language learning environment for promoting child language socialization.
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Loz

FELIE, MBEZIEILHLET L, ZORELZICTFEL BT B FADERED LD EEE
WA IEICSERREMED LIT T, RA~DFFEATICBEIT 50981%, “baby talk” % it !
72 Brown and Bellugi (1964) #iZL& & LT, BEFRRZ HDOH - 72 Snow and Fer-
guson (1977) DWFZeXe, IT4E Tl Gallaway and Richards (1994) »F & Hickf4 52 &3
P OFHHC Z DORRE SR G TRIR L T b7 &, 304ELIL LR 2 D,

Lo Ladss, ZNLEDMIETHMENTERLT—FIF, 1ZEAEHPRTHEZIFRTHE
Wo 72X ) B THEAEP LI EHEINZLDTH 2, 2L, 1T EA EDIIERDFEFED
FERDFIEEHRIZ L T Z D RRD 1D TH D 5. & ZHDZDMOALE TR, %<
DTELBMAPDE ;1 HIZVOPFTHEET 5720, BIEICIZTELI3EHSPEHENICSINT
LUSHC, e &1 ) RO E MENICTERT 24 &, ZHAL VORI HT 5 2
s127% % (Ochs, 1982, 1986; Schieffelin, 1986), F 7z, BN L DT L 2bl%, —HDK
L E PR BEROP THO T &L 7ob T TREICH S, 22— A>T Th-T
L, EroZwbtcy, fhoFE L RHd s OMHAERZHBICSNT 5 2 LB I N5
ZBPNTVE, FELREDPZINDL) BERICHLICLr2bLT, 2EOIE (e g,
Dunn & Shatz, 1989; Bartton & Tomasello, 1991) LIS, B OFEEI AT P THT &
LDOEFESMBETINZOWTIEFERL T v, 2, TELPMENLFEICEN L H Iz
L, WEEHRTL2ZENTED L) ICLDh 2oz, BRI OFES SiEH A1
(language socialization) DFEEFHRT 2 LT, EhDOTEELME LS 5, £ 2 TARIF
JETIE, HD5ARAFROP CHOZHMEFHEL 2MATHKT2Z 212k ), ZOREHRNEE
NOFEEICBET 5L H O > T 2 EI2T 5,

BEBRDT &L EDFRENERN & DICBT 2 HATHIR TIE, LD E ;) 22vwaoZmsyk)
ETOTED LOMAERE 2 KREL DL LV WEN L EN TS (Jones & Adam-
son, 1987; Woollett, 1986), %12 1%, & 1 9 722 VOSMP O LEKNFETH, TOF~DIEG
EH, TOFORFEHECTNLWDEELL ) LDTHS, Ebic, BrEr)iltneo
MHERZWBDIZ ) DY, TOTEDHELIN VBEICELGZVEVIHELDH L. ZN5DRRIT,
F2TFLBEOTFELIE, B1FLIIRLIFTHIEBICZILEINTVEZEEZRIRLTWS, L
DL, 2D R b SREERESREIGEIC LD L ) B E RIT T O»IT OV T,
THBEHIN T AL DI TlE L, 22T, 1 2BEBEL TE»XT T b5hwald, 2
5 OFRERIT T THhiRe e SREIIRE) (B2 (F, FaEE, HFHL L) 22w TTh-T, 8
EHICET 28D TR L VEN) ZETHE, ZOMcy, B ENE ;) Daihs
FECHED, FELOSHERZFICHET LI L2 LM%Y H 5. #2(F, Oshima-

il

~
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Takane (1988) =° Oshima-Takane, Goodz, and Derevensky (1996) 1%, &k 9 % &Ehhs
WFED NIRRT (e.g, T and You) DEMZRET 2 SFENET NV 2T 5 ik TWwW 3,

BORDWIFRTIE, ZREEHRIC & 2MHAZPIREA~OSMEES D, T LOER/UEHOFRESL
BT 2 2 LATRE I LT3 (Strapp, 1999; Mannle & Tomasello, 1987), Rk D#SH: & 13
B, TNHDOHED P THH I N2, SCERHHASHER L EOFREAMIAXZ VLD b,
RN A X NVICET 20D Tho728 ) 22 Th b, BUETIE, ZL0WEHLLY, T
EL B0 H BRI THEY e HEEZ M 2 U, Make L COHEED L X ICEKRIZ LW T
HhHHL, iz, FEEOHTOLEMM TR, e 52500680 % L O & TG U 72 3CEE
ST E T UL, HHELSCEDSAETE TLHIT & A LIl W2 & &2 IcH L T3
(Ninio & Snow, 1996), #2554 41F, Barton and Tomasello (1994) #»5iE-~XTw5 k92,
F &b oS SRR IR, I AEENOSUNRDO P TH A, Z ORRENEK %
LDOEFEZLNLEDTH B,

AHEIIRENIC B LT T 2HEER TOC A amRIEI, 220Ny 2 MAIC ST I 2
== 3 v OaSe, MEMTERT 2456CH7ICSNT 5 7:00B0E 4252530
T, ZHUFHMZ ZEMTIIRERT 5 2 ¢ o WHIERILCH 5, Dunn and Shatz (1989)
X, 25 3METHOMMTE 52T —F 23, NERs»REE I DG
Rl ZZI2BIMTEDL L) ICh > TR, KEFENDMANE D (intrusion  with
either relevant or non-relevant) IZHE M E# > THFEL 72, ZORE, T Lo Hin
EXBIZBLICEML, BT SN T WEEDAFRIC T 2 BMERE T L, SEFE
ICHEELRE AR T EPHELPIC 572, £72, Barton and Tomasello (1991) (%, 19
P AREOM RO T=EMOEEEICSINT 5 Z L0 TE, S H5ICHT=4MTIZ, ZHMETD
T 3L DM ALN, ZMEENTNDORETEEDL L2 2WLric L, 727201,
CORRELDBITHT - TUL, BEDFREDTVAN—LTHBTOB L b 2HlEHE & LT
BRTHE V) TR TBZ b2 %, ENFCTATHLRBErGHS ),

ZD LI, EEEHEEIC L >R TS LA RERERINA X U2 DWW TR % WIFTE
RATERD, Z2OVTNLPRF2HMORFES T =Y — A Lo Tnb, WBHARE
e, ERLEBHUIMNCLBZME;IZEAE VDL, T WEIRETH 25 Z &0,
BFEFE BN RE DL WEHEL T, b¥bIAMMMES TV EFEZ bNTE I EDRR
HLH LD, TELDFRETHOBERETIE, ) LB LDFBANOBEL 2T
TETDHIEIFEETHE, Lrd, TELICE-> TRBEBEODRLHEEELDEFEZ LI
5, XPLEFOMDBE U bOHEDPHLEVHIBIELFEZ DL, REINEFNL ZHEET
T L DFREFE, FRHCEEHRNIEEL RS 2 LB TEL VDT L WIES 5 h, f
21, ZHEMTAELFOrrb I, BB KT 2 LN a0 220 L5 %X,
FERHN B TIIW S Z &L DTE L WHENIESHEEEL D2 2%, TNE T2 W»L
OPHEZIN TS (Goodz, 1989, 1994; Mannle & Tomasello, 1987), Mannle and
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Tomasello (1987) DHFZETIE, TE LB EITE 1 ) 20 EEETENIE, BB L Tk

DY, MPICHZDEEAIEZ 572D A SREMNAX NV ERM§ 2 2 L8R EN 5 L #l
HLTW5, b - EE - B (1999) offf7ed, L FAHAZBO R TFE L IO
DEE T AT AL, 7FEY POMRDIZL ZHNTOBSEE 5.2 5 & v ) LBOBE
RRELTWS, 2L, FELDERETSTELIIELRL TRIGL T naR8leE, F
Sl B BRI T b EHZ bils,

Dbz &b, B, KT, &1 9720w _HRMHAELBOEN 22T 27830 % )
EINTHY, LML wLon, RBP4 Bz, B—X—7F) iconwTit
SRR BLE D b L REEELE D 5 LFRAMEA TW B Z kDb b, L LEh s, LT
FRILOHETIEZDBELEEUEHEMCBT 2HALEBREZDL DR, TELDFRESR

FEICHEE B LITTRHOBEE L DEWIZ OV T, 1ZEAEHEIFLIN T LW, 22T
AWFFRIL, B2 ADOFELITET HEOMAZLB AT AL, BEOATA N EITED L
JIZHE ) DD, BHIZEFDL ) WIRT, TELPH (F723R8) L Enxy H72nwnsd
FHICBAT BN AXINIL, EDLHICRET I EWLPICTLIL2HNET S, 2D
eIz, 2m 5 HERE 2511 A 2 B B W, R T=HM &R T =MoL 5hnke
AT 5.

wEEE

XGL, FNEED 2D B W2 K () T, RIFRDBIGRED 2 KE i D4E#vE, 2
Wb HE 2 HTh > 72 KGRI, WiE e (310 HFER) D4 ARKIKTH 5,
21D D 2 W 2o RIC L 728 I, 3MATOZ ORIE & ClcfhF 28R4 5 2 &
ICHRZ L B HRHTH Y, fﬂZ%FEJ“Cw FC O £ BINT B 72O DIEREN 2 2 X LM
By, ZOMRMICBIRENDL EEZ T PLTH D,
BEH*

MERALBUS, MR T2 AR L D4 1 (BEARNICIZEHE 1 HER) O3ET,
Fh THRERIE L D 2EERICH 72 ) VIR 2 X 7% & L, BEFE FUFRE TOREDIHEMH
AZBOFEREUNE L 72, 7 A T R GIREEIC L CRMESERZHE TE 25AnciE L, NE
%@ﬁ%bTT%&ﬁwmﬁé%A(%zi MR B W % 5 oMU BN S, k3%
&) Doz, 2z FicLCh 59 L oMmL 72, BlgEHE, VIR EL THA
%@W%m&ﬁ BB o7,
AMFIE

VIR §8kh 6, WMEFEOFREL L OESFEATEICETE 72270 7 F 2EKL, &5
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722707 b & VIR S 6, SR e 7% 25000 2 8841 L 72, x5S0 0= UE#E
i3, H%M,Qﬁ&wLiﬂﬁt,Rm:%%mﬁxﬁﬁ5ﬁ%uiﬁ§,%@%u%ﬁw&
WIREHDI0MLL Efi e w2 &, 2512, KFBLURTFORY) &) O EHIEIC T 57256
2, BEENR L LT NDOBIAIETH LI L L Lz, ZORBIIHEDSNT, HTF=
HHO 53RN &) & LT, 252 ARICIZ HHECSGHO P TR R E T L ES
—2%LTBY, BT THMEZRALDSL 2 ADTELIZhrbdBims, WEE
ERHS ) AR ATV Y MZDOWTEEE L TEY, $CEE TR TVvETXY—2% L4h
52 A0 Nz 2520 LTz, 211 ARRCIZ B 2% AN B O T,
R 2D S 2 ARG L2 S DR ANGICOWCEEEZ T 25M e, ZIMHD 2
IBEER 2 ANDTELDENLH L, ZOMEEE T L RH8IC, WHOAENT 2T 2507,
FNETNGHGIGE & L7z,

REDIA—F 47

REFEDRE | A MAHALZ DR e 255N E A 5 72912, SFTHORTE B2
wolz, Y, T&EE &IF, FMUGEEZEGT 00 b 1REL EE2 LD, ZHF 20
ZHEMO—HOFEEED L IATEINZSL) &) EER L2, 2o & ) SR E AW &
L COREZ Rz T E RSN A8 X LT, 2u 2L —AMFEOLRFESIN%E, #Y)75
hoOOBTE, VI Fr—, HH, TAALF 7N En, BETRLUGIC L - TBET
LLDTHBIEE LT, TARERE, Y13, ZOWHE TR EIFLN 28560 NE L EHL
fzo ZHUZ, TBETT =200 X HEHETLL-HM, ook ) IckES NS D
Db, TRKGA ) R TETA T —2ONE DLH Itk nEThb, L<IT, 2%
112 HEES, BEGHIBReONR ZHE 2 ANTWASE TH - 72728, 72ZHEEI2DONWT
DD VEIE, HIz X, MEDDZBEED LT —2DOnTh v, k¥R ZNEFND
R A LT,

P27 )T MERIZH T2 5 T, BEEOWHC, R—XOFWE T & LTIHFD
Lichbbl, ZOREET LICRFEOXYIY) ZEEL 72, HUREY G 5855 4 73
ENZFNOZHMMALZBTAOH Y, Pz, BTF=4M7TiE, B—7, B—%1)72n,
-T2 972w, T—215720nkkd, TNFTNDEFHESA TN TOSINE Z & DFY
FaiE, TNEAR L eRET R E N, b, LTSN TwR w5 &
LCEE LN, WWEDLH - 2FEEE, RFE5A 7DD LI L 7225, ROEEEZAD
FATIIEEDTHZIZ,

A RDRESI - RNz R OBERERE & IR WTREZL FERE A B §X TR %, &8
ML WO BED»r L —T 4 v 72 B -7, FOFEEIZ, Barton and Tomasello (1991)
DAT TN #BHIZ LT, RARORFECBIT 5 'HRE oz ACB L TOFESELRD 2
A7, QBRINED 2 ODLXNIIZBWTCA—T 4 > T 2Bk,

(1) HFELZRDIA T 72 RDOFEEFEE KD 4ODH T TV IZHEHL 72,
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(a) Initiate Topic (FEEDBHLE) @ 72 < SLOFERELHIO ADGEE & 13570 28 L W ElE Tl
5L, ZDHE, WEIIATOADFFERLFE L DRI 5% K—ZX0'% 5,

(b) Change Topic (FHEMDIEM) @ BID ANDFEREL 2 RLMMC A > THELNIZ LD
THY, 72 ROFEFHTHEATTOFEEBEED LN DTH b,

(¢) Join Topic (GEEADMA) @ 72 ROFEED T TICEE I N TV BRHEICEE L T\ T,
FHEDOMERHCETE B b,

(d) Continue Topic (FEEMNMER) | FEENA T IVICIFEZLB L EWL DT, 13IEA LD
(R (FRIEF2ADTEY) ITHITTRELNIRFEDBETH 5,

(2) BIhE FHEERD 8 A 7D 3 O@ESEDLE, ORGEDER, (©FFE~DIA KT
DROFELEDIE R, KD 2ODH T TNICHMEL, MEoashz L 72 L Tosn
DD, FRIZHOCHOHLIMATSH 200 L) BED» 5, ), OEEbEziok,
(N BT #2572,

(@) Success: A%< &Y 1AD, 72 RDFRE/EIIH L CHEYIZIEEEZ LD, ROFEFET
ZNZ LIZERL 2

(b) Not Success @ 72 RDFEFELFHELIY) FiF A o7z DKL 720 L7234,

HTINDA=T 4 > TOEEEZ AL 2DIZ, T2 227) 7 FOXHE 2L DFEE
HETa—T 4> 7L, FO—BHREHELL LIS, 2FETIRD I 4 7O—FR: .83,
RAETIXZ .74TH -7z,

REIAT

BF=FMIC BT 2Z2ME 2 NENDVPHLEETRE, REEFA 7 Dn T 3 DestfHuc
NI eEE L EDRERE 262 ] (Time 1), 2112 A (Time 2) O 2 RERDOBIZERE
LizF ey, Table 1 & Table 3 ThH %, LF=FMIZDOWTIZEEBkIZ, Table 2 &
Table 4 12/RL 72,

Y, BEDIA THEECBWTLTFEL L) BRI L W2 L o5 Table 1IR3 T
W3, 2N, BrEEEc2FEL L) RBESETCTELORKRZMRFL TWsZ L2 RLTE
N, #Crd4l (Example 1) TLRIBEDZ bbb, EFENIA TR THL L, =FHM
=K% (58.7%), BE—% 1 ) RwREE»—HF L (10.9%) Zerbr b, 72720,
=21 ) ZWHTE, 1 20FETROVWAFEISHERS N WS (FHLEETAEIL15)., %
UK LT, 2R e EDHITIIR - ZFHEHICOWTOR W&EG (P& 8.4
PECHERBLTEY, 252 ARRCIERUGEEL MR T LI E0HL W2 SIS N
bo EHIZ, LARDOLFEMAIL DN TERINE S, ZFHH oL (KR8 » %

— 200 —



Journal of Bunkyo Women’s University (201)
Vol.2, No.1, 2000

Table 1 Mean number of participant turns as a function of conversation type
in a Mother-Child-Sibling triad at Time 1

Conversation Types*

Participant Turns Mother-Child Mother-Sibling Mother-Child-Sibling
(Range) (Range) (Range)
Mother 4.6(2-7) 8(8) 6.3(2-11)
Child 3.8(2-5) 4.3(3-6)
Sibling 7(7) 2.8(1-5)
Total Average length 8.4 15 13.5
(in turns) (42 turns/5 topics) (15 turns/1 topic) (81 turns/6 topics)
% 30.4% 10.9% 58.7%

Child=a Focused Child-Sibling=an Elder Brother
*There was no Child-Sibling dyadic conversation.

Table 2 Mean number of participant turns as a function of conversation type
in a Father-Child-Sibling triad at Time 1

Conversation Types

Participant Turns  Father-Child  Father-Sibling gf‘gfilﬁgcmd' Child-Sibling

Father 5(5) 9(9) 3.7(3-4)

Child 3(3) 3.7(1-7) 22(22)

Sibling 8(8) 4.0(1-9) 31(31)

Total Average 8 17 11.3 53

length (in turns) (8 turns/1 topic) (17 turns/1 topic) (34 turns/3 topics) (53 turns/1 topic)
% 7.1% 15.2% 30.4% 47.3%

BTHLsE (RE42) LN Y, 2k T2 ENESICA > TWwb I EThb, Sbhiz, 724
ROTHLFANMEY, ZHE EREA.3) D135 H B (RRE3.8) k)% KT
Bo ZZTH, ZHEMPEVHRTIAF I v 7 Z20MERL T3 52 b h, 21U, #D
# (Example 5) ThHsZ EHTE 5,

Table 2 IR E T 3 RTFEHMAAELS ORMIL, BT L OBETE -1 Gro i &
L3 VBEIDAESRPE L AR L 2 2\ 2 ETh D, Dot TELEBYHATHS
D% BT HS L BRI 2 0T B &\ ) RPOBEES KR TV 2b £ Lis, X512,
RELREDTHMETFR L 5 X L% (1.1%), ZHRRBTRE (30.4%) & OBEL
W ThH D, FEHICOVTY, RTM (6 3E) 3T (12558 12D LB s % -
Tod. HOBONATO) &, RFMETRLCRIZL > ThE ) RS LM ERLZL T
TnEHicdbAZ Y, SEEREL L CoENTINEIZO>WTiE, %o (Example 2) T
FRERETT 2,

27117 AR (Time 2) OBFEHMTIE, B L7 RO HMOHTORTES 4 7 Ok
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Table 3 Mean number of participant turns as a function of conversation type
in a Mother-Child-Sibling triad at Time 2

Conversation Types*

Participant Turns Mother-Child Mother-Sibling Mother-Child-Sibling
(Range) (Range) (Range)
Mother 2.5(1-5) 2.3(1-7) 2.8(1-5)
Child 2.5(1-5) 2.5(1-5)
Sibling 2.7(1-6) 3.3(2-7)
Total Average length 5 5 8.5
(in turns) (50 turns/10 topics) (30 turns/6 topics) (34 turns/4 topics)
% 43.9% 26.3% 29.8%

*There was no Child-Sibling dyadic conversation.

HLoEb Bz b b (43.9%). BN O FHIEFEZAEIE, ZHH» L - & 1 %<
(ZR#48.5), WwInozman =My, ZaMe KT 2 L H UL 72380
LTw3, ZiUI2ms 2 ArE (Time 1) RIS, ZFHMEPEV BT I+ 3 v 7 25,
B ENENDREENDSME T L ) ICHAET 5 L o 2y, ZORMTLH-72EF
25, aEBICBIL TF 21E, LFods (122558 ; Table 4 Z2H) LHEETH 525, BX
OD TZHE JIZOWTON T ey 72 ZNFNRL - LFHEE LT, 2Kz M|
PAlg 5 2 & bBiTh - 72728, Time 1 GH2EEE) L9 3 Time 2 (FF2055E) 125w
T, SRENTFHEED S > Twb,

Table 4 Mean number of participant turns as a function of conversation type
in a Father-Child-Sibling triad at Time 2

Conversation Types

Participant Turns  Father-Child  Father-Sibling gf‘gfilflgc}l“d' Child-Sibling
Father 1.3(1-2) 3.3(1-9) 3.9(3-9)

Child 1.3(1-2) 2.4(1-4) 1(1)
Sibling 3.3(1-9) 2.9(1-9) 2(2)
Total Average 2.7 6.5 9.1 3

length (in turns) (8 turns/3 topics) (72 turns/11 topics) (64 turns/7 topics) (3 turns/1 topic)
% 5.4% 49.0% 43.5% 2.1%

ATFRMHAEZETIE, X—% 1 ) ZWBOREES A 78 EE0E & 2R LTz, 21U,
FRITIIRE 2K COZHEMDP BRI S22 b T2 8, RECHRLDLHATH L, KT,
A D SREMIC L L VRSN L) TE D, REDLFHEEERL L by
5 (SRARET2, 115E), 512, WTNORIZLREN TS L Hiz, ZEBTHRL
RO PR EFEERE (R 2.4) 13, ZHMT GR$1.3) LD L EL->Twa b, £
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Table 5 Proportions and success rates of the child’s turns as a function of turn type at

Time 1
Turn Type
Child’s Turns Join Topic Change Topic Initiate Topic  Continue  Total Turns*
Topic

Proportions M-C-S 0 .05 .02 .93 44

F-C-S .03 .06 .06 .85 35
Success Rates M-C-S - 1

F-C-S 1 .50

M-C-S=Mother-Child-Sibling F-C-S=Father-Child-Sibling
*Total Turns=Total of the child’s turns

Table 6 Proportions and success rates of the child’s turns as a function of turn type at

Time 2
Turn Type
Child’s Turns Join Topic Change Topic Initiate Topic = Continue  Total Turns*
Topic

Proportions M-C-S .15 .03 .18 .64 34

F-C-S .31 .23 .08 .38 26
Success Rates M-C-S .80 1

F-C-S .25 .50

M-C-S=Mother-Child-Sibling F-C-S=Father-Child-Sibling
*Total Turns=Total of the child’s turns

DRI DOV T L ZFHRNC B TOEDF L 5 b B LT b (ZA#9.1),
KEXRDIALT

A RDOBF=FM E X TFEFBMORFETRD F 4 7 & REES IO L, B 2 KA
ZriZRL7zoh Table 5 (Time 1) & Table 6 (Time 2) Th 5,

2% 5 HK (Time 1) TiE, 72K COFEEDLH» T, dE~DIA (Join Topic), &k
Mol (Change Topic), =HEDBA#E (Initiate Topic) DZFNEFNDEIEIZT T 6 %L
TT, MEDERFECAAL TS ZEEP US> T YVHREETHL Z LIS NG, #
kL ¢, 21l AR (Time 2) 2% 25X 2D 354 73 XToEEG»E LY, &L
IZEREANDMAI DWW TIZRT=FMT0 %2 515%~, FR2LXTF=HMT3%h 531%~&
RS A o, MMBEDOREEISHIZICMb > TW 2 EDTEL LI L2 bh b
(Example 3 & Example 4 ), 72, 2 RBH—Z2 ) ZvHLiELn Y, L—&
1) RRWHDSEENIT ) ICREBIMNIC b 2MINICH 5 Z LD LELORL ) ATEN S,

72 K RDREENIC A o o T2 &FEDS, £ DT CHEROMOSIMZICIY 1T 5z &) g,
FRORDEINFETAHLZ EHNTE DL, Z2h b, BTHOBATRIZEAEDPBEIILTEBY
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21
(Time 1 TZ W3 43100%, Time 2 Ti380% »100%), EEH<IE, 1 HZFARINIZ % -
72DIE, WH7z L ROFFE~ADMALZER L 722212k 30T (Example 5), BHITXT
DFEFHICIHE L T b, ZILEIIRERNIC, LT TIEREEE Dga & KT 2 & 27 DKy
HEET LRI L T (Time 1 TI2100% £50%, Time 2 TIE25% £ 50%).

Ul ke, HEATIT)V0a—T4 > TOMREATELD, ZNLDERE LTS
£ WHAEZB OB & RIcHE T2, LHOREEA ST A VORHE E Z T 572 D%
FESLICFELATW ZET, PNOREHRIA X VDFEEL, KT — 7 2R 7ot
LREEL T (G,

BFHEXS & LFHERS

2% 5 P HEE D 5, 72 X R QREZ B L 72 ) BEZ 3L 72 ) 3 2800y, BRI
WL DDOBEEI NI, FIUSKT 2RE8L & ABDFIGIC IZE WD A S IL7e,

A RO DOFEENOEA (1) 1F, 2m5 2 AR E W CHE—Bm Iz TEEED
G DATINVEITH 72, DL RDEERRL, FZHITIIZDBRORDOIEE (2) 274l
WE, Fo72CHMERNL - 7213 E R LD TH - 7257, BEBUL RFIC 2 NoFEEE 2 3
LT OMETEIY) B, Z2OBOREWEFHENEHRES 2, RHOEM (4, 6) IcxL T,
el RF#EYIzIEEZ s o7 (5), BEXZTICRICHZ W ITEIZ L > T3
(7) %, ZN2REEIIMWEED S 2 &L e (FBRICZIT AN, 2552 3 LICED TR I
B LR WL ) I RIS L THEEMA LTwb (9), 20tkd, BM—IGE—E
R PEE—IRE (9-10-11-12) o & 5 MBI e PRI ER S N2, T80 0aimhEy
DAXNHIATEER ZORNZ BWT, BN EFHEIC L - TREFR To R0 LRI
(co-construction) #H[HEICL, N &N OHTHFELIEZSENME T 2BEL TWIT B0 T
HHI.

Example 1 Athletic meet (Time 1; Mother-child interaction)

BLbe&fioTov & DlEY &MY 210 Ll Bl v 724%

1 724 % (BOFITWY nT) J—A =2\ [7] fT- 724,
R D SEB)S 7

2RI A

B ¢ EE) S ?

2RI E—nwEA

Gk ?

72X R (BoFicE-> UTE, iz s) 0,

DK RERILT) B—rEE,

Bl D HEDTEE AT 5 72D ?

10 724 % @ =L ADEEIE,

11 (252 U020 Ficfin1) 22— ADEREAT- 720,
12 72X 9 A

0=Ia%&7%x L

© 00 3 & U= W N
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Vb &9 B oMIG & 3R, L THERZE TR KRB ETOEREZEL 5720
12, ATEED FERZME ) KT & v I BT B S Nz, WBE oMo 4EE (13-14) oz,
AR5 2w ) HODFIREFAL & ) R4 505, EWOFEE (15) 13
D EFsnT, AHEREoaFEEkKT S5 (16), ZNIZ=FMAFHC LS H B, FATL T
FHDBIEFHEE BT DR T, 2RI E > TR HGORFE;ERINLE T, HED T5ED
W, B2 )BT 2 (17, 19), 2D ZDETRDM )KL IE, MEHEORFE~H Z
CAS T ZENTELWEW ) PNDEFEATINVORRAL ZRTIHRTLH S, LHD
R EIELTH (18, 20), RETHITBEINL L) ICFEIRET 52 i3k, LHIZ
FTEFZTAMD, RARERBETA TS —22MEH5Z LIk b, 12 RITE > THHED
JEFREL D BT 2 2Lk ) ek L Wik, BFETIRRRT 2 2 DG WaFHED 2 X L2 8l

Example 2 Video game (Time 1; Father-child-sibling interaction)

ETA = 2ET b0, K TREIa—FEOR S EDHEME L TWw5
B (a—F2F->T) ZNHA, Lx, Zilh,

14 TR FNADX XX,

15 72 EaRebA XXX,

16 & (TRI2) Lx, ZiL

17 72X Eae) wAR L, MEHRLZ) 21T vaehiw, Ea,
18 & %Az L, /IhE,

19 72K EavNzvnAira) iy, va)izn [>],

20 AL N [<] NiEz &, B,
X X X =FEHUCARE

[>] =KOHEFEEEL D

[<] =HioXiGEEL S

BT o820 L w0 Ez 55,

IERICEITZHREZDEL

R 2% 5 AR E 2 511 ARONFHAZL 2 KT 5 &, KFEOSMEETI DE
WAHTENDE, 25612, FELDFMIGEIGL TS ENTICO RKRE LA ALNLS,

255 HORER T, SEERENZFEL THEIZ 2 { RD— b b e 45T 2 B
ChoTWwiz, "MakhTr—2Ly O4EE (Example 3) ICALNS LIz, BBRIZIEL 2%
72 B TE 2 X B BHVERT (mock questions) ##IF2 1) (21, 23), 72 RO HRBHBE %
DL VIR E ) HBEEEINT, Tk 2DV TORDEBICKH L T, Bksbd b vzl
ROYER) WS TRAZINTWDE (31), T, BHIZ L ROERNLIGEZIFEL C
bty b 252 CTHzR->Tws (28, 30), LoL, Tk, oBERMIC TR, 23520 Twb 72K
R (29) o, AMEREZ S L) LHMROERM (30, 34) 2L TWway, #REIEIELE252T
W3 (36), ZDL ) ARHHOMEIENTEED, FEERN D X0 Tk I Wi o FE &
L, ZOFTRE~NDAN FRMOW) K248 T B2t TwabneFHz L b,
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Example 3 Color recognition game (Time 1; Mother-child interaction)

JNARZADTVL XY M2 THRWT—7— ) LW E W) 2L oGz 2T C
21 Bk (7)) 2= 2 OB L b2 O E RET) KoT, Z—boA LD, KiF?
22 724X Fofkm e & LT) Zn?

23 B 2R
24 72KR 9 A,
25 B ) v ) BOFERL VD ?
26 724K 9 A
27 BEIZA L,
(Hmg)
28 B (BL B 2EL QO MRIIZZEhd, ZZnE-0,
29 7oK (BoBL b 2R LBOMEEZ Lo E RES) 2.
30 Bt ZF4U4 2
31 724X (BIbL2 2 REDPLHBELTWEHEET) 0
2 H(BoBLLLEDONPAT) il
33 72K (Bwikaicil- TN L ET) 2.
34 BE D Z T 2
35 72K Rk [>]
36 B Lehwcly [<

FAEBE D 2511 HEETIE, 72 ROAFEOERRE IR k- 72 2 E 2 HFIRE N, B
TZFHDOEEHEDHNTEWHEE SN2 (Example 4), BROD2ZEEEIZTDODNWT, 2L H
Wiz Z #2172 L Brvw7z (37-38-39-40) 1212, WATHG DI ZHEEICIZ I A TWwienZ
LieXm ez S o7 (43) 222 T, HAIC O A TWWZ 2 FRL TW25 (46, 48),
Z DFERGI D FIRICHFE E N2BAIIE D D TH 525, BN &) O TREBLICERWT
Lhokzicbrbsd, TUaLors) AoThnkh oz, &) FIBEICHNT 2O
(49) ITRL T, 72 R HTOFERZEYEL T D (50, 53), 72 RHEHHNEE L
DFIEIFETEBE, I TOLFEDIAFDOEGSLEIRD S A 2 27, MBEDFRFEDIGEDM
YIEIZDOWT, PRDOFEFHIMO F LI L T3 L A E#MlIn{, ZorficZ > T=%
PIRTHEICSEIRL) EN 2B > TWEZE2RLTWS
ESEBEERFICE T BT L DR

ZFMOBTHMHAELZBIZBWT, 7200, Eiticmd e & o) ot frh ofbs o aibi~
DIADWEES 20 & 2888 5, BT _BREOMAZSETIE, BIFTF L& L EENICHEA
o, FELDLVINWICAbERSENTOHERIC L > ¢, MBI RFEEBRL Tn iz E
2% b, L2L, KFHELY (Example 2) I2A LN L2, FoErH70nwiah=
HRITIE, ZRDFFED I A 2> I EATDIZ, ) FLEFECANTWZ L8 hoT2, &
D &) WREBRIIEEORGEHIC L 2 2FEORHTH Y, F&LOFEHHNIA X VOMARICIZE
BB ELEILND, 72, TELDAXADN 45 THL, MPORIHCELLE TIEE T
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Example 4 Tukoyaki (octopus dumpling) filling
(Time 2; Mother-child-sibling interaction)

RIBERPANTWC, W EDZIcHOnT

37 72KR 1 (7 —7 % BILUCHNT T) R—2 2%72,

38 H I LehH DAL T (HFDHIZANLS),
39 72 % T LR,

10 B 9AIA, brotbhroiz, (HIZWIL) &y S
41 PR == |

42 B} i3 ?

43 IR ZBET (DohEIRLT) 2220 A- T |
44 BE 722 Thaz,

45 FR T (9T L)

46 72K R 2K —, (KRELHIRY TOZIEL ) LA Tk |
47 TR Ao TewZ, (NzHELT) 1.

48 72K R Ao Thwk, (BLTO) .

49 B A>T TLLE J.

50 72 % AoThwk,

51 IR0 L A Thh o/,

52 BE 1 A

B3 2R = ADL ATk 12,

Example 5 The number of octopus dumplings eaten
(Time 2; Mother-child-sibling interaction)

ABLO T2 2 E %%, BBlIcEHiE L TwT
54 ¥R L, ZNTIMMELL A,

55 BRI IIA L, b—A

56 29N fo—b e Al ZILTEHE,

57 724 % 1 [>] ha—,

58 IR I lo—be A [<] BZNT3MA,

59 BRI AR [>] Zl—A.

60 2<% ha—, [<] la—, h—,

&7 Ty (Example 5), fHN4EE (54-55, 58-59) ICHICHE A RKWET 5 (57, 60) Z
ET, ZMTBIEEHEHIIL TS, ZDL)LTRTOSML, 72RIcL->THEUIE
WHETIE 7% <, SRERENORM L 1105, HARWHAZBO—inZ2 HWBIHEIZ ML Tnwb &
WO EBELOZ LT, ZOBRDMFENDSMERE HUMREEL L 2L 2 LIch b EFHL
LN5,
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Z B

ARG, BF=EMB LUORXF=2HHAERLEICE TS, TOFLELIIHTEIHNZ LIF
P ETELHBORTEV D Y — T % 2 Rl TR L, FEHERIZ X L FtE
WL T ELOFREIHAMbOBERELEZERT LI 2RA 2, 2EEOWT B WTY, =
HMTOLTENZHBREFEL D L E L, 72O PHLTEREL ZEHicBwT£n
Zrbao7, ZHiE, Barton and Tomasello (1991) O#FZeT, 192 H RAZNT 54
TS 2 Y, ZHEMTHII) B HBHED IHEORE DA M T2 2 2D TE D L) IER
LRI ZRL T, 72720, BIRL 72 & 912, ERE COBETHY Z Omiidiz 5l
EHL TR REEZ FET 2 &, HARBEICEDSWIARMZRIZ L ORRE s KR L
LD TH-o1eHEZLbNDE, 20L& ) GHRERPRLNHEIZ S F I FITHRIN LD, 4
21E, ZHEMMEZBICBWT, =31 ) Z0WEOR) N3 RIcE > TRWETLE
hEHKEZLNDL, R0 ENZZIETHENTWD &V HEENSIMORIS 5, 72 RHSD
MALZ2W LR L2 & ST L20FRERE L, 4 ) OMETZIT ANLNLS & Ti1US,
ZIIEFEMADOINROBER E 0 5, T HICEFN L) RWEFE~NEBET 2 WHeED H LT,
ARXHEDOHOCMREDEIFHC L DU Db DEHEZ Hb,

Rz, 72 RD3ODOEFEIA T FEE~DOMA, FHEHOEH, FHEOBM) EREE DY
2% 52 AR (Time 1) TR > 72Dl LT, 25%11» Ak (Time 2) TiZhnL 72
Z e bhroiz, 2L, MEIFZENFNORESLEEZLOZ L2 HRTE2 L5
2%, 29 LA THETHOMER OS2 BT, #YICRFHCMAT 2 A TE 5
I o2 EERL TS, L2, FiREL TENZBHEIZZNVIEE LD TL -
22 b, MHEDEEREICHEE L TE IS HERN, BRIIC 22 b 5121d, 272 R
IR h B L FEZ 55,

BT MB & R THAHE RS2 L TS 252 &3, ZHMMHERE TR DS
FHICHERT 2HAED W EDLFET L) bEmw—7, ABLIN & DLFEEER S 2R E
Nk 2ok, BRELBTREZNETNDOTELADO22b )R LiXTIEn, &1
END AL, TELIIMERNC R 2 SRERKEICSILINL I LIch b, L<I2, Sl
BIC A TRALTOTEDLICOWTIR, DL ) LA RBICHT 5 2 L5, HamiHEZR
BOZXNOBIHCBE LA TR T2 525, 2512, KARDLLL RO I
Y2 &, 72 ROXFEADBMHPRHEIZIZIT & A EDOLEKINT 205, LB L TZKD
BHMEL Y, ERESER I N Z SN E VI RRITRI N, ZDZE L, 2R
ERDEFHZ LN ZLMALIZE VI KR EFZ AR TADL L, ARBEEPITDIITEA
ERI) BT RBO%A LY L, BESNIMREIRVWAHDIIT I IS e bbsRAE
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L7zZ it b,

ZOLEBBREHNAT 2 1 o0THRE LT, RBDLLRISHT 2000 ) Bl wrs#
26N 5, BEBICH L TIIBBMICAAL L T, BEFKREHAL > THLL TS S
EVHPFTE D, FEIIMNEIIC, AABUIZ K RCOITEMEAISC BRI A X NV Y2 B L %
Wor, 72 R RRI) TR BEEORE L R T IUTHAICHEREZ AT 385 2 &5 TE L\,
FBHOMATZBRN 22 b ) 1T &L O CIRELZ S, HHICETL L9 LT 2 EHeH
BOT 2T 5. £72, LBOMNBZ, T &L HASDOEREZWAMICIZZ, M#HH» 5 oY)
TG E G EMT2ODERELRERRN A X VOB DL b, TS DEFHESINDER &
SR OB, ZOBOTE L DOERB/NIRESH RN TEGZIC DL D LD EHFZ Hild,

Dk ) HZHMMAALBO N CORE X £ 2 Tl 5 72 2% Ui, MoKk, W, Rk
ED, NOWMRTHIET 5 LHEHHEICL 2 S FSELEFLMIC BT, X% @I B L
HEFFL TV RT, REZEDTELWRDE LA, ZHEMMERE TR, REoREkIT
LA EDGEMMETHY), ZTONEFELSMEVBMRETELHPAICH 22 EHrBESND, &
2D, bbb AMD BEERO R TEBICHT 2 £ ORI, ZORELLFEEL S
HREDITAT Iy 7 uBR L ET, W LIV EEINLI LN THD, %9 LIFEHCH
YCHs L, 2ihs L THERF L2 ORBE I T 2DI1213, ZRORIEIC L 2 L58RE T
DIFIFURREDUCZ EDPUETH B,

INFETIZATERRFEDSIMAXIND, 72 RDZ DB DFES TN 2L

WO TEN L ) LixE 2 R72L, EDLIICEFL TW DL #5721z, FRIICIE
Saahe IS L2 EAL, KBl Tw < 3L T—2 2z, & LIz &inikl T
WS B H D EFHZ D,

x B
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