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A Comparison between Japanese and
English Word Association

N FRRAL T

1 FUsIC

AWFEDOHIE, BEE L AEFETIZONRFENOERIZ ED X I I5E ) D% HAGER
shah e O HAGE (L1) LB EEETdH 5 9458 (L2) oifsndfifiEZ TN 2 L Th 5,
SRAHEAE, FBGEEEREVWZ L E, DX AEENEOELSPEZFHET 2L DTH 528,
IR T 2D D2 FHELVIXA T4 7ML TRLIFIETH L, B0O FHEIERT
HICE o TS0l ERIT 2 EFEZ 6N, SiE0ELS EHMIZED LI kLR
F5DEH 9D,

7oL 21, HAGETIX SOV OB EHERNTH 25, HiOREEED & L@ E 1) 5
L 2 282 BRI T EDBL DD, FEEE (SVO) D X ) IS HAGE & 138 2 5EIE
TETSHEOEMCIIRL 2 KNEEZ BV T2, MUATHHEHT 255EICL > Tl
MEEIZZE D 5 D0 % HAGEREEE S D HARGE CRbsd§ % L & &, WEECcilduiifld 2 &
T LCHIET 2, RIGELAESIEICE T 2 EAE AN E O ME R 2 fMGE O fai &, OGS
%ﬁ(%%%@ﬁku%%@ﬁ)t@%%%%ﬁ?%:k?ﬁﬁﬁéoéét,%%E%
Aa DREREEM L O b B IR,

REEDX DD %30 Jie Al EEE L B 2856, RHEOSEORIANIZE ) WET 2
D>, FEHFCHEAE I O FGEE O fh SR SOSEEDOBRIC O W TR E X VENIC N L TS
DHESDSGEADEEHE T E D X ) I ET 00 EET 5,

F NSO B SR

(1)



70 NSCEER e (3533%)

2 SEiTHRR

FaEE A EE I, OIFEENORERIC O W THIZ oMk L LTRSS K O EEED
Wr7ET% < @ﬂ’)ﬂ'( E 7z, GEEEMENEOMIZE A L L TR S DI, PR S il
TR LT, U OIBvo (G (RIGEE) 2Z 2 TH 6\, JGEE & ROSFED R % 2t
TEH5EN)IHDTH B, Meara (1983), Schmitt (1998), Sokmen (1993) 7z £ i, IEZER}
iy & FEEOHBMEEZ B I h v, EEHEOERNHIIRGEEE LE) WG L
TWw3, LaL, REEREH LAEEOEFEEME 0RO Z 563 2198 (Soderman 1993,
Namei 2004) & & b, WFZEFMETRBO—ZIIFR STk,

22T, UTo3 s, EFEEEE ISR 2REL CHTH 2,

1) B F3 (L2) DONEEEICBIT 26198 (Fitzpatrick 2006, 2007, Nissen and Henriksen
2006, Zareva 2010)
2) ¥FEDL )VICEHT AF42 (Henriksen 2008, Zareva 2005, 2007, Zareva and Wolter

2012)
3) HRHEED M OE\ I T 5 iF%%  (Nissen and Henriksen 2006)
9, L2 OLNEEEICEIT 20198 £ LT, Fitzpatrick (2006) 1%, RIEEEEH L2rEE%H

B L 72354, ROKEI &N, MEE-RTH S EREL 1, 1'_L AR &1L, OGS

RIPGEE & Al D 7 2p T 5 0GR R BIRPHEBR TR D W Tw 238Th 5, 20
WFZEC, REEERGE 13285 X DM ERICS CMENEBZ B Ao &G L T 5

Belicg OFEAHAGE 7 X O ICFEI 22 ST L 22K, RRESRE IEEE LD, /\iﬁ_ﬁﬁ{*ﬁ
WChHEEFAEEEZLEATDIIRLT, FHHF iT%UE’JﬁFU’J%ODSEW EERED
BIGICHRE R EDH 25 EEZ LK E 22 L6, NGRS & PEF ORI, §EFE o
EAHICE>E D E LEEVHR SN LR TWw %, Fitzpatrick (2006) Tl, FEHH I

10 DR 2 FRE2MEEE T2 40 N\OWERE CTH > 7, REEDOFERH L L1E, &%
SRR CHEMINTE D, SEGETH 2 WGEICREE IS T WERE Z L IRk D
HREVED D 2, 121, S S ICHEHMO %L 2 5iEEHT L2 OLNEE MG I

2 HEMAPBIETH S,

% 72, Nissen and Henriksen (2006) (ZffZER5 & T 2 SiEOREERE L P HEDT—%
ZHIET2DTIE L, WRETL2FHEMSEONGEL L2 L2 KT 2% 2B 2 ko7,
ThbbT vy —7DOEKAEDT v ~— 75 (REE) LA EFRETH % 5GE o iha e
EEIRok, ZOME, REETIE, HURIEEEE X O M7 EMEEEE L % & 2 7, TEN
HAEN S o B & LT, %gﬁfﬁﬁnﬁiﬁbﬂf: CEDERETH S EFHL TS

Zareva (2010) &, (L ~vice 2 &FEFRBYIMC PR~ L xS 3 5 %é
23208, REEEEH EARDOASY = EREA BV EREL TS, I ONE TG

(2)
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A F\OTC, WEEEREERRE, 7Y TREREERRE, ERRESEYFEBE O 3 Vv — 7%k iR
L 72880, EEF IR OEEEO RS 7 LAY 7S L WIKEEE, L2 %iES L WK
IGEE, 37N —7DEMCHELEZRIGHEL D bR ES Lot ®iGE L, 2D

Elx, R E SRR E TR LML L 2RO O E S EED L Tw 5 C
EERLTWS, 2% 0, EMLVIChRo THREERE EFU &9 RiEEOFER LR\
R D B Z k2R L TR, S6IfiiloT—8 23 L CHANT, REEE L2 ORf%t
B ZIZFEET 2008 ) DEIZET 2068035 %,

Z Z ¥ T Fitzpatrick (2006), Nissen and Henriksen (2006), Zareva (2010) D#ff%%%: 5
RIEEGEE & B H ORI I S 2 DE DD 5 T &b Do 7, Fitzpatrick TI37iE
MEAHGEICRE T 282 L, REEGRE (SIGEBIRICH 2582 4 CENT 22 L bbho
7z, Nissen and Henriksen  RFREGEE (3FF IS S DF %T{_L%E,J@*Eun%y CREHI 5 C
xR L, Zareva 3P EHF I EIC e o TH RFEERRE L MMROFERTEEZ L 2 wilHglE
WHBHZ RN LT, L2LAEDVS, o DU L2 DONEFENOREICE L ToEiE
ZHRDETIWKRDZEENRELTED, 20120 S EMOFER LB T 2081 H %,
e F 7 5 FEE T, MZIEREA P IERIR G Bk 2 20 ic, MEGEE L CEHI NS EE
LERLZDTERVY, IS DR ZEZE L 2 SiEERERINIC R 5 SEEH T OFE I
HTh D,

RIZ, FEEOBHL VI T 200 Ehimmild, BB Lo EE 3REESE D
X BDNEI DLWV HTH %, Fitzpatrick (2006) 132238 F O RIFLEEIC RN 3 MG
PRI LU DRI TN T 528, 2D EIEMT LS EREDREELES LKA
X9 5bITREAVERMBL TS, LL, BALA X9, ZomfgEid 10 fHH

SHEERELE T 2R EDT = TH D70, MEEDE) FHERWHRE L L2 gl
W BEER»S Lk, ZO/MIZOWTIZE SICHFEBBETSH 3,

Henriksen (2008) & %7 % L X)L ORGEFEHZ OFEFEAGICH T 2% TH 5, #FHH
T v e — VREREERRE T, BREEE L2 ODINERE L, B HENIC O B3 LR L 7,

EHOE, I LRVDEBEFEEDLAG D, Bl ~UGE L 2 REETHBIZI N,
mea@mamw)iﬂ L AROLSEREED BN E L WEIN R Y — VIt ED k9 ki
BrL5 2500t L, B 2552 EEE T2 L228E (bl b)) & SGEREEE
R R L, PRk EE & B EE OLINEEE ORHMIIE, BINREV DD B Ll L7,
EFE DT =213, MR, HiEtkE X R ) B S TREESS L IEFIC X CBITw
7 h3, EP#&%@T 213, FEEFREB X O ERED T — 8 LHGEHNCRL 2 2 L 3bho 7z,

k9, L2 BT AT, —B L Tk EREERRE OB L SRE S e —J5 T,
il & REREREE IS DWW TR i‘m%tﬁm B oNkedrot, 5B oI BREEE &R
%LCOwTODTﬂbL#M\%T“})%

B, FGED OB I T 2% & LTI, (GHN A iEssEREIC X 2% T
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%, WNEGEIX TR L L CHEBIFELNTE 2, L L, Nissen and Henriksen (2006) ~C &z
DWEBHH SN, ZHEDIE I, BEEEERFAbFARS N, BEETH L2 Itk » T
finai] D\ IR T O RGO T I B 2 5.2 7 L ISR TH o 7o, A O RINGEE X
B LA R T, B a (FEECKEE & £ paradigmatic & X IEN3) KIGEEZ
FE T 2 LR IS E 7> o 72, Higginbotham (2010) 7% EDWIE TS, il ERMN 75 K
DiExE % CENT 2 EMEL T3, 0o OWFSRIE, HIHEE O e o RN GE A AR R
T 2GEICERBT IRNETHL I 2R LTV E,

P EOBTHE»DHIREZF D5 E, LTFTDO3HDLI kD,

1) BESEOPEHEFOERNEEPREEEHE Db D LR > TWwW A DL, FiEDHAED
KRIETH LTI R, PEHFRIREELFEHSED 2 DOFERZEI L) v AL
R C, P FREREE &, AENICLDINEEOESRE L > Tw 50600 Litky,

2) kA EE DL ORMIGE, REEFEEOLD LIFE-STWw S I LWL RIcE N
7203, ERERE EREEREOMEIC OV TIE, DX HBRICH 200, B
IZEINTWLR,

3) AEAHHELE T, WMFIOER D FRINLLEDLH B,

CNE TR KIS, MEEE LU L2 OFGEEHEIVEZ AW E R FIC kG2 b & L
7RO EREICET 2D TH o7z, REEE L2 25EIECHEERI (R 0 e 2 S RBRER IC
OSSR OYG, 2N ZFNoiEEEIE, INF TOMERMREEZ AR ONS L
TIN5, LchoT, KR T, SOV OIEAME % £ HAGERGEEH 2396350 &
9 7% SVO DIEARED S CRlfdHEEZ B Z ko GG, REEOWEVRH LD E )
DBEE & VEE O REEE R 2 & C 2 o THIRMGE T %,

3 Bi

BAD & 9 2efrtsi 2 i £ 2, AWIZEOHIIZ, BEE LB S0 FEERICE VT,
SOGFE I SOEMIEDECIC L > TED 2D E ) %, HAELEE2PIHREET 2 2 & T
b5,

HRM R iHediElx, T2 MTh s,

1) REGEGEE ORI N § 2 BOGEEE, SUEMIG D %7 2 SRbHI TR 2 D,

2) L2 OFEFEMAHNEIC N T 5 IGEEE, REEOSUEMEDWE L2 Z T 5 Dh,

(4)
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4 7E

4.1 RIFFEEDRERE

flEGE X, HAGE (L1) &35 (L2) 2NZFN60 3T 0FEE L7z, EEICH> T,
AL B W THEOFELZZ TS EBbroT0E ko), WHEDERZHbR VX
IICERE L7z, UL, WEEEE, HAAFEEZICL > TREETIE R WY, FEETHHE
MTE2REICH > TR TRIIIUE RS R\, 22T, 3 HEEOHILEEL, Brown
Corpus ? 100 JTEEHIC 33 12> 5 90 [MIBIN 7 GED 2 022> 63F AR, RICHILTE % X 9 1,
HAGEDORIMEE X, HEEY A b & HAGEICHR U TR L 72, HISGEE O & o B ROGE IS
WHEL 252> T30 T, 4, B8, JBAGZ 20 33 0%E L, falZ &
WHIRTE S L)L 7%,

F—=FINEDRE, BiaE L ICHGEE 7 v LR LT, AT IC X 2 E S H
WEHITHIE L 72,

4.2 RERIEFF & #ERE

HARNDWERHE I X 57— ¥ R, HAGE L %GEO 2 FEAEEE B 2 ko %, &
FETH D HAREMELE L2 Th 2 EEREOMIC 4 EMM EoMEZ 220 T, 1nHOEE
232 [ HICH 2 K D ICELRE U7z, #E 2 HAGED D 7V — 7 L WGB3 7 v —7
T, REGEEFEERE L CTEBIHEFIC X 28R wE I AT v =NV RATEZ
%07, WEEERIEEEGHIC X 2 REANEABVE I EEE O A E Tk o T,

HAGEZ REGE L § 28000 1% 29 NC, SEGEREEGEH 13 24 ATH 2D, HARANKFEAEH X
YEED L )L 2HET 572912, Bachman (1982) O#EEI/ 0 — A5 A 2 EiEL 72, T A&
FAERDY10 BT OBERE 2R E, LA EH 24 Ay 2R e Lz, (M=16.5, SD
=3.63, i : 11-22)

43 AHAE

Af UL O FIEE [ R U TR 3% 2 72 IO % , Fitzpatrick (2006) D 4 5 7 3 —
WA LT, ATV =L, IToEEhTH2S,

M (FEWRAYHEEAE) : fate-destiny, add-subtract

P (fziEnydi48) @ achieve-goal, behavior-bad

F (JEREMHAR) ¢ friendship-friend, failure-fail

(5)
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E (39 ) : friendship-church

M %, FHEEPKELRE, HBEEE L BERNICORP > TV EFELEZ DT, |
PGE & OB FA—METH 285603% v, P, %k ZI1E, B O filEGE achieve 12 L
T, HWGE goal LEA LA TH S, TOHID L9, BEEORPGEEICH LT, #AFdkk
IGEEDSBIN D DIZ, SUIRD 70 > THLERNC RIBGEEDIER & 2 W IZERNICKR 25 TH 272 &
265, FlI, FEGEEOIREECZDO-HDOAZEZ 5% E, HMGEEDIENTED S
RIGiEx2 B L 72 L EZZ 28568 TH 5, El, RIGEZHOELFEL 722, Ro TRIGEE
RO WEEEEZ T LE-oGATH S,

HAGEE (BFEE), 2555 (AHEE) I o ICHGERFEEGEH O WRE CREALHM O T ITE VLD D
BDOMEIPEFRDLZDICHA FRE L BAEIN 2B I %o 7,

5 #ER

9, BEETH L HAGE L AE S TH 2 0GE, 2 L CRGERREEE OWGEICOWT, K
BEERED X ) THOLEPZRINTR LD, £1Ths, HAEREESREDOHAGE L
Wik T 5 &, HARGEIR, WEREICHAT, (EEE P 23% , ERERWEAF 2347200,
Z 3113, Nissen and Henriksen (2006) DfER LRI U TH 5, HAZE & EFEOREE TR T 5 &,
HAGE L P 3%\ 23, JEEEI I M 3%\ 2 b b5,

SHay

=1

&

BEREONT I —FIHER

F= =P =S
M (EBEM) P (fZiER) F (EiEn) E (G&D)
HAGE (L1) 665 751 20 4
(46.2%) (52.2%) (1.4%) (0.3%)
Bt (L2) 762 592 94 5
(52.4%) (40.7%) (6.5%) (0.3%)
Wi REEE (L1) 883 498 51 0
(61.7%) (34.8%) (3.6%) (0%)

—7, WIEGEEOMERICRS &, &, HARE (L1) »%EEE (L2, L1) d MBS w2
Ebhrsd (322, 3, 42MH), Z#d Nissen and Henriksen (2006) Dfgfii L H LU Th 5,

(6)
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*2 HAEFE

B2 HAGE & SEGEOHIEIC DT

unn%%@ E$EE (I—-] ) l:ll:lu—.lfujuoj%i%

M (FEeREY) | P (fziERy) | F ORRER)
186 287 6
(38.8%) (59.8%) (1.3%)
304 161 12
(63.3%) (33.5%) (2.5%)
175 303 2
(36.5%) (63.1%) (0.4%)

*3 HAEHFFEOXRTZ (L2) mFAROHER

M (EURIY)

P (fZEY)

F (EREM)

155
(32.5%)

281
(58.9%)

39
(8.2%)

319
(67.2%)

108
(22.7%)

47
(9.9%)

239
(49.8%)

231
(48.1%)

8
(1.7%)

x4 KEE

(SEEEE={0)

(L] ) DDE_JB[J%D

M (FEWRI)

P (fLiEhY)

F (HER)

275
(57.5%)

189
(39.5%)

14
(2.9%)

348
(72.3%)

99
(20.6%)

34
(7.1%)

260
(55%)

210
(44.4%)

3
(0.6%)
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ErBIhoTHIEELE (5 6 72H),

SOIICFELSEET 27010, HWRWHEEM EENEEP OAIZOWT, 4 ZF R

®5 HABHEBEZEOBAE (L) H1 ZHREER
HAGHERE R GRS O HAGE M p
£%(2)=94.946, p<.01 (VR 3HEAR) (B AR
By —4.080™" 4.080™*
Fl 9.708™* —9.708™
izt —5.572* 5.572**

&6 HABEBEEOXRE (L2) H1 _HRERER
HAGEREEGA O 95k M P
£4(2)=134.982, p<.01 (VR 3HAR) (B B HAR)
G/ —9.154™ 9.154**
Fil 10.663 ™ —10.663™*
A —1.425ns 1.425 ns

R7 HEREFEOXRE (L) H1 _HRERER

YEFE RGO YR M P
£*(2)=57.067, p<.01 (CRIRRYIHEAR) (B HAR)
G/ —2.572" 2572
Fii 7.449™ —7.449™*
A —4.792** 4.792*

NA ZFEBEDORERE RS &, kL LTHAFICOWTIE, HARE L EFEOM A TIEM
BP L OAEREICE VD, B BEFAICOVTIE, PEM X%\, RICHETH 3 HA
L EEECTH B UEEE (L2) BB E A I B EE A R S e, ik
& LT, Bha & A O REGEE T IE HARE T b 3855 T b MR OB i & e, ZEURAYE
MEMBEREHOBICOWTHIRT 2 &, FT4HAZHNGEE LAGAIcE, REETHEY
SHlBTLP LY MDIEIPEREICE L, BEA0BAIE, MM XD PDIE) HRICE 1>
7@(H$%=%:x@kﬂw,wim,%%&%ixﬁﬁﬁm,wim,%%Lﬂ)ﬂm
=134.9, p<.01), L2 L, BHRFHATIFKEE (L2) TMEPOAEERAE T R1r>, 2L
ZIFEAFAD A, MEOHARETIE, THe—E\v, 2 EERER L D b TEw—A)
D X ) BRALEN RSN F OFMEN S o DI LT, FESHEOWETIZ, soft-hard D
X9 B BERIEAE & osad-life @ & 9 AL ENEEINZIEFAETH - 72,

(8)
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®8 FHEHNRFAD S LABHEEORARNANR
A EAR £ — Bl Y —%d | HEIEAE | i 2 ofll it
HAGE (L1) 62 81 16 2 161
YigE (L2) 22 52 24 10 108
igE (L1) 5 53 40 1 99
HAGERNGEGEEONGEL FEHSETEHEICLI2ECZ L DFEL (RSB DI, FRUGE
DHF DG D HT, MENEE P OARZE) L TH LIS L 611 ER8 TH %,
Hal B DS <, HAGEDRENE! ’ET 2> T B G, 2R, THE—»3 T
D &9 A s EE O, HAGE WZHE o 7 3Bl D 161 Bilh 62 Bl b, (LER

AR DR 40% % (58 T 72, FEZETI3 environment -protect D X 9 74173 108 1 22
Bl D, CLEAGEBEAR DK 20% T > 7, —77, WEEREEEE X, 99 B, 5B L 22702
7o HalZRNGE & L 2B A DOMENEBORROAZIND L THA “EREEZE k>
7o & 25, HARGERGEGEE O HARGE & WEEREETE S OWFETIE, HAFEOYG, Bied 2
7o BUE 62 BITHFED 5Bl L IR THEICH W I Edvbh ot (x%2)=53.1, p<.01)

6 EE

CZETORMENPS, 2L LT, HAEREGE O HAGES X VHE
BT 2 RIBEED Y — 0%, FRE2RL S e n/zoIich LT, EIZISED
BREED 7 — 2 I3 A & D HE RS C Bl Ik,

MEETH 5 HARGEOHM & AEFFETH 2 3 FEOHM D Y — VB L T 5 2 L id
REEE D REH M A H S0 AAIN w2 WiEEZ R T LE Lo N5,

7, HAGELVGEOREEIC X 2T, 72 & 21345 ORBEE 0 L B 2 @3 2
BUIWEGEL D HARFE T B SN 2 L6, HAED ThAZTEZABNS) O k) 54
— 85 &) MEERAI OB DER L L TRNZD TR RO LRRTE %,

DR E AR
PEEE v ) i

7 MERESEDORE
KUFZEDKTE, OIS OWIE RREEOMGEDFE 2 Z T T 3 ARESH D, 20035

[l 2 7o 7 iBEsdHEORE RICEN TV 2D TIIhw b2 oNn s, HEETHIHEK
PEEMEEDLILEE D 6, SHBOEVLHBKINEOFEICHN A W2 H 2 BRERT I LN TE

(9)
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7eo LpL, EOREHED D 2D, FHEED WS X CIGFED A OBRIE £ 9 h /e
E, REHZRLH D, SOk L T T 2 08035 2, SRlOEGHEENE I, H il
HAELE T H - 7o 70, A I NIGER DL D7), W R b Db H o7, 2 T T,
S, RAT & D @ﬁi%£ 7o C, EEFEICHN 2 1T 5 2 ik o THBI N
ZEEDREIND K HICTLRT 24 ER 82 A THET 2 PETH S, £75RD
WF7EIC & - C, GEEEAHENE S U CIRONEEHOERERN ED L ) LG Th 5, 1E-o
EDERTIENHL VWGAERDH L L L bhol, EEEMHFEE LY T, EIrDOTE
bIETL, MROMKEE Zhwiw, ZEZIFKEDSHET—F ThH2a— "R &AL
RLENED X BEEVNOETHDLNT L 20 %, FEFEOMHPLINEEE OO fiF
BHIZOZR TV EL W,

W
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