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ＪＳＬｑａｐａｎeseasasecondlanguage）studentsmJapanese

universitiesneedtoacquirenotonlytechnicalJapanesefbrtheirownmajor

fieldofstudy，butalsobasicacademicJapanese，mordertosuccessfUlly

conducttheircourseworkThereadingsupportsystemWShjnshoLjbra〃i，

consistmgofeighttextsfFomShmshobooks,おdesignedfbrthosestudents

whohavefinLshedanadvancedJapanesecourseandwhowanttofhrther

developtheirvocabularybyextensivereadingofcoUegelevelreading

matcrials

Thoughvocabulalyasalimitmgfthctormreadingcomprehensionms

emphasized，manyotherfblctorsa]soapparentlymakestudents1reading

comprehensiondifhcultOneoftheseisthecomplicatedusageofnegative

expressionsinthetextsThisstudy，therefbre，attemptstoclar⑬how

negativeexpressionsareusediｎｔｈｅＳｈｍｓｈｏｂｏｏｋｓａｎｄａｔｔｅｍｐｔｓｔｏｐｒovide

pedagogicalimplicationsfbrcoUegelevelJSLclassroomsSpecihcaUy，ｔｈＬｓ

ｓｔｕｄｙｗｍａｎａｌｙｚｅｔｈｅｆｂｎｏｗｍｇａｓpectsofthenegativeexpressionsin

relationtothetexttypes:hequency,grammaticalpatternsofhighfrequency，

archaicexpressions,andrhetoricalexpressions

２．Data

TheeighttextsoftheiiShjnshoLibrmyiwereclassihedjntolburtext

types：essay（ronsetsu)，expository（ron/utsu)，explanatory（kajsetsu）and

theoretical（kがutsu)．A11thenegativeexpressionsthatincludenegative

adjectives(nai,ikenaj),auxiliaries（-,a肝mai,‐zU-nu）orsufHxes（-nikui,‐

kaneru,-zuraj)wereextractedhromthetextsandquantihedinfrequency．

３．Analyses

First，thefrequencyofnegativeexpressions（iｅｔｈｅｎｕｍｂｅｒｏｆ
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negativeexp1℃ssionspersentence）ａｍｏｎｇｔｈｅｔｅｘｔｔｙｐｅｓｗａｓｃｏｍｐａｒｅｄ
Second，thenegativepatternsofhighfrequencythatappearinmorethan

threetextsoutofeight,wereidentifiedfbrthefilrtheranalysesThird,the
usageofarchaicnegativeexpressionsthatincludeamhaicauxiliaries-zu.‐ｎｕ

and-majwerecomparedamongthetexttypesFmally，rhetoricalexpressions
suchasrhetoricalquestionsanddoublenegativeswe煙analyzedandtheir
usagewascomparedamongthetexttypes．

４．Ｆｉｎｄｉｎｇｓ

Ｆｉｒｓｔ,thefrequencyofnegativeexpressiｏｎｓｓｅｅｍｓｔｏｂｅｈｉｇｈｍｅｓｓａｙ
ａｎｄｅｘｐｏｓitorytextsandlowinexplanatoryandtheoreticaltextsSecondthe

amhaicauxiliaryfbrms‐zaru，‐､u，．nebaand‐maineverappearin

explanatolyandtheoreticaltexts，while‐zuappearsinaUthetexttypes
NoticeablycharacterLsticofessaytypetextsisthetendencyfbr-nebaand‐

ｍａｉｔｏｂｅｕｓｅｄｗｈｅｎａｗｒｉｔｅｒｅｍｐｈａｔｉｃallystateshis/hersubjective
opmionsFmaUy,theanalysesonrhetoricalexpressionsorrhetoricaUyused
expressionsmdicatethefbUowing（１）InthecontrastiveemphaticX
dewanａｋｕＹ,thenegationofXfUnctionsnotsimpｌｙｔｏｅｍｐｈａｓｉｚｅＹ,butalso

toclarUyandrestrictthemeaningofY（２）Rhetoricalquestionssuchas

dewzRnajkaanddewaarumajkahavedif【brentrhetoricaleffbctsaccordmgｔｏ
ｔｈｅｍａｎｎｅｒｏｆｕｓａｇｅ（３）TherhetoricaleHbctsofdoublenegativestendto
eitheremphasizeorweakentheaHirmativemeanmg(4)Kamoshirenaican
beusedrhetorica､ywhenawriterisconcemedabouthis/herreaders，

reactions(5)AUtheserhetoricalusagesappeartobecharacteristicofessay
andrathersubjectiveexpositorytextslncontrast,theytendtobeavoidedin

explanatoIyandtheoreticaltextslnshort，thesefindmgssuggestthat
negativeexpressｉｏｎｓｓｈｏｕｌｄｂｅｔａｕｇｈｔｍｔｅｒｍｓｏｆｔｅｘｔｔｙｐｅdiHbrencesand
wnterosintentions．

５．Ｃｏｎｃｌｕｓｉｏｎｓ

Ａｓｉｎｄｉｃａｔｅｄｆｒｏｍｔｈｅａnalysesonthenegativeexpressionsof
ooShinshoLjblqam”ｉｔｉｓｎｅｃｅｓｓａｒｙｔｏｍａｋｅｓｔｕｄｅｎｔｓｍｏｒｅａｗａ1℃ｏｆｃｏｎｔｅｘｔｓ

(egtexttypes)andtheintentionsbehmdaparticularexpressionordL3course
patteｒｎｔｏｂｅｃｈｏｓｅｎＴｈｉｓｉｓｏｎｅｏｆｔｈｅｍｏｓｔimportantpomtsthatshouldbe
emphasizedincoUegelevelJSLclassrooms．
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