=
mit

Hgl—HJE iR R R IR, B AU AR
FHERAEA 3 SCRIEF AEE, 1 A2 B R R RIS H R . |
Bl i 55 5 T Long (1981, 1983, 1985a) $ i Y 1. 5)i & it ( Interaction
Hypothesis ). a8 (WK EhHE) & if S h i EZ e, Bk
Kk —in D 5id . B tin, DRoTE S I 175~ Z (a1
) P BB A0 ) 3 — AR B sl S AR R A B gl [Rl PR g5 A
HANZERRT ORI TE R, S AT A T BB it Y ) AL A )
ICHRA, T ELAE [R) R B3l i 2 2] 35 AT R B X T8 7 IRk h H i iE X
T 58, AR 2] AR R AE LS b LU AR S AR T & B 0 5 b g
HERAREA. MH, 2 #7E RS A8 o 2 8 B 3h 4L
i BZ, R HRE S, RS a] DR G B2y >
A5 15T BY% A (Varonis & Gass 1985b), [k, [ 20142 804EAL
DI, [AlPE B SBokE 2 BTSSR OCH: . TUHOE RS M 2
Brfb ko Jie, 3R ST Sk R B8 8 &1 i IR A 0620 LA B 77 2% 2] 5 58 B e
H AbR. AR AP AR AL (Y BORVRAAE , R PE B S T S TR S A
RO HAL, BEC ) H R AR AR F A bRy, AR R
MR REAFRAE DU EOE T 9, M~ 2 Z 0] 59 .
SR E ) BRI R E I WL )7 ( Adams 2007 ; Watanabe 2008 ),
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BE [P B SRS R IR A, NN R # AT —B80A 0, Bk
SN R B A R T2 20 3 BARERe I it m . Tfefegin) —ik 2]
PSS HP R SRR S A 2 SCfe e T, BFIE N R RE 4R B 2 Fie
FSHEME T X — W . BN, —ifEI 8 H 3R (Gass 1997; Long
1981, 1983, 1985a) NNy, M EAR LRIV B R NERS, 155
iy A S R B SRS T S B . IR, BLEhREAE i ) B A S
FEAATTSS J1 48 1 O A 1 T IR AT 22 T ST 4 5 P e A5
TR (Swain 1995), WHE =M EEE, S5%HE S FI/ NG S ARXS T2
I F S REER UL, R E AL T 2 HAR RISy, e T
> H EVE E 3R S 1027 2] (Brown 2001), #H£3Cib g dil gy, —iFigt
SN/ N B Sl R 2 2] i & R (Lantolf 2000) ; AMA 5@ it
SH K EHAMIBE S (Vygotsky 1981), 2] F 78 [FlfE B sl # ot
AR AR B, T E T REAE AT TR & S i R R
W, lidLEAE g ¢ AR AR 5546, Y28 SR T H
shink, MfTEASS oz /B, I E SR R S X
Fptt 2 H A (social mediation ) X 2% 3 (15 F &k R HESI/EH (Swain
2000),

SRR PR B ST iR IR A S IR RES IR, X i o] B4 ik
VR4 30550 A vT, EAH L FImA: B gh, FRE T K& X ml A ash &
HLAE 2 ) P A E I T ik e 2 RGN SE et . DR AT 0 X [
PEH ST LB AT RS RORIE, DAL R B T R A S
KIRZDMEE . BRI TR FIAH DG SEUEA 5T .

AP REENE - REIREE IR EINLE, B EH
S—EIEMA, MEEE AR T H S TIEIRICR, RIEHA T IH
FEE B E SR IER iR I R BEVE T . 28 8 iRiR 1R fE L Sl i B
AW, WAL, R BIER A ST R B
PN IEE MR B A HEhRE ) KA e L A =
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WHIES) A3l #E 2 R S B LA B3 T R B Sl G
TR o SRVUF A T R LS5 A Tk, s =5 — 5K
/8 B TN G RE S/ NS i) I N R s W 1 6 S S OE2 N X G0 N
PEEZ P AEHEGE . RIS N ER . I RS, N
2 — T G PREE T Y R A B Sh AU AR T T
Xof [F) P E ST E R MR B T R LS TR R a3

A AT MUR] H RS 2 T2 7 B SCRp AL IR 85 00 1 0, FREGE
FARRINERE T HR . EREAR RS ER A Pl
Fe S A BT T A BN Z AR B i R A S35 TAE . i — IR R 4L
PR E R AOCSCRR, Bt — IR 1 X2 S i . T LA
YL, TEARBMGIELR D, BANERARWZaGE . K, RE@RSgHE
FRHE R S AN 2 B O T — B LR X R AR TR SCHF, SRy
WFFE VA5 AL R PRI IR A L fle 20 Ty o AEit, SR i Bl R
R G e XISCH . ERER . AHARSE, U ETE A,
MBTEA S 14 G A RN 275 SCHR RS P AR T 8 T Rl . AR AR, A
P A SE A THUNTR LRSS Ty e, Fad Zhe Bl oME 2
ERRGE R 0 SR, TR R Bk e R A R R AR R R TR SR
LS R RS DA AR 5 B SR P Y B A R L

M TEEACFA R, Gl RAERXER, W) R e
AR

BT
e R 2R EE A B
202045 H

XX



LU

1.1 Bz E5TiE3IE

B JE i) 4% (second language acquisition, SLA) F/R AT B Hf)
GRSy —iB B AT I F B ok [ X ERE RS T 2 2 HE
WIEIE. 20 20 704U R AYIF 2 THIETFE (W Brown 19735 Snow &
Ferguson 1977) W], BEEX/NMZAIL T L& TIRZAEH M ARk,
HARHETE T, [RGB SZR P AR AR LG, B N ERY TR A R
PR EiERE . XEIP AR RS TE I AR BRI, ) rha)
5 — W SOCRRIRTEATBIER N, B R Wm st f R Az 45k, e/
BT | TERATE A, LA S

B FBPGE” MUSHEL aR e E, ITE I TR IR E R
il S AR IR A SCIE = FEE 1A BR R B 15 & B
FH#) WA I TR, IR S IR # L 28 A  NIRFEXS
TEIFE AT R, X Fh 2830 8 1E A TE 15 PR AP 15 1 (foreigner
talk), Ferguson(1975) k¥, SMEFIHIHE S/ NEIGIER ML, HAK

1 AP B4R 2 FREZ AN B — Ak 2 PR IIRE 15 7 (Tomlinson 2011), RER] LR
W H B R AT RS BT, WAL B R AR v S i Al TR AT (Sert 20155
Tomlinson 2011),
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Kk, Perguson ZMANEFIEIEHA LT RHE: M | JEMW . (i, &
(SRR | QY = = 3 O G D& Tk = A=Y N1 | | D DN ST RPAp TR R = X A
S5 o MAMRE TR BTG A PO LU B & 2R — 20 . AT
RA SR, HOMEE, BIBOMXT 5% 20 & Ik is 5 a8 TR
TR —EREE . HE— AP IRESCRI, BEE ) H R S AR LT,
BOMTETR R TE = EREETERE Tt

TCA AT X AR 1 R SR B IS T, i i 1k B sh B UR)
BRTFHIA, 200 T HALEZ MR E . Hatch (1978 403) il i3 M%) 4 1,
ATE iy A S HIA ISR, AN SRR AE— AR AT A A
SCRP A ES), B H AR B EREE SRR R A AR SR
MBS B IEE A LR, Hatch A5 & T R8T HaifEMm
WIFE,  H™ A= 1 R BYAH SCRIT ST SCRR

e, 20142 704E4CK W], Hatch (1978) 7E H 1 b S 524 2] il
PE TR A5, AR T E S i Rk, Ak, B3N
2R Z A 0GR i SRR D R — . i IR RS A
K, B REECE ) HHNOEF AR =, i E i B S I A
S eR I LA JLTHEkR, BahfE iE MBI &1 T EEAE
o BT 20 28 70 LAY TE AT 5T (A Hatch 1978; Wagner-Gough
& Hatch 1975), Long (1981, 1983, 1985a) 2 i} T #h{&k, I T 1996
AT TIELT o B SCUEDFFE A HGEN G | 2B R R Rl Ui ok

b b, BT R RS — RSk, bl T S R R
MK 2 A 72 B H 8 (Jordan 2004; Mackey 2012; Pica 2013), iX
St PG AR ) B XA T AR T T, USRI AR 2
21 B BB IR S A A 22 S AR ELAE ] ( Gass 19975 Gass & Mackey
2015; Loewen & Sato 2017; Long 1996; Long 2015; Mackey 2012; Pica
2013),

20120 704RAR, BT IR AT IR A ISR T RS =
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H Z I DA AR T 2 ) B SR & Z 8 16 E (GnHatch 1978),
RAERW, B ILELENNARBGEE A SWH LN, 25 0% HE
TR, LR, BRI L R A Y R, AR R B
A7 (Krashen 1981, 1985) W 4RfE, Wk & Ui, @idiEs. Eaims
By BRGERATDY, ) H EEARRAE 7 AR TCEC A IE s AR
YR b 0D 1 A B R il £ 38 5 SCRY AT R B B AR AR B 4
Ao FTFRFRER AR R T IR R R TR 4. B AR
Krashen (1 “F BRAfME A7 53X — (BRI 0,  BHCIRR) 14 B St 32 22
S T A M) A5 A5 T BEA% (Long 1981). 2J5, WFFE# M W] BRI
A7 (Krashen 1981, 1985), “& Wi " (Long 1983) Al “ Rl Hfif 4 i1
(Swain 1985, 1995, 2005) =AUy H#ATA5¢. Long(1996) fE& 1T H.5)
RGBT X35 =M 22 ) 9 PR FE DG R AT T T W 1) B

BXWHE, ARG ARKKES RS LR TES L LHA
EOE, RGIUEIETS IR, BAZXFEIXNHERMAN. FIERN
Bl (RERBIFRETNRA) it b A BUEIR A AR,

(pp.451-452)

20 1t 22 804F A A Q0 4F AR 3 T 5. B 19 — 38 > 15 WF 7 R 2 il 3kt 1k
19, I BRI BR T X5 W50 B LR IR 00 T & AR X 35 18 73 B ( Gass &
Varonis 1985b; Long 1983). “## I TREMTE ¥ A MR & A MG &
Z IR G B Ey, WA —Se S A P AR A R T LS R F B
A A S HA 5 (U Doughty & Pica 1986; Gass & Varonis 1985a;
Pica 1988; Porter 1986; Varonis & Gass 1985b )., HA&N i, WHoEH4RT
T RSO RT LA B DRSS P BT ) — FR 55T TR D (discourse moves) 4
A AT AR R AE R 2 (W1 Long & Porter 1985; Lyster &
Ranta 1997; Pica 1994; Pica et al. 1991). B35 B 3h4EF 2515 bk

B2
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W, BFTEE AT S SR G BARAZ B 51 T 2D (e iE M
Swain 1985, 1995), INFIME (WTER, Schmidt 1990) PLL it A FE Al
2] 1% (W Mackey 1999; Mackey 2012; Spada & Lightbown 2009) [ 5%
M) o 3ok 8 B T AR RGN AR A (A0 3R A L D AR S5 AEIE
(WMEF E 2R AR5 KAD, 165 Hbs AR E SR (s i) 45 .

BRI, M 20122 70 4R 90 4R, BT HAIIBIF L4
PR P R SO R LA R X 1 L v R PR T O X P T T, Y
VYOI (15 SR T 3 SR AN 8 T W 20 G A5 U7 5 JC TR B I, 8 S
R 2 A o W 23 TR O TG VA ALk 5508 T 6 0F D7 1l 1 T 1) U 3 3K
TH MR TG, BN, 5 % VG 3 K (carification requests), B fif 1% 52
( comprehension checks) F#fIA#Z5E ( confirmation checks) %573, —
WP 24T TR E SIS, H RO IR R ik & Z L
K it A B AR RS Z M E.8 7. RZ B3 5e 2R (A Gass
2003; Lyster & Ranta 2013; Plonsky & Brown 2015; Plonsky & Gass
2011; Plonsky & Kim 2016) Lk K% H. sl (Ami 5 5 B 8h AR L BB 43 1Y)
JEAAT (W Brown 20165 Lyster & Saito 2010b; Mackey & Goo 2007) #if
R, BIHEMT iE1E, Flin, Keck et al. (2006) %f 14 T i sC 6 H.
SIFFERTC a7 T 25 B8 (IR By~ 2 % B I DU A4 52 e B
K. Mackey & Goo (2007) X ittt NS HEAT 1 28 T H. B b 58 B 7T 70 B K
W, ZHEHNFEIFIAS SENFIEZBINEMT R, HEmE
FHTESER 5 i R A T . B B B b i— 3R, B “E 3
L o) Z AF B R KRR ™ (Gass & Mackey 2015: 181), % &
FEFHGE B NS S R R ) T B Zh &AL GRS, B
AR T IREE A B SR AT, sy ) F BB RS LA B pXs 4
% (Mackey et al. 2012),

(ORI B 5 ST RERAS AR B IR b 1. LA
A ISR R T T TR AN Z B B B3l (S5 A e SR A 5)
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MEE EFEHAT I AR PRI 2 ) B 3, Nunan (1991: 103) #5 i, “n
FUEER T RA LSRR ES, B2 L H 2 AT 59 AR
e

A 20 22 904FARLIK,, HEh B st B 2 O IR B AT T 4 — i85~
#% (instructed SLA, ISLA) i) Z BBFFE 4 —, AR YE, &
BIXE A A B 52 e (4 I A E Y B O TR A IR R AR A S R —
A% 0> 4 B 43 (Loewen 2015; Long 2017; Mackey 2006; VanPatten
2017), B R i L B R ERN . TS PISHESR T, 7
BRI A P RIE 5 2 2] W IE IS A e . BAORIE, 203t
IR 1 e S IESE, kG uEds T B CiniE b L i e H
B Ty o PRI, i A B T TR A0 5 TR S 2318 B B — A i
FREIKE Ty, WAk kA, BEA B TR S A, fEH D)
e o) HRES IR ALIE S5 B, RE AL H I P IE BIE AR i)
WHENREFE, (A% 2] 3 2t 15 R 2 2™ BiE 5 1E g ek
e, XFEIE S BE (153 & )& (Ellis 1984). Long (1996) ¢ H 1 5 {i
v AR, U B RS SO R A R AT B AR, e R
AL A NTERE ) UL HR e TE R R BE ) A A RO Ik Rk
ZUUSLIMI S E AR T PR S 51 E A B IEAOCOC AR (W Gass &
Varonis 1994; Loschky 1989; Mackey 1999; Pica et al. 1987),

A, BRI RGeEE iRARE . EEANTNER . X AT
WA IR A R T RS . S, TEIE IR, ik
PEYET R T AU OO . Sl B, e FRE A h e
Fr S BRI AR —Em U5 . 55, Saxton (1997, 2000) 4 HifY
R He Al mT AR S 5t b 0 B IR Al e A=V o RS e Al b it
FEILEE 515, 45 L™ A B a2 R sy
I SRR R AR L, AR5 PR E 2 AU RIE
[BE, 24 iR AR F b A2, 2] E 2k A C s
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B SMIEE M IERIBBEI TR, ARSI B O B9TE S e, FkiE
TEIEIXS A B T2, ) FEE R S AR IR AAR, i
SRR LU T I A, s ) R E AR . =, ol
R, HEATLME RSN R, HTREEES, ARG ERTa
WM MR BT R A O HIES EAARFE T BiriE g R
(target forms) J&7, XFAZPRAF G AN BRAR RIVE H 01, 2% 2] F XA
PARZ AR FIE ORGSR, WU v RV S S AR RE . TEAAER
LERANSXS FE AP ANEE R BHE LT TiRIR,

e #1 25 304k B8 (sociocultural theory, SCT) #E4E T, if & Ml
S HAF S, W H S FEDE A B ) (Hogan & Tudge 1999;
Lantolf 2000). X — i Jt H 5z B 72 f5 it & & X (zone of proximal
development, ZPD) {ER—FhzhaS 2z 2 W 75X b Sl & XX —
I3l A T I B SR M 2 T, 2 1 R AT LATERE
IR R T B R AL R S5 S X — MR, g A iR
L, A o AT LR T e 2 R 1 SRR % (] g e R O RN T R
Hio TEIERE A 2T A IR K KRR A K-, Bl Tn] DL 2 >
HAR TERA BRI OLT) Beik 2R EE )1 (Vygotsky 1978), A Kit
WIFEARRI, HREN il ) F R AL SR (scaffolding), fiiHaAEIh
i & R L & REIX ( Lantolf 2000; Lantolf & Appel 1994 ),

g5 ERTR, TCI ARG BB A 2 S B E o B A AR
fapfie it i I AR B T ISR BRI . RIS, ISR SRR TR 4 R
WRY, B et 515,

1.2 R#EIINENX

FATAT AMAR 22 05 1ok s [ fF” — 1], WA S5 Y4 . FRE
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T H KT BUE PERRF AR SE I T8 Lo A TRl AR — A EEARRIE A
FEAATHER S HEIEAE N i 1Y ( English as a second language, ESL) 2%>J
o, MIAEAERE, WA EHON (AR R REAT I ot ] BB 207 1)
), Ml EIE7E RS, 255, MEF¥IERN
T2 HIMTE—& 23 > 1555 (Philp et al. 2014), TEAESGE S,
[F) PR BB — b T 5, USR5 T WA Ry 2 > & i
]2 2] AL AR AR, 2R 8 2 REBOM IR TT, i F A U R BE
M2 HME . MAX— ST & RA THREE, A AHPEELZ
FOM ) 2] FAGE AR AR, T 2002 ) F IR AR B (Y BE Ak
AR IR RS R . P, AUUREEZUIN ] 7 ) 2 2ok Sy H AR
CATAE, TEAS Ry R b 2] U 4% A B YE ( Duchesne &
McMaugh 2019),

)P E Bl A A AR ) 3 Z M AAEATE N sebrid s, Mzl b
AIEFDERMEITS S, AMMEEERAHNZY ., S EERMPMESY
> AR S LR A TR R TR g 8 B (Philp et al. 2014). AR ¥
Blum-Kulka & Snow (2009) x| [A i i (i, [A 5 g A PMEN:
£ 715 GV RXNFRS SEMAFR R HUMEMAITE S 5 8 2k 5 3 bring
—&% )1, RS 5MERITERE L3 k2 bmfi 2 5%, HilwT
2 (= N/ NN 5 FHERTFREARBAEAE R 06 & rh 2 > 3 B[]
SRR A AR B A RN Z2 5

1.3 BE#EHNZIEZINREHER

[P E B AR R D7 SR 2 RS AR, B, R E S
) H SRR A LA FERW, o) MR i e TS5
AATTAEAE 2 SO S S BB X A AT 17t A TG B sl AT S T BT Y
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2 1E P [ 5% (corrective feedback, CF) (Pica et al. 1996), 4 [R]f£45 Hi
Iy, 2 2] A T R Al B W) 1Y 15145 % (Shehadeh 2001), K
P E SE PR E Z0E S T X — i (Z5i8 I Long 2015; Mackey 2012), iX
SH FyiF bRt T iR S TERI B SR 19 % (McDonough 2004;
Philp et al. 2014; Sato & Ballinger 2016). HA&if, [FfER s —iH%>]
PR EVE FH 32 B RAE LA YA 7 T

1) ¥ hn2e > 24X il e = bl

TE TR E PRy E b, ) E e Z aME T B p9is, itk
SR T BE Ok KA B S, FEIX — i B b A ) E RE i AN TR Uy =X
SRAMNES, A —HE . B ST S AR LB, 2
FINAC TS & T, LS VR G I 5 e A o L ] Al A9 s
B, MTIARASA G = R A RN ATk A sk B2 LR B LA g e 52
Bris e B 2] B )8, Donato (1994) X = 44 ki N H i A ik 15
2] E AR AT 55 I R IR EAT T IO, R BRI A2 2] % |
RIS R SR, AT S A2 sl el (s T AE A TR AURB B Lo X — 3L (R
%5 AP A 22 BE B XS 1 = R B h AR, i T R A A Y
WAL N AR (S B i A2, DonatoFk 2 N “E4K 42 (collective
scaffolding). [AIfE7EE.Zh o B . ok D4R I B AUE A5 X
FEIE S, AR AHRR g ) S ) 1 e

TESAA S —TESEH, Swain (1995) iR T W44 dk it ) E AT H
FRFEEAE T, Hor, g FE I E R SR, W T A i) T
5546, Swainih AP 2 E NAMRREERZH T, (HIRTEdAT G VER A
T o AR = VAR S A TE S b BARER B . s, R
L [A) 58 AT 55 . Storch (2008) JE T PREE FYBFFEARIT 1 2 21 4R 7047 3C
ARFAESS B A ICTETE (metatalk), 383 0T A [FIZSALAIE 5 AHDC A
Bt (language-related episodes, LREs) 417> A 7 % 5 1H 102
SRR KRR TR S R AT RE A 5 . BACRUE,  Storchid i 4y
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P d By ih il 5 A Be SO e s, B S A Beift A28 B
T 7 M5 H Bt (form-focused LREs), il 1% 7 41 5¢ H Bt (lexical LREs)
FIHUA 15 A0 ¢ B B ( mechanical LREs ), 7EiX—id fEHT, 222] & 2%
T F R A B F D, IF HR A — R IOk e WX, 7E5/FE.
Finshid i, FES5E0m AT SEE IR SRR S . &
2L, ) H Z BRI ARG Beos LA R R B2 A I T 4

Ferndndez Dobao (2014) HYBIFFE ik — 20 LW/ INH B Sl 25 %) B 5l
B WE T L MEERE 110 44 TR SO PRSI ME S 2 & 5y R
15NN FI25 D AN, FEEEAAT 15 AR 58 R B SR AT 55 I K
B, PO/ S 2 DGR AT S AR B, ELRER IR itk B 20
A BL, W E AR BOR S I F R T 2 o] TR AR AL
230 RN AMEZ ST B STHERA R, B/ N BOFBA X gt in)
IEFIR R SE SR, AU TRERS AR 2, B S R BOTH & IOk
PR Z TN AR 21

Sato (2017) WL 1 53 #4 TAERIETHAE A /MER (English as a foreign
language, EFL) %) HETEIRE EEAEE AL PRAE S5 Y fe, K&
PR A OGN A 2 IEPE RS, ABATAR B R 2 SR AR M AR A
B, RN TIESF AT XS AR ERI A S R TR
K. Satoift—LimiH, SIEMEMEZLOE (EWREIE. HAHED) &%
M2 ) F SRR A, RS H % iR R AER

UEAER, o 2 F IF IR R T 28 B TT e B 3 i shok e i 5 7 .
Hsu (2019) 7347 1 26 £4 BEER TS AR 7 EFL 7 ) # B T4ERE (wiki) &
VESE RS TEAT 45 B Y A 1EXT IS (collaborative dialogue), %2 >] HAEMS
PR F AR B, IF H BB AR G i 5 TR, X Ul B T
HERP)GEGVEN =T BRI S BB BT . BB RE. A
SRR B . AR, N iR

FARSHIERTIERY, M) BRI M S R P A R R 72K

B2
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BT, 2% 2] E PRy EcE SCTEE F ARG Be s = B AR J5 1 (s
L. &) I B AR RS R A B, i —id 2, 2% IRA
Z 5 R TTRT, BIE GRS EER, BEENES 15,
2) R ) ERAMEETE F Pl
FEFfEE SRR, (60 B BTE T e PRae g A fii 2 F = th
FEMERPIEFIEA, REFHMAIER, If B eE EiE S -
(Mackey 2012), R4 EKINTS , [RIFEE A9 2] M S BRI A,
R ) FRe0s HARSOE SR, JF BRI A O 0iGi DAl i oAb > 3
I B2l B 21 TE M R DA R A E P 2 A i H B 2
Bruton & Samuda (1980) #£47 1 —Hilf2— J&] 19 /N AR DR 4 B Sy i
FEo FEX—RFFE, 2 ) EHAEWAT BON SRS T LRIl 8, 58 AL
155 DRI, BR T BRBIEZS, 2] HEdRRE A BB AT
I — R I, A BRI, XL MERIE S S H B IERY)
HFAR, SRR Gass & Varonis (1989) BT, A fi17E % 4 M3
TEIE AT R EEE Sy H B e ) 3 H A TR F B, 458
R, X K- ) 3 RE RS T B 09T k45 T AR A A T M S
B, BT A IEMER L, T E B E SR HEIE R, R
PRSI IR R R . R ) BRI ) B IEIE, (AT
RETER P B it B2 R SRt H i B U2 ER Y, WP RN IERf Y
A KR I (peer feedback ) BYMEFE et 2 IEME I 5. = U
18 IE P DL B AT S ok R ) OC & (W Adams 2007; Adams e al.
2011), XEEWFFENE AR IR H S FIAEE#H — %) F B Z Al 2
S, WRTERIPE S AR A EME RS, (B EMER T 2 T AlE
PERCE . AR IFASREBEI 2 2] H A BE R R IEAE H i TE=X, A%
) B A TR AL A 1 R B[R] A4 - 17 R 3k S 21 4 ( Fujii & Mackey 2009
Philp et al. 2010), Foster & Ohta (2005) fHf5s &8, HIRE>)# 2 If
B BEAT R Z2 0 SRS, (B A TRESE FE AR BEAZ T 0 N IEIE A C TS

10
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o X E AN Z B R AGEEIE, I HALZTEBuckwalter (2001)
McDonough (2004) 558 HOWLER I Y B B8 TE A

RN, MGERHFR AR ERE, W55 KA N4 560 1] LUE J7
T R A B 2hiG 3, TRET I A28 PR ( computer-mediated
communication, CMC) i 5 T80 2] Wl R A58 3 5 1 19 F i 35 RL
Zou et al.(2016) 75 [EF1 3¢ FE R =T e 5L T AR R Ry 18 5 Ac i H , Pl
FABEBGVESEIF BB SOE T MR IR, 2 F AU P g
BER R PP R 2 2D 18 H AR, BRI EEZ R85t 34h, I H AR
HHT B IGE S SC bR R 1A ) FRE AL, i T E ISR
fiE. Golonka et al. (2017) 43 25 45 Hr A8 K VAR T2 > 35 7R M 45 SCFHR:
R E IS R A B, A AR A RABIE . FIEBIE . 2 PR
FABET R, MfEE TIES KB, Yang(2018) KB, 7K FAE/KF
A EAIET M EEE RS P ARRES e f t .  Eh RS RAE
IR RSO SO g, WERREAS A Ba 5 AN, SEm B ERUR

3) P ) TR 7 T R A A

TS FEE R0 ) 88 e FH DRl R e AP B R T T T 5 b ) R B
WER TR 1027 >0 0 H IR A IS A AR, el e ) iE &
P ST E R . IR B R PR S R S SR R )
ARG, Bilanxs H )i s e e & [ 29 PR A . DFe A
TEFEANN F BT F AL I o 25 ThI 2% Fp )R, 9] A AL PR 3 5 MY
VEIEARIE T FERIE . eAh, PPAR S Z ()0 ol B2 (0 R s Rk B2
—H ESHEASE, AFSEE AN R R A R | BRI R bR (e
e MR8 L AR g T IRV R0 B EL AR R b ok i 7 L A
J, BRI D7 B RO T T F OH

H T AE ]R3 v e A B B 4 T R SRR R e, Rt
“YR2)7 AR 2T O R LR T R SRR RS )
HHREIE A TR NN . X B A BBl DL R S RS

11
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WFoERM], 2 EAEF S h = I E 2R E . AT S B0NET T
H5), SFEPETHN, i1 EZE . ERAIE (Pica & Doughty
1985). T SCIEMIS KM, TR £EH8h i E 5 25 ) Re g Al k2 ) B i
TR % R

R R RE , R B | e L S B = T A T
ik (Segalowitz 2000). A1 IN A, ST 4w WA A A sk, 2
H I EE A %) (McLaughlin & Heredia 1996), [FfEH shflifd=¢2] &4
WL TSN, RS 25 eI o R IGE 5 s, I
P TR T I 5 AR A B AR (Ellis 2005), M55 75 7= Had #E 3
At WatRul, WA WiEZ AT, 20T LB Ia R T
L H AR g R 1

Philp et al. (2010) #4177 —BFRREE = Jd (12/80) B4 E R k1K
BRALI AT, Horh, S FAEFF R RIS I ] 1 B Bhghinl, 7EZ D)
—FYEA . EEZEEE T S L, DU YRS H s
Bhshinl, BEFERW, o) FAE X — B B b H A i 5
RS AEST T,

Adams (2007) FIBFFER, 155 [ AR S0 8 A Wt 5 H bt
Hib e, #I% 25 T SRS, B R 3R 13
A TEPE S AT USSR A TR 2R SO ZR A3, LA A SR A et H
FTE IR SR KT o (HRAZIEE I, % 2 e ™ A 5 T
FEAEREA A A UBIAT R (McLaughlin 1990) BYRTHEFIEE IS . X %]
FEAT 3 S v 5 R T A 2 D R A B S R SRR R AR
BRI, FRATAS L2 B 25 ] I ) R0 5 2 2] Z [RIAFAE A ) B G R
(Lightbown 1985), #4 McLaughlin & Heredia (1996) FJRF7, %:2) 2>
FEA RN . — 5T, )RR LA S (R A T R AR 1 Sk, A
AR HEE & A B 5 — 07, K] S8 I #haER,
T BRI EE TR
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