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1. LI

S _SFEBBE L M2 ) 13, 1998 £ 12
RICBESh = E_EEE/MRE0OE I BEEXR
SR CEEBAEFBRE TAFIRILERT o7
AEFBE TH D, AFKRITETD 2 FHD 2000 F 12
Bith, BEROKLKFREREAAFHE2—R
OBEIZLY | KEEFE CHEROHEEEZ B TIT> T
W5, ARSI LIRS, € OBRORIBEE
IESWTW3,

AHEKIIKEREOL M a2 —R NV KFEORERIR &
LOGASEREH LI b0 HREEEATY
DRHDISAEEFETHD, i, ROELR

(UCLA) OF —~tigofzT v A (Bl) - 7 A
N7 b (#) OBEEHE (Li & Shirai 2000;
Salaberry & Shirai 2002; Shirai & Andersen 1995; Shirai
1998, 1999; Shirai & Kurono 1998) Tttt FEIMER &
L CHEORZLESFFEOM CASHBMSNT
BD., 2003 & 5 BIIXFA Y TIToNT A
FERBICET2EBESS (Conference on the
Acquisition of Aspect, ZAS, Berlin) CEFHHREETT
S>TUWN5,

RIZEbIZHE— - BLEFFEEN S OREBIH
D2 EERAREREICE Y FLA TR R T SUTE B & ft
13 (Shirai 1997a; Shirai et al. 2001), ZDEEE HAED
FFEEICLREKT D (Shirai 1997b) & & biT, =
—RVRE - Ve VB YUK T YT RE
T XY AKRFEL VI EAEE RO DKL
BeAEdt 17 & OMIFRSIFROEE - FEICHED-
Tk, KiXEh, BASEEROEEA L N—L
LT Language Learning, Applied Linguistics % D[E
BEEFEOETC, EEOMEICHETICEADY
First Language @ Associate Editor, Studies in Second
Language Acquisition 7 Editorial Board Member % %5
b, SLIETFRREADTE OERES) R

KBS - BRNEET - FETR
i ILTE - 2 AR

BEZT=FEREDHD, BARHEETHD, ZD
AL, AHEPIIEE 2RI EREN DR EE
LR LbEREFORLHROM AR ME T
EARIEMN L, XOICHEFKB O EREESRE

B H SRR OBEMRER LB E 2 CHEREEE ~OR

EERITOIHRRNVE _SHEE/AM L 2o T 5,
BFROERIL, 5588 (second language
acquisition, BA'F SLA) BFEDT Fua—FDRED
EEAEELI0Ob, BEEELILD T RE
RERERNTD L HIC, BRAROREOEE
EEA~OISAREICHERLTWS, AT, A

FEERAY 1 RFRIE & D IR DAV RIRIFR O TREL

<HBATE R - FRE - BACHERICHREINZ
5L Ebiz, AHROMOEETORBEZRE X
TEDOEREENTD, ToFT, [BE/RKEIE
FlTEEE] okdicmbb Ly, HWIEEE
R REOBMSE PICEET S L & bic, BED
iz 2000 FELAREDFERFEE DB bR AR
N6, BROAFITH > CTHEREMAZV GRERZ
Fo, IMERHELOERICH Lic*l, *2, *3-{oxf
e ¥, AERICIIHAEMER GERSY. AR
DOERIAT L@, *@. *Q@-1Txtih) ZUE L
T3,

2. MEBAFTOEEN S SLA BIEDBEA~ (GEER
1.1)
AHRKEE_SREAREMBTIICHIZoT

FTEOMET e —FOREZEVIERY, EH
(2002) LR IxtfHH) REASH [HHE

BN LD 3 DDEMEIZST TR LTV D,

| —J. $EFEOHIZIE Larsen-Freeman &Long (1991)

4 BMEEE (TtBBar) TR DBERST
(EREESHT]) WWBRLATWAEbBENDZ &L
By, a#EROWH [FEEESH] 1. Larsen-

— 1 7 p—




®1 BEFRER/RO7 TO—FOREMFHE

A#F (&5) | Larsen—Freeman & EH
Long (1991)
%A%&@ﬁﬁ&%%m RITEL B - c.f, Thomas (1998)
i | SEEEROOOERBICEY . FHENLT — | SROW stRRHT Lado (1957)
R | FEEDRN
FEE»L | BAOKIHER MRS RS Richards (1971)
DT —HIZ
B3 (| FEHEER | FEEOSEE | THEENT | RO TORESR B HIEF
SER 2L L | BMALL 2 | HoREEiFR Dulay, Krashen &
ToE = | R (hH | HELToL Burt (1982)
N
FEE R ;;’;&)) 6& L | ZAHET PO
Wode (1976)
Huebner (1983)
BREESUIRD T REESHT Hatch (1978)
FEEOWARERE
BOAH = RN
EERTD

Freeman &Long @ NEAMSHTT & [EEHHT) O
FeaELTns (1),

b 3 0hBHNNE 4 DT Fe—FD 5 b,
FEEOEROSEER AR U ERER 2
L LCOBE - SEEERIIRANIT LA 22> Thh

Folmbnz b,
LTV THRBASIFIIEEFER O£ TEHE
RBRIZ LTV D DI Cidmnl ., BokBiaEo o]

EONC LD EETOLAEARETOHR (F2 0
1-b) EEILRETOMER (K2 D 3-a) &HFoTW
DITEE eV, FEHIEELWIER 2FbRnZ & T
PR CERER b T T V-2 FEENE o256
BRAOHEER O LRBRARZTICE T TiZE0E
FERENEZERU EICECREb>TLE I LV S fE
% & 725 (Schachter 1974),

—J. FHEEELIL, FEER Ef"f—é‘iﬁ FH
DFELTHEVHL TS FEEOBEOERR LD
BESEOERRELRRIMBDEENRRE ST

(Selinker 1972), %’é’%‘mﬁu ) H:'u LT FEH

R2 FERFEEOEEFEADER

EREOLOOEHEFRE LT, B LED TR
FIEX DE X HTH D,

L L ZOFEEFESITORRICASTH, #
HOIFERER B RIEFFF R BB ARRE (2
DFABPMEDNIRTIUZ2 HIROEREE) WBITAE
A (&2 0 1a) O, A (1-b) TR D0E

(SOC : Suppliance in obligatory context) % EEnHE
BICL T, 22T BEMRBRELN CFE

CEBEALEDO (-4 RO 3a) HEBICARLD

TR o, Zhex 2O L, KIC
2R TATDRITIEN SN DEAI b ST
Nz ZRWAZEJFENNELTNE, 27D
RKENRSLOBA (3a) FEFATHEELTY
Nz PELLEBEERTWSZ LIThosTLE S,
L7eioC, R $FBEOSHEEAOLMEMEE &
5A TV EIFE VB,

Z OHIH O R E BB ORI A %1
RoThIBRERZEIN, BENAEREUNCO
B bEW TLU (Target-like use) &S5 45475

BZzHohTIEEE [12) OFEE

(*IERA, TO] FERIA+—LTHEOLEFOEFRTRABREFLEN EETT.)
%E’%‘@ =5 ué‘ﬁ}aﬁ
Nz) #2465 M) #fEdHipn
1-a) 1)
EHR (obligatory) 8 BFIZITL, *8 B b1T<,
H&EE (AARE o, i) ] 2-2) 2-b)
DRI 2 A fER (optional) BT BT, BB 2 01,
_ 3- 3b
%1k (prohibitory) *Z}J BIc47<, B é ®17<,




BEEAOCCEBERP RIS LTt

(Stauble 1981, 1984; Pica 1983, 1984), LML,
SOC + TLU & AiEEmL EHEL L THFEESH
HTWD EWDH B TCIIRRASIT L HRORRARH Y
(Ellis 1994), FHHEMED HTHB OSFHEHERE
R B 7= b ORFFE I & LTHER b O TR
27,

IOXD hHEREBIEFFE LI RRD
SHITIENC & D PRSI EAT o 7o BRI 7 D
341055 Huebner (1983)T# 5, Huebner {XAAD
T UEESE D REY BREET 2B RN
(WEwrRy) B L, FRENSF/OME LA L
EDX RO T e WO BRNL O E
1To7, FLT, da (sthe) R isa (=it’s a) 2 EDR
HOBERIZBE LT, Thbi CARBICERT L,
EWVHIMBDONL—NVEFEEPEDENGITEZLT
WEZ L, FLTEFOAL—ABPREZICELL TV
T EEEMCBEL TS, AHKRE, 20
Huebner D% [EF/EHDIEY EiIF-BHRH D
M= BIRHTE] ORFEHIE LTET TS,
—7% . Larsen-Freeman & Long 239 [3REES
Tl ZiE. Hatch (1978)D & H 72, HFEFEE & DA
VE—T oy a DR CEREREZSETOSE
HiEE YO RBESETOL DERTHES, FEE
DERTHaIa=r—ary  ANIFTU—ER
LR, BEFEEOHFEI VAV F— =2 L EDE
BV BA~OHBEIBIMRRENEENTND, 7
SAN—h - B RAOFESL 2 ZICHEEN D,
NEMASH NEFESHELOLDE, FLLTE
SEEICESA R Y TTHATWADIIR L, [5REED
W) 3B EDPEDDIRED VAT LEDLDES
WL, EBIEDEHIRAV Ty NRA LV E=T
va UNEERRET I E V) ERREE R o
SHTHDHEEZX D, )

bbb, Zhb07 Fu—F XA
RbOTIHEZL . FLWT FTa—FEENT Fa—
FORELFERY AN ETRELTE TV, R

# 3 BRIBR & FEIRFOLLE

DHTRRASHTIIM R OB (3T A L)
ELTIISOB AR R Ton, FiEL LTIIA%k L
BB RATSLIC BRIR O R RO AR L D D
HLOTHD,

3. BRIEF & HZIEF GERERIR1.2—1)

T, REREBIERICET DFRICIEERE Lz
BIEFELOMERE2DHHHNRH Y, BHK
HF ONEFOE BT Z BT TN D, &
Tz, RS W ARWETHE e o—BiE
Ehol-HRERALZLOLE LTEOERINE
<72V,

THICEELTASKIE. ERIEF) & [RE
BFE] OENMIERLTWS (& 3), BAETIE
ZOZoBELL Y EF] LRENTNDSHH
bbb LW, FRETH acquisition‘order (rFBH&NE
FF1). developmental sequence ([ZEEIERF)) &. %
NENERIBVRETCON TS, ERIEF) &
W, Tk ZITEEEOER, TEEOs R BIEEE
D2 I EEERD O B ENLBEICER/L TL
DERTIEFOZETHD, —F, [BEIEF) T,
HOENER (& X, BEX, @) 28
BT OB, FEEAENED L S e FEEM L EA L
T HENH Tat2ERLTEY . BEOEE
SRR ¥ ORERBIZBWC, BEPFER
B b b TR CRZEERZEEL TV T ER
BEIh T3,

2L, HENER & SEEIERFFE, FICHRICK
BITEDLIFMOARN, b xid, AARFEORMLE
o (&) NE) b)) 126 OBFEZEZTH
L9, Z0420BRD I bLENLLEFENDD
ZIBAL S = b D, TRERBROBHIEF] L&
REZENTED, —H, RFELWOIHRE (B
ERBETHEDICAVBERAREDOL S ICELT
WDy (B MEERIC Lo T, BIUHLSEEBTS
iz Te) Ten) R oT-BXPBHLH
B) EWVHBENSHIUE, [REERROREIET)

BA S D506

g 7
BEIERF ZLDEEWRELB L, TOHbEny | KEOWERERIEF
(acquisition order) LEIBEIhIIERTIERF
FEIEF H—OE@EFRUCEB L, ThNED L) | XEOBFAG EROREIERF
(development sequence) RRER/HHEEEXERTELLAVD
' RSN N AV AN NN i

o— 19 —




EEZHTELTED, ZOLYIT, AUEHEK
ROBBEW-2HATH, FEEMS LD LD
REAPOBBBBRAEL LY, BEIERE
CIERDIEEIEE LIS TR ST B E D
b3,

4. RGN OEN (EEER1.2-2)

W (1997 : 189) 1k, E_ESHEEEBHEORE
HROFT EEBIZHT D E I FITELWEED
BREZRLTE ] LB TWS, XROHITE
DEHARICIT TREET) (interference) & V5
BERANWTWEZ E0bbbnbd iy, BED
~A T AOZERBR N, FEEORY OFR
T RTEEILOBBIZF IR (R 4 0Q),

Lo, MRS RGO TBEE L E_EE0E
EARETIUE, BETEHENE LW D BB
Ly &S FHIE, EFERFRICE > TEB SN
2o TORED D, ROBRUICIIARSHTAIZE~
OHEFIBFEZ VD, BFEICED SRV EEME R
N, ZOHED, BEBEORERIILALEE
15 &0 efiEieERR T o BN (R4 00),

BETH, BEORENERBIhTWS (&
4 DQ), FFEOFENY, BENIEATIERS
TN A FREDHZER LT T £V
SEIMRDoTL YR TGS LWHELE
TRINDELHIZD, BEORECHEANSE
EZEnsBhE% [ADER), BEMEESH
256% TEDERE] LIFATHAS,

ZLTSATH, DLABEEENEELE
KBELLNDHOEN, FHCMEEL AEeHRo0
BEEPEZOVSTWEELH B ENRBH#END
£ 9127257 (Kellerman 1978), Z iU EDEER
DHIZ LT ROEEDAREELEATND, Z0
L9z, BEBROFOEDEHSNEREHITHY
EOE G P RFEOREEZIT AED D0 EHS
NTHTE, Ele, BELBESEOEVOR
NTH, FOLIRLOBERBL, FDXdkb

DY LRV OPEBRL, EBERITAD
SALERRD Z EPEERIERE L 2o TV B,

LROEFR OEMSFEEDIINC L, S5
R OERRN L L CEBRESCHIRIER Sl
RERPZNETESLNLTWS, Thbidax
7V a =R h &) B— OIS TH—IIC
BEAL &L D & L7=DA3 Shirai (1990, 1992)Tdh 3,
Z DEEIINE, MOMER Yy b U — 2 OFHAL
(activation) °HEUDE (connection) & 54
Kb, NHEOBMBREEZRALLS LT57 7
0—FThbd,

e 2, BRICEBEENEI VTN e
. ROLIIEHAZ LTS, BREITIXTO
SIGEREEY T VVED, L1 (B—E8 %
BEOHETE & L2 BIEHE o oo
PELIRT VY, FHHEOHBEMNBRONTVS L
SVTH, FREMINEEB) LT 5L &0
T L1 OFFD NEHE] Sh, ZhsZzo Ll ©
FEE O] bz L2 oL Mgl &
D, ZDEIR NEHEI] BPRIVIEENhDZ &
T, ZNHD FEODE) ZESIH# Y, &
BITHBERbDIZRD, FERIZ, 77 by b %
BMEIN O UERFEETHI LNV T5 L
BREIIRLTVOL, L1 & L2 D [FEU-ox)
ML BN THDELTVE,

5. HiRtt (GB&E%1.2-2)

A ChbEBEICMh-LBY ., THEM®
(markedness) | XS FEBOERLBVEDOHS
BT ABBRERDOUESEEZLNTEY
(Eckman 1977, 1996; Hyltenstam 1984 1%73), =
T TIEED S % Kellerman (1978)7 M#EEF D L1
O THER O, L2 I aniny &
WO SN TWB, 2D THEEM] L
DREIE. RSWCHDERBVMBIZI > TESESE
KHESNTHWAOT, ZITEBRLTEBIY,

&4 L1EL2OER (ER) NERICRETHZEOTFROEE

L2 AL1ISEWES

L2 L1 D bEWES

OxtBAHT (Lado &) BRMBF LW

BENELY (BEOTFHRKRE
D)

QRARERRE(ER (Dulay, Burt 5)

BRZBHBIEFFORH (Krashen) B3,

FEIFSEBRIEGNLRERESRIT 2 LRENLBIRTHY . L1 OF

QUEIEEEEES (Kellerman 5)

CEBNEERTV, (FICL] OFE | EBSLEREZ vizy,
TN LIE UL 2 I 5,)




iséi#i&ﬁﬁﬁww SO

HhgL2 5

SLA ~DEAD
e

HAEMEOHS

S

Db BT 5 ZHDOEEWIRICE
WTTHEAZERIT 2 H 55 8ICEE
L35G, TOREEET AHEN
HET, iEFNEZEE Shiz, (H
FO(#®)  1988)

bk Il EVOIEROEFICE
BE, TEBEME &0 ) #RIHRHEE
BSOS L TCHWAIEHEES b BEET
HY, EEEPPEETHD, —
FH. OBV THEE 25
K E LCED 3R ) IZFBTH
B, WD HEETHY, b TE
B2 b,  (Martinet 1969)

@Ik EZENLILE L T, Hftik
b, EARZLO, HAKRD
O, —EER b O, BV IEREE
BENWLORENEEL ESHh,
iz, B b O, RENR LD, F
SRRSO, BRI LD, FERAKEE
MMENH DR ENFEELETINS &
[’z -7 (Ellis 1994) ,

FEEOATEER L EEF TIE. B
BB ER e AMT 5L T
BEERIRESNDEOT, BEEEN
MIECHEHEE N AEE (Lasen-
Freeman & Long 1991) ,

Eckman (1977,
1996 %)
Hyltenstam (1984)

OEERRICHBESIER X &

ol ﬁﬁﬁﬁ“ﬂbé?éﬁ EHTFY &V D
ERbHIHE. XNEETYNE

e (@%ﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁ%)

HLEEIBBREOTE (fsx 7
L) BbhiE, ZOESEIITHRET
ptk/ 72L) bHHZ EBHON
TW3, Lo T, HEEDIES
NEBEETLVEEZECTHDS (Hawkins
1987) ,

QEERMOEEIC D & 5L £k« &
< OEFEICH BN D HHENSEET,
DBOETEDI I B IEHENH
*7?:“0

preverbal negation (& E#:+Eh5)
DEFEDIT DM postverbal negation

(BFA+BER) OFFLY HEW
Z &M b, preverbal negation D15
BEECHBL LI TS (Elis
1994)

B SEE R

Flynn (1996)
White (1987)

ROSGERIZ BT D A v F (DR
W) D7 A—F—1IHHE (KGE
LB VT PREZLNIRVR
DRI DB SR, BER
L (o 7y b)) BEZXLONTIE
LHTREHAL S 2 BRBIFE,

ERIS BT 5 EH/EEOFE %
Wb D AA v FBSIEICFET D
CIRE LIZBE, TOWHER 14
EARW ] (B : %588) THHEEZR
X, FhicsT B IKEE S 72 5 EEE
EWEIIRA Ty hELTEADBN
TEHLDTAAS v F% [HKEFA)
(fFl : BAEE) [cOInExHZ LR
T&D, ZOLIEXNE, WF
A TOEFENE BICHEETIEHBAN
HMBATES, ZOHE. TEEFR
Wl (NEHE) SEET, TAK
) OEEICRD fE)

Kellerman (1978
%)

EHEVREOH DRALNEGE
FBERLTHALD & ‘?Eofb\Z)
B, FORBITIYUMFEBHEICL-T
TEETHD, (ZOE, Bk
BOEBICELDZ LTS, ) W
IDBBEBRTILAELRZWVWEELLNT
WARBNEEL RS, (Z0%
&, BBIERHEVELRY, ) Tm
&AM - S - AEREN - BURE
BRMENREVRBEIEECRZ )T
ll\

%i%%¥¢6¢7/5% FEREE
SEDENEA breken (CXTINT B
%@ﬁﬁbm&%E®lﬁmﬁ5m
Oz b5, 47 FFE breken
O [EEmEET) SV O BKROH
{f‘ig& l\—Lu DRL/T%)JELZ) t{n
UC (EE), RUSRCREEE <
break %AV 35 (EDE®B), —7H.
(S8 EM D] &V D EBRD breken
ORETEEICREBRT A LT
HHIEMMRHD (FHE.

() LESCEERICEKILT S S L AFFEHF ORI Tk, EFEEAROFTEOFEMRIZONWT ZHEIFRR-TKS bR

BINTWE, =,

1989) ,

BT & i BRI OSSR S AR

KEDIHREL WD (PF - &7 - Fih




bhehEHE . EELVD BB, MIETEE
EEIE L WA B (2 & 24T b ORI
BEFEMN) 2 EHORALTNANE SRl
BHRAWVWTHEDLATW LD TH DA (Martinet
1969) . FNBREEAND &, EAN O, HA|
B2 b0, —EIR b0, BWIMERBEREVD
DR EPMERE L S, M, TREMRL O, FISMEY
L0, RO, EREEMEN DR ENE
mLandk5icizote (Ellis1994)

I OEA R EEERRICERY AN SEEER
BIA =M (typological markedness) L., WD &K 572
TERYOBKRTHWLR TN,

@ X EWHIBRBEETHERBICIE, 4T Y &
WOHOBRBEET S LVWIEENTEM

(implicational universal) R LN DHFEIT, Y B
EECTHY X BAETHD L EhD,
@bAHRDIEI BHHFHRE Y EL OEBIIHM
LTWBEEICH, KO LT AR R
BN IEAE & D,

T OEBERNGRNAEEEE _SEER/IRIC
2/ L7=oA, Eckman (1977, 1996)DAEEMEFRBINK
252 Hyltenstam (1984)i2 X 2O, #L T
EFE A S DITFER LD XY bBENES CEE L
RFNEEZ LR TN, '

F g bR —JROLEETHSEEYR LR
¥, SEMCRLEY BIXEEBEROFE)
ORI THE) & TEE] OXBIZTZTTNS, &
72U, BEAE L EELH BT 2 ICED RO
BRRITEEERGREIRECERSTVWD GElIX
#F528) ,

Yoz TIENTRYL, THE] & [E
| ORBNIEFOBESE OERRNSAARILS

DVEHRENASERR LICb L D&, BEEOEE

LIISTICHETE BB DO TH o, ZAUTK L
(S FEEAR]  (psycholinguistic typology) {Z
BT 5EEMIL, BEROFBECETIEEOE
BRHETICE SO THIESTWS, Kellerman &
F5 v FEEOENF breken (FEFEOD break (THTD
3B) B{Eolx KRB (AR 280, A7
SEARE L THEBEEEHRIC, ThOLORBALEE
ICBER LB A OVFRE S S GFREN
BORIEOTNEE) , T L TEORRLEENETN
DA T FEOREOMENE - OMBEFI-L T
7 SUREDME &I S R Y, BERO

FEELEHET D CHEERSVY) HAnH
LHEWHERERY, BB (T by AT HEE
SERHFAEICHBER DD LV IRRE 2TV,
bbb, CESEEARRNAERICIE, RS
KELEELTWADTH D,

AEMIZZ O X D ICHIREM A K o THR% 72
EETHEr S T3, IEEICL->THRLUESE
BELSELFVEZELGELENTHZEbH D,
o& ZiE, AARERSICHRLND [EFEOEMHT
BETH D] LWV I, BIC Lo TEIRE S
FOEEEENTZ) LTWS, EE T ADOHEE
NESTHENICET D hAEDRVIREELEL &
Bl hiF <, WHER [FE v AFzEhT
NERDBEHEAWVTHES TV Z LIZHi <&V
EWVWIHEZRWELH D, TNRETIC, FEEEK
DRHBRIILDDIHI LD L ) BERTEOHE
HEoTHWDEDOPERINIT > & Y SH TR LEK
BE D biTEY,

6. FEHMNER (BER1.2-3)

[EDFEOFPERE LV bE _SERELE
SThHB] LV OF (ERRAEHEDL) @R E LTH
WIEL AL CRY . B8 8 B0 EORIT
b, BEOEBICBELUCHEAM (b5 TEUR)
NEET D Z LITIRERD LN TN B, —F., Xk
BECEFINFEET D DENICOVTIIFERTY
RBERNSMANTEY (Elis 1994), S bIZF#
OHEBAIRDAMEHEORTH, FOHAER
& LTE B2 O o - —RER
BENODJE - FARREDEENERE - Ty bO
BHAHNIEDENR LA THD,

XEBBOBRAMOGELIHFTOEMENTO
HEhHiEM e LT LI LiIEZ % o) Johnson &
Newport (1989)TH D, ZIUITET A U 77 OEEER
ROHER ESL (L LTORE) FEE
ERHRITSUEMEHB T 2 R &24TV, T O/ LT A
U HEEROERHORBERIFRT, BERO
FEHPBEVNZET 2 N OFFEDR L& D RERBE
bile,

LT A, Jia BRINEIFERLT A L ORF
eERT OTREBECME I v SREBE b
BIZ LT Tolnb 25, I—n yREREHEDT R
NERIET A U HBIEREEE & TR 2D o
T2V H O, AHEHEE TR LIZICHIRHES




%6 NEEROEFHICET S 2 DOMRHERDORLL

T B

R

W7 U7 %R ESL #8# 3—u v /8% ESL 8 H

Johnson & Newport (1989) | #EsEptiEted | kE
7 2 b

KEBIEREOEHIPE N
LT A MRRBEN

Jia & Aaronson  (2002) HE G

Jia, Aaronson & Wu  (2002)

il

it}
RICHBE RN R T

ICRR I Jia bOFRTHD (R62MH),

Jia BIXE b, FERHEROIEICREER DK
BERICEENDE OERE L 72 MEA L OB
ZO L, BRO L2 BEHIZTE < 0ERPHEEE
AL TWaEns#EmaztiLTn5g, ZO/RENDL
HHEE, BEEROEERELX b TEIEK
RKEWVWEWHFEEMELHD Z L REHLTVS, b
LA, FRERICIETI2HMERRL, YOSERE
WREBENBRETHN, EOX D RFECHEYT
20, FARBEREOZEEEFETIN R EICE-
Th, D7) BRAFERBFESNTHBD, Z
DOEDOIFFROFER Y DB FHEREHT Z &t
TET, ALIHEELET THEEZERDLERD
%, LIz, BHEOES L)L, ZhETIFE
A ERBRERI RO R L SR o R ERNER
KREBREEBAEHOTEELHBT5D,

7. EE (EER12-3)
EEFEBEEORGIZONTIE, BFREFORT
WERE—BLERENRB O TH AR, HIE
Carroll (1981)2%, 35 EREFEHEEIOFEF Tk
S (LS EWREFEBIT 285) . @QUEN
M CUEMBREZ RS 284H) . @ORMNHE
EFEES CUERMBRIZBIENICHER TX 218
DELEROBO SRR TE DN, &

3,

d. EE"I oD

l/ A
D% Skehan (1989)iF, SCHEMIRSEM: & RINIOETE
BEAITEEANHEN & LTOEDICE L bR
LT3, 7
TOWVoEEREMEE RS DIZ, Moden
Language Aptitude Test (MLAT: Carroll and Sapon

O 4
N I R o T

1959) 2L ETINVL ONDOEFEHEMET A MY

ELNT& T, LOLBETH, 20X 54 EmE
W2 MI 12 OEECOREEFHTAEDOTL
IRV EFEFEN TV (Cook 1991),

ZDX 5 1980 ERETOHEITH L, BIT
HEBEFEEEOF - AFHAER L LT [ELR

A ODEBRENDOE TR ELTWS, *

&) (working memory) OFEMPERSNB LI
725 T¥ 7z (Robinson 2000) ., {E¥siiE (EEE
) 1, TRHEOCER R & Ok 2 e RARRE D
BATHIC— I B & T B ISR RIFIEE) ROP
[ZOHRREEH L TWA AN =R LRV AT b
BT EERSNTOS (AABAMRELE 2002
312) o Te& AR, XEEZEE L TO BB T,
UNVEALEE UERAE U7 2 & B —FFRCERIE L TR
IR, RICRE LB 2N L BEESITA 2 &
ECET. XEABEZEMS S LILTERY, &
7o. BRI o CO B ERIBOF ) b5 & H LR
BIHRPOEML T ZE bMEL RS, S5
EEBLIEVELEZYTAZ LiiEEEELZ B
L7ZEB IS T L H R0, Z0EETIEIEIRE
DX O TRE &) DERERIEITL T3,
EETBOBREZIIIBAZLR S A L S, #L
TRERREVWHIBAEBODENE N EEX D
N5, SLA MIROSHTH, ZOEETEORE
DEVISEERCEEEEX DL LTERENT
Z T % (Sawyer & Ranta 2001) , Harrington &
Sawyer (1992)<° Miyake & Friedman (1998)i3/EZC
&7 2 FOER LB SEENOEIZIEOHEBEN 5
DEMELTVEN, BB LIERKRENELNRT
WD EIIWEAT, SHRBIFEBMEL ZHLTVD,

8. Pienemann & DB (@R 2-2)

SLA MRDHEE~DIEAE WD & BRIEFE
Ho2iz L, Z0lEFR BV IE X UEE D Tl
B CEATHEE LY bBEVEGDRENEOND L
HicEZ OB b THD, L LEBICESET
DETH, TOFRPHEFESNIZ ENZBIZEDR
NRFERERAROHMBITERE I N TRV, ERBICZ
DIEBTHITHRERIH DD, FOLHIc#HzNn
RN B2 DONECTEETHRTHLNC Lz L
THEHUDTESHFIUEAL TN RETZLNHD
B, BE~OLRCETAHROFROEHTH
D, ZOREEED D L TEEREHEEZD HO




& L Pienemann & D¥IF ATREMEARGR « 25 FIRENE
{iEH & Zobl HDOEFET MIERLTND,
Pienemann & DRI, 4 ¥ J THEB I UAA
VEBEBRELTAFEED N VEBREHBCET
DRBEARAE (ZISA 7aP= s b ERTh,
Meisel % H.OMZIThhiz) IZEHEHELTWD,
Pienemann 513 KAV FEDFEIEDREICRET 5%
nh, YENLREEFVEHDHZEERL, B
B EOBIC X A REERM R LB L TDERT
£ 5 /L (Multidimensional Model) % "8 L 7
(Meisel, Clahsen & Pienemann 1981; Pienemann 1984,
1989; Pienemann & Johnston 1987; Pienemann, Johnston
& Brindley 1988; Pienemann, Johnston & Meisel 1993)
YEEOBFFEBIMIL, 13 - Ex K (1987) (SRR S
NTWDB, TO%, Hix e SEER OB RIEFOR
B4 Multidimensional Model (ZX VEREAL & 5
EVIHIRAERELhEN, BABIEL TR, £
# - I (1990) ABYFIIX) 4% M%) DEBIEF %
ZOEFNAVEE S THAL TN,
Pienemann (1989) Hi¥, & HIZZDETFTINEH
% 7T RE M (teachability ) K #% - = F W 88 %
(learnability) {RFRICRKE S ¥, ZHHOEHRT
k. HORERBOEB ZE/THITE, TDOVL
OHIDFEEBD b DOEFE L QT b
WEENTWD, FEEEEROEL TEETLZ
SIXTER, R LIOEF LTI, BEEMED
HREZITHOXEFENEET 27 OEHE

Bl EMATWHWDRZEMIEE (developmental
feature) IZRHN TV D, TNLS D, —EDFKE
IEFicEOA R WERERBIELERMEE

(variational feature) & IR D (R T7EMH) ,

SWRTET VIR LTI, H5EEHEANHE
B B 72 0D RMIE B 72 O % Beid B EHED 1
FNTHY . BEBRRICD E<FTELRVHDNE
HEMIEEREEB AN TLE D ARERH 5.
WO H S (Hudson 1993; Ellis 1994) , EER,
Pienemann (1998) RZRITET M0 & HIZFHEE
WAL FREMEEERS (processability theory) Tid,
TORFEZELTVD (% 2002 2HR) . LAl
BHEIFEZORBNZOWT R E L CRERIZE
TBHL, EOLI RERNH > CTHREFETIER
WoE L, M IREeEEIER 2FoHEE T,
fAIDZE D TROOD, LW I ERIE. HxDEFED
AR TN ARIZE o ORFICEETHD) (A
F2002 :20) &£FWLTWD,

9. REETIL (GEEIR3-2)

—J5. BHET I/ (projection model) L, 5
EBREAOFTOFEALAHRADA 7y Mc&bEh
i, 20 EBET ZEIELBEXOBFMEI NS
EFRLTVD (Zobl 1983) , T EERX THAM
ftFniX, TH2EFEADOFTOELNLDHDL
FIZHZ AT I BN EVWSBNFLTED, &
DERERIET D7), BEEFLE LT —ay

®7 2E - SBIEFICET S 3EY DOFREEE EOERIER

i - TSV REE 23 HERERFICET 2 A - R
T8 H DFEE e - B BWHTE B & FR /RS
NV D EEBRBROA
BEET L " | Zobl B B PETE HICHEER b O EFEA | BAKEOBRE
- i, EEARLOLEE | FEEO AL
BETEH LIRS,
([HE () - EEZ
(B) DIETHZ D DN
ZhERAY]
HWRTET IV Pienemann FEIEMTEE SLOLONLIERICE | FA Y ERRONEBLS)
— B2 REM(RB: - | Johnston B ATIHUDTELWI L | BAEOZITE - 18855
R FTREME(RGER NTED, [FHoBOIE
— JUER RTREMEERRR THZ B DR
EEMIEE BERIEFSEEL TR | FA VEORRH (LED be
(=L, 2o | v, [BefTholE | SiFcrms)
WAITAETEE | ETHZ D&, —#
PRI SRR | 1222, ]
e h Tw
5, )




I W v rar R ¢ SA \J G S IWE D LI |3

T

MAT NN A OWHU

REFBOBREIE BT 28RN R LR D EFE
RN TN, TORER., FERBERE
Bé&ifdiiﬁg&“ﬁ%ﬁi‘%‘b\&b\ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁEﬂ\ A
77< & bR EFEOBRENCE L iR E 3T
BRERPHE SN TWVWS (Gass 1982; Eckman, Bell
& Nelson 1988; Doughty 1991, Croteali 1995 %, 53? L
IATEHE (KB 2002 BHR) , EL. ZOET
UNETITE A EREER (BHKICZUE TREE
HEH] ) & LTEAHUETFORTWEDIK, 40
& I ABRE & EEO AT (Zobl 1985) 72
1T CT&H % (Shirai 1997¢c; AF2002) ,

o TEER EELV) boEEICEAIE
L (BLV) bOLPRMICBBFIND] L
YELZFE, TEZEMIZULEBW, SLbode
LEELWHDA~NEHZDRETHB] EWVHRETED
HUZTREMRRDZE X T LI~ R L7 & ZARLL
TWBEIHIRZEN, ZhbiEEnENOEFE
SEICEIT A TFRITH B0, BT LA ]
BEThd, ORI EHEIIGATLIHARLELT
BHEE, [ (1) REHERZ, BEOIEFIIE
Ut BERcHLs 2) EREMERIIEDE
BTHEZTHL LW (3) HBFHHIEE OBARRTIT,
HLWHONBHZ D] (2002:21) LWIHFERIZ
BRLTWHAS,

10. SLA+ICHEREF (HEER4)

Biglc, AHREELDHELT, [EEHEE
MELICASESEbDOED L. XD RRIL
HEPCTEDIEAD] LR’ELTWVD, L, A
ICE o Tk, ZO#RE & 2K KKV 2FEA T,
WEEPFRIELD0b Liviev, T, 5

Hy
Tl
o

EEFLVHEEN, SHEEBCETCHT O

FOLOERLTEDNAZENRLENNLLTHS D,
Bz [BAREESEER] (BPR 1988: 38) ThH.

SHEEPEE MkREICIX, B -55 (second
language) ¥ S EE (foreign language) O #
828 #ROSFTHHEEREINTVDS, L
DL ZOEFIHNT ERTITThLSMNS, 7
MWERE & Db DL ORFEED D] L)
WEHAbLH LI, HASESE - LDESEFRED
EH & LT HERARHB] &I TWD, il
IZE Y &, BREOISASEFISHEER LR O HH
WEILS B X—LTWEDTHD,

)

AHFKESBICAERSEZ SR TS0

LTk, AT - B3 (1994) T, Wb AERSHE
B LT A TH LRI TS, 22T
M EEEELREICANL, B85 - S5%ER
EICASHEFOBAOHEMBRLTH) L& T
%, LIzMoT, AHEOEREIR, FEENORE
& EROSEERER S (REO) ISHEREF
LOHMRLEDDOE EAMICEXD] ZLiTEo
T, DEMLSELBTRTEILRDEOTHY .,
[SLA TOMEERNZ 211D, ZhEkic#
ZBHREET] L) L) BB A0S T
W RRNEWS Z ETH B,
IREHIIFRIIBWNTHHBTERBIZBWTS
BEOER - R EREEEBBEACETT—4
WCHESRILZEA U D ERREM & N7 REHE,
HDHNVISANREAL, BHROBRBEETE
FEARMMALVZE Y, ABETH, Vb5
THARADEETE|] OFRE, SLA OB L
HEEBROBGRR L2 D DB R CHERTC LY
EBESN T35, Iz, bR iiad
X )T RNEE~D, BHENPLOEERA vE
—UTHDHENWIZENTEBEAD,

HiEE

MAXTFERL Y., DESEENRICBIT 2HEEOR
BICOWVWTIER W& E Lz, FREKRERDND
. WEIEAORRCE L TEEREREE - T
Fft&E L, T ZICHALR L ETET,

SRRk ‘

i (KB 1% (002) NEMMEMHEIOTHICHET O
foBm) [Eo5EEE - HFOWREATH : HT
DBEBBEHE~DELDR FEX(EBAEEEF
2002 45 A#TIRES]  45-69.

BEAEF 2002) [EAFEHEICENTEZSEEEHN

) Ts

BFEA53L (2002) [EZEECRIT A NEEEHELED
HEWTRER) [E-SEYE - BEOWRRATH : &
FORFEHE~OHB LB~ SEXILL BAE
B 2002 45 5 A ETIRER] 2027

H Bt - EHFEL (1994) [HEGEEFELCASES
EHLLMEMY] THRAIEEEE] 10 B 5 4447,

EREER (1988) MRASEERM] fEE

L HFEE - fEx AFEl (1987) THEEEEHOERRIE
FlcESWiAEEEEXBEfRLC—P - JET
DN THEEE] 6 A5 43457TA 5 3234,8 A%
28-31.

+HFIE - HEWE (1990) [BFAOBRICRT 2 EFER
FofH-E—R= Pa VR MCETAORE
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BATEAD (2002)  Processability theory KESW\ =BT
EEAMRl [BoSEEE - HEOUREATH
HITOAREFHE~DEL DN BN E HAE

B 2002 £ 5 AHETIRRES] 2844,

I (1997) [E2EEBEE) R =

Carroll, J. B. (1981) Twenty-five years of research on foreign
language aptitude, In K.C.Diller (Ed.) Individual differences
and universals in language learning aptitude, Rowley,
Mass: Newbury House, 83-118.

Carroll, J. & Sapon, S. (1959) Modern Language Aptitude Test-
Form A. New York: The Psychological Corporation.

Cook, V. J. (1996) Second language learning and language
teaching. London: Amold.

Croteau, K. C. (1995) Second language acquisition of relative
clause structures by learners of Italian, In F. R. Eckman, D.
Highland, P. W. Lee, J. Mileham & R. R, Weber (Eds.),
Second language acquisition theory and pedagogy,
Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, 115-128.

Doughty, C. (1991) Second Language instruction does make a
difference: Evidence from an empirical study of SL
relativization, Studies in Second Language Acquisition, 13,
431-469.

Dulay, H., Krashen, S., & Burt, M. (1982). Language two.
Oxford.

Eckman, F. (1977) Markedness and the contrastive analysis
hypothesis. Language Learning, 27, 315-330.

Eckman, F. (1996) A functional-typological approach to second
language acquisition theory, In W. C. Ritchie and
T.K.Bhatia (Eds.), Handbook of second Ilanguage
acquisition, San Diego: Academic Press, 195-211.

Eckman, F., Bell, L. & Nelson, D. (1988) On the generalization
of relative clause instruction in the acquisition of English as
a second language, Applied Linguistics, 9, 1-20.

Ellis, R. (1985) Understanding second language acquisition.

Oxford: Oxford University Press. o

Ellis, R. (1994) The study of second language acquisition,
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Flynn, S. (1996) A parameter-setting approach to second
language acquisition, In W. C. Ritchie and T.K.Bhatia (Eds.),
Handbook of second language acquisition, San Diego:
Academic Press, 121-158. ’

Gass, S. (1982) From theory to practice, In M. Hines & W.
Rutherford (Eds.), On TESOL '81: Selected Papers of the
Fifteenth Annual Conference of Teachers of English to
Speakers of Other Languages, Washington, D. C.: TESOL,

129-139. .
Harrington, M. & Sawycr;” M. (1992) L2 working memory

capacity and L2 reading skill. Studlies in Second Language
Acquisition, 14, 25-38.

Hatch, E. (1978) Discourse analysis, speech act and second
language acquisition. In W. Richie (Ed.), Second language
acquisition research, New York: Academic Press, 137-155.

Hawkins, J. A. (1987) Implicational universals as predictors of
language acquisition, Linguistics, 25, 453-473.

Hudson, T. (1993) Nothing does not equal zero: Problems with
applying developmental sequence findings to assessment
and pedagogy, Studies in Second Language Acquisition, 15,
461-493.

Huebner, T. (1983) 4 longitudinal analysis of the acquisition of
English. Ann Arbor, MI: Karoma.

Hyltenstam, K. (1984) The use of typological markedness
conditions as predictors in second language acquisition; The
case of pronominal copies in relative clauses, In R. D.
Andersen (Ed.), Second languages: A cross-linguistic
perspective, Rowley, MA: Newbury House Publishers, 39-
60.

Jia, G. & Aaronson, D. (2002) Learning English as a second
language by U. S. immigrants: What accounts for their
ultimate attainment in the new language? In Y. Shirai, H.
Kobayashi, S, Miyata, K. Nakamura, T. Ogura, & H. Shirai
(Eds.), Studies in Language Sciences, 2, Tokyo: Kurosio
Publishers, 243-259.

Jia, G., Aaronson, D., & Wu, Y. H. (2002) Long-term language
attainment of bilingual immigrants: Predictive factors and
language group differences. Applied Psycholinguistics. 23,
599-621.

Johnson, L. & Newport, E. (1989) Critical period effects in
second language learning : The influence of maturational
state on the acquisition of English as a second language,
Cognitive Psychology, 21, 60-99.

Kellerman, E. (1978) Giving learners a break: Native speaker
intuition as a source of predictions about transferability.
Working Papers on Bilingualism, 15, 59-92.

Lado, R. (1957) Linguistics across cultures, Ann Arbor MI:

University of Michigan Press
Larsen-Freeman, D., & Long, M. H. (1991). An introduction to
" second language acquisition research. London: Longman.

Li, P. & Shirai, Y. (2000) The' acquisition of lexical and
grammatical aspect [Studies on Language Ac&]uisition, 16].
Berlin: Mouton de Gruyter.

Martinet, A. (Ed.) (1969) La linguistique guide alphabétique.
Dancel. (ZEfE#&E (BHR) (1972). [E@E%FM]
KIEER)

Meisel, J., Clahsen, H., & Pienemann, M. (1981) On determining
developmental stages in natural second language acquisition.
Studlies in Second Language Acquisition, 3, 109-135.

Miyake, A. & Friedman, N. F. (1998) Individual differences in
second language proficiency: Working memory as
“language aptitude”. In A.F. Healy & L. E. Bourne (Eds.),




Foreign language learning: Psycholinguisic studies on
training and retention, Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum, 339-364.
Pica, T. (1983) Adult acquisition of English as a second language
under different conditions of exposure. Language Learning,

33,465-97.

Pica, T. (1984) Methods of morpheme quantification: their effect
on the interpretation of second language data. Studies in
Second Language Acquisition, 6, 69-78.

Pienemann (1984) Psychological constraints of the teachability
of languages, Studies in Second Language Acquisition, 6,
184-214.

Pienemann, M. (1989) Is Language Teachable? Psycholinguistic
experiments and hypotheses. Applied Linguistics, 10, 52-
79.

Pienemann, M. (1998) Language processing and second
language development: Processability theory. Amsterdam:
John Benjamins.

Pienemann, M. & Johnston, M. (1987) Factors influencing the
development of language proficiency, In Nunan D. (Ed.),
Applying second language acquisition research, Adelaide:
National Curriculum Research Center, Adult Migrant
Education Program, 45-141.

Pienemann, M. Johnston, M. & Brindley, G. (1988) Constructing
an acquisition-based procedure for assessing second
language acquisition, Studies in Second Language Acquiisi-
tion, 10,217-243.

Pienemann, M. Johnston, M. & Meisel, J. (1993) The multi-
dimensional model, linguistic profiling, and related issues:
A reply to Hudson, Studlies in Second Language Acquisition,
15, 495-503.

Robinson, P. (2000) The Cognition Hypothesis of Task-based
Language Development and its Implication for Syllabus
Design. [% 11 @ H_SHEEEWRESLERET
Fel 57-59.

Richards, J. (1971) A non-contrastive approach to etror analysis,
English Language Teaching Journal, 25,204-219.

Salaberry, R. & Shirai, Y. (Eds.) (2002) The L2 acquisition of
tense-aspect morphology, Amsterdam: John Benjamins.

Sawyer, M. & Ranta, L. (2001) Aptitude, individual differences,
and instructional design. In P.Robinson (Ed.), Cognition
and second language instruction, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 319-353.

Schachter, J. (1974) An error in error analysis, Language
Learning, 27,205-214.

Schmidt, R. & Frota, S. (1986). Developing basic conversational
ability in a second language: a case study of an adult learner
of Portuguese. In R. Day (Ed.), Talking to Learn:
Conversation in Second Language Acquisition, Rowley,
MA.: Newbury House, 237-326.

Selinker, L. (1972) Interlanguage. International Review of
Applied Linguistics, 10, 209-231.

Shirai, Y. (1990) U-shaped behavior in L2 acquisition. In H.

Burmeister & P. L. Rounds (Eds.), Variability in second
language acquisition: Proceedings of the Tenth Meeting of
the Second Language Research Forum, Vol. 2, Eugene, OR:
Department of Linguistics, University of Oregon, 685-700.

Shirai, Y. (1992) Conditions on transfer: A connectionist
approach. Issues in Applied Linguistics, 3, 91-120.

Shirai, Y. (1997a) Is regularization determined by semantics, or
grammar, or both? Comments on Kim, Marcus, Pinker,
Hollander & Coppola (1994). Journal of Child Language,
24, 495-501.

Shirai, Y. (1997b) Is a bioprogram necessary to explain the
acquisition of tense-aspect morphology?  [FREIFEIE] 4,
21-34.

Shirai, Y. (1997¢) Linguistic theory and research: Implications
for second language teaching. In G. R. Tucker & D.
Corson (Eds.), The encyclopedia of language and education,
Vol. 4: Second language education, Dordrecht: Kluwer
Academic,1-9.

Shirai, Y. (1998) The emergence of tense-aspect morphology in
Japanese: Universal predisposition? First Language, 18,
281-309. '

Shirai, Y. (1999) The prototype hypothesis of tense-aspect
acquisition. In P. Robinson (Ed.), Representation and
Process: Proceedings of the 3rd PacSLRF Vol. 1, Tokyo:
Department of English, Aoyama Gakuin University, 151-
164.

Shirai, Y. & Andersen, R. W. (1995) The acquisition of
tense/aspect morphology: A prototype account. Language,
71, 743-762.

Shirai, Y. & Kurono, A. (1998) The acquisition of tense-aspect
marking in Japanese as a second language. Language
Learning, 48, 245-279.

Shirai, Y., Miyata, S., Naka, N., & Sakazaki, Y. (2001) The
acquisition of causative morphology in Japanese: A
prototype account. In M. Nakayama (Ed.), Issues in East
Asian language acquisition, Tokyo: Kurosio, 183-203.

Skehan, P.(1989) Individual Differences in Second-Language
Learning, London: Edward Arnold

Stauble, A. M. (1981) A comparison of a Spanish-English and
Japanese-English second language continuum: Verb phrase
morphology. Paper presented at the first Europe-North
American workshop on cross-linguistic second language
acquisition research. Lake Arrowhead, Calif. Cited in Pica,
T. (1983) Adult acquisition of English as a second language
under different conditions of exposure. Language Learning,
33, 465-497.

Stauble, A. M. (1984) A comparison of the Spanish-English and
Japanese-English interlanguage continuum. In Andersen, R.
(Ed.), Second language: A crosslinguistic perspective,
Rowley, MA: Newbury House, 323-353.

Thomas, M. (1998) Programmatic ahistoricity in second
language acquisition theory, Studies in Second Language




Acquisition, 20, 387-405.

White, L. (1987) Markedness and second language acquisition:
the question of transfer, Studies in Second Language
Acquisition, 9, 261-286.

Wode, H. (1976) Developmental sequences in naturalistic L2
acquisition. Working Papers on Bilingualism, 11, 1-31.

Zobl, H. (1983) Markedness and the projection problem,
Language Learning, 33,293-313.

Zobl, H. (1985) Grammars in search of input and intake, In S.
Gass & C. Madden (Eds.), Input in second language
acquisition, Rowley, MA: Newbury House, 329-344.

BEEE VDAL BROKEKFRFERESE A B A S EimaEE
b HbIBROKLFRERES 16 A RS EwmHE

(RS YE

b/ FRHRE

LRRE L/ BEOKLFRERES IR BAREEREE
S&xE LY/ BEROKEFKE




RS

QUG (Universal Grammar & 3CiE)
ERSEDSIE M BiL, EHFHRERICZL L
SEETOEKRSEICHEE STV DRHEE EHE S
L L5, ABEOBIZER O Z OERE RO R
NEEBBEL ARG LDBELEENTND, 2L
X PRIk, BRFEHERICL L OKRE LT
A—H—DY AT I (Chomsky 1981, 1988) Z/&EH
BWTZOEMAVWLND Z & bE, TEXE
BbEbEE-SRYEBRENNATIEOOMETH
ST, TADRE_SEE/ICHEET 0B E
B <o TRAERSHED X FEEOMTHERB DD
T3,
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Qs ANL—LT kR
HENTORLNEDER I VT AN—LT BE
ZADFZEICIE. BETHWOND EEBOSELIR

% HEREEEFELOA AT 7 a DB LE,

HEHEOBRRICXTHHEERD T 4 — F3y 7 IR
BUTELORERHD, TOEOPRTIL, HiE
T4, REEHHT. MERAH (interaction
analysis) . FRIEFESAIRIIE (ethnography) 72 & D
EFIEPER STV D,

®Focus on Form

BROGELRLE LIESHIESEZ SERN L,

HER S BEITS CTEEEOER 2 LR EOEE
BRI SE5EE, Zhickt L. BRSO
EHETHDH L DL, EEFREFHERNIOEFH
KHBZ B Z LT Lo TR IR BT T &)
EIWESHT, EBRERCERTBEESR
Focus on FormS¥ 7z i&Focus on Forms& FE(X, SiF
BRI bEROBELERT 2 E % Focus on
Meaning & FES,

@L1 + monitor mode
?gﬁﬁ\%ﬁ@éﬁﬁﬁﬁ+ﬁ%ﬁbfwﬁw
BMCELTBHIShE L, BE=F%—5%

(L1) CTBEL, E—S@BOBICBESHEDE
BEEDALZ LT, TOREEYVKITLS &
BT EeNbB, Krashen - L, 20X D ICEM
FICAThN 2 SEEHICE., BAOBYICERLH
WETEEL X 9 £ 5E=4#— (Monitor) X
BN, BRI &= 2 —|2 K B B
DIRFEBADZDOTHIGTERLRD, L&ATH
2o

(®task-based instruction

gl EOEEEAEPFRMICEE BIEZEIZ 750
T3, F A OBTICERE Y T-fiE, ¥4
ik, BETRMOFEE LI BESHEEE > TR
WALV TAZLET, 3FFEhFRATERL
RT3 (Bxd, BRSO E & BRE CHNT
B) ZEikwons, SEEERTLIERNNEL
LNBDT, EEOEENIVHRMIZRD, &
5 BRI E SN TNV A,

®OrvrERE

EVVEE, R DL b ORAGEERI LI
flLala=r—alERA9 L LERIZ, b
DOEFEEA Bk, Bk d) Offikick
STHEVHENZEBERDOZLTH D,
HOEETEFICLAEEESLICL, IR
2 EOSUEEB AR SN b0, RIS EEX
BER L ENEbORY, o EE L RIER
BEINDZEBHDHH, BEIFHSEOREI
BIF5—BRLOTHD LEZLNTND,

(Dproficiency

KFED BRIRITOI DI, FEEPRNDZ LD
TEHEEE (b LLIIAEEE) ERED,
communicative competence (@ZHR) 3, £DEFE
FRE (FEELEIBRLLY) BHIZDOTTND =
Ra=r—vavEheETOH LT,
proficiency DFIXE_EE (b L IISERE 8
FHICL 2 EBERENDREELET,

®¥EX#E (Universal Grammar) — QUGH
HE

Hso

©7 7 b7y MEE (output hypothesis)
Swain(1985)3&M8 L 7o {RHL T, FEH 13 3UEM




BN EBDIDITE, BROLDSHEER FEH)
BUET L LTW5, Krashen DA 7y MRERT
. BEBERA LT FESNESED ) LRENS
FEHEHE D LBLS (4]) WEX SO EEL MR
Lk &, EEBEMREIBEEXZ, TNy b

HSERWEEZ DO L, TV M7y MRELL,

HER R ERES 2B/ 2IIFELFERER LT
LEWREERHEOBUNBEA L D & T 2RISR

Hemdy TEHSETERZR2T Y b7 vy b

(comprehensible output )| BHETHD L EEINT
W5,

Swain, M. (1985) Communicative competence: some roles of
comprehensible input and comprehensible output in its
development, In S. Gass & C. Madden (Eds.), Input in second

language acquisition, Rowley, MA: Newbury House, 235-253.

- @modal markers

IEBhENEA 2 £ 0 modal markers #EATHZ&IZ
L0, EEIE. BENETRED D WITHRFIC
TAEE BHOBECHW 2R, £, %8R
ML F et DY, BELFOEE. EERENEE
b, BHAFED modal markers OF & LTik, #tHA
DEFYT %KY (D], Thidl) . B
HWiDEL YT 4 2RT (b Lnin, 125

1)

72) TRD7E) REBFET D,

OHRAIEFE (explicit knowledge)
FEENESTHNTE, RATE 5FHHR
FHRIAEE VD, ol E BAREEEENT
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