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# & . A& 7TV Vandergrift & Goh (2012) #9%F /) LikFad ik M 45-F, R B FR T LA
Fadl F o RIN | h AR IE B9 ) 4 F R0t , 1T B RASEEF T HRAITT AMAA
A&y, @ ATE R ) ARG, T AR IRFE A B E, ¥ BaefegaE FR
FHATHM, BRUTLER: 1) RERF ARV S AAIETT ) LikFef F 3R 5 RA
HIEF I H T ARG LEER, AFPMRARFEIFERALAHRL,; 2) Likfa R F 125
KW LN B IR R R FRI, AP kAT T RRARAL,

£4k 48 . TikdfFE, ARG TikdeFiR, K Fikit RAREFI K

15l

{EZIBWT DBCERF TR, AT A BNt
PR AR 25 LR R A TIR KRS, &
HFE TN B —Fpiahiy . JLPAT SR
SERHRERI R AL, O BRI PR AN R 5
BIEEERAL, MmN D “AR B2
T FATE & AR A A R A B F2 ™ (Vandergrift
2007: 193), “EEENA T EAE Eifd FE R
R A X LR, W DB AR AR R
il DA Ayl a A LA 28 Ay, B
EHEUT i 2 (Vandergrift & Goh 2012),

Vandergrift (2003, 2004, 2007) £ HiE B T
i B Bl R D B S oniNV i E IR SR
A& W IRV h B, B2 LR E A
B, Vandergrift & Goh (2012) ¥ H52E IE A
“Wr ik &2 :” (a metacognitive approach
to listening instruction, A 3 & #R 24 “ IC I\ F0 %
7)o GBCFBUNT IREAMKIE, B THEAT
HRRRTTINENBCF BB HESE . ARARIZAESE, W h
PR 2 R A W A TR/ T — i o 98 T —
Wr e R R P IR, &P BREREL & A R TT

INENRBE LR B R O IXITHES, 2]
HZ 5 ik, (el hRe hAnsTiNanE IR
Pedns fE TN I ZR PSRRI IR ON, HEIY
BOM Bt — L IR BUEIH B BRI 5 22 A
WRANTER, DA MR AN NZRI R, A PR A
FAREE MTRET, SEGRTRIEIZ (strategy
training) AHEL, XA T A AT BLISHELE,
SESRIAE 2 E TR i A E S, (BREIN
WO BT 26, 51 R WT Dk #E
FMEIEATIEZ, DR EA VT kT,

sk, H AT T D TN G I R IWT )
% 92 UE WF 3 IR A £ 0L (Vandergrift & Cross
2017), fEENA RN DTl EnIsEos b, 725k
ERFZE AR Bl 1A tH A 3T D 20 05 i I S8
b (i i 2009), DA$E52 ST B IR BN 7 21 3%
I RATSLUEMF SR B Z , Sk b LR TR
B BCE R M ZRAR e 2 IR D TN ik i
BRI .

AW AR TR ST D TCINEn B R R ST
Ditsh it AR, TR 17 2 A S
HEATAN AR, BAER IS TTINV A
XFIZ AR BT ) R STFNTTIN AN TR A R2 e, BF S

S

B
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FWE T EAIRTEYT IS, W Tl
[FIETRA, 22 AT A, RATE BANE
PEARSS G075 75, T 1 BRGTFINT DoCiNanE R
AT BB R b, DAL S5
T BE—PHISKIEIEDE, WAy A S S iE T
DB RN 1 EWT DRETHR B4

2. W5Eiti

2.1 AREIZK

ARWFFELA T 25 3 5 R LB I 2 51 g%t
B AR BT REF B, BAERNKRS
ABA L5200, #A — @i seiE L, TIE4ER
SAEF204E, AWM 0D FN43 DAL, 2 BIEFT
TAEd JLPHEAN T B I E1E, JeiEk EAT Jk
FBERTE, B A > ARSI
4, (HEEREAF L, BRNEREH RS
SNBFT' 251K, i %25 KA Btk BER A2 5y vl
PRIFBURFTR Bk SE i A SRR -2 R RS

2.2 Rt
ARAEEEDILTR, W hTeiNamiIZeat 18 J4, 43)A

PRECZCE AT, DROMIIZRAIR, HER—A/ N,
2.2.1 Wr bRk

PRINZCE#REE B IERU R AIWT %k, ™
wAhEXth, HE. K. SEEERRD
— i IEE, DRONT DARHOAE 3 28— oy TiE
REIZR (A0 s, WA % 4, ROCHE A
%), WM THIEE R AEE NS LR
RSy OB T ) (L6 VOA SR df =), ¥
REFE. Xt BF. &5, BIR%EEAJ5H;
ZRARNT D A b ), MEE R, 2E. F
FRIE, BCREVIZRFN 2 R DAE B Bt s T
[EIWT AR BRI E Bk, R T T 2R,
ekl Mz EEME S EEIEA, RN
AT 25 Mk 55
222 REHF

BRI 4R E SE 4 B 43T B IR R &
Fsoyds, R FA Y Vandergrift & Goh (2012)
REHAE BT, 515 BRI “Wr R —Wr
PRI TE—RT 5 ROB PR 1925 3R 58 BT ) #4
FHEEfg (W 1), b “OrdPRguE” w5 A ik
11, HEWDES TR, BIRIREREIE %D BIT
Je¥s.

1 HESR
HESR HENE
[ |ERRERE, ARAMES. RATETEANGE, (3 ARAEES &, B4 10
At ez, %11 BRYRERERK, )
2 [¥RKE, REONMEERERTE G ARTAE, KA,
s [EREREHLERRGE. FRRRERARAAPTERARERGE AR
. |EAE—E, EETERRA-HAHCAEMNGE, BABAK. FHERAEMNG

B, TARMEMNE %S,

5 |2E-RTSURE RN B XA, W8T R A w0 i A BT R W R

O R R A E XA

¥RNE =, ATERARFPREN A CEUAREEFNEL, FAMUARIE, X—FF

7| EZR®, BREXBRESFHERGRS, ARTT I AIES RS,

2.2.3 PRAMIT T3 )12
PR R A BT H S, B

MEEFFIHIEES . 2 AEFERSE ] PO T

2], AW ABEGRCIRIEYE, MUEMES R,

RIS . FERE 5 — Ik F IR
Bt, o R BB B T e A R A, AR
B e — Ik A BUIZRM BB B2 > il 1EARRE S
LRV, XFE TR SAY B BT D UIZR AT DAAkE:S |

| BFT £ 5 & d E 55 E# Z B E /89 F PR AT IMER R AT B & A R#TRKYERRE A
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FEERREATUHR, W, PRSI TINES), (R
TIRNIMESS SE L RE FPTTIARIIZRAT— BT

23MRIR
2.3.1 By Jyiis

B 0w W b i 0%k A A 4R BFT B, 85I
ERFHEIRMAF RSN T 44EHIBFT %K,
BFT ZiA0r il N A BG4 50: MIER I,
ARSI A, MBS S, BRI IE S S s
B oy A A | Eext, HIRT RN 2 UL s Y
ZENT BINLRVEE D, EF AT EM BT
KE. WrEE AR ALK BT A gt 4 Y
Reh . Wr hERr sk 5045
232 [

[r] % Vandergrift et al. (2006) i1 “Wr
JTCNFEIRREET, L2085, 5 A fif e fn]
AL FEARERL HRIFNPEOY . 51 SR E RO
BES A2, Ho il 44251455y m R Wix 44>
75 A E RSB B IS &, S5 2K OBEIET
54 v WU 336 P R 30 W 30 e 460 Bl BRI O BE 0 55
)& IR A e 6 e m#, N “EaAmE
B (1) 3 “weFE” (647),

2.3.3 Z ] G iR

2] AL AR S SR A B SEA R h RS
HOME R, W 5 2 T RIRN RO . SR fe I L5
JUA Tt T SR s R, AR E ik B E
R SR

ARG T AR SR T RRAR, AR
mKFEE R TE AT A S . CTFIGF (311K
AKF), YWHFIWS (Hr&8sKkeF ), ZIRIST (55 7k

) o BTN BT P35 — A FrifE 2 A AR
P, m TR — A hREER AR S AR, R
K

2.4 ARSI

W 0 TR [ o R A B AE RS DI 46 38—k
RN AR T A2 R AR —Xk,
ek, UiRAEBFT ZIREH R 2 Rk fT. 12
GELH4 A SPSS17.0 %4 7% T B SR ] 46 At 1 A i
MFEA R, DA S IRT ) B GiAT Hocik
SETRIREM . 6 EC AN U 58t R T 28 )& 40 #r
G S T ARES & 175718, DR AT 17Tk
RN,

3. ik 5ihig

3.1 MAMEHEN

R TR BRI AT oM, BRI 1T 4
< B HY RS 0B SR AT TR R AR AR oA O (L
#*2), WNR2WLLEH, FIEE T35 5 514
23.594y F140.18 5y, ¥4 EF-16595, # ik
BGHRTEWIE . B IRTbRiEZE A 11.23, B5IEA
5.34, FWIRLIE A 61 Z A G122 e 4/ Hil
JE MBS 2 IR 22 %% 5 (1 = —6.51, p = 0.000),
U657 B 52 DR 2 DR AN S AR e A 7T I
FECE RN D ST R E TR, BRI T TN EL
FREA AR m T D KCE R TR T (Vandergrift 2007
Vandergrift & Goh 2012), F3Z#BA SCUEMFIERY
2518 (Goh & Taib 2006; Vandergrift & Tafaghodtari
2010; HFHE=ZE 2016),

®2 HRENESFERREER (N=17)

FHE (REZE) Sie
! d (2-tailed)
Wr A R SR Gl J& -taile
23.59 (11.23) 40.18 (5.34) 6.51 16 000

R T BE—E o BTN B A A R KT 2
GYWT ) B R BT 1R, BFSE3 DA T 1 45
ks, #8233k TE, L1745 R0k
BARIKF, AR w3 AL, B

RACEFA3 N, HEACTFHIN, BEk PSS A
(HLBFFZRe) o Horr, BRARARCPA P25 1218 25.6 57,

FEACFA IR E 2Ly, BE kKPR 3.
A LBARIK T2 R a8 Bk, HLak A H ST,
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Bk R s /b, BLABFZRERBL, JTildn
DX BAR TR [ 27 2] 35 5 B 8K (Cross 20115
Vandergrift & Tafaghodtari 2010), A5 % £5i%
e, Bk FA A — A (Z2) Ut DG TH
B, X WTREAR KA Y 21 R B T — W ok
T, ZHBRNT AR 55 Mk B 2 K SR A 52
— Ik LA ZE kX A~ 8] (Cross 2011), AT RE &
R BSR MR AR

ATEH, AR 2 A T — MBI T
RKIEL, XARATRER A2 AR I B A %
B EA M RAY S S AR, DS 5E 5,
MBI T+, Cross (2011) FIWFZEH A
A UK -5 2 28 S TR, 5 R Ak
2 2 BB B KA REL T JL P GH & EE (Cross
2011), 4k, ABFIEH B ST = i BE KT Cross
(2011), TRWRESHFILITIAR AL, AR
TCNRZCF S IRINCINEE SRS &, Bl RIS
K, W A EPEARIE L E 24,

3.2 AN EIRE K
3.2.1 [ IRA LR

S TR BRI BT TN IR B 5
WA, B 93 S o v) o 4B 0 4T e 1k o B . et
FEAR GG R B (3), fRUemE, 6 m
PRI PR, sl S HEEMO B BIEES
RPN AFLE B F 2 5 (1= -5.900, p =0.000;
t=-3.750, p<0.01; t=-3.492, p<001; =
3408, p<001; r=2647, p<005), i BH % 5t
18 I TCIN AR Z# R 1R SR ERIMIIZR, % 5

TN E RSB B, ZEREEEA
(2016) &5 —3L,

&AL E R BoR, 2RGS0
“fRelRiE” IR S R T, R ROY
SR INRREE IR, R REAENT IiGE s E
RAIGHE 2 PG . b & BH 3 FF Vandergrift &
Tafaghodtari (2010) Y &5Ie, ZMFFEERM, % —i&
BB R A AT 13 I TTIN AN B vl LA i
5 ) F I DTGB IR, e I e [ R 3
L HoX R s AR PR BUE (R, T3R4L.
SR B (2014) KB, (ETCINFIR AT S A~ 251
H, CFRDRRET ST ODRE DA E s, B
TVRR B 27 2] BT )k e B 22500, X — A
A BB A T L ASTIESE 5 BAE RN T ) Bk
SR T BERTE. HEM 5 (2016) HIRFR K
B, 2B AE TR PO A = RN SR £ 0 gk
Pl R RKA S IR, Rk,
TR FTR R O PR R R o X AR AT R
M EME A (2016) IIRFZE X G KB, iiASHE
KPS MRS R EAFEN TIERE, I
HAIGHAE /e AL S0 TR0, ESSI)IRT
i AR I T RIFPFY RE D, X — R SR ER IR
P prrh s te.

geAl, ORI BRIk A T LR
AL, A BT I AE Sk T Hh B R B R ST ] 5 A
FD, XA AT RERE RO A AR I A IR
HhErFEH 2] “listen ahead, think ahead” AY 2115,
W AENT D I B B B R IR . AL
WM (2016) HIZETE—L,

&

R3 WHTNAEIRREMEN AR L5 R

EE (FRAEZE)
wAHITIAFEIR tHE BHE plE
IRl =gl
f 9 8] 3.51 (0.53) 4.56 (0.79) -5.900 16 0.000
F K 4R 3.00 (0.51) 4.02 (0.99) -3.750 16 0.002
T R Fo B 3.24 (0.49) 4.12 (0.96) -3.492 16 0.003
Bl REEE 3.54 (0.54) 4.31(0.85) —3.408 16 0.004
N FE B 3.88 (1.03) 3.02 (1.26) 2.647 16 0.018
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3.2.2 JRMBAE

Y SEAFH T AR SRR DI A oA iR
B, FEROCIN L B RN, B
FO AN RIS T 2P bE, DA % B )
&5 BIINLAHR & o

1) fif )

L30T oI EF, A BT i 2 P i
P RE DA 4R e, ER BRI T ) -
FICfE BRSERTANIR, B, R, AR
SN HS B R AR

Z) Gk fE R PR BN, T RHEHE B
W& & A i 7 Al (ZnHowever) , A st 1o 4 47 15
BB VRIS & AR ORYVE S B2 A, WS (h
FKF) AT FEOFAL TR, WA’
SEE SR Z, TR B HEARE D (3510 & A
it)o GF (M) MFRS T “BAH” *rfE R
BRHEE), S “HRE, AT T
HROW RS, TR A B 3320 W12 3o [ A R A 1 S
#e, RN ZEAL, W RHEB AR et A
1% 77 (FI0RFHIL) . mER AT, % REE
e, R, 140 CT (BAfkF) 78
D BT U “CARTE BT AR T, sk Z T,
AT R FL N, R T RN A, Gz
Ttk

2) FHgmin

BT BT DN B E, (R A
ST 5 2 RE T, -5 BT o R A
Ji IR BRI RE RO A o i 5 5 TRIBTS 7 A T RR AR A
FH o BEUIETA O R R D R A TR S
B, SRR B, SRR,
FERFIE R X SN TR I A 15 LA BT, 42
S B RN ke I i

WS (H 27k o) 7555 1149 BAFE T 2 PR X i
HE S R4 i E A, Bk L. HEEGE
55, P4 EFIE 6 JH, Jofa B IREHZ 5
PRI A o2 3 BT 7 A% DRI A P SR IR, 5% e
b BRI P 2RI ST
B2 CGEARAIL), “RikLemym) - Fkk
WrtE, Wi AT Rk FOR S P, Xt
BSCrMRHE R b2 (B EIL), AR

BRI, RIS (BB MEEEER, B2
A L 12 EIL) . w2 w5 2 A,
B REIMALRE, JFE AR A T
— LRI, BE: MR RER LR
T3 A AT, H R B RESE IR RN
(—LERIE) 256 TEBIER SUHE." (5164
Fid)

3) RIS

FERFIE AR, 7 GUARAE B B 1% 008 & il
EEXPERINT 2 TR, $RTHT hRED, mbEOY
RE BB, Fh—EHRFFER &SR, BT
PROTAISOE,, S N 7 23 D A i 2
BRI R A ARV AR Z 7w, BEA
Xt A AR AT D SR TR R RS, e
AEECRATPEOY . BHIRUL, 2% B IR
W, WA DR DRI &, 0T DAY
JERAMRAFER,

WS (557K ) £ B CIliE R/, SO
SRR Z SE A, For A IR AT AR
— T Goreesiin)” (2L, P 2R
BRERFEHIEL” (B4 FIL). EPF
Hrie, CT (BRI 5 L HRILh BiE: “&
Ui S LE BTN AT HE 25 tHALMBLE R, 5153k
T E S OLdEAT T IHE, IRV fER F1IRE
" GF (BARAT) 52 FA Lk T
KU . RTEVBR, Eifa—H, WS
(35K ) Il : X RIFURE - T
SEAL SR VIR AR 55 1R, FE RS T LRI
AR, BIESCLL S AR R A 47 E 2,
AREEEEAXNCT,” YW (&K FETT IR
o, LARTH CRYERIERE RN 1T DB,
BRI Il B R oA il 17 S5k OBR, RIS
REHIE AR by iR T I8,

4) 51 TR

51 PR BTV R P RE S A BACTE R
BRI RFHET DS b Bat 44 ARyt
H, E AR ER D HABRKRSGE, RIAA
FENT hitah A AR, RETCTER DIRFFENT A
HIEE L, i B ARSI R S5 A HGE
WEFFT T3 IR
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FEREAT BARIINT is s, 2 B iR T
FIF# EHRE S R BB A {5 B, AL
xR T T A AR, DAREE R D S AEA
HMEFNBERATH S . Xk, GF CBAKT) fETT
POE : “BUENT—BARE, ST TR RER BT
FEAEVFT 2, KRBT E—EE, SREMARIE ] =
K, B REPEEDERERE, —HREIVTE
=, ERTR AR B BT

BEAh, b E L R A B SRR A
BHEWE L AE O, HHRERT T2, ST (B k)
FEVTR A IREN, B I8 B R e — T AR A
Bt T, ALK LA R, JE R T
PERIC, WA Ok, (HRX B Al g s il
b A P, fERMHE S T, EEEE
RN, X IR A O,

5) OHEEEE

2 hociNmBeE LG, o R TR A
AERIRE DA E TR, R BT AR AENT
M BB BHER I, A FAH A e
WIS () S B Tl e e v 30, BB TRl I 3L
X RAEACHRARAY S R 5 BRI IC L.,

W BRI DR S5 230 RO BRI
A5, GF (R R I 53 . “ A Ay
Mo RN R, WIER AR T RV R, JEm
FIEER A 77 (B LREEILS), JRRmu THEk
i AN IEAT i S SO “BRAEIR AN E]T (552 A
Fid) . B ER], Rk LB E A EE
PEub s Ik Tx A2, ERICHEE.: X — A
SR e T W J3— 7€ % listen ahead /1 think
ahead, XAt A EMPCEET.” (514
JEJEL)

I RTIL, BE &S IR AFIE S KR
s A E LR DR IR AT o B E 3 S
W L fedr, PR A0 K i T AfE B
HALBCBEE

4. &4in

A B 5E LA Vandergrift & Goh (2012) {97 117
INEE AL RS, BRI EE: 5IRIMI

gifertE, X —d 1T AR ANIGE A RT T A
Ba4 ARysmie s I, SR A E AN E PEAR S & Y
T iEX AT IR ST, W DTN IR R & A A
AT R EAR AT o b, RSN

1) PR FEEATR M AR fr B HIWT J3 70
Befr e v RN TG 2 2 B T h S 1R
A, RS 2 ERE AL,

2) TTINBCA A 2 B T E IR
FATr, b o B B IR T R . B
i, Lt B, S AT D WRERT IV A
fBOSET AR RS, VT P AR
S THII AN B AR, WrARHE B 3R IATRE DA
P, EREDEED, e A iz B A
VAT 5% SR g T 1 PR R R0, Ot R T ) 0 60
QEATE 2T 7o

AR GTFR 0 B Be il A 2R DR i 5 1t
B R AR B AR S . AETTINRRIRE 7T
TG, HESCERRS BN A 2 T U RIAPR G, 2 #r
) RE 1) SRR L, A5 S TTE IR & Fe TN N
BINAVETR T, & EYIZE R iz F o g B
JEAA R T, B AT v R T 0 5 EAN.O HEL R
BRI, DA NIl RICR .

AWFRAR Z— A NEE D, PR
F, PR A R —BUIE. sAh, RAEDR
SMNGRGE—1E 5 2 it AT, HE B T BhEUmMEAE
B, AHBRIMIZRRT 5 ISR A U AR B I
T, BIEASCUEG R & T A B BRI
RBOR . A JEWEIE AT Bt — 2B AR B R an e
FBetl, AR 2 (A g, 2R i)
S, DN, AT T o B ik
XN ACERITTIA IR TE .
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MR AUEMESE S
BARKE 3AN) REKE 9N) BEKE GA)

4 B =gl 4 B =gl 24 B =gl
CJ 9 28 GX 15 39 XH 35 43
GF 10 42 WS 15 45 7] 36 35
XD 10 36 XY 16 44 SJ 37 39
LB 19 32 CL 42 45
Y] 20 37 HJ 43 46

CX 21 39

SP 22 48
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# . ALK AHRIHEZSNGACEARERXFEX IIABFELESFHE
XA R HRAL, BENFRE—ANFIOKFEE, KERAZTEANE RFTHHEE, &
A b ot T EMREf MR EFEARRIIME O FRASTHF LR, X AL
FAANPERR FEAR S | AR S HEAF ez ERF BRI, FHRPEGHA T L, AL,
BRI EAels S AR TRAMREARGEZAS TR, RiFf X4 RGEHZHK
T, BRI KL EAY, ANEYG R REBRLALENE F;, EHREY O

FREM S, RAA|THFR )G,

#4248 . EMRY;, 0B RE; BELSN; RAXE; T RF

1. gl

HEA SR —Fhi AT T BRIt L SRR
w, WMz T YR BEFEE, He) s
FHE Y, N RSN, BARBME
SCHR ST T AT 2 1 A B IR AR (Abboud
2009), JERL T I ECE R (BRI 4R 20085 X
PE. VEPRSE 2011, EgAE 2010), fHK % MiHE &
T 00 2% e BB A B 1 O 3R DR A (s LA 22 0 R
R AT, BRI R Z AR O RBEIR
St hE, HEARC R Z SR g, 5 0
AL R A A ERR, fE R kT
FE 2 R (8570 2007), BRifi, M E 5y
Br fa 5 A 2k i R DR IR, R SR
R AW LI LD W, AR T
BN (2014) BT “ARER F LA G
AR BE A (R M),
B F— A SR HRR ) O R Hf v, EI R —
AXHRPE, St S EERE, @ AR

A X

o

PE’_‘

HE

FUOR TS, MO PEE R DR,
B AE S T AL TR R IR R A B e S R A DR
WNFES, WSO D IEE e RN R,

2. Wi ik

2.1 5RIE)

FE i B g 4n T 20 ka0 s £ AR AR, 3
X X #k #8 % (Barik 1971, 1975; Lambert et al.
1995; Moser-Mercer et al. 1998 Pio 2003 ; Pochhacker
2001), DMERIRFIECAEE SIRIE CA A B0
WET4 B8R N 2l i 1% (Kopezynski 1983), L
AR 2> 2% (Altman 1994; Barik 1994; Pochhacker
20165 FxffE 2012a; F kMg, o 15 45 2014, E
WA, PR 2015, FAE MGEER] 2013, EXCF
220105 KPR 2009, 2011), 7=/ )5 K (Gonzalez
et al. 1991 Lindquist 2005) Fl % 5 7 B 25 ( ¥ 5% %
2011 B30T, Bee 2013), WRIXT R L AR F
GURNIE 1%, 2 DN U — R U SCA X L f B B 9T

EFEFRK < FEEA X TE CRESHS . YETP0839) # 8 - F O RUBHE 4 F48% At AR 6y 2 et
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AW I 22 W & DL = A5 1)
HAPER GARE MBS R FIE R KA W
Frrl? 2) A BE S 5 AR A BE S o AR Y I
15 B R TR RN R L — B B A R R
3) bk A [ £E 5 BE 2 Al A A 2E R

2.2 HFI/IT

EF A (RB/N3C 2014) BT e8P
LAV ARSI 2% 52 55 TR (AR “K557), [Al
I FE— AP AT REBEREAT R F 2 e . hf
PE21N, scBRBE24 N, e & FE#R N
FHCERINIRE Z —, BRI B AT TRIZERT IR
B, BT LlRELEIR, EEFHTFR, &
JE2PRE, SR 18, IZPREELATUA L, 59k,

AN &I N R, HIRE RREDE T
(Exk1E2012b),

X HEPER B R A e B g ARt B
et A D B PR, SRIGHER A
A A AR AR B
JE S R B T s —HE, AR 2E R i 2 A T
PR, IMARRIEO (Berikit k), £
AR b, AR IRE M, R A AT VAR
Az, amILRAPE R, S
FAMB R, AR N TE MBI AT
JEF BT, BB YRR LSS, BeAh, M4
PEROUR T/NAZRT . S B R .
APERI BB, TR HERN SR 0e B S HR 5 S
5K UR LI

F1 WRENSRIEEEITHLL
MR T E BT
MR NHIT A b, J A R WA A, EMER
yupp |BEFEEYEETEMNEALR, GRHERER, K. AERDESHH
EEWPEE, AHATLHE.
BERE | BN ¥4, B EEX NN It
gy | BUTRGATAN, HITH, PR BOTH
WA . 7 | WA 34 H. 8%, 7
MI%S | BRASETER
RAER | BERER (RF) 4T8% RERA. HBE
2.3 HiEls KA ELSEHE (Alexieva 1999) o GG, Kb

AW TR AR B A BEIIR B OR & S255
IR Z WM EE FRE D . iR 1Ty,
P B SRIRTE . BRHER . AR IEA R E N
i Rehrof . FAE 7 AT — K 5 I M (DA ZE)
iR, Ik RO . BRI A
S TR U I SR Al I dwiore, AR D i

6—8 53 h, 4 M = A B, FHIA, —AEER
e RS 8, 2P AT DRI R %
W, BREEERT -ER: BEL LR,
HE2EETE, NewClass REEH a2 4E N IEN
WX Amp3 M, IEIEEEE. NE. B

%
K. FHAEELRL,

R2 REFHENR
ER— BB
& S 2ERE | HK | F& " o
A& REBRE | WK | FH R | =m | mE | =%
%E j’*ﬁf‘f—ﬁ%ﬁz;@?ﬁu Bl ’ ” ’ ” ’ ”
NE | e ) Al b i 7 4710 537 147 251 | 2'23 286

I & BATREARF HER LR

2HTHKREERER, BAFART OERE FHEGA L HES.

11
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FRELIEHAR:

MIEREEREINABE

SR RSN E I B AR 225, A&
WF IR B WA B T3 3:, FE BRI TE 1B L5
bk, R EAE . KPS ERIGEIRET
e, FHER P SChR bR, IRIE SR
T VR T B RN IE U5 59 U AR A (R 4E 2012¢),
ERT N H 0% 5 52 0 & Al B (Wadensjo
1998), AT TASANHREEW, &1

48,553 %, MBI SIEILEKS,

R3 FARREEHS

2.4 STHTIELE

HER &M —REENE, EE5km,
AR R R, R a4y /N (minor error) FI
K4 (serious error) & (Barik 1971), # KRR 8
T HFEBFEREL, BB ESATE S N,
BCRE T LA R p el i (25/NV2L 2007) . ASBFFENIE
A5y B AR Lb 43 T A JB T 7% A S 98 BRI HR B
A OERE, BAEEES. ERoN. BE
SIRTFNE oAt (RB/N3C 2018) , ferdesr Hr E2E7%
HEARPEL ., FARFICR AFRHERR (Halliday &

5 ax Hasan 1976) ; & 5{sr M EEARBAER ). ToE X
g;ff’%@%X*%ﬁ%% Bl B MEREE: GasREaME. Rt
)\‘IEE =8>3 - - ‘- = BNV H
HEEY. BAELALEE. BH Wi, X, AdBsERa)EE R, B S
o [ 40 0 B SRR B T, 4 bR AR R A

o |FH, BRAEABXNEES B, R TE p AT A A —
RIMRF & BT B B & 240, J5 % % P AE A B B (Jin

xxx | Tk ST E A 2011), 40 HFHESEE LB 1,

'%%ﬁll
liGR: i
HEPE . T
ENCINRESY N VG- S I PRE. X
GZONTLAN (ISR T b
) ) ) (]2 5 )
B CESIR A ATIELS
Z5?ﬁ§i%%%$ﬁﬁmﬁ%ﬁ s Sk % BRERRET AR Bk, &
ik WA LTSN, ORI i, 4) EAARE, (45 6 e B 5t

WORD “H#t{E" ZhHE, HEAER S IR LARTE,

FEXCEL#1SPSS18.0t 748 i+, B LR A .
1) B IRTER) T T; 2) MR T4,

Ho xt B B AR AT SRS 3) AR, &

. — NBEEIRER R CAER; 2 AbriERE—F
| Bx i@ 2z 154
Fltg, Bk P NET O EH .
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Bt. 6F 5 BRI 5) ARt R TE K& (JL84),
X LEIEAS, ARt REER: 6) F& R BIAEKAN
By B ATIC S AGE s 7) &8 AR
WhORECR R, —BERE80% L I,

RREF LM EE - BEER I (RGRKE. FET 2010). E—ZBE 2P TRk
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3. 2R 5itig

3.1 FEARHT
6 Fiftfiy e R i B D0 A B8 M v B4R 45 31
AT, JUR ANBRIERR. BIRBIE, WA, &

GRiER (b, 361) (FEWIE2)., ERiFkL,
Y PR R A A TR R e T IR B, ISEDR
F(FEWE3S), ZRmkledREIE, KRk
3] ey H R BRBIE 2.33 3]

500
400
300
200 i W YE
100 I m t RPE
OA_-.
o | o e | ZE:3
WmE | IS4 | R | B | A B
SO HE 63 266 3 452 96 273
*ER BT 39 196 3 423 56 190
B2 #HEfERYE
25.00
20.00 A
15.00
10.00 / \ A
\ / /. ——- St
5.00
.// W —m— %R
0.00 —
Wi | R | et | s | ww | R
I
SEIOPE | 2.63 11.08 0.13 18.83 4.00 11.38
STHRTE | 1.86 9.33 0.14 20.14 2.67 9.05

B3 #HEMERIE

3.1.1 HEHFEIHE
IR A D RIS, 4ner, eh,

um, en, em% (BEAIE 2011), HAEHBUOME, W
oy, N VR =RMEOL (HERER4),

F4 EFRRBRAXTEE

EFiA NTEE] IVE] INAI

#H=E HE | Batt #H=E HE | okt #HE ME | okt
SIS TR 212 9.46 47% 235 10.67 52% 5 0.33 1%
X BRBE 182 8.67 43% 230 10.95 54% 11 0.52 3%

A~ BRI TE A AR B b A/ NV SN R, AR
Sy A5 TR IR AL 50% fe A, 5 b E AR A 1
WAIERE A e —B (AR, HE T 2010), Bk
/NVEIRAN,  SEUGHE/ R E RS TE R (A o
R, /IVE) R A SR Tl (LR 0 BRBE, B
Y PRI 2 M AE T D BT IR, % BRBIERR 2 M A

13

YE P T, (HRAPEZERIBN, (U
24 AS R
3.1.2 JUA NFREEHR

FESEL DA, 30 KRG A A FRIGFR
BHLMAR R S, SR SCARRERFRIC A, Bl
VLB 52 B T 52 M0 63T 1 BIVRE A5 Mk 1% A b IR A



BMRENFREBTIERAR: MIEZXZTEREINAE

FAPE (B8R, Ewidk 2012), 4 K5 AU 2
s (HEILZS), WABETCA NFRFEFR 25—
AFR, HRAEE— AR, 5= AR S 5 PRIC

RAEPAPEARELIR D SRR TR 2 T0 AR AFRATEL
A ERR T R PE, BB SCUG R 1 2 IR
BHIRIE £

#5 TRAFRERS L5

e F—AR EZARR

EZAR k&

MR | wE |9 | Bokt | M8 | BE

Bt | B8 | B9E

B | 8 | B9E | 8ot

SCIATE | 90 | 3.75 | 34% 152 | 6.33

14 | 0.58 5% 10 | 0.42 4%

FTEBEE | 64 | 291 | 33% 126 | 5.73

1 0.05 1% 5 0.23 3%

3.1.3 AFkMEIE

RFRFEE TAMEE: FE. B4k, &
BRI A (Levelt 1983), A B2 1E £ I 5 2
IREB > B E IR B, BB E. FEBEERM

HAbfBIE (Beb, (L1FF26]), KIEPEEIER
Boim TxHREE, HheiRE EgE 2 7261,
N¥ % LAAG; 46 24 PERE IE & EL X HRBE £ 14631,
{HIGIERTE 2 LEARZEA K (R 6) o

R6 BEXRBSESFEIT

5 (EEMEE Rt Cha SHRISTE HAEE
MR | wE | E  JEot | BB | 9E | Eot | KB | 9E | Bott | K8 | 9E | 5ok

SCISWE | 30 | 1.25 | 11% 76 | 3.17

25% 166 | 6.92 61% 1 0.04 0

Xt ER T 30 1.43 16% 62 2.96

33% 94 | 4.48 50% 2 0.10 1%

&I 5 A 22 S R BE T 13 R B i Tod #2
N RE DR s i FE 1Y 2% 5 (Petite 2005), &%
EIE R AP FE e 28 B IE 2R 5, B SCie pEs
L TR IR, UL SEIG PR A R AR R
EHR ARy, HASR FHR, mAKREREZ
IEFEARESIEN, X R 22 A Dot B o
O eHR e s B 1%, RO Z20% T 3 E A5 B
TN A 52 M (Kalina 1994) , SIS HEAE 24 1
EIEME TP, U SCISE R miIFIERIR,
INAHCRIBIE BIEEW ., MFE. E5R
WS MAAERE, T2l kM A IREIE
(BRaraE. EE R 2007),

3.1.4 ¥k

AR IO F . HEERAY . WFAE

B OZHER, HEAY, REAWLULHAL
JEC PRl X B AT 0o A B ) 2 T e R S b
BP- ook HEBIE R 4] 28 TR AR vl IR AR
R L FNA) A e R (R 23%) . ATl A 2
FNE AL F) (B i 16%) . FEAW] (13%) FniZ
DR (9%) 5 KPR ERE A (26%)
HAbin 7 (21%) . A1 A 528 (19%) . HEA
4 (14%), HAPFE LSBT 10%, BRZ
HEFR, REAWIAIE AR 7250, KPR
B, AR, A YN O ER AR
T R (FE LR T) . BEABHERING 0L T
BRPFRIEA Y, A RS A AL B H B T
AT, B0 BIEIE RS RN (LXK, &
42 2014),

R WADELT

e ERAY AFATE BHEFIR

BER KA —— = =

HE | BHE B HE | YE Bt HE | BYE Bk
LI BE 9 0.42 10% 19 0.79 19% 10 0.42 10%
X EBTE 13 0.59 23% 13 0.59 23% 5 0.23 9%

‘ﬁ Sl %-: \H t f

HERES) | RiAARH __ REARHH __ Hithfma

#HE | BHE Bt e | BHE Bt HE | BHE Bk
SCIG TR 11 0.58 14% 26 1.08 26% 21 0.88 21%
*TERTE 9 0.41 16% 7 0.32 13% 9 0.41 16%




XBINL

3.5 HE

KRB ELE s AGOEEE M MESL,
WZ8, ML EE ZRAK (114, 17%,
MD=0.46; 84|, 21%, MD=0.36), {H H fih & &
Hom A & B gk 5 (52451, 83%, MD=2.17;

31451, 79%, MD=1.41), St BE I {th & & 1 %
ekt MPEE — %, PR ez HER
Mg, N BHACERAE R, SRR D, S AFHh R o
F R 118 5 51 (R 2R R AN I (R (Fh Ak B
2012),

®8 BENELGIT

. ZfEHES HihEE
T 4]
AR e HiE Rt BE HiE R
SCIOTE 11 0.46 17% 52 2.17 83%
X BB PR 8 0.36 21% 31 1.41 79%
3.1.6 ik 3.2 Ftbor#h

PR AR Xt Ul, Wk, #miEi,
E 2" (ORzkA:% 2001 80-81) %%, MIABE—3k
6 il 1 51 A AN IR 25 P T — A fi s — R A
BT —AIE UL 2RI, AT EHENI S Y 15
75— R e —a (B - B Ak 1984), Bk
Bk, WSR2 BB TR R, &
NS BET SR TRVE DA R JE % b, #e
Ui FOBTAGR R M FESRNE (R, AP0 2011)

3.2.1 fEEHT

M 4P ASBERDE B DR R T I, WA BE
ZH R R BC R AL T 2R, X A[RE SR
EVFIEZ AR B A O, MABERT IR BRI %
HIER LG IR I, R IEAI RO, X UL 2 1 3L
PERFAIIR B, A S WA I A 1R R
PR i ok ik 2 (E R 5 2011 ESCF%
2010),

200
150 -
100
50 m IR PE
m X IR R
" CERIEE
i S N 5% nJ nj[a,
BrgRs i R T Xk g i
SCIGTE 84 139 157 151 5 6
SHEBEE | 49 150 144 137 2 3
B4 EERBIRHE

BEAh, BRi iSRS TR IR BESN, KU
PRI A SRR EE IR 2 R A BOR A s TR EBE,
A JLT o et BRI £ . mT REAY PR 5%
WEPERY PEIE RS E A B, TS BOR SR AR T

ARG LA (Barik 1971), (H A~ Lk %
I EZ FBRR (EES), SciaBt |k
NG S8, 5 BMx 2, HaEFE
AR Z I T IRIE R A RIE R

8.00
J _ﬁ'hj'%\
6.00
5.00 //" N
400+—o N
3.00
2.00 o \\ —@—SLHRF
1.00 % 2 —— X T
o [ i
% DA s s . (8] n]||
ik T PR X i B
STIABE| 350 | 579 | 654 | 629 | 021 | 025
SEBBE | 233 | 714 | 686 | 652 | 010 | 0.14

ES {FERHBIRYE
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DRIV Al RE 2 S BGa Ml iR A AT, *HBEE
RS, SNEATEIE R E AR UL, S A
HOME AT R, JCHR L A i A —E 3C
L S IR SR AR BR AR (£ 307 % 2010), X
b AT DASR H— 26 3 o S W, A Ras . A
gl fEife, v, P A (Pio 2003; K.
Fr5 2006; F i 2009; {hH54 2007),
3.2.2 B ohr

B ot EWRIERE, 2 AKE
B, RN ECMRIANE . KRS AR R,
FHEREE R, RN a4k, R AfE(E B
PrAEE R, M IRBEA N Z R KRR A 1061,

KYEHEA 8B He HIFEAOH], (HLLEHE IR
EETRECR AN (A (68, 2.83) HE T B (89,
4.24), UEWISRIGHERIPEIE R E ARG, B oSk,
A BT Nbriz)iE .

T SRR R G, WA ES HBLHDE
FIEAW SR, (HIFA S RERE G
UL, FRIPTR. IZIFIERE TR&F (b, L
). BARAER G (AR A) FIZEN (b, Ry
MAE), HIFELREHT "M AR
PRI BIRES, HEHTET “HEFE MR
WEARIIEAET, DUISRIX . PEIERIRH T
KRE, BFIIEAFRERHR,

K9 FXESHRTH

EiE he had to babysit.

called babysitting. (applause)

20 As an example, I remember what a friend said, on hearing her husband complain to his buddies that

21 Quickly setting him straight, my friend told her husband that when it’s your own kids, it’s not

AR, Hm&AE,

UHAET ZTZERSAERLT, FEHHRT, ERME LR
WHXENECWRT, XX, X, XERECHET, RERFEHE, B, £, K, THEH
#H, BAREFR, ME—HEEERGER.

KEMEA (gist retelling) & F BLHY HIFHRE,
REH: By AR TR B IE RO R LEE b, AR AETE R
TAEVE B IR RS b (6)15z 2004) . Bl E
R SGERE, M EFNEFENERTEREL,
PRl B AE B 1 o R B DRI A1) - 25 4y (Fabbro &
Gran 1997), &R IFEAETHSAME, KEH
REE I ) E K], BT 2 A, JFRERETRIER UL
REHLUAEE (B, ABEEH 2011),

3.3 ZRMSH
RS AN FEREERE S HA
GELFE L, A SO 1350 13 & o i F Beadk AT
TSI REA Y, WA REY, (UK [t
(43) = 2.36, p<0.05] FoREHEIR [r (43) = -2.12,
p<0.05] fFfEREZESR, BB TRE A
A, X BRI L EE . LR AR,
B ER R AT A i R IR AR
iR, AW BRI RSO SRANA IS, R
SR L, BB, SHIREEE A E ),
BA BRSNS RN, SRIT

16

il , IR RRED

4. &g

AR ARSI AR L b 31U (% 52 55
PRAE, b7 —A s, d i e SRt
FRS BB IR 2 IR B X e 5, b sy #r
T AR S AR AU A T B R R
R fZEse, SRUsPER IR RAI A &, &
EE R, WHE L, HEEREREEEENDT
SiH, M B ERE DR, EHE THERERER
EHIEh, EEEFERSEOR, EReis HEEK
WA HRURT R R AE P, SRS B, REENR
B, AR TR R BOFIE PR E £,
HRE S M., A PR DA, EAF
T RBES R

BRIl R R A ROARDURGE IR I 1, 42
% 3t YRR TR P AFREGFR, 1A S A B ULRI
FRR Sk, ISP BRI R 2R, AESUY
RACEE, B R R AVRE D A, X e
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PAE A EEER S REE., AR ERE Z
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AEER DR AP AT I D158, LAk BriE®f, BR
B2, MR BCERORE TR 2w
IS BT

SE
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P 5 S RE DRI AN R, 58 4 mT LA AT 209% s
Hiisprtt, BIREE B MR F UL R [R]
& LERR PN T S F0 ] B AL AR r i 75 SR I v 128 1%
4 S RS I ARME B R ok w2 1% 1R
BT BERSL TRT R R,

HL 9 Kalina 11 Ahrens F R BF, 28 1% 7ERK B ML
¥y FBETE B BT G I LR GIA I 5%, R b
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T e 5 LR T 6% (Kalina & Ahrens 2010), 24
A 15 [ Br 20 205 [ HLAL Hh ] 1% 7 0s s i H
TR, FEARZ L3 AR TES LA
R RN, BGEHIAE B AESE R % 12 JG bRk DR
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L i E=>%T
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L EESET
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TEPAER S 2 ek e rh, 2% R
S B, HABGHE X ('=7.841, p=0.020),
Wilcoxon #5565 K B, %5 J3 A% FE A5 55 15 1) i 35 o
45— 1] (7=3.476, p=0.001) ,

TIEMILA R ARG S E KPR, B
MIEABKCERL: BT, ZiE 1R KSR
ST, (RFE SRR N, RAASHE X

&gmﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁk%,&ﬂhﬁhk,h
HEHiE X (X =18.387, p=0.000), Wilcoxon 4
kB, W% TR A Bk — R =AY
B2 T 5 F % W (2=3.314, p=0.002; z=4.118,
p=0.000) , 5 Ff i 7 2 ) 7K - P A 1 sS4 AR A
B, AR HEE WK Se B Ja T, TP E 1A K CF SR
FIE b, HEEA Gt X ('=9.674, p=0.008;
v’=10.495, p=0.005), Wilcoxon #505 K ¥, “#H5
A AR 2 E ) K CE B2 T =
(7=2.489, p=0.013), 2 =W T PG 7E 17 7k °F
B FEE T H 8 4 W (2=2.628, p=0.009;
Z=3.134, p=0.002),

5 =S % R B BORTBE & R K E AT
b, R WK R AR, A AR ARG,
B EIELWIUREIR, HRMEEESGS

R3 FIBHIEE.

PO, ARTREIN N R A R A 25 K A
BRI B DTN E A AV B [ R S
Jy2g AR Al R T B, X BEr ARRIE (]
B, = —W0T 2008, 2010, 2012; J& M6, & —WT
5 2009, 2011) iy “pRGIEDHLT M0l (E XI5,
g — UL (2008) IHAAYLR & P foK A Gl
A AR R ST — R WL, A
MRS Z AR, IR R AE TR R SEE
PARERATEE AR, BRI
PRk, TR EE CAERE e
LHbE “ddTHEIRK, RIS EET
fr”e AT, Hid80% x4 E
it LI, FRERL L5 ANRRZ
A5 Z, PRI S SR A B 2t 5 1r) kP i
LI, 52 RIRRIEAR TR A KA e
111 B A SRR A [ Rk R 25 T R

2 _EPNARRGENMRESEIENEE
ZEXRFRIEN
FEPAERY A 2 ik By, AR RS HL A K

RGENHEB R 52 21 55 R BE 2 AN ¢ A L mT
A g

ZiIEBERRGE=EZMAVEMMAISpearmanFktBX 0T (FE—FH)

TE ZFIBHEE | BETIEAR | MizTiIEER | DIEFIMER | REER | FHER
FAHHARE —
ﬁﬁﬁmaﬁ 0.141 —
NiZ—EHR 0.517%* 0.150 —
ZEF IR 0.032 0.309% 0.006 —
1R 3 0.065 0.549% 0.066 0.293* —
= 1 0.325% 0.064 0.389%* 0.216 0.072 —

. %R R p<0.05, R p<0.01 .

F4 FIBHEE. JEPVERRE=ZEZNFATNERRSpearmantkif X 5T (E=%H)
TE ZFYENEE | BETIEER NizTiEERK | DIEFEIMKR | REER | FHEE

FAZHNBE —

HAEZEER 0.100 —

7 ZE E A 0.597%* 0.204 —

ZEE R 0.098 0.737%% 0.051 —

1R # % 0.033 0.687* -0.016 0.622% —

= 0.316% 0.199 0.480%* 0.073 0.216 —

VE ¥R R p<0.05. K IR p<0.01 .

HIZE 3R 4wl SE— e =20, —
EEHLA ARG =R, AT E R 55 Dk
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p<0.05; p=0.737, p<0.01), R7i% —iE [ 3% 5HM
TIEARMTIESREI TR EM LR R, 5
2%, MR SE A R TR 2 7 7T B RO R &
SRR, B IR R o o (3 P B R
FHENM, X F S H R 3T BT AR
7 (Taguchi et al. 2009; You et al. 20165 XI| 7, [&]
2015; R, KERE 2013) 4,

HHAE IR A AR EMIBILBL, PisE
W A ROE A A RG2S IR A
TEH 6 Z (p=0.517, p<0.01; p=0.597, p<0.01),
5 2% B, PRI T ) b T E A 2
%5 DR B A AR .25 1EAH O 56 & (p=0.325, p<0.05;
p=0.316, p<0.05) , X Ut BARHF T GAR AR Bt B )
ST TR R AT 55 DAL £ 2 R
MR, W% IE AR TG, PR TR A
Fn iE S MR S WL ML 2k, X AE
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THE: D) PRI SE TR A A
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IRAERIT B S D FERE AT AR ik
PG E L7, IR R KA INAT,
ARG T AR M 2) A — Rk Bk, #
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SR E BB ARTE, B E AR S ELRY AT R e

E AR B T A O (B v, 380k L A B Lk ek o
(Dornyei & Ushioda 2011), fEE& 21080, W
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e AR B B B Ry, BRAR OB A AL &Y
BRI S8 T8 T 0 A 15 A 9 18 28 T iy
Bl 5 AR b DA 25 e, BRI, PR
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15 OLAE S FL WU R AR AR RS, ansR S
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A7 75 . 25 IEAH G 56 & (p=0.307, p<0.05), X3k
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KRAG=EFRERAE D, LFEE 5 DR ™
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(2804 2015; Hbefr 2013, 2014), FHRHL,
Tl =5 2 1] A0 5 5 21 &5 0 R AT AE . 35 1E AR
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p<0.05), A% N5 2 R R i RWE
SR,
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TE FIFHIRE | BETIEARK | MiZzZIEARK | TIEFINN | @REEE | HFER
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FiZZiE B & 0.429%x 0.298* —
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1’ % 1 0.414%* 0.537%* 0.339% 0.372%* —
B £ 1 0.286* 0.140 0.687%** 0.290% 0.307* —

W * KR p<0.05. #* F£ R p<0.01 .
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HORTREVERE N T o SR AEFF AR50 B SRzl Al
Wb SRS, Rl A — A B SR AT
RETT RN 2, PRI PR AR 08 | Jed A N
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TRE, FAMNE DRETRa®R, LT
PERRIA T, BI4E SRR AR R B AR AT AE,
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L UZHEIK . BORE KRR ) Eh g, X AT
R, H DR, FARBNCIMED)
PLIRZE, TR % 1 B 3R 5 ZiE g AR
EURHE S B IR, ZHENE
e T A8, ERMIERAR X R, TR ZE
SHLH ARG RBIRARE, HA R ZEEIFE
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1. [ B

EATTIES BRI EENSE, EEEIR
SRR R e — 18 U AL B S A A RAE AN
WEEHE S (Kuo eral. 2016), WFFERY], it
RPE X TIERARE LT, —ELR I, &
HEREILE RS RE D K& P A B AR
i (Nithart ef al. 2011; Soltani & Roslan 2013
Uchikoshi 2013), % T i & B IER, BIEJL#
EERE N R R EZEEN, BFE I AR
IR TE Z B R, WEJLEE & BN
KIgFES, Hor, WFEEN A SER —A Al
&, AHXTRIELE, MEIL#E S TSR LY
RHYE S RAB LT X PR A 2 B AL K 2=
RO, XFik, BEIEAE AN IR A R W L # R &
BN ASEAT T H 1, Campell & Sais (1995) fif
KRB, BRFNE—FIEIE 2 LI L A b

| AXABR 2B FELFFTE “£ER
f/ﬁ%:
%;,
Z .

* (OME %5 . ZDII35-49, E-CREHF) " MEAMFEIEHXFTELLTE

ZGWYIYJJ2018B76. H (R = 4%) M & a2 .

15CYY019, #FgmREH) BERIEZ T A" H#FAX 2017 E=EELTE

DT RN 1 M BR AR 55 vh B9 R BLZE AT T 0 18 G
JLEE, AT EETE SRS 1 B e kg AT T A
B, INABRFIE—RIEIE LERYE RS
SV DR T 3 KRS bE e 1B A 6 S A H Y Y
ik, IR BURE )L #BA B & B IR HAA
3% b A Oller ef al.(1988), Bruck & Genesee (1995) .
Laurent & Martinot (2010) 2%, XFEbsy#ral DL K BEL,
XL A AR — A SR R AR AL, B LBEARE
2T —FRE A S IE S (AVETE. EPEEIE.
WRPEIALE) 5, RIEE G BIRMAS TRt st
Ft. BRifi, HAWFFEE (4nChiappe & Siegel 1999)
L TE JLEFRIE ILEHIE S B IRR R E TG
KEL, BOEILEA DAL & B H e,
SRR IR G T RIEILE, ik, B
FATH S T 5 TR RS R A ot T b AT RERD T
RIER: 1) BiEJLES IR IE S RAIES
FRAERE /s 2) A% T ORE Findis L& i Ik [R5

HRIEIEEEF ] HFETRIRRLEERAKFLRNAZTR (NE

D BORRH XS EHCE ILORA A 5 A A
DR R IMERE IR G A RAR > O H 45

Vol. 1 No. 2
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B, BB ILEE W A 11 S R LEIE SR
FITHAIB L2 W85 2% (Kuo er al. 2016), SKifii,
SRR, IESTE S IEER M R AT RS L3
HIIEE LB R LA NE . 4nKuo & Anderson
(2012) KB, WiELHEIE S BIRAB R
AT EOLAE SEBAAFERI I H 007

3T SRS 1B S RS B R WE LR
BRI R RBE HEA 2, Kuo & Anderson (2012)
e T “&E A MR 1% (strutral sensitivity
theory), FR¥EIZMR 1, W& IJLEME G RHAK
H T AN 1 S 18 S SO T, AT
IR JLE, WEILE AR IE SIS E A
MEZFL, ERSERIARIESIE TS W
A, M BEAE SE Al 52 B TS B AHE 5 454 (A
W) BURAE, S5 BB R 15 53 TRDBLE i T8
AT R — Mo LS (joint experience), HA¥/5
SR BB TC1E & # (Kuo & Anderson 20125
Kuo ez al. 2016), I HAij A 1k, S5 HBURMER X
3T AP E ) FE, Kang (2012) % 36 15
EAIRE TR AR J LR LB, R4
FESORE L B wEIE R =D BRI
B, H AR TE & O T AR BA SR AT
TEAERIEILE, XFOBUEE & B IRLAIR T hE
Jeok B T HEESORE L # P AL A IS & A5 e
MZHE, HEMREAE RS ST & b b 4 Th ot i
BTG, FEO 03 (R 1 & A B RE ). Kuo
& Anderson (2012) X3t 3 175 8. 1 11 3 16 — i)
FATEME A LG, — R0 AR L BRI &
B, W2 L3 5% Jf 15 (U A (Mandarin-only) fy
HFEBERESHRIATLE, HAERMESILA
(shared) iy & H & IES 1, 2hJLEEFI— 4R
B LRI ELS

Wit Bl dr, BATAHEREL, DM AS
| SETEE B IR 5 (A5 . & 00) SRIPE
JLEE AR T HiE LB B IR R RIS, Ht,
Bl VRAE IR ) LB AR TR B IR R R T TR L3
A PERIE A B, AnRIX MRS e A ik
FebERD, AT RRIENRE 2GR 27 Ak, A
FAUAGE B RIS ) LR 5 L3 AR
R, NWEETAESEMA LT, FEFERE
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R R e, DAPPRb 25 /RGNS ) LE A T
DURRIE LA BB IR R i, hit,
ARWFFEAR H AR FERAN T «

1) fi B SR IGEAE L 5 IR B TR LB AR DL
BEEERRRT R OFAEER? MRGTAE, A
R R KRRt 42

2) 2 B R BERE L E 5 DUR s LB AR ST
BEEBERRRG R GCFEER? WRAFE, B
RRIEMPLE R ? KA R et 42

2. WF5EIrik

2.1 #k

A B R LA BT R S B AR S T 78
PO, FAEJ A EIREIEIEIL#E T2 4 B 4E
i 10.99, FrifE 75 1.05) FNHTIT A R IE T R/ h
FAR AN L T4 4 CER AR 1117, brife 22
0.46), AR AL LM AT b, 8/ NI TE A
YABIR B KOF 22 BT R IR, ABFIE5
B A R OB L 4 & /RIE . DUERN S
BB R LA R DU L DUE A YB3k 5 Re Dt
A1 7 MR, AR 0 1 225 2 0 A B i ) i 33
PR T MNK A 4 B R IEWT 5 IERFRIE 62.2% L, |-,
I35 5 IE B3R AE 66.7% L b4k & IR EWE )L
A4 4 CEHAER10.92, FrifEF£0.99) 5 LT
B IEHEAE 66.7% LA IR )L 3 58 4 ((F-34F
W 1117, brifE2£0.43), WA LI N —F LI
RIEREZ B2 TS, fefgis HIUE
AT HFE R, HIFINSEAKEIER s Wdl)L#E
AR P I 21 0E, LA AR &
W, MSIAEARARR BoR, WAJLEANTIES
KE EE R EER (=-1.601, p>0.05) ; {EHiE
PR (G5 B R AR ik oF BT B 2
(1=0.837, p>0.05),

2.2 METH

AHF TR & T LS S5 R U 2R TR 5
W WFRBEACEFIIR, JEE 0 e B R, 4
F/REE S BRI, SUEEF BRI s

EE R,



BRI

%E RAERE B ZIR A B
WA A Z IR E/RIE LIPS RE D, L1045
Al Hoh =S A, MR 2 A, FE A
34, LB ARAL sy, BB IAET, ikl
57, K5y 3847,

RFEGAKF MR LMK A2 2P
HINE, AR R F B SR, HTIRES
A SRSB4 B N 7R A 5 S O R
T, WL ERFAME—, RESIL 127, H8
24y, FEAINE B FBBEOEMS 24 AIAmM
R, WEBEEWA 14 AR ER/ 5
%, WEBBHRE,

B AE kK 2R R R R 1R 16
NIRRT A S iR i RE . 1) &
Al DA 33 IR T a2 B ] K ok Y BT,
20, LAiEh T, A /b i a3 iR N E 2 A
AR F, o D ERRE TR =&
Tl B AR oy A HOE TR R A A B, 2) 'R
Al DA B3 00 3k B % 2 2 8 Woodcock (1998) 4 il i)
Word Attack Testi% it 1 24 /MR id5H , Ris4&H
SRMEHES, CABERChE, SBIE RS
A, A SRR R A SR A A R R,
TR U AT REHL I A e B R IR, an Rk
TEEESAHIREY, IR RIS, BRI R BRI
WA BRI 14y, #EA5 A HE RN ISR R
L

B REETERMNK MRS % T A
LIS A B R - B (2013) 2wl A T 4
FREILEIOEE S BRI “DUEBRE a7 E
%l R A RN A TR RO 4 ORI AL AD
HHENETEE, FUBRIES RS —
SO TE RS B RIE B iR, BRI £
RO AR MR R, 2 B SE R B
W, dL10/, S, ENEIRES 2
LR 2 2 B R TE 250, Bk fE
BERALIE R M s, 2B e 2 E
W, 108, WiEtEEZF RN, A E
BRI SR B . KT Y B Y5 iR LA CVC
CVCCHICCVCE ) A Fs £ H A& F34
A EET . B —A 14,
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g A EAMK IZNKAE 25 % (2008)
FNZEIRE 2425 (2013 ) Zw il DU TE 3 B IR MK )
s Eolcdmimipg, BT, AR B A
RS A BN B . B UEYE R F o ko,
BRI GR8E RAF. Horp, BREIRMA D
PEFIWT T EA T A, SR LFARYE DS B
A BSCRIL U Xt 3 265 L T8 B 8 1) 4 105 e A 1 S
A 1858, FARE, FRPR U IR R 5otk
FIWT I AT %A, B R % A 2 I B
B BEFN P U BEAT BE ) AR AR K, o B
208, B2, FEIRISE 360 IR BB
TR TS, AR E L.
B3k, WIEAE R AR D ARIEKCE, JbE
123805 Ayl G MR AR 2R B XA AT 55 B2,
PA BB A DRAENHY 18 B #7824 B R g XS
ANERAS R HUE I H R RO — AN 14y

FiEEFFRMNK ZMIK 2% T Hulme er
al. (2002) F1 g 7b % (2007) 3¢ 15 15 & & IR LA
%o MK EAEIR . B E— BRI
FIR A H R EIEET EIRE .
TEER F e i, MR BB AR .
Xt ) oo (I A 2 R BB AT 45 1%, B Ry
I RIS 1 23 TR 38 SR Al AT
3k (ZnCCVC) ki & & 2 (AnCVCC) FFh&h 1)
AR, AL TR S A A . AR e ]
HALHIMMERRE S, JE 10050 E—E R IR MR
AW E R MERRE S, 1055, ¥
RIS A O 23 i, T A AR ]
FOUMERRE Sy, L1055, MKARHE & AL
wARMPEER AL, B EWmE T4,

2.3 YHERWERERF

IERM BBt % 52K L 45 R TE,
B, R IR TR, FHRYE I
RPN P AT TR, B, XM
HILEEFRBREN TN, Hrp, 45 /RIE
JLEMIES RS RE DMK 4L RIE, UEM
JiE = Aoy s DUBHIE JLEAYIE F 1B R DI
REAEDUEFISETE A By o 8 R TE AT 5
MR 22— A2 BN 4 TR IEZIM S, I+
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AR ZIFFEE 15 3 h. e /RIETEH BIES R
Sy BESEPRHEM, S5k 52 TRAE L E F TR ] P € B 2
EREEMANE bR, RHERZA 15558,
DU B R ANE & RO RO (R e TE
2, SRR AERLE WO [R] PN 72 B 5 7= R
FEF BB AR DG EE BRI, KRZF8:
4553 b SETE TR I R AT 55 R0 9% T8 R 1A] e 15 R B
AR, 2 E R IG ) L A i 2ead B I S &g
KM AT, BILELZHEE I 4
PIE LRI R T, BAKREIA205 7, B)E,
Ba e A5 ] SPSS19.0 BEATHR A BE 54347

- B R B
3N HERENEILESNREFILENEES
BIRERSH

VM HEA R BoR, 4EERIBEAGE L
AR AR BBk WA LA 4
155 IR 354 T IR LR L # (p<0.05),
B Bk S [ S T R 7 ) S [ S 95 05 1, U0
AT LAY R I W AR T B R IE L #
(p<0.05),

R HERENEILESNRRIEILENEEERIRERSN
F B A B 15.50+1.95 13.33£2.23 5.15 0.000
7 B 5 7 H 17.02+4.14 18.78 +1.69 ~2.65 0.011
B 5 7 By 14.50 +2.76 12.93 +3.22 2.59 0.011
7 8 5 7 H 11.48+3.14 13.98+1.65 ~4.81 0.000
F {44 10.25 +1.40 9.45+1.72 2.52 0.013

E . %p<0.05, ##p<0.01, #**p<0.001. T .«

3.2 BB RKEIEILESNKRIEILERIFES
BIRESS
T2Worn, HEH/RFEAEILE S DGR RIE L
HAE R I E RIS RN RE ) 05 AR B3
ZS, MOLHEAR SR TR, EEEBME A

TR 5 1, HEE R EONE L i R BB BT
RIS L (p<0.001), (HAEFHTiMERT H,
WS I LE BRI B A T4 B R IEWE L
(p<0.001),

R2 BERENEILESNEREILELFESRIRERON

VRN ®ERKILE WHREE)LE

ERCiee =Rl = H
%M % 7.41+2.04 8.81+1.28 —-4.00 0.000
Rl b S 5.82+1.93 2.84+1.77 8.09 0.000
RS 7.57+1.62 5414222 5.67 0.000

4. PFig TAEBEHEIN, BRERAIECERES B

4.1 HEREREILESNERIEILENEES
BIRERSI

AWK, % B IRIBERE L AL S &
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RO EW A TOURRIELE, 45183 Kuo &
Anderson (2012) # tH {9 25 44 S P R e, MR IR
ZMkik, BEILEAVE S LA T HE S 55
F e BESBURE, IX FP BB (B A A LB b B 1
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JLHE A G BRI E 5 &5 0 Z A AR (LR Fn
ZESetk, b B T AR SE S G 2 S B
BE L (B S ) R, RFRSP, 4EER
TME L AL DR & A R IR 2R T
R HiE )L (=515, p<0.001), i BH 4 & /R ik
MAE L H A 9 9RAY 1 & B 51 EL (phonotactic
regularities) F 1R, 1§ BYIE & BCAIEN, JL#EE AT LA
15 A 151 (Ankong) F1AS & 7% (#4nkon) ¥ 7 2 Il
il EE R AR WY, T A R OB LE JL R i F]
PIEEEE . TR, B s RIER
EILE AR K oy ARIEFDEES, B8
K Jee S A RUB A BEH A TS BC IR, Jusczyk
(1992) 45 tH, & & B 71 HLI0 & TR 2 1 3 R AE &
ER IR LSRN, R, HFRGEREER, 4
BRI AE )L AL BB (=259, p<0.05) F1# fiL
(£=2.52, p<0.05) FiRJ5 Tt 5% T DU G L #
AT, TR BB SR R AT 5508 2 & AL b
RS, FHAN B LE X TUE &AL P
BREEFHARE S, I LEF LA TN
#BE 5L (piao)” FAHIAT & HIEIBE “ L (bao)”
Z IR EE W, 25 R M LB A DR B AN B
TR TR AR rTREAS 48 T HAUE#21IIRAE T,
o e BB BB B SR R I AL A
Bk

SRif, AHERA R B, 4EE RN E LE
BRI R R O T AR B S L m] RER
Pk, XA 5 Kuo & Anderson (2012) $#2HAY
LERBUBNMER AR A JEWR Y A ST IA Aix H s gF
AN JE . ALHE Best(1995) F2tHAY “niwfRIfL AR
(perceptual assimilation model), Y4/ F%t/ 4~
TIERE B, W At 5EHETR R T Ry
AL B BL7EWE BEA T 25 kL, S5 BB iy
P E OB BETE ) — A 5 B (B PR, bRk
il 2014) , An X A 5 B 5 A A R N 2
S, REEAARLL, W E AR X 55
Y BRI L 25 HT R A AN U e 42
/A3 kR DB E R A AR 5 2 AR &
B RS AL A R AR H 25 G /ts/ (zh)
FNE AL TE e/ (§), X — H A
KAV REILER BT 2T AL
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BRINAHRZHUR R BIES ., ABFITEN 20, 4
B RMERE JLBAE 7= RS An o B L IR AR R
HAGEDS,, BRI PP 0 BT fy
SFNHIET BRI ERANE, XA RS 4T RIE
mAREE, ER, BAFRAR, HT4EER
EERAFE, gEE/RBILERAEE “PE. B,
bR KT ZIRESIER L R RIEE IR
ORI IR B A REE BHE E LA
LR s I AR RIR AL, A4 TR
MR IX 5y > 2 (B PR, bRl 2014),

4.2 #ERKENEILES NGBIEILEXKIFES
BIRERSHT
AR, 4B R L AR =18 (3%

) TE S IR KR 5 TR B 5 DR A E L

WA R R R, 4T RIEAGE LR

B AL R B R IR 5 1 W 08 T D% B E L

#, BT AHEIE AP SIS AL R M A

S KB IR BRI iR, Rz Es Rt —2

% FKuo & Anderson (2012) $& i ) £5 44 4% 8%

Ri%, BDJLEBEAEINIE SRS 2, B

A, O A B RN 5y iR RE ) ik ik 5 (Kuo

et al. 2016) , £ =1%& (Yeif) W BIRMI K it i

W, YEE R IEGE LB et S5 PE AR TR P 1

B S5 RIEE S AT, DU IR BT Z [l

SEPEFNZE S, T S AT S B AN R 1 S 1 4k

FIRRAE, fEdid fed, 45 R ILEA U R

TSRS B 1T A s, i AR T

BN LR AR
SRIM, TERIEF RN, R RIE L

) F B 4k B R W iE )L (=4.00,

p<0.001), {LH&HAIEILETES TEIREE LD

PEFA T RE S 1B TE A TR 2 & 17 (morphosyllabic) 3¢

T, HE Ry % BARE & A ¢ (Shu er al. 2008),

A2 DU B TE L 1 A A B IR A T T T

BN REPIEIR, T, ARIES R EE

B AR IR AT RE A T BOE B IR IE S R —

ANEERE, SR, BB RR L S U

EILEARIET T EIRRE EMER, WaETR

FHEE SRR, BURR T4 5 Rk LE (4
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FORWE. OUE. 08 F gD (B
225 2013, BHELR 2016), UAEMTE ILE S
K e AR ALY (IR, 3615 ) H RN (T3
BT 1998 LT 1999, FR7baE 2007, Fbefr
2017), P38 S Je RS S /N B A SO
M ZEELH A B /R )L LI B 1 )L 3 3 o B
kSR, DU TE ) LR T B R T R
DR g B R L A, AT, BUEJLE A

6] 18 & 15 H SR UL FTREZIE B R R TS|
IR

5. &hik

A8 7RV LB AR AR LR S AT R T
HEIRR RIS, AHFTE Lo 1 45 /R
EILEMPORAIE ILEAR ., FEFEIRAR L
HIZES, SR ER, EIUEEEEIRTm, 45
SRS LB ARG & Ak i, BBEER
AL IR 55 Hh R BLEE I B 47 T O B TR L
i, ABAE R REAN R IR IR TS R L BUE I
B HRIEEFRIRTE, g8 /RBEE JLEAE
LR AL E R R IR 5 Th 2 W 5 T U B
JUEE, ABAESEE & RIRTDT I A il
iR ILE., SRR, B RBIE LA IE &
DL T ZERIL AR A 6 15 & T S5 M Y o,
fHAE, X IR AR A OB 2 52 B TR i [R]
ft. EEEWREE, EERRIFIINEN, &
I 45 T 2 B R AR LB IS 18 & B B R
A, ETYEE R LS MR IRR R R T IUE
JLE, ZMAERS BB R IR L R IR S R
I, BERECSIOE ILEARIZT 2, BE
BB/ N AL BB AL TR 5 BORIZRG, B9
RARYe B IR LB B TE Ao 2T OE %, 4R TR
S fr (R BE) WO B AIRNTRE J, e e e ek
B BUBRERIX S RE S, AT RERS AL B 15 & L
ARG AR S, R b, A
pEN PR IR S SR VAR S Y S A R o
5 & B A B i 72 e, B e IR BRE A2
REAEDFEE TN RTH, dEmfe s
EERNRIEBRINAE,
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BT T B TSR, BTV AE S 2 )R
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BRI B BRI &
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N, MET ALk S ERIE S PR 5
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28, [RIINF &5 & VR e R IEE 5 PR 35 57 /F T SOk
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SR FRIBHESE AL, 75— 2R BLR o W Fn e ok
WA, ARREmN L, REYEEARETIES
PR E SR E (AR Eok .. @ak2011; bRk
K. RER2014; JFHEH2013; VFHL452013),
WA 25 FF M R R PP & i ik (4nXu & Brown
2017), BOMEAS NSEARRITF SRR TR, /£
SR b, FRERIFE R B IR IR N 25
FiJ5vd: (4nJin 20105 Jin & Jie 2017; Lam 2015),
FTEARIREA DT R DA B A AT T PEAN S5 (40 Fan
& Jin 2013; Jin, Zhu & Wang 2017; Xu & Brown
2017; Xu & Liu 2009; Zhang & Yan 2018; i 1it
B, Kk Ai2008) . 2.3 95K LAVE 8 Ry =0
WA, AR TE S PR BRI N A 5
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Bailey & Brown(1996) [l Brown & Bailey (2008 )
FEABRVEHE NI T Pk 56 T 18 3 MK BREE Y ()
B, THIREIXE. BUrNELL AR
R RS, (HAE, XPRIRIAA LA K A v E
HIREAS, (X 2008 45 H Kt A 1 6 ) 50k F R L
b, Jin (2010) FFJ T R E I MR AT
WHEWFEIRBITIHFT T . BHFELD. H%
W . ¥ T5ik, DR BB %, i
T 86 A4 BT IR & A B, X SETRAR AR
i TIE S MR e A A, |
& WRRR R /U T 208 U BRI 2 5 T ) st e
e FRESCHE 20 BT AR SR Ak 4 2™ Rk, KR4y 2L
Ui 1) A< BB ANLAR JRe ST A R R R, e 1 Y
R, ARSI AL SR fE
HITAE,

F012: HBhPEor 3t BVEEFI R

AT TR SEE . NP RN SO I
H 8 PF o Bl g A s, FeA kit 17—
(GRIE TR R ye N S B D s B DA R S L]
&, WA THIMISA: 1)z hIFs R
2055 2) kA ShPF BIARFIRLRE s 3) 6 A shiF
SrEIPHN RSO 4) X E BhPFo vl RE AR B
JE3 &% (Jin, Zhu & Wang 2017), BF9EREL,
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T B 2 PF5r R G R R ARFIN IR B S T4 A
BN AER A B IT RGERE BT SCARIE
DA, XPES B RERPERI 2 PV A —E R
AR ZmAnS2 A #BINA A 3 PF5r R SERYis
ARES AR BRI HL, B IEHNE S5 L R
RN, X LERF AR B BTy RETAIHES s
HAHER R,

213 TARYABER I

TR &S R R I E T Xz —
(Malone 2008), {HA, & MIAGHEEA T T
TELIRCR B SIS, Jin & Jie (2017) P4 T —
AT — A TR F PO R IR R R A Ak, RS
[ 1) % GO PRER & A BRI IR anfaf 2 2)
CARTEIREIZE Do x4 PR A 22 3) PR
P T REA A i IS S PR R 57 Bl sy
BB, 2 GO DR B R PR AR & A e
PPOTIR s, i ELEART RS DIES 0ok F T 25 A %
RO, WEFCRA T AT IR THAIE S PR H 5
Wl A LA LR B R R o AT R B,
UETRAEAHSC I PR 5 55 % 4R B3 .

2.4 ESTNEFARIET

F 20 20 80 AR AR, 1 & IR S 48k T 4
AL B I B Ve SRR RE IS TR, BN
SMRR T 2 AT 5 6, T8 IR TE S 2 A
FE 5 52 ik £ 2 (4nHeaton 1988; Hughes 1989;
McNamara 2000; Weir 1993, #Ei%# 1986 XI{HHE .
R 1999, g B R 2002, 7K JE 421983, 4B H
1998), &2 75 T & Fh &5 Ili% 3) (Malone 2008),
fH, XI5 F PROT 35 35 BB RN L B I AT
UG T4, Fulcherdigihh, “IEFTHHHRMAR
(A FAE S EE” (Fulcher 2012 117), 20114
FEFRE AR 33 JE [ br ik S MRS I
25”7 (Language Testing Research Colloquium, i FR
LTRC) E k% T LAV & PR 255 0 18 L
Wt 2y, &R &% T Language Testing 617 30
JEAERY 20 25l (Inbar-Lourie 2013b;  Taylor 2013)
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3. SPIGHONIEGY AR TR K B

3.1 M RFIEIRIERAR

Taylor (2013) #§ H{, Fulcher (2012) {4 B 18
HEZE A B X oy AR RE AR A2k, thaRHg &
A2 H TR A 4 RN TR BRI AR . A,
Taylor % PFA/T 6 S IAH G RER HE4T T 405y, AN
BRI LIEE (g ikit#. WRE), 2h
] B P SShess (iR i, #0h),
B MBI PRT FHOCTEGR (Anas . BORHIER ),
HEF AR B SE T S 4B IS 5 P 3155
He UL R & A4 B BT R B 2Lk, Do B
EE TR FEMZROL G (WLIE3), Bl b e
PEOTAH DGR AR . Lol B ARBE D . PROT RN
A FRe . thasCieanii, A sk
e, DMNEE/RE, PR RERE D *iE
BHEEP I R IR UL, U dE R BN TR
Urocpkhe o, AHXE, HNSEEIE, SHEE
5 18 U RT  Jan—

SR R T SR RO R, R

Y2
B3

IS 5 PR 2RI s H R0 T — VB AR
WIRZBT B, Bz — A REORAUHR S IEHEZE, B
FARE B B RUSRERE Y, MWARIRIHLA T 2m T
B FRHIBUIRFNTT R . I E B R IZ SRRt R
KF, Taylor (2013) S54RI PFAT R R 25k
WA B B, AL UM, Bk, PF
I H 9 KR B et — PR A H T RN
DI IRSERBREHESS, Al A FRIESME B AR B2
DIEFAT 25 55 1 IR Le Ak B, A2 B AR
A4, XA Z [RIISE R AR5

BRI
PRI SR AE : Al HARRET)
2
MWNEFE 3 PO SO B &
A LS BAE AR
(RS S S

B3 ESHIMTNERFE (FHTaylor 2013:410)

3.2 RRBERE
3.2.1 6 HMEZRI PR 25 75 2ok

R MBI PR 355 K R ik Z 45 1k
IERTEHESE, [H A 20 fiH20 70 4R AR LK T B AME
HE SR R R, IR DA SNE T 5L
iR R £ 4%, ik, 7% Fulcher
(2012) {4 Je & SCFN Taylor (2013) 5%t A [al B A
MBS THIHRRE, RS ERESNEET
ST B F DAY SR B o 28, AR SCRR At
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& (B), LAKPEM il HREFIRE ) (C), ik
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HAERR A RRFRHAIES, WLXIMNEHK
ifi PR 25 5% () B Rl W] DAARYE & 2 BRI 1T 55 (14
A FAZCLEE o SR FH A s 2047 T A B dih
W, Hik, mE4LENFTR, TREIMEBF R
T ZRAABIPEY, EEEFELLT KK K
MECE (An 2 . KRPHIEM . NEHEIR), K
AR (Znsy B2, WP sk %K),
AR S ZHRIRE PR, ASRIZEB AR H Y
A, HEMNEARRE, B EnSS5ER
[Al, FrsBy iy HFRARE,
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s, WAEETEES . SRR, 0%
PP EE R, RPN S B 5. X SBT3 Xt 2
Ui 75 5% % B2 T 0 DR 32 7R 2 oKk e i (C=5), Hok
AT RE, JRNIFNEL 2 B PR 5 (B=4), i
PRI 2 R oR MAE R /T DAIE— 28 (A=3), 4ME
AT I 75 5 2 IR AS “2 b TR JF e Fn 5 e
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BEPE o brife . SSHEZ IRFNPESy . R %A,
Heo IXEEPFOE B R & A B T B PE T 35 57 2R
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TR ARG, IR
RO IG B, VRO 3R SR T SR BCE IR S8
B ORI & R AR v, B SeBris I ER IR AS
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HZEE (Purpura 2016) , 4 Fifrs UG 51Xy 23 R
X AT S5 (4n TOEFL iBT Y45 & B BT 45 Fil e %
HIRSEE SRS ), AR A iR SR 55 4 T4
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1 3E 47 i 3 1B i 3h (languaging through private
speech and collaborative dialogue) . H & Ht& 55}
“# % 4 (everyday and scientific concepts) . i\ %l
5 ey 4H B S BEME (interrelatedness of cognition
and emotion) . {EZhFRIE (activity theory) L) Jz SCT
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RELAOE TR, AR Sk A b EREIER
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T2 Ry P GO T RAYIRTT, RSBl R,
(7] IR 228 e i A+ 2 SCAE IR B s e s RO A B
ARG BB R R SNSRI R &

2.2 miixRK

B WA BRIKIEX , PridZPD i “/
RIEAMER T ER T RELN AR R, Bl 2]
E OGS S IRl iy 3y & ol |
y “ BB 2 " (Lantolf & Poehner 2008. 34), ZPD
W IR E BAEE R, AMESET
5y RS A MR R SRR, AR R AUR — A4
BiE “RANT BFEH, Wi T ZPDRY A
SKERIR R, ZHIZRW]: 1)ZPDIHER RAVZER,
Mme ki, H¥ 2 REEN RS 5l
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B, SHACCHREI AR 2) ZPD;
PR AR BRRTREL (1, oh 0 (P S
FHFAGNAIER; 3) ZPDRIR IR RIRT Rl
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AL,

2.3 BEARIESHEENEHITHSEED
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B EENME RN TH, SiEEhL%
T ESEAESINERT, B S NEHTTE
BRI, 2 5EhE - IAEiEZ)” (Swain
2006: 96), HIIEF M TINAVEZE TR, M
e RE S RE DR DAILE AL A& e ryad # s & PR Xt
TENE UL TE N2 15 Al e A AU AN R S AL 0 T
id 2" (Swain 2000: 102), A< Zfl B i 4~ A5
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e, SRR A4 R R 1) ARIEFREBA
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R IR SHA L RIGH Z R R R, BiLA
A2 2R J i R o B U 4 &5 D,
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The effect of metacognitive instruction on listening

performance and metacognitive awareness
WANG Yu 3

Abstract: Guided by the Metacognitive Approach to Listening Instruction proposed by Vandergrift & Goh (2012),
this study follows an integrated design of listening instruction which combines an in-class metacognitive pedagogical
sequence and a series of out-of-class scaffold-providing activities. A group of seventeen adult EFL learners participated
in the 4-month study. Based on the pre- and post-test scores, Metacognitive Awareness Listening questionnaire, weekly
study journals and interview data, the present study has yielded the following results: 1) The instruction has benefited
the adult learners significantly in listening scores, and the benefits were most notable for the less-skilled and mid-level
listeners; 2) The instruction has also significantly increased the listeners’ awareness of the metacognitive processes
underlying successful L2 listening, with Problem-Solving gaining the most.

Keywords: metacognitive instruction; listening performance; metacognitive awareness; instructional

design; adult English learners

A transcript-based empirical study on interpreting quality in

SCMT classroom

DENG Xiaowen 10

Abstract: By adopting the Social Constructivist Model for Teaching Consecutive Interpreting to
Undergraduates at the Comprehensive Training Stage (Short for SCMT) in the Headway in English-Chinese
consecutive interpreting classroom at the sixth semester in the Department of Translation and Interpreting, this
paper analyzed and compared the interpreting quality of student interpreters in both controlled and experimental
classes on the basis of final exam transcripts. Data showed that student interpreters from both classes had few
elaborations, many fillers and information errors. While having more of the rest type of repetitions, fillers,
redundant personal pronouns, error repairs and appropriateness repairs than the controlled class, the experimental
class had less omissions and major-meaning errors. Independent 7-test found out there were significant
differences between the two regarding erroneous sentence and major-meaning errors. SCMT was conducive to a
relatively higher interpreting quality as well as better interpreter competence.

Keywords: SCMT; interpreting quality; error analysis; English-Chinese consecutive interpreting;

interpreting recordings

Parallel or sequential-A debate over the teaching sequence of

consecutive and simultaneous interpreting
DENG Xiaoling 19

Abstract: The Interpretive Theory believes that consecutive interpreting is the basis of simultaneous

90
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interpreting and advocates a sequential teaching of the two modes with simultaneous interpreting only being
introduced in the second year after mastery of consecutive. Sequential and parallel teaching upholders started
debating over this topic in Europe during the 1970s and the discussion continues to date. In China such
discussion is yet to be encouraged. The author surveys the sequence of consecutive and simultaneous interpreting
courses in the curriculum of 13 interpreting programs at MA level both at home and abroad. By reviewing the
literature of sequential and parallel teaching of the two modes from aspects of cognitive processes and practical
curriculum settings, the author argues that Chinese institutions could introduce simultaneous interpreting earlier
or even parallel to consecutive interpreting courses in the curriculum according to the changing market demand
and competences of trainees.

Keywords: consecutive and simultaneous interpreting; teaching sequence; sequential teaching; parallel

teaching

Context effects in L2 lexical chunks comprehension
LIU Shan 26

Abstract: In this study, an experiment was conducted to explore the transparency of lexical chunks (lexical
context effect) and sentence context effect in L2 lexical chunk comprehension. The results showed that lexical
context effect existed in comprehension process of lexical chunks for EFL learners. High-transparency word
context promoted the comprehension of lexical chunks. While explanatory context boosted comprehension of
high-transparency lexical chunks, inferable context’s role was not significant. As for low-transparency lexical
chunks, sentence context effect failed to reach significance. Implications for acquisition and teaching of L2
lexical chunks were revealed.

Keywords: lexical chunks; lexical context effect; sentence context effect; comprehension

A longitudinal study of the changes in English majors’ L2

motivational self system
DUAN Yilei & ZHANG Jiegen 34

Abstract: Based on the longitudinal questionnaire data collected from 50 English majors within two
years, this study intended to investigate the developmental pattern of their L2 motivational self system. The
results showed that the level of the L2 motivational self system and the learning effort constantly fluctuated
and that changes occured in their relations too. In the freshman and sophomore years, the ought-to L2 self did
not correlate with the ideal L2 self or the L2 learning experience and hindered. the motivational impact of the
two variables. The students’ learning effort was mainly a result of safety need. In the junior year, however, the
ought-to L2 self and the ideal L2 self became correlated and they were further connected with the L2 learning
experience. The three variables jointly exerted their motivational power, and the students’ learning effort were
driven by both advancement and safety need.

Keywords: L2 motivational self system; regulatory focus; L2 motivation; English majors; longitudinal

study
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The influences of different linguistic experiences upon children’s
phonological awareness (PA) development: A contrastive analysis

of Uyghur bilingual children and Chinese monolingual children

WEI Xiaobao & WANG Wenbin 41

Abstract: To explore the possible bilingual advantage of bilingual children over monolingual children in
the development of phonological awareness (PA), this study made a contrastive analysis of the performances
of Uyghur bilingual children and Chinese monolingual children in all dimensions of PA tasks in Chinese and
English. It was found that, in Chinese PA tasks, Uyghur bilingual children outperformed Chinese monolingual
children in Chinese syllable legitimacy awareness, Chinese rime awareness and Chinese phoneme awareness,
although the advantage did not exist in Chinese onset awareness and tone awareness; in English PA tasks, Uyghur
bilingual children performed significantly better than their monolingual peers in English phoneme awareness
and English onset and rime awareness. However, the bilingual facilitation was not found in English syllable
awareness. It is concluded that the bilingual advantage of Uyghur children is mainly embodied in the heightened
sensitivity of different linguistic structures, although the sensitivity might be reduced by phonological perceptual
assimilation, structural saliency of phonology and sequential phonological development.

Keywords: bilingual children; phonological awareness; structural sensitivity; contrastive analysis

A study of the relationship between Uyghur students’ English
proficiency and pragmatic transfer of request strategies in

Uyghur and Chinese Language

ZHU Xiaohui 48

Abstract: This study aimed to explore the relationship between the English proficiency of Uyghur learners
of English and the pragmatic transfer of Uyghur and Chinese Languages. The focus group consisted of Uyghur
students of English, who were further divided into two groups, a high proficiency group and a low proficiency
group, depending on the level of their English proficiency. Besides, there were three comparison groups. Data
were elicited by employing an e-mail writing task (EWT). E-mail request strategies constructed by the high and
low proficiency groups were compared with those of native speakers to analyze the relationship between the
Uyghur students’ English proficiency and the pragmatic transfer of Uyghur and Chinese. Findings from the study
revealed that the requests of the low-proficiency group exhibited greater pragmatic transfer than those of the
high-proficiency group. Thus there was generally a negative correlation between third-language proficiency and
the transfer of elements from Urghur and Chinese.

Keywords: L3 proficiency; pragmatic transfer; request strategies; Uyghur learners of English

The effectiveness of authentic documents in improving foreign
language learnet’s intrinsic motivation in autonomous learning-

An empirical study based on flipped classroom
ZHANG Ge 56

Abstract: In this study, the author conducted a three-semester experiment in French intensive reading
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class of 18 Chinese university students majored in French to verify the positive role of authentic documents in
stimulating students’ intrinsic motivation in autonomous learning. In order to improve the existing situations in
the current intensive reading course, this study designed a flipped classroom teaching model based on authentic
documents. Through two questionnaires to the whole class and interviews with 6 students, the factors that
affected the intrinsic motivation of students’ autonomous learning and classroom participation were explored.
In this study, data were coded by researchers and analyzed by qualitative analysis software Nvivoll and online
semantic analysis software NLPIR. Finally, an autonomous learning model of foreign language in flipped
classroom based on authentic documents was established.

Keywords: foreign language; flipped classroom; authentic documents; autonomous learning; intrinsic motivation

Defining and developing the assessment literacy of foreign

language teachers
JIN Yan 65

Abstract: Based on a review of the literature on the definition and the conceptual framework of language
assessment literacy, the author proposed a classification of studies conducted in China on language assessment
literacy. Cases were then described to demonstrate the focuses and methodologies of research on language
assessment literacy. Based on the review of the conceptual framework and research of language assessment
literacy, the author put forward suggestions for the development of the language assessment literacy of foreign
language teachers in China. It was noted that language assessment literacy is a multi-level, multi-dimensional
construct and should be developed by taking into consideration types of assessment activities. Specifically,
foreign language teachers should be able to understand and use large-scale language tests, and develop and
administer school-based achievement tests and classroom assessment. More importantly, they should pay due
attention to the reform policies of China’s foreign language education so as to continuously improve the validity
and washback of their assessment activities.

Keywords: language assessment literacy; conceptual framework; developing route; foreign language

teachers

Developing and validating rating scales in language

performance assessments: Retrospect and reflection
XU Ying 73

Abstract: Rating scale is one of the key issues in language testing because its quality determines reliability
and validity of performance assessments. This article reviewed empirical studies on the development and
validation of rating scales in the past 40 years at home and abroad. It was found that the data-based approach
to scale development has become the dominating paradigm, and the mixed-methods research integrating both
qualitative and quantitative analysis has become the trend of scale validation. Therefore, it was suggested that
future studies should take the performance data-driven approach and adopt methods like discourse analysis
(or text analysis) or corpus-based investigation in order to construct rating scales. Additionally, two problems,
including the multi-collinearity among various measures of certain language ability construct and the danger of
circularity in research design, should be fully addressed.

Keywords: rating scale; performance assessment; validation; discourse analysis; corpus
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