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WEESA T4 TN BIT AT 4 — BNy ZHZE o8k E]

— SR OEA O R —

i N A

£ B

RUFZEDHIIE, EFESA T4 > 27 - 74— Ny ZHROBMEBIZIRYED . SHOHADE
FEHENDEAZRIET L ETHD, 74— FNy 7 bt SEFBORERRET H720,
RIS AOETIE 7 4 — FNw 7 & L2 (B2F/) 94747 - 74— 82Ny 725
oMb, Afld, EFEIAT 427 - 74— FNw ZIZEAZ ST, L2947 4 27128
FAHEIIET 41— F2Ny 713, WESCHERICET230L RT3 008H 4, S5, W
DL2T7A T4 Y TR E ZOHROEZEEES (SLA) MREBEPER L, T2bb, 127
AT 4 Y THED 7 4 — FoNy 7, BREENFICESZE TV, 2ok LT, SLA
e Tid, BiS% B89 720, SEHBOFIE 7 4 — FANy 7 IZH$ 5 b 0akEZE o, Y
BiCEE L ZwE I it b dh s, 4BIE, BEERNEZE L, ENREICHY M2 L2
FLWwEEZLNA,

F—T—=R 74— N, EHFIAT1 07, BEHEE CE

1. BU®IC

OB, HFEITA T4 2 7IIBITDE 74— Ny JIROHGREZEET D &L b,
HADOIFBHEHH~OBEAOW R EZRETHZ L Thb, LT, GBDIA T4 ¥ 7k
HIZBWC, RN T A= PNy 22 HLRIIT I ETH S,

A= Ny 7 LIFEBRFERRDOBEIIBCT, ROWELLIZHERTH Y, T
LHHEIZ L - T, ZORBENEL S (Hattie & Timperley, 2007). &L T, TN, FEBHE
OFFHFIH L CIIEHTIELWEBICSWIRZ 208, A7 4 Y7 IXBITA 74— FNv s
D2 HEICKGTEDL Y,

LLBAS, 74— BNy 7HGROMEL HAGETHM L2 DI, REL CHFEET.
KB - I - B - B - B (2015) 80K (2017) OMREPHETONL720TH b, €D
e, H (2015) 39474 v 7IXBIFST 14— Ny 7 (Feedback) RFIIE7 14— F
/N 7 (Corrective Feedback LLF CF) % WIE0BElZ 3 LT\ 5,
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O R F 2 T, RS TiE Storch (2010). HH (2015). # L T Bitchener and
Storch (2016) #Z#\2. CNFTOIA T4 227 - 74— KNy I %iEY)KE, LT,
SHRBBEBYETYEER T4 — NNy 2 OIEY FERBETAZEEHBET B,

2. FTEE74— KRNy 7

2.1 §TIEZ «+ — K/Ny 7 (Corrective Feedback) DiE4E

FIIE7 4 — F/vv 7 (Corrective Feedback LLF CF) . [FHEDOEDOR ) IS L.
BERE (LUFL2) eS8 57200 & 2] L EFD1T 5 (Lyster, Saito, & Sato,
2013)o $ bbb, HEIZCF 2 BEORMOMENZFIIET 52720I1ICHWS, €L T, €
MZEoT, L2FE AT 22 L2 HIEL T 5,

INSOMHEICBITS CF & [Wo, Zilk, &) Fiudvwnsy] (g, 2015) &9
WRT R GHHIZANT, HEHAOLD 74— N 7252 210 NER 6w, WDl &)
DIE, [ERETE] 2 \id [BERTIE] owiFhrz#ZRorlw)EkeEd, €L T,
[R2%] EVIHIDIE, [EFAGERBHEZWNRETL2O0] L) ZEThHb, 61, [&
IR ] v Did, CF OftftnTiE:id LR CF o E AR SIND (R1BH),
PITFC CF ofEf %R d

#1. CFOiESE
PN B 1
DIEE 7 FEEOFEFEORNELEZ TICHENR Yesterday 1T went to school.
(Recast) W#ETIEL, SVl
7RI 72 3T 1E FEREIWZRVPHH I L2 HHE T, IE Not go. Went.
(Explicit correction) LWERZHRT S
IR L DK FHEOFFENHFETE W EE {52 I'm sorry?
(Clarification request) 5120, EVELEY SH5
#eD R L FHEOF LR 2 EAZLEZDE  Yesterday 1 go to school?
(Repetition) FHEDHY 2T
! FPRHIWZELVEZ SE 5720128 EB  Yesterday...
(Elicitation) PEMBRARER LR LA T )
A FRENFDNY FHREORY ZRET A X ¥ 55BN You need to use the past tense.

(Metalinguistic feedback) k%% B2 52 5

(7 (2017) &0 E#EFIER)

2.2 1471 >J§IIET7 1+ — K/Ny 7 (Written Corrective Feedback) DTEZ
2.1 Tlk, FHBEOFEFEIIB T A CF 23R Lze RIZTIATA VT - T4 —FN\v

— 258 —



WiBETAT A V7B D 74— FNy 2RO

2 (Written Corrective Feedback LLF WCF) BFZEIZ DWW Tk~ 5, 55k (LU L2)
FBROGH TR, TAT 1427 - T4 — FNy ZHFRIZ19804E 0 S v T 5 (Sheppard,
1992; Oi, Kamiura, Kumamoto, & Matsumoto, 2000; Ferris & Roberts, 2001; Ferris, 2003; Ellis,
Sheen, Murakami, & Takashima, 2008; Storch, 2010; Shintani & Ellis, 2015; Bitchener &
Storch, 2016) .

TATA YT - T4—= Ny 7, FEED [HFAEml 123 LT, BE G5 2.
TA=FNy 7w FEEHACT, 9474 VY VRNERESELILERT, Thbb,
T A= RNy 7121

1. WNECHERIT 2322 b

2. SEEE (O IZBUIBEIIEZ 14— FNv s
b, BZIUI, L2474 Y 7IREIFEEDPET L L)%k oT, 74— FnNv s
WA ITHND L)%k o720 WIZL2T 4 T 4 ¥ ZIREOBANI DWW Tl S,

3. B-FFE (L2) 2171748

L2F 474 v 71REIL, BLEZ3D2OEMIIKX G ENb, T4abb, 19604F0RIE. [T
REHOT 70 —F] THholo EAMIZIE. HIBEIE/ESL (controlled composition F 72 12
guided composition) ASTIZFEE SN T2 (Raimes, 1983) . HIBRIEE L &3, e F o 7oHEE
EUTIEDTHL [N =Vl RLEE] o2 Thb,

2OBIE 1970FE B2 60 [FEFEHAOHUFTE] o [TuotR - 77u—F] Th5
(™, 2015)0 7UER - TA T4 Y IHPEA DV IEO T, HERFHERMETT A —F
Ny 7 R PAL, A TS LV BREFERIND LIl o7,

ZLT, 32H@E, 1REREELLALND LI IZ ko7, WERLOT TU—F
(content-based approach) TH 5%, HFXFITIE, FAFrE#RLL. HV ¥ Y IVONME &
APZTAT A Y ITHRRDENS L) 12 -T2,

BIELAHBEBHTEITULR - T4 T4 Y7 HPHRLTH Y. WERRLERD 7 4 — B3y
7RG ZTHBEEZ EVIRDIHENTWD, TOLIII, L2T 471 v 7iRE L 1C
T A= RNy ZHFRINEH ENDL L) Ik o,

T4 =Ny 7R WCF DR EZMET L CALE, L2714 74 » 7Hise L £ S8 1%
(Second Language Acquisition PLF SLA) WF3E &9 2 DO\ 25508 L &2 v 5 %
W (R, 2015 $K, 2017)0 SLAWCBIT 2 7 1 — /Ny 25D H S o 72013,
294 T4 VITHBEVPRELETHL, 2T, AfaTlEmEo WCF # bz L TE%3 5,
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T
70—

K1.L25714 74> THBEDRN
(K, 2017 % 0 SEHVER)

4. SAT4 TEET1— RNy 70OE=S
4TlE, 9474 Y TE[ET7 4 — KNy 27 (WCF) WIZEOEIMIZOWTEET 5,
4.1 18 (1980F X H 52003F % T)

Storch (2010) X WCF OBFEEEFIZOWT, 19804E2 5 3 DDELIZIXK L T b,
18I, 19804EF1EH 520034 TH D, L2514 7 1 » FHFFEIZBIT 5 WCF] LR Tw 5,

#=2. BE#EM (Direct) WCF &R/ (Indirect) WCF M EEER

WFse il = WCF D% A7 HIH BIES
Lalande 60ADT X ) O RFEOHHE (1) EHERY 1028 1 (D) DFH5(2)
(1982) R A RER (2) #A MALEE & R L0 RA

[ES
Semke 41IADT A I DOREFED (1) a2~ 1038 PRI
(1984) N ARG (2) BEEN

(3) EHEEaAL N
(4) M#EMa— ML

Chandler 31ADT AV 51 DRFD () EZRMEMZENLTR 1 ex25— 1)OHH(Q2)
(2003)  ESL 4% (2) AV IS 5 F & B L RhRA
B 7 T
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OB, T4 74 V7B TR, CENZ IEE S (grammatical accuracy) (ZEHDEE -
T/, 2L T Ihnid, E#EEM (Direct) & 2V IXH#HEN (Indirect) 7 WCF 12508 &
7z, Direct WCF & i3, #HEHMY 2 HHEFTIET 5 2 & 2R 7 (Ferris, 2003), Indirect
WCF &3, HEFDOIA T4 7 OBRYIZTREGI ), sz Hez) LT, er bz
G252 EERLEIND, Tabb, FHEEHFICR) 2RI LI I LT I2HATH S
(Lalande, 1982; Semke, 1984; Chandler, 2003)

4.2 ZE2H8 (2005FLIRED S5IEEE T)

%2 W%, 20054E LIS ST E T THOZ L %45 L TWw5b (Bitchener & Knoch, 2008; Sheen,
Wright, & Moldawa, 2009), Storch (2010) 2 X#UL, OB, CHEOEHES 2EHES €5
72012, Fk4 7% WCF OFEEIMTHON Tz L2 Lad 6, 1ZE A EDOFERII—EMEDZ <,
MEESERENT T ThHo7ze E6I12. TOBIE, Direct WCF 25KEH % S Twiz7z
O, FOMBEIILETH > 720 T2, IEMEEOWEI21E, Direct CF @ J5%% Indirect CF £ 1
LIEMNTH S ELEZ BN T/ (Ferris & Roberts, 2001; Bitchener, 2012; Shintani, Ellis,
& Suzuki, 2014) . & D bIF, HRARMFEZ ICB WL, BHENZ WCF 2 & Em25H %
EfrzbnTwd (FHM, 2015)s L2 Ladns, EOCEEAFMENTH ), WCF OF
FZOoWTIE, FEEEIE T TTbNTIEV v,

4.3 HEIH (SROAEN)

EIMLIE, INDPOLOREDZ L EBRRTV DS, BUEE TOERMEIE, 7471270
BRI T 2 BT3RS 5 WCE ERTH - 72 SR FEEDOIA TV 7k
WERERCHSNE R 2 EOENEONELEL T, A2 ERDIVLEDNH D, FHEDOH
WZIE 74— RN 2 ERRSFE L Z ) TEBRWEPFERET 5. BIzIE, 7TYV7 ANZFEE
Bea  WALE R FHFDO, 22—V —F Y FOBREW) 2007 V=712, RLEFH®
WCF #2flt L7z Z0fER, 7YV 7 AHEEDHH, WCF ZIFHEIICH D L) T LA
b o7z (Bitchener & Storch, 2016), L7245 T, WCF L E#FHHEOEHRD T & OB %
L Z ek S5IE S (Storch & Wigglesworth, 2010; /ML, 2015) 6

R3. 1T 14 >JIET 1 — KNy VIR DEIM
X7 B
1980~2003 L2747 4 ¥ 7WIZEll BT 5 WCF
2005~ T 4E KON A UET 5 720D WCF
4tk BFEO) & OB RS 720D WCF
(Storch, 2010 & 1) SEH1ER)

— 261 —



e

2. Direct WCF & Indirect WCF O JEATHFZEIC BT, A% 7% Ferris & Truscott O
IOV Tw L b

5. Ferris & Truscott Mm%

4. T WCE BIZEI oW T, FRMICIRIR Lo RIS, O ETIEIZE T % Ferris
& Truscott D2 DWW Tk THB s Truscott (1996, 2007) (L LFEDFR Y FTIEITHE I
EOTHNORETHY, FEHEDITA T4 0 O LEZIZBOTRHENTERWE FR L2,
N % ZIFC, Ferris (1999, 2003) %° Chandler (2003) &\2»7:125 1 5 1 ¥ Zf7e&EL
BEEEEZ ., KiF~NERBE Lz, ZOmFr EonHI. 74— Ny Z7HfROBLME T A
TAYTNETT R LIZERERZLNL S,

INFEFTHEH, FHBEOEBIHTLIUETOFTVE L (recast) IZEHDPEF > Tz
(Lyster, Saito, & Sato, 2013) # L C. SLA W& D% < (Truscott H&H ) 2%, BRAYIN
ik (explicit knowledge) & L {I1ZWF/RIG%IHE (implicit knowledge) #i2fit3 % Z & T, Sik
BREMET S EERL Tz, SWIEZIUL, SLAIZBITS 74— KXy Z7Hi%RIE. [SiE
Bl 0700 b0THL, LIzho>T, 74— KNy ZHROBMBIZIRD KD 720121,
L2747 4 > 7058 & SLA OWMFOBE»S@mEE L LD ITNE LS R, 22T, L
T WCF Wige# i L <. 27" 9 %,

6. L2514 71 > JMEE SLAICH TS WCF DLEE

TATAVITEIET 4 — FNy 2 1Z$ 098 % L2541 7 4 » 7 WfgE L ko SLA ffge o
BlarolbizL, £4., 512R7 (M9, 2015 Bitchener & Storch, 2016 ; #i4r, 2015; &k,
2017)o FHAEREL LT, L2474 Y ZHIRICBVWTIE, 74— v 2 HFIA 74 07
DYFNHENPE ) V) S EIEEDLRTENTV D, 200, WET L SEEAOM
FWBT A=Ky 7OxRE STV 5,

UK LT SLABFEIZ B\ Tld, AEERH R & o Z230EHE & 7 — ¥ T o X
L LTwb, F72. Direct WCF & Indirect WCF DM, IAETIE, X & SEARROR
2k D74 =8Ny 72 OEPHE ST D (Bitchener & Storch, 2016). = L1,
WCF 7217 T3 <. HEEHOBHAY OER I 74 ¥ 712k > TH5 25D TH5 (Shintani
& Ellis, 2013) 6

SLAWFZEIZBIT S 74— KNy 7 O)EE LT, BHREOTANTIIAENTH L0, BIET
ANTESD T DENEIIEZ SN TNV, LD o Ty T4 74 Y THRIIDUFED /2D
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PFFETA T A Y TIIBIT D7 4 — 2Ny ZHIFROME

HFEOFEHEBOMMIEEL A LT WCE X, FEAICE > THRE T VEV, & 512,
(B 2EEHRL CWDOHEDR L) ==X &L Twavnin) ZikdH 5 (Lee,
2008) o

4. L2517« > THREICH T B WCF DT

WF7E i e WCF D% A 7 Mooy A7 BIES
Ashwell S50 N HARDKFD EFL (1) NEDERER Xk B
(2000) EHH (2) ERXOBNE P

(3) B & N% A F 4 27 OEA

(4) #HlEE (FHFEZIEOED

F5)
Fathman and 72AD7 XY I OKFD (1) TH AR R ERY H
Whalley ESL 228 % (2) A
(1990)
Ferris and TANOT XA ORFED (1) a— Kb BE, %, Wi H
Roberts ESL 58 % (2) THt FEEEORY , U
(2001) (3) Fri
®£5. SLAFIZRICH TS WCF DFER

Wr7e e WCF D% A 7 LU v BIES
Bitchener TSN H R ESL (1) B3 ARET (1) & @)
(2008) FHE (2) W BEH DR RhRA

FAT AT DAY SIER
(3) WL
FA T4 YT ELED A ¥ SEEMH
Bitchener and 144 AO#IH# ESL (1) EFW ANIETL A 4
Knoch (2008) 428 (2) H#EW BEH D
FATF 4 T DAY S TETLF
(3) HEW
TATA YT ELEO X Y SREMH,
Shintani and ~ 49ADFHFLESL (1) EIHEW ANGETE il (2)H(1) &
Ellis (2013) ek (2) X ¥ SaEHE RLiRO VAR
(3) Ml JEUE | F 7 4

(Bitchener & Storch, 2016 & 1) e )

Eafb EFFERL

MINE, WEAWIGEEB IS LT WCF 2t s Tz (R4, L Lads, &
LEOWIEN S FIRFABEHFIZE o T, FEDOIGERIER IS 2 WCF O WRN7ZE TR S
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\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\

12y LIS ATiigE 2 #8773 % (Bitcher, Young, & Cameron, 2005; Truscott & Hsu, 2008;
Van Beuningen, De Jone, & Kuiken, 2012; Shintani & Ellis, 2013) o
%®6. Effbkd NS4 T > TJETET7 14— RKINy Y

e bR Moy A7
Bitchener et al., (2005) ' Eft ESL 8% Eida, #IeEE]
T E 7

pe=ii]

Shintani & Ellis (2013) #)H#k ESL “#8 ¥ A

=7. FESEEI N/ WCF
frgt R BODIAT
Truscott & Hsu (2008) 47 N0 Ll ESL 284 SO, AL,
CIEARN
Van Beuningen ef al., (2012) 268 NOERKED A T » ¥7E  SCEEME, fEER
FL 8% SEATR T, FEEEA)

EE AR Y

(Bitchener & Storch, 2016 & V) 4E#F5k)

INET, SLAIZBWTT 4 — F)Ny 7RG, SGRICERZ R o 2 ERDH#H D R ST
E7zo MAETIE, SLADHFIZEWTH, NEL LEOWMFHIZT A —FNNy 72525 &0
IRABDPHE SN TDE (FATHLOBERERE), $720 74— PNy 7 RICEEZHELE
ERLIET, FA4T74 Y TRNDFEZIIFRNTH L L 25N TS FFK, 2015),
Thbb, TOtRA - FA 74 Y7 EHZELHBALBEYRL, FEEIHBO 71— FNy
7RIS, ELWERE HGOF NSO HE T2 L TRNIZAILDTHL, LT, H
BDTATA Y TIIBITLMER (555) 2AAIBEEHEL2E LV, Lo T, 4
BOT 4 — RNy 2f5RIE, L2914 74 » 7 & SLA OWE» I L CTEBREIT W, [V,
BIZE, E) TV na] L) IZEEL T, WYMATY 2RI NELR S B2V TH S ),

8. ¥&B

KFETE. FAT 42 7I2BIT BT 14— FNy ZHFZEOBII DOV T, 19804 LI 5 B
EFTEER LT L2947 427 SLA 0458 S WCF X, CEAEMRT L2MEI0IZH 5,
L2 LAAS, BHEOTANTIE, RS ALNLD, BN ZESTZEL TADL L, LHE
WZxF 9% WCF 233 L AR TH B L IXFERES LTIV 2w,
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L7eh3o T G407 4 — Ny 713, BEEROIERESCHE O REOUEE CE L7z
DWRDOEND, PlEZFH L. MEH (2015) 1. W% - WEHEELANVOEEEZIHEL .
T =7 = MRHIRICEEFEOE I ERFNT A I AL PERIRMELTWE, T LI, FRICH
PEOEVFEBRERHES OB/ EIZLE ST, hhehbeEZONDL, T2, HAR
[74—=FNv7DT74—=FNy 7] ZRDT, FHREORM L FEOLFEMCHEL, B
HEWZIaIazr—2aryaflo TEBEMBEZECILEZHNET S, TOLHIT, B b
[RHL] EVIEETIE R [FHELOREEVDZODT 4 — Ny 7] OEANEZF L
WEFZ LI,

ZND 2, FHONRFEED = — AR ENNOFE RN EEL 75T b BHEET
DETAH, ARNFBHZEDTZODER 7 4 — KXo ZHI3EIX F 2L SN T, 4
DL LT, HROEZBHEBGICH A7 SLAMGRIZEDS S 74 — PNy 7R %
FL. I47 1 Y TRIBEEDOLDOIFEEFHE-> T E 72w,

* ARBFSEIE, JSPS #HiF#E 18K 009000 B % 52172 b DT,

s

x

1) 74— F/Ny 7, FEREOEFIINTL20DLTA T4 Y JIZBIAEIIET 4 — FNw 7%
IAXAY DB D,

2) REZBIFBHETIE7 4 — F28v 2 (Corrective Feedback) 13M51E7 1+ — K x» 2 (FHH, 2015) &
LIFIEN TV 5,

3) WCF ofiffseid, L2714 7 1 » 758 & SLA MR OB h S5 2 LW H b, A TlE, HP
(2015) 2Z#10. HESEEHL TR L,
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