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0. BLHEV

BEDNE 2 EETH (second language acquisition, PITSLA) HHEoBEvExh3
Corder (1967) ¥\ F 2 AXF-OEBERCHT 2RMP o >~ %13 Thuilt-in syllabus
( BRBFPCEOSTHEBES L E S LI N ZBHIEF) OFEEZREL . ThELR, wbw
3 TEBHEF] oz, Xio, HEAROEEREBEX.. HEIX T EDHE mmk 5 W TR
ARITTONTE /., LT, ChooBHRICXY, LilDCorderDIRER BB hXFIh T
7cEE X &9, (see Corder, 1981: 2; Ellis, 1985: 285) LA LEH S, —AT. HEBHEED
HACET IV 20 DOREADIERMSI LD, (e.g.Long & Sato, 1984) RHICTLEEHIEIZ b
BP—OBWERSIKBFEH 5, LRI, BRIAFHAORBELRZEBRLEI SKRES
HEHETE3RAD—>D&E LTZISA (Zweitspracherwerb italienischer und spanischer
Arbeiter = second language acquisition of Italian and Spanish [immigrant] workers)Z /b
— 72 &5 ‘Multidinmensional Model”™ (e.g. Heisel et al., 1981) HEHIhTWS, AR T

1. BRHPMAEOEE. 2. VIHlOoEANHA. 3. ZISASV-Tikk 3

‘ultidimensional Nodel”, 4. SHROEHLFTHA., LV IHIBRTIhEITOBRRBEFOHRED
FLoHEhzROoVEL,. SERORBLZEZELAL L,

1. HBHEFHAOEHESR
Eﬁm#mmnbsLA%&UE%aﬁLbhfgﬂifhbkﬁgfib\uh#b%%?
HOETITHAHIEVHS LR UTORRICL 3.

1) ¥ BENEETBOBBRCBEVTEARERELEZHEVI &k, BOACSLAOR
LHELFHAD—DOTdH 3, (e.g. Corder, 1981: 2)

2) SLAATTEHERNEBEROBETH 2, 50k [AIBENHKE] @ﬂﬁf&%b\@m
HICBWT, THEROHEBHF] OFEFREOEROELIRBO— o&mar%LO
(e.g. Dulay & Burt, 1973, 1974)

3) F1EBHBRBLVTHLIACINTVWLIHEBEFEZSLADThELRZ N, F1ESE
FHESLAOHUA - HEA 2 BRI 3 —FREINTE K, (e.g. Dulay & Burt, 1973;
Felix, 1981)

4) RADEBHOBREF L FHOFEVFOBBHF AT E L4, FRHE SL AOBE
RERTE—FREINTE ., (e.g. Bailey et al., 1974)

) Ru-~SBRE (AAE. AEEELHESEEE) CLWiEPREOHEEBHERF B L.
Tl I EERLEOHBIETFEOTBHEFIC LIS ICEET I EHARE T &M



XEBEROREEERE T I —FREINTE /1, (e.g. Pica, 1983; Pienepann, 1984;
Ellis, 1990: 136-164)
6) 5) ICBHHL T, XEHELTEHEREZEISENTEXRVEWITRIN, L2y -7 =
ARADVYBEA VY - T x4 RO UGROBRICBVTCHEE X T3HELERDO—D &
LTI Tx 7, (e.g. Krashen, 1985; Ellis, 1990; Inagaki, 1990)
7) BEORR - LEFEOTEBHFBIUEBABRTHR I I LM, EBIEETIHLVE
BEePEL —BREL > TE I, (e.g. Zobl, 1982)
8) 47y phOXEBEOHERINE . XKBOXNEREOHBHAMERR T I EICE>T,
HELEBHEFOBENEREINTX -, (e.g. Larsen-Freeman, 1976; Lightbown, 1983)
9) SR DBRVWHBEHERFICEDLIBEELZB LT TH2HARZIEL, HESTTEOER%E
EBT I —FBREINTE/, (e.g. Larsen-Freeman, 1975; Krashen, 1982)
10) REVYIARAEREFR/ICEVWT,. BEEHFNAORBROSEBRT O HENER
ShTE/, (e.g. Pienenann, 1985; Pienerann et al., 1988; A§iH. 1991a)

11) REDEHERHEFVFBERI 200 %2HWIT 5. SLAOHELRFIEDO—DTHY,
Zh PR ERSNIEEEHRFT~OHBR YN CEZSTHAHH, (e.g. Ellis, 1985;
Pienemann, 1985)

2. YIlo DI E  — Performance analysis (19704%F7E — 19804 {CAI )

1960EfRICBRAKTOD RN BT, HBROEBHORBESZERETRTERLVWLEVWSH
HD 5 FRICH > 7o ZRIRD > TIORBEDS SFTONB LD KU > LBERNITH. B
OHBHLFEFEEORI RO CBEINTW D, RV PUALRZVBEHENFRIABZ LIS
o TIT, VUIRFHIPSITONILORCE-LOH, FEHEOELWRELZOAHARIC
2% Zperformance analysis& IS h 235D TH 5,

2. 1. EBEWA ;

COWRER. F1EEFBICHEVTBrom (9IDFPVWIHAFEESLACEBHLALbDT
HB, FHEL L TR, EBEYN., —HOoEBEZZTATHhOKRENRICBWTH/S— ¢~ ME
LK EHTEZ 200 HESh, TORERIOHEFVEREF AL LSOt TOHAIRIE VL
OHhORFBIBIADLH 2, LOTOVRBNTETSH 3.

2. 1. 1. #—1 (Q9704E{RA1¥)

Dulay & Burt (1973) <B4 2PMOEEFEHAR. HESEBTXEREREZE2RI LTV,
HEVRZGRELFOREFLZFEBLTVWIALEZNRELTW, (e.g. Bailey et al., 1974;
Larsen-Freeman, 1975, 1976) % L T. Krashen (197)iX. CoOBHlcTbhit+R Y DOHED
ZF EDT. F1IKART Natural Order” Z2E L. COMPFREFEOREPERICHEGRELL
—EThrEEni, . BLENOHHOBEHEFIES Lf%&’:i)‘ BHOo LA H 3EE
i$EL Ef@éﬂ%ﬁﬁb\b%&‘énﬁ.o



2 1. Natural Order (Krashen, 1977)

ING (plcgrcasivzy
PLURAL

_COPULA ( "to be?)

l ——

UXILIARY (progressive) |-
__MRTICLE (a, the)

|
IRREGULAR PAST I
l
REGULAR PAST
111 SINGULAR -S
0SSESSIVE - S

2. 1. 2. 8 (970FEREFE - 19804FRAIF)
VWO EETEICEH ) % Natural Order” OREBEW., HEICXBZSL Al\_ﬁﬁia)&%lﬂfn%
KUTOEBHEWKHEELAHMEZR/ETIERBEZ5A /.

1. Is there any difference between the order of instruction and the order of
acquisition
2. Is it possible to alter the ’natural’ order of acquisition by means of
instruction?
3. Do imstructed learners follow the same order of acquisition as untutored
learners or a different order?
(Ellis, 1990: 139)

Lichi-T. COBMIcE. HZNERF L BEMFEHL~/<Y (Turner, 1979, cited in
Ellis, 1990). XEEROPHBHERF X T 28/ EA /Y (Perkins & Larsen-Freenan,
1975) . BEEEBICVWAIEG A EAEEBICVWAI¥EHEOEHBERF L ILE (Pica, 1983) L1
3 3LRIL VBECHRELSTORI. THSOWAOE (. [HEH BRI Natural Order”
PEZBIENTERY, | LRI, (e.g. Makino, 1981; Lightbown, 1983)

2. 1. 3. BlES
BEZEWFRRBRFHI L LAKBCES OMHEBUTE I, 2O, % DR S
LIRTHEL, UTRERMEREST 3,

1) BEOEEFRN, BRENXKLUATEOLICEHIRNTVWEIBRERBICANRLATVEL,
~ (Pica, 1983)

2) EHEXEFHE2E—HIT I3 LicL-> T, BEAM/LZEERIATWE W, (Huebner, 1979)

3) B8 (EHI) cE3ECOoORBENEREAEREIOTVLAL, (Tode ct al., 1978)

4) ¥EFXopE (avoidance) BERICAhL STV, (Long & Sato, 1984)

5) BN - hHETCHONLTERMFHOHMBKEARS ESCAVL IR ET < Y OREN
HBIERIE, pEVOHBNSZ I BOLFEELHBEERTHANEIONS,
(Long & Sato, 1984) ) _

6) FIEMNBIR > AEXEFEHDEVWOT, —B{EHSLE LV, (Long & Sato, 1984)



7) fHOSEFEMUVRIL (BE, BR. HE. BX) LoEFRGEIEBIA TV L, (Long
& Sato, 1984; Ellis, 1985)
8) MIAMRBIKE > LEERR ALV TCWEERFELLOTHY, ISF ~O—BLBEL L,
(Long & Sato, 1984)
9) IARRIKL>TW 30X ZHAS 3 VIRBHICHERT 3. BRI LB EHERRO [FHEE
Dl TH3DC, HEEOUBEISREHETH 5, (Tode et al., 1978) EIEDO LD
FEHEH, TLBEMICHITLAES A, (Ellis, 1990: 141) BEABE# LD KR
TH5HH, (Long & Sato, 1984)
1 0) built-in syllabus O 7 E - VEAIC—EOFBEELR L ELR I I N>V TOHHAL
tHEIhToiEn, Ld-> T, EEZOGHNEFISFHEALELT IS LAO—HE
icd E¥4wvw, (Long & Sato, 1984)

11) SHBAREABESHTHZEITH-LEHic. EEXMRALEESTZTORHMcE SVWTE
BEEEOFHEZZHM L. 2 b, kRE L THEISE2 2z BiIHORAUEZR b0
(Selinker, 1972)& LTIRRTWA W, (Bley-Vroman, 1983; Long & Sato, 1984)

2. 2. REEFOWMIL

BILHEGFDLIIND ¥ £ S Dperfornance analysisic #iZMHF (developmental sequence) @
HAEED 5, COWMAR, F1SEFEWAAOFEICNLS5-T, (e.g. Klina & Bellugi,
1966) BAOBEREORZAZEHNICBE L. Th2HXBFLALL0E2 3T 5 & 0 ) RN
RTHol, TORNHHARELTUHER, ChLE1SETBHRICLS - T BHN. EEX
REDHBHBEN RN,

2. 2. 1. HF—8 (QIT0FERFEFE)

CoMHiciTbh TR, L L CHEESEBEBVW CHRCRELZFRLTLWAEZFAEN
Rl TWh, ZLTIOWMAEOHE., FEHIRHXXPEEXOFBIBWT, HESEDR
AREFABEEBTIITR. E1EETBBVTOHI->TVWALOLE N L :—HORZERR
FELZEFPLMcE NI, (e.g. Ravem, 1968, 1970; Milon, 1974; Gillis & Weber,
1976; Cancino et al., 1978) #H, COBAHD IERE] (‘stage™) RiX-&h LRYIxh 3
LOTRECEHIRZVEILDOTHY, HEORKPIICL- & IHBECTHAIBEICL > THRESH
oo YT, EnoOREBRERFZR 2. X3 RT.

%2. REIXORENF (Ellis, 1985: 60-61icE5<)

Stage Sample ullerance
1. Intonation questions I am coloring?
Foraulaic ¥h-questions That's this?

2. Productive Th-questions  Whal you arc doing?
with no subjel-verb
inversion
3. Inverted yes/no queslions Are you a nurse?
Inverted Yh-questions Thatl is she's doing here?
4. Embedded questions with I don’ t know where do you live?
subject-verb inversion
Embedded questions with I don’t know what he had?
no subject-verb

(3.}

inversion




#3. BEXODORZERAF (Ellis, 1985: 59-60icHE-=<)

Stage Sample ulterance

I. External ncgation No you playing here?

2. lInternal ncgation Nariana not coming today.
3. Negative + modal verbs I can’t play this onc.

4. Analyzed don' t - Be doesn’ L know anything.

2. 2. 2. BIH (9T0FERELE — 19804FERFTH)
EERBFRICH I 3 Natural Order” B2 I THh-ockHiE, EEEAZUTHRICRELES
THEFFHECRONIEHN - TEXORZMRFIE, UTOL I SREEHAET s HEREEZ /e,

The key question is whether instruction can help the learner to avoid such
transitional forms [e.g. No play baseballl and lead her directly to the target
structure (Ellis, 1990: 142). - :

L7cdi-T, CoRIcR, BETRELZRETELHNRE T IR MPIPIAE (e.g. Felix,
1981; Ellis, 1984)%. HEDOHKEMEICH T 2 BHRUR 2 EMANICHA T 205 (Schunann,
1978) Ffrohic. TLTINSOWMAER., BL T, XEHEREREHFEZEASIENTER
WEWSIERELLES LI,

2. 2. 3. &AL
EEFFOWMARMBEITS Y, FHICES MEE] 2HohicL T3 (e.g. Tode et

al., 1978)0T. EERAAI B HEEOV L > 2BI#TZ 5, (HEMicd, 2.1. 3. T
B REEALD, 3).5.9))  Laluads, BEA2).D.60. D810 I omEIcbY TR
% %, (see Larsen-Frceman & Long, 1991: 96) [IME&1D ML ik, BESZEoXELI S
B L/ (e.g. "VWhat you are doing?”) 23b—20 [BRE] BT LTVWAAT. ®HEHLR
bz, L L. TERZEBELFEET 20 BT IS o TE LT, (FEEALD )
ZOE®RTH., XHASTEHHOBBNZHEICYHL M LALLEEVWEV, 50, RMNITER
KERENDHTH D, —BLABELOVEVLSHB LS >, (Ellis, 1985)

3. ZISAY/ V— Fic Xk 5 ‘Hultidirensional Model”

3. 1. EARg

THEALYDZISAY V- Tk, ITERBE o Y XEEHSOBRIFSEOHARRKICE T
5FAVEOEHEMA L, BENIKIE, HADBAZNRE LLHBNTA. 1 Ao Fit%
MREELLIERORMNTZE. T LT, RADAAZHNRE L 2ERORENTIRVTTON
7zo (e.g. Meisel et al., 1981; Pienemann et al., 1988) F—FIREIR,. F1>74+—-<i
BAVIE2-—%T7—-7TREEHEL. BEHEEITIEWIFEN Lo, /. BROHELL
TRERBNI., »3BA08F oX4HE LTTEL, “productively  icgId TRl & X
fi/c, (e.g. Picnenann, 1984: 191; Pienemann, 1988: 223) COWEAISLETHARLEE
BREBD—DH, RALCKRT FAVEOEHEANORZEFTH 5,
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#4. FAVEZHEBHNORZNT (Meisel et al., 1981; Pienemann et al., 1988 i23¥-5<)

Stage X - Canvnical Order (SV0)
FAVTZoRANTRILES - 93H - 1095 (subject -
verb-object) ThH 5,

c.g. Ich trank cin Glas Nilch

[ drank a glass of arlk
Stage X + | - Adverb Preposing (ADY)
FA 7B TIEIE (adverb) 28R TE 3., THIEER
TE3RWMTH 35,

c.g. da kinder spiclen .

there children play
Stage X + 2 - Verb Scpcration (SEP)
FAYETRAEIEOHAORRUIDOELY ICEEX
higirhiEnsiin,
c.g. alle kinder muss dic pausc machen

all children sust the break Jave
Stage X + 3 -Inversion (INV)
FAVETRARIAERSH 30, TELHROH
ArRESUSH B,

c.g. Vann gchen wir ins Kino

shen go re into the cinema?
c.g. daan hat sie wieder dic knoch gebringt
Lhen das she again Lhe bone bringed (brought)
Stage X + 4 - Verb End (V-END)
FAYVBTRELOBARRBN TRREONAICEY
ENLBRERLSILW,
c.g. er sagle, dass er nach hause koaat

he said that he hose coses

$fh. CORENFER TE80ORES (‘inplicational scaling”)ZHWTREINI-HDT,
SODERERAMOMIc LI T LS UEENNHEGNSH 5,

SY0 < ADY < SEP < INV < V-END

2% b, bl HIRYEORTEHICH I HA. AL, SEP BFEETHIE. ToHMIY bEM
CH . $abb, SV0 LADY RBEICHEET 4. AR 3 HRAL. TRHLBINY LV-END
BRATLLEET I ERBOBAVWEVWS T EMRENI, : T 3

XHic. CORZMPERFEHENEH T 5 TESEEH ELoABE] (“speech processing
strategies™)® BLHIA 5 ORW S /o, (Clahsen, 1984) ZOEFHM LOARELIBUTD3
D2TH 5,

1) . Canonical Order Strategy (COS)

HAMEE (i.e. SVO) ZRHWVWAHEBTH 3,

2) Initialization/Finalization Strategy (IFS)

XOBEFZF [XYZ2] &45&, [ZXY] i3 [YZX] V5BV L.
[XZY] i3 [YXZ] EOSBHHVWEWEWIABTDH 5,

3 ) Subordinate Clause Strategy (SCS) . :
KBHDPTRBHLBUIEVIABTH 5.

—262—



ChoDEBEEALOAFBR¥ETRELEELEM T S8 HH] (‘constraints™) & LTHIL
tEZonB o, FAVEERBHUNORZEICOHPHZBOKBRIARBELTESI NS, &
DOHERELE, SRETHEE LI BERZLIDLIICTLDSN S,

#5. F4vERSERREORECH H L THEEE (Pienenann et al., 1988;

Pienemann & Johnston, in progress, cited in Larsen-Freeman & Long, 1991 i3> ¢)

Stage Pussible Operations Strategics
X+4(V-END) sub-categorization [W X Y Z] (-COS, -IFS, -SCs]
! {A BC}

Ve )
X+3(INV) scatence-internal [¥ X Y Z1 [-COS, -IFS, #5CS}
operations

!

4
X+2(SEP) internal-to-final/ [¥W X Y Z] [-COS, IFS, #5CS]
®__~

internal-to-
{ initial opcrations

———a
X+1(ADV) initial-to-final/ [W X Y Z] [1COS, tIFS, #SCS}
final-to-initial

1 operations

X(sV0) canonical order  [¥ X ¥ Z1 [+C0S, 45CS}

ZOFA ‘/%%MEEHU@%E&%KEQT.%?%WM BEIBRICODVTHHEKEREVEEZ LS
L7z, Pienenann (1984, 1985, 198Dk, FA VEBEBEBMOREHEFICEWTI + 1 (ADY) ©
BRICVO BB HEX + 2 (SEP) OBRRICV AT HIX + 3 (IN) OBE2HBET I ERET-
Foco ZLTZOERIE., HERIKX + 2 OBRBIRVWAEERHEOAZDY . X + 3 OBAEZFEEOFEL
SECHESIENTERL, EVWHILDTH -7, Pienenann B DHEFERICHSWT, BB
WTROBRBEAEGI-DOZEFEA LOVLELZENRET IDT,. TOEKT., FEBIHBAS
hESEREZHB T2 ¥ FTETVIHOIEBREIYBRN TS 5 &35 ‘Teachability”
% RE L1,

ZISAZ L — 7@Dm§§@%7»ru F4/mmﬁﬁw®&vuzﬁﬁmk@ﬂﬂéﬁﬂa
‘developmental features™ & . Z OB AT T, HEHL sinplifying”™ ( LT, 232
= — Y3 YOREFFE) OEECH B0, H B VIiE ‘norn-oriented” ( L7:2 - T, EREX
2FE) OBBlIch 5 &k »> CTHBBEHNRL 5 'variational features” & iCHRFEI N 3, (e g.
Meisel et al., 1981; Picnemann et al., 1988) ‘Variational features”® @& L CiddigEs
(copula)Hd . ‘sieplifying” UEFHR L ZOBEZER T I EBINH 5 LIRS NLl,
(Mcisel et al., 1981) DX Hic. TDEFHIE. ‘developmental”™ & ‘variational” DK
% ST 7. ‘Hultidizensional Model” & BRI Eh, SLAOHAEBZLUTOL S icEFNMLET 3,



Bd1. ‘Multidimensional Hodel™ (Meisel et al., 1981; Pienenann et al., 1988; Larsen-
Freeman & Long, 1991 ic#—-<)

Developmental
axis Xén

-~
X4 T

X+3

X+2

Xt

—

X

sinplilying " nors-oriented

Variational axis
LLERIWAEEEA LOHPHFEENR LOTHINE., CoHER KA YELAOTEEHIC
LEICIRTTH 5. EBEE. ‘Nultidinensional Model™ {IPienerann & Johnston (1987) itk -
KEOBBIC LA . Bol, COEFLREITE, Br URBHER - KBEBAKCET S
FEBRRAFH LI, (see Piecnenann & Johnston, 1987: 84-83) ZLT. TDHBEGEITR
LD L Tk, Johnston (1985) M, A - X +S Y 7 CHRREEZFZTLZHBLTOLWIRANL
FLERHEER -5V FEZFHGZXHRC. A v Ea -2 HOTIT > BHNHRCE- T

ZHi X hic, (see Pienemann et al., 1988: 228-30)

% 6. ‘Nultidimensional Model”iC k A REDREBRP (Piencmann et al., 1988ic#E 3¢ )

Stage Samplc ullerance

X. Ssvo T cat rice,
Plural marking

Xt 1. Do fronting Do you snderstand me?
Topicalizativin Beer I like.
Advetb preposing Yestlerday I go school.
Neg + V She don’ t work.

X 1+ 2. Psudu-inversion There is my purse?

" Yes/No-inversion Bave you car?

X + 3. Jtd-person-singular-s Uc sorks in a [aclory.
Auxiliary-2nd Yhere can he go?
Do-2nd Be did not wnderstand.

3. 2. FE
‘Hultidimensional Model™iZid, MO RNMA LB L TCUTO LI UHBLALR O B,

1) EEHEALOBHOBEMISHPMPE L 5N TS, (e.g. Larsen-Freeman & Long, 1991)

2) zhicky, LHiL VB OHERG - EERLHRIKCTZ S, (e.g. XH - ELK.
1987)

3) RBAIN-SEBEHLOHKFEENLLOTHBET L. B4 BSTBEOT[HBIELALEL
H, RECESFXFBEL TV 3 ZTEHLHRIC, BRCHINABEUREAIERED



ST ENTE B, (e.g. Larsen-Freeman & Long, 1991) ,

4) HEOERICHESHEOEELH O RALZRENBEEHIOHAZRIKVT, EEEH Lo
HWOBRAS, FAIRIC, >28ABEFHAESEIC (R XAELTTHEL) IHTHRK
kB, EFBIEiEY., PRISEREORNGREHEETE 5, (Larsen-Freenan &
Long, 1991)

'5) RELTHS 24, ‘simplifying” & ‘norm-oriented” LWHSBRERWT, 3 Iazy -
Yarv¥hREFEHKED [HKEl] ("tradeoffs™) (Pienemann & Johnston, 1987: 85) Ok

- D SPHSEORETEERL TV 5, (Larsen-Freenan & Long, 1991; Inagaki, 1992)

6) SLIHRNFEDIE. o, VS AXER (XEFHHORH) (Pxenenann, 1985) ®3F{h
(Pienemann et al., 1988)iXBWT. SEHF A TE s S5, (BB, 1991a )

LOLEYS, BTOXS>BEERDELI SN, )

1) RSN KFORERBORAHICHT sMAR T DL, FEﬁLfcértiE“h%ho (
Pienemann et al., 1988; Ellis, 1990) - :

2) BERIMC, BT Y XETHWV, ‘productive” BRFICHHT 30, CORJURBETIREL
EEBbh s, (Larsen-Freenan & Long, 1991) _ '

3) ¥PEF. EBEV AL VHOBRETEBI NI NEIBENHAEZEA L sVES WAL,
Stage X + 3 iCWB EBbh 2T HHStage X + 2 OYes/No-inversionZEH L L WVWIFEE)
P, BRI, StageX + 2V 3 EBbhsoic, KR E L TStage X ORIRTx 5. HEES

BOHELI ST I EXEMNTIOVER (e.g. SVODEZMATAIEANELONS (ZDLD
f&%@lltlelsel et al., 1981: 125; Pienenann et al., 1988: 229; Inagaki, 1992, this
volune2BM) ., CHRECOBEFIFTHFINLSEDTH 5 H b, (Larsen-Freenan & Long,
1991; Inagaki, 1992)

4) F- IR A I Ea—FHwiicd, DROBEIEIPLIIYEET 5, (Inagaki, 1992)

5) ‘Variational features” @E%i)‘?“ﬂ&fiéo (Sabec, 1990; Larsen-Freeman & Long,
1991)

6) nnnﬁfﬂ_ha)ﬁl%ﬁkién‘sﬁﬂﬂli BB LEoMHEERRTOVIEYT, HHEZNROBRAET
EFARABEZFTEB LTI >V TERBEHAL THWiWw, (Larsen-Freenan & Long, 1991)

4. ThhronFBELREE

BEERFEMEORNE R ODETENTRAEDTELN, 238K T,. ChTTCOSLAWH
HEEDOHENOHBREZRTEALESAS3rbLOALVL, SLAREOHRNLDELXZDI, KD
3o FEMTH 2. (e.g. Long & Sato, 1984)

1) product &5 process ~
2) form 5 function ~

3) H—oZEENUVRLLI 03I SHBROETZTENUVRLI 500~

Chid, ThETCOTHEFORRICLTIHLELOAS, LML, BEBEEFHROKAICED &
HbILI21 o mMABTFRIERTSBVHDIIT,

4) BRBEICBIZSLADSHERBEICHI3SLA (00, FLA - foreign

—.265 —



language acquisition) -~

EWVWILDEHBZI LIPS R -, FRITITEHBHAFOMAL NEHKBROYRICET
AMALOBEBRSFICHY ., XEBRB L EEHFORGELERMCATT IHAINBRALCTDLL
BIENTHEINS, LML, WTFhiclTh, BBHEFARAORKOFER. S SKHANR
ZHvL. (H—VUvXRLo) SERSEHOMEG. EXEREONEK. S S5IRL-LSE XNV
RVOREZF 3 EFEEEZTHS ML, PRISERZOR2UKBIEICILETHS9. LT,
ChEZRRTICIE. BASHOBRINBHAIPMNETHIIEREIETHRW, i Th
SDREE - FEICRS LTH, “Multidimensional Model”it— ﬁnébfﬁﬁkﬁb 2. 6. C
B BEAERRT 2 AR TS BROBENTORZEHFATN B, 2

it
DARBOXSICF L WIEBIE. Inagaki (199)DPE1WEHE2H A S B,
DVZD LS AWRO—2H, FiE (1991b). Inagaki (1992, this volume)itHoh 3,
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