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1. I3 C & IC

AvFa—F—%RfALEaa=r—yarvid, HEERICBOWTRITIRRL, SEHE
DBV THRARLRR LR, Wl FEHOMREEEZRRL TWwS, 22—~
DAL 2= —yariF—KHz CMC LN, BF A=V, XFF¥v b, EFFrv b, 7
aZ i EngFonsd, IO CMCliZaryta—y—2BLTABRLENI I 2=7r—v 3
VEEDBLDTH DD, RO I 2= —3 3> FTF (face-to-face) & ITEHNIC b A S B
%,

CMC %2 Ti%, Kelm (1992) %3 InterChange £ M:i¥h % LAN fiA > 74 > F v v b 7u s
LB, BTEEES (SLA) T 200 TOMX ERHEE L, EXAARXF v v M T,
L v v a Y TORRBNEFEEEIRIFICHE 2, SINEOFKEREDEIELL, HEREOMRE
YIEMB%E, FTF TidBos N2 WEIEND 5 2 £ BNbh o7z, Warschuar (1996) 1%, 7% U A
T EDHATCMC I T 2FEFHEOFMAE NI L 2R L TWwd,

90 D 51F, Long (1983) SIC ko> TIRIBE NI A ¥ ¥ —7 7 v a VREICED &, B
BRAZYC HE S % 24 T2 9E 0 CMC I & 17z, Chun (1994) < Kern (1995) 1%, BESR z 7%
WIREETD CMC £ Tl FTF ICHRT X D & OB®RZRBE ™M T, A1 ¥ F =773 ard
I CTTb i 2 PR LEDR PR A >~ 7y b OHEfFEREHEL, FoSEOFBRICEHRT 2 &
FIRL T3, L2, EIZBULIMETIE, A > 7y b7 v N7y N TREERZ
BRETHZEL, A VY —T27varyz2EL CEEEPHSOMELREIORRICG I 2L
NEETHZ L LTV (eg, Schmidt, 1990; Schmidt, 2001), AL TlX, CMC D—>ThH 3%
XFF vy MBI 2¥EEOTHBIIHT 2R IEPERICESNE2H T, TOBIES TR %2R
M5,

2. BRITWI R

90 FROW D Sl F o7z CMC 12 & 2W521d, FTF & HAI5E O¥ B H OB 1 0%
HER, FLSHENFREICET 28D TH oz, CMC 3T ¥ X MEEATITbN 5729, NHEHTIT
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bid FTF OSFHCHANT, SREEFE T2 L TR BRERD L 3N Tw5b, £9, CMC
TIEEPRZ 2 WIREBTEFEmBfTbN 2720, FHEIIA M A EZBELTHET LI ENTE,
T ¥ v b A =Ll EEAEME S 1235681, FIICARRFLEORS 2RI %R H % (Warschauer,
1996, 1997), %7z, HODR—ATEFTEMNTE S CMC TRBE 74 VY —N 2% (Liontas,
2002) o

CMC EFH WX FTERELRITOIeD, HKEOEPLEL EDFTF I RE £, ENRZ
RWIREETOEFED - ®, FHEFFEVERIZT 2 2 RV, Lz o> T, HKEERIBDEEZ %,
E7z, EPRZZWVIRETORHE, BEOKHETITObNLTWwEY 2 AF ¥ —, 74a>F 7 b
Bixnizw, BREELEZST: &)huﬁ% 13E D% OFFEELEE T (Chun, 1994) . fEROFHE
WTOHAETERORHETIE, FEFBEEOEMICEZ 2HTH %25, CMC (7 7 ANTO
F v MH) CREEEROKERSSINL, ZEFHROA V5 =7 7y a UHRAREE K S,
72 CMC T, EEHEZEIZ L > TT F A MUMATOH X AH KN 2 RBD D 2720, B OFH
XAARNERE=I—TEHIENTED, Licho> T, ERifTDZACEL WEEEFER L &,
F O X DFEERRHET 2 2 B TE S (Kern, 1995), £ LT, XNEXE=F—T5H &
EoT, HEOFFHICKR I ZENREL &Y, HEREDOHKSE®52 % (Chun, 1994),

RO i3, ¥FEEVGZoN A 7y PORCREDSHEHENFEL T b 2 LXK
MWOE, BEEWRRSET— Y L HEHET L ETHD, LT, TNOHDOFHBEEHIZED LS
BN LRBEL DY, EOLIRBERERL TV IO0RIL LR, FoEEERBICE-T
R RT A S a2 A TH S (Schmidt, 1990)

ZOWwN» S, FEERIcEEHEOEF M 2158k L LT Focus on form” (Long, 1991)
WERIB S iz,

“Focus on form... overtly draws students’ attention to linguistic elements as they arise
incidentally in lessons whose overriding focus is on meaning or communication.”

(Long, 1991. p.42)

ZhiE, T/OE 2 IThDIZ, 33 a=r—ya YBEROSEEHOR CEHEZEOESR
SR 2585 TH %, Focus on form ICHEHLZWFER, ED LI I TRIZEEHED
form I T 2EHRE L2 2B TE 20, /08D LI RFENSIRITH 20205012
TLIERHMNELTW S,

Williams (2005) %, Focus onform (FonF) O#&#EOH T, EOFREENICESLEL TS
DIr%EHTL > THROTHEL DL (Planned FonF), % OHOH M CHEMICKIGT %2 b D
(Spontaneous FonF) 1 KAIL7z (K1), Spontaneous FonF 121332 3 = =7 — ¥ g » i@

WHE W 2 & O FEED 2 S LR E W 21859 % Reactive FonF 285b %, T, & 5128
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Focus on form

f///////////\\\\\\\\\\$

Planned Spontaneous

/

Reactive

Teacher-initiated

1 Focus on form OFEFENEER (Williams, 2005. p.677)

i & /¢ % Teacher-initiated FonF &, F4ESME 5 & % % Learner-initiated FonF 2430 541
%o

Focus on form & & & b L #EO—B L U T2 OHERIEL SN, HEINETE L i) FHH
D form I T 2EFB A FD, RV ICHT ZFAR E2{T5 ONFERTH -7z, L L Williams
(1999) 1%, “FHHEDH S & % % Learner-initiated FonF %5 SLA IZIZSIHRIIZ L LT, FHEN
HO O « BEIICKR O S L OEBEEZmAL T b, FEHEHY D Learner-initiated FonF
2 & o T, £V—J& cognitive awareness 2’& & U, FEENA LT 2 B bhrolz, F£77,
FEBEDRINEEDICONTA VI —T 7y avyiz@EL, HifiroD7 4 — KNy 7 LRI
MOFBEENSDT7 4 —F Ny 7 T2 LB TE 5,

CMC TiZ, EoinleXFr Rl osifzEd T, FTF IZth~, Learner-initiated
FonF BSHERIEGIZ, T L Thr DR T W THETE 2D Tidh v L Fb T3 (Smith,
2008; Lai & Zhao, 2006; Shekary & Tahririan 2006), “Z& & XEHIZE NI X F 2 FH K
5, BWRLGECER R, HOBEOKESNEZ 5 b, 207k, CMC IZBW THFEHIX
FHEEC X EDEBIERTT) 2 EWTE, ZORBUIFTF L DZWI Elbho>Tw5 (Lee, 2002;
Lai & Zhao, 2006), & 512, Smith (2008) ZHIRI S iLica 7720 TIIFEHBED X v £ — I 1ERK
HOTF =8 %R ENTERVELT, BEOEZAAFOT =8 RERESHT LTz, Z DFEE,
Hlshizo 7 TRoNT 3G DHCEBIENEBIITONLTWS Z ¥ bdo 572, Smith iF
“Self-initiated self-repair (SISR)” (Smith, 2008. p.85) & \»3 EZE% >, focus on form IZE
T2L2CMCIEBI A —77yarOEEEZRLTWS,

Smith (2008) 1%, Van Hest (1996) ZSFZR L e FHFHELEDOHCMELEET TV EH > T A v £ —
SUERHR DT — % 25348 L7z, Van Hest 12 & % € 7V IRFEERIC BT 2 HOBIED - ®, FHEH
OHEHIFERE, UTOHEHIZOWTOSHETIT 52,
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%+ 1 Self-repairs by type (Smith, 2008, p.93)

Types of Self-repair | Error Lexical Morphological Syntactic
Appropriateness | Lexical Syntactic Insertion
Different
Rest

HOBIER, FEEVDFKIEOME IR D EEIEERTTS Error GAY), X V#bILREAOE
IE%#1T 5 Appropriateness GEYJ), £ < Fix2RKEADEHE Different (i), EDOHFICH b
TIE % 57 Rest (2 Dfth) @ 4 Dics34EHE N, Error, Appropriateness &, & 512 Lexical (&
%), Morphological (J&f&), Syntactic (#830), Insertion ({iA) W53 55, Smith OHF5E
Tl%, CMC TlZ, ¥E8E»BEC OEWICE D L Error 8 Appropriateness O 5 &7 TE
Y, F#iZ Morphological 23—#&% 7 -5 7z, Smith OFFFEIX, CMC IZB I 28D X vy 2 —I1fF
DT =8 3 D—DTdh 258, FHENED X 5 CSFEHEH ORI SEBIEET 200,
207X RAZDOWTIEHAS LTI RV,

3. MERE

FERD CMCHIFETld Y — N — L s Nlc v 7 5MBRERTH > 72, HAR(2008) 23T 7243
B Cix, CMC CHIFRREE 30 5D TITb I 2 FE RS — A7z 0 8 [|h & 10 [0 & KEfE D E)
WIXFEF I poTze L L, ZOEEIE, HIRlS a7 7= ORI TH Y, CMC OF]
HTh2, HADR—ATEHEIBNOMEENTE L Lo LEFHFBRBICOWTOMRIIFS Z &
WTEIR Y, NI DWTIE, Smith & Gorsuch (2004) & Smith (2008) #3ME—, HXAAH
DT —FZOWTENSEIT>Twb, LrL, SmithEDOMHIEER, £ vE—I1ERHFD7 A
a > 2L %V Yahoo Messenger 2L Tz, D720, EXALROEHEBEDO I
X, ¥ —ZENEUCEE, D% Y Ssplit negotiation” BT 2 EFEDOWNEZRE S L35 2
2= —vavANITY—OFANEC STV, i, HOBESTZBLTY, 20
R IC DWW TR S TRV RKBIFE T, FEEP T BH T 22 H 5 CMC OF 5L
ZEMAL, HOBIEZTW RN S XEPHERICE  DEEEZL>Twbs I EEHL, CMC 2B
Z2FEBEDOFTFHEICNT 2 TR0E) PHEECBIIEE 0 A 2FET 5,

4. Wt

&

4.1 MR- FIR

HEEAHME Lixwl, 2FEE2RICL, #REIHE L H#EINLTWE A —F VT3 2
==y ay I AD¥ED S L HETEEE 2 ADRENTORBRICSM L1z, SMFIIRT Lk
DXFF vy ML Z2HBSHEZ 100MEETo7 XFEF v v M, oEHFTOHZ 7 —V 7
MRy —FL, BEOFRETHAAL TS, LVHBEHRB DoV AT A BE S
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VAT ARFERALE GEHlCOWTIE, FHA (2008) ),

4.2 B - 5 - KEHAE

2ANGDEEIALR Y 2 AV—FIRE TEL L), vy —=F — K ADOHEEZML H
L, ZORICETA A X7 %3E LR OFEFRE T 572, CMC TREHZXAABZDE Y AT A
WHK27:0, YATLAEDA T4y « T RFELCAT7 T4 « T—F (Xv2—IfFEHD
0y .7 —%) 2E2TEEBIL, FEHHEOBHEIOTT 250 & PWRE ZHLICEIRSHT 217 5
725

5. #& R

TRLIEFET 6 O FEEA L FAEBICE 2 CMC IKEFEAEN/cu 2/ Th S, LMHHIR S iz
v 7T, HGHPESAHR Y 7 ACEBRICEZAENT 07 ThH b, HSWizu 7 DATI,
BFEOFSEHDY 3 B 6 4 Bl LR OENIIIEF D wu, HEAArhO T -y 213 &,
FABRMICEE L T2 £ T, BRRAESEL 2700 5@t L fEaE N 217> T %,

w1
s hiza s « 7—% HXABRT—5
(1) A: Why don’t we talk about environment? (1)(2) What
(b) Whay
(c) Why de—you
(d) Why don’t we talk about environment?
(2) B: Yeah! let’s talk about that! (2)@) ak

(b) Yeah! [ket’s] talk about that!

(c) Yeah! let’s talk about that!

(3) A: Are you interested in the topic, actually? (3)@) Are you interested in the topic, actually?

(b) Are you interested in the topic, aetal?

(¢) Are you interested in the topic, actual [ly+]?
(d) Are you interested in the topic, actually?

L EEAABERICHIER

[ ] X EREEKZ BRICEBIEETICR > TEIE

[ 4] XRESKZBICERHA

()

DA%RREEFET 22T, FHEFFEROBIREZT> T3, AL »EX~V I A E-BbIRLS
2, (@) &(©ix “Why don’t we” &5 #Y)RRIEER S 572901 “What” “do you” &
Vo IREREEEIRL Tnd, QMBS LB AV ATHY, XeHEHEKb > BIIXXHIR
D Vlet’'s” EEHEEL TS, CMC X FTF & i3#\W», FEHRICES>TT F X MEMETOEEIA
AR 72 RB D 572D, HODESAARNEZE ST —T 5 ENTESL, LI -> T,
FBEEFAPPENT A=Y DOEEVICROEHCEBIET 5 2 LB TE % (Chun, 1994), (3)
@TIE, BRLICERICALEF 5T Dh, —EESAALHEEZAIRL, b5 —ERUCHEL
FEIRAATW Y, BAHNCHEYI BB “ly” AL TEEL T 5,
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R¥R 2

Hilshica s « 7—% HXAATF—
(4) B: Are you concerned about that? (4)@) A
()[Pe] you ¢
(¢) Do you think-a
(d) Do you concern w
(e)[Pel, you concern [ed+], that?
(f)[Are+], you concerned [about+], that?
(5) A: Ah. I am interested in to use clean energy. (5(a) Ak
(b) Ah. I
(c) Ah. 1 eonecern
(d) Ah. T am interested +
(e) Ah. I am interested in to ¥s
(f) Ah. T am interested in to use clean enegy
(8) Ah. I am interested in to use clean enelgy
(h) Ah. T am interested in to use clean energy.

G 1)1 30eE SR A TRICBIERINCR > TRICEIE
[ 1, 1 30 E SR A TRICBIERITCR > TRICELE

4B 2EET S £ T, (4)Xe)*Do you think” #5(4)d)“Do you concern” kFEE#iz,
(@A e)TIFERE Sed” EAITIMZ R ZHIERL T 5, AXDTIE, FLWEERIE & i = 5
RURAEZIT> T b, 2 CTHFERFEROBEREZBVBEL LN O A v =Y 2RIEL T 5,
(5)A T#:4E1%, “Ah. I am interested in to use clean energy” RS T BHNZBNC B V> THE

D4)B DFEF “Are you concerned about that?” HDHEE “concern” 2B 5 LA T 55,
—EEWILOEHIKRL, #F% “am interested in” ICEE#Z Tw5, WEOHFOFKEENE
PHERTFEMNAT LI CMC BT 2milFEOBHMO—oTHY, BHEAFNVERGD L2
T3, BHAFNVOFELEHESE S (Blake and Zyzik, 2003; Lee, 2001: Lee, 2005; Lee,
2005; Ware and O’'Dowd, 2008), Ware and O'Dowd (2008) »MT- 7z EER T, FEHIIMHTF
DFEFENEDO—ISF ZFHHA L7220 T, BENBETREEL 215 ) 7V —XA L Twiz,
Blake (2005) & ZdD7 7 b7y b % “eedback loop” (p.502) EFEIRL T3, 7 F A MK
2L % CMC CIIFEEBEZIHCOHKFE»E =Y — LoD 5 2 LN TE, ZOREHKS
Nz Ay =Y 3¥EENHCOARRC "o &), FHEHRCH T 2ERErmO B L85
(Pellettieri, 2000; Blake, 2005) o

52



CMC (Computer-Mediated-Communication) IZ B} 2 FeEERADR D& (FATINT)

ik 3

HRls a2z « 7—% EHEXAHRT =5
(6) B: clean energy? For example? (6)(a) &
(b) or
(¢) clean energy? =
(d)[which+] clean energy?
(e)[whiech] clean energy?? For x
(f) clean energy? For exem
(2) clean energy? For example?
(7) A: In fact, clean energy in Germany. (7)(@) doiche
(b) inr
(c) In fact, elean—energy
(@) In fact, Hhink
(e) In fact, clean energy in Germe
(f) In fact, clean energy in Germany.

6)BTIx, icibxoin?z(6)ADFEE “Ah. I am interested in to use clean energy.” Z¥f L
THAM LR 2175 TV 228, (6)(d)TIZEEREA “which” 2>, 7 2 RKILCHIRELEK % 544
T, D&, FEEMNEYLRFFERORID R O 5 S 5 0iGE I ORBTEA 2 1k
WEZFE LU VEEER2HE 72035 2 L%, Oxford (1990) 3B A b 5 ¥ — (compensa-
tion strategy) & EFEL T\ 255, 24E1X(6)8)T “For example” ZBRRCELZ L TED LI %
HEA 77 Y —%2flo T2 D, B ZIZEEMFADENTICNEEZEC 2 Dh, K72id# %
FVELEHES/TZOPET T « T =8I DOHIE I ENTER N,

(MATIE, HlsnicnZ « 7=3 120 %R 2 EFEIAOMED R XBEE2EEF LD X
S22, BEXAAFOT—¥ % H % & “Germany” %R % £ TTN @) e)) L fA[E HEXE
LETo T3, ZNIEFAV I ZADEIETIE R, FEBPR> T EEHEROT 2 SRR
b7 7 ¥ — (memory strategy) Oxford (1990) ZfHEWAIFZAEE (retrieving) L TWw3 &%
N5, Ortega (2005) X, AEC—F > T DY ATEITHICT A T 4 > 712 L 2EHERE (7
V) EMIET B Z LI & o T form I T 2 EESED SN, FEEF XL ORI R
CELY RS LIz, COMENR, LD ERIOFED TN, T4 T4 TDT
T =y 7SR, FAEIFEHEEEICTROE ), form KT IEREFD D LML w5,
F72, TOEHIIFEHENLE & 7e D Vleaner-driven and learner-regulated focus on form”
PN THY, FEHEASGPHOOMFB BT L VKO ZENTE L LMFAL T3, CMC
TlX, HADR—ATHEZ» T TCAy 22—V 2B - ET 22 EDTRETHL I NS D,
FEBBIBERR 2O @Y S FEROER, Ay v —V1EN, BEOREREL 21T 2 eNT
&5,

v
o N

X

ad

6. FELHESENDRE

Pk, 630 CMC I X 2EIRI S iz a 77— 8 LHERALHPT — 5 2 L 2 6 FlakEh
HefTolzo ESRAAHRT = » o613, FEEN T2 EFRHEODH 5 CMC OFEEZEHL, X
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BRERICERE R, BRSO « T =003l EDTERVELOEXELEL
TWbZEDBbhoTz, FEEHEZHSDEWI X v £ — Y DEWIZE I WT, Smith (2008) 23
ARULIHOEBIEZ{T T TIdk <, RAEOHBELHBOEEZ L fT>oTwb I db
Mmolz, TN, BFXFRPEIO AR TCVLLD EHEHENS, LErLans, EXIA

HHOD T — 5 O EFEERIIEE O FE e ZRon b, FlziE, BB »w Ty AR
WRHEOBIENS  Ronieds, ZHFHZLZ ARV I AROPHESHEECLZOL, b0k
FEPFRERCEEREELZIV T 3 — AT 2EBETDL L ENTELOPET =205
s s 2 E3REETH D, 5,1, IVIEHERT — Y IEEDD Y X 7K TEED Stimulated
recall R EDA V¥ Ea—%1TW», ZL DT =I5 E(TH 2 LT, CMCIZBUT32FHED R
DE) NI 2EET A2 L VLI BEL, SHEARLOBREEL Z L TELTHS

>

Do

ZEZ X
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