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1. FC®IZ
SIATITIE, —RAFFEZ ST, BERRZYIVEE TTOIIRA A=V DD 5

(RS, —IRBFZEICE T2 M B AV v hELTEIF BTV D, FIF, 2012; Norris & Ortega,
2006; Oswald & Plonsky, 201072E 22 /) , ERRITIT, N EIATOIEER O T-HFZERE
REMRETHIZOD (A TELDEDOEGE OT) SaH T | LRSS (FHE, 2002, p. 1;
- BB 2013), 2 1XMizumoto, Urano, and Maeda (2014)i%, 2EFEFEH B FE2 DL E
ARELE\ZHG# S V7245050 LD AT A8 0 C, &I FIEE WG A BB O SEREIF 2853 4 <,
I HE L AL E HE D LLHR 24T - TUND283m SLO3 5] D 2 R & D4 3 R FE (Hedge’s g = 0.76,
95% CI [0.59, 0.93]) TH2H— 5T, T+ BENZFFOLDIR2THEFNE £H2E (F07ehiE
JICRICERBEEZELT-OIIE, o TN ARIIRIR TN, EMETHHIE) 7L 2 Hh
(LTS,

BOSEEA - ANEHFBBHEMRICB T A 20X D e A X aHTRstiE, wEHHED
M 278 a 4T b (Oswald & Plonsky, 2010, p. 87), Plonsky (n.d.)IZ1% 2014 4 9
HAWERTI187T OMIENZFT O THEY, ZIHFICESTL [T—L4) LE-5THHMET
RV Z 2L TWD, ZOWRPUZ, EDIEAF « AZGHTE THMESERE, X X254
WZOWTOGHTZITHOMED R 6D, B2 1E Plonsky and Brown (2014)i%, corrective
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feedback (CF)ZBAT 258 & Gde (18 DA Z 3SR CF DR DO A2 FIHT 5 Z &
MHEBEZR) A XM 13 5 HDITHE b6, TORWEEDIFY)S Cohen’s d C-
0.16 205 116 IZWED Z L &4/ L, CF 0¥ A 7% OBRIENERZOE WD S RN Z 54T
LTW5, &5 Plonsky (2012)i%, EA » XAV B = —6 THH, WFZEFIE 10 HH, #
REBLEHEHE (FHE 0~2 4, 44 A0R) 22Hed, H_SiEEE - SNEEHERE
BT D AL &R ¢ DA 2R LT D, ZUDHIE, A X HriFge o R R &
ZRIE, WOBRRE~LED D FCEHERIE(EIZES 25,

L2 LZNLENS, £HZH A Z O FR T, KITT DA Z RN
THHOWBICAR > TVD EIFEVEHV RN S0 D, LT, F - SiEEE -« S EE
BT D A 2 AT HFSE DR R & 72 > 7= Norris and Ortega (2000)% H.0MZHE 2 C,
BARANITHET L THT20,

2. RBECRECRRZLODEZ—KIZLTHNOMN

O SREORE ORI R & 4347 L 7= Norris and Ortega (2000)1Z X 4UiE, 1980 4E7H> 5 1998
HETICHRE T 250 2 25X O, EHEAETTZT 40 HEOPIRBEE (k= 71)
DR EDONE (d=1.13,95% CI[0.93, 1.33]) 1%, 19 WFFOHRAVIEE (k=29) OBHE
BOYY (d=0.54,95% CI[0.26,0.82]) % kN5, BIZRAFREO 50K RIGIEE L D %)
ELEWOIRmPZIrbBEEIHINTWD, 2O X FZH5HIZHB VT Norris and Ortega
(2000)1%, TEFBMIZ A X SENRHRHANGEZ DN 50, BEOSHERERCEREZMIT Y
BANCREGET 2 KO E SN0 T2856% THIRIY) (explicit) & EFR L, WIRIIFET
1%, Focus on Forms (FonFs) X ¥ % Focus on Form (FonF) DI 9 BMENIHEEN K W
EH R LTS (Explicit FonFs 728 d = 1.08, 95%, CI [0.80, 1.36]C, Explicit FonF 7% d = 1.22,
95% CI1[0.91, 1.53]),

LML, ZOAZGHIICED b —REEZ R THDLE, EROTIFA L LHE
EORIRDFFENEEIRE L TWD Z EBND, BlZIEE 1ITRT 2 2030E, M5
Sk & BURISUERRE O T FEICRB W TRZR D, U OXEM SO ELZ M L2
& B D, Leow (1998)1%, SUEBR A~ EOE VY (—E2y, 3 BHHE®%IZHE U FhE
Y o)) LEEEEOEY (BT LFEEFER L) OMAEDEIZED 4 71—
7 88 AITx LT, 4 IROLGERT A k& G2 DN BFOREE & 2t S & TEMZH D
DT A BNEATV, ZNEIUCOWTIEERZ AR E L TR L EEREZLZRE LTV 5,
ZHUTK LT DeKeyser (1997)1%, fRENESF - THH Z &L OMEENRR D 3 7L —7 61 4
I LTEHEE - A P EXERMESEDLT X FEITV, KIGHER (2 V) L&
DNWTEHR L EHEFEZRE L T D, AZOITICBNTEZEORE, T72bbiEREl
L7 BB ZEZRD TV D LT 2, Shin 2010) THIEHM SN TWDHHEY, 2D X ) 7eifse
DFERZ —FEIT HRE TR RWVWEA D,
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# 1

Norris and Ortega (2000) D — X F 52 D 15

i Dekeyser (1997) Leow (1998)

FREEO S Explicit FonFs Explicit FonF

=l rgic Explicit FonFs Explicit FonFs

et ATEHE ARALEE

XIGIEA AFR-1%-2 AFR-1%-2

Note. * XTI H D43 ¥E 1% Watari (2014)(23:3 <,

ZDOZEE, AXOHIZEIT D “apples and oranges problem” (ZARZRAFZEN B iR
HFliZENTWDHZ L), HDH X “garbage in, garbage out” (T I DL H RN HITITID
EORBERLNHTZRNZ L) LLTHLS OIS TWORIENEBLTWD (1L
H - E, 2012, pp. 29-30), T I DL D RAFFE TR -o72& LT, B 5EEE - SMERE

BFEOBURICINTIE, RARDE0 - BBE - 5 - RJMENORDEEOML LT —
WIFGE % A B HTIZ K- THENT 256, ZOMRE EORE —BRILLED &0 )4
FUEDIZ ) MERINTNDEF 2D, LURIZ, A XOHICES: - EPFEIZB T
5 R E DIGIIERHEAN O REEZH NI T 5 L 95 BRKELZ LD ThilE, EONRIZ
Ui, DFVIMSIER EEREH L OMOKRRBMRORE S 2 HAT XETH D, »7<
Eb, TLELET —HRILETHERTE 52001, FERPEBEWROH D REIZHE SN THE
ENTEY, SFCEDEMENETHRECREZHNTWLHE] Thd I LITSHICE
WTHEE 72\ (Borenstein, Hedges, Higgins, & Rothstein, 2009, Chapter 4, Section 2, para. 1),

5l 21X Norris and Ortega (2000)(Z% & B L7z —RAFSEDOH T, CIEMHIE 7 X K
(Grammaticality Judgment Tests, GIT)Z 5 RO EIZHWNTWDIFFED KT, T ¥ LEhER
EFETMICEDA X EFERTLHEK 1T OX S RERNELND (k=11,g=1.07,95% CI
[0.60, 1.53]), Norris and Ortega (2000)|Z LAUIX, BARDOEREDFEIT d = 0.96, 95% CI
[0.78, 1.14] TH D0 b, SUEMHIETT 2 MIZREZLLMOITH L TV D Z &2 D,
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Effect Size

de Graaff (1997) L 071[0.16,1.26]
Ellis etal. (1994) H—I—i 037[-0.14,0.87]
Fotos & Ellis (1991) a - 221[1.40,3.02]
Fotos & Ellis (1991) a.1 . 210[1.30,289]
Fotos & Ellis (1991) b - ey 112[021,2.02]
Fotos & Ellis (1991) b.1 b 197[0.89,3.06]
Kubota (1995a) 1 r——l—« 021[-0.32,0.73]
Williams & Evans (1998) P 190[0.89,290]
Williams & Evans (1998).1 »———-—4 0.19[-0.65,1.03]
Yang & Givon (1997) ——— 1.16[0.37,1.94]
Robinson (1996) >—l—| 0.51[-0.04,1.06]
RE Model e 1.07[060,1.53]

{\7

angtest.jp

r 1 T T T 1
-1.00 0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00
Observed Outcome

1. GIT |ZBR7E L 7= Norris and Ortega (2000)DFESH D7 + L A k7' v

T
Case'particies

T T
Pronouns/Relatvzation Tense'Time pivases

Moderator

T
Whether/if clause/Conditional

2. VanPatten and Cadierno (1993)3 X OV DEFK D A Z 738 (xF5IA H Bl)

WHIZE S MEZ & D D721, U545 B OB F(replication) & 5 /8 L, BR O AL 7o i
TAEGNEIT) EV ORI H D (Lee, Jang, & Plonsky, 2014; Shintani, in press), Norris
and Ortega (2000)(Z %, Tomasello and Herron (1989)DiBak (& A7e¥ %) #FZE (Ellis,
Rosszell, & Takashima, 1994; Fotos & Ellis, 1991; Kubota, 1995a) <°, VanPatten and Cadierno
(1993)DEFK (& & 728 %) WFE (Cadierno, 1995; DeKeyser & Sokalski, 1996; Kubota, 1996;
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Salaberry, 1997; VanPatten & Oikkenon, 1996; VanPatten & Sanz. 1995) & i T\ 5, %
H (TAMERETEDWICEDD E k=29 IZOWTRBRICAZ ST EFIEMT 5L, g
=0.55,95% CI[0.27, 0.83] & W\ 9 SEH R EAE H AL, S 512 Watari (2014)I2 55V THER
HHZREERET D0 AT &, 2 DX FERPRENTZ, ©DF Y Norris and
Ortega (2000)\Z% & HAVIZ —RIFSEICRET 2RV, WIRAFRERIERORR & L O Tl
Wi % processing instruction DFRITFH<, S HIZRIRDB R BN H DIIRA4F - BAFRGE
ik, (g=0.68,95% CI[0.30, 1.07]) & K¢ffi] - BpfiFREL (g =0.84, 95% CI[0.13, 1.56]) D+5
ECTHoT, ¥4y (g=0.24, 95% CI [-0.26, 0.74]) 3 L X Whether/if i « &6 (g =
0.25,95% CI[-0.80, 1.30]) DIFHIZHHENHHEF O Z LT TERNI ERGND,
7, SZSBEO RN AR TEERZ L1E, TOAXSHEORED ITx L THY
B OWMRENONEEZEONDINE DD, BROH 5 A S (moderator variables) %
REL TR DOH NS TR LN LR VWIMAZ LT L LEINEI N THDL EE
Z2 5%, Bl Z1% In’nami and Koizumi (2009)/%, 7 A FD 7 4 —~ v FDOEEZHOWT (5O
EqltE) (B#HO, M2 T a0 EdtBT 2o nm U EI3EETH L0 E 9 D)
EN D AR A BT H T LT, 10,000 PLEOFRICONTHREEZ =3 37 ORI
T DHAZGHG, @R EMTHIVZZERRKEEDIZ ) WA —T = FORELY
HH5 LW, Bl TRWESIEIA—7 o ROBBEDIZI NG L b (ZHEGRRNS
BT, BBEMOEAE g=0.49, 95%, CI1[0.10, 0.88] T, &l TRWEE g=-1.02,95% CI [-
1.46,-0.58]) & W) fEfREZEXH L TWs (In’nami & Koizumi, 2009, p. 234; FIE, 2012),

3. KBOEGBRRRLZLDE—HITLTHLDH

AEGHTTREECHNON D Z L DL VREITIE, () P (@A) 1I2H5<
H @ (Cohen’s d, Hedge’s g), (b) “MEEIZEK S D (A Xk, VAT, (¢) tHBE
IZHS< D (Fisher’sz) 2% % (Borenstein et al., 2009; LA - F k, 2012), Z# & I13HH
FACEWA D Z LA ATREISAS, BEARZ LT, A< i b o)l bITWIZ 2 SOOI
Lo TREEINDODEL NS 2L THD, B _SEEG - SMNEREEBED X & i
THWHNRD Z EDEZ W)X, Flo< E2F WL, FEEREHTLY TR TEDLL L
WEERL TV D DD H2OWIT THRFED AL EDREER > TNDD0, WD &
WOFREETH 5 (%P, 2013),

Norris and Ortega (2000)/ F# (immediate post)7 A h DFEREZFEA L LT, FAEREC
%9 % Cohen’s d ZHHH L TWBN, 2 DOREDRH —FLLFD 5 212 k5 (Normris &
Ortega, 2000, pp. 446-447) ,

1. #HEEE 1 DLl EOWERE L 2 F%T A FOFERTHTERL (n=10)
2. HHGHE L LERE L A FE% T A FOERTHANTHEE (n=20)
3. (NLEERED) itz L e L THRABEZRIT TR0 DIC>NWTIE, T
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ELRTMENREMEN—AT A OLBRHEE L, WEREFET A FOFKRT
HA_THEY (n=4)
4. WEHIRES HLEHE S 708, FAT - RO RZHRE L TVWDHDIZONTIE, £
BRI DWW THERT - FERTHEE (h=3)
5. MEHIEES HIHE D 2 < FRNZ DV TORE L 2N DIZOWVWTIE, T 272 |3
7RGl R — AT A4 L OLEREL L, LEREEFET A PORFRCTHATHRE
(n=10)
2L DWRDOINIR A A B G ED D7 Lo TLERLONRY =2 PR L TH
HLEFEXR, TIETRRLTVA VOMRORRE T DI LIFRIZLTRYLS
ZBH1EAH 9 EEE Watari (2014)1%, BIRIFEZ SO TOT A MERIZHESL
Norris and Ortega (2000)D F3HTIZEBWT, WL DD lkd % A 7 (Explicit FonFs vs.
Implicit FonF, Explicit FonFs vs. Implicit FonFs, Explicit FonF vs. Explicit FonF) (315 8 X [t
20 ZGFATEBVARPEO NN &, HHEE ORBIZIRE LGS, (EAAE)
DA EIE Norris and Ortega (2000)23 B FEFIEIZOWTHE L TWVDH D BN SA/N
SN2 & (Explicit FonFs 2% g = 0.95, 95%, CI [0.65, 1.25]C, Explicit FonF 7% g = 1.06, 95%
CI [0.76, 1.37]) ZHIBLZLTWD, HIZE 2, 272< &b Norris and Ortega (2000)D
FrRClE, B _SEEE - SMEREEEVI RO L LHEBIZ B W T A Z oo A2,
BEHIRE & DIEUC K228 10 LvRpolcbnd ZEa kL TEY, bl tbsy
BlIX, TOXEIRRMTAZGITEITI 2 &, HDVITUZSTTITONT 5D —fi1k
EATIRD ZEMWMURONZZ DR H D K 5 ICBbild,
SOLRLMEITNREOHAETETH D, @IZMEEOT T YA XLy - (Y
WMZENGFHET 20BN I TH 523, Norris and Ortega (2000)D —RHFIEIZI VN TE AL
MARETE o7 (DFE VMBEDO Y T NY A X EFHy - R, 20 LIde T —40n&E b
AERESNTVE) OIF S8%IZME T, FEVIXWmBEOY T A XL ¢l - BHHEE,
b LEMBEOF T YA XL F i - BOEHAHRENLRELZHE L TS (Norris
& Ortega, 2000, pp. 443—444), L 7> L Norris and Ortega (2000)D 354, —KHFZEDZ% < 135
BEO R DEHMONEREZFF OO L LTHITSNTEY, FIETHRELZHE LS
B, TOEWTRZR>TLE I, #ilzxIE Cadierno (1995)IF, processing instruction
(Explicit FonF) & traditional instruction (Explicit FonFs)35 L OVEHIRE x5~ 2 FHai7T A k& 3
BEIOFEZT A NOFREREMRED IR L OB 2082 HWTHI LTV, BEEOEER
ZENE STV, 2 OBFFEIZIV T processing instruction FEIZAEIR 2 A 7 1280 T
HHTAMPLOOEELENHOERETVDLR, FHETHEILZPRETIE
traditional instruction #if & OXHINTE <> TLE 9,
ZOMEE, HREZIEOLLTDICE DO L) ZEICHE
H L TW5%, In’nami and Koizumi (2009)(%, &WF3CD R ER OIEMSIMHEIZ L 534 T A
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([F— DR NEPZ T TeT A NBERDH > T, TR ZDOEEAZFTICEZTDLND
&, EOMBEDORERDBRDOFEL R EITRNEELFFOZ LITRDEND T L) ZHO
T, R LI SDOYMRELZRNT H5O0MEITHDL L5 —FHT, HENH L
NRWERAZIRE D Z L1220, AT 2 ERn Kb Lt Efafi L
TW% (In’nami & Koizumi, 2009, p. 229-230),

Lipsey and Wilson (2001) % [FIERIZ, 4947 D EALIIZN R & TIEAR EBIOMETH D,
DRBITOLEDIZE L DD, RED (VW LIET U F LI IRELERT RS THD
& LC\W5%, Norris and Ortega (2006)IX% Digim & /T L2, (a) T LIZ—2DRhE
BOHBZOHD, (b) FMEORETOMRELZTD LN, HELRLBICED, ZAll Lo

(RRBIGR D) HEMA 22 53T 1300 2, (c) BUREDISLNED b O il 2 AL B3 2 HEFTF
EERAWDS, EWIBRERHD, OLDCE LDTHFERMN KDDL Z &0, TT—F %
HKODLZLEORNHSZEBET DL, SHTE - BEWROAZ GFIZBNTI LHID B
ST LIV T &S BT R E TIE72 0 A & 3l =T U % (Norris & Ortega, 2006, p. 30),
EFE Norris and Ortega (2000)1%, WF9E = & 721 CT7e <, A& D ¥ A 7 (FonF/FonFs,
Explicit/Implicity CTEBEE D Z A4 7T &, WEDORI T L, WEDOF A TBIOHEIZ LD
HHT - FROLE, BIEEZOFHDHRELEL - fE LTS (FNRDEY, ko
A= EHBRAFEOMBEITIK T EETHL B OD), ZOMBEITKT HEIEIEL TA X5
PFra@ TNl eilid) EVIbDTHLDONS LILRu,

4. HELBAZ ST EEBRITITRIZLBTELDHN

ABGHE, 77747« LEa2—LERXTORAY v FBREBEIZHIINLD (Gass,
Behney, & Plonsky, 2013; FIFd, 2012; Norris & Ortega, 2006; Oswald & Plonsky, 2010), 1z
/¥ Jeon and Yamashita (2014, p. 176)IZHHIICR SN TWND X H1T, EH W IHHIPHTHREL,
E W) FEHETHUHOIEE A X SHTICER A L2 S FELRY DB AT RE TS & 9 T,
WEL R D SEATHFAE OMEFENE & BV IABICB W TCEMEW RS FI7 747 - LE2—XD
B BHENEVWEEZD REO Y —RA LR 5T =2 _R—=ZADORBBEIC SN TiE
In’nami & Koizumi, 2010 % £ 08)

UL, BERWRL, H5WET—FICERICT 7 EATELNE I NEF A,
LFTLHE D EEFEZRVWIERNEH D, 2LV 5 “file drawer problem” (AT 5
I AERBDOITmY, ATISHRWFRITIER SnenZ &) 6B L TWh 573,
ZNURTOBRENZMEE LT, BT Yv—FTAREE~OT 7B ARER DI ST
WR WA« BEAR « WFFEE S A Z o AT O DIREEL WA R DRy, [7—4) @
FRFEZ 2 L TWAETIZ, A Z 53 O FEAT A REM: (feasibility) & W O FIEICH & 94 LIER
BAFHNTHERWEEDILD,

HERMIC X VA M E LT, MBLT—XDOAFICEAL T IFFICEKEZID)
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ZEBRBOOLNTNDENWS ZENH D, BIZIEAIR (2012) 1%, AXOHOFHE L L
T Y HOMREICHEEE &0, EICRAD W ZHEER) 7252 & 2L,
[(EFIHAGE & LERFERE XS THH I 2 & T, MIRFMOR Y NT— 2 BIEH
DL BAGDPOERIZEFT TWDLD, KB - BEMEOSTHERH D L1352 R0
72550 (FIm, 2012, pp. 228, 248), HHEIME - HHMER A X S OENT- R TH DL HI1E
RBES, fX T4 HEBEA~OT 7 B RLEHIZ o> TR AUE R B2
Th b,

i 21X Norris and Ortega (2000)D—RAFFEIZ D, FldE SN TV DIEHRZIT TIET—E5H
HZVEERTOMEENFEHTES, FEEPOEET X 2872 LR RSN ImIINE
FNTWDER, ZOZ LIZHETLHBENENRY, BRSOBOTIEAZERERbDER-T
LEI, LENRST, AXFHHEIT DL & b)) EHELTOMOEAN - FKIZ=a ¥
J NEMBZ LICE > THIO THONET =203 A5G, TOFEEEHCHICHFEL,
b)) EOTHRERULCT =B HBoNDLDMNE I PEARRIEY RTXETHDL, HDHWI,
(c) HERFRPTHEN TORWVGRUL I A X GITICED RV E NI BIRESHDH, —
WHFZEICH T B AR EZEZ TR LA, ZHb60I1E9 N e SiEEG - SEEHE
FRIT M BEIRIRIR IR D TR NTEA 9 D,

il

A e

AfalL, A Y FuP—Hr5eita 2014 R 2 [F0FFER (2014 429 A 15 B, IR
F) BT DLREBRONFICH O ET, BRICHLTIER - ZHMZBHELE
Sofehle S, SITFEICOWTEELWFDA LT ES o Sl LERFORIFEES
£, BERMERRAE L T £ & 572 The University of Auckland D423 17-554, Northern
Arizona University @ Luke Plonsky Jc/E, FAFIZX L Ta A v b & < & o 7oAk H KT
DI B AN N2 UET, FFICBABERFOKRAKEILAEIL, langtestjp T FiED
fERR DO Z 72 5T, BRGOFEMART =y ZICbERRTH e rZEE L, Zoh2E
DTS EHOBEEZRLET,

2% CER

*1X, Norris & Ortega (2000) T A X AT E O LIVTZHFFEDO N, KiGdD A X W& O 74
i e A
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*Cadierno, T. (1995). Formal instruction from a processing perspective: An investigation into the

Spanish past tense. The Modern Language Journal, 79, 179—-193.
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