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[Abstract] This article explores how usage-based associative learning fac-
tors, such as frequency, contingency, cue-competition, salience, interference, o-
vershadowing, blocking and perceptual learning affect L1 acquisition and L2 ac-
quisition. It ahswer§ two questions: Why is second language acquisition typically
much less successful than first language acquisition for adults; and by what
mechanism can the first language be acquired in a natural environment (“acquisi-
tion”), while the second language must rely much more on “learning”? Because
the “learned attention” and the entrenched mental presentation structure from the
first language affect the acquisition of the second language, we need to use form-
focused instruction to promote learners’ L2 acquisition.

[Key words] Usage-based theory; Associative learning theory; First lan-

guage acquisition;Second language acquisition
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N F B2 IR R I RE AR RS I/ AT . AME R R TE B AEE S B
HARE ISP 2 S B e o) BV R B B w0 2% D 3, R B I R R AR E SRR
Z&ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁxﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂ(mo X F X — PR MBS MR 5 RERCRB T2 ZEF
) 48 34 BB 57 (Critical Period Hypothesis) . 38 H1E 3R . HFHEMLRT,¥»EdH
TARRE /N, R BB AL T R B W, R BT AR BGR , M IR B ¥ S IE RIS I8 S
TR & T 58 2 B RINZEHT R LT M, i 1% 58 i85 MR AR R, H IR EZ &
FIET . AW, RBPBULX ZIEIBERTALZOMBES EFUIEEMIMNER AR KL
PLRB A — (e 223, 2002) . XIHRHT(2003) FELR & B SMA LB IE LR T - 15 tH 4518
“EETIEE A A RE BRI R IR B B T EBT R SRR E 15 A BB BT S E
PSR WAR R I BIE B R A BTSSR I8 385 R R 58 0, AB A AT AT A AT
LA VLR T BRI MR B AL S 1858 iR 5 R AN R LS By R 7

TEXT S DUBBUE LB F  BATH A MR E B R F LT WRA BT ERE
AT DL BRI 3t {8 P o SR B © o LA AT SE A 46 3 CBIEE 5 B0 M P 0 52 24 4k 07 T
HRMA TG TTEREHFHRE T WEIE, W ADRILET UIE B REGT IE
PO 4 T B BEIE BE T, AL T RIAE SR BT AP O DUR/E N 28 IR 5 2 T HE AR, AR/ AR BT
IERBIREZA A BB HDUE X BB AKE? GBS B I RMTR Sl 2%
Wi ) Krashen(1982,1985) i “#i AMBRUL” AR, 2% > H 7T LUE R PiFh &2 38 % B B RE T -
JRME . “IRRNRETE A AR ERIRBIEST R -HBRRRANIES AREE, 5
LEIBEENS B “EI"NRE_EEFIEATRBEIT BT RN M LR,
Krashen I\ NIBE RS FBERKE T B, “% " AR PR, “ ST/ “2% 57 Z @B A
“EeH”, ARETO I E AN . ARYE I ARULBORERE, N B R A IRV TE S B
IV 2% 38 1 T PR PR R 2 5T T BB T 5 4R T S B 15 DL I R A ot B AT A2 BLAE R B 1 O
RSEATE BRI T 157 DUE A ZiE % ) AR B AT R B8R 1K T IR
B % . Krashen BEIGHR LG R TIF 22 H B BEE, BAT, BEAE 9 RZ BN P
ZEERR, I 5 /XPARGES BRI 2 R4 ST HE T, TR
B AR e oo JLERAGEEE DL 1/ Ky F-eeeee A ZiEEFIRUA B HRIMIRE R
HEMARE B HRE, EAABRN I BH L RAXESTH ARTE.”XH,
2000:154) AT R A A ZEZE 0], A+ 2 JLE W LIAE B ARFRIE T “ 0157 b B4 T 9 £ 75 8
J1 5 BN 82 ) F W BAE B IR E IR T 0“2 " A R R B BR 19 B 10iE K7 a2 il
- BREA APHE R T EHERE A AR TR B7H T LIRS, MRA RS BT ME
P ARETEBE A2 ) 7 A RER AR W 7

RTINS B TR A% B I, K R £ 2 AR A [ L (R
—HBA A N B R B, A 3CHT 8 L Robinson & Ellis(2008) 3 Y “ 3% F 46 FH 19 BR A8 2
> (associative learning) B 2 FEAl , X3 B A 0] BT 90 22 B R

O HERAEFEZLERORESRST, REARTETELACSNEREIMPNGIES RIEEHFZ N IHES".
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T EINE—MECIETIEANBEEASIES

?ﬁﬂ@%—ﬁ'éfﬁ:%%‘g%ﬂ@ﬁf&%? FHEFEEIFEUTIL NG
1 % ‘

BB ALFE %% B 4 % (token frequency) FIZE B4 & (type frequency) , i FHH R Xt iE =
fiE OB EML GE S MR AR MBS AN A EE T mEAREER
BI N (S 0L W3, 2009a) . A KIEF A A0 HIE S 2 PR BOR1E 5 40 X LUET A9/
2256 {5 R AR AR S SRR, B AN, B ALY LB AL A R BRI BEE B RDNL R A B B R S
1B S Y BT EAR A N R B IR IE S A A N T AR BRIE S 6 AR )
AH (N. Ellis,2002a,2002b), #lan, B EEESEREMAS ST “BIR” LR

“RE”VCHTEEEREE, XEREA LS WAL A SR BE - F I a”

BT GEHIE LT, KM% A B A B MBI 47 RESAERNEH B ERHER
ERYRTREE R KRB S . TRATEA BRI TR SRR R A R
R B A ELL T » HUT B — A8 Qi i, BAT I T 8 554 B 27 I R T AN 2 R
BT R . BT RO B, TR R G E e A 56 o T BB A AR K A A SR (il
BB T 8 T BB , 0 B I K BRAE AT 45 2 b ST S 9 =X OF FAK AR 1) 5 38 BB BT X 4%
IR R B AT RE IR B A0 45 AR CBD R SO BRI B R G ) . Ak, ZE— RE B9 b T30 41
ANTE AT EG S ZRAR - o= o, b THD T 00 LA A0 225 7 T30 o i R e st 3 o K i A 2R Sk 7E
ot = A1 B B TS A o AR TR & E AR AL, OB BT B RAE T
HZMMGET AR, E—P—PNEME KRB 8RN 8RR ESF
BORE T RS 9 NSRBI R B B3R 5 B T BE '

G HAYIE AT BRIE F 2 R— AR S S il A, S AU
BE MATRE S A LR ST B B T REE M 0 48 TR E B T I AE R R R R 9 7T
Bk, D9 T SCELERAR AOAL B EE SR, ) 18 WL 06 AUIER 1R D & B W BRI 91 5 SRR .
o T RSB TR R A4 Bl 1T B ERAE g 1 T SE R 9 , PR e 2 0E AR L5 58428 7 A
B, RATTTBEIIA I RIFREA R RIES N 1L BT ES R B, B, %I HES RS
W ARG, NEF B ARERIR BT A R EA 20T B R T2 T EXES MR GEF R A M6
A DL RE A FE S F B S B B i e it TR B T2 T o — A PR B AR AR B & A5 4307

2. 3Bk (contingency) 4 if \

EXCRATHE T HAIMEXEE I B EA R BB NN, RIS FH XA
B 5 MY S 1558 4 i 8 CRL R B A A D M s A0SR R BT e i . BREL A B TR A 2 5] —
B BRI ZEIE 3 2% ) SRR E SRR R R MG R R B R 38 JE R T R P HE,
£ 30 FRLBEERERR, YHAD BB TE KR D, NBWRRE R HEERZ K
RIFIBEE R BT AP AU AY31 5K (Shanks, 1995) . AP M B A RIER SRR BEML R
I B BRI 2R 5 A E AR R AR R R AN R 7t 45 R 2 R B B Bk 56 2= mT AR F T A 3 3R
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e 7 ) 4 R , T 7 45 B
HARRARR a b
TRRER < d

FERATDUEBIA R RR AR R 5 ATk R 10 5 R ], WA
B “BEENRRER GBI ERZA M RBITRENA " RN EENRRRER
2 5 H A Y FRA TR (LIRS P2 A R B HXT AT B RIR BN R HE R
BRI, HAR R “b” R R T “F 7T LME R IR KR G “#EAT 7 RBK LS HAth i 5
Bogn et B RAFE B4R /R R R 5 HEATA RIR R TR B X R R R R CE R A
FRBRLER, CRIEM R BIATE"BR T 5 AT RSN, 18 -5 Hofh 7= 55 R K
B, X AP AR TS T AT S B T IO 4 R KRB A4 Fon . BBk, IR R Bk G 3t
RO R, R R R E VIR HTEZ AR R BT @A R A ZORITE .

AP=P(0O/C)—P(O/—C)=a/(a+b) —c/(ct+d)

AP BhRIRER 57 4 R LT BB 5 X AR R KRR SRALTE OL T = &5 Ryl
etk W FRRGE LT AR — BN R RIIE S 2 R, R I /I AR
{7 2P 3, g A0 90 T e T 2 9 T B SR I 2 2R BB R G i

3. ZHMBREREF

FRUEND AP BISHIA T 225 F B2 ) E AR A O s ) B AR ARFE R R R R ML
B T, TR AR R — I 5 00 S5 A AT . 78 BORE B0 UL F AR AR 25 5 U B, A28
(922 37 i TR A A RO AP LI B MR A TG . SR, 0 SE T 9 % 4 R UL AR IR
7 B R — BE , 2 K SRR T A T E B R — ARSI R R LR,
2y 3] g H R B o R ELIE A TRIAE O . BN, b SIS R 5 T 845 R 2 1) 3
MR —— B R HABR AR B BB RRNEEZ—, C2% REMbY
B GlE—ES TRMRREES G4 R EHEMEM.” (R Ellis,1994,273) 761X 84
ISR 2 EARR AR T, T Y PR (2 3 B 7E SIS 7E 19 R SR 56 R I P 17 1
) A AP HLIU AR AN BT AR B TR A LA R0 . IR L 7 — B L F T A
e P B — A TR TG R A O 9 R R 2R A U T VO BT S 2 450 R R AR AR B R K
KT AR R R BB . 15 PR AT 2 2 10 TUA e, 7R i 28 S B T
I Z R T B AT 2, BT LB & £ B 3 5 MR B R 2 TR R R R M — A BB T
B AR R R R R I R TR R RE S VIR R . XF ZTRRARRES,
KB BEHHE T L2 1R Cheng & Holyoak(1995) 4 A8 th i 3™ FE 51 I B , 3 Fh o7 0 9 %
Iﬂi@iﬁHLIﬁﬁl“mgﬁﬂﬁ*ﬁiﬂ”(Probabilfstic Contrast Model) 9EWUFHTX¢A%@%%§'E
oy v £ 1 5 LR AT A A '

4. B

*E?E'l}fjﬁ#igﬁiﬁﬁ,E%E&EE%%%"I‘%%EPEﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%%tﬂﬁ@lﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬁ
(selective attention) X2 J F= A T EHE I, HlIN, ELKF, AHNRRELE—CLHM
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C2 FEYIGRIT 2 — i o B, T LA A 4 A e T — 45 SR, e MR W B, C1 A0 C2 3L
SRR, R ClE—HEOEH C2 &—H26, 7 C1 fl C2 i — R4 4 I, b2k
C2 2241 36 R , T b I 6 C1 B 7= A 1 52 o7 1% A5 B % 1R 55 (Kamin, 1969) . F BT
T, JE R B — SR R B TR 28 M AR S5 . RS, 2 H A R R 9 T 0 i g
B 37 T B R AR A0 56 5 5 2 L IE AH 36 O R 4 T 0 WU AR I A B B L T S R )
HEMEMMRE., AAMESEANSRE 25 B EEESHAPHIAEE, R
BB h B 26 T AN AL B 05 B, 2 5] BRI ML AL A RO 5 B IR Y T iy BLAKIE &
12576 % IRIE S IR A 28 AL A2 ) B W LB 1015 5 B0 2 2 M Ptk e S
%, BN, REE L TBREEE LR HE BRI LN S B S I F NN RN E
B AT 2, G0 OUE R B B IR T 7 B AT VE U o 0 4 32 o e AR, 7E i R O B R AR X T
T A R S T 2, BRI M, BER AL 7E L1 A8 R N LB R RIS R BT R, B
FIMBATE B2 A T KRR A (PN, 417 3017 JE 2 R%) L SR G A R I 2 5 3 e
HBLAE N AR B Th B R AL R A A B BT R RS M. TR, B T e AR A L X e T R
PR A X4 3B B 2 ST R UL T 18R AR M, X B R A A DB MR N —iE S T8
BT R B R R B R,

: B b T B 207 T 60 3R BB e it L 2 R R 4R R 1 35 G RIS 0 28 M S R T
BB IR BN E B IBME ESIBYLTABENEWH. R, IEEX
1t 3 5] ) B4 ) R 22 0 O il B 25 B SO o P A 10 R« AT B 2 ) 3 48 B T 1R 9m
BHE—EEIEMART B AV E R T BRSO RSMT I 875 L%
B ML EEHNE R HEE SR LT A REHE? BEf SR HES AR ENER, RAT
BEELEYNE EE I BNERRZ.,

= wmMEZESISHNSHRBEREEZEIEE

1. F#

—H LR, KB A (Muller & Pilzecher,1900) T B b FHt i 5 (9 52 36 . 1 5 40
FR S U AR AZI50 10 46 R 48 2R R A AR AZ I R AR ST, AT IE1IZ 23212 990 B T 6 1 TEL /1N
#A LS BRICIZB AT BRE 8% I LMK D - E A, iR J5 52 3 1 B A %
A-C,0l A-BRIBIZKAE L, MATIEXAEWR DG EME”, ERET 2R T
F AN SR D HTEAL o [FVRE B 5525 3T Py 25 X8 3725 T 7R 2 078 4026 R T, S 400 1 o) i i
BMH . BRI SRR IIE S % T MBS B AT, TR L (Lado, 1957, 2)
TN LG 2373 B4 1 A0 - “ TR AT Hy 2 B M B — b A1 i e 2R BB S S (AR 2 5 T 3L
A R o 0 2 R 5 A 3 oA S AR T8 AL, T S TR ) 43 AR M L 7 X B 4 A
UK DB T H B S M B S TN FE . RS RS —

BEEIREATHELEEEREMERRANEI AR ZBNER, BREEITNAET¥M

AL B [ BF 5T (Robinson & Ellis, 2008) & 78 J 30— S A4 i S 4 (R 4R B 7 4 1) 4 v
B, R Z T a5 R RIS MR A A B R AT T s
B XA R RSB 2 S AT RS N — B RSN ERE S
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FHE BT E,
2. ik (overshadowing) F1BH 28 (blocking)

MRS AR A TR P A 12 S 48 R TR R TS0, thiB
& TR SCRT IR #9584 BE R — AN AR E R — AN D BURAE . BRAE A DRSS IR T
AN 38 O BE AL - ST AN % 26, AT AT IE S R E KRR . BimA R,
LFHAMERELZR CL M C2 —i B IS BN — 25 RET, B —F IR LRI KR E b
BATHI 2 M pe E 5 28 H P B 0 A0 B R 2R R T A R A SR BRI R R, T 58 R 55 0 BR R
BRER L E TRAR MR NRE . FERRERBTUES, #E Rescorla & Wag-
ner(1972) KETIMESH 10, MR REL R SR~ R R ML, X — 45 1 7T DL IH 29 59 B A
RRRRIBER AL . ARRLAY , A7 TE—FP VS ZES0 1 R < BR S 90 A 2 B A9 R BOAE L
W —FF 6 5 BRI 4 FF 19 U DA 0% T o BB BB R AR R . A B, — B
B R R S8 % ) REALHRI % T A T HED MR, X RIERASR . 7
SR NS IR S T8, B A TE 3l W B il 4 =R S B AT O 3l 1R 335 BT
Wi , 4437 1 2 B0 28BSO TR B A . 130, Pica(1983) 3k T AT T Y B2 T %
T 7S 2 2 37 1E B 05 Y 2 30 3 T 1) T 48 Wl 80 9R M8 H Y 45 1) &2 %00 B -s. Schumman
(1978) WL B X Ff B B XA TUA B WS 2 08 % 38 R B OB VA6 & B Re . EDUIE
EREE BT I B, RO E R (S W B30, 2009a) 4 [H B 2% A= 76 6 45 45 58 17
AR) 06 5 S IV ) R T 2 5% I ) e AR /0 7 /R SR8 PR R ST R SRR 2 — AR R g 2
[ H B A 27 BRL VHE” VB AT CTRLY AR /R AT YA B R BTN B 1Y

WG RSP — SN EFEEEE— 2. Chapman 1 Robbins(1990) &
T AN AT DB 4 R RR R RAEAT TR —MRE BB R R LR E )50
g gE. UBSFI N0, BEBEFRMBEL-HARRRBERME. #la, 5iLe s
T U AT T 28 W 0T R IR A A (58 B R R Y E) 2 B A A B, 3R
B9 L ETE B E 15 AR R A B AR C A AR R B X R TR S BAE R R AP R A
18RRI H B 18] B 1) B B AR T L FESE IR S I, R DU IE SR AR I 24 [ 2 R B R
WSy B 55 B A S I S IR A T AR T 5 S A IR E K S VR4 1 2E I R oA
BREE— HICH S EEEXWETERN I B, EDUEERAE BT IHBT.¥IE
B fese it R &, filn, BRI BV IERT VA RTVIRT YR
GEY SAGEY CHRAEVSE KR EY I IHARIBARE S T VOE TV S . R F
KRRBMEBRE B TR RN R &R 28 h 4 e T 7 AR T 3w » 76 B AR IIE
F AT B R, RIREHR R T i 18] 2 18 10 7 3wk 7T RIS PR AR RO . FE0
T FE R S A ER R R R IK T ] A 4 18] , I ELAE X 2L IR 2 S R
TE T DU B B 1) 2 B 3508 , SORE AR R T T2 S 2 RN T AR AR T I, B TE 2 3R
15 I ) 2 BB 3 Sk w0t I T A 2% 3D PR AR B ZEVE A, W T R A AR IE N D 5. EIER
MBS TS ES AR AREMAYIES RE BERENISE S, B TH -
BB MIE R ERBLZENZ, TAFM AT REETE. '
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3. HI¥E% Y (perceptual learning)

AT B0 R 60 7R 5 b B I R P S B . 2R 5T (2 L Robinson &
Ellis, 2008 :390 — 392) & 7% A T4 S AR 1 5 X 41 R R4 0 22 36 36 490 5 2 1 Wy K, 35 5 )
G5B W B TR A R R 4 . — EL B VI 456 5 P 7 WL 3540, A R A L2 2
B3 B A R B B 3, B B A2 S B R BT M2 R 5
5 2 D T 3 1 0 R TR B IR 75— T 9B, 55 1 Oy R BB 1 R AE 2R 5 R A —
BRI Rk, — BP0 A 28 9 B LB S R A — T REIE B R 0 R,
BABATHE — 2 R RHME U RE X 4 H 218 5 A F X 5T B (Werker & Lalonde, 1988),
6 /I F1 BB LS BT ¥ 25 10 75 5 SRR IR 2 1 24 (EAR BB AT & T8 B E R 4
AR T AT 5 U B0 38 5 O P 2, T B L0835 ok 0T R . TR BT LR A
R 0T B 4 TR TR IR0 . L3 A P 0 22 I By T S P 25 B0 75 35 10 B T 7
A T AT 5 84 T B3 7 3 I 43 BB T MR S 2 o 2 S U . SR AT 4
o LB BRI 5 % E LB RIS TR A P A R TG S R R . 3020 [ R 40 S 5
VB TG R B A A — T R E T B AL R P A A A RATTAE B, 2
ST HE S R A R B I . K IR AE e B AR B EL R B T B T e, B K
MRS 5728 6 4 97 » 335 2 0 L0 R g LT U 05— A 10 2 T DA J 55l A 1 2 B 5
THA, EILEGINIAIE SRR, M2 RGP 55 E I8 %004 K78 4740 3
M ARE L1, 3 B L1 M s BT, TR L1 —& 4 7 Rk, Fik: S L2 i A
BB AIER . L2 250 F I B B 08 4 2 L1, R W 9 2 37 4 & 1818 T %
T ARG, A R T B 2T B IR 7545 75 0 22 9 45 TS R T[] 42 3 2 S 0 T B
10, BETE S B DU 2 7 TR 2 R L 0 o T B AR TR L RHE R
PR ARG o BT L B BU SC Tk RO IS , 0 5 40 B B 28 77 78 O 5 W 4 4T T A, S0 RE B
SRS M. LA A TR BTG B — A AR o 0 5 R B Bk — R R A
FH PR 22 9 45 AR B SR, S T 5 B0 T 0 K it 2 “ W B Cattractor) , B 14638 K8
(4 5 R 7= A A8 T LB 2 A B A2 Ok 5 JB 28 B A ) (Robinson &« Ellis, 2008:393). -
Tverson % A (2003) BE4H 44T T 5 801 4035 25 28 B /B A% S48 T MO MEE A 7 B ol e b 3, D %
BT AR A0 AT 4 T B K TR S R AE RO BURE M A (PR S EE T H A G E A
3 [ UAF X TR o/ 01/ B AT 23 0 25 0 0 4 2 D 2 ) Sl O 0 T 0
Y RI ARG, SRR A A RN 5 835 /r/—/1/ 9505 76 5 1 IF 3 3R 4 % F2
B, 5 AR BR R R A X 5 3R e/ E M E RN TR R R R RS
BB . SR L1 JEL A 1R A L 0 7 31 5 ] 0 9 I o A T 0 S B KLY B
P T FHIE RS ES I8, ERENE —BS IBBRT % F 05w A B
FHESRE AT FHE I HME, RRES— 5 S A IFIES BN R AR
EHESERAY ELMARSE TN RENE 2 O —iE S A
4 R B AR TR K

BT L, 2 ) 3 NS — 8 3 T 8 2 2 v 28 RIARIE L1 R4 A9 B 28 [F 1 A9 0> 7
KLY L2 B AA TR, A0 B0 R A 1 b AT 88 40 M & “ B4R (tabula
rasa) , AR 4 5L BT B 22 06 A5 15T 4 UM L 468 R LA Ml 26 IE 45 — 35 & OB, FE 409 L
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L FEBERELBRAK AN EEAN ARG EERBA AR, KNWIES RIE
SEMARYE L1 AT E LR XARE B S F R L2 R EALHTE L1 JEPEANE
W FH E MR (tabula repleta) , XL R ERA L2 HikR B L1 ke REHE T K.
RUE L2 80T DIRAR L1 B A A B H B R R 82 L2 X748 5 1 i A (input)
S@U"ﬂﬂﬁl(intake)%ﬂV\]ﬂc(internalized),E].%J%@%M%—iﬁ%‘@T%*%%E’\J?i%’f%ﬂ[’ﬂ?
AR AR, B R RS PRI B A I B RIES AR REFETRA
A NP R HRR R R TS S T A B SO S ) 6 TR R AR R
&1 A REA SR A AL, B R X B A 24 ) R R AR 2] T L1 BERZI =

ECIESHRERERMNPELBEATHE —ES B R EWERR, B
SUMYRBRE FZAEESHEMAE Y., W TFRAS IBESHREWRENRE, N2
SERPER, MREB TR RETMHHQBRAE ST &SR, B TH—IES RIAESME RS M
B AR, A S5 —iE T At R P S RN AIE RIS BT WA B R a e B, X S
ZHFEER T RARBE BT NEREME. T A R g L2 B A B R E, TH
RNE—BEP AN ERSHERMNE BT IBNAAE N, FERRRETREA
(focus on form) FHF T HENER, NTA M REHESTBMPMENERECYE
B ,20098),

S % 3k
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