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HEEH, TR EEREL ARSI ERZBEN W, FEXE
ZEAAN AR HATAE T RO ZFSHAR. 2013 FRA
ERAMEMEAFAEEF RS — L £, FAE L £ R FR
ERBARBEWEETF T AE L FL, REFNFAFREMELR S
BURGHESEHUEREMBRE T B IEHARNER,

HAER, —EIRFARTOBRL AR, BRNFRRRME, R
B FHENE ZERARMENE Ol 0, —EMANAR, ZTEF K
AT A AN ENAFEIZF _EFINYH; —ENMmITT
B.EIERCEBFEFP _EIRNES, XEMIHF X, HAT
IREFETMI, 0 EZRPHENNIERNE, —_ZFEAREESR
AR 3] H AR A IR, B R AR R A R A TR
BKAk., EES 0 LR AHRE FEN AN AFE &> H
ty %R, & % A H Skehan, Robinson, Ellis %,2009 4 ji HE 5 ¥
#|(Applied Linguistics) % # it # = % 7 # % 5% # 7 & CAF
(Complexity & %% & . Accuracy " # & . Fluency I F| ) 8 4 2 M 7]
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B ER#ATTABNEEFG AT EEREXNFARD . RA
—ARGEHNF AR REXY L EFHREZ AT AARA TR
B E DRIJULFERBI R T B U W LR R
T2 R I DA AT S E B DL R K B9 BT R R BT Bl
AHEAT_RAXE, E-RFME_RETEPRELNFEIH
XFARHNER. E—RF_EFFHPHERNELHEL”EEMR
RY ZEFHG O EMEEES HER M ZE > U R R B,
F_RCEARAFUEE RN R BB R R MA T
Ho_BFHNEEESER, wES XD A5 EAG EFREE. A
FERFBEERZLEAR. FZRESEBAM _BFIHHE
VB BB ) SERE A AL R R B R B 07 s A
HROFTERAERESFEBAN _EXFIHXFEEF LR H. F O
A AR P B A 3 ETHEXEL L
FAEOEBRNLERARCURETERENFHR, FRESFHOF
MEESFHAEESINFIZF D EFHERH. FERESH
ARTACIH —BE¥IXFEES LB TELFZEHEL
THEREMEGYH —_BFFIXNFEEESY. FAB“THEIEL
REMF _BEFAXPHETHNY W B LRN T EHEF
#FIERLHNMREZR AR _EFIFFEENTH. FEE
“BEFHERERAN R —ESFHEI PHERR"TES R &
FAENBEEHAEELRELAHRA. FARET ApWE —E
ERAXRAFNER NN RY MNP E_EFIHEE~
WA EN A EREUTRE THE, FARZEXIFALR
BEEFRENGASRMARTELZ R _EFIHET~HNAL
HEAEE LA, # + B “The Effects of L2 Lexical Knowledge and
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1 FEBEEFHEWEREN
SERH BTN

1.1 5 &

THEESTFHMRRERESH R ERM EERERY,
Levelt(1989) HICH &N RO ER I 2 ) 15 5 P H T 7u i AR AR, fth
IWHIEE P H BB B & JE B (Conceptualization ) | #4 A
(Formulation) | & 3 ( Articulation) 1 5 & 15 4% (Self Monitoring) ( # i
P,2008), iEIET P HAX YN B _E G G AT ge A BHE A B A,
Blgnxt T HEAEE KU, K S FI R BT gE =2 B ah ki, A TR
HISEMR , fT —iEE R, T /K5 R R, 75X B
B AR B, Z TR ARFR RN Zm, S, BhER R
MR R E AR AR, EERH T 8L R fE S A
TAMERNRIR, ZEF 0o R DR &AM E
FERTIEEIL A& EKEGAL K EUL R EZSERESANEER
Ko VLR, IR ENE B RO AES = HROEMEEZRE T
H . #9%E & (Robinson, 2001 ; Levelt, 1989 ; Kellogg, 2013) ,
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L2 #fEmHERA

B HER X EAFR: DEF R A HAR

B Seie Levelt BT E= AR, 35 B Hh = /MILHI A B BE 2T sl
il JERABUE E P XA AT DA R 2 « 4 5Bk AR
MALTEENREFERRE AR RS EeBNE, G, XEEFH
Al BHIR TESER, B, B & B 20 M 16 A f 1 78 FE
FHE—FPP RN lemma FITE R AE BRI AR 57 52 BUH R 1Y
lemma 441 BT & AR B R X ABIE YR A B X ER . X—HER
LERFR T ERAEENREES SN, BERBEWIEEHNE
KA VLI TESZ RADESY , R HIaF 015 & THRIR S 4 i R A L &b
B, REEAEOKEE, mE -1 AR,

B ma HRHR
EEER AR
TEE TR
PR i
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B 1-1 Levelt &/t ¥ B (& %%,2008)
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W2 TE B A FR E B AR RN I 35 2 A s B0 A0 B , 1506 A TJFEA
M M £ R R T, T A T A R R O O R 4 A A R R A LA K
EEHPHEEFERAEE LR BN, AFELDERIHRK,
AIPAEATHATIN TALER , M AR X 2 S0 BB F R R, 0 T B & K
B, EARXEEF B REA R A S HIRAL R, FEEAKRENERNA
%R, De Bot(1992)#5HH Levelt # [ 15 2= R Y 22 5 48 2 i@ A T
B OESH, A A FER AL R S0 A 51 5T RRE R ZE
L, i BB RATEZ A BT REM EL R G5 M e, W B 0E 3
i, EERMEERMRATBATEEERR, BEREEFE
1 1 92 1l Tk B0 A1 AAT 1B F AR, FE R R & B & & B BT AR
218 B F A

Hk, BHEEFHER, RYE Baddeley & Hitch(1974) ) T{Eid
{Z 17 (Working Memory Model ) 1 Levelt (1989) B [ & 7= H #& 2
(Speech Production Model) (K& & stL  JE 2 & ALl A 7 ALl
MEFKELENH) , Kellogg(1996) #2HBHEEHA=NMERKR B
B PATFI S, B MR REBE BN . BB R G4 o il Fn B
(HREFE I FEE L SIEB R EMW S AR T R B R ek
LA SEH, 45 & T I R R AWML A B F B S B AL,
HBATHEF HES) s AT R R A FE a2 BT (4R 2 2 100k B Bl
HFE LR = R, BT R 18 A F I SEBRe ) ; 22 4k 2R A0 355 D A
G (PR S B B B MOS0 ; Tt 2 e A T HIT 2
BRZJE, AT AER B XARE S Bin BOEMEiH) . Kellogg (1996) 5%
WS E ] AR B ER AR PUTER R EA R, R BR R
ZTAREIZHEN . Kellogg(1996) MR S RFIER T fEICIZ A
RPATAR AR AR, FE SRR, 2 >3 UM H P e R — 4
WA RS, EEATEAR R R HIATES, — BRI
AU THIITARSEAR. BEWE -1 R,
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#1-1 Kellogg &% @& = R84 fo TAERIL K R K
TR AR IR
e L2
Mt 2 (AR HRBAT RS EEI

T X X
¥ X X
4B X
AT
3 X X
oL X

1.3 AR ik W

=i — A HEZR PR i (Triadic Componential
Framework for L2 Task Design)

prinson(ZOOI)ﬁﬁi{ﬁ*%ﬂ@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%iﬁﬂ“ﬁ%ﬂi@o fth A
NS B ERR TS M NI E R, X SR 2 A A S e 4510,
ERIRAT A (B RN Z D B BD My MR ER ) | FE A (3% i A Ja]
B ESHE M R RRER ) ESEERR T ERE, BiE
RAR(Wahpl EE. BE.0)MEENHERGEIZ T B 11 .2688) 5
FUHRIBESWEHER, BFES 5L R (s m /M JFRy/EH B
B/RBOMSE5FENLR (R BRE B/H5E) . XBER=R/E
RS ERE A5 SR =F TSR P REASEE
B, X 53 T 2K, R IX=F X R ES I E 2R E OB

—‘{Zl:o
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1.4 fE 558G &5 21 A e i
(The Cognition Hypothesis of
Task-based Learning)

Robinson I\, IWRIH R & NiE S B L RIRBEED 71, R B A —
IR IR BtEh 1) 55 ANE B 2 TR NS R B — RV R 4
i, Bk s OJLEEER RAMBA N ZELREARK; @ WK
WAREARRE ) LEE BEE B0 & R, B D9 W RN TC A AR R e K A R Bk P B
JUE (AE R EZREE) BB IE H b & A 1M BEE S 8671 @ AR
Bl ARSI T ANHE - S R AR 5 NE S 0 R AR B AR, iX
By ERETUKBESFSHNAFRRS HNATFER; O E BFHE
FHRREAE—NBRBUT ; QM ZEF W > FE S W R
O©FFEFSE 2 E R BRI EAME S OFESERES R M N5
RIS 1 S T A5G s @ M B B B 2R A S5 HE P 2 R i B S
BB RS B Bk, B, #R#E % %, Robinson (2005) #E
& — E RIS, IESS B NS SRR 31 3 B O
TR, B, T 2 AR,

1.5 HEEHRWEA &AL
(The Limited Attentional

Capacity Model)

Skehan & Foster(2001) I\ A A k015 BALEERE 712 A PR, BT A
DHERAET DI, BN, R —MEFFEENE L&
ABZHEERR, BLBANEES EROEERRRED ., B0
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HEoMISAEERESEEEENEXARESER Lo X~
A—MERAE X T EER RN TS REBXSREESOHRF
B, RFER SR ESEREME RE, AT, R AR —
A, BN RES S EIH1% , Xk 4 Skehan (1998) Fr it ity “ 58 44 3%
N "534 ( Trade-off Effect),

Skehan(2009) Hyi & 7 H A AR UM Robinson(1996) BB
2 REEERIR R T ARG TR EXN L H . Skehan(2009) I\ AR
PR A PRA, A B AR R B 20 B 2 Rl R e = AR SR A U, T
Robinson(2007)$& 5 > #F 7E 52 i & 24 AF 55 I 7] LA R Bt 3 2 254 B IR
FE , BT DAHER B 0 R B RN 24 B 2 B P B A & P2 AR W T R B IR 3%
G, (HE, TR, EZ W SLUENT TR, 55 A2 2k B O FR S 75 T B BT 78k
55 Skehan )35 5 7= HH A R 2 A0 R B 4 58 58 (Ellis, 2009), ifi B
Levelt 1 Kellogg #1515 ™ HBE 3 thaBi 8 3 B0 A TR ROk

1.6 Azt

ST BRE TESH RO EE A, T DAE HAE DRI DS H
HIAFB B, B HFAE TR IR, & TIECiZ e R Ta8 K57
R B R IRBIFE TS 2, Br A TSI o m &~ W EE
HR. o A E RO R, 5 R 2 BEENIE S 0™
H, PIIMES IR SR SRR RS R RE A 2 M
P FE T FOHAOREL, B T AR A B HERR AR R
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2 TIEBIB/BNFEEWER
A9 BT 5% [B] B

2.1 9%

ULEER, TR IRSI R EES I R H 28 2RI 703 2 S & A
BUMHRTE, DEM R S /PR G ARO &, E5%
HEESWANEREES IEWh— A EENOHA LA, AR
£55 B St AT EH— P EHXMERRHER B il —i& I35
FUHIHME R, A5 R R B RO HIT ANME FITE R S BE P R F L S &
HER 3R IEE 15 BB 518 , X B AR T RE RN 2 I E R S S5
FERFEIRI . BRSO, MR — 5 S FEH 7 BRI (1
WAEE A FE AR 20 B, CAF) RER R 2 T S F B S /KPR
Afrt— PR A BERS T M B ERTESEEE R
SJAFANE S H A RO B FANRT SR o



2 B ISR H BN PR 3R A AT 5 B

2.2 EFHEEXM EFAKEE AN
7 5 W E 12 D W

I R7EAE S R R IOTTI 4 AE AT L AF55 AR BRI 55 R v
3BT S5 H K RN IR R BT 75 # P 5% i (Wolfe-Quintero,
1998; Read, 2000; Silverman & Ratner, 2002; Yuan &. Ellis, 2003;
Foster & Tavakoli, 2009;#fi5,2008; % /b ,2006,2009)

B, T ESHEEN 3 EET S BF H 20 i AR P
AR . Skehan (1998) F5k MiEE AR RIKH =T HRK ST
EEHMERE . EHHERERIN IBE 2 E AAME 2 O AR
WEALFE AR ) PR B 11 MR AL S5 X & AR .
Bygate, Skehan F1 Swain(2001) I\ ML & —FhsE 3 FHTFIES
FHITE B, S IXMEEAMN S E TS A S, th 32 SO R &
SRR ] A NS 2 RN R R B2 . Robinson(2001) 5%t th s
AL, b WA AESS MR T2 S R R, i s AR B (2
shil e BfE0) IR R (¥ eE B 5 KE 8. EERN, 2
/D7 (2006)7E Skehan FIAESXEEFECAOMEZREL At |, N\ A FIHUT &
EANHESFEMESEENHE R, NEERBAKRE TS
AUFEEMERE NS RE RRE AEFZEE. NBUTAE
RE , EMESHEENHERBEEAENERET EENREE GBS
I SERAES ] BHE EFER GESMAE (DD fEER
S0FE ({5 B RUEEHL HEFE I R)) NS BN (T 0 B 1R Bk ) ,
AR ERAR ZRER AEREH WX ER SRR 424
B GOEE R, AT, RS MEE TR BRBAE T 25, B2
R — A IHERL

HIK, KT E 2 (Complexity ) BB 7T, RIS AE S5 M E R
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