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Abstract

The idea of a critical period in second language acquisition, or
age-related effect, has been one of the most popular research topics
in applied linguistics. The postulation is referred to as the Second
Language Critical Period Hypothesis (.2 CPH). However, long after
its prototype, the hypothesis still has the status of being both “not-
proven and unfalsified” (Singleton & Leéniewska, 2021; p. 1), as there
have been various competing interpretations. Therefore, the present
paper aims to highlight the issues surrounding the L2 Critical Period
Hypothesis research, or the question of whether and how the critical
or sensitive period affects L2 acquisition. It first introduces proto-CPH
theorists such as Penfield & Roberts (1959) and Lenneberg (1967) and
then offers an overview of major L2-CPH studies from the international
arena, by mainly focusing on 1) CP termini and L2 ultimate attainment,
2) counterargument based on highly advanced L2 learners’ data, and 3)
child-adult fundamental differences. It also incorporates the perspectives
of David Birdsong and David Singleton, two major contributors to the
field, and cognitive scientists as to how one can see the larger picture of
the research. Lastly, it touches on the recent development into “age as
the L2 individual differences (ID) factor” or “CP as a larger behavioral
change.”
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1. ZU®IC

IS SREEOR S BEELMIEREO O L DI, F 55 E 5 AN
(Critical Period Hypothesis in Second Language Acquisition, L2 CPH) 7% %,
BB T2 L EZONL MRS - SHERHCHET S0
M FREDINITHEETLIONE W) EEMIX, £ 0FEMEEEEED
TRy T &7z ZOERICE, HSHEEMSITHRANHIRIEH 00 E V)
MR SR A 2B & SAEREECE O BIGERIT VOB RO & v ) Eik
HTOMNDHLH725 9. Lo L, BRI TR, IGUIEEH SN TE 5T (not
proven) 2 KEEE N TH v 74 v (unfalsified) & V95 RMIZH 5 &,
Singleton & Lesniewska (2021) 34843 %, €2 TAMX DAL W, T
WhLEa—mX L EIEm L e AR E 05, WKHiE D CHMEDRERE
TORBERLZETH b,

Buer (2001) (2 X4E, FZEOBAME V) 2 &3, b L b EIES
(embryology) 23T 1920 SEEME N7z (p. 4)o Stockard (1921) #%
IR D 53 WA R 2 B ) F 7213 (moment or period) A% 4 2 & %R
L727s, ERSHoB 38T E Y (72 213, Lorenz, 1937, ki) <2
W, FELHELRETHWONTE . 4HTIE, H505H%RT 558
THRAB OB EAIMEDNL TV S,

SEBAERAMNoM S, oA - BEM (critical or sensitive
period) DFULTH %, BIWITEHEICB VT, HWERLT VR EOERMES
BUZ, BALERC D 2 D IGE L 7RIS s T TS ) B2 lin Tk X
W22 ENRTELOED, BLEZREHOMICHO TR o7 TEI K& R
DO ICHEELAZYBVRT )T ERMENTVD, 2D &) Aff
OMIFEEL, MY AA - FIEP21) (filial imprinting) & FFEH, ABR &
%z 615 (Lorenz, 1937, 1988) . Kl D ;AR DIFRICIE, B OBEZHENE
WIFIZRZ 2 2 &, MBRPRBRPAETH L 2L, FRICHMMDSES v
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Ck, RUHHTHALI ERENEIFSENS (Buer, 2001, p. 9 2% 1,
FLNBUBINC B D — B T LRI A F VMRS b & vy T %0
2Zh, TP EOEERO LY T AL SNTE,

T, TOXH) % [HFEOBEN] H250iE [—E0lHEZ#EE% &
HDIFEDITEIR Y AT LA B TELL 2D, ERIEED DT E 2 B
WM | (Singleton, 2003, p. 5) &, H Sk (L2) OBMICFE THRERS L
BBDIEH) e TNET, BSHEGHRIINRE T O <2 ERRIERER
e, BICHEBWRSETTORTELES > TR, UTOETIE, LIE
LIRS N B AR R LI E L 2 — L2 BT, o EEEHH LT 5
AIRE O OER - BN ZIEET 2 2 L 2ilkih b, bHAAENICE
W, S FE TICEM (2004), B4 (2008), IKFELF o B A 535 )11 (2016)
DL, K#F (2003) OEF L, BEOTIAVPAEHBZLE 2 —RHAIRET
TIRMELTVWEZEZRLTBE 72,

2. Penfield & Roberts (1959) & Lenneberg (1967) (&3 [
5B CERREA]

MR & VISl SERBLOMETHEMEND L) Il - 7201,
Speech and brain mechanisms (Penfield & Roberts, 1959) & Biological
foundation of langnage (Lenneberg, 1967) O DODEFEICL DL L TAHIKE
Vo, TNEN [FFHEERMN: SFLMoOx A =X 4] (B - BIHER,
1965), [SEEOEWFIIERE] (i - #RER, 1974) & L CTHAGEIZER
INTwa,

Penfield & Roberts (1959) 3, Skl & KD X 7 = X 2 - FFEDFH -
FREOFIZITH LT, MiEA R L IR T Thrg 32t L7z, o
BGICHET ML HGOFEbOFHEBOBEICLI 25D THLH. HH
5id, BHEVIDBOVBEDL I BWDRA N ZALIZL o THRIALT B D0 %
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RL72LET, WRETHENDIRE % L T\5 (Penfield & Roberts, 1959,
EAS-RTHER, 1965, p.239). TORFIZHWT, 9 FLREIMNAAL (stiff
and rigid) 32 MEZMHAL, T L7250 L2 12l b Dl NED R LI
BRWEFRELL, T/, 124 F 27 A0 %EWMO [HEWEN RG]
WAL TW RV or LBz RT»iT7 (p.240). MAT, FEHDRD
TR O NE L g R A2 ool e LT, MENSIEYE ($TI
AL —5 (L) 2@3%E) L0, FEb05%450w ) bICE#EE (B
BoRE, 720135~ 6 FRICHETARA 714 TElEDHZ 2H0%E) TH
BEELHEFELTNE7EA9 LIRS L7 (pp. 257-260)

—7, Lenneberg (1967, L& - MR, 1974) &, FmkldMRN 2 d o
ThbEHEE L LT, £ ORGSO EWFHRERICH - 725
Bl U7, JBEMLE SHESED L) ICHET 2oL F ) &, K#Th
ERAHEEICEILT B L) 2 TH D, BARMICIE, BER2 T E Tl
[RIEDORBAIRTE] 12H 1, 12 FLAREIE KO #RE D —HI{b (lateralization)
W& o T [ LR TR REEND (p.172) ] 720, 2F 705 12
FEHE TR SHEBAM LA, FilBEEO [FHRA] 220w Tid, »wio
POMETERY D 5. Bl 213,

A L HEBIE, WRAER 15 » HIE, BRFEEL) 212 00b
5P DRI 2 SFEOUM 2 W S 228 LR v e v B, KiNdae
BN RIBARIRBEEICH 5 2 L 1IRELN L Do L L, SiEdBoOMRI A
WA 2 L 2R THBBABIGICH T 57— 713, THUCHA~BRPSHEETH 5
(Lenneberg, 1967, 11k - MR, 1974, p.181).

RN, BHEFH ORI T DHEmRAFES TIE R W E 2R L. E56I1C,
CNENEFEAE ISR LIRO & 918l R72, 008 S B 1SR
MamrmksyseZionh, LIXILIETIHERLETO—D2TH b, HL LR
L ITIRT .
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Most individuals of average intelligence are able to learn a second language after
the beginning of their second decade, although the incidence of ‘language-
learning-blocks’ rapidly increases after puberty. Also automatic acquisition from
mere exposure to a given language seems to disappear after this age, and foreign
languages have to be taught and learned through a labored effort. Foreign
accents cannot be overcome easily after puberty. However, a person can learn to
communicate in a foreign language at the age of forty (Lenneberg, 1967, p. 176).
FYWMEEZ HFoBOKRIE, 10ROBEDUFEICBVTHE 2 SFEOHEN
WHETH 225, BEYUKIE [BFHBERE] GRXof ) Ry
CLRFETHL, —H, HIIHDEHRVFHESNTZD0EMKET 57213 TH
BWcEh 2B G352 Lid, BEHUEATEE 20, AERREERN 257
ZVBIZL - TOR, HZONBHGEIN) %, 2L, FEFERTY HEE
WPBEASIBIET 52213 TER V. LaL, AF40 F 2BV T HAHEE
WKEkoTa3a=zr—var352La2EHTHILETHETHS
(Lenneberg, 1967, ik - #1974, p.190, THUIHH).

2%, 22 R LI 10R0BE Y UETOATRTIEZWVWL, 40
ThoTH¥RILIFITES, LoaL, W (block) 2597259, Zo
10D F Y L1, Lenneberg 23 E T % SihE A ORMBIED 12 FHE
EMLCTRWZES S, Tz, BAMBRICEEZHG LG, BISIRS
FICIS N TV AT TIIHBMICHIZOT A Z I3 TEY, HEREEH -
FRICIERNEIDBLETH ), FEE IO EREH D 25% 5 2 E e e L7z,
L2 L[FIFIZ Lenneberg (&, 4EMORFm LI L2 B S AWHEIC R 5
DT LV ERT S, LNLERS, ZrbEE-T, TOZEPRIFE
F0OLHEIIE RS R0 EDBRTNVDS,

RBEOFHEEMRIE, BEXIS HENZBZErOMON TV Eod
BEE ORI OFTE R, ABEN - RN EA»SZ 0GR Z > THS
M L7AFTEE, MICEEL R VWEELRKATH 72 LFHMiL T 5, —
JiT, BRFENE, AW e HGE R - RRER - RRBRE 52 B BRBEASACEE T B
LIADBETHY, EEBIEIIOWTOEBIN L RETA R SNTRLN
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E72L L BRT V5B (p.566), Lenneberg 257R L7224 7 8L 2 & D i
HHNL, ZOROEZFEBRBWMONA ) YA X LD EOZEIIRWIC
ML,

3. BFHED MR

3.1 EBRFHOBE

AN EFTRCE @Y, — oMM ZHE 2 LIFEDITEIR Y X
FLEBETELRL W (Singleton, 2005) %389 A%, 4 7 E R
HWTHWwWON, BasEZBLEELTHWLIDOHHEETHS (Singleton, 2005;
Singleton & Le$niewska, 2021), ZDHEHEAFET L ERICBVW T EOR L
B0, [HEOHLIGHRTHLIMEOBHRE $THEV) T Eid, MOk
THUEHFZTH L0, ROTEITH L TRES AL EENHL]
& 728 Bruer (2001;p.4, ZEHR) ZHWT 5,

WA (critical period) D% 2 J512id, ZNPAMIBUEI (sensitive period),
Fe2 0% (window of opportunity), HEHIF) (maturational constraint), %
HIRFE (maturational state), SEHZEN (age factor), FHEZBIFRT 2504 (age-
related effect) 7 &L Ak HFEMEDLN TV, BIREVOEWE 2 TS
FTHILIFTERVD, REMICHZ DL, HEFINCIIMEZ Y (onset) 3B DA
BIHDY (terminus) ZHZ D E V) EREVDIEENS, TDIALIVTT
M BCE E SR OAFARZ KV ATEIASEEC D, 2 DM LARE 34558 DT D
BRI S5 55 BUEHE W) HEEICIE, BT ) O R LKD) DORERA
ZHEEECRESINTEDS T, HOITEOBFHIR S B DOTR R O FIR
BVDH b, Lo LERICE, BB T TRIZERMIMHEHS
T&7z BEOBIKFORZOIIRTH S, £ FiH MmO T T Tldw
FTNOHEDLRO5NLA, BPWHIK (Johnson & Newport, 1989; Birdsong &
Molis, 2001 (3%°) R4EHIZLA - fFhiwhFR (Singleton & Ryan, 2004; Garcia Mayo
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& Garcia Lecumberri, 2003 (Z%*) ZEDOEBPHONLZ (4L H L (B
B, 2008)0 L7=A5- T, FEMICIZME %~ oW ZEH OEAEH#EE AR
BOBVH, WTFNRLETOMREOENEEARRD S HIRMIZEbhES
LERAIRE LCHEmL TV L ET 5,

32 BAEIMR

321 BAHOKE=RE L2 FEE

AR E L 50 & B 2 3R EEE (assumptions and anecdotes) (232
FINTE 2@\ E T, 1980 R 5 2000 FAMDITHT T, HH
B R ar S E B D 2 IR AU RS M 2 S & L 72 g B FERENFZE D3
Bafibilz, WIFEICB T, B4R (Age of Onset = AQ) Ofif o % 3%
Hiz L CTEHS3EE (Ultimate Attainment = UA) DS FFET 20 &0 9 mHA°
R ERD, &5 —EDES - A RADBEIVRE NIz B HIEH
72 513K % SZFE L (Johnson & Newport, 1989; DeKeyser, 2000; Hytenstam
& Abrahamsson, 2003 7 &), & AW7EH 72 H I IMRFICHE R V2R L7z
(Bialystok, 2002; Birdsong, 2005; Marinova-Todd, Marshall, & Snow, 2000;
Moyer, 2004 72 £) o NP ICHFRROBZ R TH L I,

HFHBHITDOWT, Asher & Garcia (1969) 13 %§E%x L2 & LCTHET S
KEANDF 2= NABRTIAOFEEZHN, AOD6 XL 4256 =7 %1
T A TN B Eftam L7213, WA & SO R L OMEAEH S 5 2
& %R L7z Fathman (1975) &, HALRBRBICHGEL 12 & LCTHAET
LHEDOFEEBFRORSE - FHEE 2R, A0 6-10 AR TEIHNS Z & &R
L7zo %7z Oyama (1976) &, HAGERE CHEEZ 2 LTHMNT LM 5
V7 NOREEBRBETRIAERE2S, 12 F 2K E LTRL7Z, Scovel
(1981, Ji, 2021 XV 51H) &, WEH47V—T (BIZOH 555D L2 K
ANEL2FED, AATATRAEAA T4 TFED) ORFEEFEHICH
P, BRGEEFICHIZ20E) LIS REEZIT- 72, EOME
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AO DEDHEFEM Y DFEGVwOER AT Lk LTz FiE BT OMRO
FHE LT, Scovel (1988) &, FEEBEFHIMAE L NI L 4 5720,
Wrn R RHE % EO SR I ) S EMOPBEE TR T W L 25T, £
T 12F e EETHL LR2ICEMLIZGEIAA T4 TORELE ROV
72759 LR RTn5,

MARREE BB OEAINCO WX, FHEHOER L IR 2H RIS
Nb, Pz, Fizke Fathman (1975) 12 X 2 RREMEEEFORATIX 11-
15 ¥, Patkowski (1980) @ 54FELLIKENZHAEL T2 BR 674 (F7
it Age of Arrival = AOA (BRI A0 IZFHE L) DTF395386F 5 1
WAL AR S 19.5 4F) Oftai i BRI ZE T, 15 & TR ST 5 &
W RERRAR STz LA L, N4 U VA1) X AHFZE® Hyltenstam (1992) 1%,
FNED HBMAERZIR LTV D, ATz —FTVilix 12 LT 5ER4AD
AN Y ANEHR LLABT 425 Y FiED 124, L1 DSARAL ViED 12 44)
DOITEB L OFERLT— 2 2 UL, §i5t - UEOEMS L@ 12OV TE
2 ) I NVBEERR B O L IR L7zo ZO/E, 6 FLRIICT L A7 — )L
TAY 2 —FViEFRERG L7728, 7 OFEIEL T 5% % bl
L7zBOMIZIE, WIHERBE5 005 & TR L 72,

Hyltenstam & Abrahamsson & 3512, AO 25 L2 F53EFE O fi 2 T K 1T
HBHIEFHENL WY, =T A T4 TELEEZERT 5 72011 S
WORENLETH S L F5KkT % (Abrahamsson & Hyltenstam, 2008),
0, BAMONTEAHTH - THFHEFHBEESHIENEHTET S
ZENRTELEWVWIFHTH 5,

—7J7, Johnson & Newport (1989) 1%, KE~BELEEZ 2L L TH
9y 2 EEN - REABRISCERHE T A P2 EL7zE 25, A0 LT
A M A a7 OB BERD S BRREN R R D B 2 LATR S TAO AT
WTLabRl haREZ17TFThs] LiFmIT72. bR LAE
FER R HRE M LI, IRD L) BNETH D, 5, 24 74 Tihs LS (L
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VRN T A bW CHEIPHO AN OMEEHES %2 8159 5 BRI AO 3-7 F
ThY), TOZETFYAFHETH LD, A4 T4 774 2712%5IZIFA07
FHOBENOMIIHD B LENH D, L LAOSFLREICE S E, AO
ETAMATTEOMBBRIE, AT AR EWV 810 ¥ HiR4ICT R
WML, 17TFURET vy A TFUATRICRLE L, 20k, &
WAER T L2 B2 A L BBEORIZE A T4 774 7 LHE SR
AT dp o 72 mins, L2 A O R ko7 LTWwb, ZOffF
Ze1, ERFIIIZE sl i 2 o - mE 2 FEREZE L L CRLED I HhTw
5o

Johnson & Newport (1989) 2SBS0 ¥tk m AR L72L 912, 474
TAARKA TA T T4 A A EOEFCRFHEIC L - TE, #HEO
B S (termini) 23 % Z & (Multiple Critical Periods Hypothesis) %7879
M5ed L b3 H o7z (Seliger, 1978) B 2 1E, HHHE I D Seliger,
Krashen, & Ladefoged (1975) (&, KRENZBMAELEEZ 2 LTHAELL
NT T A NBEE O L2 5 EH ISk L CRBEFE 22 2k xirv, BRI
RAEREED D H L IR LTz BARINCIE, A A T4 TREREOFRE E R
ENzDIZTA09F T, ZITHEREAR D v E R Sh7-05 A0 11-
15 %, & L CHAE T 16 F & f5mD0 720 [MIERLS, Birdsong (1991) 3 38+,
A, SO BRI L ITHR R DA KA D B T LR L7z BRI X o
TR B HAE mAVE L 2 BHNIZNEERE D — ML & JRTEL DR ZEIZ L 52 b D
T, BHEAER A O %I RS BRI 5E b & Eik 5 (Seliger,
1978) o

& 512, Hyltenstam & Abrahamsson (2003) 1%, /X4 Y ¥ FIVHFZE DO
HMPD, NAY UTIVEREDRFLAEDE L% ML LGzt L <
Who 2FHBTHENIEBNA ) VILVGEETH S, 728 ZWEICE
WTCAATATDOE)IZEFEINS L2 EHEN WL LT, LT/
DY HNVAGOBEZFHLEDETVWAEZ L3 %L, H5WAMIETHA
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TATHBEDL ) GREEZRTIEE R VWERRE, TNANALY) I H
WEDHRGLENSTH B

322 REKDKGE

—7, WEHOFGEE % BAERER LN A Db T v ¥k L2
&L CTHEAT 2GRS O & - BRI % S A BRI OV TR
~ 7z Snow & Hoefnagel-Hohle (1978) <Tix, EMZR AO DA 87 Mg
Won7zns, RIS Z LR 2 NBEI B ONah ol ATV Fili%Y
DD T1LHEH D 51 I3\ T A b &2 FEi L7/ R, ooy HTid12
15 E RN GEFE1IFEATH Y, AOA L AO RFRUHT) OV —T7K
QML AT VFFERFEY, 1EPBX RN TS0 F 7V —T L 12-15
FIN—=T 0D EFL AT U FEEEMZ D X ) 127 - Twiz (best control
of Dutch)o 3-5F 7NV —=71ZE&THOT A MIBWTAITHIMELr -7z (3-5
FOTA M TELPIE S S TEHER2 LR BEHHEICHLTE
ZIE FREZOFFER TV W) KmTH S, %o HGSE (Harvard
Graduate School of Education) £ » % ¥ 2 —IZBWT, Snow (&, L2 IS
WA VL W) ZLEFTETF Y RICL o TURINTEY, FLLERDOER
HOMINZH HHE IR L TEEZTOLOTIE AL, FREOBMIEIIF#
ERBRICZAL S 2MOER (T TIMEHM>TVE, A I TV—%L)
9 2, BhES 7RSI 2 L S 2I& L 20 7% AW FATuE DAY AEH
LTwW5hLiEo>Tws (Bucuvalas, 2002) .

EWAME—DORBEN TRV E T2 RIS D D, HlZ1E, Bialystok
(1997) & Bialystok & Hakuta (1999) 3 L2 FESHI O & F &b OB
WZBER 2 $%1F A1) T, Johnson & Newport (1989) DFELF A b & A7z,
Z O, FEEORERHAAN MO R S OBl ED N, M — 0%
KTl 2 v & F ik L 72 (Hakuta, Bialystok & Wiley, 2003), f {2, Flege,
Munro, & McKay (1995), Flege, Frieda, & Nozawa (1997) 513, &85

76



TSN STHR 2P B A i < 58 25 ol 8 1 B S RGS

WHVERERL Y 25585 20 &) Ad, R X D b RO ESREL v L
o Twd, &b}, EIROD LB/ ERERBEO BRI X -
T, PR E B2 5 BRI B INTWwb, #21F Bongaerts, Planken,
& Schils (1995) ¥, HROHLRBETREZ 2L L THBETEIFT T VS
NFBRBEZFEL, RAOFEZFITFHEINM (phonetic training) DR)HAH
5L umR L7, Nikolov (2001) 1374 EFEERBE CREFIN R I8 % Bla
L7y ) = NEBHEDOFFIZOWTHREL, YHERESE O RN % =
RBEMIIE AT o728 2 A, Fikilk - MOER - Bl - 2w - @k L i
Ji - REHWG - BFN— a3 YR EAB S, RAZIZAEROALF ZHi )
WA HDHZ L EIRTEL 72,

ERFHEDOHFRNIZOVT, Cenoz (2003) @ L3 & L THOHEEHAITETIE,
A, RhEE, S, WS, WA RE OB, BEL EFANR—
¥a VIELHE OB S N z. — T, Muboz (2003) OF—F )L
FEIFZEIC BV Cid, EREOTVBEGEEIH LW RRERD, €D
WHERIEINRFEL M -8Bl Tdh - 72 72, Garcia Mayo
(2003) ® L3 & L CTOEFEOIEMHIM 7 A 2BV T REKIZ, FEHR
DFWBHAA T4 TORE LWL ZRL, FERED XY FFHEWHRDE
WX BEMPEAUR SNz, — MBI, AHEREE LTo L2 7213 L3 o Biss
IZBWTIE, ERFOBIHBEN OBMMERTERBIROM R £05d % L i
ShTwa,

KB K E L v 27— 2T, BROAEERE EFERD (HC
H45) OBfR % FR72D1E Chiswick & Miller (2008) TH 5 2%, AFELERS (9
b b RMGFER) LREDOMBIIHEHRICTRLCBY, RAROHEIMIREL
RTEILH Y b F T - KAV MNIRSING Doz EFEOWIETIE, Ji
(2021) 253&3E% L2 & LCEAT 2 EIAO AEMFETH O EE & A0 OBIfR
RIS, RIIBIGE L BB E O T BIBOECICEEE R LD 12,
L2 L, EHOBE I TRZVWAEBRLTWS I L L, BRIBEGEIC
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ZAEMORF Z M) HK & L THWEFN—3 3 v LFERE P 0EE 57
Zr %R L7, 72, Han & Bao (2021, 2023) 3ft&WsAny7 7o —F
NHOEEIT, TEHERADMIIIENEEDOEDD 5, FKEZ, K

DFBEFLOMIZSEEEDOEDN DD I L 2RIE LT, FRDItoZE
HWob Y O S 2 L7z,

B BIRFHIALT B 121E, TS — B AHH D2 HH, FHlZREICL
MOWM—MTH DI EDLETH S (VanPatten, Keeting, & Wulff, 2020) ,
Z 2T, WIHPGEOHRRE LT, BEMZzHEZTHLAL T4 TEHED LD
BRUNVIZEREL ZZ2ER RO NIE L o Tid a2 v e w) FENH 5
(Bongaerts, 1999; Bongaerts, Mennen, & van der Slik, 2000) » Birdsong (1992)
B12 & LTD7 T ¥ AGHERFICEMERN 7 2 b & MEJEHD: (Think
Aloud Protocol) %47\, ZO#iR, MEMNZHETHrOL AL 71 7 L%
LR S MBI e R BB o722 & R L7z F 72, loup, Boustagui,
El Tigi, & Moselle (1994) %, 21 ?‘“C“EF“%*@@ T YT MIBEL
ADL2ELTOT FETEHRIY T MASORBIER D THRY - LR
ﬁbtéﬁ%&%ﬁ%bt%%,ﬂ%%i$4%47%%tﬁ%VNw:$
LCTwaEHEENT Ioup HiE, ThEHoT, BEHZBXTHSK
L7zBlsd s e FkR L7z L L, RADL2EEENAA T4 Til#ED &

RRe)) & BEAS T S M EMERRIE, Bley-Vroman (1989) 2 XiuE¥nw (nil),
Sﬁﬂﬂ(wﬁ):ih@S%@ﬁFﬁkW5(EMm@J%%mJ@O

INFTRRZE I, WAL HFL IR, SFEROAFEH 5 2
HWAERDFERBIMHNT NS EFPT 5, L2 BHRIEEOMRITIE, T
EDERANDOHMDEID Y T K RARLOBIZHBAEDED o Fhid—
BICEDN TV BIZERENTRVDEETIIE, H5VIREROBEIL
HHDVERDODARZHMIMO POERBZ ZITH T L2072 FhiL

L2 BABAEFL VLA, W AD#ENIIRDES S,
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323 FEHEXADED L2 x HZX LDERIHEE

TFELERAND L2 B/ REL L, —BOALICE->THLIFLIE
WS, B, AN OFM RO - 5IRL - BEZR EDIRRT
Hbo ORDODHEANE VA A VACKEREICR D, EHOBRBTETHEL
Db, LoL, Zhihrd CICBo BEORFESHE NN S X )12k
BVEDR, SV EPERCMTI L THES 2 EOBHND 5.
F72, RKAOHE, BUEz-o THORER LR EOMTHEAS L 0%k %
EBIRIND L) Db, —HT, BOGELICH S TRETEST
C LI o HARANINBA, BN LB ATy POAPLEL X
IBRMETI2 A2 HIIOT, BHOTEI b LML LIkl D—
el 7 A IEZ o

Wi, L2 B OFEESE )R (product) k- 72if%E% W T&
7273, Bley-Vroman (1989) 13 L2 H#5 0 (process) OMLEICIEH L, [T
EHLERANOBBEA N ZALIRL 5] L3 2 HRMNHEMRD (Fundamental
Difference Hypothesis) %Wz 7z @i, T ERADERIIE RS &
W) B RO A B 72 N—Ta Y THY, LI ZOMENT
ETHDOPEEDL)ETHHDTH 572, Bley-Vroman (1989) &, 0
MEDOARE 2 NN, SEEH, B (internal, linguistic, and qualitative) 72
bOTHLHELEL TS,

Internal: It is caused by differences in the internal cognitive state of adults
versus children, not by some external factor or factors (insufficient
input, for example).

Linguistic: It is caused by a change in the language faculty specifically, not by
some general change in learning ability.

Qualitative, not quantitative: The difference is not merely quantitative; the

domain-specific acquisition system is not just

attenuated, it is unavailable (p. 50).
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M, 427y bOELREDOHERIZL > TTIEARL, FELERAD
WRFRABREOEWIZ X > TR Sh (WER), Siitkee - SRk
DEAIC Lo TRISINS (i), 20, FLOITIIRIRMER XA
S XL L DS, STEEAG OWS Y X T IR E L DITHIEL R h bk
RNERFBEA D = AL ZMEMT 2L 1255 L) HNEEILTH S
(BH)e 2L C, KADOHEGEFE I TR ORFAE] 37 v & Bley-
Vroman (1989) (Zii~<Tw3,

AT EL D28\ HA S = AL ERAD L2 FHG A B = X 23R
IZH 72 % 2 L & FBR L7z Scovel (2000) 1, 2O XH%, TLbERADH
2d % LB S NEBIHET 2B Z2EVS L DN EEOT, Zh
WCEoT TRINIERWIEERW] Ew) T2 e L fiirtTn s
WD (p. 213)0 Z DA AENF % D "> T DeKeyser (2000) 1, &
DEHIHHL TS,

... the Fundamental Difference Hypothesis (Bley-Vroman, 1988) ... states that,
whereas children are known to learn language almost completely through
(implicit) domain-specific mechanisms, adults have largely lost the ability to learn
a language without reflecting on its structure and have to use alternative
mechanisms, drawing especially on their problem-solving capacities, to learn a

second language (DeKeyser, 2000; 499).

T ELITARFFHICM SN L P THIRY (implicit) IZSFEZ &HI220F, X
PNy — & HIRCNTEILT 245, RAIZIIEFI U X 7 = X 8385w, &
D7z, MHTMIHIRI (explicit) 7% - WIEMILEET) & BRAE L TRk -
GHIC /NS — v % %5 (Paradis, 2004) . KA & T- &b OHEZHE S
DeKeyser (2000) ®OFEZEAFEIE, CEMEHIKT 2 + (Johnson & Newport,
1980 » — R ZE) & @Y7 X b (Modern Language Aptitude Test,
MLAT) (Carroll and Span, 1959) # V73D TH b, KEE v v )N—7
JHBAE e 57 S DN 2 ) — R CPI94ER 55 oF © 42 4425 16 ¥ DL
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RelZ AL 15442516 F & D RIS AR 10 £ EAER) OWEFEF— & 25087
L 723 @7273%, Bley-Vroman ® £5k% b L ZIRD X 9 LWF7eEL % 7 T7z01)
AO L CHEMHIW T 2 PO RIAOMMBEBEEERT 1 2) TELORaT
EREHPAO R T 2 WH RN, BN FilENEE S HHRIISCEL —
VEHIZOTS 3) CEHBIC X > THBBMRIER 2 Y, £ TOHHE
RMOEEEZ FTEbITTIER v, €L TRHFEMIEDOHE, Bley-Vroman
(1989) DOMARIYHERT % 0 LT D Mm & Lo 72h, I 05 idk4
IR H B FE—IZ, KRAOWEE THRA T4 TiiE LNV o L2 BEH
FEEEE G R L2 N, BRI - 00T 19 2 BEfR e ) &2 637 o T
Tl ldbhhol, I, BRREE BRARY) THICOITS L2 B
WZBWThH, Stk CUEAN0BRZN) 3 L2 BRIEEO PN & %
B ENIRENTz, BEIT, A0 LEMEOD D IZBL TIE, #tEAMR E
7P RS (BENER L 2D E Vb)) 1285 T, AO
BRELRWE RO, 72, KA THh D L2 ISz #ICE > Tkl
HostiEz L, Lo L, FLd0FEEICIT#EEZIZIZEboTELT,
b D IZHERINFE A 5 = X LD T W5, DeKeyser (2000) 1, A
HIMER 2 R D X 5 (IR L 720

The hypothesis implies that only adults with a high level of verbal analytical
ability will reach near-native competence in their second language, but that this
ability will not be a significant predictor of success for childhood second language
acquisition (p. 67).

Thbb, HEme LT, TEDIHIRRHAST=ZALMIRANCRS ERD
DA, ZNEPRNFEI M- TRIEET 2 &) FIRTH D, BARETIR
SHAMBEHOENCRKADORD, ZNE2EfEi§ 52 LA3TE %, DeKeyser
(2000) 1%, 6-7FH5 16 F T TOBICEHAM DD, ZOMEIEEH XA
Z X LDVEBNCZEALT B &) FEFRICEB W T, Bley-Vroman (1988) DA
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HOAHE 2 SR L 72 (p. 518)0

4. Birdsong & Singleton » &R T % [E_SEB SR

4.1 Birdsong Dis

Rk L7z & 912, 2000 4EHi# £ Tl L2 BRFI O AE O IHFIR - ASSFFIR
PR L TS, ZORHHOWZE % 4531 L 723548 David Birdsong (1999a)
® Second Language Acquisition and the Critical Period Hypothesis \Z1%, ik
DRI N TS (KF 2006, )11 2018 255E L),

Birdsong (1999a) | XA, SCHFFIROBIIZIE, i o> 1k [l s o> W] B4
(neural plasticity) D32, FikE1H#RE (language learning faculty) ~®
T 7 AAEE, THHULERE ) & A L 7R RO SR EE R O (v
bW % less is more [HIBRAFF ), HEALETIVIIBIT L HARKOT LD D
B (Use it then lose it.), fEHI L 72\ 2 &I X 2 SRBEAHEREO i (Use
it or lose it.) (\xb W %, Johnson & Newport (1989) 254R %3 5 exercise
hypothesis [ {TAEARE ) 7 EELRFMEIL L LTEIF 5N Tw 5 (Birdsong,
1999a, pp. 2-8; K, 2003), HLFIRIZ L Bkl B VT, L2 OE ke
Y5 > A %7k L7 Johnson & Newport (1989) & [FBkniEimz i L7-iLd
%\, HiB OB Y Johnson & Newport (&, 4E#h & ST 7 A - @ B4R
BTFETERA T4 THBEFM L THo72b DD, 7THEBUTHEMMITT
WL, 174 H720) TRAITHAIIESD &ALt L, BEMHZIC
Be BB LA AO IZFEEO PR T I R b aWnwZ 2R LD
DT %, Johnson & Newport (1989) = Patkowski (1980) AS/R L 722 ®
£ BRBOIMNTD, L2003 5w Ty 2L EhTwid e
Birdsong i3 &£ T 5%,

Birdsong (1999a) ® L ¥ 2 — |2 XX, AEFFROBRIE, FilBkiEo
BT — 5 OPUICOVTTH %0 BEMPER KA Z - THhH L2 Bt

82



TSN STHR 2P B A i < 58 25 ol 8 1 B S RGS

BB L7 ANOHIZHAA T4 T T4 7 BRIGEEZ B S5 Avviug,
WEERE 2 IR E L LTRIRT 5 2 L ICIMEEICR S K5 2800w, 322
Dt v a y T TIZR~R72% Birdsong (1992) 277z, 12X LTH
WEEAR BRI L7277 2 A NERFE (AO 27 11.5-28: BRI E AV 2 )
D BIIRAERD & SCEMEHIRT T 2 D OMBIZ-51 0, BEEAEEIC L THE
B SO %3452 LA L7z, $72, Bialystok & Hakuta (1994)
i3 Johnson & Newport (1989) # X ¥ 44 L, v M+ 7 8% 17 ¥ Tld%k
Q220 FWEZ72E LTHBEL CRAPNL LIIHLTBY, Fhmd 0
BISPGE & B ARG E oM TS E T 5 L L7 (Bialystok & Hakuta,
1999) .

% 72 Birdsong & 2018 FED L ¥ 2 —@ T, Mo #y:, AR 12
B, FEROBE»SWmEERAL TW LY, SHEEBERES TRV
(non-uniformity in language learning) ™, B L2 H& L 5#I L2 HA W
FORMPZP SN0 TH Y, L LAMEZ, Mo BTk L s L2 o]
EVEDEW N - BERINER L 2 > TV RO E ) hRd 2 EWKRFELZ LR
RTWwb, 2F ), 1207 FFMBKRORELWIIRELTLL, ZOADR
BIRY - RN - SEENISE, ZLTEFR=Vary - TATFYT4T714 - J
JE - #EB EOFEBRER EoRE (A Sl —HADIRE) L LTH
BTLIENPEETHS, L7225 7T, AO & X ¥ % # (metavariable) &
MR L 7275 v & Bk T %,

% 7z Birdsong (2018) (%, AO IZE{BEZEEOPFWAK L LT, FLHD
INAN) YITNVERRFEE (FRENA ) 0, Befith N4 ) ¥ V) 12
LT, ERICR>THLDAT—=TVa yRBROI VT 7 A M LTYH
HHEETH L LBRRTVD, DF 0, N4 ) VHNGEHEE 2%,
RMAER BZEME LTI RETE ARV E W) BHEATRENT VD, NS
VUV R E L2 FRFIIIGE T B R R o 2 M, £/ VAV
E LIRS, L2FEHO L2 AA T 4 TEEHE O, SEPLL T
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7L Th, HEBRBHORTHYRLTEHEMXIE (deficiency) Tid7Z
WEFEIRT %,

PESk L2 FIEREICBIT A FAFE T, A4 T4 TEEE I V=T ORfE %
L ED, 12FEHEDEN )V - A T A THEEVLOIEEPS ENITE
BELCTWb 2 (HEEAD 25) ZEREMITRT &) HEFILIELIEED
NT&7z, ThE L2 fiRiE# % gD T, Md»5EPELNL D0 %
R DEN, T, A T4 THEHEDOVWDLO® DA A T 47 A (nativeness),
F72E A4 7475427 %X (nativelikeness) % &0 X 9 ITEDT, K
ZHELTWDOHE W) ME% Birdsong (2005) 1353 5. H—5ik
TI2=T ALV T4 TEHAOEBINEEN L, HEHEII =711
W3 12 5EB 0 SET (Hymes, 1972 2919 X 9 7%, % 7- Hyltenstam 5 7%
BT 5 L9 RERAEVIIBVWT) KT 22 ENORERETH L,
AT4THAAERELTLHDRICHL TS 2L, HARSHFNIIENEEH
BOAA T4 TEBAPLT LS EHREFMSHMZRTIOICE ROV E,
World Englishes ({0 HFEEFE) FHZFICL->TLIFL P I N S
(Jenkins, 2007; Kachru, 1982) .

4.2 Singleton DR =

David Singleton &, A% o 5 EELimEr EBBAICRAE L TE 2
EERZIDHEFEFBEDOVLN THD, INFTEHOFHE - L 2 -
(Singleton, 2003, 2005, 2007, 2023 7 & ; 3£ 2% |2 Singleton & Lengyel, 1995;
Singleton & Ryan, 2004; Mufoz & Singleton, 2011; Singleton & Le$niewska,
2021 2 L) 2L T, DHOBMBIZWS2IZT S L LIRS 24t
FEfOR L, R, BRAM MO\ ELRERKRE L TR 2 EITITEEZ
TRETHLILER/RHLTE 7,

Singleton & Lengyel (1995) 1, KD [12 # %A T4 TD X HIIT AT —
5120, BB T 5 DML EL O TG TH L, d5FHET
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ELLEERERTRIITERLL D] LWIHIFEZFITH L THER VY%
L7260 2000 EG O, BBl 2T 2 AOEEI KL LS
(Garcia Mayo & Lecumberri, 2003; Singleton & Ryan, 2004 7 &) I, L
Yo —im XA &n7z25, T, Singleton (2003) 1, #F5eH O TiES
Lk PR R L R ROLIICE LD, LIFLIZTIH SN &
7205, WO TR

(1) after a certain maturational point, the L2 learner is no longer capable of
attaining native-like levels of proficiency;

(2) after a certain maturational point, successful L2 learning requires markedly
more effort than before this point;

(3) after a certain maturational point, L2 learning is no longer sub-served by
the same mechanisms that sub-serve child language acquisition (Singleton,
2003, p. 8).

Frwslt, (1) HAEPEHEZBETHD L2FFH 2 MmO, A T4
TOEHEESR, (2) HEIEMRFHEZBETHDL L2 FHEHROTHK
W HI121E, TR E BN DI S WEIIEL, (3) &5 BN
HEBEZ L, LR2FFICTFEDOFTHMEBLE LA =X LMW A2
LLHAMD Z EDWHETDH S, Singleton (2005) &, WFAHEL D
NEXF L) LKL MR (i (D ~ 3) ZHREICLTWwS, £
D LICEVIGHAKRDERAEDIIHE>TLE ) LBEER L,

Singleton & Ryan (2004) @ * & 312 XU, ERFEIIARE ORI Tk
DEIBRSODVYERH B, ekl Ea—@mXTHHINTWEDS, T2
KD TELED D,

(1) “The Younger = The Better” : T- & & B0 12 L2 B 15 % Ih o 72 & 13,

EROFPHLHRT, LVHFNTHYIEDT 5,
(2) “The Older = The Better” : &M H 2 VIR AOMWIC L2 BiF %16
WDI2HL, ELOEEHH L HANRT, BRI X D REWNTH ) KT
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b0 COLET Y AREHERE,LHOLN TV,

(3) “The Younger = The Better in Some Respects” : 1 & & K12 L2 &
ZIROZ NI, SFEROEEH LT, HHWHFITBTIT L YRy
HTH YIS %0

(4) “The Younger = The Better in the Long Run” : & - KA L2 2%
BEE, NI X DR 2EA, RMMICH S & L2 BE G E 54
DTV, R L VETT 5,

(5) “The Qualitative Change” : & 4 KA LLIFEIE, L2 OB S MR IZEN
&b D (p.61, BIFRIZER),

Z @ Singleton O F & 12, E 52— Seliger (1978) OEEEMZ TH <,

(6) “Multiple Critical Periods”: li O R LIZ—BF THAH 2 D TIE R0,
RpbI A IV T TEHEOKA RHEBIEE S 5 (Seliger, 1978; p.
16) -

& 512 Singleton 1%, Birdsong & FkEIZ, FEmic oW TRER 21T H )
TWw5 (Mufioz & Singleton, 2011) : (i) &4 74 7Taig O I EORE
L2 FEREOWEOWAEL & LTEHA, (i) L2 B OB —ERITThED,
(i) WFZEHEPH O 228k S (MO FFEFIY - SUIRMZ B8/ G S h
TVWHOTIRZVA), (iv) RAOBERIIF LS &RR L HOHIEE - T
WBEDOTERVARE (p.2)o

e T DI E 50 Singleton & Lesniewska (2021) X 2T TOREOHLETE
BRI E B EZAHLLE 22— TH b WHDORREFEMEIT O W THEHI I
HeN T, BRI oRL L E#£PILE (profusion) L TWT, 2OW%Ess
Wi B 1Y (piecemeal nature of research) TH 5 Z & # B UM L7 (p. 1),
L2 OGN S 13 [HEAEY 2R Z RV, <7 oS 3Tum - LB
MWEBOMESEHE LT (p.21) ] SN T2 LT 5, TORIZD
WTid, Birdsong (2018) ¥ [fkOFIEZ LTV 5,
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5. MEDFBHMFED S DER

BAFHEO I 51, EFEEBOBRENFEIREN TS, L2457
BEE OHE T TV % FRAEHARICKGT L7z D1, Hartshorne, Tenenbaum,
& Pinker (2018) Td 5. k513, # 67 A (R IRAEIE 20 RF1X) ©
RE Y2 TN A AOREFE RS - RS E O T — % 2 Hv, HBERE
i - AO - BB ORI E % 5 % 720 O L2 BRUREEE
HEFNVOREZRRAT, ZNFE TOMFIINIZEICOVTIE, FEATZEOE)
HNAE E BRSPS ADIE 2 S [V, ¥ ] 12 BERDIED 500
WOV THIELERPBE TV ERHT L TV L ESIZTETVICHETE,
L2 MBS OB S I REM o ZIZh O S TH B 174 F F TR,
TOBELIKT TS MM L. TOMA XD %IC, Hartshorne &
Germine (2015) 3% A 7 LAEWMICOWT, By A7 (EM - AW Eo
HEEART EHEE) 2 M) ORI 10 ROBRPTRREIIKT 5225 fhosy
Az (EY A b, EHORMERE, S Emiiks L) OREUIKT L7
bOVIZLAERL, BIOBANEDL - LBV E THER S S & TR L
72o TOZ L, BBEMBRNEA ORAEREROZIIC X 5 LHPI SNz, &
B, T OLEHIZ Johnson & Newport (1989) DfEHE L 1ZIZ—FKT 5, F 7=,
B UHNBERHENA ) AN B O LT, 200 L1 2RO
EHZEZONLFARNA ) YN THoTH, €/ ) Y ANPLIELL RIS
N2dE) MMM EERLAZEEML . 2 1id Abrahamsson &
Hyltenstam (2008) S25EiE L T E 724 (k) #34% 3 543, Hartshorne
LI Z0EDOFEYIE LTEHRAN (input) OEZFEITFT TS,

Z @ Hartshorne, Tenenbaum, & Pinker (2018) ®/R L 72174 1122\,
Hernandez, Bodet III, Gehm, & Shen (2021) &L AR ¥ 2532 CTHE2AL
kA To FEEOBFE TR LM EAMEHICFHER SN L WHIE 2T
(ZHEDWT, R &I L2 R E OB Re) (BEmeY 7 A F v
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ELTD) LI PVEBOMEZRTOTIE %R, —HNZRBHEREOI
TE—HTHWEENDY, LV RELEMFNLBEOE (alarger
biological window of opportunity) 2SF LA & W) Z & AaDTidhwnwr b &
RL72o T®Z kix, Watson, Robbins, & Best (2014) AR L7z, HHiEZ%
EOHIHEMFE & SERAIE OFEEIIZ LB O B AME N T 5 W BBk 2R3
b0 TT°T, AL 2 S BEMNT-FICH D L W) ERDE T LI
BT, BOWERITRSINAZZ L3R, SHEUAORMA T VISiEY
FRICED L) Bz Rzdor, FUEZWTRICTLZETVIEH L0k L,
PHE 2 ME O LEW.AH 5 2 & % Hernandez 513385 L 72

6. BhH)IC

SmEAOBRERIEE, FNARLITHoTDH, 12 (FhkEhUE) THo
Th, EEOERPEH T 285 DBIREWHE TH S, P TH L2 HA
ORI LI EBLELY, 7oA L FEEIEAEIBN, HEF—T
BWIEPHOLNTWEDIRIZZETTRNRZEY) TH D, WAEREAIET
SERNIRE & 7228, B 21 3MERS (personality) - S#E#YE (language aptitude) -
RERE (attitudes) - BB (motivation) - %% A ¥ £ IV (learning style) - 4E 5 (age)
REBZIF 5N S (Lightbown & Spada, 2013), % Z Tl 4ERNE, AWK
REREDTHDARLE LT, HRPRE R EOIMWER EM B % b
DL LTbWbh b, 72, Birdsong (2018) 2S4EHEE X ¥ L H & R+ 2
EERBELIIDIC, EEE, ERICRBICONTIET LM E X ¥
SHENAOE, FHANPS 525057 4 — Ny 7 OFE, BIFkOA - RS,
NGB EDHE L EICLRECHDL Y LET 5,

Can the late bird catch a worm? & \» 9 I TIKH %2 Mi} L 72?13 van
Boxtel (2005) TH 525, B E S THOREHIALI LDV TE D0 7?
T&RLLS, BHoRET 20 Mmr?  F7z, EEICE, BEExo
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B ZHE 2 T2 00 &) o R SER S Bk, L2 B
G L L2 RBGE OMNIREBIIR 2 5. RAOK BT TIZ—2H L7z
B fioTWT, »ORHRENTREL, &5REOUMKMMEEITE T
BY, R ERBERHSsTwb, T2, L2EHEILTMOIrOHEE
REWIHDH, COBRTIE, "MV Y HIVZXL0EZHTELHT 5
Hyltenstam & OB AEHTHA 9o A ) U HNTH B L256H - FHH
DB ML RAAEPEEIE, WhWRHENLRE Y Y IVEEE (ideal
monolingual speaker-hearer) O ZFM % —OEbLELdDOTELRVALTH
5o

F72, BOEOBHFHAIZRICE D, TER KD bW EHRL RN Chtait
BREHIVPFELIRTLAEL W) RRIREIN, L2 BWHOBMS 2ok
AREREDIT & OBIENETHET§ 5 2 L DUEMEIVRIZE N TV S,

fiam & LT, IEERAOHIKRLEW AN TR 7T I v 72 Byl & §
5 [FRFHMEE ] 2 LD L) IR ZFHEROFEBICYN TR0 0L v ) |
ik, BRI CIEE—Hx ATwiv, LaL, Ft L2 B HoM—KE =0
AW FERPE RN & 2R B DO WFFROMTHN, TIhb, Fit
BERO—2H 5 VIEAYERERGTEZHN NI EAT VD, T2,
RO B, FRAIRREEDOIL T & OBE A SLBEIC L2 X W K& 24T
A F N OEALERZ B FPEATR STV S L IEBEREREV,

WRICHR BN, GOLIEDNTERP TP EHHLI L2 BRI L
THE2,
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