HESUV 7 e —F & iz
oV a—FEEE LB _SEES

moAR AT

1 [FE®HIC

YAFAT 4 THREESD LWREEZRT TE CODITE, 5 SiEHA
. JERE A TA R EME LI A Ty T Ra—2%&H
¥k =T A %)\Té%ﬁ REY AT TEBY . £O—RELTay
Va—X &t Liza 3 =2 =4~ —3 3 > (computer-mediated communication)
(CLF CMOBHN 2B OD L 91272 »C& -, ZNE TOETIE. CMC
23 L1 (first language)lZ[HT 2 2 & e < FEHSEHEAMHEHT 2 E#E SO 5%
RBBHZEPREDLNTWALIET TR, TRTOFEEFICILY A
RENTFEEZ M LMOFEE L OB zRET L&, TLTIVEDR
VN L2 (second language) 7 4 A 2 — A &L A TREIZ R T LR RS
|Z 4TV 5 (Cheng, 2010; Sullivan & Pratt, 1996; Warschauer, 1996), %7,
FAYTA AT vy FROEF - BT A RHE Y AT LEHWTZFRIH CMC
(synchronous CMC) (L F SCMO)IZB W T, #ix RIEVSEE G AT B
DEBL TYEENERSHENENZRES TN I 2 =T 0 OMEL
AL T DI ENRSN, FEEDEMERNETT N—2 3 ) CMC R
BEE2FEDROm B BN D Z &R R STV A (Darhower, 2002;
Thorne, 2008; Warner, 2004), =D —J7 T, E A—)b, AV T A R leT 4
ATy a7 x—J LR LDT 7 A NMIOI R CMC (asynchronous
CMC) (LT ACMO)WF4ETlX, AR D BR IR B CIRE ] oD il K9 & 13 L |
7 — LN B Y TN (focus-on-form  reflection) 72 17 Tl 7e < EMe & B
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il L7 2 = =% — 3 “(meaning-oriented communication) % {E#3 5 & L
T, XET 4 A2 — 2O S D358 S 41TV 5 (Lee, 2008),

EDHIT, FETRERON, CMCIEA > T A VZEFER Y N T — 7 OREEE
RT 4 T ARNT 2 bRl U, EHE 2 B2 72l ~ OFFER, a8y, U,
BURPEHEE 2 O LU CRET 5 &0 5 R ThH S (Lam, 2008; Miller &
Slater, 2000), CMC 23 ALREOIHMR &8z 2% FN 2N 5 2 & 2B ET
LEe T 7 RbIIREAOSEFE M T 2 FERE LTk L
MR, A=k T 1 v 7 RBIbSE & 2RI D #aSURTEE) O LR TR
ELTIERASNARRIZEALILEBZDRETHA D, T 741 L Hill;
EAFTEIC BV TIE, BEORIYbA & —T 7 v a U mE L Rk, FEE
DREEREOHIS & 72 D4E2 « SUBHEL & 135872 5 553509 - 4R U briE#
WIS ND Z EBEZ B, ZDOEBE~ORGZ@ L FEENRLED L DI
B OSEMRENZRIEISE TV, AT T4 U TOHE_SETFE L
FoTA A B =T I a BN ED XD R E R ONEBEST L L
DIFELRD, SHIZ, T7AMNZEOLDITERE Y THET TR, X
b, #x, ar 772 FEaIa=T 4, FEEOAI2=T AATO
PMERY |, fthE & OREYE, TF_X—var, ZELTTAT VT AT ARE
DAYV ER & FEEOSTEEAEE 2RO LEDbE RN LB R LD
HIZEMARAIRERD EBZOBND,

ARGTIE, H_SREECRT 2R UER T 7 —F 2 iz CMC B
JeEAAIT L, scaffolding, # A 7 HUZ#z 1) (task-based language teaching) (VAT
TBLT) . B3bfA > % —7 7 v a ., SiED 2 b (language socialization)
& CMC O EMEZ BT 5 2 L T A %O CMC HIFED T TAMEIZ DUV T gt
T %

2 Scaffolding & CMC

B SREEAICB T A SHEIIRIEDFZE (cf. Zuengler & Miller, 2006;
AR, 2012, ete) 12XV, CMC BREZICHE W T LGRS T2 A M &
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FRAT 2O TIIRSHRT DI ENAREL 2D | IZEDORG & L CTHENE
72T T3 < CMC & AW OFIEAKRYFETEENC b A2 M b
5 X 51272 o T & J=(cf. Warschauer, 2005), Warschauer (2005)/d, Kramsch,
A’Ness, and Lam (2000) D234+ CMC BREEDOWFFEZ T Y LI, CMC Bi5i Tl
MEEDT 4 ZAa—ARMEY HEh, FHET CMC 2FHTH5Z 812k T
JANEELLETTERLST 7 A MELH EOBAIZAIY BT 5805285 Z
EMTED LML TV D, Fio, REHN CMC ICTHRET DRFEE L DA
VIA A a=—a SR LT T 2 & TEIMET M (agency) &
B, HOOWRERLBRROERE ABA T-EROHHITHZEZ T EMNT
LR ZOFEEMNEENIOE _SHEFECL a1 a2 =T —
Va VEEET DR NI Z &8 Kramsch et al. DAFZE TlIRIE ST
% & Warschauer (385 L TV 5,

SIHIT, R EIESNLERBEERICIVEESRD LTS
Vygotsky DFEESULERIZ IS & | scaffolding 2 Z D & 9 72 CMC 12 L 5%
ENFEFEHCHEAT 22 LICLD, BEFEE LTO CMC 20115 2
ENFREE R oTe, T AU DDRIRFIZIBT DAL VipEE xR &
L 7= Lee (2008)DAFZETik, A2 T A L 18 scaffolding 12T, EfkE D
WE e, A D L ITHRE N ED L7 +— AR E Y TENA
EAT O DSBS T, B L~V 15 24 LI L~V IS A B 72D 15 10
S - W0FH LT (expert-novice partnership) & AMFFEDOFHE G L L, A
TA NUEHETOT v v bEFIH L EREDBYREINZT 4 — KRy 707
RS ZBARAE L2203 b =D HIR D A, L EEZ AT H B Coepk & &
DAREN G2 BTz, ZFORER. SRR T 4 — RNy 7 WD RO B
fEIk(zone of proximal development) N T HilfHl = 1L 7= EEZITIEEN B H
HIEI~DOBATEAREL 5 Z LI LT, F7o, BABBEROEWWIREIC
BJ2OFEFERL LTO L1 ORI A X555 - A ZRERFE AT
FELELTO LI 0FE LOEREPERM S, Ll 23552 L2k $H
FHOBMBPYLAHPERH I, 74— Xy 700D I gt L, AT
L ERBIESH TO T 4 — L ~ORE LIS Z LA LN T,



Z D Lee DFFFETILSCMC D HWHL TR EA—LRT 4 A a ViR —
RZHW2 ACMC IZ L AR b BT D L DORMNRINTWD, £ T,
ACMC % F\ 7z scaffolding ffFFE D —fFil % ##4 L L 5., Cheng (2010)i%7 A U
71 B OB T ER AL B 2 KB 72 AN K522 T CMC scaffolding 12 L 555
CERENY T 7 — O R T o T, IS S RETHE TR TS IERGE
FEREN0LENGE L, TORNL 34 @EAN1L, AV N4, 7
MR UI N4 ICH LTy —RARAET 0 2 FEh L., b2 %795 b
T O [R O FH H. scaffolding (collective scaffolding) % 542 L7z, CMC %
AT LIk, 203 40FRETmEEOLAESRZ b L.,
W5 L D FERRE /) OSCEAERGE N 2 R D & & B IS, CMC 238 L TIRIE
EDT 4 — RNy 7 RBEEBEIAT) 2 LT, SEEHNY T 7 U —EE
EETWole, £, AV ITA VT A A v ar T H—TAIA v E—
R L. T OWNEICESWTIEFRASHE, %179 ACMC 2157252 &
T, BINEDPHBEICERA v E—CONEEREETD 2 ENAREE o T,
FP x| Rk E RICE RPN T O HiRETCORNERNOFHEROA T A
Ty MNeE LR NEEHE LT T scaffolding #2{H:F & L T
FHEHO ZENTEDLED, LVEBEROOLIHBY AT v— 7 2 ELHT R
REMRETDHZENTE,

REEFCHEMF D OB % %Z10T 5% O scaffolding T, 2L i
SZEIMICR ST LE D Z bR iF0nd, ZOMETHW b %E
LM AR T, RHIENZZ T 2MTH 508, BRI L > T
REENRBNIRIEE L R D 2 L RRD LN TV Z ENERFEES 2 L,
FDD, 3 AOWIERIGE - HITEB 215 D BE b 2 OREEME A1) L
BN DAL O RZFI & HT 2 & T, ME» D ORBICHKSE FRY
PATENZ L D ZENTEH LT ThoTz, £7o. MR HEBIA A
B—=T v araRELTEDTN Z LT, S6RHEMEEIHE LM
BITEY B D Z LR AREL pode, 2O LG, R DIEBICH VTR
TR HEBNNEIND Z EAVHBI L, AR RFIIFENC L > T F, 542 F
ELT o oDBRAHEENZYVREZHZENTE A EIRENT, £,



TR DREINEBIE LT 4 Ay a7 —F7 L &FHATHDTIE
L, MEE T A =T AEEM ST, W) X2 T L0 ANTZZ &
WL EE OB ’%&ok&%i%ﬂé

EFED scaffolding (2 & 2 88 Tk, F#EPOE ~STEOMEAEICET
HEE LAWVWEXGSEETIT O Z £1Z2 L Y Languaging (Swain, 2006)723%4E L |
B SRR DA LRI DORFEICHLER > TNDLEEILNDLTHAS I,
E7o. AHERREIZ S WA R IR EAZIT o7 LT CMC IZ L 58 -5
FEEENCIEE SETVND L) T, TBLT & LCoZEEZ R TN R D
LoD, 2T, WEITHE TBLT & CMC O A PEIZ DWW TE X THI-
W,

3 TBLT & CMC

TBLT |3, Sif#E & FERLOBEMEEZERH L, A—t T 1 v 7 0¥
MEROWCHERZI 2=y —Ya B0 ANTCH AT FBHITHITE
B ZDF AT OFERZ TGO —H & 3 2 EEMN 22 S EEBIRIE T H 2 (Ellis,
NMSMan%)TME%abtwiﬁﬁgﬁﬁ%&?ﬁ/ny~%ﬁ“

C SRR EMISCIIERR 2 DB E L TIRDbND ZERH ThH T2, XA
IRERERDOFRKTA— T 4 v 7 RANHY EOaI 2= —Ta
EREREIEDL LT, 77 nV—RNRERRRE LTI LRI ZHEGE
ORICEFER IND X 9127 > TE7=(cf. Adams, Amani, Newton, & Alwi,
2014; Gonzélez-Lloret & Ortega, 2014), F£7=., CMC (23551} % TBLT D& A
HIFI D72 EE A AR A [E0RE U, H ROBRE) O thpOfEEh 2 2 k3 5 22 & L T
CMC ZIEMTRETH L LWV I HSTIBREDOEHED L L billhE o7
EHEZDHILEMNTEBHTHA I (cf Doughty & Long, 2003; Lafford & Lafford,
2005)0 ZIVE TOMIETILEIZ SCMC (2T TBLT OiEMARTHhiILTE Y .,

DFLAHEHHEITHZ A 7] SCMC (task-based synchronous computer-mediated
communication) (LA F TB-SCMC) & FE X 4L T ™ %, Collentine (2009) 1%
TB-SCMC (2B %W\ < S DFATHIFE 2RI L, 8% O SCMC & &% 2 7 )
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DEWVE LT, TB-SCMC TIXEWORZWPHEIREZIY 59528, ¥ A7
BIORDL T TIEHF A7 R EED E V) REROBERD 512D SFEDIE
TeE X0 Wi S H & Al < HEA 2NV 2 & 22815 TV B (Chen, Belkada &
Okamoto, 2004; Lee, 2002; Smith,2003, 2005),

Collentine (2009)I% E & DAFFE T, Z~3A L EEPHRI L O EHREEE DT 4
A a— A EOFEHFRIN S B SUERTTE 2 TB-SCMC W Tl L7,
B E OATEN A2 5301 5 72 912 Ellis (2003)<° Tarone (2007)0 Rf# % & & (24
AR A LD AdL, T — & AT Ic BT A7 7 a—F & Huy,
TUARNRERBN AT 7 A NET TR RN ar T 7 A R EERED
AWML ELERL, 2—F7, HEEEBBTTZDOORANT 4 ZAa =2
HIAE 2 A D D3I 70 E DAY TB-SCMC LD T 7 A M in A2
HENDZEEHMLI, SHIT, FEHEOWHEHENR BIE~DOLEEN | 2
HIATEN~DBEREREET D Z RSz,

CMC & TBLT OfEIZB L Tix, 4% ACMC IZBWTHMEL R D TH
%9, Adams et al. (2014)1Z ACMCIZ L5 T A 7 4 > 75t & LT Kern (1996)
DE A =3I a=b— 3 OfA L Warschauer (1997) D Fifiam XA > 7
A VHBGBRROFEZ R X A7 B ACMC #7747 4 > 7707 J NIk
BTHIET AV TA LV EOFATE LB U SCEIERDAREL 720 |
=BT 4w I BRTAT 4 T RBREFHEIRET LN TE D L
CTWo, F72, Adamsetal. 2014)H & OIFRLIBWTIX, ¥ A7 DA
WCEAEZY T, L=V 7 OHEINKFETHES 45 NOFEEZMRE LT,
ACMC (ZHANWT= T AT ¢V TIEICB T D FRiX AT T4 07T
VU T OEFNEREEL TV D,

S HIZ, Nemoto 014)DIFFETIL, HARDRKFELE A=A T VT DKFH]
TITONTWEEA—ARRTe Y haeb b, BANFEEOE -5
FEEITY T T U ORERBROFEN R EINT, ZoTeYes M, EA
KRB ENTGREA L X —T 7 v a v ZB L TEAL LV TOREF v b
U— 7 DR ERET 5720 T, BARANFENA—ZA T U T OKRY:
HELDRN L) THRIEA—E T 4 v 7 et bR 2 fadl RIS Y



ANHBOERAY BB S, R SCESR A /T 5 L0 ) mT, i
REIZ IS < HBRENL O ACMC O—fil& 72 %, TBLT & CMC OftEIZBE L
TIHFELERBH OGN LIS TNDD, e 7T—=VTICL A —k
T A 7 R B O 2t L CMC O FTHEME 2 18R LT < BT,
[FVE D& 72180 6 O- ) « RS % LB L 725, FFIZ, Nemoto
o1 HBIND K 9 e B #IC L 5 % 2 7 CMC 1L, #E3Ub S
FEMRIEE A HE ICRE L S5 Y 7 7 VR OREE R T L TRA]
REZBEZLND,

4 BXERA2—793>ELTD CMC

77 7 nY—OREIHD, B UEEERO RIS Y Bl
WA 2=7 72 a  ORAFTAKRICHE(EZKITL TS, KT,
telecollaboration (EFEEEEBIZIC L D WHE) &FEEND A v 2 —% v &gy
& L2 RIUEMSMNERERE # HV e CMC 13, 77 / ry—ofkz L %
A LT BbBE B O —fl & L TRbMA & —T 7 v 3 1k
FoH e EEE b b LTS EE XD TH S I (Belz, 2008; Belz &
Thorne, 2006; O’Dowd, 2007; Warschauer & Kern, 2000), Warschauer (2005)/%
telecollaboration (B33 2 W\ < DD FREMF TR 2 21T, EE ORI L 2B
HE 29 % L ToRSUEIRIEO G AtEZ#Rm LT D, DT,
Warschauer (2005)(Z. Vygotsky Ot UL E R 2 JAWTT A U NP L 7
TUANFEDOF T A VREEEEEIC L 27 7 ) n O EEERE LA
L 7= Thorne (2003)DHFZEZFAN L, A>T A L ORIALRE A v X —T 7 2 =
VIRSAEFEIC LT BT HIERIR Z RE L T D, E 72, Thorne DHFZEN
A Ea—XEHNE LT N eI E AN TSN oR
HE % @b H—Bh & 7o 7z & D RUff % 7’k LT D (Warschauer, 2005),

Belz (2008)i%, @EDO kA FwmiET 5 Z L2k, L2EEAmICE LTI
FCEFENRENTHONTETWRW 20O BFZH51T 5 telecollaboration
DEENZERZ L TND, —DIF, ZMOFAMAMELEEN, £LTH9—DD
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SEIE L2 T4 AT —ADEZRMEE FREIIRBRSIERERA V2 —T
Ta rEFEERT LG RMET 5 HETH D, Belz 13, 7 H & 1T telecollaboration
WZBITHT ¥ b, A= fVAX U N RA BV =T A hEEL
FEEERET OFEHEGNCAbN D Z LN AR L 7 57200 Tld/e <, FEHEE 2 &
DLTZDDR I ST BEEMMETE L Z L&A L., telecollaboration | H
SRIRUL T CHE 2 2 RERBREE L O T vy = NMUDA 2 —T 7 v a v
FRE 2 R A A LT L TW D Z EEZMAEEL TWD, D7,
telecollaboration Z¥EH$ 5 Z & T, A—k v T 4 v/ REEMEFERLD &
L. ABRAVEZ—=T 7 a  IZMOHTLE0 2L oS4 7 EHEICEH 25
EIHIRFIC L2 REMIRE I D J A RIE S 2 Z L AN FRE & 72 % & Belz 133 LTV
Lo Filo, ERELSMTTREAR 437008 & LT Belz 2845 L7z D%, L2 3&
M/t EmE o RMWMAE, 2 L THEAND L2 SERIEEE~DOHEFN
MATHD, IR L2 GEA a— XX 5 LFEHRE ) O£ 2 wigh ¥
% EToO CMC O MR CMC & W/ HliERE L THE R LTV D,

I DORFFE L G, BSUEMA v X —T 7 va VARSI BT e
Bl 2 #r L SRERSICE8 T2 CMC oA At HE3 2% LTl
1d> 208 JeATRFGE CIX RIS SUERE ST L FERGR D AR BALTWND & 2 AN,
BRI Th D, UERRN DI b THAFREN, U125 Ao
R _SHEA =T 7 a VIR RIbRESN, T L THE _EEI T T
—DHEFEWMIRIZEE T B telecollaboration DAL H 4% KWNMZRKD BN TL 5
ZLERDBTHAS D,

5 FiEnst&iké cmMC

HEUEEGwRDO—o L L USH B FRICE KR 08B L2 52 T\5H 5
DOtk (language socialization)lX, M &L DA & —T 7 a LT
AU - SREMIRE I FZEOMIZE L LT 1980 FERICE R S, ST
® L1 BHHEOHRIZHWSILTWEA, il TIEH 578 & ORI
B &N D K 9 187> T & 72(cf. Duff & Talmy, 2011; Zuengler & Miller,
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2006), SEDHRLIT, HAFFETI 2 =T 4 OHSHE N SENEE OIS
HIA v 2 =T 7 a AIEFE L, FEEEROMF, 5. Hf. &F5. 74
FUT AT 4, HEMEREEFATHBRELE LTER S TV 5 (Duff,
1995; Schieffelin & Ochs, 1986), Z DHEFHTIL, FEiE & T ULANITIRILIZIR D
AENRESND DL S MENTBEN TH 2721 Tik/e <AE2HY,
SUBH, BHEMIERG WEE ATV D & B7e S TUV 5 (Duff, 2010), D7
W, FEMRLRDEBIIAELMEF LA X —T 7 a v wERL,
B2 A BRI E O RO 5 5 58 2 1 7 2 HUEERY 7 15 4 BURAY -
B RIICH A TN A & OREMICE B Lo 53885 E & 72 5 (cf.
Duff, 2007, 2010), F7-, i & OB Y GV OHF T, FLEHF TS FEN 7m0k
ERTEOMRSHLEINEN L, FERFEII =7 1 IZSINT 21

EEOTNICONT, ZOaI2=F A NTEALOLNDIA T A F—,
TATT 4T 4, EBUE FEILE, SEERY - IESFERIERE BT 53X
LR HERSCIE M A S D Z &N TE H EE 2 5TV % (Duff, 2010; Ochs,
1986), =62, B0 IE, FEAI 2 =7 1 IZBIT 2HBE P ME &
DD Y GO THE SUEAEE ISV TIRENC TR Y flie 2 & T, fhx
WZH2BINE Lo T BLUEZ R L, Z O3 ERRIE X T D a3
BEROBRZARRICT 52 & T, FH _smE Mk ot 3bsyr 7
n—FOFREEBENCTEHGRmE LTHRAD I ENTE D,

ZOMEZ IS L CMCHFZEIL 2 E CEFERNZIFAT O TIW 2210,
WO DOEFHFEICBNC, T4 v FERaIa =T 1 IZBTE_F
FEADERENBER SN TS, Lam (2004)1%, 7 A U B IZfEEe 10 o HE
ANBRE 24 5MRI, A T4 EOPEGEEHFEDO AL YV HALTF X v
R b— LT 2 5 AR B2 OHIE R IR L GEEE & OBEME AT E L, A
VHE—=Ry FTOF v v MRBSTEOHEERET DR T 7 A
FELTEDXIITHIET 20 A BE LT, 02 ADIRRIEHEIL, K
TIHEFEHE OKN & OFRBORIZE T LTV, A 2 —Fy b ETiE
HRSEDOHEROEH & O - RIFWRBERE RO DO —<F
{E SN RHGEZ B AT ERRIGE AR S — R & LTV, JEREE AR
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FEDONA Y o HNVEEE L LT OMAERZKBEREMESE Lz, REEEERNGIAR
FEERECTRRDIESVDRMT 4 Aa—REHHT 2 L TaFEOTNE
MERF L. MIERI L o e hE A RE - DIT, EiELHET L ToBRELEY S
D, T A Y I OFEHBTE T D HEEERGEICS AT DO B B0 O 2 £+
BT TCWole, TOREOFEAIEHT LI LICLY ., 2 ZOWELE
FHLZDORNTEHIEANAA Y AN HPEANBNAEEE & L TCOERNRRET A
TUT AT A @D, T AV D AFEEFHEECTENRRGESE & LTI

KRISNDZ EDTERWHRDOT AT T 4T 4 2T DICE ST, JE
FEEEE L L COHRERT AU I ANEFRGEGEE OFE AN, 7 AU BN
THRFEZEHE L TS ETHIERNIEZ ML T 5 2 & NEE RO 5503,

Ao TA VBB TCIREEE T — REHWD Z LI X 0 AFZE 438135 3 OR
TyvarvEED BT, ZOHLWEY Y g UREEFEEE L Lo
B PHGE L OB FITHE L, 7 AV I OMBGETTORE NG~
DB ANEBRET LR E -T2,

% 7=, Duff (2010)iZ Yim (2005) & Potts (2005)DWFFEZEFIZ 2T, T2 /1
VR LT T e O £3\1w74@ig WHEBL, ArIa v
T A ANy a s EE LT RECBIT A EEOHSEEHLE TN D, Yim
@mﬂm\ﬁfﬁmk?ﬁfﬁﬁi%%ﬁﬁé% RERERE S & IERLREREE &
BN« AKX A L TA T 4 ANy a7+ —T KMIBWTRIES
B2 CMC &L FEM LTz, ZORE. HEVFEL I TOVRVIEAAY
TAAB Yy ar7+—7ALTIE, LVEOERRHY, HE LIRS
XARIZIBIT D BRFEOSFEMHANL Z o7z, S 51T, fHx O&EID X v %
BETEALT 2 Z LI K VR 2 CEEICK T 2 BEE A & O, BED D OHER
RfFE L HMANOERBGEES T +— 7 AN THA S D iR 2 #ss T
5 LI L o CERGERE - BIIB MO T %A T o iz, KREFRESHE -
VT 7y —HEERDOBREICRKROESGE— FERXEZIY AfL7z Potts
(2005)DAFFENZ I TIE, FEFEREERREE 2 B XA OBF %4 i, &
M. BT 52 ik o T, BECEEPSELZEEL L TWARVWEEEaI =
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=T 4 ZHEAIHER L T\ 2 E AR &L, WM CEmN 2t b
ZHZEDBHBENTRoT,

FRROWIEN S 30D KO, CMC IZEEDO R bE#EAT 5 2 L
FHEDTAT T AT 4, FF_—=v g MEFELOMEME, 23227 4
WTONMBEIRD 72 EB LD MBIZELD ER->TL B, FEOEAIT
CMC BRERIZHEWT B _SREE AR 5 e U EIRN D EZZ O
FLICEDZFH G LW ABEEmE S 2 L5, LrL, 20— T, fta3uk
HERO—2 & LT A 220 S 78RR OB 2 2 40 > T & T2 IEATAJE
2 NEE G (legitimate peripheral participation)(Lave & Wenger, 1991)C & 54 &
nNTns Xz, SHEOEAEOTNFIZE L TR LORARTRY L

RSSO L SIS ) 2 Z e fEE STV AH Tk
%%ﬁf%&w Duff (34 =2 2 2 =7 4 TOEBEOESALEBNTZET, Fr
BENSHEOBZED T L TEOEBEN - BI#ENELSTTO £ 5 2
LN TWD HIROMET TW AR EECHREE LTV 202 Lk
RT 4 =< VIR EANE « FIHT 4 A2 —2ADFFET TR REND
TAAT Y a L AENRARRNA v H—T 7 a TR S5A

A a=b—va rBPERLREEOMR(EEED T ETOHEIOY;
L0 5 BT EERR LTV A (Duff, 2007, 2010), £7=. SEOHES(LHE
Z D b O35 HFAPH O NN FEML 2 & 72 5 72 O (Duff & Talmy, 2011), 7
B SHUEATEENCHR Y ML S 6 - SUERIRE D A B E STV <l
BOPTED L) RODIBRENRBNLINE LD ARICERET L2 L EBK L
RHTHHI,

RO X H I, CMC IExtETl A v & —T 7> a v k0 L BERE _Sins

G Y — Rz EE IR L, il & CMC ZJRAL L 72 blended learning %
%wé_k@iD%ﬁmbtﬁziﬁiﬁﬁT%&ﬁék%z%nfwéﬁ\
Sra DR ICET 5 LR OBERAIRA 24 5 1R CMC I2H 2 D, %
Neb A7 74 5w L RO S L IXRBEOBREENFIEL O 2 D)% ML
L7225, CMC $5H DT 7 4 — 4 o A(affordance) N S FEDHELIC ED L 9
WAERAT200EER LT ZEnkbbND,
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6 HhYIC

AfTIX, B oSHEBICBT 2 EBBREN D CMC &4 %,
scaffolding, TBLT, HEIULMA > ¥ —T 7 v a v BXOSHEOHSLE A
Gtk 72 CMC e ZfaaE 32 2 & C, CMC 2338 5B 8 1% Eoiia
1)« FS IR O E 22 2 HR 2 alRE & T 2 Fi/- etk & L CERMEL &
LMNEIMEBLE LU, FOREE, tHha3bBEm & OAIZ LY CMC 233
BRI D70 & T FFER - A SUbAIEE ) 2R T 5 B A9BRENR O+
FATENZ IR T 5 Z LN | FERENA—k T 1 v 7 RIFENC
B0 fde ECORRZEMERE L, B OBV DE SIS Latri7e
HEBDOEDL ZENAREL 72D Z LD B EEFMIRIZIB W CTRERFE
NI CE DM CTH D Z LNy Tz, A% D CMC BFZED Ttk & L
T, Wefif, WE., 947427, 77 AMDIEE, 220 hoERmig LI
£V %< ORFMDHER CTE | FRibie o EREZ B CEH Ui B35 )
DEMIZHIEN D ACMC OERLMENMLEL 2D Z ENTFHREND (cf
Adams et al., 2014) , $FIZ, L2 FA4 T 4 v 7RV T T U —ICEREY TR
AL TB-ACMC % W T, fthad & ok, # S o3 ERE, =
YT U AR, BFR—=Var, TATUT AT 4R EZEMHIZE L, e
A EEEMZA D LT, A=t o T 4 v/ REFBEMEHLEALLE
FEBIRIE AR RIET D TR0 B RNHT Z ENRTE 0TIV NESE X
bivd,

AR @ Nemoto (2014) DHFZEIE, FCAKH TB-ACMC O Z )~ b OWFFE 7 ik
RBET DT E L TLESITHZ ENTEXDHTHA I, ZOWFFETIL,
BRI BT — # 2B ARG (mixed method)Z FIVT, 1EHUIX
£ DIWRENZEOTIGEFNY 7 7 o — N OREREAZRIEL, FERK
DFIFEE FAET v ADELELIT T2, ACMC IZHT 55 _SiE0thabic
X, BERBIC K DS, RGBS X D T4 T 1 7 OB L, B Tadik.
AL OFPUE O, 74— DA« F v« T — Ll PIc kb SiEEH
IREIAE, 2D DIFEIARIUCBIT DT A T T 4T 4 OEFRB LA
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ZRHN - GRHRE) DIFIEN LN D L TH _EHEGPILIREEND

T EMNHB LT, ACMC OFAIEE TBLT DT A7 4 7 ~OmHAIZE LT
X, BEFOSEEHEROFMSMENLE LR L LSO TWVDEHR (of
Adams et al., 2014; Manchén, 2014), {2 3bT 70 —F %5 2 & T,
A% BV TB-ACMC BRE2I2TH L 7 FLiaHY - BE ISR N 0 T
FRVINEEZBND, Tk, BIEM TB-ACMC 7'r ¥ =7 F & v
g =2RE

TCHBE RN, T a—"YB— g UPERES DR _5iEE
FoHY Haegs eI e afiffLizn,
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Sociocultural Approaches to Computer-Mediated

Second Language Acquisition

Hiroyuki Nemoto

Abstract

As is the case with face-to-face communication in L2 learning, computer-mediated
communication (CMC) has been increasingly investigated from the sociocultural
perspectives of second language acquisition (SLA), which enable us to attend to
rather than remove the broader social and discursive contexts from research data (cf.
Warschauer, 2005). This approach has led CMC researchers to reconsider
e-learning not only as a means of assisting individual language learning but as a
source of providing language learners with authentic sociocultural activities and has
also made such researchers more aware of intricate relationships between CMC and
its sociocultural factors, including cultures, contexts, communities where learners
participate, their social positionings in the communities, power relations with others,
L2 identities and L2 learning motivations. This paper reviews various previous
CMC studies and then argues the applicability of several sociocultural and
pedagogical concepts to CMC research, including the Vygotskian notion of
scaffolding, task-based language teaching, intercultural interactions, and language
socialization. The sociocultural analyses of CMC in this paper suggest that CMC
enhances students’ goal-driven social actions to promote grammatical,
sociolinguistic and sociocultural competence in L2 and provides affordances that

help students to apply an analytical lens on their own L2 production.





