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The Study of Corrective Feedback in Second Language Acquisition
TANG Jian-min, LU Li

(1. School of foreign languages, Shandong University of Science and Technology, Qingdao 266590, China;
2. College of Liberal Arts, Xi’an Univ. of Arch. & Tech., Xi’an 710055, China)

Abstract: Over the past years, corrective feedback has become a focus of the interactional study in second
language acquisition. Corrective feedback refers to any responses a learner’ interlocutor gave to a learner’s
non-targetlike L2 production. The role of corrective feedback has been supported by second language acquisition
theories, and thereafter spawned much empirical research. The research ranges from the effectiveness of
corrective feedback, the role of recast on second language acquisition, to the relationship between the learners’
individual differences and the second language development. Studies show that in general corrective feedback has
a positive impact on second language acquisition. But there are still some issues worthy of further exploration.
Key words: corrective feedback; second language acquisition; effectiveness; recast
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