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A Preliminary Study for English Writing Instruction Using Peer Feedback
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The present study examined how two groups of Japanese university students who
differed in terms of prior English writing background changed their written English and attitude towards
English writing. Both groups received a semester-long writing course incorporating paragraph-level
writing instruction combined with written and spoken peer feedback in English. The study compared pre-
and post-course English compositions to capture student writing development by employing such measures as
the numbers of words, clauses, and T-units (fluency), the numbers of words, clauses, and S-nodes per
T-unit (syntactic complexity), and the Guiraud index (lexical complexity). The results demonstrated the
less experienced group wrote post-course compositions that significantly increased fluency and lexical
complexity, whereas neither group substantially improved in syntactic complexity. The results also showed
both groups shared positive attitudes and increased enjoyment towards English writing.



¥ XL C—19, F—19, Z2—19 (G:m)

1. HFZEBIAE S D =
D) IEGET AT 0 JHREBEICBITAET

T4 — KNy ZIZEBR LD

AMTRE LA T O X 9 24T, 7 7 4
— FXv 7 (PF) ZHWIEGET AT 47
FRE LM EIT-> CEIz, £7. BARANRGE
S EH OBENESTRE S ORI BN % FEFEAIZ
~_7-5ER (Sasaki & Hirose, 1996) . [—jxAs
RERES)) THARFEMESCRE ) T9EE/ESCICBE§
DA B NAHEBERHAERTHDL Z LR
Pinol=, Z0H BT A 2RI, SVESLGEL
BT, EOXIBRLENRIVEEINDD
N (WZIE, Py 75 AR coherence
OWEE) ICHET 2O Z L E2ET, I6IC
FAELTIDOEWREFEFEE X, 1L RXF9 7T 7
DL oIS HRIMICE N TR E2 R o T
HEWHZ Ehbhol,

[VESC B BN RER ) 2Nz 72 4 DO
VECRBHER O C, JFETA T 0 7R
W Ko THEBRYENTE 501%, HIEIC
B2 A X HER OBz & 9 h EE D HEE
D2OThHHEZEZXDLND, TITKRIZ, Z
D 2 DOFENESCHBE R O HE N F % MRk

L 7= HEWT IR ZE 24T - 7255 3 (Hirose & Sasaki,

2000) . A ZHGRIEEZ T AT O L HEED
B RO 22 SRR IS 2 D DN BVESC N B % K
FETETITEES o7z, i, A Z Ak
A Z RIREIZ 1 FHII 9 SC A 58 4 flE HL A RY
(CEED L, A A Z RS 2 PEE
L —EDOREE 525 2 ERHLIC
eofe, LnL, SAEX O EZR ESHE5
FTITEEL ) o7, T D OHFZERE R
5. WIESCCRET D A X Hika #Hx2. &bt
THRAT A & DT A& HAIA I E e
LHYEFETAT 4 VT HREET I ONLEE LW
&) BERIRIE 2 15T,

YFENRNT T T TRERE RS E ., XD
777 EIRBRERBREED VD 28N
ORDHTAT 4 TIEEFERRIZAT O LT,
FEEDTAT 4 TITHT HEES T R
FMOLTENEBELRELE RS, T
HENREN-ENEXA~ADT 4 — RNy 7 %
EDXHITATHIDONEWHIRIEND D, 8
ERENTAELA~D LD T 4 — KNy
JIWEIARAIRCTHD, LinL, BIRETEEE
MOHIBEHEINAZ LI B 1T 75770
DHNELA~DEERC L D7 4 — KX 7%
REMAZ2HIFR 0N H 0 . ERIZHERIZ HRA
N5, £Z T, HEXFICHATFERTHZ
fHF, BEHFL L TCETOEC AT LT
VECEIE h 2o, 7 edico A s 07
WD EEDIIRDZH D & S5 (Hyland
& Hyland, 2006) PFIZ7EH L. fEEICHEY A
NHZ &L, 2L T, ZOHEEHEE,
FRERT - RICFEFE N BN IAEC R i
HZLIZLoTIHRDZ LTl

(2) AWF7Ea AR LT 5 - Bk
AWFFEIL, TRk 18~20 I T o 7B
WHEERITE T9RET A T 4 » JHRHEIZEB T %

BT 74— RNy 7 OhE) OIEERE AL
ELTW5, ZORIMFETIE, Biko 2 AR
MNOHIRDHFET AT 4 7 REIC 2 FEO
PF ZfkerIc 1 2RI E O A 725 3 % 3
Nz, BRI, REEE W ERm O A& PF
HDHNEIEmE L ROIAD PF Zifki L TIT->
T2 REFEAD, TNEFNOFEZ ED X 951
2T DDA Uz, FRERT - $2 TRIET O
M ERH SN b Tz, EORER, i
D PF HFAEICHEEMICI A bz Z & A3
DI o 7o — T, FRERT - B OTAERE
AT LE R EoABEETALR
einotz, IHIT, FAFERZTO PF X
DY, BEGLOFH L PE 2979 5725, BT
PDIELIZZ AV P EESZEDRSTHD
ERU, WREBIFETA T 4 L TIRT DR
RSN’ H Y, S5 PF 2%
BR L CHEEEIHAOT 4 — KXy 7§
WCSUERTIEIZRWREEZ > TN D, 2 &
EENbhoTz,

Z ORFFERE R AR E 2. REEIC X AW
KOVOEAD PF 280 ANTZHEFETA T 1~
TYMOR B A S HITFEL L HRDL KL
EEM LT, BARRICIE, 1 W cEE s
DOELEINED LI IZELT DD %H
LT HZ LT LTz, FEEBEOSIERED
fFZECIE, FEH SN2 SFEN, K& < EHEME,
ERENE, WRED 3 DD EN ST STV
% (Wolfe-Quintero, Inagaki, & Kim, 1998), =
B D SEATIISE 2 81 L 7= Norris & Ortega
(2009) 1%, MEMEME, IEREME, PRIGMEIIFR AL
BELH W N2 LT 55D THY ., 4T
XTI ATh R e bR nE LT
%o Mo T, WEEFTHE DEERERIEL IR
T DA TIX, SR WEHEE W T
JAE & i L, FRIER O A ORR S B
LT HMENHD EE X T,

2. WFEEOEN

AWFFRIZIE, RO3S>ORMRH D, £T°
51, FEENER&LOOEH PF 2D A
NTEEr2Z TR e ESRRERETZ &
WL, WETAT 4T IR D%
AITAFZE (Hirose, 2008; 2009) X v 417281
BB, TAT 4 v T IO 5%
FBIEC720 > D REZBELET, KIZ, K
BIZLVFEAEDKETA T 4> 72k T 5
REEE, BES TN LT 200 E 50N T
Do WPRIT, AR R A E %, PF ZHLY
ANTZ X ORI 557 A4 7 ¢ v 7 i
DY FFERET 5,

3. WD L

1 zhn#E

KFZEO 1M (158R) OfF¥ET,
RN T 7T 7T HEEE %S, [FET
INRT 777U EOEEXEFEE REF PF
EREBR LT3 7 7 A (BF 51 4) ORZFAN
AR DOLIME TH D, FAIX, PFEZID A
T35 525 LTS, I3 Esc oz



ITZE LW o Tz, FlFEITT TR
LIV BEOEETENRBREDY BN A
ol RETHID CRAEIRELZH
THARE (24 :B54., L 114) LBEC
) LAEMSESCBET 2 E 22072 LD
HHBRE (294 : B34, L264) O R
WAz iz L,

AREL B REIT, FREANICIHEN L REECF
< ZLICHET B EEDFE « BRI =
(k) OFER., B2 RmNHDHZ LN
NI o T, BARMIZIE, BEHFED /T
TTITRERE VR—FOEESHFEZALEN
%85 2B HOREICE DT R REZRIT- 7

FEE CRERICAEEER RO (62 (1) =6.1,

p=.03,0¢=.35;% (1) = 1324, p = .001 ,
o= .51) , WEHREICET 2R EEZ T2
ZEDHD B D 448% NLAR— FDOEX
FaFATEZEnbD E Lol L, ARE
TIHFHAEFEIZ LA bW o T,
BED PF REBOFEICEI L T, e
NOFED LANPET DEWT-IEFEDO L &t
TREEWERELI-Z B h o=, RKifgET
W22 A 7D PF Z1To7-2 &R DHEIE
BRChH-o7-, B, BEBENEZZL0H
HYELOFEFEICEH L TH REMICH B AN
b, BENARLID L, HiL - HEE, BtA
EHOOEK), LiR—h, T A= F
Y hEBENWERBREZFEoT0nDHZ &
NhinroTz,

@ F—#
BMFERRNG, TAT 4 v 7 HERH -
e BIZLTOT — 2 2N LTz,

& T AT v ERER

O EBERmTIVEST (30 4y OFFREHIR, &
£ L)

@ WETELZLICHETAIBEDTE - &
RS & - EakaR A

FAT 4 v T EIRE T
HEEEE L TR W B

VT OHENEX EFTA TEN-EHD PF
v— b

CISA

T4 v T iRER

A R BV SC (PR & RIS CF
)
BCESZEICETAEMA D PF &
DANTZTA4T 4 THREIZET S
Ak A A

FEERT - %ICBINE N EN - EESC OIS
X720 . AR BEECHVEDIERF 2T L
776

® e
=i i gl ANl

)

&

%)

I

il

(3) T —H Mt

SINEDFRERT - % ICFSMECEW - HEE
S04 102 ROV THE, EE OISR E (2
BALTHLDLo7m, WA, ik, SEFH.
R AN = 7 AD 5 HOOELEK 10 5 T3

£ DFAME DNEAI L7- 0 T, 3 AT 150 A5
‘zﬁﬁ)ﬁ‘(“&) D f:o
Sz, VEXELTO 9 REETHHT LT,

@ FEH  (tokens)

@ Hi%k

@ T-unit %

@ 1XH7-Y O T-unit# (T-unit/30)

® 1T-unit &7 0 OFEE (GE/ T-unit)

® 1T-unit &7 0 O (&l T-unit)

@ 1fid7-0 OER GBI

1 T-unit 729 @ S-nodes 3% (S-nodes
/T-unit)

© Fo—E (REHIBEEOFSTR

types/Vtokens)

O~ITIRGNE, @ ~@IF MBI EHENE
OILFEEIEHEELZRET OIRETHD &
EZ2T, LinL, ®IZonTi, #FeEi<T
ARSI D, MG E Rt & T 5%
(Wolfe-Quintero, Inagaki, & Kim, 1998) & . #t
REIEHENE & 3 55185038 5 (Ortega, 2003)
LLED 9 REEONO~®I, 2 4 DFLFEHE -
WFFEE 3 50T L. AN —E & T3 S5 3 iR
WLz, BT (DO®) 12X L. Anthony
Ko AntConc Z 1 fH L7,

2 FHOHAMICET 28352 EH< Z Lioxt
T HREEE - B OERIZOWTIL, FREAT -
B 2 I U 72 G TR A O RS R i L7z,

(4) ik

PR £ O JAE SR AL, AR E AL
B TNZENOHENKO_HMT, t BEICX
D L7,

HAECD 9 REEIZ K D 00TE, ERto ik
THHLEMREEZ, ABLOBRETENTH
BN 21T o 70, ZERICRD TR
Tz —=OIEEITV FEOH Dt RE
% 9[E{T->7- (p=.05/9; p=.0056),

S5, CREENCEWD D D08 5T
DDA ROFEM K 2IT o2, A°B Bt
M OFRERT - BIENELE T NE T 572
OIZ, ML L7 t REE 9T o7, S HIL
BICe ARy 70 —=—DHEEIT-
7= (p=.0056),

WA, A7 TH T 9 R EER 0 B4R A B
LT D720, “HESbYasng
D ¥R 1% AESC D BB O FE 5 O A B R 5k & 5
N, BERBROKR TN (RLE N vy 7 A
H#R) #1To7-,

HEETELS ZLICHET 2FAEDOEBED
PF #U0 ANT=T7 A4 7 4 > 7HEICET
EHE OB OWTIL, TR TS L
-t REZEAT-T-, ZTNLEERIKII DT
WA T = —=DHIIEZ{T>72 (p=.017).

4. BFIEARE

(1) $EERT - % O LA ESCREAMN A

PR TS ESCREM AL, A B, B BE BERH
WA EETA LN 2o (6(49)=0.13,p =
90,r=.02) ., > T, WERFTENZER



B L CIERTR L7z & 9 ICHEDR B - 7278,
WRET AT 4 > 7 T HOWTIE BRI 2=
DD EIXNZ eV, S HIT, FEE%E/E
WL TH, ZHMICHEEIIA DI
7= (t(49)=129,p=.2,r=.18),

— 5T, ENENHENT, fRERT - %O
VESCGEEl S 2 i L& 2 A, BEC L > TR
RORERNE SN, ATHCIIAERZER D -
7=z xf L (1(21) =3.25,p=.004,r=.33). B
B 72 o7 (t (28) = 142, p = 167, r
=.07), - T, 1LFHM O PF ZH Az
FREDEEET A T 4 v VM A Z T - 55 5.
ERFHlE CHBEICHOR A LD, i#
EEBNERBRODRWNARET T ThHo T,

(2) FEERT - $hOTEAESC L

9 RETHIT LI RERENR L& 2
A, BEIC XV B DFERD 2 iz, FRERT
WL ENTZ RS D 7o 72 AREIL. K
D 5 R —FES, #ikk, T-unit £k, T-unit /3L,
Xu—i—CHEBEENALN, ERbifE
BH%ABEICHEN L, Bl L=X5ic, ARE
DOVESC ARG S TR E% A RIC EH LT
B, INOOREEORER EANRENE

BT TWD EWR D00 LR, )7 T,

WERTEENZRERODH D BT, F7E
BB NI A BN, EOREIZBW
THERT - BOEXMICHEBEZIZA DI
Mol

(3) EEM D HAESC I

FRERTESC IR T oW GBS, ik,
T-unit 20 K OGEHEIGEHEME (Fr—H) o
FHARETHRICEEEZRH -T2, TILD
E2TORET, BEXKETHFNRBROH 5
B BEO i mnoTo, BIZIE, EEIL. ATE
DI 108,55 FETH > 7= DIkt L. B B
17138 G5 CTH Y . “REFITIZ 60 FELL L oiE
W d o 7= (t=6.00, df = 49, p <.0056, r = .65)
o T, THERICH - - EI LA E R
BroZEix, TESCOFRGNE & GERIEMEVEIC A
ONT=Z & D, KRR, FEEROBEMENE
TIIMMNOREIZBEWTCHLAEEITA DN
oz,

g% ESCTIE 3 RE (GBS, T-unit /3¢,
REIEN) \ICH BN DIV, T-unit [SCEBRX
B BEDMED M@ - T2, FRERICH - 7=
B, T-unit £, ¥ o —EITREE%AERENR
Do Tz, AR L7z X 912 A BEOFEZEIN
BRI ERE CHAFEICHEMLEZ
EMEMRLTWA EEbius,

WAGPERE C M ORI o
7o —75 T, WRBIIBEHEMEDO RECH 5 REIFIC
BEENA LI (A B 6.83vs. B #f 7.87),
T TLEHZY 1FEM EOEWL, S5E
LAV DENERT E SN TWS (Ortega,
2003), )LV RL EORESAE R REIEIE,
FEEGE R i LSV DR RE R HEE 2 R &
fiE <3525 (Norris & Ortega, 2009) . B #f
DN EEICE DT, £, ZHERIZIXIA

UL MEEMEMMEORETHDL L END
T-unit SUUZEB W T HHEENA DI,
W2 A BEOMED T E o T2, SR D B %
FITRETHD T-unit /50T, 56 2 SFERZED
W L~V D GBI AR HEE O IR BN UL ©
H5HESNTWD (Norris & Ortega, 2009)
— 5T, ZRERNCIE T-unit 245045 3
REZBWTIE, AEETA LR ST,
> T, T-unit |, Hi, XEHFRETHI XA
7 DO FERIEHEME R EIC & > TR 7 B R
DELNTZZ L2 d, ZhiX, ZREho
R SRR RE AR MEME 0 B 72 BT 248 % 7
ERTHDLEVZDIDE LR,

(4) FREERIEMRF OBt
QY7 Y B
FERERVESC O 9 REIC X A HIEMmE AW
T B A R LR, 2 LT
LLFD 3 5™ bnolz,

FI. & () A2 RE R OREE A
LT O XS ICFHAIZEWHBRE 2R LTz,

REER L EiEK r=.83
%k & T-units 2 r=.77
FEH L T-units 2% r=.76

Wiz, T-unit 2508 E 35 3 RENSFEXRY
IR WWHBIRRfRIC B o T,

ZE/T-unit & S-nodes /T-unit r=.85
FE/T-unit & &i/T-unit r=.7
&i/T-unit & S-nodes /T-unit r=.7

3FHL LT, ®E&MD T-unit CHi L £
NoZoRE T 2 RENAOHBBERIZH

-7,

T-unit 2 & 3&/T-unit r=-.46
T-unit 2 & S-nodes /T-unit  r=-.45
T-unit %% & &i/T-unit r=-.4

Bk L FEIE r=-.35

OISESAE =TS

ARG TH =T — & DR A ST LT
WAHME S vE Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) D
A 2 5 D3 A 7 K O Barlett oD BR i P
ExEHWTHEGR LT, TORE. KMO (%.55
Thh, FEHELIND 60 IZEL TV
oo RFH 21T Z LIRIEFE @Y & 1T
ZIRVRZEMEITH D LT L= (Norris &
Ortega, 2009) , F7-. Barlett ®EREEE T
THEMERED b (2= 693.38, df = 36, p
= .000), ZDOZ LD, KF—XiF, L%
SOV T NH A X TERIENLEE L L
NTEHDHOO, KT %47 5 IZIXRE
TN EHT L, Feohik - N U~ v 7 A [Alig
W2 XD BBEOR T 217> T2,

ZOFER, WHIL, EAE (eigenvalue)
1.00 L ED 3[R FAfhH L7z, & LIRTIE, 3
REE (fi%k, 3B T-units 20 I2BWVTEW
K+Ffie (96~.86) NEbNT-, ZhbiT
AT, EONT-BICETIHEE I T R L
TERETHY, G K+ LRI ns,

B2 Koix, T-unit #50FE 925 3 RET
RERL STV, 0 T3 F N ENREE D FEHE



(.99) . S-nodes ZxDOFEEE (.87) . HiFkDE
(79 EWnolzX oz, KREWRTAM &
NEOLNT, B2 K113 BN &
IR S, Zh b 3 ok THEEERIEMENE) %
RYHEL LT ER SN EWVWZ D,
F o, FEATHRSE T THRMGME ] Ay THEREROHEHE
PR D85 5 OFRED BRI TN T2 RE
[T-unit OFFEFRICES L Tld, AWFZEDHS B,
MRS PE ] Cid7Ze < THREMIEEHEME ] Dk
ThDHIEERLIZZ LT A,

% 31X, FE/MR (96) & Hi/T-unit (-.60)
& T-unit/3C (-55) BREWK AR EERL
oo ZOHEIKTH, GE2RT L3RR D)
[HRERIEMENE ) OIEIECH D EMRT 5 2
ENRTE D, RF—HTiX, HilT-unit 135 2
RNFELHEIRFD2DCELEoT-720,
ROBEIRN ST D Z Ll Lz,

K-y BT OFE R, RBIEIL. T-unit 248k E
THHEFELELBORTFICE L E L 20
T2 LT D, REIENT NS OFREE & @ik
TER-T, A USRS 2R3 & 13E 21
<V, FEATHFZE TIX—%AOIC, RE/ENILHRER
HEHEME A2 R THRIE L TR Y, §E/T-unit &
WO FICE & Fo MR L IE SN
TW5A (Norris & Ortega, 2009) . AHFZFED
FEERIE, EBIMRAS, T-unit 240 REE T AR L
IIHHELRZEECTHDLZ EERLTWD, 78
i & ARMFETHWZ S 9 1 SOREEFIEHENE
DORETHD T-unit/3L & DR, 5% D0
FRE L 72D,

%1, ABFFE TR - 3B E MM DE
EThirX¥u—fEE, 3 DOEORTIZHE
EELRD T, UL EORFZERESIL. AL

THWeT =2 LIETIEZ L D/ERTH Y |

FH REREER OBREZ W 50T 5 7i
T, FIESREESMIEDLETH D,

(5) PF ZHuD ANT- BN ORFET A T «

> BT B R E

TR O BRI Of5F, Eim & OV 88 PR
B AN T AT 4 ZHEICR LT,
HE2MbOFE2ENSITEENREE NG
N7z, FFETEL Z LTV TH, FBERC
HR_RTHETAT 4 IDNE L otz b
W) BEERBREN B O, o T, A
BloLoESZLIZHLTEHKE ST, A
BERAE 4 Z L AVRIB S iz, — 5T, Wil
iz, BRETA T 4 U 7IZBENROWVWIZ EE
BRI, 1 FEMoERofREIC X -
T, ELZLITHT HFAEOEEITHEENIC
pol—)T, BEEEUDLETITEELR
Moo= Z ERH LN o7,
THOMIZIIU ED XS Rimand b
— 5T, BICHES AL, BRI
3. ZIEIAT o /EEEICE LT, B B
DN, B OIFERRDNCEEM 2 F% &
IFE L7z & Blp LI AENR LDy 7= (L= 2.68, df
=49,p<.017,r=.35) , 1 FHHOEE
A BEE B B EREEEE L TEWZRE
NEBRICOITLIZE Z A, B B, R

¥)C 155.6 7E (#0PH 117.8 35 — 236.3 7E) D IE
ECEFWTZOIZXF L, A BEIZES T 1193
FE (#3PH 90.6 35 — 150.3 3E) DOFEAEL A EWN
T2 ebhrol, ZHEOEXHT-Y O
BlE, t REERIToTfR, AEENDH- T
(t=4.82,df=49,p=.000,r=.56) ., it~ T,
WER L EFENTZRBROZ ) B BED, RO
DIy A FER Y FREHIM T ERIC 2V IET
ZREH L, RIS L CHHEEMRREE &
STWeZ ERbhoTz,

(6) fk7E
AWFFEORE R, HEEIC K D M O FE PF
PO ANTZBHMORET AT 4 T4
BRI, BENNTIGETA T 14 TR
EENDHZEICLY, FHEOFFETA T 4
VI NETAT 4TI TDEBRICEE
H7R B2 RIET 2 ENAL N o Tz, £
DEBIFEEOKATIET AT 4 T
BRICE > TEVWVRH DL Z ENbhoT-, HE
D WL H BN RBRO 72NV R E X,
DIFE TG & BRI E MM O CEREE
RERBRENHR DN, —J, EXEFNT
BRERO B 5 FEEITRBEOMNFEEEZ LY
HZBOFANEC A FEMRIPEL L2, &
LW SRR I A DN o T,
T, RIAT 4 o 78I L TR, L0 E
ERRFEZ LTI RN bhoT-,
AR ORERIT, Vil & BRI X,
EEXBIT D LIV HORT DO T
<, HUMIEE 2 RHE (plateau) 12725 2 &
BoRET 5, £ LT, MOFEEEDLAED,
IR O EORER, FESCORERERIEHENE S
IRBE e B LI A Do T2y, ZRER O
LREG A HT OFE R TIE, FEEZAESC CHERERIE
MMOREOFREICE > CIXAEEENAD
Nz, FEBIEMEMEIIEBMICIZE D Xk 91
RIET DD, T L TEDRZEITILEDALOD
B2 B4 200, EMENEHEEDORR
FEMORFG, & SIITEMENE & IERErE. W
P O EOBHRYEE L, 5% OFIEELE L
TN,
RIFFEDFEFIL, PF ZH D ANT=ZHFET A
T4 U THREOEIMEEEREMST LD E W
25, A PF ZHD AT X0 BhRr 7t
BT AT 4 TR EAT O T DI, AR
THWEPF EIX B D8k % 702 A4 7D PF %
FWT, BRx 720858 L~V OB T it 5
WZHRB ATV, EORR LML D FEEFSE
EREAENRDOILENDH D, S 5T, PFEEDY
ANT-EHN T4 T 40 THREDOFR &
TAT 4 T IR & RS T AR R
REEFEzZ, TOEMNRTAT 40 7THEE
DOMPEFTRDHTEE & HIC, FEHHEOREH
DEFET AT 4 > 7 R ERIEERIET D
MRNBLETHDH, ZD XD 72MFRICL Y,
EMIMRIEFETA T 4 T HORZEERT
FRENAREL 72 5,



<5 3R>

Anthony, L. AntConc
http://www.laurenceanthony.net/software/antconc
/

Hirose, K. 2008 “University students’
perceptions of peer feedback: An exploratory
study.” [HH X HEEHEFT F L 2] 37,
299-306.

Hirose, K. 2009 “Student-student written
interactions during peer feedback in English
writing instruction.” Annual Review of English
Language Education in Japan, 20, 91-100.
Hirose, K. & Sasaki, M. 2000 “Effects of
teaching metaknowledge and journal writing on
Japanese university students’ EFL writing.” JALT
Journal, 22, 94-113.

Hyland, K. & Hyland, F. 2006 “Contexts and
issues in feedback on L2 writing: An
introduction.” In K. Hyland & F. Hyland (Eds.),
Feedback in second language writing: Contexts
and issues (pp. 1-19). Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Norris, J. & Ortega, L. 2009 “Towards an organic
approach to investigating CAF in instructed SLA:
The case 0f complexity.” Applied Linguistics, 30,
555-578.

Ortega, L. 2003 “Syntactic complexity measure
and their relationship to L2 proficiency: A
research synthesis of college-level L2 writing.”
Applied Linguistics, 24, 492-518.

Sasaki, M & Hirose, K. 1996 “Explanatory
variables for EFL students' expository writing.”
Language Learning, 46, 137-174.
Wolfe-Quintero, K., Inagaki, S., & Kim, H. 1998
Second language development in writing:
Measures of fluency, accuracy and complexity.
Honolulu, HI: University of Hawai‘i at Manoa.

5. FERFBEERIWILHE
s sc) (BE 3 )

(D HIROSE, Keiko “Written and spoken peer
feedback in EFL writing instruction: A case
with Japanese undergraduates.”  [5%0 I%A7
KRFHERE I AE (535 - U7 ]
No. 46, pp. 83-110. 2014 # #i %
https://aichi-pu.repo.nii.ac.jp/

@ HIROSE, Keiko “Written feedback and oral
interaction: How bimodal peer feedback
affects Japanese EFL students.” The Journal
of Asia TEFL, Vol. 9, No. 3, pp. 1-26. 2012
e

@ HIROSE, Keiko “Comparing written-only
and written-plus-spoken peer feedback in a
Japanese EFL university context.” Asian
Journal of English Language Teaching, Vol.
22, pp. 1-23. 2012 #HE

(%K) Gt 7 M)
O JE EHr [9E5ETA T 4 7 hoEM

HIFEEEFRIR DERR ] SREEE = F AR,
201543 J 15 A RLAGHARY:  BOUHDHT
i X

@ HIROSE, Keiko “Effects of written and
spoken peer feedback on Japanese EFL
students’ L2 writing.” The 17" World
Congress of Applied Linguistics, 2014 4% 8
A 11 H Brisbane Convention &
Exhibition Centre, 7' A (A —A k
ZU7)

@ HIROSE, Keiko “Japanese EFL Students’
Writing  Development.”  The  Sixth
Symposium on Writing Centers in Japan
(The Writing Centers Association of Japan)
201443 7 8 B BXIEMKRZE  HURUHBHT
F T

@ JiiE AA TPeer feedback % Mt 0 A7z
HIAT 4 T IRBOMRERD ) 2
PERAE YR ALEENIE RS, 2013 4F 8
H10H JAbBFEKRT  AtimEFLgd

©® LMl BT EET AT 4 v 7B
% Written-Plus-Spoken Peer Feedback—:
HEIMZ T 4 — Ry 7T Dh—]
BERGERF FREIMITERE. 2012 48
8H5H ZEHEHARY FHE AT

® HIROSE, Keiko “Interacting in Writing and
Orally: How Multiple Peer Feedback Affects
Japanese  Students in  EFL  Writing
Instruction.” The 9" Asia TEFL
International Conference, 2011 4 7 H 29
H Y OLVEELEE, Y U (KR
=)

D JhE A TPeer Feedback % Hi Y AfL7=
WFENRT T T T« TAT 4 T RE —
Written-Only vs. Written-Plus-Spoken Peer
Feedback — | £ 41 [A]H1 [E] H X Je5EHF 7
2201146 H 26 B fRIFRSY: fRIRAE
Feti

(KE) Gt 1 #)
B A (94747 D7 4—FKR_y 7

EERGEHH TR 40 BT FER SRS
FrolftimtEZ RS (W) [EEVGEET TS

% 40 [AIFZE RS FEEFERIGE | RAEHEFO
AH—Hin Lt EEOKE -] . 5 T 3 Hi
132-135. 2016 4E 4yfHE

(Z Dfth)
R Bk

6. WFZCHHR
(LIFFEREE

JNWE  HE+ (HIROSE, Keiko)
BRNST R - SMERES - B
s« 40145719



