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Effects of Cognitive Task Demands on Learner Production

— Limited Attentional Capacity Model vs. Multiple Attentional Resources Model
Xu JinHfen Chen Cong
( Huazhong University of Science and Technology Wuhan 430074 China; Huazhong University of Science and Technology
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This paper synthesizes studies on effects of cognitive task demands on learner production by comparing two cognitive models
of task-based language teaching: Limited Attentional Capacity Model and Multiple Attentional Resources Model. Similarities and
differences of the two models are discussed in terms of theoretical foundations and predictions for impact of cognitive task demands
on learner production. Results of the empirical studies based on two models and existing controversial issues are summarized and
suggestions for future research are made.
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