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The Effects of Metalinguistic Corrective Feedback on English Writing Accuracy
Hou Jian-dong
( Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin 300387, China)

In this study, 90 subjects were divided into Error Code Group, Metalinguistic Explanation Group and Controlled Group. The
effects of metalinguistic corrective feedback are discussed by means of “pre-test — treatment — immediate post-test — delayed
post-effect”. The result shows that error code and metalinguistic explanation are more effective and durable than direct feedback.
In addition, metalinguistic explanation has a better efficacy than error code. Finally, the accuracy of tense and that of run-ens
has no significant difference. It is argued that the declarative knowledge is easier to be proceduralized through metalinguistic cor—
rective feedback because learners can generalize and analyze linguistic knowledge via metalinguistic explanation.
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(2004 ,2007,2009) I 3 — 25 3iF B3 LWL 5. 07 LA
Ferris( 1999) SRR 75— 432435 Wi i — 52 41
A4 52 IE AT 5% ( Ashwell 2000; Ferris, Roberts 2001;
Chandler 2003; Ferris 2004; van Beuningen et al.
2012) HELE B A s, BE)E  WFSEE AT R
TG AP 21 IE R 5 SR Mg RE S i Ut 1R S5 fiE
TR

TERZ LB SREmE L TR 5 5t , IRIAE S 45 A
S R Tl K2 ) FHEAT A R g X R 2 IR
BN BRI T #4852 F 585 O . Ellis B I0if 5 /2
o s TRACES ( error code) FITCIE & % B ( meta—
linguistic explanation) #j F 28 B% ( Ellis 2009: 98) .
FHRAA R 1 UM TESS AL PR I B AE 55 1R 1 AH
VAR P ph 2% 2] 35 AL A DRI TAE R — P SR s i
TTH 7 ERENI 2t UM TE RS BRAL AR 55, FF SR AR N
SRR EE AR, BE S i 22 2 3 R AT IR ( Ellis
2009: 98, ZZ#k 2014: 9) . FIHKITIE F BT &
LA SRR« Lalande FEESRFIRAR
A FI B S B PR SRIE XF 60 AR i a3 E
YERYSEN , G5 SRR RS B R B OR 24 T
P22 437 ( Lalande 1982: 140 — 149) ., Ferris 1 Robert
A FE IR A B 422 S 5t M 2 S I I R, 2Tk
I s A R B A A 5 TR 4 S A5t 1 38R T il 3
#2253 ( Ferris, Robert 2001: 161 —184) . Chandler if
PSS I 31 A TS ih2E ) L A —
I3 LG [RIAEIE B S A5 ) A 250, B AR A SR e R
BH B2 I RO 4 41524885 ( Chandler 2003:
267 —296) . Ferris HH 55 ZULiEFA 5 5L %
B B2 A A 280 ABLAH Le F7 el 482 S A5, A DR A HoAy T
T AL 220 ( Ferris 2006: 81 — 104) . T4F
Sk, TR S B g AT ST ] E B OGRS M RR
WAHL J52 1% £ 5 AH Xt PR — . Sheen (1 2007: 255 —
283) .Bitchener #11 Knoch ( 2010: 207 —217) ZZHk
FIFRER(2014: 48 —56) S514 25 G0 1 & fif B X 9%
WAL e fA/E ] Sheen(2007) #F5E 2R W]
TCIE & MR SO B4y T 4% /2 15t 1] Bitchener
A1 Knoch(2010) =3 ANFR R ( 2014) BB TE45 R
N FHTTHE F MR RCR 5 BRI e & 2%
o IAh, Shintani DIREFE K H B P54 ) 34
SARPEAT— RN IE LA B B0 5 i RE ROR
Shintani F1 Ellis( 2013: 286 — 306) 14 #f 9% 3£ B oG
1B 5 A RE L B 422 S 15 B R 4R 1B AN S 1) i o
BPE  AHAS IR 22 OR AN B 2 Shintani 45 (2014
103 —131) RAjed i) AR B 92 46 640 D ), LT
W RRE S B35 S 5t A R8O, 48 R il s P e B 1
Hmg I RE R AR B SC S A i MER M (B B 35
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PRSI A ROR B 4 1 Shitani 45 ( 2016: 945 —
954) WIUE ] B /E A 19 015 5 M B TE RE 42 A H s
258 Y HER P H R A DI 2AOR -

25 B ATIR , AR SCIN N JCTE St B9 A 2 WE 5
AFTELL N AN : 55—, NS SR mes 19 A ok
BA 5 Y ) Eof B —Fh ST TR 5 S 15 SR s AL &
SR 1) S IR AT LR, 10 LE B4 RS A TT
T RRE SRR A TR N AS 2 U 55—, sl S it
B RUORUL, A TR 2R A XS24, 215 52
R S SR NITTR A R S = i 1 o S R O 2
R FHRE B 21 55V I 5 20 1E I o R [ E bl
Ha 4 S AR &5 =, NS9O Bk i A B kv, H
AIFSE S/ BOE R C E AT B, B A IFgE T, bR
Chandler( 2003) 4, %] B8 2H 34 A 422 52 A An] 19 S 4%
1M} Chandler( 2003) .Han #1 Hyland( 2015) #3204
ZI IS5 BE 23 52w S O X LA — e R
BE B SEMR S5 R 0 AT . R, FE SR A e 2
FHE X . ST, AT SR R e R 4
97725, 37405 I Chandler( 2003 ) ) A7 76 %5 18
2H St e S i, FH DA LU PR R ST 1E & AR
B 22 5o
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AHFFE Y EARBT 5T (0] 8Ny S5 RS 5 0 iE
TR R ROR 5 R AR A A TE 25 5
FERAES 5 T R R 1Y S A5t AR = 1 A TE 22
55 BE IR 5 T0 T R AN R 4 R 2 B 9
BRRCR R AFAEZE 7

3.2 FZik

AT ZZIRA 90 ZAETeiE-£l A4, H
SR 12 N 2ok 78 N ARIRTE 18 - 20 B 2],
LA I AER O 10 — 12 4F o A= gt 43 2 U i
( Oxford Quick Placement Test) 32321115 5 7K
RS s S o N & i v Rl S R 2 N e EZ=Y

3.3 PR

ABIFFE S5 A R —T Fi— B[ B 5 P — 4 3R
SR 74 BB FERTIN A, BIFFEE K 90 45 3Z iR
FEALI> A 3 20, B4 4% 30 #4322k BN R I5 2257
MrRASAZIETKELREZR(F(2,
87) =0.519, p=0.597 >0.05) ,ZFH )5 TrX P
HIRF /KPP L 2 R A B E. 16 3 42l
H, ARAD 2H 42 32 S5 1R AN S I, R R 22 CIE
fip R S Amt X IR e 2 B /e it BB TEAR P
HRIF LT , 25 2 ZUTE 45 438N SE e — &S
AN 200 TR AESC, e E S RD R3E . EFE ST
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FHVESC b Y B B I 25 ARG 3% A (run-on) (51 B0
la,b FII/R) PESHEIR OB , T30 o0 T iR S 1%
HehE VRS e T -

@D a.” The bus stopped suddenly I spilled cof—
fee all over my shirt.

b. " James told everyone in the room to be
quiet, his favorite show was on.

TET T B, r A 52 LA 2 J] 2y 6] & gt — F)
FHIRAI )5 10 S AR [R)RE H 94 ST, 430 F S
HIEAERH AT g 45 S35 e 25 43258 S AF A
ST BIEAE , 2835 B Jm SR T M 1E e 15t 7EARASZH
v, SE T Y AR R 1Y SO A A AR Y R RS Y
ARSI SRR R T 275 AT R 20R)
TEfFRELE P, 2838 B e e Hh B 3R 00 T HEA T AR
T BE IS TESOR 25 1 AR BB R 0 S L i A ) iR
2P SE A ) AR D IR R 1 b Ty 3 DU 2 an
Pl — L B o RS PRR I 45 K A T s ek .
TEAR B, 2 70 P UL A [] 545t SR mis 1% [R] It 52
T A 2H TR DR SR I S B O3 AT

... Some people think food and drink
did no harm to other passengers (T
they have the right to eat and drink (R)

in the subway.

B RS R s s 4 (AU 2H)

. In my opinion, people should not eat on
the subway. Because it is harmful to health
and environment (D). . .

(@D This part is not complete. It should be

attached to the sentence coming before it.

El, i S RS s B fi )

... However, many people think that eating on
does and
subway de-harm to the environment, A\ the

smell makes the people feel sick. . .

B, BRI X REZ)

e AR T BEE 2 I SR AR AT 21 18
FHEE U R S RS2 1 YRR S U IFAE 4 JA s 2k

AT 1 ARG T, LA % 45 0 2 (3 i O30 1 2%
IV 28037 o 633 P U I s A3 8K R A7 3
TE 45 534h PN 58 IR TR A AV SCOT 7 B 22, 253 (]
W e TR B IR S T S e

S,

RIH Xt 4R
Al (QPT+ATHIFESD

5, 51k, 51k,
HiRAERm TLIE F RRE R0t HiER®

b h

Bl S (FE30)

(4 &)
AV4
IR FW (fE30)

SRR RS

4 XWHER

4.1 Fidgh

2 N A5 21 32 3 AE BT INAE S R e SR L A
2H 22 B AE AT P E TR AR AR T . PR E A ) T 25
ST RS HGERES AR F(F(2,87) =
0.397, p=0.673 >0.05) , %5 4 H7F 72 W 45 41 5
[ B s N & 1 ] B o o T T =V A B
T 2HAE F ARG A B W vE R P A 24, 25 5 10145 41
2RI ET PR 2= 5, WIAR AT BB th IR R

WA [R5 % B o
2, ATIAE SCR S SRR AR G
R i gl
HHEEIR

L. 4.267(0.960) 4.323(0.778) 4.141(0.670)
(HE2)

4.2 THigrBlal
3,5 W A5 21 2 FE T BT B S A AR ST g
AR AT UL, A 2H 52 TR A DR E R BRI
USRI S AR PETE S . SRR A
6] 75 22 73 #r 2R W 4% 4 SZ 1 7E 55— R VR ST i 445
S AN FEHE(F(2,87) =1.535, p =0.221 >
0.05) ,35J5 73 B 2 W1 25 2 P I 45 2R LE 3% 25 5= [+
FEANIE R o RS 0 K — RS0 N R A
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M2 RHASHALERER B E(E M F
(2,87) =10.580, p=0.000 <0.05; %5 =%5: F
(2,87) =147.384, p =0.000 <0.05) , = J55¥Tt
F R SRR L 22 18] L) R i e i 5 % B 2 =22
(gl 2= 5 WAL 2. SRS AESC I, L R
A7 22 R A U R 2 R B E(F(2,87) =
110. 844 ,p =0.000 <0.05) , 3540 H7 3 B 45 20 45
R L 22 5 W R . AR SR RS AE SO, B
Rl Z oA SHAEZRNRBEFE(F
(2,87) =19.161, p =0.000 <0.05) ,{HZE 55T

AL S BRH S RES AR E . B,
AR 22 2H [N 7 22 53 1T 3% BH 45 4 S 1 3R s 4 X T
SVEMEAA 5 3 (A5 R0 F(4,116) =
343.869, p =0.000 <0.05; JCIESHEE: F(4,
116) =415.192, p =0.000 <0.05; HiE/ M F
(4,116) =321.176, p =0.000 <0.05) , TE XL
ZER BN RIS AN XY FRAH A48 —Fe 558 S 45
R b To 2R A AR H 22 5 W3 AR REL
I f5e e PR RS AE SC M) 45 SR 25 S AN B 3 =22 4h, AR
SEE T L SONTE

22, TR Beas R A SCLe Rk S it

TR (AFEE)
20 5
F— = =5 F i R
Y2l 4.127(0.664)  3.905(0.695)  2.256(0.357)  0.864(0.324)  0.397(0.311)
2= 4.300(0.551)  3.458(0.717)  0.869(0.411)  0.411(0.299)  0.349(0.308)
¥ 8.2 4.387(0.532)  4.251(0.590) 2.374(0.362)  1.881(0.515)  0.827(0.366)

4.3 JE i A 7 3R e ) a4

2690 45l 37 307 Ja I e 28 SR fs I AR g
IRLER . B, mT WL ARD 4 B i B2 1Y) B TR A R
AR ILAAN K X AL AE 5 I 0 E iR e TR S
5 s VE SCHE L AR AR AN I, B AR R 3R )5 0 vp i iA]
FARA L. PRy 2290 R I, 44
SARAE G A543 22 5 W 2B ( F(2,87) =12,476,
p =0.000 <0.05) , = Ji5 53 #7138 P A 2H 5 %] 18
H R SXT IR g5 R 22 5 B 3 EIE R 5
i, BRI 2R 2H (8] )7 25 43 AT 2 BH 45 4 A5 45 25 AT 8K
S (F(2,87) =185.620, p =0.000 <0.05) , 5
JE T RIS S BRHN SR ESF AN EE.
kA, B R LH N 7 25 AT R X LG5 IR o, X
TACRSLH 5 M B 20 e U, 5 TR AR S5 S T A Ak
IR e () 235 SRS A A 3 25 L T X BR A b s
MIERJFI g R 2R B FE . 520 E R TR
AR E AN T

2y JE I A HEIR S 0SS R A AR e
HAER(AFEE)

217

J& R G
R A2 0.396(0.332) 0.360( 0.320)
[ 2] 0.406(0.361) 0.403(0.270)
#1840 0.819(0.424) 1.911(0.451)
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p AN\
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4.4 BFISHTIR NORS & AL T J5 I A 38 IR
S I B B i X 2 SR

24 R 28 2 AR AE 28 URAE S I 285 Bkl 32 )
HIRSIREE R BEAT A0 E RS IRk UL, SR
T T 22T R A A 2SS — R ESCh
LERIL R B2 S(F(2,87) =0.143, p =0.867 >
0.05) ,F/F/rHr LA H P L &5 Rt
HES . EE RS SRRSO, &5 2l
ISR E (RS F(2,87) =12.031, p =
0.000 <0. 05; 45 —5: F(2,87) =105.331, p =
0.000 <0.05) , H.= 5 5 #r = Wl file Be2H 510 H
KRFHRZA M 25 S i 35 o B8 IURIAE SCI SRS 4 b3k
W f R SACR A I S5 SR TC & 25 5 TEREIS 1Y
JE I K S 3R J5 P, R R 4H 5 A A 2 2 BT AN ik
EAXTRRA S XA e 2257 RHEEN
N7 2253 AT T, 4% B 15t SR W Xo) I 28 KOl 3% ) v
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W T A L. BE TR AR B 245
RSB SCHT 45 SR A 5 W R T R R 25 L T AR
FHREVESC 5 /E M M IER J5 A i g5 R 22 5 oA i
& RRBRANEE — R S RESCES e R
WEEZES LRSS 5 A 2E R s I Ta] i 2 S 2=
S RTRE AR S35 WX T BB Sl U, 28 — RS 558 —
A VESCEE AT 3 25 7, 50 MRS VESC 5 5 il 45
SR A) G B 3 22 5, (R S I S RE SR S T[] B 22 5
i%fﬁo

POy U C T O NER Tk S ST S g2 N |E o
2T R AKHZ IRFERT PR TESCP & IR 2E A
B —5S: F(2,87) =2.504, p =0. 088 >
0.05; 4% —%%: F(2,87) =2.274, p =0. 109 >

0.05) , )5 oM W45 2H W WG LU A4 R 2 53 [l A
ARF . TETHRTBIG 3 FFESCh s gl ah 2R 2
S FH R AT R IR AU 2 A 3 A
S S X RRLH A5 R 22 S5 34 W 3 T R 2H - A Qs 2
ZEHES AR SCP S R 2 e A B . IR
W7 25012, 25 SRS 129 1. 35 [ EORS 122 A 1
HEE BRI - = A LU R I AU L 7E
R PRS0 TR AR S5 05 DU s ) -5 3E 38
SRR WRAET 4 FE e R B3 (H
S T e D i - SRS 0 ) 24 2R 2 S A
s T XS R U, BT 5 R AR SCIR) 45 51 22 57 44
3B U S R DU TR 45 2R 25 55 A e 2 (EUR e
HERE PSS SRR AR B 22 7

2Ry IR BRI AT T 0 S I A HE IR S P B B TR AR R A AR ST T

A4S R #hiE &
K AL s it H8. 48 K A4 fi 848
H—% 2.356(0.452)  2.339(0.351)  2.392(0.367) | 1.771(0.483)  1.962(0.418)  1.995(0.343)
55 2.312(0.476)  1.955(0.523)  2.514(0.315) | 1.593(0.407)  1.503(0.481)  1.737(0.394)
H=% 1.280(0.284)  0.504(0.224)  1.435(0.288) | 0.967(0.254)  0.364(0.386)  0.940(0.253)
ALY 0.546(0.222)  0.261(0.233)  1.156(0.299) | 0.318(0.212)  0.150(0.216)  0.725(0.340)
FEY 0.319(0.240)  0.289(0.254)  0.504(0.301) | 0.077(0.176)  0.060(0.156)  0.323(0.216)
&R 0.244(0.262)  0.241(0.257)  0.485(0.294) | 0.152(0.219)  0.165(0.221)  0.334(0.205)
RGN 0.195(0.227)  0.225(0.229)  1.116(0.384) | 0.165(0.221)  0.178(0.221)  0.795(0.253)
5 it AR 5 T o R PRI CIE 5 2 e 2

ASBIFFE N B — > [0) B P AP T TE 5 S 15 SR Mg
SHERG B B A2 B3R,
W, 25 1 320 B R A R 2 R R, HAA W
Ji 280 BT R BHEE R 22 53 W 2, SX B S Ui 3 R
15t SR 4 B A TR A 158 5% DA T 922 T 5 47 A A 42 o
AELAESE DO RS RN SR RS A S, %) BRZH 09 E iR 4 iR
AThvEs FACAS L S f e gl L )5 e pr R g5 R 22 5+
2 X R B A A S AR Ok B A R AR K T
W EMRRUR I T B Bt 3 Ah, BRI
KA R U, Bl 2%, ] WX PR 21 28 3R )= 0 v i A
FRA T LI 5 a0 25 A 25 S B 3L (EAR
Ty 2H 5 i RE2H 7RI T Y ik o B TR R AR AN R
HESRIC W25 5, X Ul U B 322 S it i R ROR
FIFEA SRS 5 OCIE S MR FRATTIN Dy, &
BFFERY 3 Fh S5 SRS I RRIHUR 52 2] H 3RS TE X
HOTE R (0T HA R 25 ) H AR S5 ( 225k 2014:
141) , iX 68 12 1 & i 7k 20 3 ( declarative know—
ledge) 1242, Rl AE ) H BE A B W 2] IE AT 5 5
R RS D NP S BAERIHERATE . 380,

) F PR EAN TR 21 75 1) BT B A 3 A ORE L X
AL AT LU~ ) 5 iR B 3 2 Ay [R) R, T EL ik g
BB AT 2 A 2= . R4 aE 15 Hig
( Skill-acquisition Theory) ( DeKeyser 2015: 94 —
112) XA RJZ Y BRI T BB AL 2 27 ) % %) T+
TEAAIE ORI 1 78 43 BRAF , $E 3l 4R34 PR SN P A2
P F1H ( procedural knowledge) B %41k, M i 2
R R E M S 4 A ( 223k 20141 135) , A
W AH EE T B SUABOR UG, TR S R A T
SRR A AN

5 A A BUR ARG 5 TiE F R P T
W E RIS B S O SR AP AE 22 5 - 32,
22, 3RU], IR SRS 4 T H AR S B OR R —
REWFE A S HRE S5 I A 2k 3R 5 0 1 2H 18]
KN TT 22905 M R TG AU 4H 5 i R 2H B0 45
25 S AN, XU I P e B2 5 SR I 17 S 15 28R
AHIT; T2 RV SCRY S5 SR AL 8] J7 22 53 Ar R B W
ML R 22 R W HNEE RIS 22
RSO S R A S A A 3 28 S T A
BEANPEES _REEMER LR EES. X
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Vi W] IR T Fh T T 75 S i SR s S AR SR TG 2
S ABTCHE & R BE S P ik B S O . AT
N TOTE & Ry 2 ) 3 SRR B vk U L fiE
T HB S B AT X R T B S AT AT S A g, B
e B AR IBCR TR (e 1E LA e Ak, DRI i 3 s 2L
A PR RS OR:

B A TR IR TC TR B A5 R I X A [R5
R BB R TRACAE 25 57 . N, AT UL,
A RS B IR R 2 52 T B 3, LG
AR XS HARSS A B RUBTSOCR T 22 57 -l ZH N
AT LU W, T A SR e 2 B A I s - (ELE
S RCFARAL , TCIR S I R 1R IA 2kl i 1), JCTH
AR AR AR SO S R R M R R,
TR AR A A D) 7 2% =T o) A7 2k W 3 22 5, X
FRWITCTE & MRS PR H AR S5 AL B AT S PR Y S
AR - ASWEFE PR BT P FP H RS54 b, B 285
1R S W7z 2] 5 1 R AR IR, 23 X B X
AR TR 322 /) D) 38 K AT R, AN S e
T S SLER A R AW R IRAUS MO H RS
AR 2 T B9 R EA AR SO O - X — S5 0R
Y Ferris ( 1999) . Bitchener £ ( 2005) 45 4% i 4H
T o BARASCHY F RS R AR 2 1 )i 5
YA EATHERAT ML ( rule-governed) , DA it , #f8 J2
“al 4k BE Y 45177 ( treatable errors) ( Ferris 1999:
6) o XA ITIE 7 St R s Y RE e fli % ~) &
BRI , 2 R 3 A IR T i, PR 7 S A5 2500
BIFTE2ESR . AN, SR PRI S I B S5 R R
R IREGS R BARTC 35 25 5% (HE I 250 A 1R B
BRABLTERAEARG , TORG 32 40 9 7 1) B R AE SEE 3R = ) vp
AT e FATIN N, XA AR5 27 > o %
X o B R S S W ) S5 A A O, PRI TT 52 i) 2 A
AR IBICR -

6 H5WIE

AWTFEGERF W, R A S ool = i R I
FHOGHE = RS RS CR 4F T B R B A —
FE Y IYIRCR AP R T 7 S5 SR e % A ] H
FRESA B BT RBOCR T TC 25 5o A, FRATTIE 2 B
JUTE & R RE S S PR IR B S B ASOCR o BRI
K TG i RE PR SRS REP A 7 A B RZ IR N
HRAN T, AR BE AR SR ) B R R R A, HLot
W R RE B A i Bl 2 > AN S i S
PR I S8R B R e AT FEAIAFAE — L8R
ZAb: S ARWTFEAR X TR R B B RCR 2T
KA B BRI AR AR SUAL LU BTTTh & st 5 H 4%
S RS, , Jo iR S R it S H e R s SR s AR
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FLRR anfar A3 £ T2 — 2P 4R .

R

DZEHR( 2014: 149) Hf 16 £ 21 485 7E S “HOR 4 1F 22 A=
EEhfE EER R SRR R .

QFEHHZIRS 5 RIS G KLl P A SC
58] A5 Y BT A2 TR I 5 R0 B 35 KOt 3 /) T 2 4 iR 0
Y BTS2 R, WA T S A 3k T e R A

G E I # R A 1 TS A 2Nk R DR B R R B+
100",

DT BT U Z 115, 2535 19 58 1) AR5 20 8 B 4R
TFTARER B & Lo i o i 52 X088 P JE B Y, 28
BB K R AR FE B 2 Bk % 4], i
WIEEBEA—E IR DB IR A ET
TSR BL , 28 3 % 25 AL 32X B VR B B AR iR
ZETRUE T LUKE I 24 R A5t , [ B S2 R AL 3 B — 26
BRI T R B, DABT 2 R 58 S0 3 Y, (AL B A iR
KARIARP NG -

OB 25 Tt 15 5 PR 22 4 18] Jr 22 43 #7445 SRAK YR Ry: 565 I
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