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1.5l§

W WK REE S, B — ok 2 A5 B 4L, J2 92 B B A8 b T BE (0 48 T B
(Swales 2004: 228). A MR ARTEEM R AL —. S 2 2RI
B8 AL 25 0 B3 D (18 55 FRIE (Moreno & Swales 2018), 38 11 % 2 [a] 18 45 (18 5 FRAE R
FREARE P IE T IR SRR Z AR FE A 2E AR CE M E AR IO R IR 5 5
B, AR SRR AR A A R e AN 2 1

—REEZE . CAMRAGHER THRISHHE 515 N R GER a1
TEERAE , 00« 3 EE A 5 221 2635 (Omidian et al. 2018) .5 | 5 184 1183 (Cortes 2013) 5 %4
HHESL (Lu et al. 2021b) . iR i A0 Ay iRl B (ZE B8 Bg X1 7k 12 2017) 5 18] 7% (Le & Harrington
2015) L Je £538 1 A B iRl (Deng & Liu 2023). X EEHFFT R, 22 ARG SCHUA [RIE A BAT H
R 0 ol AR L AR R T b A ARIE SRR SR AR — E IR 2

TRANEEE . A MDY B T ORE SR AR SCE T S i Ak
SR FEFRE . 10 : Lu%5(2020)5 Zhou %5(2023) 73 9l % 24t &R0 5 H AR BLE B 5818 3¢ h
I B AR R B ARRAE , R B R 2R 1) 5 2% 0] 5 R 0 B 2 (R AE— R X R AR
P FRR A (2020) )X 18 FHIE 5 2418 SR 28 A 1 A1 vE B 2 BERRIEUEA T T Ak o, &
ARG D () B Ak B2 A B AR E A A W 25 5 o IBAh , LuS8(20212) ik RIS | 5 i i ik

* BRIE AR 202248 A AR AL B B i 5 HUE SO TR H (01 H 45 : S08) 1Y B BeMERF 8 iR

TEE Y A, Bz, W WSy 1) HERL R 5 2 B 5 AR 15 5 R IO s e, 2R AT ) R
T EARYGE IR SR RS AECGEGIER), B W Wy 1) RS T DR B R
B A WS I AR AN BNE R R S . A5 MEH TR : xumanfei@scnu.edu.cn
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RIRBERHEAAAE AR 22 7 . LIRIFR G SRR, 22 R0 SOR Rl 2Dt B IR 0y 4] 1 52 %
FERHE e 2B 1 2 2] 5 R WD 2 (B AT AR — 8 IR R G R

SRS, OA BE LI T REE Y B2 DA SO 580 42, 1 AR X HoAth 22 AR A
BT RIR ARSI o FARMEE SRR T8 U A —FIH 242 AR R R, ERe SR i
1% 5y T WIE ORGSR SO SR B A R 7 ik S R B0, mT Ak IR Lol i3 2 P ik
TS SCRY EE NS, DA 4 b 4fE B B 5 1R AL #§ (Kuehne & Olden 2015; Liu & Li
2024), TEIEF AT GUEL, S 252 e 07 1 25 AR 22 215 5 W58 T X 2E (open accessible
summaries in language studies, OASIS, DA N i fR B2 "), MR RS IRAE — U A fy , DA Zih
T S A ] B TSR R R R i 0 B R B Y R IR AR 8 B 2 — (Alferink &
Marsden 2023; Marsden et al. 2018),

SR EEAETE T WS R AL R o 2 v 47 e A 0, (HUE: 1 R SEUE RPN HAE 2D )
BTSRRI TR IT . A B 2 B R AT B T E K P (Kyle et al. 2021; Lu 2017; 24224 2021) .
IR SRR & (Ortega 2015; Kyle & Crossley 2018; 7K el 2425252 2022) LA S22 AR G AE i &
A4 B8 BR(Biber et al. 2011; Nasseri 2021; Staples et al. 2016), A % T 1t , AR5 LA E
HREERYIN KL, BB TR 5 R E , 25 B0 28 DL PR A [

(1) BEZEPOR[RIE 2D B )1 52 2% B R 2 A A AE 25 77

(2) BEZErh B Ak A2 2 ) T S SRR e i 200

2. BRIt

2.1 EAHR AR

AT OASIS 14 & VE ] Tl 3% & Language Learning . The Modern Language Journal ,
TESOL Quarterly .Language Teaching Research #l Studies in Second Language Acquisition {F
AR ST AR IR . X T A RIS OASIS A VR T b 42 (A 22 SO0 i 2 1930 11
HB Rt 5 2 S R s 8 FE BRI ) AR R IR, FRAT T BOR P38 SR SR
W SCRIMEEE . PR R B AR F2 A P LB« —J2 A [ 2R B 18 S (9] fn BRI F
58 LRI GE IR SCAE) B R R 115 2D S5 1 (Swales 2004) , #EZAE i SCHY 4 Hik 2P 45
T ) 25 32 BRSSO AL SE MR — 2 SIS 18 5 AP U ey i, B R4S et
G5 JEABE S LA IR A F5E(3 W, Gao et al. 2001). T AT OASIS W VIl 52547 T 2020—
2022 4R (8] & RAEIX FAH T _E A9 SIS SCRIMEE SO My MRS TR . e FRAT
WA B 463 R ZICA , BT 258,841 MEAT  MEZSERHE R A GG BRI 1.
1 ARBEAE MR

LIRLERN AL ZEES I SCAKE PRz
Language Learning 97 49,459 509.89 74.660
The Modern Language Journal 96 54,436 567.04 81.915
TESOL Quarterly 97 55,678 574.00 72.564
Language Teaching Research 126 72,108 572.29 91.786
Studies in Second Language Acquisition 47 27,160 577.87 90.926
Bt 463 258,841 559.05 85.943
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22 FFARE

AR 9 = A BB (DREZREE S B Be s ()R BERR SR B B Q)M Sr AR B Be . fEAEZR
7B BE, PIALERTE 2 % Marsden %5(2023) 5 Mizumoto %5(2017), 1 Sehn i i RHZE b Bifi
BLIEICAY 30 5 2L SCA , P38 AR v 45 Rl o THe S P AR I RE AL (B ) . FEMR B
BB B, PIALAR T FEAM ST AR TE MABEEETE B ZE h B AL Y 10% B SCA o ARTESE UG X
TSR HATEER R, G4 REY], 1EP 5TE AR Cohen’ s Kappa £ %7371 0.958
F10.936 15 B BT o AR ST BRIE WY B, AR & 25 BRI TE R, e, I FRTE
B XAGE PR IR — 3. WA RS R W2 2, o A RO SR T AL
g3 A8 SRR A0 ) B0 B TR ) S L MARERE D SIRFRIE R .

K2 BYmRELER

il AR Thaglik GIRE A 53 H(%)
Ml BT 2R, 789 7.78
Ml Sl VAL NG T 141 1.39
M1 _S2 HEHG TSUE P 25 486 4.79
MI1_S3 BEEIAA MR 16 0.16
M1 _S4 PIAEBIF9E TS/ 32 B 5 ) A 146 1.44
M2 B R LA 416 4.10
M2_S1 18 AR 25 Gl 212 2.09
M2 S2 HFEEHFE 16 0.16
WEE 2 M2_S3 R IR E 116 1.14
HEX M2 _S4 B SE ) 72 0.71
M3 SIS ATRFSE 1,724 17.00
M3_S1 R A5 F/ s ST B Y 306 3.02
M3 S2 MRk roE B i 158 1.56
M3 S3 SRS ) R BB i 51 0.50
M3 S4 i B 113 1.11
M3_S5 AR T 359 3.54
M3_S6 IR AR 595 5.87
M3 _S7 it 53 2 L 142 1.40
M4 HRBFIRREA 420 4.14
M5 HREESE TR 127 1.25
W Tk
M6 EfiEuY i Eneuy i 2,178 21.48

M7 TR 43 B ad A 198 1.95
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(&%)
%y B ER rhestiik IR H 4y H(%)
M8 W LI 5E 45 5 0.05
M8 Sl1 (IO BrRiR B Wi 5 70 i 72 4 0.04
M8 S2 FRUR B ot 53 (] sl i 1 0.01
M9 TCAR AT T4 R 2,083 20.54
M9 _S1 RN E 5 0.05
7RI
M9 S2 ICHEY R 2,073 20.45
M9 _S3 PEAUIEE 2 2 0.02
M9 _S4 T8 & Z Ak 3 0.03
M10 TR REAE R 107 1.06
Mil MWEFERFFY 45 60 0.59
M12 BRI 1,343 13.25
MI12_S1 FE AR L 257 2.53
MI2 S2 AU e I = PAN 1,086 10.71
R M13 YR 423 4.17
K M14 PR M AT 266 2.62
Ml14 S1 =L e 123 121
Ml14 S2 5 9T R R 72 0.71
Ml4 S3 TEM I 5 1% 71 0.70

23 8 EA B IAR RS it

WG T A RE AR AR bR A TR (A4 TR S A A TRl R E M R /)NVE)
K AR BRE PR/ (FE I 3), 2 R A TR S 0 i TR AR IRE TR VR &R S
/A Z% JE (clausal elaboration)(Norris & Ortega 2009).

NG IX T FACSR bR, FATE STl AT H AR 4] 325 23 BT 4% (Klein & Manning 2003)% #f
BB T R AR AT AR I S AR Ay . SRS FRATTE H L2SCA(L2 Syntactic
Complexity Analyzer; Lu 2010)H [ Python fAAS SR U)K (2 444 1l i (B 2 M DN J& /v K&
T FRE P M S /N ) S5 DU A R R AR R AR (RS T8 B2 F /535314 1.000.,0.830.,0.925.0.926) .
B e, AR I 0 2 58 = Bk Y 7B REZE A LA -tion | -sion | -ity . -ment 8 -ness A Ji5 2% 1) 44 1R
PN T AIE 4% 1) Ak 1Y 44 17 (U0 section) , 98 J ) Python fC A% S8 1454~ 1 b 44 1) 4k 2437

R
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&3 8) B A6 A A% AR (24 H Lu (2010)55 Lu%5(2020))

filiid

Bl EEELAY
BRI TR
FIREIRIE PALta

SR A R T

FIRZE 1R I J 56 FRZE TR I /1]

INRIELZRIE ARFRENE B /M)

e ) 1 Y PR B
] W% 75 -tion . -sion , -ity .-ment 1% -ness J& 4% [14 44 17 &

A A F 2 R R R, ELARGLES - (D) RIS TE A |
JITA A ARV 5 R/ 33 B [ A7 B ) 4 o 2
Q)4 e/ V] 5 (3) F2 A B 1) Bl 44 T AN 2 =X

GRSy S eVNEVNGIUE & SRS OR IR A TNV 22
IR /NVA] BRIV

Ay rp 2 i A ekt o 5 | AR BRE PR R
NVEIRCR:

2.4 %t o7

A5 K H Kruskal-Wallis H K 56 DA 72 AN [R]85 25 /18 B 2 [0) ) /) 16 42 2% 3 Je A7 1E i
25 K H Mann-Whitney U K56 A BRI B AL AR B A0 A B 2R SR RHE AR A A E A

JEE , DT84 72 A B MR S 2t b L S A AR AR 2 TR A7 A R BV 22 S TR AR A B

N T 7B SR E T R AL S 2 ) T S BB FRAT TG Je i S Ak S 2R I R E
BI{E. 2 M8 Lu %5(2020) , Fe A4 A48 b O 25 — DU 0 (L8050 B(E, 1K 38 B AY 4] 5~ R
TENANESZRA (SR IR 4) 0 BEIR , BEXHEM RIS, FATLAA) L B 20 AR RO D TN i, 4
AR AR B BT EBC A AR i T R Bk [ 0 A A S A 2R . AE ik R
A BEREAR AL LR IR, 95% B A5 X [1] P A 50 dh s BEAR A ML 17 1 26, 75 S A AU T . ol
ST AL, X LR T A QR AT AR B i R R 4 S 2% R (L 5 A 25 B 22 T
B WF DX 95% B AR DX Ia] SM A R s DU RS HY 7 R 0 30 ok 3 W] ok 28 5ol i A QSR A0 T

A AE G AE R AR B 2 2 A b 3 o T R T AR AR B

R4 RO F

=L PR fE bR B = S EL A B )AL
CORER N 23.23 10.406 29 2,620
LAGS 0.93 1.101 1 5,610
R LA e 3.01 1.867 4 3,395
FRE MR /IVi) 0.74 0.926 1 5,044
B 55t d YNV NG| 0.75 0.934 1 5,083
3548

3.0 MEEE BN G R A B £ 7

Kruskal-Wallis H ¥ 56045 5 57 « MESEE AL A8 M 7 1)k 2 22 48 b b Y77 AE &1k

5 (p<0.0H(LES).
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A5 RREFAEN-Z N8 kA EF

izt Ve H B B &
GRS 592.189 32 0.00 0.055
AT 441.474 32 0.00 0.041
AT 426.735 32 0.00 0.039
FRE P DA 7). 611.364 32 0.00 0.057
R R T A /i) 615.230 32 0.00 0.058

Mann-Whitney U K 56 25 5 7 76 LA m)ik A B AR A b, 9 — 2L 20 AR B i 34
TR A (Y (B[R] A7 b 25 1 25 R (p < 0.05)

AR A 1B A W3 5 TR R R {8 (M = 23.23, SD = 10.406),
BAKG 5. M1_S3 . M1_S4 M2 S1.M2 S3 M3 SI . M3 S2 M3 S3.M3 S5 M3 S6.M3 S7
DL M12_S25 74N 2 AR B B 308 10 3508 T8 B R AR B, BR 46 M2_S4 M4 M5,
M6 .M9 S1.M9 S2 LI} M14 S3,

AT A 6 M E I B3 & TR (M = 0.93, SD = 1.101), H{&k
M3 S1.M3 S6.M3 S7.M8 S1 . MI12_ S DL M14 S1; 4 445 B ¥ E B KT
R R IAE , ARG M2_S4 M4 M5 L) K M6,

R R AR RN E A AR AR B R BE W S TR R R B (M = 3.01, SD =
1.867), ELAGIHE M1 _S1. M1 _S3 M1_S4 M2 S1.M3 SI M3 S2 M3 S6 M3 S7.MI2 SI,
M12_S2 DL K M358 526 A5 B B Y08 B 2 A T AR 398, HARf 45 M2_S4 M4,
M5 M6 LA M9 Sl

St R E PE B /NI L A 12 AN AR Y R S 0 TR R AR (M = 0.74,
SD = 0.926), H & £ 4 M1 _S4 M2 S1.M2 S3.M3 S1.M3 S2 M3 S3.M3 S6.M3 S7.
M9 _S4 M10.MI12_S2 LUK M13; 4 418 A AE B i S (8 5 28 TR AR 2, B 45
M4 M5 M6 LUK M9 S2.

AR PR M8 /N T, A 8 AN TR B B A MH 3 & T iR AR (E(M = 0.75, SD =
0.934), E/AFEMI_S1.M2 S3 M3 S1. M3 S2 M3 S7.M8 SI1.MI12 S1LAKMI2 S2;458
AN A B B 2 08 8 2 R TR R AR I, B AL 45 M2_S1.M2_S4 M4 M5 .M6.M7,
M9 S2LA K M14 S2.

3.2 Bk A 6] Wy LIRS Ak

AT 3 AL S A AR ARTE e 1 ) SRR M 40 Hr . 45 5R R, A48 AR Il
BRI G ROR RT3 6).
k6 LMEmaLR

EisLin BRI R’ RA(JH#%) F [ IR R J 2
)R 30.135 0.942 0.940 504.57 0.000
FATLI 43.4139 0.977 0.977 1338.35 0.000
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(&%)
izt BRIERIERE R R(JAE) F (e A7
R AT 37.1321 0.944 0.942 525.44 0.000
FRUE P DA /N4 49.4747 0.956 0.954 665.92 0.000
AR P I /N 51.0013 0.959 0.958 733.29 0.000

WEJm , AT 1B T AR AL A R IET, AT A 2R WA 7. W3R 7 P ARl A T
il AN R T B RiE S 20

& T8k A48 P LG5 EY

Eitan AR 2R B o UK OF AR 2R B KT U KO

M2 S1 M3 Sl M3_S5 M1 _S2 M2 S4 M4
GRS

M3_S6 MI12_S2 M5 M6 M12_S1

M3 Sl1 M3_S6 M3_S7 M4 M5 M6
AT

M12_S2

M2 SI M3 SI M3 S5 M2 S4 M4 M5
R A i M3_S6 MI2 S1 MI12 S2 M6 Ml4 S2

M13

M1 S4 M2 S1 M3 Sl M4 M5 M6
[(EEL N VNG

M3_S6 M12_S2 M13

M2 S3 M3 SI M7 M4 M5 M6
R BRE Tk A g /v

M12_Sl1 MI12_S2 M13

NN X B bR B — AT R TS A 5 AR AIA I 2R
Ko 25 = T RO R K X R I e i R A S, B . M2_ST M3_S1,
M3_S5.M3_S6 LUK M12_S2. £ 6 1B /iE By i 4] 52 22 ) B0 i o 30 F 30 3 1) - 4K
S, 33X 2 B 3k B 1 A5 A B DU SE A S B, BLR A  M1_S2 . M2_S4 M4 M5 M6 L K
M12 Sl,

WH, ARSI B B AR . ARSI BB W, T R SRR A S
Bo BMORSE, fESLM2_ST I, 75 2038 5 S B 45 PPN I AWFFE B th P52 i, an il (1)
TESEBEM3 ST M 75 ZEESRIT ST H Y IS 5T AR BB SCRAE B, il (). 7EE 3
M3_S5 i fE# T B AL S 5  THAPREE R, E(3). 7ESLIM3_S6 i, fE#H %
PR E E AT LB, W) (4). FESCEIMI2 S2 A, /343 H 43 S [l B Af 9% % PR, - R
L s) .

(1) While some have approached this linguistic diversity as a problem to be solved, more

recent research has focused on how multi-lingualism among students can be a valuable

resource for teaching and learning languages. (M2_S1)
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(2) The study explored the role of emerging inhibitory control skills in language acquisition
in typically developing toddlers by administering five inhibitory control tasks, a
language test, and a parent-report language questionnaire. (M3_S1)

(3) To test this, adult native Hebrew speakers, with English as their second-language,
learned words in German either with Hebrew (native language) translations, or with
English translations (a second-language, that is more similar to German). (M3_S5)

(4) The researchers found that learners benefited from recasts to a greater extent when they
performed simple in comparison to complex tasks and that aptitude was linked to
learners’ L2 gains only under complex task conditions. (M3_S6)

(5) However, given that bilingual learners displayed immediate learning of novel words
introduced on Day 2, our results indicate that learning novel words is faster when one
has existing experience of word learning. (M12_S2)

A AT S A 44T B B A 1 A 2 )RR B T U B 24K ARG
M3_S1.M3_S6.M3_S7 K& MI12_S2. wJ WL, A8 A 35 fii 1) T fokt FH % TR AR TR 58 22 10 ) 7 S B
XLETEBY . M4 M5 5 M6 Y /F) 1% 52 2 AR R T BUM A9 Rk F . IXRIE =N iED
— et A4 TR A IR R B R ) TR B

FES T T ixdets LR 28R 51471 )E , RAT A MAEL I M3_S1.M3_S6 5 M12_S2 A,
Ve 0 A9 24 TR TRIE 22 5 W5 S A OG , A9 (6) s ZE IS B M3 _ST7 I, 125 1 114 44 1) 1 17)
TCAALHE 5 5% 3 RAH ¢ (43R, 38 A2 55 1 W1 usefulness . implications 45 ) 74 £/ {5 5 1] ()
WL, Al (7)

(6) Aviation trainees should also develop accommodation skills to gauge and adjust to

others’ communicative repertoires. (M12_S2)

(7) Results also revealed the usefulness of predicate-related combinations in assessing L2
Chinese phraseological diversity, sophistication, and complexity. (M3 _S7)

U 2R AR T & A 7T AL AR B A ) R AR B3 s T U B Bk, B
RALHE M2 S1.M3_S1.M3_S5.M3 S6.M12-S1 . M12 S2 5 MI13, X HI7ESEH ik BeiE 4/
BT VR S Sl T S e A T o A S TR AR AR B Y )T R A A R R B I T TR
R TR R4S : M2_S4 M4 M5 L M6 5 M14_S2 3% 3% W 7E 52 X 2615 25/ By
I A B D A 2 44 A

TE HI A% T 22 52 2% 44 1) A 1B 09 ) S Y 7 AN E B AR B A 5 AN B (M2_S1,
M3_S1, M3_S5, M3_S4, M12_S2)[r] I S AAHOCHK . BVACTI &, 76 52 B 2E15K By ik, 45
5 LR B AE 2T R B o (B 2 iy 52 2 44 1 JEAT B T BEZR R {5 2 (Biber & Gray
2010). DA S B SE T8 B ) ) 5 — SRR A, (035 T 2 RS R A4 Al 1R B A
SR, SEBEMI12_S15 MI3 BYA) T BAR A REEE A& TR EZ B R A TR . ORI
BoR XPANEL AR BICHREG 2 HAE R B E LA EE . B S  7E 928
MI12_ ST, M2 Al I 52 2% 44 TRl R A R AR BT B BARAE B, 40 48)(8) s 7ESE B M3 I, £
HH SR 2 4 T SRR AR G AT T A I, 519
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(8) Future research could gauge learning outcomes in the target language in multilingual
ESL classrooms through pre- and posttests or other assessment measures. (M12_S1)

(9) In this study, the students benefited more from the form of individual writing when it

comes to their motivation for English learning. (M13)

SLRREE B/ NVETTT S A 6 DR AL /R B i )i 52 A )0 18 3% v T U Ay P XK,
HARAIHE :M1_S4 M2 S1.M3_S1 . M3 _S6.M12 S2 5MI13, XU SEHX BB AE R iy 4]
T AL E R 2 MR E TE R /N . M4 MS 5 M6 AR 2 ) IR T U T3
KA o XU IR S = AN E AP I AR R HTBRE Ve R /]

SRS R TR M2 ST, BREPE MR /INVE HAT AN DI BE - 5 H IS IR (141) 10)
LT AR5 (1 11). 765280 M3_ST I, BR A MU /I 00 338 30 F 31 b 9 9 1 R
TESH M1_S4 M3_S6.M12_S2 5 M13 B}, /5 & £ i 1) ff FH 8y 3 + that™ A) 389 22 1 AT
BRI S - EL I MI1_S4 8, 4E#4 £ i F Previous research (has) suggested/showed/indicated
that; 7£ 52 1 M3_S6 B} , 1 # £ {di H§ We/The researchers found that 5 The findings/analysis/
results suggested/indicated/showed/revealed that; 7E X B M12_S2 5 M13 B, VE# £ i H The
findings suggested/showed that,

(10) However, it is still not known whether the same pattern of language loss is attested in

conversational data for heritage speakers. (M2_S1,ZHE 1. 5] H 5% (] )

(11) Although research on L1-L2 relations dates back as early as the late 1970s, the impact
of this line of research on language learning research so far has been rather minimal.
(M2_S1, g 2 [T AAF5T)

SR FRE T R /NRTTTT S, AT 6 T 20 /A B ) ) vk 52 2 B 8 35 v 1 T B9 2K

-, HARAL RS :M2_S3 . M3_S1.M7.M12_S1 . MI12_S2 LA K M13, H It m] UL, 78 55 X 2L 5 45/
TE BT IRE , # E fe) AFH A E B AR BRE M B/ INVAT B AT 5~ M4 M5 55 M6 B ik B2 2 ) KL
T U AP 2K o X R IR SEBX AN TR AP I VR A TR R E PR /)
.

SRR B, AL S A AR R E M s /N RD Y ) 7 SE B R 6 TR AR B R AR RR E
P JE /N S A s RO A 07 2K SRR R BPIRTE, Al (12), B S 24 TR B i 1t
Filvlit L il 44 3l +to do ™ Z5H4, il (13).

(12) We did this because previously researchers have documented college-level proficiency

without investigating the students’ backgrounds. (M2_S3)

(13) The overall findings suggest that the ability to select the right piece of information and
simultaneously manage misleading or confounding stimuli, is particularly relevant in
early language acquisition. (M12_S2)

5 FATRIAETZ I MA M5 5 M6 iy A] i, 5 S R 52 e ) L 491 24 8 251K T T
SRR AL, SEEX AN D R T R AE S SR O R . IR R R E S
VEAG S Th ZORAEF M A 45570 ROk 2 UWFE J5 vk (Marsden et al. 2023), Rt , /2538
AR TR ST . TR AT RS Rk P a3t — f 5 2, A i X 2t

21
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F) TR LA AR T . EAS— PR A AT 1 SR S R ) ) L A TR SRR A
T EAR G ST R I(M4 (5 4.14% , M5 (7 1.25%) . S@E BT EEAEH SRR ot it
S 8 AR A B TH, anfil(14). ol UL, 7ERE2E T M4 5 M5 Tl 3 28 A M6, #5 2Z,
X =AM B TR AL S .
(14) Small groups of bilingual Ojibwe youth (ages 9-12) and first speaker Elders were
invited to go on short (i.e., approximately 15-minutes) walks in the woods together.
(M6)

4. 1Fig

AR EFHE TMEELENAEE R EES . IR R M2 R HA
R R R bR EIAAAE R 2R R IR A R S A R g R I — 2, U S AN [
A2 bR D RE W) ) - BT A, B ) 42 2 ) v 45 A AN [R] (Lu et al. 2020; Zhou et al. 2023; 22755 A #H
2020), AHFIEHSCRFRT A B ST KB, BIFEAS [ F8 A5 L, Apvk 5 4% 5 3 v TR R A
A/ B 5 IR TR R A 15 2B /1 By 2 (B SR AR A 58 4 (Lu et al. 2020; Zhou et al.
2023), TEARBEGEH ,M2_ST/EME—BISh IR WY 7S F% 44 1) A AR A 2 (E 2 i T
PRIEE, AR B s /Na) g A b 3 S AR T AR A (E

WAL, 85 GBS AR 00 R B, FAT T ZE A [l 2 AR AR i, S 3R AL 52 B D g
(18 /) 1 T JE 3 R ARLRL ) ) 3 B 2 BEARRAE o B, AR5 2 BR324 mis ik 5 i/
ST H B9 (M3 S AT BRI SR 57 2 (M3 ST A, 76 A6 b LAY (34 2
 TIE R AR RIE . ik F AR T MR, ST P A1 B 1) /) R vk S5 A AR 6 2 4
Zhou %5 (2023) A HKMIE B . MRS Es LI, 16 HARBLH A0 OB 5 b T
IR, WA SE B e E 20 AR L AE S T I A . ARG IR R B,
BRI 5 s A TE A (M4 M5 HTM6)ZE A Ar L A 35 (B2 2% T R AR M
F G T DL, FH A TR LR AR, SEBIGX — B A ) TR IR S M A R T B Xt 5 225 R B A
8 (2020)F X FH I 75 2 B bR B RIS SCH B2 9T 2 B — 30, AT & AR X 47k 22
R S VRV I ) R R TR A R R TR B

FERCIERE b AR S — 2 HRIY T MR R [R] 2 ) vk B 2 ) T SR i
oo GERRT ARRIZE ALY R 2] SRR (B TR Y Z AR — R E R, X —4
ol 57 ABFSE & BL—3 (Lu et al. 2020; Zhou et al. 2023), FRIE ] T 22 AR IERS i Ay s 45 4
SRR REZ RIAFTE—E X N R o &5 A ARG R LRSS 0 SR L FR AT & BLAE AR [R] 24 R
R, Ak R A S LA A PRI AT etk AT 22 5. MR, Lu %8 (2020) 1 Zhou
FE(2023) R IAER R F 8w A AR BRIR AT H sl E 2007 A5 R, EHE
SRR A T AR SRS AT H T (M3_S1)., #EZE SRS AR S Lu s
(2020) 4 &3, KAYHE W T 45 B BFFE 25 87, SR 1M Zhou 58 (2023) AR A A B, X Fh 2 55
Al BB AR 22 5 T 5 RS (Lu et al. 2021a), M ARAFSE S Lu % (2020)AF 58 19 2 4E S Rk 2%
SCAR Tl Zhou 55 (2023) M DGR H J2& FARBE A SCA . Hl i, FRATIA Ry 248} 22 57 vl e 25 i g ik
HAA S5 PRIIRERT N O RINE LR EZ —.
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RBFTET R MBS MRS AR ST IR 555 b . — 7 T, A 7T S R
BT HESE T 0T R 2 AR T R 2 b 3 — 7 T AR SR R T BB A/
SR AT | T R SR SRR . A, AT B TR 2 AR 5 5 0
PPELAT — R . R A A R KT i R R TR B (LR 2
285 ) 55 4 i 85 (Deng et al. 2021; 5785 2017). 25 0k 0955 1 B0k 25 4 X
0 P A 2 BT 5 ) 5 M (008 2021) T EL RS 7645 5 10 A o 1T >4
F 5 5 S M) 2 T 02 B T R (L et al, 2020). 1 BCTT U, , S RICHE S F 205 R i T3
S BTk 2 T 7 5 522 S A Z B RO R DT b . ISR 2 ST 5 %
BRIDAE R F 55 5 3SR RE AR MRS i S ). 2 R TR R % IR &
2k 5 B HR I RV FR o 0 SR 56 0 T A e 4 1) 5 B AR SCAR B U 35
L H R 22— (Biber & Gray 2010, {1 R A7 75 52 B4 2 52 b T RBIN A2 RERE A . PRI , 2%
R TR BT b R T 9 2 b U D R U

5. i

AW T A R RNE B8 T EEE L AN AR 2 R . TR R AR o,
AN TR B A I R B AR P A A 3 22 5 AN [RI 2R AL ) vk &2 2 ) o FH T S B A i 25/
By o AT AR B — B A AR T AESE IR T Hali 2 AR E . A
WF5E % BUMPE T IRA DR E 7 2500 518 5 FRAE AR, I nl Oz IR 0 S Ve A 44t
SRR 55 % E M. RN AMRWAETESR —E N RRYE. B, AFRAOCE TiEF
FETIRA 22 AR . B T2 R EAREAAAE 24 22 5 (Lu et al. 2021a), AR RHBFSE AT DL 2 H A,
R ARMEZE . R ARG ACR T AR AL 4B ) BT 484 | J5 20055 v] 5 8
FIATE ZRORFEVR . BJ5 , ARAF T AL AT AR A 2% S B 00 m) VAR L, A 8 12:(=
DX R4 2021)55
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