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0 55§

VOB SCE A2 ZiE5 I B EE A N o7, B IR E M BGe S FEEE T Hir, B2
EHE AT EEA N ES (Coffin et al. , 2003) . XF T i 2 Fok UL, BOSSCE R AEH
R HUEHERE T, MR BAEFT T 3eht, 38 0] LLFS Bl H R X 4% 2R 985 K25 1500 B 1R AE
MK, SR IR USO8 S R PR AR il ae ) B ER 154, S om e R 4k fg
1 (SCRT5 25,2006) ] PN &b Az T il — 2l [n] i, o2 ek e ) A R i &
FERINTEIS I LS FETE B ( Miller et al. , 2016) ,0F 7 B — B/ BRPE U (3575
&5 2015) PR BIAHOCHE HERATE GBS (Stapleton et al. , 2015) 48771, LI M
5, X AR S VOB B ARG G B XA 50, ARG LI 2 R o w2l
A N A 2 2R e R SC BOMPE AT 0 F g X R B A SR B rh i 4 f s &

Wr#s B 5 :2025-03-01
EE&TH: EATHFRTHFEXENLAR “KEF LBMERFHEIFERAMENLL F K" (213218) W) SHE & K F 45 B A
SR B SR BAR BT K 0 KA (JY2474270) 8 BB SRR
EBBMN AEE, 4, W) M HiE K F HEFRa AL, ERNF B EH B TURFL,
HRA,F v S EE RS B FRF (S BRI 888, 22RF 5 T4 MIFMAL,
Bl AR B HUR 95 KA AP OSSR SO M (A [ 1] AMEIE 3C,2025(6) £ 182194,
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AR (AL A5,2023) o BOESCEEHC mlm rY 3 Z PO 7 R B B ZERE ), X AR wfk
A TR MBS AR R LB O B S T A PR A, do ok REE BN A A fie
FAER . ARWFFERANR G A5 T5 1, BB IO SCE R By R IR G X sh &
A TR BOE SCE AU IR |, 5 SRS 1 o B e ik T HAYRCR 9 SR #ey
PR —E 46 3

1 XERZRIAR

Bl B AR A S SO S LA 2R, SARTEAR B TR 100, B
PEAERT A F AR - 48 R R FE (Lev Vygotsky ) 4T 2 SCAL BE %, 5 8 PF Al o 72 o 98 Y
( mediation ) X 2% 2] # 8 1 & JE I RZ M, Bl ok« i B R 1) A 1P Al 85 2K ( Shrestha, 2020)
P E BN TPAN A B S F8 B RN 2 2] 35 Z R AR A2 2T AT ) T B R e o
BEAE #F 2% 2] 3 10 3 FRH Y RE I Ak ST fif ok [B) R GE 7 ( Poehner, 2008 ) , 4k SR 7k
(Vygotsky, 1978 ) 4 H Ui sl WS¢ 2 2] 35 1 e ¢ JR DX, 3T 45 T 0L M i BE 7, SR i At
VB TERE 15 Ak 52 Brie 7, A1 O A G 4R 51 PR ml  wE s | I Ast | B B AR AR 4
(Poehner et al. , 2017) , V7575 ELAT Wb v FA APk O RRAE , 3 105 P38 81 P bk 3) 8
B, DI ARBEXT 2) 3F HA A, A RE 24 2 35 10 EXRE sl 5 2 38 1 R 305
2f ) FRE 1B S K A S AT R RIGJHE (Lantolf et al. , 2014) . ZhASTEAETEHAFEIA
TEALT , FPPA 45 2R 48 T 202, il T B IR B4 PPAl (Poehner et al. , 2020) , RARSIA
VRS TP B AR (2 2 B8 07 ) 1Y S 28 T 4 i k{5 B2 FNALBE (Poehner, 2011) , {HE}
XTI O OUE & A2 125 ( microgenetic ) BF5E 3 W], S AR PEAL RRAE J B2 2 3F 7 XM B0 2 >
REJT , IR ROk SEABEVEVEAR BN 2, LEVTAR S IN-G 380 0E , A BB AN 2 8PP AG rY 45
FARE T HRUEMKIE (Hadidi, 2023) o shATEAG A CHFTE S 1 T 2440 50 4~ 5 11
KV, AL G AL 2 SO B IS IR A A S BRI DL U 98 K% Il 45 ( Poehner et al. |
2021) , ShASPEAbt )12 W F £ X AS [l 5 H B8 9 F 5%, W Be 2 BE A% ( Dixon et al.
2023) Wy Sy HEfR (BKE 45 2023) (iERE /) (Sherkuziyeva et al. ,2023) AL ( BHH,
2020) #5752 ( Behbahani et al. , 2024) %%

AT WG T i8S VEVF 588 0 G, A OCHIFIE & IUAE B AR Rl A Sh 8174l
AR TEFRAHE R RS ERE T, N B REE S T2 A B AERE I M S /248K (Lan
et al. , 2010) ,}5FR#E I 5 BN FITTIAHIR B ( Khodabakhsh et. al, 2018) , fiE == 4%
R TTHY A e (kA5 ,2023) 4w o | S BRI | 450 SO F e (240 58,2023) 4%,
B2 4 1B 1T R BGe SCE RS ST B pE e 8 th E IS R 4R B E

I BATSEE VO SCE A S SPEAG AR IUERT T . AN A 50 SR 46 T sh A PPA
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XFBGe SCEAEBEA RS2, P9 45 A —30, shBIPAEBE h Tw XA B gl =X, X )
FE T T 1T TS i e 9RO 28, O 4 BRARE AR P Sz Jr 22, i B s 2 IR O R U
F 207 B8l b2z A6 98 1 1 S B AT 5K (Lantolf et al. , 2004) . 3035 - bk o JE 55
(Rahmani et al. ,2020) i —XUR I 16 JA P ke 66 24 7 BT 2% ] 3 B B07 S0 5, A
T I B S PSR SO SCE VR A4 B AR B AR A BT 152, IF 7T 45 2R B
X PR DAL R X = A~ 5 T B 52 e I e A7 35 X 1], BB - AT IR 4% (Kushki et al. |
2022a) XA RER RS A e 2] F o T e 1 15 JE R T R B3 SPEAS , A A
VOB SCOTER AR A 4R O T, B3P AL B — 28, P Bk i - 1§35 B (Heidari,
2019) Xt 45 SHFRATGE: S F S T T B PR, Az =T F AR B BGS SCRIESS 1
AR SRR T 48 T v

A5 A E B Ak A A R B a0 IR A e = B g M x
~f A Bl R XORASARURR , R HAE AL B 3 IE IR AR 1 & R B RE T i2 Wi (5 8 LU A B,
U SR, (H BRI, B L, IR S B B VR SR S R A PR Ak A
A, FHEIRA BT BSOS B EHEA 1% ( Nassaji et al. ,2021) , ITAFREA WIS
P& FEIOUE T R A T IR B S PP R . SRR T - BRAE 5 (Sadek,2015) f
P IR A S PPN S (EZ A 5% b TS PEAl A 1 AR R 242 B O R AR AT
L5, X — T RS S EBOM AT IS W N 41T, 500 Jo SR T 3R s 0 5, T FLZ AT
SRR, HEANGA TR BAR ST 3R , EAT3E4F (Kushki et al. ,2022b) 78 15
VOB SCEAEH TR A TIR G S SIPATE, BVAE B il & T B a8 g =C A v Al
B, ZOTAR I 00 45 SR B A PR v A RS O 8, FE AR Sy SRR, PR AR 8 A A X Y
() S 10 AN 2R 3B IR BRI T 0 52, g & BUIR & s sh S PRAN RE TT 4 M i Wi A A7 AE 1Y)
[0, A7 Bl T B0 S HE A A PR AR R i ELZ =8 A e B3z i K Bk I 2R i
WL SR XIS IR RAN R = 44 FE R S PR A BT AR A AR ERHR A U
PR PR SCE VR B BEE RER

2 MARIEIT

2. 1 AR50 A

ARWFFEELE T R BE4E (Kushki et al. ,2022b) IR A 2B PP AR 0L ok LR PR
AN (1) SSTPAG 2 BTE SR U B ME IR Hoe b B = E 7 (2) WRA e
AR A B E R LE 7 T 7
2.2 R

A FE B RN VY R S RSB Bl K 2R A Ak B AN B AR B, AR IR AE 18 ~ 20
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A Z (8], 5 2% el AT R B A SO S s P PRS2 RS T K RIR— 2, 52
I3 A, w27 N, B4 N RIRHIE 30 A, oA 25 N, B4 5 N 2T N I
WICH VRS W2 m I E I, XBIHE T S 80 20 PR A B0 Rl A TR & U sh 8 PEAS ,
XTHRHATIHE BN AT BOTPERE S T AT . 1B #X BRI PR 45 < (1) B
FERI H []— (L O B (B0 19 4F) | BE R A% ] 52 50 DR S AR PEAG 19 S0 5 (2) BFFERT
ZE 2] 2 P A TG AL BRI A th Bl 22 X & 07, R 32 i B 1A X e i e S AR
AN ZR

Q3R T kLA

= w—F E E_Ef B #mxA
o a| i
N LA | g 2
W Ly # _);Fﬁ%‘ B | FIF /NG %g Lof A k4 & > w
- = | o |7 (D] s — 1] s — = | ¥
B 207 | <l 4m
—J ) FH R [FH] —J

B 1 REWRXEEHFNHZITHER

ABFFER IR & W57k, SEI AL A By T I oS T (OLIEL 1) o 2 — Ji 552 it ip
M, 7 e A BOESCEARRE ST, il AL AT AR, D8 5 2k 80w i T+ BECPAl S K
3, FEARIEBTEL - 7R B 7 7R 25 (Aljaafreh et al. ,1994) YR R G5 T B 21 0 PR AY
P g AT RIS SR AR AR, AFINAE 55 D 4 [ Deils Ll U 9 55 AR
FUS, i TASIESE RN 1 3R UG8 SCOT R BN, WIFFE RS R R H A H 205K 58 i 100 772
AR IESC AR A] N IT Sk (BERES 1) Fngh B, o8 — R 2050 IR IR s 0w, By
H i N R R AR SAE R . 58 8 A B AR A RO BT R 5 s SN oo
=G K ARKGE BT Ak SRS S B T KA BB 0 A 249 T R SR A AR
ML ARGE R I A5 R B AR T NGRS IR 2 =] B R 3R B /N AT
55 MGARAL S5, /NAT 55 D 2 A I A I S P i /D B LR SCNTE R, B AR 55 JE AR 38 151 /R
B AAE RO INAE 55 IF PP R AR ST, /N O R0 LV [R) A e 80 45 45~ A B SE PR e i
T BE RIS AL SR EBGR G $5 B R J7 AT 20 2, BOM AR X P I 55 v S L 1 2l 50
iy, EEGE T PSR BRI OB AR T SR, /N 55 MR AR LR AR 2
UTTAR I 27 A Xk 5 | S P B 1) ) B O R /N I8 BT Sl A 2 B, 3 10 W2 A 9 80 1
oK, SR B B 2 0 Ak IR R , RS AR B T R B . BN, A 2R X

G PSR ) S AN SRR, AR/ N I8 Fr DR AF DR, B0 23 360 1] 32 A2 X i 3~ 18 R it ) 28
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fiff TR A ME S IR SR HTIAIE R | N AR SRR Oy A TR Y R AR AN
W2 02K P fige g Tl A 28 18 B | (T R 28 SR B Il i # B AL 22 4 vk 0 T . 3
INE PR S T8 R4 - 175 555 (Shrestha et al. ,2012) BYZUITE T P 28
I, SRS I, A G S TE R AR A VO SCE AR B R RO
2. 4 FHEW IR Fo M7

AN BB LA EE Moy 22k ROE H SRR DR o 1TSS U B PE o R4 4
YT AT S (Kushki et al. ,2022a) BYBGESCOTRIFIMRIE, BT A 2742 B4R M 42 R R R B
ANICRWA, BIICERMER 2 73,5 12 47, BIGRITE I8 R I515 2 4, A 4E 10T
FESERAMER 1 45, SZe R WA 0 43, SR XN 0~ 12 43, BURBOSTTR A —
46 b AR A RS B UM N T 3R (H X 2 b M F RO AR 4 XA 2L (Stapletan et
al. , 2015) o A TARIEPFSr AT EEPE PG 2 AR BAUGE SCE R BUM L[R2 5 T 2241
W EITESY , PEAr 2 —EERFE AR I (Cohen’ s Kappa) 2EGAF] T 0. 82, A [F] 2 WL i B 1Y
HF I3

R T BT BSOS SC SRR AROR T H 41 5% S 56 41 R B ZH 1 i Js
DB AT IE A3 A 22 55 MR B0, LS T REAS 2 4506 2 ¢ A B0 B8 2 1, AR A O
<3 UEJE <10 N IE A 55 (Kline ,2016) , BEAS TG I 5 314> 0. 05 W 2 [R] 51 4%
PF, ZJ5 0 XT3 9 ZH A0 AR AT ST AR ¢ A, AR 30 S 36 2 0 X R 2 A A B A 2
A2 S, 3R <0. 05 B EA W #2257 AU & d A = 0.2.0.5.0. 8 43l F WAL
I 5t AL B R R RN B ( Cohen, 1992) , 3 B A W7 il A S A PEAS A 20 BUE SCE 1R 2
IR . RS, 500 E 4153 34 S 6 28 FOG) BE 4 R S RN R A7 e X RE AR ¢ K56, DA AR 4%
ANTCER BTG DB A A7 5 22 57, DA T H A8 S 30 21 AR IR A= i S 0 v X B8 S0 T R
A B AR T T O

H TN FE VLRI R TR UGE CEVEBUF S R 2Z 5, SR 21 4 A X 3k 7S 8] ) 2 2
55 190 R SR I AR R 2 50 B — 3 IR Ak DARE 24 7 SR 28, B S 300 5 4 4 ST~ S31 4,
H T HERERAM T A NEDL, S HAVIR T S25%4, HhiE F i Bk b SRS
PSS WA, VIR AR TR R, B 2 R DRI (R A 45 43, R ok
T, BAS PRI UR 1 [R]85 [ S0 SR SCE VRZ v sh A PPAR U A A B W S i
T H AR A B RCE H AR RUTR NS AT T E8U0 T (Saldadia, 2021) , AL BRI .
TR EMHE R H & SRR NS SR 5 0 SCRBAR AT F a5 | BB (E BT:
SE LRSS 3R 5 B 5 U 4N s 1 R RERIASE S, 52 o S ORI 19— 350k s B e R RS IS

MR,
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3.1 F AT E G ERAE A E I

AFF 5% 235 R Bk s S 30 2 D B ZH A AS T FS 5 A 34 S AR A AT (R ey = 1. 37,06
Eﬁﬁﬁ:%éﬂ = 2.97; ﬁgﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬁéﬂ = 0.98, m%*gﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁéﬂ = 0. 82; WHEE@:%ZE = 0. 44, m%gfai%zﬂ
e (f; (1, 59) = 0.02,p; = 0.88 > 0.05;f=(1, 59) = 1.75,p-= 0.19 > 0.05) , X%
BHREAS I ST REAS ¢ BB RS A5E . 3R 1 .36 2 FIR , AT EE h SAEAS ¢ ARG S 4%
RPN LI R A Z BIAETEZE R (1 (59) = 0.70,p< 0.49 > 0.05) , 5504 (M)A
=3.00, bR =1.78) FIXHALL (M = 2. 97 AnifEZE = 1.49) #H(E H2% 0. 03, BHERLY
HIEE (d = 0.18) WA B2 FAR N, SRTT, J5 045 3 235 2R il 75 52 30 21 oo i
HZ AR 25 (1 (59) = 8.04, p<0.00 < 0.05), HEZIH (¥{E = 7.23, brufE
= 2.10) FLXTHBLH (SfE =3. 45, 4rifE25=1.55) a1 3. 78, FHEAN =85 (d = 2.
16) WRWAWHZ W2 FH K, XULTELRGE SCOTR W ESR M 7, 852 T 281
TR SE IR 2H L B e 2 2B R IR R T LF

£ KWATBARRME T

B A HE FRAEE RE FRAEIR g FRAEIR
ERIESY LI 30 3.00 1.78 1.37 0.43 2.97 0.83

it B 31 2.97 1.49 0.98 0.42 0.82 0.82
Ja Il & o LBy 30 7.23 2.10 0.44 0.43 0.11 0.83

Xt B 31 3.45 1.55 0. 68 0.42 0.15 0.82

R2 KWANRBAMIHER KIBER

X EF R HEEEMY R0 R
F1& BEM t{E BHHE BEMEH(NE) HEE df&
wlE S BEFEMEE 0.02 0. 88 0.70 59. 00 0.49 0.29 0.18
BEFEL%E 0.70 55.77 0.49 0.03
BEFEME 175 0.19 8.04 59. 00 0.00 3.78 2.16
Ja Ml 4
BEFEL%E 8.00 53.29 0. 00 3.78

Hitt— T i SR 2H 2 A R BOE SO IR B R AR O, T H 4170 B 1 SE s 20 At
MRZH A B HI S IR . N 3 B BEAREAS ¢ A 360 25 2R B /s S 36 21 i o0 (394K =

3.00,FRMfEZE = 1.78) MG S (3MH = 7.23 ,Fpifi2E = 2. 10) A BEZER (1 (29) =
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~16.21, p < 0.00 < 0.05) , SHMEMEIN T 4. 23, BHEZOVE (d = -2.96) K3 T @502,
FTLAE R T F25K 7 Fn AR 4s 7 o R LASh  HAB ST R 1 H 5 I B Cs 2R B B 35 25 5% 0 A
FEES 5, AN “ RO 3587 AR BT MBI IN T 1. 47 O ROy Ek T B E N
T 134, (HEMORE  “MKHE" TR A3 R8BI, « RO RS F0 S SR W i fs D
KIEA BT 0.63 F10.60, N 4 Frs, Xt R B AR AT MR e Iy k" S g 3
255 AHHAON AR T2 g0 41, iX i — 20 BIE T B804 SE IR A 80 SCE MR TT R #
AU SR
£3 RRAREWHARY  RBER

EEIS%EERXE BN E
H1E FRfEE TR LR tE df | BEM(WE) d &

F5k (A7) 1.73 0.52
-0.24 0.17 -0.33 29 0.75 -0.06

Fk (&) 1.77 0. 43

KA (R 0.93 0.64
-0.37 -0.03 -1.72 29 0.10 -0.31

KIE () 1.10 0.61

R E5%K (F) 0.13 0.43
-1.54 -1.13 -13.36 | 29 0. 00 —2.44

R £k (&) 1.47 0.51

F o RAE (FT) 0.00 0.00
-0. 86 -0. 40 -5.64 29 0. 00 -1.03

R ¥ (&) 0.63 0.62

RIBEK (A1) 0.13 0.43
-1.70 -1.23 -12.78 | 29 0.00 -2.33

RBEK (&) 1.60 0.56

RBARE (HT) 0.07 0.25
-0.79 -0. 41 -6. 60 29 0. 00 -1.20

RBARSE (J7) 0.67 0.61

B4 (F) 3.00 1.78
-4.77 -3.70 -16.21 29 0.00 -2.96

Ba (F) 7.23 2.10

F4 NRABIFMEARLR  RBER

EZH SN EEEXIE MM =
HE FRfEE TR EBR & df | BEY(WE) df&
EK (F1) 1.65 0. 49
-0.29 0.10 -1.00 30 0.33 -0.18
K (F) 1.74 0. 45
WA (H) 0.74 0.58
-0.23 0.17 -0.33 30 0.75 -0.06
A (J7) 0.77 0.56
R I £5K (7T) 0.13 0.34
-0.57 -0.21 -4.35 30 0.00 -0.78
R EK (F) 0.52 0.57
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EH SN EEEXIE MM =
R KAE (FD) 0.03 0.18
— -0.20 -0.07 -1.00 30 0.33 -0.18
RAPE (F) 0.10 0.30
REBETK (FT) 0.13 0.34
\ -0.31 0.05 -1.44 30 0.16 -0.26
RBEK (F) 0.26 0.45
R BRARAE (31) 0.03 0.18
: -0.15 0.08 -0.57 30 0.57 -0.10
RBAEE (F) 0.06 0.25
Ba (T 2.71 1.44
-1.20 -0.29 -3.34 30 0.00 -0. 60
B (&) 3.45 1.55

3.2 FAXNBOE L BT T RS SR RX A &

M HE R RIA ) sh APPSO R ARSI T2 A pikn] 22 A g izl
By IR BGESCEERE ), EEARIAE LI ILOT R : (1) ShaSivAhA B 7 i PR G 3C
INILER BIMES:, A o AR i 2 Ui IRf AN [ AT ] TR AL, AR 25 [ AU 4 AR P AT Y
M7, 1A 25 X L ) RS B 3 B Gy i A T ASC R RIPR” (S23) , UM RE R FA X, 7EFAT]
TFE R AT B X 1 572 [m) 0 [R5 AT Y 1) A, R FRA TR 28 1 — S S (87)
(2) SHATEAL A B TR b IR B AE  dn S4 538 .« B TG G375 1) B0 5 R 40 80
B AGHINGR T XS AL R A e, B0 | B TR rTRE A S WAL, I LB R AT X
P SR, XL FRIATR R 1 A ey b R 25 0005 B9S2 3 RO A, 7 DL B9 5 4R
IR XA T50E .7 (3) BTG BERS BEBTEI A 22 5 40 F a5 & I REAR H FR AT TAY
7 2 DA RE 3 B AERH N A Bh AR B E 2 AR A [R) A AR Db B 5 2 — 2
W7 (820), “ BIHIF AR AR LE T I B 1T SGE SO IeR /N e BTk T 2
T ANTRI B RE R, BT LAFRAR 0 o2 i 32 5 [ L = >0 T 207 (89) o HAL A =
A FR B PR EOR TOOHUR Ty A s AR A < XA e B G L AR AR A R T
ZIMAW AR F], 2% R A/ /NS, iE AR IR (S19) o A LB [R) 5 B AE [ 24 15 AR
4 NHPHEWARA B AR R A C B, &R BB IMREL I — 5.7 (S3)

SFAEVTR KL G 2 R X S A PG AR B SRR S (H s T P A e ) — 2]
A, Tl UARBATT LR 22 A SRS U 2R AL . (1) BB AR o =
AR RSN B 5 (2) Rets S A SR At R B RIAS Bl 5 (3) BBIE CTEFAE AMARE 1 22 575 (4)
REMG I i~y > Sl T F B BB BE T 5 (5) 5 T SUBUAT. AE U5 iR 18 5 BE AR X A5
H S5 R ) 2 A ) T SRR Sh A IEAG I shZSPEAs RE % BRI R AMABE ) 22 57 TEBUN R U
AR B P RS S AT 2 By AN AR IR . 15 R SR B R S B A AT S A
ity , AT T SE A S Sh S PR AR AP B AR B A5t B2 > sl 1 AU B T 4R T

(B AR T IR 2 b Al BEAF A A4 TR, G b 2% s R ] B A AN {5
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1T, X F BRI 2= S Be 1B m )22 B |
4 IFig

AW R I, FH DO SCE R R ZCEE TP RS S B — R 2= e M. sl
Bt 3 AT o, SEI 2 RN R 22 TR AE A I 3 25 55 AT R (B A SR R0 i 5 3R I S 36 4
T T IR, 222 0 SR H AR R e B Sl S PP AL A B T2 A T i N A S R AR
() SEGE ST 15T BBAS % 2 A R 22 57, X EIIE T AT 5658 (Kushki et al. ,2022b) B9AFF5T
50 IR A B AR ZIB U0 CEEBCE AR IEEN . X —25 R el 54 TR G
SSRGS SCE B AL T KA A “XPiE X" B gl ShATEAS IR Y
AU A2 G B it AR B 0 52 0 35 R B A 1 0 1 B A8 S Bl > 3 R IR e [] BE ( Poehner,
2008) , TR X BIA VA 8 A PR A0 FTI 45 S AR L 2 AR R 0 RN, R 00T A S
Tt T A P R SR B TR, A B T UM O S R Al R T R, A, Bh A
VA RS IR 15 35 5 2% 2 35 Z [ s =R 8, TR X2 ) 25 1% L RE 1 KP4 E
5, X2 B RENS S i & BRI De2E 2] F B R (Poehner, 2008) , JEiE IS CEAE
Xof 2 AR B LR AR, S L SRR A OC T 2R AR I BE ) 25 S RIRE ) R R Bh A TR AT b B A Ak
SCRERES Bl (AR A R R FE« BRI (SO, h S TPAL AR 2= A A
8, < H BRI FR R A 2 8] 3 S A AR DA B R BRRAYIA R, BT sl
ASTEAS RS 2 A T R 2 A R 0 SR, A X R 1 3 A A R T sl R A
PRS2, R T HUA BB AE R, 2 AE W R A E A BB /3 BB (Lantolf et al. |
2014) .

AW IR, A TEAE T AR R BGE SO TE R Ee: BAR A B Tl st 0 s
VERIRUEZEAE , (ENT 3 2 S UE ISR IE A e — D IRk, BRSO TE R R sk b
BB TUOE SO R Z 54, T BHS AU FE IS A e FIBGE S T R WA 4L S5 fy g
W B K XS UEAT ZCPE W7 ( Besnard et al. , 2008) . PGS SCITE BY H BLIT A AE S a2 15
HERIA R (Stapleton et al. ,2015) , A3 %62 FISUEN A IUAE “ IR URZE TR EE ™ « IR 25 F 55
B/ HE 22 b 505 T (XIZRET, 2020:798) o ASHFFE AL SIS TR AR T R4
SEHG A ZRE AR SCTP R T WU SN TE R, X R A S BTN BEECT | 2R AR B Ay b B
fife T RO SCER MG, AU HERW, AE RN B T B0E COOT R MRS Il A,
A B2 SR BETT R I BT R A R . AN ST R 2R A AR R T T HRAS T — Lk D
X o A5 5 T A TEAL T B R R 2% ) 25 0 AR E T 2 AR B IA A (Rahmani et
al., 2020) , SR, 2AAE MR “ARYE " T R RE 1B 55, X 8/ 5 B BISIEHE N A

AERAA K, SIRRBLESCEIERAT , & 5 S A ARGe I A WA S IR a2 R
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IR IR e ds B m PP AR G R ARE ) (3REIL &, 2023) , #ET Y FR A AR 1Y 2 AR R IE
HEJT o

TEGEURALHCE TRl A S TPAL VPG 5 B SE & R0 TR S A8 PPAG ( Static
Assessment) “ DAZESL R S 0] 7 19 )R BR% , A B AE B FPTAG SR 4L T LM . sS4 545
HEALIN A rb i) & S5 PR VEAG R R), & 08 3R A8 2% A 19 R JR s g, i Al A G 3 L Y i Ag
(Poehner, 2007) , A 0 B 25 5 & B0 24 AR R 1B 75 /K ¥ L 2% 2T 68 1 48 T TR B 1 BE
(Shrestha, 2020) , TEBGSSCEEHAH, shATEAG RE IS8 1 15 A5 | 5 e B2 A 1 v 7
[0, QR AT T L Z 1SS A SO TE B BN A AR 3 gl P R S RS B
WU AR A W O R R DX, X ARG 7 AR T K e VEVEAL iR BT, AN G2 W R
A R A i e 7 ) Bl e, INTTHESN 1 IPAf DL it T2 o] 302 SR I P4,
MR, [FIR, SASTEAR (A% O B SR ITAL SR E S A R GER « B E—ITPAh 4
BOLEAR T R EEG R VA AR BRI S A S T, R TR A
222180 I S A TP WS IR PEAL 5 2802 D BR BE Rl A | 38 40 PPAk 27 A 78 0 o6 5 1Y
RN, HHCF A RN I 324 (Poehner et al. , 2021) . 7ESGE SCEEZ R, ZOfikE 424 4E
FEUREE E AR, A SO PSR AR s R 0t (2 AR AR PEAS TP B SR B AP PRI e 4
PR RE TR SRR R B RS B AT AR A S B A S TR R . X RIS B T AL 5 2L
ARG 2 LR AR T g R b ARAS I 0 ek g v, T B0 R A AR HE DA 45 R
PR R, EOE R E0 5 RGBS 2, iR B AR B ARG R I
TEBENIISIE S R T PP AR AR T BN, HEsh T PG S e — AR Y
WKE,

5 45iE

AIAETGEBOE GRS R TR G S, IFE5E T I G ST
BB SOREN Sh AP X SR SO SCE AR BAT 2 2R i E AR A - B
B[R N E O AR sh AN A B TRt BOESGR RS 1 (HX & B2 e uE R RCR A5 75
AR . AR BGESCEREEA IR TR (1) BEESCS PR Eev ] AR
A BV, , B T ARYEAS W) S 1R By B B P Al AR 2 ST 2 A X 5 9 s iz b L g
IS S R et BRI 3R ARG v 3 3 R 3, DA I 3 T2 A i SGe SO R fE
AR, AR 0y wy, B Rl A5 A e A A A R, A B v b i A T
ARSI R T (SR > M 2 s Al s ey MR AT sh =GP A | ad i B2 0] S s
PHEHT B~ 2R B 5 1 L, SEPULEE A2 0 S TSR I PRI 8 = FEA R BER

ANEPEAL 7 REREHE s Al AR 1, R o S 1~ A Y S PReE A oK, (2) JeiE e
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SCE M T T 2 AR ) RO 7 | S VA R SRR 5 5, A BT
et R A S AR A TR, o L 0 P S0 R M R . 7RG
B R 2 ) 0 A LB T 4 155 5 SR s e B S | T T )
A AR AR SO A AR A G5 H O AT B X2 1 FEEAT A 4, 5
S 7 I AL IEUER B4, T 0 (11 B i PG Y A A S AT SR T
PSEE BHEE B AR T, (3) SHAITAE T R 5, RERS R IR 5 MR 0 02 A4t
AMEAL SR, AEISUE ST M 30 ] AR A (0 PG s B0 2 2 1T 75
5 AR VTR S R SORE S A I 2 X P 3R L1025 5T
Yoo I PR S B A e S0 TT LS o T 5 36 T JATE 25 4 0 0 8
S IE ;6T FEL A P2 /| U T L 5 S DR A8 TS g RS 4 2064,
T4 5T L X R S

I Z AT - (1) S0 SR IS 8], B X 325 9T A 2 765 FLA FF S 22
RN AT PR IR 5 SERSE 7T % FECR DTS | i 74 A 2 o 1 1 B8R
S a2 (2) 0548 T WS ST M IR 5 (A 2 B A 2
FEAERE TR TR BB 05 ST TR 2 A VA J2 4548 I T 0 A I TR ) R0
pigt,

SEH:

Aljaafreh, A. & J. P. Lantolf. 1994. Negative Feedback as Regulation and Second Language Learning in the Zone of Proximal
Development[ J]. The Modern Language Journal (78) : 465-483.

Behbahani, K. H. & S. Karimpour. 2024. The Impact of Computerized Dynamic Assessment on the Explicit and Implicit
Knowledge of Grammar [ J/OL]. Computer Assisted Language Learning: 1-22. hitps: // doi. org/10. 1080/09588221.
2024. 2315504.

Besnard, P. & A.2008. Hunter. Elements of Arguments [ M]. Cambridge; The MIT Press.

Coffin, C., M. Curry, S. Goodman, A. Hewings, T. M. Lillis & J. Swann. 2003. Teaching Academic Writing: A Toolkit for
Higher Education [ M]. London: Routledge.

Cohen, J. 1992. APower Primer [J]. Psychological Bulletin (112); 155-159.

Dixon C. , E. Oxley, A. S. Gellert, H. Nash. 2023. Dynamic Assessment as a Predictor of Reading Development: A Systematic
Review[ J]. Reading and Writing (36) : 673-698.

Hadidi, A. 2023. Comparing Summative and Dynamic Assessments of L2 Written Argumentative Discourse; Microgenetic Validity
Evidence [J]. Assessing Writing (55) :100691.

Heidari, F. 2019. The Effect of Dynamic Assessment of Toulmin Model Through Teacher-and Collective-scaffolding on Argument
Structure and Argumentative Writing Achievement of Iranian EFL Learners[J]. Iranian Journal of Applied Language Studies
(11): 115-140.

Khodabakhsh, S., G.-R. Abbasian & M. Rashtchi, 2018. Incorporation of Dynamic Assessment Models into Developing

Language Awareness and Metacognitive Strategy Use in Writing Classes [ J]. Journal of Modern Research in English Language

- 192 -



MER BRSBTS IEE VOGS B ERF

Studies (5) : 55-79.

Kline, D. A. 2016. Principles and Practice of Structural Equation Modeling [ M]. NY: The Guilford Press.

Kushki, A., H. Nassaji & M. Rahimi. 2022a. Interventionist andInteractionist Dynamic Assessment of Argumentative Writing in
an EFL Program [ J/OL]. System (107): 102800. https://doi. org/10. 1016/j. system. 2022. 102800.

Kushki, A., M. Rahimi & K. J. Davin. 2022b. Dynamic Assessment of Argumentative Writing: Mediating Task Response [ J/
OL]. Assessing Writing (52) : 100606. https://doi. org/10. 1016/]. asw. 2022. 100606

Lan, X. & Y. Liu. 2010. A Case Study of Dynamic Assessment in EFL Process Writing [ J]. Chinese Journal of Applied
Linguistics (33) : 24-40.

Lantolf, J. P. & M. E. Poehner. 2004. Dynamic Assessment of L2 Development: Bringing the Past into Future [ J]. Journal of
Applied Linguistics (1) ; 49-72.

Lantolf, J. P. & M. E. Poehner. 2014. Sociocultural Theory and the Pedagogical Imperative in L2 Education: Vygotskian Praxis
and the Research/Practice Divide[ M]. London: Routledge.

Miller, R. T. & S. Pessoa. 2016. Where’ s Your Thesis Statement and What Happened to Your Topic Sentences? Identifying
Organizational Challenges in Undergraduate Student Argumentative Writing [ J]. TESOL Journal (7) : 847-873.

Nassaji, H. A. Kushki & M. Rahimi. 2020. The Differential Diagnostic Affordances of Interventionist and Interactionist Dynamic
Assessment for L2 Argumentative Writing[ J]. Language and Sociocultural Theory (7) ; 151-175.

Poehner, M. E. 2007. Beyond the Test;: L2 Dynamic Assessment and the Transcendence of Mediated Learning [ J]. The Modern
Language Journal (91) : 323-340.

Poehner, M. E. 2008. Dynamic Assessment: A Vygotskian Approach to Understanding and Promoting Second Language
Development [ M]. Berlin; Springer.

Poehner, M. E. 2011. Validity and Interaction in the ZPD: Interpreting Learner Development Through L2 Dynamic Assessment
[J]. International Journal of Applied Linguistics (21) : 244-263.

Poehner, M. E. & L. Yu. 2022. Dynamic Assessment of L2 Writing: Exploring the Potential of Rubrics as Mediation in
Diagnosing Learner Emerging Abilities [ J]. TESOL Quarterly (56): 1191-1217.

Poehner, M. E. & P. Infante. 2017. Mediated Development; A Vygotskian Approach to Transforming Second Language Learner
Abilities [ J]. TESOL Quarterly(2) : 332-357.

Pochner, M. E. & Z. Wang. 2021. Dynamic Assessment and Second Language Development [ J]. Language Teaching (54) :
472-490.

Qin, J. & E. Karabacak. 2010. The Analysis of Toulmin Elements in Chinese EFL University Argumentative Writing [ J].
System (28) :444-456.

Rahmani, A., R. Mojgan, & Y. Masood. 2020. Employing Tasks to Improve Argumentative Essay Writing of EFL Teachers: A
Case of Interactionist Versus linterventionist Dynamic Assessment [ J]. Iranian Journal of English for Academic Purposes (9) :
57-75.

Sadek, N. 2015. Dynamic Assessment: Promoting Writing Proficiency Through Assessment [ J]. International Journal of
Bilingual & Multilingual Teachers of English (3) : 59-70.

Saldana, J. 2021. The Coding Manual for Qualitative Researchers (4" ed. ) [M]. London: Sage.

Stapleton, P. & Y. Wu. 2015. Assessing the Quality of Arguments in Students’ Persuasive Writing: A Case Study Analyzing the
Relationship between Surface Structure and Substance [J]. Journal of English for Academic Purposes (17): 12-23.

Sherkuziyeva, N., F. I. Gabidullina, K. A. Ibrahim & S. Bayat. 2023. The Comparative Effect of Computerized Dynamic
Assessment and Rater Mediated Assessment on EFL Learners’ Oral Proficiency, Writing Performance, and Test Anxiety [ J/
OL]. Language Testing in Asia:1315. hitps: //doi. org/10. 1186/s40468-023-00227-3

- 193 -



AME[TE SC 2025 455 6 1

Shrestha, P. N. 2020. Dynamic Assessment of Students’ Academic Writing: Vygotskian and Systemic Functional Linguistic
Perspectives[ M]. Cham: Springer.

Shrestha, P. N. & C. Coffin. 2012. Dynamic Assessment, Tutor Mediation and Academic Writing Development [J]. Assessing
Writing(17) : 55-70.

Vygotsky, L. S. 1978. Mind in Society: The Development of Higher Psychological Processes [ M]. Boston: Harvard University
Press.

KE,HT 4. 2023. RTEHRGAPENEETN A BEBRIUALERR[]]. BLRIEERFZER (2): 68-74.

YL, 4. 2023, HEVE PN REERA HREMS ¥R & [J]. FE ESP # R (33) :47-56.

i, EmMmH. 2023, HATFEARTHELTALF AL T ERTHERKE [J]. BRENEEFRFFR(3):
26-34.

XA, 2020. FEEEF T H BT ERNE —FETF Toulmin ERX WA @HE [J]. HARHME (6): 793-805.

FHR. 2020. ET LR RENIERFHATEREALI]. MMERFELE LK (1), 26-33.

FE, R, 2015, FIHHEBE VR XFEEESEAR [J]. MERAMHFE (3). 52-58.

BA, w4, BF. 2023, HAFEBANRELR AFAFAEELREIRRNEWHAR [J]. M EHFE3):
63-68.

XA F A E. 2006, MFEFEB IS X oM A F A MR ELER A [J]. SMEIE (2) . 49-58.

An Empirical Study of the Effect of Dynamic

Assessment on English Argumentative Writing Teaching
ZHAO Huijun  JIANG Tianmin

Abstract: With the growing influence of the sociocultural theory in second language acquisition research, dynamic assessment
has drawn the attention of L2 writing researchers. Dynamic assessment emphasizes the integration of assessment and teaching,
providing a new perspective for writing teaching and assessment. This study investigated the effect of dynamic assessment on a six-
week classroom-based English argumentative writing teaching. Through pre-test and post-test, students’ reflective journals and
student interviews, we examined the effect of dynamic assessment on classroom-based English argumentative writing teaching. The
results revealed that; 1) dynamic assessment had a learning-promoting effect on argumentative writing teaching. There were
significant differences between the experimental group and the control group, with the experimental group outperforming the control
group. Additionally, students’ reflective journals and interviews reflected positive attitudes towards dynamic assessment. 2)
dynamic assessment contributed to improving the organization of arguments in students’ argumentative writing, yet its effect on
higher—level argumentation requires further investigation.

Key words: dynamic assessment; mediation; argumentative writing teaching; Toulmin Model
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