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Abstract

Age of onset (AO) in second language learning has been one of the major topics in SLA studies.
Many empirical studies and learning experiences have indicated that children have advantages
over teenagers or adults in L2 attainment, but researchers have not reached an agreement on the
nature of age effect. This study is intended to explore the relationship among language aptitude,
motivation, language use and grammar attainment of Chinese EFL learners by using the PLS-SEM.
We hope to establish the effect structure of factors which influence the grammar attainment and
provide some plausible suggestions for English teaching and learning in Chinese context.
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1. ARE R

MATER S Z A8 5 S IR 2 VR R AL — AN, B B2 i Ie 2 M 1 ? iR 5e kI, )L ERIP
PERAE N RS — T 1T T o R JLE TR %% ) R AN LE R AR, H e & R R A A8 Rk
FENRKT . i8S (IR #S (age of onset, fAIFR AO, BB kA & Sl 58 — 38 = HER) AN
SO A5 S W L K R 2 —, RE AN AR KIS EE R, (HE NI R FERH
SoF 3% 25 B ) A 5 ik i 31 (Granena & Long, 2013 [1], Mufioz & Singleton, 2011 [2]). HAEF EEH L F=
Tt T 08 8 PR g e o

B, UL Lenneberg (1967) A3 12538 H& H A5 8 250 N Y5 T 28 BRATL ) Bl 24 1 1) 2 (maturational con-
straints) [3], {HX—W A& E R LM IEYE S FF. Bialystok & Kroll (2018)ZEMATHITPFEH 8, 1R
Z I F0 8 K S W (critical period) Ay AE BEALA 2 PR A4 0 I FH R AR SR RUSE, AR IR FBE Tl S 1A
A[4].

H UG INEN 2R 3R - DeKeyser (2000)3E T Bley-Vroman (1988) [5]/HE 4 ¥ %2 %4 ¥ (Fundamental
Difference Hypothesis)fi H JL 2 AR N 15 2 2 A [8 RCR AT REJE T AN [R] A DAZIATL ), 1 3k o A 188 2
IS 1] 3 P 2 5 R RE A FNHLAI AN R [6]. 18 5 % fE(language aptitude)/E N EER K XK, HEIZH T
ZARSISHEFCE I OGTE . HE T Carroll (1962 [7], 1981 [8]) LA K AR 784 % T-15 & S REMERVT, WFAL#EA
YHE F FRe S B EVE S S A R REAT T Rt gL, (B R E 2 Z 4. DeKeyser (2000)F1
DeKeyser %:(2010)R FH#% RAE A2, WA T ABATTTE 5 22 R AIE VR K T I s G
BAR) IR X PRI AH O, 45 RO IUAE AR 2138 24, 1B S FREANEE AR SUA R 1 &AM
>R, TMATEJLE S 2 LR ANAAE R MH55[6] [9]. Abrahamsson & Hyltenstam (2008)1)38 i fiff 5% & BLTE 5-
2EP, BT SR SIEENR RS AR R FE A CHI[10]. Granena & Long (2013) LABEE ATE,
THNPRHEAER I E AN R, R =TI, R R — AL R o BORNE VR S
BB TBEMK[]. ATHPRAEERIESE R, Granena (2014)HF 7 T EIAERTE 3~6 & I BHE AIUE,
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TARATRIEF M 2, SR LLAMA =60 R BRI AN SRS (R 0 77 R R W, 45 R B iE E SR
FUAS BT T B2 I i 2 TR A7 7E S 3B A O, 43 7 1 Abrahamsson & Hyltenstam (2008) [ 10]4HZS4BA)
ghit, AIFER 2 HE T FRE AR AE X TR 2] ) R B [11 ] FEXTE & FRER AR IR TE &
EHERIIE T 5, Dekeyser 2£(2010) [9]F1 Granena (2012 [12], 2013 [13], 2013 [14], 2015 [15])J3F—&
15 5 22 R4l 5 9 N S 27 RE (implicit aptitude) F14M 2 2 HE (explicit aptitude), F&IW T EATIIA [F 50 R o
B e S IR 2 — P A s - B U 22 ST ML, A0 2 5 B AR I ) 2 B - 2 B Ui 22 I . ot
NEE) H AT HLERAT I E S e TR LLAMA 22880 L, LLAMA D EZENERZNFREEE,
LLAMA B. E. F UME T HMEERE(ZLL. ST, 2016 [16]).

B A S H A T 8 S FRe S R E B S H S DL A R R IR R, L n iz 14 (2006)
W 715 & R 590G L AR B 2 S BT R R [17], 7R LLQ012)ER N T Ve, BB e 5iEF
Mrie ) e BB BRERIR SIS 2 EAE (18] (BT R FE AR A ST AR 04 208 7). TS 1(2016)
DA P 22 B s BRI 90 A2 I 0 320K, K 52 2 e R 20 2 22 T vk A i e gt AT 1 ARG 0T
SERRIL T M Ba R R 2 BB I W I R T R A O, T A/ 2 e T 5 G 2 2 ) A B
G EA K. BAL, EZBPAIE R INTE S R MR IR I SR A 2] BRSO e R B E R R [ 19]

WG, AT I N A5 27 2138 R f O BT 3R A PR ARG RRORE EAT AR Hyltenstam (2018) [20],
Pfenninger & Singleton (2016) [211EA & Muiioz (2008) [22]1£ 34 4F % RSN 383 1 7R NA RIS SIS T,
Fha DGO IR R LI ahblL. e 52 Br PLAE 5 A8 S5 DR 3 20 2 20 sl H s EH o AESEUERE 7L
J7THl, Wong (2008)38 i Z AL A £ 1] 45 A8 1H K TSRS T P &= R 28R, 2R KDL, bl
SRR RS R IEA92[23]. Zhang £5(2013)LAE P9 = BT K220 K224 0 A b st 2k, %52
T L A BL A JEE BB CR EAE N F 0 PR RS K &, 45 R R BNHLS 24 G i A %
[24]. TITESFI2016)RFFEH, M-S 1EVEAI Wl i S L 20 i 7 B AH OG,  FHAE DA 0B B o i
BIRE P I Z . BARZMT RN TE S HZX &R, HE21EF MR 55EEA W st
LB 7 ESFEOC, T H A AR EE BT 19]

SR1MT, FRHE Dornyei & Ryan (2015)FIM S, AROZIE2ERE N S E—/MAFIR Rk E 5, © 53,
TR RS RN KR[25]. HANBHATHIBFFCRGRE , RAAIE T S8 6 % SFER RN T 15 5 5 6E .
N B S S8 I, Rl R TRIE S S A R R . BHI(2016) [19] BARKGE 5 S Re Mzl
HAANBEE 3, JEER TESMHX —HER, HES %R SILLLE 5 H 585 2] RiiE
RGAEPN KRR, REHILFHEHS —DIRN T, KRR E KT,

S Ge AR B AR 1A 20 M AH EL, 2500 77 RS A B 16 35 (R Bl « VP2 R(2009) [26] LA K IS FA |
FEHI(2017) [27]4E L0465 [ A 41 S T 5 200t 70 U il Y 2544 7 AR Y (KT 90 05 R I, 454 77 RE AR Rk 6 [
WAL 2 AR B2 SRR R, 1 HA SN ERZERAAE, R ARG H i R ), ROxE AL
FERFUI T IZAE o H S EE R S5 T FER S T R A 0 AMOS LA J2 LISREL 75 ZOKFEARSIE ISR, H
fHE B K22 (1) Christian Ringle 55 AT (wfie /N1 775 TF K (1) SmartPLS B4 E iR 11X — 1 225K,
SmartPLS FAF AT UK /AINFEARBIE AT AU T, & & TR R VRS, i FAZ 3 RE R 3 o A
RUSLGR S, 2017 [28]), EAMN AEHR 2520 AR & 1) 244 HAS &, IERE 0 HT &> B AR R ) B AR AE
HA B AS EL N, DRIRE )0 G AR T R R 4T

gr bRk, EWAMOTEIE T TARNE S 2 I R E S R S IEEY I B R R, [, A
FEE N NSIHURINE 5 8 F B2 25 S e R 7 . fERE M IGEZ I, 155 FReE 225 1)
EEBCSCA A RIS SOR, ShPLAE SEHEA —EMEH, (B8RRI G0 HEERNKRIE
BRHT. HET I, A SCIAR ST LA R PN 72 17] 73
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1) EIGERS . TEF RE SIHUANE 5 (8 G 3 S 15 27 5] 52738 MG 2 3 R T2 ] RO AE (B
R R S5 AR

2) R BB R B o 5] Lo R~ (A R G5 R, B IR LA R R TR SR A7AE FP o N 2 U RAT S
B R A RN ?

2. fARGE
2.1. BIEFKIR

AHIF TR TR (2016) [19]8F Fo s It — 204007 o Ak B 1 B 9 7S B SUR S 7k, Bl
s U LR, R BE. . WL R R TR HIRATERERE, A8EEE N8 4, i
P2 R AL TEIE 2 S 55 B, S Abrahamsson & Hyltenstam (2008) [10]/IRF 78 751k, KA 12 %
VER R 22 1 T, IS 43 B R2E3, 40 BEE (L 1),

W& THA— A SRS HE RS =0, WEREEHNEESR L &
Whinney (2011) [29]), ZhHLIE 1 & (21 Taguchi e al. (2009) [30]) LA IE S G LA &R Aeil
KR )/2 Meara (2005) [31]%1HH LLAMA “FHEMIGK, 1555 2] B8 1525 ) W7 i (Grammatical
Judgment Test, GIT) ST, 1FEAIWINR S PUASEE 7, BIFR A ATASBR IS 5, R FIAS BRI B
JTRR AR N 21T 226 4 i(2016) [19]).

22. HIESIR

HTHdE &P, AWF70CRA Smart PLS 3.2.7 837 PLS-SEM £5 i 7 FEMiA, JEH &2 B
M. FEFFT PLS HiE(PLS algorithm)Fl H Bk (bootstrapping, X7~ 1000 KIS IMFEFEAR), FET
L#i(2016) [191HIBF 7T, ASCHEH T BUMEREARAL: (& 1)

TR R, PBRZERE. BIHL. 5 5 U DL E R (GIT) Sl & R — AN E 4R bR AR
&, SMRFREH LLAMA B, E, F 4K, AR (formative) . P BE2EBERT AN i 27 A 5 1825 4 ik
BRER 2 RAFAE BB S, ZLRIE 5 (6 S E MR R GAH G, FRAE v e NGV gt 2 8] i)
AR, BT R A, BRI DU RS, R AR 15 2R AR i 52 v A Bk e 5t
SralisE T 8 Ik, W 2 iR,

3. fIRGER
3.1. BEELER

FEXEA — = =PRI TR G, R R AR Re 5 BRI T /W 748 0 Wl ik B
GUREMK, HLSEFHEANREMRROLE 3). BRI RZRMKR)GE, B RRKH
KRB HIt, BB T S fabr s 5 R,

Table 1. Background information of participants
#1. FHERER

i IR
HfE ek HfE {1821
B2 (n=43) 22.88 (1.03) 20~26 9.4 (1.24) 5~11
Wi 224 (n = 40) 23.88 (1.42) 22-28 12.5 (0.64) 12~14
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LLAMAF

ShEAE
Figure 1. Hypothesized model of language aptitude, motivation and language use in relation to L2 grammar attainment

B 1. EEFEE Bl BEEASITEEEF IR ANERZRE

Table 2. Estimated models
< 2. LRz ERE

R TR TEE I R ST
R — 200 BRI 35 TR
i R GE AN BR S T ) i
B = 22 H BRI T 73
BERPY 2 AN BRI U A5
AT W 25 2 BRI 3 TR
BtV W 27 2L A BRI 45 T 0
B W 27 2 RN Wfr 7 00k
[EILUIN W 2 2 AN 17 73300 X

Table 3. Significant correlations and their path coefficients in models of early learner group

3. RPRAREPHEZEXXRRURBERY

R FR MR tfl pfd

PR I 2 - BRI 45 T 38 0.310 2.681 0.007
P9 B e R IR I 703 1 5 0.352 2.352 0.019
B> = 0.442 3.848 0.000

3.2. BRERLELER

FFERER T 2R L 75y B RA R BT I8 SR AR I B B R Y, SR A -EAN g ok, e
T R R ERAEAE B AR 55 R Z%, T HIA BB LA xR
3.2.1. FEEER AP ERE—

TR ZEMARKRE, WEERRR TIME 2 s, Eiz8d, BRAEY a8 5 M =4l iR
I 510 GIT GUFAE S35 SR S8, FARBIAR ORS¢ R 1 D9 835 IEAH SR (LR 4) o ARYE BT A S A AR
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RINATEHEFR SRMR 1 ', %5 R T/ SRMR {84 0.101, W& T 1 IHE 0.1, BIHBR AT,
(ERRHEAN B 2R . SIMLLA K BRI 5T GIT BSRZ IAlff e R4k, T LU A/ iy

AN 2ERE . ZIHLLL BRI 5T GIT Gt (AR R R RIDIA BN R, F IR AT R 3 1) it 3
W, RSN R AR R AR, W 3 FR. %A EEALE) SRMR {EN 0.039, JAFIRA
WA IR . AR FH R R A e H A, 231 VAF E°H 67.4%, BEWESIPLIES RS
RE RN 4L BR A TS T GIT & (A B AR 5 30 7 R A 28, (R, AT OB RS A &5
AN FREMINE T, BINLKFER A B RR R A A BRI TR GIT Gt

P K i

-0.297

fiF N AR A 1R K

1.000 —{ FRIF FHIGITIR St
il BRIt 5T G I TR 5%
0375 0.431
PO
0.417 0024 0.822
| LLAMA B | | LLAMA E | | LLAMAF |
Figure 2. Modified Model 5 of late learner group
[ 2. BpFEPEFRNERE R
Lo ‘fm Looo —[FesrracrRA
ki PRI T GITHe 4%
0.375 0.412
b i e
0.417 9024 0.822

|LLAMAB ||LLAMAE | | LLAMAF |

Figure 3. Mediating Model 1 in late learner group
3. BFEPTEER—

'SRMR B/ 0.1 2 HUNERIRF A, ReF {11 R SRMR {H/NF 0.08.
*VAF AR BB TIE, VAF /N 20%KHBATH AR, AT 20%~80% 385 A8, BT 80% M58 A H A R .
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Table 4. Significant correlations and their path coefficients in modified Model 5

4. FERERADMVBXXANBERY

KK AR e R tfH pfE

P e 27 e > BRI 5 T DUk e 55t -0.297 2.584 0.010
HMREERE> B 0.375 2.678 0.019

A0 e > BRI 5 T RSt 0.431 2.688 0.002
FHL>E S A 0.521 4246 0.000
B> BRI A5 i S 0.380 3.092 0.049

3.2.2. PERFERN

FRRE R 7 AR BB ARG, AN T ANE 2 R85 R IR 151 GIT &gt 4hR#RE53)
L, SHHLSESHEM, &5 8HSARN B GIT REUAS T BFEIEM>, WK 4, £ 5 For. WG
BRSNS SRMR 52 0.072, A3 THAE . HH TAGEREMEN=MAR, HILLEE L
ENNLEGE 5 R A AR = R AR

3.2.3. FERHER/N\URPAIRE—

FESHE RS JGHAT PR 5, AT E] T AT LABAL (I Z5 MRS, e 5 R . R, AP R 24RE
SIHLS AR IRI T f GIT RGHHREE] T B EM (W 6), HHEANBAIK SRMR {HH 0.072, K EHR
GARMF LA B, Fraizd s . R 2ERE . SHLCL BRI T ) GIT BRETE AR T & AR = f
KFR, LA LI PR —, wlE 6 fiR.

HA A5 ) SRMR {4 0.030, A 3 T A8 7 i b o AR o A 2Nz A 30, 73 VAF 15 57.2%,
WA BIHLLE AT 5 22 A 5 W 22 AR BRI T 77 GIT RS 2 A B A B 8 4 FR A8, 308 [RIS5KF4h B 2%
REMIME 2, WIRBINUKCFR R, AT 23R8 AP AN BRI T 7 GIT %51

4. it
4.1. LA

MR HAE AT T A RPN, AR T 5F0(2016) (191 HE 25 5L, ALl i
T REIIAN R G 3 (A B RE AN AN 2. 52 e ) 7E LI 23 & B TR sema R, A Ra 2 e 2 e
PIEVE2E S BUSCR B ARG, AR 22685 e 22 20 TR S AR 35 A O, (HIRIN FRAT T XA TR EEE
KO, A2 B AT DU RREE S S O, IRV R B E R AR, I A4 522 R 515
R RIS &R, BAE T Dérnyei & Ryan (2015) [25]/JE W1, 1B S AREARIOLFEANE, B55H
TR AP AL B . IR — R DU ARG R BT UUE H, B2 A IE RN A AR RN,
Wt 2, LT A SRR R R T, A [FSEKP A B Re e =3 T, SR B S S A
EF T IR SR A5 B 4 P R

Xof Bl LB 2 2 AR R GE TR, FRATTRT DUR I, X 2 R U, AR DR 2R (N B2 ) 2 ME — RE AR R 1E VR
SR AR, AMEEE RN A TAER 40, WA RGNS R fth 2 LI R &)
BUFIE 5 38 F)AC BLfgma [ iEiE S S s BRtl, R T ARMEAR, RS A R R1% 25 > & Tl dh
FRZER, ARIBHAEPLE SR ESHEHELSR SR T AR,

FEh, BINLET AR R IR I 2 2 P R B 5 T R AN BR B 7 g M e, i B o v 4
PRI EF 1) ER] 25 R0 2% st S [F) g BN vy, A FE 45 R R T Granena (2013) [13]BA K%
Qureshi (2016) [32]/1 7G5 B s E& B (9IS (A1 R 2 o i RIE A8 ARG A Rt — Pt 7.
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Ea i dd]
0.521 0.330

Bl 1.000 1.000 A BRES T GIT PRt

il PR I TG TRk
0.387 0.433

AR
0.355  ¢,132 0.795

| LLAMABI I LLAMA E I [ LLAMAF |

Figure 4. Modified Model 6 of late learner group
4. BRFEREFRIRER

0.521

Bl RER I T GI TS
0.381 0.524
A mEte
0422 030 0.798
| LLAMA B | | LLAMA E | I LLAMAF |

Figure 5. Modified Model 8 of late learner group
5. B EEERRE\

Table 5. Significant correlations and their path coefficients in modified Model 6

5. ERERAEANEXXAMBRERY

XK R SRS t i pfA

AR B 0.387 2.678 0.019

AP 2 RS> AR I3 1 I S 0.433 2.880 0.006
FHL>E S A 0.521 4246 0.000

B A > N BR A 1 U R S 0.330 2.637 0.012

H
i
ik
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1.000 0375 e 1.000 AR T I GIT RSt
Bl RERL I T 2 GIT et

0.381 0.524

AR
0.422 0030 0.798

| LLAMA B | | LLAMA E | | LLAMAF |

Figure 6. Mediating Model 2 in late learner group
E 6. BRFEPNMIER—

Table 6. Significant correlations and their path coefficients in modified Model 8

= 6. WEERE)\WHEXXANBERY

LiESSA A R t 18 pfH
HMREERED B 0.381 2.678 0.019

AR ZERE > AR T 7700 St 0.524 5.444 0.000
FHL>E S A 0.521 4246 0.000
B> A BRI Wy 77001 Gt 0.375 3.071 0.009

4.2. BEEEANER

FES BT R, AW SRS & ]S R 22 AR A M R ST B G, I AR S
FREEEIHUANN ST B A i, HadEf e, BEAREZRAZI 7ablSiss LGS
P45 0 2 AN BRI S T e Bt 8] B 2 AR, T AR R E, T8 F S 2 5 RIS
BRI RN G Ry e, AHILREME /N T BHLKF, RIS R 2 2E T 2 S ) R AR 2500 7T DA
FEHER? : 5 ARE(CEEONINEARE) > Zhbl > WM. AR EA STV 2, 65 2 T
A PR 2R R A 2 AN BRI T I SR S (R, e AT TR A ShAUAN S 35 4 A 3 L R s
PRARELEL —, T H AR At AGE R, Agedt— iR, Friloik e m#osis 5 5i5%% 5
R B SE R R AR, T I AR R S AAL T A R A KE (K SO, AT e 2 R L =5 8 (0 o 20
T TR RN, GRS ORI RN S5 K BN R %

5. &ig

AT T F(2016) [1O]RORF T, AL TRIGFR . 1BS F6e. bl IS A 5REJGHES
SJE RS S BOOR RN ZA G R AL, s REBIERE ol 22 2 #F b, B i ik
25T AR 2 B A PR SE e I ELRE R, T R 2 A BB R S O 2 B T 2 IR AR, R T
T8 5 A (R AN B2 RE)  SINURIE 5 0 5 BB S U B 2 RS 45 0, I HLBhHLAE IR 242 1)
AL 2E R 5 EVE S S O RIE A RN . 43 BT 45 S NAIE T Dérnyei & Ryan (2015) [25]HI0F 525 1 5
i, 1B FEREAE N E BN R BRI T AB S ) K, RIS SORI A R 28 (3 BN B ML) = AE 28 H
TER, TERO T B I A E R HF 451, F5 7RI TE S %68, SIWLLLRAE 5 AR,
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AT FON T BSEEE A ERRRE L. B, BOTR DURYE AR E 2R AN Bk 22 et B2
ORI 27 AR ) RN RIAE L, R T & 2 1 A B o 20 BE 0 FHR 238 X 20 A 1 e 0
oo ARHEFAIF RPN RAE . HR, FRAEN —MRUEBE S, R—ARSHEARN, EABFK i
KIL, AU EREE R RIVE R o DG AE 22 ST M2 i 3 o BUM AT DU B R 9 2 3 H i, B
RO AT HP B 27 RS I 22 2 — IR EE S ST R

RIGAP WAL AL, LBERFEA /N, ShPUNNE 5 ER AR 8, Jekib T AL
fis5EaE, PRULE R WA 5 SR O R AR L BRI

HEHE&mHE
AVUZEFAREESHLITE “EHFRANESHRESEIEREKTFHRAVR” (MERS
14XYYO07)% Bl o

SE 3k
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