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ABSTRACT

Kim, Youn-Hee. Relationship between peer interaction in pair work and foreign
language learning: level of engagement and implications for language learning. Korean
Journal of English Language and Linguistics 21, 189-210.

This study aims to investigate adult learners’ level of engagement while they interact with
their peer, what factors influence peer interaction, and how the interactions have an impact
on their English learning. Data were collected over a semester. In the first and fifteenth
weeks, learners completed one version of text reconstruction tasks individually. In the
second and fourteenth weeks, learners completed another version of text reconstruction tasks
in pairs and all pair work was audio recorded. Questionnaires were conducted individually in
the second and fifteenth weeks to elicit the learners’ perceptions of pair work. Analysis of
pair talk data showed that in the second weeks, pairs mostly tended to show the evidence of
limited engagement where one learner made a suggestion and the other simply repeated,
acknowledged or did not respond to the suggestion. On the other hand, in the fourteenth
week, pairs showed most evidence of elaborate engagement where learners actively
deliberated and discussed language items. The reason of this change can be related to
learners’ understanding of pair work, their willingness to engage, and the development of
their relationship with their partner in a learning context. Analysis of learner performance
suggests that elaborate engagement tended to be more facilitative of learning or
consolidation for learners than limited engagement. However, the data also shows that the
learning or consolidation did not appear to all learners. It might be related to English
proficiency levels in pair, their collaborative relationship, and the level of tasks.
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1 A—]i
fmolE 7FEXA = WAMEe]l A Y AYS vEFoR g o] g WHS AP WA,
gH5AE HY] AeA8S T3 B &5 (pair work, groupwork)e] @=o] LAl gl A RIWE]
o] FoJA L Ut AFAELS UFs AT ZAES EURE SFAE He] FHAQ] ALl
4EARl Q)aro] TS flste] HasithE TS A A2do G Ui AAH ol& S
EE 3 AFE(e.g., Long 1996, Mackey 2007)& A& zhgo] gHaEo onigl He=
A7l A 7135 AT = F Avkal HE Gk ol JAS FFAEAA ol 7hedh
99 (comprehensible input)¥} I =S ATl FiL SFAE0] ojojA= Y oA 5 Ao
o

HHE At ES sto] e)7o] ShFol =5S = 7 ATt ol 1), Vygotsky ] AF3]E38H4 o] &
vlelo &2 & S (e.g., Ohta 2001, Storch 2002, Swain 2006, 2010)& A3 280 5215 A
A2Aold tist 259 AzZLS Wl 1 A oA A290jo] #E AR AAS A

TAsIAY dEskaL 9,1% A2E Zste ¢ e 713E Aws Sval Hwe skt oA E2E,
A2A 0155 wEokoll A stgol tigh o] 22l EUlE AlFstal = AA A o] 23 AL 314 o] =&
EUZ 3 dTEL 9451%% Soll =S v Bl digh s e shA N BE Eso] 5o
Sk WA Aol A StEAIE A T AES T 9o 5SS & F e V8 E AT £
sdst ARE A STt ols A= WA ASeA BE &5 ARge gtk Aast 2AE
A A gkt

shA N WA sl BE SF S ALt o] BE SGAEA $Ud Hre sGe
o]Zo] W = Q= AL ou|stA] &=} Storch(2002)8 AT AFAH, FHEAELS HYS
Fgst7] f&l A=Al PHEA SR ANE HASAES R il A AYEs TR
MEA SR RS Tl 5 vk o]FA & 5HE Bole By 59 A= Ao ggd=
o2 93-S = 4 Udri(e.g., Chen 2017, 2018, Donato 1994, Storch 2002, 2004, Watanabe and

Swain 2008). Sato$} Ballinger(2016)+ o2 A A55 AEZ A3} 52 7F A5 %)
StEAkel T E 8 A ol FEgS ‘?:L% T ATk A A el Gl dEks T
ZAEE g RE AdFEL 3¢9 FF(e.g., McDonough and Mackey 2000, Wigglesworth and
Storch 2009) &2 st&5A17F 9] of % 9] z}o](e.g., Iwashita 2001, Kowal and Swain 1997,
Lee 2008)& 7|+o® gHAEc] A54ES e dishis 48ty daaAAE A
shA|RE, gF5AHE 0] 01“’71] 9 BE &5E ot o e AR A AES Hol=X]d g
At AslE 2AFeE AT 2ol 7] o] HHH(Kim 2020, Storch 2004, Watanabe and Swain
2008 A|<]). 5“’\‘%}7& A gL AaAge] By gFe Ay JEgFSE = 7 Ae qFEAY
BA o] xgtEo] 2

171 aRbE AR A A 53R et el SAES
ZAbsk= } A& 4 AtH(Swain and Miccoli 1994, Watanabe 2008). %@+, Lantolf<}
Pavlenko(2001)& =EE  gFxEc] 54 Aoz dgFatu wkgsE 1ES M
7 (agency)olaL A1 9] g5 FA oA F=A14 & &S| sr] witol staAbae] Azt Aol ot
Aol d8ds Axsdinh g5l Tl e StEAbEe] vE SaAtete] daAEs o9
sietE=Ao] etk SaAEe] AME S5Ak 7 dEg Al 2= AL 5 5SS
7R SgAR b A3 AES oldfshd Tas A E e vk AP BE BE Ee] e
stAbel Aslls @Al 2Abete] ofWAl st SEAEelAl ase] SEel A 9 =
= AEA By s w3E 7 s WY Aol B FA ol B we] AdE ) 2
B s Srlsks el i FAAR AN E AT = e 8 vdR At 28t
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A 2F HEAEI o] SETe] BAZ Lohny] st AFAEL HEAE 5AI
E4o] Sgol vAE Faqel] Bal BaL 7 B9k 20024 WES Storche] AT 54
R EAEe) 5AS olslshs W a8 AT F SR o AMTh Storch(2002) % BE 2% (pair
work) e sHe Eot e ShedEe UaE B8 3548e A 599 Jdue g2
shAlel AEA BAE V1FOR Bed g 4FRY 9% W fYow BRath des
FEAFEN, FEASEH, ARMzEA @98 K34 SEdse A g¥how
S9WA 7 BAZ FASE APl Ak FEA/FEN 54 FEE TGS HALS
FEoZ AAE FAE d /1018 A NZ FEAES S @A BAS AP BHe
w7 oele Aol Utk FEA/FEAA 4G FFE FEA FE5AT FAE FAHoR
AAsT FEAQ FH5AE £FHOR FEHA Aol 9AL BEE BHS BT vpAY
FIA ARYERA FFAA AR7F ST Feldt M AEF FEAA SHAHY HAE
AAsHE W FEAQ QAL AW, 2uA G54 AA AAe] FIT + UES AFHo=
F1 Adshs BES B oA 4ERe BE 54 A 4Ed 1 4EAE FEe BA
Storchi FEA/FEH & FEA/FFA FIAY WFLH 54 0ol BASRG FYA
5o ARNERA FE3 2 FHAA 52 PO & wAEo] o} S5 Holst o ol
BHHAGE o)A Ao G5 Shd o Bes Frhs 2S WASAT £9 o e M@l
542 B BEAAE G50 7188 FAAL A4 dol7} o] Fo] A e P9k HAs Ak,
e uR SHER 2k 4R E dol steatel BAE olaaly] Sskel BE B SUsts o

-3l =
o 71 Adams® Ross—Feldman(2008)& 7] x TJr 15} 7] J%?j*o‘ T3P 3}
ot HAS TR S uf v B AazE

2]

ATES APt 1 7ﬂJJr Adams9‘r Ross Feldman(2008)° 5‘% o] 2
9] D)o vt 284S F AF S dS Wror FE o on] BRd o %2 2 (focus on form)S
FAT AL BT

g oe gAES dEAEY do] vHxETF SEA 1 AEAES skl oA FEFS
A= g F stud Aojgte FE AT AFE ke, A7k olgd ATt
AR WS AAEHA] Kot vt AFES A o] T5EE VM B S =3d
THEES M BEY 488 Blastdth Kowal ¥ Swain(1994, 1997)2 FAHSE 9lo] 5455
7Hx stEAtEe] v gdEAe® AYdS TS 7 dve AT A2HE FE I, Leeser(2004)9]
A4 A gEAE Y BE S os W M AT AR Y-S Fdsiglen 1 HE
olo] FaAtet 2FAF FAS B EFe] Ay, e 2EAE/Y 0s AF M W 3Y
T3 235 B oJFHY Yule?} Macdonald(1990)9] A7+ 25 & A] Zh2te] g5t Al 44 sk
FE A AEs Ry do] TsEe] Aol & FFAE e EE EF JA ATHo=E
FdE & JSS ey, - 93 Fojo] #8448 AFE3I% Y. Watanabe$} Swain(2007)2
Ao FAE sty stEAtE 1He] o] T&HE Aol Storch(2002)7F 73 gh5Af (ko] 9
AL} Ao} g5 LA Y AAE el AFE SSlYh 1 Ay, skgAk 1Y sk Abol 9
FaEgle]l dEAES Y4 SgEAEY J9S FASAS u o @ik As5A8S YERA 9
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Be S50 FA £A wolFth 159 AF Arhe o] $HEI} AHA 1 FEGE FFE
MAE FE 847k obd £ 93 FHSEE A5AEY Bk o B3AES o] g o Fol
9 5 drke A2 wS ANtar

NE AFEC] WolE o] FHE Aolsh dlof S zke] wWAE ofHF o] Hu gl

= 3] =
ol 4 Philp, Adams, Iwashita(2014)<= 3t525 7+e] AFS] 4 ¥7 (social relationship) €} 22
2450 gFA AFge dFE & = v AAEdY. HTel Rouhshadot
Storch(2016) WA & 28 g = Ed = 3 s
ol ZaAg S vl Ay doid g s A ¢ fo2k8 T dojet
ddste] ¥ B2 £AE dAdsiive As Ttk FAbE Atolol dAH
ALEA BAZE mabA Rl A SEAE 1t
WAE AR 2AEIA= 2%kt Philp(2016) StAbe] ool sl

T S =
FESUA SAE Aol FARE S BE TS AR 9 WA 2 Sk FPelA
FEAR FEAES T G50l GUL FE FLW 24d F A T4 A AW, A2
: o o

& AFol A mEEolof & Fa3 @4 F 3R Donato(2004)+= 5AHE ol A
17H(time) ) 84 & 74%3t) Donato(2004) = 52150 BE g0 3t ola| &
= TALY FEAA BAE IS Hste] TEE Algte] FolAof grhar
RE s Aol oA ARk FeAde Adg 24 b2 Bslelar
PR Agnbo] g5AE Aloldl PFAQ AAIE At Wl Algto] Fa% ]
A A8}, Brooks, Donato, McGlone(1997)2 Al 2&<] tjst =0 Al Al o
ATk AT A, AlZEo] A WpHA S5 AE S Sy Aol A StEY 9L 3
49l =285 skl BT Storch(2002) 2] Aol = St
o] XpHA s kA olttE AS HAFIL &, g5AE (e
B gFo® WA 4 e 3ol ol Algte] BQE 4 Itk
T e B Feel #ek A= g
S T #g AHS Welal olsfst= H g
7 %
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HE (Pseudonym) o] ¢ °= Fel EICE h
Luna 3} o 21 X
el
Anna = o] 21 X
John o b 23 0
Rw 2
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32T =7
3.2.1 ZHA

Bode] Felge 159 155 Aol AE AAE Fasta 259 145 Ao 29107 AR
wE BES 53 A FPagh A vsd F30 g2E AT SEAEe AN
22 guAor mi PPHoR SwE FE w5l wold Muo} uE uim
selE ke S Sfth LEA W St ShaAgel 9AE ATY sl udes
Zaslo] sfole] oJojs e L fotaly] 9ste] Al E o] A, BE SES B3 d5at 7 s akgol
oA ol Fo1 A MIAH A Fofi] el 2749 L4F A FHEATE BAT HE 9 )
Bde FASE mE 25 A9t odd EE 2FS BE 3] AAHUh olF,
$EAES B BE BEo) 7H Q ekl VA= e dohny] Slake] 165 Akl fAlE £9 9
BB 24 TA| 7 pE A o2 Al g E o] AT

o

% BEol W@ FoIAEY dWL A dstel 23Rt 157 A% @ WA
= Rtk 25 MEXAE B ATl Folgy] odel Aol AAn AW

A AT A AYAA AEAT 29 WA 2700 AFo® N84
siste] AT 1674 AERAE @ 7] FF FU
0, Bl A8 iz A5 Al WAl 3

A AA AT FAY BE 27 Aot FgEAEe] HYES TSt AAAA H5EHo A
gishHre] 4 252 AR HT dARE disHES Swain? Lapkin(1995)¢] “g<jgh
3} (language—related episodes, ©]3} LREs®E #7])E /sl EAFET 2 A
R &5 Al o]Folxl oA dishit &, A ddoe] o Hapol(Fo])el Wuleh =4S
o]Foi 7 Hjsle] FE-S dP =t

ofgf o] WHHE> WAFS] EHg Algol I =oE HoAFE LREQ dAlE AAISTE Johnol
Tolzl 29 wAE AASL (F20) Davew 4] 2ot 54 doj& A5t (£21). John
Qo] U2 dojEo] EF Hg WAo|BR agek HFslafopsitial A
At whel =zl =& gt vpto] Zek) (£23). o9 5 o2 FAEofof
& o] & welth (£24). o] LRE®= st5atE0] ofe] Mol 3485 F3to] HAE sldst= AS
Kol FET

S (e v

X
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WHE 1 252 (week 14)

Fo]Z Z: residents of all age

=

20 John:  Residents of all age:: & LA oF & A 9= A 2X]?

21 Dave: M. BE A5 AFAEolUN 555 Hofsk=t] agert AUl Q.

22 John:  ©].residents, all, ZL8JY 7} ageoll s& &I oFA]?

23 Dave: Residents of all ages. Wl o] 2 A ujyof s # ol g,

24 John: Okay. ages.
LREs2 &7¥ A A8F

engagement)®} A|TE AHxo -
ololelo] ¥ate] EAIE A3l

Storch(2004)7}F AHeojsk Ag3l AHw=eol Zkod(elaborate

(limited engagement)® &5/ ¢]

el a
Aste] M=z ZFx d9gsiy o2 o
HkA,

[e)

=
A Are] Fojr EREHE stgabEol F7hA ]l Adwoly AR gle] ©@ed] 1ol A
ofolfIvtS AFgdotd olYd FHO LREse Algtd Axe Folz ERdv o3 E7E
AREShE B4 SEaE e A3 AES 4T ARl Holok Al AEe FAR EFsho]
AAA AT EAQD FFAE] BE &F5S st ¢ gFA 1 AE5AES T3 Fo] R

WS FAbsl7] 9] e A o]t

olgl Luna®} Anna] TFi2v FEds Ao Foo oAE RoFrh A2l ‘however' 9
9o tiaf WA Luna’t EAH S AAIFAH(E181), Annae o] F2]3lH o] @A AZA|E npyof
k= Aol thel] AoiEre] ol AS EQYH(F182). Luna’l ‘therefore’2tal A|A|3FAH(E183) Annate
A1) ol e sl g Aret o2 AFS SATHEL84). FEY ] o 5% Lunat®
‘sum up’©] 2 A A8 L (Z185) Annas Luna® Al¢kd] ‘to'9 2 BlEo|n %935 tH(=186).
ol Luna¥™ Anna’} AA|3F TS WHEEle] @al AZo]E ‘To sum up, &E FAHSE= Ao
s THE187). oA H F Y TS A m A2 o R FHAR FEAES ot TAE
A 7k RS BoF7] witel] 4 Fre] FoA® ERE

HE 2 251 (week 14)

F0o]Z Z: However, beach communities offers great recreation in low prices.

181 Luna:  ©] &%) & Wl vpxute] 1} @ =6 howeverZ} L2 &= 7 o] gk A o},
182 Anna: ©]. o]A&A]... 2. HE T7)?

183 Luna:  Therefore?

184 Anna: Therefore of... Y| Az}l = 0] = PO] = AA

185 Luna:  £oFsd? 1A A 19 sum upo] &l sk}

186 Anna: 1 A Zo}. H to sum up L8] I commaZ HFH H 7 Zo}
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187 Luna: To sum up comma =0}, 1A 13 A 22z},

S F A AdE Axe Fe oAlE vehdd. Folzl FellA
= HOE AY glo] BAE YoWA 2 dAE LAt (E113).
°1°ﬂ Vicky7} Aol FQasithe HYaz A2 dald sAe 28 22y LA vHEL14),
Beth® ®¥HEA o0& 7 dold wals ¥ F7HAQl AHS 34 &Urth(E115). o] FEY
Hkgol Vicky Al opf-&l whg-& 3k4] i vishs 2ulth. ol Aad8S sty A4 A4S ke
% HolAuk g Aol °}$ ol AW ow FEAE At s AdtE FRe
A L z

35282 507 Wil ol

d

W 3 254 (week 2)
A

=

F0] % Z: She never mad at us.

113 Beth: She never, she never gets mad at us.
114 Vicky: gets?

115 Beth: gets

bl Qo] FFofo] oAAlE HolEt

R
o &
> o
Ol
i
%)
2
ol

g R 4= BAAS s AskA] £t
w1

W3 19] Anna7} Fo 7 Fol EAlMo] Qe AX G FH ARS ATHE3). 1A% Lunas
4 REos e st A28 AL BHAL(Z114), Annak TAZ AAshA Reha
Wshs 29tk o7 BAE Axsg o 3 A data Rela el 29 LREE AgE grel
Aol BRaY

WAE 4 251 (week 2)

Fo]A Z: She never mad at us.
113 Anna: o] 242 = Aof?
114 Luna: 4 2 2240,

115 Anna: YxE E2H0].

AWAQ BE BF Fhol e SEAES] ANE Gohus] fste] WE LA 4@ AHSH T
BH50] Atk BE N%Y $HES AR 240 njet B 8% o] A%, BE BE 9IS
F 99, SHEUSY A, BF 853 9of suwe] wAR ERHCl Ak $RE ARES
wEAHo ot 34 SolA FEH FAL S50 FEHUUL A AR5 LREse] o]
AEQ P/ AL JE Folsk P wlm Bl HHAEe] mE BEL A
HYNA M2 B FEAES HUT WP LolEo] FEAGo] FFL FALAS 2AFHE
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FA §P BAE ATY Aoldrh ot BE BF) Felahy] Al 1A g4
AL A9 gol SHE Wi BE FBOE A LFA AT A9E o
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oA 174 gh3t BE HES BE SAF F9

B 591 155-7k9) ghS vlalste] Wale] §7E dolr i
dl AFESHTE o] MG mEe] 4E A8 B LREsS) Fol&3) ddale] BAsgT)

IV. a4+ 23

4.1 S5AE e 35zs

BE A5 S B AEAES I o] Folo} AH Jre| FolF BF nolFeon
gL 2% Ao} 1450 4RE Aol WATh X 2 25 Aol AAE LE BN 2 mpel
Fol YRS Uehith 7 BF G459 $5H 5 FolM LREsE SIS ] Fo] HE9
FIP AR Yoish AT YOl ol fdol Fol A0E A% FA2 depiel. B 3
SAE 7 BES AA LREsE 10002 Behe ) vehbs wge £dch £ 204 nelF
Fofs 2 28 A9 e el RE el 2 At B Felol £ (70~ 85%) &
Gehln B owte] 4P Jme] delsh AGd E] Folo 47 M5EE HES 47.06%5)

52.94%E Ho]Ft}).

&1 252 253 254 2 &5
4ge ARl
2ol 4 (21.05%) 8 (47.06%) 5(29.41%) 3(15.79%) 4 (23.53%)
i=
Aske Rrel
2ol 15 (78.095%) 9 (52.94%) 12 (70.59%) 16 (84.21%) 13 (76.47%)
i=
A 19 (100%) 17 (100%) 17 (100%) 19 (100%) 17 (100%)
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<® 3> EF 7te] Folx vla (145)

251 252 253 254 2E5

14 (70%) 15 (83.33%) 12 (75%) 16 (84.21%) 10 (55.56%)
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