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Effect of Input Enhancement on Acquisition of Manner Adverbs’
Syntactic Position

Yang Jiansheng
(School of Foreign Studies, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221116, China)

Abstract; The present study is to examine the effects of input flood, textual enhancement and the
combination of the two on learners’ acquisition of the syntactic rules of English manner adverbs and
probe into their effects in depth. It is shown from the findings of this experiment that the three types of
input enhancement are proven to be effective in helping the subjects acquire the rules. It is also
indicated that the features of the subjects and the features of the target forms alike investigated play a
part in the effects of these input enhancement techniques, showing it is conditional but not
unconditional to apply these input enhancement techniques. It is also suggested that compound
enhancement will not be statistically significant in comparison with single enhancement, when the
single enhancement is effective enough in processing the target forms regardless of the generally better
performance of compound enhancement over the single enhancement in processing target forms,

showing it is not always necessary to use compound enhancement.
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Tab. 1 Types of sentence patterns investigated

et Bl
SVO She loves her university.
SVPP She laughs at the little boy.
SaomVO They have finished their homework.
SaomVPP They are taken to the police station.

7: S =Subject; V =Verb; O =0Object; PP = Prepositional
Phrase ;
aom = auxiliary or modal verb

R2 HRHWENAMCERE

Tab. 2 Types of adverb positions investigated
B3| o5
1. SVOA The man beats the little boy soundly.

2. SAVO The man soundly beat the little boy.

3. SVPPA They ran to the classroom quickly.

4. SAVPP The little girl quickly runs to her father.

5. SVAPP The little girl runs quickly to her father.

6. SaomVOA  The little boy had read the instructions quickly.

7. Saom AVO The little boy had quickly read the instructions.
8. SaomVPPA The little boy will walk to the campus quickly.
9. SaomAVPP The little boy will quickly walk to the campus.

10. SaomVAPP The little boy will walk quickly to the campus.

7#: S =Subject; V=Verb; O=0bject; A=Adverb; PP=
Prepositional Phrase.
aom = auxiliary or modal verb
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Tab.3 Descriptive statistics of the pretest scores

x| A NEL 53 il 24
+T-1 22 44.32 8.90
~T+1 22 46.14 7.70
+T+1 22 44.77 8.23
A i 66 45.08 8.28
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Tab.4 Descriptive statistics of mean scores of two semesters

S x| FHNEK S5y ik 22
+T-1 22 65. 14 6.68
~T+1 22 66. 18 7.70
+T+1 22 63.82 7.10
4 it 66 65.05 7.16

Vi the maximum possible scores of both arel00 points.
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Tab.5 A one-way ANOVA of the pretest scores

WiH o EETIIM AMmE ¥UrE F{E Sig

4L [A] 20. 455 2 10.227 0.156  0.856
KHN  4129.545 63 65.548 — —
& 1 4 150.000 65 — — —
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Tab.6 A one-way ANOVA of mean scores of

two semesters
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Tab.7 Descriptive statistics of the posttest scores

sl HHANKL P45y bRifi2E
+T-1 22 64.55 13.08
-T+I 22 65. 64 12.07
+T+1 22 66.55 10.73
R 66 65.58 11.96
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Tab.8 Paired T-tests for the pretest and posttest scores

| FE = bR tfH F A p1E KA
+T-1 20.23 10. 99 6.43 21 0.00 1.84
-T+1 19.50 9.89 6.45 21 0.00 1.97
+T+1 21.77 9.48 6.63 21 0.00 2.30
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Tab.9 A one-way ANOVA of the posttest scores
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