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Impacts of input and output on learner’s second
language acquisition
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Abstract: Comprehensible input is viewed as one of the major “causative” factors in 1.2 acquisition
(Krashen, 1981) whereas comprehensible output hypothesis claims that “comprehensible output”
is the main factor for second language acquisition to take place (Swain, 1985). This study
observes the learners’ vocabulary learning activities to explore the effectiveness of input and
output. Specifically, it has the following two major findings. Firstly, on average, these learners
have been proved to be infrequently input and output vocabulary learning strategy users.
Secondly, there is a positive correlation between learning outcomes and the frequency of input
strategy use but it is not the case for output strategy. The results are in line with Krashen’s
input hypothesis in case of learners. Some suggestions are provided from the perspective of
inside and outside classroom activities respectively to ensure extensive input.
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Table 1 Project on low frequent application of vocabulary learning resources strategies
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Table 2 Project on low frequent application of flexible strategies on vocabulary learning
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