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Introduction

Corrective feedback is defined as a correction to a learner’s non-target-like linguistic utterance and serves to draw a learner’s attention to the correct form of language use through negative evidence.  For decades, the practice of error correction, or corrective feedback, has been a controversial topic in Second Language Acquisition literature due to disagreements regarding its effectiveness (Long, 1996; Lyster & Ranta, 1997; Sheen, 2010; Ammar & Spada, 2006, Carroll & Swain, 1993). Despite the ongoing debates, the majority of academic literature suggests that there is empirical and theoretical evidence to support the effectiveness of oral corrective feedback in restructuring a learner’s interlanguage (Long, 1996; Lyster & Ranta, 1997; Sheen, 2010; Ammar & Spada, 2006, Carroll & Swain, 1993). Consequently, there has been a growing body of theoretical and empirical literature seeking to examine the effectiveness of different types of corrective feedback in Second Language Acquisition. The literature principally addresses and discusses corrective feedback based on its degree of explicitness and implicitness. Despite the expanding topic of corrective feedback in relation to Second Language Acquisition, there is still great debate since researchers cannot come to a consensus regarding the most effective forms of correcting feedback, how it works, when it works in correcting learners, and when teachers ought to use it in classroom contexts (Lyster & Ranta, 1997). As a result, there are still many gaps in the literature and many ambiguities. This literature review will explore the ways that implicit and explicit corrective feedback restructures a learner’s interlanguage system by examining (a) the effectiveness of oral recasts and oral metalinguistic corrective feedback, (b) learner differences that contribute to the effectiveness of recasts and metalinguistic corrective feedback, and (c) by examining the effectiveness of recasts and metalinguistic corrective feedback in the process of acquiring second language knowledge.

Conclusion

This paper has provided an overview of the literature regarding the effectiveness of two specific types of oral corrective feedback: implicit corrective feedback in the form of recasts and explicit corrective feedback in the form of metalinguistic feedback.  It has analyzed the effectiveness of the two types of feedback on learner uptake, reviewed theoretical and experimental research on the topic of oral corrective feedback, examined the literature regarding the effects of different individual differences that help or hinder corrective feedback, investigated the effectiveness of recasts and metalinguistic feedback on Second Language learning and on the acquisition of linguistic knowledge.  After reviewing the literature, it can be stated that explicit oral corrective feedback in the form of metalinguistic feedback is more effective than implicit corrective feedback in the form of recasts because metalinguistic feedback garners more learner uptake and because the literature has demonstrated that metalinguistic feedback has durable effects since it leads to the acquisition of implicit knowledge.  Despite the growing literature on the effects of oral corrective feedback, there remain some ambiguities in the literature.  More research is needed in order to clarify and explain the exact link between corrective feedback and the acquisition of linguistic knowledge and research needs to adopt better means of testing and evaluating the effects of feedback on knowledge.  Furthermore, although there is a significant amount of research published regarding individual differences and corrective feedback, the majority of the research has discussed the individual differences in relation to recasts and less attention has been paid to individual differences and metalinguistic feedback.  Therefore, despite the significant amount or empirical research already published regarding corrective feedback in the context of Second Language learning and acquisition, there are still areas within this topic that merit further investigation.
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