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The Effects of Collaborative Writing on L2 Development

by ZHU Qian & XU Jinfen

Abstract: The study investigated the effects of collaborative writing (CW) on L2 development. Sixty-nine first year students

in two intact classes were assigned to two groups: experimental group (n=34) and control group (n=35). In the experimental

group, writing tasks were carried out in pairs; in the control group, the tasks were carried out individually. The study lasted one

academic year and involved a pre-and post-test. The performances of the two groups were compared on linguistic measures of

complexity, fluency and accuracy. Results showed that the language accuracy and fluency of all students significantly increased.

In terms of complexity, only vocabulary sophistication improved significantly, while the lexical variation, lexical density, and

syntactic complexity didn’t change significantly. In addition, the experimental group did not perform significantly better than the

control group in all the aspects, suggesting CW did not have obvious advantage over traditional individual writing in promoting L2

development. The implications for carrying out CW are discussed and limitations and directions for further research are presented.

Keywords . collaborative writing; L2 development; College English

gl\ig_?ﬁi FE: 431'*2)&&3%%\[]@1?5(%‘%8

FH

T

(=) i ¢
201975534 ot

HERIFEFE
N\ =< aE i . (IMNBEFIBICSLE) RIESP
ELE E*Ei (200241 %) (15002 )
(INEHFIRIC 5L RiEss
FESEXIBIERAT
LiEhiRTRITE

( 258167HR) 1T é@%ﬂgmmg

N _ RIiTeHE :
= : 10.005¢ B
= HEREER : éfEZHZSEI , 5825H, 8H25H , 11H25H
‘RFULE : 4-325 X
EBiE/{EE : (86-21) 5434 0725
BB FHp{Fibiit : fita@mail.ecnu.edu.cn
ISSN 1674-123 pgit : http://www.teachlanguage.ecnu.edu.cn/
SEEWANE | PIRr %07017

ISSN 1674-1234

716741123 CN31-1964/H



