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Mediation, Internalization and Second Language Acquisition

ZHU Jing—jing
(College of Foreign Languages, Shandong Agricultural University, Tai ’an, Shandong 271018)

Abstract: Since the 1980s, sociocultural theory has attracted many 1.2 researchers’ attention. Fruitful results

have been achieved in the field of second language acquisition abroad. However, the summary of researches in this

area is rarely seen at home. Based on this situation, this paper has summarized the application of two important

concepts—mediation and internalization in second language acquisition. It is intended that it will provide reference

for the development of sociocultural theory, especially the application of sociocultural theory in China.
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