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ABSTRACT

The present study aimed to investigate the effects of web concordancer and
scaffolding prompts on the students’ proofreading performance. Both perspectives of
learner product and learner perception were taken to examine the collected data.
Specificiresearch questions to be addresses included: (1) How does concordancer
search affect students’ proofreading performances? (2) How do scaffolding prompts
and concordancer search affect students’ proofreading performances? (3) Do
scaffolding prompts have lasting effect on students’ concordance-assisted
proofreading performances after remaoval of prompts? (4) Do scaffolding prompts
affect students*level-of-certainty about their proofreading performances? (5) What is
the students’ perception of the effects of web concordancer and scaffolding prompts?
A class of 26 senior high school students participated in this study. These students
were asked to perform proofreading tasks, aided by corpus and concordancer. Each
task contained a series of ten collocationally problematic statements that required the
students to make revision.after they analyzed concordance output for illustrative
information! The students were later. divided.into.an experimental group and a control
group, so that scaffolding prompts were provided as further support to the scaffolded
group during their concordancer search that was categorized into four major stages
(keyword selection, concordance analysis, rule specification, outcome evaluesion)
opposed to the non-scaffolded group. An evaluation questionnaire survey was
conducted after the students used web concordaneer and scaffolding prompts to help
them perform proofreading tasks. Specifically in analyzing the data, the students’
proofreading scores in pretests were statistically compared with their scores in
posttests, mainly based on the results of independeststand within-grouptests.

The students’ responses to the questionnaire were also analyzed for basic statistic



information and further supported with their open-ended responses. Results from the
present study evidenced the students’ significant improvement in proofreading

performances with the support of concordancer search. Proofreading scores of the

scaffolded group we so shown to be significantlyshigher than the scores of the

non-scaffolc qre r emoval of

Moreover, the prompts also boosted ents'level of

suggested

engagement in the
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