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Luan an vé viéc str dung van mau nhu mot céng cu phan hdéi (VMPH) nay co cac dong
g6p moi vé mit 1y thuyét, phuong phép nghién ctru, va su pham. Vé mit 1y thuyét, nghién ctru
nay ung ho viéc dp dung céc quan diém xa hoi - nhan thirc (Batstone, 2010) khi xem xét VMPH.
Cu thé, VMPH c¢6 thé nang cao mirc d tham gia va chat luong bai viét cua ngudi hoc tiéng
Anh nhu mot ngoai ngit (TANN), didu nay c6 thé duoc 1y giai dua trén ca ly thuyét nhan thire
va 1y thuyét vin hoa - xd hoi. Hon nira, nghién ctru ndy cung cdp cai nhin toan dién vé cach
nguoi hoc tham gia vé mit cam xuc, nhan thirc va hanh vi véi VMPH. V& mit phuong phap
nghién clru, ludn an nay khic phuc nhimg han ché trong thiét ké nghién ctru truéc day bang
cach tap trung vao dbi tuong sinh vién dai hoc va doan van nghi luén, dam bao thoi gian tuong
dong gitta cac bai kiém tra viét (budc viét va viét lai), thir nghiém vin ban mau trude khi nghién
ctru chinh thirc, sir dung cong cu phong van, bao cao muic d6 anh hudng va xem xét nhiing
diém twong dong duoc ghi nhan giira ban thao ban dau ctia ngudi hoc va doan van mau. Vé
mat su pham, két qua nghién ctru khuyén khich gido vién sir dung VMPH dé thuc déy tinh tu
chu cua nguoi hoc, néng cao nhan thire siéu ngén ngir va tap trung vao cac dac diém Vlet & cap
d6 bao quat (ndi dung, ciu trac bai), dong thot van cung cap hudng dan rd rang vé cac khia
canh ngir phap. Giao vién can dam bao rang van ban mau dé hiéu, pht hop v6i ngudi hoc va
tao diéu kién dé nguoi hoc thyc hanh thuong xuyén nham ning cao chit luong viét. Ngoai ra,
nén ghép cap sinh vién dé thdo luén ngoai viéc ghi cha khi so sanh va hd tro giai dap thac mic
clia sinh vién trudc budc viét lai. Gido vién cting can can nhéc sy khac biét ca nhan (vi du nhu
trinh d6, mirc d6 quen thudc vé chu dé, tri nhé) trong viée tham gia va tiép nhan VMPH. Chuyén
gia phat trién tai liéu giang day c6 thé bién soan mot danh sach cac bai viét mau phu hop véi
timg cap dg khoa hoc dé giup gido vién c6 nguon tai liéu tin cdy. Cudi cuing, sinh vién nén dugc
hudng dan 16 rang vé cach st dung vin ban mau dé so sanh nham nang cao qua trinh xir 1y siéu
ngon ngir va tranh sao chép rap khudn.
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This study contributes to the literature on model texts as a feedback instrument (MTFI)
by offering valuable theoretical, methodological, and pedagogical implications. Theoretically,
it supports the adoption of socio-cognitive perspectives (Batstone, 2010) when examining
MTFI. Specifically, MTFI could enhance EFL learners’ engagement and writing quality, which
can be explained in light of both cognitive and sociocultural theories. Furthermore, it provides
a holistic understanding of how learners engage affectively, cognitively, and behaviorally with
MTFI. Methodologically, the study addresses design limitations in previous research by
targeting adult learners and expository writing tasks, ensuring more consistent test durations
(composing and rewriting stages), piloting model texts, adopting interviews, and reporting
effect sizes as well as noticed similarities between learners’ initial drafts and the models.
Pedagogically, the findings encourage teachers to use MTFI to foster learners’ autonomy,
metalinguistic awareness, and focus on macro-level writing features (e.g., content,
organization), while still providing explicit instruction on grammatical aspects. Teachers
should ensure that model texts are comprehensible and appropriate for the learners and
facilitate frequent practice to enhance writing outcomes. Pairing students for verbal discussions
and providing support before rewriting stages are also recommended. Additionally, teachers
should consider individual differences (e.g., proficiency levels, topic familiarity, working
memory) in learners’ responses to MTFI. For material developers, they can compile a list of
model compositions tailored to course levels to help teachers save time and efforts. Finally,
students should be taught to use model texts for comparison to enhance metalinguistic
processing and avoid mere copying from models.



