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1. AL DHY
HEMWRSEFEAKS ZAIHT 281575 (Cammarata, 2016) . H ARKDFEFIRZEICE
VT Content-Based Instruction (CBI) X> Content and Language Integrated Learning (CLIL) .
HTHERPFEICEREY T T v R_X—2ADEERTOIL TS (Ikeda, 2013;
Kashiwagi & Kobayashi, 2019) , ZDOEIIHML TEH Y, EEHRELZ I HRSLT
W5, 7223, CBUCLIL'NFEEZEDFIENT 4 — v U ARFKEILE 2 B2 MET
LHIFHZEILHARDOARTIEH EVITONTE LT, & 6705 EiEHER DB LETH
5o SHIZ, FRETFTEHICNRTFEEMAAL Z L2k o T, F#EFO L2 EHE (R
WMIETIET AT 4 > TRES)) DED X D 7 a 5 2 0 BEd 5721213, TBLT
%% (Garcia Mayo, 2015; Moore & Lorenzo, 2015) X% "S55 7 A4 7 1 » 7 W5
(Manchén, 2020) 7¢ ERE LGB COMAEZSRTHLEEVHH LD D E b
%, CBUCLIL ([Z&IF 2 5E & 4 A 7 L TR 5 72, CBI/CLIL, TBLT, % _ 57
AT 4 7 OFERRBHPMETH D,

VI EDEZELRBEE 2, KR TIL, 250 CBI/CLIL 2— A Z{ER L, 2 b=
—ATH/bOND 2 2OFTAT 4 T HZATES, (FE v 7 ~DB LA [topic

! CBI & CLIL 23/R 3 #E#EHEZFREME D 5 STV 5 2 & 5B (Cenoz, 2015), AT
HTIHZD2FELRFICH D,
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familiarity] L ST T A T 4 ) BDEAAROERAEERFAEDTA T 4 71225
WEERE L, BRDZATERIIKTLHITAT 4 IR T = ADH |
EMEME . IEMME, WM (CAF) . Vv—7 U v 7 FHliOBLE D BT o 72, [FRRIC, =
O OFREITKT HFEOTERIIONTH . V7L 7 varyr— OB L~
A a2—%2B L TR L, 2D ORERN S CBIYCLIL BN FEEDSIENT +—~
VALREOWRZ FTITE 25D B ONWTEREITo -, KgAK DO FERRE L.
[T =<V AREBERAOREIL, PEOTA T 4 T DR T f—< A
ERTE, L TREICKTIEBICED L I REEBEL 52 50 Thb,
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AFRL S DOFENOHERLINTWD, H 1 ETIEIAMEO B, T0ER, BIO
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IZ. CBI & CLIL O 7275 5 (Brinton & Snow, 2017; Coyle etal., 2010) Z &L L .
HAEAER T 7 v —F (Gass & Mackey, 2015) C58H1 - 85 - t-2 LB (Fitzsimmons-
Doolan et al., 2017) 72 & CBI/CLIL O BEEFHHIEE-SIHIZOW T Lz, KimC T
L7 ERR¥ERmO 7 L —2AU—27 Toh D Mohan (1986)D i ~7 L — LU — 7
(Knowledge Framework). Echevarriaetal. (2017)® SIOP £ /L, Stoller and Grabe (2017)
? Six T's &7 /b, Lyster 2011) OH T X —/"T LR « T Fa—F|ZHOW T L
Too WIT, AARTIHM 72 CB/CLIL 784 L E 2 — L7 & 2 A, WX A 7135
FRHREN TR THY  SiBRNT 4+ —~ VAR EL A LI EIEFRIIRE LTV,
A ARDOEEAFIIFETIE, CBUCLIL 233E527# (Goya, 2018; Yamano, 2013) . SUEFH

(Kashiwagi & Kobayashi, 2019) . 71 7 ¢ > 7 (Ikeda, 2013; Suzuki, 2022) (277 A
DB G2 D PRI TWD, NEFEOROF THESFEEBITHY K
LEfMLFEE L T Ao EfEIND,

WIZTAT 4 7 AF AN, AEGEE L TORGEMEHESE (English as a Foreign
Language, EFL) @ CBI/CLIL #ZZI2B W T ED L I ITHET HICHE R ERK D, B
PE - IEREME - WEGIE S L —T U v 7 TIE, WS ODDOFEITH DL DD, FFIZEE
. IEHEME, v—7 U v 7 FHEIZSW T CBICLIL OAFF LWREREZ/RL TV D

(Pérez-Vidal & Roquet, 2015; Roquet & Pérez-Vidal, 2017) ., H AR TITOINTZMFIETH .
REES) VRGE, V—T ) v VSR T DT A T 4 T DOREE R TRER NN S
AL TW% (Ikeda, 2013; Shibata, 2021) . 7273, %< OHFFE TIL CBI/CLIL = T H
WEEBRDINWIG AT 4 o T E AT EZHNTNWS, Lo T, NEFZEHICEELE S
AT A4V T HAT EBREET S Z &%, CBICLIL #ZEICBIT 5% EEOSEREEM
% ECMifEn s D EBbind, RFFETIE N v 7 ~OB LA (topic familiarity) &
MEMTAT 47D 2 O&MFET D, CBICLIL THNAEZFT-IZHESTZD, FH
IZEDONFIZDONWTELS LB LATEL 2D ARBHEDN S D20, FHFZIZIEEEDL Z &
DTHEIND, £, BiAMEBBIILTZT7 A7 4> 71X CBIYCLIL TEHE/R X A7
%A 7 CoHD (Plakans, 2015) .

INEDERTELRNTAT 4TI EDIITEET LINERT D202,
TBLT &5 _SfB7 A7 4 » VDB OEGTMIEEZ SR LT, FE Y 7 ~DOBTKD
EWZ B L72WFETIER, — IS, PE v 7 IZBET kA Fro, £idffs 2 &
IZ. CAF TIN5 SEHEEHN (Abrams, 2019) <°/L—7 U v 7 §ffi (Vandommele et
al.,, 2017) IZ7 T ZADEELE 52 D705, IEMEMESONFIT/NS N &R ST
%o LIED o T HILRFHAICONWTELS 2 &R0 FHED R A 572 %I2E < 1T 9 23,
FEHENPOLIVEWART =~ U AZ G EHTOTE RO EHE SN D, b5 —D
DEATERTCOLHEETAT 4 TICEHLTUI MNETA T 4 7 L0 b EVGESRE
HBHEMEZ S S T 2 D REIN TR MEBEREMEES L —7 Y v 7§l 2V T
I, FERIF—E L TR (Cumming etal., 2005; Frear & Bitchener, 2015 72 &) , Lo
T, MHETAT 427 % CBUCLILETHEMHT L2 LICE- T, @BRE~ADEEL R
DOHNDAREER DD, TAT 4 T X ATRIZENTINDDOHAND HIZH D
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ﬁ%ﬁﬁicmwuL%%m%ﬁéﬁ4%4yﬁ@ﬂ7f—7yxk%%%%%#é
IZNHOHBIZIHE Y Y ALHIu TN,

uh@% AW E X T 3 B TIE, CBUCLIL (IZBEHHET 574 T 1 V7 X AT B
D1 OTHDHERD Ny 7 ~OBIKIZOWT, HARDEK 3 4 36 4 & X5:1C
FREE L7z, CBI/CLIL #ETHST-HNEICFHL LTEHKEBEO My 7 L L0 HEHZ
MY ZIZBTDTIAT 4 TR T =~ AL LT, BEAFDO WL OO
H[E5 /L (Echevarriaetal.,2017; Mohan, 1986) &%\, 3BE M v 7 IS %3¢
ZAERL U BREREZED 2 DO ME 71T 7674’74/7/\7ﬁ—<7/x>§:rf%<bk
LDOH LTI L > Tl LTz, ZORER, P 7 ~OBLIEOENI LD T
AT 4 VT IRT 3 —< L ADENRE NI, BARINCIE, 2850 X0 BT K
LR L= RBICH L LTI A4 T 47 PE 7 TlE, MEBOEMES (Ta=y b0
VR Z) | Uik, BREOZEME, —BMom CHEA - FHRT AN EBITEW AR
TEES L, —H, LVBEENR MY Y7 OFBEOSHEMEITER - FHRTANED
(2 < IEFEMEIZERTT A R E Do T2, 2D DFERN S NEOMGRE LEE L,
—TEDHZEN DD ERFHEENDTIAT 4 T My I EHWLZ ET.IFA4T 4~
&@*%@%%%@ HIZBWTEWR T r—< A E B &4 Z LR aEnT-, £,

DB OPTM\%%%’ZO@FHy?%M%M’EVT FTAT AT D
R HENEL LT, BED FE v 7 Tl DR & R, L0 BERZ
My 7 Tl ooT & —HENREL 7320710 ZDZENL, FFEOEHEID b
Ny 7 DEOEBOTTHHEIIREZNRE LS FIREBRENWZ b oTe, K
REICHETIRBINE Y I DOTAT 4 7T TR, LVEFN/R MY 70T
AT AVTICHDEWVWEERHD I ENREN, HAOEROEFEREIZBIT S
CBI/CLIL OEANZFFSINDA[REMED R ENT-, Flo, V7LV v aryy—baegyy
Br UToE R, PAEDRZEICH L THEMNRRED L B ENRKE OO 5 &2 T
HZEMHLMMNI o T2, BEMN R AL ME, FIZFEAERSY —F7 v O SFEHE
BlIZoWT, THETE, ~T&7, HEEH LW REDFETREINTEY,
BEM e AL NI, BoORRESTIERS FRFEFEE U A=27) 12201 T,
Fﬁbwoty~f%ﬁﬁotq@MT%&ﬁotjﬁkf%ﬁéhfwto%E
FETONAELEBHEE (MR EI R E) 2RI TR 5 — T, W*%
B CHHELERLEELNNVOEIKCHLGD L2 AFIVOREEBERNTIR Z Tz &
B R 5, AFFEEORF L LCL, FHEHENESSMEBEBRLIESNTND Z &0,
EOWFFETHRBER SN TWDEN, FE Y 7 ~OFITKROES 2 ED X H e L
M+ 200827515 (He & Shi, 2012; Kessler et al., 2021)

%4 ETIL, mekiézw%%ﬁ%’%%Ltmﬁﬁﬁ@?4%4y7§¥’
BWC, b9 —2DTAT 4T HATDOER (V—F 4 V" ITHNEREDOEE) |
WTRRGET LTz, BRI, MEHV X A7 TiEX, V—T 1 > 7 @5%m@m@%
IANBRLESZERRDON, MER LZ A7 TIE, BE#ET LY —F 4 7 iR
SNDHN, TOEMERET DHEITR, ZOF AT ERNFEDTAT 47D
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BT 5 2 DB % A OWFSE & FEEIZ CAF Ev—7 1 v 73 L » TIRAE L 7=,
Flo. F AT OEWVICKTT 5 FAEOBWE 13 NOSNMEEDA X E2—2L-T
Wole, MRLOBH D TREEATOTERER. V—TFT 4 VT OHEENED FTAT 47
T EME N A B E < FEEAVEEE DMENIE W Z ERH LN 2o T, £72.
FRBEROEMENE . IEfEE, V—T Y o ZFHIIZIZZEZEN o Tz, FAEA X B a—0DH
FIHTIZIB N T, A dH D O CIXFAY OBENEE 2 EZE ZH - T | £
WIAT 4 T EEREFEHOYR—RNIRVILTENRFEILVIToTz, —FH, #
AR LA AT T, BEITTAT 4 T O EESNEDAERE NI BT, ZDH
27 O L N SO 23k LT\ D Z LR ENT-, CBI/CLIL #2124
HFEDA A 2 —FERTIZ NETFEEZSHETFE TR AL Z L0 L S &F
MD2ONEERT —<ThHDH I ENRBINT, BRI, FEHT2NERH L
W2l FHEND L2 LLRENZ L, 25D 2 SOMlE OMAEDEIZE -
T, RS ZE LT TWD, —F, FAEIEL, AETEICRH DR 7 Bk & Al 2 &% U
TEBY, NRFENPADLZLICLDEETFE~DODT T AP ER LT, £,
NE L SEOHEARICL > THREZ R U=, TN ARV B ERZEZ K CD2FEH W
Teo AWFFEORR & LTI, SMADIRE LN T =72, AR RO — M b TRENE
IMEL Ipol2Z & & REESRERY — VIR DT AT 4 T — VBRI &8
Tl TAT A TNRT =< P R TEBEE R LTZARERNH L ERb T o
Do

55 BETCIX 2 DO RORGR A IR, HEW R RE LR L, PFEOREmE Lz, 2
DDOMFEDRERE  FEDTAT 4 VT INT H—v P AEREOIRZTT L0 ) BLED
bigim LTc, 74T 4 T DX AT EFOEFENIOWTUL, BEICFHELTETA4 7«
VIR I EXVHENR Ny I DTAT 4 TIBEOE B LOREARLT A
TAUTIEBTDN =T 4V ITNEEBIHT OMEOH D Z AT <720 F A7 DL
DT, BEIZRME L My 71, KV BEENZR NE v 7 E iR L T, #iEn
BMEME, VNG E, FREOEME, BB WT, MW T p—< U AR LT,
WEHNZHE LW M E v 7 E2AFEBRL TN 2D ENMT LR T p—<
AEETFTEED EERER2NZ ERNbroT, LA FVEVWTa2=v bRV E
WIEZER L, L0 EW—BHCHEOERIZISZ LS & Lz, X, JiEkW
BDITAT 4 TNT =< ZADFTNRmEmL 785 L5 TBLT, H__SiE7A4 7 14~
TWIE L T DRGSR L 72 > 7= (Abdi Tabari etal., 2021; Yoon, 2017), Z DOfERITEZF 5
SHEAN—R Yy 7 L0 EBEO Ny 702XV LIS &L
T (Yang & Kim,2020) , JOVREELE UL by 7oL TH, 4T LEH/NT
F = AN TR D EILR LRV A REMEI VR S iz, SRIOFBEICRHE L P E
7L AELED FNRIAF AT ONTIR » Te NE O 2 5 h 3 2 8 - E 8 B @A L 7
AT 4T MY I THDLESZAD, LTEEDB->T, AMGEERN DL ST 4T 4
VIBRAY @R OBETHEMNT LI EOEFERN Y AR — MR D AREERH D, S
512, 4Bl CBI/CLIL Bk T#., HBEIZEHME L7- Py 7 TIXIEmENE LR O =
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B, KV BEBR ME Y TXbh) 0TS —8BM, L7947 1 v 70850
DAL TIEY, CBIYCLIL D7 T ADFBENHIL TS TCNETLETICE EE BT,
— R EEED T A T 4 IO RSAREEE R LTS, £, V=T 4 TN
KA OEETIL, A SV OFRTGENE < | FEEIRBEHE G ENIE L D
T EDIRE NI, RARGED DS, HE, ZOXATBIECL > TEDL IR TA T«
VDN L FNN PRI L > TED L IR B EN L0 ETRITH =
LN TE %, CBUCLIL THATZHMAYIDEGEZ X RSB I H, A I A
ENTWVHRBERLRBEZFAEIMHASET-WIBEIIHEH Y DX 27 % G4
T D MY ZIZOWTEDPAEBEDOSIEY Y — A% ffio CTEERIZENE T
BAE. AR LD R Z@IRTHZ ENTE D,

FAO T — AT OWNTIX, WL 1 OFERNS ., FEBAERSSiER A (Mg -
XHREGE) OFB BRI TWE— T, AFRFEICBITSEL~LOE S
RLHITD L2 AXINVOREEREMIRZTND I ENREBINTZ, 1 X E=2—|C
BWTHEDOa— A2 LV ESIEY T 72498 2 Tk, CBICLIL DR #E7
MERTT 4 TREEND 2OORE T —~RnbIF iz, REERmT, 2EANE
DL, FEHICKLERI2Z AFILOES, 2L 2O00MAEDLHEIZLLILOTH
ofc, —H, RET A TR ELT, ARTFENL2 747 4V 7ICRIETHR—
MY, NE R Z ST & Ol ZRREOFER R ERB T oz, ZhbD
RN AREIOEREIL, FEHTOIARDOMESLSFERIZEDOFEEN G K 2FEHEOR
VT4 7RG L L2 OHLSIXOARTFEINLL DRI T 4 T REE O T b1
LT EELDDLIENTE D,

AL, CBUCLIL (ZBhE# T BT AT 4 LV T B AT NT f—<  AEGEL, F
EOREDIRA T THZ LIk T, FEHEOSHER - LEE~DOEEZ R L
Too AWFZES, CBUCLIL % 324 2 Zf O EF I D, MRICFAED S
FREIET D LICoRNDZENEEND, £, AR T, TBLT X°F 5
FETAT 4 T OMRREESR LG, CBUCLIL IZBT 55 HEDSFE N7 +
—v U AEZHRL LD L LT, ZiUEAS %O CBUCLIL MFEIC B W THEE VD
HEPETH D (Garcia Mayo, 2015) . ZiuayH O HAIZE T D CBI/CLIL A58 T,
MOEFBEBAFRN ARG L LTHHE. 79 A %1B) ZLI2ED X I EDLENELL
THMICET 5 X 0 IRWVERFEIA ., CBUCLIL #7234 5HE4 5 ZATER DA 72 £ 0
VETH D EEbils,

4. AFEITITxT HHRREE
HKEDEFBEHETDORERWRIIFSTHEENEZRA L, (NEZFEH LR b 55E
F5) . [EBEFEALRBRORNELFS] LW BEZTNRRITR>TWD, Z
DAL, 50 FLL LIRS NS5 7 T v AGETHRFEEEATI DT EDONALY oK
IVEHE (R TNABEMAOSFEZE | = content-based instruction (CBI)) (2 4 %
LTW%, &I, ItfFEa—r v/ ToO TRNESEMRGHTE ] (content and language
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integrated learning (CLIL)) D% T, HAENTH RHIZHERELO>OHDH, LivL,
Z @ CBICLIL ODFEZHE L TOHE - FENSEERITED L O R85 KITT
ORI, ERNTIFIEFICZ LWORBETH 5, AL, BEOFRE (B4 L
RFPAEITHEY) 23512 CBI/CLIL OFETT A 7 4 ¥ 7 DIREEITV, T4 7T 4~
TOEEBNEDLIICEILL TV 0E X AT HE SiETA T 4 V74
DIFAA THE R T2 PRI 2R CTH 5,

AL OB, ROKIFRODZ LN TE D,

o B _SHHEMICHIZIEEOEDONIIEIL. BOAM D5 1 » ARE O T
FHE 2T 2 T2 b DLW, KRR ERE IV — T L RPEET N —
7ed, CBI/CLILZA U ¥a2 7 LiCLohbh Eflairi, K7 r—7L b3
1 PR OREZBLEONE TA T4 Vv IZOMBEFIEL T b0, BEIC
BEIRHNTRA O 72 BRI 4 (ecological validity) dE <. SHROHET
DIAT 4T DOEE - BZEICREZZEEZ T 55 TH 5,

o V¥ —FOFEEME LT, BT L EN T ZHAEDE. KA RBLS D
LT — X EITV, MR Cwd e ZAIERICET %, HlxIiE.
CBI/CLIL DfR¥ TR > T3 by 272 —2DEKICL, BETEK--HKED
Py ZEXVHENR Iy 72HEL, Py 7 ~OBLERKICK 74T 4
VIDN=T d =2V ADEWERTIRIC, MENEME (Ta=y 0¥
) - IEREN: - Wit (CAF) | BEOERE., —HlR L oBNARBIS» ST
— ZOMEITCRYES, ROV 7L 7y a vy — 2B LT¥4ED CBI/CLIL
I L COREERIAT AV IIICEDL ) hFERRITT02EERT — 2 Lt

WA TR L T2 0t EFICECFHECcE 2, £/, H4ET



CBI/CLIL OETHDFAT 4 v DR AIER (V—F 4 v ZHNEDWED
) ZoWL77ZBRE. EELoBWTHECAZ, f v Aa—TFT—X%AICH

WC, T &i L, CBI/CLIL Of3Ic B 3%ED T4 7 4 v 7l Htd

i

BDEEFEL FAT 4 VTN T F—< YV AESHTHIT L T3,

e CBI/CLIL O#¥<THio/z vy s (FE) &, XVHENER Iy 7 LKL
T, MEEREMEN:. . SREOERE., BBV T, ST r—w v
AERL, PEPHELVWER STV My 7 B0T LI N—T =<V A%
KT Xm0 Ew I FIERERIE, 5% D CBI/CLIL ® 7 4 7 4 v 7 {58 % 4K
—1+F2720DbDT, SHROEKPKEICETEI74T 4 v I7IRBICKE 5

BERET LD LBbhS,

LEDRIE, WINbARGRILORFE LTROOND LD TH D,
— . RERXORFE LTI, 1) 3RO My ZICHBRN S D EBEOFENKEGTE
ST T DI AR DFER D — D BARD@SRAERKFAEIINT D TA T 4 THRE
IZEDREDO AN TELNISILRDV—F BN ELEIND, 70, 2) Bk
RBENL VY —FE2 L TEY, ElmEIELHHINTHDD, Fx RFTERD
LEWT T a—F OHNE | AL TEH L7 FIESCHIRIEORILO T S +5712 72
SNTVRVDOPBEEENTZ, DT, 3) V=T A4V TONEETAT 4 7ITH
BTHEATIZBNT, PEDAL L A a—RENSB Y —FT 4T« THRARED
LOBHELNENS I A EIRNHYD TORDTAT 4T /=T 37—~ AITH
Bh LI BEZONDTZDIC (T XA MO ELEERBICANDILE RN T2 L
bEZX Do

INHORII R XOEEZE L DOELLOTEHR L LATAT 4V TRENZ,
CBI/CLIL, L2 writing, task-based language teaching D JRWVBLENHEZE L TW\WH Z LT
REREBEDODEMELTND, SHIT, ZTNETEZL DICHEETFOWNEN 3
< Z & &5 (learning to write) | (ZEMZ Y TTWZR, AFED MR- oHIEL
(writing to learn)| & W I FHLWHFAMEIIRKEIRERNH VU, F |2 CBIYCLIL OE#E
(i, REBHRMETH D,

iz Lt FEE—AIX, KGR IBEL (HEHEF) OFAMIETLSH0TH
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