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[bookmark: _GoBack]Second Language Acquisition (SLA) indicates the learning process of “a language subsequent” (Saville-Troike and Barto, 2016) after the first language by individual or groups of learners. It includes a large-scale research on the learning process, circumstances and learners’ characteristics. As a complex information absorbing and processing activity, L2 learner’s psychological variation arose a widely attention in academia. (For interviews, see Dewaele, 2005; Dornyei, 2014; Maclntyre, Mercer, 2014) The article Factors affecting second language learning mainly focus on, the period for L2 learning, the affecting factors to the L2 learners. Lightbrown and Spada(2001) detailed analyze the specific personality characteristics of the language learners, such as intelligence, aptitude, motivation, attitude, and age. 
First of all, Lightbrown and Spada(2001) argue that IQ, on one side, shows a prominent effect on “language analysis and rule learning”, on the other side, displays less importance on language interaction and communication. Secondly, the authors postulate the aptitude serves as an vital effecting factor. Incongruent with those who deem aptitude as a completely uncorrelated factors to language acquisition, Lightbrown and Spada highlight that aptitude does contribute to the successful language learning like analytic ability avails the language learners’ grammatical structure, meanwhile memory ability facilitates to language’s function usage. Thirdly, owning to the attribute of difficult measurement, personality arouses controversy about the affection to language acquisition. Some studies, scrutinizing the subdivision of personality, like on inhibition, “self-esteem, empathy, dominance, talkativeness, and responsiveness” failed to display a prominent relationship between trait and SLA. (Lightbrown and Spada, 2001) Conversely, certain researches point out that, to L2 learners, conversational skills are being impacted, to a large extent, by personality. Lightbrown and Spada summarize that learners’ traits, to some extent, contribute to the success of SLA. 
Fourthly, motivation embodied in SLA, including the language learners’ needs for communication and the attitudes to the SL community, is commonly regarded as directly proportional to the success of SLA. The dynamic social or power relationship among languages coin the influence factor to SL learners’ motivation for language acquisition. Fifthly, learner preferences and learner belief, as learners’ cognitive styles, affect the SLA. Learning style refers to the learners’ habitual ways of information absorbing, digesting and processing process. Lightbrown and Spada conclude that as a vital mediating factor, the learner’s beliefs, rooting from the previous learning experience, will affect the selection of learning strategies in SLA. Sixthly, as a perceptible factor, age triggers a harangue on the success of SLA. On one hand, there exist one group who advocating the Critical Period Hypothesis (CPH) argues that, for the brain plasticity, the period before puberty shows more benefit to SLA. The authors exemplify some experiments (for example, Mark Patkowski, 1980; Johnson and Newport, 1989) to support the Critical Period Hypothesis. On the other hand, Lightbrown and Spada report some studies (as C. Snow, M. Hoefnagel-Höhle, 1978; Catherine, Marian,1977), supporting the dissenting opinion, argue that during the early phrase of SLA, the senior learners show more efficiency than the junior ones. 
The age factor is regarded as one of the most considerable items in the study of SLA. It is commonly believed that the earlier start learning the SL, the more successful L2 acquisition. Meanwhile, scholar like Lenneberg(1967) postulate the CPH which indicates there exists a critical period for the child learners, obtaining overwhelming brain plasticity, who acquiring the L1. Outperforming in the process of L1 acquisition, the suitability of CPH to L2 is still controversial. Along with Lenneberg, DeKeyser and Larson-Hall(2005) point that the significance and necessity of the early start of L2 learning. Arguing in a controversy vein, Jessica Cox(2013), Mac-Whinney(2005) describe the older advantages, like the analytic ability, pragmatic skills, in the L2 acquisition. Even some scholars report the neutral view on the age factor in SLA. 
Investigating the age factors of second language acquisition, the academic community, to a large extent, scrutinize from three aspects, the learning speed, acquisition process, and ultimate achievement. Firstly, the learning speed refers to the speed of acquiring language rules, syntax structure and morphology. The researchers scrutinized the dissimilar learning speed among the child learners, adolescents, and adults. Through thoughtful analysis, Sharon Unsworth(2016), B MacWhinney(2005) summarize that in SLA early stage, the adolescents and adults show priority in syntax than children. But through long screening, scholars highlight the distinguished attribute of children learners. Secondly, the acquisition process refers to the processes, strategies, and mechanisms of language learning. Thirdly, arguing in a different point of view, some studies focus on the linking between the ultimate achievement and the age factor of SLA. The contribution of two scholars, DeKeyser (2000); Birdsong (2007), (2009), are significant in postulating the negative relationship between the L2 learners’ initial age and the ultimate achievement, that is, the earlier starter, the better L2 achievement the learner made. Through the triple views, discussed in academic, toward the age factors to the success of SLA, it is concluded that the advantages of children’s SLA, to a large extent, reflect in the long-run of learning speed and ultimate language proficiency. 
Along with many other scholars who support the opinion that age is a crucial factor to the success of SLA, I thereinafter will do interpret the advantages of the younger learners and the older learners respectively and detailly. In the process of SLA, the obvious differences in physiology, psychology, recognition ability result to the individual advantages of younger learners and older learners.   
The younger learners, including the children and adolescences possess five merits in the process of L2 acquisition. Firstly, the brain plasticity is one distinct characteristic embodied within the younger language learners. The younger L2 learner, in pre-puberty stage, whose brain appears mobilized states and own stronger plasticity attribute. Because occupying the unshaped vocal organs and muscles, younger L2 learners not only occupy outstanding imitating ability but also display prominent advantages in language phenetic learning process (Lersan, 2007). During the previous learning period, the activity of L2 learning, to largely extent, may stimulate the nervous system and leave deep marks in the uncured brain. Thanks to the previous experience, it is easier to acquire the L2 in the future. In other words, as far as children concerned, the consistently repetitive language importing form an analogy native-language environment. With the help of the pre-puberty experience, the second language acquisition system of the younger learner is effectively extended. (For overviews, see Flege et al. 1999; Flege; MacKay 2004).
Secondly, the younger L2 learners experience fewer inhibitions within SLA. Comparing to adult, children and adolescents’ cognitive ability remains in developing stage. In the process of language learning, younger learners mainly constrain within self-centered states which results to rarely being affected by emotional factors. At times, the younger learners acquire L2 in a unconsciousness learning condition which is precisely benefit to effective language learning. According to Halliday(1964), on the course of language applying, children should mainly concentrate on language usage rather than language ontology. Therefore, children’s language acquisition wholly confirms to the criterion as fewer inhibitions in language ontology. Differencing to adults’ proficiency of L1, the younger language learner enjoys fewer inhibitions in SLA.
Thirdly, the younger language learners occupy active learning attitude. With the aging, people are endowed with more affluent emotional factors which cause the greater the influence on second language acquisition. The younger the learners are occupying with the positive learning attitude. Younger second language learners tend to occupy with overflow interests and curiosity in SLA. The above factors, brain plasticity, fewer inhibitions, active learning attitude, to largely extent, exemplify the advantages of younger L2 learners in the process of SLA. 
As the older L2 learners in the process of L2 acquisition, the merits like learning capacity, analytic ability, pragmatic skills, and greater knowledge of L1 are distinct. Firstly, the prominent learning capacities are possessed by the older language learners. The meta-cognition and abstract thinking ability occupied by the adult avail on the process of language learning. Because of obtaining such abilities, the learners can do the monitoring process consciously, adjust learning strategies in time, and reflect on the learning process frequently. Meanwhile, comparing to the children and adolescents learners, the adults show better knowledge of abstract knowledge understanding. As acquiring better self-recognition on mental processes, psychological state, and cognitive strategy, the adult can better regulate and control the learning process and make a success in SLA. 
Secondly, the older language learners’ better understanding of L1 benefits to the achievement of L2 acquisition. A. Altenaichinger (2002) argues that with the acquired L1 knowledge and learning skills, the L2 learners exhibit faster speed in the initial stage of SLA. That is to say, compared with the younger learners, the orders (including people with proven language techniques), in the process of SLA, will properly utilize the known language learning theory to guide the following L2 practice. Those people, to a large extent, show outstanding understanding ability, associative ability, analyze ability and control the learning stages, including self-summation, feedback, and monitoring with experiences. 
Thirdly, the accumulated learning and social experience of the older(adult) learners contribute to the success of L2 acquisition. The older learners frequently make a link between the pre-existing experience with language learning. If encountering with new content, the previously stored knowledge will be burst out more clues for remembering and better understanding the items. For example, as doing reading exercises, the older language learners are more alliable to predict the main idea of the article as soon as glimpsing the article’s title. Because of the widen knowledge about society, the adults show absolutely advantages in understanding the foreign cultures. The thorough interpretation of foreign culture is beneficial to foreign language learning. 
The above do a critical review on Factors Affecting Second Language Learning written by Lightbown P.M. and Spada N(2000) and detailed analyze one of the affection factor--age. Language learning is a complicated process which consists of different parts, including the phonetic, syntax and semantics, etc. The authors combine the theoretical knowledge with the abundant experimental practices to display a thorough interpretation of impact factors to SLA. Thereinto, age as a vital factor, occupying large proportion, is detailed discussed by Lightbown and Spada arrange in the article. Trough the discussion in the article and my analysis, it is clear that there still exist controversy understandings about the CPH. Although the author points out the importance of the CPH in the article, SLA is still a complicated process affected by many factors. Only by comprehensive consideration of learner’s individual factors, language and cultural factors, the speed, efficiency and final success of SLA could be measured.
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