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Abstract ; Since the process writing was introduced to Second Language writing in 1970s, the feed-
back has become an important part of the teaching. For decades in the history of L2 writing teaching,
although many scholars have made a lot of researches and discussions on the role and value of correc-
tive feedback, whether English written corrective feedback can improve the accuracy of L2 learners’
writing is still controversial. Therefore, the efficacy of written corrective feedback will be the focus of
L2 writing teaching theory and practice. This paper first reviews the course of development of written
corrective feedback briefly, analyzing the dynamic research and design in main literature since 2004,
and puts forward some suggestions for future research.
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