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Second Language Acquisition Theory
Krashen’s Theory of Language Acquisition
The Theory states that second language learners experience the same English grammatical features in a defined sequence regardless of their first language and that simple grammar rules are not always easy to learn. Krashen's further states that the learning and acquisition of the second language are inseparable.
Krashen's Theory is more entailed and influential in the field of second language acquisition studies. The Theory is explained using components of hypotheses that explain the acquisition of the second language acquisition. It differentiates the difference between language acquisition and learning of a second language.
 The Theory includes the distinction of language acquisition and learning, natural order hypothesis, the monitor hypothesis, and input hypothesis, which reflect the teaching experience. Krashen explains the Theory in different perspectives with evidence (Raju & Joshith 2018).  He states that some people acquire languages subconsciously and speak fluently without considering the rules governing the language. He argues that learners may use specific grammatical features to develop their second language, which they may not understand. He further states that sequence in the grammar structure should not be applied in second language acquisition.
The Theory is applied in the classroom activities in that it suggests that actions should be organized using topics but not by use of grammatical structure. The sequence used in the learning of grammar morphemes confirms that learners are expected to commit grammatical errors in second language acquisition. The knowledge provided by the Theory enables the teachers to tolerate the student's grammatical errors in learning a foreign language.
Krashen's Theory recommends more comprehensive class participation by both the students and the teachers for second language acquisition input (Sharabidinovna et al., 2020). The Theory encourages that teachers use more comprehensive teaching methods such as total physical response and natural approach. On the other hand, the students are encouraged to use the language as the main medium for communicating in the classroom setting.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Krashen's Theory differs from the critical period hypothesis in different ways. The critical period theory suggests that age affects second language acquisition. The theory states that a child is more likely to acquire a second language faster than an adult. Lenneberge tells he believes that language acquisition progress decreases with maturity. On the other hand, Krashen's theory states that second language acquisition is entirely dependent on the learning experience and methods.
 The difference between first language acquisition and second language acquisition is that children successfully acquire the first language compared to the adults. The intrinsic factors contribute to the first language, while the second language is determined by several external factors, including learning and the environment. A second language is acquired in a classroom context for adults while the child acquires the basics for first language acquisition at an early age.
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