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ABSTRACT 

The Perspective of Critical Period Hypothesis and 
Mentalism to Language Acquisition Device 

Apisara Pornrattananukul 

The article focuses on the question 'what is the critical 

period?' and finding out the different perspective to the 

language acquisition device of second language learners 

between critical period hypothesis and mentalism. Firstly, 

it is useful to bear in mind the perspective of many experts 

on critical period hypothesis and then go through the 

perspective from mentalism. Consequently, we have a 

discussion about the difference between the two of them. 

Keywords: critical period hypothesis, mentalism language 

acquisition device, second language acquisition 
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