SHETERFT @ eS| o HEEREWEDHE 7 VY — FORMEE S

A AR DO S PRI O gyl g &
ansz JI D BATRTE:
AC—F VTR DBIED O

Whges okE L Tk RER w8 VLI BUiS (M7 A R¥~ ) TR #E48)

(WEpsH AR TH)

KRG, BAEZERDIDOTH 558
B®E | £ FRERABEANIE_SENE
F=heFTHT2»REEL -, BRI
ik, BEOHEAHERELOFERADAED 5 E
#UALT (a)BEERZ T 5 FMEAEIE
i, XX (b) Zh 5 DEEMFEZ FRT 5%
BAHBE M, ERA L 2 BAARZEZEE (X
SRR SR EMNRIC, (o) BRI E K ICE
E¥EAHE, D)5 ONEBEEMBRBEICL-T
BEMEBOLI - FEI KRS, Z L T(c)EEBHE
REERREIC L) SN AR EBELI= Y b
(Multi-word unit) DEHEEDID DB ISR S
h2BEFEHAODEPIZATEL = BRI D
RN BEEFEHOZE IOZFA@EIZ, ZhZh
Bl -BEMFBOAEBOHEAEHLE TFAT
¥32&, QP HLEB2DODDEEMHBOMAI@E
PEEODHBERICLE > THBATEZEND
Dol RERICELY, BEDHBABENIESL S
EEFERICEET I A THEEI ZANABET
HdDE, BEFBHEN, LB BEET EF
FMEBAmEmIrHDEVI2ENPRBI N/,

IZG8Ic

EENGEEEERAURE) s X2 2RbESE
MEBRBENDI DO TCHD. FE_SEBTDH)—T 1
> % (Qian, 2002), ') X = > % (Staehr, 2009),
4 7« > % (Stehr, 2008), Z L TAE—*
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> % (de Jong, Steinel, Florijn, Schoonen, &
Hulstijn, 2012; Koizumi & In’ nami, 2013) ® &
TCREMFBIFLHOLEEZHE > TVB, X
EEMEBICIEET B ICIFXIRFDHI5-8% DEE
FEM>TWVWBDBENIHY, ZOHIL, FLEE
TIE, 6-700058, EXEE T4, 8-90008BICHDIT
% (Nation, 2006), ZEENEADNEERIIE
BICHEATDI -0, BEFBERANATOEX
T & % (Schmitt, 2008), ZD & D ICHEEICEE
EFOEVWEEFEBEICSVWTIF, 1) B E
BEEDETEE,2) TOEEE*MRLCGERT
21-0DNDHED2EERET S ERHBENICE
EPEV, AAETIE, AE—F > JHBE(LIE
REEER)DERLDS, ZOFRTLIEDL L
EEREZERT D -ODEEMME, 2L TZDE
EMHCHAET I EEFBEFRERER 2HRE
T332 Lz BMET B, ARG, BBEMFEH, &8
EFME, BEFEFBEOIZANMEAREZRAET I
DT, SHRICECIBEDREITARANDFEL &
5%,

@) F=ous

2.1 | EEABLEZERAFI
=

EEEIZENEBETCHY, T, (LS,
[F&], [FEE]n3fAiEms 5#ER < h 3 (Daller,
Milton, & Treffers-Daller, 2007) . SEE& D[ & I3,
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FREPHETIEEOENLAIE T, &R/ABRD
EEAHMEE-STVWELEIHLBE, BENY
BEM-oTWEIHESIH%EBIS Yes/ No 7 X b
PEEZERBELE) TAESINZ, LA L, BB
EBFB13, ENGAEEEBA T4 L ANEAR %
Z2RZ EHEDS (Milton & Fitzpatrick, 2013),
ChoZEEDENAERIEEN RS & LT
BDOWoh, KELTHRK], [Ew], [ER] D3
flEm» 53 A 5 h % (Nation, 2013), FZNME IF
AN -RE R EEH ERECIIEEDIE
RXRH D VI EEE, 7 L CERAEICE
07— 3 XRBESEYETh D, BEAR
DIRE|EZDOEEDATELENPEEH 3 =0,
MREEBGTRSIOENAE%2ERT 2 DART
L0-EH H 5 (Schmitt, 2014), £ /=, EE % %
Bl ARSI D RIEZIRIRS] &5
SICEBILAEVCAEEMPEASND A, SEE
BEDEE%2EZ LT, EERBRBEESIN S,
EEMRE N SIDDEEMBOTHBENE
DESICEEBEERECEEL TWSI L EEES M
T32E&&1DOBEZEE L TWVW3 (Daller et al.,
2007; Milton & Fitzpatrick, 2013),

2.2 FERFELEFFBHSBOMER

| I

FERETHRALZELSIC, BENHIEISZETH Y,
TOFERBFRIFECEETH D, ZDHEAL
LT BHOAEIFRBECREET S & RS v
cEE ZLOABAEIrA2DEEFE EH
ZBELTC REMICRETS I ED2E0ERS
h Tuv3 (Schmitt, 2008) . 5F —Efsa=>Z it
T, BYEI-IEEE, ZOI-ILICAD
IRBELEFEHENRRBREINTE -, 1BIC, BFE
DFBABEOMREIL, BEFBICEDL S 5B -
HENEEND D, £/, BEFBAEH»FEEID
RICEDLDICHETSPAEL TL53 (Gu &
Johnson, 1996; Zhang & Lu, 2015) .

Oxford (2017) I BE ICIRIB I N /=33ICDIE 3
FEHFREOEELAEL, FEHE 2 [2EED
(a) EREZB rm& L, (b) EREFEREM LS,
C)REBMICIEIAEEZSHZ2EMT, BENX
kT (B 1BH#-#HWEAEICEOH D) FEE
BEEERHBHHTH-01C, HHBREBHIC
BENFERAIWZEEXTH] EERZL TV,

Z D347 T Oxford (2017) (£ Z < DIARE HELT
ZZ2UABOEME LT, BE(BHM) 2T
¥Ooh3, BMNEATH S, BN TH S, A
BZCENTEDZELEICFALT VWS, &
FEONRTIE, ZEABE—F0O6NAD H B
H O @ (Mizumoto & Takeuchi, 2012; Tsensg,
Doérnyei, & Schmitt, 2006), FR&NAY- X % 58
BWABAEICESEYTEZ NS (eg., Fan,
2003; Ma, 2015; Zhang & Lu, 2015), &K% T
HbIDHN & HKET 5,

EEFEFBEOEBABRZ I, B & ¥
Z (Intentional learning) & BRM & 2 EH
(Incidental learning) (CfKTR & N B2DNEEZF
BREEEBREZECED->TWS, BHWZEE L, B
FEFRIEPENIITONE3FEHETH S,
HEH—- FOFER, BIEXOFEH (semantic
mapping) & EEBEF VI —FZN TH DA E L
TEFS5hd, —MWIC, BERNZE IEFEIEE
PR TH D I EXERNEFEOMRL S, F
KPBKREEDEBICEVTHENRWEET
HBERE SN TV (Webb, 2007), BENF
B, BEEPRIEP—FNTEHEVWETERE
T, BENFEREEZ2ZRZEPZRY
THY, ZEEEBFHEBEFEZENICL TG
WIEETHD. A, ZHEETHE FEER
ENrEEEFEREEEMELTVWET NI, %
DBRETCEI > -BEFBEIBENFE LS
D5h3, —BUICERNFEEL, BERNGF
BEYVHIRERIEDZ L TICERBRIDPDY, SIRDH—
BThEVWERRE SN 3 (Chen & Truscott, 2010;
Ender, 2016), L LA H 5, BEHNFEL B
HEZBEHTZWAERICHY, BICIREOAE
WL TENRIKCEZ SN IEBEDOAED
BhEDCEEEERTIMEEH VS (Schmitt,
2008) o

ZRHEOME T, BRNEE S (BE
BEGFH BEDRXY NI —FTHE)DH
BT, BRENFEE(V-FT1>7, 77XTO
TARADy a3 hE)DBEEeEH BEFE
BEVLENAGABIRAS N TE £, HiEH
ELTREMRBAREICL 22T ARERERD
BE\EH—HEITH 5 (Gu & Johnson, 1996; Ma,
2015; Zhang & Lu, 2015),

EEPEABEBEMHICOVWTAECUT
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D2ENREI N TWVWI, 1HBIC, ZEHREIEER
MEREBORS TR S A, [F] FEIFSF WV
KEDEEMHBEEEL TWDBZETH S (Gu
& Johnson, 1996; Ma, 2015), Ma (2015) I+ E
AREBFBEOEEFEIREEED[LS] &
[REIOBEFRMEEREL . [1027 023>
ADFE], BRI IL—FEC 7], [Hixan
T=2ar EBNMOAEDEE] EWvo A
3, FUMBRENKE L, NEBO RV EZBEHIE
EMNEBEDI O Bild, AREEZRILED
FEEIEBANIEDOR S FEICHENTH 5 &8
£ I h T3 (Gu & Johnson, 1996; Ma, 2015)
—h, [BREOHMCEEEBETI], [#VER
ULEBT2] A ERREBNEEMEE FRT 3%
REN NS MEBOFRVWVABEMED TS50
5, Ch5DAHBEDFIRICEAL TIE, bDLITH
RICEWTEREMFA TULWSB (Fan, 2003; Gu &
Johnson, 1996; Zhang & Lu, 2015),

2mBIC, B 2F B AN R 2 DEEEMFEA
BHEFRATZIZENRBEINT VWD, EITHE
T, EEHRXICEH 2 ABEERICEDS A
B, BED[LS] CRABENONRETH -
DKL, BEOFERS (FFEE 25— 3
COME) OFRTIE, ERICED I ABODRE
ENKEL L 5 (Zhang & Lu, 2015), 2 h
&, BEMBO RS 2LV FAT 35
PEETDIIEERL, HENICLY) EBEKRO,
L LEHNS, Zhang 5SDHAED & 5 £ EHD
FEENBOAEICEEYT 2ZTABEHREL £
MREBLEVMAT, BOSOHMRTHESE
HMEBORMETCREXRNEAED AT, FEHEE
PEEODF Y T —JDEBEXEEMNEORERS &
EDEI>BEARICHIPIFRAETI N TR L,
AFRDIDOBEMEMBOZEM EEEFE
DEHEEEEZ, SVBENICEEEZBEHE L
EEMHEOABEORREEHESH»ICT S LT
HB,

2.3 EEMEESRER

| = |

3225 —Ya RXIVeERTHLETIE,
BEOHBD A% 5 TEEDERERFICAA,
MEBORBA@EI» EDOLDICERICKRMI NS D
ERETD CENSLWENEI-LVEEEZT S
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EFTCRAIRTCH B, L LEaDWS, 2DLESEHH
FEEABENOBEZRAEL AR EBHIRS
hTws, KRIRED2DOED B IE, BEARNDE
BERAEVOBEAEZNA T, BENHBEFZEHE
DERMEEZRALSHPICTEIIETH S,

ChETZODLEI EMREYP HVERAIZ2DE
5N3, 128, BEOHEEEEDFERDHM
EORAEMERETIIEIERTHY, Zhzi
ST A EAN D EVWT E,2DB IS, BEfE
BORTEICIE, FRT 32X IVXMERELE E
Fe2 BRI PEHECEADIEHDBRE THEWVW &
THb,

AR TIE, 1DEORBICH LT, LDESE
FICE DK REERETIVESBUHBAT S
(Kormos, 20068), 2D ETFT I T, SEMFH (3
i) &, Biib- EFIL-AED3IDNDIBIE THEA
T 5. 450, BEERICLYECEADLZBEBEIL,
AIED2DTH B, MRILTWR, [El-[EDL
ICIEAD D ERDD, COBEBETIIHEEDE
FFERINTH ST, 515 5EH (preverbal) &
BETHd. EHEI N ABMSERDXT - T
SREIh3D, CCTEHBEICR - TRELREE
FEE|IEH I L, BIZH U ARBEEFE - TRE
EHAILTI200BRICHNMIESI N D, B
B REDOBREICKE(EEEZEEAZDIE, B
EFEHEHL I E2RBICHUII2ERAREL
L THAITEZD2DNDBIETH 5 (Kormos,
2006; Segalowitz, 2010),

COETNVEFIATS &, BEMMBERENT
DEEFEHEBEERNICEAEM I BZ 2 &P
BETHD. BlAE, FWBLEVWEEZME T
Eld, REBRBCHVT BEOFRI LY ZL
DEEZEHEILILITEMEERET 5, X /-,
fWzloansr—=a > (XE—8F, & —
BMELEDHEAEDE)EFM->TWVB I LI, 1
DOHETRETCI2EMEBA-BZOEA
A (BEE-EE-BWELE) 2 REFICH
RWICSELTCZHABEMERET 5,

2B, REANOEEFERRMETIE, [EED
ErS| 2 LUBRE T IEBNLEBEIBIZEE
B ¥ % (Kyle, Crossley, & Berger, 2017; Read,
2000), [ & [ IFLTDI DO TEBERICEL -
TRAESIN 2, [BEDOZHEM]| 3FBENIED
REERBLVWVEEOEEZFERAL TLWarER
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s —MNICHEENEWEEFRAER LV S
< DIEFEDESE % FH T & 3 (Treffers-Daller,
Parslow, & Williams, 2016), 2D B O [ BEEE D
AR 3IFEBEPEDREEHSENDSVWEES
FRHLTWwWS»zaRL, FHIWAEEOXRER
BO—-/NZRIZH T ZHBEELR E TREILS h
%, fil 2 £, "run" I& Corpus Of Contemporary
American (COCA; Davies, 2009) DiE LEE +
732 lHWVWTE3M7EEIR T 3 »°, "sprint”
12326 T, EBEHIN LWHSEOSVEEE SN
3, ¥IEETE, BEFSRTEKR-BRHED
ENIFEERN, RN THIPDEEWIIEL -
THEMELEIh, REEOSVWEEFEHBIERL
TEWEEDBRVWEECHRENDSVWEELE
B ¥ 31EMIC &% 5 (Crossley & Skalicky, 2017)
SDED[HEHBEI=- v bOEMME] 13, FBE
PEDREEEZSHICIVWERREXOO S —
Sa EMETERPERL, EENEFAT

METEEINTVE2ERBE T H S (Bestgen
& Granger, 2014; Kyle et al., 2017), SEE D
SVWEFEIL, BESBICSVWTLYBEY>ED
BMOERE*FERT A2 &N TE B (Durrant &
Schmitt, 2009; Pawley & Syder, 1983) .

PN TIEOLES

ChETOMRBBEFBLABEEEMHD
[LE] RS EDEEERE L TVWBPLUT
D2EPHEBEIATVEW, 1DHIZEHNLEE
FWIBEET I 27 THLN-BENH LS
BEBOBRMETH 5, 228 ICI1E, BEHMHO
ZRAEEEFEDEL IDERETH 5, AR
TIE, SEDEREAUTOL S ICH&ZIEL T
'35 (X)),

[ FETE ] —[ AENFE ] —[ FEEER ]

HERE1: ARRICHITZZEHE B -FERER DR RN

BEFEFBUEBEENHOAET . FAL, %
LTZhoNE=NHEHEHIEBE=DEHL S5 FAT
EEZOND, UTD2DODOMRBRBELRFE
Téo
1EBEMBDLS - RS- RIS IBEEHOE D
SEFEIT D,
)BEFBAIIEENFE FAT B3 H,

Tk

HRBADAKFIRL 5HEAADKFEESH
(FFRZEB I HE #) W ARMEIZIEE L, 558 »

2THHRBEETEL /=, 55BDARIE, & 1E26
%, BM29% T, FHEFEEHIF2017R (RERE

=159) Thote sMMEBBIEFZTRh ZThFEADTS
L4 XXx> b7 X b (N=39), TOEIC (n=12),
TOEFL iBT X ZILIELTS(n=4) DB A EHRE L
e BMEBOHEEDANROBEZRIICRT (2
hWoDHEEDEREZISMEOEEDNDEMN TE
BUALDAMOMETIEAE W), TL1 XX
FTFXMTUIE, 2BRE I HE (TOEICHKRE
T 470-550), #k&E (TOEIC# % T 550-730),
L #%F (TOEIC#E T730U L) ICH%E & h,
TOEIC £ /-1 TOEFL/IELTS ##R&E L =& 131
ZERE, 2ELERECH - /-, BEFHEEEY
DMETHA LD, SMEOHEE % 1&L
KEWDDD, H5BELRELZ<EETS
DENH -5 -,
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ER1: SNEOERAR

LIV (TOEIC #:5) TLA AT X TOEFL/IELTS
) #R (470-550) 6 6
F #&(550-730) 18 1 19
£ #(730-) 15 11 4 30

4.2 ERFEHEAE

AR T, BEFEHEOFRTHEICEMHN
AE(BEEPTET2EB=AE) (CEREYT
Teo BARENICIE, Ma(2015) DIRE T 2 EEFRY
SAREDERMEERL, 6 EICTZDEE LS
PEDREELETEESHLEEML =, Ma (2015)
3, PEIAREBZEEENRIC, UMTD4DDEE
EFEBRICHVTEBLZ—0)BEFBDE
WEEE, X7T17), QBERNDT 7R (#
B, BE), QBEMEEERD—H, (4)BEDE
BATH2, AERMIEI I TS LBEZZEOMA
EERETE S0, AR EAENI RV, BN
MEIAREICL > THAREICPERS N, tHES
FOBLTEREFEIBERICEETSIHAAZE
PHERZTV, DELBEZT-7/7, BIRS h
-EMBIERIIER ZSRBEI A0,

FAEFHEAEZICHWT, EEMERBOEVE
BBZED» R Dh o 7= (Fl A IF, Study Extended
aspect [SE])oe Z 2 ¢, ALEEMS RT3
EEZLNZEEEEML, AEBRTIEI£65M %
BRI 7,

4.3 ESAHAE

4.3.1 Productive Vocabulary Levels
Test (Bl#PVLT)
FREOREZEED[LS] ZAET 5 20I(C,
PVLT ® 32000, 3000, 50008 L N JL (D RRE % f&F
F U 7= (Laufer & Nation, 1999), Z ME&EF X b
EZNhZFhDLANILTISLDEXFRRES N, %
NZNDOX TIEI»ZHICE > TVWD, FEEIE

%2: Updated Vocabulary Levels TestDflE

ZEREOEBICEZONINFIHSY TIEEHEE
F4xOET2RUTOHIESE), B8 IEMIE%
5250 rSHIZEERBOF THEY L EERD
BECERTEINICERACH TS0, %LTH
RICHOEER (CEBROsXAADFALE)
EREDIFRI & L 7= (de Jong et al., 2012),

(f5128)
1. I'm glad we had this opp, to talk.

2. There are a doz of eggs in the basket.

4.3.2 Updated Vocabulary Levels
Test (Ll UVLT)
FRENDSRBED[LE| 2AET S 2DIMF
H L 7= (Webb, Sasao, & Ballance, 2017), PVLT
NEEFVDOEHEETIDICHNL, TOFX KT
IEEFET 2BEZEIRT 2 (F2), 1000~5000
BDS5DDLANLDSERINZ . 1DOTOY Y
IZ3EFEZ 5N, ESLAMMEDTOY 7H 5K
% (3RIX107 0y 7 X5L~NJL=5t150f8), 1R
DEIEREFRAL, BPREEVV BEZEERT),

4.3.3 Receptive Collocation Test
(L1# RCT)

A7 —2a  ERBEMBORSZERT S
—{8lEm T &% % (Nation, 2013), RCT (&2 M /¥ —
FTHERSh, 1DBIENEOEFE-%F IO
=232, 22BI30EOKEFR-RFEOHEHA
Eh ¥ DMz AT T 5 (F3:Nguyen & Webb,
2017) SMEF L REERICIRR SN ARTFAER
HHAEDLEDORWENRE (/¥— ~2), BEFA(/¥—
F2)4DDEIRBDEH 51D F DER, KFE T

‘ game ‘ island ‘ mouth ‘ movie ‘ song ‘ yard

land with water all around it

part of your body used for eating and talking

peice of music
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WaAAsr—2 a3 21 DDBRBEEEAD LD,

=3: Receptive Collocation TestDFlzE

2N—PDEBHZEEHE L LEEEREERT %,

1. money a. check b. drop

c. make d. miss

2. college a. end b. enter

c. pass d. study

4.3.4 Primed Lexical Decision Task
(i PLD)

FREOEENEORS EBEXY NT—7
DEEDBED DI, T4 LEFLIKRE
(R4) 5FHLFe CORXZXTIE140E D FEEEE
E100EDIEHEDET2ABED Z— 47y FEEH S
Y, BZBEHEEINVICOEEICRRAEINS 2 —
Ty NEPRETHINPEIDELBINEL
HErd 2 L5 ICmAd N SV ICIEER
DRICRE EEENREHFIN, 72, BEZ -
oy NEEDRRDERMICT T 1 LEH300ms &
RRENT, DT 51 LBORISEENDEE
L2 TREBEDXY VT =TV DBEEERMEL /-

NXR4: 51 LAFRED2AOEREEFH

(R4BR). T7ALEICWEE—4y bEE (a)
ERMNBEROH 5 H D (vary-differ), (b) 20
F—a BIICEEDSH B H D (surrounding-
environment), (c) Bk ® & v & O (volcano-
children) D3FEEN G /-, BARDH B T4
LEE(aX 2l3b) PIRIRS N ZZREICIE, (o) &N
TRICRE RED2EEZLS NS (ZhE{RED
R &) (McDonough & Trofimovich, 2009)
COREMRIE, [T74 LrEETZHEEDF
HRISEE-BAE L A WIBEDFHRISEE] &
L CHRMEEEh, XELHRESDRE, BEDOX v
NT—0DEEIZRT EEZ SN S (Elgort,
2011),

NT DIEFE B %1 £ARDEE B 4451
(a) Semantically Related 20 8.30% vary-differ, perception-vision
(b) Collocationally Related 20 8.30% surrounding-environment
(c) Unrelated pairs 40 16.60% volcano-children
(d) Unrelated pairs (Filler) 60 25%
(e) Non-word pairs 100 41.16% pull-varn

4.3.5 Word Association Task
(L& WAT)

FB_ERETAETIE, BEERLX T &E
BLEBEORERZEX Y NT—V28TET 3
Z & ZW(Meara, 2009), CHOBRBCILEE
FIZE@EICEKRN SN 3RBEE (Cue word) IC3d
LT, " BRWICBICEVELPALEZEDES
ZRAETELI2ICHERESEAS N, 5l EH S
hE-BREIFBEOEREDX Y N7 —J & KB
L T v 2 (Fitzpatrick, 2012; Playfoot et al.,
2016)c CHDEZ X7 I3 A TICEDRIMEED 5
BERIh, ThZWTREOREREZ25Z 5
h=,

ABHCLI-TEHESN OB L, RIBE-
BEXTOEKRN K > EIO5F—2 3>

MERU2EDESEZThZTha—/NNXEESE:
BREZBLEOFETHEMEILL 2 (KR558),
BB AU D & Word2Vec & WD FiE &
A v T, Corpus Of Contemporary American
(COCA) D news, magazinet 7 > 3 > ICH#iEE
TREIEODT—4205, 2BN EDREEMLZEK
E#EDOH #HEIL L = (WA lemma similarity) o
2DBICRRAAE-OEENTOIOT -2 3>
B A # D & %, Mutual Information (MI) & v
SEEBERAWTEE LA M, BEOIO T —
DI OEBOHEIEE L FAHEEDEE &3t
BIELA=ZBHDT, 2BBOBUDEDNEIERT,
StE(C 13, COCAMDnews, magazinet 7 ¥ 3
CERWE, £, 2 TORERBEEDRIIC
AR THEBIEL, LYiEETo %
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NR5: HEEIZTIOOEFEZTT

Cue_response Lemma Sim Cue_response Lemma Sim

disappear_vanish 0.850 3.841 discussion_opinion 0.335 0.492
strange_weird 0.783 5.882 brilliant_great 0.282 0.901
realize_recognize 0.610 0.481 feed_cat 0.254 4,389
whisper_shout 0.580 5.547 carry_baggage 0.249 7.128
modern_traditional 0.501 4,133 spread_infection 0.225 5.645
delicious_meal 0.478 7.080 matter_affair 0.191 0.769
attitude_positive 0.349 6.719 product_manager 0.065 3.715

4.4 SESFERAAE

| ——]

4.4.1 EEEERE

SEOHMETIE, FBEOEEFEHEZATET S
7202, AE=F T OARABTE TE 3RS T
DB H ST ZZTEMEICII8OATL SR
2BEINDA M=) —2#HEBETHREI S5 A 5N
7= (Suzuki, 2018) .

ZDZR=1=7TIF, ()—HOEBELHHKHBIC
BT I EAEETSY, QHPOXES (S
PHE) T, TP EE, BEPAICECZ &%
FRLULERDHEENIEL 5, 3)2AEEBNE
Shinwgx, ThZhEAZARIETZ &I
U 7o (4) Z2ME 13 RIS IS B £ W 728K i
L8 NEE, GO)EMIIENHTH 2EBEAF
ICHET 2, B)2ARTDXRERETCRYBRSL,
(M BEWICEDDEALEABRFESTWENE
IODEWEET D, DWIIBMEI»EALEAIIEL
WHBIZESEVWHRBH L, 8) Zh 23 L &
2AETOREFRERY RL 2,

EBRETOCHA-T, ZRSMEIE2HED
EEEEEEA SN, BEDOEICIEZDX b—
J—2HMOBEVWAICIEADZEZBETE LD
ICHERP 526N, BEOHREEHEEDMH
ADHZIBEEEREICTITDbOh

4.4.2 EEDEIIEE

BEINL-FREIETHRICKEY, KEDX
NRYLTERWEZRBI I, £/, &R
L (repetition), E\WE L (false start) & & IE#
B M58 (dysfluency) IFBIE DM R A D 7= & 5%
THRZRIC i W EIBR U /= (Lambert & Nakamura,
2018),

[EBEOEH, S| 1E, [EBEDZHM (diversity) |
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B O s M (lexical sophistication) ] [ #8 %1
1= v hO%EKM (Phrasal sophistication) |
DIDERRTHIEBNLEREFERHL 2. £
B EATE T 3 7= o (2, Measure of Textual
Lexical Diversity (MTLD) #{£H L 7= (McCarthy
& Jarvis, 2010), CDIEEIE T F X b D Type/
Token ratio " —TE DB (.720) ICE T 5 £ T
DFHEHE L TEREILSh, ZBEEIEED
BUVBRULIPEKRETZTDIRIELTHRS L
Do T/, MEDIEZEEEN, 7XXAMDODREED
HEAZ KW ETEBMEY»S < (Koizumi
& In"nami, 2012), BEE 2z +RICH B 2 &
# T & % (Treffers-Daller et al., 2016) &= THth D
BELYHENR TWB, MTLD I& The Tool for
Automatic Analysis of Lexical Diversity (Kyle,
2018) # WA E hi,

[BEOERE]| 252 2012, BEHD
£ T EKDEFE (Concreteness) Z £ L 7=
(Brysbaert, Warriner, & Kuperman, 2014), X
E—%>7OXRICHENTIE, SBEDEVES
PEHINIICW—AT, EHINABEDOHBR
Ezthd & LAEBERABRP SWEREL THEE
CHEET 5 &£ Z 5 N B (Crossley, Salsbury,
McNamara, & Jarvis, 2011; Crossley &
Skalicky, 2017; Kyle & Crossley, 2015), 3 D
BICTEBELI= Y NOKEMME] (E, n-gram & IF
Eh2&ERK L AnEOBEEEESE (A (" think";
"obvious ways"; "economic growth" M & 2 %2
EEHE) CAESI NS, ETMETEREENS
WEBEI L) BEESRETRUD>ZDRY, &
B3, $EE DBV bigram (258) X trigram (358)
E(E D EHE S h Tuv 3 (Bestgen & Granger,
2014) AR T, Ch & &E(IZ, ZEEDEH
L =bigram # #Hl § 228 DD & #, %k
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® Mutual Information (M) TE&£1E L 2 (&E
21t C & 7= - T I3 Corpus Of Contemporary
American (COCA; Davies, 2009) @ Spoken &
73 EFMALE). Z L TEHE M ~bigram
DAXAAT % FEIZ[FZBEHNEH L /- bigram D M|
ZAT7NDEET-MI X7 HEHE N = bigram D
W] TRMEIEL -, EAHREEER & Bigram
D 5412 1Z The Tool for Automatic Analysis of
Lexical Sophistication 2.8.1 (Kyle et al., 2017)
ZEALAML 7=

|45 L]

AMRDEBEFBHIE, BEME, BEODEDL I
DOEFEMEEETIVIET 28, ERRERAHE1T-
oo MRBRBITIE, BEDENP S 2 BT, B
SHFZFHATHE L, B2 HMBAEmI ED L
IICEBEDENPIDIEEZEETFATIHNPAEL /20
RRERE2TIE, MABBEIOERMIZF AT TEED
ErI & FALABEMHBEZRY LT, Zh oD
HiEkz BEMNEY, EEFE AR EFHATHELT
PMEEREL 7=,

¥, EBRREIC &Y, ERARFEREILE
WEHP—EOE{ZEIANEE L THESH
ZEHPEESIN, 2hEANER, LRET
HNVHRICEDIEENEEP HDZZ DS, i
SR DOBRADTIEEL, ZhoDREER
IRICHIZ B2 &N TEZO/NX NAIBAFE
WO FEEHAL 2. ONX NRIBAHT
i, ANEDEZBER/NRICHA S 720 (C, 1EX
DE/N_FE Tl % < M-estimator & V5 Fik
T, ANEOLENDEEEMA, INT A —521E
DOHEH»FTH N B (Wilcox, 2012) o AHFFR T i,
R statistical package (R development Core
Team, 2014) ® MASS package IC& % h 5 rim
ONBE#BLERVWTHEIIRBETIVERILL /- &4
DEHIE, ThZh[BAOBE-ZOEHOE
ARIEH ] T%E# L (grand mean centering),
AFETFTLVOYEDEEZE TORBEHRDY FE
WEDEEDEEBRTEZILIICL . B
D FEIR 1L, all-subset EZICHWAIEE L £ T D
AEhHE % ETIEL (Field, Miles, & Field,
2012), % M 1% Bayesian Information Criterion
(BIC) AL TCETNERE LA, 22T

MuMIn package D dredge () Bt #{EMH L 7=,
BICH&EW/NESWEHIEEZRTETFTIVERIRT B
ZET, mRIVEDER CFDT—22EAET
BEORBEWVWETINERIRTEIENFTE D,
SHEIZ, BICDEWS, 42D EFILE LS L, &
BHEETINEREL 20 2D, INT XA -2 DH
ExT7— MR NTy TERICTEHEE L (TR
= 2000), ZDI5%EEXE %R L 7=

.%a

5.1 tRAKRZRE1

5.1.1 FEHER
APREDIDEOEMEEEFROE H» &3
B2z, ThZhRmdbFATIBENGZREE
T3 ETH o ROIC, BEITHERHTZE
BOERREEEZRT, b DEY, 2DDEH
Collocation Priming & WA Mutual Information
#* Skewness & Kurtosis & HICEWVWHEZ R L
THYERPHEHRFERI A TOAEWN(EHREOME
MEFREEM2Z2SEBIhAZ0),

5.1.2 =Dkt (MTLD)
BEMFBOETH2FERL (EFE0D ZHM
(MTLD) % Fil L 7= (R87) - PVLT & Collocation
Priming DA AEhEFZOHEUTIEITVDORL
EFILTH->7=(BIC =3179), 2DODDEHT
MTLD D24.04% % FRBA L 7=c 2 D DEEHH T3
EIZH B E X, MTLD 12519 T & - 7= PVLT
P1SDMEE ¥ % & MTLD (£ .409SD M\ £ U,
Collocation priming @ 1SD ®» £ & T MTLD
P .256SDMET 3, BEANBOLIERY NT—
JTOBE(IOT—Y a2 )DEEN L) BZHE
EEFEREEAELTVWR I EPREI N,

187



+=6: 5BEA

HEERRIEDSERGEE

sd ‘ median ‘ min ‘ max ‘ skew ‘ kurtosis
SR
Updated Vocabulary Levels Test 129.64 12.11 131 99 148 -0.43 -0.55
Productive Vocabulary Levels Test 24.31 6.42 26 12 38 -0.18 -0.76
Receptive Collocation Test 111.76 10.87 112 89 134 -0.04 -0.46
Lexical Decision Time 754.72 131.52 746.88 532.95 1107.82 0.43 -0.62
Semantic Priming 11.82 50.36 14.86 -102.53 135.57 -0.05 -0.22
Collocation Priming 69.07 49.6 61.25 -39.21 254.12 1.46 3.56
SEEELS
WA Mutual Information 3.91 0.87 3.73 2.61 7.94 2.59 8.42
WA lemma similarity 0.26 0.05 0.27 0.14 0.35 -0.55 -0.29
B EdE]
MTLD 25.26 4.36 25.04 17.39 34.78 0.23 -0.88
Concreteness 3.35 0.18 3.36 2.94 3.72 -0.1 -0.43
Bigram Ml 1.23 0.18 1.26 0.74 1.56 -0.51 0.14

K7 MTLDZFRIT 30RET I

. 95% ClI
Predictor B Tolerance
upper
Intercept 25.192 2419 26.52
PVLT (gm) 0.17 0.277 0.107 0.45 0.409 0.99
Priming col (gm) 0.07 0.023 0.0009 0.04 0.256 0.99
7E. gmid grand mean centered DB,
5.1.3 EB=0D%#KiE (Concreteness) SDR#EITETS, D%V, BMMAR Yy T —
OBICEEEMNBOEH A FHL TEED 7 (semantic priming) 22 & & £ V) BEFREY

4R & (Concreteness) & F#I L 7 (%8),
Semantic Priming E PVLTO # # & H €
ROETEEWHPLC(BIC = -286), 20DF
# T concreteness M 1531% % FA#l L /=, 2D
D EH H FEE O concreteness O F B 11
3.3T & V), Semantic Priming ®»1SD L8 ¢ %
&, concreteness 13.383SD L8 ¥ %, 3 L T,
PVLT # @k ¢ % & & Tconcreteness 4 .324

#<8: Concretenessz= Tl 20FETI

LEREFERAIC, PULTTRENBEEDLS B &
DKM GEREREFAL L.

5.1.4 E¥E1=v b D%k (Bigram MI)
BE#I(CL T, Bigtam MITHAIEEh3 7L —
ZDHMEEFAL = (FR9) . @RI OHBR
Receptive Collocation Test&wbHTF — 2D
WTixx» L (BIC = -35.6), BEHEFHDH

95% ClI
Predictor R"2 B Tolerance
lower upper
Intercept 3.357 3.307 3.395
Priming Semantic (gm) 0.083 0.001 0.0004 0.002 0.383 0.954
PVLT_LDS (gm) 0.07 -0.009 -0.016 -0.001 -0.324 0.954

7E. gmifgrand mean centered DK,
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19%DIES5 DX EHAL A, FHAKWEIOT —
Ta OB EFOSME L, F19 T Bigram Ml
ICHWVWTI1.056588BA L7, COMEEH»1SDE L
¥ % & Bigram MIDO#{EI: .34SDFEMET 2,

WR9: Bigram MIZFHlT30RETI

-T, a5 —Y 3 0MEIIOS—>3 >
DFERICEEL TWB Z EDPRE N,

95% ClI

B Tolerance

Predictor
lower upper
Intercept 1.056 1.01 1.087
Receptive Collocation Test(gm) 0.19 0.005 0.002 0.009 0.34 1

7. gm i3 grand mean centered D&,

5.2 fizREREE2

ARED2OEDER L, FEITEEDNDEZ
PIEFRALAZBEMHFBOAMEY, EDLD
EEEFBARTHASNI P ERET S 2
ETH T > T 2T, PVLT, Priming
Collocation, Priming Semantic, RCT M4 (C
DWVWTIRE T %o

5.2.1 FlafER

Ma (2015) DEMK # EICHREL -EEFH
HREDERMETE LRI AT, BDRADEY) F
BRAEDEE CEBEEDEVWATIVICEALT
IEEMDBEMEER L, TDOERBE % /5L
oo RRE T, BFMOBEICNMAH -G H T
JUDEEEICHE,EL, 2F021Hh 73 Y
DA, IDDEEHEN 6% THI - /e ZD 10,
ChSs5DAHTFITVIEUBORTDL SN L 7
ZLDFBEEDFEABICYU TIEE>TWVES
1BH &, £ 5 Recording the word, Guessing
with contextual clues, Syntagmatic
Networking, Imagery, Paradigmatic
Networking T& - 7=o £ 7=, RI&EE - REE (I
&R & h %, Paradigmatic Networking # 7 >
FEESZLISEY, PEY IO F2I -3
B|ICEZE %8B A2 % Semantic Grouping % 17 5
FHEFEENICDE D o

5.2.2 Es=HEO TR
5.2.2.1 B2 OILE (PVLT)

Reading & Semantic grouping D#E A& H £
NPEEDLIZHATIROLE TEETYDORYL

EFITH -7 (BIC = 336 F11), 2DDEH
TERNZEHDIES>DED16.37% AL 7=, 2
DORPBEHICSVTEHINEFEEZEDPVLT
DAAT 32440 TH - 7= FEZE D Reading
M1SDME ¥ % & PVLT & .322SD A £ U,
Semantic grouping M1SD M L& » BN ZE
D .318SD FEICEM T 2. - T, U—F 1>
TJHEBLTOHEBEEDEBEEEDLIILIE
DERICH V), Semantic grouping ¥ & DR
CdH B,

5.2.22 A0 —yavxy NI7I—VDEE
(Collocation Priming)

Paradigmatic Networking (AI&%EZEXREED
FE)HP 20T —2a3 Ry NIV DBE%EH
BBy 2mBUTEEVDRVWETILTH -7 (BIC
= 593; F®12), &M&F O & T b Paradigmatic
Networking @ £ H » F 18 & =T F &,
Collocation priming #°63.123msf2E ¢, 2 D=
BAHBENPISDER T2 &, BREEHIL.198SD (A
L+ 3, it > T, Paradigmatic Networking # 1T
IBMERELYN T4 LIREDIRDEZ R TV
Fy NT—TEHDEEZOSN D,

5.2.2.3 EHNRXY N7 -V DEE
(Semantic Priming)
WTHhDEEFEHBRLBEHERN X Y hT—7
NDEEEFALLED - o

5.2.2.4 2O —>a>vox#E (RCT)
WThOEEZEAKHIOT -3 >0
HEFRL LD -
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x®10: ERFEHBRERKOKRREE

ERRIERE

95% ClI

(SR) Recording the word (3) 5.1 0.841 719 405 - 772
(MG1) Guessing with contextual clues (3) 4.72 1.06 .833 757 - .91
Syntagmatic Networking * 445 0.965 618 442 - 794
(Mel) Imagery (3) 4.36 1.21 722 593 - 851
Paradigmatic Networking * 4,25 1.1 846 .78 -.913
(MG2) Guessing with linguistic clues (3) 4.22 1.15 .660 505 - .815
(MeA) Structure analysis (3) 3.89 1.39 .830 .752 - .908
(DS) Social interaction (3) 3.7 1.28 .763 654 - 871
(DM) Media (3) 3.69 1.52 .789 .69 - .887
(UA) Active use (4) 3.36 1.13 741 .628 - .854
(DR) Reading (2 items) 2.95 1.58 .785 .672 - .899
(MeG) Semantic grouping (2) 2.74 1.42 692 53 - .854
LUTHIBRIER

(UT) Testing(4) 2.77 1.03 .598 425 - 771
(URL) Reading & listening (2) 3.25 1.22 .580 .359 - .802
(DO) Classroom learning (3) 4.1 1.13 .565 .366 - .765
(MD) Using the dictionary (4) 5.01 0.745 514 .304 -.723
(MeT) Tactile (3) 2.27 1 426 2 -.653
(MeC) Contextual retrieval (3) 3.24 0.979 422 .153 - 691
(MeSou) Auditory (3) 317 0.886 312 -001 - .626
(MeR) Repetition (3) 3.9 0.974 .258 -.084 - 601
(SB) Studying the basic aspects (4) 2.74 1.39 .201 59 - .848

&) * 1EMa(2015) ICIRESNBEF LG RAY, ARBRICTGEMSNAATIVERT,

F®11: PVLTZFATZEIFET N

95% ClI
Predictor B Tolerance
lower upper
Intercept 24.409 22.607 25.893
Reading (gm) 0.097 1.31 0.17 2.33 0.322 0.979
Semantic Grouping (gm) 0.066 1.44 2.71 -0.269 -0.318 0.979
7E. gmifgrand mean centered D,
#12: Collocation PrimingzFAl93LEIRETIL
95% ClI
Predictor R"2 B B Tolerance
Intercept 63.123 59.013 74.967
Paradigmatic Networking (gm) 0.047 8.935 -1.508 17.815 0.198 1

7. gmidgrand mean centered DB,
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%

AE—X > JRBENICH T EEENHORKE
PEEHR I TAX LW (de Jong et I, 2012;
Koizumi & In'nami, 2012), ZEMICES BT
Sh7-BENHECEROEEFEROBRMZHE
EBELULEMRIEEON S, /-, BEFEHEOMH
ROZL B BEDLES| 2BENFHRELTES
T30, ZOMOBEEMH ISy hT—TD
M CEENIEORERS) E DB ARBEED % &
THholo RARIE, 1) RAE—F2TE2XYUT
NEEFEREEDL D LEEMEN FAT 3 »,
@) ZNZhOEENFHEBET ZEEFEHE
iEfEh, D2ODRBEEREL /=6

gl

6.1 F=E1

| == |

AAETIE, BEODEHL I ERRT 300D
#Z (diversity, lexical sophistication, phrasal
sophistication) Z f|H L, B & DE=HMEHD
FREOEMERL 2. EMRS/MDOER, BE
BETOEEFERICERZ T 2EEMFBOAE Y
BHS DI 57,

BEOZHME, FREOEEOLI IO
T—=2a3 Ry NT—UDBREND2DDEEMH
TFRISh7 COBRIILUTDL D ICHERT
T2, 1DBICE, BEHBEDOLILREEICS
WHHEANFSREIh TWB 2 &S, BEENESE
DES EBEFEHDOSZHS ZET L TV 3 AEE
YN HB,2DBIC, BREERETVERICEZ
¢, BEDLIE, DHBEDHFOL YDOEY
Zu, 0%, EEIh e ERBLT28EE
DEHNZVWCEERT ZDLIDZIN L)
ZHREREEEFERLT, BEZHET S HE Tl
THZERETIVEREICHPARGETHY , BE
DES P REFPOEEFERAORBREELETS &
BRIRTZ %,

mWT, 7M1 LBRBETAES AR Y hT—
TDEEPRTDIE, ZFREOOHNHREOEED
BEIERSINAE, ZhPROZFEOBEICE
DEELIZDPTHD, D2FW, 771 LFHIRD
AEZIPEETIFEROHEN LWBES

ZEERTRBETH, BEOBERICL - THRE
Shi-sEy, BETIMOEEOHEEZEEL,
ROBROEELREREET SIS ERET
3,850, 22 cilRansr—varxy h7—
T EBEEDZHEMEICHETSI LI FEICET
3, I07—>a3>Dxy b7—7ERE, BE
B REZLEDEERMGEZNLEE W, B—DEE
ETCRBP TS aBA, THEKE(E5E-
Bhe, Ehal- HAOEE) SR (BRE-2H)
DEOL, MBHEDEN ) ERT, 2D ED
5LTH, a0syr—yaxy NTJ—U&mEFT
3ZET, BEFICROBREMDEBEERY £
WEINhDEVWAED,

6.2 ERRE2
R
RE2CRFBREDOERRZZEARIEDL S

WCEEOMBICAEL TWEHLEREL 2o B
BFITRHREFERHEDEERIPRASHLICE /400
FEEMHEOAN, BEOLI IO -3 %y
FRT—VDBED2OVEBRABEEREL TV
ZENhh o,

ARE T, BEOEBRELT, U—T1 >
ThoHLLWEELZRERTI3ERAICHIFEERE
i, BEORLI P SVERICH > 72, CDEAE
Rt BEPEABOXRTH LV —ROLEE
EPEUOETMETS, V—T1>T%8&0)Z
KT 2 ENBKEDEENMBICOEN B2 &
FLIELIFEHME S 3 (Gu & Johnson, 1996),
MRS, BEDRBLIPSVWEREE, BEXR
BOL-EVICHB L (EEEZEEAD I b iE
ZATWBdZEbhh ol BEFBAHEEZD
BRREEREL ZXTHMRETIE, LIFLIEcross-
association PRI WX T Wr—vEBEDDEL E
B EEET 3 &EZ 5N T3 (Tinkham,
1993; Waring, 1997), & 5 (2, T D EFLAA R
T, 7T—~XBICEEEFBLEINL-TIE %
ITHEWITN—TEEEKL, (Q)EA-HEDHR
EERETHZH, (b)) FERDREBZEICEAL T
id, Th o5 2RT—YHOBEEELRERL TR R
PEISEVI EPHRE SN T3 (Nakata &
Suzuki, 2018), ZDHEREEICAMEDKER &
ERTDE, SNEVKEDEENHEE ST
W3 2EHE L cross-association D I V) T
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WEEAFBREEITVWADTIREVWIAEVND T
BEMPTREENSE, T—<ROEEZEOED
BRIV FEEDFAHICHEL TWVWB DD IEAMF
BDOTHA L TIEBALNICTEIZEWTEZTE L,
SHUEEZBARIIH L TEZEEPENLI &
BEERL, TOEBIPRERNTCOEEFEIE
B-2RHM(BEER)-HS5DOF3 7 X MK
BENLEDEIIIHEEZ T TVWIPREET
52 EbARNEREBEBE VWA LD (Fan, 2003),

E_EEZEEMETE, EREZEMLEHES L
Sh, BREBRAD—FHEREZ D LIEC, EMD
ZgfE(a0s—Tar, EEEEICRRES N
3RS z2EXN-BENEFZEOEmAEEL
TERE 2B EFEETESE L TV 5 (Schmitt,
2008), BEFEBABEOMRED, RETIE[FEE]
DEIEICESEH TAKE] DRFRMEERAETL T
W3 (Zhang & Lu, 2015),

AMETE, FEEOIOS—23a>DT 35
1 LREZEEDR Yy NT— V2B AHREICL >
T2 e cELY, 2O0T5F—>320D
M EDZHABEEHBEEI BV ENRE
hizo ETEBITARETADIE, 205 —23>D
T4 LREIO0T—-23 T X MRCT)D
HEAIPrEVWCIETHD(r=30),>T, 2h
S2D0MBE IR EHICOIOTS— 3 M %A
ELTWENFSS, ZORLE3AEEHEL T
WABAEEMED H D, CORAIIEEHIREBICSE
WlHlzD@EEFEROAIEA FRILAEZED S
HbEXETED, 771 LRI EBZBICE, T
1T LEBORRDPSZ—F 9 FMEDRRE TII,
BENVLETIVENG H 5, D%V, 7741 L%Y
RuLwEEbtah MGz RML, 207 —
2a>7XM(RCT) EEEMLE h/-EBEDME
FHESEFETIEAEVWEEZ D,

o T, BE2DERPRT &, 2y hT—
VhBEEFER L ZBE LY EEBES WA
BEATHUREMETH D, LWEBBIEVE
BEE N MBI ZEHEEDREVDEERT
ZEld, FELT3ESICRZ2%, LA L, 28
FRRICE > TEEZFBOMXREIRBI 5 - &R
ET2E, ZOBEFEORRICL-TLYBE
LI hAEBFEMBIF EICOVNT WS EERMT T
TRZENTE, BENBORI EZFHEDHE
HERLEETHEE B —T 5 (Zhang & Lu,
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2015) L2 LA S BRAEZENRHAIETH B,
ThiE 774 LRER Yy NT—T7F2B D [BE
BlICE->THENSNTWEAEETH D, mE
IFERERTHAINDI L), BEEIFVEE
EDEEE LT, HEET B EBEZHNB, S
BN SDOERMEEEICHSHICTEIME
FHA UKD BN B,

@ cuommcen

AR, BEFEHFR cETMNHE & BEE
HOBED SAEL-AD TOMETH D,
SHEOMBENDBEINKE L 2EE TS5 5, 1
DHIC, SEFERL AEEFEHBOERMKIC
BWT BLOHTFTTVICDWTEREENIED -
EZENEIFONSE, COKRIE, 1DICIE Ma
(2015) DERIEHI RIS h -hEAFEE LB
AANFBEOEEFBZAFBEOFERERDE VIS
EERTSAEEMEN H D, BEFEABIE, ChE
THOFERR ZEOENLE E H 5 W 3R
BERILL->TEBENMRERDBNDTH S (Oxford,
2017), SE, FHAEIC TRERDEEEH, S
S5hBZEeBBL, TLBEVEAFICOV TR
HREE#EML THOLE L, L2 L, 5%E
AANFBEOEEFBHBRERERZIRA D
HICHERHEFAIMEEDFEICEL > TEYM
DBERINVEKDH >N 25,2082, #4 HAlE
PoDEEMFEEFERHDBIEICHES RBROMAE
Thd, S, BENBEEROBREZ LYK
MBICHETI2VLEN H D, ZDEICIE, SEEFHE
ELABAZHBORGEZ I TlEa <, [HH]
EER]OBENEREARERAET I 2L SE
DRETH 3,

AMETIE, BeAZcE=FHesZ2ENE
BRBEERZ, (1) EDQ M »ERICHITS
BN S (ZHME-BEDORBE-EHEI =Y b
DEFEHE)EFRTED», ZLTQRQ)ENDLI %
FRAEN [MH] OZAEz FAY 2 », %56
Bl ERRHS/HTORER, BEFEICHIIBED
ZHMEICEEENHBOLIERY T —70%
Rit, BEFEHOERMEEEKRNE Y F T —
TDEME, ZLTCIL—X0%KES 305 —
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SarOMBICEL->TERThFRISIN A, &
BRI, ZOBEFRMEIRRL TESEHE VD,
ThTHREMBOEEZLAEEZFAL TV
CENRENE, ZDHICE, ThETHDEZA
BMEOMB#HBT2H0D®, ThE THE
SR TVWAEWHMBAEE ARBEORFREZRET
2bDbEEhiz. AR TCEBIN-FER%
I, BEHRARICLY, ZEEDEEZFED
J—, 2EABEZOR/RE LT, BEMFH L
FRHORZZFIEHEMRTIIENSHRDR
BEWVWALD,

@ BRI

REEEMRE TR, EEFT IR EEHKD
—H|7ZUTEL, OS50 3EEEHRERIC
HEIETWCBRETHI ZEHNVREIN TR
Luw, A OEBEE I, EEMNEIERICZE
el THd 2L, £-BE 5 MEAImE» G
LB RIERFHNDEPIDELZAAEICES
LTWBZE#ERB L, LB LEEFEH
12, BEfEL 28B&DR Yy M7= (205 —
P EVHBALE)DAMEIEBL T
DIDDEBEDOHNX & BHRO—H (BREDRR) 72
ITlAEL, AEEXIO0y—Y 3> R EEERE
Dxy bT—V6BRTZI &, BEARATHD
RO AFEERRICEM T 2 & VW2 B (Kormos,
2006) o

¥/, BEOFBABIS NS DMBO—E %
HEET 52 & HMEE L 2 (Gu & Johnson, 1996;
Ma, 2015), FEEEFE E BN - BRENWZEOM
EOHAINLICE > TREEBELP P TEBEIN D
(Schmitt, 2008), it > T, BEIBEICH 7> T
i, BREBRO—HFERRLEN 5D, BLICH -
TWHEEDMBEFRICRD TITLKDLEN H 5,
AERIE, BEDX Y NT—VICEEBT2F8A
B RBEFERICOEPIMEBEHEET I L %
Rl ZhillEE~ Ty IxvEST T
ZI74 I —HFA - E2FRL (EE
Dxy NT—V2BRTI2EEBLEENEDH»D
LhBW, MMAT, ZEABICLZ2EBEMHEBDF
MIFVEETHI I EBTREIN, FHHE

BERELTKRYTHE—F, BERINICFALEE
FEXBEOERZER () —T1>I®124257
va )ERULTERAL TWC ZETHBERD,
EEEHS I & HERT H 5 (Schmitt, 2008) .
REIC, AARTRLAL D, EENFEEZSZE
WEEe L TRA REATHOREFERAICKE
R4 MBOAEAEOS EBRET I L@
FEOI-IVREEFBAEDIEICSEWVWTE
BETH3, CORICALT, SEOEIAVRAR
CHEMBHMOMEL ET, HEAXFEEDEREIC
MTEBMEDBEENEDL S ICHBICHEU DX
BRELTRWE P HEEDEMRBEN SN D
NETH B,

i

TTAMREZBTURRTIESEE5 A TS
EEWE LAARBMEEAN BAREBRERS &
MAREOER A5 TICEEZEDOEREARIC, 2
DiGEEN TEL<HILBLESFE T, BIEED
MARZEEREEIC G, FBAEDERICHAY B
BLELOVICHBEIRZ T LT, D& WBHPL
EHFET. 2 LT, BEMAXRFORBESEEEIC
i, ARD AL S TEEPMEEEZL LD
WEAFERE, EHS5TEPCRFICTIREETEZ,
HWILDBLEFE> ST EVEHR A, #EIIK
FOHARB—FEE L, BET T LFREDER
ICBWTEBELZHEEEBVE LA CDBE
B TESCELBLEFES . 4, FoHX4—
REBLIREEROBAET S A, REMAAFEH
EXMEMELREERZOLBIB S ADIHN
BLUICKE, ARIARRBTETEELATL, NT
1TREX/TRELREEHEOAEGS ALK
ARBICHUTEELEIA L MEWELEEE L,
CDHBEE) BEDHFICRHARLETET, &
BICHYE LAY, RRRICIESMN W ER
SOERICEHBERL LT ET, 48, ARESE
ICBTEAME BRI TEZEEICIDEYH
BEERLAAET,
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B BE¥EAREMIKEE LSRR EOBE
B2 | p73y | HERIES | m | sp
27— 1: HLLEEDHE - FBRICEDOH B HEE
1 DR | A/HLLEEEROWEOR, BKOHEME-\BALEFA TS THS 318 | 179
2 DR | AF#HLLEEEROUBNE, BROLSRFEZLHTHS 271 | 17
3 DM | AWHLLWBEEROUBOI, HELRBHTHE 375 | 1.87
4 DM | AAHLLEEEROE0E, REOFLEBECHELRALETHE 365 | 165
5 DM | ASHLVCEEEEOHBOR, EEEHBETHS 367 | 192
6 DS | ANHLVEEEROWEOR, KENEIREISOTHE 369 | 1.51
7 DS | ANHLVEEEROWEDR, I RA—PPRENEIREISTHS 891 | 151
8 DS | ANHLVEEEROWENR, ik AP BTV EREISTHS 351 | 163
9 DO | ASHLLEEEROWEOR, BHENSTHS 420 | 1.52
10 DO AHHUWEZER D201, BEHE FEE) 5EPSTHD 375 | 1.52
11 DO | AWFHLLEEER OISO, BEUL (HEERLEE) HOTHS 435 | 161
2T7—=T 2 FBEOBERNDT 7 EAICEDOHD LM
12 | MG | FAR, MSAVEEORKRERAT S, BHPHEoTLBN T OMMERES 456 | 1.229
18 | MG | R, MSAVBEORRERATEE, N5TIIOTREELS 496 | 1217
14 MG1 g, MSEVHEOBHREHET 58, XIRNTORIZRER (ERIEH; HEv—H—) &> | 464 | 1.238
15 MG2 i, MSBVEEZOBMKRERETH8, HAEBIRLIG/1NTTITANESRPEVERALRT | 449 | 1.413
16 MG2 T, BEOEKREHAT I, HEOBEENNTS 395 | 1.568
17 | MG2 | Rk, BEOKFESHTEILTHASAVEEORRERATS 424 | 1.478
18 MD g, B OHEEEENIHBEHDICHSHEVEEERETHNBLIICLTVS 485 | 1.311
19 | MD | R, HSAVEECEEIHR-LLE, ZOREOBKENE CHANS 538 | 0933
20 | MD | B, XXNTITIOBBICLELREERETHNBLIL TG 5.05 | 1.129
21 MD | Hhld, BEEANBECE, BB LIRICEIDEINED DS 475 | 1.265
27=93: BREBRO—EICEDDZ TG
22 SR | MIMEEMABLE, ERURME(ES 300 | 1.808
23 SR Fhid, B/ —M e, ZZICBHKRXRELEERRTS 2.62 | 1.716
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&2 | »7ay | HRVEE | w | sp
24 SR g, EBEH—NEMES (fl: R—BEFE, B—EK) 2.51 | 1.698
25 SB Fhid, HEEEEA5EE, AANGERERETS 491 | 1.281
26 SB T, BEEERASEE, REAERRTS 3.91 | 1.585
27 | SB | Wk, BEEHABLE, REENETS 464 | 1.445
28 SB Fhiz, BEEEEABEE, ANULY (BY))EHETS 4,45 | 1.597
29 SN (SE) | #hl, BEEERABLE, HINERETS 455 | 1.331
30 SN (SE) | #i, BEEzE 25L&, HiE(FEH)em%R T2 4.44 | 1.316
31 SN (SE) | #hlx, BFEEERASBLE, OOF7—2a (JELNIHEAEDLE) EMIETS 438 | 1.194
32 PN (SE) | ik, HFEEHA5LE, RBRAECREZEEVETS 418 | 1.376
33 |PN (MeG) | #hld, BAZBELRBECPREZELOLITTELS 4.25 1.35
34 | PN | R, HE-RBEEIEE, SVRAREEESR 431 | 1.02
3 | MeR | R, MEERABLE, FICHLTHRUET 458 | 156
36 MeR ik, HEEBADEX, MELZDORELEETS 4.64 | 1.393
37 | MeR | B, MIEENABLE, HOPTHELELTHAS 249 | 1,643
8 | MeG | A, MEEEMOIL—TBIELHTHAS(H: B, B4) 307 | 1.687
39 MeG i, BEEEYF2I—2a BICEEDTEAS (Al 2avE> Y, KBk, $RIT46E) 2.4 1.559
0 | MeA | i, EEE, BREH, BRELTHNL CHELRETS 373 | 1.66f
41 MeA T, BEEEEROBICK Y] > TREEST 5 (1 cow-boy) 3.82 | 1.576
42 MeA Fhld, REBTIMEDNBERPHEIRERAS 413 | 1.588
43 MeC Fhid, RABEENVEONTWATOXNEEZS 285 | 1.446
44 MeC iz, BADHENIEDN TV X/ (RECYEE)ERAD 4.25 | 1.364
45 MeC | #hid, BABHEESCARDAUIFIDOTL—IPNEED 26 | 1.498
46 Mel Thid, RABHEEDMA—JERTRVENINDG 449 | 1.538
47 Mel i, BABHEEP ZTOMBDOLDEREBEL TV BN EBNENIND 4.09 | 1.506
48 Mel Fhid, RABEEDXXPNIRDIA—JZRTERVEIND 4,49 | 1.489
49 MeSou iz, SHPUTVBHEEEZD 313 | 1.504
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B2 | p7ay | HRIEE | wm | sp
50 MeSou | #Ald, BBERECHFEE—#ICEAD 1.98 | 1.178
51 MeSou | Fhld, BEEEEAS70HIC, ZTOHEEHS 4.4 | 1.396
52 MeT ik, BABBEBEOERESIXFv—PHIRY, AOEBEHETERD 311 | 1.696
53 MeT Fhid, MICTNERTHEEED 142 | 0917
54 MeT Fhix, B23BEERTIRERC 2.29 | 1.652

27— 4 FEEEOERICE DDA
55 URL Rk, BABBEBEEEBEILELD, HEINSBLDEEEHD 376 | 14
56 URL Ty, BAIHBATEBEILB/0, HEINEDEELREL 2.75 | 1.51
57 UA i, HLCBALBEE LB AE—F T RSA T T TE>THS 3.53 | 1.44
58 UA i, FIKBALHEEEST, R1T717, B, RELEELFELTHD 278 | 1.57
59 UA Fhld, MUKBALEREEZEST, REBETEALIETD 3.38 1.51
60 UA i, BREME (R1T175LV) RREE-THS 3.76 | 1.53
61 uT s, EROBEBREL(ZATS 3.07 | 1.45
62 uT i, HEEEZS0, BABETTVT—2a>%73 2.38 | 1.43
63 uT Fhix, HEEEE 2270, BATARETANT S 342 | 1.76
64 uT Fhld, BEEEE B0, VI AA—NPREZLHMBEHLED 222 | 1.46

F:EIRAROATIVIEMa(2015) DHD ;DR = Reading; DM = Media; DS = Social interaction; DO = Classroom learning;
MG1 = Guessing with contextual clues; MG2 = Guessing with linguistic clues; MD = Using the dictionary;

SR = Recording the word; SB = Studying the basic aspects; SE = Studying the extended aspects (Z®aiH73Y));
SN = Syntagmatic Networking (Z&E#473')); PN = Paradigmantic Networking (ZE#5731)); MeR = Repetition;
MeG = Semantic grouping; MeA = Structure analysis; MeC = Contextual retrieval; Mel = Imagery; MeSou = Auditory;
MeT = Tactile; URL = Reading & listening; UA = Active use; UT = Testing
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BR2: EEME-EROZTHEEE
(1) UVLT 1
2) PVLT 0.828"*| 1
(3) RCT 0.706**|0.658*** 1
(4) LexicaI.Decision .0.295* | -0.337* | 0.021 1
Time
(5) Semantic Priming | 0.109 | 0.216 | 0.269* | 0.120 1
(6) | Collocation Priming | 0.0763 | 0.036 | 0.300* |0.526***|0.257 1 1
(7) B LU= 0011 | 0.058 | -0.013 | 0.010 |-0.275 | -0.060 | 1
Information
(8) WA I_em_ma 0.613**10.505***0.557***| -0.212 | -0.001 | 0.279* | -0.032 1
similarity
(9) MTLD 0.339* | 0.417** | 0.278* | -0.082 | 0.120 | 0.273* | 0.085 | 0.310* 1
(10) Concreteness -0.330* |-0.2301 | -0.065 | 0.082 |0.259t | -0.137 | 0.100 |-0.275* | -0.076 1
(11) Bigram Ml 0.220 | 0.285* | 0.267* | -0.162 | 0.071 | 0.222 | 0.024 | 0.205 [0.2341 | -0.187

1) Tp<.10; * p<.05; ** p<.01; *** p<.001; UVLT (& Updated Vocabulary Levels Test DE;

PVLT ¥ Productive Vocabulary Levels Test Mf&; RCT I3 Receptive Collocation Test D ;

MTLD Ix Measure of Textual Lexical Diversity @& ; Ml it Mutual Information DE&,
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