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            Abstract
          
        

        
          The purpose of this study is to examine how task closure and task complexity interactively affect Korean L2 learners’ writing in terms of lexical diversity, syntactic complexity, and accuracy. Although there is an abundance of research on the effects of task complexity on L2 performance, little attention has been paid to the differential effects of tasks that have a predetermined solution (closed tasks) vs. those that do not have a predetermined solution (open tasks). In order to fill this gap, this study investigated the interactive effects of task closure and task complexity on L2 writing, and also employed learner self-ratings and time-on-task to measure the cognitive load of the tasks. The results revealed that task complexity had significant effects on all cognitive load measures and performance measures. Significant task closure effects were also found on all measures of L2 writing. In addition, the interaction between task complexity and task closure significantly affected the level of stress that participants felt during task performance and the accuracy of their writing.
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