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            초록
          
        

        
          This study aimed to investigate how tasks with the different “involvement loads”―various combinations of need, search, and evaluation―affect EFL learners’ vocabulary learning and affective domain. One hundred nine EFL students from Korean high school were divided into three groups, and each group performed different types of vocabulary tasks with different levels of involvement load: reading and comprehension questions with target words which were glossed in a text (Task 1), reading and comprehension questions and filling gaps with target words which were listed with glosses (Task 2) and writing sentences with target words which were listed with glosses (Task 3). Three aspects of vocabulary knowledge(form, meaning and use) were tested through the Active recall test and modified Vocabulary Knowledge Scale test. Further, a closed survey and an open-ended survey were conducted at the beginning and the end of the experiment to measure the effectiveness of tasks related to participants’ affective factors, such as interest, need, and attitude towards vocabulary learning. The results showed that Task 3 (the highest degree of involvement load) was more effective than Task 1 (the lowest degree of involvement load), but Task 2 did not yield retention significantly higher and lower than Task 1 and Task 3 respectively. Thus, the involvement load hypothesis was partially supported. This study offers implications for L2 vocabulary learning through the tasks with a high involvement load such as writing sentences that induce productive use of the vocabulary items in a new context and require high degrees of evaluation, as it is observed in Task 3. The finding of the study suggests that instructors or teachers should offer the opportunity for learners to choose vocabulary tasks based on their own interests in the classroom to draw positive attitude toward learning vocabulary. Such results can be used by vocabulary instructors or teachers of English as a foreign language (EFL) to design effective vocabulary tasks with proper difficulty levels.
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