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            Abstract
          
        

        
          The purpose of this study is to test whether the same amount of load of the two tasks contributes to the same amount of vocabulary learning among Korean EFL learners. Twenty nine Korea EFL university students participated in the task experiments (15 for sentence writing task, 14 for composition writing task). The participants’ performance was tested three times (pre-test, immediate post-test, and delayed post-test). It was found that both sentence writing and composition writing task were similarly effective for initial word-learning (short-term memory), whereas the latter group was stronger in word-retention (long-term memory) than the former group. The results indicated that the composition writing task requires learners to process target words in a deeper and meaningful way than the sentence writing task. It was suggested that the learners’ information process mechanism for unknown words is different in two tasks: somewhat different chunking in an associated context and hierarchical organization of information in two tasks also yielded different word learning (Zou 2017). Pedagogical implications for researchers and educators are discussed within the framework of involvement load hypothesis and information process mechanism.
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