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ABSTRACT

Kang, Dongho. 2021. The effects of repetition & generation on Korean EFL adult
learners’ vocabulary learning. Korean Journal of English Language and Linguistics
21, 44-55.

The study investigated the effects of two kinds of repetitions (retrieval and
generation) on Korean adult learners’ vocabulary acquisition. Twenty-eight adult
learners in college of lifelong education in Korea were divided into two
experimental groups, and further grouped into intermediate and beginner proficiency
levels. Both groups listened to the target expressions (Korean and English) before
on-line instructions, where they practiced English production of Korean translation.
Then the retrieval group was exposed to the same kind of mechanical repetition
while the generation group, to the creative use of the expressions in conversation.
The ANCOVA statistics showed no significant differences between the two groups
in the post-test, but the paired-samples t-tests indicate that the intermediate levels
improved between pre-test and post-test more than the beginner levels in
Generation (Creative use). The theoretic and pedagogical discussions were made in
the conclusion.
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1. A&

Q=] gFolA oI F8% 4TS st Hd AFAES o3 qE5S A o] =F
W% (Waring and Takaki 2003), ®=0] Hla &4 31 M9 (Laufer and Girsai 2008), 35419
791 #re] = (Hulstijn and Laufer 2001) So] Fo3 &S shrpa Fgrh WA &5o] o3
ghEol A Barolo] Aol FQgt], M AFES HiE Aol o3 on= o AL (lexicon)
A EHHoRE AGEE= Fo] ofyel, Eapo]l of 3] ou|H AAs FHETHE AMNS HolF
t}(Jiang 2002, 2004, Joyce 2018, Wolter 2006). Laufer®} Girsai(2008)2] A4+ on] F4
(meaning—focused), & = (form—focused), WZEA 2 MY (contrastive analysis and
translation) A3 e FolA Ezojk &fxo] o3 Ay HAS AES ool o] F9f
Ao stgel 7MY 2 Hrhe AMAS FelA olg e S Awksta Q).

EF 9l=o] o] dhFe Add dTES AMEE o¥9 w2 »=Z(Candry, Deconinck and
Eyckmans 2018, Folse 2006, Waring and Takaki 2003, Webb 2007a, 2007b)3} st&5Ae] 344
o] = (elaboration of processing)(Hulstijn and Laufer 2001, Keating 2008, Kim 2011)7} ©3]
gro) =88 FreE AL HoyFEUH(Eckerth and Tavakoli 2012, Peters, Hulstijn, Sercu and
Lutjeharms 2009). o213 A5 @i wbEo] Slgivs 24 A% e shaake] o=
£ FRkshE W] FH g o] Fastthe AMS HoEth Nation(2001)& 3] ol digh <l
AH 2HRog2 Agel F5(Noticing) A9 8hF, g5 W&s oAl wHEss b v
(Retrieval) A, wpA|go = A2 AdA ofFE TA] EAY AMEsE FoA wHE
(Generation) ©@AE A|Alskar AT,

ol I AT EoojoA ¢=o] HAS T = L
HhE ) Aoz whR o] ol A& AFtetaal skrh. HEg o)d AT+ s
T 970 EgEAE didoeR o Al wkelA, B Ag e HA W

o

N
=]
e Fokel #2949 GFo] FHAE Uy

¢

HZo ATES o] o3 FHoA Emoje JFo] FasithE AMEES HolFal
(Jiang 2002, 2004, Joyce 2018, Laufer and Girsai 2008, Wolter, 2006). Wolter(2006)+
o3 Abd(lexicon)oll Al o] Apole] AZAS & uff Haro] o3 oJnjA x| 2ef oFEdhr)=
S BAFa YJut a2y i o3 Aof(collocation) AFEol dojA = Earo] FRIVF =R
the welE F5 A97F O grha ddeth o3 A9 4 (paradigmatic) A FAMA
(syntagmatic) #Ae] 7o w Ayy=d, A2 A$+= gu27 A#A(q, dog—animal)$l
ol WA $2h= FARA A3 (e, dog—bite)S Stk A oW EH JidS Exole fAb

AL, o] T SAREA ES Eoek el Aolfe] ¥ BobM WelE & gEel Y %

> g 3o
iR R v
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Apol 4ol A frka Fget.
ang(2002)8 B o3 YeT HYALE uE YL wele] U
o ofvle] Adsolgrke S wolErh 19 AT dejmurh wglely
FUASRAL AR wol ol T8A e FSuh oule] FAY W SE
e g A Jiang(2004)9) BHe Fof HEAE
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Joyce(2018)+= 1% 5% ﬁﬂoﬂ Eool W3} oo Ao thgh adE
ol& dhFdte dEdl FFAES o3 84 A2 (receptive knowledge)S 87
A AR B Fol, 9ol Shgeld A mael Mel, dniAs dol BoE A
A AT FARES AR HARIA B3R o3 Fo] BYE B wFERUE
o3 A e HgrE o wokar, sk Frh o] dAE o o fojn g
Ty B3 o3 SEE e doj(imolel dol)= o3 Heed FaskA ¥t
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= (pushed output), I 3 @y = st Aot
o2 H3E &3 54 (incidental) 2=ro] 03] 5o AFES AEZE o3 Wt
=% (repeated encounters)¥} 8r5A2] 1A% o (elaboration of processing)’} 3] &+
Eeg U5 RS BoFErh(Eckerth and Tavakoli 2012). o3t 45 A3 sh= A
% Baddeley(1997)+= S527F A28 o139 Fefel one] Aol A5 wEH Fo 722l
HhEo] 7]13]7F e Ews Tohal Ajbellon, whde] 3¢ 4k 7FA(task involvement
load hypothesis)ol 93, W B TE 3] Fo Hwol ofF] dhFo] H| st AMAS HoF
t}(Hulstijn and Laufer 2001, Keating 2008, Kim 2011)
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Folse(2006)% Laufer$} Hulstijn(2001)¢] ¥} 4=x+ 7}”01] w2 sk sG] 3de]
o Jro} o3| Wi (retrieval) =Fol W& o3 <5 a¥E vuwsglth. 275 R yHEd
3

mEo] #g Fol aluTh oFe] 71 H e ¢ ﬁﬂrﬂ Athe AR S sl
7HA 34d, g We] Wik A7), A we] wizk 9], dols &89 £ 4
F &2ds vk Al A 891 FolA ol W RbEsA =ET A
o] Ymx ¥ e end o axrt A ygth F, 399 Fo] Ax

i
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SRS

Gabel il Bgeld £ AT, 9
w W) A

Tofe] wha

6_]
9 w9E ),
Boh d fou@ g ERE T A2 HelFUh

o
e
H
N
)
N
°
32,
rl
ME

ey Waring¥} Takaki(2003)+ G~ =1(graded reader)ol Al ©hoje] HbE 3149} 7] 9]
AHdE ARSI, 83] o] WHEAHow uUghs W ol oujE 7|YstE Aow YER
ok A Ae] 153] o] wHE A TUE ETekal 370 ou] of 39 Aol FASIA Fol=
= Zo® Ueth Webb(2007a)% o3 5ol w9 147t 57H9] oA o3 A4
of MAlE FFE AT, wW EolA 10% 9] wHE Fof Skl mah e AR S
WS the FH o ® Webb(2007b)2 4 Fol SEAE didow EH(E£4) & o] 3
% o] gle do] AS F3 I5S vaustgled, ‘IT‘/] nl gk zpo] o] gltke= AS WHskd
ot olglgk AFES Ted WHRETE 35kl o3 skl 452 A (deep processing) 7}
TRk d g o] A|7|HT.

Peters ¢](2009)+= ¢17] #-Fol o3 7} ), HY =

2

W)l gaE FA }O}Mﬂr 01-4 Alg FA|
Estar, =3 Algely o3 HF: HPLe stAEo] AlFES

(elaborate processing)®} ¥HE9] 7]3]5 F+= #Ado] Ut A¥E HWH, o3 AlY
Eéﬂ AP 289 AJAS ¢ Bo] AL

&
*l?fUr ASH o9 He el +9

Q‘HOF o= As OEL‘F At
Eckerth®} Tavakoh( 12)% A9 3 o] F&EAES gatoz o3 oulet Fejo| uisk

sk $o], o]3] =% Wik (word exposure frequency)91r o}3] A& A ¥ (elaboration of word
processing) 7} ©]3] & %01] gk Jdd ays dFesi o éﬂr—c Helo] x7]e] o3 3}
% 2%e T FHA] dFEFS FAT, 719 93] Y= dEH 2HS B ASH

o]3] xg Welo] o3 =& HIxHT v aFolgs AL HoE
2 $H o R Candry £(2018)% WHEo] frjo @ Fof W
E(oral repetition)®] ©13] st a= FAbsGT = N 853 o]3|2 ZFg A

o
S EEREES SRUEE

L ouRoly] Fof wEe wE wEst 2ot ¥ AF
ol wkel wsl § EIF AW, 15%Ue] Adk Aol e oleld FHe AletArh EF of
Al el 9 Aol Selel iz A Aol ol gk A% AEsE, of st
LR FR(EC] U Fohurh: R Jur} ¥ F4 + dvke AL AAdc 499
T ANEE TR, of Sadld WAE FLT ATE AW, AE A A4 w9 7
o7} s W o Fabrh Qrke AAEE melFEn

Nation(2001)-& o3 sk5o st 9114 %=AS = 2
2 o]l AlAskal ok 5 dAE o3 FEL nle] JFete Ao, T vk
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ZF o3 9 484 (receptive) T A (productive) =F Alol], ©]3] &= (lexicon)ol A o3
o] Jejut guE Al ¢ EE A (retrieva) s S wETh wpx| 9 o) ke ALk
(generation)o]2tile &=, o|v] &5k o3& AMEE A4 &4 e LA o= A}
&= S wEoh

Snellings, Gelderen®} Glopper(2002)% Nation(2001)9] 34 $59 35S sH2E 7] 9

A

A el HAFEE &8 T FF o3 W (retrieval) £¥o] &35 A8
A= o] 3k Wk Fdo] shGrlo] of3]o] A HbE SoA] SAAAIA T ARES 9
AsFrt. o) 3 WhE FH ol Aok & (receptive) A5 WA (productive) ¢s50] 7F
F3td], De la Fuente(2002)9] A7 $xo a5 ATl At =, &3te] {50 w
guPdL 584 ofF] ol A adrt AYA T @t Fuk on] fge 2% e
ARy AEE o3 shgol o ok avrt ot S RT3 vk S A dslE
Fo FoH wHE diro] ¢ Fadtthe AS AlARS
3. A+ W
3.1 4 &A

B oAdE o2y 2 F A A ZES A7 E)

(1) = vbE Hoks} Fx22 gk ok Alolof] o] 3] dhkol] o] o] Y=7?

(2) @ dbe Foa) x4 gk Fdoko] A9 A F o3 FETF fon| s
3.2 A7 A 2 A3 A=A

2 AFe] FHoAgx= FAuSYEe] Ao r giFiE Al sEAE AHS 200 FRbelA
60l EEH ). F 28We] % 047\}“‘ ]O‘Hﬂxl =2 Fol 3 AAF Ay dAHo=
kel 2 F9 g5t sk = 2020 3¥ A Foll 2

=
2
Qg FaA AAS, JolF s &
44 19832 Agatr. 48 A

%) Lol A shgle,
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® 1. 97 EA
A g §BE g A wE Jd
ALA AL 554 (Active Recall) o3 %7}
1 &4 E71(F0] —> gof)(F&5 a3})
2 WA vt 2ol 7o
o A = o o
(Pattern Practice) (Creative Generation)
AR AL 5% 2 (Active Recall) o357}

1Al A, 7 Agdd BF FEdoz 22 Fde Fosty] Ao BAlER dhao] &4
S €3 oY dEste go] wFS 7|4 AFste JAE AGFSEF s, 3 Aol o
o] xdel FH(noticing)dh= EHE AT 2dAoA = 22k L 1AAIR F Hd
BT gmo] A4S A B AR Ao JIES FH o] xR AAIWMES
Lot S sl 29A g5 19AY vk shEolgtar B o Qo 39AlE =kl
THe 22k o] sl ASE F Ul AF Fudd o FHEs ATt &, g vk {
Go 2aA19} FAEE 4o siEl =8 QSR WkE d5S AAIG dhdHo) oA wiE oo
2FANA e RdS tist FolA SGstAY A E EF RdoE AR g A
HHESIE = skt 919 GAZE v S0l vi2 F oo Al AR fHAbe| A AAJgE A} &
2 ATE B wA POl AA AT,

AbA 2 AL HAYE Laufer®d Girsai(2008)2] Aol A A3 = 71X A7 W, =524 7]
*f (passive recall)¥ 5% 7|9 (active recall) FolA &2 719 (active recall) B7}& A&
Atk FAE 98 olfE 2 ATolA ALET FolTs ol Aol oJug HuE 297}
Ba maARel olelgelA EAsl HAH) wie] w54 Ao WA} 1949 P 18w

ERET

o: o] §FE X AF-Aloa.
I can’t ( ) this button.

3.2 947 A 9 AY AZA

2 AT AR A4S @A SPSS 255 ARESERITh WA AFFA 13 29 A8 A4S 9
A= 7 A A Y Fomg AolHES FAIG FEAREA(ANCOVA) A 7IHE
ATk o] WRE AR A ABE FBASEAL AR AR ApolH S FAVSE VIRl siEEth L
il A7 FA 33 49 A4S AsiAE NE AP JTe] AR AR AR b Zfo]H o]
Foln R E A S A, B AME T—3H 5 (paired—samples t—test)S AAlsle] Z Fwto]
A Aol oA FrojnlatA o3 AdHo] FAHAEAE AT F5E Hdo] AolH &

| OjEtee AHYNY, 22U AR 220 Yoz PS8 S,
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41, 29 AR I3 A5 2ol

% 29 7|ESAE B, W b o] APd AAF FH (M = 7.36)0] oA wbE o
B (M = 10.50)0 vl A o AR AALe] Hgol A% Fold HbaE e i (1/=16.86)9]
v HHE o] H (M = 14.50)9] HIEA w2 Ao ® Yeldt AMA AL Aol d S ard
s, ® 3% ol Ak AAF AHE FASte] 7 A Aol HE A F Qo] AvjdEn

X 2. 7|54
At A Ad N 4t FE=HAE
A A ‘5}% Hl = 14 7.36 2.76
o] A npE 14 10.50 4.24
. i 14 14.50 3.61
S A
A o4 pri 14 16.86 3.01

¥ 39 FEAEA Ayl= Abd AA 23S BA4 A ALE AALY] Aol HE folndk A
A T Ao YEET(p = 591). F, W FoH wkE FJo ko] AY A A gy}e
Zpo] A e 1.2%(F-E dEt AF)E A9 s AAAS de =

A M-+ - - - Gl S mE =
& . A= A F F e 5 RE JE AF
A7
FAE 2y 141.20 2 70.6 955 001 433
AA 417.98 1 4181 56.5 .000 693
A 102.31 1 102.3 13.8 001 356
At 2.19 1 219 30 591 012
ot 184.90 25 7.40
A A 7209. 28
FA=E A 326.12 27
Note. R A5+ = 433(5A¥ R A7 = .388)
F7HHoR2 F 49 5oAME FEHGH 2 S9) e diEiA AE A9 adE RoAE
o e Tu Ad BT o bRy o)A gbks Aol gate Fojng Jow EP;}D}. o
£ 59, o A9 o5 A9 fostE2 747 4129 20987 SAY Fovsi, 43 AA
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o) a¥E F 59 JAd HolHdE 7 7.6%2F 8.3%HFEE olEl AF)S AWt i)
¥ 4. FEMEHGEF JAD)
A M3 ~ . & g
P 3 AN =1 o S A o o &5
FAH 1y 107.48 2 53.74 5.33 030 542
Rl 58.35 1 58.35 5.79 040 391
Rl 101.48 1 101.5 10.1 011 528
Aot 7.46 1 7.46 74 412 076
.=} 90.77 9 10.09
A 2467.00 12
FAE A 198.25 11
Note: R AlF = 542(5FA%E R Al = .440)
E 5. FENEH(FF IAD)
A3 » =
s _ AR = bz [emips) A SIS Q_E
Z_H_E{__?‘sﬂ]_ ]'Tl_ oiL ﬂ =] F _IT’] == Z_]]_E{__
FAE 2y 10.49 2 5.24 1.74 215 211
=pl 154.18 1 154.2 51.1 .000 797
AR 1.67 1 1.67 .55 470 041
Ak 3.54 1 3.54 1.17 .298 .083
Q= 39.26 13 3.02
A A 4742.00 16
T8 A 49.75 15
Note. R A+ = 211(5A9E R A7 = .089)
4.2 A3AAY oIJFH=
A7 Ewabel ol T Aee] Aolde WA R FEE Fdeld fomd Aoldo] gl Ao
2 YEpEAIRE i Jee] AR ARS AAE Abololl frojn|g FAAEE ZAEE o e A7|E
ohoE 6 WHE uhd geld wkE ko) AR ALE AL Aa} Abolo] ofF] shrel P
g BolF3 gtk ¥ 49 A9 EF fond FHYEE HAFAW, Ao v wn fd
o] STV ¥ 2 Fom YEiWth JA ozt g o] HAHoR Fa o] s
ety g Wb S5 (1=-12.072)0] FeA Wb S5 (1=-6.268)0 HIEIA Fake] Tt
o g4 AS HHH o2 HojFEr),
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F3) AFwolof FUTHpp. 114-115). ¥ AelAe) F A wF Gojuld FAEE ual o
Sz, molel 9lae] Wele] Y@ 718 BaA FH(noticing) & FESL, 2l ZolelA]
547t BT E ol Welsh XA Fol AHS AYIa, TR W (T uhE
A WS FAA St5E WEe AFATE A T ofE R 4+ AT 2o Bl
MR T B Sl o Be FAEE wolE AL wu, B AT Rolxdl F59)
FEY gHANAL e W SHo] d Bk e 47 An AE Gsht Fuelse]
o AHge Fae SAAE Tt 9 & dvks e AAat

olel g AAe 7w el fae] ME FEd Ave A4S FAES w9 F o TA4
o Eelvbed], we MR S5 ol HPuT 39 G Abolo] Aolol glo] U
A frelnld BHES Woli whvlel, FolH Uk sge] A F9% 9] Autel E vt el
g e wolt W, 29l Wve] SPBRTE 7 HEA o A e Hold g
Ape) o] szl WL Shre] §33 HHOR Anse drks P welErh 1A FoH
WEstEe) B3 Ve SlelAs Haw FRelde $Ue avEts med ANEe B

E
o9 e AN AIAN FrAFSHAl Rkl gyt dAe A Ko
st FA419) o] 5 ¥ Ao R FoatA sk s71E Alee HlA
AT (De la Fuente 2002). HgF R0l ARE-2 Jiang(2002, 2004)°] F7gk AAH
oo ouA FTHE S AFel THAe] JAAAH ksl dxE =
(Laufer and Girsai 2008). Jiang(2004)= ©]3] gk<5o] Al 7FA A=k, Ao] W (intralingual),
ZF(interlingual), ¢ 9] (extralingual) S A|ctsl=d], B0l HAS ALEstE o] 7+ A=
= AdAow o 7HH] ARe Aesvta 4 =4
o8 7] @A o3 stHol= AlEA A
U gsAome gt MY Aea on] A YAtAhE FHEE A EmojoA &
% Ao AAR AgE oA .

npAleto B o WHE ShGHTE o)A RhE dhgo] of3] HF5 ¢

-
o g 3 ATelA] BakalA thehbA ekgkth(Nation 2001). olel@ Abde
& =
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_V\_l‘

fi

ftfo

oX,

=2
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% Atk B aTE Ade] on g5 AA Hou (e 9 Agste] 4g A
o Z3b LeHel FHoE A ANAAS FE Yok B B ATANE 4 FEA4E o
Ho B9 AHAE ROR sto] £ AolHel BHHS e AbsAel grk. ool 7
g ATE 49 R Ase BHF TRES T o Gvte] Bagel AVH, oheel B 3
o, eelt FEg4S WoE 3 FAAT aFHta ga
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