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ABSTRACT

Kang, Dongho. 2021. Lexical frequency profile & vocabulary size in Korean
adult EFL learners’ writing genre. Korean Journal of English Language and
Linguistics 21, 969-980.

The present study aims to investigate how different Korean adult EFL
learners’ productive vocabulary uses are among the writings of different genre.
For the data analysis, AntWordProfiler was used to find Lexical Frequency
Profile (GSL 1,000, GSL 2,000, AWL and others) and vocabulary size using
British National Corpus (BNC)/Corpus of Contemporary American English
(COCA) in the un-timed writing samples of definition, process, descriptive,
and opinion genre. The findings showed that there were differences in LFP
and vocabulary size per writing genre, especially, in GSL 2,000 word level.
For example, GSL 2,000 words in descriptive writings were used more
significantly than process and opinion ones, and those in definition writings
more than opinion ones. In the vocabulary size of BNC/COCA per genre,
4,000, 5,000, 6,000, and 7,000 word levels were used in opinion, descriptive,
process, and definition writing genres respectively in terms of about 98% of
the word token used in writings. Pedagogical implications are discussed at the
end.
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lexical frequency profile, BNC/COCA, writing genre, AntWordProfiler,
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1. A8

ejaro] gzl o3 I8 FQEH, BE YAtaTE THAAA o3 T8 A5-Hd 84
=2 ZFFE¥EtH(Nation 2001). 8+ o] T
54 (active) o13] A2, o]3] ¥Ix Z 735l (Lexical Frequency Proflle LFP)9 Al 7}A Ao
A AGE =g, AR 7 7bA] #HrE WA Vocabulary Levels Test®} Productive Levels
Testo} & S/1AR1 A7} =75 AMEalaL, $AHLEFP)«= AAl sh5Ake] g 2ol vebd of 3] A}
&5 A 7kl th(Nation 2001).

oFNIE ZEutd2 dgtoluf wWsle] oAlAE AFSoll A ALEE BtEAEe] o3 E WISt
Aol A, AA 03] A& T8-S H7ME & dvhe HolA el glth(Laufer and Nation 1995).
Laufer®} Nation(1995)¢] ¢kt o3 Wi X2 (LEP)S Sh5at7t AAl G 2te] A8 o} 3]
5 Unkd o]3] E=(General Service List, GSL)(West 1953)3 &4 o3 55 (Academic
Word List, AWL)(Coxhead 2000)9] RIEE HAst=S s o, o]#fdt o3 A8 WxEE
thE o3 HJ7F =Te AHAAE Aok )\% HolFEh

H A2 A9 A =(corpus) & o3 A TR UnkstE A S5t o
AHE HIEE S48k Blo] &oldH El?i\:} ol & £, RANGE(Nation and Heatley 2002)<}
Anthony(2015)°] AntWordProfiler7} 52 AR 7 g gPolt}, o]e]d TR IME
2 ARE At &8 HETt =& o3 555 HHdste d dF2E ok dE &9, o3 ®
R AREE 2,00070¢] W=7} 52 dubA o3 EE(GSL)# T4 wetlA SAE
Al 7hd BaAQ A o3 BE(AWL) & 529 o3 ol wAl Ao f&3
LgE AREEH. HIZde dxdolst mi=mdole A oA R oAl w9l
British National Corpus(BNC)2} Corpus of Contemporary American English(COCA)e] 7i4t
o, W&ol m& o3 =Fo] 7= A H(Nation 2006, Webb and Nation 2017).

HZoll AA Tl A AREE o 9]/\}’\15" sEolu EHel] Adgk o3 AR TS B
T Atk HollA 4z T ZolAelA sEFATE AFEShE o3& EAlske A o] Solvar 9l

off

-

=
o

o
o

u

o

fo X

él-ﬂ

t}. o]y 3 BHELS F=2 %4 (Higginbotham and Reid 2019, Ibrahim, Muhamad, Esa 2019),
4 FA GZ(Muncie 2002), 2HE- FA1(&d% 2010, Kim and Ryoo 2011, Ryoo 2018)°l u}
= oizf =] = Q x}o]x%oﬂ z;ﬂi = u}tr:]oﬂ EH?‘SLE_Q]}\{ ?_5]—"‘1-1 oﬂx}g 11—201] r,q_E_ o]_t;q ,\]_Q_g
Rpol ol #F A= AF-3FcH(Csomay and Prades 2018). Beglar® Hunt(1999)+ mww
sHEA o2 AFsl7] AEHH Gzt 2,000709] NI o) F] o} SHEA o] F(AWL) <] ARE-
ARl das sty FAs, olgst AL A gre s Fz o] S Jg_:rLo}i o]
of 43k o3 *}%Ol whEthE B1s o ¢ Ak o]l AFtE o] TEAe] dheA g%t
ol AFEH o] Hike} Fao] mpE Aol S A ekar} gt

2. = 4+

Laufer®} Nation(1995)2 85kl o #foll vpelhd o] 3]2] %(lexical richness)e] H7} ==

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved 970
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A o3 WE T2 (LEP)S Aetstdi=dl, Al 2919 ﬂéXH Gl vEbd o3 Wl =
R A= v o3 ¥rF =79 Ak vEdts As Bojen o3 Wk z2ad
Sk Akl Al vehd dnbA o5 E55(GSL) A Oﬁﬂ =5(AWL) ] w1 3wl
Akl ARl HAS Fal Aok o] AT %0 gk SFate] Aol ofe] g=e] gzl Ab
S o3 F2 LA vEE Yehda, SEAe] §#E4E TEsed AeE A
HojFE

Goodfellow, Lamy®} Jones(2002)& 3] W= T2} (LEP)S ARE3te], Zefxo] shsate]
2 g7kl A8kl it e (Open University) ZF2o] IpgollA] dh5a1e] BAES 4
stal, o] AxE o xuwrb AT Ak vlaskdoh. 1 A ofF] Wik Zzaple] A
Aol xuzb Folgk Aok v FaAwATE AT o] A AbES o3 Wk z2ade] 4
A7} shgAbe] Aol oo vEwjo g ARG RS AlgEllT

Webb} Nation(2017)% ShsAke] 2htell bt dwk=] of 9 (GSL) ¢k k&4 o] #1(AWL)*]

o

(o
jur)

jg

AFE B S-S ZASE 93] WE Z2AA(LFP)S FalA stgate] AabE o3 TES 54T
Jhar A ekslsltl. West(1953)= o] of3]olA 2000702 71 dubzel HE7} 2 thof
ﬂ(GSL)E AA G o™, gl gAEd UehbE ol oF 80%E ¥ dteit thE @y
S =&, Coxhead(2000)+= West(1953)¢] d¥h2] o3 =5 (GSL) ¢e 3.5WRE o] 2] % d)
2ES] FHA AnE w48, T Ato]=o A FFHXANE 1.4% AR AHA| AR
e H2EQ oF 10%E 2AshE o3 HFH(AWL)S 2kt o] 552 tighdA] sy

o2 FE3
159 o9
ol W=

=

S5l A o3l =A o AZIT Webb and Nation(2017)¢] 5=
=%(GSL 1,000, GSL 2,000, AWL, 55 9)& o]&so], shgafe] el Ae-+
Akt o7k g5ate] ol Rl= X}L(LFP)L StEake] o3 sES AlF
& reor Jrhd 7 AL, FEE AelHE JhEsithe s Holdrh Et of g Wik 2t
A(LFP)e] Aobz 5HARA o9 F7F dapeh =2 FddAE oo
Higginbotham¥} Reid(2019)+= Webb¥} Nation(2017)¢] o3 RI%E = 23U (LFP)°] HHlolE
g el tiE BhdAdE HASsh] A, 4727 ] A2 ej=o] ShEAvE AR oMol Z= st
A(LFP)& WA o)x dATtsh 2] AA @4l =" 31 ol A10](2000 o] Heo])7t
AREE IS YT AT Adbs S5Ake] of$] Wik Z2atd(LFP)o] ZHE S ksl wA= ¥
o m @ AHaAE BoFddn &, AT AT 92 5] AF ARgEE dold &

shal 9] SGAES o NS} P oldle] Abgo] ¥rht AL HelErh T off ME X
2l (LFP)o] A4HA o} ALgol g W7tz 288 4 ot 43 wolAw, ShAe AR

SHELY] oS Wlow A8d T FEIR Zue AS RoFEr)

Fd5(2010)2 oo U S didez A 714 & FAE T B T4 EQH(first
draft), #<9H(final draft), A7+ W 2 2F 2SS ARG Fof of3] HlE 229 Ad(LFP)S &
3 ALEA o3 AL Alo]=E FAFSISITE gAY ofF] WIE
e BolAuh, A T4 G2 FHAA =g HFet A= 03] AFS WA po]re] gl
= AS TSR

Kim¥# Ryoo(2011)& 3l a4 2 FHAA At FTA (2 o3 Asd gy} o
Mg e 917l 2 A7 FAA w2 ok tiskAle] AAE o3 ALES ZAFSESITE. &

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved 971
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o] o3 AR Ml 7k WS, 5 GSL 1,000 ©@e], GSL 2,000 u}oq SHEH ] 3(AWL), WA
o] Lo R oA vl FASA=H, FalHolu G AL o3 ARGl Akelde] (1
ARk, Gzre] FAE ztolAE FE FoR URET oE E9, 94 of ogh A @k FA7}
o ®@ 1,000 o] ek W8of(content words) AHE-S, WHQle] A4 I/ FA7F B @2 2,000
o] o] 3o} WF 9] TolE ARGSHA sl o, 9] shEAtd s WY A A FA
Al o B2 7159 (function words)E AH&3tE AS2 YEMRLT
Muncie(2002)= 2 o] g5ake] AIRF G2k 34 T4
3 Wx ZgaAd(LFP)& A8 Al 71e] FAelA o3 1l
o

5
ol AR, A T4 T HAEG HFtdAM F H ‘d/‘ﬂﬁ}

rO

‘Lﬂr HZF Aol YERd o
A (LFP) 2] fr<lm gt

291 o131 v ol
o

o As sl 2dA B3 T4 weie] A obs e A A dAlA F ool A
Al o3 ghFol Hasiths A4S A A skal Atk

Ryoo(2018)9] FHe] A= G4 FA7F o139 trddat AAgel mxl= &35 A
th o3l o] g Alel=e o3 FRe EF9 HlE(type—token ratio) ¥ ]3] W= =9
(LFP)E Z}7Z} zA}egth. 38<(2010)3 Kim and Ryoo(2011)¢] ZAxte} FA}EHA, ZEeo
A7F o138 T Atelzel S FARE, BAES] ol obfyl giFo] gle o v

Wk 5, ko] FA7E o3 Aoy Abgol A Fad ks ks AL HojE

Ibrahim €](2019+= thgha 18hdAe] 1397] oMol 38hde] o Alo] 1407 W& +4& &
3 gFEAte] LA o] 3] Alol=E FAMEITH FAH O =Z, o] A= GSL 1,000, GSL 2,000,
A o3 (AWL), HFo gle oo AgolA F Het Afolo] Apo]H-& Nation and
Heatley(2002)7} 7Hgk RANGE Z RIS AR&ste] AT A4 Aol mEw F 1%
o] ool F 2F9 d5Atel 9 1,000, 2,000, To] F£F =LAWL AFgolA EAZORE &
ojujgh xfolE HojFrha HEUn ey 2 AT A3E AAE] B, 1,000 ©o] HE3)
=4 o (AWL)AlA = 38de] ¥ ARERIEZE 231, 2,000 To] HFoA= 28] 18]
ARE WIE7) moba] Skt oy AEdd tid HERE 25 oy el oA F7HAQ] =

o7 Bash,

Csomay$®t Prades(2018)%= ils & A 4o = BjQdorl sh5ate] g4 of 9] ALE
o ostAel S227] QA FREAE 2ARekAL, FUPA R dhA|, 2o B 9] eEel wE s
A tho] ALg-9] ApolE ATt AE B, dF H2E {fFolA THEA o) 3] A&} oA
ol A= Afolol Fefwldt AdaAZE lom, bk dARlel 9AE 79 B/ 4 FEolAM g
A o3 7F ARgE = A AfolE BoFAsYT LElA A (rhetorical) H2 0] 85219
Aol A AFEE = SEA olfle] Yol Tad JdFS AT AL BoFdsdr. 2HA g

AL B Ao Aol Aol 23 A E(revision) ol A= zFol o] (1oL, ARA 54
o W H=29 73, &9 =F(response paper), Hl 3 EA](comparative analysis), B2 Z3t
(exploratory synthesis), =% Z3}(argument synthesis), A4 4 (rhetorical analysis) 2
A (editorial) o] whebA] o] 3] ARg9] Alo]=7 debdivk= AE & Utk 2HE=E 3P T4
o] Aol A ZF k] Apolo] wE o3 wSHTE G2 fole wmE o3 FhFo] PQa}
o e BojErth

u
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e
re
-
o
N
N
rlr
A
oo
_&1_14
m
&

ot

(1) =29 Ao, 34, HAE 7))l 289 o3 wi=rF vl 999 (GSL 1,000, GSL
2,000, AWL, 55 9])o|A] o] o] =7}
(2) F=9 2L, 34, AL o)l AFSE shgAte] of 3] Apo]=d| A zpo] o] )

=7h

3.2 47 AA " =7

2 AT g EAE Ae AA FAuSGHEre] dtow At R AT Fd 16He
Al S ARE 20209 28H7)o] GRS V12 AFE At k. o] AR EE AYdHEHA
22l et #H7F(Cambridge—online test)oll Al 2+ 13W (A1} A2, B4 6—17), T+ 1H(B2,
204, A 29(C1¥ C2, A 21—24)02 diF-&o] 29 59 gFAeltt HA5S F
7 717F %<k, Aol (Definition), HEAH Descriptive), ¥4 (Process), €7 (Opinion)ol 3]338t= &
o o] AAE AESiTh

7y A= o Ao]= AntWordProfiler(Anthony 2015)& Abg3ste] A7 FA4 1o @38t ¢ &)

A1 GSL 1,000, GSL 2,000, g4 o3 (AWL), HF §le @ole U 79 aFo= ol
TNES AT 7 HA A7 FAQ FEW sheatke] of$] Afe]=i= BNC COCAS R
Lo wE 10,0007H9] 3] HE5S AR&ste] 48kl vk (Nation 2006, Webb and Nation 2017).

AFFA 19 B4 A A iAo ©a7] 18] SPSS 25 WAE ALgste] g
Aol e A7) Qi thias dYEA(MANOVA)S AE3ITE o3 Wx Z 2w (LFP)
of et F4M(GSL 1,000, GSL 2,000, AWL )¢l zto]de] vehd Ag-d= /Hd Jee]

Aol H g AFEA (Post—hoo) & FM AZdh ATFA 25 JEEAS BAA 2 F=3
=

4. A3}
4.1. 9ZE FZ(genre)d o3 e T2

% 12 AYe dldstes F2E 7HA L SgAtvith st FAR 2S¢ Aol kAt
59 Aol d#9 ]3] A& (token) WIEF7F =2 GSL 1,000 3] HFolA= 77.34%, GSL

s
2,00001 A= 8.10%, SHEA o3 HEo|A = 5.01%5 AFESISth Z1giA] o] A ]3] EFolA
90.45%°] A3 & AFE3ISla, 55 99 o= 95592 Uah =2 3o YEy

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved 973
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¥ 1. A9 (Definition) FZ9 oF ¥l =29

EFL learners’ writing genre

o3 == (1.000) TI\?%{%%S Tyl\?es Faml\}hes Cum()
GSL 1 1,126(77.34) 364 288 77.34
GSL 2 118(8.10) 66 57 85.44
AWL 73(5.01) 57 48 90.45
A 139(9.55) 81 81 100
Total 1,456(100) 568 474 100

$ 29 of9) Nl

o131(1.97%), ==

xz2ytd A3 HARDescriptive) o] 2o dldsli= 2ol A ALE-3 o] F]
(token)2] WIEE HojFt}h o3 wike ZAyE B, GSL 1(81.28%), GSL 2(10.44%), -

21(6.31%)5 Xl

¥ 2. BAM(Descriptive) 93] o3 ¥z 29

o5 =% (1,000) Tokets Tapes Falles Cum (%)
GSL 1 828(81.28) 286 234 81.28
GSL 2 106(10.44) 65 60 91.72
AWL 20(1.97) 16 13 93.69
=5 64(6.31) 43 48 100
Total 1,015 415 355 100

% 39 A= A (Process) F2Y AFE 3] HIEZA, AFSHIE 1,000 ©]%]+-(80.55%),

2,000 o13] #(7.66%), 4 ©]3](3.44%), 5= 29](8.36%)F HojF=U}

¥ 3. 3A(Process) G2 o33Nz 29

CE R

Tokens Types Families Cum(%)
(1,000) N(%) N N
GSL 1 1,031(80.55) 315 247 80.55
GSL 2 98(7.66) 74 68 88.21
AWL 44(3.44) 29 27 91.65
55 9 107(8.36) 68 68 100
Total 1,280(100) 486 410 100

npxeto 2 o1 A(Opinion) <92Fe] o+, 1,000082.11%), 2,000(7.06%),

(4.87%), 55 9](5.96%)2] ]3] A& WS YEeERdT

£ 4. 9" (Opinion) F=+4] o3 W= Z=9d

s oy

o3 2% (1,000) e b B Cum(%)
GSL 1 2,850(82.11) 614 426 82.11
GSL 2 245(7.06) 142 119 89.17
AWL 169(4.87) 127 104 94.04
=5 207(5.96) 127 127 100
Total 3,471(100) 1010 776 100

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved
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9ol o3 Ag Wxel W Avs By, F=d 2pEgel ke A & F Ak olw A
olfle] BAMOR FowE A& 2AE7] 8N HE 59 2ol i ALRA(MANOVA) #
A AN st

¥ 5 ohAF JARAEA
FEN FEAF AR AT ARE At Aw F el &
1,000 18.31 3 6.10 .21 889
S 2,000 1.74 3 58 3.97 027
° AWL 1.22 3 41 2.64 085
=55 1.74 3 58 2.80 074

Note. “p < .05

¥ 59 A¥E BHY, F=HEZ GSL 2,000 @] HFolA fojugt Xfo]de] = FHE K
O FIHH R FE WA NE A2 Zo|HE ZAMSHZ] HEliA ofdl & 63 o] AR
21 (Post Hoc Test)S A A8l t}.

£ 6. t50](2,000 ©13 B=

S A= =2 Hat *}o] 9 &E
oA} —-.07 78
2 9] 714 49 .061
2,000 oA 61° .023"
o3 H& BA 7+ .56" .035°
o7 .68 013"
4 o7 12 626

Note. " p < .05

% 6914 F2W ke HlwE @ Ay, GSL 2,000 o3 EFore] o] o], BAN oA
o] A=A uveiar gk 3F 1-49 AARAH, 2,000 oF] EFA= oHA(7.06%), A
(7.66%), BY(8.10%), BEAH10.44%)°] == AFE B &S HolFEth adA EAA f9nd
zolH o2 A (Definition) G2+ A (Opinion) FZRT} HAF Descriptive) G2 34
(Process)o]tt 27 (Opinion) 2R o %2 2,000 o3]S AFE3 Ao 2 YEpyt)

4.2, YFE A= (genre)S} o3 Ale]=

T 7-102 7 A= Gato] ALgE o3 Alo]=xE melET

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved 975
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E 7. B (Definition) G2+ o3 Alo]=

o5 == Tokens Types Families Cum
N(%) N N (%)

1 1,084(74.45) 326 265 74.45

2 182(12.50) 119 97 86.95

3 86(5.91) 68 62 92.86

4 23(1.58) 20 18 94.44

5 34(2.34) 15 12 96.78

6 11(0.76) 9 9 97.54

7 11(0.76) 4 4 98.3

8 20(1.37) 3 3 99.67

9 1(0.07) 1 1 99.74

10 1(0.07) 1 1 99.81
5= 9 3(0.21) 2 2 100
A 1,456(100) 568 474 100

WA ® TAME 98%9 VIE 0% Aol FAHoR AHE2 U2k 7,000 ©o] FE7EA] 9

Bigs
o}31(98.3%) % B Gl AEF AOE vhehdth olo] s H, T 89 BAF GAANAE g
AHE2 98.81% G4 5,000 ol FE7FA 0] oS & AREFE Ao Y
¥ 8. B AH(Descriptive) G 3+e] o]3] Alo]=
o3 m= Tokens Types Families Cum
N(%) N N (%)
1 890(87.68) 316 262 87.68
2 56(5.52) 47 42 93.2
3 24(2.36) 18 18 95.56
4 16(1.58) 10 9 97.14
5 17(1.67) 13 13 98.81
6 5(0.49) 4 4 99.3
7 1(0.10) 1 1 99.4
8 2(0.20) 2 2 99.6
9 3(0.30) 3 3 99.9
10 1(0.10) 1 1 100
55 9 0
SHA| 1,015(100) 415 355 100

F 99k 1004 = g3t o] GHell ARgE ol3] Atol=E HojFedl, A el
6,000 THo] F=F(98.83%)0 A, 97 Gl 4,000 wo] 27(98.21%)9) o35 A&
=3

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved 976
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¥ 9. 3#A(Process) G2 o3 Apo)=

o5 == Tokens Types Families Cum
N(%) N N (%)

1 1,026(80.16) 322 257 80.16

2 131(10.23) 78 67 90.39

3 54(4.22) 34 33 94.61

4 24(1.88) 22 20 96.49

5 19(1.48) 12 9 97.97

6 11(0.86) 6 6 98.83

7 5(0.39) 4 4 99.22

8 3(0.23) 3 3 99.45

9 2(0.16) 2 2 99.61
10 4(0.31) 2 2 99.92
5 9 1(0.08) 1 1 100
FHA| 1,280(100) 486 404 100

T3eld, 7 2 o3 Ale]2E HW V|Ed AR BHOets zoldo] uheE A
HAFEh 98% FolA 97(4,000 ©ol), HAHGS,000 ©of), #7(6,000 ©e]), A2 (7,000 &
oNE AT F=uit) bz M2 thE o3 Alo|2E AlRITE AS 4 5 U

¥ 10. 9JA(Opinion) G2t o]F Alo]=
o3 == Tokens Types Families Cum
N(%) N N (%)
1 2,792(80.44) 586 423 80.44
2 401(11.55) 235 185 91.99
3 177(5.10) 116 96 97.09
4 39(1.12) 28 26 98.21
5 29(0.84) 21 19 99.05
6 6(0.17) 6 6 99.22
7 13(0.37) 7 7 99.59
8 4(0.12) 4 4 99.71
9 1(0.03) 1 1 99.74
10 2(0.06) 2 2 99.8
22 9 7(0.20) 4 4 100
SHA| 3,471(100) 1,010 773 100
5. A&

AT A9E BY, WA J2AHE F2o| wE o3 Nkx Z2Y(LFP)E Aol S HolF
I ek 71EEANA, GSL 1,000 ©ol7t A8k v &S 97(82.11%), BAHS81.28%), 34
(80.55%), A2(77.34%) F&] =45 HAF™, GSL 2,000 HAH10.44%), 8°1(8.10%),
$4(7.66), AA(7.06%)] A=, 53] oA d=A GSL 1,0000] o @ar, g FA el A
GSL 2,000 ©olo] H]&o] Erh= A& HolFErh 8ha% o3 (AWL) A= A9(5.01%), oA
(4.87%), B4(3.44%), HAH1.97%)2 A2 Aoy o7 J=oA &4 o3 v &o] =

3L

© 2021 KASELL All rights reserved 977
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FR A G Sl B4 el Aol e GSL 200004 dhebizel, Ak Aol
ot} o7 dAnth, Aol AL ol At o fond FEow Aolde nelE
Sl Al WA A4e AT aNEs AA oAA(1L000 AR Fob AR ol

AR 2,000 oo ARgell F2E ApolH2 A Ak vt Jloh S A2 whE
o5 Aol ket Age] tEths M2 WAL StaAtl Al 7k G2l AR o] Shuel 4
8A40] A=, o3 Nk Zzugle] HH= ShgAp ] zfol Prhe] SR Fgehs WHE

1 HHH(Goodfellow €] 2002). F=g &4 o3 (AWL)S] =4 OﬂﬂﬁLoﬂfﬁ AME HES 2d
Aoz vrhE 28 94 4 9tk Coxhead(2000)E 8<% o3| (AWL)7} 8 glmEQ] of

&r

il

10%E AA|SHAI T, gl g ~Eo] H Qo= oF 14%4 e H &S AA|strba A =
gt=d o3 HELS U3t FolA 6#-:% Hog FHRE = AfdE T3 IS e AS
& k. Yy 2 Ao E AA o Fe W 5%V WHe] AlE WIEE HoFEUE HolA gh&

2 o] 3o gk HAA shgo] aEteE e & drh

FEE ARG o3 9] Alo] oA BNCS’Jr COCAQ o] W 10,0007 ]3] E2o|A =}
o] AL ro]&tH(Nation 2006, Webb and Nation 2017). theF 98% 7]+2 =2 9]7(4,000), BEA}
(5,000), #4(6,000), (7,000)8] A= AFEH o] 3] Ato]=7} FiRATE S & F Atk
o]#gt A3}+= Csomay and Prades(2018)2] Ao} AX| st} &, A2 wa} ALE 03]
Atolz=7F thE = HE HoFa it

A7l ek A A7 AAS ssHdds HAES 95%94 98%9] o3 A 2o] aTtHTh
31 HoJFETH(Hu and Nation 2000, Laufer 1989). 8% Bl~EQl Aol H A9 ofF] 249
TR 2 98% 2] ]3] A|2]o] HAHolglar o] AZH(Schmitt, Jiang and Grabe 2011). 95%<} 98%
o] o]% A4]& BNC9 COCA2] o13] E=ox afYats Eatate], zH2F 4,000-5,000 woj o}
8,00070¢] wojo thal x]2]o] & FFt}(Laufer and Ravenhorst—Kalovski 2010). 9]¢ A+ 4
s @A =R 4,000914 7000709 o #7F AbgETE e HW, Qe el wet
g5l Al a7E = o139 Ut etk HES HolErth

ojelgh Ay FEH o3 ghFo] gEpAof dhrh= w2 AAF o] Al7]€ T Nation(2001)
of oJstd, o] 3] hFolA HA e wel 4714 FIHE AVIg) o3 Thsd v T4 Y
(comprehensible meaning—focused input), 9o} %74 38t (language—focused learning), V| &
419l %3 (meaning—focused output), PFA=o 2 §34 24 (fluency development)o] ©]7]o]
slgert. o3 Rx ZZIA(LFP) 412 v on F49 &9 sigddrtal & & vy 1

P g ol Abol=i} ALg WES} tEvhs A delshd, WE Wa elwst ¥e %
o) AgeE <o) Yu B4 WAL R G5s FAE ATl ABY Dagel Aek

Fi £
#8%(Yoon, H). 2010. @3 459 ol %ol vhehd 44 ofslol #8 ¥24(An

analysis of productive vocabulary in Korean learners’ L2 writing). <3°]&> (Korean
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