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Abstract

Chinese learners with the same vocabulary level produce different vocabularies in their writing,
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and there are also differences in the level of vocabularies produced while facing questions of dif-
ferent structural types. Starting from the topic structure types, this paper evaluates the output
vocabularies of second language learners from four aspects: lexical diversity, lexical complexity,
lexical density, and lexical accuracy. By studying the relationship between the structural types of
writing questions and the produced vocabularies of Chinese second language learners, the differ-
ences in produced vocabularies caused by the differences in the structural types of questions can
be concreted and provided a reference for the teaching of Chinese second language writing. The
results show that limiting the openness of topic structure can significantly improve the lexical di-
versity of learners’ output. Questions with high openness are more conducive to the output of
nouns and pronouns, while questions with low openness are more conducive to the output of
verbs, adjectives, adverbs and numerals.
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Table 1. Topic structure form classification table
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Table 2. The questions with different degrees of openness tested by ANOVA produce a table of the significance of differ-
ences in vocabulary levels
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Figure 1. Questions of openness difference produce a table of the proportion of words at each
level in the grade syllabus
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Table 3. Significance table of the proportion difference of each word category in the total vocabulary
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Figure 2. Proportion of words of different parts of speech to total words
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Table 4. Significance graph of error difference of each word class with different structural openness
4. ERARETENSRALBREREEHE

EARRZE i b A 255 i LL A AN SR B R B G in] EL 451 ETil=a]]
P 0.898 1 0.095 0.549 0.187

P 20 it 1) 22 e B MRS IR, BATRIL, A U AR AR S Al AR VA R,
AR S CE R B SRl 2R LA T I AR R 225 (P > 0.05). K], BH IR
JFEAS R AN R M 7=t AT A R 1

WEFR I, B GRS 52 et h i oK DU 21 3 B AR AT A B . O™ RN 2
FEVE L5, AU H DTG R H R T B A 2 R e . A HRE R sk 15, P AT R B s
PELE HSK3. HSK6. HSK7-9 FLEAiE FAF(E R ¥ 2 5R, /£ LiRSEg L, W H I AR H L H T
JEURE s B AR E SR T KPR R e A S RNE R RE S R B, S5 RTTIEANRI R H , R4 R
ARAA 7 b DTS e R E AR T TSR H s AE3hia . TR, Hoa] . B R b, PRET
JECRE R RE BAR T IT IR B e H o MIREAR RS, B F T U AS RS R e e, i H
TEBCAS R A S0 R AE RN A R 7 T, AR . B S E R, S SCRER . Bhial . 24 JLAN T
SORNERRTE St
4. BNEMNRAR

AN HTR AT T S B, FRA TR B AN AT SR IR F 4544 7 7 P S B A
5 M HSK AESCIE R A 45 R — 2

XF 4 LDl 21 AT T IRUETE RN BT FT . W “IRE 7 R, ) USRS H 454
FRURAN RN 1 AR H AT SAEIZR,  DAEEHAEAN [RS8 B rb (el R B
4.1. WERET

LMl R, AT AN R H AT SR ISR, EORPARAERE 19 35 0B A 2 — T
WEKHEE 5, SRR A AT B AT R R AAREE a9 5.

Table 5. Classification of writing training topics

#= 5. BIRNZREE 2 %EE

TFREAG: — kb [ i i
TSR e iR

e AR R R AR AR A S 5 S AT SO

L SR TFTRE 22 5

SN R A A
A BHIAERE, HSKS 4%, % SIWH 13 45, Lol s, 4 4R RS2, WOl s B 0.

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.116359 2665 IARIE = 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.116359

KT, EFER

B BHE NI, HSKS 2, A2 PE 15 4, TN DIE, 4 S EE 2L P, PO e E BUE#UT .
C BEE NG, HSKS K, JPUESH, HHTEATEEY, BACh¥E.
D BHENERTE, HSKSE K, = PUE 44, HETIEAEPEEY:, By,

4.2. WAREGR

421 FACBHMNER

TERUEE A R E 2R A0 5 5 R 2 R v 5 TF % s 1 H R = SRR 2R R R 2 R
P < 0.01. @il ZFEMEIME AL, TRARUEARHIE B 2R8I 2 REMEME N 15.29, W8T IR BU & i) i B 28
RZFEME 16.53. G, BB B 2R SR 2 RetEm TR s e .

422 WILERMER
S AN [E) T FRORE R H 77 AV AE HSK 2% KP 6 o EE BRI BEAR T 4656, R, ASE T 8 H
(77 IR VE KSR HSKL-4 b ANTEAE B35 22 % (P > 0.05), 7E HSKS 2% % 5 mr 4 il ffiml il 88 4 itk b Ai e %

EL
Jt o

b0 U™ HARIAE HSK BRI o EE B $ME, e 6 o

Table 6. Average ratios of each level of the two types of openness
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Table 7. Word density difference of two kinds of topic openness tested by ANOVA
7. B ANOVA RIGHA#E B AREILEEES

GEN S EAt| Bin] B4 Hin] 1] A ZINg|
sig {8 0.969 <0.001 0.004 <0.001 <0.001 0.296 <0.01 <0.01
BEMER & 3 3 7 7 i 3 7

HE— 25 T P AR E P R B, R4 R b CRRIE) BF (—
YORE ARG « fESh. U Hod. BRI E,  (UoRE RS BT (R (u
1 3 ).

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.116359 2666 IARIE = 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.116359

(| SEPERIIESE SN

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%
AN N N

@ ® & ® & @ ® @
& % CA s % &

"FFRERS (BT = FFHER (—XeEERT)

Figure 3. Proportion accumulation diagram of parts of speech
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