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Abstract

This study explores the effects of the comparative continuation task on English vocabulary learn-
ing. Specifically, it compares the effectiveness of the comparative continuation and summary
writing on the learning of vocabulary in three types of articles to see whether there are significant
differences between the two tasks. The results show that both the short-term and long-term ef-
fects of the comparative continuation task are significantly better than those of summary writing.
These findings provide English teachers with a new task of vocabulary learning.
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1. 51§

FVE S48 — B AME S S TP S B AR 4, R ] ot S AR A — B R A S AMB A A
KIERI I, H b tt2d 80 HEARLASR, 1V 243 U5 TH IO S i TARK R, 7ELL R Ml 7 A A
SLIA 7 IRVE ST 43 8, W1 Kroll & Stewart (1994) [1]#1& IE25 4415 %1 . De Bot et al. (1997) [2]ia1VC N
AL Jiang (2000) [3]/ & iAlC K EARAEALTY . Craik & Lockhart [4]AARE N TR AT Laufer &
Hulstijn [S]FHRNEGAEE . IXEEBR R ZAAE S BOF H#TE7%, IR T BB IR ¥ ITZH
B AE SR AR 2 ) T R = S

B S BEAES, WV RE SRR, Rk 7B . REE B ) H R
T R AR A R B Z B S, AR SIS RO o« Ik, 1B Y i ST B T — ok %
PGS B —— “4Lit” , XMHEIRIANRNIET BT “87 %51, BT EANECR 2l <4
SEULKI(E IR 2016) [6]. MR TRS FIE S #7E—— “WEEE” R %, HOBER e
RO GE(ER, T 2014 [7]; ZHk, BRER 2015 [8]; EJa, T2 2016 [9]). 1 s e 2418 5 1) BAk
fe: IXPMESAL S ] R IR B P BE B A, QNS N BRI, X PR A X 1R
TS B TIES MRS, TR T HOCIZ R EFRRCR . SR R VR S N BN S R, i A
TE A5 G B SRR R I B RE S B, IR S R R R A m Ak, DAERIBE AU A 20, IR
£ Hi(2016) [10146HF 7 1L f5 22 5 0 — B L e AR A, A ATt FEE B . AU MEBE S5 1E, 54k 5 Retd
FELF R B AR )45 . (R G 85 BIE A T IR R B T A — KB s S 4 S A R
AR, WRTAMEFE Y, FIHAE G RSB R . B 87 XM
2177 B T IR RN, R R — M GE SRS . S “48” it #H—
—EHIABESE ) “ 87 AR R TR M T SRS 7 A AR OIS TR B
RMAER R &1, A8 A LA AR 0 S, T R AE BT I FE A A), RO AR e S
Sy T BESCH IR 5 454, RSURAE RIS T (EWT, 2016). BT DAAS SCRER EL 2R 5 B T K5
FEE R T, X HHE AR ] — M S EE R 2RO, DR AR IR B
1 = U B AT 55

2. MELEF

X O E EHIUIESL “8” WrhhEth g <87 EARfA Ly —. BEEEERANE —RABATEER
BN, TR EREES ” GRS R B, AR A R e B N SCE (ERIW 2016). B I EAAME N -
FORSAALE S PR L R LA L, SE N E TR R, 855 5 e AU FME R F R S
XHLCEEE (e A A AE T BRI N 3 E X i e, ARl s b Tah (£ 4T 2018) [11]. 1
B AP E 5, 2 SRRt A (EATH 2012) [12].

H AT SO0 LSS 1 SEIEWE S /0« Zhang (2015) [13]7EHseie iR AR USRS 17k, 1h5Zi
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SRS RUC, RIREES R EEM FEM AR R USC, SRRWI SR 1E 5 AN A5 AR
Dple) o, FLVE S A HERS A W A3, (Bl RE 5 TR0, e b SR AT 74 (2016)
[141T e 7 —BUSIEWTIT, 25 560 Hhak 'S 2 B R fie 24 DUE % Bl o« SRES B O DUE Th oK1 (R4 [ B 2
A xR E A LA . BTIURIL: AP U, SEE ARSI RSUE B R,
S RONAE — SRR ORER s PRl BAR BT R R AR 2 S S (AR RCR AW B L s 5 41 2%,
R L85 REN AL BARICIZ . BESCIR A IE SR I BORAE SRS J5 — A BEAT I, RIRR I A, BRIAS
REAL LT 25 0] FE 23 5 AR SE IR R

BEAh, BB REGESZ AL I FHE MO AL . 20k, RAFH(2016) 5% | /a5 RN
HH EEAEEE B AR XA 2918 BAT S IR A RO HeSeie 2 O AL Llk 2, — AR R 8 5455,
HHEHE . LR TR BARA NG, 5T 0RO R, TSRS S A
BEAEPEH AR, RJEHEE S AARAMROR . WA RERY]: 3R 8e 5 i SEae s (et H hrial 1 >
3, HHBEMABCRBEZ N TRES M. A —IihkF5 v, BIN57 M5k f5(2019) [15]7F & S5
BT ARSE GRS TIRIL IR, BT E, 155 7 A RIS SRS - 55 825 AT i
S5 X SRR AR . S A E AR D BSOS B RAA . R UL R BT JE S S AT F il iR
HEAIRRE NS, W LUE RS A S E A M E R RRTE A ROR . W R S 0 RKCTE E
H BN AR B TRAKCFE 5 24 203, ke 205 W 2 VE 22 7 (5K 75 7, D7, 5K 15 2019).
XTI TE AN AR AT S I W P TR B N TR AN A, A RE B U V482 5 A 55 FR SE I 280

AW FEAEAS 3K LIUSAE AT ST A 36k B, )R 1A S, PR PS5 50 = AR e i) S 3 i
ffe s e . BAARBEMA . 1) B ARFRRASCE, W S 25 SHE SR IR e A RURAE
FERFZRT 2) W HERS RfE A AR RE S 153 BB IRKF?

3. iIRFA*
3.1 2k

SEIG 2R N P AL S TR E R AR TEE £ — % 3 N PATHE A . = AR TEE R i [F)— A %
Mz, BFENE K HEIPPIFE. EANFEIE SR T, AP0 2% 25 (F=0.262, P
=0.770 > 0.05), VEBAMBATHIFTE KA Y o BENLAHE — N RO LS 5255 (LA R “XFEbss ” 4,
n=41), —NYEBHATMESECLTIHRN “MESE” 4, n=51), FRK—DIAENSTEA (N = 40). K
9 SIS ARFE R S B RS SRR R TR T, 16T b 4R S ML S 4 AR RS BUA I A B 45 =) B I,
T DL 75 B — AN PR o) BB ZH DL G 6 50T 452 TR xof S B 4 B = A (R AT RE S o X ANBIERG T 48252 20 i 240,
AMHAEAT 5 B AR A 2] .

3.2. SCIg M

TSI ARFE R A IR SR AR R T, = SEIE A R oR B 2% F 1 R 22 B b —— 9 A K
SEHOEE SRR 1. SRR BRI SCEE R B UECEE R ANCRCLCGE =) . MEHC B SA7E
900~1000 F /A A . IEHLAHT B ARial 3 B A2 SC = & B BE7Ex Lh 82 5 b H 2=l . A 4h, B RIGK
LGRS BT SLI8, B AR A AR ZE 0 U DL K S5 T SR A SE IR AR B bl oA A i 1] s AR
M H 7 B8 n 2 mtE,  HbrE kBt E T iad. 9 7 e AR it H b () e 5 S 587 AR 1T
U, AR 22 et 2 B AR e BRI AR 2. B, SR RPRLR A BIREL T 9~10 AN HARIA
3.3. SLEIEFRF

AL S RPN 2, P RS MR BT T T IR S I =N 5B, SE S A I 2K
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AL

SR 6 FEHEHT . BERM BT UHR AT, S0 =ANHEE — TN, B RT3 B R AR S50
L ] (VR A OB 2 2 i S 55 8 R 1 3m) Dhy 22 A 2 RS At 190 o A3 AR ERAE IR (BN AR K 454 73
Hr ARG H AR AR A R ) S A a A B E BT AN AR ST . “XFLUERE " ERAE H ARia St
55 R FEW AR SR, TR T 150 7. “BHEEE” HAIOREM B EENERE
AT 150 55, B R E K B AR . 2B AL FEEE S AR AR E 551 9] B U MEEE S 1 2
—RE S G . MRAEMBIEEEEASTRR, AR SRR RIS . X HLE S AN
SR AR STHESUR 45 Y AR PP 70 A0 B8N E R B, 0 H AR 1A A PR SR A B S 5t 3
ZOR 5, AR TORIIRE EHHAT RO RN, HZ2 e 55 5 Rl J A R IE . Je SR )E 6
JAEAT IS, FEJE I N AR T =RARA I B RS, A S EARTE, (EEE T

3.4. ECH

AW TR B 3 B LS TR, IR FRQO16) T AL . 2 MR (form) . 17 X (meaning)
HFHE (use) =N FE 25 52 323800 B AR 1 I 4945 00 o B DRI IR AL f 25 /> Fiml alnl e, Hor
9~10 M A EFRE, HAR TP,

Y BEG AN, ] RS T 8] SO, R A A5 9€(2009) [16]%¢ T i il Y 7a AT 55 (R
BORZ A A R BOR A R e ), BRI 12 b Db T REEERRE AR, HE R RERIDOE R X
Bigg i, @R, W, BRESHS EMS 15 8 1ANET, 505 48 WS IEMS 15 X
—NFERIEG 05 48 HAREHLASE .

1) More changes are required to r e (%%, H1¥%) the trend towards centralized power.

A SURN AR A Paribakht & Wesche (1997) [17]1F0IRVC AR R, PRI 18 /34, BR AL 1~3
T I S, 58 4 TR, a@)Fs.

AR RS 1, 19040 EFEES 2 00, 19 0.5 70 EFEE 3 W, JRAHIEMER, #10, BR
iR, 1305 40 T 4 01, R EMTE1EE, HIE OEM, 5145 WRLGEEH, 19
05 7r: HAMTERAG . Heoh, 2L EOREE: 7RI, 6 =00 AUHE .

2) endear

a) AL NI A

b) LI iX AN, AHAHE A4 =

c) FRIMLIXANE, XA ) e 2

d) FEEH XA G )

4. SEWEER

FEAS S = ANHAE = R AaD JE IR ZE i 0 i i, 13 spss 16.0 o Hdk AT 8 R K 7 %20 # (One-way
ANOVA). 7rirai fE 1.

Table 1. The results of one-way ANOVA
F 1 ZHEFREZGCUNRAEENF N ERRAESINLE

BiHI 3L WL AL

iE f5
R T R A=A e
I F =0.649, P = 0.525 > 0.05 F=10.396,P =0.000 F=14.102, P =0.000 F=0.874,P =0.420 > 0.05
o] AN F =19.931, P =0.000 F=14.701,P=0.000 F=12.977,P =0.000 F =13.903, P =0.000
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Wt LT, BRTES RIS R, SAER0A D EREE R, R
BEATRRE, AR I DS IS 0 T HE— B A B AL R 755 B 5 AL
RESRALHS {7 76 538 % 5, AT C M Scheffe Ko ont BFAT S 41 588 7 IO A eh 648 0 P44 7 T
PR, KRS 2,

Table 2. The results of Scheffe tests
3% 2. Scheffe #1645 R

R 2 4 Q)4 T (1) b BEM
it s o MES{EA 4.2802" 0.6944 0.000
BRI s *

=il IR 4L 3.1573 0.7257 0.000
5 e MESEA 2.2231" 0.4444 0.000
ﬁ*ﬁﬁ?ﬂ% LA 4 )

ol IR 4L 2.0547 0.4739 0.000
SR WS (R4 2.81021° 0.68161 0.000
BoRHAAS e .

RN KR4 2.70396 0.71232 0.001

g WS (R4 2.0449" 0.3993 0.000
¥~ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁ %L )

ak AL 1.6299 0.4212 0.001
PR, W (R4 2.9860" 0.6104 0.000
BoRHRS e *

ESUNE R4 2.3881 0.6379 0.001
S MES{EH 466117 0.91569 0.000
el LS 4 )

SN R4 3.72195 0.97018 0.001

“The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level

M 2 AL, X BB S AR AT AR R SORTR 200 A 952 5 M 22 5 A LR o R AL A 459
7R H R W TE(P = 0.000, B¢ P =0.001), XULHIXHEESHAEETRRZE, V05 ) ORI A
MS5MESEML, HRVCRHPCRHE R, ok, MG MRS FokE, Xhs s L2 5 (F
o F A )R] ORIV E I E 2B B R S . (B Tk, g4 1 fik 2, wRLEH, Xl
SEEMEESEZRNZERA S, EE—RME——U 0, XSS A5 ME S fEFR R4 15
NTREER . MR RME =R, WS H5MESEMSRANESIFEREES. X
A REER SRR AR X R EMNIESG IR, XoF 5 SV B R 5 M2 5 1 Aot B4 9 8
BEZER, VNSRRI KR LT .

5. #ig
ZEATAIE A CRFE = AN RS R, AR X S5 8T 0 AN [ ik ) SC 52 #R e 4L

et —AR RN 3], AR AR SCRE DT i, HRCR WY R AT B2 S 4 H LM th RE A5 B R 7
I SEASC P AT TE I, 45 R SR S MR S AR IR AL 6 R S SR AT R

51 MIREBDSINFRFHRAIXE, THEERESHESEMTCRELRFEREE

7

AHEFCRIL, AR R RAR I SR, XSS AL R A ROR A R Z R T E S A, JCHAEAE
] SO VE DT T o 3K AT REMIP AR 55 IO ERANA A K R e W HUEEE ZORZ S B WA BT XL, iE
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AL

BIEY, TR RE 2 2] 3 2 B AR F SR P (A5 5 B B A5 M (I 2016). T MRS (R B R %
AR B E RO — R ks, (AFRARE XM EENE . BAMESESRESE—/F, A5
SN, WEREE ) H AR AR R SO AL EIAT SR, EAAFEE, MESERIE T AIER A
2%, LHRANEHANEE. Craik & Lockhart (1972) 7R FE A BB e H - 2 3] 0 0) B ia] I FRAG AR, 2 2]
SRR TS BIR E AR BRI — B R 2l A2 A Y AT R 1) 4 (Wittrock 1974) [18]. X b4k
BHHTREHATABN L, EAIER N FBRNE SRS, FOVE TS RBIaTEel, mo 3R
Bl SR AR A B IR —ANIE ST, (HEV AT GG A RRIE " (I 2012: 4). BEAR,
FHI0H (2018) 14 7E H 3L = i ) EE 4R S e R IR AR AAE T2 BN LLEE S i N AR B 2= ) FAliE, T
P OIS AT G 5 RE T A G ic . HSEIX gt Uk, BN I8 E B FANE N AR R+
R EIMEHREREN, S FEEH, KEREXFIZEEINER, YIRS Z et E 1. ek
55 20 52 AR 2 Fr AT DLPE A SORTRE R 45 20 2 3 v TR S (R LRI R A, E R Rk /e Tk i A
FEXTEE s, MESETES BMHEMARN= LSS, HLESMEINETLHE AR, il EE
NAEZIR, SMEKE XA BRI T 764 T e R SC A+, T S 800 H i 48 B K. — A
AR, WA RESIS BARIA, BOA BRI SR M A G (Schmidt 1990) [19].

5.2. WiRIERE ()M L EE MR F IR AE T B BCHRSF?

T ARG 6 & HOAE J5 I A I, ) B 2R 5 A LR S R AE 1]V 0 ] SOR A2 b W) it e 4% B b DR L
2228 . Laufer & Hulstijn (2001)11) “FNERE”  (involvement load hypothesis)i\ fy, i 1% > %%
R 22 21355 DR A AR THRNE, BAER NGRS RBEDIRR, AEAESFRMEAN
BRI AR I, RN =R ERTRRAFE A2 7 RNE & TS A Joh R 2 173 1 1
i 4Z(Kim 2008) [20]. MR & R E2 KRR, 708 “NAERRE” M “IMERE” , NIEFREL—
PR TR EE . XTSRS RTINS, LG RS N, R IR SR NI RE
B, WMAELSE R ERATE AR, 808 2 a7 LSS 25 A5 5 Z R P9 78 55 22 25 48 H AR i,
I REGE AR N T 225 I SCE o MBI 28 AN —— 1 2Ok E (R 2 R s & el s i)
BUBSN L5577 207 M A 3] L), of EE R S AR AR R BRI SSfa Bt 280 1), Ry 1 HERA T H Ax
WO BB, 2R AN AT 2D b B [ SR A 1K L] 1] SR SRE A L . A = A
YEFE——VFAG KT (PPl A2 i B A — 1 R A ] R e [, B m] R S SORI At R S, B0 A ] 1Y)
FEBC KA 2 Z i e RIS 1A itz H T BN 30), IR B SO X AN ], an A B ARG A
SRS, NS SIS B R kS 52 s ) H B IR 2 S 5 RS Rk S U [RME RS [ ) 5C
B, PRUCHRIEE X, XS R MR . 25 AR AR A IR = ANERE I RREE, W] DUR E X 2k
EHRBNER GRS, K s € fefest B bRial ERCZ, AT REAELE 5 W0 (1) 1] SO A 2
NI . TN AMESEH LA EXT ST R? NN R AR RE, MESEK
FEMANBLERI N, TTFRAEQNT, HIRABERGNAERZE. E£5EERS, REman CUEH, K
ISR ZANVPAL PR AN EFE b (1) 58 P 2 B 55 1, A1 b S R 255 S A X A 22

6. 4518

AT TR LU SR 50 B S AE AR AR BRI AR 22 ROR KB XT =R A R R R SO,
X L2525 PR A 0 2 BRI I 2 A 5 2 O TR B S AR o X O S M ) R B AV 4R 1 1o i) 8
B, BIRT DAIE XS B8 S IOME 55 Ak 2 AL B IE VR FY i 523, Ao 35 B 22 AR b S8RV . AT 7T
JIHRYL, BERTFLIESE 1 a7 RIS TR R S E A AL <7 BUARIRT T
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