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Abstract

In this paper, through the analysis of HSK dynamic composition corpus nearly 150000 words
composition corpus, based on vocabulary richness, from the vocabulary complexity, vocabulary
density, vocabulary diversity and four levels, through the SPSS statistical analysis, it is found
that there is a significant correlation between vocabulary complexity and composition quality,
but no significant correlation between vocabulary density and composition quality. Vocabulary
diversity shows a more complex trend due to its different calculation methods, and vocabulary
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level also has considerable influence on composition quality.
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1. 53|

i 5 P 22 5 ) PR Ok R AN ZRB 1B g AN BT R, DUE I PR AR 18 LSO SN BUE BU Fol )3 S K
Rt 7 POEE NS RS SIS R R, VR 2 1 A ST LR 5N A e R R L AR
AR ZIE T DUBIE R BRI SIS EIRE R o 1T Wl G 8l & B 5 S B S/ PR i 8 — B2
= 9 AN S AT R SRR I . MBS MBS ERZME A, WILENEBESHETME, £
BRI RS B HEME

TV E AR SO RN AR E B R (Nation & Webb, 2011). Laufer & Nation (1995)#2 Hi, 1AL
2B AR 0 2 A, 4 3R]V AR AL 1% (Lexical variation) . ] %5 (Lexical density). i 5 44 P (Lexical
sophistication) A1y 345 4 (Lexical orginality); Engber (1995) % 3l il I %5 FF ASid 147 & 2 > 3 1V K F
FR AR DL, Al PR R A i (Lexical error) VE AR & M N #4ERE . Read (2000)42H, 1aliCAlE:
PETCIL R B S B A RE TR, NN NAZM R 2R RV A 132 A A A s PO A
Y FE R B ) LS, MR R # R T Read MM AL, TR, HIRFE . HERISE,
WA (CAR) A2 T 22 1) iz %0, il 8 Mg 1% ) 518 5 Rk I 2 i iE FH ae ik,
W E iR HRAAE S IEAKPIEERE,

ZiLEPTR, A FEN B ETCREE A T, WA 2 CE R R R AR
TG, RAUENEFEE S DOE ZEE R EZRIMR R, 3 g mpas g5 > Ui 245
X P B L
2. REE
2.1. IERKIR

AT R T AL 50E 5 K2 HSK BhaBESCBERE 2.0, 28R NIUE 382 2 H R iEiE
B o ARSCEFERIN “UTE R R« “IRIEXA NAREERIA RIS IR~ L W fe] gt ARy 1)
B BB LYENEL” © C“HRERATIM © CRIEBERSA TR ol =AM EKE R E]
17 ‘g S5IUR” X)\NNEBEANT, BN E S IEIUECE T, IR T N T R A 1R
AP R =AER, —RIERMFSr 95~90, RIERME > 75~70, —ZiBERS 5 55 LU, =Bkl Z a1 E
ZrBKBY, BAEA 5 BT, it 15 7, iERHEREMZE R ERAME SIS EMME.

2.2. BEIRE

ARSI TFRNC A PR DOE B SO REAT O L, S H RSN =51 .
RV 4R S rh SR 5 R RNE R T, BT S OARIE Ba R, 1S T R A Oy

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.121061 424 IARIE = 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.121061
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

By

W = SRR R E x 100% [1]. WVEE AP F SCAS ARSIV AN A Ay e, AR S RL
2021 EHGHTRAN CE PR SCHE UK ERRUE) NS, ZSEFARER IR N =R
[2]0 ASSCHEFESRT AN SCARH ANC AT e it o0 i, 1B S GuaiC s, iR 2SS R AT YIS
— B = AR BT N AR, HR AR DGR BN AR BT O R AR, TSR AV R R . BRI R AR
PR 1. (—40a + —ga + =ZZa)Aail a8 x 100%. 2. (—Z%iE + —gia + =2 + PUZRiE +
Tidhia + NYER)ARNC RS E x 100%.

WC 2R $85 ) B A VG . ZIREOTE T 2R, ARSCRECLT = Ayl 2 R &
FB: ZFEME 1 B3 2R 2. BIAMBCRER BIFEIEE). 28 3: Log 2 Bid%U/Log
SRH-Log B FN B (I AR, E N BHENGE BRI 2 REME R R B IENE 2 AR TR, AT
A7 B R A R SOA R SR B SR R L AR

KA SHE R AME—, FEARIERIC RN R B, 75 TR F B A
HE T SARER E LT RS AE, N THRGO R et L2 ESHNE, FIER T2
FETHE T
23. gt
231 WL B MG SRES

Table 1. Statistics of vocabulary diversity of different grades

1L FREIFRATIEECALSHFERR G

v rhree o4l
ARV E 259 233 143
SERA R R 159 131 87

RAEE Lol 51, 2R 1 SORICEE S, ARSCRST & S o0AR LY 16 55, R
UARFHINGE, K5 A SEE ORI ERET T, SRR A mor At
99 RTESC, ik 25665 4, P53 L L) 259 AN HRarddk 115 FIESC, A% 26852 4N, P
RERS SCE L) 233 Milil; R4t 191 /e, Sia 4k 27469 4, “PIIRERS SCEL) 143 NMiAliE. MDLE
AN 43 AR SCHT & B AR I Ge vt rIAF H, RVE B E SO B A AR G e, ko 4 E SO
FAEAESC, A HEH7E 70 43 UL b, A SRR AR Y, OB ZER, (HE 4R 1E X & /iR
HEAE LM ZEEXR, FiE 100 w2z R, HAKSHI51555 55 70 KU, NAEKIESC, hikn]
FNRC AR R R R E SO R I LN R, I AR SR B R E AR S .

RN 2. TAMEE — e R LR SRR IEA SRS R, BT DA A R RO A A AR AR
IR . AU EH AT DR, S ESCHESE RSB TESS . WA R IE TR S RHE, T X Le
T B — 8RR A TSR0, T — e SCE ARl A i A ) R 2 B R .

ZREME 3. BUOLTEAES B A RBATT LRI, Z 3 EON SCA RS S A o 2 L
FHRAAA, (EAEH] SPSS #EAT M R ch A TR %R R E = TS IESM i, Mk aA
54, B HSE SO & PR RIEAREREAT 4T [3], FEHIRER, —J7 T, 1ESCARBHEL FE (4]
07, HTESCRG U, HSK AR SCE R RS SCAR BERA B, AT 7 Bk O 8 P 75 1R i e
HH i A A R AR 5 TE RS R BB R, (B 2 i T 28U S 80b, AR AR B R F b — Sk &
FEAR A — R N ERAR T R s 2 R AR S, RSN TE R AR TR RS A 2 e K e . DA
el ) 2 R 43 A S BRIV EOR ™ A RO e, AR LR P AR T R R 2
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5, #Em S B AR BN SR B B eE B BAR .
232 WILEHESITERES

ARIFTRBE A M=, SOMAEEEE 28R SPSS HIZ KR 7 Z 08T, 1 AR5 H
HBUER G IESAG, BHEDSPME, S0 PR R85 kR S R R AT S i i, SR E
2 FTR:

Table 2. Correlation analysis between lexical complexity and composition quality

F 2 AILERESEXRENBAXMESH

SR df PHME F BENH
BELH 2 1) 0.815 2 0.407 88.893 0.000
TEREAN 1.843 402 0.005
Mt 2.657 404

AL 2 BATOT AR, WA 1. 2 KMo S5 A, B p 429 0,000, /MT 0,05, %5FAA
Gt N, RN R 5 O R BAT B E AL R
233 WILBESITSRESH

V2 B IR R IEAS M AR S0 E A SR 2R 3 R IR E A T AR IR 1), v o 2L Kt
PG IEAS 53 A, DR B Y1 2 58 3 — TR 562 R 3% 45 1 SC B R 2 1A e LA = AR AR Sk 2 R [5] - FE S BR B 1
K 1A BB AR RS P i R T, (HIX ST AR A, AN BRI AR

2.3.4. RICERGTERESH

Table 3. Statistics of vocabulary levels are included in the composition of each level

=3 BEFRTEENASRLFRERG

Y O 7y T4 NEE

A 33.18% 14.11% 12.16% 6.20% 3.71% 2.87% 5.70%
oy 43.16% 16.90% 11.06% 5.30% 2.73% 1.68% 3.38%
i 44.26% 17.31% 10.58% 5.23% 2.40% 147% 2.68%
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Figure 1. The composition of each grade contains the statistics of the vocabulary grade line chart

1. BFRIEEESTALFRITEE ST

ENNY

o
i

4

DOI: 10.12677/ml1.2024.121061 426 BARE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.121061

B2

% 3 RMRYE (EPRFSCEE T OKFERARE) A — 2 UG AR AE R % 53 A SR A A
HATHEE S, FE A & GORICAT S E e R TE B R AR A B A BRAT TR FL 4 ) D A L T 2k
B, a1 s

HL SRR RATAT LA LU R S5 18 HRMBMRE R, K. P, & =4 ORI A R & 9
AR RBOEE, 38— 2L g0 s ok @D R, A5G 5 o) 3 I A E
e HUOEE MG AT LRI, =R — AN E BT, R RTI — R Zg0n, RBE SRS
SCAR S 2 ) FEAR T 2T 3 22 1), B = A R4 L, SO B 35 5 0 3 Ao P 155 40 0 i 5 S A 25 0% ) %
KB BENSELE, —%. %, oA el gE b G4 TSR . ML EE S
BT RATRT LIS A EDUEMENEE i8S ISEE™ T, — S = J0X Sy S5 2 A AR
P, ARTE B E SR RAR S SCAR AR R anit, =S B AR BE 5 SCAS e P T A FH B0 IR T (1)
&, (AT R EIET 52 4 b, TR U R @ IR SCAR I — 3B 2o A 5 K v S5 1] [0 4
FEBRITE T 20 2 oA, HARYE F A A 3RAT T LA N, 3Rl S GO SO 22 oA AH 24 150
(), ARSI R, bELT.

3. HFEREEW

FE R BATR LM 6 MR A AR S B AT 1 () IR AN ], IFHEAT 1 B RN AR ST
RIS T i, USSR RBUAN AR 4 python BETHRE 7 X SCABEAT G it 204, JA4h A
ICEcE . AR W AR AR 2 U, JFAI spss X HEAT AT A, AR, 1A
ICERE SR RA BEMRNER R, 1AL SRR RIS R, WICZ R T 5y
A FERITTH T AR, HSE SRR R R 2 BN R RS, KRl RS
AP AR ST A B AT ORI, AR AE SR € A SO A 15 K 1) 3 EA) R Y o BRI 4
ARSGEN AR G A SO RN S Gtk AT 1 r gttt IR RO S E e, WTRUREL, A
RGO R Z AL R E M RNE . BEXTBL S5, FEDUEAE A 16 5 RS2 2] K P RATAT BA
FHRLHAR B — S, R AR A P RSO R A Pt . B 5, ASCIEREERDN HSK 34
VESCIE R R BIAORAE S, BARASFRL NPT QIR SO AR A, AR SO St AT S35 2 5%
EAESCRMER SRS AT, T BN 3 T KRB R I DOE AP #0F . EIRATs T, XESC
JoR S M B O S 3 A TR S A A, A 30 RO BRI AR R S R, X R — il AL AR
AREZ . ARMEE AL, ERSORPIFRARE, X2 — R SCRE ZIA R &R EZ I EOR6]. Bier I H
BT SRR BRI, JF B S AE T BAREBY 2 2 B 0 HE AR i, 00 T mae 2 & Rl
22 R PR AN HERA VAR B B

HORNC A Gy S8 B R B A — 5 MM, RS R B A 1T AR B R 55 9 Rl £E AN R 7
HAE b S G O A A e s, REEI =2 A BGRE, 59 HAE S ARE g e, RERTHE SO
BERAEMHBIT].

AT T A 2 DA S 0 382 21 3 AV B S A ST B R i R R T 7T, RNV A B R
Ferb AR AT S B SR B I 8 St O B e e —, (BRI A A — R Iwt Fe
5o MNZASCHTERECEREOS, KA python 1 5 AT 0 ir] . LR S5 TARMAEL T N DA i iRz, f£
JE SRR O R DO HE AT R . K RSO R RE R AL, WILFEEERA R Z —,
ARSI SR SO R Z A SR E R AR L 1 Gevt o, JEA S A ik AR S R ExT
VRS & (52
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