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BT bR Dy o 7= 3 =81, p=10), FEibHEE 1~
NMTH, ZL<OEWE b OBDHERANES 2o T
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SHETAMCURE L), 7% A b ER USCRTHR
BEFEZBWAEEIHEET A NSRS V)E
i Ui TS, SEEREOWEREIIIRELT 4
ANT T H—D 67‘;:%3 32 FEOYAMEDREL, B
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(FAZRIE$k: Hulstijn et al. 1996 2% 1), XIRHH @
HAET A M XRZLOEAT A REHIZOL] 38

FEEETCHO 2 &LV bABICEANEI - T,

OFEE L QFHIGEFICIIABRERA LR o T2,
BT, BEFEARRICOWTOI LS 2 A, 3t
BFEI6ED D b, WHRE | ABFHT 1.9 55(12%)
LsEEEE IV T Wi o7, Hulstijn et al.(1996)
TiE, BRIV OBEBRE X RICERE L TWD
D, R ERROSEE L, NARRE BT
THEEIL, RMEBOBEREFAD Z L CHRADOR
APEE SND e & b TRERLEREUZEL
DEEETEIRVEMSH A 2 & BT, BB
BRSO AR ST EST, BORE - BB - R E L v
M BRI DI, BFEN R THE A
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(2003a, 2003b) "B B, FEIE, AARERFEEF
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HEATHELZEX2D). QL1 BHEEREET 1«

A BT F—DEET 34 B L1 5BEE DI B),

OHIEEE - BEL B2 L) 3 REIEY 451,
WHEBEMZ BN 340 OB EFE Y, 7
¥ A MIIIRMEEDR 16 FB(FRTT A b THRE)NS
FNTEY, FREXRIC L] TERTEL<EET R
M L, £ORER, HARSERS Tz, ©
L QLI BET, OfllEFcl~TT A M5
ABFEICE» T, —F, HARGEREA T TIRO
Ll #BEOHRTT A MNERAPEEILEL . OFEIX
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WO EToTE 2 A, HREITLALEHET
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WEELO X RN T EE IV T X A

T, BRI AEEN RS TREERSHD Z &
L2 BB ORWEEH IS EILS U THEAERAL
FEOMMEEL Z EBHELN, 12 fEHDEWE
BEITUEREREFFET D OIFHID 72 & O
BEMRHY, HEELEZDET TSR ERD
ZEWTERWAREENRH D Z L 2B LT 3,

EEOMDIRY TiE, FEELERE LR LTIE
t¥. Hulstijn et al.(1996) & &18(2003a, 2003b) L 27
VR, WETL, HBRETETFER MOV, B
BRED L1, L2 b R D EMTIThRTE
0| L2 FitfE T incidental vocabulary learning {25- %
DEHFEE, HELFEOLLLNE DN ONT
M, EEBELBII o TN ENnZ 5,

4214 TNF AT 47 OHBR?

XF - FF - BE - #BLER, ER) Vo R
RATEEHOB®N, L2 5t T D incidental
vocabulary learning (2 &0 X H BB AE E % DO
B EATFRATIE, Al-Seghayer(2001), Chun &
Plass(1996), Kost, Foss & Lenzini(1999), Laufer &
Hill(2000), Plass, Chun, Mayer & Leutner(1998)73%
5, ZOW, Laufer & Hill2000)i%, - 25 T/L-D
RKFETCHEFEEHREREE 32 HEGEEERE 8 B
BHORFCHEBEFESRNEE 40 LEGEEEE 7
F)eotgis, WEREMY BRI 150 SEOFENT
AP A o —FEETREE, 7TFA M
IHFIT A ST L 12 3BOREENREENT
W SEEERICIINA T4 RO B, 2B
— ZEEDOEWICRESNIARY 2T LOFF
FEELHL), OL2 FH(ERRAIRENRE X6
n5), GLl BE(EESHI L ERE X HND).
@IGEERIS A, g, e S olER), OFER
DIEFERPUHEGE L TERTEA LR T,
FIRE I BIBOEKE L1 b Lk L2 T&L
BAT A MRERINE, BRENEOL I RIEH
EBBULIEZDOINIA P2 —Z IR INTED .,
FERET A N ESREROm BN S, ZORfk
R BEBREP2TORNEBIZOWTONLE®ET
DWTNLOFEREBBL TNV, LT, BET
A RNTHE, A R TV OWEREITEY 333%, Fi#
DRFEITFE 2%DMEFEDOERMNIE LS E X
bNTWe, FETUFEROLE 5 X b2
ELTWAERICHE, KIZERA L7z Knight(1994),
Hulstijn et al.(1996). T{#(2003a, 2003b)%2 &03H 5,
WTN O HBREOBERE B XL DHAET A POTEELF



1%, Knight(1994) TiE 20.6%, Hulstijn et al.(1996)T
I 25%(7 % A HFMEE | BIOBOEER), HEE
(20032, 2003b)TH 25% T, Laufer & Hill(2000)D %7
BRIBIZEZARNH 2o TND, TNHDOFERT
I3, WEREORIE, L2 L-Ub, BRI ERE
RB ORI T E RV, FECFER
P EEZAHEEID b, BEBROXFERED
2 =R OTEEOFER Y CWRE B LB F R E
WUSH LN, ERFEENELEERS D &
W25,

Fio, BREFEHESHFROPEIZOWTHANT
VNBEFFRIZ Chun & Plass(1996)434> %, Chun & Plass
T, TAVBOKRZET A VEBEHRL TVDHK
BB REDONREAE 120 412, CyberBuch &9 <1
FAF 4T I0TT LEEST, NEERE B
760 FBOWRER 2V E o — A E'Cami‘li‘to
XA MM 36 @id%ta?ﬁ:ai:nﬂ\to *t
HEEE 3 D (12 55 . @OLI E%H‘éﬁ(u

F. LI E:%), OLI m%&%’%ﬁJrEE(uT\ BH),

@Ll EFELELT+HEVWETAHLLT, BEFAH)DF
WMNBRBTEDH L HITh>T, LT, FRMWE

1T 100 4 OWEHRE MBI REOEKE L1 T
Kz HHEET A MM Thhi, TOER, @FE
(312%), @EFA23.0%) & biz, QLI E&
(17.9%) L 0 bBAVPFEICE 2T, Flo, &Y
D20 & DPREIZOWTIL, FOEREFL 36 &
» Ll £ - BE - 54 FE#RE SR L, Thickt
S5 L2(RA VEYERSSHERINT X & HiME
B L 2 BB o7, FOFER, QLI ER
FUEOXREIL, Bk, BIEELH 5%, @FES
HTIE, B 76.2%, BIE 81%, OV T A& T
B 814, BIE 7T72%0OMETELLEA LN TE
D, FRTEEERL EB)ICMNAT, BEE - E
FAE VS HEE L E 2RO F T, EBER
Ll ER)DOHEZIEZMELID bEVREREL ST
VN, Plass et al(1998)Ch, 2 Ea—F 2T
HEREITV, L1 BREB, LI REETAOERE D
o7, Eﬁéraﬁﬁ(u FREERER(ET A - ER)D

WHESRUIZEMT, LI OB, REFROA,

HENTENES L bRVt L Y bEREENE
BICEAT EHELTWS, F72, Kost et al.(1999)
HIBHEDT ¥ R b TERREITV, BMBEELE 2R
Bgic, BAET X MESHRIRT A M EEB LT,
FOREE, Ll REBEEXIEMET, LI ROA,

BOBOFEML Y LAEN Lozt MEL TS,
PLEDFEE NG, aPa—F EowTh ol
TN TH, HEERE SHEFROE 2525
T TCHEAOEERE L {RET IRV EIRFTED
AREMER D VD, £ LT, FOREIL, 2 E
EREERRR T 2 ATREM O R SO AR, el
DFEHFAZ DUV TLE T B2 o TOZRUY,

—J5. Al-Seghayer(2001)Chi, EiEIHR L AEE
#8723 incidental vocabulary learning {Z-5-% % F8RZ D
W, DR &R DRRENHTN D,
7 AY ﬁ@ﬁ??%%%#s‘lw& LR DB E
30 BIT(L1 1R HAEE, #@ERE, ¥ A58, A U5
At LN m@fiﬁ%ﬁé’w 1300 FEOMYFEE 2 v
Vo X EE THREE T, WEEICITRMEE 21 30
EENTERY, TORN, 7 FTo8, OL2 k5
EERMA, QL2 ERE+FE, QL2 ER+ETAD
FRNBIRTEDLMEITIR Y 450 b, WREITZ
NHOERESB LN LT XA NERAL, 3
%, EEPHEBRRET A, BHE)RERIN, £

FUZKIRS T B B ERE A RN O ) RS LR
W7 R b, HBEHERSIN, TOEKE L2 Tt
AT EEET A MBRERINT, TO/BRE, mHD
TARNTEOL ER+ETAOERESBTE L
Bn, OL2 BEOA, @L2 EH+EEDEMHLY
LEEBEEBINELoT, —F, OEBEOH,EQE
BTEROEHEMICEEZERIR N 0T,

Chun & Plass(1996)TiL, BE & &7 A4 LMD
FHT, BBEBOHLDEZMEITHATHRBED - DI
%t L. Al- Seghayer Tik. BT ARFITEZEDHD
L0 LBENED ST, BEEEGIIERD D
DEMEENRSHLNT, BEORIZOWT, W
WTRRBERL R >TND, ZHIZDNT Al-
Seghayer 14, Chun & Plass(1996)? H =B L
WEEBRYRAOHHERIZETIHOHREL, B
EOMESBE LD BEL BRoltDTIERWINEE
HLTWB, LIz, TNETHEHE L EE LI
<V, FRFRAEIZELL A5 L, Chun & Plass T
IS REEOERBERE L1 THEX, ﬁé?
A N LHBEOERE L1 TELEFTHEN,
Seghayer i3, ®EFBEOSHEEWE L2 TEHEZ, ﬁé
TANTHRBEOEW.L L2 T“%FE% SRTN5,
BMERIC L2 CEREREEAIGE. thiit BF
SEEFCERVHREN VD AE 5@75%50 E3aN
FTARNT 12 #FoTEZLEELEA. BABHEH



STNTH L2 TENRERET D Z & AHERVA
BEMELH D, TORER, L2 SEHOBRRIERT 2
FNOREREOVBDTLEIBR—NEH D, BlEnb
Al-Seghayer TiI L2 THX IV EMBEEL,
BEOHEIZOWT, Chun & Plass(1996) & Bin %
RERMPH - AT RIF T & 2,
422 REEOTFA FTOHBREEDRIEDHE
FRCIBIT BT ¥ 2 N TORMFEOILBSEE OB
VWS, FEICE DL D R EEE XD ONFAATHD
% 22 BFSRIC Rott(1999), Hulstijn et al.(1996)234» 5,
Z DR, Rott(1999)i, 7 A VI DOKET KA VEE
EBEEKEA 95 £1T, 6 BRSOV EIIC 1 A
— A CHREM B R, SFMEMICE 2 0
RAGEPEENTERY, 4 FETON 2H, 4 @, 6
BEIOHEETHTL D& D ICBES LT, BRE
%, 1B, 1 Af%IC, LI TEREEZOHBAE
FA N, BEBIRTELWERZRET A MNE
MSHi, FORRE, Hik, | BEE, | » A%O
BIEE b, SHED 6 FOFEL, MOBEEDFEI A
fﬁﬁ; TN TV, LaaL, 2B 4 BEOHEE
i, AERBRA DN, F, 4213
'C#Xzo 7= Hulstijn et al.(1996)%, RENFEOHBILEE
D&\ DY incidental vocabulary learning {2 5-%. 552
WOWTHITWD, ERTIL, BFANTiE L
FHEEHIOWT 16 FHITOWT, 8 B 3 [, Y
8%%1@@@&1&1<5£9~&¢Lt7%
A NERWBREICF T, TORKE, BELETOE
PHEEE - 3B - HHDCHEE 3 @@;Doajiwﬁ)* 1
@@fﬂ&iD%hﬁTZF@ﬁﬁ#ﬁﬂot LA

L FHRA N CORMFEOHBUREN BT,

incidental vocabulary learning 23 . 0 {RHE S 415 FTRE
WRHDENR B,
423 BREOEX FSTO—FL—Z VT OHE
L2 FMECHEELERA T O-D b —= )
73 incidental vocabulary learning (Z & DR E
5 2 B ODFETHFRICE, %%L@’ﬂléﬁﬁ b i
Fraser(1999) L 7gh3 o 7z, Fraser i%, J&5E 75:%«55’*
RDOFBEE 8 4 B RBIHEHIIR LTV, T TD
FETEAIE R LT TV —(Fraser CrIHEN,
MR A FRREAEA DT T V- EEHRLTND)DME
ARBL, ANFTFO—A AT v a rORFIT
DUVTIARTWD, ERRIL, #BRE Z LIZ@BNAT
b, 5y ARTERENSEOE Yy a bl
Niz, By sl OR—AF4 V(b L—=

R,

VIR @A RTFTFV—bL—=rTH @1 4
A DOBERGR), Z0H5b, @A RTITFV—h
—= TN, RE IR R R ST U
HEDE I RLORHY, EOX D RHENGFE T
DD, W, EOXHTED Ohvip EieonT
BAL, ENLOR N T T V- EBITHE I HEE
THAZRI b L— VL RABEOERA IR
THIOIERIR, S, SUBMRE, il
EEABALENERATEDRZEEBANL, ENDHO
e EBIERTS b L—= IRER SR,
FLT, ByrarZbic, 5 IEEBET X
b RAFBOF = v 7 (WRECHET ¥ A Mait
FHRMBICEEDITEED) A L F T a—(ED
LOBRANITF U= E T ONERT B0 A
VEEa—) - BIEO—EMRICEROMBOBRS
DT A MVKS BT, 7 ¥ BIE S,
TORER, WREWE-T=A ST V—HRHE. O
N2 T A UEE, HERINEDE L, ROTER,
ThERPPTE THEFRDIEThH- 72, LL,
QAL IT IV~ b= Ao h Y, B LR
MR L, HEH), BEEER, BHOIEELT
Wi, ZLT, @1 » ARIATONIEBET X T

BIEFEBROERPR ONIL, BiZ, A AFTV—
EEALCRER, ELWERNIEE X olshEIC
DT, FFE - HERE HICO—R T4 VEIE D
b, QR FFTFV—h—o THIOFREL 2o
TED., O y ARIITONBET 2 b THLED
BRITFRE L T,

Fraser LISMOFERAIRA T 5 U— B¢ 5L
i, Z A7 OBVHPERAEA b 7T U— (R,
HER, BBEFICH LGy, tAICEL 2t
%mﬁ%r%i E%%%&tpmmm&
Wesche(1999), FUMRRES & BRNEAR T F U —
(HERI, ERMBOIEA, F“%&?"\ FHEHLUTH
e, R EENB)OEBRIC Ob\fﬁf\tﬁﬁ
(19EXWH D, WTNbREBEFEEEZSRICL
WAM, BRI & o T2 725 ﬁmﬁxhﬁ?/_
DX FRNEE L T05B, flxiE, ERnEA b
FTV—D10k LT#&bﬂTb\é?&?ﬁ'}%H& n ke
THT%, Paribakht & Wesche Tld, T4 A3 — 2R,
XL, L 236 OB CHEERR A HR A h T
T/_U)—F{iﬁ:}iﬁ%fé}: LTCWA®DIZx L, Fraser

 FEENRMEEE BB Lob, X
Wﬁ%ﬁ%%@%ﬁbt@h@&&wOKMEfm



AR TASEEREL LTH5E, 20X, %
W&o CHBEFECIHEOE SRR 120, 77—
& DSVREESCA RN SR CESELE R LN &
PEMHISHhTHB(MA - BE 2001), ARZTY

— DR AFNRRB L, FIFFRIC L > THENE

ST BAHEENH D, SHOBBE LT, £

EEMBR b T TV OEBBIZOVWTHLMNZL

LT, ANFTFU— hL—= S OMRERTET

BUERDH D EBbhD,

43 LENXBEOHMROELD
L2 3¥RIZ364) % incidental vocabulary learning D3

AP A HERTRS SICEB L TELR, 20%

FiZonWTEED D,

1. FBEOPR  BHETHEOBKRPERLEF AL
& T, HMEROBERFErRESEL LN
B OFRTEIEINTWS, Ll 1 » AU
LT BET X b T, ZOBEITR
PbhTky, BEEELEFT T, BB A
DEOEFIIMHCERWTFREERH D LWL
b. FIT. Hulstijn(1992), Watanabe(1997)i%, &
DB EFEL LE D &, BAEERP LD
ZERRBEEZRO AN TWA Y, ZHIBIRGE
B Lge, BREOENSTES L, HE
ST BRI RESTFTREM S E S 70D Z L M EH
ENTW3A, TOMBER2EET DT,
Nagata(1999) Tid. ZREBEREE CEZZEIRS
Bk, FOEIZBRELWRNREI DT — A
vy EE X, TOER, 1y AROBET A
FCHLEIENEHLTEBY, 74— K23y o R

e

EH 2B OO AN REIN TV S,

77, Hulstijn(1992042 & V| FEEEIIIBMARRITIT
HBEEZ DN, EHEBIIIDRNGHTE
IROTFTREME bR STV D,

BMEOHE  HEICOVWTH, FREZODE
HEFERLTHWD EWVWE D, Lal,
Knight(1994)2% 2 ERREOMEEBRE LTND
T, BHMAMRIC VTR, £, #HL
DT o TWen, 2, FHiE(2003a, 2003b)73
L2 DLrULRF X A MDYV vy W L o ThEE
M ECHE TORBRIEEDRERR ENR
e B EREMENRSH B Z &% Luppescu & Day(1993)
MEEFAVDZ LICL - THMEHHNEL 2
LR, EHBEBOFTHLESHNRLNEOIT
FUROBEICEREY 7T A MMEABEL R AT

RS D Z AR LT3,

CINF AT 4 T OB K 2 Ba—F
EBICBRORLAFERF R BT - F
FREBRT 5L T, HREROBREE
~ODEPHFECED L VAD, FiT, 2 BRERE
EOGREPHRESND Z L ITEEONRERTHSL
Mo THBN, Fhl EOMEOBREIZD
WTHLEITFAR LI TR,

2. MBEOHBEMEEREDO R © Hulstijn et
al.(1996), Rott(1999)C, 7% 2 hOHBSHE &
DD ETHEEZRDOERET X POBAREL
RHZENBEENTVD, FIZ, Rott(1999)T
i, 4 BB LEOHRPERIN TN ENR
RIS T3, L, IROKBEEN DA
<, BEMEZRBELERDINERD D,

3, BEAHER NS TFO— b L—= U S OBE
Fraser(1999) T b L—= 0 i L » TRHEBOE
B[R0, HEFERAPEILIREA NI T V—
ERACEN RO, FECHNL SICLo%t
BEOBRWRIEBBORDER LA E &, ZL
T, TOPRIT. 1 y AEBERL O &8
WEINTWE, LrL, AT TFO—DOHE
RPN B RECHEI L > THER-TE
D, AT UV—DEERIZONT, T, B
ODINCTDUNERDHD EVZ D,

5 HEMKIEOEIHROBKE SERDOFE
incidental vocabulary learning (25 % D ZHERIZ DU
THEWIB I LB L, TR, &3EW
FAEDS incidental vocabulary learning (ZEEARE % %
DR E BT HREMELH D Z EDRENT
L2L, 1 ECTLARNZN, L2 TO incidental
vocabulary learning & B3 % EALF M AR LA
FoTERE 10 FRY T, BROEREP T TER
<, BRERILLUTEZDIEEAR DD, 51K,
TN DORERE T D7D, (TRNBERD
M, ED XS REEEN D DO LT Ll
BB, FIC, AR T, TEEOXRONE)
& RO ROBAL &9 2 AT - T,
BUREBBEIZ WS Z&iC LTz, TD2 /KU
ERESTHZ LI L0, BOMREEDLD
WHEZ, HIET 20 L - THFRRENECRER
> T LEDIFREMENRSH D Z L, RO ROM
BCHRIR OB R IR > T D &, iR



BT Az LU, EiCiE, BUROBER
SHROBELAZTIBRNWEBI N LTH D,
1 EOMBOBIEIZDONT
511 EOHBORAALINECTOERIAHARTD
EDEEDRE
%@ﬂ%@@i@ﬁ%&ﬁﬁwowfﬁném
. AR COEBOBEOEZFIZDOWTHLNNTT
6om®%%i ;Df<%w6ﬂrm5
Nation(2001)? O E 12 o 7=, Nation(2001)4Z &
%@ﬂ%@\%ﬁﬁw-%%&gy%%@%
A HETRHSR Y - EREE - ERRIRZ &)DM
HAH Y, TR OMEIIE, BRI (receptive
knowledge) & BE Hi 40§ (productive knowledge)?s & 5
EENTWAER 1 8R), T LT, BEfmsL.
SFER R VBV Lk &z, EOmERsL
0., ZTOENLOERSCHS LR LY 3 5%
WTHD EBANMAL LTS, Elo, EHIE

i, HBEBEAELLRBE LV 1LY, HOER
%ﬁﬁ&@@& BETELEO T THD L
BA &3 TV A (Nation 2001),

KFE TR - 7 EFEF L TIE, RO ORIEIC
(IR T A b [HAET7A M) TVKS) [/ a-—
RF A M OV, b LI, BEEEAED
BTHNWTW, ZHEDTAMIE>TEDLD
REGRDSEE SN TWADH Nation(2001)DERIC

®1 BOMBOIEAT

o LAY THIZ(E 2 BH),

ZON, TEMRIRT 2 b 13, OMEEBIRE
. FIUCE D BIRCER 2 @R 5B,
®%%@m%mmén\%h_u5%%&ﬂ&ﬁ6
BEERBANLR TV, O, 5B E R
L. EOENEOE %%m%%ﬁtbtir BERa)]
REZRERE»ORELERH D, B EBRIC
BIfRT IR A HE L TV B LW B, O,
BERRRTEELRB LU LT, BRETERINF
NOFEBUIBEHRRPERICS YA REVEN H

D, Zhbbh, BRE BRI D BRARM L H
FELTWDEWVWAD, Kz, THET A M iE &

BOBREIREN, TS T A BRSER S
LI TEZHAFETIThhTEY, Bk &R
THEMAEAHEL TWD E WL B(—E L2 TE
BREFLEA L TV AIIE L B B0, JIREEIUR &,
FOBEEHRATH DI 12 B> THHOTHE
RAGERTS S M L), LT, “VKS™iZ, F8H
W2, LRBREE R Z &0 2B E R 8
BHHR, ZOEHRTILLSA 3R EL R
ZEMHDH, BRE FLEEY ARNREBEOER
EHoTWS, BWIE_ ThHs SKEELEXO
@Tﬁié'ggmzynszb—w#réﬂ =

TH B HDHYOMBFEOMIRD & OB h A
T—VERY, BIEIISU CHEREBEBOBRkREE LT

FED SR, RSN (receptive knowledge) PE 7058  (productive knowledge)

BELZU | EOLSICMIX sO@MTES | EL<EETES
W EEEE | EDEOBWROVRMCED | ELBHIenTED
BV gy | L0 E O BHAERCHAS D0 | WO RRAER &> CHEEED T L

i ’ HERETE D BTED

wt g | COMIEDLS BERNBDHDON | EOBOTRE BV CRT = &

*ﬁtf%éﬂf% ________________________________
b= WA b 45 FOFETEABRBERH 200 | £OSEHEO LB TRIT ZENT
B T@f%% _____________________________________

=5 ) {4 2%
et tommLMET LTS | Lo R DY IEAPBERSTERT
f Fj 3

Sk b ooHEE %f'&?f;g/" SXITHRAT OB | 2 o i 0B o 2.
v I I % DEEIT L AR L HETzD | L e ot %
B em smess | e ks TS

ERR S B R T 2R o , .
FEFRIR T;’é PEONSEONDROERB | o e o ol 5

¥Nation(2001)D p.27 DF & p.26,28 DAL DTS X 1ERK,



£2 BEFE (FAR) EAERRELLEOMBOMIGEFR
AR T o T RFERFSE TERA SN TS T A b

D HI; ZRGERR BAE VKS 7 a—x
B ot O ) O —
f#

Bk O ) O —

M — — — —
E s — — — ®
H

ik — - — @)

A — — O @)
¥ O HIEREERSTWS — BIERSRE STV

D, MNBREEESTLEFSTZVTHTALITHD,
135 4 DR —MIER & BRIZET 2 B
%, 5 OR—)VCIHERICET 2 EL A RE
LTRY ., HERAGE & BEHAERO M I BART 5 &0
MO EELoTND, B, [/ —XF 2
B, HBEREMIC o AL, THFR D
EEHABRNGEMEED OB TERINTE
D, THAMDIARDPLEDL I REK - ¥O LD
BIGROERZERICA D ONE %, B2, THFOM
OFE L OIEITF D, EABIRI R VO E %
ERBLARNLEET D2 EBUET, B Bk -
ERAICEET D EHMEEREL TV LN DFER
2 B,

# 2 OHEHFHEEBHFROTHGERIZE I,
HHEFEFEENED YO X 5 RbkE Lo X 5 Ak
WKHIEL TS On—BERICEIH L TRLIEEE 3
B, TORR., BOMRIIONWTIE, FEAL
OWFFEHITER & BIRICEET 2HAREEE U OSJUE ST 5
ELTWRD 0T, FNLSOM#ERE L TV
DX, Hulstijn(1992) B FBHEDOFER R D120
[ a—XF A ) TR - BB - EHICIET 2%
AR A2 I E LT e - — A & (Hulstiin 1992 %
IHAT A b LRIFIZIT-TRY, B BERIC
B4 2 BRARENE & JIE LTV B), Rott et al.(2002)43
SEVEDZNER, Fraser(1999) S FERME R b 5T ¥ —
b —= P OBREERL T HVKS TER - &
BRI B 5 FRARENE & 6 A BT A EE AR 2 I E
LCWedr—2 L < BIERTE & 2 5R0SRE
ENTWHWB I ENEF-ZE D ERahie,

BT, FBOMBOPERFIZO>NTHIZE D

A, BREEZOT A N UPERE L TR OEIER
4 Bh k% (58 Ty /e (Hulstijn 1992; Luppescu & Day
1993 %), BHET R b & LTHBHFRIZONTH,
WE & A EDFER 12 BROBHICER L TBY,
1 »AULOHIBAEBWTWS DT Jacobs et
al.(1994), Rott et al.(2002)% 5 L3R h o7 (K 3
ZH), MBI, FRE RO 2 E AR
BE., BRELAKAMCRETIEHRELLS
(FEF 2001), HFEOERFRIT, | AHET 34 F 2
BRI EL 3RAMTIREENTLE H & RN
THRENHHARE 1997: 60), ZORREZBECT
BE, BHEER, P2 Eb 34 B EoHIRA
EFRBOTHE LT E2 63, BHNRSRICD
WTIERIBEAERLNIITE TN E N D,
51.2 BOHMBDORAEDNSHRDEE

IINE TORITIHR CrE. WEXISRE R D5EDM
By MERHHAEEIRTHNAZ LR L.
Ltk FIEFRORERE — L. ZEBRETIOR
T AHIDITE, FHENZBIC W CEEOEARR A
MOBEEITY, EO L) REBENTELZELL
BOLD LD IR0 E RMRE S D Db
ENBRODN), FOBRILEORERRFT DD
ZONWTHHEMIZARIMERS S ENED, 1
LOBEEALMNITEZ LT, FEFCFRRLTH
DEEDHERIC A DY THEMIEABIR LD . #
BHZBOMENEDONDFERICA Y THESSR
SN SETE D LT, XY BIERMICEERSY b
WBZ LTI EEEZLND,



£3 L L2RMOEAARICH T DHERMBORER R & RERH
E#%T AL BHET A b
FEDOHIH, PARIE R 1 BEE% 2 8% 4 EREUL
Wzt O(Jacobs et al. 1994 fit1) | O(Watanabe 1997) X (Jacobs et al. 1994,
m O(Hulstijn 1992) — Rott et al. 2002)
e O(Nagata 1999)
- O(Jacobs et al. 1994 fth) | O(Watanabe 1997) X (Jacobs et al. 1994,
=5 = O(Hulstijn 1992) — Rott et al. 2002)
7;5 O(Nagata 1999)
EH — — - p—
R, | X (Hulstijn 1992) — — e
i Bk | X (Hulstijn 1992) — — -
5 X (Hulstijn 1992) . .
O(Rott et al .2002) X (Rott et al. 2002)
FEOX PR 1 8% 2 B 4 A% L
O(Knight 1994, O(Knight 1994)
e Luppescu & Day 1993) - o
A\ (Hulstijn et al. 1996)
= A(FE 2003)
i O(Knight 1994 O(Knight 1994)
53 e Luppescu & Day 1993)
& ok A (Hulstijn et al. 1996) — -
A(EE 2003)
£ — — — —
i | EX — — — —
o EE - — - -
A — — — -
SEDEH PARE TR 1 A% 2 % 4 EEEBEULE
- Wt O(Chun & Plass 1996 1) _ O(Chun& Plass 1996 .
FRE:: A(Al-Seghayer 2001) Kost et al. 1999)
5 | i ok O(Chun & Plass 1996 1tit) . O(Chun & Plass 1996 N
A = A(Al-Seghayer 2001) Kost et al. 1999)
va A — — — —
1| g | R — — — —
Tl & — — — —
fiE A — — — o
O, B AR 18R % 2 BHI% 4 B L
s O(Rott 19?9, O(Rott 1999) o O(Rott 1999)
] Hulstijn et al. 1996)
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Incidental vocabulary learning in second language reading
— Review of the effectiveness of instructional interventions—

YOSHIZAWA Mayumi

Abstract

This paper reviews previous empirical studies on the effectiveness of instructional interventions to improve
vocabulary learning in second language reading and suggests what should be studied in the future. For this purpose,
firstly, I will review the following instructional interventions based on the framework provided by Rott et al.(Rott et al,
2002); (1) Dictionary, gloss, and multimedia; (2) An increase in the frequency of exposure to new words; (3) Lexical
processing strategy training. Secondly, I will point out that not enough research has been carried out in this field and a
consensus has yet to be reached either on the implications of the research that has been carried out thus far, or on the
criteria that ought to be used to interpret the results. In order to begin to approach a general consensus on the
effectiveness of instructional interventions, it is necessary to explore what kind of knowledge each instructional
intervention enhances and how long those effects last. It is also important to construct a common hypothesis or criteria
to explain the results.

[ Keywords ] second language reading, instructional interventions, incidental vocabulary leaming, Involvement Load
Hypothesis
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