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Background:

® RINFE
1.

(unfamilar words Z&dp) 1Zx9 5 g

Seeking help from the teacher or peers (social or affective strategy)

2. Guessing meaning from the context (cognitive strategy) (O’Malley & Chamot, 1990)

3. Consulting dictionaries (discovery strategy) (Schumitt, 1997)

® Lexical Inferencing

Text-level inferencing (e.g., sentential and inter-sentential clues, global-level clues from para. & text)

Word-level inferencing (e.g., orthographical, morphological, and phrasal clues)

* Reading model (Interactive processing of top-down and bottom-up) o 522

The present study:
R FEERE

1.

N BEEESE A (young adult ESL learners) X ARMGEICHEE L72BE, Yo X ) 7elE#
B2 RIZEROHER 21T 5 O ?

2. RATGEFEEBIIRMFBICAH L TED L ) RBEWOHR T EEZFEH LD EHE
LTNDEDN?

3. ARAZEEEFEEIIRMIBICH L TED L D R EWOHER %2 BB LT, &
EERE L TNBDN?

4. EFRO2L3IIXFYr v TITHHON? EHLTWD & BTV D EROHER 7]
& TEBRICHEHR L CTWDHERIF R (CHEIEH D D02

MR FiE

PR 6 14 DR NHEEYE7 (young adult ESL Iearners) HFH AU O R

Bt O IERESE PR EAERE, PR 2 478, REREIIEERE & P ER.

FMEE #2580 (77— A & GifiET A }\)320\4’ v H e —if)

T — MR

(1) BEBROHERST1E (80) ITHT D EMHE (4 BMED A7 —/LTH%)

(2) BROHROBEOTERITE (6 2) ICxt¥ b EmkAA (4 Bfd R 7 — /LTl
) [p. 169 ™ Appendix ]

BRT A b 2 T — RSN U TR D O AT 1 2 40 A @IR

(1) greenhouses |Z B3 % & & FefiRiiE

(2) 10 target words (greenhouse, feature, indispensable, edible, irrespective, permanent,
functional, conduct, devices, free-standing) % &% &

A A —FE=a

(1) CERROEL (2) H£3FE (?) OfFIR
(3) TargetWord |28 2E R (HEHI L 7= &k, =B L)
(4) Target Word OHERI 5% & U= 1EHRIRICEI 3 2 &M

M T o — MERIT RSN (rank-orders), A > Z — B 2 i RITE A 5HT (content

analysis)
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MR P ORMFBIIXTT D BRHERGWE (%), HEFH, ROEHHEEICESS T %7 (N=61)

. Some Mean
Rank Behavior Often times Rarely | Never (SD)
1 | Guessing meaning from the context 62.3 34.4 3.3 0 3.59 (0.95)
2 | Looking up a bilingual dictionary 41.0 34.4 16.4 8.2 3.08 (0.56)
3 | Looking up an English dictionary 32.8 42.6 14.8 9.8 2.97 (0.95)
4 | Making a note of the word (i.e., write it down) 29.5 47.5 115 115 2.95 (0.94)
5 | Looking for clues to meaning in the word itself 23.0 49.2 21.3 6.6 28.9 (0.84)
6 | Ignoring the word 9.8 57.4 29.5 3.3 2.74 (0.68)
7 | Ask afriend if they know the word 15 34.4 34.4 19.7 2.38 (0.93)
8 | Ask the teacher for assistance 9.8 31.1 44.3 14.8 2.36 (0.86)
FRANFEI KT B BRI OB T 5 BREO EHBEEICE S T % 2 S (N=61)
Rank Strategy Label Mean
1 | Using the meaning of the paragraph or text as a whole Global meaning 3.64
2 | Using my background knowledge of the topic of the text World knowledge 3.59
3 | Using the meaning of other words in the same sentence Syntagmatic cues 3.36
4 | Using intraword information Morphological cues 3.21
5 | Using grammatical clues in the surrounding sentence Sentence grammar 2.98
6 | Using the grammatical clues in the word Word class 2.65

A B a—E{ToBRE (1 24) (28BS T 2% 713 370 Syntagmatic cues & 4
AL Morphological cues 23z L TU /=,

REFEICHT 2BHRHERSEICB TS TBER EOER] & IEROER] O
Rank of Rank of
) ) Freq. of Rank of
Perceived Perceived
. . Strategy Actual Use Actual Use
Strategies Strategies
(n=12) (n=12)
(n=61) (n=12)
1 1 Global meaning 6 5
2 2 World knowledge 16 3
4 3 Morphological cues 21 2
3 4 Syntagmatic cues 23 1
5 5 Sentence grammar 7 4
6 6 Word class 5 6
* ZORIFAHCa—m TolBRE (1 24) ZBITL AR LEOHENZ o F

7] ZIUEICER SN TVWET, (Qian (2004)D Table 5 &I T2V £4,)
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(A) 77— FREICK T D THET ORMGEICH T 2 BWRHAERHIE ) (BR EofER) Tl
contextual clues D& i & FEZDOE FINTEE TH o 72, RTBANZ, TAARLHMMIZ=D ] LW
I WO IT D Ao 1=,

(B) JeATHIFE T % contextual clues D] & FFE O T E STV 5 (e.g., Gu & Johnson, 1996;
Harley & Hart, 2000; Schmitt, 1997) 723, A5t L OFHiESL LT, FHEOHEHNIZET b b,
Harley & Hart (2000) Ci. monolingual French dictionary O i34 722y 7223, ARHFIE Tl
bilingual dictionary o> F {2 &\ »C monolingual English dictionary i 23 %~ 72, F72.,
Gu & Johnson (1996) Ti&, RKARLHEMIZ=H15 ] &) HIENEER K E L THRE SN T
WAHR, ZORROARFERER EI1TE L B s, TITHEAER L OMEOMRIRN A Bl
BRFEIZ RO D Z L ITITEEN LI TH H 08, #REFE (B, FBEE. SUb) 23 ATIR5E
EARWFIERE R OFE L BRR H D & & 2 Hivs(e.g., Laufer & Yano, 2001),

(C) A v Z v a—iliEICBIT D [FMEHORMEITKRTT 5 ERHERIGIE) (FZEEOMH) Tid,
RAFEDLE T D LR OO BEED b A4 HEHI T 2 Syntagmatic cues DA HIFED A
NRY T HNOER (e.g., HERRE, BREARE, FEIE, MOBEMEEOR Y F°) 22 H EWAHERI T 5
Morphological cues D i (word-level, bottom-up 8972 HEHIJTHE) 23BHE T - 72, *TRAYIZ,
Global meaning, Word class, Sentence grammar @ X 9 7 top-down 972 HEHI 5 IS O F 130 7
molz, THUE. text-level, top-down HyZaHERI S (contextual clues fEFH) #ZH L TW\W5 &
MELTWDT U — MRARRLETET DD TH S,

(D) EREiZHBITD, MEALTWD LB TWD EROHERILE] & TEBITMEH L T2 HEH
FiE ) & OFEO N, (1) metacognitive strategies for L2 learning (O’Malley & Chamot, 1990).
QU —F 4 > TIREITEBIT D text-level, top-down F 72 HERI TG D FRFH . (3) ABFZE T L
7o SCE DR (e.g., contextual clues i I 23 Rl 72 SCEEAEIE) | (4) ARFNFED density (e.g., AKN
FEDREEDOSUZEF L TWE) RENEZOND, LOLRNRG, EffERfGmAE < 72D
X, KV A —ERNETH D,

(E) L2 « FLBEHE B 6B E LR TIE, 7o r— MO K 5 7, WA OHR & LUl
LT =2 OHOFERHIFERTNETH L, FREDOAR EOBG L RROBR DX v »
TRFAET DIERIENE D20 E Th D,
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