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ABSTRACT

This research examined the effectiveness of three different learning
strategies on Korean EFL students’ vocabulary comprehension and
retention: context, semantic mapping, and word lists. 116 college
freshmen were placed into one of the three treatments of vocabulary
instruction. Subjects were tested on varying levels of vocabulary
knowledge using three different tasks (definition test, multiple-choice
test, and fill-in test) immediately following and two weeks after
instruction. Regarding the tasks checking vocabulary comprehension,
significant difference was not found across the three treatments on the
definition test. Subjects under the context treatment, however,
significantly outperformed subjects under the word list treatment on the
multiple-choice test and also scored better than subjects under the word
list and under the semantic mapping treatments on the fill-in test to a
significant degree. With regard to the tasks checking the retention of
vocabulary, subjects under the context treatment significantly
outperformed subjects under the word list treatment on all three types
of assessment tasks and they also scored higher than subjects under the
semantic mapping treatment (although not to a significant degree).
Pedagogical implications for EFL classroom teachers are suggested.

1. INTRODUCTION

Nagy and Herman (1987) reported that native English speakers in grades
three through twelve learn an average of around 3,000 words each year.
Thus it can be conjectured that in order to fully understand content area
texts, EFL learners of academic English might have to learn, on average,
a larger vocabulary per year than this. Then, how can teachers promote
EFL learners’ vocabulary growth? Traditionally, EFL vocabulary
instruction has been conducted on a word-by-word basis. That is, students
have been exposed to a list of words without any context (Crow &
Quigley 1985; McKeown 1993; Nist & Olejnik 1995). Researchers and





