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An empirical study on lexical attrition of English majors

under the Regression Hypothesis
WU Beibei , LIU Yun
(School of Foreign Languages, Zhejiang Sci-Tech University, Hangzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: In order to verify applicability of Regression Hypothesis and influencing factors of lexical
attrition, lexical attrition situations of 100 English majors from four grades in Zhejiang Sci-Tech
University were tested and investigated. The research findings are as follows: the results of vocabulary test
for the subjects conform to the Regression Hypothesis. Besides, the students in lower grades experience
more serious lexical attrition than the students in higher grades. Generally speaking, all three factors
including English level before attrition, parts of speech and exposure to English are related to lexical
attrition. However, it is worth mentioning that English level before attrition is a more significant
influencing factor of lexical attrition. By contrast, parts of speech and exposure to English have weaker
effect on lexical attrition. In the process of English teaching, if the lexical attrition rate of students can be
controlled rationally, their efficiency of language acquisition can be improved correspondingly.

Key words: lexical attrition; the Regression Hypothesis; language acquisition; empirical study

: 2018—09—26 :2019—03—14
(2014B117) 5 (ZY2011B19) ; SPOC “ ”
(spocl415); (Y201432091)
(XKJS1812) (kg20160119)
(1980— ), s s R



369

[10]
b o
. b
b o b b
, 1986 Cohent'" ,
) , 1999 Hayashi'¥  Hansen
b b
b o b
b b
[14-15]
b o b
o b
b o b
S
b
[1] [16]
b ~ b b
[1]
b b b
[2]
b
o o ’
Wilkins “ , . . ,
H ) s ) N N N
b Y Y
o b N o b
[4]
) b N
b
[2]
b Y
[5]
b
A Y A Y
. ( )
. , Seliger'® , ()
s s 102,
. , Weltens % 100 25 ,
, Ferguson
“ ”»
b b b
b o
) . 1.
[8] [17]
b o
, (JDEST) )
(Jakobson’s Regression Hypothesis, . , 72
el Ribot , ,



370 ( ) 2019 42

o , 72 1 s 0. 000 (P <<
, 24 .24 24 0. 05), N
’ 100 ° ’ ’
o 2,
2 2 .
(LSD)
s 95(]0
10 ,
“ 94 s 1— 2 8 29170 1. 691210. 000* 4. 9634 11 6200
. ’ Y ’ 1— 324 458331 691210, 000*21 1301 27. 7866
° 2— 316, 16663 1. 691210. 000*12. 8384 19. 4949
[18 ’“ 13 5 ’“ 9 4
’u 9 3 7“ 9 2 ’“ 9 1 , 2 y s
o 50, o
10,10 ,
(NCEEE) . o s
(CET-4), (CET-6) 1— 3 ,
(TEM-4), 24, 45833, s
TEM-4 ,CET-6,CET-4 NCEEE ™, o
1 3,
>
()
1.
. ( 24 ) 1
. . ) 3 .
1.2 3 )
s 1.2 3 1 92. 08333 5. 93703 79. 17 100. 00
2 83. 79167 10. 91843 37. 50  100. 00
1 3 67. 62500 16. 57016 25. 00  100. 00
1 N 1
ANOVA X

30944. 080 2 15472, 040 108 188 0. 000*
42474, 045 297 143. 010 — — ’
73418 124 299 — — — , o

;* 0. 05 s




371

92. 08,

67. 63,

, 1
5. 93703,
2 3,

2.3

3
56. 33

o

75. 50

’

2

’

7517

83. 79,

2
90. 17

10

75. 50,

, 1 3
92 83.88 83.75. 50,

o

()
1.
s 72
(N (A) (V) ,
24 o ANOVA
4
4 ANOVA
2832, 292 2 1416146 11796 0. 000*

35655, 208 297 120. 051
38487. 500 299

4 0. 000 (P <C0. 05),

ol

5 (LSD)
95%

A-N  7.25000 1 54952 0. 000" 42006 10. 2994
A-V 187500 1. 54952 0. 227 1. 1744 4. 9244
V-N 5 37500 1. 54952 0. 001* 2. 3256 8 4244

5 A-V 0. 227
(P>0. 05),

. A-N 0. 000 (P <<
0. 05),V-N 0. 001 (P <C0. 05),

6



( ) 2019 42

372
s 82. 33 s ( ) 0. 000(P<C0. 01),
; 76. 96, , s
6
0. 5290, 5<C0. 529<C
N 76. 95832 11. 50585 1, i
A 84, 20831 11. 24127
v 82. 33333 10. 06990 '
) ( ) o 2018 20
0. 001(P<C0. 01), °
i 3.
0. 194(0<C0. 194<C0. 3D, , 4 o 10 50
) , .10~ 20,
s 21~30,31~40  41~50 s
2. 27. 06, 2
3 , o
o (NCEEE) ( 43, 10)
7459, )
(CET-4) ( 75. 56), ,
. CET4 . (6. 16248)
NCEEE , . . 4
) 86 ’ (31~40)
; 65 , NCEEE . 219, (41~50) 10C 1 ),
) 93
58 NCEEE CET-4 )
) (CET-6)
(81. 04) (TEM-4) (85. 87)
4
( ) 0. 013(P<C0. 05),
0. 249 (0<<
0. 249<C0. 3),
3 . Krashen (Comprehensible

input hypothesis)



: 373

[21] ”
) ’
b b o b
o ’ )
’ o
[23]
o
~
’
) ’ o
’ c) ’
’
: ’

) ’

“

b b o N
”»
o ) ’ °
’ N N ’ ’
o ’ ’
b
) o
’ 5 ’ ’ N
’ ’
[22]
° ’ o
’ o )
’ ’ ’ ’ )
o ’

o ’
, . , “ + 9
’ ’ )
° ’ N
’ °
a) ° ’
’ o
«“
: ’
”
’ ’ ’ ’ H
o : N
’ ’ °
’ ’
’ ’
’ ) ° °
’ ’ °
o ’ °

b) o N



374

( ) 2019 42

(1] . [Jl.
35(6): 57-62.

[2] Weltens B, Grendel M, Schreuder R. Attrition of
vocabulary knowledge [J]. The Bilingual Lexicon, 1993
(6): 135-156.

[3] Wilkins D A. Linguistics in Language Teaching [ M ].
Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1972: 111.

[4] . [l

, 2013, 45(6): 909-921.

[5] Sands B, Miller A, Brugman J. The lexicon in language

attrition: The case of Nluu [C]// Payne D, Pena J.

Selected Proceedings of the 37th Annual Conference on

, 2014,

African Linguistics. Somerville: Cascadilla Proceedings
Project, 2007, 341-343.

[6] Seliger H W. Primary language attrition in the context
of other language loss and mixing [J]. Language, 1985,
42(11); 45-50.

[7] Ferguson C A, Grainger P. Attrition in Japanese
language learning at Central Queensland University [J].
Studies in Learning, Evaluation, Innovation and
Development, 2005, 128(3);: 77-88.

[8] , . L.

, 2011(4): 45-50.

[9] Jakobson R. Child Language, Aphasia and Phonological
Universals [ M ]. Berlin, Boston: De Gruyter, 1980:
64-69.

[10] Ribot T. Les Maladies de la Mémoire [ M ]. Paris:

Alcan, 1881: 8.

[11] Cohen A. Forgetting foreign — language vocabulary
[C]// Weltens B, De Bot, Van Els T. Language
Attrition in Progress. Dordrecht: Foris Publications,
1986, 214-219.

[12] Hayashi B. Testing the Regression Hypothesis: The
remains of the Japanese negation system in Micronesia
[C]// Hansen L. Second Language Attrition in

Japanese Contexts. Oxford: Oxford University Press,

1999. 406-414.

[13] Hansen L. Not a total loss: The attrition of Japanese
negation over three decades [C]// Hansen L. Second
Language Attrition in Japanese Contexts. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 1999, 222-227.

[14] Jordens P, Bot D K, Trapman H. Linguistic aspects of
regression in German case marking [ J]. Studies in
Second Language Acquisition, 1989, 11(2). 179-204.

[15] Hakansson G. Syntax and morphology in language
attrition: A study of five bilingual expatriate Swedes
[J]. International Journal of Applied Linguistics,
1995, 5(2) . 153-169.

[16] s

[J1. : , 2012, 13(3):
101-104.
[17] . L1l
, 2015(4) . 21-28.

[18] Likert R. A technique for the measurement of attitudes
[J1. Archieves of Psychology, 1932(7): 1-55.

[19] . L.

, 2016, 16(7): 94-96.
[20] . : LJ1.
, 2018, 26(2) . 140-142.

[21] Krashen S. We acquire vocabulary and spelling by
reading: Additional evidence for the input hypothesis
[J]. The Modern Language Journal, 1989, 73 (4):
440-464.

[22] Hansen L, Kurashige R A. Investigating second
language attrition: An introduction [C]// Hansen L.
Second Language Attrition in Japanese Contexts.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1999. 3-20.

[23] . LJ1.

, 2017, 19(16) . 138.
[24] s
(7. . 2018(22) ; 257-260.

( : )



