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Abstract

This study utilizes the Web of Science core collection database as the data source, and employs the
bibliometric analysis tool VOSviewer to conduct a visualization analysis of the research hotspots
and frontiers of international L2 oral proficiency from 2009 to 2024. The results indicate that the
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number of publications related to international L2 oral proficiency has shown an overall increasing
trend during the period. The research hotspots in international L2 oral proficiency mainly focus on
three themes: oral language features, oral knowledge and skills, and learner factors. The frontiers
of research include utilizing technological means to assess learners’ oral proficiency, the complex-
ity of oral skills, and learners’ psychological factors. It is hoped that this study will help foreign lan-
guage teachers and researchers at home understand the research hotspots and frontiers of interna-
tional L2 oral proficiency, expand their international perspectives, and enhance their research ca-
pabilities.
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Figure 1. Annual publication statistics on international L2 oral proficiency
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Figure 2. Knowledge graph of co-citation of literature on international L2 oral proficiency
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Table 1. Highly co-cited literature on international L2 oral proficiency
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Assessed Levels of Second Language Speaking

! Iwashita et al. 2008 Proficiency: How Distinct? 36

2 Foster et al. 2000 Measuring Spoken Language: A Unit for All Reasons 30

3 Skehan, P 2009 Modellm_g Second Language Performanc?: Integrating 25
Complexity, Accuracy, Fluency, and Lexis

4 Segalowitz & Freed 2004 'CA:‘onte_x_t,_Contact, and Cognition in Oral Fluency 23

cquisition
5 Lennon, P 1990 Investigating Fluency in EFL: A Quantitative Approach 23
H [13 1 ”f) 1 H H

6 Plonsky & Frederick 2014 How Big Is “Big”? Interpreting Effect Sizes in L2 23

Research
. Towards an Organic Approach to Investigating CAF in
! Norris & Ortega 2009 Instructed SLA: The Case of Complexity 21
8 Canale & Swain 1980 Theoretical Bases of Communicative Approaches to 21

Second Language Teaching and Testing
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Table 2. Table of high-frequency keywords and categories in international L2 oral proficiency research
2 2. EfRZiEOER RSN REIRS AR

PSia WK el PSia R el
Second language acquisition 9 Fluency 51
. Wt FT Al
Second language acquisition 8 Accuracy 29
research
English 59 Complexity 21
Spanish 32 U Intelligibility 15
BN a HE 2
French 12 o Validation 13 A E R
EFL 10 Comprehensibility 10
Vocabulary 20 Comprehension 10
Pronunciation 18 Foreign accent 9
Knowledge 17 X . Accent 9
FHEAIR S HRe
Skills 12 Motivation 15
Strategies 8 Anxiety 14
Literacy 8 Attitudes 14
. . ¥ HERR
Instruction 20 Experience 9
Classroom 16 A Willingness 8
5 I
Study abroad 15 Age 8
Abroad 10
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Figure 3. Collinear network view of keywords for international L2 oral proficiency
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Figure 4. Visualization map of keywords co-occurrence timeline for international L2 oral proficiency
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