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Abstract

Complexity, accuracy and fluency (CAF) are three important predictors that are used to describe
second language performances in the field of second language acquisition (SLA). Therefore, they
could be utilized to help with the preparation of varying tests. By analyzing writing rubrics and
actual writing data, this study discusses the influence complexity, accuracy and fluency exert on
writing section from both National College Entrance Examination and TOEFL.
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Table 1. The correlation between rubrics of English writing in National College Entrance Examination and complexity, ac-

curacy and fluency
# 1. SERBESETSREN=ERX N

1 5 e Rl
N i ey TOVETEE, LT, (R 540 120~150 i,
ek fierre i, e R VERg24) (L[] B B )
(R P T o e {EG (11T B R
i AP, (A, ) e
AR AP 2= Rk e T,
e F TR b, N L) {EC (11T B
A A R A A T e A L)

BRI TEL)

MV FRAE IR EORT, QR — 2 A A AR AR B B AR R 3R A 101h, BB VER A iR B B (4R b
& CHETREY o WA, HAZUNE S ZAMARERMERRAN T ERAR . HEAIEE TR CRIRET ., BT
WRREIRE M, HEAREEREURAL, W THHAME S WA RRER. THRES, Wofksoh
fTE 5 EOR L LR N B IR e 5, BRSBTS R, RO
H T B R A BT

FIRCA, APPOS bRl CUHEWT Y, = FER S Sk HEAL . RSB RS . B, dn A A 4
BRI, B AR SR, HIRERE, RHEEF R AR EERE. RS KR
B, WPt —SSHERARL, RIRTTREAS R 0o AR, AR A B (A FARIRIN), JFH ™A B T

DOI: 10.12677/0etpr.2021.34018 161 [ Fh B R O 5T


https://doi.org/10.12677/oetpr.2021.34018

(A feRE I 150 ). ASSEBRERAEH,  HERH AN S 2% BERE 15 A VR A AR AR o B Fe b e 2
4.2. RERE

AR 13 2020 4525 B BSOS R H (4 25 4, ILIHSR 2), —AiS 5 e AT A SR
(1) 30 7 SR, IXEERRSTR K 0 B AT U 2 s o ASSCNARATTIR) 70 B0R = FE 1) R BOREEAT 1 047

Table 2. Distribution of scores
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics for variables across score levels of English writing in National College Entrance Examination

* 3. BEEBEEXHARERERT

I W E IR TH HHR AR o8
1 1 148 0.68% 24
2 2 162 1.23% 24
3 3 170 1.76% 23
4 3 155 1.94% 23
5 4 141 2.84% 23
6 5 148 3.38% 22
7 7 144 4.86% 22
8 7 152 4.61% 22
9 6 153 3.92% 22
10 8 150 5.33% 22
11 6 145 4.14% 22
12 10 144 6.94% 20
13 12 169 7.10% 20
14 13 166 7.83% 20
15 11 140 7.86% 20
16 11 155 7.10% 20
17 12 145 8.28% 20
18 14 130 10.77% 20
19 14 136 10.29% 19
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Continued
20 16 125 12.80% 19
21 16 119 13.45% 19
22 17 128 13.28% 19
23 20 169 11.83% 18
24 21 148 14.19% 18
25 19 153 12.42% 18
26 20 134 14.93% 18
27 25 123 20.33% 16
28 28 155 18.06% 16
29 26 149 17.45% 16
30 30 120 25.00% 15
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Figure 1. Accuracy and word count across score levels of English writing in National College En-
trance Examination
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Table 4. Word complexity across score levels of English writing in National College Entrance Examination

%4 BERBEEXHADLEREST

Y % NGSL 1K % NGSL 2K % NAWL D
1 68% 23% 9% 24
2 65% 26% 9% 24
3 68% 23% 9% 23
4 2% 19% 9% 23
5 71% 21% 8% 23
6 72% 20% 8% 22
7 72% 20% 8% 22
8 73% 19% 8% 22
9 74% 18% 8% 22
10 74% 18% 8% 22
11 74% 18% 8% 22
12 75% 17% 8% 20
13 76% 16% 8% 20
14 74% 19% 7% 20
15 75% 18% 7% 20
16 75% 18% 7% 20
17 75% 18% 7% 20
18 75% 18% 7% 20
19 75% 18% 7% 19
20 T7% 16% 7% 19
21 77% 16% 7% 19
22 80% 13% 7% 19
23 81% 14% 5% 18
24 79% 16% 5% 18
25 T7% 18% 5% 18
26 7% 18% 5% 18
27 85% 10% 5% 16
28 87% 8% 5% 16
29 85% 10% 5% 16
30 92% 5% 3% 15

NGSL #&iE & %% Dr. Charles Browne, Dr. Brent Culligan, Dr. Joseph Phillips I 98BS . A T8I 4 M7 S D38 1
B, G5 T AR SO A IR B R AT 2800 PR . AT 1K oM. NAWL 218 5 S 30% Averil
Coxhead 18I B FE 1R EE , Gvt45 H7EFTA H 5 AR IS SCE I 5 v 1) 960 AN DT S i) o A AT 0 P8 o gy — 1,
SR L NGSL BT (117 B AR — 24,
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Figure 2. Word complexity across score levels of English writing in National College Entrance Examination
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Table 5. The correlation between rubrics of TOEFL writing and complexity, accuracy and fluency
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Mt 1: REBRISEES T
5 4%

An essay at this level largely accomplishes all of the following:
o Effectively addresses the topic and the task
¢ Iswell organized and well developed, using appropriate explanations, exemplifications, and/ or details
e Displays unity, progression, and coherence
o Displays consistent facility in the use of language, demonstrating syntactic variety, appropriate word choice,
and idiomaticity, though it may have minor lexical or grammatical errors
44
An essay at this level largely accomplishes all of the following:
o Effectively addresses the topic and task well, though some points may not be fully elaborated
o Is well generally organized and well developed, using appropriate and sufficient explanations, exemplifica-
tion, and/or details
o Displays unity, progression, and coherence, though it may contain occasional redundancy, digression or un-
clear connections
o Displays facility in the use of language, demonstrating syntactic variety, appropriate word choice, and range
of vocabulary, though it may have occasional noticeable minor errors in structure, word form, or use of idi-
omatic language that do not interfere with meaning.
34
An essay at this level is marked by one or more of the following:
o Addresses the topic and task well using somewhat developed explanations, exemplification, and/or details
e Displays unity, progression, and coherence, though connections of ideas may be occasionally obscured
e May demonstrate inconsistent facility in sentence formation and word choice that may result in lack of clari-
ty and occasionally obscure meaning.
e May display accurate but limited range of syntactic structures and vocabulary
253
An essay at this level reveals one or more of the following weaknesses:
e Limited development in response to the topic and task
¢ Inadequate organization or connection of ideas
o Inappropriate or insufficient exemplifications, explanations, or details to support or illustrate generalizations
in response to the task
¢ A noticeably inappropriate choice of words or word forms
e Anaccumulation of errors in sentence structure and/ or usage
145
An essay at this level is seriously flawed by one or more of the following weaknesses:
e Serious disorganization or underdevelopment
o Little or no detail, or irrelevant specifics, or questionable responsiveness to the task
e Serious and frequent errors in sentence structure or usage
047

An essay at this level merely copies words from the topic, rejects the topic or is otherwise not connected to
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the topic, is written in a foreign language, consists of keystroke characters, or is blank.
MR 2: 2020 £ LiEEE_EEE

Directions: Write an English composition in 120~150 words according to the instructions given below in
Chinese.

AR K, AREISE EEF A John SRAZ Bt fc i A5 R L BuFALRNARR, B REA K H A
Ao A IR, EXEAMEAC, FEERRKRY . HIRHEES John 5 —# BIE, RIRIRK
REIFLA A — e L
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