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Multidimensional Study
on Indonesian CFL Learners’ Lexical Proficiency Development

Surinah', Fang Huanhai*, Zhu Yu?

(1. College of Foreign Languages and Cultures, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005 ;

2. Chinese International Education College, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361102, China)

Abstract: From the perspective of International Chinese language education, there are com-
plex dynamic relationships in the development of lexical proficiency of Indonesian learners’ spo-
ken Chinese in terms of lexical variation, sophistication and accuracy. Through case studies of
Indonesian Chinese language learners, this paper finds that: the three dimensions of the develop-
ment of spoken Chinese lexical proficiency show significant changes, but each has a different de-
velopment trend, especially during the 3-4 years of studying in China, the development of each
dimension of their lexical proficiency is significant but not synchronized, lexical variation devel-
ops rapidly, lexical sophistication develops slowly, and lexical accuracy develops initially; learn-
ing time duration is closely related to lexical variation, sophistication and accuracy; learner’s
personal background, learning strategies and emotions affected their lexical proficiency develop-
ment to varying degrees. Gender has a significant correlation with lexical variation, while mother
language and learning strategies have a significant correlation with lexical accuracy.

Key words: spoken ability; lexical proficiency; international Chinese language education;

Chinese as a second language learner
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