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I  Summary of the Research and Findings in English
(Laura MacGregor)

In recent years, there has been great interest in university English entrance
examinations in Japan, with attention focused particularly on the reading
passages. This has motivated a growing body of research into recent and
current exam contents and their ramifications for test-takers, test makers and
for the universities which produce them. Besides inhouse tests, the National
Center for University Entrance Exams, commonly referred to as the center
shiken (or center test, as it will be called here) is used by all national and public

universities and over 200 private universities.
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Literature Review

Brown and Yamashita's 1995 studies of 21 entrance exams for English majors
were watershed works (1995a; 1995b). Their comparison of public and private
university entrance exams and the center tests for 1993 and 1994 revealed that
in the university exams, there were wide ranges in the number of reading
passages, the reading difficulty, task type and topic type, with the reading level
observed to be high for the test population. Most items were receptive, testing
reading comprehension rather than other skills such as listening comprehen-
sion, grammar, or translation, but used a wide variety of task types, requiring
test-takers to be skilled in answering various types of questions. The center
tests used comparatively shorter, easier reading passages, had the least
variation in number of passages and item types, and was the shortest in
duration.

Kimura and Visgatis (1996) found that the reading level difficulty on junior
college entrance exams was higher than that found in reading passages in
senior high school textbooks, suggesting that there was a mismatch between
what students were trained to do in school and what was expected of them on
the entrance exams. Further evidence of the above is noted by Guest (2000),
who found that the types of items on entrance exams tend to be content-
oriented rather than grammar-based, while high school instruction focuses
more on grammar than on reading for meaning.

Kikuchi's recent study (2006) compares Brown and Yamashita's 1994 data
with the 2004 exams for the same universities. The ten-year spread shows little
differences in the reading difficulty or task type, with receptive items still being
the norm. He concludes that one reason that entrance exams for these
prestigious universities have not changed over a decade, despite changes in the
courses of study for junior and senior high school and changes in society

prompted by the rapid globalization of Japan, is that high-ranking universities
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such as the ones in these studies are free from pressure to attract students, and
can therefore set exams as they like.

The purpose of the present study is to examine the reading passages of over
300 words in English entrance exams over three years, 2004-2006, in four
faculties of seven prestigious private universities and to compare the results
with those found in the Gakushuin University English entrance exams and the
center tests for the same period. The research questions are:

1. How difficult are the long reading passages?

2. What are the differences in the levels of reading passage difficulty in terms
of vocabulary?

3. What types of texts and what topics are used?

4. What types of items are used and how varied are they?

5. What skills are measured in the reading passages?

As noted above, the previous studies examined the complete entrance exams
for English departments only. Since this study looks specifically at the longer
reading passages in exams across four faculties, (law, economics, literature, and
science or their equivalents), it is hoped that the results give a wider picture of
what universities are requiring their applicants to be able to read and
manipulate on the tests. Further, this study is different from the above in that
besides examining reading difficulty levels, it looks at vocabulary levels in the
texts to determine the range and level of vocabulary on the exams as compared
to the vocabulary students are taught at high school. Finally, this study differs
from previous research in that it looks at the range of text type, topic, and types
of tasks.

This part of the paper will report in English the results for the entire data set.
The tables referred to in the discussion below appear at the end of this part of
the paper. The complete raw data sheets (#&747#73) are at the end of the
Japanese section. Since this researcher focused on data analysis of the center

test, a brief overview of this test and how it evolved will precede the research
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report.

The Center Test

Standardized university entrance screening tests developed by or in
cooperation with the Ministry of Education date back to at least 1945 when a
national Scholastic Aptitude Test was introduced. It was followed by a new set
of tests in the 1960s, which were subsequently replaced by the First-Stage Joint
Achievement Test in 1979 for national and public universities (MEXT 1990, A
Brief History).

Officially named the Daigaku Nyugakusha Senbatsu Daigaku Nyushi Center
Shiken (K5 ANFHEBRKR T ANl >~ ¥ —3B#R), the center test was intro-
duced in 1990. It is a series of multi-subject exams which were developed in yet
another attempt at educational reform. The aim this time was to use an
improved scholastic achievement test which would help individual universities
adopt a distinctive selection process and help students advance to a university
appropriate to their abilities and aptitudes (Ministry of Education, 1990,
Introduction of the NCUEE Examination). Its wide use by universities is
evidenced by the large number of test-takers each year: 433,000 students sat for
the test in 1990 and nearly 500,000 in 2006.

Two versions of the center test (AFER , hon-shiken or main exam, and B 7
% | tsui-shiken or makeup exam) are given at test centers nationwide a week
apart each year in January, with the second test being administered to
applicants unable to take the first exam. The English exam is an 80-minute, 200-
point multiple-choice marksheet instrument in six sections with a total of 50-60
items. Test rubrics (task instructions) are given in Japanese, while most of the
questions and distractors are written in English. The center tests used in this
study contain six large items, with all items in English except 5(ii). Briefly, the

six items and task types are: 1. (i) accent/word stress in sentences; (ii)
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sentence stress in short conversation; 2. (i) vocabulary/grammar cloze in
sentences; (ii) short conversation sentence cloze; and (iii) word order in
sentences; 3. (i) phrase ordering in short text; (ii) sentence ordering in short
text; (iii) sentence ordering in long text; 4. long text with graph: (i) graph; (ii)
cloze comprehension; 5. conversation: sentence ordering; (ii) visual T/F; (iii)
comprehension in Japanese; (iv) T/F statements; and 6. long text; Q and A.

The next section introduces the method of analysis that this study used for
the reading passages for a total of eight private university exams and both
versions of the center tests for 2004, 2005, and 2006.

Method

Materials: As mentioned above, the long reading passages (of over 300 words?®)
in the English entrance exams of Gakushuin University and seven prestigious
universities were selected for analysis. The group of seven were determined to
be of at least the same rank of university as Gakushuin University or higher.
The universities are: Keio, Waseda, Sophia, Rikkyo, Chuo, Aoyama Gakuin, and
Meiji. Four exams from four faculties of each university for each of the years
2004, 2005 and 2006 were used, for a total of 96 exams. The four faculties
correspond to the Gakushuin equivalents of law, economics, literature (or
letters), and science (for Rikkyo and Gakushuin, but engineering for the other
six). Since the center test is a national yardstick for university entrance and also
a screening tool used by some of these private universities (including Waseda,
Rikkyo, Chuo, Aoyama Gakuin, and Meiji; National Center for University
Entrance Examinations, 2002 ~), it was included for comparison. Both the main
English exams and makeup exams for the center test (except for the makeup
for 2006, which was not published due to a policy change) for the same three
years were used, for a total of five test papers.?

Procedure: The exams were first downloaded from the Xam English CD-ROMs
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(2004-2006) , which contain several hundred entrance exams and the center

test, along with the test answers, translations and explanations. The software

also categorized each item by type and this information was used as part of the

descriptive analysis.

Three other tools were used for analysis: Tango level checker, ver. 6.3 (word
level checker; e-cast, 2006), JACETS8000 bunseki program (JACETS8000
analysis program; JACET, 2004) and Microsoft Word (2004). Before running

these analyses, the researchers made sure the exam texts were complete (ie.,

words filled into blanks, sentences ordered into paragraphs, etc.).

(i)

(i)

(iii)

Tango level checker (e-cast, 2006), also CD-ROM software, analyses the
vocabulary level of a text based on a corpus of English textbooks used in
junior and senior high schools as well as all of the center test exams from
1990. It determines the vocabulary level of a passage by comparing it to
the vocabulary frequency in the corpus. Individual words and the
vocabulary in text passages are evaluated according to the number or
percentage of words at a certain level in school years: i.e., above junior
high school year 1.

JACET8000 analysis program (2004) is an online database supervised
by a research group of the Japan Association of College English
Teachers (JACET). It is an 8000-word, eight-level vocabulary measure-
ment based mainly on the British National Corpus and secondarily on a
sub-corpus of materials in the public domain (JACET, 2004). The levels
reflect vocabulary frequency found in the corpora: level one contains the
first most frequent 1000 words in the corpus, etc.® This study checked for
vocabulary at level five or higher, which was determined to be beyond
the level of test-takers since the vocabulary level of students completing
high school is 4,000-5,000 words.

Microsoft Word (2004) wordprocessing software was used for each

passage to check the number of words and the reading level based on the
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Flesch Reading Ease (FRE) and Flesch-Kincaid Grade Level (F-K).
These two reading level assessment tools were chosen since they are
among the most accessible and most frequently used in reading level
research (Brown and Yamashita, 1995a, 1995b; Kimura and Visgatis,
1996; Alderson, 2000; MacGregor, 2004; Kikuchi, 2006).

Briefly, both the FRE and F-K calculate the reading level of a passage using
sentence and word lengths, since word length in English is roughly related to
word frequency. Shorter words tend to appear more frequently (Alderson,
2000, p.71). The FRE plots scores on a scale of 0-100, from very difficult to very
easy, with 60-70 being the optimal range. FRE scores are somewhat easier to
compare than F-K, which correspond to a U.S. grade-school scale for native
English speakers from grade 5 to college graduate level.

Additional descriptive analyses were provided by the volumes of the Zenkoku
daigaku nyushi mondai: Eigo (National university English entrance exams)
(Obunsha, 2004, 2005, 2006) which are year-by-year collections of a selection of
exam papers. They also contain various descriptions about the items in their
appendixes. Of these, the text type and genre categories were consulted for this

analysis.

Results

1. How difficult are the long reading passages?

Table 1 shows that universities used between one and four long reading
passages of over 300 words. The average length of reading passage ranged from
a low of 397 words in Chuo's science exam to 1,021 words in Keio's literature
exam (Table 2; the longest passage was 1,662 words. This was the only item on
the Keio literature exam in 2005). Average passage word lengths by faculty

reported for each university in Table 1 shows wide variations, with the
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exception of Gakushuin, which used passages of more similar length for each
faculty than the other universities. The Flesch readability index reveals that the
passages ranged in difficulty from 40.7 (Waseda science) to 737 (Meiji
science). These levels indicate a range from “difficult,” targeted at a native
English-speaking college level freshman (40-50) to “fairly easy” (70-80). The
Flesch-Kincaid indexes indicate a range from midway through grade six to
grade 12, which is somewhat wider than the FRE but is within the same range.
Sophia and Aoyama were the most difficult across all faculties, with average
FREs of 46.4 (Sophia 47 and Aoyama 46.6) each and F-K indexes of 10.8 and 11.1
respectively. The easiest passages, according to readability indexes were Chuo
(60.8/9.2) and Meiji (59.2/9.0). Sophia’s reading passage difficulty levels were
the most uniform across faculties by FRE, with only a 4-percentage point
spread.

As we were interested in comparing the 7 universities with Gakushuin and
the center test, Table 3 shows the data averages for these three groups. The
average FRE for the 7 universities’ passages was 52.0, Gakushuin's FRE was
52.4, both thus in the “fairly difficult” range. The center test’'s was a higher 624,
in the range of “plain English,” according to Flesch (cited in MacGregor, 2004,

p.141), suggesting that the center test items are somewhat easier to read.

2. What are the differences in reading level difficulty in terms

of vocabulary?
Many exams used more than 10% of vocabulary above high school year 2
(Tables 1 and 2), with Meiji's economics exam topping the list at 18.4%. The 7-
university average was 11.1%, with Gakushuin close behind with 9.9% (Table
3). The center test used fewer words outside students’ expected schooling, with
51% above 2nd-year high school level. This is confirmed by a low 2.8%
JACETS8000 score. The 7 universities and Gakushuin used 5.6% and 4.2% words
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above center test level. The average JACETS8000 level was 6.1% for the 7
universities. Gakushuin reported a score of 51% for this. Of the three
vocabulary measurement indicators used, the data show that JACETS8000 level
5 and above results seems to correspond fairly closely to the above center test
level results.

The percentages of above center level and above SHS year 2 look small, but in
real terms, they are significant. For example, with the 7-university average of
11.1% of vocabulary above SHSZ in an average-length 688word passage
translates to 76.4 words. Using the same average of 688 words, the 5.6% result
for average words above center level yields 38.5 words. These gross figures are
rather higher than Gakushuin’'s average scores of 47 words above SHSZ2 level
(9.9%) and 20 words above center level (5.6%), but still relative to the average

passage length.

3. What types of texts and what topics are used?

For the long passages examined, there were five types of text, the data for
which came from Xam, Obunsha's exam collections, and from looking at the
texts themselves. In order of frequency they are, translating from the original
Japanese: general-interest/general information piece (romsetsubun, i 3C),
essay, story, biography, email, and “other.” The data are reported in Table 4.

The seven universities used general-interest/information articles 68% of the
time, as did Gakushuin in 75% of the texts. The Center test used them in 67% of
the passages. Essays were used 18% of the time by the seven universities, 25%
by Gakushuin and 13% by the center test. Stories appeared in 84% of the 7
universities’ exams and 20% of the center tests, and biographies, email, and
other text types were used by the 7 universities minimally.

With at least 25 topics for the texts (Obunsha 2004-2006), it is difficult to

make more than general observations about the topics used among the 7
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universities’ exams. Four topics which appeared regularly, though, were
health/medicine, transportation/public transit, education/school, and mar-
riage/friends. There was also a clear tendency for science-related topics
(chemistry, earth/universe, animals, machines/computers) to be used in
science exams as 10 of the 35 exams (29%) used these topics.

The center tests and Gakushuin exams fall more neatly into dominant text
topic categories: the center tests had four passages each out of 15 (27% each)
on friends/human relations and health/medicine. Gakushuin's exam topics could
also be divided into dominant categories, with society, culture, and chemistry

appearing in 25% of the passages each.

4. What types of items are used and how varied are they?

The tests use such a wide variety of item types that it is difficult to make more
than general observations about them. Looking at the exams for 2004 for the 7
universities, all 12 exams for Gakushuin and all five of the center tests, item
types include: translations of short excerpts from the text into Japanese,
explaining the meaning of a phrase or sentence in Japanese, choosing the
correct meaning of vocabulary in the text, grammar/vocabulary fill-ins,
comprehension Q and A, and true/false comprehension. Use of receptive and
productive items varies widely across universities.

The three reading passages on the center test have the least variation in item
type and are completely receptive. The first long passage (number 3C) is a
reordering task of three sentences into the passage. The second text (number
4) includes a graph. There are five items, the first of which is about the graph
(task in Japanese, distractors in English), and the other four are cloze
comprehension questions about the text, all in English. The last long passage
(number 6) has five Q and A items in English and one true/false) (task in

Japanese, distractors in English). Thus, the center test reading passages test
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reading comprehension exclusively.

The Gakushuin exams contain a variety of item types which subscribe to the
general list above. They contain a mix of receptive and productive tasks, but
tend to have more productive items than the exams of the 7 universities. The
productive items take the form of translating a phrase or excerpt from the text
into Japanese, short answers in Japanese, and supplying a word or phrase in
English to complete an idea. Other items are concerned variously with reading
comprehension, syntax, and semantics.

The 7 universities contain too wide a range of task types to address
quantitatively in this study. Instead, observations about the productive and
receptive items for the reading passages of these tests will be made. Sophia and
Rikkyo reading tasks are completely receptive, and apart from very short
transation tasks, so are Chuo and Meiji. Keio and Waseda law, economics, and
science reading tasks are also completely receptive. The Waseda literature
exam contains some productive items. Of particular note, the Keio literature
exam of 2004 uses one text for the entire test. Seven of the eight accompanying
tasks are receptive: three text excerpts for translation into Japanese; one
sentence translation from Japanese to English, one comprehension question
requiring an answer in writing, one vocabulary definition in Japanese, and one
short essay in Japanese.

Several other points about the reading passages are of interest and worth
mentioning here: First, rubrics (task explanations) are given in Japanese for all
exams, including the center test, except for the Waseda law and economics
exams. The individual items are variously written in Japanese or in English,
with most distractors in English, but some in Japanese for all universities and
the center test (except for Rikkyo and Sophia, which have English-only items).
Test-takers therefore have to switch back and forth between languages
frequently during the test.

Second, as noted above, the center test uses a graph in the second long
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passage. This is unique, as no university uses a graph or other visuals with their
texts*

Third, the vocabulary notes, which give Japanese definitions of expected
unknown words, were used minimally (ie. 1-3 words) by all universities and
the center test, except for Aoyama and Sophia, who generally listed more than

10 words.

5. What skills are measured in the reading passages?

The wide range of task types shows that several different skills are tested in the
reading passage items. They include reading comprehension, of course, but are
also strongly focused on grammar and vocabulary. The wide use of translation
is more than a comprehension task and therefore calls on other skills beyond
understanding of the passage. Besides language skills, test-taking skills need to
be well-developed, as test-takers are asked to do a variety of different tasks, and
to switch between two languages frequently in many of the tests. They also
need to have a fairly wide general knowlege to cope with the variety of topics
covered in reading passages, and also need to know the vocabulary that goes

with them.

Discussion

The data show that the center test reading passages are considerably shorter
and easier than those for Gakushuin or the other 7 universities, while
Gakushuin’s texts are considerably shorter than the 7 universities’, their reading
and vocabulary levels are very nearly the same as the averages for the 7
universities. The Flesch-Kincaid and Flesch Reading Ease indices show that the
center test reading passages are grade 8 level, while Gakushuin's reading

passages and the other universities” are at nearly grade 10 level or above.
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The validity of using reading difficulty indexes intended for (and validated
with) native English speakers is questionable. Greenfield (2004) reports a
reading difficulty study based on cloze reading tests used with EFL students.
The results showed a close correlation between these scores and the Flesch
Reading ease and the Flesch-Kincaid indexes. He concluded that these formulas
are valid for EFL use. However, even with the validity confirmed, these indexes
still use vague and inappropriate descriptors for an EFL context. Therefore, it is
still difficult to use these indexes effectively or convincingly with the current
descriptors.

The vocabulary levels for Gakushuin and the 7 universities are nearly the
same as well, while those for the center test are much lower. Vocabulary above
SHS? level is fairly high, as was shown in the results section, thus suggesting a
mismatch between what students are expected to know at the end of high
school and what these universities expect them to know on the exams.

The data for the text topics and item types show that the center test and
Gakushuin used a narrower range of text topic than the 7 universities. The
same can be said for the item types. The center test had the least variation in
item type, and also fewer items per reading passage than the Gakushuin exams
did. The Gakushuin items are more similar to those of some of the 7 universities
in that they contain a mix of receptive and productive tasks, while the center
test was completely receptive. This is likely due to the large test population for
not only this English test but for the other 20-odd subjects that the center
administers, which are also receptive. More than half of the tests of the 7
universities used only receptive items on their tests.

The text types, according to the data available are rather too general, as it is
not clear what “general interest/general information article” and “essay”
mean in terms of what kinds of writing they refer to. If this is important and
relevant to the resulting items that the universities produce or the types of

reading skills that test-takers need to tackle these texts, then better, more finite
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descriptions are needed.

Conclusion

Looking at the data averages (Table 3), there appears to be little variation
among the four faculties examined. All 8 universities’ reading passages are
about the same average lengths, the same level of reading difficulty, and contain
very similar vocabulary levels. However, the individual universities, as reported
in the results section, are very different from each other and even within their
four faculties. Therefore, as Brown and Yamashita (1995a) pointed out, it is
important for applicants to be aware of those differences and to prepare for the
tests according to the university and to the faculty. Gakushuin University is
somewhat of an exception to this in terms of reading and vocabulary difficulty,
which tend to be fairly similar across faculties. Gakushuin's exam formats are
also quite similar among the faculties, which may be both a strength and a
weakness, since although it is easy to compare, or to prepare for the different
exams, it is questionable that the same types of tasks and formats are
appropriate across the board.

University entrance exams are generally administered by the individual
faculties or departments, but the test-makers may not necessarily belong to
those faculties. Therefore, there needs to be interface between the entrance
exam committees and the faculties for which the exams are being made to
ensure that the English reading and other English skills that successful
candidates will need to study in their programs are addressed by the exams.
Further, the English entrance exams should also reflect to some extent the
kinds of English skills that the university wants incoming students to have, and
to follow through with English programs and support for students to help them
develop those skills during their university careers.

Future research should look more closely at the items that accompany the
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reading passages. More than half of the tests used receptive items only, which
begs the question: which, if either is more effective, a receptive or a productive
one? Are both types necessary and useful? The reading passages are the means
by which test-takers are evaluated. The choice of texts, therefore, is crucial as
are the types and contents of the accompanying items. Receptive questions tend
to be shunned by some researchers as they are believed to test only certain,
limited skills. There needs to be a correlation between the difficulty of the
reading passages and the number and difficulty of the items, as this would give a
clearer picture of how difficult the reading items are. It would also be
interesting to compare this data with current high school materials and
methods of instruction. Finally, the value of using translation items needs to be
assessed in light of student training prior to university and to the expectations

of students once they enter university.
Notes

1. Three texts of 295-300 words were retained for this study.

2. The three items used from the center test were 3(C), 4, and 6.

3. Proper nouns other than days of the week and months of the year are
excluded from both Tango level checker and JACETS8000 analysis tools.
Further, Tango level checker ignores names of countries. Finally, both
programs ignore proper names, but will tag the surname “Brown”, for
example as a color word.

4. There is one small exception to that in the Gakushuin tests: one text among
the 12 exams includes a sketch of a cube. However, it is peripheral to the

discussion and not referred to in the items.
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Notes to Table 1

1. 3¢, . . and # () are in English: faculties of literature (or letters), law,
economics, and science (or engineering).

2. Total # of items is reported for the whole English exam for each test for the
years 2004-2006.

3. # of long passages reports the number of passages for each test over three
years.

4. Av % above SHSZ2 and av % above center are the results of tango level
checker and av% JACET level 5 LL_I refers to the percentage of vocabulary
at or above level 5 reported in JACETS8000 analysis program.
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Table 1. Data for the 8 universities (MacGregor)
KEIO WASEDA SOPHIA RIKKYO

sl | |G av] x| | Chav | e e |8 av] x| e | Ay
time allotted (min) 120{ 80| 100{ 90 90{ 90| 90| 90 90{ 90| 90| 90 75| 75| 75
total # of items 11.2|545]553|666| 4.1/444|666|444566| 49|565/988/888|564| 6.7/555/565(555(445 4.9
# of long passages 112212|212]322| 1.75(323|222(333|1,1,1| 22]|222|344(322|222| 25|222|222222|111 18
av # of words 1021| 762| 935| 432| 787| 573| 986| 747| 812| 780| 679| 430| 438| 633| 545| 717| 615| 795| 881| 752
av FRE 45.3| 43.8] 49.8| 49.9| 47.2| 57.6| 53.3| 49.0| 40.7| 50.2| 485| 44.5| 483| 45.1| 46.6| 56.8| 48.7| 57.5| 51.3| 53.6
av F-K 11.0| 11.2| 10.2| 108| 10.8| 99| 96/ 105| 120| 105| 11.1| 105 99| 11.6| 10.8| 95| 103 9.3| 10.6| 99
av % above SHS2 139( 11.7| 90| 11.8] 11.6| 88| 11.0| 12.1| 13.3| 11.3| 12.8| 13.3| 13.0] 130| 130 85| 84| 69| 93| 83
av % above center 79| 58| 50| 63| 63| 54| 52| 62| 72| 60| 71| 72| 65| 64| 68| 31| 28| 28| 29| 29
av % JACET level 5 DL L 82| 66| 60| 67| 69| 59| 59| 52| 59| 57| 72| 69| 69| 70| 70| 48] 49| 47| 42| 47

CHUO AOYAMA GAKUIN MEIJT GAKUSHUIN

x| | av] x| e e | Blav) e e |8 av] x| e e | ay
time allotted (min) 80 100{ 90| 80 100{ 90| 90 60[ 90| 60| 80 90{ 90| 90| 90
total # of items 777|888|899|555| 7.2|7.76|766(666|444| 56|(445|555(443(232| 40|777|777|777/666| 68
# of long passages 111|222(222|222| 175(222|322|222|221| 20|222(223|222|221|222|222(222|222(222| 20
av # of words 644| 520| 683| 397| 561| 725| 854| 598| 848| 756| 420| 668| 586| 847| 630| 567| 513| 416| 402| 475
av FRE 644 62.0] 59.2| 574 60.8| 43.3| 47.7| 47.3| 48.0| 46.6| 57.2| 59.2| 46.6| 73.7| 59.2| 58.7| 50.3| 51.0| 49.6| 524
av F-K 87| 90| 86| 106 92|11.3| 104| 11.4| 11.0| 11.1| 95| 87| 11.1| 66 90| 95| 10.2| 108/ 89| 99
av % above SHS2 104| 86/ 10.7| 106 10.1] 126| 150( 13.1| 99| 127| 56| 97| 184| 81| 105| 87| 110 89| 110| 99
av % above center 52| 40| 51| 50| 48| 57| 88| 74| 52| 34| 29| 45| 95| 44| 53| 40| 52| 33| 42| 42
av % JACET level 5 DL |k 62| 47| 53| 56| 55| 71| 66| 70| 67| 69| 48| 54| 99| 47| 62| 40| 37| 43| 84| 51

Data of average no of words, average FRE and F-K, average % above SHS2, center test and average % of words at or above JACET8000 level 5
are for the averages of the long reading passages (300 or more)
Test length for the science faculties of Rikkyo and Aoyama Gakuin were not available and for Meiji was 80 minutes in 2004 and 2005 and 60

minutes in 2006.

Table 2. Data ranges (by university; based on faculty averages) (MacGregor)

word count B ik #E (1) Gakushuin
high Keio 1,021 Waseda 986 Keio 935 Rikkyo 881 567
low Meiji 420 Sophia 430 Sophia 438 Chuo 397 402
FRE

high Chuo 64.4 Chuo 62.0 Chuo 582 Meiji 73.7 3L 587
low Aoyama 43.3 Keio 438 Meiji 46.6 Waseda 40.7 496
F-K

high Aoyama 11.3 Keio 11.2 Aoyama 114 Waseda 12.0 # 108
low Chuo 87 Meiji 87 Chuo 86 Meiji 6.6 B89
Vocabulary (%) above SHS2 above center at/above level 5

high Meiji #% 184 Aoyama 7% 88 Meiji #& 9.9

low Meiji % 56 Rikkyo #:/#% 28 Gakushuin 4.0
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Table 3. Data averages for (i) the 8 universities by faculty, (ii) the 7

universities, Gakushuin, and the center test (MacGregor)

8 UNIVERSITIES 7 UNIV |GAKUSHUIN| CENTER
x S #E (1) AV AV AV AV

time allotted (min) — — - - 872 86.7 90 80
total # of items 51 6.3 50 48 53 53 68 110
# of long passages 19 23 21 17 20 20 20 30
av # of words 668 669 650 656 661 688 475 465
av FRE 540 445 511 520 504 520 524 624
av F-K 10.1 100 75 103 95 102 99 81
av % above SHS2 102 111 115 109 109 111 99 51
av % above center 52 54 5.7 52 54 56 42 N/A
av % JACET level 5 PA 1 60 56 62 56 59 6.1 51 28

Table 4. Text types (%) (MacGregor)

gen interest essay story biography email other
7 universities 68 18 84 4 06 1
Gakushuin 7% 25 0 0 0 0
center test 67 13 20 0 0 0

I EHBERXEEDOIMEY Y - HFHE/IN—FHEDOEVICER
LT—
(Fr EFNER)

1. FUC&IC

AFE, KEEGEARBEST AR 70 Y 27 b o—BE L THEE R
G OHMNORIL 8 KFD AR CHEME, b X OB R E L TRFA
At vy —BBROIFER CHRMEOE L2 Yy 7 B X OEGEE (F— 7 —
M) ZHhE LT FEHHOBCICHCEH L TN ERALZbOTHL, Y

HADORFEANAIEFHME 2 0 L7Z@mZ 1IN T T2 s TETw
575 (e.g. Brown & Yamashita, 1995; Kikuchi, 2006; £4J11, "%, FEIE 2006)
EXMEDO Ny 7 205t RIZ Lz 0347, 5o izE" L
P2HTIREZOHBIRY X ) TH 5,

FHHEF (2004: 14) 12 X AUE, 1991 4F D REERR B R KM LU, KEEo st
EREHRE I B W TFTHEMHE OS2 Y A7z ESP (English for Specific
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Purposes) DI AN R THEAR, [FBHEIFE | [FEFIGE ] 7 EOEM S HO
GRR I L RGE O EN L SN L) 12k o7z, L&D, ESPICE
WTHHICEBE L 2 5D S0 HO MYy 7 ICHET AR E 2 USRS
LHEEEDOHFRTH S 9o F 72, Brown & Yamashita (1995:27) bIEHT 5 L9
12 AROEFEFMBIIEO N ¥y 7 OB FARR & 2 IR L 7-FE5 o Hlakid
ZBREOANFOTRICHDLLRELERTH L Z b, KA S AFHROHE
M¥E . N> 72 ESP #HE % A THEFEROBEMSE D 5 R L.
W LITEEOD 5 HEE L AFESETZVEDR VRS UG- 72 HE
ZYAHILIEFRVIZHNHDZEDL)IZBDNL,

ARBFZE TR EBEDORF ARFERE R MR RTEIC BT ENUT & o EH 1%
L 2B R ENT VDL ERHET L7200 RKD2OD)F—F-27 2y
vary RQ) #iThHIrE L7,

RQL ##EBIC & o CHREEECHMIED b ¥y 7 OFEFHO 4 B 122 57

13 % 0
RQ2. EHBIZ & o THFRR T O SR 2 BT 2 [HEEE ) 12225
& % D

LED 220D RQIZER DD, FNENHNOGH ZIT 5720

2. HEfafE%

GHIRTRE L7201, FEHBERFEO 4 F5IIFITHY$ 5585 O, 3. BiF
FoIEECRE, BE I 2RO TRAIRY: (BEEZE, BARE. L
BLOALEL HILFRE, R, ok BG) L FERKFEO 2004 4S5 2006
EEF CORGEARBEO R SCGHRMMNE, BLORBRRE L THEEEO L
Y —RBRORRE - BRBEORHMMETH D, (72721, 2006 FFFEDE
MBI AFATETH 72720, vy —3BRIIE 55 TH S,)

[EXHE] owzes LTiE 300 fELL Lo CERMEE L, SFFCIBRA L 72
(72721, 300 FEICE D Z2WAs, E Db GEVEERD b DIINRIZED2.)

FAEIIIZ AL 8 R 191 . o 7 — ARl 15 o RCHELA#OH L, £
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ZFIUZOWT ME Y 7DIENARTTY =7 b OMOTFIED 720D 1 HFEH. ) —
FENT A= RV ANV L MR EOGHTRIRERE & HICKEE,
B, SEERAC P L C—EE (BAOHME 8 R¥+Eryy—) I2FEd
720 (ME v 7S OIEROFHEMICOVWTIEIATTY 227 DT (MacGregor)
¥ Bl MYy 7 OGEIRESHOBR OGRS\, 29 FEICHE L
Fro B F 7o BMEEGHICEHRT 2010, T PO EXHBEOEE T
FANT 7AWV L THEERT LI L CTRIE L 72,

3. NEYISHR

RQLICEZ A2, Py 7 OWBEHEGSI 17> 720

3.1. &

MBI CTE L OB AIITED Ny 7 ICHT 2158 L L 12, 8 k%D
4EFMBARTENC20HEDO Py 7LD L) RHEETHEIA TV L%
1B ICE ez, (EBEDOEDIZEY ¥ —HEBRIZOVWTOELER L 720
F72. ZEFETIZ8RFED ) LFEEBERFED 4 FHIZTFIZOVTOERBEEL
770)

F1(HE) OSKFAHEIBEO Ny 7HHET— 5 % b L2, FH0@En e
MESNE MYy 7 O E OMICBED D 55 &) D& FETIHREET 5 72
OVFEE Ny 2 OfHEY F R ENEEE LCh A 2 FM5E (chissquare test)
WL BMVEDORERIT 572 S 510 BARMICEOIMFICEEENGRD Sl
BHEMDD B 72D FEAEGHT (residual analysis) 217> 72,

Yy — R, FERRKFEOEFIBIIONTIIY ¥ TV 2wz dikat
R BRER §5 2 L IETE LD o 72h% 8 KEFEDGHAET & ER L 7725 S
L7z
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3.2. WMREEE

A 2 FRRIEN K BPAEDWIE DR, ROFHRE 72,
x 23FEfE 1168139  HME 184 P : 00104
g AREAKES% TR L (=BEDH D)
FOHERBR, S, FEEBEINLEXMED MYy 7 OFfFH L OB I3
HWOMEN S L Z L DHEE ST,

W2, BARMIZEDSEETED Ny 7 A EICHBEEENE . (B DI
) O EBEES 2 720 IXFEEGT 21T, £2 (1F) (D8 RFEDH)
DX BREREBIz, (7 R ™ FEEEVPDH oI LERT. ELEE
TOFHHEZR, £/, CORICBVWTRHELERL HROMERTEL
TWb,) ZOMRE L LIS FT 3 RFEOKEFHOFRE LTI L LT 5,

XEH

SFFRTIE, MOFEHERRTHEEEDDH L VY I 3b o L b7 (|
—HEEPN O [HEEHE] oMEr ¥ u T, FEKRES T Rho722
ETH Do —MIICATERIIIIE - AL - 7 EOINESCEFRL, ESCER, LB
Bl TR BERAR 2 SRR ISR AR RO AR RO 5N TE D,
A2 [ & L TORBIZBIicd I e EZONL, TOOFE
FHERDFE T H 2 FEFHREF A TIEEEI T2 [HEME] 23
HE SN W EDPME—DRRE oo b DL Bbib,

HEH

TPRET UL, R A EAKE 1% T (D% ) AR E 2 HEAT)
HESED R (56%) & THHH, TIUIFHOMERE LKL b2,
2DWT [HEERE] (130%) . TEEERIR] (5.6%) AVHEAKE % TEVH, 2
NS s ZNTIHAERFROFMTHL I L, FFHBIIBLTVRE I LD
BUGA 73 ETIRERRBGERE R EPEZETH 5 2 & 5 Eh HEE & OBk
DHHUTEHLTHS ),
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BE (BE) 8

A e - 3 (118%) 3B BUKHE 1% Trar o 720 [V - 355 - =3
L) ME Y 7 ARZOFEREFODKRIZC VDS, EBREOMBEIZE S TATDH,
(G NHEEOE 2T O | [ LR (RARH - Bof) . [A A4 &
Fel (B8 -#) . TAMOEHED S TSR] (i - ), [4 27 2%
SR L2REA O KSR (8- ) 2 EZIICE>THE ), Tohilids
HMOFEICBE L 29 2 b0 ([BEF L NHFOEZFO#EN] %) RS
MDY, &k LTILT LOMEMDH L LIEER B\ TIUIZDME Y
DT TN —HEOZUEIZRRHEN D > 72O TR WP BDEL 215
AR

DT [l - 485 ) (59%) . [ - 578 (39%) AV BKIEE 5% TR -
725 Tl - ] R0 2 IXEI ORI E L THRE R K)o T2 T
- @] 1L TH AHoRFRES L BERLMEROHL Py 7 THDH I LI
HFETE 5,

I (I) %3

FFHZFC O TH - 2> Ca—%—] (49%) OMEDH (1) 2567
FIZIRONTED, ARKEIBNTEHLS RoTWbEI L THD, F7o, [MlHE -
Bl (266%). [ESK - Be8] (98%) O HENE BAKNME 5% TN o7 ([
FE - B IOV TIIERPEICEEDO 450 1 U EEZ HED TS Z &b
EFTRETHA)) KBICINSOMEIZYE > Th L &, ZDL DTIT Hiffi -
[RoF - BRIRREZ O R B 2558 2 —mT ISR L RS CTh D .
LSO R E & IR 2 LR EMIZHA T IDERENT
Wi EWZ L9,

T2, METICEE L TTE RS R b o278 T8 - HEM] (98%). [55 -
WER] (49%) R EOBRRELBEEDOH ) Z )% Py 7 DR L RRE
WA D AYR B
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52— Bk

I TlE EORI S RFAFHOGHRR LT A Ty ¥ —dllxoHE
M ZE L THRD I LT Do (LTHBRNRZZE )TV TVED 15 4075 L
A OPREHFATIIHESN 2P o2 vy 7520w T, BXZOMEA % ik
Byoicllrwsd,)

SRR MEN E L TE 4 2MARTO Ny 2585 E M0 2R L. BED
FEHOEHME BTV DL DITTIE RV 2T [EEEERB RN B 5 R 7%
FHEOERORE*HET LI L2 FLLHMET L] (KEARLY 7 —
TxyTHA L) L)y s —RBROWKSS LT HREOEMSEICE D
DOBENRIEY 71> CTHESNLZ DR VWEIREENTWE20TH
590

7272, BEGI ORI 8 KF (D) BEFIZIR 3 538) TOHESRD E 2o
7o THEESR - ANJH - CHH - JAUR ] Sk v 7 =B Cld F o 2 K S LT 2w
HThb, TOHBHILTLIWETIE VA, —2DOWRELEE LTIZZ D b
¥y 7132 oM LR OB EOERHIBICET ML B0 &3, &
FEFELEY - BLEboZBEERN G LT 5 vy —HEBRICIIHIG L < &
WEHIBIENTWAEDOHN L LNV,

RRIZ, ZE LTI RFED ) LEEBERFO 4 #7720 2000 L Tafk
OIEM &L THIWER S o (B TVED DRz, EoOBEIC &
Y 5b,)

LEHMTHEENTWSE 62D M ¥y 713 8 REEEDLEEETL —EDE]
ATHEINTVEL0THY) ., (R THEEOE o/ [HEE - K] [
e NH - S - AR oEDS RV EERRITIE) K& RBEINOEVN DS X
I E b N,

BEEEICB LTl 2o T RICHEEN S o 7o [ TEIBEE
Bl ARIE ) BEBEI TN S,

REEFHICE L Ch, 2R CTHRICHEEROE o 72 THRF - &l olE
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WHDLIEN, (BERTHELEZ L LD 5720 O0) HEFHAROZAE T L
THEEO®E [HEME] OLESH 5,

F 7o EAERICE L ISR CHEICHERO R - 72 [EFE - %] THA -
BRI ] OGN D 51370 ([EHE - BIE] 1o o TEFEICEROPEITEL T
W5), HARRHELEEOS ) 25 2 T8 - ] OMESEED 5.

DLl Eh OB BERFEIIBN T H 2 REL SO EER L2 M E Y
JOHERENTWE D EBbiLs,

3.3. ¥&O

ETRTEZE )12, FAIL 8 KFD 4 R CRATINC A EICHEE O
V(W) PE Y 2 DIEEAEIZOWTIIFEN NSO R & AT T
BT ENWERTH o720 M—, BEHFHRT A - By - =38 ol
ERPEEIZESCEASHHATE 2257228, ZNEEROFTHARRZZL D
WCZDN T T — BROZ LD D - 72 THEED R V. S HOWFE Tl
MY 7 EGETHICHVEHOA T T -2 20T EMH L7205, 55
DOWFFETIEA T T) —OFLWE T3 L Ch 7ok 2 E 2 5065
BHDHHH Lk,

L Lo, ZOEPOHEEEDD 72 N E Y 71200 T RG]
HEThHo7z2&hb,

RQL ##IC & o CHEFBERCHMMED b Yy 7 OO R 1250
(EE SRR
[ i PSS AN
AL I X o THEFERCHMMED t ¥y 7 OFEOMF R (22513
Hbo TNEZNTNOFIHORE LY HLRERML 72D DTH 5,
ELwERY,
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4. FEEESR

RQ2IZER A 720, HRGEEST 21T - 720

4.1. 2RTE

8 RFDFIMAMMNED - ARELMEDOTF AT =4 (BLUZEFE
Tl vy =B RECMED 7T — %) %, L HFED— i 2 JeaE
D 1 EFEIC AT — % OHFETH 5 British National Corpus (BNC) # %8 0 —
NAE LTHBL, 2R (BLUt ¥ —R B oRCHEIC
BWCED L) BEERESAZICEHETHWON TV L D2 5HT L7z,

SHTNZIE T F A b F— %54 — )V WordSmith Tools @ ‘keyword’ Héfg %
HHL. ZRI— AL RB L THIEIABICSEETHEA SR TV L ES
v (keyness) ZFHET 2N A 2 FREA = A VHIEAR T | Rk
P fEIZ i3 ME  (0.000000000000001) % %% L 720

Fo. OFFA LT = 5H7 7 b RANGE 2 L THERTK (BL O
Ly —RBOBIZ1 DT FA M LAEBIL 2 WHEEED ) A P ERER L.
FNEA Ny T A NE LTHH LT REOBEEST S BA L72, Y

4.2. BREZE

FGET O RESNFEO—E%2 K3 (TEB) 1R, —iR L THE4

TN D72 ) R BREDEHGEE LTI ST 00b b, LT, 288
AR SN REGER BRI L. Yy 2 S EBEMNITTEERNNZ
295,

\,\\ S

(v

EER
9, FEHOBELEEL TWA I ERESICHER T X B MEEL LTI
S CFICY A5 LANGUAGE, VOCABULARY, POETRY % EARLON 5,
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F 7. WLIZB4R T 5 CULTURES, CULTURAL, AM @& IZBRT 2
EMOTIONAL, WEEPING, CRYING, A M B4R 2B 3 5 L Ebh 2
FRIENDSHIP, & % i HUMANS 7 &b AR E LML 0MEDH 5 T
oy 7 BT A5 E 252 LIETE LI,

P s g

EEEAROEMHEE L LTk, LAWSUIT(S), SUSPECT 2/ 51 %, k
Ey 7 OB TR &9 IEFERR T SRTEICE T 2 CEO MEIA &
282> 7275, ANTISOCIAL 7% Eld 2N E2EMNIFTWLERLZENTE X
9o F7z. —i#D SMOKERS, LUNG, SMOKING, TOBACCO, CANCER B2/
2K DR E & v ) — OO AME (b L IEERE) CBELTY5 D
DEEbhs

#?1%%. INTERNET, “MOBILE PHONES” & o 72t EAE IR & 7%
WBR G2 72 EANC BT AR, 2002 4EE D ) —NOALEE S E L H
HF—ICIC 45 TANAKA, NOBEL &\ o 7Bl sl & 7o o 7o SRS 2B 4
kbR 5N B, F72. GLOBALIZATION (X EFRRIRICEIE L T & 5D
ZENTELD,

KOFEFEFE & FEEIZ PERCENT 25207 ) EAZIC Ko T3 25, ZHuidft
ERFEROBHATE ST I I LFRIIOVWT S — Ly F— V2 RFCHIT
BGEDE N TRV Bbhb,

BEFE

BEFEICEBARE OO (& L TId ECONOMIST 28R 6N 5, KIZHIZAHH L @
1 VIETNAM, VIETNAMESE, AMERICAN (S), BRAZILIANS, ARAB (S),
EUROPEANS, JAPANESE & o 7250, ER, iz RT L) %FHTH
Bo RFEFMTIRERRBBZO FE Y 713 2% T L E S TR VA, #i% -
&R, BHEvol MYy 7 THEEDE, MIBOREL ) LEFE o720
T ZawhrEEb s, (HAIZ VIETNAM, VIETNAMESE (& k4 4 &k
ELDF X% 2B GEEEZPo 7- CETHI L Twiz,)
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—3#¢ OBESITY, NUTRITION, FOOD(S), OVERWEIGHT, HEALTHIER,
YOGURT &\ 7z 5B ISR, FR 2L & AEEOREICEEL TWwb &
Bbhd, BEFHTIE MER - EHR] 0 My 7 oIREI oS L i L
T%wbﬁfu&wﬁ\%hf%%@@%lﬂ%ﬁbfﬁb\%@¢T%K%
R B A HMEDPER L2012 ) Lo ZES I SR b D L R
Y

PARENTS, KIDS, CHILDREN & o 22 KRR 2 £ 3THEP VO R LN
B8, THUIREFEFE T (FETICEEL 3 b hho/cboo) [RE - K
] L) MY 2 OMBEEN 4 EROT TR B, o7 (98%) Z L EE
HFTVBEFLE ),

ZOIHh, FFEHEF U Bl QPR3 5 INTERNET 28R 6515
(Z%*. PERCENT 725 EAZIZ A>T 5,

I (I) %

T, BB BHEEAM ISR T S LS kiR s LT MATH,
SCIENTISTS, RESEARCHERS, ATOMS, ASTRONOMER, GENETIC 7% &' #*
Rohb, 720 BRAIN diRTEH END L) 12 o 2Bk L BIE L Tw
HLDEEDbND,

HAARL BRI EICB #3555 & L Tk, TORNADO, OCEANS, SPECIES,
FORESTS, EARTH'S, CREATURES, CONSERVATION 7 &% & 1 5,
(DISAPPEARING % [VH 247 < By - k] 2 & &wv ) RTEDNRL TV 2
BI% L o Niz.) 2Di3A, PET(S), ANIMALS, MOOSE, BEE & 2o 7-8)
W 25 W opiit s Tw b,

25—

ZEETIZE vy —BBROERTEIZ O W T O BRI 217 o 720 fliHE &
N7FEIZ 14 5E L. BRRARE AL LT DD, Zhidbed e
F— Y BRV VDb HAH, BT — /XA TH A BNC & i LTk
B OWTOEEP BN 2w, D) L) — i 2R EAISD VA E
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FoTwa /ol b TELNL LNE V., (ZOHIIOPWTIXS SR
BIFESLEETH S 9 o)

ZOHTHHB ENFEORMIZOVWTEREMATAL L, LiICHh 5
NEIGHBOR(S), HOMETOWN (&, t > & —5ERT [#50 - 20k - ARHIBEIAR ]
DO MEY 7 ORENEPoT (267%) L EBREVPHL L) THAS,

% 72, JAPAN, JAPAN' S, JAPANESE 7% NATIONS, COUNTRIES 7 & & &
bzt s Twa 2 end (EBRINS OFEEFE U CERICHN LA S
WEEMPHERRTET), HARZ S EFEFE R AICB W CEHEIE & LR T 5 &
Vo ENEDLENL W LW Z D,

& 512, PERCENT, PERCENTAGE 72 & 382358 - fEEA & ik S— 1~
F=URFFCHWAT 5 4 TOmAHLDL LNV L Dbh b,

4.3. F&D

ECRAZEIIC, BT 8 KFED 4 DDOKFEERM T 7 1) Favp B IFBEE A
HENTBY., 209 LEOMLKOFES TN ENOFEROMFE L BEMF T2
EDHRELR D TH o720 L7z > Tl

RQ2. #HBIC & o CHFEE CHR M E O U % F A T 2 THGE] 1225
3 5 7
(5 R pP o A A =
A2, FEIC & o THEFRR TN EO LR 2 R 2 [HEGE] 10225
EH b, ZNEENZTNOEEHORME HLBENML7-LDOTH
%
ELWERES,

5. BHYIC

AWGED 2 DDA (M E w7 08T - FBGEOAT) O L5 5 OfRS | iREd
FARANAEER L EIZ B W TR S L IC N TR OFI Ot » 512
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FERHE L 72 R SR TWwab 2k amlizce 2OZ b AROEM»S €
NZNOEHOEM T D LIRERN: - BLOd L8 EEL  AESEn
E ) RO LD FAIN S o LD L7355 2 O R O KFIeqE
BOESPALL LD IIGE -7 DEFT A0 E) MIZOWTIR, E5ITBE
DT = F M o 7 BRI 2 AT ) WEDH A9 L. R OMEM S 5 I25
FoTWOPEI) PBEHL TN ZLILETHS I,

i

ED Z2TE) [MEv s Lid, 2oXESWY o T2 53T - Eif &, £7-
[FEEGE ] S 32O XEPICBWTHBICHBETHW S, ZOLEE FRITC
WLHGEE (WhWLF—T—F: LIFLIE My 7 LB L TW3) %53, H#
FEOEBICH LWVERICOW TS OETHMT %,

E2) —#oRY (B, FHI. 7)) TIEHER EOEE TTOO%E (OB O
B 12h 7o TR—OAGKHEEZ MR L TV A5E70% - 725, FEARWNIZZE DR
P SN BHRE L DFRDP LY ZVFETIGH L7,

E3) HXHOERTIE [T vy V] LW HFEEHCTW LS, NEMIZE M E Y
71 VI HFEDII) L VB L EbN Do, RIFFETIE Ny 7 JISH—L
726

TE4) AR BT B Etat RIS 7 B4 > v 7 b T[22 2 ufiaEr 2006 for
Windows] (RE&x it —E 2, 2006) %M L7z,

#:5) WordSmith Tools Tl keyness #5113 25 & L CTHEOCE (log-likelihood)
ENA 2FRBGEA = A VHIEAROZONHE STV A%, g, P (2004) 12
IIEH A 2FMEA 2 A VHHIEARDIZ) D EATEL Y b L) %< DR RuEE
OEEE (- BRIV EBR 5E) RREGEE L Ot 2@ m2d 5 & &
Moo RWFETE )LD L DIERRWED R IR TH 2720, L LT
A 2FHEA = A Y HIEAR AR L 720

7#6) Nation (2001:16) Z &2 &MU, HDREOEEE X PET D 720121E, HELR
EOMERE L DI, OB OORE LT FA M THEPEN TV L 2ERT
[5A4i ] (range) dEBLRTNER SR WESNE, SO0, RifZETiE 1D
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[E57 - L - 1) %65

DTFFAINFORATHWENTWTZDOMOTF A MIITFE 72 B L R WVEEI
BKIDSE TN ) S i R Byt

SE 30

Brown, J. D, & Yamashita, S. O. (1995) English language entrance
examinations at Japanese universities: What do we know about them?
JALT Journal, 17(1), May, 7-30.

Kikuchi, K. (2006) Revisiting English entrance examinations at Japanese
universities after a decade. JAL T Journal, 28(1), May, 77-96.

Nation, IS.P. (2001) Learning Vocabulary in Another Language. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

RFEAAE Y= T2 THA b AE (7712 1200744 H2H)
<http://www.dnc.ac.jp/gaiyo/gaiyo_index.html>

HIEF &2 (2004) [ HAIZ BT 2 KRFAFEFELH O Hy & HEEIZ DWW T—ESP bf
726 ORE—]  [MM News] # 7%, pp.11-21.

HRARTESE, PMILREDE (2004) [HeatiofaiE 2 UM L 724 BEEih i 1o B3 2 W5t
PR EBEEHE A E #1875 pp.99-108.

BAIMERG, TS, TUEAET (2006) [R5 AR, Eﬂﬁ% D¥EF L
FHHMEORRMZAL] [JALT Journall 4 28 %, #5275, pp.115-134.

RV I YT

Heatley, A., Nation, LS.P. and Coxhead, A. (2002) RANGE and FREQUENCY
programs

Scott, M. (2004) WordSmith Tools version 4, Oxford: Oxford University Press

AR — 2 (2006) [T 27 tvkist 2006 for Windows].

ERT—4

BNC Consortium (2007) British National Corpus XML edition, Oxford: Oxford

University Computing Services.
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KEFVGENREOFA SN (B 5. Laura MacGregor. HESHIAR. KFHBE)

X1 (F8) PEVIDIHR:HE

Ny oy 8 K ERBER
'y IES #E B (D) [ 458 | X % % | 45
fE - BRAE 4 7 5 5 11 28 0 1 0 3 4
JEESL - BT - SO - s 0 8 9 6 2 25 0 0 0 0 0
B - 2k - AR AR 4 1 6 6 1 17 1 0 0 0 1
B - SRR - R 1 3 6 2 3 14 1 0 0 0 1
sa3azs—vay 0 4 1 3 5 13 1 0 1 0 2
AL 1 0 7 4 1 12 0 0 1 0 1
KIE - Kk 0 2 4 5 1 12 0 0 2 0 2
A R 0 2 0 6 1 9 0 0 0 0 0
Wy - K 0 3 2 0 4 9 1 0 0 2 3
Hk - Bt 0 3 0 1 4 8 1 0 0 1 2
R S 0 3 1 0 1 5 1 0 0 0 1
R - B 1 0 1 3 0 4 0 0 1 0 1
[l £ 0 0 3 1 0 4 0 2 0 0 2
1 1 1 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 3 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 2
AT 0 1 0 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 0
T - 97 1 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
R 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 1 0 1
Bk 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
ol - AR 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
Beb - 32— — 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 0
255 - Sl 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1
L S 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Bk - g 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
EESR Rl 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
WS - AT 4T 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
FHEL - A 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
& it 15 45 54 51 41 191 6 6 6 6 24
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Trefe - #x) He s

x2 (495)

PEY 793R - HHEH (%)

NV oy 8 K SRR

'y IES O|E ()| 4588 | X e % | 45
HERE - BEHE 267|156 93 98| * 268 147 00| 167 00| 500 167
JEESL - BT - SO - s 00| 178 167 118 49| 131 00 00 00 00 00
B - 2k - NTHIB 6 26.7 89| 111|118 24 89 167 00 00 00 42
HH - ER M 67 67| 111 39 73 73| 167 00 00 00 42
LR 00 89 19 59 122 68| 167 00| 167 00 83
AL 6.7 (-)00| * 130 78 24 63 00 00| 167 00 42
RIE - Kk 00 44 74 98 24 63 00 00| 333 00 83
SRR T R 0.0 44 00[ * % 118 24 47 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
WYy - K 00 6.7 37 00 98 47| 167 00 00| 333 125
90K - B 00 67 00 20/ *98 42| 167 00 00| 167 83
ES R T 00 6.7 19 00 24 26| 167 00 00 00 42
R - B 67 00 19| %59 00 21 00 00| 167 00 42
T B3¢ P £ 00 00| *56 20 00 21 00| 333 00 00 83
ZH =y 6.7 22 19 20 00 16 00 00 00 00 00
B 67 00 37 20 00 16 00 00 00 00 00
T - R 0.0 00 19 00 49 16 00 00 00 00 00
[i5:a 00 00| * % 56 00 00 16 00| 333 00 00 83
AT 00 22 00 20 24 16 00 00 00 00 00
T - 971 6.7 00 00| * 39 00 10 00 00 00 00 00
R 00 00 00 20 24 10 00 00| 167 00 42
Bk 00 22 00 20 00 10 00 00 00 00 00
ot - M 00 22 00 20 00 10 00 00 00 00 00
bl - 72—y — 00 00 00 00] % % 49 10 00 00 00 00 00
20 - 67 00 19 00 00 05 00| 167 00 00 42
i - LAV F— 00 00 00 00 24 05 00 00 00 00 00
Bk - 00 22 00 00 00 05 00 00 00 00 00
5 - G| 00 00 00 20 00 05 00 00 00 00 00
AFAT 00 00 19 00 00 05 00 00 00 00 00
£ 00 22 00 00 00 05 00 00 00 00 00
& it 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000/ 1000| 1000/ 1000/ 1000| 1000

8 KFDEFIIZ OV TUIFRE G OFTRL, 1L 5%AKMET, * k(3 1%KETHEEN DS LERT.

T (-) ABRIEWT LA, ERDAHIARICEW I LR,
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x3 ($8)

Rk

A AR D

A (B3 12, Laura MacGregor. HEAIAE. KB )

FAIL B KEEEMRME (LU 42 —HBR) OFEE—EBEX

S " D B (D) e
1 PRINTING 1 LAWSUITS 1 BEHAVIOR 1 MATH 1 NEIGHBOR
2 COLOR 2 TANAKA 2 OBESITY 2 POLITENESS 2 NEIGHBORS
3 TOOTH 3 OMAR'S 3 FAVORITE 3 HONORIFIC 3 HOMETOWN
4 FAVORITE 4 PERCENT 4 PERCENT 4 BEHAVIOR 4 PERCENT
5 DOGS 5 AIRPLANE 5| VIETNAMESE 5 PET 5 JAPAN
6 CENTER 6 NEIGHBORS 6 AMERICANS 6 TORNADO 6 DOLLARS
7 WEEPING 7 DOLL 7 NUTRITION 7 PETS 7 MOM
8 EUROPEANS 8 LAWSUIT 8 INTERNET 8 SCIENTISTS 8 JAPANESE
9 LANGUAGE 9 JAPANESE 9| BASKETBALL 9| CIVILIZATIONS 9 NATIONS
10 TOY 10 SMOKERS 10 HUMANS 10 JAPANESE 10 1
11 JAVELIN 11 OMAR 11 PARENTS 11| RESEARCHERS 11 MY
12 BEHAVIOR 12 JAPAN 12 VIETNAM 12 POLITE 12| PERCENTAGE
13| GRADUATING 13 LUNG 13 KIDS 13 INBORN 13 COUNTRIES
14 ATHLETIC 14| GLOBALIZATION 14 CHILDREN 14 YORKERS 14 JAPAN'S
15 POETRY 15 SULTAN 15 BRAZILIANS 15 CONSCIOUS
16 CULTURES 16 SWIMMER 16 SELF 16 CENTER
17 HUMANS 17 INTERNET 17 HAPPIER 17 ANIMALS
18 EMOTIONAL 18 ANTISOCIAL 18 CAFETERIA 18 CYNICISM
19 MY 19 SMOKING 19 FOOD 19 HUNGRY
20 TESTS 20 CENTER 20 ARAB 20| DISAPPEARING
21| VOCABULARY 21 TOBACCO 21 ECONOMIST 21 LANGUAGE
22 ATHLETICS 22 PHONES 22| OVERWEIGHT 22 MOOSE
23 CUES 23 NATION 23 HEALTHIER 23 OCEANS
24 PEOPLE 24 PREACHER 24 YOGURT 24 SPECIES
25 CULTURAL 25 AMERICANS 25 EUROPEANS 25 DECIPHER
26 FOG 26 BEHAVIOR 26 JAPANESE 26 ATOMS
27 VIEWER 27 FLIGHT 27 FOODS 27 BRAIN
28 TOYS 28 CANCER 28 FISH 28 FORESTS
29 OLIVE 29 TREE 29 ARABS 29 BEINGS
30 CRYING 30 NON 30 ONE'S 30 EARTH'S
31 FRIENDSHIP 31 TUITION 31 AMERICAN 31 SARCASM
32| INTERNATIONALLY 32 MOBILE 32 THEIR 32| ASTRONOMER
33 TALENT 33| GRANDMOTHER 33 HAPPINESS 33 CREATURES
34| RESEARCHERS 34 SUSPECT 34 BASEBALL 34 HUMAN
35 MONARCHY 35 TRUE 35|CONSERVATION
36 NOBEL 36 BEE
37 STUDENTS 37 NATIVE
38 AMERICAN 38 MOTHERS
39 ANTI 39 GENETIC
40 ESPIONAGE
HeFIR 2 ORABINT — S A L L CEIIE IV 5 IT0 AR (keyness) |2 B (IR &7
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IE# - it - #al %65

I BIRFET — 23R
(KFx #®2)

REETIIFA 8 KEFFLLRFH DT — & AT R & BRI 5, 1, 2
BEFUERE T N—ZA%fHL. &% kk< 300 3L Lo CEME%
(B3] L LTHko7zs
TOERIZFEBEZR 7T RFEITRERO T — & #5582 RAEBIZ IR,
TRFOFHME, FEHEOT— 5 R, ROt v ¥ —REBoOBEx i L2
DTHb, HEREORERE DV & —HBRL ) MRAESELEHZ LA5H
Bo BEMEFEE - Pk DIAME, HEEBICB W T Y ¥ —3E% LAl 5, FRE % F-
KL AVIZBWTh, BEDSORZEZETEy ¥ —3lBi% R HfE %R L
TWwh, FRE Tt 60-70 2 idifli & Shza 2 v E2 5 L. WHREDIO KRS
XX IS ENEWE T2 5725 9. WO FRE % FK L)V O fiE )
Rwoix,. BEXHEOFEM & L TEDN TV S CEOFHIEE Y LITL T
LboLlbihd, #EZAAMICHESN-REXME6ED D 6, IEmai L)’
P EOTBY . FERH L BICHmH L LY b FRE RO FK LV o
AL 2 203 555 Th b

FEBE LA 7T KFEOKEH OFEE AL & FEEO R 300 55554
L FKLVARVZBWTE 1 LAVERIZ SRV, ZOMOIEH 2B W TIIh 7
KEFZEPT 200, ZO2HAIZBWTEFEEORBRIZIIIZTE ¥y -1
NWEESTHLINTHA),
X1 BI¥RRTHET — FEEHHER

e ¢ R e IAC:ETE;UOS) ) Flesch- e i
2Lt b= L~V 5 BLE o Flesch Ml Jeam A Lo H -
HiE% (L) )Lﬂi‘é‘f’\% 03%(5?5[%‘) R Reading Ease Fér\]/ce?ld Grade| 2 "4 (i 7fs
HEA -
IR 118 63 6.7 432 499 107 43 64
AR 133 72 59 812 407 12 20 63
i 130 64 70 633 451 116 33 59
H 88 29 42 881 513 106 0 57
Wi 81 44 47 847 737 66 50 56
i 99 52 67 848 480 110 0 55
e 102 50 56 397 53 106 20 54
7R 107 54 58 693 517 104 25 N/A
FR B 11 42 84 402 496 89 0 53
yy— 51 N/A 28 465 624 81 33 N/A
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KEFVGENREOFA SN (B 5. Laura MacGregor. HESHIAR. KFHBE)

FK 2135 2 LAWHLHEEW % LI~ /27— Th b, FREHD 133%
WK E %5 BHHIIBIINCTH 205, HEEROLZWHFILL V3. BED 3K
ERZTTIEHVITNO TSR > TV B DL, LES/EVS, 52 LA)VALE
OB RHML R DL720THS )0 WHEDOEVHFIZITEEZ DT TREKR
FOHbo x0T L HEEREEKIIREAE, B8, %ﬁ%i@ii’ﬁ%ﬁﬁ
ICHOTWEEZAPKETH L5, HLDO LI X o TlIHtEE
RETAHLDH D, EEOITTE TREAC iﬁ%&mbﬂéﬁaﬁﬂ%Tél
) LR RFMDBEM BRI, WEICFOH LNEDOLE L ZEd 125
FEDLIET, BVFFRRFTERIIELBIEN 2 AN EE 22 TV 5 0
EIPERLIZVDOTHL L BbNL, IR KFH TRFLOLE. E
BRI N DL LR E TRV T, BER - AMEREOE VR R 7[R
N #RE) LT LERPRFAMISH DL bEZHND,

R2: BE2LA)LHEEERBAL

1000
800

600

400 0
200

0

E2LAR)Lat
g (A
A2% i_ﬁ §;<5—'\>
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[E57 - L - 1) %65

RO E & RIS, BTRERICBW T CEOME L LT i)
BERTHLHZ L, COZLLEHELTVWDEDOTHS ) o LHEIZBW
TEBEPIHEIND DL, NFoHR ETE YRS N D H IR 208 L 7
D, TIUEST L2 NWOEEZRAN 720 T AHREIITIEARL (T LR
TN EFEME R St HEE R CTOMEIrOL 2 L TE L), AR TEE R
A 2 7L AR BEN RO TH L. Mt LDOKIZT v £ A DT
ATHEINLDIE, £ O%E, Ty  FERHLEEZLZLEDTES
WEEHEEZHRZ TWAERLTHA ).

GEW

CARAE L FEBERFINEFERE e v 5 — 2006 AFERFE TR Y 2 2 MK
WA FLOIZLDTH S,

CHEELANLVF 2o =D [FH2 LNV L EEREETIOTF— 512X %,
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KREFHEFE AR EO A5 (B 12, Laura MacGregor. HEAIAE, KB )

BESER

2004 2006
e e e e B sR | g e aa]an s
[ 64 69 66 61
P 1 5 5 6 1 4 5 6 2 5 3 6
Exmms 1 2 1 3 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 2
BELEIANN 150l 100 108 69 113 18 89| 158 141 92 98] 181
'ﬁ ;:"’ % gj(ﬁ 88 40 51 35 66 68 43 68 61 53 44| 123
B0 ke ol e8| el 65| 56 63 76 42| s9| 74 79| 66 124
g EPEE B weg|  az| w001 s 2| 10| 115 437 1065 526 1261 522
U|Flesch Reading|  4gp  361)  452| 656 35| 623 384 44| 488 41| 500 284
JleschKincaid | 199/ 1209 110 96| 103 oo 1200 1200 107 120 104] 120
FXOMWE R @ EPE i N e iu%,%iét WA
) B N ] | - WEch  [reanm| e
FEv s o - AR
AR
B2V 149 15 125 11 us| us| 72
. it G 86 55 55 102 42 57 38
1| [78000- L~ 5 i )
5 69 58 51 102 43 86 37
B _|gprs 947 440 3| 206 saa| o3| 42
FEE
e N
2 |Elesch Reading 209 168 a74] 308|498 388 576
Flesch-Kincaid . ” P .
FleschKinc 120 107 n7| 1200 12] 1200 105
Fex O P e k[ (@ [z (2l
r )
) E o\ i - Wik # I - N - o
Py TSUE S TSN i
iy Ml Bi%
152 L AL
H2VaX 106
tyy =LAk 69
HHEFE % (IE) g
Joon- <5 3
Elwogs (85
i E 331
" |Flesch Reading e
Plesc 621
Flesch-Kincaid 87
Grade Level -
L O Py
NE s e - Bl
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Trefe - #x) He s

2004 2005 2006
SR B R [
RAAE 64 66
I 4 6 4 5 4 6 4 6 4 6
Exmms 3 2 3 1 2 3 1 3 2
2 LAOVARHL . 5
B2VaX 92 76| 121] 122 88| 120| 142|160 127 159| 173|117
try -1 - -
i G G 71 31 27 56 43 61 83 94 55 69 93 66
78000 L L 5 A - e . R - ) A
I8 ek 68 23 23 43 57 48 50 73 70 95 87 60

| GPEE VR sy soo|  7sa|  or3)  eaz 1o 47| 70| 96| 00| 477 702

L— -

U|Flesch Reading 394 405|  442|  385] 5200 469| 200( 425| 549|275 481 412
Flesch-Kincaid . P . . . P . . N .
FleschKinc 1200 120 115 120 99| 120 1200 1200 106 120 116] 120
FXomE | A wE |max |meix [msir [meic [meix

] AH— B8 o ot - Ao - A [Emm g e - b a
N2 FrE ot By
B - e | B - JaE vav
BEVEMYE a4 w01 a7 06 16| 92 a7l 79| 116
Ly =L~ - -
A AU 16 55 48 61 55 50 84 42 56
sl (78000~ L5 A N R
g i 18 66 15 74 71 37 68 50 39
Ke P R T IR E ) 50| 641|508 586 1789 632

X -

2|Flesch Reading) 4931 503 629 73] 434|487 728] 810|412
Flesch-Kincaid . . -

FleschKinc 112 52 91 120 1200 120 79 16| 120
BXOME  |RHIC W R [mET |mEx Tk 4 | B

] A B - AR - AN A % - B - 5z |k
FEy s | Rk S iE ea Tl % - AT

W - A B A B R %

52 LAV B B
BZVENM 97 63 159 22 148
Ty y—La o . N
R bk 22 29 74 53 97
78000 L)L 5 ) )
00 kot 41 36 62 45 92

5 RS W gy 132 1308 353 1361

X

3 |Flesch Reading = . . o
Plesc 650 812 328 804 526
Flesch-Kincaid . 5
Jlesch-Kinc 106 46 120 48 101
SR | R Fres EE FLEs

] Tty - ity Tt BES - e - B -
FEY s oo X SR
Wy - A
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KEFVGENREOFA SN (B 5. Laura MacGregor. HESHIAR. KFHBE)

2004 2005 2006

SO | B R AR | MDA | USSR | R | | R | BEEDR

TR fH 65 62
MR 5 9 8 5 5 8 8 6 6 8 8 1
X 2 3 3 2 2 1 2 2 2 4 3 2
IV j01)  1s2) sol 38| 1s0| 81 136 11 133 78| 95| 15l
e G 69 73 38 82 91 57 51 39 66 50 61 100
B0 ksl 76| sl 34 95 96 43 48] 63 64 63 54| 96
g gPRE VSR g w0l w8 6o w8 s1s 207 s06|  sio] o8] 2| 013

Plesch Reading| 644 330| 343 526 87| 707 203 283 466 770 613 499

Flesch-Kincaid
Grade Level

YL OFHH Tyt A
e - B ;

87 120 120 102 120 68 120 120 119 51 838 120

WE |mved

E S GEE = G R A G R

i | e - [ (B - DR S - 2| 4L SR
]%;1 \ B i

AL

FEv s

2 LAOVALH

B2l 62 196] 172|  130] 95| w7l 120] s3] 124] 137 120] 126
Brhabadl es| w9 w3l i s9)  eo|  so| 30| 62 62 72| 61

L B ke ™l 93| sl w3l 3 so| osi 7| 27 49 47| 81 77
& plEPRES U syl sa| a7 sa2|  sst| are| 43| s 526 303 549 624
H Plesch Reading| 43| 239|304  466| 550\ 320 588  460| 427|276 531 474

Flesch-Kincaid 120 120 116 119 97 120 88 120 120 120 94 116

Grade Level
LD BRI |t L {EL At 3

=

FRALC @R Ml RS0 @Rl |metsC i
A e - A | Bt e - |5 A e - BAE | R - B | BE i)
FEv s - .
i
B2V 133 84 12 169 88
e oS 48| 34 47 103 40
g B nz2| 461 3% 38| 47
3 |Elesch Reading 502|607 575 7| 74
Jlesch-Kincaid 99| o7 93 120 6l
YL DR WAL R AL L AL |k - N
. RS EAIRN IS - 28 BE - G| - 58
e 5% SN TN I
i PR At B £R
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Trefe - #x) He s

2004 2005 2006
IR IR | R KR | B (L) R | SR | R | R | B F5R
& 12 P
[ F bt dng 95 138
&=L~V P
ik G 53 82
8000 L)L 5
J EO K% 50 1
LORS (B ; 26
Hleld ™ 567 368
* ’
7\ 4 glae::h Reading 362 176
Flesch-Kincaid .
Grade Level 120 120
B O [ FrR
] E A E A
FEy s 5o -
B R
(R 60 63 60 57
CETs 5 5 5 4 5 6 5 4 5 5 5 5
ExnmEs 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1
BIVEMME a1 68 a4 so| 93 w04 89| 76| 55| 70| 88| 109
A A A 14 16 11 31 41 a3l 39| 23] 21 31 20 34
B0 Eaol 28| 220 200 a4 a8 46 58 5l 29| 6l 70| 31
% GRS R gei er|  swm|  osel| o3| 69| s  oes| 70| ses|  sw| 795
1 P -
Plesch Reading| 756 674|  662| 533  485| 20| 520  473] 625 480 553 532
Jlesch-Kincaid 66 70 87| 103 110 120|107 15 82| 18 96| 100
o pEoms Wi |wwx |waix et
ey ¢ e - e s - s e e -
2 % -
BRVOMME gl 01| a7 85 88| 64 00| 82l a1
e i) 44 30 22 34 17 26 33 31 38
[ e ° 58 94 36 37 44 36 90 29 62
| FPEE U | sl sa 692) 43| 636 707|455 840
x -
2|Elesch Reading| 5065 565|695 19| 439 367 614 514|645
Jlesch-Kincaid 106 89 67 11 14 120 93| 107 82
FXOMWR  |@al @k |Toed wIr [@E |Toed A X
. 1| RIE - Rif e - IR |2OE - B4y - K4 | B - K
FEv s - 2R
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KEFVGENREOFA SN (B 5. Laura MacGregor. HESHIAR. KFHBE)

2004 2006
SO | B R R | B 3[R | A

(R 59 64 57 54

ey 7 3 8 5 7 8 9 5 7 8 9 5

S 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 1 2 2 2

BIUSIOME 05| wz| w8 123 wa| 28] oo 73| er| 84 90| 149

e G 571 56| 83| 64 58| o7 571 20 41 24 41 90

18000, e © 18 71 92 65 82 19 39 47 56 12 45 70

gl UL w0l sl sz 44| oe0| 50| sse| 36| sea| 49|  4ss| 25

U|Flesch Reading| 637 647|300 501|788  7es|  694| 439 508 742 507 351
FleschKincaid 97 02 1200 107 51 60 79 18| 13 61 102] 120

g [FomE [ i e |y e s [t [T ed el =R

J)é . T - 28 TSI - 28| REE - FRE\WSUA - 28| FIA% - SR |0k - 0| A0S0 - 25 |y B - K

Al [revs J - N V3N J - A J - N

¥ Bt PR PR Bt
B2l 124)  57] 89 65 188] 84 06| 70| 94
A AU 72| 26| 53 36 73| 38 42| 35 28
1500 ,;‘{igo}o“ 5 60 36 53 10 64 13 19 39 57

p|gPRe G 576 1080 432 523 53|  am2 a2 oss| 434

X -

2 |Flesch Reading 75| 830|593 576 360 667 509 772|629
FleschKincaid 120 12 116 98| 120 85 107 55 91
ot oA | N 3 oA [

) B A - %] - B Al - B n - A

Ny ISP SUNEY ST NP SUNTE FSTB
Wi | B |BE R

(A 59 60 58 55

e 7 7 6 4 7 6 6 4 6 6 6 4

FXch s 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1

PRV sl ass| mz ss|  ne| 18| M8 106 97| 128) 14| 72

Fadw Gl 44 90 62 40 40| 104 78] 18 49 66 88 25

J800; ,’,Vf,}oj: 5 94 58 44 52 65 70 88| 146 58 70 87 36

w0 RE s a3s| eas| 1sse| 2| osa|  so7| 1060 1251 1313 a2 s

U|Flesch Reading| 361|510 48|  431)  414| 206|487 353|685 86| 419 416
Flesch Kincaid 120, 100 1zo|  120] 120|120 1200 120 83 108 1200 120
WXOWE  |we |max |@eix [eetc [wec [mec e |a e @K |xved

] Wk [RGB W AR - i [l | Bl |RbARE|E B 0
NP % - AT % - i o[
(13 [ it
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Trefe - #x) He s

B#R

2004 2005 2006
SRR R e iR [aweng]a 7 [ %
BEVEMYE a3g aas ma1) 79| 131 o] o9 64| 160|184 152
A A 72|71 72| 44| e2[  127) 52 34 74 87 94
18000 ey 95 53 80 58 48] 119 66 42 68 74 53
p|EPRS R sl ss|  sa8)  s3|  ars| 707 6ol 428 a3 521|660
2|Flesch Reading| 405 444/ 403 55| 413 481 469 85| 35| 521 568
Jlesch-Kincaid w7 g 1200 1zl 18| 107|106 70 120 99 95
WS DOFER L WAL M (MRS MRS RS [MRaiSC [RRC |EEC | | Ty kA
S
i u - o - o e ot - b - AJimte - A Aok — o e w e - o[ o - o
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Reading Passages in English Entrance
Examinations to Japanese Universities

HAYASAKA MAKOTO
Laura MacGregor
NAKAJIMA KAZUO
OMORI YUJI

In this project, long reading passages of 2004-2006 English entrance
examinations for eight private universities including Gakushuin were analyzed
for length, vocabulary level, readability, type of question, topic, keyword and
text type and compared with the National Center Test. The exams were
selected from the four standard faculty types found in many universities — law,
economics, letters, and science — and examined according to these faculties.
Results showed first that the exams for private universities were more difficult
than the Center Test. Second, the topics and keywords used for the exams were
somewhat different from faculty to faculty. Finally, general information texts
(ronsetsubun) were frequently found in the exams of all four faculties as well as
in the Center Test.
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