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Lexical Development of Non-English Major Students
— A Study Based on Written English Corpus
Luan Lan
( Shanghai International Studies University Shanghai 200083 China;
Harbin Engineering University Harbin 150001 China)

Lexical evaluation has undoubtedly made much contribution to the study of second language learning. It not only casts some
light on the process of second language learning but also helps us gain some insights into the common characteristics shared by
language learners which is believed to be of great help to language teachers and language learners alike. Based on the corpus of
non-English major students’ timed compositions this paper tends to analyze the data in the mini self-built diachronic corpus with
the help of “Vocabprofile” provided by Complete Lexical Tutor. The findings are as follows: lexical development in general in—
creases along with the grade but the increase is not significant. Academic word lists show a linear increase the lexical variation
is also rising and learners have a wider range of words to choose from. Compared with the lexical variation and lexical sophistica—
tion lexical density shows a slower increase.
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