بسم الله الرحمن الرحيم
בשם אללה הרחמן והרחום
In the name of Allah	Comment by mailshelnava@gmail.com: “the Merciful”?

Evaluating Differences in Lexical Sophistication using Teachers’ Ratings
1. State of the Scholarship
The various lexical indices in use today assume that there are two ways to evaluate a learner’s vocabulary: by evaluating the size of the vocabulary (vocabulary breadth knowledge) and by evaluating the quality of the vocabulary (vocabulary depth knowledge) (Nation, 1990; Milton, 2009; Ellis, 2015). The index of lexical diversity applies only to the breadth of knowledge, as it evaluates the variety of words in a sample of speech or writing (Read, 2000), always measured by counting the number of words (tokens) and the number of different words (types) in a text (Jarvis, 2017). However, it is important to also examine the depth of knowledge, as high lexical diversity does not always point to high lexical proficiency – the extent of diversity can be expressed in very simple words which do not testify to lexical sophistication. The index of lexical sophistication differs from the index of lexical diversity, as it attributes a different level of importance to different words, as opposed to simply counting the number of different types (Daller et al., 2003). Let’s look at the following two sentences:	Comment by mailshelnava@gmail.com: תרגמתי "לומדים" כ-learners
· Pupils answered questions
· Looters smashed panes
Each one includes three tokens and three types, and so their lexical diversity is 100%. In both sentences the level of diversity is the highest possible, but with an essential difference: the first is comprised of simple words which do not testify to a high level of proficiency, while the second sentence is based on advanced vocabulary which testify to the learner’s high lexical proficiency. This means that the quality of word use in the two sentences is not identical. As a result of this difference between words, researchers proposed an index of lexical sophistication which enables a distinction between simple words and advanced words.	Comment by mailshelnava@gmail.com: הורדתי את המילים "בהשוואה ללומדים אחרים", אפשר להחזיר אם נראה לך
	Lexical sophistication is defined as the percentage of sophisticated words or advanced words in a text (Lindqvist et al., 2011). This index also allows the quantification of the appropriate use of low frequency vocabulary items (Malvern et al., 2004). It also enables the researcher to check the use of the technical terms and jargon which allow the author to express meaning in a more precise and acceptable manner, given the discipline about which she is communicating (Read, 2000). There is no agreement regarding the exact meaning of sophisticated words or advanced words, leading different researchers to define these terms differently (Lindqvist et al., 2011). One approach is to view them as rare words (Vermeer, 2000; Kyle & Crossley, 2016), where the first approach to testing lexical sophistication developed on the basis of this definition.	Comment by mailshelnava@gmail.com: ניסיתי לשמור על שוויון מגדרי, לכתוב לפעמים "היא" ולפעמים "הוא". אפשר להפוך את הכל ללשון זכר אם המחבר מעדיף
1.1 Testing Lexical Sophistication According to Frequency Tables
The first method of testing lexical sophistication is based on frequency tables. Frequency is an important factor in acquiring a vocabulary, and is therefore important when testing vocabulary (Ellis, 1997, 2002; Nation, 2001, 2006; Cobb & Horst, 2004; Milton, 2007; Kojima & Yamashita, 2014). Common words are easier to acquire than rare words (Tidball & Treffers-Daller, 2008). The most common words are accessible to most learners, but rare words are only accessible to the advanced learner. The learners’ lack of acquaintance with the most frequent words points to their relatively meager vocabulary, as it does not include common words which are frequently used. The use of advanced words in written texts is an indicator of high linguistic proficiency (Linnarud, 1986) and is a sign of a rich vocabulary and of the learner’s academic success (Laufer & Nation, 1995).
	Knowing the 2000 most common words in a target language (English as a second language) is a basic threshold for verbal communication, especially at the beginning of the process of language acquisition (Laufer, 2005; Azodi et al., 2014). Furthermore, the 2000 most common words make up 87% of written texts and 80% of typical academic texts in English, while the 1000 most common words make up 75% of official written texts in English (Laufer & Nation, 1999).	Comment by mailshelnava@gmail.com: תרגמתי 1L כ-mother tongue ו-2L כ-second language. עדיף לשמור כ-1L ו-2L?
	Scholars proposed various indices for testing sophistication based on frequency tables, such as the Advanced Guiraud, P-LEX, LFP, S, Advanced TTR, and others. These are used to calculate the ratio between the number of advanced/sophisticated words and the total number of words in a given corpus (Kojima & Yamashita, 2014). One of the first tools using this method is termed the Lexical Frequency Profile (LFP). This tool enables the evaluation of the learner’s productive vocabulary size by checking the words he wrote or said according to the frequency in which the various words appear (Laufer & Nation, 1995; Laufer, 2005).
Laufer and Nation (1995) proposed two types of LFP for the English language: One 
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