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Appendix A:  
Strategic Vocabulary Learning Scale for Japanese EFL Learners  
(Originally in Japanese) 

Self-management 
1
2
3 1 10
4
5
6 TOEIC TOEFL
7

Input-seeking 
8

 9
10 ( )

11
Imagery 
12
13
14
15
16

Writing Rehearsal 
17
18
19
Oral Rehearsal 
20
21
22
Association 
23 ( begin start) ( positive

negative)
24 ( ) ( )
25
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Appendix B:  
Motivation Questionnaire
(Originally in Japanese by Tanaka & Maeda, 2004)

I study English… 
Extrinsic Motivation 
1
2
3
Intrinsic Motivation 
4
5

6
7
8
9
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