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SU Fengyan, CHEN Zongli
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Abstract; Task complexity, accepted as the important criterion for task design and task sequencing, has
a direct influence on leamners’ language output and language development. “Cognition Hypothesis” , proposed
by Robinson, holds that increasing task complexity along the resource-directing dimension, can direct atten-
tional resources of learners to specific language forms, making the output language more complex and
accurate. This study, based on Robinson’s “Cognition Hypothesis” , explores the effects of task complexity,
with respect to few elements along the resource-directing dimension, on syntactic and lexical complexity in
EFL writing. The research results show that increasing task complexity, with respect to few elements, in terms
of syntactic complexity, produces significantly mean length of clauses (MLC) of the measures of sentence
length; while in terms of lexical complexity, it produces significantly lexical rarity, type-token ratio and the
variation of content words, such as verbs, nouns and adjectives. There may be certain unknown elements in
research on task complexity, and how “Cognition Hypothesis” could be better applied to writing tasks requires
further study.

Key words: EFL writing; task complexity; element; linguistic complexity; effect
(RfE%HE & F)
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