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Abstract

The reform of the Chinese Proficiency Test under the New HSK 3.0 framework
marks a significant shift in the assessment of Chinese as a Foreign Language
(CFL). While previous studies primarily examine vocabulary expansion or
standard alignment, the design principles underlying the reform remain under-
explored. This study investigates the conceptual logic of the New HSK 3.0 ex-
amination system and its implications for CFL education. Using qualitative doc-
ument analysis and multi-source literature review, the research analyzes key pol-
icy documents, including the Chinese Proficiency Grading Standards for Inter-
national Chinese Language Education (CEFCIL) and the HSK Examination Syl-
labus (2025). The findings identify three core design principles: multidimen-
sional competence construction, communicative authenticity, and receptive-pro-
ductive differentiation in character learning. These principles are reflected in the
expansion to a nine-level proficiency framework and the redistribution of vocab-
ulary and character requirements across learning stages. The study provides in-
sights into Chinese language assessment reform and its implications for curricu-
lum design and language teaching in international Chinese education.
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E

8 E AP AT 225 ) #0055 Be 07 T RO E A, TR
RZRAR RS . FU SR G 2 R . X — IR Rz ik
IR, O TR S M 7T H 43 B K & SHIE 3CRF(Cheng, 2004)7E
STANMOE A Sk, PUEKFER (HSKD (Pengetal., 2021) BN 4
Bk Lm0 F AR AEAL T T R 2 — . & A ERDUE % ) 3 SRR 4t
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7K, HSK Hai BN & POEK 5] AURFE £ % 1 B 22 R AR it
CAP AR, 8T W20 #5252 77 4 0E n) 5 e U S 3R R4
(Hu, 2025; Kong, 2024).  (Zhao, 2025)7E%} HSK LGN R G
ZER R, HSK X% ) 3 5 UM 7= A a g2, Aot 2% > 3
FAGML F RS HhRSFRIFEAENEE . NEWZEHE, M
MRS ¥ 5 ZPRE S BEEE R R JRHES) T AKE 5 VPSR 1 5= oK
#: % (McNamara, T., & Roever, 2006). { Kk iHli& 5 JL[F S HHESL) (CEFR)
[ ZHEAT, (RS S ERE 5 VPR RIE D R AL 48 B il 5 i s
A, ¥ m NG R AN PP EL (Council of Europe, 2020) .

POEKFE IR E 1984 G LRI & B E KK . 2009 iR
HSK SKRINGSHAELE, B8, 3. 5=k, kR BELK
i WIS B2, (0 O B 7 o AR 3 AR T T A7 AR A T AR - 5l
(Peng et al., 2021)%&F (Bachman, L. F., & Palmer, 2010)#2 H [l 1°7fs
FIE (AUA) HEZE 0 Hr R B, HSK 4% 5 4E ity ) 7 HE e R 5 1)
BLRE MM S B E m T EERE . 1A, BUAT IR A B B M
EIVE, PR DL 78 o AR A Bn e 0 A & T & 2 VT X e gh i M R
FRZEH, IHR HSK R EiEEFNR S50, XHE 5 rE A
He 1\ B.Bhae 1 585 A 4EFEARILA /2 (Hanban / LBt & 36, 2010;
(Jin, 2017).

NRth EIRA R, HEWMFIMES LR EEFROT 2021 FRAN
CE bR SCEE SO bR HE ) (GF0025-2021, AR A1 32 bR
VENDUERE TR FUHAE S . CAONARHE, iR HSK Hik KT
2025 4 11 HIERXAMG, iH81F2026 4 7 HAESBRSM . Hiik 25
SEHHNRYT RBILG, 7AWIE (-3 F) . F5E 4-6 0 .
A (7-9 20 =AW, FRP R ER. Hik (PTH) o B
IKFAIE (CHBC) =26V ER 4%

AT HoAt A8 5 M PP Rk HSK, AHE 5t 2 Fr ASE £ HSK
3.0, FEETFUT = HHER. 55, MEmLEXRE, HSK 1Eh
BRI H I POE AN, OO B AR T R [ bR 2
TR, N URARE W B S U S AR T Rz P ) B s e, [
B BEMIF AR SIS E . Xk, WESCEMERE, HSK
3.0 HAEXTREA KRB EHAET, MAEERLSH (HAAY REIL
GO+ BEIFEIBHEZL DL VR AR S T AT R PEE M, AR
PUIE & AR m LAEBREE 1A S M G AR, X ks 44005
5 S A B AR PR R P R RO R T E L. ik, AE PR
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SEALAE, Bk R U S EAR A, 35 CEFR 4EPRES
REMEZE N SR C R, i HSK 7F EKE = MV A R R al Ee ik 5
R Syt — 2B TE. SR, R HSK 3.0 fEFEL. 45 530Sy
3% B A HEFANME, ST AR WK 2 T R SR =R 2
Vv S B 0] o A PSR AR BURE 5 U SR Z5-8 5 . TR 4
(Xinsheng, 2020) I &, HEII6Z 40P ST & 485 BUE A4 &
(& 1 e M AL

TRANX B FUER T, A TSR AR BT HSK 3.0 o5Of i B ALl
FRAT R A NEZE BT 2 B B v T E SR 0, B R R A A o ) g e I 2
RIEFMREIE R, LU AT e AMSOE IR FE R 5 e sk e
ERiAl R

BT BRI BAR, ASCHEH BLR B A )
WA 12 WNSARE TR B AE, BT HSK 3.0 & MiZ0 %
THRE A4 2
WRFCIR 2: IR EEB T R 0 AR POEZE R ECR 5 20 S A
HIRLL 5 R 2

AW FE DTk BRI =71 2B, EWJEM: %4 Bachman
& Palmer fAZPRIE S BE I . Young I HBIEE JHELL S Nation [
B2 - PRSI R ER S, RS HSK 3.0 BB ARt 2 4EH g L
fa. 2, MR ATV RER, K AR UEHESE (Peng
et al., 2021). X EHr5 CEFR WEHFFL (Shi, 2025) A& N 7T
(Zhao, 2025) a0 7T (Li, 2023) YIS — 0 HHESE . 5=,
RS S B2 T : KB HSK 3.0 v BRI AL A6 mT #4  XF A DB R
FEFF R 5 B

SCERERIB

1. & TR BT R BIAbrEe /)

AR F B EE R S T = M BN R M SRR . B PR IE S RE
. BRREIHELR DL A —rm R DR R . X =AM
VPR AR L R S 1 AR TE T 7 S5 R 3 SGE 5 e & ) 2 4E
ZRBE JIVPAG R R g #ass . 4G, (Bachman, L. F., & Palmer, 2010)
P A2 PriE 5 8 /1 (communicative language ability, CLA) #5154 g3
AIE F MR pE T EEHIG IR . 2R ADE 5 RE 1R A S RN
WS E AR NMZ 04T, FEomi sRs P fe J1/E1E 5 A A2 )
PR oy, AGUEAREAEEERAIR S ER AR, 101H &R

122



Sukma Tajuddin; Sukma; Leni Cahyati

DA 25 DO RE T FR 541 2B 5 A . X — B HESR R T s S
MR E L S E R IR, wRiE 5 58N 24 B e A
At S A TR TE S RS RET) .

(Shi, 2025)F& 1, AT HA E R0 )1 5 e IbniEfR &,
CEFRY (PR3 A P OK 4R #E)  (CEFCIL) , BIfEAH
FERE B A bRiE S RE DR R 2 . IR, (Young, 2011)#EH
BB e RS — Y R T ik F s I BRI il . 51E4t
S R IR EAMAE T FIRAR, B3R R IAE S eI R ER
WHAME R IEE S 5F 2 BN E 5 SR REM K. X —BiRm
WIE T e IADURIAEE 5 AR EE, RIS S 7 SE bR
AN 1) BB SRS SR B EARRE /1. (Peng et al., 2021)3E T BHF 2
—MAER R PEAL A B IEHESE (Assessment Use Argument, AUA) %2009
SERRHSKIFAT VPG I 48, BTz s P THENL, A HSKAE
ZEBREe SR S AR T AR AE I A A2

(Nation, 2001)#& H 152 PE— H PR BE ST AN FROR FE B 10 B A
EERAN AT AR T EEOIE S ENA . ZHEBEH, B2
PERES) CanWr 35 B se B fd) s BT HrkRe ) (nrigE S BE)D
K, HMEANFN IS SR T AR REE R X —HIgkt
TR DGEY RS R I S RER RN K EE R A HEE L
R AR AE D T2 2, BB AR SO S R S 1R SR R 4,
(Canagarajah, 2013)#2 th (705 E Bri& A8 M B (Ellis, 2003) 4 55 1Y
W E VAL 7 VA IAGE F B & A T E R, AU RIS S
B SO A bt , 1T o ) 3 skl B ST S G B vl A o)
PIE S e T IXLEHR L [FHES) 115 5 PPN M CARRE Z FE A 0 i)
SR DNRAAR 2 ) B8 D0y S vl A RE VA R U B . 2R A
KE, KEFISHEAILFEIRY, YAUEF RIS RN LS BOE S
B O I B U 7] DL 2 4E S PR BE ) A% O N 2R A PPl B
X — PR ) A FEAEHTHSK 3.009 52 i iRt | B ZE A B LA

2. HSK 1 7 S 378 5 [H AR PPA

TEE PR SCEE SR, DA 2R OGE R IPEAR R4, B0 R
AR RN PGE S (YCT) TR 8 553 510 7 45 DLE 5
(BCT) , LUK Bt X BALA A A EACDOE VP I H o SR,
FEIX LA R rh, PUEKFHIR (HSK) EMELE GRS . %
A RIS 5 K DA [ A T B v, 3R R FE v A R B AR R M I b
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WBERETIVE T R . PUEKFFEI (HSKD) H 19844652 LLK, &
T 24 KB B, FIARHSKAR R 3 LURHE S 15 5 M N S B x
e, N T A IR E RS LRI &, I BRI R T
i THIIRE (Nie % /fF, Zhao BXEHX,2022) o XFhx i B&E—E
FEPE b w7 FISE ) 3 SGE S MRS 52 . 2009 4F B8 Ji5 11
HSK GEFHEFRAHSK 2.0) 57 7 ANRFERIE R, 2 0lFEEBWJ1. [
RS EEZTUE S HEE. 2R RESRUEENERZHET, N
E pr S A iR EE R R e — . AR, BEETE S AR
(R, 7 TR T U 1 AR 2R A & 8 S ALV« (Peng et al, 2021)
iz FH L 2 — 1R R R VP4 {5 1R UEAE ZE X 20094 it HSK AT R S vEAh
RIZHE AL BT TR R A, (HAEM & 38 5 AR AR 3 T OB 1]
Mo B, BRLEAES a1 EHARSS EERE 1 Z AR O
[EREmTH5EER NI KE, XRIIZAE SN E Hirbe
J7 T AL 22 o

Hoxk, T sz e p BN, B DA s o IR s ) E T
ThRAE ST, H=, FMEE 5 CEFR LA M CLPSZE 24 3R 1745 2 [B) A AE —
EFREEIAILHL . MRS IALA KT, (Zhao, 2025 RSt LriAFR
B, HSKXf 223 H M5 3L, % ) 5Rmg 5% ) HAr B 3 B
SRTITE . HSKOR 22 21 38 7= AR 1 IE ) R RS R T A 3. SR T
X} HOM 22 SR AN X A5 BR . Wang 5 Zhang (2023) [HIHFF0HE
— R, 2010 RHSKAEN i Bt T sk SOE S ae /1, S
HH A5 R JIEF A & AR 2 .

XL s R, RAEHSKAE E bR SC# B h R T EEER,
(B ARG BT e — B FE B LA OR 52 B 450 32 SGE 5 MATE 520
PRI, 0E 25 R & AT R G M e O 5 U AT 1) B 3

3. HTHSK 3.0: M. ZEH) 5 RV HTHSK 3.000 8 8 i /e ([l
B KPR R E)  (CEFCIL, 2021) 33X — 5 So o i) JLait
Z bo EbREMIE RN 158 S HRE SR 5 is H AR E PR 3L
EO)EMNE G R IAT T R, WE T AN ENSGA MBS

AR 2 . 5 IHHSKAH LL, BHTHSK 3.04E 24N 7 T 3ET 7 5L,
HA i B E RN — BRGNS e 2 L, F 4RIl (—
REZH) « P (UEENG S|P CBRBENGD =Bt
T80 . AN, Hifk RiE5] N THSK (%) . PTH (HiE) 5CHBC
WURIAIE) = FP B84, AT A 8 B8 0 22 JeAb B e 0 vl %
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RIS T T, WF 502 BT HSK 3,017V s Bk 51149 11,0001,
FHECT IHRHSK 2.0/95,00017], SEFL T W& . (Li, 2023) ) ELELHT
FARM, BiA R K T IRTEEE, SRR s ML S B i
FIAGANRIL . AR A R TR s S . X — BRI IE S
PEAR MR E R W 1 18 FH D) e B AL VAL % A2 . Sk [E,  (Shi,
2025)i8 1 L CEFCIL 5 CEFR P AME 5 fe /idnitE K I, CEFCILTE &
PP FEFR LA S DUBRHE R IR 77 T B A B R AL S, M CEFRTEBE &
RE L T T B R @ . Rk, 7EEPR SCHE L, R
K CEFCIL S CEFRES S8, DAy VAl 44 22 (1) [ B mT B 1

4. T F MO 1) 3 5
TS MR O B SRR ST Eh gn S DL RO A 3 S B = AR IR
TEEZME . Cheng (2004) F5HY, 475 M) SRR 00 FL T Hb S Il 1 SE00F 5 1
FH B AR, DEE A W] BE 7= A AR B S SR RN, AT HE B 2 et
SR, X — FRAEDIRAS A S PR 1 B b AN SRR S, U e P
KA BRI B M S A AR B R CEE S
HSK K ML 72 FVERAE BT 5 2% 2] B bRl € (0 B 2 25 bR ifE .
X B PR A URAR 3 B RG] A RRE S ) E X AN GEIRFE A R,
WA E R R SCRAR . AL R S R E PR A S B WL 2 E
[ B 96K 5 L5 P s AR 0 L B AR R R I DOE R . R, 5
SERI B AN 2 52 M 25 N A IR 3%, 38 T BEAE B R 2 1 2 2 R
HArSRE IR IR0 o AHOCHE FL R B, 18 B ARz ik, HSK HEfE
L CEFR %5 E PRtk S R IHERL AT A . a0, 76 B0 R e Pa i o e
HERRT, mRRREEFRE® UL CEFR {ENEEJIbsdE, 1MiE S 66
PEAG AR AR T E AR H HSK £ % (Trihardini et al., 2020). iX—I R %
B, HSK A& —Fiye T H, [Fi ezt kL Ptk
FEFRAE” BIVEF, Lo R HEOKE AN T et G b 52 e PR AR AR R ()T E 5 51
Mo SR, FEFRHIE, FHRAARE B IR R e I R
@, —J51, HSK 3.0 Frodif 4 618 5 e 1 5238 bRae 11, X0
2 Re 1 L R BEBHIRE 7 R U7, RIS
Berb, E - BEENA A T RE H T R RE SR s AL n] = E E AR S
ZARFTT, MNMTHISS A bRRe I8 TR0 H bR X0 “HEEAE" 5 “%
SIS A 5K g, 15 v S R ST 7 ) G BE  —
(Teng, 2017) WIBF FE R B, A 20 5 % 2] # S 4& EIAT] HSK
3.0 ST 1], (HTE B ARSEit FE R, ZBEEUAN TG e 2 Bhik, G
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HARBUAE TRRE AR 2R EE A 2068 S8 LA 0T L M i Fee 22 T F 0 1R 1
Rt B UH, KSR I AN S B sl O A B, HSERRRICR
IRRAE L E IR T BAR A B b i ) B S5 5 SR L &L

gi bRk, BUA TSRS MASE A EEERTT T HSK e, (HEEAR B
Dy Z LA 2 U FeRs SR e #80 F FE ORI AR AR AL, 0 T
FERVE 5 e JIhnvEE LERE, 11 75— LB 7 ) S £ 25 1 S PR R o SR T
H ATk = e R AE S MG . BT J5 ) DL K B 5
IR F IR G TR T - IRt , BRI B 5 5 UK 20T ) A 2N BTHSK
3.08E4T RS FU AT EE I ARNE

W TT

AT TR AR T a5, T8 B 9T 07 7 70 A BT HSK 3.0 50 11
WHJE I R R E B L WA SO i 5 2 R SR GEE, B
RAERVT RO 1R A 5 EORZ . BT 7 3 BT = %0
FA: (EPRFCEE FSOKFERFR#E) (CEFCIL, 2021) . (H
KR (HSK) iR AKA)  (20254E K Af, 202655520 LA
] B o S FE 4 R A BT IHHSK RS L Sc k. RN, @it
RAFZAAR TR, hik S HSKECAE . V8 5 68 J1hn e LR DL S = sk
HRAHSRIOT T, DA AT 72 A EE 18 5 SOk S it

TEBAE T 51, AWK (Braun et al., 2008)42 Hi 1 = @ 43
Mr77i% (Thematic Analysis, TAM) , F45& 285 IHGNITR G 71T i
1, WBUR SRS ST T KRGS S A, Tl FEEAE S A
BB AAREE. RIS, BERIE, HETE. g S5ma T8
DL RS Rl . B R B IR, iR S 2R minail, AN
FIHGHT HSK3.0 [CHE T HRRAE, FEit— B IR Az O FE I .
ARG, AR AR = MIuE, s sa i #2
REATE . —BE SR, WORET RS RS,

XU A5 ORI A SRR T R Gedmfid 5 @AY . il 72
I B B SCA BORE . GRS S R EL R, IR BT HSK 3.0 20 2
W OB T RFIE (B W5, TN, R, 2025), GEZ4EIE SR
JIRI R IR R A AR E R R DL NS S BE R IX /3. 1R
IEEEAE B, #3E—25 A4 BT HSK 3.0 = WiAZ O Wit E I, R4 &iE s
MARER BT R M. NIRRT AL AT (5 5, AHIE AR 2 =
FAIOUE ) 1%, A BUR U5 5 AR SRR T 22 SCHS, e adisd 3% B 1)
Gt 5 o M ik FEXG SR AT 7T 45 R AT S SRR ) .
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ikt Y & an)

HSK FiRERME: NEWRED RN SER

X (HSOKEE R (HSKD FE0RA) (2025 425k) S CEFCIL
PRESCAFI R G0, R 1 23T =/ HSK FHikfk RS 568
AT ) BAR 2 . NSRS HISKRE . Hr HSK 3.0 ¥ 5 A /N Jufk &
Y RANNGR R, FIRHECEEH HSK 2.0 5,000 18 & & N2 4
11,000 . B 1 A 2 gE— P EWER T = HSK 7£% 2 a7
5z O0giH s LA L iE s . BRI E, Bk RO, B
VSN RS T ) 2L B B Y R . (Pengetal., 2021)
XF 2009 “Ehi HSK [ PEAs A A0 N BEMRIX — ol e it 7 S 5. AT
FifeH, IHM HSK BANE(E B 5 R AR E , (HAEM SRS 7 A7 1E
BBk, U S EE 555 R R ) 2 8] 1 s B A O DL % i e
REVEA L o X B LW, [HAR HSK 7E— @ FEE _EAIRAZ 3454 3
VG =55 WA W 3= 20 R =1 o e % e by 1 v MY S RN A
s TN B AE bR A T B R AR X AR .

(Li, 2023)%J 387 IHRVC AR &R 10 bL it 7 g — 2D 487 1 oSO R .
(R, 20250 78 KB, 3 HSK 3.0 a7 s & EE i IH ik HSK 2.0 7
£, FEHIRNLVEBE AR R B EY E. B 1 RS Zaail oA £
B, 3R R AN R T ARV, XS AN R B 3R] AR 4H 3 AT
THEPAE. XA SN R, AEEOES
BEZONH O I OB 17 LA E 5 BE I NIZ O I IR R

F 1. HSK ZE &%t

STE B E HSK 2.0 HSK 3.0 # HSK 3.0
—. RRgEH

A EISE 6 9 9

WA 5,000 11,092 11,000

NS 2,663 3,000 3,088
T SR E

ERE 150 500 300

502 %% 300 1,272 500

53 % 600 2,245 1,000

4% 1,200 3,245 2,000

5% 2,500 4,316 3,600

127



Sukma Tajuddin; Sukma; Leni Cahyati

6k 5,000 5,456 5,400
T % N/A 11,092 11,000

= WITHHE

PHER

FoNHzaifs  egoniait XHgAU L

=
R R ERE PR

oo
18] PRV
(POS)
SiEniEkeER (HSK) ggugnitt
BAEH RFLE
10 . . “u. 3,500
12,000 3,088
11,092 11,000 3,000 3,000
8 10,000 2,663
2,500
6
6 8,000 2,000
N 6.000 5,000 1,500
4,000 1,000
2
2,000 500
0
HSK 2.0 HSK 3.0 New HSK 3.0 HSK 2. HSK 3.0 New HSK 3.0 HSK 2.0 HSK 3.0 New HSK 3.0
(Sbim 2021) (2021-2025) (2026+) (Sbim 2021) (2021-2025) (2026+) (Sbim 2021) (2021-2025) (2026+)
— N N = R
B 1. =k HSK & 2 AR C & X b
= HSK20 2021%EW )
12,000

W HSK 3.0 (2021 2025% )
_— FFHSK 30 2026F7H/E)

11.092; 000

B 2. =k HSK #0425 b

HER PRI REE, W AP A4 T HSK 3.0 BCE K =M
Wyl
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P, ZYERE J1aEM R (principle of multidimensional competence
construction) « MANEIERRY & = PR FR, LSRR A 5,000 5]
HEmA 11,000 i8], ARIL 735 S 60PN AR —1E T AR ) 2 458
brae @Ay A Y . X — 3 AR HAZ IV [ (Peng et al., 2021) Fria
H AR HSK M SRR A R, MBEIRMAERE, ZENS
(Bachman, L. F., & Palmer, 2010) & FIA2FRIE 5 e JIARRAH —3, %
R 5 1] 15 S B8 0 N R B AL A M AR 5B H AR S 2 AR
(Li,2023) HIBFFEsE— 23R W, B HSK 3.0 MRl id A0l . 451 15
FIEVLSAE T i SE 720, 58 218 H DI RE S g Nl 2,
TS PP A 0 G B — 3RV R A e & SR s B s e T .
3, PR A SN (principle of communicative authenticity ) o
Cor HSK R H R ST N SE RN VERRE (POS) R &, [RIIN A in]
AR HIH RN 20 HEEH A CEFCIL 11 178 4 (H4MEF
AZAEF L, 2025 (L, 2023) o X AT T R GG
T HERA T, A N A I S S . AR E T
KE, ZkitS5(Young, 201 )R EFRE HE S E G . Bk
HERE, TET R I AUEIAE AR GO EIN b, ISR
SEH A R R R RE S B . (Pengetal., 2021) XFIHAR HSK 115
FLSEPEAS R BHEA, X — BB gt 1 Sk SRR

%=, it PR F TS AR (principle of graduated gra-
phemic load reduction) . MHEFR 1 o E iz, HEERMA
FRYIFIRSE, T— R DR BN IR T X —ih i
AR R B A AR SEAE B A IR & R IR (PR AME TR
mEfEfL, 2025 o HOOHIE T S EIL A KRIE T (Nation, 2001)#2
H S AR R B, BRI R A e A H B 25
TrEHC . Rk, FEIE S S W Bod FE R U S 5e JymT Re RS
S BN AH . (Peng etal., 202 1) A 7N T I EEHE : W%
G R Gt e T AREH RS, Ho — AN R AR TP E VAR
X 7 FE VAN A,

% Ai: CEFR SR %R S5AICHAEEL

2 7R 7 ¥ HSK 3.0 SN 720 . i LL & CEFR X W
RKAFT MRS GO BAKE, R REAFN B 20 HHE
RC A B . B 4 28 R 18 HSK 3.0 55 HSK 2.0 ¢
HSK 3.0 7EiR)JC 78 5 T AR LR E . (Peng et al., 2021)ILATHE H, [H
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fi HSK {5 L fE T fliid Z [ — e R AN UL BT, B EE>
SER AR AR T HR N BE 1 7K-F o B HSK 3.0 £ —EFRfE _LxfiX—
o) AT T RGVEBIE. (L, 2023)) 70 ik W], ek R, JifA 5
fith 28 R R ARAR R — RN ES, 1 g BOATC AR B R 2
J&.

# 2. ¥ HSK 3.0 5 CEFR % 3 K 78I A5 44, b 45

CE BHSK BHSK

e g WFROALE L onD 20

- 1 246 300 Al -40% +100%
Ik
(1.3) 2 371 500 Al -61% +67%
3 655 1,000 A2 -55% +67%
B 4 1,096 2,000 Bl -38% +67%
(EP é) 5 1,527 3,600 B2 -17% +44%
4-6
6 1,940 5,400 Cl 1% +8%
At 7-9 3,088 11,000 2 1% N/A
(7-9)
A Al-
&t 3,088 11,000 2 — —

JF: CEFR KI5 S HE[A S FHELR . 7 EHF T 2021 % HSK 3.0 iyl &
M, IEE AT HSK 2.0 17 EZ 150,

MEEARAZ A Fa 34K F, 3 HSK 3.0 £EAS [F] 2 2% [a) 5L 30 B 2 i F
P BERRE . MIEERY B (1—3 20 alJC & AR T 2021 ik HSK 3.0
BIRIEZ) 52%, Bon B R RSB (4—6 40 [E1E
BRWCE, PR 19%, 25 6 iEABTRE (1%)  X—
IR, A FE IS AR RS G B PR Rl A A, R AR e SR
YEFFBOR TR, NI SR S M I PP . 5 HSK 2.0 4
bt %SRRI R R IIES G, 4155 K Hp A BT I IR 2909 69%
Hhd | M KIEERK (+100%) , 1SR IbiEi Sme (56 6
PAUN+8%) o IX—ABALULHT, B HSK 3.0 7 frFF i SE Az e 1 A
i, BERE TIRPELNXDE . GERE, ZC AR 20 R
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s mm= ys HSK 3.0 (2021) — vocabulary reduction (%)
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