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Abstract

Good language skills should be an important manifestation of the basic abilities of college students.
However, the reality is somewhat unsatisfactory. Many college students have the problem of lan-
guage degradation, which is manifested in the aspects of study, job hunting, practice and practice,
and life. This paper mainly uses the questionnaire method to investigate the phenomenon of col-
lege students’ language degeneration, uses SPSS software, and integrates statistical analysis, data
mining, predictive analysis and other analysis methods to construct a correlation analysis model,
and analyzes which factors have a strong relationship with college students’ language degenera-
tion correlation. It is found that the impact of frequent use of Internet language and learning to
use English on the language ability of college students is the main reason for the language degra-
dation of college students. Based on Chomsky’s language conversion generative grammar, this paper
analyzes the process of people’s language learning, puts forward corresponding solutions to the
phenomenon of language degradation of college students, and discusses relevant practical sugges-
tions to prevent the degradation of language ability of college students.
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15 5 BAgiR A (language attrition) (IR 745 T [ 415234 [1] . 1980 4F LART 2= 22 H IR Y B2 A ol 28 B A (1
NG S BRERAL) MW ST, 5 RIZ T RBEATIE 5 I MR 7L, B 55 IR 6 S
3. DUEREZARF AR L iR B S B [2]. iF 5B — BRI NITRFA IO REIE RUE.
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WA, ULRGE JLEE NG ™ M, AT TR IS8 (R TS T AR/, R 2% b IR A8 bl 55
ERZXGE, THBEFZRRERANEEAZU . AT AXEEUZERFAZE NN R,
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GBI VEAW R TR 50 B N A5 AR [ 223510 5 B v ik ek b - SO 1715 5 fig
JHBAEHIRTTT, AXTE F IR — B N 5E 3 . % T 5 IBAL RIBIE 7C [ A Ah 2 0t B R Y T ARG
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VR W USRI IE A AE I SRR B, AR — S8 0 € W . Bahrick W FTAE DU SME A VU BIE 5 1 1 Tk A B
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HIVAEE 5 Bl . Moorcroft & Gardner FRAFF 70 & B Hi PR BE b2 52 1 H e 5 5 B 1l . Gardner et al. 92
FHIE S S EEFSIHLZ 500 AME BE il i [F] 42 K 5 2 —[6]. de Bot & Weltens B 4115 & BEh, 45 512 4 ME BE
UL LR TEVEIR, R BT T AENE T B M 5T R LUK 7038 BiTfi ) K& AR 5T . Hansen B 7870 #7
TR 5= B BB B AME B T R0 . de Bot & Stoessel 2y T F 7T 4n A - GRS
M5 S I, AR A BE S AR B Y6 305 NG = B 7L[7]. Schmid & de Bot 58 RGPk T i
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FIVE N TR T8 5 Bk [17] 0 [E P 56T AME BE1h 515 35 4500 25 S M G Fe i AR /D o 5 DK 25 07 T b
AT 2 5 A% Gk BRI S [ L8] B ML S B U7 T A 4R, AEEXS T & 3R 2 M A B e A, e e e 2
(TR o T P PR E 9 38 1 P ) R0 2 2 e S5 [l AT 2 20 38 B B R B KT A B R 2210
FLURAn e i 5 B B A
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ORI, AR D AR 5, 8 S8 VAR HE I 25 NRE B iz B % b A) AR08 AR,
MR SIERESIZ, VAN T RE ) 2% . B HE AR R AR TE S RE BRI R 2, AT E S BB TR
WIX— IR AT E BE A, (RS SR 50 iR (B 5 2. M2 OFE S S 25, A LMkt
FRIIRE . SRS EBOREAEE TR R, WRFAENFIREE SRR EN, IR AR E
KEAE T RSB I RO HE L, 3T b K22 AR 15 5 e )R R R A& AR R T v
2. IREX

(1) HERJTH: B R AE SRR R &, A ATE S BB IX — IR AT
FEEA, EHEERAT R RGBS %, W, DY HE Y%, W LUEHEERAR S .

(2) ST : 4 SRR EAE ST BN E, SR AE TR EE SRR & W, R
o E R AR S RE DRI RO, D d TR RS AR B R R R SR R AR A
3. BB RUS AR
3.1 BB SERENL
3.11. BiEkiRESALE

B TS () 522 Uy A ) 45 (B S BB geit, KA B T B BE kL, 8 A SPSS B, 4k
BRI ENTERE . BRI TN BT S04 757 BRI A S A TR T . AT H LR PR R S K A
AEFIRWE A SREIAE BRI D H BB AR S R R R, IR S5 R AT 2T
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Table 1. Correlation between some reasons and language attrition

=1 BMYRESIES BMEXEER

A
N ;L;,L\ Iﬂ 173 EIA‘/VEH—v” % o
A PRI RERT W o st s grea T im0 2
RN
F RIS 1 0.926"
4, ReEHE “RELT” I .
7 Sig. (WE) 0.024
=1 5 5
F ORI S 0.926" 1
15, PR L F P48 AT 15 1 ? Sig. (WJE) 0.024
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Table 2. Correlation between some reasons and language attrition

F* 2. MoRESIES BMAEXEER

TR
4, PREHIL “RERT I 260 ReEHATERE
LI 2 FHig 2
. B IR AR S 1 0.109
é%ﬁﬁﬁm“%%g%”m Sig. (WJ2) 0.861
e 5 5
B IR AR S 0.109 1
26, PR EE HH H1E D ? Sig. (WE) 0.861
e 5 5

e 2, NG EF RS A MHIOE H RIS A BA SR .

3.1.2. B F/REMEX MR

BRI N R Excel 4%, IR WG s OE = IR LR R BV I = 193 LI KA 148
HUH R . AT I8 BOE 5 B P JE RN Xy, B 5 BEHCA Yo HA XXy, Xa, Xa, Xa, Xso+-F, HA Xy,
Xos Xg» Xgw+ o0 AR AT A5 i 1) LU DR K A A . VoY aeeo s Yor AR I 36 i 00 5 BB 1k
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Table 3. Daily use of text table
F 3. HEFRXFRERE
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Figure 1. A line chart of daily use of text
B 1 BEERXFHETEE
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Table 4. The frequency table of using text
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Figure 2. Table of Frequency of Using Words
2. EAXFIMERFRR

FE T HT
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A DL 7= S SC- T 245 IR
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D HFEAEHIMNE RN E, BDBAEHBOEHIL T 188 IX;
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FHAMHILT 36 K.
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DOI: 10.12677/ae.2023.134296 1861 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2023.134296

(e T
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Figure 3. (a) Transformer; (b) Word2Vec
3. (@) Transformer; (b) Word2Vec

M3 H, BATAMER . Ja AN 53R B 1) & o A #0201 AR — A T ] [ & (e
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