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Abstract

The development of “Internet plus education” promotes the wide implement of blended learning
in universities at home and abroad. Learning engagement refers to the positive state of learners in
learning and is one key predictor of learners’ learning process academic achievement. From the
perspective of learners, this article adopts the case study method and conducted semi-structured
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interviews with five English majored students, exploring how students engage in different types of
tasks from behavioral, cognitive, emotional and social dimensions to analyze how task types in-
fluence learners’ learning engagement. It’s found that students have a better overall engagement
in the task with a higher cognitive objectives and the difference mainly lies in the behavioral, cog-
nitive and emotional engagement. Students have lower behavioral and social engagement in tasks
with off-line condition and with low cognitive requirement. The result may enrich demonstration
of domestic learning engagement research in EFL and offer suggestion about task designing in
blended learning to university EFL teachers.
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RERAFEGERBFEMEHFNS, Tak ZENEE T “CHRMN+” 5, BEAH
MR CHETRANEE RS WIS SRR G SR (1], BAERF R
BT R—AE A S SEE SIS KR, HERZ—E T8I 2 #H B i % 1% 3h[3], H
A R VR A U S S B A 2 ) BN SR A R [4], TRk AR AR VR A A R AR )
BNEF) T 5 1% 0]

5 TN F LR 2 AR PN B 2 2] R 1 TR BE AT 25 B (7] (time on task), J5 58 AWTE B g X, 40 Kuh
(2001452 ST BN E SON A AE A TE 30 BT AT H R (R RORG 7, B2 AR AR 30 SE B 55 I FR (5]
Fredricks et al. (2004)\ 9% S BNBFEAT AN BN VBN =ANEE 6], HAT, 2538 i)
U LR A T 4 AR ) STHRONERALE

BEFAR M-SV E, BS RERBAAET AW SRR [7]. W Ui 3. 5. 1%
EEFHFN S S, USSR B IE S ) SRS AR S . TSN MEEN
B WANE F - AR, Philp & Duchesne (2016) A NIE F = I BANZ— NG N TN 1H
JERANAE 2 2 4 B RS 5 I0RAE[8]. AT NN T BARILTE S ) F AR 71 iR I RAE R 5
ST NEIHR N R I 2] 0 2 2] R o6 & BN SN A ST SRS RS s IR IR NSRBI
SIHEAE 2 I FE A RS BOIRAS (9] AL SN KI5 25 S G S AT S5 M 5 1 4 DL K BUm i #E 4 B
31, Bk, AT LIZA & 5 ST BN T HESE

HH T2 ST N 2o AR A 2 Bt P EE B AR B [ 10], 1 AR SKAT D RGN 2% S BEN R AN T2
SJBNMSTIE & 2 R0, RIS IR FEZ S 5N NFRMAEHEEEMW, MARROESS
L. BIRAAREBAFIME11]55; BOEHROIEBONSCR[12]. #07 SE M S5 %1315, H
o REFRISY IS W R A AR S 508 [13].

W IEBUFAT 55 508 2 A 2 SN e B 20 SRR B S, I 2 3 A R e T KA SG SHIE
WHot. Blin, TR IS A TE SR E Y AT %5 AT RN S IR ) B TS % 5 %
FEAR TR R B [ 14]; TR A AR TGE S ME R A AT 55 B A e A S SN e, RN e
P A A SO A ST S5 RERG s L 22 IR 151 R L, JRE 2 FH BV IRHE R & A
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PR RE 6 D 0 WA SR ST sURE e . BRI S TR A . MRl S X A R R e A
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IRNFSLNH, RSS2 U5 # FEN I BURYE it R IR Z AT AR TRk, Rg5HviiR RO B E B2
JRPERF T E B R —

WIS R 2 AR IR BRAT S5 RN T S B BNRE, BTN AR SR S N2 7= R R
TEREA—E N, Frbl, RPFFRIEREEMTIRTIE, R ATH BAARR S H 5 ST 55 R B0 % 2] %
NS S AR
2.2. MRFER

JE I SR IORE I 5 IR X T — BT I8 AR A K B E L Rl — B R LA R AR R AR 5
ZIE (LR EHEE) IRFERHRAG RBEHE N, R ITES R — R IR .

FALFZEAEZRARE PN, BAABORMIEE S D08, Wi n®, HyaES AT ol
xDo

Table 1. Basic information of the study participants
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BBk % 19 PNt ShFIE R

il % 19 PN &R

X % 20 KA N il

L 5 19 R SR H R
23. WIRRES 5
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Table 2. Classification of these task types
=2 ESEERS

BB ] % i ”%@ﬁf% AR AER
WERE. eSS TR S %ﬁi@ﬁi 4 I I
23S SRET T VT B TN foli 2T 15
NG RRARIS M. Gl %ﬁ@iﬁi % I #
MRS SRR TRE R, Bl R 4§ &
JEIAFI IR

M 2 W, TN REFEAEE (GREIOE) IRINBE BT, Bl I AR PMES LA, H,
AL PWEFIR SERR R R IR A AL B, RS BAASAS RS BRSNS
TR, JB T4 EHfE. MRAES: A4 DN s AT UR S0 A 25 W el g MRS T AT 55 I 858
AN b, ATK BRI E. JOAEIFIR, AN TR R E S, BT BN AEES%
AR AR SR R T S IR TE RS SR S IR R R, AR5 AR SRAS S . MRS AR, AR
INFI T SREUG, J8 T4 T B MRS FAL T AT IR E D O B SR 55 R AL T,
R85 BARJIRIGFRE I . JCINFI AR, AN TR E S, BT TNRH. Qs

B J5 , 3£ T Zhoce 25 A\(2019) AT il A B A% 2 21 3 #% N\ 5 3R (Higher Education Student Engagement Scale)
[18] 5 ERHE(202 1) H H Y K 22 A BB PR A 2% ST RN Z EVEMAE 4L ) T USRFEAN[19], FERTBI TR SR
TEBCF YL — AL AR 3AT T U5R, X UTRSEN R B e PE 58 REdEAT 7L, BRI R m5EE 1 IE
AVTRIEH

BJa, AIATANGIAT T HERUIR, KRENVIREIEREHNEENTEITRS. i
BOUTRI KLy — /N, RSO 38,514 o FEXI N AR AT AR, EE SR O
FAEANFUES )5 ST BTG DL, IS0 G TA) 3 A g i of 2 A 7E R RAT 45 Hh i 2 ST NS T B, R
PR RIS 22 A 5 2 B N5

3. R4t

I A U R SO A B I R U 2 [ S0 A rh AR A S5 TR S, B 2 ST R I
U BAR. M B B AN, TR IR S KR AT Jy AR TR, HEA
A BE X 2 ST BN R T AR R
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FEREAT 4 EHERY 2 I e R AR DN, 2222 ST N BB . P AT NI, U — 1z
Al 22 2R RERS F I L8 5N,  HA AL R R AERER TP B A R T RN (U
—RL AR R T RR S I R A TT, 2 Ha S O R A B R, A = AL S FER ) A A R
AR, ERRZHEAEVONZRAESBOV T, HARME 2SR, INIRNEIR, A =0 RoR
/R BRI B TR, (B AL AR DO ZAE S X S AE S HR SRTHE SRR IA R 24
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e KETE, BT EEBRAL. mARRARE. HARE, RERRRGITEROBRME, KA
oAk Fr. 7 (Bl “RRERIFLRLE, BA T LEBACTE G T EAYT, BHEF D BRI
A BRI FREMT 4, 7 (NMaH T2 BRI SS 5E U0 BARBAR, SERE ARG BRI, FitE
SRR . T AR ARG, FEEZTSHETRE ). TUREENIN ALK,

“REZRFRF I, BB, FBARLLE, 7 (TR, ER)EZA FEEHRRAE R
N KB ] 23 58 BENRBCGRA R AT 5, B IME . “FBRF IR AT ES, KEHS
TRy FHIMANFIRARE S, W), AARRRRA A, 7 UMOBTHEELSTES L
FRAEITE SRACH B bR, R4 1% S B AN R, ST IZARS IS SIE A &, TR R S AR AN o

“RARFRN, BRARLIPRREREFM, BAHZIFRRF. 7 (AR “wREEATER
J&, BBAAERNLINA TR ZEANFE, RAERIIARR, IHFREIImRZER, 2
R BRI R RARK, (R ZR L BOEAT S5 B e 1 10 B R S R A AT DA B A B R )N A
AT FAT BN, HEmnam 5 R A8 ST P 25 I 0 0 R I Sl i SR (1 1 A

WEREF SRR “HMER A — AR FAEXRIPER EZLEITER, RERRERZASLHZREFH
BE, BRHAER, DAFMFRY, AAxBd PRI EETARERARGEEANL, 7 iR
A28 Bl AR A A AT RSR[5 3] R RN (201, VTR AT, £k ECF A b A2
A8 H. 3 B BN AR 2 ST 2 ST R AR S 1, RIS B R I S RS 5E, E4EE
SRR .

3.2. & TEMR. NRESHEIFARME

FENFIERBMR A RIS DL R, S EAE S R AR5 P 2 ST RN AR B AR S5 HRN 22 53 2R
N AT BN G NN GET e AT NRNTTH, =A A ERORAEL N CESS PR B8t L7k, 4%
NI TRV A EL R AR R XS TS0 F (R ME RS s WA JRHBEN J5 T £ 2 A 3R FLAE 58 G2 AT S5 I Al T IR 2 2B
A L A AR TS I 58 4R 2] REFE B T 4 PR DR A R RIS BN T3 T A 7 7] 27 R s i % U
S5AE N A AR AT LA R AR A MR, (H2 i F 22 AN IZAR S5 R 5 2 X A e B R
JETH O s FEAL S BRNTT I, [FfE A B EAAR IR D, A 27 AR 30 1) 22 Dl 1v) [R) 27 A2 ) 7 B B
5o

“EARTIIES T ROFEF IR S, wRELIA TEARERL, AR REA.”
(B “FUS) AR5 X F AR, REGT Rabatnik, o0E. GREN2ZHE—8, 7 B
FICHESS REAE A A KIS ] LRSS A S, HHKIE AL, MM ERible ) 2550, A5
PORFE SIS B B3], MR, DR A BV AR A R AR R 8 5 T 22 A AT PN B

“CFFMAMES R, REEMT . ST —ARRZIHGBX, FTAEBX ERAIIRT, AT
AL IEAT A AR AT F LR CHAR, 7 (M) CRIRFTR) 2B BRI TG, A —AAH
W F A, REF LB A, K bs s 2 KAk iR, FUIE St E R SRR, 7 (FE ) 5 4 FIAE
SLFARAESSARAL, BT AR R SRR A2 A A B AE A 55 SR S IR A OG22
T B IIHE N

“RAETR) AR, BMETR S Ein, ZBERLWHRME, T EAARKSLES L, 22
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B F AT 50 2 A N i SR e, BiGsh CAR P BB R T, S AEAEIZAT 45 2 S BN e
Bl . FERIN: AT BT, =07 [ RRNTEZAT % P R BN 31 2 54145 A Wb R 3K
AR R SRR s BN, A AR A VCNIZAT S MR AT S B i, AL 2R
TESEBOZAT S5 JEWORAR R g TEIANEIHRNTT T, A O 2% AR RN AE1Z AT 55 il & PR RE LA R WM 3R
RIRE IR, REWETE B SOE FAME ik & NS K, DL SCN RS, Wit SE B2 MR e
NJ7TH, TEWR A PIAME S AT S A e, DB A o FfE (R P B KIEss 2, adE b
. HAE A .

CPEMARTANMEF T ES LSRG, BARTER G, THRETRALAE, LREMNLHF
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BRI F, Rexsidid QQ AR A EASHEIALS, REMBENME—AH%, iFE RTiHE
R FIERY%IE G EAEE]F 6, BAVLTARKEE. 7 B A) 09T 550 50 75 SR 2 ke TH BAT %5
WREEN, FESHEEPRE I HRWSS . (B0 RS8R &, BTN FRSERTS, WS
HIT MR AR 2 ) BB A

“CERITFRIRABILE RS, KBENRINK S, AR R R E B, PSR
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RRBRBENEMAES, BMEF S TERE. KE#H. BT HNGREF, ZMNTRESETF S AT,
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Table 3. EFL learners’ engagement in different task types
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