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Abstract
The present study, through a questionnaire survey among 141 undergraduates participating in the
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blended course “Basic Japanese” of D University and ran structural equation modeling (AM0S26.0) to
explore the relationship between the L2 Motivational Self System and learners’ cognitive engage-
ment in the blended teaching environment. It was found that: 1) L2 learning experience and cul-
tural interest have a significant impact on learners’ cognitive engagement in blended teaching en-
vironment; 2) Ought-to L2 Self has no effect on learners’ cognitive engagement in blended teaching
environment; 3) Ideal L2 Self, Instrumental Prevent and Instrumental Promote have indirect ef-
fects on learners’ cognitive engagement in blended teaching environment, in which second lan-
guage learning experience plays an important mediating role. The inspirations are as follows: In
blended Japanese teaching, teachers should pay attention to the construction and updating of on-
line and offline learning resources, and attract learners to return to the classroom through inno-
vative forms and content that caters to their interests; At the same time, teachers should follow
the constructivism learning theory, take “learning” as the center, create a relaxed learning envi-
ronment for learners, and improve their Japanese learning confidence.
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1. 5|8

21 2], A5 BATHENUE AR RE KRR 1 808 SURACH B A 7 S AR . [m,
FE L R AR AE S ST T NG TE SR, AR TR LB A4 6 IR G R i AN E
A, FFEET RN R SR A AL AR s o IS — G B A B R A, FR BT ALIE, BT
FHOCHIE FURISE B, HES 20 E 15 BACEERE . 2012 47, IRIFHBE A (U E 7 BT FE R RIKI(2011~2020))
[1], HEEREZHEFIILEAPN “HBMN + 2087 0B B . FodZiEiE, £EK 50
27 RIS AT, RESESRERMBMIRRL L. @55 2020 5 H 8 H, £&F 1454 i
RIFRAEL BT, 103 TTHINELIFH T 107 TTTREE, &1t 1226 Ti1T1IR. SIS R4St
1775 AN, AiF 23 (G ANR(2]. PTLATIN,, 7E3RIE BE AL B THRIRST, Bet 2 15 1 1] 2
BTGB E B oA DTk, BE B BONS G HE SN “HrEAsT .

b VR A NBEERE NG, = S BB N 2 A 5 ) R ) B B & H a2 B A 3N
FRAMARAE 5 I35 B P AT R B R SE ARS8 AT . 1HER. WA . AT RN FE
/UL “257 NRORATIERRIAT R, WSS AREDMRINGENE;  AFHRN” FEMNETES
SIS AR OSSR AR RE AT NGBS 7, anvh R BB B O AT NN S SR A AR 1
BRI FEOCEMAN R AR B, Wi, AEAERREB]. KEWRIRH, IR
SR ) I R E B SRR AR [4], IR ) ) R R AR bR, AR RTINS ROR, T
SO AR S S R BEAEA[S]. 5 AR FRAELE, AR — RS RN,
HOEEEN A BRI INERLEA M, vT O R ic 12 B0 IR 2 OB 4ERmS, DU R B 3
DIAERF LRI, NI NS5 o) 3 5 ) R ) EE A, A7 A 2 0 3 (1 2 ) 2 LI ] P R 2 AR PO R
TR, BRT 5 S B AR . R, MO B A OG0 25 2] # 1) % 20 2, BRI IR & R
FUFIREE TR 2 2 BN R 22, A4 3 2 21 3 12 ST BN, 38734 21808, A S 0 E 2,
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O FIRM, SEAEMRR O BRI R RN S RN EZ R &K ([6], Hrh “2238HL” &R
FRIEMH R Z o MNEIBHIIREBOT ISR, “ ZIES AR AL dEATIEAR. MiZ—
BHE. BRSO, Hp CHEETIEERY fMETE B ) I R AR I FEAR Y
BERER: “NiZTiHELR” 58 7 BIROK A A2 sih NS RIAE, —iH %2 S E A ROZ O )
HBERILER: “ iR ILW7 15 ARV N 2 S 20 —i82 1 E A TR, a5 2B %5 2
UL NBR K R I E[7]. B E R 7GR (2013) [81R A & &4 i flE Mo T 45 B i 77, R T
THERE 220 BARSEIE T R AEIGE BN AFEL R, FFOETT T AR 9GBS 3L S
FAWANZIAHIR R GEREHY, FIFMEA AR, POz iE B RN AR LRI R R R
ABMFEARNEE . i, BETIEEREZEIRARIEMK, MNiZ i HRE K.

ERERNIE, ERGNBCAAET, FABNPRPIARBNE 7315 1) B sHLE ARG L 0 Hef7
FEEVIR R, HAFXHARBA S iR E R AR ERRARIE AR, B, ALl “—
I E R ARG BIR AR, B N H I ARSI A R AR GR & AR T BARIRA R
SN AR, AN R R M A7 AE AR & SNBEARCRARTS s A EH AR R A8 ARG AT AN EEE
AWEFE, AT 5 R ARBE:

BBE 1. BRI E B ARG YE L 15 A B & AT HiE S S H AR

i 2. ZiBEIHLE IR G5 21 (K B2 2] G005 HoA -2 B2 1E 18] 50

BB 3: iR AR TIESIHL A WA GNE A BT HIE S 2 FH AR K20 v
R ER

2. fRET
2.1. ARFFE

AT LA SE B TC T30, EER A WS W EM G k. BRIl Ek, R
FI SPSS27.0 B Atx [ frl it AT R PESE i, M A5 IR & sNECA BT T H B 2 DA RFHEAT —
ERIHLKT s HR, ] AMOS26.0 B 57 454 75 AR B AR B8 sh LA R & SRR 5 T HiE 2 213 A
kN 2R

2.2. FEWNR

D K& (AL HTE) PRAEM 7] HIE LA H i B2 As, 3k 224 S5k, AU, B
HIE L D URAE, 2 HESA I RE P AL 25 R R B . AR, D RE2 AN 2016 SEJT 4R 26l A “ 2
Sl ELHE AT CGEMHIE) RE B, IFeRIE “aR% iR 8 g0k BRIt
IR R, MR TEEMALE, WE BRI G e,

B, ARTFTEIS 510 T4 D K% Gt H 5 ) 1 &SRR 2022 ENZA(CLUTFFR 22 7).
2021 FEANZE(LUTRAR 21 ZOMARA N AT R, kil 7 HiG&k. FURHERL@LH) #MREE
SEALCH FD = ANk, A S B AR R TR 1 R

Table 1. Composition of survey objects

= 1. PFENRER

Hig &Mk (N) HLME H 58(N) pSa=EON) it

22 % 5 4 22 10 36
5’8 18 8 7 33

21 % 5 6 21 13 40
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i 25 5 2 32
&t 53 56 32 141

23. WMETR

N T HEREG NEEF IR T B S NGRS, A0 5CRH 046 2L T4
D RZEHEL. HLH #H 2022, 2021 ZAR AT 7RG HE. WEFLEQE =0, H—H
FERANOGu0 AR, 0. . B8 FREEAREE; F oW 2RAXUFHETHIE
EE NN E R, FESE Fredricks (2004) [3]55 5 et 122 ST RN FRHE L A X A SN I R i8
FEPRE, IREi G IR & U S RIS OUA H 5 2B RSO3 AT T i), RS 5 NI, W R RS 2
FEWE  TC IR = AN CBER s 38 = N HE % ) & BN B ARG HE ER, FESHE R F(2010)
[ “HhEINEY )& BN AR ARG ER” WHAL L, 856 HE 2R SO AT T
Y, I 28 AN, A0S AR R [ IR ANEIN) MiZ E F 3RS ASEI) . iE R ISR (6 AN E ).
TR A THEAEHEE NS SCHNERE SET) 6 NERE . T B3R ILR 2wk
HAERTMECGEEAFR =1, AKAR =2, Lk =3, EARZ =4, FEFRZ =5).

3. fIRGER

AW TSR A 153 43, BURIAES 153 47, SRR N 100%; Hdr, BR0mE 141 4y, REH
BN 92.1%.
3.1. BRARBERET HiZFE I HENRBAIRK

N TR A BCAIAE T HE 2138 BRAFIBNIUR, AT SPSS27.0 BAEXS 141 4 2w
GHAE R EHE B EZEBEAT T 087 8RR 2 P

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of Japanese learners’ cognitive engagement in blended teaching environment

= 2. RANBFIME T HIEF JE AR R E Gt

N B/MA BKE PEME SD
INEIB 141 1 5 3.287 0.803

Oxford (1990)iA7y, 2= Tas TR o A3 1) ) T~ 045 0 5 Ao B A 146 30 14 sk YR3OS 1,
1.0~2.4 53 NAERIBRAR, 2.5~3.4 0 IR 4%, 3.5~5.0 IAE AN R M.t 2 ml A, FEARRR
A, HIEY B ER A BT RN AR T S5 K F(3.287)

DN SETH I T H R 2] AR S SN T BN RHRNDUR, ASHE TOR f R 1k G i B LA
BOALE SNSRI _E BGOSR 3.

Table 3. Descriptive statistics for each item of cognitive engagement
3. NN S EUER M Gt
FEE SD BAEAFE%)  AKFEE®%)  LEAW(%) EARE®%)  EERE%)

A1 2.89 1.166 8.5 41.8 8.5 34.8 6.4
NFL 2 3.45 1.038 43 18.4 14.9 52.5 9.9
N3 3.21 1.118 6.4 24.1 22.7 36.2 10.6
NG 4 3.45 1.065 43 19.1 16.3 482 12.1
NFD 5 3.44 1.104 5 19.9 14.9 46.8 13.5
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SERRW], FEPTA ARG, A 2 “ R B R BEAT H A 45

RGN 4 “HBFRF

2Ja, ABARIEBEE 1927 2 HARoxh 2 SR R M BORBEAT S8, 18 2 i 4 2 SR (R P e 756 (3.45) »

INE 5 “HELECIn), R BB ORI

SEEE SRR, F RS SOk B SR SIATON T EE

RZ(3.44)0 Horf, XPNED 2. 4 FIAHD S 1% “HRFER” B “ARHFRE” B2 60%, &Y
R R H B2 AR R HED) 2 IR rh 2 oA g, bt SRl K g SR AT A R
MUBAZ A INER 1T “RAERE (HEREHIED) & 22 SR RRIZ T S2Pr i HiE 2152”7 #9E1E(2.89)
R, Hd 50.3%M% S F BIE “CERARE” BN KER , BIE CRARET S CEFRET 1

FAEME 412%. XERH, PRI B H B ) G Z R A AR N T

Btk
3.2. BiIEFIEEINBERRGTNK

TSI B (AR A

ARUCHE L R E R 4), HIEEIEAE CLAEEHERE(3.798), ATEFEAKT, XERWUSE5AK
WA HiES% S F 0 HA SO EARFFA BRSO M2, 2 iESHL R RGN E B2 —;
IL2S Al L2LE ¥MHKZ, 45k 3.742 3.713, REALEH 2 2] 2 2138 CA TE BB B AR 38 F 3R
%, BPEEFIPALEH HIE, J 5B HiE 2% S 4Rk50; TPRO A1 IPRE P4k FE I3 4 5 3.497
F1 3329, AbFHZEKE; OL2S 4EEME (%, ¥IMEHN 2.440, FHRARKT, XRS5
o) H BAR M AR, HiES NIRRT 2 B CBIE. SkmE, HIE¥I#Em

TIESIHLE FAE T KK

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of Japanese learners’ L2 Motivational Self System

4. BEFIETENNBRAGHA ST

N I /ME ITONEN
AR —iE HIRAL2S) 141 1 5
TR (IPRE) 141 1 5
TN Z HIR(OL2S) 141 1 5
AR ] 2 H6(L2LE) 141 1 5
T HRZHLREIE) IPRO) 141 1 5
AP HEB(CT) 141 1 5
ZABRBINL A R 141 1.25 5

SEEIME SD
3.742 0.960
3.329 0.876
2.440 0.846
3.713 0.777
3.497 0.783
3.798 0.850
3.432 0.610

N T BB B SN AT SRR H B2 238 10 —EshHL B AR G2 TP 257
FRE B R, HAETERR, MiZTiEAR DB IRN . TR/
BEATARSZFEAS T R LA 3R ANOV Kl S455R LR 4 5.

Table 5. Difference test of Japanese learners” L2 Motivational Self System

F 5. HEFIJEEMMBRFZGER RN

A BAE .l
AR AR

(@)
" A B AR Mi%iE AR TIRFEIAR

i At (¥MH +SD) (¥ +SD) (¥MH +SD)
bER ) 53.90% 3.65 +1.001 2.31+0.832 3.63+0.817

'S 46.10% 3.84+0911 2.58 +0.844 3.8+0.726

t —1.146 -1.91 —1.349

p 0.254 0.058 0.18
a4 H*% 37.59% 3.94 +0.898 2.71 +0.802 3.73 +£0.827
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WL H 5 39.72% 3.60 + 0.984 2.33 +0.838 3.72+0.8
Aok H 5 22.70% 3.68 +0.992 2.19 +0.835 3.67 £ 0.665
F 1.844 4.81 0.062
P 0.162 0.01 0.94
o 22 % 48.94% 3.71 £ 0.999 2.50 = 0.876 3.78 £ 0.774
- 21 %% 51.06% 3.78 £ 0.927 2.38+0.819 3.65+0.781
t -0.418 0.807 0.936
p 0.677 0.421 0.351
(b)
. " T ARk T E ATy AR
7’I< I tt N N
ol Adls (#{H +SD) (#{H +SD) (HIfH +SD)
Ve 5 53.90% 3.45 +0.848 3.13 £ 0.904 3.8 £0.828
4 46.10% 3.55+0.709 3.54+0.8 3.79 +0.878
t -0.751 -2.821 0.1
p 0.454 0.005 0.921
EES 37.59% 3.55+0.877 3.51+0.786 3.82 £0.876
Ll HUBR H 58 39.72% 3.49 +0.753 3.23+£0.919 3.80 £0.818
Aok H 5 22.70% 3.43 £0.679 3.21+0.919 3.76 + 0.886
F 0.23 1.833 0.054
P 0.795 0.164 0.947
_ 22 % 48.94% 3.54+0.77 3.45 £ 0.834 3.58 +0.925
21 %% 51.06% 3.46 +0.798 3.21+0.905 4.00£0.719
t 0.589 1.675 -3.002
p 0.557 0.096 0.003

AU R, AFEER B S #F A T AR 4E R 2 5 BA Gt 5 (P = 0.005), Hi &4
BB N 3.54, AT KT, HEEETHAEG13). A HAYEE AR MER HIE & 1 —iBshiLE &K
SEHAAFAERFE ZE (P > 0.05). T HAITREIHE DARIEE T AR 45 o0 R S B LS R, 91 durse e 25 A 2
M B IMRPPEE . Lotk T H BV TIR; 48 FE A3 70 35 vl e DR Lo AR M I B B AR Sl Rk, T B
O P RETE SR, E% S AR TP 2 5 B RO R SRR [RI A 2 T I A N BRSO A H B %
RN [E] 0 AT TR PP AN U 55 07 T AN 22 FEE

HR, AR HES S FHERR N 1% 1k B RN AR S0 BARGFE— ERENES, H
PP 2 AR G R (P > 0.05). Mi% i H R RS ) #H WA H CROZE BIE F FDIRE
K, RRFREE FoRE T KE. ABEANGINRRHEMEm. HE 5 im, S5RKIEEN=
AN, HRER H G2 2 3 MAZ i H RS s (2.71), T H & mAK/KF, AU H 58 FA R
H 5m Ml H 8 2% 2] 3 1 % 08 H R I T BARKF, B0k 2.33, 2.19.

e, ARG AR 3] 38 AAE SO R4 B AR 3 22 (P = 0.003), 21 2 HIiE% ) & (4:00)% H
RLWZEARIINBEEZ R T 22 HHIBF ] #(3.58) AA7EX P2 5 (1 JR K 1 g /2 76 A A A7 7 — e fE
FER G Y. AR T 2023 4F 3 A2 5 D KRR (EEalHE) REXNFCERER 22 208 21
AR I E, RBESE HE S ST IR, 21 S E 0 HA AL S ARG T #IZ5 RN, T
FEAE T IRIE D

3.3. BREAHFHET AEF IHENTEALWE RRE
KB TR B, KA AMOS26.0 BfF@ar 7 LB AR i B3k, Mz il EIER. T RSP/
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Figure 1. Model of influencing factors of Japanese learners’ cognitive engagement in blended
teaching environment

LOREREFIMET RIEFE S ENMRA R WE FER

SRR TG I R AR TR BN A RS, ASHIE S0 R B R ASRIEAG IO 7 A5 8 () SR & o SRR 5
Eb(x¥/df). JTBR 2 T HRE(RMSEA).  HLEHL A T 5U(CF) . ASHEIATEEU(TLY) . 3 B A6 50FT)
FLANE AR PR AL SRR FE AT 5, SRR IS SRR T A bR vE(E 6), RIIIZ BRI B A B i
FIA T .

Table 6. Model fit of factors influencing Japanese learners’ cognitive engagement in blended teaching environment

6. RARHFMETHBEF IFANIRAZMERRENAE

X%/DF CFI TLI IFI RMSEA
8 1.469 0.905 0.893 0.907 0.058
ZEAG <3 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 <0.08

o FE A B R 5 40 5 FER A R R R 7 v B % 1 BT ARG G, WF RS SR BoR, BRI
SCAEDSER T S 4E 5 1 B B R E & RBCE IS N HIB I & R, Hp B2 K0 EE I
i) 2 3] 2 AN FHER N R HEAL R EL > 03 P < 0.05), 17 SCA 4R A5 N AT I A 52 (Rt 1E R BT < 0;
P < 0.05). HR 4N ABEMNBE IR T HIEZ I HPAMBANL GG B2 EHP > 0.05).
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w7 fiR.

Table 7. Hypothesis 1 test results
F7. BZ 1 RIEER

Az FrRAEAL R 2L FRUERZ S.E CR. P
N < HAE -0.271 0.146 -1.835 0.067
N <--- i) 0.269 0.239 1.27 0.204
Nl <--- NiZ% 0.254 0.184 1.359 0.174
Nl <--- fi¥:i -0.083 0.121 -0.515 0.606
Nl <--- 208 0.991 0.36 3.537 ok
N <--- Ak -0.475 0.207 —2.744 0.006

e FRIR P <0.001. FIAE

e 8 W4, £ iESHLE ARG A& 4e iy, B IEE R, TEAEHE. b5 EEIE
TR B I AW (brEL R B >0, P <0.05); 1 LRI 5 A8 % S 456 2 0] e 2 0O o (b Ak
FH <0; P<0.05); NiZ 38 H XS H B B I L0 %A T (P > 0.05).

Table 8. Hypothesis 2 test results
= 8. Rig 2 RINER

PRAT FrRUEfL R 5 FrifEiR % S.E CR. P
L2 L AR 0.286 0.08 2.74 0.006
25 <--- TR -0.377 0.13 —2.551 0.011
20 <o NiZ% 0.181 0.104 1.342 0.18
25 <--- it 0.364 0.065 3.293 ok
208 <ee- AL R 0.333 0.103 3 0.003

NPV IR ARAEREE TR Bz IEE R TR ST EXHA RN
IS8, 2R Bootstrapping X B FE A BEAT T A RN ARG B o RAE 4 O G T RER R g v A A 36 W]
®, BRNGZIEBARSS, BEETIEEER. TREMIPIRI /et SO REZ th i ] SRR G
BEAIREE N HES 23 BRI BN AR [ (95% BAS X E 1 L FARBAEE 0).

Table 9. Hypothesis 3 test results
F9. BRI IHRPLER

Bootstrapping BC 95% CI
AR AE Std. Est Std. Error Lower Upper
A% 0.33 0.214 0.08 0.702
it 0.361 0.188 0.115 0.806
NiZ 0.18 0.318 -0.123 0.663
TR -0.373 0.363 -0.954 -0.069
AR 0.283 0.163 0.053 0.741

4. ¥Hig
4.1. BN BRAGSRAABFENRE T IANABANXRTTE

AU E SR, HAE 2138 B A8 S QWA ST R VR & BCA IS T 2% 2 F RN ARN
BRARFERW. b, TR LER RN R A IERBER, RS0 FH A DR H iR 1200
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Fhobl o 32 B I A AR S 8E, WUBRCA B DR KR X H 8 ST MR PEAN S Ak, AT SE AR AR S5 N 21 48
. MR, IR I FH AT HIE Y SRR T R R, s ER A AKIIT S, WA Sk
XTREUS AU FR R B A5 L, IR S ] P IZ T 31 .

FEA VG, FESE 2T SO EOE 5 A B N 2% S FH RSN B A R w1 A
B2 20 200k HAHI ST SR MR e, 7827 2 IR AN TR A o AR TR AR5 2] 3 T
W2 5 EAEERE, MR IER QBN LA ISR, AR R p oy, =
EEAREFNERRR, W2 EET B EMANE. BE I8, E£ERRBLERERSK, M
SRNELEHMZIE, BABEEEZR, W HAS EAREA B MR ) 27 51 F AR HOM R AL 06 |
TR AN, MBI SR M RE S U FE B X HAR 7 i#. Wl T IREX —He2 it R IR
DL R U A7 A R e 3R Z A 08 158 R SR SR 3] F AR PR AL 2 S R R EF R EEROVIRES

42. ZERFIZWS"EMN B RFGR S HEE R KRR

AU ESREY BN AR ARG M S L b, BATIEAR. SO, TRREHEEX
WAL B IR BIAER], T R R BB S 22 5 R A NBA A BN BRI A S A 1
YRR, 2% =38 B O 2 20 IR & sCHCE AT T BRI AT TINAE ] o X3, AR 3 B 3R T
HAMR Rt (5 2 F 2 BIRIRIE A E5, FA AR BRI =15 B 3 5 B = B R Z RO B
%, PRSP R T B R B 4 TAR R 2 B XA AR B 20 A I M A B R B R )y, i
BEAFEMEES 5RREGXHEZ P, MBREIEZIRE . SRE LR TS MRS 504
SR, DL B H R SR 5

T BRI 1) 2% 20 3 A8 H AR R & P 2 SRR A BRI E DL . 9 1 3 % i
(ST VAN AR AE TR S i e L, A TR R R & B AR FT RE 2 R BB e s, 30 H i 52 ) i — Al
5%, &G0 iR AR g, R Rt R > REAE B UR A B BIRUR IR LG .

4.3. ZEBFIZLBAP NV TTL

AUCRE L RRY], E5IN BRI ARG, HIE% SIS IS4 . 34 15 3.
TELR R TR R R R A A ER BT T AR 2 A R I o 3 9 1482 ST % A A SO 2R
FIDGHR, LAR BRI AR — 8 RS . Ah FEER BRI ) AR A FATE 9281 SR 2 ST 2 5 2% 5
HI B G B BRI SR, GRS E BRSBTS e A, g HiER
BT R, AT N LSRR IE A O S G, ARSI O S TR, R
HEENE] HE2 ST d, DUISCHl | CHEARAS T B AR, W Ed ot B2 H mm Gk, &
oK SR ISR TS 5 AP 4 . TEASHTZ0AR, FEAR 3% 1 JRA T ELRU (R 1 12 50 5 4 0 %5 L e UL
fry VR 2 ST AR, AT 7E B T AT R AT 5 R A, (A R YE B 2] B A
LS.

5. g

ABFFELL BN E IR RGNS AL, ST T BN SR A R ECEIREE T H S S H AR Z 1]
(16 R . SR T AR B AR 5 40T, ESE T B AN E R R AR TE TR & RIS T2
FNEIRN P G R . FFFCR I, 2 513 (SO SR 52 5] G0 6 2 51 2 IR B (83511
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