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Abstract

This study used the Vocabulary Learning Strategies Questionnaire to survey 321 first-year non-Eng-
lish majors to examine the current status of English vocabulary learning strategies use and its vari-
ability within the context of gender, ethnicity, and English scores on the college entrance exam. It
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found that their strategy use is generally at an intermediate level, with compensatory strategies being
most common. Female students scored higher than male students, with a significant gender differ-
ence. There is a significant positive correlation between strategies and English grades, and the strat-
egy scores of those who have high grades are significantly higher than those of those who have low
grades. Finally, based on the results of this study, feasible suggestions are made for college students’
English learning, suggesting that educators should pay attention to students’ individual differences
and optimize teaching methods by understanding students’ preferred learning strategies in order
to enhance teaching effectiveness and students’ learning outcomes.
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3.1. 1A CE SRR E IR

Table 1. Current status of vocabulary learning strategy usage
= 1 OELE SR ER IR

N e/ ME YN ¥ifE i A 22
A 321 1.00 5.00 2.7217 0.74908
NGNS 321 1.00 5.00 2.7040 0.76583
HMe2 SR 321 1.00 5.00 2.8370 0.71836
TCINHIH NG 321 1.00 5.00 2.7802 0.85790
17 IR SR 321 1.00 5.00 2.8302 0.89413
oz e 321 1.00 5.00 2.6018 0.84791
SARIE 321 1.00 5.00 2.7398 0.70341

SATTE , ARSETE Tl R — 22 AR Y27 5] SRS A P AR AL T rh KT (P91 2.5~3.4), BHRAE .
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SRE[9), BUSRA A “AMASNR T, TR AN AL A SR o SRS AU A
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NPER LR R 2R . K — 2w s 2 I, AamiciZimil, BB S S 5PN . &
NSRS AEARA > ok # By, BRI TIMAE 544 ). suhh, REFEIERE /NSRS T
RBCRA R, AR 5] )%, Ot B BUoE B2 22 A 3R [10]
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RAEE 2 Bdl, FaSAERNs. A AMEL TG BRI 35 RO A8, R
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55 Oxford 58 — 8. (HAEAMERFL SRR |, p (KT 0.05, MERZERARE. B4 L, LAERIEE)
W T 05 A, BRI 5 o SRmE k3R AFAE B3 22 S (p 180 0.014, /T 0.05).
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FEE AR T 75 T SR, T B AT, R B BB AR T SR s 1 SRR B R AR TR I
T3, A 2 R R B . IR ) 2 R AR RN IE F B AT R 5 o AR A TR S

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2025.154601 687 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2025.154601

R

Table 2. Comparison of vocabulary learning strategies used by male and female students
2. BEEERLE I RIEERLLR

2 3 R 4 5] N T4 bRz wEM BEMRUR)
X 5 171 2.6496 0.72471
RARYIE 0.451 0.014
& 150 2.8425 0.66591
. 5% 171 2.6329 0.77741
TeIZ s 0.219 0.023
8 150 2.8230 0.70439
5 171 2.6040 0.77986
NI 0.699 0.012
8 150 2.8181 0.73562
5 171 2.7856 0.73598
M3 S S 0.702 0.172
i 150 2.8956 0.69556
B 5 171 2.6745 0.88164
TN S S 0.330 0.018
& 150 2.9007 0.81631
5 171 2.7329 0.92151
155 I SR S 0.502 0.037
& 150 2.9411 0.85140
5 171 2.5244 0.88093
o TR 0.252 0.081
8 150 2.6900 0.80245

3.3. REEMFEEITLCE SRR

Table 3. Comparison of vocabulary learning strategies used by ethnic minority students and Han students

3. PHRERFESNRFEIRLE SR ER LR

N THAE i e B CUE)
X DR 82 2.6620 0.75482
SARE X 0.442 0.246
P 239 2.7664 0.68451
. SRR 82 2.6707 0.84267
1R 17,5 % o 0.263 0.476
P 239 2.7392 0.71525
DE R 82 2.6115 0.77876
INHIHENE ) 0.896 0.205
PR 239 2.7358 0.76040
) DR 82 2.7764 0.75506
KM R ) 0.796 0.377
P 239 2.8577 0.70577
B DR 82 2.7087 0.93022
TEINRI MG - 0.322 0.382
PR 239 2.8047 0.83229
\ SRR 82 2.7317 0.93027
175 I R S 0.731 0.248
P 239 2.8640 0.88085
DR 82 2.5122 0.88416
i \ 0.785 0.268
P 239 2.6325 0.83480
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DOB T AEAR REIE S S 908, &) “FhEREE-DE-IIE” FJS 1 FE[13]. SR, #5r23 R BE AN
EARGE, HWARERGDUE, SRIGEF WM. b, —SAR RGRIE(WeHE) x5 908 5 I A fuT i
YER[14], $ANTEES I “2EA7 o K DEIRIR S A A2 R R B3 Z1EIREE BRI
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3.4. SERIBERESFEIFBRCE I RBF AR

ZIER AN, B4 S NBGT 25% R kI m 4, B HES BB ABUS 25% 22 R BRI N
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Table 4. Comparison of vocabulary learning strategy used by students’ English scores on the college entrance exam
4. SERERGSICE I RRERLLER

D% N FIE Frifk 2= o SEMGUR)
f&sr4a 82 2.3907 0.6612

RARE N 0.902 0.00
e 77 3.1418 0.69151

N szl 82 2.3767 0.79623

Mt N 0.420 0.00
= 77 3.0750 0.72870

o szl 82 2.2892 0.69270

IS N 0.992 0.00
= 77 3.1596 0.71905

e szl 82 2.5854 0.69450

M R N 0.932 0.00
= 77 3.1407 0.70662

e stk 82 2.4201 0.79589

TN SIS N 0.679 0.00
P! 77 3.2410 0.84281
f&sr4H 82 2.5366 0.87294

135 IR s N 0.467 0.00
P! 77 3.1970 0.93139
f&sr4H 82 2.2642 0.77643

12 S N 0.503 0.00
P! 77 2.9978 0.87086
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Table 5. Correlation analysis between college entrance English scores and vocabulary learning strategies

5. BEIBME SIS HM I

JEER AAYy dfZE mE AMESR Jnikan HIEOR HEa
41 I} W% 3 W% SR 3 W%

B IR AR 1 0.430**  0.386** 0.453** 0.332** (.378** (0.319** 0.312**

SARYE  BURIEMEGHE  0.430%* 1 0.863**  0.936** 0.771** 0.907** 0.862** 0.857**
WAZEME  FREMHRIE  0.386%*  0.863** 1 0.797**  0.621**  0.714**  0.660**  0.655**
INFISEE  RURIDARSSME  0.453**  0.936**  0.797** 1 0.667**  0.809**  0.743**  (0.734**
MRS RUREMESCME  0.332%%  0.771%*  0.621%*  0.667** 1 0.615**  0.647**  0.641**
JCINFISENE  RORIEMASSME  0.378**  0.907**  0.714**  0.809**  0.615%* 1 0.767**  0.771**
RN BRI 0.319%*  0.862**  0.660**  0.743**  0.647**  0.767** 1 0.753**
AR RUREMEISME  0.312%*  0.857**  0.655%*  0.734**  0.641** 0.771**  0.753** 1

e **1E 0.01 ZA(RUR), AHRMERE.

R A SNTRIR, o AR AR BRI A ) SRS A A A B TR . X S ARG 7T 45 S A
[FI[16]. 152 2HLfu FH AT R Bt o ) RO A2 T RIS (3.214),  FAIC AR A2 4 2 KM (2.997) s T IR 23 2Ll i Al
I 15 PR SRE M A2 A M S (2.585) S AIK I AR A2 Ak 23 SR WK (2.26) o IR/ AR IME y 2.390, “FIM(E <24 h
AT, 3R W5 AR A0 PRI 27 ) Sem o i o 2H 2 AR A as F GV RS, kI S i Ta) . H3RR
A T B B ARAN E IS A ST, X Ty A B AT AR A AT TR ) TS 2 5
KB REAVE, XATRe S m R B LA ES N R BE RGO, M2 T, R HEEE 2K
WM SRS, WRE IR SO, O B AR IE A F A4 B . X RRE B TR S BT R R AR
B, R VCHEWT AR 0 LR R R

5 WoR, B YR RS o SRVIG o LA R S SR A AR AE 1 2 e (p {08 0.00, /N T
0.05), KWL 24> SR 52 S SR S 3 IE MG . X SR AR IR 45 A — 3 [17]. 2 3] s A B I
T2 5318, A e B i s I FH 7S ZRAR] 27 ) SEms , I A5 Bh At AT TR A v Hh R 808 i I 3K
S F IR, PR B K A 1 2 ) PR BRI B e AV ) R . IR SR AT R0 I B T AR AT
WEIZ S EAREE S, T TE S Ehrs AR S, Rk JE g 2 E A C.

4, g5ig

BT T AEMR R S B AR S5 b oK — 2 AR I o 2] JEms A L S PR A ISR S R K R &5
R, SRR AP AR IS, (MRS R, AR RS D M RIS, SRR R
w1 A, FTREIIG ORI RE 0t T AR AEAMEE SN Ly, AT RESE SR TR AR R . RO D5 T
PURSAAEAE R 22 2 Jg b T BRIk 24, HERARE, SHEEE A-FBERKMES . oA, Bt
TR T 5 B R ST RN S R Z A IR R R R . A 22 A SIS AT eI R Sems,
RS HARBOE NI (B8 B, X B SRnA B T A TE 5 5N S R G AR, TR T2
JAL o

H7E C 58 R TRV 5 3] SR SEE RS FE B, IR RS PR A RORAESSE B 27, NEE A’
TH&E &R E R 2 77 R AL 7 255  BUM B0 2 28 SR EE 1 5, SERET o PR B T,
Pute s> Hems, SETHATC S I WER
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