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Abstract

This study explores the current learning status of students within an Al-enhanced foreign language
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teaching ecology, examining how it manifests under the interaction of external and internal factors,
from the perspective of educational ecology. By analyzing data on language learning beliefs and strat-
egies from surveys of both English and Japanese majors, significant differences were identified be-
tween the two groups. Japanese majors exhibited greater reliance on Al tools for improving linguis-
tic accuracy, such as grammar and kanji writing, while English majors focused more on the flexible
application of technology, such as writing correction and speech recognition. The findings suggest that
while Al tools can enhance learning autonomy and efficiency, excessive dependence may lead to the
degradation of foundational skills or a loss of cultural depth.
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1. 5|8

20 AR, B HHENERIIARE, THENUBIEA(CALL B G I NSMEH: o X — I TSR
JS2 P 2 SRR AR TE 5 VA AN 2 A 2] TR A o Ui i s HY vH S LR MG 5 L2l PR AR R,
DL TRESR A B0 B 2 ST . JRT,  IXEEHOR N K 2 A B AR Bh 22 ST R, X B ROR I
SEMARXS A R[]

BEN 21 Hhad, N TR BERORBE R AL 1 AME B B2 2177 R 2]. /e N TR e
RO TR e I ARORA AR E AR S AL, NI BE & AT 7T i — DN IER 1] R R, AT
MBELESFOMAR RGBT, W AMEERMAERR . SE 25 SIS SRS AL,
WRICA SRR E R, T B s AN 2 31 35 A A B e AR

2. HEESUATREENESN

AR LY SANFABAN LR RN AL, AR 2, MERT, KRETEH. BEER
BRI RE HAR R, EEFIRN AR RAS RGN MR 2 S AR A 52 2% 10 R A SRR )
[3]. BRIEFR[413R N, 25 BEARPM, SMEREMRTER O “2+17 BAE®R. Tk + BRHEZN
“3+17 BEE. T7VE. BOR + #M). AR T ERERERMAKE, IMEBECIEAN CHEM +
SMEHCE” RIEREPTE, IO AS[S]. EATERBARSSEHFREMEAT, [FERFX
AV R E R B R B 6], AR IR RIS 4 UG BRR 2 R (7],

HHT, RFEFGEHAAS RGN EEASHE TARBEON. 245 5. [ EBRMEEAE A
O, TANE ARG AR SN, R RGN B A0 AR BEEIE T
MAZRIS], TN Gya SR R N A, SR MR BR[O — P EE A, IMAEYIfEREE
THEIALRESE A AIAL, B2 AR AP AN S AR AR S AR N BN S, T S U Sl ) e ] S 4 ) D
B AGERF T -

AR, BRI NH T A SN, E N EER L SINE T, P B S A
DT BTG OLIBE TCALZ (1] R[0S A A B FAME B B A S 5 AR T, 51
SEHLAME Bt shaS-F A 2R UM BUA[11138 A3 Ar BRAG A AT [ S SRmg R4 800 K 4R 1 AR 2 A
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Oy Ty ZERAMPRIEAR[ 12182 2 B AR S Ay 7E MR, 48 KRR SR H AR S R G E BRI 1 A R AR
SO HEITIRFN TR REX A A LSRR, KA ESARMT . JONRI A L I 52 0 B 5
Mo ASCHTHI R FEXT 2 A ARSI E X, RSB B RE 2 ARSI BT, AN 5 W 2 Rk
AT 2B S BURA =2 A 1],

[ A O AR A A S BN 78 78, (HER AR AR S AT SO S . ABF R iR, B R
W JEET R LE SR AR, ECRECR SR 2 R T KA IR E ST, SE Rk
HAbE B AE SR TR, NEFAE IR R R R E[13]. BARBI/NER A 1 HIEW T, DU AR ROG
TE AR, sk =5 “AESA” MARGRIK: TRZI4NSHESHEEERTIEENE, R
R LN AESA 2 RIS IUESEE A AL R IE S A H JARIR T o2 51 % AR 3547
MO E; RAE[1615ER 55 HiET ALK SRIHE, R & AESAAA TIESIRR; ST
X AN H AR ISR T, R AT AL ES AR E YRR . FSL b, SRS iR b
FHESHEAAAEREER, REFRE. FORGEEFASR 70, HSE MO s ——BUE ida
SEMTH B IESAL, BB ANES KA. Jalt, AU IMEHE FIMA, oI B R RS T HIE
BB, AT ARSI T A, b A AR A R i B s

3. fREIT
3.1. ARFR

A I AAME B AN R, R RS TR B VR IEE A SFE AR 318 43, JF HAFIA SPSS 27.0
PEXHIEREAT T B89 Mo Cronbach’s o %N 0.810, R WE LA RIFIGEE. DIGEL LS ENE
i, [ 80.8% (257 N), HiEE 24 S 19.2% (61 N), FF& EREAME B VA8 AR IS 22 57 i B Sk
fEe Bk & EE 52.2% (166 N), it 5 47.8% (152 N), MBI A5 4T, B2 7Lk, FEARR
BR-ERIEL, Hrhk—2424.5% (78 N), K= 27.7% (88 N), K=1258% (82 N), Kl 22.0%
(70 N), HERNE AN

3.2. #5RE)RE

AREXFETHAEFMER, BERT U TZOMNE: E/AMEARTERANE R T, ARELFAECT
HEIGHEEW S B )RR TR EEEHFEEEER? MRAGAER, WELLVERIBEL
My 2 AR 2 18] ) EL AR 22 S AR B0 AR R e T i 2
3.3. &Rt

AR FCR A 'R 515, LRSS RE R T, RS 318 4, RICE % 318
£, [EBERN 100%. W5 FEBEAFEH A D, B8, FAEREREE, 5 #0, FERITFARN
1B S S WS HNE S 22 ) RIS A ZE R SR 22 N TR RERHAR R K22 4ME B B i 20U AME Tl R &4
2E ) AME oM DL R &K AR AR
4. PELERSTHE
4.1. ARFTNROELXIFR

IR ELE R, HFFE R 318 AN “WF 17, 44.0%M%4E, SNAMFHN TR
TR 12 &, SFRMHERH 3~5 IRFAE S 27.0%, mMERERZAE S 23.3%, RA 5.7%025%4 584
AMERANT G TE, RPN T REH AR KL H0E I E S R M . 183 1R T B R 52 %00 & b
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35.2%, HUCGRHLESEIEA FENF 2S00 A 31.1%F 24.2%, MR S/EM AT fE TR &
9.4%, XK WHAFEIR KRR FARBEASKRMRALAMATIIWT . UEAEI R RE, 1% S R4 B TR 1 &R
PG XU K 2 HIME 5 ) # i3 2 N TR RE R AR K SCRHATIIE 5 522, EAfTx TR
(A F A A AR 3R AR R A S5 ), TR ThaeiE FtRgma 7 s VG

Table 1. Students’ personal information

=1L FEDPARR

AEBH I g7 H 43 H(%)
BERAEH 74 23.3
B8 3~5 I 86 27.0
ﬁméiﬁgggﬁé HH 1~2 % 140 44.0
MAE 18 5.7
Bt 318 100.0
PN ST 112 352
HLE I (U DeepL) 99 31.1
ﬁﬁ&g%ﬁgﬁg H & B 2% 3] °F & (W1 Duolingo) 77 24.2
Al S E4#HB) T A (4 Grammarly) 30 9.4
M 318 100.0

4.2. BEFIVUSHBES O

AR BIBE TR 16 5 2 WS EGE AR A . Wenden [181IA IR 5 7 I M &7 21 H R4
SRR T T 3G E AR IRIGTE 5 BT A bRRE TG TR, RS IS RARENE. W
FRYE . DA BN AR R SCRKOS[19]%8 R Wenden $2HH “Fog 7 X —4F i, 1RHZEIIWE
Xof A BB 2 S P AR T RS B BV BRI I RE I . T T AR ST, R AT B BUmAR Y R A
DLV A& M2 I IR A 4R 3 5 IR ZR[20]. AW AR N TR BERHRAR TR Tk K22 A )i 5 2
AME AR L ER, DMEX 300 452 E BT HAGE A, I 26 N, b 13 SRR E E
AW, 53 13 DB R T E S IS . BRMRME 1 BIRORME 5, SR R AR, 7>
BIXERL “ARAFZE” “ARFEE” “—B” “FE” “REE” T B SRE 8 5 e aEr 2
B, ZRILEG, 30 FEE AR EZE . SE3E LA 5 LR AR AR RE U3 N HOIE 5 2 W
o, BT EREW A B RESSEHEEE S AN .

4.2.1. FREMZ

JE I A ) S USRS S5 ] Spss MEATRIA G TS H “F2 27 1“2 37, X BT IAME 2 Hont B 1)
FEAN ) 35 10 1) 1 S50 O 0 i Pk DA B SR i), A o v 25 0 X 87 1 ) 4 00 ) s v 25 A0 i Pk DA
B H AR .

TERREBUFI I F, HEL =R WSS & T oaE £olk, BT o258 3.16 F13.11, {HZE
FANEE, SR AR AE R R O HAE 1,302, FEE 1.263, X824 0 AR BORMA 22
o PIANTN I SGBE 22 S AE T VP bR AL DL AWLEIME R IR 5T o PR AR A0 7 TH D 1 b 2 A 1)~ F )
H2 3.14, HIETWAARFAMER 3.39, BBl LA H HE LA E “8 ReRARfE0E 5 Ae JiF M bs
M, X T BT BEEVEN R R AR AN BUR . RN AT LUE H, FEE e
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Table 2. Beliefs about English language aptitude
2. FIBFREUS

A T bRt 22

B RERAR BETRANRAEVE 2 ST IR 55 8 3.07 1.295
Al TRJE, BWES WG 0H st 3.09 1.200
BREHOR IS 5 88 T ARdE R AR T 24K 3.14 1.281
BE RN AR ANMER 3.12 1277
S bR 2 3.11 1.263

Table 3. Beliefs about Japanese language aptitude
=3 HiEFRENS

A FHME Nl
BREHARAEVRANMRAETE S % h IS A 3.11 1.253
Al TRJE, TIIES2IMNELH R 3.07 1.276
BReHARAE T R IV AR E AR T AL 3.39 1.307
BE RN AR ANMER ) 3.08 1.370
ST bR 3.16 1.302

EBALZ PR E IR, X g T H G B br e M A, 1 4n HE ) JLPT, 1 Al TR
P S A T R IV 4R . BRI ReE T O E R R B, BOAHEBCEE R EIES RS
ST GE—, T AL FRKIN ANB BB ARG R R b, Frel e80T Hil Ll iy 22248
PR ARAE AR AR AN I T . AMLPMEZR TR, JOE L P39ME 3.12, HIEHRL 3.08, BEHSEIE L
S “EF R IR EIE ANLIMERE ), 5 HEORIRANI 2 > S — B, R A RS AL
IR B A A% o IX AT BE R T SRR ) A AT BT SRR R R AE, HAE S A,
o R 5 G NHUMEAE s & R IR —H5).

MAEBCLHRRE, ZMZEREI AT RE . RIS IR, AP AR Y
R SAAFAENLREAE S HAL I 0k . BRSO 230 “HOREM AN F-E, AL TR SO
PRAESENA 7 SIAT A, BT AR AL “HLREHLAL 7 (I, SO B AESAR A “HoRIRAERTR” . SR
PUMERE JIX0E F RE RO FEAEAT, J2xt “SRUEA 707 ftitl, Pl S HE, 4
FrEUA RS RGN
4.2.2. BREBFERUR

IR 1) BB 5 ) Spss BEATRRGETHAG I R “ 47 B “38 57, X BRI B Hx
R A I 255 P - 20 HEORE I P AR AR 1Y), b o 22 A0 T I 7 ) 55 A1 s 7 22 AF I 5 7Bk
PARE H #A3K 1 o
Table 4. Beliefs about the role of AI-Enhanced instruction (English Majors)
4. BREEFIERUSEEERL)

B3 FHME ez
AL BOREE R T HM > B E 3.32 1.281

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2025.1581547 1073 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2025.1581547

JA B

Bk
B R R RIS TR INTE S8R 3.23 1.337
BRMBNAETE 5 5 > HARE AR 3.30 1.281
RELE ANLSE B AR AT (0 57 >0 1A 56 3.19 1.238

TP E bRt 2 3.26 1.284

Table 5. Beliefs about the role of AI-Enhanced instruction (Japanese Majors)
F= 5. HREHFIERUZRIEERL)

A EHE bk %

AT BRI 7RIV B 1t 3.57 1.244
R RA RIS WG S8R 3.56 1.218
HARGHIETE S % > B Zik ik 3.39 1.382
REAE ANMLAS B A SRAF T 1 2 IR 5% 3.38 1213
S bR 2 3.48 1.264

PN TR 53 43 R 3.26 A1 3.48 W LA H H 1 ot B RE 04 FH B0 A T B 625 v T 0
b, BRI AL HIFRAEZ 73702 1.284 F1 1264, XERHHIEFAEM S EES . BNKKZER
ET22 A F . #ReWakae DL AN B R RS 75 T . 520 B E MR E 9 Tl i~ F 351 2
3.32, HiELAZ 3.57, XU HIBELIEINE “Al fem% 5 EM” , ATUEHRXITREEHTHIBL
I ZCF R R T AMAMEN SR WEHR ISR LB JOE T LR 2 3.23, 1 HiBt bk
SRS IR 3.56, Xk T HIERE S HREE S A 2B ThRE S TEE i, AL IR, 9015
£ 3.19, HiBE% 3.38, RBIHIEE 2SR TR LA B9, JEEAEX = e,
JERIE T 90 iE B nk i M 5 15 5SS PR, AL TE A AR U ) 2 BE AR AL BRI, S BUF AR R R RE
TREASEWMSIERBIRE; B EE S UG, Al TR ICR IS ERS EE TR, ik
T ARG

MASAT IS M, IXFFE “BRIRRIH A6 ” B0 . W R P R [8 ] AR AL I 2% 18] 5 B 95 o B RS ALE
PG ESA RO “ TREMBVA” , BIAATHEARIER, (HFE GBS M E R RIE, ALTEE Z
WERBZRISCRFFA M, RIS ANREE WIS, FHEERMHESR TR IR Hitt
W2 “HARMEERL” , Al THIREERIN S SRR UiE v a4 . Dol A e A B EMS
HbRis i B /7, BRI AR AR A% O T B8 o X R Bt IR 7 SR a0k, A Bk 2 AR FE 2
FAEBRGEP HWEARESA, MORHFESES, FEESPERINTEZR,

43. BEF IR ERBE S

M IS AEAR KRR E E kg 152 ST SRR HIE#E,  22 SI L IR A HLAGE 1 522 S e A AT 2
SR SR, S SIS R I A 2 = S T 1 A SIS o SRR A2 1108 1 Ah s 3] S
BIF AN [ 2 3] S (I FOIRDL 55k 1A SR [ 2 3] M2 B R [22] [ = A0 2R JeIlKISREmS . RIS
AAE 1 TSRS o ASHIT FU 4% DR G R S o0 2R et TR A, Jh 1338, Hr i KoniARIskng 4 38
AL, NSRS G, A T IRRNS 4 TERL. ERIETUE AT R AT Cqr” BT R
ForE, XME 1~5 7. WERX GARBELPRE DL A E R E, S I P E bR E 2 .
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4.3.1. JTINFIREE

I B UCEEOE S5 Spss METRIAR SIS H T “R 67 Mk 77, X LA ISE R X R
(A RE A 17 265 1850 (1) ~F- 35 B8R I i P AR 1SR Y, b o 26 AR 2 ph SoF I 1Y e =4 AL P o 4 2 AR S P B
DL H B9k 1 .

Table 6. Metacognitive strategies (English Majors)
= 6. TUAHERR(FEE L)

AR M PRt 22
SRR AL Bl s PR B 22 2 1Rl 3.36 1.230
14 8 e T BN 2 1 AT N 22 ) H AR 3.25 1.278
SE SVl B R T 6 1R 5 o ROR 3.19 1.279
A AL EVOERR S ) T 3.37 1.208
SR 3.29 1.249
Table 7. Metacognitive strategies (Japanese Majors)
7. TTAFERE(HIEE )
A SFIME brifE 2
SARYE AL 3 Bl & A B 2 2) 1Rl 3.39 1.394
7 Y e LR 2 e WA I 2 20 B A 3.38 1.240
SE IV R BT 6 1 S RUR 3.26 1277
LG AL R BUE PR o) B 3.05 1334
R FIE AR HEZE 327 1.311

PIEALTEIN IS S P BB, FHET LR P20 2 3.29, HABNE 3.27, EIGHELLERHE
ZEHAR, WA 1.249, 1 HIELWNGAR] T 1.311, XRWETGELLASHE, g AMETES, Higt
WA, MAZRERE . TN b, BT OB 22 e T AL BHIE 4G A H bR isoe 5iRi
VAR b, AT BHEREG T, SEIERL 3.37, HiERL 3.05, RHIEL I ERN “454 Al @ UGEER%
SYRRUR” o R R BRI B 1 SR IR IS BC A 0 B s H AR O SRR R ST, S9E Ry 4 3.25 F13.36,
g%k 3.38 F13.39, WL HETAE “BoE IS ) HER” AL AR AL Rd B RI)” Begw, ik
FLEE A ST ]

MAESMEBE, XET ENIRIEE” o AR V58 1 A= P ik 38 I 5% s 1R % DS B IR,
FAB TN AL UL “ BB RIEES 7 NRHIE, BSGEHCE R AIKIE 2 ot AL BHIREE, 51405 1F =M 2
Wr 3z WiV, AR RS RN ZHAATS, HE R RN E IR A R BB eSS
BLLL “EERMF AR Ntt, NHIEZEAEREIE SRS, Sl BE. SOEH0, A1 TH
ReRptah M I s, A8 LI B SRS ) T AR SRR R R AR AL o PRI B SRR 1) 204k, R Tk A
EHEEES RGPS S, RS BNEGFSKE.

4.3.2. INFRIREE

IR A 1] USRS J5 F Spss BEATRER ST R “ 3 87 A1 “32 97, iX BRI P RE S X

(AR 7] 25 R 1 T X B5ORE i P DA B4R I, s A e 222 2 p T I 14 1) o R 11 o o4 222 L N i Pk
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Table 8. Cognitive strategies (English Majors)
= 8. INHRBE(FIFEE )

AE P fE brifE 2

FIRE & RN Re R > K & 3.21 1.307
TE I LA B RN Bl it 1R S 3.29 1.242
15 B el o R A B OB IR IR 3.14 1.308
&) AL AE TR S BT S 3.20 1.304
BT R LR AR 5 ) B 3.25 1.309
ST bR 2 3.22 1.294

Table 9. Cognitive strategies (Japanese Majors)

9. ARG (HIEE L)

A FHME PRt 22

FIHEE R Re 4R > K & 3.26 1.328
TE I LA PR T B e 1R S 3.34 1.290
1 R eI R GEAE B4R R 3.20 1314
&8 Al ERINIE S ZM TS 3.44 1.285
AR TR AU ) Bl 3.25 1.350
Rt-FI /AR e %= 3.30 1313

BEIEEAL S 3.220 FRiEZE 1.294, HiBELEILS 3300 ArdEZE 1.313, HiBELIARI g S
{ELWE g ELbRE 22 58K, R B L SRS Al AR L m (E A 2 S BB R 2 . W T lb 22 57 2 BRIIAE AL ZE A
iS5 F T, JEilEk 3.20, HiEL Y 3.44, Ui HAE b A0 S35 A6 “ AT A= B 5 =M T S 7
XA REVR T H B BUEE 5 TR M R s 2R, il FEBCE s 5 R e, 100 AL ER
MART DASR HEFRAEA T, X (A 2 A Sl I 7 S s A Y P s T ST O B e ) R e PR S R IE
A ) B AR R T B SR ST R AMEAL ZRIE, (EN AT AR EREM I B TR, X T 8 AL .

AP ER AR, XA “ThRefih” o SRR RS MPLEER Z R, HiEET el
gnskmg BRI TR F A7, ERAAZON HARBHNE” , HALEEIE AL T8 5 % sl
Srs BORTL R PNHSHE” , ESMMERAR TEEZ TSR IENYE, PR IEHEE =G
BN R G XFHLREAE M, T AR B E S R G R FIhREM (G, FFFRS
Mt eishs.

4.3.3. HaERRNRE

SEIL A A YRS Spss HEATHERGE T H T 42 107 R “% 117, X BT 2 s v
82 FRJBEA 17) 26 838 AR~ S BORH N J5 P B DA 8073 R, R v 22 002 phoxof 2 PR ) 6 R ) s o4 22 A i /s 7
FRUNRERAEES SIS

BB BT 0 RS AR EZE 22 B8 3.50 AT 1.200, HIEL R0 FUSAREZE 2> BN 3.54
A1.151, AT RLE B AR AL 2 1 ORI S BN AR AE 2 0 s T ot Tolk, XRUIHE LK
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Table 10. Socio-Affective strategies (English Majors)
F# 10. HLFRRIE(FIEE W)

e P35 1H brifE 22

S H AT A5G Hr DR R 15 2 ST 1 4 3.49 1.266
EHARHY T HESES 50 E 7)) 3.54 1.186
SR e L B 45 [R) 2 A3 H 3.49 1.173
BB o) 2> F 3 F KA B 3.49 1.176
SR bR 2 3.50 1.200

Table 11. Socio-Affective strategies (Japanese Majors)
= 11. HRFREREIEEL)

AR i SR i 72

T AT BT DI RE R 7 27 2T 15 45 3.52 1.105
ARG T ERZES SR ) 3.57 1.190
SRR e R 45 R A4 3.54 1.104
B BHAR ) 15 F R AR 3.51 1.206
St AR 3.54 1.151

P, RS B SRR WEAEANMAE R R AR BT, P S T
FETRES SRR, JFEMHELLK 47070708 3.54 M13.57, AILVEH HIELL “ERARHI T2
5EEH” FRN, X7 HEBCAA RS R I E S B 55— Ty e T 24
S TH, HEFAEE MR LR A “ALTERA N ES " Riugs, onlikE T 3.54
A 3.52, RERHHASC AR TR S5 SBRE KR LR G . Z2R Dy HiEEe sl e e 5 30
i, BART RGO R A RS AL, fefid A Rl TRIFZ 50, msif#es
DB MR IL S LRI EE), 2 A0 BOR K B T D Re s SEH] 1 S, S ECRIR A 731k .

MWEBFERKE, G “HRRTNL” o EBMAMUEE LB SRE, W K5 Al EY
kAR, HIELWAERI “BOR - b RMAESAE” , RAESMPEARTAESHESRARELS,
AR A AR ST BRI “ME - BORTLN BRSNS EAR TR E 10 E A i
o, AR AR ESAL A B g . XAHEARER R E, PR AR B E S R G R RA
I B4, LR RN 2 HEE ST E k.

5. 4518

AT S TEAN HAE b R A N TR REM B ORI, B U BB R, AR AR FOR
M AR B2 R . HR A RO AL T RARTHE S HEE, fliniEsk. WS, maeiEed
FEEEBORE RGN B SRS TEE R XSRS TR B AR FR R N TR RE
PR 2R 2 2 BEA W BB A PR, AL THRBESE s 52 ) B EVERRCR, (Hd BRI fe T 2Lt e
IR B IR o PRI ERATI N, 2 & BEA PN R e, (AR T8 [RIN ASHIE FER0E 1 AN LR AEd
REAFE T AP R ZEEN, R REE N PHER R A T LS5 . AR — P IRER
e e AR i A AR S OO E
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