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Abstract

This study conducted a survey on English classroom learning engagement among 251 non-English
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major master’s students from universities of different levels across various regions of the country.
The results show that: 1) Overall, graduate students’ English classroom learning engagement is at
an above-average level, with academic development and mental development scoring the highest,
followed by affective engagement, while behavioral and cognitive engagement are relatively lower;
2) All dimensions show significant positive correlations, with the strongest correlations among be-
havioral, cognitive, and affective engagement; 3) Female students scored higher than male students
in multiple dimensions, with the most notable gender difference in academic development, while
cognitive engagement showed no significant difference; 4) Affective and behavioral engagement have
significant positive effects on academic development, whereas the predictive effect of cognitive en-
gagement is not significant; 5) Affective engagement has a significant predictive effect on mental de-
velopment, while behavioral and cognitive engagement do not reach significance. This study helps
to understand English classroom learning engagement among master’s students in China and pro-
vides a reference for improving the effectiveness of English classroom teaching for master’s stu-
dents.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistical results of master’s students” English classroom learning engagement

% 1. MSESiEEEy SR BA G4 R

Y TN UNE N L7555 R R DK E
BIE M) 3.18 3.13 3.29 3.76 3.80
FrifEZ(SD) 0.78 0.75 0.78 0.64 0.61

RN, WA SRR SN SR T S K. DR R EM = 3.80, SD = 0.61) 5%k
REM =3.76,SD = 0.64) {3 fe i, THEFEAIRZ(M =3.29, SD =0.78), {7 HHAM =3.18, SD = 0.78)
FHAFIHEAM = 3.13, SD = 0.75)AHXT K . & 4EFEFRIHE22(0.61~0.78) 3R B AMA [ A7 7E 1E FE 22 7 o

X — 45 55 HT I )18 R b K 28 A B IR 2 ST B N I A — 2R [ 15]. HiT SRR 78 Bl i) 47
NN E BN ERIRN 4.92, 4.58. 4.90, ¥IE T AW AN SYEEIE . X—ZFEEET
PINBHATE I AS ERRGEMEAR . KA B SEE % IE AR IR R, HBAE 2RI
R MDA RYERAT A SIS RN TR 7T AR B B 950 2 ) IR T BRI, PRSI S
FHHERWILE 2 . ik, B AR R B 2 ST BN IR R _E R SO R . SR, IF
X SRR B S E R BN, R TR SR i AR A R R (M =3.76) 5 0 B K J&é
(M =380)AMER . JARAKRIFIT, STWFFA SR S BSOS Pl A SR BT, F
K HAE AR A R 53R 15 2%

4.2. IREFEITREFIB/NEEEHE XS

SNTEIR, BT AR A AR B35 IEA R (p<0.01), W22 2. 4T 9N AN N 5475 5N 95 74 AH
KR = 0.732~0.821), IE T =FHE NI HBAZ O SN TE R, HEBEANG2IEEF =
0.687) LRV RIE( = 0.637)AH IR T HAB 4R, R EREIEA . 2l kRS O KEE
JEAR(r=0.786), EWRE & BTSRRI & FEALH]

Table 2. Correlation analysis results among dimensions of master’s students’ English classroom learning engagement

2. MREFEREF SIRANGEREEX M S ER

1 2 3 4
1 AT AN —

VIRV SIEC PN 799%* —

3. R 0.732%* 0.821%* —

4. kR 0.621%* 0.628%* 0.687%* —

5. 0K 0.541%* 0.567%* 0.637%* 0.786%*

e M AE 0.01 FAICUR), MHRMERE.

MRDITERERY], 170 WFISRHBBAN=F AR R, HHE 12BN — D 24
SN FENE. O BN RE . BRI . R T HAEEREIERES R
JELE R AP AR L IRENE T, TX T eI I R 2 A 1 2 S FR B KT 5 B R ROR L. e, Al
KRS OB R R R AR INR, AR B, FHRAIR 50/ MG g kR, R
HREE I IR Z PRI R X R IERIR R, eI 7T A A A i B 0 T PN B R A
WO ER =N, IF AL QI BRI 15 SR A
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XA RS O SE SRR R AT NS T RSN R FAAE RS 0 — 3 12]. Bk
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MSTREAR ¢ K65 R 0T, LA AT NN =2.281,p=0.024,d=0.37). FEEEAN(E=2.215p=0.028,d
=0.36). R E(=2.718, p =0.007, d = 0.43) LD E R JE(t=2.383, p=0.018,d = 0.37) L ¥ B EH T H
P, ek MR Z R R R o NN TC R E M 22 (¢ = 1,485, p=0.139),  FBHIA S SRS () i
FAAZERR R . XEW, MW AEEIES: Y] LR ERRE, HAEET 5 & ARG
M 58 AT 5 B s 1) FRORR K[ 17] AR 22 SRR 181 LA R SR I N TE SN D% 4L LWHETEIR 5 %
2] B AT BRI A T HAIMGE O, R T HiIRES S Mk, IVIERAM L ZE RS MU, 52wt
FATE SRS F LR ) g L e TR . Nk, STl nE T, i/ ez, 12
TR T R I E AN R AR TR A RS SRS A, Rl G A R R AT 5 vt
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Table 3. Independent samples z-test results of male and female master’s students’ English classroom learning engagement

#3. B MREFEREF SIRNIBIHE RIEER

5 M/SD 4 M/SD i

(N =56) (N =152) pi
TN 2.98/0.75 3.26/0.78 2.281 .024
UNESIN 3.00/0.74 3.18/0.75 1.485 139
(15PN 3.09/0.73 3.36/0.79 2215 028
bk 3.56/0.67 3.83/0.62 2.718 007
R R 3.63/0.68 3.86/0.58 2.383 018

S REAEAE TCAHNE L, AHI TE A 885 SJ e NS 4EFE I 22 57, WL 3. DA & 1E 486 b Em—
JOEEFH PRI, LWEERERN . BFEIPLIEERS LR ERT BAEN6]. AR —SRAET
A, WAEEHBBIEA@=0.028). W KE@=0.007) 508 K E@=0.018) LB E&HT B4, HM
Fi—8 B2, ATARFFRIE R Cohen’s d BN EFHE d {H I 45 A1 AE B BN G 2285
SRR, AR EEH T N D EFRERN[16]; ARBFFL AR I NN E SRR, R RS TRy
FIIAPERIE &, RIS 2% TSGR AR R R .

4.4. ZHERA NG RBOTUER

Z AL B, TR = 0.473, t = 5336, p < 0.001) 547 NS =0.231, t=2.749, p =
0.007)%F 2=k & f HoA B2 IE R S E . A 0N T RGN AS 2 35 (B = 0.055, £ = 0.545, p = 0.586), UL
% 4. FRRVERERE JTEGR(R? = 0.621), (HINFIF AT Z K 7 (VIF = 4.139)8¢ /R H 515 B N1
LR, X AR ORI HN BT TS RN A 55 . (H AT BRI E AR R R D AN B 0 2
R JETCOREEE, T ] RS T HLAERE T A JE 2 o) W R b S BN B E A hRIER . TSR
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Table 4. Regression analysis results of three-dimensional engagement and academic development

4. ZHRANSF WL ROEIFSTER

RAruEl R PRl R 2 t P VIF
B PR iR % B
() 1.737 146 11.932 .000
1T BN .190 .069 231 2.749 .007 2.905
VNS IN .047 .086 .055 545 .586 4.139
RN 386 072 473 5.336 .000 3.222

a. IR AR

TETRIMC R R R A R, A BN B A B2 T J1(B=0.492, t=5.135,p <0.001), 1T ARAB=
0.142, p = 0.121) 5\ FIHRA (B = 0.050, p = 0.648) ¥ RIL Giit W E M, W& 5. 1FEIENMIAREN REAE W
TR RS s AR T f=0.473; ORI KIE B=0.492), KIS BRI O IREN 77 .

Table 5. Regression analysis results of three-dimensional engagement and mental development

® 5 ZHBRASULELRIOEEADITER

RAREAL REL PRt R 2L t p VIF
B PR iR 2 B
(F&) 2.056 150 13.677 .000
TN 111 072 142 1.558 121 2.905
VSN .040 .088 .050 457 648 4.139
BB N 384 075 492 5.135 .000 3.222
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AW B TR, A NT b R 5 0 B R B B I TRINE L, T BN i
MAE AR . X —45 5 7 b H (Krashen) 115 B JE B VLA S 18], sl B N AT Re il i BAR A2 1
SOV R E L, MR REE S AR RIS O R R . R, K PR (Bandura) (R 41 2 1A
FNERIR[17], 15 RN AR T R 1 i 2 A 1) [ FRALRR IR, (e ik o R . 59— 51, INAHR R
BESoR HHRE TN Sy, PIREIR T O R LR B, ASHEFOAE F AR BN (1 B R T RE R BE
SRR T A TR P 22 5] of Brie F IR 2 ARG s LU, TS BIEN SR 2 IR A7 A R P A e
AN R BRZI RN AT REAE SR T EHE R 1A N IO BTk sk, AR A BRI 2 4
Hoalsnsems A AT e TR, AMEZE SRRV, MELLTRIN A KO8 R B AL . KRB R AT —25
PRBNFEN HIR SZ G- JE S AR AN R 25 2 585 mp (/B LA o

AT BT SR I EAT — B (6] P IDURE 72 IE S 1 1 BN T 25 TSR (B 5 00 R R T8 ) 1)
T A7 53 (B = 0.47~0.49, ps < 0.001), KW BN [ H BRI ES 2 B e tE . R, A7 MINTE R I
TF 50 R 350 A R S 3 T 2 23R (ps > 0.10), I 7 HANAK TN AN BIE I 45 18 . Beah, /T AEA
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