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Abstract

In order to explore the current situation and influencing factors of teachers’ professional identity
of English majors, this study conducted a questionnaire survey on 138 normal students. The results
show that the overall level of teachers’ professional identity of English major students is above av-
erage. Female students, senior students, and rural English majors have a higher level of teachers’
professional identity. The influencing factors are mainly influenced by society, schools, families,
and individuals, based on this, some suggestions are proposed.

NEF|IFH: BRiE(2025). SGE TG AR BOTHBOL N FIBUR K R0, 0B 15(1), 1-7.
DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.151001


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.151001
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.151001
https://www.hanspub.org/

Keywords

English Major, Normal Students, Teachers’ Professional Identity

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|18

BE% VSR BOMIPY AE I ARAEGRAT)) AR CHT AR 08 s Im iR ) &5 Sk A 4k aiA, Ive
ARG IR R B0 . TVEEE B T Rr 2R TVa AR 25 6 208 2058 1 DA MR AT 46 RE 1 2 41,
SIS A T BN o BURB A FIBERE —Fh < f2” , de—F “RE” , REIXNF
R BUMHRNY R RIRE FE (BRI, AR50, 2005). ZOmHRM DA 5] 820 )i 6 A2 i A BCE (B R 4%, 2013),
P BUT LA [ 248 TH 6 AR I A BOR S (X FAE, 2022); BEAk, ARFFRIL, $EmB0miLIA [F e
BEAR I YE A R b s B (1 [V 25, 2022); A WF L s A A A B, UM B [R5 30 AR 7K P 5 47 G
KAR(LFE, sk, 2012), ARZHRERE, BURTMANFRSIHEAEMMNIER. 28 L EAR
OISR V)G, L, BSOS AR M BUR BN R BB . JBE R IfaAd:, fENARREE
FH U ) EE T T RYE, O BURHRME A A FPR A SO T B S B R R L, 5 SRR E R E
R THE T ARTE . AHIE FURART SE1E TV i 6 A= BOMHR AN RIBUIR A e ma R 2R, DUIIOA e Beit Fef i =
S

2. AREIT
2.1. ARFR

AW T VI U0 ROTL 58 M7 i A S Tl iya A, I o YO B B4 K — B R DY AE AR AR .
I A 2R TBUR A, AR R A 138 4, H 5 4E 28 A(20.3%), 24 110 A(79.7%): K— 28
N(20.3%), K= 24 N(17.4%), K= 31 N(22.5%), KV 55 N(39.8%); EJFHAIETHHIITTEAE 78 A,
fi bl 56.5%, AUEHIA R A TG4 60 N, i 43.5%.

22. ARTHE

Table 1. Reliability and validity test
= 1. ERERE

7o B ik Alpha KMO R RF R AR S - B35k
R AINEIPENES 0.916
iR 4= 0.825
A& 0.743 0.878 0.000
RO A5 Jak 0.803
BRI 0.814

AW TS T 28 5 5 N G ] 10 v A2 B A R RA  TR) B (R 32 0855, 2010). B2 NN NEEA
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RS &

55 I AE BUREOL AN R B R UL N R ER X =AY, BERRHAEEISEgER, LIRS 35S
EE., B, BRI ER Alpha 54 0.916, &% T 48 158 BE ERF Alpha {54 0.825. 0.743.
0.803 LA/ 0.814, ¥IKT 0.7, ULAHULIAEEREELF. Hik, SERE KMO fatrER 0.878, REMK
SF/NT0.05, BEEH RGNS B R AP RUE (LK 1),

3. ERESH
3.1. HUMERAA BRI

R PG T o i 25 R R W], WRLIME4E S ER S lmM = 4.146), HUGRHIDAREM = 4.076)
APNLIEEM = 3.786), BOEELEEGF T &IEM = 3.491) (W4 2). WK R, OB LITEA
ZORHNV N FAE T A& 0w K FM = 3.875, SD = 0.465), MRV E L4 &K, BALT Sk F
B35y, IX U I IS B M ¥ A TR S S UM AT 1 R A L S

Table 2. Descriptive statistical analysis

= 2. kMgt SR

PN IAINGIESEEN k& Rk A E TR A7 Je% iENIAN T
WME 3.875 3.491 4.146 3.786 4.076
IR 2 0.465 0.731 0.441 0.566 0.518

3.2. AOFZENERMIHN

B, MR REEFOLE 3). AR REBUTIIIAFSAEEP = 0.000). BEEEP =
0.000). BMVAMEP = 0.000). BMLIEEP = 0.000)LLZENVRLEEP = 0.004)4E % F i 8 e /N T
0.05, MZURHRIA RS AKFRE T4 NS B E, ZAaEEBEESTBAE.

Table 3. Gender differences

:=3. MAIER
S EIEHbRHEE) P BE () T {H
E QAR AINEIPEREN 3.467 (0.517) 3.928 (0.432) —4.806%**
POl & 2.900 (0.815) 3.569 (0.6852) —4.394%*%
RN ZAEIEN 3.800 (0.479) 4.185 (0.404) —4.253%%*
RO A7 fak 3.191 (0.417) 3.375 (0.406) —3.909%**
AN 4§12 3.792 (0.488) 4.113 (0.512) —2.907**

VE: *P<0.001, **P<0.01,

HWR, FRARAAAENE 7R WAE 4). FRERBAZITINANFESEP = 0.000). BMEEEP =
0.000). HNLAMEP = 0.000). BNLIHKEP = 0.000) AR Z 2R, MEFNSEEP = 0.080)4k
B EAFFEREZR . ZUTFMA R SAARAR S BoR, KIUERM = 4.040)015 0 s, K=FHM =
3.625)1F 7 A, ZUTHONFE S HEF A R > K— > R > K= HRIBURe e, Fak
e RRH, IS A BUTBMA RS S F 4R S B, K— R > K=, K=, HERAEH
FESto
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Table 4. Grade differences

T4 ERER
e e e e L
ORISR 4.040 (0.509)  3.645(0.488)  3.625(0.306)  4.044 (0.401)  15.811*%+* 1, 4>2, 3
Bl & & 3.783(0.718)  3.150(0.847)  3.042(0.533)  3.768(0.584)  19.110%** 1, 4>2. 3
JIPNIZi1EIEN 4217 (0.416)  3.869 (0.409)  3.966 (0.311)  4.347(0.443)  15397*** 1, 4>2. 3
BRI 2 3.933(0.593)  3.500(0.498)  3.532(0.479)  3.992(0.518)  12.463*** [, 4>2. 3
Bk AR RE 4.225(0.617)  4.063 (0.458)  3.965(0.498)  3.959 (0.486) 2.282

e 24P <0.001; 1 4K—, 2 8KRZ, 3 K=, 4 F KW,

wJE, EEMATREAEREERFOLE 5. BEMS, EZEITFRAFRSMAEP = 0.006)FIHRMEE &
(P = 0.000)4E% FAEEEZER, EFMMERP = 0.105). BAEEP = 0.109). B REP =
0.116)4E /% EAFE R EMEZER . 45 REIR, RS LMV ITYE A 1 ZUM ERME A RS PR RN 2% T4 BN R K
P2 IR T mYE A

Table S. Differences in the place of origin

=5 ERMER

WAPFEGRES)  RAPIEGRE) T
BN AN AINEIPEREN 3.784 (0.484) 3.961 (0.432) —2.788%*
Pk & 3.301 (0.725) 3.671 (0.694) —3.761%**
BRAVANME 4.095 (0.464) 4.194 (0.415) -1.630
TRl A 1% 3.721 (0.595) 3.847(0.532) -1.611
ROk Re 4.018 (0.553) 4.131 (0.480) -1.577

VE: *P<0.001, **P<0.01,

3.3. MERESH

Table 6. Correlation analysis

F* 6. XD
SN HIE PRt 22 SERMVAA [F) S KT (R AR DG
E R BUE 4.63 0.541 0.175%
Fa =iy 3.53 0.867 0.165*%
RN Je 2% i 3.52 0.742 0.228%*
B iR 3.95 0.575 0.332%*
LATRE 3.60 0.780 0.433**
T it 3.04 0.889 0.336%*
WRRE 3.85 0.706 0.265%*
FRBIT 4.00 0.633 0.294%*
HEE 3.79 0.751 0.525%*
FRELTT 3.47 0.735 0.295%*
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RS &

FNIE 4.11 0.710 0.291%*
KNI Hr 4.25 0.554 0.371%*
NEEFHL 3.52 0.804 0.517%*
MWNET 3.52 0.868 0.476%*
HER R RIR 3.48 0.862 0.467**

TE: HE 0.05 ZUNCRUR), HRMERZE: *HE 0.01 ZUl(WR), HRMEEZ.

o, AT T, R 6 BIAEEREIR, +Ea4EE AT R 215 8 A BOB B R A7 7E
FEHRRR, KPR RZ M = 0228 KK R, HEBOEM = 4.63)MMEMA 7 Hm: FRE
EFZRNGr N 6 MR, SRR R b 1 A R 3135 5 W YE A UM A AR B A OOC R, B #HE sk
2 = 0.525)FRIE CA(r = 0.433) 5T AE BUTHRMY R FE W [R]AR 7K R AH G 1 fe i, 391 AR 20 B
FIRZ A RREUTM = 4.00)MEFR HIRM = 3.95); FKEE4EERI P N =K, 45 REH, FRELUF.
FNIAEFFN L HFX =AH R 5 AEZURBO A R oK PR R SRR, P RASCRM =
425, r = 037O)IMEMAE S fe i BASCHERGR; A SRR A=ANE, EREWH, NEHilec =
0.517)s MAMERE = 0.476). BERBERRE = 0.467) 5784 BUTR IR A B S AA K77 28 538 1 AH
KRFR, Hrb, WHEAS SR EZEANFESHM = 3.52,SD = 0.804)FINAHEHRM = 3.52,SD =
0.868).

Table 7. Analysis of influencing factors

F7. EWERSH

B FrifE iR t

() 0.623 0.276 2.257*
BEE 0.175 0.034 5.124%%*
N 0.178 0.032 5.617%%%
F NI 0.124 0.032 3.888 %%
el S A, 0.087 0.034 2.572%
B AR 0.103 0.040 2.534*
[ R Bk 0.103 0.042 2.478*
NS 0.074 0.031 2.413%

VE: *P <0.001, *P<0.05.

R, #ATEIAS T, DAtk er. R, FRBE DL R B Bax DA 4 BE 1) BT RIS i 1 M i 3 AR B0m
BRI AN A PR AT BIE 0 AT A 2 (R RS (LR 7). BIE T4 B R, BAIA B Rk 55.4%, X0
I B A 1) AR B R 08 AR D 0 T IS AR UM IRV A [FLE AR /K1 55.4%. LRSI R, A B
BEM VIF E3/NT 5, BWRERBAAIEZ EILEMENE. %7 8K, #ELT. AFFPl. ZAH
B, ORE S #EE AR ERBUE LA N 7 ANFEER R ERSE(P < 0.05) 908 Tk iiyE A= 1)
BOMO A Hor, thaR R E S RAE KB — A EEN TR = 0.103, P <0.05),
FEAR I A A B IGO0 T, B K BOR R s — AN AL, JEIE b Iy AR i BUM R [F) K B 08 4
10.3%; FREEH REHFELI(B=0.175,P<0.001). #7% HFR(P=0.103, P<0.05)FIHZ 4k (B =0.087,
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P<0.05)#E N 7 RIABEAY, b, Z0E 58 ) Uma R B f iR, S AL AR BRI R, 20E o) im—
ANBAAT,  SEEE MV TG AR B0 ER AN 3R 5 17.5%; FKEER R HE R AMEEB = 0.124, P < 0.001)iX
— AR B W 2 UE 1) S T TV AR I BUR RN A S PN ESIHLB = 0.178, P < 0.001)F14
NPERS(B=0.074, P<0.05) X AN R HAT 7 [EREEL; I BEH AT LLE R, NSBIHURIECE 922 150
R, 46 TR, MERETE: JHE I AEBUTTMAAFE =0.623 +0.178* N2E5HL +0.175*
BELS +0.124*F AW +0.103*5 95 HAR + 0.103*[F K EE + 0.087* KK ik + 0.074% 4 NS

4. EREIIE
4.1. FURRAGAR S E A PFR LAE, RLESHEI &I

SERER, FETIMEA BTN R AL T & s Bk, X455 2 AT — (50,
2021). HAYEREREALIM, R EELEL YR, (O8 3.491 HR2F KT 24&F70(M = 3.875),
X 0 I FEE T I AE I ERME R R 5, X — SR TE AR W AT TR A BT AR B AT, 20215 FRETEL, 2014).
thory mR VAR Z J7 B, B T A A HRNE A [F) /%

4.2. 4 KEERFZEFEE WIHEEBURRIARRS

ESERRY], JEELWITEABOTPM N FEN 2228 8 XA BEP. E5%, w4t > 54,
K5OI a R B(N4ED7, BN, 20165 AEERE, 2012); FTREMIIR DN Z —7E T2 AEA R K/
DR, AT FONCR B PR VS AR R A B KT B A, ATREXIAIT FT4E R A . ok, R > K— >
K= > K=, FRAEAFEEERX 4R ECHUIEE R (LM, 2015). ATRERI R 5 A5
RERFL I A 0%, A fp)a SER FUBEAT IR . fcde, ARAITNEAE > Jminet, X—mRagisof
WEFEAR— B A5, 2010); EB5 O TR R OR K55, 2011), AHEFUH A A5 R K AR
AR — BT

4.3. NEFHLANBE LI RIEF WIhse = BURER L A B E &

e, HERRSHTFMAAFEKPFERZE X R, MEIEABEE FF, EKBORIERZEEREEL
TG A FIZOMHRNAN R Fodk, SRR R s BOTHNINE, BB RIR, #E ST Kl se
B EFRX AR B B, A %3818 1 S AR T4 m e A BOm LA R ((F 7Kl
2,2023); FRIR, FERESHRTAANFRKTFE BEMRRR, RALRFESRE, RHUZHEKT
R A N ZUMAT L, A B FEER B IVE AR PRI BRI Tk i R b, SN SR AN SR R A% T R HIME
a5, 2010), dbsh, RAEEDEEER S, KAEBE BEEREmER: &5, MPARRSH
JHEAN R B R, Hd, NN R0 & BAERA 54 b 2 B2 E g, A
PR AR 2 RSN B BV VAR ZURBRM A . 28 BRTIR, BRI ZNNEHL. AL KA
HEE . BRI EHbR . BEXKBOE. KIS LR AN NS IX 7 AR, 15 M R SR () R 23 N2 3L =
0.178) I & ) (B = 0.175).

5. &5&

ARSCE I A A EIRTT 1 B iy BTN IR SR R, 2R B, BTl
V6 A FOM AN RS AP Bm, (B T 4R R AN T, JEH R S AR R Ak B A
A PN D AR A FOMERNV A TR A S 2 50 (el R R R ], BARREMI A S N 2Bl B s>
FNME . B Abr. EXEOR. BRSO BN APERGX 7 DMRIER; TR, AT AR
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JA7R: EYE, BZEIRSCHREUSR, MKBORSCR I, WEiE “wlisE A thamEl RmEUnir
FRIBLE, HERRIMVEA MM B L HR, 2N — D GBS B R IR H AR, BT REH L) 2t it i,
BE RIS A M MR Be s RN, SRR S B, BT R Iy (ot Y A3 2, 4 5 e A= (g HR
(TSI I RS = A (e S A (= B g R4 0 | R s e ki P T 1= B o G

&E ik
MRINAL(2014). FEE Ve A BOMIRN AN FURBR A . 20 &SR, (3), 75-77.

ETAL BT, AR, SQ010). SR HOTIL AR KSR BT I TN A S ST SE),
12(7), 69-75.

T R(2021). SETE TG BTNV BRI TE. 1) KSR IEEF, 42(4), 63-T3.
AR, BEe e, W, 55(2022). WO FXHMVE SRR A NECRIB ISR 7L, 2 F 28581798, 7(5), 100-114.
WIYETS, $EIN(2016). i RITIEAE FOMHRME N R S S R R0t 78, & E 07053842, (1), 82-86.

FAEE, MR, BEFSPE(2023). KA E FIATEAE R E X5 20 NSRBI R: RPN RKFNER. #F
FIEIRZE 41(3), 20-26.

FRAI(2021). BRATHUT BNV R S 52 ma [N 2R A 5T, LI IR BT # 2 F20K), 50(4), 99-106.

fE7kchD, fEKE, ZFHE, ERAN(2023). #0E 92 > X I Vi Az BRL A R K S 7] 81 R B —— 56 1 A €0 K S AL 3R 25
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