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Abstract

In the context of the rapid development of Internet information technology, based on the input hy-
pothesis and emotion filtering hypothesis in second language acquisition theory, this paper
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investigates the application of English apps by English majors in a college in Zhejiang province to
carry out independent learning of English vocabulary, in order to provide some practical enlighten-
ment or suggestions for college students and developers of learning software. Through question-
naire survey, it is found that mobile English vocabulary learning can have a positive impact on learn-
ers’ emotional attitude to a certain extent, but there are still shortcomings in input and output,
which provides a direction for software function optimization to a certain extent.
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1. 518

BEE HIRME SRR RE R E, AMIMAFS. AiEA2E S REERE T E R . fE5a40
FUPRHARE 52 R, AMTERSZBCERACA N ¥ 2 77K, a7 BANEmad. (2016 49 [F 00 j5 H.Hk
W22 AT AR ) EERE B R, A 65%(1) 00 5 Al ik B FHL U /EE ) TR [N, fEL52EkI6n
MR, EPRAmHSEAE, AT — B E FRE A E S S ) RORIEG . R, K&
JEER B 2] APP AT, BONFERAFTE BRI 2= 5o VRS IR RAL, B4R IR @R,
RE 0 B TR AR R RN 22 ST [1] o 8 A 2, TR 21 669610 K A T4z i 4T 27 >0 S04y B3] 1] 22K APP
[2], HEEZHRZS1H 10S R G000 M H 13 H e S B SR b AT H8 2= ] A I ] 1] 28 APP (54 T 5
KITHCE . BRth, ASC 32 B AR T 0 B n] R I 92

Pk, AHEF AR T AN AN G, Dorddi B AE SIS EE IR HESE, IRAAE AR TEE
b A B UL APP JF R BB RTC B E 5 S G0, LOABIAEE EUR, (el s AR SR 5 ) 8K
[ H I,

2. X#kgRid
2.1. BRIBATIES B

Yo P AR S ASERAE 20 D 90 SEARHE GI N E, X FRE B AME AR T BERRRe, JCH
AN B UL E R T ORI O . AR AT B 2 R AR TR AT O IR B e E AME
SRR XS N [3]-[5]; a3 ) 5 A A A A A O SE AR U R, SRS B I —
BARRBGIATSSUER 78, DARZE BN AR 80, W55 R EHCRIPMIE AR B B
FEFT, M7 B, FHESEEEDANRE B R AR RS AT SR AL, B U0 T i B 8L
FH T 0 S T4 22248 &5 G 5 fe J1 B A BARAE[6]-[9]; M7E &% e M FIN, g —L2z35 %)
A BT RSB FFRET 7 PFIR[L10] [11]; IEPIAFEA O I 7L 2 B R A T B S AR 7E K 0B #eE R I N
[12] [13].

fE b B B AR R A, B — S R U B PR Y T — e BE[14] [15], WIS A
— e 2 2 X — PR HEAT T AR ANIRAIE[16] [17], IR LR, 1B 2 S O PR ) A5 3 7 8
vk, K 45 A5 N RS BOL PR 11X — B R BT AR 4R Y 1 —Sb ik 7772 [18] [19], St

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2024.139868 717 ey =g B


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2024.139868
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

JLFHIT

IR, A — 2822 SGVE R T R R FAE SAERE I s, IF45 G N BB EAT IR 2R [20] [21], BE4b,
Sh4 BRI R TR R I SIS AT FL M 2 B2 [22], % 2021 4F, SihiH iECIEIR 04
00 TS A MBeAl, — LRI — A S A T I 25 DY A BT I 0 B IR A T — 2
BN RN AR [23] [24].

gi bRk, SOhnH AE S IR AR [ A IIE B O AL AU A B SO R, O R AR S 1
SRR T B SRR R, (AE NS ESNET R A AR AL, H, ENETE
KB LEAR I S5 2 S i g g R, i Ah 2 T 2 AT OGTE RUBEE T A0 R 3 B AR B IRAE 0
AT by Hik, BN H 20 NS 15 B R e S — BAR SR S IR R, i
A A HOGIRE] T BRI 5 ST 5 55— IR TR AR EL s F .

22. BT RAHTEISERMEIZ APP AR

L, BEEB NS IBGE, BN IGERRIEE 5 2198 APP XHE & %= I sgm, Bt E
BAERLELL T =71 (1) XFTIOREAHIE P15 APP 347X L/ #T[25] [26]; (2) M P ARIGHL A ik, Xt
H— Bk APP BT/ HT 5VPAG[27] [28]5 (3) BAZEAE AR AN R, WREBIN S 1 5 P s~
1L [29] [30]. 1HZ M H AT FTAL 2 BT 5T APP IIAHSG TR, R s B i SR BIe 535 ] APP
FHZE G IR FLRD, AT E N TR AR B (W AH SCHIF 7 32 B2 45 6 S b HA PR N\ AR SRR 17 JE et i A e ) 9
app 1 22 JOTE S ) R R S5 B AT AC[31)-[33],  H AT B A& K ILE 4G 5 A S A AT

ISR 55 SRR 0 A g FE T DRI H TR SEE S 5] APP I EEAEE DL R R AR (1) B
A 2E L BAR IS X JETE 24 5] APP JEATHE AL, WEACES RO Z BEG S0 HE, (2) K BT & M an
SO UM AR ) A B H RO APP AT AL, AR /D NS # A i B 2 B A B R . T8
TINS5 2 IR R AR SIS U E LR R, B, ARSOR mR B R SIS T R AR
YA B IR R MR S, B TR T AR 915 28 APP #EAT RIS S R .

3. Wt

FEMFINEA RS RAELE, BT IOE IR T AL AT S, X988 APP (118 A
WS FERE S, AT A RIS APP [R5 FH S Bt H B 22 SRR il /i, R b A M T it s R i
MR AE R A R, A A KR A ) s DA Y K 2 T U v 1R R T A% Bl ) S eV A S RCR
W )5 5w IYE R I B L 2R Y KRR AR T E GRS F 50 Wil Ex £
BAAAH BB T D A FE A 0] A ARG A, 2 AR R AT S AR A B T 2 ) AN BE
PSRRI EN Y S H . AR Bl 2 2] BN R BE DU A4 2 R A K 2 A R e S R R A
HATH EF BN
4. HEERSHH

7] 45 300 3 W VT3 AR 2 T I B e R AR B T 222, —JRIREE T 82 iy inl A, FEX ) A5t
A7 Ab B 53 B HON G U B A [ (4B ik ¢ “ S8 AN AR ) LB BN RIS T 1 23080 (0 1) & 3047 21 B, f
KILBBE G 76 1. BIE G MR SN SPSS B iR gt AT nT LA, 193 o {EM 0.941, $iH
WA IS R R . PPN ARG B AR umia il S N . A JaB /I B 2T I
H )L A R Bl eI 2 21 BN [R] BE DU AN 4 B ROt B dE A7 Hi k14 537

41 BENRHERER
wnE 1R, BRSSO RIS, TR A2 R A AR B T B B R

SN
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PBAEEH KL 11%, 1A 89%; wilE 2 fin, MESCSKRE, KOMK=RIEY Y 43%, KPUMFEZE S
50%. MICE BV 2EA ol B SRR G, KR4 7 BE R a3 KRR T S8R KF, DR
YR R

"By
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y

Figure 1. Sex distribution of the survey subjects
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Figure 2. Grade distribution of the survey subjects
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Figure 3. The distribution of time spent on word memory and word
learning software on average since college
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WRYEE 4 8RR, SAAEATE R (R s e 2 ST R B FA . B DL, SRR, AT A
A T8 ) g, JH RO U (R T =48 43 ) R AN ] A 3 T ORI R T X =N A o L s 82%,
B 52 U A (K2 A0 R Bl LR S ST P (R R e A b, SR B v R R PR T AT REAE TR =N
PR ThRE Bt BEREWE 2 22 2 B IR, — Tt ] e B AL RN S| 2 I I . ER P th
1527 AR Re 2 2 HAd B A TR AN (B A B AT
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Figure 4. The mobile terminal word learning software most commonly used
by the respondents
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Figure 5. The distribution of what the respondents finally want to achieve in learning
English words
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BEAh, ARSI A REG  43%IK)%7 2] AR B iall 2 T RERE S S VR4 Y S UERE, IX P RE R RN R
PGS TS HARE & BoR g BriEd:, BlinsE S APP thgtiEiE T L RSN &, BB TS
BN BARIREAT 22 T T (V5 ST ER s A RIRSa AR, R8I 8% 15 Y NIE I A sl i 5 3]
RETS M 1 ORI HY 2 A 3] o U A ORI A 27 ST B AE 3 B 2 20 3 i HH X — RO A3 A T R ko

AU A0 R R B B S AR H TS, WIEL 7 PR, 18% 5 S Ay BB B iRl 2
L ENE B R RES AR RIS IR, Ok 32%H) 5 21 F A B RENS AR 1k — 1] 22 U EAR R AL, 509K
5 30 WA B R Ik B B AT RS IZ I H 8. MORTIUE SORE 55— ML R X #1322
), TGP N B B Rl PR E 20, A BT W, K2 ) i Ay il B a5 ST i
7 ARSI BIR L BRI AT o I RE 0 A S 0 UK IR & e A el s, H T TR B A
HA EREERRTIAIF RN, I ARENS LIS I F AT IR Z 22 ST I HUST H 9.
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Figure 6. Compared with paper word books, textbooks or dictionaries, respondents con-
sider the advantages of existing mobile word learning software
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Figure 7. The distribution of the most desired goals of the respondents by using the ex-
isting mobile word learning software
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4.4, ZENBINACE IMNRE

&5 11 BA—A 5 HHE A ER, HHNEAETIRE “5EeAAFE” B8 1L, “BANE” 18
N2, “EAINFE” EAN3, “BOAF” IdRN 4, “SEENF” 128 56), HRET M EIGEEHR AT R
5 ST TR B2 ST OIS A A0 P HH R 42 30 0 6 T 5 i) R DA B

441 BEWABR

SR, AR IRIE S Mg, BEREA TR, ) H SUE B AR
TAMEE S ACFRIE TR RS DRI, bR 0 7 “i+ 17 ARG HAN T BA R, @
WRAE B S . AR AR P 2 HEA R W B A YRR, b DU B AR A OO 2, ARYE R A 45
R, R AR REEAN R SR SR T Hofh 2 SR R A T A —E 3. ik 1
FIOL, et 60% T A RABGA RIS A A S A R B B Fy . AR AR S ST R ER A AT T
iz, BN WMARR W ES, MRl AR D7 k5 ) A 92 i, JfF HReReH B > &5t
B 2 ST TR, WXL T A RS shial o 20 05 ST 5 N7 T A AT B AR R L BRIR TR o
BT 15%0) 2 RN ONAE BN RN 3] JeiE B AT A 2 B 42—~ 838 2 05 T AR BOH I, i
Tk ARG TR AR TR R, BEIARE SRl 2 SRR N B St RE 7 e DU B AT
FFEARRZAE.

Table 1. Survey results of English word software in input

F* 1 FERARHAEMALENARERESER

8 1% T 1 2 3 4 5
EREET RIS PIES5EARE, 1 (1.32%) 0(0%) 16 (21.05%) 37 (48.68%) 22 (28.95%)
FRER T — DN RIAAEANFEE FTHOARME.  3(3.95%) 10 (13.16%) 34 (44.74%) 22 (28.95%) 7 (9.21%)
gﬁiﬁ;égfﬁﬁm%m PR, RS A 2(2.63%) 12 (15.79%) 31 (40.79%) 27 (35.53%) 4 (5.26%)
ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%%ﬂmﬂ%@% BE R 4(5.26%) 15 (19.74%) 28 (36.84%) 24 (31.58%) 5 (6.58%)
5 BhER B IRV KN R R 35 Bh R 24 ) B i 2(2.63%) 8(10.53%) 28 (36.84%) 30 (39.47%) 8 (10.53%)
WA ), R R R R TR 2(2.63%) 8(10.53%) 29 (38.16%) 26 (34.21%) 11 (14.47%)
AR PR E, R A A LT R AR R R
PR FVRE I GE (N question A1 problem #REWFEAL 4 (5.26%) 12 (15.79%) 27 (35.53%) 25 (32.89%) 8 (10.53%)
“lR ), HSERS EEATH S EARNE I A
AR S IB D WA 45 FE MR 5§, 4(5.26%) 8 (10.53%) 28 (36.84%) 26 (34.21%) 10 (13.16%)
IR WSS I M RINARR S . 2(2.63%)  1(1.32%) 25 (32.89%) 29 (38.16%) 19 (25%)
IR PRSI AR TS, RS 2(2.63%) 4(5.26%) 28 (36.84%) 33 (43.42%) 9 (11.84%)
§2g§%§§~%iﬁiﬁ, ML A R ik 2(2.63%) 6(7.89%) 21 (27.63%) 31 (40.79%) 16 (21.05%)
IR THT R SERdR e, WXt 3 il
SE IRz 2 /0 AR 1% R 3(3.95%) 4 (5.26%) 15 (19.74%) 39 (51.32%) 15 (19.74%)
W, ZERE ).
g?%gﬁ%ﬁﬁa%ﬁu%ﬁ,4%%1&%9?6@%@@% 3(3.95%) 7(9.21%) 27 (35.53%) 31 (40.79%) 8 (10.53%)
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REME AR 2 >0 2 10 75 SRAS W7 58 50 B el 2(2.63%) 4(5.26%) 26 (34.21%) 29 (38.16%) 15 (19.74%)
e85 2 TR0 (] S HR AR 1) 75 2 2(2.63%) 2(2.63%) 27(35.53%) 34 (44.74%) 11 (14.47%)
B f% il 2 FRXS T BRI e 4(5.26%) 7(9.21%) 31 (40.79%) 27 (35.53%) 7 (9.21%)
Refis i 2 o DB ) 7R 2 5(6.58%) 7(9.21%) 32 (42.11%) 28 (36.84%) 4 (5.26%)
Ref i B I BRI R 2 2(2.63%) 6(7.89%) 30 (39.47%) 34 (44.74%) 4 (5.26%)

4.4.2. BRBEE

ORI, RO IEA R — R EAS 5 ) e S A MO B RS . XA RS L. A
FEERE . SINUMEREM R 22 ) 3 (28 2R, HIVBARG, ShFLIRZI RS )5 REERIE, MR, WAl AEFHAS
HERRE. A, FEESEIPIEE AENEIERSEES ¥ ISP IE 7K. b, FiEE
FO R, AR S E A SR E L NRANG R SIHL. B {5 AR RS H0E i B 5 B b >
BTG S 5. S22, silmE. AfE. SEACHRNZEIEES ES5 I8 TS
USRIl MRIETE 2 B B, 5 50% UL 1 AT 76 R B FIR 3Rl 2 51 07 50 B AT 9% R A%
(SIS . BARRIUA 53%I1 2428 BEA AR shialIL 2 o REAS G5 Ah A 1 (0 22 ST SL, A B0l 65%0) %4
BOAAIX — 22 5] 7 SCRE WS W SR A AT T A 2% 2T D4, WX I R mT 4500, B shialil 2 ST REWE /e — e FE 1
MR AR E S L. o, AR 60%IMSE A BN FIR B2 o) 7 ANEE S IR B 2 5B ), A
BB AT ST, L 6296112 AE BN IR — 2 51 7 sRRE IS T AN TR 22 A A 2 ST UG, R IR AR
M)A N, SR E RN AESRT, B2 R TR, R0 AR 5 2] P A AR

Table 2. Results of the recognition survey of English word software
2. BBRRRGERRSES WS EIAREIFELER

B EHNE T 1 2 3 4 5
gigjﬁﬁﬁx%wmﬁ’ RERISRENY 1 (1.32%) 6(7.89%) 28 (36.84%) 29 (38.16%) 12 (15.79%)
RERETH A [R] 7 A F AN [R] 27 2 AUt 3 (3.95%) 2(2.63%) 24(31.58%) 32 (42.11%) 15 (19.74%)
RESBERIRI B 322 2T RE 7. 2 (2.63%) 3(3.95%) 25(32.89%) 33 (43.42%) 13 (17.11%)
REE B BRIk >T. 1 (1.32%) 6(7.89%)  23(30.26%) 32 (42.11%) 14 (18.42%)

JE I F Bh R I S A A e SR (1
WNELEZEE] X R)ReMIRA Bugh /s, 58 4 (5.26%) 1(1.32%) 22 (28.95%) 25 (32.89%) 24 (31.58%)
EZ QIS Pl

PR 5 HoAt 27 50 A L2 2] R L

N 4(5.26%)  4(5.26%) 27 (35.53%) 27 (35.53%) 14 (18.42%)
P&

5. R5#EN
51 MEEMS, MIZHEIHEKR, #ATEN, REEEFIYE

TR OEE, T RH G I S R R R R Y, REE, EEATT R T
VAT 0L 2 PRI 1A 7725 % LA R ) 80 35) 2 ST B AR Ao BRI S H G #%H P EeN B =i, B ki
AL RT R A AT TR Bl 5 2 S A R S SRS E P i AR s B ANE], Bl
T APP [RILSAE T REBSAT X RN HIAE 1 MR (0, H 00, B IR SR EERRL, TR TR
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AEIATE RN, feRb iR iy, imaksh APP OLSSAE T I am RS, REvE N P et mfl ) L&
AR BB A [1] 0 PRI 3038 R 2 2 0N Lo B SRR SRANEE ST AR, ISR S R Bf ik
T2 TR, ANTTHREBOE & B S sl S 8AE, AR Margia 24 APP #7525, K% &
KA, HHEME, BEBF) IR AR

UEAk, G ) A A A T DAHEWT H, CHR S AR AR AT BAA S S I B R TER I E
A A2 32 ST A TS 20 22 A IR e AT AR, TRl AR AR BEAT B2 30 27 ST It B 1 4556 P 41
ARAC, BlinisHENB R EES, TR “ A4 shEsinpr 244 2 S 8, 155 5 o
[ 22 A A REASE F 1 44 B R B, AT RERB 3 e 2 ST I R DD

52. MBURME, MEBRUHSREHFESS, HHBFEN

BARAGE LIRMIAR, 2 RBA T B MBI A R R, (BAESEhRAe AT, Y220
RRMRAEGNR RT3, AERSA T EME I E 5, SBOREREAEER, #ARRK.
DIk, HOTINGZSS e H QB A HORAE S, LB 252 2] TR OGRS 3h 24 2 B, GBI
PR DIRE S ERAE, IR RIRRE He b, DLMGA RS IR IO . B3 mT DU ES B4A] 4T R
B, S R BRI o S AL A IF R H AT, XRE sy — A A DLE AR 4T 3l
Uk, HUi R R s H ST R I B AR R VR B R 2 ST R, DAL v 2 AR 2 S B R MR,
[[EEE V&

53 MRGHAXEMS, NMHESHAASHL, REFIEREF

SV AR AT LUR I, RIS SRR B 2 S i X — AR BT R AL, ELEE SN AR D
TP 22 HE LR B A T e . TR AT % 1R 2 S0 B L MG T T HEAT ThRE IR AL . — oG, Ak
[N % g2 S AR L2, Swain (1995) A A AR TR & I P IUA R EAEH: 1) IRekiAR%
VPEs 2) FBISE ) IR P ERIA R DLFIA MO ZE0E: 3) $ROLI0E 700k v TR 55 W s = v M 1
Hless 4) HEBLE I 3505 B ARVE M TGS 300, DRHE It AT DUINEE: 2 =1 2 % 25 AR A 4R . ot
BRI RS AE 5 21 2 5 3T (0 1 72 b 2 R ) S R AR ML 2 ST A, LU B = 3118, B—h
W, RO REZE, B AR R SR DRI ST R . B IITORE, 2 S R R ep o
FCATRIEAT AT VRO, 00, AT RAL T LM MR TR, SR BB — e R, Lrp(E
e AR LS, T RG4S 1 3% R IZ F A DA BT, R SEIRE 231K H 1.

6. &G

a5 SRR PR R, Boahar IR0 K ERMIRR M . M85 3] 38 Bz A HHT 5 2
M EHR, AR R K BRI B QA Bl 107 RO MRS &3, NALe TP,
AW AL AT DRE, Ll R A RSE I E TR AT E, LR BN, BAE e b
ST SR R, (ERE BRI, e HRY VNG, A REN BBl A RN T, AN
REEA GBI R PO MG ) 0 i
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