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Abstract

Utilizing a mixed-methods approach, the study combined questionnaires with semi-structured
interviews to investigate the English writing anxiety levels, manifestations, sources, and their
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relationship with English proficiency among 325 non-English major students from multi-ethnic re-
gions in Western China. Based on the findings, tiered intervention strategies tailored to students’
English proficiency levels and pedagogical optimizations guided by cognitive load theory are pro-
posed to alleviate anxiety and enhance writing competence.
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1. IRER

1975 4, ZEH%%3% Daly M Miller 1 X#EH “E1EFEIE” (writing apprehension) [1], 18 “##HES
TR PRI R I FEAT N, Wik ST 5 00 3 CBIE SR A s s v (2], TEAMES
RS T, BT FRERE SRS U R NS 2wk, i EEEEES—F “ZRE80
PNgR” (3], “—MEAEERCEINEE R, et BEARgQESE” (4], FIENERASE
BN, IR A TR E AME B AR UG S R R PR SME SRR [5]. BEARI, SRS EEE
i O B WIS AR R 6], s S AR S AR B B SR 7]-[9]. FTBL, BB T B SR IE K
VAR IFHE ALK S5 5B SRR E R R, RICA SR VEI T Tide i, %4 i 9515 22 21 F 1 SRR
NAVEAEAR P RA T HEREE E L.

RAGHESOE T SO E SEER OE R —e X, HAMA EEZESR TR RIBER[10][11], KT
HAA — RS RS, HEK RO AU AR 9B 2 ST RS . A AR SR AR b, P 2 IR X
e Tl 22 A IR R B A AR S5 (N S IR AR B 8 k2 RUIC) iz PR AP e il A e 1 B A7 PR
FrUAsR RIS VA T o ae A . A, BEA A REREITE, ZWIAMEEESH “BHE - )
T - BB S HAE . A5 U0 22 RO X AR BB 22 A U SHERF AN B S . BES = e SR
R SRR EH ,  ARHI AT R 22 15 e 40 5| A I R RS AL, B0 AR I T TSR ke = A
HAARYE

2. IRpEAL
2.1. INHIGA RIS

N B fr #L 8 (Cognitive Load Theory, CLT)H Sweller(1988)3& T AJSIAKNZE$2 H, HAZ ORI A
NEW TARCIZERAIR, MKMNICIZEETLR . 5 2 BERME B TAR 2 gmts 2K BHE 2 T A2,
WA WA AS B T fE e 5 A CAR 2 A E S & . Sweller Rl FIGAT R 7 A =P AL A
SN 174 (intrinsic cognitive load), H % W RIA S (I 28 ME(RI TR A B ) g, 55 0 & I 56 AT AR K
BYJFFE; AMERINEN F1 57 (extraneous cognitive load), H &I REIRFIETFAI 2I 551, kT4
THRO A ER M AH SN 0 6 4RT (germane cognitive load), $5& 2% > & BN TR =0H) &R0 B 24k in L0 FR BRI,
52 AHUAIEREIZ A, =Rl BA 2 ite, Y= 2 Ml TEILIEER, INABERK
AL ABEMTAZH; =3 2 M TAEICIZ A mE B NI, AR T NI .
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2.2. MHERBS=ESBMR

I A= F % (The Parasitic Model, TPM)H Hall & Ecke (2003)1 Ecke (2015)#& !, BEMR =18 & 215
F RN 215 SR L] o A AR W S R s B RN AE IS YIRS A, TR AR
(parasitically attach) T 2% 13 B 31 —1B (LD B (L2)IL 2 ko AR AEEIERZ (form). &5 )2
(frame) FIE S )2 (concept)iX = ANZ T, FHAZIRI(ED H bRifl, target word) s ZEAE Bk it A2 1) (BB 347], host
word) T XA &R IEIE & o & B AR ERM AP RAR S I, XM AR AT ReE m A gt /. H
= ARABAE, TR RO B 3R RS, B A (fossilization) B R B B BT 205, T A
S H bRiA = 7o (form-frame-concept) -

3. ARt
3.1. FisRiEER

AT SSRGS LT P A (7]«

1. U2 RO AL AR 51 b K A E SR B AR RS AT U ? PRI AE R L Ty 1 ?

2. PUESZ RO R AR TEIE L oK 2 A IR B AR FR B A VR DA IR L 7 AN [ 15 KT K £ P AR T 1Y 2
AEHH LSRR

3.2. #iRk

AT AT M s 2024 AR SR Tl K — 2 AR Bt . 5 AR ARSI 191 5 2% BRI 2 o =
AN A (@) B (P4 C R dA), kA BB, HEERE. BiE. ER. FEHL. P,
WEH. U EE. ¥R WESETEE TR, T &R D%, SRR, Bk, =
R R R WS N Rk WG T A R I 355 4y, AR 325 48, BIIERCA 91.55%,
HoAZ122 N, B 131N, CH 12N, FHFER 19 5. Prapilse sk —#Em i mRig e >,
AR EEITHEER.

33. fiRI A

33.1. ZiEEEERER

AHFFER A Cheng (2004)HF K1) “ “iBEEAERR” [12], L2 ANHE, KA RS st =
TEAGE, 5= BEMNE), S 22~110 4, BolEmERaERKFEE . ERETIVMEER
Ty, EPHAEE (T BORIEEAT (7 )= AT o WIEeR 7 R A b4 AT IR 1 4B 5

33.2. BIEEEREERR
AR Rezai Al Jafari (2014)H) “ 5 {E SRR R 7 [13], 36 10 MBI, SR 2 5048 5 247
SO 10~50 53, 43 HUBR B2 2 PR 25 51 R AR RO T AP ROK

3.3.3. Batdimik

RGBSR 5, AT AL By C ZZrh 54l 20 44 AR S G 8K P (22 AR 34T T T8
AT TRABEZW LA TIHE: 1) MIGEGIENESE; 2) BRIPMEEIESERRTT: 3) 2ras
BARFEIERIRZ IR 4) PN BLA RIE BB, R AL L.
3.3.4. HUEENER 54

DAHEZR N BEAL, BRI E AT IR ZOMHAT R, T 2024~2025 SHAFERLE RFHEER 4T n & A A .
) 2 1 A R RAT A R 4R S5, AE 15 B ARYE B R SERRTE LSS R R, MEAIE A, NS,
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{EE R, BUE & R K T . 650 R TEACHR 5, 1S5 I G SPSS 28.0
HEATHATESEI AT, IRERVER T ABSEHEA BRI ANOVA K302

4. MRERE 5
4.1. ZEEEREREE

WEFE R E R, KMO B8 0.916, Bartlett BRIZAE T35 (p = 0.000), & IIEIEE & AT T2
o

RV F o KIS 1. 4. 20 JLEEEAK, 4% Nunnally (1978)F1 Stevens (1996)HIA5 1 T LA
Bro XTARTNE) 19 ANEBUHEAT S IR T4, b 3EEE T 3 A4S, 752 RIFOTERERIE 59.257%, & I
KPR T 0.4, WE 1. X—455 5 Cheng (2004)F2JG5H i AR, INMEEREFIRIEEAT A 3 AN
TFAH—EHN. KifFsed, BT 130G 9 HMMA S, J5)E T Cheng 1S AL RANMEEE T, HH
VOHAT R b, 3B AN T — N RMGOHELE F3(6 W), B —AS i AER R N (3 ). KT 3 %)
S [ELEEAT Ay, b A 4 NIRRT s BRIF 4 4 BOWIAL &, ¥9)5)8 T Cheng MIINHIEEEEEF, (AW
FEAAESUE QI R, B K4 o BE T E.

Table 1. Exploratory factor analysis results of the SLWAI
= 1. SLWAI iREMEF2ER

By FRIGE R Wl EREE
MR FAELE R, Sk — A 0.850 0.735

MR TS TR S POEAE SO, g, 0.778 0.670

1 s MIRAE IR B E] AT DS SRR, ROV SR AR EL . 0.721 0.673
RIS JRALHE 0 24 HA 7] 5 5 FUTR 5 S5 1 SO 2Tk 0.659 0591
HERILAENE BB 8] N 5 BRSO, FRAE 2 B . 0.632 0.752

TE FH 155 A SC AR BB n S0 18 52 T B2 B R 22 345 ok A A 22 0.554 0.556

ARTERE HIF (] N 5 DB AR SO, R Bk R BB T 0.857 0.752

2 %ﬁ FEAG I (] BRI TS 00 T 5 SR SO, RSB0 Bk T 0.754 0.652
HREGIUEEN, REFE WA BEEE, KiK. 0.692 0.643

REFH 2, REEHFESGIEL. 0.775 0.652

BRAEITCIERE, IR B S 1E S 0.756 0.722

3 %ﬁ RE WA RIMEAEMT ] BERIHL 2K 2] B IHEAE 0.692 0.517
oo RUAT R 8k 5 P DEAE SR S 0.690 0.727

P ] e g S E SR 0.681 0.655

T B WO H ORISR AR SRR 3 4 0.777 0.615

A SLE R B A ORI IETEE XS M A ZERZ 0.668 0.465
fRE st B AR H NS WP BRI IR 0.654 0512

IR SEEAE S, RS RAL AR B — MRG0 5. 0.522 0.581

FE/EENE T A, RATDSBHEER KL 4 MR TERD BT AERGEEZ 2N, HBHEERN
Cronbach’s o AN 0.90, RUPEAERAGREPNI M SR TIER o REDHIY 0.883,
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0.774. 0.831 F10.613, ¥JTETHEZIEHE N

TSR TRE 5 N RRE3.S NEEREAKT, 2.5~3.4 KT, <24 NIKAEEKT), BlEREERN
A [14], W& 2 Fim. X — RIS SRHEAZELEE(2010) [8] ZEMUFIXIfHHL(2013) LL Az 1 ik il 3
QOINIBF AR —E[11][14], (HLARMEERRE R & T T NRE T P AR SR . WAEFF, [
WEAT IE 2 £ B /K (M=3.52) . ANOVA FIR25 R, B A EAEEE T, HR=F 7R EETE
FHRBAAMREES: CHRFAEIMOMERE, FRAT N R A MER BT A %M B %, 1EERRM
ERZFEST A X

Table 2. Descriptive statistics and ANOVA test results of three levels of English writing anxiety
2. ZANRANFESEERK TR MERITS ANOVA LR

fEE T (n‘ﬁf‘ﬁs) An=122) B@m=131) Cm=72) F(df) P f}fﬁﬁ
DIFERE 299+£083 2.78+0.72 3.00£0.80 3.32+£094 F(2,322)=1520  <0.001 CC>>‘§: ’
AFRN 2.50+0.83  237+0.71  250+0.75 271+1.09  F(2,322)=5.10 0.007 C>A

817N 3.52+0.76  3.37+0.69 3.52+0.74 3.78+0.82  F(2,322)=8.30 <0.001 CC>>‘§:’

FfEfEE  337+070 324072 3.39+0.63 3.53+0.75  F(2,322)=2.85 0.060 TLREZER

H: "p<0.05,"p<0.01; FEMIELER R C>A"EKR CIRERT AJ(p<0.01).

4.2. TiIBBEEER

RIS R, RINEHEE & AR R M T4, KMO fE>4 0.894, Bartlett BRjEA 40 2% p < 0.000.
2k TR o i, B 7 R T EA N T 0.4, HOMER, S AN, 20 R A R PR R A Ak
MRIER, 777 RIFITHR A R IL 67.952%, R WTX PN A T REAS B ML BLn R AE .

Table 3. Exploratory factor analysis of internal and external dimensions

3. MOMBREEFRRMETOMER

B I I A A e e [el
4 FERIIA R 0.890 0.833
3 BEEIAR 0.859 0.755
1 WEE &= 6 JHEE R E 0.843 0.725
5 =L (B ik 23U 0.754 0.685
10 BAEE LA 2 0.675 0.619
8 BEEHRZ 0.796 0.635
1 FOMH R VP 0.737 0.591
2 SRR
9 I ) & 7k 0.604 0.614
2 FHEEERK 0.581 0.659

Xof By R AR T4 AT WAES £ 40, iR Cronbach’s o ZRECH 0.891, RUIEAELA
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HIRERI AR —2M; WAETF2ER o 20578 0.900 F1 0.763, 15EHIF(IE 3).
4.3. XM

Xof AN TRV HR RN A 7K 25 26 (W 908 5 VR R RS IR A S i o b, WL 4, S5 R EoR 9 MEETFIY S AL
B. C ZHMAEREART EHEZE IEAMK(p<0.01). =AM EIRAS “Ii %Kk BE%E. Wb, B
X—EVERRIESS, A REEERRE “SEMESKE” MR, B M C HNE “ENSEESR” M
KM, CHIES “SREFEIGTAR” MR . 1LERART A, RIS K =4 2 A4 R IR A A
[F: mERHA %25 N, BH3T N, CH32 N)E “BAEFBERRME" MRS, HERHA X
74 N, B85 N, C435 N\)5 “SELIAR” fermr, MKRHEEHAMAZL22 N, B&Z10A, CZS5AN)
5 CRPEREK” Bemre IX R TRERIEN MR 4 BT IRES, AN SRR, A SER I
7KFo

Table 4. Correlation analysis results of English writing anxiety sources among students of different classes and anxiety levels

4. TREIARERKFFEEREEEERFEEXEDITER

FIEIR AGRFEIE  BHREIE CAufER  mEE PR KEE
BRI 2 0.440™ 0.487" 0.535™ 0279  0.373" 0.311
BAER T 2 0.491™ 0.513" 0.738" 0378 0.320" 0.379"
WETRZ  BAE LR A 0.604™ 0.564" 0.608" 04517 0.304™ 0.501"
BB AR 1= 0.340™ 0.464" 0.612" 0316  0.328" 0.313
SEGELAR 0.667" 0.526" 0.583" 0.167 0.363* 0.356"
MR 0.498" 0.647" 0.626" 0.019 0.352** 0.419*
FHEEE K 0.625™ 0.841"" 0.849"" 0.405"  0.294" 0.327"

HMEERI R
EEESKRZE 0.811" 0.711" 0.715" 0.044 0.131 0.331"
I ] B 7k 0.849™ 0.842"" 0.849™" 0277 0.195™ 0.510™

5. g

5.1. i EFEN

KRBT, VOB 2 R A AR SETE Ll R 2 A K SR SR SRR E AL T h S5 R, s Trh
REpeEd, HrpRHEAT AROAR M, KB TR EEAK T B HEUNPREER C A EATTRTES
AR W ER S ORE T, N MAATZNZR] o X B 5 PR — 2

VIRABL, RIGREFAT “ IR EATEAR S - NSRS - TP SUE S 2R, (IR
FEAEWR EREGE: H5E, ESHNBCRETSMHEI T, SBEEESBA “TNT T RS, 5FERS
PEREIE: Ik, SR RBIAT, HUTRRIH B R, BMAFHLN Bs k. LRSS
ERRE T TGS, SBEAERBEINECHAL, BEEFEBE I8, 20Xk DT Af E 4 1 it s
6, AR, (KA. F5E—RAES, Ra =R BUNRE G 0IESC, BWRE KSR
Ho HED AENRAZ “—Bms” faR, m—M “EAER” . HESEARNIZEE R
KR BT ASERZ A, TNAZ IR SR RN R, T — IR R IR T S AR K
o

SCUERT FC R, 5 A48 T a0 Skl KBS JESC AT AT 3R T S AR ST 15]-[18]; 5 Ja RS an it 453 19]
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JSCRB20] 2o B21]s FFEEPF[22]. B REF AR (ChatGPT)4: & #Ui /e 15[ 23], XA SIEREA
HER . EFIAZ KRR e = TR AT S S SR R Sl 2R s B B A %(2006) [24]

R, #EMRICREACESTE: SEZ, BUEERE, FAHAERMES “BEH7, a1
AT BRI A, G555, [FEF A AR — IR EESCUE/bnitE, Lan A 30 “ B 487 F i s gaie
gy, A)Em 2 5%, A NA, AR RIBR: SEE, kS AR ALK, TR
BEIESC, LRFZEATA RS, G RO ERL, AR ZUTHE S, BRBSCIE, e SIER. X
“YeT - E5E - kU - I B RMEIEI AT AN SRR A SRR TR

5.2. FRTFER

PO 2 RO s R AR SiE T 98 E S AE &R AAAE “ NAMZZY” IRE i, IERA “BFIE” o AT AL
B. C AR “WNAHMLE” W ? X ] Rely 22 SRR BN AL BRRS A R NI BRI N,
5 o) R R RHE B BR B AR A2 A7 i B e BR K id Az N e AR S TR IR e A BN
2, FEARE AR AT AMER AR SR AR SN R [25]. 2 =3 2 Al ARG 247
SRR, ([FEM IR ZMH, H=3 2 KT EE S T TIEAEAR RN, NI T2 [26] .
A\ B. C ZHIRAAEL BBk, HUTREI, HMICRA —EME, FEMAUT 0 )25 B R 5 50
o T HRZE KA ERZIGERF T ZH LTI ESERE, BIIERS— R EE N w25,
e HEE NIRRT S 528 [27]. 73— N REDNEE S LR, XIR[(2007 4F) R BL[28], BHEIEME
(1) 85 i 2 R DU AR 3 B AR SOE S E R R A T EE § FUT B (RRE DU, DUE—~%1E). #ik%
A BEE AR SO D BRI AR 7 42%, AT AR i T DO S A R B O R (DU —~ 1) . T
N e SN 159 S i e NP 39 S i 1 S S R e 15 NP TR O &= e PN B 2 Tith ¢t B DS REib
SR B Z (AT IR, 224 1A FH PR 3800 M 2B RO, 2% 2 A IR 2%, 3K o 3 Jl o\ i e 28 1 = 2 5L (R 29
FrRAR I “AAMAZZL” IR R

VOB 2 RO AL AR 0 Tl il SR BRI AR ATAE “MUEYERR 7, 32 R R 7 8 i 2 B R
B2, Jole C Pl —2F /D HURIR, HERE AR, AT v A 72 BT A7 AL R PR 1% - Hall & Ecke (2003)
55 Ecke (2015) ) B A= AL (TPM) Wy =35 18]V 23 759 75 22 B AR 7RV O 2J 43 10— 15 Bl 3 liE b (R EE,
2018) [30]. BiAEKRAELETE K (form). 4544 (frame) FIME S (concept) =AM E T, B AL A A% F5 A H b5 1A (target
word), ¥ AE IR FR A B 32 1] (host word). FEXIAG SJAFHBL, 1B R Jeid £ AR AE 5 R AR —
T G G b FEREE A, A5 MM St A . B SRR AR S, X AR
BLOOKAMAET R, SECAUILER, BN, ERE O =7o. RE WS U7k K
W, C G2 B =R RCAT 5 (5 B — 15 B B RORIEA S, T C 2 Jai 2= IR A1) 6 4F,
LA A IR . X33 C HPAEAEIIE SR, Bk EA I AL B R AR O IRIEEE S
TYCBOE 5B AR, XN Sk e “EERIREL” S mr A R IR IR E AR .

BT AHIE FE R AL 43 G T4 2R 0 T AP 1) A GRS 4, v] 5] NS 8 F RS AR 55
SRR A A, EEFRACIE L X TOKPRGE I A Zim . RIS E R RSSO B 2
GRS 224, B RE TINR S AR SRS ISR, B AR ST ML ALYE ST, I 5 A Ry s R AR, 42
FSCRE W X THHKFR B RS AR TR 59 1 C RIS B S, O T 90E
AR E RGO, EEEVIHNE N N ERIEN S SIEW. E ST MARE 5B 1R, X
BRI RDUEFENE . IR MR, RFFAEBUBIZ S EIE. X C Hm. THEERFAENS, N
WICAEEE T, Ngb) 75, BETEIRESE. XA =20, e st M
[P VPR (U0 XA AR EF ! R R S BB S5 — AU 17 ).
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6. &t

AW R 1 P 2 R S AR AR T T AR A SR B AR AR R R B, S AR AL T
Efmm KT, BT AN RE, FRER TERBEZE. JUONRENE, TR T2
WM E N, B 2B T R 2 RE SR E SRR MO R, X — KO T
DR T2, R T 25 e R AR U AR O o IF 0 45 SRt o5t 78 3 v K 2 1 S A
e EARSME: BB RIS RIS 5T IR 2 o0 L) DA AR A 0 5 far
R 50 S R 2 1B A SR A RN AR, (R B A AR AR S AR AR O R A DA BT . B LR SRAS
{1 & B AT DA B BRAT I 76 350 22 RO AR AR DB 5 b S A () 9638 5 1 4 R AR BE RS R UK, BLIX )y T R
TR, JEEAREAR, Vi isE—PR.

AR AN T ¥ Y K 2 — P RS N B — ], AR IR M s R B A S R O s —, 25
AR EAFAE SRR, ) 2 AU 2 IR M AR I 75 7800 5 R 5 M AR VR G5 ) L B 2 I 2 5,
EREMERG . BhAh, ASHE FARYRE S N B R RS T A R, SR B R RS RN, (HIREA
W90 48— St AU ARAE AT e AR SRATE T S AE T H HTAE B B B v S0t 48— 1 S4B AR, - DA N
PR 2 P IARH DT BE RS fE b s 1) BB KPR R, B AL P S S L R mT Bk . BIF ST R
P R I AT LAES BB ATTIATE 70 2 DR iy B AR 9 1l 25 2 (S B S R AR B AR BE AN R, (HIX 24P
WHoE, JEEARRAWR, iRk,

& H

B[ A AMBEACF R IUE ARG Tl K 2% AR 9SS AR R R R B Sx SR B B T —— LA g T

YRR (CLISCS: 2023QH0001) .
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