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Abstract

In recent years, linguists have made some achievements in the study on the relationship between
cognitive style and foreign language learning, but relatively few empirical studies have been con-
ducted and have produced inconsistent results. Based on the analysis of the quantitative and qua-
litative data, the present study investigates college students’ preference for field independence/
blend/dependence cognitive style, explores the correlation between cognitive style and foreign
language achievement, and examines the differences among students of different majors. The re-
sult shows that correlation exists between field independence/blend cognitive style and foreign
language achievement, the correlation is more obvious in students majoring in science than those
majoring in humanities. Teachers are supposed to focus on students’ different cognitive styles, make
teaching plans according to students’ own features, train and help students to exploit their own ad-
vantages in cognitive style to the full so as to enhance their abilities in foreign language learning.
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Table 1. Test ratio of all subjects’ cognitive style of field independence/blend/dependence
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Table 2. Statistics on the relativity of all subjects’ cognitive style and foreign language achievement
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Table 3. Description of the test ratio of science students’ cognitive style
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Table 4. Analysis on the relativity of science students’ cognitive style and foreign language achievement
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Table 5. Description of the test ratio of humanities students’ cognitive style
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Table 6. Analysis on the relativity of humanities students’ cognitive style and foreign language achievement
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