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Abstract

Tolerance of ambiguity (TOA) has long been a heated conceptin second language acquisition among
scholars from home and abroad since it was proposed by Frenkel-Brunswik in 1948. Meanwhile,
TOA is a prevalent phenomenon in second language learning and acquisition. The study has 38 non-
English major graduate students from one of China’s double first-class universities as subjects.
Moreover, it adopts quantitative method, specifically, employing Second Language Tolerance of
Ambiguity Scale from Ely. As for L2 achievement, total scores of CET4 serve as the measurement.
The results show that the general situation of graduate students’ level is generally in the middle and
a positively significant correlation rests between TOA level and L2 achievement, namely, CET4
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scores, which may shed some light on the second language learning and second language teaching.
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TEEE G5 IO, ARSI &ZEN, TEMHAFEMNE TR EmE i S = M HEN
BIREK, WERZER. FR. FRIEE. SLhr b, AR S RS A7 7E 03 2 5, IR S SIS
M BIIE O T, A2 R 5 ) G — e F AL EAR T HAh R 5%

I U W B Frenkel-Brunswik $2 i, 5 #1208 —FEE ST XU . 1IE W0 Brown [L1FT3, 1
SRR FER— M AN, RIVH — D AE— @00 T EER RS B SRR RS BUENR S5 7 A0 & 1)
REVEEO R S, BRIBR 22 ORI 70 A B2 ) B2 AR SR I 56 1R & IR I E 2 5 3% TOA (1)
TR I £ LK, X TOA MESAIEE A8 5 5 S B 50 R REE, A4 G et s 7 BOR Tk,
IR FEAE TOA K- BL I TOA 5 A8 5 5] i S i AR Ok R [ BIE 738 ML

LB R, XE AR R - ANEENME, 25 E T T, IR T 1949 4 Frenkel-
Brunswik [2] ML A, AFIBFFLRIA, ASLL “ORIEFE AR JE 1 4 BTG IE AT 0 0 T PR e S £ T I
EFHWRESZ FAEK T RE/FED” - Ak, OHEEFOE T35 R DT, FRX 0 FE
FA A Ja A ST R B A BT TH B A B € 1 Sk LA . Budner [3]HX — MRS R 2
BRI A, B EFITIRHE RS R BT S B S Z (B 58 & . Naimen [4]6 i85 3047 T
SHEWHTT, FERIT 75 ITOAL #fh . AR HESEEASRHERIOC R . MBI SNt R 72 4 DUETE A EE 18
TN RIOEE A . 2 RR, BUOUE A S5EEV ) ER 2 RAEE RO, His TOA %4
FEWT 7K 1353 B & . Chapelle #1 Roberts [S]0 W G M K 9515 BB 7 ) 38 34T 115 5 AR EEHE
F, RIL TOA Bm M EFAAIEBIRLG M W I FHEAEYT S 7 R IAE LT . MbA145 182, TOA &=
AR R ZR . SRR, IX P IURIE TR0 I 1B SO A RE S A g A] R R ZUAH SR A

B LR FT AN, — St FE 3 i AR T 7T T B s s AR A B S TR 21O R I HA AR & . Maclain [6]
W, BOUERE “SERER. VAR RN, BB ORISR, 5HE&ELENMKL” . Grace [7]H]
LR, VAR RIEIR KARRE bye TN A BAREE, 1ff TOA 5iaiCidizee k. Bz, Eit
KT TOA KW AWM T OB 24U, JERMIES PR KRR, KM T TOA 5 155> Z H )%
VIK A,

B 1B 00 5 SRR R FERT ST HERE, B A T A T2 9y AN [R) £ BE 00X — W . PR R RS
X A BT I T, SORKOS A M R [8] 1 R B X2 B FEAE R i AME S AL & . AT A 9
WOR T JE 20 TOA BIFFUI R o BRAHE[O1UN B S e T LA i P2 AR AR o, It 8 U 2L
TEFEEAE R AME 2% 3] FR R SEAR AT BBk . 5K ZCEOR FAE T [101 R 78 5 B 78 SeAR L, A ATTxT 210 4
PG LN AR A AT TR, HEBCUE A E 518 % KPR R, 48R EIBOUE
PR E P A G R B DG ERRZ AT, JESE[11 %) 52 44 KB AT AL, R IR T iz

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.129808 436 HUACIE 2%


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.129808
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

RIS, VIR

W 55 B SR B Z AR B OGNk o 55— T3 T, s s AN P ZE (120385 I & — P RS2 AR 91 Lk 2
A, ORI BOCR B S P B RS M IEA DGR R o X PRI FE 5 B LI FEAN R, RO | — TR 7L
RUEBARRS, 05— I FE W SGE RS € g, RIUr ZJAIB . Bz, E WX TOA it i F5, H
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1) ARFETE LA FE A R R 14 7 2 B AR B e 2
2) HFRHEAT, HRORITE AR B 55 A E RS A AR BRI A RN ?

2. AR GE
2.1. HIRMR

DUAE RO 7O 5 b 2 A BB e A, MARSEAE B b 2 2 BB b 2t AR AR BTt K, BER X HEDEE
TV S A I SR o AT FE R 103 AT U A, e [ TR R SR I R S i A A R
4, JLEL 44 4y i) 35, OFEEIE . H0E . SRR SEDRY 1% MBS TRES T 4.
N TR AR R R, XS AT RIS T EE A . T 6 B TEAL, AN AR
145 38 1y, XU EAN AL RN U G IEFRL & B, AT ST %% 38 43k
YRV . R RN 5, 18 &A1 20 4 Bk, Bl 47.37%F) Lotk 2 A2 A 52.63% 1) 55 2
Ao MBS, AR S BEEESEE E, F HES N T K IE D 4.

22. fiRIE

AT TR IR 26 MUK 27 918 DU 25 A F Ok 78 TR . BRI S, B FEMIRIE K B Ely T 1995 44l
S 08 5 BOUCA BRERR[13]. SRR ERWE TOAKTFHEETE, FILEE 5 I[9EA
B UTERNM. ZEEEE 12 4 %H, AR W, BE. THESARER. SEEHRHLHE
SRER, AGRZF R BRI EAE. 8T E TR S8 I, X AR T AL
fH: BEUFEREGSA) =1, FFEA) =2, NHEU) =3, ~FEED) =4, 8ZIANFERKSD)=5. XTH—H
TR, CETA ZHH MU MR FAIE N AWM S, H 078 4 E R A IGEACTbrdE. 2T
AHRLL CET4 NHIFIX R, X2 MR A mA R SRR S 1K, RIASHT SR %75
B R GORVE AL 22 A I S TE KT

2.3. HIEBES ST

AR K B REERESTE. ABIRIESTET, MREILRE 44 b, HPH 6 sl
B, RNEATE M & 80 T A ik 2 0 B 2 e A F &, s RZEIGEM R0 2505 TOA KA
o Ik, FH 38 1A RG] A FRAIEHE iridf2. sbsh, N T T EESNT, WCRA SPSS
16.0 BAHE AT H
3. FRER5Tie
3.1. EEHARMESH

FRTCATR, RPN ERU AL R R, oSNNS T . BN, SR8
R T AR B IRRMSE . Bk, £ X—fE, X 12 MHEPAESEE, TOA 25F1/KFEriik
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of TOA
=1 BXABEmE MR

N B/ME ISON:| FEME brifEZE

IS PE T S 38 12.00 46.00 29.2632 7.65713

R FIRRME, A=) ARG, NERIGE, BERY TOAGZE) KRN E8+ =50,
B 78 B AN K EMI, TOA M EGE BN 42514, B =+ HeE
FISEIME N 29.2632, FRifEZEly 7.65713, X EH] TOA HIHEMA K FIRAR T th 25 KF . Ak, BT RSN
12 4y, PIESZ R B R AR TE TOA MIRARAKSE . M2 R, HFEmsr i 46 4%, ¥ N3 TOA (1
B /KT 60 43 o Ferm o WU 7S o R IR NTE B8 U B 7 T A Bm K, ROy AR R A 8 =+
ANty T SRR RS [R5 T B A AR, IR AE TOA 1 /N5 H I IR M G T
JRIR WA 2:

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of 12 items of TOA
®2 BNARBEEE 12 ZBHEA ST

%H N SN P35 1H i 2
%H1 38 4 2.47 0.893
%H?2 38 5 2.39 0.974
%H 3 38 4 2.16 0.823
%H4 38 4 2.55 1.083
%H5 38 4 2.21 0.875
%H6 38 5 2.58 1.081
*H7 38 4 2.53 0.979
%H8 38 4 2.16 0.855
%H9 38 5 2.79 1.094
%H 10 38 5 2.37 0.998
%H 11 38 4 2.47 1.003
%H 12 38 4 2.58 0.976

%2 R TOA M+ —HAEKER, BIEE 2. 3. 5. 8 1 10 WIS BSK T 57370 2.44, 43 5%t B
T, SE. K& BIEMOE. XEWREZIAE XL SN TOAMETFEKE. Bifg W, HiE
MR TS SIS, MW B EE TN i, XU 70 A7 2 ) BRI DG 5 AR AR 8
2 VR e A2 T DAER AR A . RV AT A AR R i 22 ) 15 55, (BRI AT BRI 83230 KRG 9B S 1E
B, SE RIS EAIIGE VAT H— 5, 1X0] 582 F VAR S VA 8 H TG 75 A
PR, NIRRT 18 S4B PR AN 5 T = AR T AR

32. BN ABESTIE¥ I REHHEXMY
B, BTN RIS ) A ) D ST U SR R B S R I R P S 4
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of TOA and CET4
= 3. BN ABESKERENEM SRR M ST

N A Frifk 2= e/ IME =N
VY% 5 38 477.39 55.451 380 634
IS PE T S 38 29.2632 7.65713 12 46

RIEEAG, S 538 0K FETOE DGR 0 H02 477.39 45, brifE 22 55.451 45, i ik 73> 380 747,
BN 634 73 (BELEhRHESS, CET4 %Al (A% FH TOA B &,

W, ATH—BWT 38 40704 TOA F1 CET4 ZIAHIAHICIE, 18300 MRS 00 56 R 5
(Kendall’s tau-b) T-H ek 461X P AN 5 2 [R] & A7 E 35 AR DG PE . bAh, BRE BT3¢ 4. IRAEERK
el R, TOA KFE5 CET4 GBI i 2 > G2 [AMFIE I R I IE AR R, RN (/R Wi RN
1.000, MIEfA, HEFEMKFH0.000 (p < 0.01). Fith, XRHSEHFAEN B S DR, b4
(1] CET4 SRSk, IXTE 38 44523 I —1H %% S gt h IR & A

B2, 38 AT TOA KPR BRI R 24k T rh 55K, 52 2 (8] TOA 7K1 5 CET4 gz
(A7 LE R IEAH G R o

Table 4. Correlation of TOA and CET4 scores
R4 BUBBESTEFIRGHHEXRXA

AN RH 38
R Wa 1.000
7 38.000

H 1
gt S 2 0.000

4. WHgE5%ip

ARG RER, R TEEAKT, BRI I BOCE BRI A T 25K S
ZREAEFBOE LR LRI 7) 29.2632 ARG 7> 2.44. £ HTIAG RN % HINF, 4551
R AAER I RE )« B AN G AR 77 ) BOUR B KR T 20K Bedh, 50 J3 R R 2% FHE
WART P BRIt R W], 38 44 5213 (K8 S 8 /KT AR 2 9 8 VU U R S TR A 4 4 2% 1A IE
FHRFKZR, XGEAEA[14]H1 Yougen Lou [15]58 NIRRT U485 RIEA B, i N8 SC7 B BN B 3 5 U
B GHINEACT 2 835 ARG LR BOCR B AN SEIE R GUS 7 A7 AE i35 IEAH G R R

2, AT BT AR T LA FE AR O O B, BRI A8 RSN SR i SR R
PN AR R AT XX —Rp g HEAR B FEARRT SR = o BeAh, AHIE TExT 1524 3] 3 QU AR E L it 74 ) A
f, PROBIEFUEE SORT AR A A T B AL SO B, 3R TR 5 AR IR, T B it 29 5] S R AR I
WIS 2 . BJa, XU BNt R A R S, RONHEONAEH B A D o7 20 55 — 8k
BT R B REENMEM . BARUL, BONHT D A B CE B, A4 — BI85 e m sk
M & FRIBACT, R XTI T A B S 2 ST A M RN . AHARHT ST A AE — S EAR I
JBR . —J5T, AWFFAER I E 2 AT BRI AT A AN, LR maE. Kk, a4k
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