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Abstract

This study adopts a combination of quantitative and qualitative methods to investigate the English
listening strategies of college students, aiming to understand the current situation of English listen-
ing strategies among Chinese college students and whether there are differences in the use of strat-
egies among students in different majors, grades, and listening levels, providing inspiration for Eng-
lish listening teaching and improving the English listening level of college students. The survey found
that Chinese college students mainly use cognitive strategies and less use metacognitive strategies and
social/emotional strategies; the use of English listening strategies varies among students of different
majors, grades, and listening levels. Based on research findings, relevant suggestions are proposed to

XESH: #4585, BER. KEETNEI AR EET D). BULHEE, 2024, 13(5): 1719-1729.
DOI: 10.12677/ve.2024.135267


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ve
https://doi.org/10.12677/ve.2024.135267
https://doi.org/10.12677/ve.2024.135267
https://www.hanspub.org/

transform the inherent cognition of college students towards listening learning and increase their
emphasis on metacognitive strategies.
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BRI ISR EPPAN S S1NE B, E AR S AT IR, 7R S I R o 2 S AT I, AT
B T2 1T HARVEOY s A ENSREEE P R 2 21 NS BB, EE TR S S I A RES T, 2
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W 3 SR s (AR G P A 9 LA R T ) S 5 LAt s i Wy g LR R 3R A S ME RN T ) SR S5 0T 17K
MIAR DG . BB AN 211 50 T B SR BB 50T J SR (AR DG PE, DA A T A (1 5 3, 03 I FH 2R A}
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i E)E, RE 179 ARG, I SPSS XA R EHATE BT WEEIE I Z)a, X6 At
BEAT AR -
32. fARIR

50 T B AL FENT ) SRS R 7 il 5 A G5 U5k . SR T SR L7 10T o2 o) kg ek, 8 39 4
BRI, FHICIARIRIE (FE 16 ANEIR) . KN SEIG (L 15 AN . 4RSS/ RS (B 8 AN ) = AN B
Fo VBN ARTESR 25 a4 T4 B £ (5-point Likert-scale), “MAN” . “UR/7  CHWT . “GH7 .M
CRE” TSN 1L 24 34 4. 5. WAL, TEZERZ AT T HRE AN AELEE, k. Y%
BB SIS NIRIERT TR E5 AL, XEATE R RIAT TERUERL . Wi ) SRS Bk & R = ANy
K Alpha {4724 0.964. 0.923. 0.910 f1 0.871, ¥t ZERAGEEPINIAE—8E, BEKS, KMO
fH0 0.945, REMN 0, ARRBIBFFEGIER, BEE .

PEE VTR N A L e B T ) SRR A P ORI, DAIE— 20 T AR S AR IR ) SR A IR DA
JAE 1) 45 VR A on] B A 15 R, 5 135 45 S HLEDAEE .

3.3. BUBR&ES SR

B K AR T, BRI RIS RR[17], MkEdent. RE. Hhk. &R WL EK,
Lor. Ll TTHRZ19NMNETH 179 EARVEFRE T HEAEOLE 1), BF—ERFEE.

Table 1. Basic information of participants in the questionnaire survey

=1 SMEESAEEREKRER

) N i E
BEIE 86 48.0%
Ll [N 64 35.8%
FHoAth 29 16.2%
K— 31 17.3%
K= 38 21.2%
LR
K= 32 17.9%
NIl 78 43.6%
90 4rbh | 37 20.7%
80~90 /3 ] 52 29.1%
Wr )1 st 70~80 43 2 ] 40 22.3%
60~70 43 2 [] 37 20.7%
60 /LA T 13 7.3%

B, B0E 6 MAREES. K. £ 2L S, 5K 6 RFES) TR, % 6 4 RS iG N K
GEONEE, HEEZ5AU.

B RAELH G, 8 SexT B R0 05 2] SRS B AR BT TR e b, DA SRR E R A
TETEWT DI SRIEBLR, I RHA] ANOVA BRI ZK 0T, BLERAE Tk SE5 LR Dy K1 (s IRAE Uy 5
WAL R AR ZE T . RS, XTI U R, BRI it AT 1k .
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4.1, WrI3RHE (3 AR
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Table 2. Descriptive statistical results of the current situation of English listening strategies among Chinese college students
2. BEXFERBWARRIVRIEA MG ER

Wr 3% 2] S N# B bk
TCINHIH S 179 3.9354 0.66718
NI 179 40462 0.61415
AL AT/ IR SR 179 3.9909 0.70063

HI3% 2 W1, =T 0 SR A P HE AL U RN S . A2/ TSR . TN RN SRS o AR SN 1Y
P B (M = 4.0462), XU B R A2 AAEHEAT T 027 ST AR v e 223 PRI L JRAR . F0l0 L S PR
AT AT L R T (R M . X AT RE ST JI AR B IRFAE A 5%, W il R R S A R B A PR
ML ATARER , TS A AR A R R R AN AT BEXS BN S e B HL R ff st R [30] . Rk, A1 &iE
BRLR, SR IR BN SRR RAENCOR B AR (5 B AR BT . BeA, T REt S HUT
W2 IRAT O, X FLIGIN RN SIS A S M TSR, 30T — M AEUR B B A B0 R s, Sl YT /)
By ks an B [31], B, SAAEAEWT Jovh 2 22 3 T B R SR

RN TR AL RSB A A 0L, 2 3 B T 3E HEAL A1 8

Table 3. Top 10 listening strategy usage rankings
= 3. ITREgfERHERAT 10 1

¥ b ¥HE HEA

~ Q9 Wr AR LR S S RIREE, MR 7Rk 4.09 5
TOA KNG

Q7 e AR, AR A A oWk 25 4k 4E R, 4.08 6

Q19 AR LR ST MW AME R Al 8. 417 1

Q29 7fEWr H AR, AW DR TR BN N BFR TR, 1EAREEER. 412 2

N QL7 Wr HT BRI, FRARME B Sk mirh | B AR e b3 R R AE X AR

B S P 24T T 4alt 3
Q30 eI FILREh, UCKR LIF— MRS —iE, BB EE R,
R e T

Q24 H5  CLNAIG AR, B T ARIVT VURSCILIERBAI bbbl HBhEe o
FHH 75

Q28 LRAIMH N FRRIAMEN, WIEL LY, REBARTMOKT

As s ey BRI '

Q28 AEUF T MR, HOOMER SEAT (I W, B, HBERRE o o

PR TSR A7 S T
Q36 HUVEFH, HAHHC AN, LS. 407 8

M 3 WIS, FEHER AT 10 fUSEiBENT S h, RIS 5 iR, 3R 7 I oIl SRS IR
2, A 2, AMEIRENE G RN, R LI AR EBEE T, plE AN R s Y
S, H DA RN SRS Dy 32 BRI SR AL HE B AT A B, o RAITIA RIS R M3 T J)d fE,  tndeie
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H AR N, BRI ERBEE LS, AR SRR, iz izl TrE, Wit A
. Sehb, FTHAE T, RIRE YT b WS 2 is HIWr 705 2D SR, AHAENT TR . 45
HUIREE, POAE X T AT ek Z iR, RUEEA THRIMBARMER R R &, QW F@mk: x
T 145 8 W 1 Wz B BB APEAY s EAARMA AR NS . AAERoR, HE R /IR 2
AW EE LN — Bk, R R RS, AR N A 208 B SHE R BRI gkt RIATH
b, EEREIMASEEIRES, AeEoke s, RaiEFIrEs. MHESRARESE. FEAN
HAZFMEAIE T 715220, AT SIS A AT A3, W 735 SIS B P b5

4.2. ERMERSH
A BN T AN VAR LA U 7 S A A B e

Table 4. Comparison of English listening strategies used by different majors

4. FRIE A AZEIT HERIEE R H XL

o L ELIE
ANOVA 7 ZE 5
KR & pri3/ T3y ]
BEE  RETPRENEEN EAlk() k() -1 BEM
2 -0.13667  00.363
1) il
3 0.85733 <0.001
1>3;
— | ey 1 0.13667 0.363 ;
BN 0 P =0.030 < 0.05 2) Bi* 2>3
gt 3 0.99401 <0.001
1 -0.85733  <0.001
3) HiAth
2 -0.99401  <0.001
2 —0.06450 0.859
1) i
3 10.00581 <0.001
A R 1 0.06450 0.859 .
ﬁﬁﬁﬁu <0.01 P =0.017 < 0.05 2) #F 22%
SR 3 1007031  <0.001
1 -10.00581  <0.001
3) HAth
2 -10.07031  <0.001
o L ELIE
ANOVA 7 =5
K77 & LSD
BEE  RETPRENEEN EAlk() k() -1 BEM
\ 2 —0.02650 0.770
1) HiE
3 0.75432 <0.001
‘ 1 002650 0770 2%
NI <0.001 P =0.230 > 0.05 2) #iF
3 0.78082 <0.001
1 —0.75432  <0.001
3) HiAth
2 -0.78082  <0.001

B 4 AL AR LA SETE T 7 S A8 A2 £ 2 % % 5 (p < 0.01, p < 0.01, p < 0.001). ifid £ =H
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FCBEE 73 A, BARZE S a0 < £ R0 ) SRS A b, St L AR R L AN A7 £ 2 22 7 (p = 0.363,
p=0.859, p=0.770), FEiEL IR R Tk 5 H AL T AF/E % Z 5 (p < 0.001), HEIEEE 5 HAME
AR 22 5 K TS Tl 5 Hof b i 22 57, oy, ARSI 1) 22 57 i K (1 - J = 1.00581, 1.07031),
TCIN IR (1) 22 572 (1 — 3 = 0.85733, 0.99401), TAKN B 1) 2 7 d5e /N1 — J = 0.75432, 0.78082) . iX HJ e
AR s ERAT 6, SER T (BP S BB e L lr), SHAE AR, X T M aEnr
AP BRI A%, AR T ) s ROR SR T HAR T4, W ISR A 2 T AR Bk A . T
BT B R s MO 2, S RSB B, BHE S HMh & AR ST ) B SEI@ N

SEEVIREAE B 1), BRSBTS B R TR T S AR, S A
Fdid, FEEETRRFEEEET, RUEXIT )5 B AR HERRTE, X ICARURIAR U &5 5% e 1) 4 FH A3
R IEE AN HAD L MVAIC, AF AT RS 1) A P i T S B AL A Bk, 22 AR 0K, JC R AEZR >,
SR AR — AT S ISR, SRS o5 ST 'S 45 AT 1815

il 1. WHFLHE: ARSEAFIRLE TR R BT N B AT ? A

FR%: WamAEEIE, UHRH BB, MR R, BRI B, R
E SR I [A] P X A4 RS VR, R i — e oA . IR, SR )G, SMFE AR E I AT
T4

75 B T AN [R AR AR S T 7 SRS A R T B

Table 5. Comparison of English listening strategies used by different grades

5. NEIFRAERIENT IR ER PRIXTEL

i EA R
ANOVA T EFE
[R5 b/ STy
BEME ETTHEAEENE G74()) G70)) I-J B
SN K— N 0.42127 0.007 K— > KW
ENAIR 04 p < 0.001 < 0.05
Wt PN K— -0.42127 0.007
K— N L 0.42333 <0.001
INEISENE  0.007 p = 0.002 < 0.05 K— > Kl
N R— -0.42333  <0.001
K— N L! 0.56136 <0.001
HAZ M 1% K= PN 0.38352 0034  J - > 41,
<0.001 <0.001 < 0.05 _
S P P 056136  <0.001 AN > KM
N
K= —0.38352 0.034

B2 5 RN, AN [RAF G0 15 U 77 SR A A FH P A7 7E S35 22 5 (p < 0.05). AR 2 8 LBl nT 15
WS, RINK ., K= =FRE B EREER, K—5K2, KR=E =M LR EE
S EERhEERS, K— 5 KIULEAE B3 2 % (p=0.007, p<0.001), HAK—7ESEmsfdH _F 82 KT K0,
TEAL S ME BSRES H,  R AR S R RAFAE R % 57 (p=0.034), H R KT KPY(1-3=0.38352). iX
ARERE IR — RIEAE T RFEVIIAM B, B B G R ENE S B ORIV JJ 58NS, 3T [H 1 SEng
AR Z W, MRS )53 TEH T B O 15 215k, Wy g S 148 F e v 5 .

VIR R R IR (] 2), K— KW B0 SeiB T 727 21 il e B B 0 2% 21 RIS B bR, (HiX
Z5MNARMSE, R H RS R RIGEN . ANEEREE, MESERLRES, ETHIRm
SR T), FAESAW SR Z RO ERIE R H ORI 1K, AR Z 8 KA RSN 5 4R IR
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AT R AR RIS TR 45 H SRR L PIEORAE, WTa 520N, FeE g i, B JREAE. T
KIUBT B, BRIGE T2, 2 8er AR RIEr B R Q2 e M, 5 T0x T J8E T IR 2R,
IRZ BN L EIATIGE IS, 8BRS RIWT F7 560 -

Bl 2: WEFE: ARXUT 2 A BRI R ST R ?

KIS BRI —LEWr i H, S8 RETIREE, MR IR, 42 —BihE, Re
HE&BL BF A CK K2 ST

L B, (EEIYIIE & REFE AZ T, WaE —weSehl, R Mgtk N,
FENT I R D A REFE B R . EURBA W /75 R eE W TR, AR & Rk
Wr 71542

6 B T AR JK AR SETE T 7 SR A T R KR EE

Table 6. Comparison of English listening strategies used by different listening levels

% 6. NEINT K FEZENT IRER £ R HEISTEE

o EA A0
ANOVA Wik eimka
BIRERE
R4 &
BEM T PN B W AIKE() W IAKEQ) I-J B
2>4
) s 2 4 0.44013  0.045
BRI 005 P <0.001 < 0.05
Hi 4 2 -0.44013  0.045
AN S 0.033 P <0.001 < 0.05
o
ﬁi%/mrg B o0s2 P <0.001 < 0.05

e KRS E : BUR A B — R EEIT IS, FFS 1 /8% 90 20 LA IR EF, 5 2 /8% 80~90 4y
BN, 75 34K 70~80 /2 (A —%, J¥5 4 1X3R 60~70 4 ZIAAARGF, J$%5 5 103K 60 4 DL T AR ZE.

HI4E 6 TR, T /KT s RN 2 1] B 2 A A S TR T ) SRS A8 ] E A7 AR 2 2% 22 57 (p = 0.045), H.
RIAETTNEN TS 1 (1 - 1 = 0.44013) . Wy JJ7KCPARGSF . — M. ARZE [ A W 9 [ FE T ) SEm 1 4 B
BEER. SEVTREAEY] 3), Wr IR I 52 AL AR T i etk HLERA IR B W AT 1
B AR Sy AW BE T, 00— MR [ 22 U A o e 7 S s R Rk i, AR/ 58 I W 0 s
Wi 737K P A MU PR 2 PR DRI SRS AT A S 7 TSR s R A P T S 2 22 5, R A B S5k, T
XL B IR AL LW [, — B AETONFI B AE b 0 22 53 BARSR IUAE T J1 /KT B 1) 2 AR A AN G
Mz, Wr mE sl IvE s s, REX B CRIWT KA ST, HREW HEAT B BAR I S B S
AR

Bl 3: WEITE: ARGEAFIRLE T 0 S VR T B e 0 5 B 2

FFE: 2R, ZiCHi, FHRE, LU IR RRIRNE BN, AN KESH BRI AT AW /1753,
AR, 2 AT ZRAN B BARI -

G WL Bid, AR LTOEN, SRR —/NBARL, (8 S A B I T 2

gi b, RO

H5E, BRME, KAEXIGET /R I 2 Z A5 SRS, A ME IR,
/AR TC NI o T DA SRS P BT L R AR LIRS s A SR th 2 A
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TR, WEAT (I FRALIR, (EAF— PRI, %SRS R R SRS HE 4 BT 10 rhfE—— 00 TR ik
WS 1T, TCUN 0 SENE F S A A1 T 2 S B HEAT U, ot T I Bt 2 S 1 s 42 DA R A YR BB 1T 7
[y E g

R, AR LA O SEET A S FE AN 3T AN %, BB R I k2
PELENT SR F I B2 5, HoAb L kS R RIS . Bt K S A AR ) S A A7 7
RS, HEMEGN %R AT 5B %R, Kb, ARSI SRR, ol
(2SR, INEISENE 2 /. IR, SRS RS AR b, PR S AR R g B KA
MRS RSN, BIVRIEEN BAS R e, AR RS AT A NS, BRI R BRI T s A
R, AR RS ZE I AR S Hih AR S S AR K S A A T 5
WA SEE R 1) 22 S N T AL AS IR S , — T, DO A RAR GG RS, R SN E
P, AN, TR FOARE R, 764 o (i AR R SO 07 0 S0, e, i L R
e, A AR S RIS BT, BT, SRR MR TG SN A S [
% BE T ALSE I RS, 75 SERIIT Ao, T8 A SR R S 2 2 K, i iR e e e R
SRR CURRRE R 1 BT, SRR, MRS A R S K, HoAh L e 2
BARBI U IR 2 B, ZHON— A SIS, BRAh, BRVTBLARGE AL, W IR RS bR
MR, SR G RGN, %SRS A 2 R

H=, ARG IGEN DR IRE, WEERER, Ko, KSEREIGEN /2]
HHSI I LR % R, TR —RKIERGARE SR, SAUREIE AT A, 4 X IEENT
S [0 FAEAE Y B PR SR BRRUEE ,  AB AT T007 3 S (0 CAR B 25 1 IR RS 5 i . TEiR R BEIE R
MIE R A, M2 A ATk — B BRI, TSR S 48 ) R IR IR, — R I AT
T — IR, SEEL AR R ET2R, 59— R T07 72 500 () 2R,
AR SRS 2 SR BT T 750005, (S0 A8 B B BT D (1 03 8 A8 1 LR 2o PO . S T P 5 phy 2
HEISAENT )2 SIIERNS B, ST J) SRR L B2 4, T8 HE N K2 2 M 2 ilid KR 114557,
o2 S AT T IR, BRI 2R BIIE A ] ORI BRI SEEIT A 5Es, FEET 13RI 2 1
B, WL Z o T2 T DA BN, AR X T 07 7725 ST SRS 3 A AR AR, Hadk
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