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English-major Students and their Dictionary Use: A Survey

SHI Geng-shan',CHEN Guo-hua?

(1. National Research Center for Foreign Language Education Beijing Foreign Studies University, Beijing
100089, China; School of Foreign Languages, Hebei University of Technology, Tianjin 300130 )
(2.National Research Center for Foreign Language Education BFSU, Beijing 100089, China)

Abstract: This research investigates into the current ownership, frequency, aims and strategies of
dictionary use among English-major students at Hebei University of Technology. The findings indicate
that training in dictionary use is necessary for English-major students to develop their ability in
autonomous information retrieval and effective language learning.
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