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Tt B AR LAR, R SIS RNANE B I ST O T £ R B2 )
AL, BRI 2 T 701 5 OGHE 302 ) R R 2 2] 28 G A FH ) Skems b o 18 5 DA
AR AT 5 B0 S AR D AR IE O M . AN, B AE DR IE I 25 e, 2
I R gh s Sk R N %2 —. Bachman & Palmer (1996) 5, A 5Engfie
SN2 A B S Al R ) AT 55« MR IR B R R4 BH 90 A I SRms, AMUE
Wi TR SR, R ReRs 3 BB T s il gl A s e A N R 55

TEREF T b BRI R Z EE FHL%E (Rubin 1981). I13kRi& (Anderson
1989; Cohen 1984; Cohen & Aphek, 1981) FI4ik){kiji% (Gillette 1987; Lennon 1989;
Wenden 1987) {178 A KR HEu 1S BRI ZE DA AN [k~ 22 AR AE A R B 22 ek Lt
TG, BEEVITUNERABIRE, BEH0E IR 1047 4580 7 BRI A5 T ok IR R
F T SURIE CBRFROAAMER 2 SR 148 AN S5 R 2 MO R, DARELF Il T fif %
A (PR A IR o IR 5 SR 4 7 AR e oA B S 32 (Kunnan 1995; Purpura 1998, 1999)
DL AN ) R IARAT 55K ] s ik 45 5 (Freedle & Kostin 1993; Bachman, Davidson &
Milanvic 1996).

HAT, BN ARCTE 5 5 2SR 1) 57028 SRmE RN 5 7K 2 1) (1) 08 R A5 2 R =
(CAkTT . EArdE, 2004), (HIE TSRS FRH M IERR, =z SCuFpist. JFH, 1E&
TE AT RF M ZEAERNR SO RN BA A MRS WA MRS 0 SR BS A FH 2R LU AL,
T CAAS SO A M ARSI T AT 955 W ) SRS IR 5

2. XHEkERR

a2 ) A . HARGWREESE ), HRTMGg— e, iR A s m ) (1) %3
# Rubin (1975, 1981), Weinstein & Mayer (1986), O’Malley & Chamot (1990), Oxford
(1990) #11 Cohen (1990, 1998) 4. fE# LA NI Oxford (1990) MWL AL, AA —iE 5K
W SR 2 20 IR ) 5 BRAGERIAL T 28 — 3 5 R I B AAAT 4 DB a4 75 . Oxford (1990)
X T SRME R 7 2 B TR 1 5 PR, AR B 5 =22 10, W R
A A A T L R S0 . Cohien (1990) K SRl i XA 2 ) 5 A0 58 I I 5 4145 I
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RO HEREIEAT I AT A, SO ERMEAE b DX 5 SR ms R S AT O (b 2 A A SUE U
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TS5 BT 45 110 = R U AR T4

W ) BRAA S — AN SR I RE R, A PR A AR F (45 S e B e B B A R
i, S AIEF MR GFR¥. ke, B B 2B %5 MEEES AR
CIF S, A M) BT (Buck 2001). Wr g BEAARAR 22 5 5 (KR E 5 ) 1z 3 i 4 3
fhiE 5 H At —% (Bae & Bachman 1998), {H AT —SL4GAE Sk —T5 1, 78IS 75
BIER, WV N AR I TS S AR, WA B LA PR B S0 W ) N R SR 1]
BRSO KA —FE s 12 V8 R A Ak S ELAE B Wi J LT3 ) ) 25 8 A B 1]
FIHARE X 3012) JE (memory span) BN Jy FI g vp R 15 545 T 34 .

JUTER LR CA A DB 185 S SRS WS, R A48 LA ERAR T U5 A AH O 1)
W R, Bacon (1992) KB MIEE (retrospective approach) 35 2 7EWr ) B figd i) A
FH S A7 A0 B S8 ) 22 Sk, SR SRS 1 22 S o Wir g B (1) &5 SR & MEVE T - Green
& Oxford (1995) il ANOVA FIE 173 At & ISR W& R FHFIAE: 35 2 2 B e S 3 AH G,
eI, AR L, AP AR . B E (1997) DL 12 24k
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X 16 44 AR ETE T A AR WG TR A, R IWT ) ST ) BRI R I, 4L A
S S SR AAE B PR BRSNS RA G S R AR VI 2R kmg . £ (2002) SR E
IR T 178 ARG L lb 22 A W ) SRems A AR 0, A IRIIT ) SR X WT g 145t
—SERITIN E S7, (B LTI B A B 5 w820 L RMIR 20 2E A S A T _E A AE B35 1 22 5% . Phakit
(2003) KM THRZRMEN 72087, MANOVA Fl[A[{Z1)51% (retrospective interview) 7%
UL DA JA0T R % R 7 DA R0 S s ) A T 5 0 P ) 152 e 0 R BILAEAH DG, /KPR 25 A AR K1
Z A T 2 (0N AN SRR . Oxford et al. (2004) it T R4 MWE5% )i (task-based
approach) W ZEM:, A AT I FANIRI 27 o) SRAT 25 B8 T 0T SRms ) i A, XA A4 fg
SO S AR H
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3) Cohen (1998) &t 7EREAT HI000E 5 47 AT W AN RIBT B, AT I SRms AN —FF,
I DURAT R R AR Z A ZIAVRIZ G = AN Bk 3 P A FH 1 S o % [l 45 vh B A 1 RIS
A e BT R (S I HE

4) Zin R 5 K2R (Likert Scale), 1 R/RNMAMEHZENS, 5 KR s Eff
iz, M1 2 5 Lo AT H AR G o

5) 71 [ 4 (1) f5 5T T ) 85 45 U B ZEARAIE B SR SEBR i DU, 265 1 FEAE — I,
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AW B R AR 72041 (exploratory factor analysis) FIMFEAS T 4656 i il
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FAN R F RIS AR 52 (R RAE DGR B, e & RINF N AE A T4 i) . H AT OCTE 53K
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4. BHES NS
4.1 #A 4t
=1 MAREREIE

Wt JJ it
V45 12.384
FrUEZE 2.8198
(v 2.0
I m o 20.0

AR SPSS13.0 il $idh. LK Bons2ikFHWr ) GEA R IES i, AT
S, VEREREE. HET 12.384 FFHAMEA 2.8198 MbrifEZ, 1R HaEWr ) st
F AT 15 7R K% X 3 AT 85 T 10 2 O RK 24 X # (12.384+2.819~15;
12.384-2.819=10), fZAfiE 140 % m/K V2428 154 ZARK V24 2 5 R 316 4K
P
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421 PBCRAE W SE R R R 7o bt

Wb, SRR E SR T 00T . SPSS B 1 e E AN SRR, ASHIFSY
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K m R S S . G e R 80, KMO {HKT.9 £RmRIEE B4 KMO
B 7E.6 LU M k. MR A N KMO = .939, Sig. =.000, &ondEw & Sk 72047 .
00, RN e SPSS HR I o A AT AR 1 1n) A R T A SR R R
AR R FHEECR  (extraction rate), 3% N T MIIAR & (1) R P BCR A /E.45 UL,

MW P AT UL AZ B A] DAHIRAEHR 7 (— ol R BCR & T3 R A S X). B
HYF 45 B2 72 9 AN KT 1 BIWIUEHR1EME . (initial eigenvalue), BTk 4 59.072%, WL N,
Carroll (1983) & H #E UL T 255/ AW LA B AR K TEEET 1, AN T 1 IAE

NI
F2 BHERE
Extraction Sums of Squared Rotation Sums of Squared
Co Initial Eigenvalues Loadings Loadings
mpo % of Cumulati % of Cumulati % of Cumulati
nent Total Variance ve % Total Variance ve % Total | Variance ve %
1 14.054 30.552 30.552 14.054 30.552 30.552 | 4.741 10.305 10.305
2 3.243 7.050 37.603 3.243 7.050 37.603 | 4713 | 10.247 | 20.552
3 2.228 4.843 42.446 2.228 4.843 42.446 | 4.416 9.600 30.152
4 1.751 3.806 46.251 1.751 3.806 46.251 | 4.307 9.362 39.515
5 1.480 3.217 49.468 1.480 3.217 49.468 | 2.468 5.365 44.880
6 1.214 2.640 52.108 1.214 2.640 52.108 | 1.818 3.951 48.831
7 1.117 2428 54.536 1.117 2.428 54536 | 1.752 3.808 52.639
8 1.057 2.297 56.834 1.057 2.297 56.834 | 1.735 3.771 56.410
9 1.029 2.238 59.072 1.029 2.238 59.072 | 1.224 2.662 59.072
10 .963 2.094 61.166
46 .186 405 100.000

Extraction Method: Principal Component Analysis.

W00, MR . o TR BRI ANME—E, o] LIS PR AT T e, AT o 1 DA
TREFELE R ik, 5] DA BEARRE 00 7 ki . T SPSS SR T 7 ZE MR AR IEAT ek
(varimax rotation) J5£3 i 41 JiE4% f5 1 R -4 (rotated component matrix).
< 3 hEEE R RIE FRERE

Component
1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9
item37t | .694
item32t | .629
item36t | .622
item33t .615
item40t | .609
item45t | .605
item31t .556
item41t .553
item35t | .454
item11t 737
item8t 724
item7t .699




item10t .653

item9t .622
item13t 575

item6t .543
item15t 493
item49t .812
item50t 774
item48t 774
item51t .763
item47t .602
item46t .538
item42t 490
item24t 677
item23t .662
item25t .636
item18t .607
item16t .606
item22t .568
item17t 510
item20t .666
item21t .620
item27t 454
item19t 452
item26t .750
item12t .624
item14t .397
item44t .337
item38t 718
item34t .556
item39t ATT7
item?29t 614
item28t 574
item30t 426
item43t .588

a. Rotation converged in 11 iterations.
FE, B d. 18 o SRARONGUIRE NI 7, AEXS IR 1 fir 44 e HY el B
A3 (Cronbach’s alpha) ¥4 T EAIHIE . 76 Al 7 {915 R RAK .6, JEATT LIEZ
x4 EFwma

RT ik T FUM A B rh 4B i3
1 R 37,32,36,33,40,45,31,41,35 .870
t2 A TR R T 11,8,7,10,9,13,6,15 878
3 PRI RS Bt R T P 49,50,48,51,47,46,42 .864
4 RIS R 24,23,25,18,16,22,17 858

th Sy e A R Oh B A 20,21,27,19 .730



6 BHEEAISCTA T 26,12,14,44 .590

t7 S A 38,34,39 550
tf8  FHUINRHAS 38 P 2 A A B 29,28,30 764
t9 X AR T 43

P, SEMUAILE T BUREAN BT T S 0 AR e 1 P AR D DA, R A LA
DR (AR SCHE B LL K EAT KMO 5 Bartlett BRIER S (KMO = .875, Sig. =.000), &sn] L
HEAT S IR 33 T 2R A KPR 7o SRS H R Bk — 2B A R 7 Sk, AN AR
RAE RIS 7 EAT RO, AR AR AN 7 B8y BB, DU R X 24y
P R LEIEAE R R (AR AL 1) 2, MRS SR T 2RI, s L R R AR
BN [ LBBRG P R LUN e o i R RE R, BT R AR, B EMRER (i) W
IRUTHRA N 61.676% .

*5 NETRIIER

Component
1 2
tf1 .844 .024
tf4 .824 170
tf2 .818 .052
tf5 .787 .108
tf8 .768 .166
tf3 .619 .345
tf7 -.149 .865
tf9 .220 .591
tfe 486 .551

a Rotation converged in 3 iterations.
4.2.2  ARIGUIRZS T ) s R R 1k X520 A
] L R i AN P RS, AR A N AN (0 nf $5848). nf1 B
BERMMAR R 2, (5N 7, HAhHRT 6.
% 6 MRS THEF

Ry g T FUM A B rh 4B ()i

nfl  FIHIZRZR. FRIIATRIG P2 454 B 24,23,25,29,28,30,16,22,18 1
nf2  PEAL KA KR AR R 49,50,48,51,47,46,42,44 .865
nf3 R PR 36,37,33,32,31,35,45,14 .860
nf4 A3 3 i W R PR T 7,8,11,9,10,6,13 872
nfs  AiHRIAE AL 1,2,3 767
nfe  FHPERIDGHEHE AL 26,34,12,39,38 615
nf7 R SCEREFD R SO Bh AR 15,19,17,27 736
nf8  fikrid A 4,21,5,20 .699
nfo AN A BRIEAY 41,40 639
nf10 XU 44 B M iF 43

AR XA B (AR DGR BE RN KMO 55 Bartlett BREATIG 45 R AT 58 IR IR 748, 7
AR HIPIR A IEA T
R7T ZREBARTER



Component
1 2
nf7 .808 .229
nf8 .802 -.005
nf3 774 .298
nf1 .742 372
nf4 721 275
nf2 707 247
nf5 .638 =117
nf6 .004 .783
nf10 113 .581
nf9 441 541

a Rotation converged in 3 iterations.
4.2.3  MEXFAFEMRRPRE S P20 b 45 R LR

DTN R A LB T ) SR B BEA G R AR ARARL, &0 ey K IL Rl PR e, L [A)
DRI e (10 DRI -t AR ATARL, mT AR AR s 2 A A P RS TR AT I ARBL) SR o A2 ST B £
FEkut, Sk KEBEA TR (instrumental motivation), 271 i 5 ) B¢ & H
IS 61 3 U S

R, AN ORI ) DR ()i e J DR~ B e o] DURCEI, PR RCIRAS R 25 DR 55 3 ] R
I DTRRZR R BEA— o MRS 0T 28— AN 3L (] DR 1~ D iR 2 i KPR 1 e s 7 S e, i ik
AR TRF S — AN [R] PR D ik 26 5 K ()2 A1 F GBI A bR SOk S B BRAE o IXASAS ] fUE 1)
PLERRR T, AEMIRRES N, 2R BRI DB g, 1 B 3 SR M A 2 K E R T
TEARMRESS, AR IR, T REGE A & PP & 2R BRI ) & 5 D 2T R IR K i
P SRS 7 T S, an A v IR RS T AR B AR

DRI 1~ 43 Bt ] DU HE @3 IR 123 TR 20 Bl (component plot in rotated space), M HH]
DL A DR 2 T ) G 2R o TR AR MRS N & RIS , PERIE[F A2 4]
ANE AN SE o X AT R BH e DGR e s S5 SR M AN R T g B B A, X RIWT ) 3B A%
oy SURA T LA S A DAL 16 T S R SRR B DA G . T4, B T J) 8 0738 75 B fik
BB T AR
4.2.4  MRKFIEMRRIRE N A2 AR W g SRS DR 3 A 45 1 LU 3R

MG MR T = (K 2 AR AT I T ) SR SE AR 2 i SR R TG 3 e e, 3K
5 HE (1997). Purpura (1997; 1998; 1999) (HB /0T A —5. 7T UMW SEEIH X 5]
Z I KPR 2 AR T R AR rh A R B B N A b, TR K TR IR 2 A A 2 A DR AN SR
W&o X DA AEAY AfE, WA A O ERENEE .

MRS N AR = 7K P22 AR B AN IE A AR 120 B, IR AR K P 27 AR 1) B i3k 47
K7 M (R 25 BB 0%, BOMERRRE o mT REAE AR IITROIR A T 27 AR 0T SRS 1 O B2 R BRAIK
AN 2 B R AR A W g B A 1) S0 0%

4.3 IR THE

X P A LN AR B AT MO REA T R0 1R 45 A S0 7 v 7K 2% A A S R 2R (1) P 35 {E
BUR TR 224, H#H 2 M JC W k227 (Sig. > .05).

ARG N R 2 2 AT R IR SR B 22 B, B T K2 2, AR P SRms i %,
TRAHI T 25 R A SCRFIX— W i o MEE AR, SRBEAT ] e G 5 2% X I ) AN L%
TEAHDG,  F SRS A FH AN A2 DA D i K2 ) B RRK P22 20 o SCRKD7(1995) 4R H,
BT RS AR S IR R IR Z 5, TS IR G 5 ) FH AR 4. 5



VR K57 5038 SRR 2 2 38 A0 27 2] i IR 22 e NI R T8 T AR e, i Bk A5 P )
i, /KT 20 2 R RELE 2 ) SR (R3] L Z ek AR R Gk o T 8 SRl AR 4 XU )
Sl Al T R I R e A H I TR S 2D AR R (SCKO7 . EALAE, 2004), i
JEEASE P 8 SRS e 0 27 30 R 2B ST 5 o

J3AN, RSO T 2 A AR MO R SR T ) B 22 IO B R SRS, 55 (1 — 1k
R R T i R 2% 30 AP SR 1) 22 Rk

5. 4RiE

WA P OL, A B BURT AR R CRE T Wr g SRS RS A G5 A AL, ANTR] i A TR 2
1V TR A SR PR A P 2 v T AR RS, ARIIOIRAS TR 2 2R S R A DG B R LR SR
B TP S A R ) S AR g AR — 2 DOAE TR I S A RS T
Ty BV EE s L, AR (8 27 A U 2 ARt P TP A SRS

AT ST LS RN SR i /K25 30 25 A SRS [ P S v IR 22 2 0 M
VEBIHI, i 7KF-2 203 AT e S AL T 5 LA SR 5 AT 2 2] WU AR G S, ke
AR SRS PR B H R AL LTS8 18 o ST IR L T 5 et 10 5 2R AN i B 1R 26
LEP T

J34b, B T (A A 22 A U BB, 3 5 ST K (K e A 4 2 A AL
FELESENG 7 XX — S AL R S R AR AR 2P
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Learner Strategy Use and Performance on ESL Listening: An Exploratory
Factor Analysis

JIANG Huili
(College of Foreign Languages, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou 310023, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: After reviewing relevant literatures on learning strategy use and its relationship with language
performance level, this study aims to address the following two research questions: What is the trait
structure of strategy use in ESL listening in testing situation and non-testing situation? Is the factorial
structure of strategy use equivalent across high- and low-proficiency learners? By exploratory factor
analysis, this study finds that the basic trait structure of strategy use in ESL listening in testing situation is
quite similar to that in non-testing situation, which implies that Chinese students are instrumental learners
and are inclined to create testing atmosphere in non-testing situations. Moreover, there is no systematic
factorial difference between high-proficiency learners and low-proficiency learners. Strategy use alone is
not a sufficient condition for high performance.

Key words: Listening, Strategy, testing situation, non-testing situation, factor analysis
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