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[G1]:

1
df .
Sig
7777777 M-"""SD-~"" M "SD.-" "M ~"SD.-~~"M ~Sb-~~ "~~~ "~~~ "~~~ 777
3.380 0.207 3.380 0.221 3.41 0.228 3.390 0.218 0.473 2 220 0.624
2.530 0.597 2479 0478 2.714  0.610 2.575  0.571 3.592 2 220 0.029
2.573 0.577 2.525 0444 2.736  0.481 2.612 0.509 3.575 2 220 0.030
3.181 0.650 3.180 0.545 3.302  0.738 3221 0.649 875 2 220 0.418
2.910 0.651 2913 0.612 3.127  0.577 2.984 0.619 3.072 2 220 0.048
3.108 0.699 3.022 0.673 3.179  0.692 3.103  0.688 0.973 2 220 0.380
2.831 0.635 2.867 0.534 3.042  0.644 2914 0.611 2.595 2 220 0.077
17.132 2912 1698 2.402 17.408 2.664 17.409 2.664 3.958 2 220 0.020
Bremner Goh & Kwab
[91(490-514)[24](39-53)
Goh & Kwab
2
(24139°53) Bremner
Green & Oxford
SILL [10](261-297)
[91(490-514)
[22](320-337)
3 )
3
1
Macaro

[22](320-337)
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[G2]:

Macaro
[22](320-337)
(F (2,220)=0.728,p 0.05)
2 t-

t df Sig.

M S.D. M S.D.
3.376 0.225 3.419 0.201 —1.410 221 0.160
2.536 0.545 2.651 0.618 —1.413 221 0.159
2.614 0.521 2.607 0.489 0.096 221 0.924
3.167 0.610 3.329 0.713 -1.771 221 0.078
2.966 0.630 3.019 0.600 —0.597 221 0.551
3.116 0.675 3.077 0.717 0.398 221 0.691
2.902 0.614 2.937 0.609 —0.412 221 0.681

3 (
28 175 /120 s

F Sig

M S.D. M S.D. M S.D.
3.341 0.192 3.354  0.236 3424  0.208 3.248 2 220 0.041
2.206 0.510 2.563  0.502 2.668  0.594 7.915 2 220 0
2.224 0.438 2.529 0.455 2.754 0.502 15.541 2 220 0
2.999 0.561 3.185  0.579 3.296  0.699 2.584 2 220 0.078
2.575 0.594 2.825  0.550 3.178  0.595 16.481 2 220 0
2.936 0.561 2979  0.718 3220  0.679 3.885 2 220 0.022
2.708 0.507 2.855  0.645 2.998  0.600 3.141 2 220 0.045

4

/62 /81 /80 F df Sig

M S.D. M S.D. M S.D.
3.396  0.266 3.368 0.181 3.409 0.213 0.728 2 220 0.484
2464  0.549 2.507 0.632 2.729 0.491 4.806 2 220 0.009
2.466  0.470 2.493 0.478 2.845 0.490 14.752 2 220 0
3.180  0.637 3.142 0.625 3.333 0.675 1.932 2 220 0.147
2916  0.621 2.859 0.644 3.164 0.555 5.619 2 220 0.004
3.097 0.714 3.012 0.679 3.200 0.672 1.507 2 220 0.224
2.831 0.674 2.809 0.559 3.085 0.580 5.088 2 220 0.007
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()
5
Nisbet et al
168
[11](100-107)
[25](14-19)
()
(stepwise)
6
( )
0.144
2.1%
5
0.193(**)
0.175(**) 0.506(**)
0.151(*) 0.267(**) 0.406(**)
0.271(**%) 0.449(**) 0.590(**) 0.345(**)
0.185(**) 0.365(**) 0.363(**) 0.348(**) 0.549(**)
0.256(**) 0.463(**) 0.539(**) 0.356(**) 0.626(**) 0.471(**)
0.006 0.087 0.131 0.108 0.144(*) 0.046 0.125
#*p o 0.01( ) * p 005( )
6
R? F F t Sig.
R AR
.144 .021 .021 4.710 4.710 144 2.170 .031
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The Relationship between EFL Learner’s Beliefs,
Learning Strategies Use and Language Proficiency Level

KANG Jiandong

(School of Foreign Languages, Lanzhou University of Technology, Lanzhou 730050, China)

Abstract: The present study, based on the investigation of 223 polytechnic college students, aims to reveal the

relationship between EFL learners’ belief, learning strategies use and language proficiency level. The result illuminates

that 1) learner’ belief is less likely to be affected by the learners’ personal factors, such as language proficiency, mood

and goals, etc, compared with the learning strategies use. It indicates that the learning strategies use is not only the

product of one’s preference, but also the sign of one’s cognitive style; 2) learner’ belief does not relate to the language

proficiency level, while learning strategies use is reported to be closely linked to it. It also shows that learner’ belief

significantly relates to strategies use. All of the findings show that learner’s beliefs and learning strategies use are
external factors to language proficiency level.
Key Words: learner’ belief; learning strategies use; language proficiency level



