Modern Linguistics IIfRiE = 2%, 2022, 10(9), 2039-2045 Hans X
Published Online September 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2022.109274

HERERFEEATKE
54RERMR

¥ &L e’

YAVLITE S B A E R B, PU)I T
PAVLITE B A A2, 01 AL

F I EBRMEE

\

ks H . 202248 H13H; FHHEM: 20224F9H21H; kA HM: 20224F9428H

H E

FHUBEANMBHRENZHUNET FIENFZIREELMEZHREEMEE. BEREYANEL X
TEEE T EIH HAKAF AR —, EESMRIFAIN TRMMIE, FEFIF K ERMEEE
HHNERFHRRABEROE . SR BERTERERE B AR 2K B BRMBERAEE R 5 H K
Z5. LW, 20048 KFIEFEIERHS LRSS EHRRE) AN R(ER)H, ARESEE
HEMEAERNZREREREFIRAEH. SREW, KRANEBUESBREGN, RN, L
WA BEAMABMERELERN, XEBRMBESRANTEFTERNRE: HiRHHET R
BHAHER, FEEBESZIPRANMNELER. BIRUIABEREEREIGEHEPREROT
RRf—ES%,

XA

FEEFEIE, WEREEX, HHlER, BB, ZERBR

On Self-Efficacy and Gender
Differences of English Language
Learners under the Flipped
Classroom Teaching

He Xiao?!, Hongyu Xie?

1Department of Foreign Language, Neijiang Normal University, Neijiang Sichuan
2Department of Educational Sciences, Neijiang Normal University, Neijiang Sichuan

Received: Aug. 13", 2022; accepted: Sep. 21%, 2022; published: Sep. 28", 2022

SCESIF: A, B B URE AR RSG5 B BORRE SR E T IED]. BUGE S %, 2022, 10(9):
2039-2045. DOI: 10.12677/ml.2022.109274


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2022.109274
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2022.109274
http://www.hanspub.org

SRCR AN

Abstract

The learning quality of language learners has become more and more important since the advent
of new technologies and the diversification of mobile devices. The flipped classroom is considered
to be one of the innovative teaching models that have emerged in language learning in the past dec-
ade, and the performance of English learners’ self-efficacy in gender differences has become in-
creasingly prominent, with the emergence of various innovative and emerging tools. The purpose
of this study was to investigate gender differences in students’ self-efficacy in the flipped class-
room teaching. In the experiment, 200 college English learners were randomly assigned to the
experimental (flipped classroom) group and the control (traditional) group, and the study inves-
tigated the effect of participants’ self-efficacy and gender differences in the flipped classroom. The
results showed that the self-efficacy scores of the experimental group increased significantly. At
the same time, when the male students used the flipped classroom practice in the experimental
group, their self-efficacy improved more than the female students in the experimental group; fur-
thermore, it was shown that male students are in greater personal confidence in language learn-
ing through the flipped classroom teaching mode. The research is expected to provide some ref-
erence for the effective development of flipped classroom in college English teaching.

Keywords

English Language Learners, Flipped Classroom Model, Gender Differences, Self-Efficacy,
Student Characteristics

Copyright © 2022 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

LR, BB BEABORI ST, SRS MR R R A T ERAR . B TR B2 —Flopr %
AT AR, oAy — RSB 2 ST R[] B i 51N B PR B A 2 (FCM) SRt 5im 22 A= 1 27
IMEE, Rt B S E ERR2].

MR ZEAR AT, PAERZMS 5 H NS, BEHiE2AE, 2AESEE AR RS F
T, RIS, NI R AR oA A T, i Al T VA AR S B3], b T A ER
FIFESEST . BECURAL o R IL S 2 RAGTEAE M NIEE D Z R 22 ST, oAb, AR E BaEs)
KR RIS, AT B SR R B B JF I8 R AR R 2 50T — A E RN, A
LS 27 ST 5N AN R3], ARE T RIEE IR B A, RS E TR — B e griRa A ik
2 RN R AR 2 o R EETET JE I D o2 M 1 S8 [0 2 ) 5 SR OO IR & A R
e, $Rpt—sfl . EEEE R, RG2S M LR A B A B A NER . X2
MUK IR I REA R AL 1A 45 2 AR AR G . ARG B B R AR AR BON IR I s e 2, A
FERTRMIEIES, ITH0H] 1 > R Z AT RO .

FEVEN 22 57 A0 BARETT T, AR E A AR EETT, Rl xt i rEn R A E A A RS E.
Lerdpornkulrat S5-2 B 7ER ], HAER B RABERS T 24, RIHFET 5504 KR IR E R & [4].
BHAZE PN Z R ARBUE N, EEFERE RSN L gAML TR 2 A, B

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2022.109274 2040 WRES =


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2022.109274
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

B, W

FERVETT HFRFSAFAE R R UL [5], IR0, A —LeRT FUaRif 1 R8s ARk IR AR b IR e IR g
JIZ T3 T TR DL R 22 5 95 AN [6] [7]. AERI A UR L SRR S A (K01 55 24 ST R BOR A A 45, B 3
RURERBAE A G ARAF 22 IR T MpiE e S5 5 Hh R IR T A2 B e, sREs PE I B e,
Wi 22 R RE AT, 0T 5 52 5] BER IR AL T-H2 I 4E H AR 7728 T 2257, BB MR a Rt
R EH T, — B 2ng[8].

BRI AT A R A0 B JRALRE T T AR 25 e R AW FUH B . BRI S, BT KB
T AL

VR 1. SIS 2 A A RS I [ TR A RS AT ] 2
R 2 SF R 2 A T IR I R A RS ST ] 2
5 3. SIS B A R RS I [ TR A RS AT ] 2
IR A S 2 A IR I 1 R SR T4 T 2
IR 5 S RELZEL Atk 2 e 0 R I 0 1 R 2 B RS 4 e 2
W 6 IR A IR R AN TR S 1 B e A i 2

2. SEHNEIT

2.1. fARTIR

X FE 50N 200 AERS K SF I, SERMAT, IR NI R GHERT 7 M T 22Er
EEKY. S50 200 Z%AREE, BENL N 7SR AT I . RIS 2 . R 2EA TR
TE5MREE. LB SN, B4R 52%, &N 48%.

22. HR®HE

AWFFAE R T PRI S . 55— T B & Oxford Quick Placement Test (OQPT), ‘B #% ki
ERTF ) EAGREENEYE. £ N EENE T R AR ER, OF N A, FRAM AN
AR K FIAEZ N NG SRS . S 5FE AN ELEEMN 1 AR ZER 4 FEAZ,

23. HRERE

XTHEZ(CG) 1 100 44 5= (54% N B3 1%, 46% N Ltk ) 2 i, AMEGL i 20 5 sz R s 205 PPT i
INo FRZITAFH I N - UHZ, WA A R, bR R ], IR R iR A 22 A B AR L.
SATE NI 18 R ST R IR A TR EINR, HTER G AT B AR IR, BUR .

SRS AH(EG) A 100 442442 (52% 0 Btk s 48% R Zct), #ell BARRIRE LA E, HS5/NHT
PEERECKT TAE, DL e AR B 3280 . ZOMPE R b ivs ) — 5 a4 o SR 250G T TR N AR 1) R,
PR EECT /N TAE BN 78 DART SR H 2 ) il 2498 R BIA2 RS, dnliexd ARSI TAE, 222k
FVFE S VR REBAE TR AL I8 AT AT L 0] ¢ T-AU N 5 2 0. O 1 AE B (i A4 R A |

WSS ARSI R AR, 22 A DA B0 A SO IR a7 ) 7 AR 2R o A AT PPty 0055 0 L2
MFE. 1£18 FlJa, PIELE T AR RERERE .
2.4, BiEER

B R AR R AT AE AW ATREAT . 2 18 AR 2SI 5, BT 2 R 2 A R 5 AT
B, RPEEAT AN B AR AR R I e A5 BIER FREAT B AL ST . R SPSS e EWHFLUTVA, X
AT TN T FUS FVE AT 1 B Bl 200 R BT J5 DS O R P ge v . BEXTREAS t far

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2022.109274 2041 BURIE 2%


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2022.109274

SRR AN

Bre N THES 55 M55 MM LW HNR 0 B RT AR < B ZER . thah, RIS 5
X EG F CG 24 I HT AN 5 I e Siidt 4T 1 0 #r o

3. KMERSHR
31 SEWLER

SRABCE t RS0 g BT b, 08 St 4R I ZH 2 A BRI RS R S T R S A 2
S, fEMEISANZ b, RS0 %4 B IRARR S HOR A R E M ZE R . Bk 6 MU 16
(oA sRlal 2. sk, JEREMNLR T K56, PAYER EG A1 CG 78 RINAN G I o 2445 il & 22 S A2 AN ) 1 31)
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Table 1. Analysis of T-test results of experimental group
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