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Abstract

Based on the theory of affective filtering, this paper explores the influence mechanism of ambigu-
ity tolerance on senior high school students’ foreign language learning performance. 245 students
were selected from a high school in Yunnan province, and Second Language Tolerance of Ambiguity
Scale (SLTAS) and Foreign Language Classroom Anxiety Scale (FLCAS) were used for the test. Results
show that 1) Foreign Language Classroom Anxiety plays a complete mediating role in the process of
ambiguity tolerance affecting senior high school students’ foreign language learning performance. 2)
Ambiguity tolerance cannot affect foreign language learning performance through classroom speak-
ing anxiety and negative evaluation anxiety, but can affect foreign language learning performance
through classroom examination anxiety and general anxiety, and there is no significant difference in
the mediating effect between the two paths. Conclusions: teachers should take the initiative to re-
lieve students’ anxiety in foreign language teaching and replace high-intensity classroom tests with
comprehensive evaluation methods such as classroom speaking and classroom interaction.
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1. 5|8

1B 75 2 FE(Ambiguity Tolerance, AT) X UM 25 & BE, f 5 HH 38 [0 3 % K Frankel Brunswik T 1948
A2 o Frankel Brunswik KB A B A — M AT, WAL 2RO B 1 A FEIR T B U B
JBA F X (Authoritarianism) )58 R [ 1], 5 KB 70 E AR ML EEAL B3R 1 O ZRE AT 7o 088, AN R4
BT R B BT, RS T BOCE BB S FOR W W DERIT AR, IR, SR UIZR, 5
iy K& R IOC R, FFHBEIL T AR AR MR AE W N SRAT %% A R R B 2] 7E3
B, BT E A RIS A RS RO A A B, G HRAME ST . AR E TR
BB AR S AR M EERIAEFR3]; A BER M S 2] 3 A0 R R E AR S W S ER AR
FREGTFIAMEAE BREE J1[4], K2 REA 5 S 0T AME 2 2] MG PR FE[5], T AME % 2] KRS R B A 2 5 4k
WK A k¥R EE R A EH 6]

W AR LS ) FAEE S ) R IE R S . AN E TR S IR T REA B — PSR, JRRI
OHE B A BERRLEE[7] RO IEIIR YN, 1% R R ME SIS I E B 3R, FE AR AE R .
5 ) AR AME S ) IR AN T G b TG R 22 ORI E BB R, X SR B ol o ) ) S S AR e A
175 28 RS2 R FE R HAME 2 SRR o B AR R () 5% ) F IR e A 52 A 2 20 @ B I BOR T BB 5E,
DRI T HE A PRI AR, R 1 2% IR IS A 48 B2 A W T 3898 22 ST F 5 S b, S HeAME 2 ) UR
TR S S 20 B 1) 2 =) 2 W ISR 55 2 2 I 0, IR MO B FE e N 27 > 38 IO ER R, X
S35 1 5 SRS A2 I S LA T7 T = A T AR R
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B 55T b X7 20 R X AME KT B VE FR LB 2 3 B4R e AME e T T, VP28 W, U
B GAMEFERE . AMEACEARAE— e Ro POt A R . R B 5 A B 5 2 ) 196 2R [8] [9]
[10]; 3 XU 5 ANE T 7RG J2 M B A s 2 Il 6 2R [11]25 . I HRT 98 T 22 o M B8 B8 A 7K
SR T T, SEAT DL I AN ST B A A . A S AME R G A Ry 7Ek
FERA T T B 2 DA b sk % 5B ol ke . IR, G T e o A b A B A
R STRENL . BRI, AT DL A B TR AON B, MM 2 R 1 £ Sk e e S 2 R
TR SN SR B, LA T U7 2 R B v R A AME R T R, MBI R
EANE L=
2. IRFG=E
2.1. ARFR

TS0 SR SRR 77 R 5 T S th 245 ZERE, TR A BRI M 1E S 50E, FIF 238

BB, A RN 97.14% . Hh m =4EGE 144 N(60.51%), 5 —4E2% 94 N(39.49%); B4 109 A (45.8%),
24 129 N(54.2%); DU 204 N(85.71%), HAth R 34 AN(14.29%).

22. METER

1) B X FF 7 M4 (Second Language Tolerance of Ambiguity Scale, SLTAS). %[5 & H Christopher
M. Ely (1995) ¥ i H4ERE M35, i 1T A RS AEBUUTE 54 20R, BfkE. B1E. Wik, 5
BRI Wy WIEANEESETTHE[12]. ZAEIA 12 % H, A% HRM Likert 5GPk, wE
M CHER R B CHERARR” S ARt 1% 0 2 0 5N TR LA AR R I () = 218.83, df =
54, GFI = 0.86, CFI = 0.77, RMSEA = 0.11), &% H 7> 5 &80 BEMSE, BreALLIH 8RR B
MR EX AL & o E e, BOUE H R 58T AR 44 , 1% 745 Cronbach’s Alpha 5 0.83.

2) AME R AL FE & R (Foreign Language Classroom Anxiety Scale, FLCAS). %% H Horwitz (1986)
SGENGH], rRE RS EIE. WREEWNEE. MBS — BRI [13]. ZER A
33A%H, AN HKH Likert 5 fivPAME, WEMN “EFFRRE” 2 “EEARR” 5 MEDL. BT ARK
MEHHE, %8R Cronbach’s Alpha 4 0.86.

2.3. HEMIEIE
WFFE N G0 UR B R A R SR 2 R AR N H 22U Je & R s, Dl — M A
FRHEATETE i BB (s T T H 25 )R N S R AR 22 ST K AR &
2.4. WIRALE
K H SPSS18.0 il Mplus6.0 #1547 £idhs Ab AN 5347 o
3. IRGRE
3.1. XTI

T B 7R AR 22 AH FE TR e Hh AR S E PR &L £ JE (foreign language classroom anxiety, FLCA). B X %5
7 & (ambiguity tolerance, AT)5#ME %3] % Si(foreign language learning performance, FLLP)M P 2 [B] {1 5%
o WF 1 fiw, AMEZEIIRSGTEE A RE, AMEREER LS4 MR BEMK, HApsME
YRGS AR IR AL R RO T AR R AR OG5 8 SR R IR TEAE G
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Table 1. Correlation coefficient matrix of FLLP, AT, FLCA and its dimensions
= 1. IMBFE IS, BUBRBESIMEREEERESYEENBEXRBIERE

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 AME %2 St 1
2 BB 0.175%* 1
3 HMBIR AR —0.312%* —0.315%* 1
4 RERFHEIE —0.217** —0.265%* 0.909%* 1
5 PR AR —0.368** —0.282%* 0.684** 0.538%* 1
6 T e e —0.200%* —0.278%* 0.891%* 0.767%* 0.491%* 1
T — MR E —0.356%* —0.259%* 0.825%* 0.618%* 0.540%* 0.613%*

FRERIRAE 0.01 ACECRIN B R FEMK, R,

3.2. SMEREREHNDMTEA

K Baron (1986)% A42 H 3% 5 74:(Causal step approach) [ 14146536 #ME -5 Az FEAE B 2R 2B R i)y
HAEAME S S ST R TR AN W 1 BR, IBREES A=A IR %, Rk B AR EX AR R
SRR ¢ IRV HR, ke FAS SN R AR BN R a (RN E, PAR AR R RS RIS
B RN b AE RNV & RN 85 R W 2 for, HT TR a5 b BRE, HmsMERE LRI
AN R, HA AN E ab 5T 0.09, (HEANER 51.48%; HTBIERE o ARE, TLAMER
AR FEAE IS AR A R P AR MBS ST G R R B T AR, AMER R T AME K
27 10.4% 178 . R SCRF TR EBEE AN R15], s AELEIME 22 2] 7 H 5 R A A AL,
WA B AR B m R A AME RS, R ARl AME IR AL £ R R X AME ST I 52

c=0.175**

SR B > MRS LS
SR ETRE FRE
. c'=0.084 Y
B R AN ER

Figure 1. The mediating model of AT and FLLP
E 1. EXRPDEZmIMEF IR ESHI P RE

Table 2. Regression coefficient of mediating model of FLCA
F 2. IMEREEETNRENEEERY

AR = T AE = B Beta t{H R?
HMEAE ) G AR R 0.561 0.175 2723 0.030
HMETRE RS B A RE -0.919 -0.315 -5.108 0.096
AT 2] S BB 0.271 0.084 1.296

PR ~0315 ~0.286 ~4393 0104
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3.3. FLCAS &4 B 45 E PN YR LR

FLCAS B & RE K F AR WEHRER. AHiFo RN — BRSNS . LA LER P
A hE, FEAMEURE AR TP/ AL At M 2 EE R A R (] 2) 0 MNEIREE NN, JFAT 2 E A
R PAEAE 2 A OL ) TR AR B, AP R Z [BR IR AR AR [16]0 AWFTER A 5K S N HESE (192 5
RIS FEF[17], ££ Mplus BAF AR EEAT R RS 047 o 3] Bootstrap vAH S FLCAS 24K 1 o RN AH
L 95%IEAE X R A WE 0 NHEE R R EMERNIE. SRR, Bie “BUCREEE — REEIRE
JE7 FEAR “BSURBIE — —BEEIE” b A NLR 2, A RN RS R0 0.243 H10.230, 4 E K
IS5 43.39%A1 41.07%. B SR B FE RE i VR AL 5 1 AR Bl — VR £ BRI AME 5 2 S (B REE T
VAR 5 FRE B DU P RS R S 2 ST S

Wit B A2 B A AL IR ) 2% A (Model Constraint) JI 21 2 55t /A8 b (R BIAZ & (17BN - i x
bi —aj x bj), PASKILAYE L 2 [FRFE A RSO 22 57 BB (% 3) TR TR 727 4 AN rhA A, (A
RPN AR 2 A I LL A AE 6 Ml fg. ek 4 for, IRERE BB S 7 vF i 2 FE (M3) I /i 3L
gz AR, WREERERM2)E — BRI RMA) K A R0 & 2 R AR, RIIURA &
A P A R PR TR A RN AE S [R] (4, PR 42 DA ) S5 R P R MR AN 2 3T F S5t o

WRE B FEE

c'=0.203

BN R RS

— AR E

Figure 2. Multiple mediating model of FLCAS dimensions
B 2. FLCAS RUEEHNZEHNRE

Table 3. Estimation of mediation effect value of each path

3. BREPNTYNERDT

g THNAR & RE A 95% B (5 [X ]
HMES 2 5t 5T c' 0.203 [-0.257,0.618]
BURBE — sk Sk al x bl —0.049 [-0.527, 0.598]
BURBE — stk a2 x b2 0.243 [2.690, 0.007]
HME S 2] LG
B AE — R E a3 x b3 -0.067 [-0.753, 0.451]
BB — —REEER a4 x b4 0.230 [2.477,0.013]
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Table 4. Comparison of specific mediation effects in different FLCAS dimensions

%< 4. FLCAS BHEEFEFNYMELE

FLCAS %4k A5 i B A Effect=ai x bi — aj x bj BEX A
MI1~M2 El=al x bl —a2 x b2 =—0.291** 95%CI = [-0.599, —0.068]
M2~M3 El =a2 x b2 — a3 x b3 = 0.309** 95%CI=[0.097, 0.615]

R FHEMD) _ _ o o/ T

U R 1B (M2) M3~M4 El =a3 x b3 —a4 x b4 =—0.297 95%CI = [-0.653, —0.076]

SRV 5 FE(M3)

o MI~M3 El=al xbl —a3 xb3=-0.018 95%CI = [-0.343, 0.318

A g (M) alrblmasx PAZT038, 03181
MI1~M4 El =al x bl — a4 x b4 = — 0.279** 95%CI = [-0.676, —0.068]
M2~M4 El=a2 x b2 —a4 x b4 =0.012 95%CI = [-0.251, 0.248]

4. ARG
4.1. IMEREEENTERNER

RGBT RN, BOUR B RERS M 21 # AME G, WEAERNH A, i T AR B
X HME RS BN R ¢ RRFER, B8 B . RmaaHE oy mis, IR
AN G AT o BOUR B — T AR AR R B 5 KUA% A B 3 KU A B JF B R 2 50
Feanfr T “Ui - phah” 4EREPRRII PN, 52 SRRSO A 2 B RURKURS 802 5] KU T ik sE s A
A A 55 MRS 5 AR ST R AHITRC I, 27 3] KU A AT R 20 MR AR 35 IRETU™ R i . R,
SCRBEARN— R A AR BB S AN, A8 SR E S H KIIMEKT . S5aART RS R, B
XA BEA R ZEINE RS, R AER BN IME RS, P i S TR £ Rt N2 .
MAME R B BN A A R M T AN I, I S 8 RE A M AKX SN R Gt I 52

4.2. REZRERES—RUERENZERNER

FISEPRE IS, AERATIN, B8 5 I le iR a Ml 51 A i A R R B AR RS . IR R e 2
B B LR AME RGN BB A AR IR B R A E R B AME 5 W B B RO 5 B
F, RS AR IR, AR5 il RIS s TRB SO B A AR 2 i AR P, [
MAMEHB RS ZE » — M MEARRE T2 B4R MR SIS PRI T iE i R P8 S, Lt e 6, “ 4%
JOER ERABEH OB EIEZELRANFNE ; 8H 26, “WETHERI L EHIRREK” &, 24
AMAEASRE R B RIER B ARBIN T IE B A AR RN SCESEI S AR A0 OB s SR (0 £R B O g 5, AT 52
Wi TANEH RS AR R BOR B A S EEN, IRERB AT S R R 15 2
G5, AR TR A SNE R ST R BRI .

5. RBRSEN
5.1. EYSMEREEERNEPEIMERSGHRE, BUINEERIEHHIMEREFRE.

VRELHU R A A 1) T S LBR AR o A% GE 2 RH A AR R LALUR BN B SEELIN o AN B2 RHB A 41
HMERE R P AR S A RSN R E E 730, P AR T AR F I EE F A IR A T
SMERE T mh AR EIRE S AR FONEEME IR RS R T, BABINRAR S, MU
& LA RUR BN I SRt R T AME R B 0 5 2 R M AME R R L H VIR AME IR E A
TFIR B AR B IR RGBT R B . B A AR AE AME IR B R B 10
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Fei A B T IR M IR 2O 22 ST RS2, T IUARECE A BRTT 4R 1A 15 25 1 IR A AR
IR o RGNy, SNBSS R P I B RS 48 2 0 5 2 2T RGN 2 S R R AR R
SMA[18]. B ALEAME S ST RE T IR EE R 28 I, FRIE I 48 2 2 R AME ST AR EAE I . AMER
AR REAE O BN AME ST R Tl s e R, BOUE BEEAREEAEAE R T i 2B A
pgt, R BRI AR R AR RS, BRI HAME ST, R, BN B At A AR AT R AR R,
K R AE VA 5 5 SR B BN i R AR A S ST BRI o BOMAE SME S0 o R I R R e D ) PR B S
DRAE 222 LTSI KRS A AR R 1 8 PN BIRBE 2 3] v o 00T 7 S A A 2R AR UR L SR I R K FR R 2
VE SRR A G AME A S B EME RN, WO A SIS, DL R AP ROR

5.2. BAIMBREZRINR, ZURSTHRRERE.

A SRR AT B SO R E M =F . RE B R T 808 2R i — e, fE#
B AV ST 7 IR BRIE A . BOTA AT BB ER S IE B2 B 22 A 1 2 ST R R 2, R
TRAERE IO, T H e I PR B i SO B B T & SSBLE A PR I . IR
WARER I E B P IO, o B RESBAR A AR N AE 77, U PR & o D2 B AR . BARR
5 R AEAME R P BA SR IE A, (BRI S i AR A AR B . 5 A PR 25 R FT B2
HEEIH WA A AR FE S 2, 48 AMEHCA ORI . A, RURT R A1 TR B 2% 1 A Aot FH A0
U+ I ET

N T BESEBIR A S T A B I, S8 R 5 25 10 2 51 35 R 28 1% SR I R R 0
THAREE IR, SO RLAESNE H7 (LR R DAER G PP 7 AU e 9 B R R B 25 o SRS VRN B AR BOMEAN |
FA BV =J5 Vrr . BT AT OB IR E HER TR AR SNEACE, e DOE I R K, KIELE
b A7 FORIPAl 22 A TR AR I AR R 00 10 225 AT DU 5 0 A B34 B 5 1 SEBR 2 ST 1B DR
WREGHUM; BLAh, FEATFEREGEIT IR, Hd AT LU i HAt B0 1 S SRR AF 22 A B AN 22 ST R DL
PRI, DL S 5 BR & A SR 2k & VP4 5 AU 9 B TR A5, SR AME IR B HUE R R M H 2%
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