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Abstract

In the era of “Internet+”, apps about mobile-assisted langue learning have become common
learning methods for after-class studying. It has significant impact on oral English learning with
abundant materials and convenience. The present research takes “FIF Oral Training System” as
the object to study mobile-assisted language learning and investigates non-English majors’
evaluation of “FIF Oral Training System” by means of questionnaire and interview. The research
results show that “FIF Oral Training System” has positive effect on oral English learning and eli-
minating oral obstacles. The findings may have implications to educators, college students and
technicians.

Keywords

Mobile-Assisted Language Learning, FIF Oral Training, Non-English Majors, Oral English Learning

BaENES FEIMET “FIFO@INS” 33E
REXRFERIBOIBFEIEMABERR

KEH, FWE

e TR 22k MG 22 P, b
Email: chriszzzyh@163.com

Weks H i 20194F9H29H; FAIHN: 2019/F10H14H; KA HM: 20194F10H21H

XEGH: KR, Ui, BEVENE S S RE T ORF DB FETEL RS BEE LE S ST S R A BT 5
D). BARIE S %%, 2019, 7(5): 781-791. DOI: 10.12677/ml.2019.75104


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2019.75104
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2019.75104
http://www.hanspub.org

KBRS, ZEENE

H E

FEEERM -+, BaIHBITE S ¥ IRAPPLERARIMEI HIE N7, HEE KR KB 2= 1 ERE
PSR IR PRFEEAT BMREM . XEER “FIFOENS” EATR, BRRSEMTRE
MEATTHEE T RZAER X “FIFAEIE” K. S&RRY, “FIFOEIE” XIRMaEEE
REATEOJFEIFETREEW, FHTHROEES. AESERNBE TS, REERBIHE
B EARAPPHITT REWHELER .

KA
BMENEE %, FIFLEYIS%, e REE, HENEES

Copyright © 2019 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

He
1. B%

B R e 5 E PR A AR A 75 22, AR T U 2RI RE 70 C AR B Hh [ T8 27 2] 35 A FR K 3 77 17 »
TR BT ST B SR 20 N A B IR ISR, 3R K A2 LB RE I O KA G R Hee h I L 236
P iR AIRIARE ) A O OBAE[L] NENE S 5 R AE SIS T L SR W R 9ETE
CREASE” , PR TE R RAR, RIAAER, RS, BRI TR R SRR [ 2],
FEBRTE R 2 A S0 VB R A sUBTLE

FARSGE LR, SEEHEE TR BTN IR, — & AR L AR By “ BB Xt
RAEIGIERER R, RO I IESCPRAE ) FEREEN “ TR+ IR Sl (S HORSCRE R, A A
ABEIT KRR KA A FEEBSI &AM EAR N &, FABUE BHEAR R DA SGE K H5 7
FE— 5B RRFE_FANSZ I [RI R0 R i (R SR SR IR AL B 3252 21 07 [ R R [3]. I H., #UE #RAE 2007
AT CRPAZEIRIEER) gl B Beaaly DELRUE BEANSHE, Fehl MoK,
SR FCAI AL ), AR TE A G BRF 152 2T, A R fE . 1 5 3% 80 APP 1
RFETEN T RZIGE R TE, TP EIEE H R4 T HlE, BRSS9 5.

2. HXRMEIR
21 Ba@REESFEIAA

T s Bhil 5 % 2 e RN =, A RSB FESE[4], A R E R AR ZH[5]. HH Z 5] H A
B, FEIRIZHE BT HAPAR SRR & BTG 5 % 1 — M 2107 e AEA— AU R 5T
S T RBERMRE, BaEIEENMEE S M@ e MASON HE Uiz A& e F LRI N
AT BB 2 ST 2 21 U5 3K

LN} 2008 & 2018 “E+-4E[H] K FAE SSCI. CSSCI K CNKI It 7518 3 A IR 5l 4 Bh 91 24 3 S
BRIEAT BRI, IO B B4 Bh il 2 S M Oy ERR IR D iR s, L AN 28 Y B [615E N R B B [7]
EAERNG TR — A 1 = S5 15 B R AT A RN T R ik Ao 45 SR 3R WAL Bl 4 B i 5 2
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217 A IEE B A EE W, AR TR ENE SR8 /1[8] [9] [10] [11] [12], Ko AN X —2 2] J7
FRFRRAS BE[13] [14] [15], A A2 R R R Re T2 S Sl A & — AN F 51k [16], 18 2115
TCR 545007745 3 18R TE B AR [17].

2.2. PEIEREXRFEOEFRESIHELHAR

] R g RS AR TR B RIS RE ) AN E R WA 4 i 1) 3152 [18] [19] PO 47 [ A X R4 1
BRI, HNEFZ RN =AAE: THER IR R T, TEBEEDTL, CHE PN k.
TE i R ZR AT T, — 822300 Oy U TN A B 2, AR 2 0% 1 mT B g PR\ [20] [21]
[22) 0 =y 2k R B2 s BRI A 0& AR [23] 0 B T X Nt 3R DO 2 4k, AW det 172 2]
FIHLAT FERE I B [24] [25], $R AR T2 301, %28 I m S EL . SR AR T E O AE
W, AN BRI ZEAT G R 7520 1) 4 45 Fan i), 2R 0% THem DB Re I IPE R A A1) BT E 7L
Fig A BETE FOT A A0 B RS AE R 115 B8 ) Kk e 32 BERRAG[18] [26] [27], ARl /AR
HeEX R, BIINTE DB HCE s FE RE TG [28], R BEEVE 201 M T RS #2405 30 [30]. Stk
[FIEF, 5 W T8 5 A ) K R AIE A /NBE, BT BN )R 5 2% ) O 4 i s B
FIEEA BEER31].

3. FIF O®N%& RS

FIF B ISR R G2 HAEDOH CF R —3EBA F 5 FHENZ AN A S IVFE R 1) 2 2 B4 S
HAERRG . ZWARRRAEBCERG . BEFNE . R AR 220 J7 T3 B BOMAE B E B
ARSI R B ES), REAEG ERE R, I B2 ERME TE SRR N A, AR
BEVPII S 15t FIF REGHAFE N IHENLGTE, SR FoaR MR I8 P /S R R ),
PURDA R RS 5H ), eSS 7 TED. VOA M1 BBC B iAs il 2, I B3 Hra ke Ui H
VBRI E 1R, ERAEZ mEHEAR, EIES G RRE S IR T R A — 2 MBS . ZRGK
FHIE T IR M4 2% DNN 2544, 51\ Minimum Phone Error 25 [X 2> V£ Il ZRdE AL 5 3k P18 K s 4
(VLTN). g Il ZR(Multi Training). PAEERE A ZRAMIAME(CMNL VTS). Bl A H & B ZR(SAT) 51
B, B DRI AL R AP RE[32] 0 1% 5 Gt T AR S 5 AR 0 AR RN 22 4 P VF oy B K 24

= Bl

Figure 1. Materials in FIF oral training
1. FIF OiBINGRRE AR
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IR,

10 B2 BER B 55 2R 4 E il A 1 B Gt A 5 R B BGEAT IR AT 7o ST A SE o & e, TR
i3 ) R AR i T AREDIL) 1R B SO E R DL AL 2 FiR), IF B AR G RE KON AT ST LA 3
S P LA S8 3 5 (B 5] 3 BT » BU ] UM ZR Gt P A5 T R AT AR 55 10 2 A RS 15 DA 58 Bt 1L

I BT PLE R HA TR B s 2 A 22 SR G (1A 4 BR)

FEe B a6 Re

%

Please don’t judge me !
Figure 2. The feedback of pronunciation in FIF
E 2. FIF OB A & R iRR G

< PTAHE

25 FERE HaE

B RE  RHE | REE

RERERE
ERARAIE
OEE

RIFRIE. B

BRI B 100% 87

BN 100 86
HRITC 1009 83 B
HReR 00% 89

Figure 3. An example of result feedback in FIF
[ 3. FIF OB S R iRl

< RERE
7% 6 25%
2A(3%) >
TA(2%) >
1TA(2%) >
54\ (93%) >

Figure 4. An example of the report in FIF
& 4. FIF OB R EIR & 15l

T
i

4
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4, BAEWR
4.1. HZI0)E

AT 78 T EIRGTLLR 3 AN T ]
1) JEFLRFARX “FIF LHBIIZ” EIRERPITHN anf? 2) FEFE R2EAENT “FIF LB
F B FEASPEN a2 3) ARH K2EAxt “FIF HHEIIZR” i 2] 5 2 PE ey 2

4.2. MANREMRTGE

TSR AT AR, AHTFEI A T AL R Tl K — R AR ST £ 90 44 FIF HIEIZRIN 2
AR T R o XSO GOR BB, EARTRE A B b

4.3. MRAHE

AHFFERA T 105 5URAHSE G 1777 X 90 A2 ERHT T B RE . WGl “rEa” K,
FEAE R AU B BY R R 90 4043 2k 4, [BICR AN 82%. il EAASL 25 @, 45 1 & 21 @M FLIE 15
R /TSN K7, BRSBTS 5 RiRis FRe 71 0B E e M k., DL ESEGESR G2
TP AN RGREVE NET, RS 5 HERIEA, 15 AR R “EEAFE” “ARAR” “A
Me” “Fm” “dEFER” o FAFEPBE, R\HMAH “FIF BN 195 08085, Xz
APP 2 3] 5 ARl . 58 22 SN TR APP X i 2 AR B IR R M W B I 2 THE . HU5 M
I T TR 1) R, DS S ANTELR ) T AT CFIF EHEIZR” 2 S 8808 e 2 3107 SR s S

AW FR LG TTIREEC. I 90 X G BEN LG 19 4 2FEVENUIRN B ViR S 3 AN 1§
FF: 1) IR0 “FIF FENZR” BTS2 7 2) WEASKRE, “FIF FHEIZR” Mg R NiERe 1A
g ? - 3) VRIS IGE ERE SR A A A A IINE? FTA U5 RS 38 A SCAR DU 2347
4.4. BT

AW FAE B SPSS25.0 XF U HE B AT T R M RIS BE AR o M, O Bh O R PR 7R 4R
(http://www.corpus.org/) &% wordart £ 2% 17 z= 7341 £ 4t (http://www.wordart.com/) X i) 25 [A] 25 HE B S0 78 %6
BT RIS

A ) 2 (45 B RN R il SPSS25.0 BEATRIN, HahRAansE 1 f% 2 Fior.

Table 1. Reliability statistics
=1 BEEE

Cronbach’s Alpha N of Items

0.977 21

Table 2. KMO and Bartlett’s test
=2 BENE

KMO Measure of Sampling Adequacy 931
Bartlett’s Test Approx. chi-square 2119.931
Df 210
Sig 0.000
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KPR o

2 4

N 1 Fros el BTN 0.977 KT 0.8, BoniZin & B G {EE . KMO BUREE D) PE &% 0.931
KT 0.9 HEZEM 0.000 /NF 0.5 FoniZ a6 B A R m p 0% B4R s m) BRI R 45 /P R p et

5. GRS
51. AEERSE

5.1.1. EEEEFEX “FIF OB FIHRETH

MWL 1 S 21 BNSHEE R, RIEBIZH 60%~70%1 %445 T HE Mg, X
WRE R EAEEE T “FIF LHEYIZ” MARNRIER . 83.34%[M A F APP J5 & & FHAE A Wi 35 038
66.67%112=E M H FIF JE L E M A B aE &8 hn; 70%00244EFH FIF 5 i s infs4k; 66.67%
M2 FIF B 2500 BE nuEff ;s 73.83% 2% 2E (6 FIF J5 Refs S I B EUE B 76.67%(12%
AT FIF J5RE8S BRI AE &1 s 72.23% 1) A F A FIF J5 3Rk B HE BT RIZ 8% 61.12%(1)
SAER FIF JE R85 B Wb TE CHE AR R BT 7. T2% A A FIF J5 DB RIS
EINESNITRTE Ll

B AN TP 1) 2 A R B A ONTEAE T FIF B IR G H 3R s 5 B 51— 5 T AT 1R 25
T R EWLASE B, AEEK 90 44 ImI &\ wordart 7E 4817 I K 5 BRI s, ST/
a6 H IR e, SCF KU Z 4k B LRGBS B AR, i A
SRR — R ER 2 S, VIR HIER MR FIF R4 H W R E RTS8
FILAE R TR E CREARIERERE, AR FAEXNE S R OGEAE, HEahH FHRIEM K & 70 HAMSE
PEV R AR AT H A RIS M. £ LT, FIF BAREA LTS, HERGHWNZ
FRANG AL F R T AP R RIS, AR T2 S G A RREEE T B3 A, Pl
FIF %R A U B R T B TR R, SRR &, AR T2 EHSUES.

Tl AT RHAL #8 E

frHET R £ B W LA T RT A

ATARKE

AT T o

RA B

RYRAEFTEAMRLE AT 8 REXRZF

W A L B T2 R B TAEAT R A
EHFEAEBMEX

R KA

RERRE N EH

1% B

s FAAL o2 '
EEEAR R TR

Figure 5. Students’ evaluation of FIF oral training

E 5 FEIMER “FIF DBINE” BFEILRITN

4 3 R 1 Vs AT 5 IR %, BolE R FIF X LOEAER A AR, A
RIEHRE D, #IJ7maiiis . HX 2P AZE AV FIF 2 80RAE, R
AL T 3T,
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Table 3. Word frequency analysis about the results of students’ towards FIF
3. FEIMMER “FIF OFINE” BEIYRAITFN RIS

No. Term Term Frequency Document Frequency (%)
1 R 37 8.0434
2 TEH 32 6.9565
3 B 31 6.7392
4 i} 23 5
5 il 16 3.4783
6 Fik 16 3.4783
7 W 14 3.0435
8 T 12 1.7391
9 B2 10 2.1739
10 (EHLS 10 1.3043
11 =) 10 2.1739
12 $m 9 1.9565
13 B 7 1.5217
14 T 7 1.5217
15 2 7 1.5217
16 B 7 1.5217
17 Tz 6 1.3043
18 bl 6 1.3043

BRI, KRER S I F A FIF S geih B BOREUE, (R RSB aiC RN, wa)&ik
T AN A T2 N E R A4, JGETE B IS A PrEcE, HERIAE B EANZ RIS 25T, 1Ak,
21 AT LU HER I A & BAAESE, ISR MR SRS, BRANRIL B st E .

5.1.2. JERELER “FIF OFBINIL" B5EOEERREMN

Kl 6 SR M IF R B4 FIF LB SRR CERE RS 5 4y, 16 SR
RN RFAMEN . WA RIS . X BT FIF R ESIRBAE R, HH
R LA A A SR R S PSRRI ELRT CAEAT AT A [A] o b s R PR B IR e B R s A
iFIZE>) . F 8 I KA FRIA UL 48.89% I L B A7 F1 58 —, IX FBLRE T FIF g il % 2 g, ¥
BOE A B8 W TR . 42.22%024 4209 FIF 3242550 K 1 32 21014, R 25.56%61 2% A4 A
NIEANE TR, X RAEAR DT RO SBTE, SRk T AR5 % K2R A fE BB XS] T 6
AR R TR IAFIBUR, R E FBR T A A E% R8T, 22.22%1% 400 FIF #
BHAET T ITHESSR L F S1E 0, 38.89% ) 5 AR (EAT L 5 Bk AR B I 5 15 B 2%/, X Uil FIF FHIT
HERAN OB H R SH B . WNCL BN AMER B2 AR E E T FIF XSHERR OB RS R R,
ROV R SRTAHE T AT, A3 E DR 1% APP X EE T BBk ks A # B, @I U5 ke
1, X BRI R AR FIF Aot TS 0 DB () e R FEAE . R B8 DU /N ) 20 i E i
BT EERMIARER, AR T 224 T 5 AR E B 715, (B A S BR AR T P SR BT 1 SEBr E EAN
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2FETIFCRARKE . 48.89%
biEMEEK, s I 38.89%
oHE/MEXE. EE I 68.89%
diEBmEEsE I 28.89%
cREEIMEEEINS I 42.22%
fogsenire I 25.56%
gi@FHEL I 22.22%
hIEERHES I 17.78%
iHAe Wl 2.22%
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

Figure 6. Students’ evaluation on FIF in eliminating oral obstacles
6. IEREFEXT FIF JHR OIBRERFHIITMN

5.1.3. FEEEZEI “FIF OIBING" FEIHRXETM
TE 55— AN B, 22425 R TAHATTACN FIF EHEIZRAR R 2 Ak, 45 5 2 plia) = n 1
7 BN o

RERERFATE o
TRARGEE o gz

HEREKRS L ]
AT B i 8] 7 5% B K
3 HIAA 3 TR AR

ﬁiﬁﬁ”&?ﬁﬁ‘ﬁw

A AT AR BB )L AR T A

A LTE

3% A ] 3 — AN AT ZOR A LA
H A4 R E Zz%?*w’ﬁ /Ti”l{T
Tk FE A E
FHAFE S A R AR A AR
HREIRYS BUELTEH
T fni kﬂﬁzmxw&ﬁ

—‘C%E/L Kt‘ FFH] %7 ] % J%u7/f]/ﬁ’]TJ’

Figure 7. Students’ evaluation on the disadvantages of FIF
B 7. ZE3 FIF OFINE S ERITEN

BARAE LT RS20 FIF DS IR 2 SRR S AT B L v Bt 7 T (R PP AR s, (HL
AR RGBS B A RE AL, I 7 ATRAEDRAE AN FIF I E, (HR 2 iR i
NREEABNIE F 210730 FIF BUBOCE SIS N Z R SR A8t R BESE T I 25y 2 EAT A6
o X ANE RGBT e, A FERZ LR . A AR N2 R G BT PR BEK
H I IE R SRS RE R . EREGEEN T I IINAAE R, MRS, XS8EET
2 A% R G S IR R R B ANE T T e BRICLASE, B — 8 A A BRI A K, S8 TR
TR — B e B SRS BT 20~30 7041, HA TSR AR S FTULA AN FIF
XA 5 R0 >0 I A RS T AT T OB TR1AG PR o I EL 2R > HOAR 2 S s o iy R PR A AN
ARERF A RINR AT ZM PRI o BhAh, MECRRIERYL, “AAEATAN FIF fRGETEAGS . Xk
) R IS A T R R A T B DGV I R

i —NIF I Al SR AR T 2R M sl il B 5 2 21 05 SN ORI B o B R sl B 20 05 502
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HEZRBUR, 22 445 LR BT APP SEIN HANAES S A IR R X Tt irik, e E
[Fl2AAE LRI HE SRS, TP BOMR = 45 07 e S B

5.2. RGRITL

FEREFL 19 VTR F T Ja, IR BRI A Z 515 R I 19 4 A AR ROR I 5 R ) 802 s MG 3R
EAATT AN 2 TR, BxTiz R sl APP 77 b A7 JEiE 22 S # AN H i I

— 5T KER SRR R AT 2 AR A P T AL AP (KN PR AR AT v 22 ) LA = 4% D5 T 5 g - 25T FIF
HAMA, ARZ2FRRK FIF fEfEs bR, ARSI 0E 1 325> (Rt 35 5
A6, F 5 R AT S HE R R E 2 RIEATTR . LR, RELELR FIF MARAELZ
RN, AT CLLEH E QTR MER AT 20 o) Bidioms, kB 2ImT BN . BRANEA RIS &
Gl & B AN ST O FHE IZ H B BB, B T PHE RS, i B T . &5 A e
#EERBRE Gk S —J7 i, LN —#E3F0R FIF HIEIZRIFECA L DB R ) B2 4R
Tt PUARATTSE G Tl WA SR R, P E IR WA ROy 2OkR R A SR ARGE R, A
CEEm A L2

ViR, 1EEIE T MBI A TEE T T8 APP I H 531, IATFHLHAM D) REH K17
AR, MR SIROR . IF SRR WORBOA #UM B A PEmE, S B2 k. m g, K
PEAEAE PR B B 5 o ) TR AT S R EEUNAT e iR AR, R SRTAE IRUCR A
AHEZER -

6. &it

TERBNBAR KRB E KRS T, Bahfibis & 5 2177 KO &Rk 2 A, 3248 75
IR G, MG T BT RE PN TT, SRR T P B PR IME AR AS A2 o (HInr ey
BIX B 107 A RANE R, 780 R HAE A 2B P ISR AT R . B0A TR ey
AT B DR A i L

B, B BIRI RS ST R BT LA BIRAR S, KPS EATE, HREEERS
FAERUURMER, R A S AR o X g T R B IR RS T S L, e SRR i FH e 15t i
AT AR R P 4 (IR 55 -

Hx, W THE TAEE RGBT 51 3 H MM E FRITT. EHEAE 30 AHIEE F 3T R G R 1
P, A BB TR A E R ROERE SIS, AT EMIKERAR AT LS8, NI
KA HR SRR E A G AT, PR AT 208 SO R a A et . Bedh, A
FERI IR S B IREAT B 22 00, BOMBARYE T OLSE O B, Bl Bh A A B Rl ks, 5HCAAR
FARF 22 21, R 2 A 2 S DU AT I8 A AN M 42, 5 BB 2 AR AT A 280 B 25 2] DA e
H 260

e, AN NS APP BT B B2 AR, WRMANRESEE R S0 Tt FIHZ 15K
BEAT A B 27 ST IR S AT VRO B Rl 22wl o ST R s 22 S0 TR RS AT S A, N 323 R
RT3 EAMEARTRIABNFAIMNICR, BT B AR, ERPI SRR h AW
BOE S H B 2Tk,

E&WmE

b ZE G 2018 EERHG R AR RS I H, WH 48R B ReE S R R
YOE BRI R R 7t ” , WiH %5 : SM201810005010.
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