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Abstract

This paper is divided into five parts. The first part takes the proportion of poverty-stricken stu-
dents in Tianjin Commercial University in 2020 as an example to illustrate the practical signific-

XES|H: EVEM, AR, M2 FKEEX KA SR SRR D). BT EE W, 2021, 9(3): 467-474.
DOI: 10.12677/ces.2021.93074


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ces
https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2021.93074
https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2021.93074
http://www.hanspub.org

LI

ance and social background of this study, and combines the existing research theories to carry out
the research based on the theory of intergenerational transmission of poverty and the theory of
psychological capital; the second part shows the research ideas of the group, designs problems
from the economic and psychological levels, and explores how they affect English learning The
third part points out the research objects and research methods selected by the group; the fourth
part focuses on the research results. According to the results of the group study, the fifth part
points out that for the poor students, only financial assistance is far from enough, the existing fi-
nancial assistance system is relatively perfect, we should pay more attention to the cultivation of
psychological capital, and gives the group suggestions.
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Figure 1. Distribution of CET-4 scores between poor group and non poor group
B 1 ARBSIERFRAXENLEB ST HE

@ FKBEIR NS 5 AE B GRS b e K. AR, BEA R L E BRI 2 S TE 18 M o
T SR R KT AR, 460 20D (& 54.04% > B 40.91%)iE it (& 77.78% > B
60.61%), WLIX 2, REAH 2o AR L B3 AR BEAREAS T SEAN S 6 DU 2 % 53

DOI: 10.12677/ces.2021.93074 470 eI G=R Tl


https://doi.org/10.12677/ces.2021.93074

LI

50004 & 24.24% 33.84%

460%1500 16.67%
425%11460

19.70% 23.74%

425078 31.82% 11.62%

RBINAR 10.61%

40.0% 30.0% 20.0% 10.00% 0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00%

WAt m B

Figure 2. The distribution of CET-4 scores of boys and girls in poverty group
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Figure 3. Distribution of reasons not participating in English face-to-face teaching
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Figure 4. Distribution of poor group and non poor group working for English train-
ing
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Figure 5. The cognitive distribution of the influence of economy on English learn-
ing
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Figure 6. The distribution of relevance for future work and English
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