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Abstract

With 78 English learners as the subjects and through questionnaires, and background data analy-
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sis, this study explored the status of their technology affordance perception and cognitive en-
gagement in the mobile environment. It found that: 1) The subjects’ overall performance of tech-
nology affordance perception was good, which is over critical value, but cognitive engagement is
middle; 2) Compared with emotional engagement, technology affordance perception had effects
on cognitive engagement. All those are helpful for us to understand learners’ behavior and atti-
tude in mobile-assisted language learning and to enrich the.
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AFIHLASREAT 2 2 BN T8 RERL AT IEAEAS RO A RS, iR A A T e 4, XN
IS T TR E B IR AT EOR B . N LR BEHOR B 51IR T 3E SURH AT R R4
BTN R R, BATERNARESF SHE /KRR RAWZIAN], a B THRTHA I H 1
RS . WERSERL . BUF A& BOR BURX L QFT I N7 S PR B, 4 22 A [ ST B hfs
25 E[2] -

N T RERL A B S AT SN BT R sh B B B2 ST R 2 — . AIRZ 5IEF %2
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UNTRRIshE, 51905n%7070 HAEWRMAN TR GEIIEZIN, RFRESIHEAR, G
N PR B IE R A S WA . AR T IL R R R U0 H AR R 82 4 O T4 TR BRI A
SIBNK . HAd 24 78 4. MK E T Pascual Perez-Paredes %5 A\, Kahn [41]/1&E%R, H4&id
M. X2, 76.83% LM, 23.17% NS FREEH 16 £ 3] 40 & . ZHEONFEE, HIRFE
Ao FEHEZBCARIE L, EEIE 1R,

Table 1. Demographic information of participates
*1 25FERN=78)

Bl HE 4
5 17 21.79%
)
s 61 78.21%
%0 76 97.44%
JiRNI4
1EHR 2 2.56%
16~20 19 24.36%
R 21~25 62 74.36%
31~40 1 1.28%
Yl 1 1.28%
N LR 1 1.28%
3]
AF 56 71.79%
fiit 20 25.64

32. AIRIEMLE

AR KL R B A T, R TR S N R IR R IE 2 S F A R A
FE I F AR LS 72 B 25 ST NDUIR . R G EFEP I 7. 28— 0 R TOEA I HE AN OGIHHER,
AFEHER] . FEE . FAMENY . 3B T ER TR A T SR A ) 3 A PR AU AR R A B R 45 3R B A AT R
TR S BN 549K i Pascual Perez-Paredes 25 AFl1 Kahn [ 45 55 R ANFI S AR ER, 25
AFEH P AU IR TEE IR EH s ANFRAFF RN . 258 & a7 H iR 7T b 5,
Ft HABFIE KA 5 .
3.3. #IBSHT

I ] S IR R B A SPSS 26 AT M, 1148 S FE FTRUE A I AE R H2 2 JE N, KMO R
0.768. Z JaARWFFHAT T XS 4L RAT T A RPE T A B0, K ARGFREZLIIRAN KR, @
it SPSS 26 AT /M, WA = ANYERE Y Cronbach R AT HE(U# 2 FiuR).

Table 2. Validity of research tool
2. B ERIFEMA RN

i 5 24 o KR Cronbach ¥
SR TR 14 Pascual Perez-Paredes 4% 0.759
VNN 3 Kahn 0.766
THRBN 4 Kahn 0.750

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.1111659 4912

PR F 22


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.1111659

AN

4. RM511i8
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TR BEAR R R TR 2R ) B . 48.72% 7% ) AL A 0 57 =) BRI 2R FERR A RIS FE . 58.97% 9515
5 21 N R R S S v B 5 NS B PR A o R AIVERIZATIB 0L, 62.92%%: 2] #F A [Fi
FIVEIZAT R AUF. LERIE IR RIS, 47.44% ) N AR 4L SR B A .

4.12. RFAFEES)

PPN BT 2] R YR G ) FHE R EZR A W& 2 s, 47.44%H] Pl RS se i M )
O A (ST SRR A A A TR A B T e SIS A (et T . 57.69% 32 1A [ A
YRS AIAEAT o 61.549%7% >) 3 I\ [RIVAI B A5 FH A2 2E 5 RN 5115 - 51.28%7% 21 5 A [RIUR A Bt AL H
BT AR TR IR R .

413 RABEFIE

A SR R 52138 1 E SRR L EER . RSB SR AN 3 PriEoR, 50%:5 > A R i fre gt
PR B G R B EE, 46.15% ] A RV B e (AR 9 B E 50187 21, IFA 46.15% % >IN
(7] P DA 22 5 R R 25 s A R BE B4R T 05 27 21 o 48.729%7% 2) N R AIUE AT LA E 5 IRFE )
BRI .

MELR R T BUA B, 220 F Rprhar. AL smZ0ARRIELS] & Bk, DU 7 483 i 2k
SIS BRI AR 45 77 RN R S TSR 35 = AN P A BOR 28 TR AN RIS BE 1 o5 B2 i AN 10%.

1.28%
PO B REBRER > 1 15 A L FR S e A A 24.36%

61.54%
T 10.26%

TESR P AR 5 1 2R AR B 1 2 ) B0 28.21%
T 48.72%
T 16.67%

YR8 A R 51 A S L P S AL 21.79%

WHRIBLIBAT RIF 14.1%

YRR R YA I AL B AR 20.51%

47.44%

25.64%

e B BRI NRIRAERIEE AN ANFEL — & AR
JEH A

Figure 1. Learners’ perception towards user-orientation in using LAIX
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PSSRV, BT I ATLRLF L AR

YA B BIR 3 S

YR BExT 2 SETAT

A6 FH R L R A4 £ 82 5 A

A5 L 8 LR 32 R I e 2

H1.28%
W 2.56%

32.05%
I 47 A%%
P 16.67%

10%
N1.28%

11.54%
P 60.26%
I 26.92%

10%
N1.28%

15.38%
. 57.69%
I 25.64%

0%
11.28%

16.67%
IR 61.54%
I 20.51%

10%
N 7.69%

25.64%
I 51 .28%
I 15.38%

T B ESBTRIACRIEE ANF . AKES — B KRR AR .

Figure 2. Learners’ perception towards improved English learning in using LAIX
B 2. JAHETTFRARIEZEINEE L

N1.28%
T 6.41%

FEARIBLE, WA LA ISR T IR B 24.36%

I 50
I 17.95%

H128%
I 8.97%

A PR B L BRAR R 1 R SR ) 34.62%

P 46.15%
T 8.97%

1o%
T 6.41%

A5 FH R AL BB A IR T LARI AL 4 B ST D 22 ) 19.23%

P 46.15%
I 28.21%

1 o%
P 10.26%

RN BTG = WA EE I8 30.77%

IR 48.12%
I 10.26%

E: B LR T RRAEARFE AR ANE B AR AR

Figure 3. Learners’ perception towards being self-directed learners in using LAIX
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4.1.4. BREBATIAFIEAN
SRS, o) B R A S P R NE A &, Z4EEERIE R 3.5 BF, T & .
52.56%%% ] F AR A FH R 2k 2] FER, RN T RIS K. 32.05%5 2] 3 I\ R A Ul A i s 5
BT 53 RGEHEEL T 0, i E0: S FA FAE A A USR] B AR, R B iRm0 . 51.28%
) FONE B BRIR EWER, Aok (E 4).
0%

. 6.41%
MERARMA VLS DIEN, BRI T EREITHR 30.77%

52.56%
P 10.26%

B 3.85%
I 21 .79%
JFBE I VBT 2 RGRAL T RIGOHG 26.92%

RGBT R T RGO 15.38%

T 15.38%

10%
I—11.54%

HERE W, RAE L% 24.36%
e 51.28%
I 12.82%
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Figure 4. Learners’ cognitive engagement in using LAIX
E 4. FIEFERRFIROERIZNBESLL

NN S E TN A 2 —, HIFERNEGIAE. WE 5 FiR, 46.15%% > %A [F H A H
WA SR > ERE, JR/2D 700 (HAE 38.46%F1 37.18%:2% > & ot Hofti IR AT 25 > IiER), KA T LA
T 20 7 HA SRS R 5] BN, SR I a] i () GRS r S

1 0%

S 7.69%
A FRRI LR ST LB, BRSO 37.18%

P 8.97%

I 6.41%
25.64%
AEH A BRI LG, BN T UAET 20 7 HAb 3 T 38.46%
I 03 08%
— 6.41%
_— 3.85%
P 11.54%
AEFH MR BELR ST LRI, BB R AR 37.18%

——— 34.62%
I 12.82%

T UM ER TRIACRIEFE AN ANE — B NFEAIER AR .

Figure 5. Learners’ cognitive engagement in using LAIX
E 5. FIBFERARMFEHBERIZNEE S
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N T IRFCHAREG FRRFIR 2 ST Z A B OC &R A FOR AU P AR B 3R TF 31527 2]
FUSCA B B2 2 3 545 BAR NRI SN T OG0 AT o 45 S /R 2) 8 I AR 44 70 1800 R 5 A 4
NFAERFR, PIFAR WA P AR -FJEES: I MO B £% 21 5IMHRANAZEA R
FEMIEAE DG, S50 AT FARRE[42], (HET AV TR 3 1 8RB AR AR N A 22, 1 R
NZILFEm, FFEARE . FP ORI ST 505 MO B £ 2 513 50N A etk =
TN, HEREEBALG I8 LR, teoh, BN S AR B 5 % P) 26 R (I
3 FI7R).

Table 3. Correlation analysis
2 3. WARGBFREAMME SIENE XD

Ak a0 PETH I ) IDYSIE e Sk UNEIN TR IN
FH PR 1 0.330” 0.039
T HEIE2E ) 1 0.364™ 0.035
Mo EEEE 1 0.385" 0.168
N IEC N 1 0.476™
IETE-E5 AN 1

WIRTSCHTIR, BRGNS NN Z MAFE IEA R K R o AT L4k S0 1 AR 25 F52 I AR S0 4%
NBATENEHT, AR EETEM . DOAMBANFEAE R, BRGIFFNALRE. 451 ERAES
TR 51T NN R e R B0 R =0.191, 7 25 {H F =5.809, p>0.001, LEZiit2#mE L. iR
SRFEAT URRE 19.1% M 2 5 R Z G RS, I IR (ILE 4).

Table 4. Regressive analysis of technology affordance perception
= 4. FARGFRRAITAZIZA B =Y R

R A & R & B SE Beta t Sig
0.786 0.629 0.153 1.251 0.215
PRI 0.105 0.090 0.124 1.176 0.244
I IN T
BT T2 0.174 0.208 0.246 0.839 0.404
BSSIEEX 2k 0.302 0.162 1.868 0.066
5. &1

AW RMNEFFER A, AR T I8 2 3] FH 06 DB ST AR R I BOR  92 G0, LA AE A FH %
A5 2] DB R 11 B NN o 45 5 I 08 27 2 38 R R e = /N4 B ) R 4 7% B A B At
m, SAEFEME Y 3.864 3.94. 3.71 4. HIHEIANFINFBABMEE —M, 7308 3.56. 3.29 7. #H
KMEGTH R, HARGIRBISIANENEZHEG, ST, MEBRALESTERE, —#HMW
BMEE G A 3. XRPEAFEXNB P E I RN, BERAB TEFRIERF%,
EMG 8 R E R R GIEBEANT . MERESH, REFHE TG R, X R E AR N
HRKo (AR T — SRS, 2% 3] GBI AN NIE 7 Bt — 0 5| R A .

B AR LS TR EN AN BN 5 A Gt 28 L TN R B, RRAF I ] LAAR SR 546 FH %
M R, A bR, Wik, NV FATIRAE . R, A TR R R B A T
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