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Abstract

Carrying out research-based courses in English is the most important mode of teaching in Chinese
universities to cultivate international talents. However, due to the non-native language of the
classroom, the difficulties and challenges exist for both teachers and students, and few re-
search-based English as a Foreign Language (EFL) courses have been analyzed from the student’s
perspective. In this paper, students were interviewed from 26 research-based courses in English in
10 colleges of a polytechnic university through a questionnaire. Attitudes towards studying an
all-English course and the associated factors are analyzed statistically. The results show that up to
56.00% of students at this polytechnic university felt the need for research-based courses in English;
however, 62.5% of the students chose to take a course in English as their main motivation for com-
pleting the degree requirements. In this case, 62.86% of the students do not preview. In the group of
students (32.00%) who chose a course in English to improve their knowledge, the preview rate is
greatly increased. Students’ English level is closely related to their mastery of the course. Students’
poor study habits and restrictions on their choice of major can have a negative impact on them.
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Table 1. A survey on the attitude and situation of the students of research-oriented English course in a University of Science

and Engineering
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Figure 1. Students’ attitudes towards the implemen-
tation of research-based full English courses
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Figure 2. Students’ motivation for choosing a research-based full-English course (left) and their preview (right)

2. FHEFRMRE S ZCRIEN N MIEFFOMIBRE)

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2020.105132 808 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2020.105132

PR 5%

B ASSCRIE NG, Ko R 2B R R A FUONE 5 WO RAR A AT 1 (1] 2), IXFRBH2EAE T2
555 ARG IR KRR, M5 AEH S I BHER . SaRRskE, FAEMNS5E
SRR — MR, RN L ER I 105 DMEEA T, AT FEASECN 66 4>, (il
1% 62.86%, {HRAE 53 AN ARHASRT AZINLIIREA T, AT REARSECN 25, HHER R 47.17%. X
LB, DIBARI AR TR IG [F) 220 B S G Bm 2K, fEm BRI T, FAESAWHRIA Y3
F M, R RN A L B AR AN AR
4. FIERLRENTERXNEE
4.1. FEEFLIORENRIN

S e B SO R B AT DURERS A E B 8. Bishie R AEEN LSS . FEhk B DU TN
HI, #ahit$e EE2 BRI GIZ), VLN B R AR R R 3. &5 Re A
H, FEAERIE RSN AR E AR TG — IR, WENE R AL ERE R REAAR L, X AR
EIRTERIIEAC, b 58.10% 805 A X FR I EIRFEEA 2 50.00% (K] 3), BAH 6 MEARBIL T 580 A
O, 0 ESNEBRMIFEAR T 67.92% 1545 AR I EIEFEE KT 50.00%. BT CUE L, E3HFHR
(1 [ 27 P BE R DR 27 128 BE B Ay 1E, P2l A AT 0y, B FEO AR R R T 5 .

m A E R = ARRT] /o5 = LGP

60
50

40

55
37
32

30

20 17

10 o 6 I 6

1o 1 11 00 0

, = : S |

FEA: LT JUT-BEWT (CSLE S FEAWT A

A

BAfr:

Figure 3. A statistical analysis of students’ motivation for selecting courses and
their mastery of knowledge
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Figure 4. A statistical analysis of students’ English proficiency and Knowledge Mastery
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Figure 5. Statistical analysis of students’ preview and mastery of knowledge
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Figure 6. Statistical analysis of students’ preview and mastery of knowledge
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