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Abstract

This study investigated the correlation between classroom anxiety and the learning effect of 665
non-English majors in the lower grades of China University of Mining and Technology (Beijing) by
means of foreign language classroom anxiety scale and interview. Through the analysis of scale
and interview data, it is found that the subjects have the highest score for communication fear and
the lowest score for exam fear. There is a negative correlation between the learning effect and the
three dimensions, and there is a significant negative correlation between test fear and grade. The
regression results showed that three of the predictive variables, namely “fear of negative evalua-
tion”, “fear of communication” and “fear of examination”, all had predictive effects on CET-4
scores.
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o BABEERE . NZERIER T 32 MR, WABI =AM ER: GERE ., 0 fE A 7
MR RR, JERZERPE TR “HMERE” By “EiBERE” , B “IEREEEERE
#*” (ELCAS), i T-M&E AL RFATOEWRE B I EEKT . ZERILAE 32 N8I, 5 S%
FRvFor—— “ORFUVEEE” 5 7y, “HE[E” 4 5y, “ RABEEMASON” 3 55, CIAE” 2 48, A “BRELR
P71 58, AT SRR . R =N W AVE(QL, 3, 12, 13, 14, 17, 27); H A FERE(Q4,
5, 6,8, 10, 16, 21, 22, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30); PN AIRMR(Q2, 7, 11, 15, 19, 20, 23, 24, 31, 32). #idH &
BLFETE (F32E 65.56%. ZE 34.44%) . E 4 (K — 58.65%- K 41.35%). &l (F % 14.59%. 1% 75.19%.
AL 10.23%)

5 317KV ) 2 R I 7 ok A R A i TU 4 %R (CETA) g, B m S U5

(2) Wk

VIRAML BB AR Z 108, B — @ W RIERREE . ASCRAEEMTiR, SRAEEE AR
AT TR PR AR SRR 2 ) . A I AT i) b “ JE g 2 A R PR ARG 5 ) UR R R A WS AR
PE”, SRHCESMATTR, R R an . JRAE R SEE IR A oA R B I R R ? AR A Rl A 4 5%
R ?

PRBEAFAR 1) 45 RO T2 2 BRGTR fEMAAs 2 EL A 3 L AE W 46 5 T 2

24. MRB]
MR E IR A B R R, AR ATRATIRE] 7 5 CLREAT T, R sE L

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2023.13111455 9423 HERRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2023.13111455

R A

Ja, BEAT T ARSAZ S A0 AR o> B R L BT, AT A AR RS e b
AR A B BURZS o DA PRAETEE W AN 2 R 5 22 125, 25 1 ST sl Bes 2 5B sUE
MIAE. ST ks, 5 H 4 Hilld 7 BOb sUEAT KR, e 1S R 25 R 242
NEEZ Y, JFHMIAE . &% T 5 H 15 H3RMG T 665 i n & (54 436 fr, & 229 ). WA
el R H SPSS A AT BAL T . B T IS 774G (1) RS B AR R R 4EE 31
FREEHHFE, JERMSLAEAR t IR T GRS & 2AEARVER A B E TS (2) BURIBHR T
B AE T SO IR A RAR L VI RE . H MR T 5 RS A MR (3) HZ nddtEA %
Br BRI RS T RE S B E T ks, WilRfe, ARSI 1.

3. B/ER5WiL
3.1 RELREBISAFE

7 1 ATDAEH, #l 3 10 B AR DEE = S F 80N 3.0048. FEVIANRAM 4 ] G IH 7, Jas e
(M =3.2577) I E K, HiABMA(M = 2.6271) )M /).

Table 1. Descriptive statistical results of English learning anxiety
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Table 2. The specific status of English anxiety
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Table 3. Differences in CET-4 scores of different gender subjects
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5 M SD M SD
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*p <0.05.
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0.05): HA MV HEE B KSR E = T L A M P25 RS (MD = 3.5214).
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Table 4. Correlation analysis of learning anxiety and academic performance
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Rapliikiges 3.2577 0.51053 -0.046 0.383** 1
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Table 5. Variable description statistics and relation matrix (n = 665)
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\ M SD 1 2 3
A& W 35%
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1 XA R 3.12 1.03 0.383* —0.64*
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* BB ENE.

Table 6. Summary of multiple linear regression results (n = 665)
6. BT EIALERIHETR(n = 665)
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