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J 5 HAANKEFEEDFE K EHOrICT
B5Z&E, D2FETH->1ctcd, ERRORIEAE
LoD, SILL Z2HHdT 5 &E L,

3 R
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BT BEED T — 4 R LTH B, SEITHIZ
DOFIBAKEL T, Lol k5 o EE
CARFHBETHWERKIC L 37— 5 hifED -
fofedy R (1981) 528 HAR AR % 4 ER
Bl L= EZEcics|ALz, £%
HTbHoL LI, ATEAICEEL TIE
EFL /ESL #EHEEFTHBONF — 51T
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Table 1 ,
Statistics for Ambiguity Tolerance (AT) and Field Independence (FI)
in the EFL (N=101) and ESL (N=42) Environments

EFL (Previous Study) ESL (This Study)
AT AT FI
Mean Score 156.79 (15.22) 15421 15.00
SD 23.04 (4.00) 23.55 3.98
Maximum 214 223 23
Minimum 105 106 4
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Bosl FISEHEFEER S 7Y —FHE
SR ULoEE L0, SEEEEEEsh
LZELVEDTRDED, COF—5%5ZDF
FHEHTEEET S,

Table 2 iE. EICiBXE AT E¥E8 2+ 5
7V —[FHICBId 2 EF OEITHIEOKE Uk
B 1999) &, FEEERZE FIICHZ TT-
EBEOFEE (LR 1998a) OERAE &0
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BACR X id M TR & hie (B#E (7=-0.19 p<
0.10)« 284 (r=-0.24 p<0.05). R#E (r=-0.22
p<0.05) * #3850 (r=-0.26 p<0.0D. H£& (r=
0.23 p<0.05). &4k (r=-0.23 p<0.05), = % =
ZHTF 4T 52T e RS F Y= (=0,
21 p<0.05))o MEMEIMIER S 51850 b0

EHBMNFLIEAL TS Z 0B IRIE LT, FI
OE S, fiE (r=-0.17 p<0.10). R#E (=
0.19 p<0.10). # #3840 (r=-0.21 p<0.05). &
R (r=-0.19 p<0.10) IKBAH B A 5TV -K
VA3 achF4T 55—l e AbTFV—
(r=-0.23 p<0.05) ® 5 ->DFEYHEEDHEH %
BT 2 AIREMASR S N, © & TR
WCEOMBRIRERTICE - TV WIEEICET
WEE (FHBAERD £ THED EiFhs, A
&b RMEOEEFEREE (BFL) TE AT
DE SR FLHYO BAHTE 357713, ESL
BT BEELFELY, HEFEL A
HFEREZEOB TRV EBbo 5,
Table 3 iCid. AFETEHEOSNIFEFX b
57V —HRBRICET 3 EEHTERU.
AT FIBEEZNZFNOFEHER 57 V—(#
RS S OHEBEREM/RL Th 5, EFL RS
CTRONAEREELD, ATOES EREE
(r=0.39 p<0.05). fH{& (r= 0.30 p<0.10) ic
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Table 2
Statistics for Oxford's SILL and Correlations
between SILL and AT or Fl in the EFL (N=101) Environment

Direct M C . CP Indirect MC A S Total CLS
Mean Score 262 1230 . 2.57 2.98 224 233 235 2.54 2.50 232
SD ' 0.53 0.55 0.57 0.50 0.64 0.78 0.66 0.82 0.54 0.71
Maximum 4.04 3.67 . 3.88 5.00 4.02 433 4.17 433 382 4.13
Minimum 1.58 : 1.22 1.21 0.71 1.19 1.00 1.00 <0.14 1.50 1.00
AT -0.19% -0.15 . -0.24* -0.12 -0.22% -0.26%* -0.05 -0.23* -0.23* -0.21*
FI -0.12 -0.10 -0.17t -0.04 -0.191 -0.21* -0.14 -0.14 -0.18% -0.23*

M: Memory C: Cognitive CP: Compensation.

MC: Metacognitive ~ A: Affective

S: Social

CLS: Communicative Learning Strategies

*p < 0.01

*p < 0.05

tp<0.10

Table 3 ,
Statistics for Oxford's SILL and Correlations
between SILL and AT or Fl in the ESL (N=42) Environment

Direct M C CP Indirect MC A ‘S Total CLS
Mean Score 3.50 2.69 345 3.75 343 3.50 3.06 373 3.36 3.80
SD 0.50 0.63 0.65 0.49 0.58 0.73 0.63 0.75 0.50 0.69
Maximum - 4.07 4.00 471 4.83 4.67 5.00 4.17 5.00 4.37 5.00
Minimum 2.30 1.11 229 2.66 240 1:56 1.67 2.50 235 2.10
AT : 0.20 0.34* -0.09 0.301 -0.15 -0.02 -0.12 -0.22 0.02 0.14
FI 0:29t 0.26t 0.18 0.291 0.17 0.21 0.15 0.05 0.24 -0.01

M: Memory C: Cognitive CP: Compensation

MC: Metacognitive ~ A: Affective

S: Social

CLS: Communicative Learning Strategies

*p < 0.05

tp<o0.10
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0.68p (13.6p). & T0.39p (7.8p). AT
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31:—7’\77‘4’7‘"5"‘

A HAT ¢ (141) =8.113=, FE<T ¢ (14D

=5.806™. #&T ¢ (141) =8.044*, &IkT ¢t
(141) =8.799"*, I I a=AFT 4T« 5—=V

7«2+ 57 V=Tt (141) =11.367*),
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FEE L a=h T 4 TIEFEEE 58
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¥ 7o, ESL BB & i L CRPE O FZEFEY
RETRFEEARNSEE AJ &“?E‘f&ﬂ:é NTWI
WZ EpRani®, HEIRELSTEToHER
#HE T Good Learner B DD —2 12281
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FERBEICRIICEC < & oRERITR~ T
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ARG TE D B 75850 - R ERIE. Ch
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Table 4
Differences in Mean Scores for Oxford's SILL
Direct M C CpP Indirect MC A S Total CLS
0.68%* 0.39%+ 0.88** 0.77+* 1.03%* . 17+ 0.71%% 1.19%+ 0.86** 1.48%+

M: Memory

~C: Cognitive
MC: Metacognitive ~ A: Affective

v CP: Compensation
S: Social

CLS: Communicative Learning Strategies

*» <0.01
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