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N AR ST
— L iE S T APEDF SN A
FAWIRFE RN TR

il B RIVERF AR IR IR AU A RIS ISR L NI FIPER DA
VRN A TTE T AT AR AR, B RO EGE R 15 E R AE
BIEHA TAEICICA B RS . IR FIERE IR 58 T8 S IR MR SRR R B, HEgh T3
TIEBWAIER N LRI, AR I S AR A R . A SR TR F
PRI, PEISHESE R AR IR 71k, 540 1 HATEE T8 S NG R R RE ST 32 R N 25
FJ5i%, B IEMEIE U B A AR (R0, 4 AR AR SR IE R — R SRk it 58
EFIE T A AR AR R A PR SR

R INGRAIE ARIE R TAEICI

1. 3=

AR IR BN EE 2 —, KM ARG E R IR L.
SR, AT IR 2 A HA SRS, SHRAIMER R R A AR . B R, A
W R A PRI E PR bR ARIRFISF LR BT iR PERITE ST (Hilton, 2014,
Kormos, 20065 #5%:, 2004; 5k3CHE. SREZR, 2001), fHICTmAIMERTIN Gtk
fiti, H A0S B AR R T T T, SCUERF BN EE L . XS E S R
INFIR RS, AR TAEBR R E) T IR i 5 AR E LA
B, RERBRFRRIMAMMER QAT R I, A FI T ik e 22 milim i an
(T 5 TR X G B an el SEEL e L BR TR AL TR, A5 B T-H5 AR 2 WFFE A5 R i)
PR, AHELEDUESS TR, HedHfEsh B ARk EERY & (Segalowitz, 2016),
Segalowitz (2010) fEHZEIE CIEGAMERTIAGIERY B8R ISR FI
W, FFRBOAEFRY: . S OISR RH R, 1R T8 IS IR EE
WHESE, HEsh 1IN AIMESCUERTIT R A Je, AHE N AE S5 T S 28R SE 5+
Bz,

ARSCHAR LR AN PE RS AN B IR HESE ,  SRAFTASRNIR AL A AR SC SEUERIFZE
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KM Tk, IR BIAM TR, JREARMI T A, DT —
EEWAEER NGO BRI BLAE, DA HESS 05 3 i A B Ve AN SEUE R FE 1
K o

2. NFaR AR, AR R RAREIL

2.1 FHBFIEE

WA — A 2 Y4 IS, AR E RN AME R A —, HaE X
W R OEERIE . T R BT, S WA S F R A, R
AR —FESRE D, fnLeeson (1975) I AIRAIMER PFEH LA BRAIER
PPHTEIRZ A IZERIES B &, LG LR TRIRE D . 2K, fthE
PR G AAHMN AR, ZUMTEREY., E5eHEmmEE ks,
1999b; Brumfit, 1984), Fillmore (1979) MiSEEFLELNE, & G{ME, (EHEHIRUR
PERGIEYERY F R, ZIEE T HIWTURER ™ A E TR s B A A Fhae o, B
THIEHTER A AR AMEWAR UIGEIIRE D s FLER R, AZE. 18X EE
HIA)F-ULIGIRE 1) s fEA RIS IRISE YN RRIRE s EES R PEA
O3& HFARG HRYRE D . Fillmoref) 5y Ji i RGN NFHEAHER R, {EIRF
PR JEe ok 2 R B D CENE S A R IR B ) 5 (Brumfit, 1984),
Sy B TR R 7 B SIS & B R 2 X —FrifE (Guillot, 1999; Meisel,
1987; Sajavaara, 1987), #iLennon (1990) 4§iH, mAIME —FZERIITH,
WG ) B SR A W T8 A IA A TS N S 18T RIFN & 1 7 O B A
R —FHENG . R FItEE o “AbTAESn TRYIHRI PR &I T, AR s b
BEIPGE, k. dER. IEWTRE RO EE L (Lennon, 2000: 26) , [N
sk 3CHE (1999a: 208) Al T [E A2 E AR AR E S, $d N T TE R IEL M
& GUMEFN AT M = A T T A CHR S IR S DB A, W T % Bk
flE. M URIE 2R IR FNNT 2 B i f R, R AI e SCh i Fl—FfrmT
B RS, . B AGREARRRE D, Himi k. & SR AT
TR A S VTS TSR 27,

2.2 ING0IR I R  F B B HE LY

NN AR “UFEE A Zh A A& ST S 18 AT AR Jnid R A 280 ”
(Segalowitz, 2010: 48), 5 & F INFNRAMMER AT 1B S S 1B AR A
FRIE BRI, EARAER T ALY, W AAEAE IO B R A TR 2 Fnk
4 (Goldman-Eisler, 1968) , ialF17 3 2 [A] 0% £ AT BE S AR 10 [C I B i ik
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B, JReTReEdErto G, FUHAE TR, JFeTRe st im
EREL 4% (Segalowitz, 2010),

DA BN R 51 2 5 KA o R O A e BE At A TR — B .
1R 22 F MWASIE] A B SR B T A TGS 7 AN LRI R . 225
N4 A Bk (Anderson, 1983) 5B AIMER 4 E 4, 4nSchmidt (1992)
IR —Ff A sh b RE, (REEM &R P idERR R M40 . Goldman-
Eisler (1968: 6) i\, “ERRMIFIEAT AR —ASIENERE, ZRUNE 419
s — R E T, &R TBREEMEREE”, 18 TIANLSIER & A
TE AR (A S 18] 2R AE 7 v b PR . INGEE A se B gh2E 2] Rk Bk
EEREHIIERY, S5APE R SRR B T SEBLRRIE  H A A S il (Leeson,
1975), Rehbein (1987) fgHANFENLGIRIRE . B AR ERAIN 15
EH A R BT A

NP X 3 DB T B B A T A PRI B i — ol sl 2, LIRS
FANFRFIPEX B (Segalowitz, 2016) , — il il #2i & TAEICICHY
ERURIRT . R DREFRS . R AIHIB e (Miyake & Friedman, 2012), X
B — A e Il 3 B FNACR RN S5, AT AR e A NFFIE . —REIA
I TR/ R 22 S AT DARRRE B SRS/ A 22 S, (HOR ANRE SR ST R TR
FIHERFIEL G (Segalowitz & Freed, 2004), [|if 5 BE0GTH ML 15 5 KRB
FIE R NG, NG AR & AT INENA T A I B A
J&% (Unkelbach & Greifeneder, 2013), X FssZ alRES FEONIRG, 4\ AR
A R AR MR SE BRI . NSRS R RESS sEMARE 2 1 45 Hh 7 2T Fn i
BEARIE S HIZIML, WA 78 FEAL IS 52 i 2Rk G A A I L il AS [R]
(Segalowitz, 2010, 2016),

WE 7R, Segalowitz (2010) TN Ad g & F TFIERD % 52 b & =/~
[TETIPR NG =1 i 51 SO w1 i 51 i S O B BN = B L A DB R
28, SXONTRAIERIRF AR AL T RS EISIRIE . fEIZAEZE T, N RS T A
Wie— S BRI S ELS. XWTDRELEEE, SEUUHEE T
TEERAIEF= H . INFIR AP X 2e - R 4n IhRE B HoBe & SPATRUERME, 45
N AR s RIRMAIMEE TG TE WA DB FRBUFFE, T S5 i
FERTNGE BRI RZM s NI PTG N 2R M ERRAE R B g, PGS
N AL HERT, (REL TIETEAER bR 5 A A5 P, (Segalowitz, 2010), #H
BN S R R R BURFAE ot 2 3, X —BRVSHEZR TCRE 5 T ikt
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FERIRLA, ARBE THITHAFIER —ME R, B A

Domain of cognitive fluency Domain of utterance fluency
(cognitive functions underlying production) (features of the utterance)
A AL
-~ N r N
measurable
features of oral
® repair
e other

...........................

integration o
and communicatively
execution acceptable utterance
utterance assembling
~—

Domain of perceived fluency
(inferences about cognitive fluency based on perception of utterance fluency)

B1 RmRE=1GEREXR (Segalowitz, 2010: 50)

(inference)

~—

2.3 NGRS AR R

NGRS BN G e AR TR AR I s . 18 F S EEH, T
YR EEE (Segalowitz, 2010, 2016; Taube-Schiff & Segalowitz, 2005a), B
BRI K 56 15 & i eE, WEEARE SRR LIEIC LS =, B tmess
(De Jong et al., 2013),

LA DA R AR O SEUERF T 2 i i A7 ok SR I 3 AT &, 5 OB E
BFE AT B EREI . AN A R A B v A e R P B A S
SR SLHELRY, DGR g BE UL I A e A, 21 2U8CR DL RN Y S S R
# (CV, coefficient of variation) “Aj#g#Hx (Ankerstein, 2014; Lim & Godfroid, 2014;
Segalowitz, 2010; Segalowitz & Segalowitz, 1993), 2% & Z ¥ BN TR &
fediabn, Bl B AOBRIEZZBR UL ORI, T A B sh L il br.
A S R/ INE W B A URR RN TR R, BRI B A NERI SNt
BEES, KB TR fE s (Segalowitz & Freed, 2004; Segalowitz &
Segalowitz, 1993; Segalowitz et al., 1998),

% 2R AR ISl A F R IR SE IR 55 A T8 Xy it 55 . AmES . H
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FinT 4% (De Jong et al., 2013; Garcia-Amaya, 2012; Lim & Godfroid, 2014;
Segalowitz & Freed, 2004; Segalowitz & Frenkiel-Fishman, 2005), £Ei\Znim A4
BFgeh, RIS £ B A BRI, (alternating run paradigm)
(Rogers & Monsell, 1995), fEiZIEA A, KT AFIA RH B UIFHCHIESS
AT S5 40 ISR EE R B B SRR D, 55 BRI A& ) s
RS PPIZERE, ... AABBAABB..., #IKFIEREMIHEE (switch cost), R
A S5 AN E AL 55 O I ZE(E, B AR D6l RIG RS, &
R IHFE/ NEWR B T B HIRE 5% . PR T Y SEUG A 55 LAV I 1 55 4 3%
(Segalowitz & Frenkiel-Fishman, 2005; &ifEA . E&t#h, 2017),

TAEICACHE A B A A LA B RVERHAI A58, E8 &BINahn LG
B EAETE S E AR i RAE R X T EMIEM (Baddeley, 1992, 2000, 2003;
Cowan, 2011; Pawley & Syder, 2000), ZI\NFnimFIERRER R, £ LIEICILE
B Eifidr (Baddeley 2000; Baddeley & Hitch, 1974), TAEiICLR2SHAEGIR
I LA T RG], % ARG NG S B D R IR SR B, B
IR B RS0, B BRI 2 B, o B SR AN I A7 i 1 B
BRI ZRE R, SAERZMHRESAREENGEL, E2LELILHST£
ARSI Z R Ay . BAA TS 2 2R AR 8 & A 55 805 41 EiRTR BT 550
G HEICIC (Mizera, 2006; O’brien et al., 2007), b J5 25 SR 1 HIWT BT 23
I 2 A TR A AR IR JF 7 3. gt TAEICICAI A fig Foin T 2 R & Z&id e
JUEEAESS, BARREET RO E MRS (Kroll et al., 2002; Mizera, 2006; &
W, 20155 485, 2012),

3. RFmRALHAT R IE

K2 BONFR IR B30 S AL O B A2 AL O R S 5 A s 7est, il
FTASRE NIRRT R, WA B TTRA T RS TR A
TR B A SR AR R N 2 R I T3 7

3.1 IAFRAIEE AN B GRAN R 56 R T

DRI AN ARG 56 R I FT S 2R I A P MR LE Ry £ REAS IS
CIEEEET AR EEREEER, DL NSRRI B LE AR AL REAS TIINE 15
BRARIMAINE, 5 A ) B AR AT DB AR BT IS A
W% JE (De Jong et al,, 2013), o238 FFRINE TS, MINFRGRFITER M R
28 TS NIRRT R R, HHRILS IR
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SegalowitzfllFreed (2004) ZZ%&% 21 3RBE(E IE IR HITER, A —1HE
BB RN AR R RIS RIS . RIS IS I Ty s
JEFVSCERSAIAE DRI 2, PRI AIERE D . INFRE D ANE = BAE(E
WENREEMARE R ZR, FFEE%SE T NERBLEDHIARRR, THER
ERIRWFIERI S, QAR RIFRGRIL S %, FHRTSX P 5 iR RERIA
HHERRIISE FR o IEMFITI R A SRR A TR s A E A WA B8R, 4
UL LI Je HoAs S RO e R . IZIFR K BUINGNRE 0 5 PSRRI M . & A
5%, oA TR IR e R SRR S (BIBRIETEIE) EAHSG, HEE
FEHIHRCRE SIEE NAE RIS T I AR AP & SR B2 i 18 A5 Garcla-
Amaya (2012), HhRERZ% %W BHE A SIERIEIE 1B 213 QIR KA
A IERERINNGE K R ZE S, SCi R RN 55 AR E B G S . 15
Sy BARS B Frdr 55 o DTS R BN 2138 LU N 4 2 B R R 75 T it
BE K, EINETTTE, WM FBER EHER2 B R R P, WibkiEr
THER TR, SR, BN 238 IS R BOG BA TI B35 22 5, De
Jong%§ (2013) i IEZRIRGEAFIERIWIELE 75 TH REAS s BRI A, 48
FESRAL BN SRR IR S AR FIN L REAE 2 KRR b T AR
FIERI ZbRIE . TSR = A S s I p A Tl BB E A, A
I CAT: 55 A48 P DU T A G B A B R i CAR 55, SRS A iR e
HIHAESS , FIIE S IE LRI Sl B AE st By 255 . BFREERERIES
BRE 5 T B IR AR D M fc 55, REASIRRESO% R AIMA 2 5, i P i< 5
S AR CH RERIAE SR /N BRI S, R T A debrtl S
IR AIME (ES AR THRE) WI—Is 2 T pral e,

3.2 INFRAIMES IERE IR A H S

B4 BF T S IR S AR 7 T CATR I s A0 58 18 =5 e ML
R ZIERE . R SCUERR R BB 2%, (HEUA RS LIRS A UEPE UE BIA S il
PSS RS RIS, H A TMEM,

SegalowitzflIFrenkiel-Fishman (2005) Z2%i:E5Hf B IESRE O
Fo WLETE oy P55 5 SRR IBCE, TEE DY hill e 2 B i e 1
SEBERBHERELE, DRI AL, MREERILIIESE TR
Ty A S R BE T DAEAR KRR B HRXIE S RE O E R, IR D1l
FORERE D WA . TAMERRARE, BARTEAIN R br A 5 2 B A
A& BRI REL, EAEXHF S i B AR B, A R AR, T T
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WIERE ST o IZWFFEHR AR N ARSEAR Tt 08 2148 50 T B L FnE & 4l 2 A
)X % . Taube-SchifffliSegalowitz (2005b) At 1 *1EF M LiE B HIHR S,
EjSegalowitzfllFrenkiel-Fishman (2005) R AFEEFIES I EIMEA. JE
TR, ZFFIT TR S FITAYA Fea bR BRI /SR — /4~ 5 H
Prid & T8 B TR —251, FRIACHIER—IERIG, SAECRIEMEL, XA
TR BG5S ZIERE I RIARSCHE S 08 IR A B e e U SR 08 1 TR
fLIEBARA G %, SIS, B (2017) DADUEIEAE IR SR>
BTG, WA T BN A I DR IR TEE b, RS N
EFR AR TGRS Xl . BT CAZH R 55 O S 7 e R A0 55 TR 3
HRIHRE NI A E AR, DAESFIPE S B K AR Rm A E R bR, 5 B R
oy BraE KR W, AN AIPE rT DR 6 58 05 & NIBRE A Tilae b, Jf
FLOTk B i TR m A, EFIAh DRI I AR bR Re S B Fx 2 1
= HIERE DAITMIGE ), Kahng (2014) @il filifg m12 2% s8N Gnim FlE . %R
BRI BFIE PFIE B A 08 2 3 FR TR AR i R, MBROR /R
PN (Ullman, 2004) #1355 157 M FIENG S s f B (Segalowitz,
2010) St BRARIK R R 7K T 21 2 il R R AN TR . PR R BUARLL m k%
S, KRB R T 28 RS ISR BRA TR . R R
P B 5 5 5 L AN BT RIPERF AL .

3.3 INICTCHY FEEAR GT i A 1

TARICACAE 15 MBI A R B 5 B 28 AR R B AT AL
—H&E®., T LECIESIE Hh 20 R M IERIRCEZ, ELHT
PEICTCFE R AT RE R AL B B bR ifi oA — R, mT RERA I =T et i imi
B A—FFHARS  (Sunderman & Kroll, 2009),

AR Z WU TARICICAE — @2 B B2y BE = KPR
KA BN (Ahmadian, 2012; Fortkamp, 1999; Gilabert & Muiioz, 2010; Mota,
2003; Towell, 2002; #\[r3C, 2015 §EIE 35,2017 4555, 2012), KrollZ (2002)
FA T i 2RI A B 2 2] 28 R R OB 25 A Tl iy 44 R 55 AR P 55
HAFREL, DABE) EE M AR . BRI R BAE R T Tl IR IR AL 55 vh s
e BRI AT LA B s bz b, (EXBRFAERIR T s micle) BEntiEniE
IR RIS E AR B w08 . BFZR IR IX T RER R A s i 1L T B 4 21 34 (RN
THAHikE, iX5SegalowitzFlIFreed (2004) A\ ZINFTHE fT e R E8CE A A
A TG AW A —F, O’brien% (2007) RFFCHUAE NAER B2 2] 3135 o
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EEICICH IR RAEIES Z [0 &, REITHAE NE SIS 15 &R
PERRRANTEANWIE., WRASH LI, BIERS IRENZERE, EEHAERR
AR5 RBLE RN 8 B AR & JRAR G, RAEHETR 721 B 55 IR B
(] — I A BN TE s . BTSN B IC R TN IR F 8™ A A &
AEETHR, 4 (2012) R DG EMKNE TIECILE R, NAE™ HE
HERE . B AR BE =405 % 58 TARICICANEE 15 & NI IR R, &
PLLARLI A & S DB A MR B A0S, SRR REAREML, b
G R I ARG B, i MEGF AT I 288 15 KPR i T B, [l
FRHE DR B b, RN 2 RO TSR R R DA PR 55 30U . Ak 3
(2015) RAIGEE) " MR ITE —RE, [T 588 (2012) A —FHIE
i, TAFCICA RS MERFAER R Fahntioe, WAETEE, KA R ELAEE
K,

SRR AR RE L BLIL O R 25 I IRAIERIAR G . SundermaniiKroll
(2009) HR5E TARICIC T IRAE E N 55 E AP PIRR RS A 1) i 27 2] 35 Al B A A =
AR AT, R T B3 BN TARIRTC, Fhoe R P55 AN 8 Fy i 44
E55 . W R BLICACAIRSE RS 5 0 ol EEANAE R =BG S A BTk, widie)™
JE 2 2 B VAR R 2 IR rh B LU AR ICAL T B ) B B s P o=
o LARIRICHRIEARER B — g THERY S 21 A 57 tH AR 05 TS RE M
Shef IR 2 4k o SR TARICICBHRA SR A R U 5 =, X —%IE
O’brien%% (2007) HFIEHT & BLHIAE & FIPR L 1B B 1L I3 5O 1 P A
HIRIUAREE . [RIFE, Mizera (2006) fEHHZEEAME TARICICA S 5 HRHA
PEIBEIE, TARICICA ERIE R A T s MR, e B e
GRS, WAL TIRCIL A & 55 06 S MERA MM, ReERNIEE
TCACA IE B AT 55 2 I M i 7 HH A B A5G

TARIICHIE & TAEICICAT S REX 15 I = 15 THRIANR I A Rl 52,
X PEEARARMIITH BLX 53 TP (Wen, 2012), BEAh, BFFERTER A TAEILICE
% . DNRIE S AT A R Al REe S BES A — IR . TARIC IR T B
FIME S5 BB AR AR TS h L5 R G

4. MpikFaR AV R 65 E 5 R
RN, T INERAERSSEFSE B il B S =A%, HIB R T
IR FERIA RN Z S S —iE S DiEr- HZEARAINE . TR ) K2 2R
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SN ERR A, HTE B TAMEIRR R ER A BEE L, KR RAkS:
YRIRTTIER) B SR . AR AnAT Tk, AR AI P EHLHIL B A Znif Al ik
1EZVERE D K SR AR T R PR AR AS WM . BT DA i FIPAAE S I S8 AR AR £ 5 1T
WAL, mTIERE ST BRI E it Zm st R . LR
(E B AR RIS ITE S, X S E AR IE A B 5 e e

BRI 35, BRAWFIEREA 25 84 AIb: & SR IIN RIS, IRA LA R —
TEIKOE B b 1B SRHEVHE & SR RPITE, HSEE T2 21 BB IE
FPE R —IERE D KRR, AN, B IES S IET MR A R S A
LKL TSR, INIRFIEA &2 2] 55 B SHMtE S a5, ZhiLAn
AL HERFZNEN, ZAE IR S RAMER SRS . N R E ST
(Segalowitz, 2016), EMFFEEE 15 5 (i AR 55 7% 56 22 Rt Al Je i = 1]
&, EHFIARAIEG ZYUEIFIE AR, BEE e SR EN R I
Mo BHh, EF IESHANEP 2 BRI —TERI, PRI P
e, HE—IERIAE S &5 R M AR R BRI RE D, A IERE
PIINFIRE ) (Segalowitz & Freed, 2004) , UL—1BERIAFELA —IHRIL, TETRMN
BEAIRFIE Ty A —E T E5 0 BRI E4FR (Pinget et al., 2014), AAH
KRG, TR AT AL A% &,

SIS VET 5T, AT A S 8 A DR R P P HE AR 2 AR 43 52 PR A 55 3K
5, SCIRHIE % A A, RSS2 Ik R RS, TR A T AR bR IR
FAIE™ NS, Segalowitz (2016) A& BTN S5 A 23 45 S il S BLASE
BHmEAHE, IS IR S G gk, % TR AR A5 %
RIMAIEE S ERE S, REATLLE AN AL ER, RAES &L
$ili#, 4nTaube-SchiffffiSegalowitz (2005a) RIRFZEHE 208 B iR A AT B5rH
B8 T BB IR, . ARRIFIE R — S 20 0, SRS BAA
SRR, B RS RA —th 5ok, CIEKCENERERER
%, KAEMREE -SRI, Skt ik,

FZFERHMADELS: | DB S %, METE S FIBFE SR A I i
IRFZE4R it TR, DOASR A AR TAEIC R B, FR 2RI SE B
RAEBRBE R, A CAECACHAR R DG R R56E, BaEH TNy, TIEILCH
HARZMR AR, DR BEERR (Wen, 2012), - INOB 2P L2
feth TAEICACVE A — AN A el A AHSE B, BIAS Br e b s, T
TAEICIC A A — AV LA &, k=448 & (Miyake, 2001; Rai et al., 2011;
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Wen, 2012), b4k, HEHERIE IR0 FEAESS E R IE W& — g 2 & 5 X
(Foster et al., 2015; Redick et al., 2011), %M TAVEICIL 5 2L 28\ ani F G &
E:EZT_“O

5. &%iE

BUAINFAFIE RIS b 2 T OhR SRR RIS, MRS B T iR
HFRBEmAME, B IESRHNER, URARE R, ICiCrsenm s, |
BEAZL, W AR A (it — 2D n e . AR PO AR A T 5 H A R 2%
IR BN, BRI BE N S SR RE R T, JFedkibeit, HE
HAbAFHIBFTE R, RS 5 S AR JLRIRT IR, DifEsh 15>
FRLBRI R
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improving the environment.
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Cognitive fluency research: A cognitive dimension in the study of second language
fluency
Song Shuxian  Li Dechao - 87
Abstract: Research on fluency is of great theoretical and practical significance in the field of
second language acquisition. Cognitive fluency refers to the efficiency of the speaker to mobilize
and integrate the underlying cognitive processes responsible for utterance production, which
involve the processes of lexical retrieval/access, the control of language-directed attention, the
operations in working memory and so on. Cognitive fluency research, which is a new dimension of
second language fluency research, promotes the exploration of the cognitive mechanism of second
language fluency and sheds light on the theoretical development of the field. This article introduces
the development in this field by summarizing the nature, theoretical framework and methods of the
operationalization of cognitive fluency. It also gives a critical review of the field by pointing out its
future directions, including the optimization of the experimental design, the improvement of research
methods as well as fostering cross-fertilization with other related disciplines.

Key words: cognitive fluency; fluency; attention control; working memory

An exploratory study on the motivating strategies in teaching College English for
students from Chinese Hong Kong, Macao, Taiwan and abroad
Liu Yan]jng ........................................ 101
Abstract: This project conducts a questionnaire survey with 190 students from Chinese Hong
Kong, Macao, Taiwan and abroad in Jinan University with a result showing the surveyed students
generally lack a strong interest in English study and bear a distinctively instrumental feature in their
study motives. Based on these results, a teaching experiment was carried out to motivate students’
study interests from the level of learning situation in three respects: teaching activities, teacher and
study group. After one year’s experiment, evaluation on the students’ classroom performance and the

test results as well as interviews with the students show the positive side of this teaching experiment.
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