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BRI iR RO Wik, “iEa A F RS TE S HREZ MR R — H A%
TR E MBS S AL, B, —LERREE R, WS
B LU ) F R A F A, A B EOC R R R e ) BT S
Wy, AIMEdEE > F A i1 1 o SRR, SR T TIEE T H R IR
= TREZ B Y G R B AT i ARG — B s i, B, SCT IR R 5 B R
RERIICR , AN, 2 E R B AR5 D B KA B [ A HAT TEAR DG .
HBAADBRE AR M EER AR LSR o T, ZiR%E
1OV VN AN E 5 & - LT PSS 7 Y S viameta 20 SRS 1 i i P E 1 0 L7
S AT B REAY 5 R SE B AR PSR AR O S A E IR AU, 7EDUE
VRN iR 5 A I SR B . AR B K (2005) XF H BYTEREE H UG
WUl i385 B RE A R EREAT THIFST, R DT 5 27 S BT LS B Re & e
JEEAAE C, (HRIZEBIRAC IR T SRR g, R ST
KRBT AN 1 3 AR AL B R DUE T B B HREZ M A BARSC &R, TR AE A L
BRALEU I

BEAh, XA 2] F A H BREACT 225358, AT LN #EAT AT AT X PR Y
eSS H s o, IR IR 2E R — BB E TR, AT
BINT I 22 2] (57 2] R | 2 ) SR 2 22 5 2 X R R 5 B REAY ~) 153
RGN —EREgm o (HHETEDGEAE R 5 IR F SR S AR XU
TARFE WIS AT F SRR R S A 22 R T . SR,
L BB DUEAE R 5 85 IR RS U I G BN, |
TREE . BT SCIRSER RN, DR ZiBF R DOE > 1489 &7 A
RPN 25 UL, XPDUE i A0 5 B A7 78 [0 22 7 b AT 5 5%
A UK S — P AHESEDUE R B S S 25 il

FEMTFE ST, APFEEET ZIHDOEH HSK Filr Wil S & ks, il
AT IR H e ) F DGR S AE ) 5¢ A MR AR 22 57, LI
R IUE IEE T B H BREACEBUIR, SRRDUGEWT S 1 S K2
[ P4 AF 5 28 LA AN [P S0 RIAS [ [l 3312~ AW i 52 55 1 5 H R A TAT AR 22
S, AT B T80 — 820 e Bod B b B S e S R, SRl
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SJBciE, NRTEE 2 A FRET) SR I S ST 1 AT T
2 Wit

2.1 WHREIZ

N TR A W U A5 I BE =2 1] A A O 28 LA ST [ A 5
SETFEZE S, AW EE W LR =AMl

(1) DUE A VeSS A8 1 Z BRI AF A SR 7

(2) DUE A BIDOREVT LS AE ) Z [R5 Al LU E 500 7

(3) DUE A BT BLEES RE ) Je M A e R AN 25 5 7

2.2

AW SN HSK i DGEVE RS BT W2 &, 6227 4, Hir,
A 124 45, HARAE 103 %4, B4 103 44, @i 124 4.,

2.3 BIBWESDT

AR A I BT ok [ AR 7 R “HSK ShSVESGHRBHE S0t
FARL, kG AN 1 PN A B X ) A T R B R, AR T e A
X2 IRl —3 HSK ik, i AR iR .

AT SPSS24.0 214, R AHATE T . MMM . B4, 7
ZE TR, M A BRI TS A

3 &R

3.1 ERMEGIT O

M2 T RS, B g, DiEm S G DL S R
SEI ISR 6121, 67.09, 59.42, 67.44, Hih [1E S /E B S50& 2 T 1
RIS, Wr H Sibn 2 T 1005 . A SRS, RV gin
A AR
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1 FIFMRES R ERid ST R

Table 1 Statistical description of learner’s listening, speaking and writing skills

G e w/ME NI FIME FRifE2
Ty 227 15 99 61.21 14.277
Mg 227 50 95 67.09 8.435
(e 227 22 85 59.42 11.426
=203 227 40 95 67.44 10.709
3.2 XD

iR A I T E AR R DUE W I S A T REZ I AR LG R, 46
(#22) RW, DOEEWT LS 2 REZ I FF A AR, SR Ah— 0005
HAREACE B, AR S S RE KA B R

F2 WREEEMEKEEKFEEXESTER
Table 2 Results based on the correlational analysis of the skill level in listening,

speaking, reading and writing

Wr i i 2] 3 =E
il 1 0.305™ 0.581" 0.383"
i 0.305° 1 0.230° 0.347"
33 0.581" 0.230" 1 0.331"
Gk 0.383" 0.347" 0.331" 1
3.3 @ADL

3.3.1 [iE. B, BEREEX U h ey E I3 54

el S BB AR B, ST, RS S 1E Gt A A&, [
BRSO AR B, AR AR BT MR 4. 2521 (42 3) R, DIL
AR AT HSK 5 10T ) G (0 R 41.9%, b [ i3 sl &t 'S A L& 4l T )

(B St iR AR R 1 2, T S ST RE S 5 0.66 705 SRS Z It A &R
O 0.254, R F I EIRNSTEE S 17, HUT 1 G ul ESR = 0.254 47
IR ST A Gt 2 X W ) it B & TR, (H B S s xt W
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SRS T 3 T 5 1 S

3 PWEBMRIEIESTER
Table 3 Results based on the regression analysis of speaking, reading and

writing on listening

Nt s

B bRz AL R4 Beta t N
(HH) -4.456 6.921 -0.644 0.520
i 0.186 0.095 0.110 1.964 0.051
[ffes 0.660 0.070 0.528 9.423 0.000
HiE 0.254 0.078 0.191 3.258 0.001
S -4.390 1.528 -0.154 -2.874 0.004
5 2.099 1.521 0.073 1.380 0.169
R’=0.419

3.3.2 Wrhy. REE. BAEREEN G REIE 455

W PRSI AR i, WG SN AR RSy AR R,
SR AR B, DAIEARIE IR T RIE AT, 252 (e 4) B, DIk
ARt Xt HSK %3 1 AR AR RER Ry 17.1%, A SRS M s 1A

FERIINIER . SRS ZoClIH R %08 0.199, RN2 I HE NSNS R
#5173, ST AES 5 0.199 7.

F4 WESXRMEIESHER
Table 4 Results based on the regression analysis of listening, reading and writing

on speaking

PASE: i

B brfEiR2E AiEIL RS Beta t e e
(W 42.925 3.943 10.885 0.000
nr 0.092 0.047 0.156 1.964 0.051
5] 152 0.053 0.058 0.071 0.902 0.368
Bk 0.199 0.055 0.252 3.631 0.000
B -0.805 1.096 -0.048 -0.734 0.464
T 2.039 1.069 0.121 1.907 0.058
R’=0.171
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333 Wrhi. OE. BEREEX FRs e Y [E I3 504

W RS A B, TS, RIS S E st ey A2 &, [
BIFHE SO AR B, AR ARE BT MR, 2521 (42 5) &R, DL
AR AT HSK 25 1] 152 i (4 A B2 40.3%, L g sl [l i3 i s LA
FERTIIER- . Wi 203 22508 0434, FRI=2 ] FH T 1 SR
w1y, HBERSTERe m 0.434 73

F5 WMREXNEMEESTER
Table 5 Results based on the regression analysis of listening, speaking, and

writing on reading

PASEE: [

B bFRfEiR2E AnEAE RS Beta t R
(Ha 20.310 5.451 3.726 0.000
nr 0.434 0.046 0.543 9.423 0.000
i 0.070 0.077 0.051 0.902 0.368
BiE 0.093 0.064 0.087 1.446 0.149
ESE] 4.406 1.227 0.193 3.592 0.000
Lzl -3.140 1.221 -0.137 2572 0.011

R’=0.403

334 Wrh. OE. RESAER R 554

W EER G N H AR &, Ur s, i s b sl st oh A48 5, [E
SFPE B SAS 5, DSEARIERHE T EIE T, 458 (L6) £, LIL
A X HSK %5 1 LSt BB R N 26.7%, Hirbr 3 s Al 0118 ik 5 1R
WG EA WEETIEH . U i 2 oc a2 508 0.180, F£MH2E> &
PN ISR 1 4y, HEERSEERER S 0.18 475 MBS ZIThlIH &R
ok 0283, KBIAE 3 0 BN SEE & 170, HEERSHRESE & 0.283 77
BRI ) GRS B VR B SARE A B IAE R, B 8 S S AR
RS PN E 5 T ) G
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F6 WMRENBREIIESTER
Table 6 Results based on the regression analysis of listening, speaking, and

reading on writing

WAL GiE

B FrAfERZE  FRUEIL R AN Beta ¢ BEM

(Ha) 21.886 5.645 3.877 0.000

wr 0.180 0.055 0.240 3.258 0.001

(w7 0.283 0.078 0.223 3.631 0.000

53 0.101 0.070 0.107 1.446 0.149

= 51 3.936 1.283 0.184 3.067 0.002

ezl 2.463 1.276 0.115 1.931 0.055

R’=0.267
3.4 EBOW

3.4.1 Wril 5 1% 6K F B E A E 7 44

N T AR 2 2] AR DOE VT B E K- B RS AA 255, RATR
TS REAS T KRR G AT 08 . AR A, HA ) H RS IDGRTE S
REXIR THpE I H (WAL T) .

7 BEFIEFNEWRESREEKEHRERITER
Table 7 Statistical description about Japanese and Korean learners’ Chinese

listening, speaking, reading and writing skills

EE e L S T brifi2s FrifER 22 I(E
0y i 123 61.10 14.058 1.268
HA 104 61.34 14.599 1.432
g eS| 123 66.83 7.900 0.712
HA 104 67.40 9.057 0.888
e ki [ 123 57.24 10.961 0.988
[EN 104 62.00 11.476 1.125
e e 123 65.24 9.894 0.892
o H 7 104 70.05 11.093 1.088

A STAEAS T RIS (2 8) Al A1, H g ) FTEDGENT H1 S0 (1=-0.125,
p>0.05), SN =-0.510,p>0.05 ) AR BE S B RSH =-3.193,
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p<0.01) | GYERSE (1=-3.448, p<0.01) FFEREER, HpHARYEIEN
)i LUk 4 2] it 30193 4, H AR 2] B A S VR G Lok 24 2] i i
3.448 43,

7 8 HEFIFNEMRIESREEK I FERGL LR
Table 8 Independent sample test results about Japanese and Korean learners’

Chinese listening, speaking, reading and writing skills

F t A WEROURE) PIEEE frfEREEE

ST MESHTZ 0735 -0.125 225 0.900 -0.239 1.906
MMEEHF I -0.125 215.819 0.901 -0.239 1.912
i BELITE 0857 -0510 225 0.610 -0.575 1.126
AMEE ST % 0505 206.123 0.614 -0.575 1.138
Wi BELTZ 0048 -3.193 225 0.002 -4.764 1.492
MMEGEH I -3.181 215.120 0.002 -4.764 1.498
e ME%H%E 2987 -3.448 225 0.001 -4.804 1.393
- MMBESF T2 —3.415 208.514 0.001 -4.804 1.407

3.42 WriiRE 3 6K FBIME R E = 4B

N T FRAS RS 27 ) B AE DGRV I B H ek P B RS Ar 225, AR
PRSI T R IR AT b . SRR (WL 0) , s I i g
FHER SRS E R T Bk I3, B ) B B s i e Tt~ & .

#9 BMMTMFEIENEMRIESKEEKERRESRITER
Table 9 Descriptive statistics about male and female learners’ Chinese listening,

speaking, reading and writing skills

EE e e S FIME brifE2 bR 2 (A
o U 103 59.80 14.099 1.389
5’8 124 62.38 14.375 1.291
i 3 103 65.49 7.158 0.705
i@ 124 68.43 9.181 0.825
i 5 103 60.03 11.269 1.110
5'e 124 58.91 11.575 1.039
i % 103 65.29 9.872 0.973
- @ 124 69.23 11.081 0.995
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A STAEAR T REIGZE SR (4 10) FIA, S HERL k2 S E e DUE T 1 kSt
(1=-1.360, p>0.05) . FIEMS: (1=0.733, p>0.05) FAFIERE 2R, B
MBS (1=-2.651, p<0.01) . GIEMSE (1=-2.803, p<0.01) 71 FHER,
Forh Lotk 21 3 1 B S L B e 2] F i 2.651 43, wtk2E ) E S ES:
Fe S 12 ) # ms t 2.803 45

F 10 BEMLEFEIEFNENRIESREEKFEMIIFERGE R
Table 10 Independent sample test results about male and female learners’

Chinese listening, speaking, reading and writing skills

F t A BEROWUZ) PIEZEM prfEREEM

o BEL)TE  0.128 -1.360 225 0.175 -2.583 1.900

AMEEF I -1362 218.875 0.175 -2.583 1.896
i BELTZE 4651 -2.651 225 0.009 -2.942 1.110

MMEGEH T % 2712 224.142 0.007 —2.942 1.085
i e 2 0312 0733 225 0.464 1.118 1.525
Pl MR T2 0.735  219.390 0.463 1.118 1.521
- BEL) 2 3517 -2.803 225 0.006 -3.943 1.406
- AMEEF T E —2.833 223.873 0.005 -3.943 1.392

4 itig

i, ARWFIT R IDUE 35 M DOEWT F1 3 R85 B e 8 K7 iT LA B
W, DU R RE KT 5 B YRR BE AT AT LA BT 3 — 8518 2k B
SRR S HRF RS T AR X 5 5 FUE AT 7 TR SRR (productive
language knowledge ) %331 5 HIIH (active language knowledge ) J&452% ) # F
SIS RS, 5 HAX A2 S 5 3R (receptive language knowledge )
P ENIE F A (passive language knowledge ) 24527 > 2 % I AT 04375 1 5%
TS IR TR B . BT SRS TR S e R, B SRR
JRTEE R, KU & & BRILE AR 3] F T 4 A 5 SR e 2 1147
FEREMNE, MBERHEM SRR MARAEfe WAt " ARk
X —HERAEDURVE NS i85 A RiEss P RKIHE H

B, AW R I 3 B DUE VT 1R RE KT RS VR BEZK P Z ] mT L)
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MBI, TV AR Tz a5 m, S e Tre s =
W, HIAEZ SR DR AT A T B 46X P Z M AH BLOC R, DUE 2]
A HDLE T 17K AT AT S MK F3X AT LA Krashen ) S AMBUE”  Cinput
hypothesis ) Ff#RE, Krashen NNy “TTHEff4 A7 RBiE T I MABAM, AT
PRMRA A" S 2] F T B s B 0 T AR AOTE T R, XSS R RL G e
Wi T2 20 3 AT E SR A R I B S T S H R KR,
B HC AT H i A i 28K, 1T RE R 7T BEAR AR ARG AN, 22 2] E A E
AIREPEW B 3G N A, ) E X E B AN TR R T AR,k
NOCESE AR Z RS, R 2 ) S REVT N 5 AR, SRR AR ST
e BERF A DL T W] LU R 25 5 b A5 o, TR 1 75 B IR 28
%, HAEG Ve Rl IR B SR i %, SRR RR/K P mT LA
MR LT, S IEmEI, DO 3 R DGE S VR K- AT AT T 4 e KT
XAl U i Bi%”  Coutput hypothesis ) HEFT#HE, Swain & Lapkin (1995 )
IR AETR F AR BIE AR " o AT 5% ARl 2 o) X
TR & A R ZI DGR, R A S MIE S KA S BB 2205, e LA
J5 5 2 T TR AT S IR A, DT A i A — it — Xt — S — R
TR 0 R

5= ARWEIE R DU 2 ) 5 0 B e KTk 3 O L 1 AKCF
7] e 5 1 AR T 30 L ) 137K 03X — 258 AT LA i e — i S 15T S
— HAFTEA Y B 5 5 VEZK T 190G 3R )R AR DUBAE S B B EE T i
IEdE . 80 4EAX, FEARZ iBmEsEr, BB ERIBIFIE AN B e S AR = [A] 2
AEELR, Stotsky (1983) N EMBIEK TS, HEEK ik,
FIE;, SRS REA, b sEE © . SikEe, REHRERh,
Bl 2 A VR A i B 2 [MAFEAR 2 22 5% o Shanahan B[] BRI A N ] 152
MEVEZ A EASIR " o IR R G B S AR B VRS, A F
MBS AT RIS " o Carson (1990) AYBIFFE K BB 13 AN 5 1
(1 RAEAF T 7 R B B LA SRR SC R 7 TH, B AT % 2 ]2 A B ST
07 o Carson Z¢ (1990 ) WFFE R BL, —iB 1S MRIEEMEER LR NE S,
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IXPIANTE 5 F AR A L2 TR A B ST Y o ASBFSE S5 1 B ) 1 S Rp e 52
BAEACE W) & s, BIB e 5 B VEIFE R — R i A R 72, 2 MR
[N AR R /R, R Z AR 3E S TS FIAH B S Z AR, JFER
B ARG R

S0, AR I H AR 2] 35 1 RS VR R R AT b 3 8 T 2~ 3
B P UESE T RO TIUBAE H A2 2 35 e LA S VR e rh BT 21 i R A
X — KB, TS RTER PR R TE SR, HARS S F D5 Sl 4% T &
TR, i EE R AR R T — I, (H 5 DU ARl 2 A 3 AR
fEiE s b, 7E3CF ERERDLP AR, MM SR RE 58 T 15 M is
AR, 30RO, R B AR R, B H 52 ) E AR DUE ]
MG Ve e APAE 25 5 . DU IRBRAE B AR ) F I i AR E R IR,
H A2 ) 35 SR b e DU R e B i 5 5 B il b 7R e, A H
DUPIFPE S AR DA A M R R S, RIDUE SRR B AR 24T
fifp BRI G, WA H AR A AR SE DU TR T A DUFA
o), SubEey, HASSEASR AN TARE & HE I T 7 SRRk,
DORE R4 ) 3 T B AR N &, AR SRR e B AT 5. IV IR RAE
HAS ) B SRR EARE R, 5MEREAR, 2283 % LAE DGR
B HAFIE N TP RS B, BRI T IR A, ER A K SE
HIiB DA R, AN RS MIEZFDOEE T, MR ©E Tk, HIk,
AT RIACH Y B AZE AR DUE S MR OB B RERT,  EAR2E 2] 5 A AR R S48 Fh it
FERE B, ARMRARDGER /I8 L T R T A6 S VR T e i e 17X
BegaliE, NI LG B AR )W K A 24 AR R A DUR S AR B H

AL, AW R IDGE 2 ) & B T R 22 e, b Lok )5
1 S AR AR 3 T B R S, AR M B B DR B 2
Sto W A IR 22 AR R DR SZ B TR E I OGTE, HRR R AT ST
FAHB R A -5, RIATFFE 1 45 5 R e — 38 15 RE — ELAF
FELITR 5 A5 P R 53 22 S (P R U AR DUE AR S 1B I AR 5E T YIRS .
Markham ( 1988 ) #IF5% & BLOETH —i5& MW ) B K PAEM IR i 35 2%
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5 "5 Boyle (1987) | Ho (1987 ) B5% K 30 o [l (1) Lo P 1 2 ) 5 AE T U 152
B &GS HRe LI PRI E T FEX IR AR 2
B HHIET F RGN 0, Bk B MR Z AR (local
strategies ) , 1 20177 ) & S 1] T HIXF P S ( global strategies ) , filaN%
Pz ) FWA U H RN, A2 H E T B3 SR L2y, I
PEUE T HOB F i sE ST ARG T OOEME NS 08T I fiEs e
FE T HRE MR 22 PSR R SRR 25 S AP A, HERAATE TR A i
AR, HR 22— T RE R T Lotk ) 8 3 T T SE PR

5 45

ARTCHET HSK il P SRS & Ul St , did 2 BEH iR H i)
HRDORIT UL S BORE G A ML EDI RIS 25 57 0 2R AE, DUE —iR#F I
TEWT LIS SRR K P Z B AE F AR G s 2 ) 3 1 B B A S AR K - RE
BT SR80y, DRSS SR 1 2y, T e Bon] o iR
155 0.66 73 A1 0.254 435 =42 F (5 VR /K- BE w35 BH THEaE ST, SRR

SR 14y, B EORAER R 0.199 435 “#>) & BIWT J16E 7 AE k25 T
DEEE KR, W S sstaE  1 2r, B MO BESE i 0.434 75 22 2) 1

Wr AN RE 7 AR 2 N SRR K, W 1 TR iR & R4 i 143,
HE VRGBT 43 5142 55 0.18 431 0.283 435 H A2 2] F 1 [ 13 A 5 1L BE K F-
BE S THETE; Lt B O EME R R B2 s TR,
FT U, AFPFAR I T IRIHGE I FE R SRR e @i R, AT
FULAFAE—LEAN R, BN, AW AL T B 2~ Rkt n]
LI HA B 5 25 ) B A T 5 5
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Research of the Relationship and Differences of
CSL Learners’ Listening, Speaking, Reading and
Writing Skills

Sun Xiaoti

Hainan Normal University, Haikou

Abstract: The quantitative statistical analysis reveals the relationship of
listening, speaking, reading and writing skills in Chinese language learning
and differences due to nationality and gender. The results reveal that there
is significant correlation in Chinese listening, speaking, reading and writing
skills; CSL learners’ Chinese reading and writing skills can significantly predict
their listening skills, writing skills can significantly predict their speaking
skills, listening skills can significantly predict their reading skills, listening
and speaking skills can significantly predict their writing skills; The Japanese
male learners.

learners’ reading and writing skills significantly exceed the South Korean

learners; Female learners’ speaking and writing skills significantly exceed the

Key words: CSL learners; Language skill; Relationship; Differences
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