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An enpirical study of undergraduates F. vocabulary learning n western Chna

ZHANG Bai-cheng
(School of Foreign Languages Chongging Jiaotong U niversity, Chongging 400074, China)

Abstract: The present study, by use of questionnaire and vocabulary tests, investigates and outlines the AL vocabulary leaming
of 481 undergraduates in temsof their understanding of vocabulary leaming, strategy use and vocabulary size The result shows
that (1) Obijects have the belief that vocabulary should be leamned in using them; the most frequently used strategies include
dictionary use, guessing the meaning and note-taking, objects average out 1o a snall vocabulary size (2) Significant differences
exist in the using of some strategies betveen different graders and differentmajors (3) Four strategies ( cognitive & meta-cogni-
tive) significantly correlate with vocabulary size The research resultsmay probably offer enpirical reference for the issue of how

to mprove AL wvocabulary teaching and learning

K eywor ds: vocabulary leaming strategy; vocabulary development, receptive vocabulary size; productive vocabulary size

139



