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Understanding Language Learning Strategies, Language Learning
Beliefs, and English Listening Achievement of Korean Undergraduate
Students
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Abstract The purpose of this study was to understand language learning strategies use, language learning beliefs,
and listening achievement of Korean EFL learners. The participants was sixty-nine university students who enrolled
in blended learning classes for English listening. Data was collected and analyzed to see if there were any differences
in strategies and beliefs between students who improved their listening test score and those who did not. The results
showed that students showing improvement at the post-test used more language learning strategies and had a high
level of motivation. Statistically significant correlation was found between motivation and strategies such as cognitive
and meta-cognitive strategies.

Key Words : Language learning strategies, Language learning beliefs, Cognitive strategy, Motivation, Listening,
Blended learning
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Table 1. Background information of participants

N %
freshman 20 29.0
Sophomore 22 31.9
Grade Junior 13 18.8
Senior 14 20.3
Total 69 100.0
male 29 42.0
Gender female 40 58.0
Total 69 100.0
) Experience 9 13.0
Forelgn country No experience 60 87.0
experience
Total 69 100.0
Done 26 37.7
TOEIC Not done 43 62.3
Total 69 100.0
Improvement 38 55.1
Achievement No improvement 31 449
Total 69 100.0
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Table 2. Descriptive Statistics and T—test results
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me; 3. Somewhat true of me; 4. Usually true of me; 5. Always or
almost always true of me; ° I=Improvement group, NI=No
improvement group; © percentage

Table 3. Descriptive statistics and T—test results
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Table 4. Pearson correlation analysis

Total score for
the BALLI Total score for the SILU
Listening r 0.36%+ 0.37x+
Achievement 0 0.00 0.00
«+p<0.01

Table 5. Regression for SILL and BALLI

B t 1%
Total score for 032 286 0.01
Listening the SILL
Achievement Total score for
ihe BALLI 0.30 2.72 0.01

Table 6. Correlations between SILL and BALLI
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*p<0.05, *+p<0.01
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