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On Mobile Assisted Language Learning (MALL) on English Grammar

Tae-Soo Sung”

Abstract

Using mobile technology in educational and learning environments has attracted a lot of attention in
recent years. In this mobile environment, mobile phones have been used to enhance the effectiveness
of education in the field, which has been recognized through numerous experimental studies so far. The
study was proposed and conducted to find out how much the use of mobile phones can have to improve
the grammatical knowledge of EFL students. Introduction of 95 intermediate courses to Chungnam area
The second grade students of 4-year college participated in this study. Everyone in the experimental
and control groups was given the opportunity to review and recur to use the six grammar formats,
including the current complete tense, simple past tense, direct and indirect question sentences, and
comparative and superative-based methods. During the class discussion, the participants of the group
record their voice on their cell phones, analyze the mistakes in the expressions recorded as a task
after the class, and explain the results in the next session. However, in the class of the control group
participants, this recording process is omitted. Participants benefited from mobile learning were much

more positive in multidimensional grammar tests than those in control groups.
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[l. Theoretical Background
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Table 2. Pre-test/Post-test on Grammar Achievement of
Low-level Group

Table 5. Descriptive Statistics: High—level Group

Number Pretest Posttest
of M SD M SD t P
Students
Control 22 14. 11. 20. 13. -3. .00
Group 68 14 50 53 69
Experimental 24 20. 14. 30. 13. 7. .00
Group 46 85 25 84 26
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Table 3. Pre-test/Post-test on Grammar Achievement of
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Table 4. Descriptive Statistics: Low—level Group

Number Pretest Posttest Posttest
of Grade
Students (Revision)
M SD M SD M SE
Control 22 14. 11. 20. 13. 23. 1.50
Group 68 14 50 53 202
Experimental 24 20. 14. 30. 13. 27. 1.43
Group 46 85 25 84 778
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of Grade
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