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A Convergency Study on University Freshmen’s Academic Emotions
towards English: Difference depending on level, team-teaching &
communicative activities

Ok Hee Park
Professor, Ju Si Gyeong Liberal Arts College, Pai Chai University
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Abstract The study explores the kinds of emotions freshmen in South Korea universities experience.
Specifically, the study examines their emotional experiences on level-differentiated classes,
team-teaching by native speakers and Korean professors, and communicative activities. 327 freshmen
participated in the survey based on ‘Academic Emotions Questionnaire (AEQ)’ and the statistical results
are as follows: Firstly, research showed that the participants in advanced classes feel higher negative
emotions such as ‘worries’ and ‘boredom’ than those of beginner and intermediated classes (P < .05).
Secondly, participants feel higher level of ‘fun’, ‘satisfaction’ and lower level for ‘boredom’ in the
native speaker classes than those of Korean professors (2 < .001). Thirdly, participants feel games are
the most ‘fun’ and ‘satisfying’, while presentations are viewed as the most ‘worrying’ and ‘boring’
among the communicative activities (P < .001). Finally, the pedagogical implications and suggestions
are discussed.
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Aol wheh wSEE, ZSWE, w5 52 geltle
A 2900] Hofollis HEHoR Aoj9f IAA 58 TEA FA wKelt7]. fuRtelM = 73 28
of Tt A7t LA 204171 FHko] Eof Hlii HE %ﬁl Fol BH=] HY Shgolut gk 8, 121l
ShEAHe] A9t o] Qo] kgl IS F= ARAAR1 FEolut A9 o] QIFh AJolE gt

oA Q?l(affective factors)[1]19E2A F Q5= ?l
Alo] &g F7] AlZeteitt. 12y of[s] S BT
st $=2]8ke}7| FEQL H[o]/dARl AL R(2] oJAA 2
Aol gt K& o] gt Aot ¥HA, H|=3t A
7o) dejstat ] e}k RofoA= AP gy BUIE
F50he 38 8102 HoyTH3] 8 A= AR
E7HES #AloH T £ FRE UE 9 AXE &
o A £ 5 Ues AR AgolZta Q14lsk
EAOCF Pekrun Q|[4]= S5 Y3} HHE 744
o] EHE Aot 8t 7Hd(academic emotions)
olgt= MdS 1oty SR 8 TS &4
517] 91t FH 24 E2 A (Academic
Emotion Questionnaire; AEQ)E 75ttt o]
ABQE IA 449 HH(positive emotion)T}t F3 2]
ZA(negative emotion)?] F 02 WYHoIA 9l
7r 734 9] 28 AL, I, AFA ot I8 B
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AA(AEQ)F AlHRIT H153K(2019)[11]0] =2t o
SIS0l 9 Aol Aeske Age AR A 2
IS 14 AR ARSI A BESRH2019)[11)1e
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Table 1. A three—dimensional taxonomy of achievement
emotions(Pekrun et al., 2007, p.16)

Positive Negative
Activating | Deactivating |  Activating | Deactivating
Activity fun relaxation anger boredom
frustration
joy worries sadness
contentment . A
Outcome hope . shame disappointm
! relief )
pride anxiety ent

=

%, Table 19] CVTY| A4 E7%] W= A
O(fun) = SAHolx TASHE HHPer

(contentment)'2 G4 &0 H|ZAISHE o=,

M

23 ‘AH(worries)' & FAo|HA B/stE FAHL
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Q11-12), 1281 upAeto g oaAaE Lol et 7+
A(Q13-28)S B= FEo7 HEEFIL & 2872 F
A= 9iet. JAAE T2 & E5(Q13-16), Bl Fot
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Table 2. General characteristics of participants

(N=326)
Variables Frequency(%)

Beginner 85(26.1))

Enghsh Intermediate 137(42.0)
evel

Advanced 104(31.9)

Male 212(65.2)
Gender

Female 113(34.8)

Humanities & Social Science 127(39.0)
Major Science & Engineering 165(50.8)

Arts & PE 33(10.2)

Table 2= AR A7etd B WEEA
o2 oolE Aijolt). oo} SEzL 2} 859(26.1%),
SN 1378(42.0%), A= 1047(31.9%)°110t. 43
HE= Jahgo] 2129(65.2%), c1sHgol 113%H(34.8%) %
o AFERE ARAEALG 12798(39.0%), o134
AL 1657(50.8%), A5 3378(10.2%)= = A

3ol
EER)

<54
Al —%—Ev—@.(One—Way ANOVA), 181 7&‘5’ =]
o

b I = I = o]

QA419] 0301 SR 71140]
[e)

4
o] SAHTRIA] Lok Aot Ayl %
At THHE AL, AT Saate] 7MY EA] o
JHOIA IS FotEYH.

Wt &3t we] gof 9ol ﬁxqﬂqb EET 3
H)2 AR Folsilalp (.05), © F FETH3.42)
o] A%o] A LM, 2FHG. 36)J1L SEHH3.34)
o] 71 E2 o]glig] o] & uto] sl&o| it AFAELE
H(3.37)Ee Wkt Wk &9t «1 Fol o] A

Foprhs ARET 492 $AHCE RSy (
.001), °IF 4J=7H3.38)°] Zﬂo‘ AFsirtal SHEs
a1, 259H3.14)3 F59H3.01)0] 21 FE olgked] o]

T Hke] 299 A Fet(.10)E0 Wit

Table 3. Students’ academic emotions depending on

English level

Emotion Level N M sd p
Beginner 85 494 161
Intermediate 137 446  1.63

7

Fun Advanced 4 44 171
Positiv Total 326 457  1.66
e Beginner 85 504 1.59

Contentm Intermediate 137 4.61 1.65 644

ent Advanced 104 443 177

Total 326 467 168
Beginner 85 336 1.73
Intermediate 137 334 1.67

i .01

Worries s dvanced 04 342 200 O
Negati Total 326 337 1.80
ve Beginner 85 3.14 1.83
Intermediate 137 3.01 1.60

.001

Boredom 1 gvanced 104 338 212 < ®
Total 326 316 184

Table 4. Students’ academic emotion among groups
(N=326)

Emotion ss df ms F p

Between groups  15.61 2 7.81

880.12 323 272 2.87  .059
Total 895.73 325

Between groups 17,64 2 8.82

Fun Within groups

g’;”ntf”t Within groups ~ 902.92 323 279 315 044
Total 92056 325
Between groups ~ .389 2 19

Worries  Within groups 105619 323 326 .60 942
Total 1052.3 325
Between groups  8.47 2 4.24

Boredom Within groups 10899 323 337 126 286
Total 10984 325

Table 4= 42 7+ Ao]7} oI5t X5 Lolx7] 9
o QRIS o) 2 A3} o] 7o) £
Moz olskedrk(p < .05).

Table 5. Multiple comparisons on contentment
(N=326)

Emotion Level md se p

Beginner &

Intermediate 422 281 162

Beginner &

Advanced .603 .244 .038

Contentment

Intermediate &

Advanced 180 217 685

*se! standard error
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Table 6. Students’ academic emotion depending on
foreign professors and Korean professors

(N=327)
Emotion M sd md* t P
Foreign
professors 5.38 1.50
Fun ” .81 843  (.001
orean
professors 4.57 174
Foreign
Content Professors 543 149
ment — 70 o .73 8.13 ¢ .001
professors . .
Foreign
professors 2.50 1.46
Boredom " -64 -7.02 <.001
orean
professors 314 168

*md: mean differences

Table 62 Fol¥} g9l w40l gt shsAtel &
& 449 Aols =9 HE TAHS 53 Loh 2}
oy, A4 ¥l AEA B LFE BA7F E7Fsdl
A A=At 1 9] Au], v, 81 X F5to] BE
BAFCRE Folstitk(p < .001).

Hojgla} el w49] HEJH O R Y= Jof
o] Am|Qlths AEET 5-6¥)2 5AZoE |9
Aol B, THAELS 2=l W4 £(5.38)0]
=9l W5 $=YP4.57) 5o B 0.81 F& © Au|dct
3ot € .001). HEHORE P o] &
Aol FEJHHE AEET 7-8¥)2 EAZHo R folgt
ZolE BN, AL =9l g £A(G.43)S &
=2 W5 $£4(4.70)Ec Wt 0.733% o TSk
Ao & YeRFtHp ( .001). HEIHC R AP Ao
Sgo] AFoth= AHEY 11-12¥)2 BAZHo= &
9Jgt Afolg BN, IHAEL Tl W $U(3.14)
o] 9=l W4 F=AR.50)ET B 0.648% T AF
sttt §EstATHp < .001).

ot Ay

34 OMAS
A7 7Hd 3. gt A el
F 5§90 wet GEAS Lohr Sl

23 (general linear model)S AAJSIAT}.

S0l et Foi st 2

Table 7. Students’ academic emotion depending on
communicative activities

(N=327)
Emotion M sd F P
Pair work 4.32 1.83
Asking & Answers  4.26 1.66
Fun 28.51 {.001
Games 4.79 1.61
Presentation 4.01 1.77
Pair work 4.25 1.82
Asking & Answers 431 1.63
Content 1556 ( .001
ment  Games 4.64 1.64
Presentation 4.08 1.72
Pair work 3.11 1.78
Asking & Answers  3.39 1.74
Worries 27.46 < .001
Games 2.83 1.60
Presentation 3.61 1.85
Pair work 2.90 1.7
Asking & Answers  3.00 1.65
Boredom 6.45 < .001
ames 2.81 1.56
Presentation 3.14 1.70

Table 72 % A7t AAH= YAtas BF 7
of gt AUBES AAY Aol Uit ¥ =3
(general linear mode) 02 o}z ZAilolct. fu] gt
=, A%, 293 AFHe] Aol B sACE {9
stat(p < .001).

AT Bl ArQltks AR(EF 13, 17, 21,
25H)2 BAACE O3t AolE H, AT &
s 3 Adel AL AvAL@4.79), 1 Fz & &
(4.32), &1L 93171(4.20), EH371(4.01)9 =22 Y
ERATHp € .001). oAkaE &0 WSStk e
T 14, 18, 22, 2002 BAHCR FoJt AolS YA,
o] & Adel AY WEAYI(4.64), 11 FIZ B3l Tt
71(4.31), & &5(4.25), T3#5}7](4.08)9] <07 =
okl SHSIAHp < .001). AT EEo] AAH
= AREY 15, 19, 23, 279)2 SAHLE |Rojt
Aolg HL, o] F EHPIB.61)7F AL A=,
olojA i1 ©317](3.39), & 25(3.11), AU(2.83)9
£07 Aol "ol SHESIATHp < .001). URA[ES
E JAaE E50] AFsihe HEET 16, 20, 24,

o)
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