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Abstract: This article discusses the working mechanism of catfish effect and its implications for

language teaching in classroom settings.

only be well generated by controlling the intensity of challenge in games.

It is noteworthy that catfish effect classroom situations can

By using psychological and

mechanics principles, the authors illustrate the feasibility of applying games and catfish effect in

promoting classroom-based language learning.
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Fig.1 Gaming factors and their relations
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Fig.2 Process of catfish effects
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