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A Study on the Relativity Between Language Competence
and Training Models

Huang Chongling,  Shi Lirong
(School of Foreign Languages, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract ; In view of different training models leading to differences of the language competence of the
training objects, a research was conducted on two groups of students from Tongji University, one
majoring in German and the other consisting of Non-German-major students who study German in
public class,on their vocabulary , morphology and syntax competence. The results of the study indicate
that the students majoring in German perform better in using vocabulary from quantitative and
qualitative aspects,that both groups have a good knowledge of morphology,and yet the German-major
students perform a little better and that the German-major students are better than the other group in
mastering the variety of syntactic structures and avoiding syntactic errors. Therefore, we can draw the
conclusion that professional training is more conducive to enhancing language competence of the

students than the training model for the students studying German in public class.
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Tab.1 Total vocabulary KA AMFRIREAE] T G Ul 3 ~4 fifo
Zk ko TR SR ) el W AR LS T 8 Fhinl it 4T 12853
Al 208 12/15 (5.8%/7.2% ) 91 MHEA, W3k 3,
A2 207 /11 (5.3%/5.3% ) 107 Bdn 2B B iR AR A, Ay 6 AN 2R i
22 iiz ljj f(f;/%/; 5;7%)> ifé JRR A $H G AR T A 4. M,
(4 . ‘0 .
. B S — oz A o
A 153 5/5 (3.3%/3.3% ) 78 fjJﬂ‘\‘éﬁja:lfﬂmhﬂm@ﬁﬁ;ttﬁ@@)l1@5’:”@%3@
A6 156 6/9 (3.8%/5.8% ) 76 HE@glﬂﬁﬁlﬁ%Eﬂéqz & iR
SA 1215 50/56 (4.1%/4.6%) 618 SRS, G ALAE RN A G e B i 2
Gl 208 1/1 (05%/05%) 116 E%%Bg/fjtﬂ: A éﬂo ’f@ﬂ]ﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬁd‘lﬁj W%Jﬁﬁg
G2 214 2/2 (0.9%/0.9%) 108 SCEEAANC B AR, 1 AR X 5188 Ll #5
G3 201 3/4 (1.5%/2.0% ) 89 — I FEIACHEAR K CR . —iaZ2 AT X
g;‘ ;i‘; zj ‘5‘ E;gg; %Z; 12? TR L P 3 B (Y N, TR DA A
V% /72.0% rp S s - NI A 22 L 3p
G6 058 33 (1.29%/1.2% ) 13 = &I\mEI’JL%?F}'#;ﬁ](EKm%E%i%JIzEU\JﬁWJET
3G 1312 17/19 (1.3%/1.4% ) 666 Y L AR LN TR
x2 HRICHIRSFEST
Tab.2 Classification of vocabulary mistakes
T A Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6  SA Gl G2 G3 G4 G5 G6 3G
FH A5 15 2 4 6 3 2 5 22 1 1 1 1 3 0 7
FEHR 2 5 2 0 2 0 11 0 1 2 1 1 1 6
ANAELE R 8 2 4 1 1 1 17 0 0 0 1 1 2 4
x®3  “HE MWRAESH
Tab.3 Distribution of the parts of speech of “types”
IEES Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6  3A Gl G2 G G4 G5 G6 3G
751 11 18 18 25 11 8 91 18 20 12 16 17 22 105
Al 8 16 10 19 8 7 68 15 14 9 13 10 19 80
SR 3 2 2 2 2 1 12 2 1 1 1 2 2 9
1] 5 7 9 7 4 3 35 9 9 9 8 9 8 52
AT 21 20 24 30 20 17 132 24 19 18 23 34 16 134
AriA 6 11 7 11 5 7 47 6 7 7 6 9 6 41
e 15 13 14 12 8 10 72 17 11 11 15 15 14 83
i) 16 16 24 28 15 16 115 19 21 17 19 29 19 124
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Tab.4 Classification of morphological changes

Zit NG DA 2 i) B PRI AL 10 JE A5 A 19 AR A%
5 EH B IEH B 3 1EWi B
Al 32 32/100% 0 43 38/88,4% 5 65 49/75 ,4% 16
A2 30 30/100% 0 42 41/97,6% 1 60 54/90,0% 6
A3 40 38/95% 2 49 48/98 ,0% 1 76 74/97 ,4% 2
A4 40 40/100% 0 50 49/98,0% 1 80 76/95,0% 4
A5 25 25/100% 0 37 35/94,6% 2 55 50/90,9% 5
A6 23 22/95,7% 1 35 35/100% 0 54 49/90,7% 5
SA 190 187/98 ,4% 3 256 246/96,1% 10 390 352/90,3% 38
Gl 29 29/100% 0 43 43/100% 0 65 64/98,5% 1
G2 41 41/100% 0 50 47/94 ,0% 3 81 76/93,8% 5
G3 31 31/100% 0 34 32/94 1% 2 67 65/97,0% 2
G4 30 30/100% 0 33 31/93,9% 2 60 57/95,0% 3
G5 39 39/100% 0 57 57/100% 0 86 81/94 2% 5
G6 39 39/100% 0 33 33/100% 0 69 67/97,1% 2
3G 209 209/100% 0 250  243/97,2% 7 428  410/95,8% 18
x5 AXEMIHIER
Tab.5 Distribution of sentence structures
Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 SA Gl G2 G3 G4 G5 G6 3G
AlTFEE 22 17 23 22 17 15 116 17 27 17 19 18 15 113
RogHE ) 1 4 1 0 2 1 9 1 1 1 1 2 0 6
SERE /] 21 13 22 22 15 14 107 16 26 16 18 16 15 107
B /h) 12 5 10 11 10 11 59 9 16 6 9 6 4 50
2Em 10 12 13 11 7 4 57 11 11 10 12 11 63
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TEA AT AL R op, Fo T 1 58 5600 B 2 32 it A
JE ) A M O 1, SEAT I R T2 B e e )
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BAEIEIIR K R (R I CH % AR
)T AR R AN O DUE) B S, R E S
AT T DD DU A B 0 4 2 TR gl o g
H (L6,

T 20132 1 68 ) 5 2 ) % AL L 390 107,
%6 o, NEAR MR, G A R, H
MO FHEF 5 2 A G R i SRR B, G 4G
P 2 FIVETE R T 5 A A BB, B AT 40, G 4L fi

AT RKEN ZZRENZ SR 1A, G AR
Fb A Ul T 2350 A0 TR TR, A
{5 7 1) T 22 RIBRAE “aber” 1 “und” X
WA b H G R i/ T “denn” | “oder” |
“zwar---aber” SFHAMER, FH UL, 5K AL Z 0 A
A AR T IR B A R 4598 . BAR 4L Z iR ARl
AT REMNE A4, M GAUEHHMZREINE
A, KRR INZAE, AT LA A i TR ) 4544 () 2 48 T
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Tab. 6 Distribution of composite sentences

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 3A GI G G3 G4 G5 G6

A B o 12 13 11 7 4 57 8 111 10 12 11

G F 5 1 1 2 0 0 9 2 4 8 1 2 8

FNER 5 14 12 10 7 4 52 9 8 5 10 13 12

A R ) 5 7 7 5 6 3 33 4 6 4 6 8 5

TETE A 0 1 0 4 0 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 1

FE A BRFESE A VAT CRAFIETR) 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 2 0
HHFEHEMAE S5 0 6 5 1 1 0 13 4 2 0 4 2 6

T RN TETE RIS A A% Y SCRC S &R 5 T
P2 SZ BT AR B R R 3 2, AR TR AN Bl iRl — Bk s
T 25 S AN K SR A 5 1o B 4 G A

ZFT A A, G AJLF B A A 1 4] A
o TR SR A R R T A 4. B,
TEAJIERETI T G HE T A 4,

RT REHRDT

Tab.7 Distribution of syntax mistakes

AR Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 SA Gl G2 G3 G4 G5 G6 3G
T AR 4 2 1 0 3 1 11 0 3 1 2 2 30011
A IR RER 3 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 2 0 1 1 0 4
i in Bk sER 1 4 2 1 0 1 9 0 2 2 0 2 1 7
RESAETIRASWER 2 2 1 1 1 0 7 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
AT IR AR 1 4 1 0 2 1 9 1 1 1 1 2 0 6
HIHF HIRIME 5 B R A SN A i 2
= 458 ERTE S BRI —E R R X s R R R A T

WG ESC AT, R BN 2598 R Ll AR
ABAETL JE A58 2 Rk e 1 U5 IR T~ 38
fEiEAA  HR LR LA B . AR
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i, AT AU Ll B FR B A R T2 AR 5 RE
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AN : BEF AL BEAE 20 LA, A= 18] 1) . 3
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R T2 80T e v A A% 5208 R A RN
PRI B 7RI B FR BT, HUIIR
ORI — 57 27 A 1 500 3T A0 5555 IO, 5 £ 8 JE O 1 X 1
Ok MR FEAEAETEF R IARA R B, A IANER
FEE VRN AL, 7E—A> 40 N IHEGLHL,
FHAVUBIIME R & MPUN 18 5 MR L %2
JT I Xk I R R 8 B A e Xk 3R I R R ) A
(JEHRARTE 5 # T W B 5 AR AP
K, WA B i K e el S A BE ST . AT
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