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A Correlation Study of Art Majors’ Cognitive Styles and
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Wang Xiaomeng, Li Siging
(School of Foreign Languages, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract: The learners’ cognitive styles are closely related to their learning achievement. Based on
Riding ’ s theory of cognitive styles, this research conducted questionnaires among 108 art majors to
investigate their cognitive style preferences, and then examined their English proficiency with a test on
English. Finally, a descriptive statistical analysis was used to analyze the correlations between the
preferences for cognitive styles and the English achievements of the art students. Results are achieved
as following: there’s a negative correlation between sequential cognitive styles and reading
comprehension achievement; visual cognitive style has high positive correlations with English
achievement, vocabulary achievement, reading comprehension and writing achievement; field
dependent cognitive style has a high correlation with writing achievement; and field independent is
closely correlated with English achievement, listening comprehension and reading comprehension

achievements.
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Tab.1 Descriptive statistical analysis of cognitive styles preference
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Tab.2 Cognitive style distribution of 85 college students
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Tab.3 Analyses of Person correlation between cognitive styles and English achievements correlations
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