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Abstract: Drawing on the international posture theory of foreign language learning motivation, this
research explored the influencing mechanism of Chinese college students’ international posture on English
classroom learning engagement, and constructed the path relationship between international posture and
classroom learning engagement . The results indicate that: 1) The reliability and validity of the four-factor
structure of international posture are satisfactory, and the participants exhibit a moderately high level of
international posture; 2) English classroom learning engagement is a second-order factor composed of
behavioral engagement, cognitive engagement, and affective engagement, its measurement model has high
reliability and validity, and the participants display relatively high overall level of English classroom
learning engagement ; 3) “Having things to communicate to the world” and “Interest in international news”
have significant positive impacts on English classroom learning engagement, whereas “ Interest in
international vocation or activities” and “Inter-group Approach-Avoidance tendency” have no significant

impact. The findings provide insights in exploring the factors influencing English classroom learning
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engagement and developing effective strategies for English classroom teaching and learning.

Keywords: international posture;

modeling; influence mechanism
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Fig.1 Path relationship between international posture and classroom learning engagement
x1 NERBKER
Tab.1 Measuring model

X IHARE AVERF-J5 B YA AR W AR Bk
AR AL B
2 3 4 5 6 7 AVE CR a

HTCW  0.872 - - - - — - 0.761 0.905 0.843
1IN 0297 0816 - - - — - 0.666 0.856 0.748
IIVA 0.508  0.138  0.661 - - — - 0.437 0.641 0.703
IAT 0384 -0.036 0263  0.842 - — - 0.709 0.824 0.751
BE 0520 0372 0234 0232 0.880 — - 0.774 0.911 0.853
CE 0346 0380  0.098  0.146 0523  0.903 - 0.816 0.93 0.887
AE 0.504 0451 0205 0203 0569  0.623 0938 0.880 0.957 0.932

TE: FEFEAR R = XSO A R A DG R R, WAL B A REAVERF IR .

xR2 HHMEBKRER
Tab.2 Structural model

S 5 ) Bootstrapping
AR AR B HfE R Va q
95%CILL 95%CIUL
HTCW -->CLE 0.441%** 4.736 0.204 0.085 0.222 0.590
IIN --> CLE 0.361%** 4.302 0.197 0.086 0.193 0.521
0.414

IIVA --> CLE —0.087 1.031 0.010 0.003 —0.228 0.105
IAT --> CLE 0.095 1.131 0.013 0.003 —0.075 0.259

e **P<0.010, SRR
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