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An Empirical Study on the Chinese Language Acquisition of

International Students in China: Transfer Perspective

XIA Rong
(College of Foreign Studies, Wenzhou University, Wenzhou, China 325035)

Abstract: The paper, based on the language transfer theory, probes mainly into the correlation between the



100

mMN K FFR (AEFFR) (2020) F 33 55

Chinese language acquisition of the international students in China (the subjects) and their psychotypology.
The study finds out that: firstly, the subjects’ perceived language distance (or psycholinguistics) of the
Chinese language is not correlated with their Chinese language level, but with their aptitude of English as L1
or L2 instead; secondly, the affective factors and the cultural empathy have their positive impact upon the
perceived language distance of the subjects, while the language exposure and the perceived cultural
differences as behavioral and cognitive factors upon the Chinese language aptitude of the subjects; thirdly, the
perceived language distance of the Chinese language, to a certain extent, triggers the possessive “de (9)”
structure while the acquisition of the more heterogeneously nominalized “de (#9)” structure is more likely to
be correlated with the subjects’ language exposure and social networks. The study proposes that when
teaching Chinese as a foreign language, instructors employ the comparative analysis of cultural factors,
interwoven with the common properties and the structural diversity of languages, and increase and improve
learners’ language exposure, so as to facilitate the subjects’ Chinese language acquisition, and hence, promote
the “going-out” of the Chinese language and culture.

Key words: International Students in China; Chinese Language Acquisition; Language Transfer; Psycho-

typology



