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Gender Differences of Chinese language learning
In the primary stage

CHEN Lin & LUO Xueying

(School of Chinese as a Second Language, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275 China;
College of International Culture, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510631 China)

Abstract ;: Numerous studies indicate that there are gender differences between men and women in lan-
guage learning, this study focused on gender differences of learning Chinese as a second language. Start-
ing from Chinese learners in primary level, through a comparative study from their reading and writing,
listening and speaking ability, discovering that females in these three areas were significantly better than
male , and there were a significant positive correlation among the three abilities. And after analysis, found
that differences from language learning ability, brain processing mechanism, gender role socialization and
learning strategies are main effects which caused gender differences of Chinese language learning.

Key words; language learning; gender differences; brain processing mechanism; learning strategies;

gender role socialization
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