PO HOANG NGAN. So sanh thu phép nghe cua sinh vién va sinh vién da tot nghiép chuyén nganh tiéng
Nhat bang phuong phap phan tich nhan té, Tap chi Khoa hoc Ngoai ngi, ISSN 1859 — 2503, trang 72 — 84, s6
17, 2008, Pai hoc Ha Noi. (Bai da dugc bao céo tai Hoi nghi khoa hoc Quéc té Ky niém 35 nam xay dung va
phét trién nganh tiéng Nhat “Tir giang day tiéng Nhat dén nghién ciru va dao tao sau dai hoc vé Nhat Ban hoc”,
bai hoc Ha Néi 2008).

Bai béo trinh bay mot két qua nghién cau tim hiéu tha phap nghe cia sinh vién dai hoc chuyén nganh tiéng
Nhat va sinh vién di t6t nghiép, phan tich sy khac nhau giita hai nhom d6i twong nhiam hd tro cho viéc nang
cao hiéu qua phuong phap giang day k§ ning nghe hiéu tiéng Nhat ¢ truong dai hoc Viét Nam. Nghién cau
dwa trén két qua diéu tra vé 32 thu phap nghe duoc sinh vién nam thir 4 chuyén nganh tiéng Nhat va sinh
vién da tot nghiép danh gia vé mirc d6 str dung theo 5 cip do tir 1 (hoan toan khong dung) dén 5 (rit hay
ding). S liéu dwoc xur ly phan tich va kiém ching d6 tin cay bang phuong phap théng ké phan tich nhan td,
phép kiém dinh T (T-test), va phép phan tich phuong sai. Két qua cho thay c6 su khac biét dang ké vé tan s6
sir dung cac tha phap nghe “hd trg”, “van hoéa”, “suy luan”, “bd sung thong tin”, “ngir am va tir” giita hai
nhom ddi tugng. Bong thoi, twong quan giita cac thu phap nghe ciing khac nhau & hai nhom. Ngoai ra, két
qua phan tich cho thay, ca hai nhém déu c6 xu huéng st dung nhiéu cac thu phap nim noi dung hon 1a cac
thi phap chd y téi ngir m va tir. Trong khi sinh vién ding nhiéu thu phap “vin hoa” thi sinh vién tét nghiép
ding nhiéu tha phap “suy luan” va thu phap “ang ddi khi khong hiéu”.

b6 Hoang Ngan, Comparsion of listening techniques used by Japanese major students and graduates using
factor analysis method, Journal of Foreign Languages, ISSN 1859 - 2503, pages 72-84, No. 17, 2008, Hanoi
University. (The paper was presented at the International Conference celebrating 35 years of Japanese
language major “From teaching Japanese language to research and postgraduate education on Japanese
study”, Hanoi University, 2008).

The paper presents the results of a study on the listening techniques used by Japanese major students and
graduates and analysis of the differences between the two groups in order to improve the effectiveness of
teaching Japanese listening comprehension in universities in Vietnam. The study was based on a survey on
32 techniques used by senior students and graduates which are assessed using grades from 1 (absolutely not
use) to 5 (regularly use). The data was analyzed to verify the reliability of the statistical method of factor
analysis, T-test and variance analysis. Results showed significant differences in the frequency of using
“support”, “culture”, “inferrence”, “additional information” and “phonetics and words” techniques between
the two groups. At the same time, the correlation among these listening techniques is different across the
two groups. In addition, the analysis showed that both groups tend to use more content techniques more than
“phonetics and words” techniques. While students use “culture” technique more frequently, the graduates

prefer “inference” and “improvisation when not understanding” more.
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