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Table 2 Contrast Between the Treatment and Comparison Groups CET -4 Performance
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An Empirical Study of Web — Assisted EFL. Autonomous Learning

LI Ping
(College English Department of Yancheng Institute of Technology, Jiangsu Yancheng 224051, China)

Abstract : Based on the data of the experimental work, this paper makes a tentative research on the relationship between computer
— assisted language teaching and students”integrated sbilities in English language learning. The result shows that computer — as-
sisted language teaching , as a supplementary teaching method, has many advantages and helps to improve students’integrated a-
bilities in English language.
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