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An Analysis of Pre Service English Teachers’ Learning Psychology
and Cognitive Style

Research based on Reading Fuzzy Tolerance Process
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Abstract: By analyzing the audio thinking materials of 20 pre service English teachers in English
reading, this paper explores their psychological representation in the three levels of information
extraction, fuzzy tolerance, and adaptation, when they encounter fuzzy information in the process of
reading. Pre service English teachers are not only language learners, but also future English language
educators. Paying attention to their learning psychology and cognitive style is to improve the learning
effect, and arouses the attention of fuzzy tolerance cognitive style in teaching and learning.
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