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TOM LUQC

Tuong tac 1a yéu td quan trong gép phan tao nén thanh cong cho mot khéa hoc tric
tuyén va mirc do tuong tac ca sinh vién ¢ anh huong 16n dén qua trinh hoc tap
cua ho. Bé diéu tra vé mirc d6 tuong tac cua sinh vién trong cac 1op hoc truc tuyén
khong dong bd, nghién ciu md ta nay duoc tién hanh dya trén phan tich di lidu
dinh tinh va dinh luong. Bang cau hoi va phong phan ban ciu trac da duoc st dung
dé thu thap dir liéu. Khach thé nghién cau gém 150 sinh vién tir nim nhat dén nam
tu chuyén nganh Tiéng Anh dang theo hoc tai truong dai hoc Nam Can Tho. Két
qua nghién cau chi ra rang su tuong tac trong cac 16p hoc tric tuyén khong dong bo
& murc d6 cao. Tuy nhién su twong tac dién ra nhiéu nhat 1a gitta ngudi hoc véi giao
dién, trong khi sy tuong tac gitra nguoi hoc véi nguoi hoc xay ra it thuong xuyén

nhat.

Tir khoa: su twong tac, hoc tap truc tuyén khong dong b, sinh vién chuyén nganh

Tiéng Anh, nhan thic.



ABSTRACT

Interaction is a significant factor that contributes to building a successful online
learning course, and the degree of students’ interaction has a great impact on their
learning process. To examine learners’ interaction in asynchronous online classes,
this descriptive study was conducted based on the analysis of quantitative and
qualitative data. A questionnaire and semi-structured interviews were used for data
collection. The participants included 150 participants from first-year to fourth-year
students majoring in English Studies at Nam Can Tho University. The research
findings indicated that students had a high level of interaction in asynchronous
online learning. Nevertheless, the highest interaction occurred between learners and

the interface, whereas the learner-learner interaction transpired less frequently.

Keywords: interaction, asynchronous online learning, English-majored students,

perceptions.
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