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Abstract

By adopting a quantitative and qualitative analysis method, the study took the statements for oral
scale of CSE (China Standards of English) level five as a standard and investigated college non-
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English majors’ current oral English expression ability status, its common difficulties and impact
factors in applied universities from six dimensions of oral English expression: accuracy, breadth,
coherence, fluency, appropriateness and flexibility, which was done by questionnaires including
six dimensions of language expression: accuracy, complexity, coherence, fluency, appropriateness
and flexibility. The results showed that: 1) the overall oral English expression ability of college
non-English majors hasn’t met the statements of CSE level five; 2) female students are significantly
better than male students, business majors are significantly better than liberal arts majors who
are significantly better than science majors; 3) there is no significant difference between grades. 4)
the flexibility, coherence, accuracy of language expression almost achieved the line of level five,
the common core difficulties mainly reflected in pronunciation, the scope of language expression,
fluency and appropriateness. And unclear goals, less practice and low amount of accumulation
were major impact factors. The research is helpful for strengthening students’ knowledge on their
own oral English expression ability as well as adjusting their goals of oral English practice, help
teachers know students’ actual oral English proficiency, clarify and refine the teaching objectives
of speaking and promote the effective practice of oral English as well as the rational application of
China Standards of English.
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PHF P E S TR E A, RIAE. W, AR EE ORI A R AR

82 FH 2 v R AR PH A 1 R B B A 2 I RE AN SE 4 RE 0 0 R BN BN A (AR 55, T EE 2R A SR R
JIo REZEER—TTRBAMMRER AL, RARZHARIGE L WA EAR A E B BB R, 24t
TS ST SE BT 6 R IR “ RSB UM th s o X ESCIC R B AR AR BE . S5
o [ SR AME B DT TR A AN T B AR E ZEAE 1] 2018 AEAAT I [l 15 e 70 S5 2 R (LR RIRR
®), WIAENHREE NE T A E Z AR, LB M AB LG . BRI P E G2 S H 1)
K A=, 5~6 GO NARHEBARSGE T AL, 5 CRYPASIEHAIRR) (BUNAR (FE/)D )
FR RS H R AT R H A KB 2 o TR ERL S SERT PR AT AT AR [2], A2 1 [ Py 2 AR SR B T AR R,

X E N SE A B AR SR 3], E SR RE ) SR R R A B B LA B AN R AP AR
#Eo HATSST LB E A T8 PR R A BRI AT VA 4], R0 R RE I #iRiR[5], %l
P ER AR TT[6], B SR MR TT[7] B 5 i & R A [8]« {H 111 755 3R i B TR FE 4L
Ao gt WEROIL R RG], 0t 75 F R RN A IR Bk, v ER K A A iR R S
PERESNIE 7T 1) R AR 42

2. HRIK

PSR NERIEKE R 5 RE B TR LBTE 5 5. ARNE S . IR IREAROER R OR
A[10]. ARFEACERIE S REJJER[11], 1B 5 RE OG5 (M IR ME 5 RS T K0 5 PR
SRS HE ST, 15 5 RN SR () SRR R X 70 AN ZKF Sk Rk 4 1 B E2hR it . Bachman [12]4 52 Frif 5
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eI 58 Ry “AERFE I S s 2is F AR TR S APR R 717« BB (131K 561l B RIS Re /1 7 e
N AE— B b B A FH IR IR AT BR G 8 SERCE PR ASIRE )7 o B bR A8 DB 7L 3 E AL
FATH[14]: 1) BEALKIE: 2) HAFWT VLRI RILK R 3) MM )& EEAMHE R, WAE. 3)
Bl #EEHEE; 4) MBS B, ARc iR BHEIER; 5) IBZETI, A% I mE g
2, ZBRiRng. REHE SRS, BHar, A5 N2 E N B BN S, REREDE
FIEEER . B DEP AR NRDENE, EE AU 1) SRR 2) BT
5Pl 3) MERIARIR SUMBE; 4) BUEINERISGE . SIFR, SMEZE RIS OCHT 7% #T 3 2
[15]. UbAh, THERAIE. dERtE. B4R E[16] [17], ATPReEms MAMAZE R[18], MBERIAM B4
TR M THEGE ST R [19] [20]4% 522438 R0E . (HWF AN R —, RN 224 RS br 75 SR 10 63,
DAGETE b 22 AR RN R A g 2, RAREAS [ 00 2 A 1R 25 ) SR IEAT 20 B [15] 0 B B3R VEHT H BRI
RE IR Bz 0 il RE AR T80/, HLDOOGTE DHERAR M HERfPE . A4 B A 3. Skehan [21]
A CTFIE” “HERRTE” R “E 4R RVEI B RE ST HIIEAHERR; Crookes [22]F1 Wigglesworth [22]
F R I 2 5 A ) T R IA HP B VA B HER SR FI WSS BRI G A . M, RIEA, T8 ZE[23]
W, BN FHERE AT LB I HR , BAERPEGE & 83%). FEMGENE. A%). ERVEGER
FRMEH) WARECESIGE AR RN (R S 5 1030 B A1 R 3 P (5 b g (112 ) & F-

A FAEET THERER O LRA R “R” prdt, VRAL R B s B R 9 1 Lol K 2 AR I 960l THE R
ERETT, WA HERBRENBUR, KB W8 AR ER, B 138 PN O OGS 5] R 5
TANSS T, A0# H O IRk FR AL, (R BUT BB Bis. B NEMBETNE, il
HeEEwt, AR SGEE KA TR B B R R AR LS R 2 i
3. Wstigit

WEFCHIR 575 440700 R0 22 ST AT AN SRS 7 ARG A . A SRR, 99.73% M4 B =0
—EE B THL, 99.46% 1) 2 AR R FH T 918 7 2J R TF-HL APP, 95.129% 1) % A2 I\ Jy 81 B R 5 %L, 95.93%
(22 A A5 SR T B QR SEIE THE K, Horp 13.27%1 22 AR B i B i B 2 5 . WOSBIA i Bt
REFEIA AT R4 SL B, SR T 9515 LB 2 S FZR ] .

3.1 HhoTiEIRE

WEFCE T DB ER, BAE T ARSEE TR S AL s DR IK RE D BUIR K IEVE N M, SR 24
PR BB IR R EE AR . WHFCHMRIE DUR =AW 1) JARgeif Lol R s il RIS e T IR
a2 AEMG FR MRS AER R ZER? 2) dRIHE TR AP TR RIA R h A7 AR Lk
PRI ? 3) FEma 2 A2 DEil 1 T5 RE 0 R R i) 12 ZE R A TR ?

3.2. MRMRMARS*

TR FENT G o0 ok Bk = f X L P I T A DL S X R B AR R AR S T R A, N
Regtik AR DL FIKF. SR 575 %, it 133 BN KA, 422 oMK TR RN AR .
A B BIEARE A ELPP A S BRI R ST T, e B b AT B FRIY

9 5 BR R ) 35 8 A VR AL S VR . MBS (PEJOER NS ER) b “THIkERE
SRR J “TFBREN ARIPMER” AR “Ref” FaERibima. HIRIPNREA Fh 3R —
B ) SR R J[24], RS A AL bRE T BE I AT E A RN T, SRV E R )R R
JIMLL, SRRSO MY B ORI BRI S IERE /1[25]. WG 32 18, BRSPS B
NEEARE L, WA LARERLE 1). F M0 AR BN, B OE UK RN,
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BERATE. JRE. VI EBIVE. AR UG TR, L 29 . FHE SCARHE AT FE 0 0
MK BA EE RIS E X [4]. HERMZFERR 5 HEEFLA, 1-5 2HlFor “EahFEE” “HAANH
BB CREARRT “RERRT . AEREEEH A, WP, R R
P, ENCA U, RISBGR, ETMNL, TR F AR, RIETEBGR, DORRIARE I .
X SE B AT AT EVE S RAER ) 19, BT FOLRA T U5ikik . WAl R BEH LI 40 4“2 A2 AT U
Wo EEESG=TMBEAT: 1) ZuFE X SEE LRI MSE . BRI Ao G RIB RT3 TH AR I
a2 2) WA DB T AR ? RN K7 3) Jeil MHERIEIERE P KRR AR AT 47

Table 1. Personal information about the sample

F 1L BHEELER

FHAE R I3 N [ER 4
5 152 26.43%

53
4 423 73.57%
E 232 40.35%
Ll TR 245 42.61%
(RS 98 17.04%
- 442 76.87%

IR
r= 133 23.13%

3.3. BURB&ES SR

R I E X 575 ZARTEE TR AT AL B R A . W SRR LB IRE I K
HE, [\ 575 4y, AR 422 4. (8 SPSS19.0 B R R AT IR G it 0. t RIS ANy 2
ST RORUEEE )15 FE R 4518 0 SR 21, SR A Cronbach a 15 B2 2 HOR A -1 80 ams REU I X 7] 45
1B RN TG . I 2 (SIS RED], 6 MNEFE RHUE>08, /NN 0812, WTH Tt
M. SPHTIUN L) CITC H359>0.7, ATl A1 B A RUFIIAH OGS R 8 IR M R 13047 R 40 #r s
29 NERGILI A 6 MERE . KIS R TR, SR HTA B LI B 3L [E B AE35>0.5, (EETHA
REEL. KMO {4 0.970 > 0.8, Bartlett Bk A4 56 45 5 1535 (Sig = 0.000), RANT7 Z MR AE N 73.370% >
50%, 6 N4EREHRHCH G IUE B . IR EE A RIS MU . IEE R T g R ER, 64
YEFEXT R AVE (B4 35>0.5, H CRHA#$34>0.7, ARUREHEBA RIFIEEGHELZE 2).

Table 2. Result of reliability analysis
=2 EESMERE

SRR BRI KMO {# Cronbach’s o 2%
TS RILHERIE 7 0.852** 0.875
HEREWE M 4 0.801** 0.857
T E RIBE T 4 0.806** 0.825
& RIB A 5 0.847** 0.870
T RIB A 3 0.802** 0.812
T RIB M RGN 6 0.864** 0.908

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.1112841 6276 IARIE = 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.1112841

ZMET7, I

4, ER57L
4.1. AEPELER

4.1.1. FERFOIBFRIEENEERKE

SRR AT RIR G 0T, B R, ATEMT BRI N (R TR BT R, 19
PP R ) (P BRI T - i 3 3 AT, ARDEE LK 2 A 1B RE 775 A48 B 341 1940 (2.498~2.931)
Y S ISME(2.762)1F 50 /N TP 53(<3.0), FRiEZE/INT 1, REAZAF 8 THERIARE I BAK T R
FH TR, AR BRSSO AE BB THE SRR M T K. Hod Sk 3RIA 1 R 5 PE(2.931),
BT (2.841) FIHERf 1t (2.819) = MNEFE S AL HAUK s BIFATEQ2.779), A (2.705) 1) (2.499)
BOBAR, BIERRILGUK TR 2. MERIER AR E 2 72 e e .

Table 3. The overall level of students’ oral English expression ability
3. FHEREMERERENBEKTE

Y fix R N w/ME XA P35 1E bRt 22
1) B AR 7 422 1.000 4.714 2.819 0.658
2) EEMAE 4 422 1.000 4.500 2.498 0.666
3) EEMHESM 4 422 1.000 4.500 2.841 0.676
4) 15 AR 5 422 1.000 4.600 2.705 0.691
5) 155 S A 3 422 1.000 5.000 2.779 0.735
6) 1B R i 6 422 1.000 5.000 2.931 0.708

S 29 422 1.000 4719 2.762 0.689

412 FHEEFEOEREVES . FEMEUNES

SRR ATAC LS, AR RIES A, wEH ¢ I RAEIR N E T KRR HH T EFERR S
BB DAoL, AR R LA RIGE . B E. WA EEME. TR
ANNEFEIIA 2 IR 2 72 7:(P > 0.05), REIAFEARBIRESNA KR, 56 77 2551, w47 2504

W& AF, AEMEMNOFEEZR, AAGERE (RGN R FRIEE . & S EAER ) R e
WHBEESRP <001): LABASTHAE, ALAERNERETRIERLIOKT, BEMBEEK
ZEE . AHTIERIET P > 0.05) B ik A wEER, HIRLHE(2.53) 54 (2.38) i, (HAE NiERILN
JURE L, MTEEEZ RO, BAEMIGE THERA A AT .

Table 4. Gender differences on students’ oral English expression ability
4. BEFBOEREENINEIIES

- HRICFAME £ brdEZ) t P
(N = 336) B (N = 86)
Rigt 2.98 £0.70 2.73£0.71 3.000 0.003**
(EXzN 2.83+0.72 2.59 +0.75 2.760 0.006**
WA E 2.75+0.68 2.53 +0.69 2.608 0.009**
E G 2.90 £0.70 2.63 £0.69 3.151 0.002**
IR 2.53 £0.67 2.38 £0.64 1.792 0.074
HERf 2.88+0.64 2.58 +0.69 3.759 0.000**
¥E: *p<0.05, **p<0.01,
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ML S FH, AT AEANANYEERRIEGE I E BEEZERP < 0.05): HRE A I m
TOCRVEAE, SRV AR TUAME S T EERN AR . UL R R LB AR S TR R A R AR (B3 2.91)
o SR (A 2.83) LI R K, BERMEA (RIME 2.64) M A BORIRF S H . FrA FEA O
SLRIKBE BT AR o A%, ORI . (R R R LR AR L, SORVE BRI . 3R}
S T TR A T T 2 E A .

Table 5. Subject differences on students’ oral English expression ability
5 BHERBOEREEINETLESR

i TALCPIME £ ARiEZE) F P
YESE -
FARHN = 52) RN = 179) FERHN = 191)

g 3.08+0.74 3.01+0.70 2.81+0.70 5.139 0.006**
3 AA 2.82+0.75 2.90+0.73 2.66 +0.72 5.186 0.006**
R EE 2.87 £0.71 2.76 +0.68 2.61+0.68 4111 0.017*
ETE 2.95+0.75 2.85 % 0.65 2.65 + 0.66 6.271 0.002**

R 2.73+0.75 2.55 +0.67 2.39 £0.61 6.295 0.002**
HERf L 3.01+0.73 2.90 +0.61 2.69 +0.66 7.02 0.001**

#: *p<0.05, **p<0.01.

MK 6 F, DNRFERANNHEER IR, A REZERP>0.05). K=K YEEFIEES
18 2.84)0& = T K 2 AR (RIAME 2.74) RUIR =S AR BAR DHEZKPIR AL T K =222k, EMRB R EERT
Gk REIEABRERYIOERE, X HERIERE MR RE .
Table 6. Grade differences on students’ oral English expression ability

F 6. FERBOBREENNFRER

FHRCFEME £ bRfEE)

YL t P
K=(N=101) K=(N=321)
RIETE 3.04 £ 0.66 2.90+0.72 1.739 0.083
(GEzN 2.87+0.70 2.75+0.74 1.452 0.147
WA 2.77 £0.67 2.68£0.70 1.127 0.26
ETIE 2.92 £0.63 2.81+0.73 1.453 0.148
IR 2.59 +0.66 2.47 +0.67 1.619 0.106
R 2.87 £0.63 2.80 £ 0.67 0.968 0.334

FE: *p<0.05, **p<0.01.

4.2. FHEOBERELEPAESEHT

PUA Sk AT 1 SRR IK RE /N NEFE B P SME (1] 1), W DA HH A AR s B R IA e ) S5 U 4E 7y
B G FRIE TR S R B RS o I B (2.5) BB A, FLUOR—R R IA IR FE (2.70) #3441 (2.78)
RAEE 2. 3. B 4 sdEstte, WTRLEH, MIERIEN BESUERAR M AN K ZHRH A OME K
RN 257, 2.47, 2.39), FIERIE BUAI FE A4 1 BUE B AR ) e K — B 55 AE (A K ICR 2.57, 2.68,
2.61; 2.89, 2.75, 2.66). MHIKUL, FAE BRI A ARYE =4 BE 7 B ooy, —4F
AL SN R SRy U,
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Figure 1. Line chart of average value comparison of six dimensions
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Figure 2. Chart of gender value comparison of six dimensions

2. NAHEERRE MR XL E
2. HBTPEER: NFTAH e L

0 025 05 0.75 1 125 15 175 2 225 25 275 3 3.25

O LEtE O A @ AIE O O TE @ it

Figure 3. Chart of grade value comparison of six dimensions
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3. WPrEER R T AT I TR B

-_— T
FiRl —i 301
ﬁ 3.01

03.01
SR} 276, 5,97
2.55 2.90
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Figure 4. Chart of subject value comparison of six dimensions
B 4. RANEEREZWSTEEE

42.1. EENERIENREM

BARRE, RIGHEEEREETCLT), FFRFME(2.931)HE P58 (3.0), FAEZIMERA K, £
B 2 2R TR R IA (0 RS MBI 1B R LK, JE AR I8 I if) ) SR 1415 5 A D s It IR 4 (3.156) » 1t
HAAE AR IS R, 22 REIE 208 P ARG It SR B DA KT 5 2 75 BRAR 1 IR R U P 2 B A A\ T
BB RRARYE A  AAE S H AR S FRMBERE, MUssm P R AR A RMRR .. L
EE R 21k

Table 7. Characteristics of flexibility on students’ oral English expression
7. FEREBOERER GBS R

Xt AR (15 R 1 N RAOME BRSSPI WEE S SCPIIE
ﬁaﬁﬁﬂx@?ﬁﬁ_ﬁéﬁgg Tt & 422 1.000 5.000 3.156 0.882
2 e AR R 422 1.000 5.000 2.865 0.846
{ REe AR S 5HF 422 1.000 5.000 2.891 0.876 2.931
: A B R R RR RIS 422 1.000 5.000 2.903 0.849
FAe B AR &5 AR 422 1.000 5.000 2.936 0.848
A B AR B T IR G 422 1.000 5.000 2.836 0.835

4.2.2. JFOERENEREFERE

%8 ¥R, HEMAEIEZRT, FAEE(2.896)AMER . HIH(2.775) A H AR, HERL.,
F5E. AR R (2.611) 5 1E & RGUATN IS F RE 1SS . 6 ORI ¥ IE F BE 71(2.846) s i T )
Rz HREJ1(2.784), (AIERIAHB AIZH(2.796) % 7 th i, AUl . JEAREIE A 2% 3 13 A i B
(RS EBEATIE . ) 1(2.905) M2l A1) H 419515 (2.934), (HES B AR BB, HRETBRA—, OkE
i i ) S 4SS S T (2.664) 4 TR A
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Table 8. Characteristics of accuracy and consistency on students’ oral English expression
8. BAERBENIERIKNERMFERMENETS

Xof BRI R 18 N e/ ME N | P fE fEZE RSP

TR IR R A 422 1.000 5.000 2.896 0.911
&ﬁétﬁ;;ﬁ?fji%wﬁi 422 1.000 5.000 2.611 0.856
HE BIEFHTHA. B E 2 422 1.000 5.000 2.775 0.890

ﬁ Al 21 P 25 o i 3R () 422 1.000 5.000 2.846 0.862 2.819
FLaeta B0 A S i seiE A R 422 1.000 5.000 2.784 0.857
FRABHERA(E A S i 2 422 1.000 5.000 2.796 0.839
FRABHER 1 F 42 ] B T 2 422 1.000 5.000 3.024 0.872
FRALAL R IR LR A T 422 1.000 5.000 2.905 0.945

g A LB A S UEE 422 1.000 5.000 2.934 0.915 2 ga1
e A e g A S B 422 1.000 5.000 2.664 0.833
KA BE -G KM 422 1.000 5.000 2.860 0.802

423, EFBOERIENIE

F OB B, HSkFIA) B IME(2.499) K T°F34 47 (3.0), TEANNYERE F15 0 5 fk. v LUEH,
SRR OISk RIA R, WHE 4 A) 45 #4(2.509) A 1A VL (2.448) s I RE /1M A 2 . TE 8 f2 T B A) 3
(2.455)i% & 5 = ) (2.509) [ L1 Skig FH,  #RAFAERCR IR AME . K B SIS I RE SO 47, AR
g H . FCEASFEE (2.581). RUAABIEDHEH, 1kFRik EERBT /N ER B IR
RN o AV A, R KA RS IE F, SR AR SEiE Tk oK 2% AR BTE B RIA R P A AR
KEE B 245 BRI A ARG (2.448), K220 IRAR 20 RCR AN A Re it — 2 nsi .

Table 9. Characteristics of breadth on students’ oral English expression

= O FHEMOBRE ENRFR

Xof BRI R 16 N ROME S RKE CFME ARdEE HOEME
RAEFHB R IE R RIEM S 422 1.000 5.000 2.455 0.814

I Rl A F A SR 422 1.000 5.000 2.581 0.796 2,499
J% FRABAT FH R 2 B i 1 R 422 1.000 5.000 2.448 0.771
LR A ARIE H WS 422 1.000 5.000 2.509 0.803

4.2.4. HIEROBRENRFIEMGEE

FHERAIER — T RS, RZMEEEN, (HIX 0 Eam i 2 i MR bs T s i AniE
H[26] [27]. KEEELREX MRS AAE 4, BHRIEIERERE X 7 = 2 LA 7 41[26] [28]
WA, HRE IR, R 10 WG, FHERGATUN % T I EEUR(2.705) . A&
RS, R B AU (2.763), HAT S8 RSN ) (2.777) R R R AZ R K (2.768) . ol
KL (2.600) /6, HATE S HE(2.616). SANER 78R m], WHFON RAERFE 7 & h EEARE
LA AL 5 (2.827), FEACRERR S 1% S22 (3BT fi] SR (K52 3A0(2.810), (EAG iz 1A 5 K 30(2.699) —
SEPRIAE . XU B R A S E AR L IR DIRERIIR R AGS, AR R B AR i A sE
Prfii i, MARERE 5 A e HAMHILEL, REHARH .
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Table 10. Characteristics of fluency and appropriateness on students’ oral English expression
7 10. RN AZEIBEERIERFEFBEMENTS

Xof BRIV R 18 N RAME RKE CPFHIE WEE RCFME
R SRR IR I s A 422 1.000 5.000 2.777 0.911
- REEHATE RN WK S 422 1.000 5.000 2.600 0.832
) I IR BRI 422 1.000 5.000 2.763 0.870 2.705
B RE SRR R R D 422 1.000 5.000 2.768 0.865
RESBRTRROAEESER 422 1.000 5.000 2.616 0.773
@ KEARBEA MG LTS UIES R 422 1.000 5.000 2.699 0.837
A& FRABARYE AN [R5 SdEAT /] SR 3T 422 1.000 5.000 2.810 0.873 2.779
& RARAERT R4 A AL S G 422 1.000 5.000 2.827 0.875

4.3. MEZED

NHE— SR TR 2 A SR LB RIA R E B R R, W A BEN LI 40 443218 A1 8 44 #UHEAT 1 ik
SADIR S DUHEIRSERL, BRI 10 N, 30 738l . REESELL N =7 HEIF: 1) FATOE HES ] MEE.
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