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Abstract

L2 willingness to communicate (L2 WTC) is a key psychological construct that plays a critical role in
learners’ actual language use, and its formation is jointly influenced by cognitive and emotional factors.
Grounded in Control-Value Theory, this study investigated the mechanism through which growth lan-
guage mindset influences L2 WTC among Chinese university students. A questionnaire survey was
conducted, and 447 valid responses were collected. Structural equation modeling (SEM) was employed
to examine the chain mediating roles of self-efficacy and positive emotion in this relationship. The
results indicated that: (1) growth language mindset directly and positively predicted L2 WTC; (2) self-
efficacy and positive emotion independently mediated the relationship between growth language
mindset and L2 WTC; and (3) self-efficacy and positive emotion jointly formed a significant chain me-
diation pathway, in which growth language mindset enhanced self-efficacy, which subsequently pro-
moted positive emotion and ultimately increased L2 WTC. The findings suggest that a growth language
mindset influences L2 WTC through an integrated pathway of “cognitive appraisal-emotional experi-
ence-behavioral intention,” providing theoretical and pedagogical implications for promoting learn-
ers’ willingness to communicate in foreign language education.
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1. 5|

TEB A BRI S, 55 1R T R AU R T8 ST SR, A AT 5 [ A A (0 R 45 40
AR TCHIBAGE) o 113X —BE JJHIZ O AE T AR bR B IR, & ) 2115588 8 5 I O iU [X 38 (Maclntyre
etal, 1998). —iEAZFn i & (Willingness to Communicate in an second language, L2 WTC) A& 1524 31 & 745 &
W] 5 REE N BEAAGEAT A2, 3 26 18 S #E A IE I HE #IRAS (Clément et al, 2003), Bk 722
B AR T AT ARSI O B % FE E (Peng, 2014). B PR EIBMAETR R — RINES . BRI
ST HRIRRRS, JCHOEAE L BN R M EUE 14 R 1 (Shao & Gao, 2016). {EIXLEH T, HIHHEAEH
M A5 h ik iR e A (Kim, 2019). (R, SEEHARZCE AE b 1 [ER AAHEL, wh il o) 3
FEAE T /D F 5 R DEE Y& (Shao & Gao, 2016).

CA B TR OB A AR T R R R R, fe OB, B IRRR R )
15 &SR0 B N 2 2 2 A8 S R B . i, B, SRR ALG BRI M (Wang
et al, 2024)F B T4 FFHF 2L B B2 5, MR S 5 > B8 I ARMRAS & 0 A8 1 5 <2 Br {5 0 (Peng &
Woodrow, 2010). AMAEXTIE 5 2% 2 i A 145 &R0 E 5 B 4E8 A (language mindsets), Lou 1 Noels (2017)
Bl S B B B AT [ e B A, LA I B 5 S 4E (growth language mindset) [ /MAN i
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SHeSR AR, AT LGB S AR T A [ e A iE = 4 (fixed language mindset) (AMA N NIE S BE
JI5eE MR, A2 BINAS NS 7R A g .

ARG 5 B Y S RS PR I 18] B 9% R AL 1 AN T . Elahi Shirvan 25 A (2024)i8 14 7t 73 #rilE Sk
T RCKRALE F YRR I R NG F IO, I H R A BE IS S — Bk, (HERNEFEIX G &
I B bR R, EFE BB IRIE. Zarrinabadi 25 A\ (2023)E1HE 7 106 ZHHHH AR, Rk
RUEYE S AR bR B IEZ AAFAE IEAH GG R o Zhang 55 A\ (2022)1 & T 437 4 2 2) 4, K AR
Y I o AR R WTC. 785 — T B R A, Wang 25 A (2021) 4307 718 & B4, 8
IEEAE S B bR BRI OE R o AT 7T 45 RS Zhang %5 A\ (2022) 4518 —28, 1B Zarrinabadi
SN (2023) A FL S iR AN ], R GRS bR i 515 5 B U 8] IR0 B EOCHK, 2 8 5 AR B (R
FE IR SR TCISR AT

H 324 He % (General Self-Efficacy) /2 & N4 G &t AN [5] F1 455 Bk 5 B3I 0T 5 S0 1) — Fel S A 1
18 LB AR B (Schwarzer et al., 1999). Bai #11 Wang (2020) (5T R B, R TIE 5 BA4ERES 535 (k2
21 E IR S SRS, IR G R ) 6 B B RE AR, S IR FE TR
T, B IRBEEBE N R ) FE ST NN EEGHIE R . Ho 55 A (2025) 0t 714 B K A 1E
T YERRAE 2 E 1A T — A bR s R, IR oA RN SR RG22 o) B R B AR B U R
Hrb, BT %) BRAR BT B b B B R IEE, U ) EME R S R TEROES
LS EE IR, BREETNSE EZRIEs. MW, AR E R K E T R4S
AR R E OIS

IAESR, B IR R AE 08 ) A3 803 14 g 52 1) 961 (Guo & Wang, 2026; Zhu, 2026; Yao & Liu,
2026), JUH MRS S #FH B bR Ry I R B AME . IEYE TSR TAMELE H A
RIGRN R R % Wb B 58 DA B E FUR I 45 R3S I B R] (Watson et al., 1988), & 32 W A4 8k 1) =5 BL4H
AR CAEBFURE, SMENIE P B S e B IR I 2, AR NS L T ) TN A ) 1) A AL
bre B (Yangetal., 2024). LIRREAFREIL RGN AME S, BAER G IMEm AL )5 2] #1
Wil T X3S 58 HE), HRIHE ERIES AR (Zhu, 2026). B e s s ok, KmeEE E 1%
T “ MO R” )V RIS B E W T G bR g, IERR /e K AE 5 M ge 5 —
VB A b R 2 [ R AT A /B (Yao & Liu, 2026). ZE 8 KFE, ANFIZRAEL R IEVERS @48 8 bR B
B AR T 2 E AR

TERE FRWE B 2EAE b, Pekrun (2006)42 Hi (4% - 4 fE 2 1 (Control-Value Theory, CVT) Nf#ERE
TABA bR BIR R LI PR A T RS R HE S . IR AMEXT B B RE T AR IV 2k
— DR LI RN, B WG ST AN EER R, FAHFRRIBES S BN, AU
THEGHEAC “GBME]7 , ERTHEEEE S5 AR 2 a5 B b s 2 . ik
T RARBE TR, AT DAHERT, RAKANE T BAEAOE T R 5 2] 1) B AR B s A IR, b n]
Rt — 0 i8I R me FOIE PR B LS,  [AR IR BRSSP BT . I, 4 B FRALRR IR 5 T 1 Il
NE—4E X7, HBT ARG R ik B R 5 R0 35 A8 bR 8 1 N 72 D EEAL ]

BT, ABFFCIRD K ANE T B4, BIRAERER . IEVEE BN R R R A R R, BT
i - MEF, AR LR B O o TR

(1) BRI BT [ AR i B A b B S5 I I A B T

(2) — M ERABE A K ANE 5 B4 S B bR B 2 A R B R A ER .

(3) IEMEEBAE R KANE S MY 5 B bR B B R B E A EH

(4) — M BRAUBE RS IE MG A K AE 5 B S B bR R 2 R 4 B I A EH
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2. AR GE
2.1, ¥k

AHIE G R FH 7 (B A A2 e BROR VA 17 2 P A S e A K 2 AR AT I . S [Rlfieie) %5 470 £, 4
BRI /N T 17 B R T 25 5. EB AR DL LR AL T 1IE 1 3 /\ﬁ/ﬁﬁz%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ@%}c AR
AL 447 15, EREEN 95.1%. Hrh, B4 74 N(45.7%), L4 373 A(54.3%); Kk—3tit 231 A
(51.68%), K —3t:it 129 A(28.86%), K —3:if 40 A(8.95%), RPUILil 47 A(10.51%). #XMIERTE
17~24 % 2 [ (~F3F#R Oy 20.15 + 1.19 %)

22. fARI R
221 IBERYEERER
SR Lou il Noels (2017) 4l {1, 14 —RMiBS B 54, BRI SRERIRER &

3 NERE, REANERE R RS BRI AN ] A BRI, AR SR “HER AR
BB AR FE” ik igER B %% Cronbach’s o 24 0.894, i B jrl 5 P 5 — Btk AT

222 —fRBERYERER

KM Schwarzer %5 A (1999)4w#]. T A4 B2 A (2001) BT B — Mk A AR ER . ZEEL 10 M4
H, X5 A3, ZREMLE@EHARIER)E] 5 GEAeLEM). BrBE, R E RS RKF .
BRIEBELEE N OB EIIIE. 1% 7% Cronbach’s o 9 0.954, i BA il 35 P 38— B0k B 4.
223 FHIERER

16 [ T G (2003) 4 I W SEAR R RS, VEEOH: TR OE MRS G 2, S 6 1B, BRI ERAS
RIEEEER. EHBRERANAERER. EMEERSEERS 6 88, R 7 Sy, widEg
MCBAEIE” B “BTARE” . %A% Cronbach’s o S 0.893, ﬁé%ltﬂ%?\]ﬁﬁ*ﬁlﬁ@ﬂ?o
224, ZBRXREEER

¥ H Peng £l Woodrow (2010)E’J§CP5 BEER, L1048, G RN ES) T, RIEEK B
SRR RTESC” , RH 5 st r, BERNE—EUE(E BN B (Cronbach’s a = 0.964), 2% R iT.
2.3. BUBE B S Stih

W T R M SPSS 26.0 B AT MR VEST T B AR Mo fERLIERE |-, 32 ] Mplus 8.0 B AF5xt
KA AT, I DM AR A

3. LRI
1. #{RGFZRERE

KA TR A 15, I AR AFE LR R 2« O 7 Ik X Ffin 22 XRERIE AL 45 SR s2 e, 724t
it b, SRS — R SLFE S IR S AT R G . 3R T R T Mt SR Bk, R Mplus 8.0 S ASHE 5E 4
AIE A AR R AT SR TR T . AR R, IZER AL S T A TR AR R IO R, Bk
FI Y. ¥2df=0.000, CFI=1.00, TLI=1.00, RMSEA<0.001, SRMR<0.001. Ziit/ZHH & IiEhR5E
FEWAE, KPR AR LS RE TR,

3.2. R MG REX ST
ERKANE S B4ES A RAGER. EMEEBRUL ERREESSERERIS R R, MEHE
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TIHERRERNES AR ZE R (1=4.22,p<0.05), B AELRHREE ERAMET L4 AR
R BKAE S Bg S ARG B EU R B REA s EZ R RE . FRAREM, H
PR — AR AR IE PR R 5 3% (t=2.86,p < 0.05), KRS ATEEMHENAS LEEST
K22 fEHRBBERA Z R R A, RIS A H R R i sy H 5 H A A A2 B35 72
F#(t=2.26,p<0.05; t=3.15p<0.01; t = 1.99, p < 0.05), HARFFZ A4 1 H AR 7> 257 A 5
FETE S BYER A, R —FE g AR K iE 5 B4 S e, B0 B& m TR, K= RIUE
K (t=5.05p<0.01;t=2.89,p<0.01;t=251,p<0.05); £ _iEXRERESST, MET K%
A, KA A TR BT B A bR (t = 2.95, p < 0.01), AR SA 1 ZiE R bR E IR R AS
W

XA RE B RS B R IR B & B A bR B R AT A R A, SR 1, ATA, Ak
KAGEF B4 S BIRAGERL. ETEE UL 15 b S A 22 IEA G, AT — 2 ik
PR E TR ISR . R 5 K ANE 5 B YL 2 B3 GG, a5 e AE 5 B4R 2 W3 7RG,
BRI T A J 5 93 A ool AR 4 ) A B AR BE
Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlations among growth language mindset, self-efficacy, positive emotion, and L2 will-

ingness to communicate (N = 447)

F 1 RKEESBHESERMEER. EMBRURZIERZRERMNERXRTI(N = 447)

M SD KRNES B4 BRAGEE R AR R R R
e 19.64 6.62
FRAC T Y 75.61 12.13 1
H IR Ak e I 25.72 7.12 .389%* 1
TE A K 27.3 7.47 408** 532%* 1
ZERhRE R 32.65 10.29 43%* A76%* 425%* 1

#: *F IR p<0.05, **FRp<0.01, ***FE/Rp<0.001l; FFHE.

3.3. FHAPNHNELE

BEATRE ARG SS, BT TR & (0 7 ZE KR T3 m T 1.27, DRI ANAAAE 2 38 L 2 14 il
EZEHIER . FERERT, PRI, MKMES BN BT R BN R B = 044, p <
0.01). Hk, TERAIHIIANBHRMARE. EEEEPARE, F2WE 1R amsa, SRR,
BRI & AT 3252 . ¢2/df = 0.000, CF1=1.00, TLI=1.00, RMSEA <0.001, SRMR <0.001. Hi/& 1 aJ%0,
R ARE 5 R I IE R TN AL AR R (B = 0.39, p < 0.001), 3% 1F [A) R 1E P4 55 8 (B = 0.24, p < 0.001),
AR 48 AT o i S ) I 1) R i 23 (B = 0.25, p < 0.001); [ IR Ak 53 1E 15 Tl 1E 15 86(B = 0.44, p
<0.001), XF - iEAZ by I A 1E 17 F0AE F 238 (B = 0.29, p < 0.05);  IE 175 Jk f5. 3 1F 1) 0 — 18 A2 b I
(B=0.17, p <0.001).

K ZE 12 IEAE S 40 431 Bootstrap £ 56 H A 2408 St 25 1, BB S HORE 1000 IR, 1F5 95%0 B
EXE, HEEXBIAGE O MRS R, &RERLE2), SN K =5 BRI 7 8] 42
FEAZM) 95%EAS X AIYAEE 0, WEBH T /N AR ar, B 2 8 A 585 X A 2808 1) 4 2
ST M, BARERMERIEN, BRIl 5KF2. BRIl 5BRZ3IEREE, MKF 2 MKEIER
ZNTE N
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Figure 1. The chain mediation model of the effect of growth language mindset on 12 willingness to
communicate

B 1 BRKEIES BEN IERRE RSP A

Table 2. Bootstrap analysis of the significance of mediation effects

= 2. AP NP EEHIEHY Bootstrap 734

95% & {5 [X [A]

Az BNAH SE
LBR TR
RN 22 N 0.36 0.04 0.43 0.29
BAE L K ENE S B — M E AR B R 0.10 -0.02 0.14 0.06
AR 2. K AENE S B4 B SR IERRERE 0.03 0.01 0.06 0.01

B4 3 K INE T Y —— M B R EEE - iR R g 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.01

4. g
AR T80 - MEER, Hi T RKAE S B, ARG, RS 52 bR & (]

RIPEFIBLE . WEFCEA RN, R AL 5 A RENS B IR A B SR e, e Rehg it B 3k
RS IEVETS AL P AR, AR =3 R b AR P T e i 27 50 3 1) — B e b st B, T4
T A “NH - 1EEE - AT DR I SE R R AR

41 BKBESRES EXRRENXR

GERFH, RKANE S B4ERENS B L TN B kR . XU, BORAEIE S R B A
PERUR B2 213, Bila T £33 5 ZiBAC TG 8l . X — 45 R 5 B B 7 —E(Wang et al, 2021; Zhang
etal, 2022; Yang et al, 2026), H— Ik | AKAIE 5 B4EEMR % ) FRNGE S AT 7 M EEZAEH .

MER BFE, MKRNE S B4R E SR inT odid % )y, RRE ARG I A R . FiR 1%
15 I 2 20 3 B A ) TR0 5 AR S IR IR MR v e 13 I, i AERE AN 2 IR B (Lou & Noels,
2017). PRI, ABATIFE RN 2E Bl 356 A AN B e PR SR B BB s Pt 55 . b2 R, [lE A
B Y 5] 3 AT A DR R DR R IO 7 T PR TG [ 2 AU

BeAl, ZABEASRRAT A B B RIS RS R AE, 2 2] 3 T B A BRAE 5 IR 47 SEm Rk
(Sadoughi & Hejazi, 2024). JAAIE F B4E@EE RN “UATRE /AR ” B IIAR, (1% ) & HEE
W 2 BRIG AR BE S R R I FE T B, Wl BRI T S b R .

4.2. BRMEERBITNER

WLt — DRI, BRI KRS 5 B4 S IR PR R B Z A B P AR . IR
KNG 5 BT DOE ST 22 I FH R R e &, #E— P g bR e

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.167366 347 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.167366

Bk %

AT KB A BB AL PTAT A2 h RN A AR O, 2B B T B 0MR A iR S P IR
HREP R BN, X5 Ho 55 A\ (2025) I U B — 8. MRIEAESIAIELE, B ERERGE A
PRAT It £ 55 IR L A% 0048 B (Bandura, 1999). 245 2] FAH{E B CREW T 58 UGS & R85 I A R80T
AL, HAT R AR . fE AR, AR ) IR it 2 5 5 IS,
TR 2 (0 M AT 5 2 38

Mz - frHEBRRE, AREERE T AR PPN AR, A DG mAT hik$E, o5 2
ARG SR SR . PRIL, SRR YT O AL F YR I I R PRy, MR ST B R B T R

4.3. IEMIERAPNER

WAt ss Ry, IEMRSRAERKAME S BYES B RE R W FERERESZE DA XU
KAGE T BAEAPCR I A A T B bR = B M=, s 1528 B2 I AE

X 45 B 5T M LW Fe AR RE— 8 (Zhang et al, 2026), J& T KA B4 PSR4 - IMEFEE, A
FORDRAEINE 5 BT R0 H R B bR 8, I RE 05 @ 2 TF A0 B i 15 2% (B 2 4 8 2% 31 3 11
ZhrE IR . Zhang %5 N(2026)IN 9, % IEMEES e AT BYER, HRGEE S 5 )RR RR
S BANBIRAENGE IEE G 2, WX SeARRR 1 4 i — DR e 2 55 5 20 iimsh. Za Rt — DT
ARHIFFE KT IE M B AR F 9 R B

Rltk, BUE/E BRI E SRR, WREZ BIIEEALE, 2% 2) 3 158 br s SR AT v fe 52 21 PR o
X R — DR T B G HUHIE B AL BRAT N B B

4.4. BRYAEERSEMEREXNPNTER

B R BER S IR AR ARG 5 B S TR bR B I 2 [0 A4 25 i B U AR, XS T
P - I E B KOS, BARIPPO B S B EI AT 4 R . AR, R —if 22 SIS,
L PR AR B 4 A X DA 8 R S PR R T R A, AN N - 147 ST SR A Oy
#re

VAR, BT FF U R A BT = B4R B2 b R AL Bildn, AR
SRS IS 5 27 2] H AR AL K R 5 B 4 5 RS PRs B AR P A ER], iR F %2 A
TR R I B K 1 SEBR B2 IR 208 (Ho et al, 2025)0 X B e K ALE & B4R 4R BHE A N bR s R,
M2 5 2l — R F P A ALl . Bedh, SErh g Rt — D], A BB DGRAT A RIE
AU ELRRAT R AR &, [R] IS 2 1 2 A A A T BTt s T I P 155 JRR M R S A R &5 5 AT Ju il SR ) ok
IS AL o

AR B B N — RS TR F RE T BRI &, RENS LRt 2 ) 5 T B AR O RE 7 1 b, B
FETHH A RAARER . 252 2 FMME A QR SERIE & SCRUE S IREINS, A G ANl RN SE
IEPERE R, it — PR E5h 2 5 TR . R, AR TR 7S EIEY - AR - AT
NEER IR EAR, Rt OPRUIE RIS, R AT AR R E S B AR
OEMR . X RKIEE THEE] - MEER LR 5 5 S SUS R, B RSB R AT OR R
SRS RE BB R A kg, TR T2 I WE S B SIS BRI s E LR

4.5. RBRMESAREMR

AT TR IR W AT FT LT, et AR R 8] R SR 0% A AT AR HEWT . RORAIT FT R R A A B B
BLit, BE— PRI ()7 5% R AR TT e HU,  ARSRWEFE AT DUE R SEI6 i 3t — PR 50 i K R 1
F YT IO BB R E R B, GE KRR F B IR, B I AR T
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AT JE B FRAAE R IE PR B DL A ST Bn B IR AR Ak, AT S B Bz M B0 E Rl K A 5 42 75 e % i 2
THERIVEN IR AR IR B BRAT A BhAh, AW FEAS REHERRAZ AR T TE 1 S 7] PR SR 56 2R 1) vl i
P Bl B EERE S E TR T EL 2 550G, KOk EIE 5 /815 S MBI
TR RN, —SeoRgh N R AT SR S mT RE SR SR B 2 IR R, FIUmE & /K. Ui
By R, UK R DA AR IE SR (FHERSE, 20245 Alenezi, 2020; 23, #BEIH, 2026). &
SR R R A S AR e, SR SBR[ 7T et ik, DAk B A TR IR R R X T 45
R Ffa, ANWFRFEAR TSR A BRSBTS S E A R — P RRE . R
KA ATIEAFRE K . AFEZE B AFE S %GR R EZIE, DUE— D R A Fu iy
AR

5. &

(1) B ZYTE 5 U4 B8 B IR 1 PN — 1R A2 R B

(2) HIRABERAN L3 2 R A T T 5 AN e s B 2 AR i R

B H R RE AN IR B 1 — > 2 A U A B AR, BSR4 B B e
BETHE R IEPENE R, &R T iR hR R .

E&WE

T AER T RIE DL ST H (O E A DH ZFR: KA K A B4 QIR 5 T Fla
7 WH%S: 2023YBGX35.
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