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Abstract

The new curriculum standard for compulsory education is oriented towards cultivating students’ core
EIREE

MEGIH: KBGR, KB oA AR EOE S 5] BB S IR THE PR R R R BT ILL). AR SRR,
2025, 14(6): 207-214. DOI: 10.12677/ass.2025.146495


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ass
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2025.146495
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2025.146495
https://www.hanspub.org/

RIS, KBt

competencies and emphasizes the enhancement of English communicative ability. Self-efficacy and
oral communication willingness are important factors influencing English learning. This study em-
ployed random sampling to investigate 266 junior high school students in rural schools in Hubei
Province. The results indicated that their overall self-efficacy in English learning was relatively low,
with self-ability judgment being higher than achievement judgment. Their oral communication will-
ingness in the classroom was weak, characterized by a teacher-centered classroom, and insufficient
willingness for teacher-student individual interaction and student-student interaction. Moreover,
there was a significant positive correlation between self-efficacy and oral communication willing-
ness. Therefore, teachers should prioritize classroom oral communication willingness and im-
prove students’ English communicative ability and overall English proficiency through measures
such as optimizing task design, analyzing students’ individual situations, and creating authentic
contexts.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of self-efficacy in English learning (N = 276)
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of classroom oral communication willingness
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¥l— 61 2.516 0.961
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Table 4. Correlation statistical table between English learning self-efficacy and willingness for oral communication in the

classroom
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