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Abstract

The study employs a questionnaire survey to investigate the status quo of junior high school stu-
dents’ willingness to communicate in English classrooms and to explore the correlation between
oral self-efficacy and willingness to communicate. The results indicate that junior high school stu-
dents in China generally exhibit a high level of willingness to communicate in English, with no sig-
nificant gender differences observed. Further analysis reveals that oral self-efficacy significantly
influences students’ willingness to communicate. Students with higher levels of oral self-efficacy are
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more likely to actively participate in communication activities, whereas those with lower levels of
oral self-efficacy tend to avoid such interactions. These findings hold significant implications for
enhancing junior high school students’ oral communication competence and social interaction
skills. It is recommended that educators and parents pay close attention to and support the devel-
opment of students’ oral self-efficacy by providing appropriate support and guidance to strengthen
their willingness to communicate.
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FRAE N E PR AR RSG5 AR AERE MNP I B REE M. R, Y
AR AR SETE AL AL P T I B, R R AR A T RIS , E IR T B E I RE T . TR
ATV —BLG, WHTTE 2 7 2RI RE s B KRR, B NRIAZPRRE /1A AR R

ey PERIASIERE . A5 R, BB AT REXS S S I AR BB S [L], R AT
TR R FIRESE . HR4E Bandura (1977)f05E 30, H FRALRERGE N AR B EDAAT B0 30 (4 T WAl
[2]. Bandura (1977)FIREIR G Y, FAT v E HAE A T PRI XE I BE0S B 35 AN IF AR S5 70 7 e
15[2]. CAPFRIESS, HIKRERAESE 38 5 SRS R P BA LR P AERB]. 2RI, KT B IRAE
H5AR BRI EHER RTINS B, AR E AR -2 H, RKREREERTE
M o ] AR PR S A TR, DA 3R e i A ROR AN 22 A S B e T SR (BT O A 5 SRS

2. XHEkgid
2.1 ZRER

McCroskey & Baer (1985)#2 th “AZift &I ” X —MEa, JRRHE SON “ B HANSHIN IR —5%
BRI [4]. &eb], CRBERBIMESEENH TR S HU, (HR Ry i > 5T 7
IR SRR BN S A F MAME S I R A B, MR T IR E B A L B
[5]e /KT IIAS R IS R MG 0 35 — 18 5 SEER ML IRt J S i 26 — 15 S HI[6] . WHAERY, AR
AR R A E AT AT REARTHAMERE T, JCHORAE S AR ISR R AT DL BT, BSE A
L PIARSSUE RREAT SRIN (7] R, BRIV RS R P R BARC N E

WEREATRIL, 3 i8S H SRS R I AR — I8 5 SRS AR e8], —iEmEERAA
FOHRr FRFPERTSE I R 2R, T AR ] AR 25— 18 5 12 = e 8]

fE AR IN TEAUS, S IEAE SO “H I ES T S AR E AR E I T8 32T 52 A
B [8], I | A AR BEAT IRV . AZARR NN R B, R T 2 MRS DB SRR,
b, SEI0. SR N RO E R ANE (T i) R A R BIRE IR A 2 A AT S, BRI A
ZAMASERAR B I AT S SHUBA A AR T B R I REAPERE . HoR = R R ST Y i B
ke R R A =R, W RE] 5% E NSRS BANSSRA1E, #t—8 I R AT R R sE i 2,
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BLREMEE AE S AL T R R A T . Piechurska-Kuciel (2011)48 H1, 5 % sUR R 5t 37w sif (14 A% £ ]
REXT AN 22 I S = A S T R ARSI (9] DRI, AT R s B K 2 1A AN PR I R BT 28 i
Fao B R RS, A “BOedial” [8]. B—hH, BTSRRI A B N A i
AMAAE S B S IR T R E EAE - (1, B0 A8 BRBE I A AS I AR RE) o

TR ZAE S SR, A2 SSIERF 7T B0 THRE Macintyre (1998)42 H 1 5 & A b T (1, & IR AR &
PR AR s AS I SR R 2 . WEFIREE T BB BRRE S AMERFIE. EES . MR BSERIF S
WIEELZAYEE . I, Maclntyre & Charos (1996) I 7L KB, HA SMmPEANERRERMATESS i8S
AR R B S A AR 1], 78 LLESGE N BHE I E K, o B I AU T ia 0 B s B e
FEWFFE[10]-[12]. flfiTiA A, R4 Macintyre (1998)F2 H FIAZ i B B R AE TE 7 28 B S M h HA T2
fE A, (AT E YA, AR SO A R R A T IR ZI s . i, Wen & Clément
(2003)iE I NI 1E S - ZRBRAIAE 2 ST T /AT 4R e BB I S S R, A SR SRt 2
HIAC R TR, BT, AR T — & B R R AR A A i R AY[10] . Peng (2012)
FEFLAFFE R T o SR AR A AME (EFL) R P R R B 2 P R R, el “ B EFL FA4 1R
IR MR R S SR R AR 5 R, 1X PR N AN S PR R 2 A ELVE R D RE 23]
Wen il Clément 48 Hi, 52 A E 2% A 0 i s R A DU AN G BE DR 3R (048 78 b R SR IR vp, B0 9 SRR AN
BRI ) RAF N L. FEVERG DRI ZR D71, 6T B G 1 R PR R DA ko Bl SR 2 8 RS0 v [ 2 2 () A8 W
BB TRERW, PESCE CHET WS B S A RO F AN A SR AT R, [
S AAT T AR DA SZ AT AT R SR B X & Rk . TEZNLETH, I JE BORIAT 555 o) o [ 22 AR I A T
FEERE T OMER . BRI S, P EEREAEE M T 5 AT, mAemE— AN E¥IA L, il
RS 5206 EESES K%, ROEHFRMATEENN S . EHERERTTHE, Xk
FERIHI SIS B PN B R s A R R E R R . ISR TR I A R R S AR
KEIEACKIESMH. E0E, SEEA—T1ER, AT EMEEAR, ESER I EE
TR SR, R R MR R AR S PRAT S IR MR HEAT . R SIS BNE LRI, FAEA 2
FEAEBSRIIAC TR IR . BT ARARIEN AR, x5 [ 2 AR AR 1 DAt A T 1R 1 B DA
NP 5 23 75 S0 5% ARATIRE B B EITAEC H A T R 40 %0k, SRR DG & s At A 1 2 5 PR A8
TSR o T AR PR RS 4A T A O, IR AT 1A T R [10] . IXUERF TR R, 1F
HESCE SR, FAERNKREEAMOZRNES R, 220, ORI E IS 2 =
BRI 2o IXONTRATTBR MRS RSO A S 50 R AR A e T EE M S H R .
2.2. BRYEER

B AR B TR A B CRE TR T AT AR RO AT I 3 AR B, e R AN AT ik
L SRR TRk R AR I R N S5 T AR E R (2] AR Bandura (1977)fEE IR, H FRALAEEK
FEAAWANFEIEE: Bk, TR R EAT VRS L R SRR . ok, AR
TR S AR 1) R AR ORI B S S, AT S B AT A ) 149 [2] - B FRAR AR o R A A DR BT PR S5
FHME B CREAR AP AR PSS, PRITRG = SR TR 7 R MR AR e b o 1T B R BE AR 04k T B 22 K v R
JTEFRLEATREMR I, M= AR R RS 4s, (ISR I R B [14]. i BT — A N ki Th itk
ITHRE—MTBEIEE I R FHARRAT N, B ERE A N B KRR AT PN [15]

TERE AR, 224 0025 5] R IEAE N B AR B Y i, 128 52 BIAMERT FE [ 16]. BT
T, HRAEIERE E I SN BRI RER[17], PR B 2 ST g [ 181 Al sl [19] 45 5 T

TE B AR, BB AR I AT B CERR 8 A PR E B A RS I IS 0 [20] . S5 I E 1
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H FRARL e B B ARA T O 58 B S-S5 I B8 1A 58 AT 55 BB RO, Sk thAMAR B B 45| 9518 27
SIAT NI AT o 5 FRBRR R ) R B 2% 2] 3 (1) 5 ST ARG A WS B FH[16] . H FRALRR IR & 1 224k
W REEZIOE ], REC, BRI, IFRERENZ] iR, AHNTE, BRI
AT RSB S ST O A, [RlEER R, R AR AR PR R R R A, SUmR e S R IN[21]. 4 (2014) 1)
WEACUESE, B IRRABEREAEA R AME 2% 3] St [22] - thah, H IR EGE nT DL i Fh A AR SR 2% 5 2K
B o B SR P HERE (2020) 8 1) 5 T A D7 VA R, B FRALRR G I 2 TE F AR B IR RS IUH A IR
H AR R RS 9 iE /K S [23] . Teng & Yang (2022)id i 9 [a) HR A BB AIESE AR R AU B0, IRk EE
AR I A A A 5 T T A 5] R [24]

BT H AL AR IR T 2 2 AR AT 2SS AR &, B SUSRR R I, BRIt — i B AR IR I
AN R CATIUIN 56 AR i AT 25 I A O AR FE[25] . PR, B 738 AT TR AN (R &5 2 Re i B AR RE A, $R1T T
H IR R S 5AE[26] Bli[27] Wi 1[28] 5 HARIE S HRE Z IR R .

FEHESCE ST, 0B o0 AR ) B IR R AR B S, IX R R RS2 BL R BCE
Wik, MEWRBEEINERCIHTHE VI BFFLRIT, o 2 AR Sk 5 5] 1) B JR AR R AR AL 5 IR A
B S Bt 25 SO IR 3R B3 506 i, £ RS (2010) &L, AR EAEIEIEH LA 2E A 10 11 B 3R AR K
HEEKFRBZEFMIG, XMOCRERF 130”7 1 E R 0 R H——5% 4 R F A0S T
etz 5 R, HEmH s AR EK[29].

LR BAEAME S 2] Ry s HE A G, R — i 5 T T B IRAEEER S /MBS R R 2 A 1
K% . Maclntyre & Charos (1996). Baker & Macintyre (2000)# H AL REN N A BB 7T, X6k
TONPEE . B AR RIEN AT TS, &I A TR GRS e 28 R R I OB R #K [1] [30],
Youvalari (2021)%f/BA EFL %% >) 2 BB FE i8IS 22 7o Bl VA 23 4 R 30 3R 0RE 2 22 it = SR i) — A Tl (81 -1
[31]. Wang. Sabbaghi & Izadpanah (2023)FA/F 55 & B, TR 51 3 3R SBE Y 2 TN D581 A 58 —
B E S BN R IR [32] . P F 70 a0 7 N 41 (2006)38 i AR DGV BT A2 Ja RN 0 R B, KA
1) A5 FE AN B FR Ak e kT DLRZ e A B, He b B TR AR R IR R 2 0 B A J 25 [33] . #B4K 2R (2015)i8 AR R 1
ER] -3 A1 AN 45 g J7 R AR 7 V2 R A B 2 >0 38 1) % 1 A Y e PR ol DA S 1 7 P50 LA vt i R ) i) o F
FAERFY, FAE KV IR A R AR R A R 2 N BRI, T i a0 iR e 77 B RS A
TR Ak e TR A v A R (R 5 AT I = SR [34] . HIBORAN R 58 (2022) th i — HIESE | H IR A RE BAE AT =
R A ER3]

B8 E i 43R 7T A0 O BAE ORI S MMERHEE TS B 2 I BT E R H 28 S, 2R FLIERT
I S%of 3K 6 [R] 2R SR BB g 2 T R IN TR 7 20[35] 1717 H AR IX — S AE U F O B2 AU A 2 2 B .
I, PR B FRAR R BN i AZ i e B ) AR e B R

FERANIR TS HIRAUBR R S SMEAS R B R RN, ZHWF SR T RS AR, ] AR A DGR 7L
FHXTRD o BETHIHR AL TG 5 5 ST By, H H ARG T TR 3 B S R R AE
HEE S Bk, AN E AR AT DA — ML B4R RS, RERS I m) Tl b B AR 28 AR S
IR . TUHEA my H FRALGR I 5 o) 20 H SR ) e IR E O, FFHE RS ) R R

3. ARG
3.1. MEia)ER

1) Wb AESEER

AT YL i B B A K P e 2
2) WA DR R AT
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3.2. fARKR

AW FEIEHR 1AL T B — Fr I b 2 PN BEZR ) 106 44~ EAE N Foke A, Horpdcd: 44 4,
B 62 440 XS R RNt TAEGUREE, HIRER PSRN IEE R BET ST RN, AR
MITEIE A ) 4 0 B RBUENER R, GG T/N AR BUNIETE 2] . FEARSAE NIRRT KRB Y, XN
AWML T — MR IIGE I H 5 AR T IREE TR T -

33. iR

AW FUI) € B HE K 0] & R A ) 7 NS . ERIRIRERIT B, AWTFURA T 9B R E i s e &
MG ARG ERE SR NG, L5 B IRAREE R S n B P E R4 960 TG B IRALRE =R [36],
ST AR TR TN GORPIR A, TR SR A) AR A KGR, R AT B 1 R E R “ 0
EEREARAAE” o ERILETHEANTHE, WA, /5502 BT BRI ATHE), MHE
HEWIE AL (EANTH),  EHERAEE [ FRBEE(E AT )R [ ) R AR (UM H ). 9435
PR R B B R Peng & Woodrow (2010) I 58iBEZ i EIE R, BERIEHATH, B A=/
LR, AR BERZR, NS AYEER[12]. BA GRS 25 A .

I AR IEAL T O BERTA S0 R R A DB 3, A A T B 2 O B R R IR B8 e se b . (R,
AR AR ER L = JEF RN, 4= FEHEHERR), ARG FFAEFITHRBNSERIE. NAERAR T
HISZIE T, 2 AR AE B B I 205 R BUSBZ, A B TR D R P mT I [, SCE 38 SRS 1 R X 2 BEE v )
¥ . 1% &R Cronbach’sa 4 0.810, £MINH—FMEREF; KMO {4 0.827, Bartlett BREII0 45 RN
0.000, #HIEREEMSE RIT.

34. BIREBKS SR

B R 6 2T SR EM A, JFg— k. AR 106 438, Yinl 106 134 R % .
f 1 SPSS26 F W W AR OB HEAT G it oM, BAERRIE MY« MSGIE W AIAL A t KR 0055, 32 %2
ik T ) A SETE AT R AR A IR IR S SRR R 1A A SR A

4. MREGRMITEL
4.1 FEFENEBEZRBRERNERER

TR R AR TR A i R AR A DU HEAT Rl A, AR R S AR AR X — U S AR DL
KR IE G720 106 44 224 (O 0Eil Sl ISt AT 1k b, a5 Rk 1 s,

Table 1. Overall status of willingness to communicate
1. XRBERREIRRL

B R/ME ION:] M inlid

YRR 106 1.00 4,00 2.871 0.769

AR 106 1.00 4,00 2.638 0.516

PN 106 1.00 4.00 2.691 0.508
FERvEEA(()) 106

WA 1 forR, AR RS RR S RIS R, BB e RonX — 4
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AR R, TR AZ AN NS PN ERE b, SR IS A X Pl . XS B
BT S St A 2 A A S Rl BE s P I 2 5 AN AR
4.2. BEMPERBXRBEBNESR

FERT LRI AL i E PR R S SRR I 2 (A 58 R 2T, AN AT 3RE Gt 75 2255 P 31 5 Ao) vh A A 3
VAR T T REZE TR . T RKG I T A Bt A AR SR S R TS T ZE 5, Rl Ik ar
FEA th SRR I X — ik 4 R 2 P

Table 2. Gender differences in willingness to communicate
F=2 BRAERREENER

PEG: PIME PEG: bRtk
BN =62) L (n = 44) FE(n = 62) L (n = 44) t P
LY RN 2.87 2.88 1.10 0.94 -0.039 0.969
BRI 2.90 2.95 1.05 1.01 -0.236 0.814
N 2.78 3.02 1.01 1.03 -1.165 0.247

*p < 0.05, "p <0.01.

g IR, EEPER. BHZRAN AR AR L, 585480t LREER. XK
B A RS IR IR RSN B2, B AR R LRI B AR
43. IPEERENEBRVERSZREBNHEX I

B P ARBG RG] AR SR A IR R R S TS B AR (RO R . I AT S B RS 2SR
BB Z RIS, AR BRI E AR R R, PN E LR S E T, 455
W 3 fios.

Table 3. The relationship between oral self-efficacy and willingness to communicate
F 3 DIBEARYENRREENXR

TR BT U A NZE R YRR
B2 IR AH A 0.628™ 0.082 0.348™ 0.705™
FiE B AR Sig. (MUE) 0.000 0.405 0.000 0.000
ES 106 106 106 106
B IR AR A 0.567" -0.003 0.315™ 0.687"
G4 B3R AR Sig. (WE) 0.000 0.976 0.001 0.000
R 106 106 106 106
B IR AMAH A 0.485™ 0.099 0.230" 0.554™
P R B Rk Re Sig. (WUE) 0.000 0.313 0.018 0.000
R 106 106 106 106
B IR AAH A 0.518" 0.129 0.306™ 0.523"
HIE R BE B 3R Ak RE Sig. (WE) 0.000 0.187 0.001 0.000
M S 106 106 106 106
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B IR AAH A 0.533" 0.087 0.307™ 0.575™
FIHE B4 o) B ke Sig. (WE) 0.000 0.373 0.001 0.000
M S 106 106 106 106

LE 0.01 FACWRE), AR, “fE 0.05 HAICWE), AR,

3 ORI, A1 A D E R S A TR S R I L TR — AR IR A O . X T R B
A HE R i ) =2 A T T AR S 596 B RSP iE S, AT B i ERIBRE A EA O, B
SRR H O HERRE . 1 H SRR BRI 22 A AR LGP R E 2 R ANA B . i
ITAT RE 8 5 I LB AL PRGBS, 0 B O HERIARE AL -

4.4. PIRERFEOEBERYERSZRBROEISH

A [, B AER A D E AR S IR, VAl AR TIN5 A AT i R
J7 A R e XA BT B B B RAE 1 5 A SRR IR AL, T HON A F SR T A xR
HUEETNG, LRI LB RE NSRRI . W3k 4 .

>

Table 4. Regression analysis of oral self-efficacy and willingness to communicate

4. OEBRYMEMZREREFS

AEFRUEAL R B FREAL B X -
% ¢ 0
B bRtk 52 Beta
A 1.630 0.137 - 11.910 0.000*
N 0.394
EE eI 0.389 0.047 0.628 8.226 0.000"

HAFE: HER; “p<0.05, “p<0.01l.

M 4 TTE, K BRRE A E Oy F R R, TR AR AR N R AR R AT R R b fE, AR R T
fH 0.394, BEIRE HIRKAE AT UARBAS IR IR 39.4% LR K. & 3R AE K 2225 A m AR B
HERZI AT R

RIEIX L H R, TR LRSS B, W1 AR DOE AT B T B A R, (HAFALE
—EMAR R, FRARE AP RORES . XS RS EhiE . TARQ00T) IS RE AR, 5
(IRTF FEFE H R A 00 2 5 3 k= R A ) B [37] e IX — 25 5 i) R R B HE SR R Y T
A, JCH R A B NS 5 A ke, Wi 7R IR AR . eAh, AR E
S, WA NG AR SRIE S B, AT R S ECCIR RIE AN F . — S A n] B R AR B A [ R
&, HIMERESS B

HK, REGAFH & T B4, EREERE SRR TEA BEER, RAMENA LA
MEREMTEERE. X—45185 Donovan & Maclntyre (2005) I 75 45 BAFE—EZF, EH RN 5
NBRENIE, 5 AMENEIE I ANE LA [38], AT RE T IS RIANIR] . 1% 3 B B AR R R S fk B
A R R R B IR T REAEEZE T, AN F M BOE IR T mT Rt 5 oA A i s S
A AN TR R A o

G, WHAURILE B IRAGRIR S AR R A BB W IEADCOR R, BIA TS RR M, Bk
BURE B P A OB R R R I B A T R . X MRS, HA A H R A R A T R
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LR BRI R S R . X — RIS SR4K 2R (2015) 5 NHIRE I — 80, JFFa HERSEIMER . BfETH
ERIB A TR e Rs HE B RE[34]. AR, R ZERA0R, BB S /NI AR S i
%, PIRERMILE/INE AU Ay, oA R 3 (An i RBUGE % A0/l 0 O R 48 SE O L . F SR WI/INL R R T )
RAXFAE MBS — o, G R Rk R AR TN LSS A AT . I RS &
SNSRI, A BRI [E) 22 HERESRTH NI B IR AL 27 S BB 5 58 2 s = AR AR /N L& 3 o
MR, HHLECER I AE T EOAR . 1B S RN ZER SRR, 85 RN EEERE
EHRMRIEE ORI, FN, AR NS R s F R IR . MEER B IBAFER
WP, AN B2 A S R O A () B 2 AR BUAS A, (EIRLe AL R 22 0 PN 1 B 222 R RE A H AR
AR E R R IR 2 i A T AR, B R R R i ) 22 A R SR L S ORI 2 5 /NS B [39] - (LU
N T T KA NTEAEFER A AP RIS, B T NI IBERRSL,  FMAETT /N1 i 75 220
BRI AL R, TGS AT RENS M3 — LA SRS IR SR AR SRR, R Bk AT B HLir 2 A A
W, AR N AT ], RS Bl il a0 18] A5 A1

5. RRMEGR

LS B HRIRA T, AT T — RIVGMMERZ R, 5, PP AEEREA iR LR
WIS, BSR4 BRI T RAF I8 . K, iR NSRS e L & B AR 2 &AL
WHERE, ML AERRI T = S SANERIL, FIrh AR s B AR S AT S5 58
T (B AR 2 AR

B FCEATLIRE L, NEE TARE BN SR A 172 B LB RN S R 2 (R OG R I R
N HERBEAF NSRS, ERAREVEREAT ZE RO TN SO T EIE RN
WREGH, LA RAEMAI S 59EA5m. HK, BT RYRR S 1 B IR e A R,
NP AR 2 & EH S 51 0SS, DHRTH AR ERE. =, BEIE MR, 1
1 H A EERAIAH AR, T T N 12 SV E IR L A /N Bl AR IR ER A 228, SR B M S .
EALPE 2 IR 36 o8 /o1 A o R i b | e e N [ =3 i b N ST B 3 e A b TR
B, GBS, ADATHE M EIRES, UHEINEENS S5, &a, FTRENIHEEAER HIER
WA REEAN PR, DR S s, IR A RCR I AL

ARG RIRE. B, AR, T AR Eyrh AR ciE g, ik, At
FERARM T BV FINERILAE, ShZE MR AN, KRR mA S AW, Pt
USRI R . RURBR B, DUEE VRN AR AR R BN R . =, AUTMEEAR
HRBONEE , R eh [ ) vh A (98 2 SRR, Fod AR HLA B S BOAN [R] B0A 7K BOFR 58 v i AN B
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