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Abstract

With the popularization of online and offline blended teaching mode, college students have different ways and modes of classroom
English communication both online and offline. This paper designs a questionnaire based on the existing teaching mode to investigate
and study the communication willingness of college students in online and offline English classrooms. The conclusion is that students’
willingness to communicate in physical classrooms is generally slightly higher than that in online classrooms. The main factors that
affect students’ overall willingness to communicate include the familiarity of dialogue partners and whether the communication
context is a public communication context. Teachers can try to improve students’ willingness to communicate by creating a relaxed
classroom atmosphere and other means.
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FIGURE 1
Heuristic Model of Variables Influencing WTC

B 1 gmiEXREENE R RE

ZIERILES TIEIMAE . Bt SS R s
PRI AR R, FE TSR, MR T T R I
Pk Bl, “iBSPRERES HRAEHIE S e h B IEAE %
7, MEINBREEFETIAER, BB S/ EET ¥
HHE PR DR BRI = A A . IR, S IshilS
ThrEREEIEE R R, EEFEEEENEM.
IREHFEATHZREEAR
3.1 FERITHR

RIS ] 138 24 H I ARHERIE Bl ¥
VT T IREREE, [ 138 (a3,
3.2 R B

AW BB LR 48 N RS RiEZ AP rE R
MR R ZoR RS A IR BREIR, IR A 22 i
URIREREE ) o WF5T EIPREIETR A AN R B R i E Y
WEHERERE, MBS, THAS AR B
MR ARFREEEn R LA R O g 2>
W, RN RS AT E AR QSRR
BT & E SRR FANLZIRER? @FL& B
TRAEREET, SR A AR
3.3 RAE

TE Mcroskey [[PE P ECFSBRELR, AIEPUMZL
BriEs (AFe. &%, NH, ZAGHE) , EFhRBRE R (BE
AL BN BBE) o HiAERGRET B IREENR

118

B, SERRR BB TRE BRI BB A B
FIIBE RS . 4k B4 TR & RS S EREAIE
ERE A, 454 Mcroskey FYIRIE ALY, EFHRET
E SBIRE Y SRIE ST T TR inE, BARREERE
R

I 14 AR LN EIRE SRR, EEFEes
BN, IRISRERE, IEEAREERRA 1, JFEE
FEGBRA 10, VRATDLAASLE 10 YRILFIEEPRIEE ~, (RE
Z5WEL HUEAZSIRIEE.

X 14 E Ry . OFERE LE (WEFS L) . @
7E3 El 6 N/ NANTHER S, /NN ABE A R4,
OFfE 3 5 6 A/INANTHEE S, /IR AR,
@FIFEAR R T S, OREGE RS T AT
o @FESAIRE AT Ot E [IEIE S AR
wERFRS, OFL L TER, Gk, OfFL Lt
1138 6 NiEZ/NATHE, /INARGAPEARY: . OFL L
A7 3 Fl 6 NS/ NATTIS, IR B AGERY. O 1
4 P T NBEE, WEKREAPEERY: . @ L&
AT NBEENTE, BN AR, O 7k LR
S5ZIMEEHIE. O SR REEE BIREETFA S,

PEANRIEEST Ty RGN R, e A T
Wiy AP R R R o X BTl (PR = B

Oun R IR SRR E P A N AREERbR, KA £
JRRZETA?

QU IRAEAELIRE R A N ANEERR, KA EE
JRERRAT-A7

TRIN A T L K] 3 S 32 & VR IE 2008 1 5 19 22 BR
R
BATHRER
34.1 ZEHH

AE A5 Cronbach.=0.957, EE B, A& RIEH
14 A el HTS S RS M SRR E RS R, FEA
Sz O RIS M AR (RSP R R, X Rl A R
PR ¢ K36 e HH % 1 $5diE.

FHEE 1 ATE, adk 7 AR EOE, Heba 4 HETE
ESBEHZERY (P <0.05) , HAZERHEATHER
EE PR E SZITHENRBRER, 28N SRR R
BEHES T LIRENRER, EANE, SH9kR
H AR AT B, e NMESTE, R EAFIX
PIFTER RIS bR, RN REERAHEER,

EEEENE, £ EEER NEAE AR EMSE AR
FEENRARE, FEirEEET, EELIM, WEKEE
T A AR R A B 22 A B B S K. it 4
HRCEE, PSR ERME (P <0.05) o HEbEk,
RSRL ERELRT, NHITS, RTAMIE, FAER
N FGERITSTE A PR B i AP o



BEHECHEELR - £07%5 - F 081 - 2024 £ 08 A

FTAEX R ATER (1)

o P + brdize )

L2 HR 1 Rt 2 ZE (FX 1- B 2) t P
Mi@ii?; Jje\ Téizi 6.91+2.40 6.61+2.56 03 1747 0.083
@ai%ii}?;}gigggi 822+1.92 799+2.16 023 1626 0.106

ERE LHEFRS, 7.20+2.30 7.27+231 -0.07 -0.487 0.627

FEX R E R ELR IR TR E .

i %P < 0.05; **P < 0.01,

AN, HIEES RS A AL PRESE, e TEE
BEWOZIREENER ., NERE FIRmER s N,
AR R E H O R RN R (TSRS
b TEIEGSL) |, ARSI R . KEZEH
SEHE R A A SR O
3.4.2 RS

CEFF Ry, AR R E TR SR R
&, WHOWEIEKEANEESS, GRZAFERIINA
ETT, WAy, WIS HIERARGE ACRER R, &b
PR, B REFRENEE IR, NERE 32
i, AR TEL EIEEAENTIR . TR ARG EEE
FEE H BRI, [ BERF AR PR
[, AERIOIREEATT, W5 | AR, A R siE KR,
SRR R, SR, KHWLHSERZE, X%
W5 RGP RIS EIEAY) &

4 &iE

B R BRI E RSO, BA T DU A5
Egah, 24 F SR T AR DA SRR R
BB EFBEENES, wibaA RSN A

W, AR RE S . IR R, itk

BRI, T AER R NEE, SREAIRIEK

PR TR AN & T SPa A AR R . 27T

WerERlh, R BN AL, DL & R SRE R

FUMROZEBEIARNIRE SGF, WITEHRTILER A TR T /%

i, iAo E i E R AR
KIFFTRAEIEERES AR, HnmG R AT LN

afe, HEFEAREEAIR, kel Dat—2 %ok,

S 3k

[1] Macintyre, P. D., R. Clement, Z Dornyei, et al.. Conceptualizing
Willingness to Communicate in a L2: A Situational Model of L2
Confidence and Affiliation[J]. The Modern Language Journal,
1998(82).

[2] Mcroskey, C. & E. Baer. Willingness to communicate: The
construct and its measurement [R]. Paper presented at the annual
convention of the Speech Communication Association. Denver:
CO,1985.

[3] Wen, W. P. R. Clement. A Chinese Conceptualization of
Willingness to Communicate in ESL[J]. Language, Culture and

Curriculum,2003(16).

119



