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Abstract

Oral communication competence is an important indicator of oral competence assessment. With
the rapid development and popularity of ChatGPT, there is still no accurate conclusion on whether
ChatGPT can really help English majors acquire English. This paper studies how ChatGPT and of-
fline real person conversation mode improve their oral English communicative competence, and
puts forward some suggestions on oral English teaching according to the investigation results.
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Figure 1. After the comparison experiment, the insufficient which students think that offline
real person conversation in improving oral English communication ability
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Figure 2. After the comparison experiment, the advantages of using ChatGPT to improve their oral English communication ability
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Figure 3. After the comparison experiment, the advantages which students think that use ChatGPT to improve oral English commu-
nication ability
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Figure 4. After the comparison experiment, the advantages which English major students think that offline real person con-
versation in improving oral English communication ability
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