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Abstract
We investigated the influence of teacher factors on college students’ willingness to communicate
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in second language through questionnaires, data analysis and interviews, and compared the dif-
ferences in the influences between English majors and non-English majors and between genders.
Through the examination, we found that 1) Between different majors, the degree of being influ-
enced by classroom management, content selection, classroom feedback, teaching style, activity
organization, and personality characteristics are different. 2) The attitudes and the degree of be-
ing influenced by the seven dimensions of classroom management, content selection, personality
traits, professionalism, teaching attitude, emotional care, and classroom feedback are more uni-
form for male and female college students’ communicative intentions. This study has some refer-
ence implications for second language teaching.
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1. 5l8

22 b & B (Willingness to Communicate) fz - i McCroskey & Baer [1] (1985)#2H, £ & S HIHF 74
R e O AR S5 T IE AR E I NTER E I R T R M R R o @l =2 EM T, KRR
JE CU T BOR JE R B, B2 R B 35 SR 7R IR IR, oI B A SR a1 A E R
W PR R BT A by, bR E R AR B E . SR R ) AR ) A Re s AR B
U154 2] 30 R (Yashima et al., 2004) [2], —iBbrE BRI AR (2l I R & HFR” (Maclntyre
et al., 1998: p. 547) [3]. F WP AR E VX EIEWBEEERG, 20 E AT T LAY EEAR 5L
WEWFSE, BAVET A B LA, PR TE kBB R R AT, TR EHRR.

HAr, ERsMEE b B B A — R, (R 8 h TR 3138 . Bl 1 B 32 i 5¢
Malgorzata Baran-Lucarz (2015) [4]%f % > 35 B F AT Al 0 3 2R 52 P 4b 28 b s B8 1 s e 2R AT 1 1 255
Chaochang Wang (2019) [5142H T % ) #x TG AL B 30 s st 8 B0 0 5 28 T i B A s PR aZ AT N2
A % Elis Susanti (2021) [6] M\ 2038 N5k, VEA% . BRI B F R IIM YN, BEARHER;
Pornapit Darasawang (2021) [7]tH [FI#E M2 2] 38 AR 22 J (BB FE 5 AL )N Ir B IR H R E A . Hie
(2013) [8]AFF 7% T H B AR ST Ll AR AE SE A bR IR IR i T e H (2013) [914F 58 T B 2% AR DUEAS R
FE R R 3 2525 58(2021) [10]10F 58 1 AL A b DU 2% ) 3 IR AL TIE A PR s A s, 0L T 4
TIEBR R AERR R T F5H8(2020) [0 5T 1 5K 78 0 87 7 AR DUVE S bn i R A, FR40# T IR 4 22
e

T M

g

KT BT R i85 ) FH A bR IR, A58 R T e e ot . SCRaR e, UM = xt
TR ) B BR R e PR AR K, ZUMANE], A AR TR R A2 B = AT R LA AN R (Macintyre et al.,
2011; Zarrinabadi, 2014) [12]. {ERZEFIEMRE, 2AMAMRZE TR, (BBUM 2057255 R 22 A
ATEEE, BT R R % N B R 9T (Cao, 2011) [13]. Ffi. 5KE#(2008) [14]. R1£(2016) [15]M
HMEZUMI IR LI A e A DL R B B FAE M E B IR R RS BB R R WDy £
8% (2018) [16]1K FH £ s SRS E VTR 732, Wi mn B3 bR st IR M BUM R o0 VU R+ — /N2, 1
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BT R R E A, HRAITONZ SR A EGE SN Eilgg. AR 40(2021) [LTREMESS . E1R %
(2018) [151/IBF 7T, LA rf BY 25 2B RUTE BOM N Fe 0t G, 88 1 R Brid A R A 0 D8 250 T 22 B S 1)
SEM, 0 [ BROGE ZUF AR KIS %5 L(EgIE, JJE 40, 2021) [16]. S5 AR FHATS A AN S8 1 R
DR BT AR v A V) R SR SR, B FEER I BOM an el N BB B AR e b IR, Al
(14 B S B ] ok S 27 A A B i JE ) 42 751 (Xueyan Yang, Shunli Yin, 2022) [18] .

IR FUSSRR N I FOE R A R R T @R O S R, X IR A A R
VERAME S S

ELSRT 2 W, 2240 ] P 2 A A o s R A ) A 7E = AN

1) FEXT T R 23R A 90 U v AR PR o

2) AN REZ N FE, I HZ A AR RO, ST AN [0 1 25 A A T Bt o
IRV RERR I EE

3) ZEIME-HRNEITRE, RERTEERG, HZH E RS B RS, S s @it
{1 B A ik =

R, AHE TS FARZA L MRS A B b B ZUM R &, AR R s s i,
BHIH AR A IR R HUESE L EEOCR . R, LR, Eshdg. iR, iR
PR ANEACER 10 DR . B db st 8 T2 18 2. 19 2. 20 il AR TEE Lk 222 1 )
LR FEE R VIR, BT LA [A)R 20T ] 3 00 AN [ 288 31 P 2 A A o s J ) 0 o 75 4 [ 2

AW TGS AR T SR EMVHRIRR TS B PR B KB, (R AR ZI
ZESe TR SRR VE W, T SO R SEH SGR U AR . R A I B PR R
KR, Al AR AR BN AR A PR R FE SR AL TE N A B R A R

2. WSt
2.1. A

BTN I 1) 5 R AR R 775, RS RIZE A0 T #OUm s 2 bR s i Ak, dEid giit
X EE 5 7 T R 2 e (i R LR o s <2 b s I i R B R K

22. RMR

WA GO B TR E 22 . R A 22 AR 3k 287 44, AFURTE 18~22 B 2 i), FATTR I 4
RNPEAKTIRA, JOE T AR AR R Tk 2, BAEM A HpgaE Ll 47 N (16.4%), dE5E
EEN A4 240 N(83.6%); H2E 170 A (59%), “’E 117 A (41%).

2.3. B AGgt

2.3.1. BEO)E

YA 1) 25 FH 200 R 2 U0 38 2 A R 43 AR TS K 2 A s b oK 2 A P A 53 T R TR
YA I 2 2O A 14 HE O PR FR S M HE SR, AR 20 S BN T T 45 SRS £ g 08 & JA )3 41.(2021) 1) & 12E 47
TR, B ATERR T WA AN GEEE B AR A I, SRt 34 . A K 2R Ry 5 R (Likert
scale)it 4y, M “SEERNEERZ” B “SEaREZ” SRR 1~5 4. N TR EZHIESE, WS R UE
Bk, [FER HBOEES .

2.3.2. ik
ARV T 10 ZAZRR A, IR HEA PR — R AR, BISETEACT IS e R A7 AR
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—REER RRMIEIHMTRIE. i, SR 6 44, AFTi ke 4 H. VIR EERA
=R, FEHDGECR, AR 20 2 30 8%, HidMR4eisd, EMiHr A LES,
TERCCARRE, SRS M . ViiREr Xt 15 R BEE 45 R, 3 — BRI 2 A R R i A i e Y
ST BRI 3R A [R] 245 P2 R S AR P 1) B AR 2 AR N TR B, A2z A TR BAR RV

2.3.3. BiEoH
A 17 45 2 WU HE SR FH SPSS 22.0 Ge it E 4 #r, A8 FHER 2R IR 20 B 5 v RN ST MERE AR t G 56 T
TEBEAT H O 6 EE AT

3. IRGRE T
3.1 EEREER

— Rl E R A 287 By, LA ERSE R 240 3y, SHEL 47 . W45{5 & (Cronbach’s Alpha)
4 0.825, T 0.7, EER.

DNEGHIE ] (AR, BRATVE AR R LR 2= 70 W /7%, KMO {4 0.811, Barlett BRy4cA 56 45 HL i
(2 = 4207.882, df = 561, p < 0.001), JLAFFt 64.484% K14 7, R ZMEBRRKT 50%. HH T
Fi#RAE 0.40 PA b, T 0.40 IR H32 M8 . DRI, 1200 45 45 ) AU 3 o

3.1.1. BHEER
SR, AR R RS K UM R 2R R RS . BN RS S W R %=
SORE, SFAEXT R SN E LS B W sk, R EAE 2 X AN A 0 — 5 T

#o WA 1.

Table 1. Overall results

1 BELER

P PRz B A

BAE 4.359 0.729 0.167
LR 4.251 0.757 0.178
LAlaYi 4.007 0.771 0.192
PREE R 3.762 0.540 0.144
PREL 3.496 0.441 0.126
RITA 3.488 0.446 0.128
HMEAR 3.431 0.491 0.143
TEBNH L 3.430 0.508 0.148
EoS TS 2.734 0.853 0.312
PEAR AR 5 1.920 1.006 0.524

3.1.2. Bl ABHEEFR

TR REA t BT, MWEAES, JES0EB LKA RS Tl K A 158 b 2 A Bl
F(W 5.1), THESCHR(E 5.3), HFAEE( 5.4), SMEUFR(H 6.1~6.5)1 PUANLEFEF 1) 25 5 RN A2 B i R
AFEREZER . MRS, R, BRI, R s MR SR s L A
A, L7 2.
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Table 2. Comparison of different dimensions between the two groups of students
2. MEASFENEHEEXLE

RO, LR, BOASE, AMERGE PIZE tE AR REKF PIECERE) FIHEEER)
5. FEXEREIMAZHRZH N

Tyt e g 0.059 0.481 285  0.631 4.02 3.96
5.1. Z I RE MY E P 1] 8
5. B NIREZ IR AR N:

ey s s 0.071 0587 285  0.557 4.26 4.19
5.3. ZIMK I FE
5. BENIRE TR WA RN

s s 0.124 1.065 285  0.288 4.38 4.26

5.4, ZIMAEL, RILTFELR.
6. LEMEIN: 6.1. FHEME -0.02 -0.151 285 0.88 3.36 3.38
6. LEMEIN: 6.2. FHEMKE 0.032 0.264 285  0.792 412 4.09
6. LEMEIN: 6.3. FHEKEME -0.042 —-0.299 285  0.766 2.79 2.83
6. WENEIT. 6.4. bk 0.055 043 285  0.668 3.44 3.38
6. WEXKZIN: 6.5 WAKLEIMMWZEES T  -0217 -1.335 285  0.183 3.42 3.64

1) RERH

B LA R AE AR SR Ll R AR AR TR P R A PAE R 2 R (H 1.1~1.3 %, p ) > 0.05).
HEARRE, ST TFHVE RS BEIEA Z 5. £/ 1.8 1, FESEiE Tk R A A SO I+ 1A
CIFHM JE5E% 2.16 < M J8% 2.60). 45 A UTRARIATI N, FIRER M TIREARMIGER L, /&
SR 2T EVERE SR, B DCEA R W 3.

Table 3. Statistics of classroom management factors

* 3 REEERZRSIT

st FE tE FEAR BEKE PREAEREL) FIEETY)
1 ER EERE: 1.1, ZImEio ek ERN%E. 0239 1.676 285  0.095 3.96 3.72
1 ER ERET: 1.2, ZH A ER I . -0.156 -1.223 285  0.222 431 4.47
1. FER ERE . 1.3, BB S5 0.009 0.077 285  0.939 4,58 457
1 BRER LR 1.8, RILFHLEIHATHE. -0.433 —2.75 285  0.006 2.16 2.60
2) &iRI7

Guitrgs R ioR, EREITEA A, FE LR AR SOE Ll AR R T 2 T3S b
HIBRE A R R, TEAMKREEES . Wk 4.

TERR 1.4 A1 1.5, JESEAE LI R A B S5 UM PPT HFHR(MD = 0.265, p = 0.050) A J& T 7E HAAR
FEYEL(MD = 0531, p <0.05). &G VIRE RILATIA N, TTREAR H T 5815 B M OR 57 A8 432 A o (14 B[] A
MleEZ, MAERERAD, el AR S A 22 B e BR ES 5oy BUK, HFRDy AR R &R
oM, 454 PPT YHES T NE K.

e 2.3 5 4.5 1, R0l Lol K& A B F UG IR ], 2242 [ 2 4R 7 :0(MD = 0.403, p < 0.05),
A B B ANAE B TR 7E(MD = —0.517, p < 0.05). 58 ViR 45 RIRATUN, FIRERIESEIE Lk pd
JOE RN EUD, SIS ERRAES, MR E I s R TV E S AR 2

AN, 7 1.6, 2.1, 2.2, H, p ¥>0.05, FJMLTE “EITHH AR, CNHASETTIRT
JiZ gk, SAENT” =R IR B Mk R 2R AR AR X 22 B R ) B 25 S A K
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Table 4. Statistics of teaching method factors
#= 4 BRAFRERG T

BRIr SFHIE U FEARR BEKCE SFRIMEERRE L) FIME L)
1. ER EERET: 1.4, ZJTH PPT HHiR. 0.265 1971 285  0.05 3.95 3.68
1. RER LR : 1.5, ZIhfEER LS55, 0.531 3.939 285  0.00 3.83 33
1. ER LR : 1.6, 2 HFOSURRE . 0.237 1702 285  0.09 4.05 3.81
2. RERH LR 2.0 BE/NASER . 0221 1473 285 0.142 3.6 3.38
2. WERH LR 2.2, ISP, 4. 0.015 0.116 285  0.908 3.7 3.68
2. EXH ERITA: 2.3 RN, #AMZ. 0403 2896 285  0.004 3.45 3.04

4. FAEURE_EA R RSEE A S KRR

' ot RN —0.517 —3.448 285 0.001 2.12 2.64
45, WAZEEIMII IR TT 5.

3) PR 15

Guitgs RN, TERERIEA A, T Tk R A R DTS Tl K 2 AR AR R R 0 2 T E 6 A8 B
BEEHEEEEZER. kS,

FERR 1.7 v, JESEIE Blb A T s I R4 1F HAB 5 8R4 1% (MD = 0.362, p < 0.05).

TE/ 4.6 T, ZIWRFT BT 955 22 28 A8 b 2 S B8 K (MD = —0.469, p < 0.05), fEifE L andis
AEYLIER, BT, SEE R AEE AR R AR IEERS .

AN, E5.2 W, p>0.05, BIOEE Lk KA FIAEGOE Ll KRR LR “ M B (8l 2 3R 0 )
X EA bR IR 22 AR, iR ITA S R B 2 AR I R, 5 A B R S I

Table 5. Statistics of classroom feedback factors

5 RERIRERERRIT

PR Pzt FARR BEKT CPREEEY) TEEGERRETY)
L R LR 0362 2973 285  0.003 4.04 4.40

1.7. 2 ERIE S B REHNR .

4, BERHE FABERAIOER S PJERR Z:
4.6, RULTGHS, ZIFHHEFT WK,

5. RENIRZ NI A R N:

5.2. ZIMINILIRIZEF I A A

—0.469 —2.922 285 0.004 2.32 1.85

0.080 0.712 285 0.477 4.15 4.23

4) VEBHH A

Guitgs REoR, FOET RS RIEAESEE Tl K AR TR TG 8 77 30 o 2 b = B I S M A7 7R B3 22
5, WERAR R T. WAK 6.

FERR 2.4, 3.1 F1 3.4 1, p < 0.05 RIPRLHAAAE 22 3, AETEAE L b R 2 A B AN IOnH2H 2R 951 3R I8 1% 3 (MD
=0.318). JEIEIEEY S (MD = 0.445)MIEiE 5 /E 2% 3 (MD = 0.322).

16/ 4.4 F, MD=-0.518, p<0.05, Z&¥¥usE Fattl, JEiEL 22 R RS bR I8 52 i sh 4 4 mmk
MK, WRZIMALENREER, HESETEfRE EAEEHINERS .

MPE#M 2.5, 3.2, 3.3, 3511, p>0.05, BIFE “MiFxk” , “PEUE” , “IELE” A “I0E
W 37 DG Sl 443 E S AR ) Ml oK 2 A 2 s R R PR R i 2 S A K
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Table 6. Statistics of activity organization factors
7= 6. AERNELAERLGI

B P tE FEAR BEKE CPHEAERR) FIEEER)
2. WEXI ERIT: 2.4, FHHEREE. 0.318 2.18 285 0.03 3.45 3.13
2. JEXNH ERIT: 2.5, iR 0.156 0.989 285  0.324 3.69 3.53
3. IR, WEMR: 3.1 ik 0.445 3117 285  0.002 3.47 3.02
3. HEJUEE, WEM: 3.2, FiESE. 0.009 0071 285  0.943 3.78 3.77
3. g, LER: 3.3 Wik, 0.093 0706 285  0.481 3.82 3.72
3. FEAE, KER: 34. 5. 0.322 2228 285  0.027 3.47 3.15
3. EHE, HEXK: 35 Wi, -0.03 —0.192 285  0.848 3.42 3.45
R F—— -
j: f‘guiiﬁﬂﬁf‘s:&;g?a%ﬁE’ -0.518 —3.22 285  0.001 2.35 2.87

5) IRE N EELFE

Gt RER, ENFEFBEAF, p ¥ < 0.05, RIZEEE AR AEMAEIEE B KB AR R E N
TILFE LR R BRI 5 2, JE R AR A b S S R N R IR . WA T

e 4.1, 4.2 F143 tha] LRI, Jeif b A R bR B2 N A 2 B (MDD = —0.304), QiR &4
I B UR R BN, RS EEA M RAREHRIER T A S5 Lk A e b s S RO
FRER AR S5 2 B (MD = —0.520), WSR2 A0 TR AN O, ETRSE A AR IR SR A E . K
Ll 2 AR A B i S 52 VR B 1 AR B RS R (MD = —0.384), ISR A A XHE A, R B
A REAEEHEIERS .
Table 7. Statistics of content selection factors
= 7. ARIEEREERS T

WL THZE tE AR REKT CPHEEER) PHREAERER)
4, AERE EAEFHIBERSHIRRE .

RO flikiod) -0.304 —2.000 285 0.046 2.60 2.29
4.1, FXTIRE BRI AL
4. RERE EABEHEERSWREZ: B
2 ot i R A, 0.520 —-3.166 285 0.002 2.98 2.46
SOEVRE AR F s R S B,
4 BARELARBHIERSORAL: 00 5000 285 0,026 3.64 3.95

4.3, FXEEANE.

6) PERHRF AL

g RN, E 4.7 %, p<0.05, SiELb K2 A RSB Tolb R 2 AR AR TP A O 22 bR
R E AR RO s, AR AT SRAEAE RO FR S FRIANGRZE S, B2 U A A o D K A 1 A8 B i S
i) BT K —45(MD = ~0.579). £5 G VIR RBATIN, 1] BEAR 15 4 VK2 A 45 i 2 T B [ 0 27 2 9848 1)
WIS, EMATEEACE S, X5 ] ARSI VE AR, SRR BUM AR SN A RS . L4 8.
Table 8. Statistics of teacher personality factors
7= 8. HIMMEAEE RS

HITHERS T U ORARR BEF CRHEAENE) CFHREEEE)

4. BAERE LA EHSGOE R S IR AR
4.7, WAEXNEITHINER .

-0.579 -3.69 285 0.00 1.83 2.40

»
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3.1.3. MR 2R BIEFR

WL TE, WMERIAEE, B RN R R R, IR, M
ReRERL, TR FOFEARE B, R X EANYE A A2 5 AR E RO N G — . 5247
5 (8 2.3) TESHALI(E 3.5). HMEACE(E 6.4) IR A .

GiitE RGN, 68123, 35/ 6.4, p<005, fEAEgLZAd, BARMLERE LR, iEHE)
HAFIMENR PIFIEREER, BAEEZ LI, #4E R X— i :0(MD = 0.400) LA &
TR R J103E 3 (MD = 0.282), AR T 2 56y 2 i & B Atk (MD = —0.482) . L3% 9.

Table 9. Statistics of gender factors

F 9. MARRGT

P72 57 15 PHZE tE AR BEAKE CPEEG) CFHEHE)
2.3 EMRI R IR R 24 R 0.400 3.593 238 0.000 3.60 3.20
B35 ) HE, WEWR: Wril. 0.282 2.155 238 0.032 3.52 3.24
6.4 EXRZ I AL -0.428 —4.071 238 0.000 3.28 3.70

LA b0 i 2 0 e A 5 0 L
3.2, TR S =N

321 REEE

HISCIA G BR 4 R b R 2, fERREEHIYEE B, AR BBz HUM AR AR R, il
RAD, XTI ERTHE S FIAE AT, RUTARRELABE “ B O IR R AR TR,
ZIE T RSk A AR L8 AR, UG ER TR ZPRIRTIR. T, W
FAEMATFIURH TEEIL. E50R. ERIASE IR H APEEIN T, 23T bRpik e, H52
Vi A RN AN IR IR EBr PR — R A 2 A br e, 7 RIS EAUEAE TS PR
TERIVEE AR A LT, PG DL Z I T2 B 1R AU o PRS0 7 PR &2 (g A
WA ROLE A ERATER . R TALEEAT 0, BUSEIRBIG ., BTG JFARsRas ] k.

3.2.2. FEBALR

HE\EF R CFAEXN TG AUBOGER, T TR RS ARSNGB T SR H
(T, 2021), AWFFCRINIRE FIUA HITE ST T 2225 158 b B AR VR P AR IR S H, IR VG BN 1)
ML AT A gt . FEIREVESNAGUX — b, Z U5 IR R0 & AR R A L B TR R ) S
PEEEUR, TEERREIEREEES), BRI IR 1E, RS BR AL RS 5 ) @A . (2
WHEBAN M PIEEEERRASR S S 5REES), B TIEBEEZRRSHIIERE. ML
AT AR R AR A Y. BIREIEM B AT mMER, AN NEE. SEIEZ R
AR, ARG NARER, % o)t 2 5 g ARG A DRI BOmAE 4 2R B35 3 g A2
1% R A E R, XS M. T T BIERE SRS, AT LR
AF HE ISR, BREGITHAESKE T “ REAH” MBS o0 RIS THRS R nr DS 5, 58
B BT R R N SR R IR L B LU AR S L AR A R, N L ) S BT B
TS RGN RS S, RMRE A B, FR, SRTAERROZITARTA X ABRmmi, /F
NELAERZOEEE T 7 FEVEZIR,  “TERTHRE BEE N R 225 e 22 A R PR R, Sk 4
B L8 B AR A FIEREAR Y (10, 2021) [6].

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.114243 1801 PURIE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.114243

3.2.3. AEERE

) 5 HHE RV R A 2SRRI, S T I P 238 38 (10 TR P8 AR A R R 8 A 6 o 2 A 1 A o i S 7 AR 5
W, LA AN AR [ 16 RO B 2 ) 55 2 A B, T I AR SR LRI B ORI . VT RN B OF HiIR A R
WRIE, PRAGERE SR E IR SRR R, T, WA NS EESTBAL ik
WEESNE . N, BB RS B2 AR W SR B AR T A3 5 R (BT, 2016). {HARE
SHEEARE, MEABEAERERNERRS, ERARGREN RSO RKWBE. Kk, 2k
WOWE i, ] A 2 51 J 25 ) i 77 2 2 A 4 i AR TE N 25 JEAT R, MRk 5 5k .

3.2.4. FRAN

B myriRas REoR, Lkt “ZIMEdk, AN B “CEIRN, FAERZ” , AR
A R HAR LA TRKZEDN, AR AP LA LS B 10 R KE 2 2D
BN H] PPT WM. UONFE SR B RE T, IR AR Tk 22 AR 34T A R R 207
TR, FANEAEEHNS HRE, MRS YR XA E8, BB BA TR IT TR 48 75 3R
B EEZYEAIR, WA, kTS S IRE S, eI . T PPT U2
H EINTERIPE, ZIMATAT DAL R

3.25. RERIE

AR B SR 5 RIS R, AR PR R S IR R OC R AR, 2 A TR A [ 22 I A PR
EAEACKF A, HR W REIMIT WA AT B, WS E R AN, ZJar B RS,
PN “HTWr ok s Bk o BTl WEREAAER I A EHR, MR DU 2 (el 25 10 il FEUCR B H € 5
TR G IREUT A, R R BRI SE07 S IER A AT 5 R, MR TR I N 7
EI AT AR 272 [ 58 1) SR 3@ i 7 2O AT 4R I

3.2.6. HHBHF R

TEEE S RVIE R, KL AR BEHINHIVER R S REHARRLAELR, ARZIMEERK
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