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Abstract

With the rapid development of Internet information technology and the impact of the epidemic in
2020, online education is experiencing rapid development, while fragmented learning, a novel
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learning method, is also spreading rapidly. Through literature review, data analysis, combined
with previous interview and questionnaire research results, this study compiled a questionnaire
on the influencing factors of college students’ fragmented learning effect, and investigated the
status quo of fragmented learning among 479 college students in a university in Jiangsu. Four fac-
tors, namely learning interaction, learning resources, learning motivation and learning attitude,
were established through exploratory factor analysis (n = 250). The load of each factor was above
0.4, and the cumulative variance contribution rate was 68.81%. Confirmatory factor analysis (n =
229) and Kronbach’s «a coefficient respectively indicated that the questionnaire had good validity
and reliability, which could provide a certain tool reference and theoretical basis for future re-
lated research.
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Table 1. Survey sample basic information table
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Figure 1. The dimensional conception of the questionnaire on the influencing factors of undergraduate fragmented learning
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Table 2. Fragmented learning influencing factors questionnaire rotation component matrix
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Table 3. The Fitting Index of the Model of Influencing Factors of Undergraduate Fragmentation
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