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Abstract

In order to study the importance of various impact factors of undergraduates’ innovative ability,
and their interactive relationship, the study is carried out to build the reliability test and factor
analysis on the data that are collected by questionnaire and determines the five levels of impact-
ing undergraduates’ innovative ability. The built hypotheses model is carried out to make the
model test and path analysis by the structural equation modeling. The results show that the most
important direct factor which impacts undergraduates’ innovative ability is the teacher level, and
the most important indirect factor is the educational level, and then we propose the correspond-
ing feasibility proposal.
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Table 1. Items of questionnaire
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Table 2. Statistical table on investigated person
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Table 3. Table on items reliability SMC
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Table 4. Result table on exploratory factor analysis
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Table 5. Fit index on confirmatory factor analysis model
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Table 6. Fit index on initial hypothesis model
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Figure 1. Structure diagram of confirmatory factor analysis
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Figure 2. Initial hypothesis model
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Figure 3. Adjustment process of model
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Figure 4. Final hypothesis model
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Table 7. Fit index on final hypothesis model
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Table 8. Verification results of hypothesis model
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