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Abstract

This study is a quantitative study, which purposes are to explore the influences of various dimen-
sions of inclusive students’ cognitive impression on attitude of acceptance by secondary students.
This research used secondary students of Macau for study’s samples, used the “Inclusive Students’
Scale of the Cognitive Impression”, “Inclusive Students’ Scale of the Attitude of Acceptance” to col-
lect the secondary students in the cognitive impression, attitude of acceptance and other relevant
data, and through multiple linear regression to analyze relevant information. The results of this
study show: 1) Each dimension of secondary students’ cognitive impression has a significant pre-
dictive power for each dimension of the attitude of acceptance, and the explanatory variabilities
are between 37.7% and 47.1%; 2) Each dimension of secondary students’ cognitive impression
has a significant predictive power for overall attitude of acceptance, and the explanatory variabili-
ties are 53.6%. At last, the paper makes recommendations on the conclusions of this study, which
act as references for Macau educational department and schools.
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1. &g
1.1. IRERSZHN

AR, RO A R e FE AR EB B A B LR I BUE MR & A 00, it HdE
B, A 2009 FEAEEE 2013 HAE, GRIABE FERA AN 372 N8 E] 692 N, FEAEE NEF
IS NE, 502 NIEINE] 612 N, JREIFE HANAEN], HHRRAE FEFAERSNEN 874 N1
TnE] 1304 AN[11.15+ZEREHE B, Bl &4 1 2006/2007 4R 277 A S 2014/2015 244E 1 806 A,
FERZUE NVE SRR B LA NI 2 624 N, 2Rk 2 B N 208 1430 A [2] [3]. &
E—ANEE, BARTETEER, BEESH CEE 1134 N[4]. o7 WHKHRAE 7 222 A 53 H ik
PIEEAMT I I 2 rh, Horh il A2 2 H 302 s bR

RlE A E H ARG, BIUEH TR ASREBUEAER G 2E B SEIRRMTER, Bk, wfrHEs).
WL EGHE, KOV TR XBUNM —IEZ L BEBR. GRIEABRIAZ) )\, B T%
WA, #ho EREMRERE N LRNR, FFEO X i N LB E R4 e b 25
R, FRAMFHIFNARRAE TR ARG, IR NSRRI ) LB HA X =S 1 1
BEE[5]. FTLL, BhEBEE—MHEXTRRE, MFEEN GRIEARFIAZ) MBS —F, ARRAEH
G e VAR G2 A TR Sy = SR S = M0 3 S T [ A SN I G 8 e S A 1 S e S R
RE AR RN AL . R, FRESEM R BRI 18 RN Bl & A RN FE R Wi 2 2Rk
A AR il G AR AR NS FE R 2 B AR = s 2 BT — M AL ROR, BUTR T ZIRR A
FENR, 0 MM Z T S AR B E R [6], AT A a2 INFEN R, —ESHMmRE
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Wi HL 0T 45 7 AR NS TR 7 B AR A RIS, RGNS R S HA RE M /17 Kk, JTRELLR
TR R R & A2 AR ED R AR NS L R R WP FL, B BB Lo

1.2. ARBEHSIEIRE

1.2.1. I8/
WAHEHF R BIHL, WP H BB A 1) 7R P22 Bl S A A S EN S 5 I S R
T S5 s 2) ARPEFF TSR, ST R X BUR . AR AR SRBUR 1.

1.2.2. #fsjelia
AR Z TR 1) 224 B R A AN NN R & 18 B, S H Rl &4 B A FE 25 [m) BE 2 T
SOMRZERE? 2) MR AR b G A AR ED G5 ) B2, % LRl AR B AR B NS B 2 T Ty s & JERE 2

2. fARGE
2.1. fiRIT AR

AFCRA G R A, WESNEE TMEANNERER] . [MEEENSERER] SHh
HR, DI 2 X A A AR BN B . NS S R . TRE AN R ER | 2
AR 2 TN ) o AR R B o BEAG 2 AE KN BN R ARl 2 0] 36 SR g il T R 7] (8] 3L 15
ANEH, A [Ebpt] « TARKR] . THERMS] =R, SN mER S EM. Hp [
Bt | e ARG A T S RIS [ ABRRR ] i EX A4 T 5 FEGF 3.
M4 BB I R EN G [ RS | 4R %k SRl & AR AR AR, BT i il A2 AN AR I 1)
— MR A KRR 2 TR (Likert-type rating scale) i T S H 7 IEZ, M [dEHFE] . T
#FAEZ] . HFERR]  [HMEE] 8 TARR] . 23A TS0 40 30, 24 15, K&
A SR TR 1B 0 BUIAS R, 120 B R %4 b AR s S AR TR Z I E AR R 2 Bk, =4
I P 43 O NS BT At e gy, RIS RIED R 70 3, 13 0B 1% 44 vh 2 AR5 il AR RN B
SR IEE, RZAHK.

A A NS ER | AR ZH AR RV BRIGERX B OBl 2 A e gh 38 2 10 5 Bk
Rl TMR9] [10] [11]. MBI 1S ANEE, B DAAZER] - (E&RZE] . TRZEH] F=m 0,
AR 5 B, o AEE | ZiEh S AR E R SRSy, [HEREE )
et AR A AR L B, B e R B, BRI AT NEM ] e A s
SRR BEEEAT R BIEEDN . A G E R MR R 25 e RE R (Likert-type rating scale) ¥ 11 s f 5% 7 (A
Z, N TEFEFRZ] o TREHEE] . TEEEE] © IHMEER] 8 TARZ] , 254 T 5 5. 4
S8 308 240 14, B AZRE R W R A EOE R, % BRI A A RS AR X )
FEM BN E 2BV, =R BOHINE i3 R sy, BN BN S E I 80, 130 s R 1%
2 R R R AR R N S FE R ) TR T, S AR

FRW O ERAEES, AT RER mRER T E A ERAE M, R R E g, NS
THAMHE AN BN A HEH RER, X ERTINEG). Wk, EbEEN R R IEHNE
BHTBIE, DUES A RERZ ERME . R IRAA RERIAT TEEM . W —SERRER: [/
G RER] 1) (5 st] Cronbach o %09 0.701. [ ABRX R ] Cronbach o %04 0.796
[ HFMES | Cronbach o %N 0.861. FEARINFIEN G Cronbach o ZE04 0.901. 4k, [EELEMES
EaR] B [AKZEH ] Cronbach o %05 0.763. [ EJZMH ] Cronbach a Z%0UN 0.792. [178Z1H
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Cronbach o ZE0UN 0.855 BARKBEGNZSE Cronbach o 280N 0.917. FHit, B &R B AR EHIFMERE.
2.2. B

AWEFE AT 2 AT S0 5, DATLPT AL T AR 1195 5 X R 2 2 B A B ORI eV e . B3
P R AN GO A, SRR 590 40, A RLEICN 551 fir, AR 93.4%. SEitid
RUIE. RN, XTI IREECT LAZE 500 AN~1000 A28, 25 /e BERFAREURAR,  TIIURE$L
LA /b —26112], Ik, AU 551 D AEARR  BIRERT & EALHT TTH B HURE 2R

23. MREE

TRAW T BT, AT SR RS 1) W] 2 A B R A 2R R0 B R 2 23 1) B FAR NS 22 5%
[ (AR B S BT s 2) R RS A AR BN R 2 53 [ BEX HLA N A 2 2 v JE
[MERZm ] BAEE TN A7 3) WITHh AR R G A AR TR 2 70 [ BEN ARSI 2 AL 147
MR BARZERT 7 4) BT 22 f a2 R EN G2 oy 1A B H AR AR IR N A5 L B AT 235 (0 il
W7y

24. BURAIBR G54

AHEFERH SPSS21.0 HAT X Frilt 15K (1) TR AT £ b 2, iz H 22 Ju 4 % 18] 5 (multiple linear
regression) 'iZ 0 Z Ju R HVE[13], DOAFIERRE [0 posh | « T ABRKRR] o THRMS] F="1%
] FEAE A TR T H AS T, DUBARFENAS B R ARIZT ]« TERZET ] o 78R ] =4
] FEAE A BRI (IR AE T, HEAT B 434

3. fIRER
3.1. INHIENR & EEXHARE ' 2 947

1 BIR THIED R & [m] BEXHRNSFER DHAAZ I ] 2 ras 5 = ARO[ A2
A 2 P ) 2 AR, KRBV KT A TEERME ]« T5baest] X wi
AR IR bR AR R ANAS FE R TINRIZ T | 2 Z 0 R ECN 0.686+ PiE REUR) N 0.471, I A1
FIFEARME BTG F N 243.604 (p < 0.001), % FHAF)AN 68.272 (p <0.001), i [ HEMS] « [240k
B | SE PR AN TIOIN AR I R] A A TN TIAEZ T ] 1 47.1% 8 75

ANV TR0 2 s RS, *F DAEZ T ) B #E A THRME] . B ERE
N 40.5%, R Tt ], HA IR R EN 6.6%. MPrHEMIIENIERECKRE, BIABEA R
PIANTRINAE T2 B AE 9128 0.500, 0.290, ¥ATEH, Fom [HBRMEE] o [50lae] SmAiiAe
WO NFIZ I | AN IE R . iRIEE | Fos, NEEDR S [m FEX NS L) [ARZ ] 2 bR
CACEWpE 3 e

[AHIUZIE =0.500 x HILME +0.290 x b s |

M ERINATED R & m BEX [AEUZ ] 2 hrdeAu a7 R mr a2 TH3ME ] #m 1 48, W THA
HZM ] seies 0.5 48, 24 [50lst] #2140, W A2 | sieies 0.29 0. alll, [THFE
MEE ] X TAEZ ] BBk, ok (5l pest ] b TAEZ ] WA —E#m. Kk, Bk
1 %or.
3.2. IWHIEIR &6 E X HER R B a4

%2 BOR TNHIED R & v BEXHEANSFEN [MERZ0 ] Z g S =AM -AEno [ &2 )
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Table 1. The multiple linear regression of the cognitive domain

1. IAHEEZ %k m)]
LMK RERH BN E

BN P R OR) FH % F H(AF) B Beta ()
R 2.111
LERME 0.636 0.405 0.405 373.204™" 373.204™" 0.519 0.500
2.5V U 0.686 0.471 0.066 243.604™ 68.272"" 0.391 0.290
KR p<0.001,
Table 2. The multiple linear regression of the affective domain
=2 BEREZEZTLMERT
oy PLRKC WERK ey Fif # F 5GP B Beta (§)
R 2.750
LABRKZR 0.563 0.317 0.317 255.168"" 255.168"™ 0.370 0.358
2. FEME 0.599 0.358 0.041 152.995™ 35.014™ 0.225 0.214
3.5 U 0.614 0.377 0.018 110.2017"" 16.152" 0.213 0.156

"R p<0.001.

A W2 PN ) 2 AR =S, IR P BN A Y Re A A [ E)ET ], KRB )
WP TABRRR] « TEHRMS] « TEbst] , X=ATNARTS Sbr B NS N TEEE
1] |22 2 e R BN 0.614 58 REUR) N 0.377, B Bl AR Qi B Akt 56 F 48 110.201 (p < 0.001),
W FAHAF)N 16152 (p < 0.001), Fi [ ABRKR] « [TEHERBE] o [kt | & = A miny
DLA ROBE Tl [ =20 ] 1 37.7%% 7.

ANV AE T I s kG, *F [MERZ0 ] SB N #ER TARKRR] , HARREERE
H31.7%, FoAR TERME] , HABEEREN 41%, BEA [5G ] , HANBEL R
BN 1.8%. MAREWKIIEHRECRE, A B =Nz g E 7 5108 0.358. 0.214, 0.156,
BINIER, Fom TABRKR] o THERMS] © [l ] S=AFNEDT (S22 ] gy
RIEM. MRPEE 2 Frw, WRIEIR & M EXHENS RN TERET ] Z AR FE R

M52 =0.358 x APRIER +0.214 x BIME +0.156 x oV pmh |

M ERINATEN R & m BEXT (15 RZ 0] 2 hrdEum AR A, 2 TABRRR ] #m 148, W [
BEM ] $ieim 0358 70 4 [HERME] =M 1, W MEZZEm] et 0214 40 4 [0k
bl BRE L s W TERER] iR 0.156 0. AT, TABRRR ] Xt [HEEZm ] Mgk,
Hk TE®RMES] « [5puk] ) TEEZER] BE —ewm. Fik, w7 2 soz.

3.3. INHIEEIR B EEXN{TAEEZ M5

3 R TINFIEN RS M BESEGNAS FER TAT N2 | 2t 3 = AN TR [ 474210 |
R TN )12 BT =AY, IR AT A PN AR A e A A (4T 82 ] . BRENISE
o TERME] « [FlEt] « TABRRR] . X =N IS Sobs B I S E R [T 82
i 12 % T2 RN 0.646 U 5E R EL(RY) N 0.418, 5 [ B 2 3 A 25 36 F BN 130.834 (p < 0.001),
W FAHAF)N 22.301 (p < 0.001), Fifi [ HERBE] [t o TABRKRR ] & =T A miny
LA AT T47 2T 1 41.8% B HF 5.
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AN TR TR0 ) sk, X TATRZW ] s AN &N [ARME] , AR s E
N 33.4%, FEAN [FSh] , HA B REN 6.0%, el [NBFRR] , HAEEER
BN 2.4%. MAREARI D RECRE, BB R =N Aotz g B4 %108 0.332. 0.243. 0.205,
BINIER, Fon TERMES] o T3kt ] « TABRKR] E=ATNARTT (4178210 | 1Ry
NIER . ARHEE 3 Fon, INAIED R BEXT NS B TAT 8T ] 2 ArdE 57 F T

[T NE =0.332 x BEME +0.243 x ZEk +0.205 x AfrkKR |

M ERINFIEN R S XS (4702 | Z hsEtb A5 nT 5, 2 [T B RS 2@ 1 20, W T4T
N S HEm 0332 40 24 [2lpiost ] #2512, W AT A2 ] st 0.243 0. 2 [ APRX
RIS, W HTNER] $ieiR5 0205 45 W, [TEHRES] X (1782 ] Bk,
Fk Tl | TABRRR D XF T47hEm ] WA —EfRm. Bk, Bl 3 for.

3.4. INHIENSR & [c] B X B RNZS B Z T 53 4

%4 BIR TINRIEN R [ FE X BAR IR NS L2 AT G5 5% . = AN TRINAR O AR g0 A5 A 25 1 Tl
M) 2 AEGSA =A, JRRIE A TRINAR T e A R B AR s 1, d KRB Ky v TH
T [kpost] « TABRRR] , XA IS Rbr R WU R NS 2 2 TR R AN
0.732 1R 5E REU(RY)N 0.536, FieJ [ AR S AR M5 08 F BN 210.328 (p < 0.001), 1% F H(AF) N 38.023
(p<0.001), BT [EHEME] o [kt ] o T ABRKRR ] 8= T AR 5] DA R4 A ) H 4k 4
NAFEN 53.6% % R & .

WA AR TRFI ) AR E , RN SR BT &N [ERME ], KA EERE
N 43.4%, FAN Tl ], HAREARRE N 7.0%, BaN TABRKR] , HANMEESR
BN 3.2%. MFREHIEIARECRE, [BEEA A R =B Az g 87079 0.384, 0.258. 0.239,
VINIES, Fom TEERME]  [ldish] « TABRRR | 5= A TINS5 A 2 40 25 BE 520 1)
Table 3. The multiple linear regression of the behavioral domain
3. ITHEEZ %L
ZIHR  PuERM B F i

BN P R OR) % F H(AF) B Beta (5)
R 1.327
INEE 4N 0.578 0.334 0.334 275.418"™ 275.418"™ 0.375 0.332
2.5V U 0.628 0.394 0.060 178.174™" 54228 0.356 0.243
KNS S 0.646 0.418 0.024 130.834™" 22,3017 0.229 0.205
TRIR p<0.001,
Table 4. The multiple linear regression of the overall attitude of acceptance
< 4. BUNENSE TSR
N TG z ;5229% yﬁfﬁ iA)JIEZ% F1§ # FAEAF) B Beta (§)
AR 6.054
INEE 4N 0.659 0.434 0.434 420.548"" 420.548"" 1.081 0.384
2.5\ R 0.709 0.503 0.070 277.719™ 76.814™" 0.946 0.258
KNP 0.732 0.536 0.032 210.328™ 38.023™ 0.665 0.239

"R p<0.001.
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NIER . ARYEE 4 Frow, INHIED R 1] BEXT BEAR RGNS B 2 AR bR IR A 5 AR a0 F

[ALISE =0.384 x HEME +0.258 x it +0.239 x NFrok & |

N SR DA R B i) S AR N AS B bR AL A T RE AT A, Y [ RS ) $Em 1 4, M fA
NS FE 235 0.384 40 24 [22viinh | #2001 2, MRS s &4 0.258 45 24 [ APrak
2ORE 1, WERE ST SRS 0239 0. AW, [ HBRMES | SRR gy SR i K,
Fk sk |« T ABRRR ] W EER RS A — e, Kk, ARk 4 or.

4. SHSR

BTN 125 0 AR o e, 2 DI (AR IR /N R X 4, SN (ARDTE 0.49 % 1.0 Z 1A%
SN EE TN A7, B0 B (ARP)AE 0.16 & 0.49 (N5 0.49) 2 [ Ay rh EE TN /7, B4 I & (AR?)E 0.00 & 0.16 (A
F0.16) 2 [MF MR F1[14]. S 2 IR MERASHTIEE R, KPR 1~% 4 PEdE TR, Rkl
SIED G % ] 5 0] AR H NS FE T F % ] BE TN &5 5, A9k 5 s

W22 5 AT, AWFREGERKRI, LA A AR R 2 & ENZ L Z Jom Ak, AT
B R BB ER HANMER ] « AT RER] SWRA R ERNTIAETCY [ARES] . T8
TS o DNEET ]« TR ] SNSRI BE AR AR R85 TN 40.5% 33.4%. 3867
(ARDIIAE 0.16~0.49 2 [7], HATERTM 7, HRENVIR A R FmAR 2 g 85 58 0.500. 0.332
BUNIERL, FRomW gz [ RS ] RS ER DARZER] « 782 ] SR E mfE
H, 7RE1Z [ B3RS | R, W DARZE] - TTRZEm] e, KM A4, &g
RPN o B T RZE ] MDY TABRRR] , TABRKR ] XA FAR I a] DL 2
O (15 E 2] 31.7%M3 8. BINELE 0.16~0.49 Z 8, HA P REERTRM /g, Holal =458 b g 35
I BAEN 0358, NIEH, FRINFEIRZ [ ABRXR ] SEMEER MERER ] NIERIERH, 75
B TABRRR] FEGMS, [HEZ0] ok, Rk A& S TUURIL, AXRARERERT
WNHNEN B 2 4 10) JE R AN [R5 2 e 5 BRGNS BE AR 8 AN Il B, DA HED SR BN A J 4% 1) S8 ) — />
AR A, RIS [ BRRMES | 752 A OB AR e g A5 FE I 0 AR 030, AN e
SN 43.4%, B INE (AR TE 0.16~0.49 Z 1], BAT v B F0I A7, 3 [l A4 b (R T AR 0002 B 1M 0.384,
NIEE, FoRINMEN R 2 [ RS ] S8R gh S B e N IE R VE T, JRED [ RS ) FER e,

Table 5. Summary table of multiple linear regression analysis of the attitude of acceptance

=5 BNSEZ SN RS RS

N 1)=3] HEE 7R AR BN
TRAZ T, SE 43 INGSSA B R B IR
WA (B1H) 40.5% 31.7% 33.4% 43.4%
(0.500) (0.358) (0.332) (0.384)
=A% SEi 4 2 5% 5%
6.6% 4.1% 6.0% 7.0%
(0.290) 0.214) (0.243) (0.258)
=A% INGSSA INGSSA
1.8% 2.4% 3.2%
(0.156) (0.205) (0.239)
I 0L 47.1% 37.7% 41.8% 53.6%
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AR IR AS AU R, R T 5 IR, NRIENRZ AP [kt ]« [ ABs
KEZ | IR LRI RS SRR NS L, Rk, ZRe Bakarkn, rhe B & A 2 INVEN R,
SKRENS . 2 RN H b 5 R RS

MCE RN BB RO, AR LT, A2 (AR EA0 B e W 81 A ) g — 2%
FRAE(ELG: X7 bR RS R0 SR A8) . % LI AT 3R A5 IR R Tl e e Bk, Ak E 4>
PRI RES — B R “E RN PR S — ENRAEAE O N 0SB TR IR RAF
RIENSR, W HEHEAE R e ETERGR A B ANFRIENR, WISAEEAGERIAR R, tehh, R R
REr, IR IR AN BN SO AT AN S, MASRIEETIE A, 2 L AR SR BN AT 18
1E[8]. PR, WRITH A SR G AEARARES, AR B E 2R FARIEN R 2 My, TRARRE T “E
MONL” 5 RN WA AR R, R AR, B RN B I A B AT RE
EThE - MIER R, R, WA e X derh g A T flva 2B AR 2 ST ORI, SR Eah
MRS AN EN R, M H Wt b2 e SR & @G, 2 Ex s A A B
WONVEEE; MR, “EHREMR 5 RN KRG T rsedg — M aaa p . AR 2R,
U5 SR 2 A IR 2 rh S A0 A AR AE A SN ORI S RO LA RO R ILAE S MOARIEN RALZE ,  th e B Al
R E RS SR E NG, RAL TN B E  E AR A ARSI . B, PR AR RS RN
IWHIEN G H i, N2 UM O Rl 5 A (RN S

5. il
5.1. 8

W SR, A A AR ARG, AT DL O Bl B AR R NS o B — T2 20T 0
MEHE, BT EARGME RSNSOI EEY — RAI TR, TR, DU
Tl Al AR R P RIAR, I AEARATTSE BT AT A5 5 g BRI (R fF - el BRI
AFRME TGS, REFESWITS DR AR REE R R N BT A 1F, Xk
AR 2 B, W A A AT RGNS S BT AR, I @ S A A AR RGR S TR
DU AR AT Behss £ 7 1M dnite—oK, IR AT RE S A T BOM Rl & A HEAT 25 TR e AR 0 T A

5.2. BIFT

BURGTT T, 14 XU & 2 EI LA R RS . MEHENESHE, KB, Sl
TG, AEE RN AR R ECE AL B B R DX BEURF B 25 BT AT 25 DR S B B2 L
fE: BWBUT & EX 2 SR EHE AT A R RIS, oot LA X g Pkt B L E
RS E5MEHBENARGETE S . B4, FEXBUFIRAT CUEBIBUN AR . A BRI ISy, HE
BERTRREE. BEHENESY ), FR, BreamITNIEES A RER, A RRE.
H e AR ARG R AR b FPREE . JRRNE S0, S P AR AT SRR S H b
XRE, KA RIES RS BE R E ST TR, RS PR I A i A A AR
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