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Abstract

Aim: To develop the scale of influencing factors of students’ evaluation of teaching and verify its re-
liability and validity. Method: According to the previous literature, we developed a 27 item student
evaluation of teaching influencing factors scale, and completed a questionnaire survey among 1295
college students. The collected data were randomly divided into two groups by SPSS: one group
was used for exploratory factor analysis and the other group was used for confirmatory factor
analysis. Results: 1) Exploratory factor analysis showed that it was more appropriate to extract six
factors from the scale of 27 items. Confirmatory factor analysis showed that the 6-factor model
based on the results of exploratory factor analysis had a good fit. 2) The overall internal consis-
tency reliability of the scale was 0.89, and the Cronbach’s a reliability of each factor was 0.67~0.80.
Conclusion: The scale has good reliability and validity, good psychometric characteristics, and can
be used in teaching management and scientific research analysis.
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HE B SR R BRI, W N B FRIR AR [1]. 228 = ) e 5 B e T UM )
FARFEAK-. N T SEEU 0 E R R B UM #E AP 3T, BN AR 2 HRFAEINT
AR ARG, HUMREHUNSOEZCE . AU R [2]. FREATIASCER R I, A PR TAE R EE R
ZRBKR, ZHAMEWRRNTINE L, SETEAETFRA EHR RSN, 24 TFE0E S e sE Kk il
HF R e — EAERNFCE S . NT IR R R T AR TR i) Ak i, o
B T RS AE SR AR RN R AR VR, A 7220 T (PR MR ER) B9 1T A &
K08
2. ARFG*E
2.1. BRERIT

FRYE BT EASCHR P ER 7R [3] [4] [5], ANAASHE FC B 52 22 A2 A 20 I T R 25 R B4 =304 1) ZUm
FET IH), OfEzeesae. BEmE, BN s RZURRMERN . E55. BRFRZE. 2) FAR (10 T
H), BfFFANRES SR, MAERR, FAST SRR MBS, 3) HMMEERQ0 i), AfERE
RGN - BBk, ME - E18). BT NOFE - M4E). B IRPEE A ESHSE. AR <R
AFEE” 3 “dEwFER” K5 Siaik. BANFESEARER.

22. BREM

AT 2019 4 9 FAEDY)I4E A ¥ — FrE B A A — BT LA RIS 34T o SR A 7 (EHURE 77 =X, 78
IEFATIRAGTR I (8], AR SRBUT R AR E VAT ST H I, AR F 2R B AT OR & 48, iR
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SEER R AL BRI R GAL, O R R NS — B . AHF ST R 2 1350 4, WilEl 1327 4. 4
e ] 5 J5 AR B RR) A 1295 13 (A R0 97.6%)

WA R T HER N 19.43 (21.18)%, HA 54k 450 A (34.8%). Zc4: 842 (65.1%), 3 A(0.1%)%
WG AR IR 19.53 (£1.24), LAFIAEIE N 19.37 (£1.15), ZoAEFHRIE /N T I A AE I (t =
2.32,p=0.21).

23. G H*E

K P AMOS ) SPSS22.0 B X $UE HEAT 43T o FEAS I Gt 7 i R BT - X T R 5E
& TR TS I8 ] SPSS B A5 B 1295 15 ZOBEABE ML 2 A A5 3l , — 1 FEAS =M 653,
FH TR R K 120 #7 (exploratory factor analysis, EFA); 642 [ 57 — 43 ¥4 T BEAT 36 0F 1 X 1 20 By
(confirmatory factor analysis, CFA). M. EFA FIFHBCRI By 7 dr, SRIarassa: BrREE
EH(>1). K7 B E 7 (>60%). B4 B BES: Z DL R 147 8 & (>0.40). EFA. CFA Wi B¥E(EZ V)
XGRS FIVE R R R b EI TR RS 22 5 o A Wi SR AR B P FE bR A A WA AE L R [6] [7]:
@ GFI.AGFI. CFI X7T 0.95; RMSEA /T 0.05 B #L A R EF#%8¢ . @ GFILAGFI. CFl KT~ 0.90; RMSEA
/T 0.05~0.08 I # 4 R 7, 3 GFI. AGFI. CFl KT 0.80; RMSEA 4T 0.08~0.10 44 Jya]
A, @ BRI L SR AIC: REUNE BR8] [9]

3. R
3.1 EmMERNESER

# 1 BoRPIR 27 ZTE S T LA B b, BERR L. BT A 1. 3. 4. 5. 17, 18 f1 23
WAk, HABIH X B TE S E MR 2R, X Jd BA RS S E T L.

Table 1. Scores of each project and comparison between men and women

* 1 SEMESNERARS Lt

S éﬁzls(f = 1295) X(s) *TEL
X(s) 5 & t

1. UM Lk K 4.10 (1.02) 4.13 (1.06) 4.09 (1.00) 0.67

2. R 2.96 (1.19) 3.08 (1.21) 2.90 (1.18) 2.67**

3. IR A B 4.02 (0.97) 3.99 (1.02) 4.03 (0.93) -0.54

4. 2Z)HHR Y TE 4.40 (0.84) 4.35 (0.89) 4.42 (0.83) -1.49

5. EALRSHI A T 4.25 (0.97) 4.23 (1.00) 4.26 (0.95) -0.40
6. M 1.65 (1.07) 1.96 (1.27) 1.49 (0.90) 7.80%**
7. ZIMPIIMRB G E AT 2.05 (1.33) 2.38 (1.30) 1.88 (1.31) 6.48%**
8. MRIEMEI (R l/AEELER) 2.11 (1.19) 2.40 (1.32) 1.90 (1.01) 6.33%**
9. IRFEMER (WMBHAEIEIR) 2.04 (1.12) 2.30 (1.26) 1.90 (1.01) 6.10%**
10. ZITFIERFR 2.10 (1.29) 2.25 (1.34) 2.02 (1.26) 3.06**

11, BIMELZ b 2.47 (1.15) 2.61 (1.23) 2.39 (1.10) 3.23**

12, ZITHIFERS 1.73 (1.52) 1.95 (1.15) 1.62 (1.68) 3.77**
13. SN 2R A T S A5 = oy 2.19 (1.16) 2.50 (1.25) 2.03 (1.09) 6.94%**
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14, PPT iR 5 EM 2.65 (1.33) 2.85 (1.23) 2.53 (1.13) 4.24%%*
15. K RETFHIZ N 515 2.72 (1.51) 2.88 (1.29) 2.63 (1.61) 2.80*
16. 25 AH RS =5 3.22 (1.13) 3.44 (1.11) 3.10 (1.13) 5.11%%**
17. PN ERRIE G155 3.21(1.02) 3.28 (1.04) 3.12 (1.02) 1.84
G IRTE 245 &0 3.39 (1.17) 3.46 (1.19) 3.35 (1.16) 1.60
19. LIRSS 5 3.01 (1.93) 3.22 (2.74) 2.87 (1.13) 2.73**
20. HEHXBIES B &5 2.96 (1.17) 3.10 (1.24) 2.88 (1.13) 3.32%*
21. WEHRARIE SRS 2.54 (0.98) 2.63 (1.08) 2.48 (0.94) 2.50*
22, X EAR R ™G WM S A m o 2.85 (1.16) 2.96 (1.15) 2.79 (1.16) 2.57*
23, BOBIIEEIR S5 & 2.82 (1.59) 2.93 (1.21) 2.77 (L.77) 1.80
24, F i HE R URAE B 15 =00 2.15(1.13) 2.73 (1.11) 2.09 (1.14) 2.85%*
25. AMENLZ MIRIE 515 = 7 2.18 (1.71) 2.43 (2.63) 2.05 (0.88) 3.82%*x
26. RIS R E s 2.10 (1.05) 2.38 (1.20) 1.95 (0.94) 6.99%**
27. WRE @ E T 545 & 47 2.19 (1.23) 2.44 (1.31) 2.06 (1.17) 5.32%**

*p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001.

3.2. ZREMEF SR F 54
321 REMETHI(EFAER

AW FC KMO B4 0.904, 38 BE AT, B 5 1& A A 17017 ; Bartlett [ ER 2 FE K38 R 77 B N 7455.040,

p < 0001, & &M T Hr. AW TCIEHUA 52 M 7 B A E (1)

5 R 7 L (>60%) . 4

A B BES A BL R P A 3 (>0.40) MRS RidAmifE, EFA SordREUH 6 N1, JFH A ITH #15 LA
TREE . 4% 2 Bon M4 XS g il Y 27 AT H 3E4T EFA 7347 R34 3

Table 2. Project load of six factors

2. }REFRMBREHER

BT 1

Al 2 By 3

Bl 4

Ky 5 KT 6

4. 2L IE AR R P 0.866
5. HHRGT A IEPE RS T 0.752
1. ZUM LML 2 0.746
3. ZIMPFAE A R R T 2 0.700
2. IR R PP
20. JFBHIRURIE 5 15 00
11, RAMENLZ /b 2R PP
27. AR w2 T S 15
26. FRZIM G5 )
10. )i EABR B PF 4L
18. G URIE 515 &0

0.737
0.666
0.643

0.858
0.739
0.723

0.783
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19. TR GF 55 0.705
17. YA ERIRIE S & =5 0.664
16. Z5X¥FRE ST &0 0.603
14. PPT S5 PR 2 75 S VL2 R VP20 0.552
15. RABLFIZIN 513 &5 0.504
25. WAMENZ AL 515 &5 0.811
24. R IR 5 15 4 0.805
21, MBEHRREL B & 0.730
22, XEEAE BRI (W2 T 515 = 03 0.726
23, BRI IR S = o 0.657
[AEAINOE T R AN 0.814
12. ZZ TR RE SR P2 0.792
8. PRFRVES (T b/ L IR S 1 2 0.773
6. I 1 ) s 1 2 0.771
9. URARME T (WMEHAEAE R M P 0.752
13. A E 2R A T S A oy 0.705

3.2.2. WIFEEF I (CFA)ER

IRIEIRZE N A S5 3, ABFFii g 1 6 714, £ AMOS Bt LigqT /e, 456 Bt
FORME IE RBIHE R 2] T LG BT i A (3 WL 1) BT A RIS it 225 . BRA
A FE AR N : CMIN = 687.432.CMIN/DF = 2.464.GFI = 0.926.AGFI = 0.900.GFI = 0.924.RMSEA = 0.048.
JRUGHE R AIC h 1168.852, A& AIC A 885.432,

A EFA FI CFA i 455K, 27 WH M (FAWEE MR ER) RAAEE T ANHET. RiE%
KRS E NES, B SE TR G40 B0 R TAEREE” o “URIEESREE” « “H
SR CRRENAE . CUEEET M “HEEFERIERT o K “BUTTAESE” BFH 1. 3. 4.5
DU H A “URAEAE S FEE” T H 2. 11, 20 =N HMR:  “HBOR%E D7 B 10, 26, 27 =
ANIEE RS RN B H 14~19 AATHM G “URFEER” B 21~25 170500 H R R

CHEFCENZR” T H 6~9 & 12, 13 NANIUH IRk EFA FI CFA (45 RABE R, B TiH ¥ NIER,
T3 .

3.3. EESH

W —E0E R 27 TH B CEAETFHGH R R ER) 214K Cronbach’s a £%0CN 0.89, 6 NATH o
BEURICN: BT TAESE-0.80. MRFEME 5 FEE—0.66 ZME -0.74 HRFE N A-0.67 HFEE 1070,
E# 24 M %-0.80.

34. BETFHEIRRARMANER

FERfE T BRIERIEZ G, AW TN BT IR0 OO L 15 L5 N 750 LS
FAEMERZE R . % 3 R BRI BARSE R maRaTEn, B 7 BUMM TARSZ4ERE AL, HoAth 4
B T R R 2= R, HERA G R L (p < 0.001).
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Figure 1. Final model of confirmatory factor analysis
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Table 3. Scores of each factor and comparison between men and women

F# 3. BEFESERARS L

X(s) ¥ Lt
e 543 Vi ] BIEX(s)
5 'S t
UM TAERSEE 4~20 16.77 (2.99) 16.71 (3.17) 16.80 (2.89) -0.50
TR A 2 FE 1 3~15 8.39 (2.70) 8.80 (2.81) 8.17 (2.58) 4,00%**
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eI A 3~15 6.39 (2.90) 7.06 (2.90) 6.03 (2.68) 6.15%**
RN 6~30 18.10 (4.70) 19.01 (4.82) 17.60 (4.56) 5.18%**
R 5~25 12.44 (3.84) 13.07 (4.28) 12.10 (3.55) 4.37%%*
EH R 6~30 11.73 (5.12) 13.48 (6.06) 10.81 (4.27) 9.18***
*x%p < 0.001.
4. g

FAVPHOR BN HE FIE S80S T RE BUN B K SR R R F B —. TERRESEE
FANHBIR AR UE IR B — e RCR[2] [10]. 7EREEE I, T2 B AR s SR A )
P FRELAR . W FREEREERE N RN, SR AR E R A E—EAES R
. UL AR N T2 R R, MR WG £ 2 A PP AR 2 H il S 8 E 0%
JREREH A S —

ARWFFCH T HArd gmi CFEVPHEEN R ER) NG BRI, ERAEIATE
—HMEAE A 0.89, &K T Cronbach’s o Z %04 0.67~0.80, 15/ #R4s JyFi AR,

BRI, AHE TR RN 3R EAEF T EFA R CFA 8AE CEAETHEGEMR R ER) 1)
SERIRLE, MR PR EBds a1 A RE, FAETEE MR RIS a5 Bo A, ERT “H
S TAERSE” o “URFEAE SRR « “HURREG” . CEREAET . CURREEET M CHEECERRT N
ANGERE . BARS RIGHES KR =N R —m BN, (HE T VEGIRI o T e B R &K .

AR FRAETH T ER RN “RARE” i 1038 “REZ” it 5 A0k, 448 EFA
HI CFA 45 Fm] WA B AR B L AR B LN . “BUB TAERE” 4efEh 4 NI H MK, 155
FEFIA 4~20, 4r Bt m QR S AE MO R UM BR L G A RS S H QE R RSN 2. “if
FEME S RERE” defseh 3 NI H MR, 157055109 3~15, 70 B f 2 s A bl R RAR 2 51 K 5 W ik 5 e
FERCIAVTR.  “CBUMTE T YEEE R 3 ANIE ML, 13537510 3~15, 43 AU A3 AR B[R 0T g BR
PR 5. FERESEWITEE. CRREART 4 H 6 NIEWK, 15975 6~30, /iR
A R A A ST R i 5 NIE ML, 1343758 5~25, R AR %
AN RIZURTERFR A B A0 7 T I R 3R 2 R 22 AR VP AR R 7 4R B 6 NI H # K,
B0 0N 6~30, 43 Ekk A QR AR DA R O 2 B A0SR SR AR AR B 1 R (B B AE iR iR AE Y
BUR) S5 T 20 A B TE I I DN 3Rt 22 RO 27 A VP L

TEAS R IRAE R SR b, AW A AR 2R E S S AR FE AT T iR GE b . 45 SR s AE 20T T A
BENGES FEAE R ES, AL T AR WA EZESR . $OR B L E1E AP
SRR S R S O (R B B S AR S B . B A JUANEE |, L/ a W EBRT 54,
X2 5 5 RATE I E (3R BT R 1 22 2R L. BRI d RE T, BAETER S
FIURFEAE S FLE . HOME . WREAR. IR, DA IEBCER R M.

SAEVFEUR Y N R AR ORIIE BT R T KR BT B — o WA R RO - F e R 2R
PP R A IE . UM R BEHCE R R AT, TR AL U5 BB B 3T, R
VEHR T B I 2 — o ASHIF T 32 22 H T EDR N 7 A 20 o B RTAH DG PPAS F BN R I, (A
WEEEmMRARER) 2 THH S FERR . BHEMEEHBUERLE), STy, R\ T =
TR EENE . X LA PR AR AR A O BRI R4 1R, TR A T AOR I BRI 40T 1A
W, ONASTH T R R RBE R A IE R, R SE B A H T A R I LER S
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(FEEHEMERER)

ARFRF e — LT B AR PP I R 3R o TE AR M A0 B S il — AN SR BT i
Wi, FAEXS RS> EATA) “ V7 o UREREAS A R 2 0, AHAES R Z I R £ B2, A Ai4s
A HSELBUERZATT . AREANCH, B IR A SRR SRR RS .

WA BA I L5 1R

A& F& A= F&

UM AT 2 B RAE A AR G B4 AT ) 74
BARAIMEE S FRAE AR PP R Gt B2 IRTEAT /) 70 4L
ZIMPHRE A B2 R A E P ER GE R 4S hT I 70 5L
ZIMHIBOLIE RS 2B AE A AE PP BR G R4 AT 1 73 3
BB A LT AR S B WP EOAR S L4 IR I T I 0 3
Z IR 22 S FRAE 2 L PP BR Gt 4 Z T 1K) 73 %4
EIMHISNIR T T 4 IR 2 AP ECR G L2452 AT (K973 5
UREEVE R (2 /AR L IR AT BE & SOMa AR 22 L PP R S E 14T 73
PR PE R (LB EBIR) AT RE 2 MM A AE PP HR G LT 73
ZIMAIRPR £ S TR A A L PR R Gt b an At 4T 1 73 3
BAMEML 2 Do B RAE 2 AR G L4 R AT 1 3 5L
ZIMRIEES 2 M A 2 VLR S8 L2828 T ) 70 4L
FRE B AN I B B AT v )

PPT S8R 15 R 2 SEMA AL A AL VPR G2 B4 IRFEIT 1K) 7 B
P 0 5RO R BT 2T = 2
PG R HUFES 5 AR 2T =7

TR E g DAPHRIE 9 3 B2 R TT S 2 T v 73

P E R BB I RAEAT =70

P E X H O RT3

WH G TR RART =7

R E WG 25 W RIE T =
FRE EE G 2 R BOR ™ 7 B2 AT v 73
P E NG H CIEF AR BRI = 2>
BB A LR IR FEST W 70
R B EE RIME AL AL HRTEAT =

e R A ANy
B Xz PR B e R 2 T e
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