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Abstract

In order to understand the current situation and characteristics of contemporary college students’
learning initiative, this paper uses the self-made College Students’ Learning Initiative Question-
naire to investigate and study the learning initiative of 296 undergraduate students in Hebei
Province. The results show that college students as a whole have a medium level of learning initia-
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tive. Among them, the score of learning consciousness is the highest, and the score of learning
emotion is the lowest. Girls’ learning initiative and all dimensions are higher than boys. The level
of learning initiative of students who have received various rewards is higher than that of stu-
dents who have not received rewards. Students who have received provincial and above awards
are significantly higher than those who have received municipal awards and school-level awards
in terms of learning affectivity and learning adjustment. Finally, the survey results are discussed
and analyzed, and try to put forward strategic suggestions.
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2. FIEM

Bateman 1 Crant £ 4 1 @ AKS IR, H8 AN A AE 1 . AR R E 1 2 32 B 4 R 4
A — R3] %MK AT 2 ST BRI /MK S e, B AMARES U 221
B E SRR . A S RS R IE TR AR S SR N AE . RIS R L B
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ATLAS N S] E 500 22 ST I . 2 S 4E R A1 ] DU
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3. AIRMREF*
3.1 MR

I REHLARE AT 2 AR B ESAREE AT T, RIS 311 4, BRI 296
i, WA AR 98.6%. WA RFEA I NG B ARG BLEEAT Gt 2 Hr i R A& 1o

Table 1. Demographic analysis of effective sample

=1L BEEAAOZRITESR

Syt NE HIyE
g’y 140 47.3%
53
5 156 52.7%
B S UL T 20 6.8%
& 79 26.7%
R1G2Jh N
i3 111 27.5%
AR 86 29.1%
32. fiIxRIE

AR BHI CRAEZEI TR ERE) AP TR, i SOkpd s, JiiRSERA, MR
A2 S EAWEEAT THPPRERY, Wk 1 20 SR T ) SR AR . R 20 TERRYIP R N 2T H
PR SEOIYERE . EOTUEE . ST IRENIANERE, Rl R SRR RV T o P R e K
HEBPERI L A R Likerts BT 5 sl s KB AT, A “H2 X" B “ AR 12y 5~1
Iy WIAETF B Ul W 2 O] E R VEBRGR, BRAERE AT B Ao, A5 BRI 5 B A o) B PR g,
HELLORKF B E22 2PIRAS . e, RO A A 2 Bk G .

3.3. GgitA*

K1 SPSS 24.0 Zrit o AL Windows 2 Gt HdEAT 7] 5 it & o B S A 7 dr e SR 1 20 EL At iR iR
B RAIEAN D ZHAE, SRAOSLREA T e DL S R K7 Z2 Wik e M AN RN 2R AR Y 1
X RIS B ER AT
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4, [B|EREDH
4.1 BEEEEST

AW T Bl SPSS24.0 A, X K 2EAE 2 5] EEh MR 20 (8 BB T IR RE R 704, IR 4 R W% 2,
BEAKHE ) KMO 189 0.731, p=0.000<0.001, Firi&&HEATHEZED .

Table 2. KMO and Bartlett’s test
% 2. KMO and Bartlett’s #&3&

ELRF AR BRI BE Ao B

KMO HUFfdE btk B4

ERRTT

HHZ
W

0.731
4586.914
190
0.000

K E R DAERATIR 704, S0 R AL 3,

S 70.551%. %[5 Alpha REULE 4.

Table 3. Factor analysis variance variation explanation table

FALERT 1 RERA 4 4, REMRESR

3 AESMHERFBRER
N CIEGERR R SRS 7 i e B A>Ty A
it Easl BBw  Bib o rEASl BB e Bt TEas BB %
1 7.153 35.765 35.765  7.153 35.765 35.765  4.452 22.262 22.262
2 2.791 13.953 49.719  2.791 13.953 49.719 4355 21.776 44.037
3 2.357 11.784 61.503  2.357 11.784 61.503  2.739 13.696 57.734
4 1.81 9.048 70551 1.1 9.048 70551  2.563 12.817 70.551
5 0.846 4.229 74.78
6 0.79 3.952 78.733
7 0.728 3.638 82.37
8 0.593 2.967 85.337
9 0.475 2.377 87.714
10 0427 2.137 89.851
11 0374 1.871 91.722
12 0321 1.604 93.326
13 0.301 1.503 94.829
14 0.269 1.346 96.175
15 0.218 1.089 97.264
16 0177 0.886 98.15
17 0.128 0.641 98.792
18  0.103 0.514 99.306
19 0.076 0.382 99.688
20  0.062 0.312 100
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Table 4. Exploratory factor analysis of college students’ learning initiative self-rating scale

F 4 REEFIEHUBTERNRRERZSHN

TR HEr1 HWHR2 RBHER3 RFHER4

10+ BT _BVRIIE], BERA T 2 a2 0.877
8. fEURE e E A5 5 R (Al 2 T ] ey ? 0.826
4. RETEURARNTN, HEZHEHCHES, HEmE CrfElke? 0.821
7. AEZIMPHRZ AT, 212 M E Y A A2 0.785
2. R A ST RISS 0 e AT S 2 0.776
1. BAHIF A AR AR B O 75 SR AR )27 2] T il 2 0.761
15, SZHN H ORI PR UL S f AR 7K ? 0.885
16+ SePENIL % AT B A S i B A K ? 0.844
18, FEZE S RE I SAFAEAL THER . AN FIFTHE IR S ? 0.821
20, S RMRAFEE ST HE G2 0.781
19, 2N SR —FHfir R i) G2 0.764
17. £FIEI NS B CRTER KR 2 0.742
11, FE2E200, T2 E T /N 220 2 0.861
9. bURE, VEEJIRGEHG? 0.811
12, 7E27 21N BRAR G B 5 Q122 ST A AN G2 0.718
14, PR B SR TA R 2478152 0.626
5. WIRBA LI A MES, SREIH 52 0.842
6. 2 [ AR BORMIE YA 2] o i PR A2 0.821
3. WEREABI BB 2 B bR, ARSI, 52 0.726
13, XA O BUN R 22 2 JE AT S S8 5 A gl e 0.646

P 3. R AU, A 20 DG H OB R E T IR G 4 MRIE, B ARIER
WE 6 MIAH, WANELEEBELERE 2 TENHE BAES: ST RIFE R 58 SOl E K2 555, il
K —MRRGAN “EA AN s B OARREE TN TEIMME. A EEE, Uk
FOIARE R R, BB, MU IIANBIERG AN “CEI R . HEAERAE 48,
Wk NE LB A ISR TR R R O RN R T, /T RAFIVESDIRES, SR 28 = A
RATAN IR s BINARIRF AR BRI H O BRI IR R DRSS
BEAT B b SR, SO IUAN R A ST

4.2. [BIEEEKIE

XA R BAE EEAT I AE SR LA 5, RepAE s3] Eah ik B P E R a8 BRI 7 15 R B R
T 0.7, RUZHAWPRERE LRSS .
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Table 5. Reliability analysis of college students’ learning initiative self-rating scale

F5 AFEFIEHUBTFERBESH

AT & Cronbach alpha Wi
e N =i 0.913 6
S 0.915 6

= 5] Y FE 0.800 4

XS] R 0.811 4

BRI 0.900 20

4.3. [aEYE KR

LASCRRVER T b, RIZRE T RUE R 17258 H A B2 S 4E 5 LR 4 6.

Table 6. College students’ learning autonomy self-rating scale structure table

F 6. AFEFIBEMBITERGHR

5 ¥ 44 F5 A5 R R
22 B M ~(1. 2. 4. 7. 8. 10) 6
5 ) —(15. 16. 17. 18. 19. 20) 6
25 YRR —(9. 11. 12, 14) 4
)RR (3. 5. 6. 13) 4
=SSl A F A 20

5. HELR
5.1. KEEZEIEFMEIMAR

M1 7 AT RERARSE 2] PR EAE 3.361 (FPEN 3). IXULHIRNZAAAEREAR B22 ) ERPEAL T
Gl K B H A VEAERE b, M 3.376, XU WK% AR SEA RS W 6 % SIAE S5, IR I e AR
TR 58 B 1R 27 1B IRAERE B, BB 3.304, X 5t IR 2 A 0f 5 2 SN B AN 27 2] 8 SCRIA B
ES AN AL, % ) IR L (R AR, Ui W KA 2 AR 25 ST I i A7 R FR PR US4 1A 0 R
VYEFFYEIE b, P9ME N 3.339, ULWIRZRAAESA I BT — €M B2 1, REW R v RSP THE,  B0F
N SEATNE 2 218 g AR5 AR T b, M08 3.445, UEWIRZ2ALREREXT FH B — BUN IR 2 2) 47
NHEAT OB, SF S AR AL, X E R, BRI, KR AR SRS X
S Btk 22 SRS AT SR, RENE VRS B O 5 I R rh A7 7 (1 )

Table 7. Descriptive statistics of each factor of college students’ learning initiative

R RFEFIEHMEERTHHER G

A N e/ ME YN 5% brifE 2
AR 296 1.83 5 3.376 1.032
2 ) A 296 1.50 5 3.304 0.987
5 Y FE 296 1.75 5 3.339 0.842
2 o) 296 1.75 5 3.445 0.871
23] R E M 296 2.15 5 3.361 0.680
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52. FEMANARFEZ I ERFERLR

1 %¢ 8 W1 BB AETE 2 o) R B RIS TE 3.138 i Ah, ATESE ) RS R 1E 3.560 A4, R
AR AR T 2, BB AR M A TE S 5] i BAFAE B35 2 R (p < 0.001) . 3t 59 4o 2] =
BIESYEEEAT ISR T ARG AT AL, BRI A ) RS 4eE PIFE R BN E R, WEfES
STHEBEM(p < 0.001), )1 EME(p < 0.01), 2E>J4EFRR(p < 0.01), 2 >JiA%(p < 0.001) %4k EA3 7035
T 54

Table 8. Comparison of the differences in learning initiative factors of college students of different genders
F 8 FEMANKRFEFIEIMREFERLR

B4 (156) A L1400\
Mz * SD1 M2 + SD2 t P
S = Ky 3.130 £ 0.997 3.596 +1.016 -3.979 0.000
5 Y 1k R 3.112+0.835 3.477 £1.079 -3.268 0.001
)Yy 3.175 £ 0.680 3.486 £ 0.944 -3.272 0.001
2 ) 3.154 +0.880 3.707 £0.776 —5.745 0.000
S e )i 3.138 £ 0.552 3.560 +0.723 -5.676 0.000

53. FRIERBBAKXRFEZIEHIEREEATFERLER

TEHA RFSRALAE (B G S A B2l Wil B« MARSRA IR A b, XA 2 2
T E RS THAT R R T ZE 0. SR IE 9 PR, BAKRE, AR 15
PER S YERE PAFE R FEIEZ R (p < 0.01). RN FAEEZEIBWIEP < 0.001), #1HEE@p <
0.001), Z£>J4ERF(p <0.01), 2&>]A%E(p < 0.001)PUANESE F15 538 T AR IR Ik b4

Table 9. Comparison of learning initiative and factors of college students with different awards

R 9. TRIRRBARFEFIEIMRERATFERIER

BRKUA R AT L&) MRS
M1 £ SD1 M2 £ SD> M3 £ SD3 My £ SD4 - P
e N =i 3.35+1.38 3.66+1.11 3.56 £0.90 2.87 £0.85 11.084 0.000
S LY 4.45 +0.65 3.55 +0.96 3.25+01.01 2.87 £0.74 19.257 0.000
I UERE 3.58+1.20 3.56 + 0.96 3.34+0.68 3.07£0.75 5.439 0.001
S 4.18 +0.75 3.71+0.83 3.63+0.80 2.79 +0.60 33.235 0.000
S EE 3.89 £0.93 3.62£0.74 3.44 £0.51 2.90 £0.47 27.508 0.000

2% E LB RIS R A 10, R R L ui%)ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%dﬁf%f] fi 12

< 0.01)F12: 3] X501 (p < 0.01) F &% & T3k

FIEARH KA 3RS

1 BME (p < 0.05) A1 =) £ B (p < 0.05) 1 8 2 = T 3R B 2 i i 4 A o

M (p < 0.001). 221V (p
UK=Y O 4 I e 2|
WHHE(p < 0.05)F12E 2J 175 M (p < 0.001) b 2 3 v T 3R A3 kWi g 32 b iy 2 A8 o SR Ik T S i 2 AR AR 2 2]
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Table 10. Multiple comparisons of college students’ learning initiative and various factors in different award-winning situa-

tions

#10. TERRBARFEFI XM REETHSELLE

[X3% i () %Jih O MD (I-J) SE P

1 2 -0.312 0.246 0.205
1 -0.215 0.239 0.369
1 4 0.476 0.244 0.052

E2 8tk
2 3 0.098 0.145 0.499
2 4 0.788" 0.153 0.000
3 4 0.691" 0.141 0.000
1 2 0.895" 0.227 0.000
1 3 1.198" 0.220 0.000
1 4 1.576" 0.225 0.000

2 S
2 3 0.303" 0.133 0.024
2 4 0.681" 0.141 0.000
3 4 0.378" 0.130 0.004
1 2 0.015 0.206 0.943
1 3 0.230 0.200 0.251
‘ 1 4 0.502* 0.205 0.015

22 S YEE
2 3 0.216 0.121 0.077
2 4 0.487* 0.128 0.000
3 4 0.272* 0.118 0.022
1 2 0.463" 0.189 0.015
1 3 0.544* 0.184 0.003
1 4 1.384" 0.188 0.000
EaaRiR

2 3 0.081 0.111 0.465
2 4 0.921* 0.118 0.000
3 4 0.840" 0.109 0.000
1 2 0.270 0.151 0.075
1 3 0.450" 0.147 0.002
1 4 0.993" 0.150 0.000

E el
2 3 0.180* 0.089 0.044
2 4 0.723* 0.094 0.000
3 4 0.543" 0.087 0.000

e 1 RREH U LR, 2 W, 3P, 4 R
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5.4. X

Xof o 2] E A R L DU AL FEEAT AR OCHTBG, S5 R0 B3 11 R, R 72 |t oI BRI,
IYERRL S B2 ) R (AR R E M IEAE S (p < 0.01), XUHIZES Bk, 2 ST R
S YRR AN A S B RE S A 2] B RGO, LS AR AR LR, A SRR AN (g it .

Table 11. Correlation analysis between learning initiative and its dimensions

=1L FIERNUERHESHEE Z BB ST

P ETE 5 ) I 5 ) YEFr =N ) F B
oW 1
5 IE BE 0.387™ 1
) UERE 0.303 0.350" 1
2 ) 0.275™ 0.337™ 0.319™ 1
X 0.769™ 0.784™ 0.620™ 0.607™ 1
6. &g

6.1 KFEEBEAFPFFRLENFIENN

WA SR, KB 8 KPR F ERE kT o % m EART, HpHER R — A4
P2 ) R ST, 139043 51K 3.376 il 3.445, £ TH 5 —hL R SIS I, 739> 3.304.
XU AR A X QLR ST SN TE N, REE 5E i CEE AT B A TS, hEE X
H ORISR EBOR ST SRR, 2 )15 P B U B 24 AR S A 1 5 3 25 s EL AT g
AR B U
6.2. ZEFIEFIMEESTRE

AHI S 7R 5 A R A AR AR 2 3] 2 Bl S & 4k P 37 B 3 1 22 7 (p < 0.001), L4953 4 3.560 /o
i, BAR N 3138, LA RESTHAE, WA FHMEKFETHA.

6.3. REETRMIFEZIENIMKESTREBSIRMEFE

HACRE, AP, EA R 2 A bR 2 o) B e R 7 LA, R =R (S ST e . S o4
. S olAEO Y B m T R 2 (p < 0.001), HIRTEIT 4 EL% LA b S50 1 25 A 78 2 ST 1 &
P (p < 0.001). 2~ >] ¥ (p < 0.05)_ L3 ¥y T IRAFRL AL RN T AL i 24 o 12488 R o SRAG A g
il B 5 A AN AR SRAF T B ) S AR A AT R 25 ST E S, (BE N 2 2T R AR 2 S A kAT I A
AT, RIS R A L i S A BRI T R AR SR AF L 2l (1 2 R R UK AT
7. #Wig
7.1 KEEZEIEFERIFER

WA SR, KRR B R AL T b bk, R, E SR R, X
SR 5 DAEA R all  RIARSSHIE U —B[10]. X AT AEE i AL T A B AN R 23R I
R A I IR S B A0 2 b R I . ARSRIPV s £ 77 170 55 22 7 = AL NG, A4S R 22 AR 0 42 5

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2024.1481459 652 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2024.1481459

iR &%

HIRAE PR, £E22 1IN 5y M BLERRE L BBk A 2258 A RIS 1R08, R BENUIR 58 A 5515 B BOKRERR IR
ESN1: VN2 e S IR X 9 WS -

7.2. REMRIFEF S EREE R

FEev o N B 16 e ot 8 o N d N ) i 2 o -V - Y 1 e S G L ot RS e i e e > U
i Z WL R — B W PR S 1 2 AR R A AL RIVRIRE R, BAEERREERT
L, HERRR ARG LEAL. NS LM ERMAELE, Xl T RPEEENER, 5
A AN TR, Wik, EIEEhAE12], B HAR AR, o BEEEE. Ak
R, SRR 25 AL ST ARG, Lot o BT o v T 0, IR S AR B A A ) H AR RN
A X EB MR SRR K 2 —[138]. B H ARSI IT 3R PR S R AR A0 Ly, £EIX
—J5i, KAEERIET B, SEHEESE N RS GELR R T LA s, MEHIERAE
) EEE LR ADNE 55 H SRR . Ll BT SR DL BOM BRI A 2 T R AR, )
i Bt PR .

7.3. NRARREFFEFIEERER

FEX AT T TR USRI i (7 54T R ) B i FO R B, KA
AENS AR B TR 5% SR 55 %I S8, DR ERAT A B il ) 2 AR 5 R BRAT 2 ) 22 A AR 2% > B 3 B
R ENEZES . (Hil T PRI RN AR LR G R R R, I, SR ) 2 B g
71v RBIEERE N AEGE . IR T HA SR PR R RN, IRESNE S, 3 L S 4

B NREIE QAR IFHAT IR, TSRS B m Gl 2205 . AR Ry, B2l s 2 ey
ek A B TTRE S, TS Sk ot 2B (B 2 M [ 14] . AW TR AR TR TIX—ig i, Ik,
BR B IPUR e ), et E R R B ORI SIAT Y, RS A R A B

8. TREEEIN
8.1. WM EATRYE S BAR

MR EANR G, A T — VDN TR B I3, R A il o B 27 20 AR R i 15
Ot K2 FOBSRIR AT ILE 22 SHES ISR, (BRI R AR 2 MR, X2 B H TR <8
7 PRGN —. HIX—BIRAE B LM R E R . 858 MR RR, ERREFERNE
BREAT, B3 5 BN il I S RN PRI B, 2 AT R P 2 M SRR AIR, AT IR B e
S JEUR R N 4 I SN 4| AR S K 23 ST P - 27/ 1 S P I B e G X e e 2 21 1 i v
BRI 27 >0 F AR JC O B B o SRt A 2 i RO SO ALK S R KA RN S A 2R T B 2 e Ml ) S 221
ks, Wby A SESE, AR R IR MR H AR, B3R seIl ) B B

8.2. BABURAYLIERER

WG & R E 22 ) EAE R YERE h, RN IR 2 AR 0 eI, Wil A7 A8 s 0 KR RE A
LR . JERR A R R RAAIRE, Sk sl k. APRRRET . MRS
Wi S48 o AR SRR DL — I 25038, KSR A S B B s AR5 I ANAR I rh 2 il S AR A D BRI
URAE AR i PR 22 AR 35 30T B B, & m MR R S, RIS SIS I BUOE, TE
BB B AR RIE R E 2, AT R IS 4 A 355 .l DA R S B S AR TR L
I PR XA e [
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8.3. HITRATHI R BRiFE

Bt LI R AR B TR R R, RS AN FALI B A B H R CR B A, ATTIZHT &

LT HEARE IR B AL B G % W B R 1. b MAE 2 2R, AR e B O % S R AT IR
FERI BB, HEeE IR T ARSI 5E M. Bl R s o N AL B SR SO, 7R B
PSR m, S8 H SR B a5 SPIRES . AETIRES S, #AT IR BN Gt , AT N 0 2R 3 ) 4%

‘ESZ
ine}

RSP > Eh P v i E T 5

E&WE

FRUE B 70 ARG B0 H (2024 F£F), DiHSmS: Cfxyyjskycx2024010.

SE

(1]
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(5]
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(9]
[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]

[14]

XIEREE, K& B M 5] NIRRT 5 SRR B AL[J]. #E PEiR, 2014(12): 86-88.
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