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Abstract

This study examines how positive interdependence influences students’ attitudes toward coopera-
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tive learning, using survey data from 220 undergraduates at two universities in Guangzhou. Nearly
60% of respondents expressed approval of cooperative learning. Structural equation modeling re-
vealed that learning engagement and cooperative outcomes—namely, learning gains and team be-
longing—serve as chain mediators between positive interdependence and students’ attitudes to-
ward cooperative learning. Instructors can therefore design tasks that emphasize outcome, method,
and boundary interdependence, provide ongoing process-oriented support to stimulate intra-
group interaction, and guide students in establishing conflict-regulation mechanisms. Such strate-
gies enhance the effectiveness of cooperative learning, thereby fostering positive attitudes among
students.
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[F B AR 870, AT RARAR B A5 2R, sl it A BrRo &R0 3 {g B 55 [10]

FERR B 48 /N RS 3 2 T) S AR AR (A AR O R o e 04 B AR BLORT 5508 B A 2. BAR
B R MMA R B RGN A AR R ARSI B AR, AN AN EFRA GBS B BB R AN B0 4R
I3 B BRIREARL, A BT R F IR A RESE /N H BR[ 11 o 3R 5 57 AN S ATE SR /NS
HEFERE SRR T 0, BN B T3 98 2% 2 3 1) ST ROR A S 5ig s AR [12] . Bt AHFF
PRt 1. AR BN S A 5 ST RN L3 1R 0] 5 .

BRSNS AL TRAE S 213N EIBTE] . K . S5 1A [13]. SHERF AR, 20
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MNP ZAEREI[AT]. Htl, AWFTERR I B 2: A5 ST BN 22 STUGRA B.3% IR A0 .
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NN SRRV JRREIL[18], W 1A s Rk IR R AR I Jekib 4t AR SRS 1 e, fie
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Table 1. Characteristics of respondents

=1 WRAEEEREHE

FEAE D A4 L (%) FFE A T ) b (%)

5 62 28.2 1~3 7] 46 20.9

4 5] X
g’y 158 71.8 4~6 17 96 436

— AR A1 o
K 64 29.1 23] A 7~9 17 41 18.7
K= 61 27.7 10 " & LLE 31 14.1

FER B -
K= 91 41.4 RIEE 6 2.7
| 4 1.8 2N 12 5.4
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RIEE 3 1.4

32. METHR

KW ZHINFE » %7 (Ghazi M. Ghaith) RS AT E KR [19], ikl 5 BT ERR B 8. &
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Table 2. Reliability and validity analysis
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FFFcA & I T AT Cronbach’s  op Ave
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Table 3. Means, standard deviations, and Pearson correlations”

% 3. 1A, FREES Pearson HHX R
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Figure 1. Structural equation model
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Table 4. Results of path analysis
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