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Abstract

Master’s students’ course cooperative learning faces the problem of “extensive but inefficient”
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phenomena, such as low willingness to participate, formalized processes, and weak emotional
bonds. Based on Randall Collins’ Interaction Ritual Chain Theory, this study developed a question-
naire and conducted a survey among 646 master’s students to explore the ritual types of their course
cooperative learning. Through cluster analysis, it was found that these rituals can be divided into
four types: successful rituals, hollow rituals, coercive rituals, and failed rituals. Based on this finding,
targeted optimization strategies are proposed from four stages (initiation, intensification, outcome,
and continuation of rituals), providing practical guidance for improving the quality of master’s stu-
dents’ course cooperative learning and cultivating high-level team collaborative talents.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of master’s students’ course cooperative learning
%= 1. EMREREESEEIEERS T
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LR SE 1 5 3.63 0.99
FARIEY) 1 5 3.62 1.00
JRAM IR 1 5 3.56 0.96
R eE R 1 5 3.65 0.91
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Figure 1. Classification model of master’s students’ course cooperative learning rituals
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Table 2. Four types of master’s students’ course cooperative learning rituals
F 2. MTMRERESEZ IR EFHLER

FabRIZRA HeA— By i FKR= A
LR 3.19 3.10 4.25 1.99
FRIEY) 3.45 2.71 4.23 1.84
JRAME IR 2.85 3.88 4.10 2.00
e dita 3.06 3.78 4.18 2.06
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Table 3. Statistical table of demographic variables for types of course cooperative learning rituals among master’s students
=3 MEIMRERESEFZIMNALXBENAOETESITE

IR FRIAAL A FTAX ,
X p
N "otk N A4tk N A4k N  H4lk
% 139 4960% 76 27.10% 34 12.10% 31 11.10%
el 5479  0.140
% 214 5850% 76 20.80% 41 11.20% 35  9.60%
wE— 51  4860% 30 2860% 10 950% 14 13.30%
FELR i — 188 58.00% 75 23.10% 39 12.00% 22 6.80%  10.997 0.088
= 114 5250% 47 21.70% 26 12.00% 30 13.80%

ACHEE 208 5860% 83  23.40% 39 11.00% 25  7.00%
ZREN, BTRE 142 5090% 64 2290% 35 1250% 38 13.60%  15.053  0.020
e 3 25.00% 5 41.70% 1 8.30% 3 25.00%
- AR 248 56.50% 100 22.80% 57 13.00% 34  7.70%
E2 et 11.606  0.009
Ly 105 50.70% 52 2510% 18 8.70% 32 15.50%
76 56.70% 34 2540% 10 7.50% 14  10.40%

=)
7E
& 277  5410% 118 23.00% 65 1270% 52 10.20%

2.891 0.409
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Table 4. Analysis of differences in cooperation modes and willingness to cooperate across types of cooperative learning rituals
in master’s students’ courses
F 4. BEMRERBEEEINALBENEEFRESERRER S

[DREENEN AL (S ERNE:N ENENEN FiE p 1E
. SEHE 4.148 3.404 3.700 2.131
HEIT R o 173.819 <0.001
i 0.604 0.710 0.830 0.857
FH{E 3.583 3.154 3.475 3.406
HERE o 6.676 <0.001
i 1.109 0.862 0.831 0.749

Table 5. Multiple comparisons of cooperation modes and willingness to cooperate across different types of course cooperative
learning rituals
=5 TEREBSEZINALXBEGELFRMEEEENSZELR

P2 SEIGH ¥z p 1E
PRI 0.74427 0.000
I A 0.44778 <0.001
St WA 2.01647 0.000
ey
’ A -0.29649 0.053
CES RGN
EENE:N 1.27220 0.000
IR ENEEN 1.56869 0.000
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