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Abstract

The certification of engineering education clearly requires mechanical-type talents to possess com-
munication abilities, but current engineering graduates generally “can do but can’t say,” which does
not match the industry’s demand for composite-type talents. This study focused on the development
of communication abilities among mechanical-type students. Using a mixed research design, ques-
tionnaires were conducted and deep interviews were conducted with teachers and students from
three undergraduate universities in Guizhou Province, managers of ten equipment manufacturing
companies, and graduates, exploring the real-world difficulties of communication ability develop-
ment and its causes. The results showed: The level of implementation of communication abilities in
university development was lower than technical abilities; graduates scored the lowest in commu-
nication skills in corporate evaluations. The main difficulties stemmed from the curriculum’s em-
phasis on theory over practice, teaching evaluations that neglected procedural communication, and
teachers’ lack of engineering experience. The solution paths include establishing a school-corporate
co-training model, integrating communication training into project-based learning, introducing a
diverse evaluation mechanism, and building a “double teacher” faculty to achieve the co-develop-
ment of technical capabilities and communication literacy, supporting high-quality development of
the regional economy.
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1. 5|15

TREAFETEERSEHE AP SIEMSYEERNAL. BEgE e R, RETEHE AR
AR, 4 34 FE X E S R AR A BB 38.2%, A EMRHEZ 5 —[1]. 2016 &, FEIER
RN (RS SR 18 NIERAR, XFRPIRE TEEF F e AER I T B bRy . TR
HE L WERIZ OB SR UL T, ISR, Sod” , Bfile 7 E FEEAR 12
SERNVER, HAin “HBRINRZREES” « “REWEIE A TRE NGS5 FT RS a7 B %
VEIBFNAZ I S5V IRHIRE 11, B NI 845 [2]

2. f5Tio)Ra poHe K 4 o SOk VA
2.1. PRERVIRH

VB RS JI7E TRRIMBL & e B . RGP HLRE S BHEMEeE S, AT LEMEE
FEMW RSB 5 ARSE, MR E AT, S EME, BRGNS S, R TAERCR 5
R, A, LREABTHRKIGEFEAREEESHEIR, ANXERFESWER NS KRR RN
Gk, SPELRHEEA SRS “SMASWR” 1 “RIE” .

S VE NI, IEFERTAEF R BIRE, PSS HRFEMES LWL FTRY
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fr. SR, IAHUEE N A % AE R AN BT B I DL 2 “ DU 17 BRI LR FE 7 KR [3]. M7 ik
FRIONUMEE A4, I TR R, Bk JadE AP IE N Tl Ak RE oK, TR “mtlbxE” 5 “M 158"
HAERIT . X —F G, RARERE FIET Sk Ay i R 05 TR 5 b F5 R 2 (8 i 22 1 [4]

AWEFMAT 2024 £F 51N A 0 S5 22 AA T e A MERFE AR R ORI H “ TREZCH AIE & 8 T AL
RN A TR IR (WHHS: GZIG2024276), LASTRHYFi A =], 256X 5 ME =
I AR S+ S e &t A IR BE TR, AR 8 AL AR B0 VIR 5 T WU 2 ARV Tl e 70 3 9%
MIBLSEIRBE, FIHT IR R R, RR R GRS AR, DN RT T s i TR IR i R
mwB%,

2.2. XEAER

221 IS@RNNMSHESINERE

TEIERE SIVE N TREIAZ R IR IR AL, O AE E PR TR IR R P PAFHIEE RN . (HRaR
WP WIEHEOR TRR S A B Lok R L W RIA RE ) S RN PRy 84 TS, S Al AR T35
ARfE B, MRS SIEHARE FNARES) . £EH ABET §9 “ TiEAriE 2000”7 (EC2000)#t—#H “H
BECHAES)” (7 %)5 “HME TR RZICEMNBFEER" (5 8 F)MWANARIRbndE, rEHE T
AN ANTRAT [ TR MR, EYaiEee ) mER R TN BRI FEAR

2.2.2. EIR#FEIR

[ Py 2 e TRV AL ) B IFIIWE T, K2 RN TR RS XA IS FM. T3 87E 2011 4
P, TRERZEAN TR TREERENR . Tkan, TREEAH . THEEAIER. TERH
XEAFEAER, Hrpygilae /2 TR R R BB O —HB50[5]. EELITE 2017 SEFTEH (KT
FERHR R AR TR R 7). B, WK TREE 5 N s TR K kAT 7 I3k, &7 “HIiRT
FEFR” A, FHEIGH, PR TR Y H SR A a7, HBVUMERE ). BHa AT
B IR SI6] -

2016 FFFRE EA AN CREWTI) 25, ENFEEEX TREAFE MR T#E2 0. 9
FFEAE 2016 EFEH, (BRI S TR LA R R, B A& — M E PR E, fiblg
ERAR G B 5 1) 8, 30 B A AR R AR W7 2 S (A [7]. B 25 AT 2021 4R TREE A VAT 5= Pk
FiARBE 185 3% 1 AT HR VT, 48 VRS S AR MBS R AR IR SR AN L I i 2 )
Ao

KT TREVGIBAE SR TR S ST, 2N NT 2017 X EES IR A BB LK
. BIRCE R SENII S Bh ) TRE S 0 TR e SR R A R T X oA, 45 SR R BISE [ R iR
PG HHARSE. OLICHR. BB L /M, ARERKG R THRNSE . HENEE
E 2014 45 3 B K2 TR A BN SRECE M T 00T, RIS E S I SR e 1 S,
HXSE R RE SRR RS BB MR 1 BENLRIAE Fy. RIFIIRIE S SMAEIEREES” .

2.3. fIRBROSAMRHIELTIR

CRE AT ASCIR BB DURTE , 2 PR UAAAEE —L28sk . B, BRI, T “IiEhE
FiIR7 MA AR I LLBOR R, AN BB AR AR K 2 2 3 AR B K I TRE S S v i, Ak T
FBHACE P O SCIE RAFAE 22 5 HOR, AESIIETT I, SRZETT . folky A =05 P R ST LR,
BRI R R R ORI RO A A A AR A TR s oK. B, AR XKD, O P A T AL
M TR AR Z R,
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ERFFFAFAE s B, FESLIERE EAHE R ES ST B R LU T e, SRVl A R IR
BRI TRMFMENEBHER 2T, @2 MMM RGESIHER, K=, SHREHIRB A, &
B A EE RIS E R DRI AR e 5, AL SRz L R Z R, =, BBt R A
UGG, RN ATV BT R RV RE R SR SR N . R R A

3. BRI AR IHEE, RS
3.1 ERBEARMEETESIEFER

3.11. RS Z

B REARIE A B AL 7 2 (Purposive Sampling), HR3E B 248 25 20 LE X 3845 = 5 T AR
Bl MUBR IR B . PR FEMAAENZER, Phih =BG REEAARIGRZ. Hp, %
SEBH =R A E SRR Ry, IR TR MAE NS IRFE A

3.1.2. ERAEAEZFER

M ARRNE DT = e B ALAE ST M P T, J& T PU s AR B, eI Lk i A A
B s QT DAL Ay 3t R AR TR BRI -

INERRZE S

A KEETREARTTERIME—— T ARHEAR, AU L i ek A 2 e, i 70% 0 N AR 55 T
ARH R AR, H 5 X TV 25 2 (A 1B 22 B N R 1

B R —rABGEIERT, HIp2aP LU A, I HITENI TR £ 5, 24 8 5 A
T B — s AR, RIH TR R KT

C RERE— PR SR ARG, 20K B B N OREIR N A BB, FE8T % B A g
KR R A A — € AR YR, 4R T IR — e A R T .

FERET AT T . = P ANt FE B — LR PR K SRR R, AR T 1 AR M IS
FERE, AT AT BL ORI Ect Wic 8 T AT BERB ITUREAT St -

3.13. ERHEERMR

HEF BN G Bl 0mh ki, 230 4. Hf, AKR¥EE 204, BR¥A54, C
K¥H 5%, HHILIEI T 80 LIER YA, A R¥A 604, B K¥A 104, CR¥A 10 4. AR
ATE R B RPUEG, Wkt — R ] AR 17E 55 7R R O SRR e B AR5

3.2. feMrAEAR R ESEEIEH

3.2.1. feMbEFmMEESE

AV REATE T PSR A7 5 BRARE A Snowball Sampling FH 45 & 1977 s0REL . & Se 4% I8 5t FH
DU AR S B 3, R ARG R N AR, BTSSR
fH B T Pk B R IR, B 5B C2 35205 Wl A A A 77 SR b 78 R 28 R Al

3.2.2. i AIEFEA

PR T, ATEEN 10 FKAV A 85 T 2 & HiliEl i 2 A F B, HAp A st Rauk. T
FENUBRATR . B LRSI . B LIS . TV FERE T RS4RI AT U L HEb A
A EE T .

AR KA RPLH 2R, A 3 FAUR & Bl i, 5 K TRENURE &S, 6 2 K&
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BT R A, Xl 7R B PR FERL SR,

VLR T T, A 10 ZAk, EATHGR = Fr B U Tk Ealb A 1 Bl 2 o AR A
AR A E S L A, I ELRERE X N A B IR IR 4 T BRI, TR Ao s R A A B 7R KT
IOESEERONAIN B

3.2.3. feMlbHERMRL

Rt oAk, PRkt 3 425, Bt 30 A, X 30 Az, H 14 ANRESH, HT/ER
TORARIRI . AA VN T I LAE, A 1 2HERET] FE S TREM, EZENERARR L TAE,
FANEH 1 AR A, Z A RFER RS AE S B TR S0

3.3. HEHEREDH

oI EATAE e RBRYE . BLIRBIE U RIREASHR SR F SN A BB T, SR TP R RA X, (X
M TV E5 . SAEHCE SR B AR ORI XA — IR B TS5 1B I B 1R

ATAFAE— IR BRI A AR AR 2 AR A G T T, My b 75 B AL
KN A AL AU IR S, XX S VR AEAT M R A A e

FRETHEAAAE B RBRYE . SRR A A2 H APESRE . ERIRE DT 20, R AR™ R L R IBE
PUbRE, b —R, (AR EREAE R I 2Z. Hh, A RZRFEAEMET B. C KIS %
KIFZ, XA AT RES BRI M 52 B A KEET A RFAL I

FEAMBAEAE R BUTFEADY 30 N, MVFEAA 30 N, 22AREAR 80 N, FEHEAT &7 THF
AR REAR LLRI, BRI DU AT REXS e th RO 7 AR o

I DT AR AE R R B i 24 b T 2023 4R 28 2024 FIXAN R B, 78 BLIIR) 2 05 5 rés
PR A R RE 52 B A 2 B s 1 B A0 o

3.4. EERITRIERRTE

3.4.1. IR

) 45 BT TR ZCE WERRIE(CEEAA, 2022)  (AREST M) EovAE 2R ME R IKIE, B2
% 7 JE[E ABET EC2000 brifit FAIERE /I T . BLIUHF 7 VERRHE BLIK 12 255 BOR LRk 6
REJIYEE, it sifresls VWIERET) . LB 2E3ReT). T SR ERE 7). fENLALEERE ). R RR
71, HAERE )R O AR E

34.2. ZFBER

BT BIF 6 A, AR AR VEGNRI VA m AL 17, BRI 4 AWM, 3 4 AN 56
FESLRIA. BHIRE. BXmE, CaEMEEEER, FERMESE. KA Likert A%ER,
ERIETIMN “5= JiZ50” —HE| “1= 5EaRILHM” .

Ak BT, ARIEATI AR TSR, W@ AT AN Sy, AR 2 AN . KA rsk S B
WETY, H R R R SICIRAE S, SR Likert TLZCRE R RSB HE, BRIETE M “5
= IBF” BHE “1= KW .

343 ERYEITH

% 5 4% T R XU (Content Validity) VPHE, 45 2 4 TREAE W RIS ESZ . 2 LHWEE
WATTAR 1 A AR IS, B RMNEE A . B =ANGEE AT, 5N
HREFRE(CVI . AR L R, MFR 2 DMRIBBNIK H, B2 3 ANk H IR, RAIEBIER % .
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3.4.4. (FERLE

TE i AT S 2 B A K22 20 44 00T 2 2 X Ak 10 44 8 8N 247 1 25 (Pilot Study) . K A Cronbach’s
o REARIG 102 1 P9 — B S . SRR KOF 3 Bk R ECN 0.87, YiBRE I ER RECN 0.84;
k5 SR R 0.91, WIEH R ERARECH 0.89, KNG EA RIFIIEE.

35, RAEAREIS T &

35.1. oAk

ViR BORER F 32 18043 1% (Thematic Analysis), 1#1& Braun & Clarke (2006)#2 Hi /55 HTHESL: 24
BEARE . ABWIiagmis. FHREM, FEEE, € L 5ma 3. BERY . P EE NVivo 12 )i
PE TR AT A B
35.2. fwIB5EXEEHKIIIE

FEHGRGRAS I B, B VR SCASE )RR T RS bR s o G “ AR AR VAR AN B U TE 7 AN i
W & PR RR ZH” SRR, aldmis oy “ RIA AR “HOREEES” .

OIS, KPS RS, TR S E R RE . 1 CRIA R BRI A
W7 CHOEEHATE” ERAIAN “CTSkRIEA R K CAEM TR R CTRE R
AR SRR« TREAE S T T AR 8

RIS B, ERRIME ISR, RGO, RATERIGERE IR GRS
“GEMEIX” IR = K0 FE /8.
4. MRARSH
4.1. fEiR St
4.11. BFW: WiBRENERK PRI

WEAFH SRR, A=A RN T e R 721X 7 TR I T Hese il B i a5 h e 2 51
W LR R, SRERET). KBRS, v ST R T e B R ) ) St K HEFHRIL T
“TTIZSER” VS GOMELT 455 & 4.67 ZIE), SRS ST SR KA AR, LI U R
3.98, AOTE “HPEESCEE” X[AIN, FERTAE RE YR AR EIECE =, (UN LR SR

Table 1. Implementation level of mechanical engineering competence (University evaluation)

= 1 TR NIk F (3 1F)

AL FHME (M) FREZ(SD) Sk F
KERSIRE S 4.67 0.48 ]Iz S
T SRR RERE S 4.60 0.47 J Tz S
fEl At EE /) 458 0.54 J Tz S
Laren 4.55 0.49 Tz S
VaiERe 3.98 0.65 Hh BE S
BHEEEN 3.82 0.49 Hh 5 S

XA BE T BT I EEE— P A (. 2)BEs AL, “ARFS I SRR H IS S TS 7 (M = 4.00).
“HERRRIAML R BRIF R B ZES” (M= 4.13) 50 FIXTBGR,  SRTT#E S ST 5« LA [ B A e
BHMEZIEA” (M=4.03)5 “E5CAIEF MBIHAZHAE /" (M=3.77)5 70 IR, XERUERRLEF
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N LREIHAE BE 7T ARG FRAFAE AR o

KRS RRY], SRAEVAERRHERAR S 2T, kA A rVAIE e /) BT B2 . (HRAEIRFE B E
PURSLEAETT T, VR HIIEIR A R BB S RE R R L AL, MBI ARG L. A
B RS2 U W MR AAE: < E O TR 54 U7 B REAAAE R R, AN B4l L olk T RESK
BT AR MR Zedr. IR SCHOERRIE . 7 (T, A KSEB0M#0T A & TRIERFAL, £
SERESE L] 2 BB RE A ROE TR T IR o

Table 2. Implementation level of each sub-item of communication competence

® 2. ABREN B FIK KT

TR R SFEEM) FRUEZ(SD) SR

A7 K O S A T VBT 4.00 0.53 B St
BWREM S HENAEER 413 0.63 HH RE S
A a3 5 £ 030 4.03 0.72 B St
BB SRR E A RAL S 3.77 0.73 v B St

4.1.2. i AEREEES &IK

AP B R EVAE B REACT 45 VP 8 R 2 BT R 30 BN KIRREYEIE B, BORTRES 7 de i, PUMH
N 449, MBI RIL BIMER 438, THARRE4EE AT ROA M E. RUYERREERLT
“URFET TR, SRIMAIR S R AR REA LU 0.01 ZERE, JF HARUEZE R 0.84, FES4ERETTREK
(K, XA ko B B BRI A B B B, BARE BL B K 3.

Table 3. Skill achievement level of mechanical engineering graduates (Enterprise evaluation)
= 3. UM T E )l Bl & 3 e R 7K S (sl T4

E5d:ioeid: 3 FEHME(M) FrEZ(SD) K
BRE AR 4.49 0.65 75
INGSS X531 4.43 0.58 5
i R 1R RE B B 4.42 0.71 5
BIFTHiRE 4.42 0.67 w5
HB\-E1ES: R 4.41 0.67 7
Pp R 4.38 0.84 HhFE

FEXSYEESLRE TP T TUEIF A (WA 4),  “ T H B8 dh BT R B 717 1X—T(M = 4.67), HAG70
beiy, XA S A SORYEIC R Ty TR A — e Bk, T PSR VA S ST 7 X Ti(M = 4.10),
o HRR— Lk, XULWILE 0 W TARSC . B BRI UM AR it 5t 2 h, Sk AR il e 0 ie A L
ONINE LT

Table 4. Implementation level of each sub-item of communication competence

® 4. DBREN B FIKHEAKF

TR R SFIME(M) PrEZ(SD) A
A LA-BEAEETS 4.10 0.88 B3 19/08
W H 7= R Hid ge 467 0.80 h75
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» RBfE

M 4 TS, EEERERI AT IR A ITAE . “IH 8 dh B IR RE ) X — TS
i, HEDY 4.67, XULHIEAEAE ORI RO IR e A Al S5O, SN VA R T
BB, AR 410, XEFHEAANWE TR BEITME. ZmdsEEaiismstt, FlgEr
THIERE IR A BRI B e 2 8] o

4.2. HEHEGVH AT

AT FHEWT L gE v Wy ik, BB BRI N 5 AP Z 18 I 2Z A A et e
I HIERZE T A R (1 — SR B

421 BRETR#HEENERKLL

& FSTFEA t #3681 Independent Samples t-test, SKXFLL#UM . AT HUE BN G TR T2 RE
DI ACE BT VY, BE S HE R TAEER. WNE S MEREEWEL, ZUTHMHZE M 5 96.00
H SD N 450, {THEH AR ML M )y 96.00 H. SD 9 3.96, XPALIBIME R —FER), t{EH5E 0,
p 25T 0.955, KT 0.05, &AAFEZEMAKF. Rt B BOTERITEBUE N ST &k fe /s /KF 1)
P BB i) — Bk, AEAERF R Z (R VPN 22

Table 5. Independent samples t-test of the evaluations by teachers and administrative staff

5. BUNSITHEEA SN ARSI A t 138

45 N WME PREE t & pfE
T 30 96.00 450 -0.057 0.955
TBUEHEAH 30 96.00 3.96

4.2.2. FEIEKFEREHERKLE
MRAERTT AVPEIR, K =Prakc o N =28 A R¥ON 222l B R AhEsiidl. C RN
AR S . R B IR 3R 7 72 53 1T (One-Way ANOVA) K6 = S8 A TE Mk AR 35 e Ut K IR 22 57
MR IR (R 6), HLRSF AR 21.375, ZHAN-F 5 A 1081.425, F {Ek 0.267, p=0.768>
0.05, RIXFEZEVEKT. XL, REZPraRAE Tl e Stk EAEER, HiZERIFREN
NP AT RE BT A 22 5, RIVEEAR B BV (0 e I F AN SR X B Ao b ot 1 Bl A= B RE VA7 (AR 152
[
Table 6. Analysis of variance (ANOVA) of school implementation level and graduate skill achievement

6. FREMAKFEEWERKBERMH G ED

R FRIR SE A df 2y FAE pfE
N 21.375 2 10.687 0.267 0.768
HN 1081.425 27 40.053
Bt 1102.800 29

4.23. AEEWVHABEITFHERRLE

S Al AN ) g L B BV AR B RE VP A E 22 S, AR BRI R DT ZE T i, RPN T B
2B, FREE, BORHERK. A EE XA NIRRT . 8R4 7 230, AI-1J5 105 139.911,
F A2 1.259, pfE55T 0.309, i%p {HAT 0.05, ARiEFZEMAKN. K FRE AR K AL folk A P 0f B
WA BE A BIVR A BB, AN PR R AL A R 7 A B AR 2
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Table 7. Analysis of variance (ANOVA) of evaluations by different enterprise job position groups
F 7. PRI RAEETEN A ES

2 SRR SEFFA df i) F1E pfE
4 A 139.911 3 46.637 1.259 0.309
HR 962.889 26 37.034
Hit 1102.800 29

4.3. ML IEEie

gity BIRAEWE ST 08T, WA BUR 46k

s VP NI EAT U SO RS R, BOUT S AT U BN G AL BE T SE KT
MIPPHTTC 2% 225 (p > 0.05); BRI TT Z M ion, AN ALK Aok A8 2R 2 0 Bk AR H e KT I PP R
T ZE R (p > 0.05)0 IXRWIAHT TR A AIVEA Heds BAT R4F 1 P i — Bl

B, VMNEREISMTEES . KON S ERE A AR R E R . BT NIE
RE ISR A, AET “rhRESEit” K18, THARRE A 4EFERIL )iz e 5 A pr T, VAIEERE
TEPTA B4R i A3 7 B Al . 1222 AR RR PR G T S b S 3

F=, FREMACT S LA R AL TR ERRY, AR B PSS KT R, IFRLE
Sk A et B g ZE R (p > 0.05). IXULHA “INERRESEHE " ANGE B ZhE Oy “ AA SRR
I, ZFHZAHERGNEAECE SN A AR 2

5. EIERRERI

LR AT IR B 1) % DU FL 45 R BEAS R DL, WU A AL ARV S RE /0 15 97 77 T T e T PRS- AN
AP, R HRTRRER. HEAVR . TR S5 S5 2 U T A 3R R R ) AR G ) R BRI

51. RIEGRERRER, WBREIIERRZHE

IUTHUME LRI Rk, G IERER(A )% . PR, BUMRIES) 5 LR 4 S D)
SR B UL B3 1L E1 B0, Sl B2 904 160 248, Lo ILiRAR 85 %5, 1L 53.87%
(1. L VRRLAE, FICUREAEN G, U R3S BIBME . TR RO E I
SIRAHIE S, WAF s W, Shorte. WSO RIE . 24 7E 5 BRI S
(RIS, 5k AE ST TR R AT MBI IR 2, BRI B E VR R o
BT AT RS

5.2. HFFMMBALREN, WEEIEUWR “BR”

2R RO AR 2 ST RN T LR B R S0 R, B RES A B AR e 5
B, JCEBrEIRIKAE S VBT BIAMESEARBORYERE ). 0 R BB E PRAE BT BN LA
NI (SRR R IEE S R NI (F RS 2 95787 SI<11F 5 NI 71 SR 4 I U 1 3 AN 75 ) N 2N
BRIV PR R Z I REVE AN . 22 AT S, HERBURIN G AR 2R, M LU e 2 1E
[e 4l o

FUMAE A ERE T RE IR ORI SRBAE Y o AR, AR DL, 2 B0m HOAE TRESEERAE /7. I H & 2
BB DRGNS HAAEA L 2T T2, T3, TOfEVIRPFRIR:  “TELSLERBCET, MG
AT PSR R RE DM, HATIRAR BN, ARSI A, 7 U T1, T6. T9 JFHE:
“HH QR TS 2T RE. 7
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HUMBEAA B2 B 22, SARWTTEREEGR, (HIPNLAUEZ O “ WNFARIZAR 7, Sz ek TFE
SKEREZE T M TRESEER A PhE. BB AR SRemaE USRI RATR, XL P RG] 324
Ao FUME & TIAEAEERIRMRGR, TR TR RS R ) B E | A R .

6. REHIEHEE: WE “WIMIE" RFBRENHEFER

D RIS E (ML, A SCRURE T — B P93 - S0 - 4587 IR R B AR, MRS
Wy RS A VIR DY AT, St T R ALK A RE ) B R 1 R G T
%, BRI L.

BURF EE R

TREERE *EHE
e l
Y
= I
K <%£§§%E%> nil AL
S A B l

a@ﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%(ﬁﬁ% [ 25| —et T /2E

| ] |

HEFEEERIT [ HUBECAE %l 5 i AEER

)
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Figure 1. University-enterprise collaborative education model
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