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Abstract

Improving core competency of college students is an important way to realize the strategy of
strengthening the country with talents. Based on the theories and thoughts of core competency
characteristics, this paper proposed a model of core competency traits of college students, de-
signed an experimental program for assessing the growth of core competency characteristics of
college students, conducted a 40-module intervention course, and validated the intervention ef-
fect by using a pre- and post-test questionnaire on core competency characteristics, and evaluated
it by using a test of variance (T-Test) and Student Growth Percentile model (SGP test). The results
of the intervention training showed that the experimental group scored significantly higher than
the control group at the group level and achieved significantly better “growth” than the control
group at the individual level, which proved the effectiveness of the SGP model in assessing the
growth of core competency characteristics of college students and provided a new methodological
basis for the validation of other competency-based training and assessment programs. It provides
a new methodological basis for the validation of other competency-based training and assessment
programs.
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HHFERA KRB FE G2 R ET R, REREANA BRI TR AE AT G = 1 =
EBERE, TESAEMRIERT IR MM RYIRE . AN ORI & 21 Ay 5% ETE N ARk
AR INIERE R —. REZE R 2014 42 3 A (T 2R bRy, % sear@m A
ARSI, B AR T ZE ] 22 R B O AR R AR R AN i b, S M2 3
RO BRI R ZE, T 2 A A A 5 A T R e AR B R IEAT A4 o A6 50 R R 2 B A
W SR IR AN N KA OATRRE” , e T EBRBUE FR A% O AT RRAE 1) 58 ST (bR
S48, 2017a). BFH)(2022)fER% LR FREEFE T — oA T E SON . RIEAESEILRIEH T K%
A B\ TTUAZ O REATHRRAE . 7E 2020 4F 6 H 30 HH RATHRUSCER A2 HIUR S a1,  “TEREM
HEWM SRS, K MEME R, MEVHY, BAEIPMFIZRE AT, AU &5 3P0,
BB, BB ERME S METE L MESCAE MEIR SO, MENE T RIEURSE R, BALRHER. FFARRE
KRIBE VPN FEANLE]” X R ARLEE R BOE VPR R TR RV A PP, [R5 2R 22 1)
BRIl ik AR RR T UHZAL G RAE LSS, 6 T B AR IR IR 22 A O AR K 1) S5, X
YN ENRZ R T AT . I R R R, AT T 00 AT RHE RIS, RO BT ALK
SRR O AT R AR Y 1) 50, il SEES i, IRE A K B 7 S 2 Y (Student Growth Percentile,
fETFR SGP)TELE S VEA Hh I 82 FH AR
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2. %L EFEEL R IR
2.1, BB ERIBT S A TRIS

JHEAE 5 i (Competency) AR & FT LAIE i 21y 2 S5 I AR, 2k AATT At 1 Gt Ay 2 ek A ) o PR R i i) —
I E St (R (McClelland, 1973; Spencer & Spencer, 2008). A FUHE AT RFAEAORES,
TG Spencer H2tH HE L, EARRFESS “BERIE — TAR(EAH L SCib) oA sl ont 2 5 R34 X
DIFRIID NBJEAERFE, ErT DGRaL. Rp. HIRER . SELEMEN . FEAUEHEIR I RIETT N
TR —— A AT LU ] S 00 B st ) R 2 XU 5 — BT MR HF IR (Spencer & Spencer,
2008). XM HEE G =T I AR IRJE AR SR B0 25 SO P R GBI Z - bs . &
JE VR SR AR RFE R AAS R 2 A RE AR 7, B Ros 7 BT 7530, B S SR A s i a] 1) A2
SETE, RENE TN 22 P B s T AE A NBIAT 0o 3RATTAT ASE REAR AR AL 38 Dy #E /K T S X — ek, K B
MMRRBZ IR, WRR $8E5%E; K T EURIRZ AEER L, ikt RS, RR
MZHHLEE, S5 o NTRIAT N SR IR R B R . A RE 51 AT AR SO TARAT J IR Z IR
FHIE, A BEMHZ AR AEEEER o 2 MR R R B AR 0 5T T B S A B o AR 25 i R vt . A
WETEA B RIS 1) “ RO AR bR T X R DA 8 I I AT A i Do BRRFAE USRI 54T
BRERI P HTEE R, T HAS 5RARRENRST. B R EMR, LRt BA —E IR

2.2. RFEE KD EEFHEZE R

eSSBS U N AR e S AN Ve S Y NG LE PN 2 S WS I ERESE Y AV E A =45 i h DN g
SR, B, REEHRZMERMAE ARG ENRRE, ELF I, E R R s
ZHRRD TAEAG LA REAA A, S B R B H bR ST BREN A I RE S, R
IRRILSE B BRI AE . (ERER AR A SR, CUNAE (S B AR AR BT N B RE I IR 5 5 5 S b b
AEEFTE “27 5 R AR E S MR, w5 P FMEA I B Y S B A,
i AR RACHIN, e D IR RT3, #RARA P RE U BB 5% 1 A A Bl
RE, TAMIAL O INE E AR, XEhs LR MEERANREs LIS . FRE, ENREERNK
TR AR, AR RRSCA B, TR AR TERIR T AU R T 2GRS
RS B EENE, XI5 B A B AR A S I RE TP NI S, 1AM T EE IR B I S T
FEREREE A BT B 22 A, A TARI S, @A S WE MR, TRIRK “ 53]
G I EEE, KRS E RSN EEIS T T, - UILE iR I mE” M. R, K
BBTTOIER,  “ 23S MBS MARRARAAT AR I, T N B S i o
IEPAFRKAE T, 5% WEBIIR AR L EY], B2, FEERERES, RIOAGEN TR
JEEEAL N FIANAT R 0T BALK A AR AT T A R S i . sk, BER A ek e, &
V] 0 R 2% A2 R ) RS 808 0 8 K, X —J Al 2 oy AT A ade ke N 8 s EE ARSI 7 R 1
BN A 7 A [ R AR B BRSO 58 R AL

“CHR BRI AN A, AR AR I RR I AT s 21 TG 2 A 7 B R A O
PEAERFAE, A BEAEABTTRI AR KA &, HESNAR KA S IR REA S ? X R WA R AR R R 1. U4
K, BEXS CREFRAF AN BRERIRNT M, JREEE KRR TADAER LRRT MR E. £
PALEERI O, AT LB AR A, AL B SRS AR S, AT
feo MRETEIE A O AR RAE A BORBE T BB BT T, ARGty SRES 20 DL SR R &
SESCHVERITTT, BAAE 2017 IR E A AR AL DA IE A BAESE, L “ TR REIN D,
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BIEEEERE. 2D SRR =AU, NIRRT RAER AR (SR, 2017D).

I B H IR AL LT e B S Bk e R BT B H - R OB AR RS AL (4 B PP AR R T ) i S 5 A [
FHAE TR NRR, LR AR L O R AE 10 208 B 5 SO VAR W 70595, L R EEGR
HE” NARBRIERHE FAR M S RO R 1, TR IRE 20E BRSSO BT A 1 R B A A
Wk MR, EHEE AT CPESAE R R ORIR) FFEN, e A% O AR B A
A ASFFEERER, AL RIFEIR RSB SR PPAER,  DUER R E R RHET R R K
FAFHBTEAE . XAMOS TR EHE R SRS R R BAERIOOME, o THE LK) KRB
AR SR BTt B A A N AN R

LR ERNR, EARBEZ ORI EE A AN E AR, PR OMAER AL L “ A2k
JREIN” Aity, OFEETERE. B HRCHIERM=ADSUR. NI ORISR . 24K R
OMEAERMER SRR, T E LR A B B OIEA, SR, AW, BEERI AR, R LR
TR MONEEST IR SRR BT RIS NOVE A, Sl A AR A . BIRS 55 Rkt i
), MHRAZE. GF. 25, TP BOVE TUEE SN . R T 24 R RO IR IE I A 22
i, ATCOARRERRESCE . IREESEE . #UTEGI. FulPF S NN T T, 2502 M BN E 4
HATHAT AT RE o FRATHIRT FEIE 2 B3R WF 5 iRl B EAT (K — g SO AR e

2.3, REEZDBEHTEERNRE

AT FE LT [F A AR DG 2 (0 K o2 e — REE TARE VIR, BB e KA Ot
FERHEIRESEAN AR, TR TR O REARAFAE A IR, TR Y R 22 AR RO AR RS AR AR T, B (4%
OO MEAERFAEAE R (0 Ay, P T MRS AR IR 1 “/NRERIR 7 MESR, 458 TN IREER T8 A
B AR, WARCI, JATHEIT TSR, SRR, HIF R0, HiFhalg b
Gl 5 30t AR HCE R AR E DAL B S, e R AR T T T3 (098 5 1A DT 2 32 SO0
IHEMAZ, AR, PSR . HER “+HR” B3 “SCAfE” M HsE “ Py
B IESR, BATRM 7HIACE S RZ B A O IEARRAMEEDR, R\ CRBEHOR 58 B AU A 47
MR OB EOR, BARN AT R FSAW, e, FEETEE . AR EaE. SR
A A EME PUEEK . ROV B SHIERT 7T b, RIS UEIX —H7 B SIS I ) Y
3. ETFEMKE D FRIRE(SCP)HI M KT
31 FERKBESTFRERNEREE

FUAT, s PRI & 2 5 A BE J07KF, i JRA 73 B R A AR ARV Ail 27 51 1R E 0 B A
Bl IR TRAE TE, BRI LLALR B, (HABAAAE S 2 ) R B . w5, IR RO S5 b
MEFERIN, FESEPRIERAE R LLSEEL, PRI B TCVEAE R — XEFE /KPR &2 S RE K1 Hk, R4
Iy FARRH L IR BV i, BOREBRAERIE, (HAFE—EMRMRIE, PRIEPTRESR BLA 22 5N AR
MR BARE AT IR, AMRIRNS BLEE RAE URE,  ToVE DR TG 45 R ATk o AW FORGE KA A%
ORISR G 1T AN 75, 1N H RTAESE 2 B 524 i 1 70 55 2 (SGP) AR LA D R PP A
P, PP R B 1 R E R 2SR, BB AR RIS KCOT I “ oSN AR A B
A, RVPAE AR RO, A RO P T 1% 2 A PPl 7 i rP AR IR )RR B

[ by b O AR FE SN 2018 SEBITAG IESSAT (RE— DA BRI ) SRR CERR T, 548, WK,
2018), HHZESIAMELER “BFR” , HEIER KT, XA CIAARER 7 B “CIAbR + KRR
ARtk S EATI AP R TR A AEDMERIN 5 20, miKCor 2 AR I e A AR X2 2
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SETHAE L e TR AT, R A R R 2 AR AR 2 AR AR PR B AR AR ], A RE U Y 7 2
RIHED RO — e, 9RAT4 M E PR — BN A5 e BARR SR Z WIR T O T R R R, SR
Betebenner (2011)$&H 152 B 70 S AR T, AR i BN P TSR RS A U, kT2 A DR ISR Al
T TG 5 o040, BIFERSE A, AV B AT AR A 25 E A L BC K 7 55 2. 1N
FATLLEBA M mi 22 R R b BB R A TR RE . B H B SRR AN K, A A K 1 S5 A
WIZHT N A ANA TV SO AR, 2R A 2 S PR oy 1 H AT bs A o2
MR SGP AL I 5 RIS AR & 10 P AT A SE IRt S kLD RS DL (el 1 ), iRt
A TR HFRAME, WIS TR RS R, EPRT RZHFEEAME, WU
DAV . SGP B A Bt S 5 (EAE R 22U 0L T 0 50, AT LUK AR B KA DL AT 8, —im =

AR I SGP 73 HUK T 50, AT AN ZAMALE R 2 D R A R EPARR, R T “mKk” .

‘ AR FER=T5 T4 =42

l l
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of SGP model evaluation
& 1. sSGP AT IR EE

3.2. FER KBS FRERNR5E

SGP AR FH 73 (6 50 (5] A SRR 2 AR AE S ” MR I T 50 N “ 4mr” RS, Esrh, “4
B 7 RESE AR L —H R, 42— ARSI IN (8] £, T “HBHT 7 481002 2w
5] S BT — AN B N ] S B B FLR B ARYE N AR TS £ 00155y, R EEREEL, A
REREE AR E AL E L IR “RT i ” SR, 1E Castellano Fl Ho (2013)2 J&, EANNZETH L, A
B IXEEE RN “RIPRASIER” (CSMS), N EATIRYE 4 T 1t 2570 B0 4440 0 AT SRAE A AR

Betebenner (2010)¥ SGP {H 2 AL HRIE R A “SGP” fuh, wtiHEHE. F£4it ik
F, SGP {EMF IS FEAHELL 0.01 S FAlivh 100 A5 A Bt i, 3X 2853 500 B2 T 0.005 £ 0.995 1)
S X AT B T AR, SR B T o A AN A AR R T R A%, Ak T AR A AR
PAF—/> SGP {H, XAME HIXEe F 2 [ 1 s R o . DA S B EEE T B-spline U %14
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R HEE LR SGP AR 197 H
BAVEA Q, (Y | X ) s il st 7 Y 1SR « DAL E, IR T4 (AT — 4R Ut 70 2 1
K, S5EI=X,X,,++, X, . 7E SGP BRI [jil-5 1, Betebenner (2009)1# H B-spline Z KB AL 5i 1)
LRVESH, RAR IR 23 B B AR ZR I AN T ZEAS TR 1] 5. B-spline 25K W 22 10 3 v B0
SE SRR AN E . B-spline 7732 107G Bk #E Schumaker ‘5 445 (Schumaker, 2007) HH 75 31 1 1R 1 i
BRIV o
Q (Y[X)=a+X X Bty (X)) @

Emﬁ#w%UQ%%m$§§§m%¢mﬁvﬂﬂM%hﬁzﬁBquﬁxﬁﬁonua%
HoEXT B-spline iz B4 6 S TE. 1Ak, o REEE(E.
A _ C (A _ 100
SGR_@manJHX_&)<mywmﬂaQJHX_&)>m”x2 )
TEQ)=NH, 224 11 SGP R AUE HRE e SN, 554 “Hu” WS E(y =y), BHEAE &M
Sy r # 2 [8]ff) R s (Betebenner, 2010). HA, X @224 0 “HeRl” MEBIR B E. Blln, —F
AR “AFT7 B 6 1/4495 F1 1/4505 [m] )= gl T 4L S8 2 18], A4t SGP 18k 50.

4. REE GO BERER R KT SEE TR
4.1 SRRt

ASLIRAERMN R 2T T W R BEG RN, ALY R T MR T30, BId M T 18
AR, 3 62 X KFESIN T ARRTISE . Frl 27, RPHRFENL > BB SEieH St 4, RIsels
131 A 4= 31 N, BHEAT =R R S T R X SRR AT U UL e R AT R R
(¥ AR TR R Bl o AE[R]— I IR] P RO I SRR T 1 o 38 I A PP A AR R OR i B S IR 4 A AR AE
T IS AR DL, H5 P 418 I w R AT B, USRI TP I S IR BE 27 A  \ I A% Lo
AR AESRTH 75 T 4 F (4] 2 Bii)

BrB—: BrIAr. ATFE RIRE SO SR A S — A A R A LU, R e AT
REPAERZOREAERF AL AN BTG, AR R SR A AL O AR A AL 4R S L I BE 2K o B I AT
BT 9 TR g it B e R T A 2 AR R O AT R AR B VI AT 0, 6045 40 D TIH

BB —: RO HEAERHAET I AERIAT IS BE BEAT O BEARRF AL T, B0 20K
R T BN R 28 BENAR SS A (005 20, T — A R Co BRSNS Rp A0 = A2 ik BB P B R
SEf, R (R S5 80R0y LA AR B8 I b EEh i, 3ot 18 NERIE, Pamt— . Brll ok
THDEZ O ARSI R IR R, FERRIE R, BATRA VIS 77k B Rl st i
THEAE AR R BN T A AT B I

BrB=: FENHR. TG AR AT SIS IS, B i 8 i T i )
WA R R AL O BEAR R RIR )2, AR K 2 A% O AR R A AR 7R G5 1 70 B2, B4 40 TEREH o
Ja s W E SR PRAS P A Y (SGP) R Al B W 42 SAE A NK-F L Hiss Il i Ja B3R (e o, SREGAIE
A% 0o AT UL R R YIS 30 KA A O AR R AR AR T R T A

4.2. BoLBERERFIISSTTE

MRHE R E A R, FERI A AT TR A b, g 5 i 1\ O AR RFE 0 P A 25
EATRE: FHA. RBHEAL RIEPPOr . PR AR, USRS, S A EMPTE K.
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Figure 2. Framework diagram of the core competency characteristics training model
E 2. #%0 B EFHERE) IR AR R E

U7 IR [ IR A o AR RFAE RS I T I B 8, B — B W B 4E 40 38, BL O, 1 iH20 (X 173,
EHE0 7)), B 5 2y, 3K 40 v 23l ETINAT S I o 5NN 1R A AN YIS I i 2 ) % ANAH
[, AR S A ST R B 25 2R, A () S AR U ) A AEXERE R X 7y E 22 5, AN A 4t
KREME (S AT %O IEAERAE I AR 2R 1) o

4.3. XFEEIFIISELE RREAR

R FIJT AR R T 2, 2% LR B T 8 2 i P R =70 R R X 2% 280 B s sl Y 62 44 K2 AR A i
W, FERUEREESARSERAB KRB AN T, Fakn A seiadiRz kI,
FEHNEH T 31 N

4.4. EINARE

SR ZH SR A B T A% 0o FEAR R AR F) )\ A2 STREHR 2, BRIR 2 /NI 35— BB A R REE AR 4
B HCHWT RAEVE), 3 A N NI (B VE A AR A), S =80 i A (BT A
A BEMPUE ). WE, RAATEBHHDT AN (O HAEREINK LR G AT AR,
HTIZRGA R NFEIRBRG, SINE 50 B2 A RN, BIRMBEERSES RS RN
e, AREHENT —RGNY], Frel, RIKIERINEST A RBOHEON ™%, AT LLRIESER S IR A
FH .

AR 2L R 3 P 1 U8 1 P9 7 R v o BR AR RO T 3 T sl 28 55, 208 “ 4t
drB R I R PG T B KPR L, FII 1.5 /N, A 1600 A2 S, FEMERINEA:
WHRH 5t O BT FUIEAE . eI 7 S X5 et WM 7 S 5k et 1 i ekigs SCAk
FCEIT FURI AR (I 7 e B 55 /N DT TR A 25 o P BERK) 31 Az Bk, Bl 2 - 22 eh RS (M BOIA 4l 3 gk
TNV ITEGE A, DA SHRATAE I 90 408 R T — 84 ST et i 8 e 5 R Il Bk}, (e A BROR N 18] B AT &

%20,
5. ERFMRIH SGP EE ST
5.1. HEIER: ERFM (KWW SH

X T ARAFHEAE 73 AR H T O REAS t A I A SR AS ¢ A5G, SRFEAT BT S WX L 23 #r o 45 SRR (tn
FLPUR), B, AT 7RI A S AR AT IO, T SR H A HI R A TR 4L
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72 AR S P LTI T AR A ¢ A IR A TN, R ISR 2H HiT A 43 WIS T4 R 2 T 4543 [t (30)
=-2.03, M 5y =23.16 <M sy =25.19, p>0.01], KH 99%HI B 15 FEARE, FA TN 9 seie: 2= A=) 41w
WA R EZ . N TRBAMmMS, ArlE s 22K T EAE 2t (30) = —4.15, M 4y =23.16 <My =
27.65,p<0.01]; X THEHIAM S, ATES 55 NESAFAEREEZESS . IAh, SLIHEIS > 2%
BT HI LG A5t (61) = 3.41, M gr =27.65> M 5 =24.00, p <0.01]. XFE, B, MR RS
R38R I ROR, SLIRd g B m Tl s Kk, 5 SarME e, scidsd s,
JEIAS 5y B S T AT 7o 25 b, tAREREE SRAESE, O EARRHET Pl U2 A 2801

Table 1. Pre and post-test t-test of students’ competency characteristics in the experimental control group

T 1. KIGLRITHIAFE BAEFHENK AT AN t 136

A *l TE RE PEEE T BER
S R A )ﬁ:fj;ﬂ 222 222 —4.48 -4.15 0.00
IR Eﬁgﬂ e 2o 1.19 0.00
28 5 i;ﬁ 2518 426 203 210 004
S AL i:jiﬁ zree oo 365 0.00

5.2. HASHT: MFIEVIBERE SGP RE 1

AR 27 AR B T 2355 2 (SGP) B2 f JE LA OGS B0 ) 225K, e SIZ B 28 AN s | 28 1) s B Bl ot A7 2
TN SR AR BUE 2 AR AT 1) SGP AL 43 H7 /2 62 44 B K i 45 SR, o S L ANz 40 4% 31 44 .

45 R 54 R, 2R

VE 2

==i

Zi LU SGP Bt toR tH L MAK) SGP (. SEIR4IILA 18 H ik

FE5E I T HE D B . (SGP > 50), FEHIAA 4 AHGRIBEP W E.(I04 2 PrR). LRSS REY, SciH

BoAEL L TN TG, K2 HK(58.06%) K BUG w& D . A SGP KIGEs Rl B F], T IRk
RERAT2] TR

Table 2. Distribution of SGP values of subjects in the experimental and control groups
F 2. LUHESEFILARIR SGP ESmIFR

2H 351 iy ANHL b FREE NE 5 S

{(0~19) 6 19.35%

SGP <50 13 41.94% AAK(20~39) 3 9.68%

\ 1E 5 (40~49 4 12.90%
SEEGAH M( )

1E# (50~59) 3 9.68%

SGP > 50 18 58.06% i 7(60~79) 6 19.35%

151(80~100) 9 29.03%

f%(0~19) 13 41.94%

SGP <50 27 87.10% HAK(20~39) 7 22.58%

1E 5 (40~49 7 22.58%
o = (40-49)

1E# (50~59) 2 6.45%

SGP > 50 4 12.90% 7 (60~79) 2 6.45%

151 (80~100) 0 0.00%
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6. Wit
6.1. KEEZDBEFIEERNENME

A% O AR RFAE BV WA FT (0 S AN i AR 210, 1 FLAL IR K AR, LA K R #R 5
SEINORTEAR T BIER Sy, XA — SR b AT AN RE R 5 1 AR, A SR EEH CE ek TR JAE
RO BRI T A R, AR R E I LE AR BT T . HR4E “Johari & 117 B, A TENIPE
RN 75 EE IR DU AR BRI 2, JF AT AN F PR 38 70 75 BRI R 5 K #HXE « B Sl A HE
TSRS ARSI, B “ B C 7 AA TS JA RIS A A T AN B 3 %
;A CHCA TR TRERFE” SR 360 FEVEAE RT3 #H0 B A AHRAS 1R RS
R BETTIPPEAN ARG TN DE o WAL AR RFAE (0 A2 O oK, AT SL AR AR BN QTR VR 2 IR (A A
FAE, IF BRSO RRIR . AR R R H SRR R s, BA — 2R ie .

FEARR S, IRATEMRZEA R R TV FIEAL b, KRB AR O R TR Sty IR
FHIHAW RIEVPOY. EPETEA . AR EA . TUEHE Y. SO B ST A \TUHT A R O AT
AERERY, ASZIGRR 5 A 25 Hytdi G R RG24k, B RI3E52 T AR RN AR SCiAm
BN AR TR O AERHE R VI ZREDR, TRAE KO 18 22 T sl BT SRR A A A AE 1)1 25
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