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Abstract

Teenagers are in a crisis stage in the development of aesthetic literacy. Understanding how to seize
this critical period, understanding the current status of aesthetic literacy of adolescents, and
providing timely and appropriate guidance are urgent research problems. While most of the meas-
urement tools developed in previous studies focus on a component of aesthetic literacy (e.g., aes-
thetic ability, aesthetic emotion) or a specific subject (e.g., sports aesthetic literacy), this study in-
tegrated the concepts of various dimensions of aesthetic literacy. It developed a questionnaire to
measure the overall level of aesthetic literacy among adolescents. In Study One, 423 teenagers from
junior to senior grades in Guangxi were tested with a preliminary questionnaire. The preliminary
questionnaire was revised through item analysis and exploratory factor analysis to form a second-
ary questionnaire with 30 items. In Study Two, 1823 adolescents from junior to senior grades in
Guangdong, Zhejiang, Guangxi, and Shanxi were tested. The formal questionnaire was determined
to consist of a 29-question with five-factor model through confirmatory factor analysis. Then, the
reliability and validity of the formal questionnaire were tested, and the current level of teenagers’
aesthetic literacy were analyzed. The results showed that the questionnaire on adolescents’ aes-
thetic literacy consisted of 29 items, including five dimensions: aesthetic knowledge, aesthetic feel-
ing, aesthetic creation, aesthetic interest, and aesthetic concepts. The confirmatory factor analysis
of each model fitindex was good. The internal consistency coefficient of the questionnaire was good;
there was a moderate correlation between the factors of the questionnaire, a high correlation be-
tween the factors and the total score of the questionnaire, and the questionnaire had good struc-
tural validity. Analysis of the present situation showed that the adolescents’ aesthetic literacy was
at the medium level; Girls’ aesthetic literacy levels were significantly better than that of boys. This
study developed a questionnaire on adolescents’ aesthetic literacy. The questionnaire meets the
requirements of various psychological indicators, has good reliability and validity, provides a reli-
able tool for measuring the overall level of aesthetic literacy among adolescents, and can promote
the diversified development of aesthetic literacy research.
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1. 5]

TENEE AR S R R B L& RIRZ —, HERFNEEEA L XEEMNHAL. 2023 4
12 A, HE LA T CBEEMRT MWLM LG IRIEATA A A , R T 5EAVE LR AR A
155, KAAKRERAE, HE—DIsmfsol 2068 TAERYOG . VSR IB FIESE T 3% R
BEZHIIRE: #EWA NS _ERRBL(De Clercq, 2019; Graf & Landwehr, 2015; 7575, 2022), A
ATFEBEAT o 5635 B I 2 0 2 B B (Kawabata, 2004; Marzi & Viggiano, 2010); 8 &% 3l AT DAAMAR(E 2 &
OERE, R NS FAEN R BT 7575, 2022; Zoteyevaetal.,2016; 5KH, 2021); 8 SEHE S5 B8
REJ0A IE R BE - (L, 2022), %87 210 5 B0 (4 548 A B T 7= 4 B A& (Myszkowski et al.,
2014); B ERTT DML SAT NI K 8 (Zhang et al., 2014; REELE, 2020), BEZM (805 TR 2[R I

ik
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KAk %

I 55 T 7 PP 5 43 BORN B 96 1P 5 29 B 48 7 T 14 ¥ (Tsukiura & Cabeza, 2011). LA_EWF5E 2 B 57 563& 3 m LA
HRFRAE L $EEndiZ 15 00% R 7). REEEAE AT NI A, BT By s — T .

1.1. EEEFHENX

FR—MEIA) . BRBIME, KA R NRIE B FEY RSB R AFE R “HR” —
YR A IEE “aesthetic” , TEP% b, W RETATS AN E ST EWEN R, MERE T, H3E
PR — RSO B PR ARG SE RS Bh(R BN, 20135 SheiH, LA, 2015). § &Gz A] LAEE
fift 9 — R E I R A NUR ARSI AR, BRI T AR TR AP AR 1 A AR SR, R AR
0 EARAE TR A (50 B, 19835 MREE, 2003). “HERIE” o AMBEE AT RGBS/ RFR,
SRR AARTE — RIK H BTSN LIRSS . AR I8 SE FIAIE 36 10 B8 ) KPR, 20135 Zhieil,
WS, 2015).

HREFRRZ—NZIER SRS, 7T AN 26 R IR B E R IAT TR MR FT, FE1L(2014),
PR, FREEQO0)EM A F IR R RITH = ERMM, RELER(2020). BEAH, SCEHQ021)E/ L #H
M H SRR IAIEIANZER, WA TE T HH S RIS 2 P4 B2 a7 LR R I SNk, 2017).
o, REZE A EEF A P 2014) % FHERF NIRRT O RGN G, Bl TFHERR
IV 2 G 1] RO PR 70 R R AL B o SE R RS ME N BB HR S (V0. 20175 XKRRE, 2021). kLT (2014)42
t, B ERIMAEH EE B EA R, W SRAIR, R M E R IR =R, HE
HNR F RS AT o SIS B AT R RS AR R AR . B R AR MR N RS T L R, 1R
e B SR SN VLR TR0 T M o S AR B B AR R . H e — P R MM E R TER,
TE B S0 R AR A T SORE AN B VP 0 PR B B o AP i 5 R 3 B S B 5 R R o S W (Bl o
FEHEHMER, A EAMRMG. B, EEEAS . B, BEAE R N EEH SEIE B AT R
OIRFFAE . AEA—FREBRIVERSZ 71, B A8 J1mT AR e o 6 xR, I Bt 5 — M 15 B A X 47
LR RIS (B RSO 5 H SR A& L, 2014).

12. B FHEERFHEEN

HOSEARIEAL T LE A A BN AR G AR R P ST AL S Rp IR AR, SR AN 13~18 5, EBY
B B0 R SR I I ), O TSR R, AR R I OGBE I, BRI LEE B B 32 B N AN PRSI
MA(TRZ RS, 2021). TR IR A 81 S 3 TR0 A (0 SN 0 s g i o SC IR J T B R AR 4R
13~20 % 5 AMARET SE R I “SENLIT B TSI 30 0 S B il RBUCE T = I P RO G 323G, BAR )L
BN AT AN —FER TR L 1, T D R AT DT a0 AR (5 5 A AR TR A i . BB
FILHEFEIIR . S8 2, b2 58 2R S ISR, X5 B il AL
RN S, W SRR PR S ) T B EDUITE R, R B Bt R A IR o SR &
HI51 T, FOERE Y 2B EE SR 5 NG LR, 2013). fEM45E BB A HRA, XEbF S
ES RN PR S E P WAL

BRIk, xR SR IR BUIR S A R I U B AT R ISR L, AR HKE . BT
SR TARRPLE B BRI, S T 55 D4 SE IR AT IR s 2 1 05 kAT 51 AR,
AR TAREFDENZE R R QU B 4E, MOLIER M NEAMOE . el 5o R K.

13. WERFHMNE
WEA B TR B E 22 R B SRR IRV BT 18], PR Q010) 4 (/D R A
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KAk 5%

R DA RAFIBACE HA G POCIL2017) AR 7RI IR A H BRI T — R, A
T FARTHE DR R R IR CE S, MW E LA MERIHUAMACE, R8RS
BHAEFERRFENIKT, PL—FEU PR AR Sl 1% 26 B 1k E D EFH LRI EBERER.

HAT, £H0ai 2 RIRM R GRmBIMO A TEECNEZ, AR TR FERETHERZMED
YERE, fne SRR R, 2010). B 3ERE1(Danetal., 2021). B SEIRHI(Karaca & Sarigiil, 2021). #3E X
N(Schlotz et al., 2021), 58 FE45(2010)% ANdfh] T (H/DEHEHEWE) , GOF 4 NET: HIRFEK,
AL, BRI SRE. Danetal. (202 )Zmil 7S R 2R, 0% HEIANYEER (F3
RESIMAEY o RN, EHDEFRERFMENIIL, CHFRKZEHNFDERNRARERHE R,
WRE HERFR(D I, 2023). FAREERRFRALSE, 2022). CA BT I E & 58 R IFRBARKCE 1l &
TEA: KIEFQOI)mE] T AEHERR., HEMUE., HEWS=AFED (R EFEERFTIHAER
B 5 ORI CRFAEFERRFEENE) ; Q2D WE] (FFIAFERFHENE) ,

THEWNMEGRR, FREEERIR, HRES =A%,

EHFERFNMET >, OB RZIETA T, GURHEEM A, MFERR, HER
DL o 36 SR = 4R AN B AR B R IR IR AT R U (a3 5, 20215 S A%, 20195 GRJEFE, 2013). X
PR, SCER(2021) 4 BF R IR N SEH R L B AT A SEN G = A2 B R A A v [ 5 AR N A
FR, Y2017 T 3G B, R T #H R RIFFAMBARAE, IWHERIR, #HEMIR G HEGR
X AN R K2R R H R IR . SIS (2019) UK P 2538 WL SR FERE, $H £ R FR A EIN
. HERR . HERBNRX EAERRIFE PO A d £ R IR

1.4. HETHAR

T AR A T BB A =, R A TR R OGBS 2 Bk B AN BRI s, A0
PG 554 B s . FIR, BHTREEE RN HSFEE, &R § SRR Z BN UK, 2
ML SRR B RN . X — B3R DRI SR R TR, IR OB KT, 0T
FAMER — AN G . R, BEEREIMAMEIEAFNAR, REBUG. S5, XHaHA™
ETHBE, HHEARSHEARNDGERE THERMIRERIRE, X URBEEE. HRaRb T
WER. Ba, EHMESERT, SREDENTFLRFRBIVROET? FEm R R 4?7 i
Te S (1R B 5 R TR N R B i 2 3K S AT T T S [ 8 14 i

FA, RE VB FEAMERIL, HEOCT I EEH D EH ERFNFOCAAELL N RMREE: —2 T
W9 32 BRI — W S R R SR AT, Mk Z 16 B 5 R IR AR R R AL R B N RHT
(A R DA S8 R IR BRI & Wt 78 T BN K IBSELE 2013 R gm0, LB 78 TR IER G5 2
R RIS A L . R TSR G H R RIS N RS, UL T(2014) % /i 36 3 7R 10 8 SO EE
WHEZE, FE—DEHE D EF R RFBEACFRNE, SAMACHERETOTEG ORBER N, %
Hil— R SO . BRSNS B D EE R R ER, RN TS ETEH D E SRR IR
BRI

2. #5R—: MWE SIS 5
2.1. AEBEH

RHLFE B AL P (2014)K T HERFHR NS MBTTRH G F, SEiACHRRSELFES L
KRS R, Gl T DS SRR IR, FFIRZ I B I YE LS5 o
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KAk %

2.2. #IAe)ELEE)

A F LAAL TL(2014) 0 T 8 £ H IR NIRSS H I RO ESAEZE (W B — Fos), - DA AARHERT s 3 &
FEZANMES AT R o Bk, Wl 1 B, #ERFHFEMN, FEREHNAFERIR=A—X
HEFEH N, AN —RYEE R R YEEE R, HRRFE AT AN RERE . KA &b
ERFERNEBIERCOFE NSADYERE . L22MH . BRI, FERR. FEAE, FENE. #7EEBE,

{

—|  #EHHR

_J HIREES

BES R
—| HREHR

GESFN

Figure 1. The structure of aesthetic literacy

1. WERFFIUERE LN

AW 36 R IFRANAYEE I E SCRARII R : “1) SRS RNRFRTE 87 922050 BRI T R i) o 38 0 R 7%
2) ZAREIFEA R AR — M R B B ZRTTRRHI . 3) 8 S ERAZ IR & B0 GO 7E A Z T
AR IE IR AT RN IR EGER, PR AR R I R 4) S RAIER RS S B OB A
BERHEEBR, FINQLEMERRIE AT E 8k, RIUFMEANERINTES) /1. 5) # &8k
ST B 215 B HR AR I IR O BRAG [r , XPfT r) E Je  EAS SRR g O ST e e B L
6) RS XTHENEM AR, MR N EMERES NESE. 7 (FE 1, 2014)

AL, FRFRHESL LA, BRI E NIMECERN n B H, HEEPEE DER G S OK
JRAHFEIAT U H A dm. EOHFEREH KR L, 2849 DEMRUE, FEH R T 5
KRG DEAEGFAMILE e, FHREH TSR EE 555D E 50 R ESEhREN. bEE
Ll 1 L SROIEM AN 1 L O EFH AN R EWE, RETEREE 35 AN BT E D4 3%
RV G, BFEEFEFIRG &), ZRAAG &), HERRZT B), FRANET E), & EEB%K6 &),
B (5 ) NANERE . ISR AR 50As 5 R0, YR IERTH L

2.3. A&
2.3.1. #it

Table 1. Demographic information of subjects on the primary scale

F 1. MINERVTANAOZER

I H Bt N H (%)
177 41.84
4 51 ”
~ 246 58.16

AT TN 50 13~18 5 FHDERE, FEHLA PG TR E = prh 22 il ) — = = 224 .
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SRS 520 4y, XSS BTGk, HESRPIEN oA — BN TE A A . (RS I R e sk
MBAEE RIS, SEA RO 423 4, ARCE 81.34%. B AN D GEi 25 Bk 1 fs.

2.3.2. gitAE

AWK SPSS 26.0 XU BIFIBHE AT i S0 EE, A IEDH . IRRER R
PAKAZ B 3T o

T, RN AR 0 S SR A DG RS H BT I b, Rz E R H R Rk T P
IR B ER R T EMORARE LS, R ER LD E B HEETT 27% M8 bR i A m 4. HEfE
Je 27%0 AR PRGN, SR BOIREA t K56 F eI 9 4 A e A I 4543 1 P38 (2 35 A7 A
BEZER, AR ¢ EAFAZ SIS T E, AR W {E (Critical Ratio, CR). 5 54N ¢ {4
2 M B U A — %M, ATRMRE s fERBUSAR i, THEE N E DN 5 B
Z AR DG R, XM G RBRI I X 4 BEFR bR, RAH DG A3 BT 5 1R B R RIS 4 A DG &R
BT 0.4, 5N BUMBRZAR (5 E, 2010).

HWR, fEE— KRR MR E NG, IR LR S TR 1) 7 fufer sk 8 7 5 7E 0.4
PLR; 2) BBUHRELZ EaAT, BIE—ANCLERHEF LMK T 045 3) SHE—HF FRHALEE BHEAR
JEF R X IR E ST AT IR, B FTE IR A AR, IRER N R b4
24, G5R
2.4.1. TIE &S

SIS RN 2 s, WomddRr sk, VIhER P ETA S E P REE CR $215.E(p <0.001); @S
FHIRAMTIE, WIMGE R ATA 8 H 5 85 Z I AE O RETE 0.49~0.73 2 [0], HAHICIIL ) 52 /K¢
(p <0.01), FTEHGERF A FEMER 8 H

Table 2. Results of item analysis in the primary scale

F 2. MIMERMBSTER

R CR1H BSAHR R HL R CR H RRSAHIR R AL
Al 1 —15.174%%* 0.602%* B2 2 —21.497%%x 0.711%*
Al 2 ~16.491%** 0.634%* B2 3 —12.742%%% 0.585%*
Al 3 ~19.058%** 0.688** B2 4 ~19.761%** 0.730%*
Al 4 —15.13%%* 0.605%* B2 5 ~15.835%#* 0.597%*
AlS —15.271%%* 0.596** B2 6 —19.135%%* 0.666%*
A2 1 —21.939%#* 0.732%* B2 7 — 19,8 0.659%*
A2 2 —17.288%%* 0.669%** Cl 1 —11.847%%* 0.507%*
A2 3 —15.46%%* 0.633%* Cl12 — 14,584 0.593%*
A2 4 —15.932%%* 0.594%* C13 —13.513%%* 0.503%*
A2 5 —18.378%%x 0.637** Cl 4 —10.424%%* 0.430%*
Bl 1 —13.49%%* 0.550%* cls —15.377%%* 0.566%*
Bl 2 —12.668*** 0.533%* Cl 6 —21.601%%* 0.716%*
Bl 3 ~16.006%** 0.650%* 21 —17.872%%* 0.687%*
Bl 4 —11.923%%* 0.528%** 2.2 —12.239%x 0.495%*
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gk
B1 5 —11.854%** 0.560%* C2 3 —16.15%** 0.602**
B1 6 —17.439%** 0.682%* C2 4 —16.472%%* 0.607**
B1_7 —21.981%** 0.728** C2_5 —19.562%** 0.691%*
B2 1 —17.782%** 0.604**

e FRIR p<0.001, **FIR p<0.01; AFRELINYERE, BAKREERE YL, CAURH ERIRYEE.

24.2. RRMEARSH

XTI 1) 45 HEAT 38 — IRIR R AR R R A0 i, W0 45 1) KMO 525 0.94, KT 0.9; Bartlett’s BRIRATE:
MIEALE BN 8931.86, TWEMEACT/NT 0.001. FIAKKAERIBIE SHATIRREREZ 2. KA
FR S ATIERT I R A5 43 NIH TR R R R T, S BK T ZEE R, AR E R T 1
PN AL A LR 1, FEMIBRA R A ARAE R RRIN,  2 B & I e Ja 1y 46 B B R A IS 7 S . HL
FAFFEEBERTET 30, WREERSNLEE R N7 RS 242 NG R B . B 2L
BRI TS, A FCRBUFER KT 1 E N e R FRH » &4t 9 WHRR R E
CE PR L B 53 ) T ORF & A R R 7 J o A R L, IERHRFAEE R T 1 IR S A, Bl 27 M,
RN KMO {85 0.928, Bartlett PRI ERIIGIT AR J7 A o2 = 5130.984, df=351(p<0.001). &&
IR T AR 3, A EnE 2.

WA

4

0

T 1T I T I 1 T 1T 1T 1 T T T T T T T T T 1T T 11
1234567 89101112 131415161718 1920 21 22 23 24 25 26 27

74

Figure 2. Factor analysis gravel plot after item deletion

2. mMBEMIRERE T2 iiEaE

Table 3. Factor loading matrix

3. TR

A H S

1 2 3 4 5
Al 1 0.655
Al 2 0.796
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Al 3
Al S
A2 1
A2 2
A2 3

Bl

1

Bl 2
Bl 3
Bl 4
B1_5
Bl 6
Bl 7
B2 1
B2 2
B2 3
B2 4
B2 5
B2 7
2.2
23
C2 4
25
Cl12
C1.3
Cl15

FHIEE
R 5Tk %

0.718
0.419
0.672
0.799
0.757

9.706

36.948

0.713
0.772
0.702
0.575
0.680
0.627
0.403

1.952

43.178

0.689

0.533

0.531

0.568

0.708

0.492
0.555
0.731
0.748
0.603

1.638 1.376
49.244 54.342

0.630
0.799
0.709
1.080
58.342

H 72 3 AT AR R MR T e A L4 5 AN T, BT Z TR RIL 58.34%. B —AFE 7EEH, H
WA E 0.41 A10.79 2 18], BH S T8 EMINGERE, RISE22 5005 SR KNP /N4 B (108 H 4 &
HEN—ANETF, I ZE 40 RN W7 ah 7 88 E, HpEF7A4M7E 0.40 F10.77
208, WiHBET LY, ST, HEizZR e “HEEZ ; HT =0 6 EE
H, A AmfE 0.49 F1 0.71 2 18], i H B8 T 8 L ANE4ERE, SEBAR, Bk R 1R« w
FOlE” . P IUAHS 488 E, Hp R e 0.55 1 0.74 216, WHABE T WS4, 5%
MR, KK ZRN a4 “HERE” ; WP RaRE3EEE, HPHFRu7E 0.63 f10.79 26, I
B T o Ry, S, B «“#HEmK” .

2.4.3. FMEENEE S
e BRI MBRA S E R H Jo, S0 e 2 v 4 B8 1 R H 34T A — B s b,
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KAk %

RIS N 0.932, H4EE ) Cronbach’s oo RE04 71 0.89 (F 3£ 501Y). 0.85 (H3EKAZ), 0.81 (H3EAiH),
0.71 (HEMLEK), 0.75 (FEMD), REREE R

3. 5 EXMEENEHERE SRS
3.1. WA

WFFL— X AR SR R IR R B AT TP ST, WA AR BT I B i) 2 ) S A
AN FERIBAE R H , X IR AR P S AT (5 ARSI PRS2 AT D 4R 8 SR 3 IR IR R 3R ()
ZEFE FERES . RESHERINE AN L)
3.2. A%
3.2.1. SEIRBERE)EHIELT

B TR H S A 27 L, P SRR, HRRR S REIERERA T, 7, 6, #%
R S S R A 3, 48, DRI e SRR S SR A AT H kb g, kbR A 5,
Forpreh SCRIG IR 2 B, HSRWLEIE AN 1 R AMTERH A HEAT O ORI, B I A H KR

30 &,
3.2.2. #A

AFELL 13~18 5 F/DERARMERNBAR, W R5TM . WL S TGN BPE TG 22 BEN LI Y]
—EE =Rl SRR AR 2412 4y, KR ERBETSE TRk, HERR R IE I T — e A . VR
MBI A . A E A N, SEIE NS 1828 1y, ARE 75.58% .. #RMIA DG5S
* 4R,

Table 4. Demographic information on subjects of the formal scale

F4. ERERWANMAOZFER

A U N EEA1(%)
i 5 799 43.6
A 'S 1029 56.1
Hl— 419 22.9
) - 431 23.5
W= 326 17.8
FLH o
i 407 222
[ 168 9.2
= 77 4.2

3.23. gitAE

KH Mplus 8.3 #HATIAEYER 2 04T, KA SPSS 26.0 #HATHIA MG T 515 AL

TS, A I M DR 2 A AT A A T A AR AR U SRR DA S S TR T S T E IS N SE R . TEIRIE M R 3R
S MR RR AR, y2/df R IR AL IE A R (O HE 2, RMSEA GIE AR 22 85 J5 1) 2 W EM B BRI A i Fa 8k, CFI
(FLE G #6400 TLI (Tucker-Lewis T8%0)2& H T PPN AL G I HR 4. BI8E0UR MIAFRMIFRHEM R : 24
FEARBURI, odf #l 5 7e A N A] A2 (Cox et al., 2002); RMSEA < 0.05 F/RRR 4, 0.05 <
RMSEA <0.08 F/RER A A ; CFI. TLI KT 0.9 8i& 8L T 0.9, SRMR<0.05, RIS HUT
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RV, MER A B R B R ER NG, AKX RECRERBERNAEMBUL, H5 KT
EHEKCTRIMR, FHT5 80 Z R R8T AR, FERMWEE T Z R BT, W
ML H U LA

e, WIEREROSADB T HATRIRYES T 08T, MR ¢ 56 T D Ew SR IR
VEAZE S RS RIERTT Z T T R RS R H D ENH LRI AR EESR, ML
t R FU R 15 2 L PR Z AR PR 75 /0 48 1 3L 3R IR I

3.3. &R

3.3.1. WiEMERS

XF 58 I 17 26 (30 AOBEAT IS UENE Rl 7 0, BTSSR IR . ¢%/df=5.465, RMSEA =0.049,
CF1=0.924, TLI=0.916, SRMR=0.042. % &I AT 7 a2 5 frs, HAss 26 BOKEAGAA
EHFEY, RWEAHLES KR T HAEHKT 0.3, B HMER,
Table 5. Factor loading for the second round of testing (30 questions)
5. ERENEIEGRO B)BIEF T

BT 1 BT 2 HT 3 AT 4 HT 5
B @anr) T @iEEeg) T @mxa) T mimmrkh) T (FEME)

1 0.66 8 0.53 15 0.54 21 0.67 26 0.28
2 0.76 9 0.50 16 0.66 22 0.63 27 0.64
3 0.80 10 0.54 17 0.77 23 0.80 28 0.55
4 0.58 11 0.58 18 0.74 24 0.74 29 0.70
5 0.75 12 0.73 19 0.56 25 0.58 30 0.78
6 0.70 13 0.63 20 0.64

7 0.66 14 0.66

B F AT 0.3 RN RS, X 29 @ A S AT I TE R R b, g5 R 6 Fras, LA
SRR, y2/df = 5513, $EiT S, EARFAER; CFI=0925, TLI=0.916, KT 0.9; RMSEA =
0.050, #ZiT 0.05; SRMR=0.043, /T 0.05. iEER T 08T 45 R B RS TR & 2R, BAHE RITf.

Table 6. Model fitting results for the second round of testing (29 questions)
6. SBIRFEMIEIEQ29 B)AREIME LR

T y2/df RMSEA (90% CI) CFI TLI SRMR
29 & K ¥ 5.531 0.050 0.925 0.916 0.043

Table 7. Factor loading for the second round of testing (29 questions)
= 7. BIUXHEMEE Q29 B)RIE Tt

e (@-Einliﬁ A (a-s%%) e (Eﬁ?ﬁlﬁﬁ) e (Eﬁ%@;%) B (ﬁfmf@
1 0.67 8 0.53 15 0.54 21 0.67 26 0.33
2 0.76 9 0.50 16 0.66 22 0.63 27 0.65
3 0.80 10 0.54 17 0.77 23 0.80 28 0.58
4 0.58 11 0.58 18 0.74 24 0.74 29 0.68

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.151050 421 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.151050

gk
5 0.75 12 0.73 19 0.56 25 0.58
6 0.70 13 0.63 20 0.64
7 0.66 14 0.65

A1 7 PR AR A ) R T DA R L, RSSO LR A 27 R T 0.33, AR TIH
(A7 S gar #R AT 0.5 BRAE 0.5 BL b, @ AR PR G iy P £ T4 B2 ROV LAY
33.2. EERE

ERUNE 8 AN, RERKNEE—UEREN 0.92, &K THINE—F M RE 58 0.88 (8 L4
), 0.83 (FHFEKZ), 0.81 (FHEQE), 0.81 (HEHIK), 0.76 (FHFEMWE), ERMFEFMEGEE R

Table 8. Reliability and descriptive statistics of the aesthetic literacy scale for adolescents

* 8. BLOEHEXEFOENEESHAS

FSER T H % v B a REL FEIEM) WriEZE (SD)
GE 7 0.876 3.29 0.79
HREZ 7 0.826 4.12 0.61
LA 6 0.813 3.43 0.88
CES LS 5 0.812 3.39 0.81
CGESivN 4 0.760 3.79 0.72

R 29 0.920 3.60 0.58

3.3.3. WERE
w2z 9 fion, mRSHEFRIARANT 0.40~0.55 28], #%HF5EE LS T 0.68~0.81 1],
[F I 45 A IR VE D B AT A5 B, R A% ) 36 B BT I S5 M 3%

Table 9. Matrix of correlation coefficients for the formal version of the aesthetic literacy scale for adolescents

F9. BLOFHEERFEXNNERNEXRZEIER

EE I HREZ EESHG GESIS EEU N
GE 1
HRBZ 0.467* 1
HEAE 0.550™ 0.544" 1
EGES N 0.405™ 0.425" 0.396* 1
GEvN 0.442™ 0.485™ 0.449"" 0.430™ 1
My 0.798* 0.768** 0.809** 0.683" 0.688"

VE: KR p<0.01.

3.34. BLOERERFHIRSH

the 8 A 3 vl sn, TS SRR IR HIFAME SRMEZEN 3.60 £ 0.58, &bTH & R EKF
FEHFERFMEANLEE S, HRIBZHELEN T Em, 58] 412, DL RS RRWAEH DG R IR
AT AR G K, o AR R SERRAZ e AR R
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Figure 3. Mean of total scores and scores of dimensions of the aesthetic
literacy scale for adolescents

3. BLERERROELIRZUEEBINTHE

KTEDEFRRFIMENZ R, HE 10 075, LAEFFERFRELTM=3.70,SD =0.56)3 =T
BAH LRI A =348, SD =0.57), t(1821)=28.029, p <0.001, d=0.38. FEHFERIN, LK
%, HEQNE, HRMWSYEE, WALENBRSEERTIEA. UG RRNET DEHERFKAAE

ez, whEEmT A,

Table 10. Gender differences in aesthetic literacy among adolescents

F10. BLERERXEFOMRER

F 4 =1799) L4 (n = 1029)
t d BASELES

M SD M SD
B AR 3.21 0.78 3.35 0.80 3.964*** 0.186 B <2
HREZ 4.00 0.63 4.20 0.58 6.933*** 0.326 B <2
e 3.11 0.87 3.68 0.80 14.512" 0.682 B o< 4

CES TN 3.40 0.80 3.37 0.82 0.725 0.034 —

HEM 3.71 0.73 3.84 0.70 3.840"* 0.180 B<x
B4y 3.48 0.57 3.70 0.56 8.029"* 0.377 %< 4

VE: **RIR p <0.001,

4. Fig

4.1. BLOFHERERFEIEHT]
AHF TG L RZIRAE, PRGOS AR ZRAR, HREZ, FREG,

FBIk, o EM

A2
FUVANN

YEfE, 3635 . W RRVER T M AR AT, T i SR

A7 R e DS A B A A B, 25 R R LR RIS S5 R fugg, E DR B R IR
IR B0 5 8 SR FNIR(7 ) H RS (7 ). B SEAIIE(6 ). B SREmIR(S ). H R &) AP
T, 29 8. DA R Z R THL . SR E A, WHEER, # R RHFEREIRE
AN FE R R AERT T S8 R IRHHAT R S A 8, 20215 SHA%%, 2019; dkfENE, 2013), ARFRELE=A
YEFE A EIEATAN Sy, DARE TL(2014) 1 SR R FRAR BN BN, BUE R R R AR A —REE SN

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.151050

423

IVS Sl


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.151050

KAk %

RAYETE o SRTTAE LR U6 oh o2 IE R E RS RS PR, ARl LA o B DR 7 P A
Ao IXA]REAE T DA S e S i S R EH I, A DA 4t B 1) B e SGHEAT R E S, T 2
TFEJE— R E WA RS H FINEER R, SBOCERR = F TR, (HRATE R LA
TR IE 2R ) A E S FRA A0 HP AT S B TR IR R G FEAVE 2, B S R e AT S,
iz TR PR R G R e R . X IERERIEMERR SRR, ZEREA RIFH AN —BUEE
FEREERI B« FIR, SAEPER R0 4 R Bos IEUE R B RMSEA. CFI. TLI. SRMR {H¥#F&
BOR, EXRWY] (FDEHERFNE) GIEN . FFEHIRE L. BRERL. BRNELSGE. Jhrik
JE 55 P9 25 308 TR ARFE AR SR AL oIl LA 30 o 1200 45 (1 G 1 R B 15 A0 AR 87 2 R R ATt TR 2L
T A,

42. BLOEHRRFBEKRTEER

ARFFLR, HERFFLMAKFREMR s WEARYEE BE, $HREZHEM. HEMRNRES. X5
LR AR IR G50 BN — B0 205, 20175 BRE24%, 20105 XR5E:, 2021). XUtH, BMETEHF1b
WA, BUA S L BOE M D ER S ERIACHRE T BN ZOER .. FIRREER, EAE RN
X R IR JEFE IS 5T AT T R RFACPAEAEH RN R, HAERFR
R RS ERE S, LT B A BT N (2010) 5T H EAE KA 7T P AR R T RS R ——L
TERAYEE LI E RIS BOK P RE ST HAE. EIMIRBER, LS5 BHNEESEATEER, £
BRI 2o T i B AR 17 SRR ) o 25 M (Banerjee et al., 2008). W& 53 2ol iont TG 15 18 N 25 T Y (04T
NRAFL RN, SERER, TXHE AR E R, oA AR R AT B R I e S S R B 5 ) 4
WG Bl(Bradley etal., 2001). XA[REEHFERE, BAWMFDB NI, W0 THREFDOREE. M
AL, RN R . R IERE B A0SR 55T 5 8 (Halpern, 2013).

R FCNZAYE T DR R R IRATIE, SR E RN, HER . HERRETH, LA
T EEDFERHERRIKT . LA THRRFENELMMEE, R D8 56 R IR MAOKT
PAL TR TR, (REFEERFMAMEZ IO RE. F, B ERFELHAEFERSAREK, &
T 59 RE DEAEHE R R HI B 5, ARG E N SR D E R SERRE L, B m B il R &
z 5,

E&WE

AW EZE R AR 2021 4F B AR 55 2 L 4 00 H “ MRF DS R R IRR R
R BB FREMS I 7”7 (S : GYJ2021006) % .
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