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Abstract

Objective: To develop the University Classroom Ideological and Political Education Integration Stu-
dent Perception Scale (UCIPIS) and examine its psychometric properties, thereby providing a relia-
ble measurement instrument for evaluating the effectiveness of ideological and political education
integration in university classroom settings. Methods: Grounded in the Cognition-Affect-Conation
(CAC) theoretical framework, and combining literature review with semi-structured interviews
(Sample 1, n1 = 34), we constructed a five-dimensional theoretical model encompassing cognitive
understanding, element perception, affective identification, teaching method evaluation, and be-
havioral transformation, and subsequently developed the initial scale. Sample 2 (nz = 546) was em-
ployed for item analysis and exploratory factor analysis (EFA), Sample 3 (n3 = 599) for confirmatory
factor analysis (CFA) and reliability and validity testing, and Sample 4 (ns = 284) for test-retest relia-
bility assessment with a 4-week interval. Results: EFA extracted five factors, cuamulatively accounting
for 71.91% of the variance. CFA demonstrated good model fit (CFI = 0.933, TLI = 0.926, RMSEA = 0.045,
SRMR = 0.049). The Cronbach’s a coefficient for the total scale was 0.96, with subscale a coefficients
ranging from 0.87 to 0.91. The test-retest reliability coefficient was 0.85. Conclusion: The University
Classroom Ideological and Political Education Integration Student Perception Scale exhibits satis-
factory reliability and validity, and can serve as an effective tool for assessing the integration outcomes
of ideological and political education in university courses.
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1. 51§

B AR SN, WSS AARAE S5 ER P A Lo R A R P T R URAR BB v, SEIRN iR AE
B BRAIREFREMESIOUE MR —FH . 2020). a7 E P ERAR D BUHE S 70 DL BRI 205 2
BRI N T, BARHEC ORI 22 B ME . Al R A R B SR A & TR AR, Bl
W R R AFTELE S B — . BRI, =g OIS SR K, FARIE, 2025). MG
RIPRDTRFC R OIEIBHESS, MAAR. 1E R AT o @M, SERGERAE USRS, A REsk
ME N BT AR, 20035 5K%H, X3, 2020),

Fros OB F A PN BE = 4ECNA - 15K - A7 BB AR B R gl SR A O BB S . S EEEIRTR
AN RE S 2R AR e O BRAGT ) BN B AT MR IR SR NTE R R, —E I B .
IR E A H AR SN E . I HIT S PR AR, ISR N AL AR S 2 . AR,
256 FUE RS AT AR MR T 515 BIE 25 VBAT AL #5517 2 il 1] (Elphinston etal., 2011
Lz, 2025). Z=HEHRM O N THE . HSNFERERIT R, B2 DL T 25Dtk
FRRYEFTAELE, ARG S B R (EAEst), SRR ARMEM BRI RN - 15K - 178 =4t
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N, GRREMSWAEER T HruE SR B R AP, B &5 (5 B (Taylor et al.,, 2025).

] P S B A AU IR S, DRAR BN S AR I 288 e B AR A RN AR . A RO [ AT O R
ITHINAELIEH, AR R B BUR A AR, BN EKE HIRE AESSF RN, &%
AN BATE AR (L 2, 2025)0 AR — 45 BE (WX 5 52 AR B4R ) T0v: o 8 20 1 2 A o DR it R )
FLSRRN R, HUA RN 5 . I 47 (Cognition Affect Conation, CAC)BEiGHELE = 2 LR LA,
i A TH U PP R R RO B RN 1) LSRR .

% TSGR BB AL OME R L, BEEQ2) KK EFBRIFEARE. 214, BEXR. . AR
FRERE AR, TERE IS RFEARSIE . 58 A AR AN RG0SR IR ER K H ARTT R IEAE7e 5
WAHELE . (HEAE K ERE R ERRKITIAG . BERAUT N 0B, [ —ZH0IE, Tk X 5
SAEE . ANFEFATEI = 0B R, M DURS MR R U A AR S B OB AT, AR BRIDHESE

BRI SR IR -
UEAk, HREREIAT PRAE G AR OGSO, AT ERAE B BURFI BRI RN K% LA 56—, £
B TR i ) 2R B, SRR . ISR SRS R R, Shob 3 R 2 AR TR LR )

TIOW Lo R B T, Tovk il A 2 AR I SR R SN 1 2 S AT S AR A, AR, 2025). B,
WA B SRR A E S, K2 ARRH NG 1H BT AE ORI 4 2 H R, (A7 S0 Al R B
R H, TEX S MME N =R B, WEIREEA R (R E 7, 20260), =, ¥FLEERERIEE %,
ZEPXP R AMBER TR, sbE S L T 24 Rhl AR TRk AR, 2025).
S0, K E ] 1) 5 R A SO BRI RGBSk B . SRR 7T (EFA) . JRiEtER T4 A
(CFA). WE—3tk. SMEeERmmmis, WEREM. AIHE A & (Fabrigar et al., 1999; Mitchell
et al., 2024).

EAMARGAF ZHE FE K ER B AR BA =N &, (AR TP 7 K E i 3%, 6t
Mg 2 EMRTN —RAUMEZ A, BRI S M NS RE R, Ad R E SR R
EE AN BARGEAIE, 2024; Weinmann, 2018).

T B, AT R AN TR IR 1R BN A R R R . iR
PR ARG S AW OB R AR TR, A A - 1526 - E3l(Cognition-Affect-Conation) Y ERIRHESL, A
INEIBERAE . JTEIEA. TEROAE B )7 P AT A AN ERE R, RGN R A Tl ER AR
HURBUTR BN P ENRERE . INFREE ST AR . DU IR BB B P et — B B A
REHMERE AT 2 B A& TR, YR s SO A i R TR A SRR -

2. MEE5FE
2.1. &R

AW R T IR 5 5 |2 BRI AR 45 A 1 732, A B 22 B B M TE R AR B AR N TR BT A
WAL NI B, S BB A B R .

FEAR 12 R UTREA . R TEREER 75, fERASMA . HilE 4 Fraiigius—™ A W
it EVIR 34 BAERSKR A (BA 16 N, B 18), TR 21.97 KA Mtk Uik, iR KA AGR
HAE LR 3] v g2 B I BB P 25 S EL om0 2R A FH T B R R IR A 0o 48 PEE 5 ) 46 R

FEAR 2. TUH AT SRR VER T FEA . SR EBRER 7k, RIerEs . DY) IIE M= A 3 e
AR A, RIS 587 4y« SRR MEIEE FRE M6, FIARA U 546 th(BA4E 251 N, 2tk 295
N, PR 21.75(SD=1.72)%), A& RICR N 93.02%. ZAEAR T T BRI H 9 SHEZRMER 7900
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FEAR 32 BRUEPEDR T 23T A5 B0 R 30 IR SR BRFE A A AR AR o SR FH 5 (EEURE R 7923, IR BB P A8
VN EM A 3 AR ER KA, RIS 638 4. BB/ ERIRE M S, FIRH S 599
BB 296 N, 2ok 303 N, CFIAER 21.58 (SD=1.74)%), IZEEICE N 93.89%. 1%FEA T RAFE
20T PR — BOMEAS BEAS 30 B 8Obs DRI K FE A 56

FEA 4: BEIEERA. FE—NAE, KIEAES5EN, WFEA 4 FiEE 6 ~UE 328 &b itikAT
=, DA EROENGEE . SRR ESRIRE WS, FRA 048 284 th(B 4 135 N, L4 149
N, PHIER 21.63 (SD=1.74)%), & FEA 86.59%.

2.2. YIMRERSRS

2.2.1. REERBURANRSAE

ST H A SO R RN 1R 5 AR R R T B — IRV E X, BAEEL . ANFAEZL)R
AT AT REARE BRI B 22 5, il S B AS — B 9 ARG 22, N B g5 A
IR — B S IRAESE, ABEFAE IRV R AT SEAT T 7 SOl 2 5 B d i) TAE .

T URAE L BOBCR U (A 0, 2020) LA - 158 - 47 J9(Cognition-Affect-Conation, CAC)H
WHEZL I R, AW TOM R AR R M BUR AW e, RSP IRAE 2 2 g, X #0m
RN R R BUT R (BN E S ZE 3 X BRI IEE BB ) PR . JesiRnl. 15N
7] A e 5 UR 22 213 FE 5 AT A E AR 527G 0Fh . MRS A SN EE iR . Jo s Ean. K
UNGINEES &y wa i IR A iR a7t

FEMEEAN b, #iE 2 AL OB AR AR T K 2 AR 5 B R 07 8] B AL AR LR 2 5 A g A i
MIHIE, mETEREE U7 RIEN
2.2.2. FLEMNIHR

XIFEAR 1 JF g Uik . FEVIRITIRTHT, WA Aokt w] « oA I RS S,
RIEV PR BN AE ZUF i R BN OO E 51 90, 22 B 3= 0, BRVIETESEE A Jus, AR ILAE S — A
A NEZE T B I IRl A O e . B ) RS 1.

Table 1. Outline of semi-structured interviews

F 1. LEMRAER
s B 7 4T

| R, I T VR, RO TS
B 2 TALIRAE)? 1 A2 2

, TR LR A RO, RO PR LR AR
L2 R — R 24 (S ey

IR R TR ER B O PR TR R OERE
57 S T A R I 2 &
SRR R AR NG . RO . I EMRET R T IEAS? B e

b NI AR ? BT

 EITERE R EL  AE R N AT
LN HIEE? & K

o IR A, EREDSER T TRANR K

XA AR ?
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Het
URE LSRBIA R Rt AT R B, SRR R B B S ) [
7 Ao g NG
AR5 ? WA
g WRE ERME S 2 SR EIT G RTE P T AU S AL 2 R, Bl s T i AL,
P REX B ?
9 PRAL I RO P37 o0 S O R BN B AR AR TR ? R R R P

5 E R SRR IR LA ?

VARG G, WUTRITIRAGE S HEAT BB IRk, JEXTRAHE & A ST SR G . SRR,
LML G N B AN E IR S0 8 55 75 s AT B 51 5 B R i (5 24 1), HJEARIKON:
Z MRV IE AR S AR RTE(8 20 IRAE N AR TRIRE] H 5219 ). M LSRN0 1314 X). 3K
THERIE LA R AR S (12 k) FRIE RS E R S kU4 7).

223, FwEIVIBERR

T CAC BB HESE 45 H) 2 1tk 45 S DL & O IRAR EIBUH DSl 7L (Rl 45, 20235 JTIZLAS, 2025),
WG gl KA AR B BUR B R . 80 3 ALOEE L A 2 R S HEE R L R BRI H TP
fili, FESVEAS I E PSR4 135 K R IR IR T . MRS L B, X4k H T T RS,
AU 31 MTHWERYIF. BREAER S 2000 = TeATE, 5= Z2M8), 89
7o e 2 I A R A L IR R N P SR R P

2.3. YT H

KA 024)Zm il it R AR K E B RE RS (AR TR . ZERAFEET. 21
TR B XS, tHEFUSTHA B AR A GE RN & R A Z E R 7R, 4L 31 N8, RAZE R S
o= BeATE, 5= BT A7H, ZEEM Cronbach’s o RECH 0.97.

FRSCRIR 2 2] 5% N 2 (Utrecht Work Engagement Scale-Student, UWES-S). K 7 K14 (2008)% AMEIT
(RSO UWES-S AR AR TR . ZERA TN KRR =ANERE, 3617 NI, SR 25 RE 7
B0 = VREE, 6= Baintl). A7 HiZER A Cronbach’s a RECH 0.96.

2.4. Gtk

KH SPSS 25.0 #HATRATES 1T BUH /At (W%, BUEAHREE) . IRRMER T4 4. Cronbach’s
o REL A PAE B HT . SR Mplus 7.4 #EA7 5 B 77047

3. &%
3.1. B9

RAIRALZISFEA 2 FEHR AT IE 04 KRR BT RHES, BT 27% MR 41, TG 27%
Dy s, SEWLLE & B L (43 AT S R A e . G5 R SOR, T 32 MR 5 LLfE(CR 1)
A TF-14.76~-31.21 2 [a], ¥JEFEZKF(p < 0.001), FHLBIGEA BIFHIX R, A B 3L AR
R K2 AR B BUR RN 22 57

R RS AR R % B4 43 55 B3R 4 1 Pearson AHOR AL, S5 0LEIR, SIS B4R R
BT 0.669~0.857 ZIRI(WLH 2), HJKT 0.30 HIE B E KT (p <0.01), RSB G EREARNER
AT R — 2, T U T LAORE % e AN AR/ T 2, A5 A IR A IR
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Table 2. Item analysis results (n = 546)
2. B S HEER(n = 546)

%H r ¢
TEM21 2B PR SRR, W3 T 5rtEt. 0.76" —23.26
AL19 i AN E S R OB SR BN A B bR e — 20 . 0.76" -18.54
TEM23 2l H & 105 A7 25 (ol # . P82 B | 52 [E S MO A TSR BRIL IR . 0.69™ -18.11
TEM22 £l RA/NAW G 015047, AEemEEL o T nEs 5. 0.69" —20.08
TEM24 F\ 4y H BT URFE B BUA A o5 EEAI S v i 0.67" -21.59
TEM25 i A0 B 5 M EWLE B I VR G R 55 B LAl B S b2 . 0.71" —23.46
TEM20 Z i BBOTR KB AER A8, A AR & . 0.73** —24.54
BT27 Wit RN (8 51 SR B SR NI G b i, 75 28 B AT A BTk 0.72" —22.00
EP11 2 Jifigxilid 2] s i 4t 2> ST st B . 0.79" -21.57
BT30 B R E 51 S5 7 R BN, TS S8 K A . 0.74™ —25.97
BT31 7E H AT, R F 3 5 10 10 A\ A% i W AU 1 I T A5 B AT A 0.76™ —21.71
CUG6 AR5 24 X MBS 5 B O ) BB R K. 0.72™ —22.77
BT32 LR Lo 2 5 2 TR FERAM AR TEFE . BIRIRS Bt 2 RS 0H . 0.81™ -18.29
BT28 AL 7€ B MV BRI AE 55 I, 58 i 3 0t (0 SO AN 2 ARV 0.84™ -22.92
BT26 URTE BN LR E i IE 722 238, ARAOYRHRm 2 . 0.73* —24.78
BT29 JIT IR IUE L AR AAE 2 18, I 2l s Rl 2 5 o s & 0.84" —22.39
EP12 ZIMFEPHZ IR AR, <51 IHE G N R Bk & i EA 0.79" -24.82
EP7 ZIMi& & E R B AR 0. BUEIT &L BN BEA s R RS AL iR . 0.74* -30.11
ATLS FRAEH AR 20 Tl R 5 K E SR AE 45 & W E 5 2. 0.76™ -31.21
ALL4 T IMAE VRS B3R A b B sl FReh BRI B 5% 0.79" —20.00
ALL6 PR B3 R IAT SRR AN ek b R IR AT 3 1 3K 0.81™ -21.75
AL TN FE A 2 5 e R A5 A2 AR AR AR L 0.77" —20.70
EP8 Z Mo AEH o tpom i POV . T RS A AT b s 5 VS 0.79* —20.32
AR T IRE 22 2], N EFKBOREART WA KEREGE L. 0.86™ —29.49
EP10 Z )& 5| SIARIEA LA GURE “RIFET" BOREE PR E 5855 0.84* -29.78
EP9 &M <x R N AR F5 45 S S BT B 2 ARAT IR R S A 25 0.73* -28.94
CU5 I FEIMAE LV IR PR BB E RN 1 IR SR 5 I E 5 9 S —. 0.77* —24.82
CU2 F75 4 Jon TE 27 Mboof I3 ) [ 5 il 5 SR 22 ST A 4o 0.73* -23.32
CU4 T AT AR IR OCFA Nl K e, R TAT WD ko ARl 0.75™ -17.58
CUL T “IRIBEEEY Z2EENELM. KEBWET ATRBA LIRS, 0.69* -18.89
CU3 FAEHH tH ZIMAEUR S EARISEKIER 1 bR LM E L 5] 3 A 0.69* -14.76
"p<0.01.
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3.2. ZREMETF S

XIFEA 2 AR AT IR R R 108 1 e T HiFEIE S A S, KMO fE24 0.96, Bartlett BRIE A
5 o2 = 14696.18, df =465, p<0.001, FWIHIEE ST F M

KA F B TR R IR -, DL R T 221587 IR A e s « 48 LA T FriErf e 740 H : (1) FEfE
KT 1 Q) BAEDIA: 3) REUTEMBEENMIT 60%; (4) B TZDEE 3 ANEm. 4551 8R, It
FREL S MFIEE KT 1 T, BT ZEMBERN 71.91%. WA EERMNE 6 ANE I IGRHEE & TF
Gz, B FE S 4. & BHERTE 1 I EATE A 0.42~0.76, KT 0.40, HANFELEH )
5 DR 7 3 (R AEAE AT & R 7B 3 (327N T 0.40) . FRHE SR F BT & U N 28, e Al 44 o8 AEn
PR (Cognitive Understanding, CU) (6 MEIN). JG 2 B H(Element Perception, EP) (5 NMEI, A& EP11).
277 AT (Teaching Method Evaluation, TME) (6 /M@ I0). 1% /B [F(Affective Identification, AI) (6 ™
Ty« 17 N¥% 4k (Behavioral Transformation, BT) (8 M#lTil, & EP11). ¥REVER 70 45 RS kE 7 AW
TR R

{HJE, AT EP1L ( “ZIMaimit Ze0 @A+t 2 ST EUS BTG ” EEIS @M B8 T “uzEdn”
Y5, EERRER T I HEN AT FT. @UREHIHR IS A BN A 11, EP1L B &
M) “(E2TUE” 5 “REEINE” OGRS AR BIBUT R MR SR A, T2 AR IR B AR I B (A
Y05 B AT AR OE R, X @A B EEAFE AT N R R, R, A
WEFK EP1L R T “AT RN T2 5800k 3).

T NS AE B AT AR, VENEEA# Cronbach’s o RECH 0.907; 17 4%44K Cronbach’s a 53
9 0.930; #2577 P Cronbach’s o S04 0.895; JLEIEAI Cronbach’s a REN 0.910; 15N [F
Cronbach’s o %N 0.929, &K Cronbach’s o ZRECH 0.975, ik F)0 B & W] H 2 hr itk .

Table 3. Exploratory factor analysis of the college students’ ideological and political course perception scale

3. AFERHIRERMEBREFRMERSH

. 7 4
B 1 HF 2 BF 3 HF 4 B 5 HIFIE

Cul 0.76 0.67
Cu3 0.71 0.69
Ccu4 0.69 0.65
Ccu2 0.67 0.77
CU6 0.66 0.71
CUs 0.60 0.69
BT32 0.48 0.76
BT26 0.74 0.66
BT28 0.66 0.65
BT31 0.64 0.59
BT27 0.61 0.68
BT30 0.42 0.66
BT29 0.60 0.73
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ik
EP11* 0.44 0.82
TEM22 0.73 0.75
TEM20 0.68 0.76
TEM25 0.67 0.71
TEM23 0.64 0.72
TEM24 0.64 0.76
TEM21 0.55 0.82
EPS 0.72 0.77
EP7 0.68 0.79
EP9 0.64 0.81
EP10 0.61 0.78
EP12 0.59 0.78
AIlS 0.44 0.68
All7 0.68 0.68
All4 0.68 0.68
All5 0.61 0.70
All6 0.56 0.73
AI19 0.49 0.69
FRIEAE 5.75 4.41 4.39 4.20 3.55
FRREAL 53 3 (%) 18.56 14.21 14.16 13.54 11.44

TE: U EPLL (il R R A 2 TR B B ) HAGE N BB R ORI 4B, (BAEIRR
PEE T RN T ATONEAL” 7. Z0he, BT A R S G AT N R T K e A, IR T AT R
W e T AR T 0.40 IEUER RO $EBUTE: B L IRETTE: BT ER.

3.3. WiEEETF 54

SRRAFEAR 3 15 X B8 UEPE DR 1o AT BT B ) o D8 7 S5 A AT BAEME R b o DAL YRS Mg AR
B, YRR R IO N A R, ) g PR AR

AR A G5 R B R y3/df =2.19 (% = 921.726, df = 420), CFI=0.933, TLI=0.926, RMSEA =0.045
(90% CI1=0.041~0.049), SRMR =0.049. & WL &FabrII 00T HEFE bRt (x%/df < 3.00, CF1>0.90, TLI>0.90,
RMSEA < 0.08, SRMR < 0.08), F M f[A 7 SHHEME RIF, EREARUFIISEHRE.

K IRAE XS N AR B B AR IR T A A T 0.648~0.845 2 8], HJiEFIEE K F(p < 0.001). &4k
RIS E(CRN T 0.870~0.908 2 [7], HIKTF 0.70; “FHI75 ZRIMEAVE)N T 0.529~0.623 2 /],
BIKT 050

2 FE B] IR AE OC R BT 0.670~0.898 2 [H], ¥iAHI R EKF(p<0.01), I FAYESE 2 (B BEAHE R
XA PTX e AVE ~FI7 R (0.727~0.789) 1) K TZ4EZ 5 HAR L B (8] (0 AH G R 8, R ER A Rif
1 X 43 280
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34. EEHT

34.1. AB—BMHEE

KHFEAR 3 RIS ER N — S EE. g5 ER, BERMN Cronbach’s o RN 0.96; %
YEFEM) Cronbach’s o RELHIN: IHIEEAE 0.88. JLHRIEA 0.89. BN 0.91. # 7 :UiF 0.87,
1T EEAL 0.89. RUEE o ZEUIIKT 0.70, RUEFEA RIFHNE—FEE .

MERM I FERN 093, SAELE3EE 00 9: INFIEEE 0.88. JC AN 0.89. 15 /E&IN[F 0.89.
#ev 07 VR 0.83. AT AHE4L 0.90.
342, EAMEE

(FIR% 4 J 5, X REAR 3 F) 284 44 K2R AT BN 45 R BoR, B ER M ENEE N 0.85 (p<0.001),
FIAMTE ICC #HR R EN 0.74 (p < 0.001).

3.5, YFRKERME

PL G RRFAEZREERRENEY Al (PR IRNER) A, HTEARERSHEE S
BERGT 5 WHR1G 57 1] Pearson AR A2, R TR, BRERSISIIFEIIRECN 0.94 (p<0.001), %4
5RO R BT 0.70~0.92 Z[F](p < 0.001), FHIEFR A RIUFHRGRRBERUE(WE 4).

Table 4. Results of criterion-related validity for the ideological-political integration perception scale (n = 599)

4. BEENBRAERRIRKKERLLE R0 =599)

BREB Ccu EP Al TME BT ENESH
CU 0.85
EP 0.92* 0.71*
Al 0.89* 0.77* 0.76*
TME 0.83* 0.61** 0.76* 0.61**
BT 0.89* 0.72* 0.78" 0.79* 0.67
B 0.94" 0.81*" 0.89" 0.85™ 0.77" 0.84"™
=R TN 0.94* 0.84™ 0.86™ 0.87* 0.70** 0.86™ 0.92**
*p<0.01.
4. g

AW FIE T INE - 1E B - 47 4(Cognition-Affect-Conation, CAC)HISHESL, Zwfhil| T K254 e ELEURK
MIERUCIPIS), FHWHABRMEIAT T RGifkn. &R EW, ZERAEA REFFOHENEFEIE, 75
KRR BB RCR P S SR AL i & TR
4.1. BRGHNEBILENSSCIERIE

AR MBI AL T RS AN AR BB B O BB A AR, IR 0 S HUS R
SHEREZL . RN o TGN BT O AT N R AN R e, e A T
AXTIREBBUTE N CRITE” B AR FE] BT KOERAER K. X IR S ST HIA
FERG AT AR SR 228 B A B SRR MR AR 5 AN R
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T ERBERN 71.91%, FHIKRTERAANT 0.42~0.76 2 (85 KAEYER T 2047 105 T4 A Fa bR (CFI =
0.933, TLI = 0.926, RMSEA = 0.045, SRMR = 0.049)1ik 2| s ft T AR, 200 L8 PR S 8RR A&
R, BRNSEHBESR T S0 SCR . Al 252023 g il 1 K24 A Jo R & AR BN Bt 2 A P B
RIFIFHRECT HRFERETE IR FKEEH. SCERR RREIR. BB, LR 7950
NFI. IFI. CFI. TLI 8035153 0.90 MIbritE, &R T HATEA 0.782~0.931. AHFFT LK T 4514 1)
WA TRV SRR A REAR —3, D3R TG R B 2 4 I B 2R

EAERENZE, S EP1 (“ZIH&dd Z00 iRt & 5T sSe BN E RS M B R T
LRI YL, HIERREFE T RENT AT NN B AR, EP11 BT K “4t
SDTE” 5 MG SANGRFAEN BBUCR NS, R AR T s M E e S B
ST PR B R OB« X — B I RIEN B2 FIEATE W, e ot 7 IR BEE AR
F10 3685 T PR SRR AIE —— 244 27 AR K TR SRR N B A A E RS A B B BT R E DI, R R 1 N R T
TMHEN T AR O B X — R M IRIE T CAC BRHELE 0K 5. 17N =2 0L
]2 238 2 AR TR

42. BERIEESHE

TEfEE A, &R Cronbach’s a REUCN 0.96, H4EEH o KRBT 0.87~0.91 218, HET 0.70
IRz e 5N 0.93, S4EFE G T 0.83~0.90 2 [A]; [HKE 4 & B EMNIE N 0.85, 1CC
FHRZER 0.74 (p<0.001).  FIRTRAFR I ER A RUFH N —BUEE EABEN RIFE . 5FEZEPHT
AELG, A1 A (2023) g B A AR F R BB A 45 2R [ Cronbach’s a RECH 0.909~0.979, I
9 0.458~0.718; J7 KIZ 52008 BT I H ST ST RN E R (UWES-S) S 4EFE ) o RECH 0.815~0.919 (U7
HAZZE, 2008). AWFARRMEE IrE LIRS, RIFREREA RN SR E .

FERGRE TG, & YERE A5 B (CR)T T 0.870~0.908 2 18], ~“F15)77 Z L BUE(AVE) /T 0.529~0.623
Z 18], AVE V7 AR AB 35 R T4 P 55 FOAAE B2 1R] A AH G R4, R R B RUF ISR AN X 4 R
BR KRB o, BERS CINARRFEFEBRRERSE) HMESREEE, 5 (PR
SIHRNER) WAHKRECH 0.94, &4 S5PA80bs TR IE R 50 AT 0.70~0.92 A1 0.70~0.87 2
], ¥IARIEZEKT . FKEBENEREBEIZ O E T, BN BB E SRR
TRFAE, —HEHARPRERA LG, WER Ed— 0 T BRI SR KBS . A LLiZ &
FNEhE, #E—BIWAE 7B R 5 K E MO — SRR BB G B R S RO, 2024).,

4.3. BRIERTERS N AME

ARERFEW TR FEARIAAELL N =AT7 0. 58—, o4 VA RERBOH T TR Z 4 — 0 H
WHEZRRKAZ. CAHREEBIE TRRZ ARG, & 17850 E @0 OB A, {1 5 HER)
BEAEREH, TIEX %4 “FE” “IANE” A 47307 =20 ER0ER, A, 2025). 2B
LA CAC B AN, $ AUEEEAHURANA - 15K - A7 =20 BHLH] 2, (R R EIS R oy
SEo I, [N TR BN E A EA R . B AR MR IR BUATEIN R R 2
REFAMA K, FREDRIRHIE . ISR R ME R (e, TAAFIE, 2025); ABFFCINIAL 2 22 R PR A
LA, IENERE . Joaio 1S BUAL BT AL e 8O B AR AT I &, SERE S IR MR ERAR SE
BB AN . =, R 7THAERFRLRE. SHEEENRR. AERRET R R
THEIT A, Ba. B, L. 285 Rl R, NSRS KB IR 8 1 AT e (Wb 24,
2025; AL, 2025).
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" A

FEN R, A RR AT ERRIE BB SRR PSR . R B T T i FlZ =R TT
JEH SR BRI, WA T ARELAEENE . R TS Esg s, N
e ft SR SR BB SO . FUTR AT B R AR Rt BB BUT RT3 IR SR, Ll “ DAYR
frRe#H” -

5. MRRRSARRRE

AW FCERH T RS o 2R A 45 G B g, (EREARFECRIET = Hol. B SI
JNEETEEE AR, M A AR B, WPARER . Rl KR X SR B A 2 . Ak, BFFER R
NIEERARE, RUAFEFAE . @IRL R RS T AR, XA — @ R BB 1A 5T 4518 1) 5
i R RPN OB TGS I AN U, TRE7R S5 SR 78 A 0 SR F S A 1 23 S B LA A SR
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variance), i ORESBEAR LA RN E S ASFYE . 2 S A YE R, 0 RT 3k — 20 37 A R A A YRR R
AN AR, R R T E AR AR 2 IR R (Chen, 2007).
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2025).
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