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Abstract

Teamwork is often the way for design students to deal with design tasks, especially when they
participate in design competitions. Because they have to complete the design task in a short time,
they need efficient team division and cooperation. However; there are few studies exploring the
cooperation and effectiveness of competitive design teams. The purpose of this study is to explore
the factors affecting the cooperative performance and design achievement of cross-grade design
competition teams. Within a five-day work period, they jointly complete a design scheme. After the
design results were published, the data of team members were obtained by questionnaire survey,
and then the correlation, predictive power and difference between variables were verified by sta-
tistical analysis. The results show that there are significant positive correlations between team
communication, trust, cooperative attitude and behavior and team cooperation performance, de-
sign achievement. The cooperative attitude and behavior of the team have the most explanatory
capacity for the equivalent standard variables of team cooperation performance and design
achievement. In addition, there are significant differences between male students and female stu-
dents in the view of cooperative attitude and behavior. The results of this study can provide a ref-
erence for the implementation of design competition and cooperative learning, and follow-up stu-
dies can further discuss the factors influencing cross-grade team cooperation.
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1. 5|15

TEIAR IS BIAEE R, Boit3 B AR s alikthidh /2 75 R 24 H I E S iLeE, O &0k M — 9
Bt A se 1. BUARKIFE S R T A AN A ATk iR (I 5E 4, 3a A BA A PR )5 sREE4T 7= i o
K, UFFEHRTHNIFTER2]. BT R TAEMEREAAREZ AN NILFEZ )58, BIRAEGAEE R
TAE SRR A 2, B AL SRR, Yok I R AE B4R R AR R R e, Bk E AR
SRAE IR B N IR BB T 5, #E 2, WitHIBNERE/EA IR N, @rie SEME, JFHIX
B RAFRIRR PRI B 2t B B I s A B R Hh ke i i A e

Mohrman. Cohen F1 Mohrma [3]4& ¥ 2 21 23z F B A& 1E 77 XA+ it (Rl B8l DA 20261058
REJT. WATIUE MR AT B A =l B B, Wit &R A0 5 A [ 5 Bl N SR gE A7) 3,
DASL[RI e e v 1), IR BT & S BN R B AR HER) B AR[1]. BRIk, v 4isk ) i f 77 1) O s [ 1 44k
BEMBEE, SR BIBNGAE BTt AR S 7 AR, 3 st [RIR) a8 2 BRAT 1) 2SR K [4]

KE BN MBI RIEB: L RZ R HET . N, ERANA RS 5452 S #AE[5],
SR ENB RIBE Hbr, IR EE LISESRIEN B AR, Hh—IiLlEe
REATE TAES S I ANBR R R, BIIHBAGAE. Wdthl 5616, LAk S A ae 11 SRS HE[6], AT
KN B N A VR TE BT B 55 % 2 e, JRIM,  H AT ABE FLiE A 4t 2R AT A B4 5 Rk
A .
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AR, T2

VIR, RONEEZ BRI, o 7 B Bt BN, 2 DL R AR 4 B R BE 2 A S A
o, HZRELL 2 3 3 NoN—H, SAMIESRS I TS, Wi FIAE & i, B n T
FHTA R, BN S SRR Bl Wt BB SRR B, BN R R, RE
BT EEARTES, — A0 FIBABESE R AN [FIER S I BA R L, S BTN R AR N2, 17 BE A [T A
GYEMRGE BN R . 285, RSO [2]48 H 5 AT BN 520 P38 Jin s 4) 38 81 1 R ¥ P vy, T [T A
BRI LR TR 75 2 R B 53 2 AR R A S RS T, IR RS Ak . 5 AR g T B S E i X
SRIM, AR E EGIS TARES, BB TAE & it A = WL TAEBUESE, B2 1)
BTHHIBA R & 22 2 B B bR 2 R IR, TR AR AT B T 1Al

H AN EAEA 36T FBA B R 2 R AR B34, ANIRI RO 2 () e i i i, ARSI B AR AR B, 500
FEHBNZ (A BR 3L, TR BB AR R seah, FIBAGEBAT IR RS, 52 31 1B N A VA 38
BN R 53 5 VRS FEAMT R S5 AN [ R 2R 1 se i, (673 HIRA G AR R G T 2 . 8Tk, 2
HIBAG1ER BRI /AR 2, AR REVAE . ATARS M RER, RN TUREIA SO, #izext 4]
A1 = A 5

ik & B 571 [8] [9] [10] [111%E HEAE B HIA SR L2 B E 5530, S F e it-22 4 B AT FL /b,
W TR B RVE 5 [12] R A NS R R R SR (R R R RIS R AARRE IR I e T E R 2528, TEAR A
AR AR, 0BRSS EARE IR .. K, AR X 22 B VA 45 2 ST
FRE, IWARS & B 2R B A 1E206E LA AT B 2 52 mafE %, HR0E Nl BB 20T A& A
SLRER T F7 0 WAL, AT SN TAER AR K RA b 5 BB R, AE A 78 B 18 1 42 DL
AN H N, TE—BAE MR, SRR T BN AR, DA R AR R R, A
REfESE L AL HIA SR R A RUsEM 2%, WO BITHE S itA M ZBC# I 25,

BT FRE S I8, A FRARE R B RE AR RN, BRI S 5T SRR N AR . &
VERRE ST, PRI ASHIE 72 1) B L

1) RUT s T SE SR BN (RS VERRE . FIBAE T ORI A DGR 3

2) fEATRERS T A NS AERRe . BB R B R 3R

3) WA FEEHR IS HINAESF R ARG Z 5.

BT FRMOHRE I, ARSI N SCERIR T R NS R 3R, BFFE iR, DA A
BB T EEHRS R S51H8, RSG5 E

2. CHERERVT
2.1. MEANESIENERE

HIBA R —HE NI &4, Shonk [13]A AR BA B O F AE P A LA, A5 d A 52 )RR ELAR S P I R 58
AR, T HEBAR 1 A0 T 3R B AR SS 77 Lawler A —ANBRAR ) B 03 N BUR T 5~9 A2
], & At 15 N 10 Parker [14] MDA M AERF B3 NEUAE 4~6 N2 18], HBRCREIE, R th A6
AN 10~12 Z L IA[15]. Parker INBIBARIAE 110 MK DTE. 2 5, AR RIELE, #abEE
VA BRI A7 AT 3 o, A AR5 e /N 1 B A 7 A il « A 5500 T PR S o 28 g4 [T BA A (14 e
Dlo

Parker WAV TR A AN B RE AU B A G S AE i, AN IGREMR R R A% I RE . BIRAIE
PLAE B BB AT, (A RE A TLAIR, JF AL — R A 55 ROERH (9] HHIBGE L& M i) IE
Rea il s, e, W, B HREMMILEAIELS )7, HHREEIESEIGR, hiETs).
LR AR B AL R R T CTUE [ H AR[16].
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211 BBSRE

VRPN L L, R RE N R BIAS S TR, H ITE TSGR AT v . DAHAIBAIA @
I PELRA I, ATBA RS 53 (1)) 388 3= 235 IR T B 6 [A) A B AS 45 B S 5 68 73[9 McGregor [17]51)2%
A A BN TAERRERT, (VI8 T3, A BB 2 S AR ST % 77 1 WL, FFREE RIA
Hoxt FHIBEE R RS2 557 4 A A VA I8 R A ORI, K2 N5 N 2 IRAS 7
25T, ek TIERE18].

55 B AVA B AR DG PR 3G AN BOIR O . Vil AN R0 VBB I (Wais 0y . AR, BT
X&), BHLGGEEA ). IR (Al EE. K80, HIBVGUHELL fSE55[19] [20] [21] [22]. Bales [23]#%
S AT EN R R X R 42 AT R EESAT N . HIBASOATE A B T3 B S il &
BUESATN), AR RAN, mib NRREVEGE AT R), AT EX BT N BEE 1 B\ R Rk A o)
B, —UeJE AL AT A GTE R (R R A iU LB R, il VIEEL TS VRIEE A MRS
UeAh, AMEREER R WATZM, W BINSFO T BN A oK 2 s [24]; AR E T 2 B
A BT BN A 2 A AT, 1252 [ BA AR G087 R0 K [8] [25] -

2 TG [ 264 R AV @ W 7T M1,  Rogers F1 Agarwala-Rogers [27]3A A4 23758 & — T SCRIAE S,
BGPTSR A e Simon [28] R 2L 204 B A R — 5, K e e BT LIRS B
— A BATAT iR s Greenbaum [29] 15 B 2H 2374 38 2 6 2H 24 A 3B A 03 7E 3L TARBRAL b, ik ie£H 41 B b B
RAMEAEIE 5457 Davis [30]48 HVAEEH LR MRS AEHUE . (R T2 M T T #5888 TR
&, PEE LR, JEEA RGN TAERI. &4 LiRnrs, AW KEIESH L BAN SR R
FHOG: VEBRCR 4RSS, B RAZH 2N 5 AR FCVA @ PR b 50 35 SR IR 25 SRR BE R AT 22 . Crino #1 White
[3L]R A 0  fE 78 SO NXTAELH G & DA F s 20, N0 2 A AR FE

DA B O AR DGO 5, VAE E A BT B O S Y — B, WA, SRR
B I8, FRAEE A 2 E R [32], it TAES R LA E B AT Wi HE 5%, FEH 2500
P A P B BA [R] s 0 2 VA58 . A8 3 AR, il AAr A N B RN RUR B R [3]. WA s F 2R
BT 5 B A B B T 7, s AR 5 OR E CRORES . ARIREGAKN[10] [33], HIPAE
FH VA 30 SR AR v 1) R BRI, TR 7= i R R CL BN AN FT B 2 B2 3R [34], R UFRIVAEETE, A REikk
THREAR TR, HHEEDZERES, BB ERAGIE Ty, Bk, 585wt 1A r) 5 2
SATIR B

gitr RSCHR, AN FORER T BT 6 28 A A VA TE 1 T 15 S A AR Ak e 5 B R, Rk
RO S A S S I S T R S
212 {51

Lewis 15 Weigert [35]45 A5 T2 — Al Bk H BAG 2 10 m] 14 2 Sk, Ba8& TN 5T HR
=FhHIA . George A Jones [36]7ERT 5 BLAN M i IR EAFRRI KA FERIEE T APREMEMR . &1L,
154 ISR EE), FHINNEER R T2 N bR B BAAAE 1T N EKE ). Laschinger 55 Finegan [37]
KU B I SN R TR & B AR GURIE G &, BN — R ERB< R,
M LUFAT AR A TR B 0 A R R IE

BRI NS N Z B AMER R EZIEA, HOSAE RIS, 40 5 T ST
HE[38]. BREKIT . JEIRE S ERMERIPGHLMBATE SO “ B XA BB K 7] F 1 — PR A5 i
Sast, MR RAE AT 555 ), HABEHEE S TSR o EERMELE —DMHSA T
FE LR R 0 i7 S BT A A B B LA, e ko P A e 1) B L2 43 [40] o
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FEAEAUR BRI EERGE, X TEESERRI, ERMOE T2 [41], 2 a4
UG AR LARA R R AT A 5B (B AR R . AGURWESE), KaRIMHL NSS4 /1[42].
KRBT FL[37] [43] [44145H, EAESHERLEA MK, FEEFT UL, et i T TR, fT
AR (S AR A B L SEPr T s R, U 5 TA [ 2 AR S AR R SRR 15,
AR AR, Il AR A 45 245 i i A2 SR [45]

LG BIRSTHR[46] [47] [48], AW TOR PR T Ut I BARR B3 2 T8 (5 AR 2 S M A A & A O g DL
PAT ARG s BRubz oh, BT RIBOR UG, B 7 BIA AR, 6T AR 2 S A4 AR H
RBERAIRES, NS BIBMEAE SRR O, A O RIS B — R

213. BIESEITA

AW SO N TR TR AT A R BN RSO RSN (R REBE[49], TR ETXF— A E M H AxR)-
SR AME, BUR AR IARIE[S0], R MAS EEM AN . AL, SER AR RN
UFBR, IE S AR RE , I — AN A A B TT LATUN A 55t (R R 247 DA S A B B A 7 X [51] « Rtk
A EELETRATN HH Y sk sh s & 6 B NE A [52].

ARE R AMAN T3 — N I AR P A I, SRR MAX T AR 8, %R
s NATHAENME B ARRIASEE N % AR B & [53] [54]; 1A 125 % (cooperative attitude) A A4 Bl
TR 22 R0 2 TR 3 T AR TR i Al AR AL S 40 RO R RE [55] , LA 25 A= S 1 24 [H B\ AT 3 ) 52 B AT 45
i, A 7 B AR S DO ) B bR, S VERS K 2 H AR M BOR F B 5 1) ESh AR M [56] . 55T HIBL A&
TERIAEE, ¥ T% 2 H 0T RIANEE . BIAA1E K il B B J1[57].

BN RN 5 21 23N A N G B B 5408, 78 R AR, BE 65 R 7 s+ Ak 4
EEREEMEMY: B52, AERATNEREZ TR AR YRR, 17 RSN A7
NG TEF= AR B N R . AFRBAT NS — A NRIVEE R RIAERI, RENSESSEAH
MAT AR, AT RS B AN NIBE 7 3 25 AOSCHR I BA AT AR BE S 5 mi 53 T TARAT N S5 SR
[58] [59] [60]. it TAER—ImEHRANSEH, HHNAFRKRSAN T, ERHEIE~ AR, X
AN B BRSO T AL 2 R B R R Bk e S5 ARIN K[8]; KRz 4h, B EMIIT A S A E
FERL AR A B AR BE TS IR 58 AT 55 1 B B 50k

g3ty BRSO T AT R A BANBAT AR 551, BIBARYAE . SRR AESE ST S B R A1EN
&, Dk, A F0R DAART B 38 38 [ BA I A VRS 5t A VB RBE 5 BT E LR 2 357 A o .

2.2. EIBAE1ERAEE, WITRURSEI

R 6LIAABMREAMUARR AL H bRl IFR S, RN RN S 585 12 FR 1, DLW AN R IR ES 1)
&R )7, Mondy. Sharplin, Holmes F1 Flippo [62]F5 H U RE & idt FE 7= A8 T B 48 RS . TAERLRE (work
efficacy) (B IG LA RN YE H T Bandura [63]7 42 ¥ B A EEH . Bandura 1) H IR RER 102 —MX
MR & TR G, 0 ) A R e 3 2 (efficacy expectancy) -5 45 5 1 22 (response-outcome expectancy). XU fEHAE
ST B B RE T S S 1 E AL, R AMES TN I SRR MEE R E T AR
SEURFE AR, MRS 4 R AW [64].

Jason [65]FE fit—Fh 5 i1 BN SR PAG HE N, E04E: 1) VPRG-I~ R SR A B
fEFR . WA B frid e 2 bnifE, 2) PPRAER— B TAEZ B, ke BmaEmE? 3) tFREHI
S B R O RE R 2 WU 2 4) VP A BARE T IR A G A R 2@ Ak BT H b o T8 IE
A BN HAR B G5, AR H G BB DL LA R B AT N a0 55, T ik e 2
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) E R R A FIAAE SRt . R BBl DLREAER AR, A2 e 21 5 Ak SRk 66], 12
T B WA BT R Sk

Invancevich. Szilagyi Al Wallace [67]UCNGBGEAENA Bk, HARIRRE, FFEIEA TE
fabrs TENATTHARIZ TAEWE . oA E N NER; fERR IR LA BRI 8. &
P2 7. TAEGU O it TAEE & B Bt ) st & TAESE R, &xt B Ak A 2t . B vuwki)
Hars AR A IR [ 0BRSS ARSI, R 2ok TR & RS TAESNL, b AN A T
YRR %1% . Coomber 5 Barriball [68]4 tHi T 2 /& T 51 U MA B B 2 4277 J1 . HEATHUE KL Bt
PAERE, EFAMATERAF IO T TR, HHAT L B 2 ERE, BRI AMARSusde & .

XPREE BTt H AR BRI A 2 — T 24 B SRR AR, Kaufman [69]9\ SRR b FH R #1550 E
TSR0 B ARRL, CAHUS I S IR, S0P I R 2 H ER IR B AR RENRE A, S st Rk
AT R, T I 5 SR i . R H AR BN EE b, RIEIE . TSR [7018F AL ] 73 =
TR VE VPG FERR: 1) Wtk L, 2) Wit PIkp, K& 3) Wil WsEm: TEVES TSk,
AN RZTE NN R AR T R I = .

Fid FIRSCERIGER TS, B FUER tH g ma A SR AL Re I IR 25, AR AR AL & 1BV I8 . (S AT
GAESE ST N, FAERVEAG BT R e bR, M @ A AN A B4

3. ARFA&*
3.1 MIRFEMERIE

AT H PRV 5 S e B A S AE S PAT 15T, BE 4R 38 38 BN L [RI4E 4 B AT IR A
N BEFAARRNEE FIR. &8k G, W CUE b ISR SO ek ge; 2R, B8
FRZERIER FIAR, PR DEE RS, BPIESERN St — i 8r e, Bl
U BV B D1 B AR S A AR S A I . — AN A BN 5 22— RS FE S 01, IBA R A
fERIE . F NIRRT A EEE, DREMKGEE, SRR BB E /R, W2 B AR
W5 i BRI Pb . R, AWTITR AU BIBAR A . H R Z AR EE, URHARGESES
179, ARAZTN BN G RE . HIBBH R (G3), EHERE S5 i g R [ K & .

RIW TN 5T, AHIE TEHE AR 2 ARt :

R HL: smi BN & AF RRE IR 3R

Hila:  [A1IAF7A i I 25 52 i D BN R

Hib: ZH 535 A 2 25 5 [ B S VR K RE

Hilc: AR 5479 E R BN & 1FREE -

fBBE H2: 52 A1 A B vt R B R 3

H2a: [1BAAGVAIE R BN BT RAFAE B35 IR A R &R

H2b: 2 G E AR BIBA B ORAFAE 35 IR 1A R &R

H2c: SRR SAT R BB BURAF R 2 2 IR AR AR

RBE H3: BIBAAIE . H G SRS ST HBNE 1R RE R A TRIEE T -

i Ha: BIB\AIE ., dLREE. SRR ST 9% B Bt R BAT HBE 7 -

e HS: ARVER AN BN G VERGE . BB BT R KA R RAT B 3% 2= 57 .

ik HE: ARFEZAAEX RIS EREE . BB R AR AT &3 2 57

W sl 1 Fos
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BN
B4
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PT—— AN
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Figure 1. Framework diagram of research variables
1. AREHZRME

32. MRAESEFNIT

AW T AN TS B RS, SCRRERTT S5 04 e, @It 28 SR, 5655, gl
TR, mE AR TR, REHAT D BOEE3E: AT HEIRE, SRS
53R, BRI RNERIFEETT R,

PERBTFE P AT 38388 HONE B2 MG Bit, HREAFERERAS S, FIURFBOVRE
ffEE it 8, A SEPRPEELZ) 30 FE(Z 100 1 U5K), EARDFHERME 2 AR HEAEF R, 2
MFEEET B 87 =M, SRR Tl e SRStz s, BB ARAES
KR, B AEIBN T e B FEA B B CE T . RAENR L, #ISLTH &) 3D v e IR fay i SCft .

SERRMVAAE M 6 K, H—ROUTERN A S E U], BB 2 )5 R RTT B AR, 2 HBL
H— KT, BAA R G T 56 B2 RN E L HE 5 Ta e, JF HAERE
TR N R BT AR A, S RN SEFRRRR R SRR VP, DL ISR A B LA it ORI Y
R BT AT BAFE R VF H R AR A i, [T A B8 RS SR A AT ER A it o T SRR B i S5 A R, AR TR AT 1 3P
fiti, BIZEA B O AL R 55 Bt R, BRSNS AR SERR I A 27 ST IR R THAil o

3.3. HRR

PEIR BT 45 LASE 2 T 2Ok BT, TESE2EZ A B2 AR B VA s = BN, AIBARR 53 2 [6) 7]
IR, (R RVAR, BRI SESIRRATE—R R, INEABERAIEMYLS, RISt ZEIAT
RS TR EEX RN TAE P @I HS KR, AFAMEREEHEVN SRR, kT EEER
HIBABE S AR RREZ MK &

AWFFLL A RFEZEN BT R —FER. LM = FHEERNT RS R, G NEIAEDH 2 1 =4F
P 2 AL AR 2 N — R AR TR, NI 6 B 8 AARE, EEEREIAT RN
HFRPST— NI 5E 3R, SEFRERUG T G . AR MBI H 120 43135, B 109 4y, [
N 90.8%, LM ANTAN, IR A. WEEH. RIEAHLL LRNEE, LhRIREA 5L 106
U3, SEBRAE RN 88.3%. Siit 32l o MIN=4ES] 25 i, —AELR 34 n, —4ES 4T in; EVERIN
A E A 49 N, e 5T A

3.4. [E1EmHSEMERE
AHIFREZ B H 1225 BRI, HFR=MERE S, WM — BRI A EEE . HIA
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WP BER IR ZR . L FATE AR I A 25 SRR AT RS, FEAT VRS, DU A
i

B RABNEE I E LA M2 0, RS 00 N DA, SR RS B AR OGP, LA
B 17 B10] A R MR AE SE[7L] i Hh B Rl X A R H &0t R S TR AR Bt 5T T A VA 8 B
B

A RAPUEAER) 2 XMETEITFRARRE 270, A FEBH B ERE[72] ([47] [73] [74]) Pk th A UG
MER, EHCL R AR GVEAE VAT, AR NAHETE A 45 R, BV @ SR AL E 5 AN,

TE AR R A AES E ST N5 T, AHEFARYE [49] VA K 25 e 5 40 75] . 2= eH[76] BRAEE
[771CA IR [78] T de h 2 R NS H AR, W& BB EAE ST N, S M55 SUE =8 g il i
%, R EIEREE ST R R 9 ME .

W00 2 Ny, B R TR, WEIHEF A S 2 N B R A
IE. FINVHREE. GIESE ST N BIBA1ERRE LI BB B 4 5 AT

AW FLIn & &R Likert FLAUREE, JEREMRIT, HZNFH K H O #4021 320
B2, ek “AEERR” 5. “FRE” 4 “TREMRE” 34 “AFEE” 2. “EEAFEE” 1
FERAED, F—EE.

W ERAE G, KBS REARIAT R R T S BT, WS & ER MG, R0 R A E Ry
43 HT (principal component analysis) i K742 57 H. 32 #4 4l (Varimax orthogonal rotation)i3E 1T ; 7E15 B Ak 4
JILA Cronbach’s a FEUE KA & R BRI K 7 B R BN —E 1. S ERIEMNE LIS BE
505 R T 25 RAUR W F (72 1):

Table 1. Factor analysis and reliability analysis of the scale

*® 1 BRZERSHEREES T

e i K&t Cronbach’s Cronbach’s a
EREwH KMO BAESHR% ZH(HRE ) RH(HIR)
(A1 BA v 378 0.850 76.30 0.920
HAEE 0.862 79.82 0.934
HYESEAT N 0.913 72.49 0.949 0.968
HIBA &1 R RE 0.856 88.43 0.954
1A BTt SR 0.810 81.54 0.922

| A ¥ 308 7% 3 AT 17 2 [T DA A AE HE AT W TS5 I HVAE R IE,, EH 35 5 M, R iT i 4 R 8
INIE VIR KMO B8 0.85, H RAUR U EAS 7 & 76.30%; K fim= /T 0.791~0.910, &F—HIiH#]
mME— )8 T AT . (S, AR R EK Cronbach’s a R 0.920, BoniZER AT 515
i3

FINA B R ER, REMHE R TR KMO 4 0.86, RN AR T8 79.82%; %EERS
Bz KR A& T 0.717~0.843, & — @IUESME— H & T LA T o 1M 45 4T B 38 2 Ak 3 — Bk
Cronbach’s o 2043514 0.934, BoRiZER BN ESERE.

HZ AIAEERETANER, RESPTHERER KMO {E 0.91, RFURDLESA R E 72.49%;
ZE RS W K i &/ T 0.636~0.837, g — MIARME— 0 )& T UL AT . 17 AR e 2 B4R A ¥ — 5
P Cronbach’s a 237> 59 0.949, H/RniZERARIESSE.
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AR, T2

TERAR TS B, “HINEEREE” 2 G HILH 4 8, KRS HTrI4H 278 KMO {4 0.86,
SRR E 88.43%, FEHIG IR H FEUH —A, &8I R i &1 0.949~0.927. {587, A&
FREAZ Cronbach’s a Z%(79 0.954. 1 —MKARIT “ BN B IHRUR 7 b4 H LA 4 #, KMO {E
4 0.81, RARFEREE 81.54%, S B SAR FHFEIMUE —A, &8I R #R i T 0.918~0.880. 15
5T, AEFREERZ Cronbach’s a 2E0N 0.922. AHTF 5018 Y Sk B3 2 #4K Cronbach’s a Z25UE N
0.968, ‘o HA R w1 A — B

3.5. #NGIT S

W TEE R AR I BORME T SPSS 22.0 Sit /i PR EATIZ S, BTGttt TR ER R 1) ik
PEGETh: AEMD EERBUS B BRI S bRtz B0, DO S 0F 7O AU RS 1k 1, AR AR
WS R T dEts 2) AHRTTHT: AHFFURA Pearson ARG/ HTE, B ARG/ TR I A1 AV E . 4
SRR BESEATNERR, SHEIEREE. SO BRI R, 3) M.  HEERT
BRI ARG SRS NENE, TR G ERaE S RIS R 2 SRR A s i, DL
Hef RE TN FRAZ I 2 A PRI s AT LLIZ A (8] 5 753 SR R0hs 28 T (R AZ 1) 5 Tt A2 151 A2 350) 2 [F)
MK ZR; 4) BRI THEEHSTERNEN NSRBI R E G ENFE R EAESR.

4, DIERSVHL
4.1. R MG

N TR SER A A PATSER BT 5 BRIV SRR, P EOR BILSBER 2 GUHER, &
RZFEHIT BT (% 2):

£ “RIBANAIE” BRZAANEH P08 4 2 U b, SNSRI T 4.21~4.42 2 18], AEE
SN 435, FABIHS A RMUNZER, Ho, BLOCIRATRIBL AR S BHIE S ARIE BTHRE”
T EIEM = 4.42) e, THEL “IRATHIBIARR AR IR T3R5 B SRR 2 P %(M = 4.20) 9 fik.
BoRERBIAEE RS T, RBHAE BRI R 2= 5 A B HE R, ERAE HRERRRE B
UESPNTTEZ

£ CHRERE” BRI, BANRERVFIECN 439, NENEDURE, 13450 T 4.30~4.46 Z [H);
Ferp Bl “IRATIATBA B 5 BEUE A ELASAE (RS KX REAC B UE) ” 2T I8(M = 4.46) iR, SR IKGE
FEHIBNAH 3 2 T8 (A5 A 9 3RAT N D

Table 2. Statistical results of the mean of each scale
2. BERZFHHGITHER(N = 106)

HRLZW BRFH(M) T RARUER 7 (SD)

Bilitapl 4.35 0.56

HREE 4.39 0.62
BESET R 437 0.59
EilNEX (3t 4.36 0.67
EilUNTargs'e S 437 0.61

£ “HIRSEAT N BREN, SO T T 4.20~4.47 8], BANERZVHECN 437; Hrf
DL “BATBN A Z IR #F RS EAH B 2 S FIH(M = 4.47) N, oIk SE SR VAL 51 2 (R 1) B AR AT N
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5 B REX B UL T

£ “HIBNEERAE " AR, SRl TR REGE, /T 4.32~4.41 1], BANERZTHECN
4.36, TonEAXT IR\ E AR 2R S m N £ “RHBABCT R 7 BRIy, A T
T 4.33~4.42 2 J8), JREMREGT, BRI 4.37; o 52905 8 A P A BT AR H A
PR P NERTESINEIR

4.2. XS

N TR ARG AR TR A G, ARHIE 5T L Pearson ARZEAH DGR AT, BhE 3 AR ICHE FEEHE s B
I CHBGAE” . CHRGET . CAESEATNT, £ 001 NEEFEKT T, SRR ¢ HEER
AE” AN “HBNBLHFRR 7 Z B 2ELEE EAK. H5%, RABERTMMRKAR L, B AREE" 5
“EESFEATNT IR AR RIR A wmi(r = 0.943), HOWIEMSR, BoxHIBAr 92 5 an SR e ARG AE,
W2 e AL 5 2 18] (SRS ST N 8, b B RS AT 1, BiRos a4l it “ &
ESEAT RN 5 “HINEIEmE” B B3 L IEMR(r = 0.936), ML R B RBINH AR S1ESE S
Ao AT, BT RA ) & A 2R AR BE 2 IE I 32T

FEHAMF AR SRR P AT AE . “HIBGAIE” SH R “ SRS MR s, JRAD
P B\ i i BE S S VR RS L, W] R VA I8 AT B T3S e A T SRS 51T 8. “BIESET N
IRS RN “ it R 7 B B AR A G, BIS2 A0 BN e iR 1R A 52 B AL R B RS T 54T
NI, HeE 2, O VA B A T RORt B v B SR P P s

FEARTT T RS (25N R B, SoRsemi it BB G AR A R 3 0 5 AR Rhe 5 i
TR R A R

Table 3. Pearson product difference correlation matrix

3% 3. BTSSRI Pearson FAZEHEE4ERE

BEBAK ]I HRGEE EEREITAH EYEREE Bt R
[NEaplii] 1
HIRAEAT 0.916™ 1
HEESETN 0.923" 0.943™ 1
BN A 2 RE 0.868" 0.918™ 0.936" 1
BT R 0.737" 0.750™ 0.818™ 0.803™ 1

x> FER KN 0.01 I (RUR), AHKE

4.3. B35 #T

NRERAHIT TR AR ——C TH I BA R R vl s (B4R SRS EEAT B AN E AR XF “ BB &1
Rae” A BIABTHSCR 7 sz, I BASAILIEAE B AR IO _F 3 PN RO AR T (1K AR ) H A R 2 T
A Tis R T, BB A A5 R AL B R E (B R0, b TS AR 3T (15 AR 150) %
BRI R Ty AR JUE RER, TR BT AL T KR 5 B R T A 350 J% [T S 34 i e
BZHDL,

4.3.1. BEIRAE{EMREZ F M STUNE =

N TR “HBAEAERRE” KB ZR, K “HBGAE” o “HREE" © “BIESETN 2

NG, BATEIADH, & 4 28R RN EZ TR AR R=0.942, Xt “BINGIEREE” ZHE
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R i RPN 0.887, MBS RIS Z &RER, BN “BESET N 5 “ARGEE” S5 5
WFEREN B, PG I R SF 7 0.885, /iX i AN A8 T £ 7T i 21 A & 1E XL B 88.5% 125 5
B, i, NPAEIBN “BIESEAT N AT, HAMRAR SRy 87.4%, HUCN “HREL”,
HARIRRAS S 808 1.1%; 2 ThrdEfb[ENE 2 5B RE)N 57175 0.628. 0.326, HINIERL, FImiXLLH
F I BAA VR RE IR R0 B IE )

Table 4. Summary of regression analysis of factors (N = 106)
Fz 4. WIETTZ BV HTHZEN = 106)

i . . T ¥ ekt
AT A T 2 oy PR R 3t
bR AR T TR AR 151 R R AR Beta (B) t VIF
D 0.942 0.887 0.885
HEREE GIESEITA 0.874 0.628 6.315%** 9.033
HREE 0.326 3.273* 9.033
o Y 0.818 0.669 0.666
it R -
EAEREIT 0.818 14.499*** 1.000

TE 1 AR Gt 45 R AR R TN .

4.3.2. BEIBANEITTRSR 2% 5 E =

NT AR CRIETERGR” TR R, o R . CHREET . CBIEREIT N AN
AN BEAT B 00, a5 R B R EZ e RSB R = 0818, Xt “BIASITRE " 2 A MR F & R?
4 0.669; MM 7 4 2 BB EIAS TR SR, BeOE A R A B\ Bt R AR B AE “ SESEAT N,
WA R ~FJ7 N 0.666, i ANARTA] Fll B\ Bt R 66.6% 048 it & T hrdE bl R (B
REON 0.818, RILIEHL, Fomix AP F XS BAB TSR 1 52 ma A 1E [l

4.4. EREOH

N T REA RN TS SR BN GAE B ER T H R, IR IrRER . s R
R (3 5):

B AT “HIBNEEREE” WAL LA R EERM=451>4.23,t=222,p<0.05); H4E
XK BN AR LR i B e, Rz, A xS I BA G A RRE T B S Bk . @ — B iz MR
1 AN, RWBAS L ESNES T ARG TEMLEAREER, ABAESE T 4.

Table 5. Summary of t-test of gender on team cooperation performance

5. MAIMEN SRR t e EE R

AR T Ll N T PRt £ t A WEE
5 49 451 0.58
BN A1 2R 2.22 0.028
& 57 4.23 0.72
5 49 451 0.65
L7 2.47 0.015
5’8 57 4.16 0.82
5 49 457 0.54
TAERL 251 0.014
& 57 4.26 0.72
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SR B AL AN T “HIBNAE” « “HREE” « “BIESEAT RN 5 “BIRRH R
AR TR E 2T, SR ANFETERI A SR 2 AR KR R IR

1M1 53— J5 1, ASHE SR ARG A AR TR SE R BIN G AR R, i@ R B R R FFER AL
£ “HBNEE” o CHREE” « CBIESETRNT o “HIBVEIERER” M < HBABTT R &N T
A e AR B T, Fon A A TR M RO A2 IE e B BN S VRN R A 225 o

5. &R 5EW

AT TR B AE T R m Bt 58 8 I BA G AE 2R S R i L it BOR IR R, R P T — A it
oAk, HESELCE AR R FIBGEAT BRI G R 5 IHES, 5E38a LG HERe 2 A NEE, e
HIGETH B AT JE 1S 2L R

A FEERITFRELE 4 Ll E, SR 2R TRING RN R # s, b, DO <4 R EE”
(AR BE foe e, TS “ HBAVATIE RO TR BE s B PR 2% 9 S 38 /N AL AE AL A7 3 7] A, 1 L]
BADAZBLAE FELINS TR P9 SE S BRAE i, B AR S AR LUA AR ST, T B R B AR . 2R, i
TIEAE I AR B S AN R SR 2R, RO P ROMAL BN RN 2, AR RN [R) 2 A S ST IR i 5
HARAIANE 5y, BRI, FEARRTT DLSRAL SE3E BN ROV IE 7 3, AR BRI AT A B THE 55 RERE A2 L WE 1)
AT, BRI RIS

FEARBIA R T L, AL, “HREE” 5 “BESETN ZMRMHRERL R,
HOBIEFRR, Fon BBV B2 [0 I EAR RS SRS RAT ML, B RN S ES e, m
HCBIAEIEREE” T, SomiR i A0 “ SRS N, OOy “4LifEE” s 55— Jii,
SO BT RCR T R E AT N “CHAESEAT N B0 “AREET .

RAGRE IR, SRR BBV E AR RIA 5 75, S EZMRERAE T RIATAER, 403t [
MIE SRS MG ERERE, XANEE RS DAL I A s L 20T 7oA B 22 7 [10], IR e i il i
R A i BB R R . RIUEE, A, AR JE T AN RES, PR A
SEA VRIS, BRIAE SE3E B\ i PO @ TV SO F AN 5, ST AR AE SEFR AT I AL AT T 0 2 57
HFEME S SIFEAE TG, BRI AT, — 3ok 5E 38 FBE A R A 8] ) 254
FIRFEIERRE, FIBK G Z i85 RIFSE S EE, LEEEA AT HE 5 5HR.

FETEN A5, BIBNZ “ SRRSO 5 “fFE” ZRe Hl R A& 1R R, Hrh XU
“EARSEETN” MG RGeS T F7, XA TSR S R 87.4%, AT WA AEH]
PAE R EE L . XU 1 it R BB EET, FZ AR 4L A A E RS (R R RS
F5) 5 ERAT (AR EIISERR), @5 RIFIEESE ST a2 A 52 mE ), AR K a1ESE
M, HMBERI ISR ST N, R B TRT RIBN G VR AL EE -

T AN BT AR AR B MBS .al, S HIBN “ S ARSI ST 87 P i, Il 66.6%
MRS S i N PR EE R, LM I BABE T B 9 e B B T 1 A 8] B 5 A5 L 5 A L SR AT
NIFEEE, SRS ST SR BAERBIN, T CLREE R W Z A 4, JF BRI S, WAt
PA BRI B R . #eF 2, BIATAER — MR R, A5 S B  IUT A AE B &
PRI, MR CR B REIA BB HPIRAS e N R

FEEENNESRERIEA T, RERFHEPa R TRI, B LAE “BIBNEIEREE” i
BEAEEESR, HIERNRAERTRE WIXAEERAT BRI A U RE T DA (7] 1 BA & 1 il i ik
R R R TS TAERL, B wT DHEg BAERUR T2 SRR TR+,

FEERNT HA R, BRBEERNERBARIE R, BoR A F RG22 A A B AR o 25
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5, WASENERAR AN LRZER; #52, SibsUa 32 AI7E B A& AE TR )
5. I, A—NRSERTIR, BI=ERPAE “FGE” - “AREE” . “BIESETRN
5 CHNEVERBE” HINRE S m T R A, EREAE ST gt HWRIEREE I =4
PAEFSER AT HA R I E IS SRATE S W EEMA G, R R — g B ARG
71, AEWE. EES5EESE, Rk R R E R A NG B TR R = F RN A ERE S, R T
— AR A W AT Lhis AN R T ok 5] .

AT AR 2= AR R, RGBS AE R S 2R FI BN PATIE T, DR s i BB &1
WA SRR K. HUEERRE 2 4 R EoR, A REMN S ERY BA MY RIFNEES
R MR TS BT LLE H, A C3RG TAH U Z RS RS R, B KRR T2
W AR B

HHERW LS, AENERESVRANFMES, AR IREELFAGPITIER, b
HIB\VAE . H ST GIESE ST NEZ PRI, Z56 MRS R 5 4R BT 32 28 A1 A & VR AL R
PRI BT ORI R 3R o AR FC 00 B VR TE T A B ANE#E, FEF RN Liias T HIBVA1E
g2, KIS RN BRI R S AR, BoRAH AR R R AR 2
TG, RIS TIRIE. ANRTRTE AR, 1R TR S5

1) TERFFURRS b, AREFFRIBE TN R, RERIE— AN — B S A AT R, RS RER
AL B A BT R, R 8 2 I TR -

2) SHSCERRA G R, ST TAEH TSRS AL RN R 2, (AxF % EFTES T
HE LR, T B R SRS S B, R I (AL S BA R FE R B/, J5 SR 5 RT LA 22 A 7 TN
PAERNHIFST, A B e85 IR 25 S 5 ML P BB Al

3) AHFFAVE KT FBAR R P i (BTSSR R AT 18, SR, 52 A& 1R I R 2 i
HIRZ, Biln. ARG, SSFNEE . HBVURS, LT A SR AR i, 9N
Z (R FORIR T 55
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