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Abstract

Blended learning refers to a learning method where college students complete relevant learning
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tasks through a combination of online and offline activities on a network-based learning platform
under the guidance and supervision of teachers. It is a new educational model that effectively uti-
lises time and space to facilitate personalised teaching. This study adopts an information ecology
perspective, with full-time undergraduate students from multiple universities as the research sub-
jects, to explore the mechanisms through which information quantity, self-directed learning ability,
learning atmosphere, perceived ease of use, and perceived usefulness influence the effectiveness of
blended learning among college students. The aim is to provide guidance and insights for future
related research and to contribute to the development of blended learning among college students.
The research findings reveal that the quantity of information negatively impacts university stu-
dents’ blended learning effects; however, self-directed learning ability, learning atmosphere, per-
ceived usability, and perceived usefulness all significantly positively influence university students’
blended learning effects.
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1. 5|

W R AR, HE. B AR AR T L E R I L SR S
KEEAENE NSO E W E . BHRE . A 5RE s 0 E A& R, RS 3 IR B R
WHEEE, RFARA NIRRT T3S 8E . AR RSB E R E . B E. A4
i BT 5 (N A B 22 05 T ) EE S

FELR 5 2] AR HE T AR % 2] BRI 3L, ik 1A G 20 07 SN 2 B 23 IR . (HRBEE 1
L IAW LB, HA RGBT 2% 2] SCRFIR S8 ME DL & K225 ) 75 SR A R ABATIHE 2% T B
il ) Z 55 I U . FE Tk, YA S S IR = S R U AT TR, ORI I 21 T
Z—o RAENFENEX W&, H5T 20 el 90 FFARFESEE fI Ak A TR IS 5k . i, bk
AT RFICERS (AR s 22 HE B 7R 2 BRI TR, Al i 2 0 TROURSR, 46 SR T o) T 5 )15 9 4%
ARG A 7 I R BRI o B X RS IR AE b BN U 2 N, TR A N S iz i 51 1
BEHEARZVIRFE I 2001 4, KEHFERSRE T H OREE S S IR LG %5300
N, IRA R SIS TR SR BUE S AR AT S R, SRS 18 G BAL T BON S A B Rl T A
HHRN, RFOPNER S IE N B, KRt U WA RIS, NI SE IR AR 1% SBR[
2002 £, ENJE NNT (National Institute of Information Technology) /A &I E KA (RARFE A KB 4,
KR A 3 2108 SO — PRl T A G T 2 5] F 2% 21 LU B 322 20 2 21 7 ([ 2] B s, 3T 2003
&, RBIERANFIEERELE R BEIGHIN B, INNRG RS I RERNR Y I 5ELF IMHE
ZEAIFEI[3]. 2004 4, RHFITYE RS BB AT, IRA 5 ) M R0 & A S B R AT
AL G B FE . FEIXAN IR, 20N 22 A 55 LA S AR P 5 B A2 ST GBS,
RAEIEFE, A RRIFISEELTUE 1% 2] BFR[4]. 10 H., SR Iive R M2 R Bz i, RAe%Em
KERIET, BHBAN. BRGEN S S I EMBUE T BORMR YL 2] I FE i 20 ) /R, 3 i SE30L e 1Y)
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F AR, FFEEEA 1R S E H R [5] -

T EIRX R A S S SO AN, ABFFUR <RGNS SN EHUTNHE M E
T REAERTMEETFEU “LE + 287 S G AGE R R 2 S5 1 — Rl 207 . B,
HNANB SRR+ 05, ERRTREGAEIZERMB D, THZEA R TRAK
PRI, R U —TTRIER 2 2 F N RRIT, MR R = — g i tt, RS
PEERWE TN R IR AN R 22 B N SRS . R, B E R IR & 30 S ORI i A
Z BT AR HE R TR B 3 ST AT o R AR AR R A T2 — o BRI TR A 2 SRR AR IR 3R O S R
FOAT AR WAV T, AR TR DL I AR B R AR B 4 H AR AE 9 BF ST xt
R, AECA MR TN R BRI T, LAY Ja SEAR O 5T A R OT AR 2 A TR A X5 20 81— € 10
RSP AEEAE T

2. Bt EM SRR
2.1. IR

{5 BEARFE N F.W. Horton T~ 1978 4F 42, iZFB A AR BAESRAESUA TME BEHLNRS)
PP AR AR [6], HoAzo0 B SR IRIABORIR 55 T AN RIS . Sl TR et R 5 2 i sh e
BOREAR RN ARG ITHESE, I g TR ETE R T — e 2R, BIp A (s B A R A2 A A R LR A
HAEHKIR AR, MR RGERWARIETT, JRRER BEAN FEME, FEEARYAEEAS
HISH EEMRER. B, BREEERESRENZE, TBHALRMNAHERSMEESE, &
w3 AT A AR RS 2 AN T, R AE B S OCBE R R . AR B R REAEE B AES
RGAWRRE, Wik, FRENEEESRENEM, MNYERFRGILHISAT KIEE EEZEN, HEEL
BRtLig e, AE RGBT Z AEEEREM . Kk, FEAREREIZ LR, 3%
BAEDGR, 15 A HREANEE BN G BALIEE B RSN IIE R CLS R L id 25 oAb AT )
FEMBEHREREM T, ARG R B EE R UT) 5 B i O — Lol I B0 B ALY
ERBEATEMERAN). FEENMEARGTHZOER, SHAMAGERTATMEN, MEEmH. 5K
ERSSEN Al Ve RS LR P B2 P R iR el SRR 4 N PN e ovsilF s S b N P SNt D =il 871
RARMMRGRISAT, WEEHIE, STHIEL, AR AMBIRER IR RGIMNE RIS, ik
W, ERBORSE. &)a, HEBORESHERGILHISIT IR, 528 NE B AERR O T80
B, NEERPAE B8 fE6E. InTIREt 7 HORSCH .

i b, 5 BAESHRONAT SR T — AR A RHESR, Hik, ARTFCLLRGW . T
ANAMM BN OB S, DMEBAESER K, SR8 18 FSHERT FEINERIU SRR A AR R &30
FABCRMR R, AT BGREEIS OE A LB E -

2.2. HRMRI

5 2] R (Learning Effectiveness, LE) 8 %7 2] # 58 A R AR sUBATE 55 27 ) Ja, AR AN, F2Re G ik
BEEMEM =5 T BT R A B3 o T ARHIE F0 H TR A 3 SRR 2 48 K 2 AR IR A X ST 7 o0
STRHIRENIR B SE AR R 2 ST S5 Ja, Ho . FiRE . 17 S FE M B A S A2 28 it DY 7 Tl i R 2B AR AL

221 ERHE

15 B A& (Information Quality, 1Q) 218 K2 AR A X% I h Fah s sh %25 ERER £ D
[7]. fERENRFIERE T, YRFABRENGEELS 2, Bl 7 HAH 5WIEIE BRI, Btar=4E
—EMME B B KB E BAE S, ARG B #Uso 5ikaazl . Mayer W, AMIT7ET
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PRI IZ ][Rl AL A AR R A IR, R RS BB — € R EE, IS AR B A,
M R] BE 2 S B R A 2R R 27 ST ROR[8] [9]- RIS, U8 )N IR FE th fis Hh A A A AT 35 45 A K A5
ERFIE, PR I R RS B b bk A BB MR, R4 KRG BT 1 S,
HMUA &S II[10]. FTEL, HEEAAE AT IR & 205 ST P (5 B 8cE i B S e IR, =&
BAE B H, RISl aE 2 A — R Ie R TS B B 2 SRR A — e e . ik, S
BB HL: EEAE SRR ENMM KK AR,

222. BE¥IgN

H %% > it /1 (Autonomous Learning, AL) 15 X 2 G5 AMAME H 3% > Hix, MRS H A 418 1)
17, BRI AR T A R i, BT DA H 32 I A AT IR, SBT3
3([11] [12]. T 2000 £, K. D. Vohs X} H 523X — M &dki7 A, ¥ e SO — MR £301.
YRS ]I AR 18] X I R, FAMUFED EWH A S5 Bis, 1 HREX HirS
TSRS S H N RAMRINED . SN E SATARIT AL P Ash] . AR 4EE AL, H 3%
REJJIR G =N RBE T . Ho—, HARSOE KR T ——% 21 38 F AR BAR 1 2% SRS R AL 15 85, i
HOAH MAIRGE %, B SR s, 2=, $AT 57BN B—— ot b, %
) S FAE A P SR SRPAT 25 I R, A R )RR, AR S bR Lkt 2% ) A R A AR L T
HEAREH W MREN B——2 2 # RS B BRI, X S5 047 ik 08, x>0l
TR T B GAES 2] RN BT VPG . R AR ORI B R 232 )68 77, TRt B e 5 T 1Y)
Hbr 77 20RO0t 2% 2] 45 B s 8 75 T 5 B BUm I AR RE ), X0 54 1% ST RCR 3R THE R A 75
M. JFH, F¥ERIL, MR E SR8 715 MOOC FFE24 S JURA TRINAE R, 2#2E /M E 25 R
HRGE, AR EDEBRE, IR E R [14]. Mk, SCEBHRRE H2: FoIE M EFEFS]
RE 155 IR R IEM R R R

2.2.3. #IFHE

2% 3135 (Learning Atmosphere, LA) & — M1 E AN2A IR, R 22 SR B BE RS B #2 BR AL
b st A AR A B T 20 1T O BB RS 2R AR AT AT R 20 ARFEEAL B AL S i, 2o S
AN EI RN 2 )47 8 = F AR B o HA BAEF[15]. — 5T, 2 ) ME S S sh R AE g, 4
WIAT NGB R BAE S IR B P AT IR . i — 7, MARAE EWaesitE, £% J45 T EHE i
AN IR, TARE LTI IAT S, REFECR B S MAT N, I SEDLRA R H 1. SR E IR T 40T 5,
ARSI TR AR T — @ BB IRl . ARHF 5T Hb 10 2% =) 250 L B VoA 75 412 o U SR 5 48 2 214
Bl, TR T LI RE T oI5, RESSFER R, Bk, BAnEr, staF T
R AT OFRAER, EMERRE XS 5%2) . B4, HBRMPT BN T, AERLE L%
SRR T 2], 5 R R — PR R A AE I, EE — PR ) 2 3] LA R TR AR
Wi A5 BAVENIRIIAE R, 2 2 BN A 2 B R W38 A G, ik, SCER R H3: 2145
5B R IEAHRR R

2.2.4. B AEMBRMEBRAMY

AR Bz 52 #A (Technology Acceptance Model, TAM) & iR AT I AATTHHE B35 AR 4% 52 F2 5 f L mib
PR, 8505 H 1% (Perceived Ease of Use, PE)FIE 1A H 14 (Perceived Usefulness, PU)& TAM [ 2 45 #4
PERI R, AR e F P 6 2 R Gl A R 1 R K, JE A s R P NS R R G iR T TAE ORI
EEINE . BT 2012 FHEMIIRA X P ) F AR R P i 85, B g A, B Ak
PASIR & U 5 S A, s e AR & U S IR D B R . IR HI e fkoR, ERAG ¥
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AWgse s, B FEM S SRR XREE., AN TG, AR TR G2
A I, N RIFZ B BT IR 25 T 2 HTE M. s . R BRI ER(E, SEAE
B A EEEENE, AKX AT TG, ASERGPSF MM 5%,
Joo YJ SEREE T —/NHUEREN S . EAETE YR UEE S T EORIAT N R I ) TAM B, 56
WET 5 YRR 3 E M e AR A N S e . bR, PSR SMH, HAgZRe %
S Z B R ZI[16]. 2008 4E, VIR T WA, 45RERIESNEI VA NEREESTEE, Xt
S RBSHIREF G EEE RN, EIFEXRRZH, HUHE L EIHRRA a0
T, AR A R GHE. MRS, BUTIE N AR S BT, 75 (0 2 A 708 B (] R B A 7Y
Belo T, UM R BRGSO RRIIE SRR, BRI A ARG AR AR, I B B R
SO FRRRE I R AR AT R . R XN, A SRR % 2 A DA SCEAN 5 I R [17].
MUk, B LL ESEARR T, SRR HA: RS S S S RO B IEA R K R

BURERENBEAT T — U FE, RIS AE B F A B T 27 ) B RN 2 5 B3 e BRI A k4
[18]. TEVRA N TR, 224 ) Sz 2R X Fi s S B XA BRI AL H B 2% SR 3TN
R, T FLRERS IR 2423 B i 27 Fn iR N 25 LA K B i F (92 21 7 v B SEBR A E I, Al ATTFE B 355 2] Rg
QUFTOIERE ) VAEASILRE ) LA 0] AR Y e ) S G RE ) T AR 2 BUAR  3 E20 . axX Pk 20 B W e
e BT FH et 2 AR B2 IR A s S B AR I BB, (RN R R S I RO B T BRI,
U, L EZRARRI MY, SCESR IS HE: BRA I S IR R IER DR R

BTk, ASCKREREE. BEFIR8T1. oI5 BN S F ARG A S AR B\ T AR
2, ERERFEXRMAGEELAEMLINE; FEEANERFERAARFIRIIMUNE, FHUIERME
INHIGE R PR s {5 PRI 2 IR o 2% S 450 7 DO, ATAT SR kL 2 BRI R 3 DA 2 ) 1) s 5
SR 2 T R BN 5y P RUB T R PRI, DA R AR TR A 30 S R R A AL R TR T
AR AL A 1 R

FERANER KEARER FERAEER
BE2EREN FAMR % 315

ERBARER
B 5
BAA At

Figure 1. Theoretical model
E 1 it ERE

3. ARt
3.1. WSS

AW S5 K ) 2 0 B E, 2 JE TR A AT 7K B Amos 23.0 Siit bk
SER. BARSRHE, B, 5B Amos 23.0 A1 SPSSAU Ziit- it 4T AN Gt 4 W F S A0Sk 56 Rk,
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AHTFTEE Amos 23.0 BAF XIS B AT FA PEGE T 08T, DRSS AR B HEAT AH B AR SR AT s B
Ja, ABEIEEH Amos 23.0 GETHE AN SRR A F AR R AL, TN AT ST B3 H AR SR B EAT BRIE -

3.2. BuERIERER

AT 2025 4F 4~6 HFFRE T4k LS FHIS G MBI . N 75T S 15 RS, A6
FAEBEAT IE 20 & BT EAT 1 /NI, I DU R R 5 1R S5 Bkl 25 & 1) 7 =008 i 72 1 BA 11
RKRMET 50 LHARARNFARTINRFAESENGIAE, RARWCHERRAE 41 4, FEAH
W2 82%, HIENSFEAED 15 MERL . B, AWFFE R &R0, Xk BEREg . kAl
UL X 2 T AR RFBE AL I K A AT R S TR0, @Rt AR SR AR DL ROR AR 1 465 1) 75 5K
WCER TS 19 45 o 7E In) A5 VAR, BFF 038 00 10 45 o 5 B2 R AF SO A A2 5 34T T 3. R H, N T
PRI T HERRPE S5 M, 7R WG P R E T I AR H TR SRS ) AR T ARG N ST & i
Wi [FE, ATHREEWAFNSS5ZE, SR ET SO0 BIEE WG G 8 A W RE &, W6
HHSRIE TR EE A M AR, AR TR SE R S T A B A SR IR R A TN A IR . b
Ah, NT BRARIRN R 22, A SR I TR0 I R A et h . BOER AR LA 2 AN Ta] s, I TE TRl RS 1 H
R R REN, ZUiEMEANOSGITERGE. Sl E. BAERXFEIFER. SR E. 5 HE
SAFE . TR IR BERER, ZiUiERERIC R BA R EIMRN ARG B AR
HIEILWEE T 486 a4, 7EMAGEIE, @I B AT R AN GR E, DIBRIEE AR . A TEEEW
% AR FTE S AR AMEN LR S G, RE& LKA 457 BHLNE, HENHERELN
94.03%. fEENL AT, BRI AL & E 56.46%, ASCHRHY 43.54%; FEMERI AT, BEEE
i 44.86%, Lotk &7 55.14%.

33 ZEME

AHIEFE I R R AR CORR MW SR S SO BT BT T R, IR 7 Bk n Bk
RS TY K) E AR R BT T TR, Horh 1~ 2 lFR N “HERARE” B “CERFEZ” o [, N
T PR RAE A B (R P, AR ST [ 3 i20Rt 78 S8 SO B AT AR I AR B R 3 {5
SHCR I EZ % Chang SE[19]MIWFFE, B 4 MBI H X% TRE RS % B IESE[20] 1R 5T,
AL 10 NI - 2] 250 R R NAVEH 45 [21] clodh i R I00 27 21 U AT VR4, L5 6 AT
S AR ) PR RO 525 226 Davis [22]4 (S B BRI Z B3R, 5 B EH 4 MO & ik
MEXWAE, REAEREGE RN ES KA 23T, 045 6 MBI

4. BT/ASER
4.1. EERFERERT

JIR I B AEAE L [F )7 VA 22 1) JE,  ASHF 5 AR 95 Podsakoff 25 (K221, % 7] #5408 31T Harman 1A
TR, ZRER, B -FWOERNTE S B R ERE SN 32.344%, KT 40%K)IlE FARHE .
Rk, wTCLRIWT, AW FEAAEAE ™ 5 1) 3[R 77 v 22 0]

4.2. EEDHT

RS AN MR R RAEE, HIES SR SRR, S8, #FREH SPSSAU #fF
WA EITEERE . £ 1EBR TSN EENEERKSE R, vTUUER], kmEHES R PS5
) Cronbach’s o %I HE A 0.755 % 0.851 2 [f]. MEHHEM T, %A &) Cronbach’s a REI K Tl
FLH 0.700 I, X3 B0 A8 B TASEOE A0S B BT . LTS, KRR B ES TiX—hidE. B
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b, MRS T SR Cronbach’s o %L, HAE M 0.813, it 1 0.8 MEIME. H4ELL BEERR LS RATLASE
Mg, PriEfmERSRARENER, oTBLETE R R IT.

Table 1. Reliability test results for variables
#1 TENEERESER

A RIS Cronbach’s a X4 Cronbach’s «
B8 e 4 0.826
HE2E) 6 10 0.755
2 215 H 6 0.851
0.813
R T R 4 0.780
RN 4 0.722
KRR G I BER 6 0.792
4.3. MESHT

TR IR B AT 1 A RN X 2 ROEX PEASJ T I M AR . 5, X TRB N AR,
T PR A B BRI R T R T2 A HAOA AT R, D, AT ARG S R BT R
TP AR . R, FERBRI X 22 R TT T, R AMOS 23.0 B xh & AN A2 & BEAT I IE R R 704,
RN 2 for, ANRTEBEEE SR RE, JEHEENT AR TR SRS, Kk, etk
D7 a5 RAR T, ASHIE U AR B 1 X0 R R AT

Table 2. Confirmatory factor analysis

=2 WIEMEF SR

it B+ xldf GFI CFI RMSEA RMR
VSRR Ei IQ, AL, LA, PU, PE, LE 1.886 0.941 0.943 0.072 0.049
T DA A A IQ + AL, LA, PU, PE, LE 8.132 0.846 0.854 0.092 0.080
PSR i IQ + AL, LA, PU + PE, LE 7.678 0.824 0.826 0.148 0.131
=T IQ+ AL + LA, PU +PE, LE 10.635 0.745 0.706 0.209 0.196
PR T IQ+AL + LA, PU+PE+LE 21.133 0.475 0.458 0.267 0.278
HALR AR R IQ+AL+LA+PU+PE+LE 23.362 0.389 0.327 0.318 0.292

TE: 1Q MEEHEE, AL NE TSRS, LA NS5, PU NEEIAHITE, PE BRI ZHITE, LE N5 3180

4.4. RS SRR O

HI7E 3 ¥l R I, ARG BRBEM IR TR KR, AREA TR, 25,
A FIYE, BN 2 R 22 DE [ fEm PR AR RS AR IR A sl ST ROR,, ROV RIS IR Bt 1 10 SChe .

45. RigKLe
K H AMOS 23.0 BRAEST 457 108 RUOBEA BEAT 854 7 FEAR B R A 06 o 25 1) 7 R AR TR 1) s 42 R o
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ROLF 48R, (5 B4 R A msgm KA RA N IR (B =-0.439,p<0.01); HEY¥IREIIEE
E A2 K 2 AR VR A AU S OB (B = 0.347, p < 0.01); 2 214U 2 38 1E [ S ) K22 AR YR A a0 ) U (B =
0.425,p <0.01); BN 5 H P 3% E Al s K 22 AR VR A N ) 2R (8= 0.328, p< 0.01); B ATAH HIME 3 1
MRS AR A N SRR (8=0.342, p<0.01) . JT EiRor#r, B H1. H2. H3. H4 fil H5 %753
T X

Table 3. Mean, standard deviation, and correlation coefficient

F 3 BE. EEMEXRY

BIE N 1 2 3 4 5
1) FEHE 3.924 0.331
2) HEARE 3.878 0.465 0.182™
3) ¥ ImH 3.881 0.434 0.156™ 0.177*
4) SR AN 3.538 0.426 0.562™ 0.350™ 0.178™
5) &5z Ak 3.764 0.480 0.365™ 0.351™ 0.288™ 0.387"
6) 2 JRCR 3.964 0.423 -0.439™ 0.254™ 0.184™ 0.286™ 0.149"

¥E: TRIR p<0.010, "FR p<0.050.

Table 4. Structural equation model path coefficients

4. HRHERBRERY

B A ALV e R M 2P

B RBE—~ IR - -0.439™ SCHF
SRSy B Ve + 0.347" SCHF
5 YGRS AR + 0.425™ SCFF
TN 5y P — 2 S s R + 0.328™ X
JEFNA A — 27 2 R + 0.342" SCHF

¥E: TRI/R p<0.010, "FRp<0.050.

5. ARG 5HE
5.1. R4t

AT EREASHE, MEEER, FEANER, FEENRERULME EEARZERNUA T,
HTEREE. AEFIR. 5 B S AR RA AR TR 2R A s S ORI 4SS
T RER . BERA RRY], KPEARGEIFCREEEEE. BESEIM. #2250 5 H
PEREENA RIE S8 R R I B B A R A

5.2. SEEREEWL

TER— S B, EEASRG TN ER R EABRMEKRME, —DMEZTRENZL
MBI BN RS Hik, ENRGEROMESERGDAELE. FEA FRIEMEEER.
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WS BRI, AR R R, 8RS BB, BB (5 BBk MBI K AR A R
MR AT BB SN . TR, 15K RO R b R s 1 58 B R i 7 A
REMORFIE, ST RE SR ST . B, TERS SR, A RS 5 (5 B R T
WA, R R R R, BT E S SRR R CNERAIAE Y, Al B
e B R SR 1 E RS .

M BRI E, S ST, SRR k00 5T B b BRAORIL, RS
R AR A A S A AT BB M E A0, R A RS W PUE B R, Bk, S5 8
AT LR S 1 2 SRR, 857 2 ST, XA 2 ST TR BT (0 4 4 T R A
S, LABRCHOR S % ST R EE . IR, 0T 23 e T A 11 32 ST R 1 8 2R,
A B 2 S0 5525, DA BRI R A 1 1 2% T

W BFRES ML, R T2 ST 3R, SRS RAF S SV . BFFCRBL, %S R BN KR IR
SRR BENEFMT, FRERIRA. Bk, FoRmE AN ) 5T M AN, &
W STROMRIIRGE, A MRS ST 200, BBy sIIX . IR R S R 1K %%, ALk %
BRI ST TR . H, b DA K i LBk T T LA G0 R 2 ST 303 . i, 2T Bl
WIS B R 2 R Sl AR 2 A0 S R YPHE R B it 2, SO AT B 5] S22 AL g2 ST AN, 2 WITF I
S STASHURI IR S + B AT LB GUR 25 ST S M SCHI Bl , DA oRoF 35 2R R A 5T A
Trx—Fh R AT RURAOS: ST

W BRI R ETASE A T 3 5 AR R P MO TR L, Bk 5 i M R
M 2 S 2 AR ST ORI S I IE PO, BRI, N T HRR A s 5 P, P ATER
H RS RS Gt SR WA A % . TR0 S A3 R R RO ekl BT A
SS9 o MM AR AR b 07 VR IR T P 56 B T A R B S 0 9 B
BIRIGME . FUR 24 A ek B2 b 1 VRV 2 B T ROFART 2 51 MOkt , b1 5 M A 27351
BeFt. Db, HOE T AR O T R R G S IR RS APP e MLl X
RS T IR, SR R — AR R AL, B < T RIARHLA . AR
BRI RCT B 3O AL BN S TR,

53. RAERSRE

KO FRAAFAELN T RIR . 5, WHREBON S —. R T S5 AR B AT SE AT, R R
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