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Abstract

In the context of the ongoing “Double First-Class” initiative, undergraduate students’ research liter-
acy not only impacts their academic growth but also plays a vital role in university discipline devel-
opment and institutional advancement. This study investigates the current status and challenges of
research literacy among undergraduates at G University through a combination of survey and liter-
ature review methods. The findings reveal that students’ research literacy remains underdeveloped,
characterized by insufficient participation, uneven skill development, and multiple barriers en-
countered during research engagement. Further analysis demonstrates significant correlations be-
tween individual student factors, institutional support, faculty guidance, and environmental influ-
ences on research literacy. Building on these conclusions, the paper proposes targeted enhance-
ment strategies across four dimensions: institutional frameworks, student development, faculty
support, and environmental optimization. These recommendations aim to provide theoretical and
practical references for universities to refine undergraduate research literacy cultivation systems
and advance research-oriented education initiatives.
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T, FRE EA K A AT SO IR S AR I A R . AR BOWRHIE A A 55 77 B
R R ECR . BHITEAERTRE /7 SERE OB 1. ATX 22 ARG B8 70 (0 7T 2 SR A Tt
TR, SIABERIEMAXIAZ[2]. B THREAG WA RIROERAMEI L, AEERRKAR
bR, SCERECEIATES, W AR S a5 ANE IR FR(3], AR RRE AR SR R
FIRHIHARIRE /) AR, fAE “HEAAE AT “BIRHEbRTT” RS ARZIER” 7R
AR AT BRE[4]. BRI S, ARVEFARRE IR HmEE . ARVERRHA
FIRESE NSRBI M EEA A7, S 5RE R TR LR RE IR BRSO A BB Re I R
JRETEEFRAGAERE T I FR (5] RHHARIBE A DOCT-AAEMARE SRR TE R LERHEIE . iR, &
B B SR AR O 3R T A S 2 B B IE R e . I, AT L G KA1, IR
T M HATARE FRWHARIGE TR, B AR R IR, RSt B PR I BSOS, RS T AR AR
RIRHIT AR RE J 3R i — R R A S B 5 =

2. XHRGRIA

e EH BT E G2 O TR RR DUROR AR 2 K BB BRI 14T R 4 G T
B 7 INFIBEI L HE B M d . W EYE. UL S o, SORHEER ST . BITEE. 30T 5k,
B ERIL G NBRSAERE 14 NI [6]. INFIRE BN R BT RE 1 SO R R 73, 2 AE 2
PEERE ) b, M CERIHNEES . B IRES I WRBURABIA TSI I, HRIE AN
YERTENE . DT A FESE7]. 20 #2480 AR, EAMRE KEAEARL A ERHIZRNN Lk Hev:
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i), NSIMEWHESI N A T S8 Bk BT, UG BRI Mt T aE g, Jf
TERCE L8], W RHIHE S M AR RIHAKIRE 1. BT ZRR BLR AR 5 SEBA S &, 1240 R
AERIBIEE T, BOBRARE E 5220 AL OB RREI[9]. B 90 sEREBEAM ALY, ER
B AW EIG XIS HRE AR, SUARAESINRHE S ARHARIBE /1, #55 BH m &
SEERMHEN TR B SRR AR R RE B R RI[10]. BAR AT HIVF 2 mIRAE AR ER 37 T7 &
e R 7RI RIHTRE M EEE, (A B ARSI I o A = WA ) H AR A R SRR, S S SE R
FABHESI R, A A LB R SR RE R IR K AR A R SE LR AR 1]

3. it
3.1. BIERIR

AHFTERAIRICEELE AL RFIRi T, R 228 My, IR 228 s, AR 228 1, B
[FIRCA 100%. R BERE o IZ R RIBEALAMFE AR SE &, ARTE AR N 10505 KA IEhEE, K—2%
A27 N, K2 S6 N, K=24 68 N, KWU=A4 77 N AEMEWEHIMW LF G RZEWFTE AR
W, R T AR RIS R, — e R L ARAE TR AREA SRR 2. RS B 1 PR,

Table 1. Sampling information

=1L OEER

A E 2RI E FEAR & "okt
H 106 46.49%
el
b’y 122 53.51%
*— 27 11.84%
- 56 24.56%
IR
XK= 68 29.82%
N 77 33.77%
BT 56 24.56%
EHR 42 18.42%
T2k 24 10.53%
7Y
PHAER 29 12.72%
S 54 23.68%
TR 23 10.09%
o SCRE 106 46.49%
e R
PR 122 53.51%

3.2. AR A&

TR T R TASRHERWA SN GE I ROWF FOBCR, RIETF RN AR M5, PTG KE¥EARE
FARINENRE JTPUIR I SPSS24.0 #HATEE . AN AKIRFHA &G TP E, N4
JE, BURMIHAENGSE .. ARV, 2RSSR, B AR IUR . RS 5ar Bl a8, A
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ZVhE S SRR, BN L B S bl BeME. RS, Mg, WERATE. T2 FE.
BRI BISIKIRN L 29 390 490 557
3.3. BB EVESH

SRR B R ) AR AR T B () — FE SR e, Wi spss24.0 BB 1K) 2 R iR AT AT EE Iy
Br, AR T AR (Alpha)(EE 2 E0N 0.799, KT 0.7, Hi8i% 3 BE —E R NS, 8T spss Bt
t1 i) KMO 1 Bartlett (BRIEAS IR A5 & 2 (8] (AR S, 45 50 KMO Siit 318 M 0.851, Bartlett’s ERIEKS:
IS B K 4876.568, TEFH R 1176 [IZLERTE 0.000 /KF FiA3] 782, W ENESEXEE BRI
RPN R
4. TIER
4.1. G REXMERTAMEH B &R

AWFRIKFE (G KFEARVERWHAGE TR AR , X 228 L ARV BITSSEiEE, i SPSS 4t
A RPN NS E . BIHARE R, BHTZ 5. BERAZGE IR, BEFS 5 8 RHTHA RIGE 1
SN KYEEE AT RO MG 0T, A5 R UEE 2 s

Table 2. Overall status of undergraduate scientific research cognitive ability in University G (N = 228)

% 2. G KEAMERFOARBE N BARITRN = 228)

BRI BHHARIEE BHF2S BWRAREBEIBUR  BtS 5 BRI R B RE

R 228 228 228 228 228 228
S 2.4643 2.6140 4.9276 3.7265 1.7188 29711
brifE 2 0.49385 0.74217 0.38733 0.56383 0.49673 0.28425
R/MA 1.00 1.00 1.50 1.27 1.00 1.94
YN 4.14 4.50 5.00 5.00 3.11 3.58

NS4 BE IS TR 2RI SHEG )T EER A, R 3 1 22 T . FERMIF RIS B 48 B (31
=2.4643, FrifEZE =0.49385) 5 RIA TG B4 IME =2.6140, taiEZE =0.74217), PEIEHKTIG
FHE, HARHEZEERUN, R G RZABE B BT R E ] ZS BEMT, 5 BTS2 115 B g
B, BN E S ERIAERRE, RIBBLEZE 2.

RS 5 AE =4.9276, brifE%E =0.38733) KM Wt /- AARFE, SHMET & TR FHYE, 4562
FRF S BRI RN = BefE, 5= BEMMIE), REWELRZEAR AR S 5178 Eik
B CREEATE” BHEARE” , RBU G REARVERIISH MK, FFstERS 5B ST
IREETZEAN R, BONHIZI R RE /) A Je i S Bf0 o

BHFFARIGE PR GEFE (M =3.7265, % =0.56383)MME M TR FHE, HAsEEMANER, W
B ARV BRI RA SN RE I AEAE B B0 [ . 3070 A8 D R A SERIBIIA RN RE 7, (B RESF AR
SR SCERERIR RS . BE TR R B b ACE ARG R (22 Sk 2L I R E ) T
TAELERIRAAR , AR AETE R G 1 IR A 2

RIS 5 o) LR (A1 =1.7188, ArdEZE =0.49673) K18 W F K Tk Fl, RUWARVEES SR
TG B I T I P AS,  A R BRI AE L I IRDRS 7 0 FEAS AR SFRTE PR RS A B, X LI SRR G

RV
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B PR T AR S S EE, R “S50 - 5805 - MEL2” KRB

MEHIFHAEIRE 71850 R E (FME =2.9711, brilEZE =0.28425), BEARLBMEMAR T HEElm AE, Hk
fH3.58) S5 /ME1.9HZER T, KELHE G REEARERMFIARIGE /AR AT &5 K, BEAR PN
RIBALIET, AFERRI$ET2SA] .
4.2. ARNEMNTAMEE D WE RS

ARG WE S AR R A BRI RE 0 0SB4 &, A ST IR B R R (S R EEALAR S . IR 1
KNI . FARGE ) FAEDNANERCSRIG R, e R, &, TR, WEERES). ZIfEnm
(FHe T B TEE. BEE 158) J8 B PRS2 (75 [R] 22 e K AR Y US55 DU KR 4E 1, Jl it Pear-
son FHI MR TE 5 R SR RIRE IR BRREE, 45 3R 3 Fior.

Table 3. Correlation analysis between each factor and undergraduate research cognitive ability

3. FRRSAREMTOAMENEXDE

AN NEE Al J LR K R i ERER
F IR AAH A 0.470™ 0.452" 0.251™ 0.432"
BHIFA & RE BEEE) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
N 228 228 228 228

MRS ERER, FREEr=0432,p<0.001). F2ENAEEE=0.470, p <0.001). ZIHF0H
=0.452,p<0.001). J&EFREEEM(r=0.251, p <0.00)¥) SRR ERWHAZIRE /1 £ 82 B>, HFra 4
FE 25 K35 /NT 0.001, R BHIX SR S0 RHFA KN B ) 12 e B Ge it L BT &gtk Hor,
AN NF RN R, FREAREGZIEmR ., JE BRI OC REBAERT AR, <A
N F W REEN VELERVIA SN B8 /K B i D IRBIE L, TSR 5 20MHR St AR ORRE, A FEER
B R ISR Bh MRS VE F

42.1. ¥REHE: MAXRERFEEER, #ASHKF TR

A RNARH ARG FE 0 F M, HEBORE. SHRBN S5 S i E R A B A R B
MITE R, B 4 AR, 16 R EM A LARNIRE MG “ 2R ERIHRRE TR B “ 18
BE R RHI B 7 2RSS TR ARRE” I Ofabrt, &8 B2 e 5 “WEAR
B A E BN 8.77%. 10.53%. 10.53%. 8.33%, H. It 02k 2k v AR B S0 R 24 15 1A ] B
BAR( “ZEFFE” HILYRBIE 60%). XK G KFEERIHEFRARER LAEHEAE: — 2Rt
BN B SN R, KA RE SRR, EAREEZ O MR, SARMAERHAR R
JT s AR RIS AR s B bRE . ITIRRRE SR T R B e 4 T B A 2 SR AR
Wt = RBAREARGEEGERE, FARPEE. B R, FREEENE R AR, REEEK “ AN
REME. AR B R EFHEE; TOR N FARWRHAREE DGR EMEEAR L, RIEGRIFEE 5%
IANNABEFRAZ O E R, SERHE RN S 224 TR A G .

422. TARE: ERHFHSUAR, EHEMEFECHBEIT

A NRRHARIRE S R IR, HOXER, B 881 5 FREZERFHARIIREE S .
e 5 aTEn, AN ABRGERE Y, CHENARARENE” CHENABARERASE” NN
HARBRE” ZIHEhH “ ST E7 5 BTG HHN 10.09%. 14.47%. 14.91%, 1T “5
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A NHARIBIRES” BIAAFT LA 7.89%, RAZHCAE R SR EWEIE, (A8 2R LR
EREERR, “PEPARARERE” NATEIRAAERE(C ST 5 “WBARTE” At
1), HEN AT BEAAAE W B S IR ZE B A 22, (HEEATTE Y, IRIEE DR MAIHARBE T LRIR,
[[UEEROIPAT NIRRT b Nt i) 3 e st s A p R R RS BS <22 <i1 e S6 X PR 7= ay R
Y5, (EOCHRREER . Bla b, OGRS SEERNRE ) EAFEA S, 120 T RIHARIRE I P8t

Table 4. The degree of influence of school level on undergraduates (%)

4. FREBEXARE N IWIEER%)

T H RS LA N AR E  BeEAE
SR E A A AR IR 59.21 25.88 6.14 6.58 2.19
A B AR R 58.33 21.93 9.21 6.58 3.95
SR BRI 2 Rl B 52.63 28.95 7.89 6.14 4.39
SRUEIE T AR EAR G 53.07 29.82 8.77 4.82 3.51
Table 5. Influence of individual level on undergraduate research cognitive ability table
5. PABREN AR ERFHARE R ERR
T H TEEFE L& N A& TEERFFE
A NRA R @ 55.26 23.25 11.4 5.7 4.39
AN NAGRRE 51.32 27.63 13.16 4.82 3.07
FHENNRARERRSE 57.02 16.23 12.28 5.7 8.77
AN NRA RN 50 24.12 10.96 7.89 7.02
A NHAABIE T 23 28 5 89 83

4.23. FIFEE: HIRESEIIKEEFRA, SIOERARTESXE
FUTAENAR ARG S S E, KT, SES 8 SRWTHE ) BRGNS RWHA R

SRR B3 6 mT%,

“CENMRHE ST CBIMIRHE SR “EIMIIRHTRE

» —

=i r

W “SERNHEE” 5 “LLEBAHFES” SN 9.65%. 13.60%. 25.44%, FHZUmAHREE A AT 5

bedzm, SM AR EUMAAAE R TSR S . ATV IR 35 AN 2 58 1)

A A A2 R RHT

Beah, HarBUMRE ST NBOESE, LU T, SR 2RISR A X ER S RS
PEAEAR EZN, X AR RIESE i) ) 8] AN R I, 3 S50 A AR R IR v e s 14 [ IR A5 24T 2 ok,
HI5S 1 BT 2 A RIHARIRE 1 i 51 GUE -

Table 6. Teachers’ influence situation table (%)

= 6. 2T IMIERE %)

e SEEFE LLi & N IRATE A SEENTFE
LR 577 = 49.12 30.26 10.96 5.26 439
LIRS S & E 53.07 24.12 9.21 6.58 7.02
ZI R Ee 43.42 21.93 9.21 14.04 11.4
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4.2.4. BEMHE: AHRENEEE, RBFERREERR

JE A B AR E RS B A BB AT, RO R REOA 2 A A 2 5 . il
RTAH,  “FZEAKAHERRN” f5hr, “Refe” 5 CHWERTS” K HIE 71.49%, £
PEREA IR AT 5 NI 2425 BT BB 7mVa RN . 45 A Bl R 2 B K AR 2 S RNE 3. E3h0r
R, AT SRR, BB BRSNSz, A5 R s = B, A
MRS 5 ERE B 2206 . BT, G RPAOGH D T LBIEGIY R 7 R R R AR ] R4
RGN SEIE K, SEOABDRIHA I RE 1 R HEE R BEFE 70 K 4%

Table 7. Environmental impact assessment of the surrounding area (%)

7. BEFESMERR(%)

| e Xty By AN 5E HEARTE BeAFe

[F] 22 B A K A G 5 37.28 34.21 15.35 7.02 6.14

5. AMENTHARBERFA R EHE

FE X7 B ARHERE AT 5T, ARVERWHARIBEIE N AR IR LR, BER
A BRI AR AL, MR AR TR SR RN 250 . WA RVERIHARIRE 1 32T B 42
P N NNIE 2 U N | EZ 8 A PN -2 Gl P

5.1. ¥REM: W& “BIE - R - fJE” ZA—FHNRMEAGSR

FEZERRMIE SRR B B B2 T, SRS RE W A AT JR BT Bl 2 {1t i ZE 1) B I S H AT T Aff PO
SRCFF[12]0 SFRAEAFHARIRE JJ 8 2 0 WA, 75 TR E TR R & N AR .

5.1.1. REMBHREGR, FIAMEEHER

Py R B AR, HEREURAE SRS IR R & o RAE AR A AR 5 2 AR K B B
FEEE RS - RO - Y ZGORER R B, TPRRWHAR IR, W R e, R R A
Fr, #BhE A SR NI S R, JTIRRINE S TRNMHREE, REUHRSCIG R . DHFix
i BRI L ERE s ARE S LT T RBIT SRR, 91 S ES HIERBRIE. SRR RS
WHFC iR A, SR AR A SEERRE AT AL . AR L IRFE A IR AR R, e if 223 Ll m]
FEPRFE B E “ T X Br AR M SAEWE 7 7 AR 55, HEAT “URRRIRSC - RIWFITH 7 #raehll, Hes5 ik
PR SCINPATHERWTITH W tkits, Dy B SR Rt b i iE .

5.1.2. EERTFFIE, BRESAERN

a2 JuihI e, sRCRHTBTIR IS . I RIS SR 4R, I /PR G TR B
W gl X “BFS 51787 BT 0E s SRa R BPrIr iR, [FR, @2 #UnkiHE S LS,
RARAERIHE S TAFEMALAB IR, W83 REEE BN T SRR S SR S
7, B ERS S UTRIRS” FXUABUMME R . hoh, f5d “BREAFVERIISRT6 7, BEX
WREHE . SEIR R T RS PR R RAR R S DR, SR o WSS, BOOL “ARVERWIL IS
B P RBIRh BAERL R, AFER BRI H 45T Z R 2 SCRE,  FRIRRHTT R Sh T T
5.13. EEFAXUFE, HERTADES

FH AR, S ERITAR ST RBE A &R . B @20 “ 2R RIE” , BiEE A A
BRFFNAES IR, TR “ARRAER R R 353 LR R HERIERSETE A, i

SN
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W BORSCRE SEARIEIR AR SS Rehd U mR B S “ RHHE BAHEEHLH 7, M. fE
NART B RATRRER . SEREIA. AR WAE S, B IR AE SRR & 1) S 1

52. MAEE: B “IAH - BES - KR thRIBRIBABE

ARERAT A NS EIARS R TIRWHA R GE ) BREE, KA R T ARESAS SRR
WHEIRTBEI[2]. A NRIHARBEIIRTHI 0A, Tt HarRimRS AL . SEatpe s, 2 5%
RSF I, ER R AR TR IR R

5.2.1. WUMNFEHORTAD, BESS5AEHA

H S FACRII O E NS, TSR ERIGER . W B R AR S DRI R AL, PR
WIS NIZARBLE. QTR YT LR PR e ISR S SNV, CREARHIERE 1 AL % 0 58 5
71, WiER CRHEE AT R SEARIRIX, @A CRITBI K B EA R Al %
Mk, RIFATWATH SIS SR, 2RI S, T Az O] 25 58RI S
i, BB R AR T, B E R R,

5.2.2. BAMAEMEES, FEANREHIRE

REERFHZOERE, HRPARRFEMANEIEYE. BB 0 R TR B,
MGG, EEERIRT G TALER . AR HAR ) FAERIE, W R - R KR, BEXERIE
WM, XS 5ERITRNBIIERER I, TP EZR S o AR R ERAT “22ARIE 7 S5,
XHELRERE “WFFEHE . RIEEH . ZRIR7 ST RS, MG ERE . 25 ARRHEET
X FRIHEHERIE SV B

5.2.3. EESSRASKRE, SKEUAFBENEM

BRSBTS 5P R, SRR SIEANUR] . AR A Z SRR TN S 5 R8T,
SIEARTEZE, UL “ LR 2" N, $RTPRIISEEREE ), eI M. (A2 ARt ot AR, W IS A5
B, B “siik - R - St e, HESIRIHARIBE ISR TT

53. ZUNEM: BT “519 - 5% - WEe” ZHMORMABEARSR

BN SRR ST 22 AR RE 11 BABRAEHI[13], BOBVEARIHARIRE /18 TR B 51 S, RREERS
HATTE P AEREG T BRI RS, KA RGN 1R

531 BUNHEARR, WIEHESES
ORI S 7 ATE L, RS APELAR SHLR . HRRARITE S0\ SO TR, ISR
FHE SR “ RS TR R HIR S ORI MR, (e Wi AR
FIORIBAE, AAEURALRI L “BRSCRERE” | 31 S R RS, BTN E S
SR RGBSR KM HTRARE R, B A T
BYSCTHRIET I AR KRR S, R R R R Ak
P2 TR AR & LS SRS SR MRS
53.2. DIFTRRES AR, BARSLN
RME TS TR, RIS SR, S8 LA TRPRINS, & LETHns
B BUSREIFR “ RSB OO L BRI R NI AR,
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SIN “EBIXFET” , DA SR FZAERRET RGOV, fETiEEiessE . ATt BORFAL RO
T, WESRIE I EAE S ATRAEE, ERITIH P BAR A B R . RIS, @ A 15T, ¥
JihreAs B, i “HRAEIeT . BRREE k.

54. AEMRRER: TE “TR - K - fE" RINBAERES

ANTEI 2 SIS KA LR RE T R A AL Z2 S AN, BRI [ A SRR AT O E 71K JE 1 5 B
PEFERI[14]0 JA B ASEAE ORI RIBE J7 35 IR (K B ZE 08, 5 B0 241 L (RS2 AN AL 1) ) AL, A 3 LB 3
HERIRHI AL .

54.1. BERMZRTLE, REFAEEL=E

HE AR SRR, TR KA AT . ARk, BE T RO, A B R
BN ok, ENPDTR O R R R SRS S
2y, FMAREIRE . HAEAR R 6, S CIRBHE . RITBOR .. 3REE, TR =R
. BiERFERMFAETRE “BITRR> 27, B “HEEry” “Irdikse” “whiiam” S5
AT UM, o A RKA BT, 1508 Ll ILE . BREE” BN, REL AR AR
SieST, LIEHER IR BRI .
5.4.2. STEEIFKRAE, EIEEDHERFA

WSS FERBT R RAR R, (LB F) 22 R ME o HEAT “SE SO IR 19 “ RHIHmAES]” 40
RIS B R — R E S 5B H , 15 SO R« BRSNS AL AR, wor “BHt

IR TR, REERAERELEE, NRERAERMBIERER, TR “ DA F . LR
A7 PGSR, 51 SHEAPMETA RS2 A ERE, Wt FER ARG WIEEdE A R, =Tt
RHIE RS AL 57 B

54.3. EEEENAZE, BEFARLRERETHL

BEAERMRILAL, WLBRERTE, B RUERF S S5 &, mlRE %, SEE. MEANS
RiE, BEARBHENHRIFBR . BN N SEAMNFE, B E R BGOSR, &
CARHERWIDE VEE” AR GiED), BiE CHEEE” MEWHREL BOREAE RSN 1)
B, SIS2EAEMAL g - SE7 FFENES, BRIAFR/NARITRSEARAER . TiEEYE, %N
G, B R B LT REARIERIASCLL.
6. &7E

~
N
y

el il

ARAERITRE 1 575 5 5wt — MEFFETE AR, B R AR T AR E R BRI ), RRE—
A TP B0 B B ML B B AE 2 1 B R G IR . BTLL, AERSSRARVERIIHARIRE 1 (s
FErp, AR RIS B S I, SERMBE A GRER, HPARRA R g, 2R SR
W, SRR R R, R R RmF O, AL, BRI, A RO ARR A RHARIRE /1
(s TR AR Al 4 OB CRIEAN ST R, SR KRR TH AR A ORI A S g

BE K
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