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Abstract

Non-local normal university students are an important group for the cross-regional dissemination
of local university image and reputation building. One of the development strategies for local uni-
versities is to attract and cultivate these students, enabling them to adapt to and identify with the
local and campus culture during their studies and daily life, thereby forming cultural attachment,
and subsequently becoming active perceivers and word-of-mouth communicators of the univer-
sity’s image. This study aims to construct a new analytical framework to explore the factors influ-
encing the formation of non-local normal university students’ perceived image of their university.
Based on the Cognitive-Affective-Conative model of perceived image, the framework integrates var-
iables such as informational familiarity, experiential familiarity, study motivation, and cultural at-
tachment as external influencing factors from the perspective of cultural attachment. The research
subjects were 512 non-local normal university students from Hezhou University. The results suc-
cessfully verified the interrelationships among the variables, with most hypotheses supported by
structural equation modeling analysis. The theoretical significance of this paper lies in combining
educational management with psychology to provide a new research framework for understanding
the formation mechanism of university perceived image. Furthermore, the findings have practical
implications for Hezhou University and similar institutions in formulating more targeted strategies
for student recruitment, cultivation, and services, leveraging the positive perception and identifi-
cation of non-local normal university students to enhance the university’s attractiveness and influ-
ence.
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Table 1. Questionnaire dimensions and operational definitions
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Table 2. Results of EFA
=2 REMEFIMER

E EFAmE
IF1: 0.780 IF2: 0.737 IF3: 0.678 IF4: 0.720 IF5: 0.769
15 BAKSE
IF6: 0.774 1F7: 0.598 IF8: 0.735 IF9: 0.765 -
UG AR EF1: 0.802 EF2: 0.842 EF3: 0.769 EF4: 0.831 EF5: 0.805
KRG SM1: 0.535 SM2: 0.754 SM3: 0.751 SM4: 0.698 SM5: 0.716
) CAL1:0.782 CA2: 0.578 CA3: 0.711 CA4: 0.754 CA5:0.713
AR
CA6: 0.733 CA7:0.722 CA8: 0.723 CA9: 0.599 CA10: 0.792
NP COG1: 0.572 COG2: 0.715 COG3: 0.796 COG4: 0.774 COG5: 0.769
HEER AFF1: 0.814 AFF2: 0.762 AFF3: 0.704 AFF4: 0.595 AFF5: 0.718
Ny CON1: 0.814 CON2: 0.745 CON3: 0.770 CON4: 0.774 CON5: 0.763

Pl KMO K56 5 Bartlett BRAEARLS PP A7 0 Hr 0IE DI W04k 3 P, i A2 KMO
{EI5KF 0.7, Bartlett BRIZ AT IG5 IA B2 E MK F(p < 0.001), RFHEIHE S HATH 70, HEWRE
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Table 3. Results of construct validity analysis
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BERYER KMO Bartlett’s JU iR & 3& HHE ARRLE AR

= B R 0.837 P <0.001 28 54.17% ORE T > 0.3

BRI AT 0.861 P <0.001 10 65.61% TREEIT > 0.3
KA 0.784 P <0.001 6 59.76% TREF T > 0.3
AR 0.889 p<0.001 28 59.68% TREA I > 0.3
INHITE R 0.784 P <0.001 6 58.40% TRE T > 0.3
(RS 0.758 p<0.001 6 56.35% TRE T > 0.3
BHER 0.832 p<0.001 10 59.86% RE I > 0.3
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Table 4. Results of reliability analysis
F 4. FEDNER

BEEE osip ik Cronbach’a HERE AVE
5 EARE 8 0.811 0.817 0.556
LIS 5 0.868 0.861 0.656
KL 4 0.757 0.76 0.533
AR 8 0.85 0.848 0.55
INFITE S 4 0.761 0.765 0.584
THRTE R 4 0.741 0.747 0.564
F=SZIy 3 3 5 0.832 0.835 0.598
Table 5. Results of multiple regression analysis
# 5. ZEEADER
DV v B Std. E Vi t P VIF R?
Constant 0.44 0.187 - 2.351 0.019 -
IF 0.212 0.038 0.194 5.54 0 1.708
COG EF -0.076 0.029 -0.102 -2.673 0.008 2.033 0.628
SM 0.182 0.03 0.2 6.086 0 1.509
CA 0.623 0.042 0.6 14.7 0 2.33
(Constant) 1.339 0.178 - 7.501 0 -
IF 0.17 0.037 0.172 4.541 0 1.809
EF -0.067 0.027 -0.099 —2.449 0.015 2.061
AFF 0.589
SM 0.105 0.029 0.127 3.552 0 1.617
CA 0.298 0.048 0.319 6.23 0 2.299
COG 0.315 0.042 0.349 7.572 0 2.687
(Constant) 0.243 0.178 - 1.372 0.171 -
IF 0.11 0.036 0.102 3.052 0.002 1.881
EF 0.063 0.026 0.085 2.424 0.016 2.085
CON SM -0.028 0.028 -0.031 -1 0.318 1.656 0.694
CA 0.263 0.047 0.257 5.62 0 2.545
COG 0.174 0.041 0.177 4203 0 2.983
AFF 0.406 0.041 0.372 9.802 0 2.431

E: DV AR, IV NEZE, NEH 28, p BEFEE, B NAERHEIL RS, Std.E NbsEix, poubrtEtt R
H, VIF RZ EILNE. R? R B AR BN KA & (iR e
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=0.228,t=15.724, p <0.001). IANEITEZR(B =0.162, 1 =3.978, p < 0.001 ) FI15 KI5 (B = 0.384, t = 9.243, p <
0.00 )X EANE R A 3 P IE M 520 . S50 BARFE M52 B O IE(B = 0.058), (H AR B Geit i 2 K -F
(t=1.725,p=0.085), XE/ntH, TEA5EIEA. SCTHANF LS NFE RN FI 515 BARG SE R IKE0 T, B
A YR A B A AT R r AR AR AR Nl Tl At N A B 55 5 21 SCRFAT v 88T, SR ENHL(B =-0.021,
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Table 6. Results of the hypothesis test
= 6. FIRKWIMER

Bt iR ZEFIAXR ST S
HI 5 S BR BRI ENTE R B IR IF—»COG. AFF. CON RS
H2 2200 I N RSN RV 2R EF—COG. AFF. CON UESE
H3 SRELBIHUNT AT R0 SM—COG. AFF. CON B K
H4 SCAAR X AT SRR 52 1 CA—COG. AFF. CON RS
H5 NENTE G015 Y SR 52 COG—AFF ESE
H6 INHITE G0 B3 T R COG—CON ESE
H7 13 KT GO0 =BT R AFF—CON UESE
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