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Abstract
This article takes students in Zhejiang Province as the survey group, conducts a multi-stage sam-
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pling survey, and interviews parents, non-aesthetic educators, and aesthetic education educators,
aiming to understand the current situation of students participating in aesthetic education activi-
ties, school aesthetic education Satisfaction, discovering the deficiencies in the process of school
aesthetic education. At the same time, a binary Logistic regression model was established based
on the relevant information of the respondents and the students’ support for school aesthetic
education, and it was found that the degree of students’ necessity for accepting school aesthetic
education is related to the intention of practicing aesthetic education and the willingness to par-
ticipate in aesthetic education. It has nothing to do with the students’ gender, school stage, par-
ent’s education level, and family annual income. Finally, based on the survey results, some tar-
geted suggestions are put forward.
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1. 5l8

FEHRWRETHE MWEEHBGR 1] T EH RN AT R 406 RS DL 6%
THAERREZEMIEM . R, EEMAET, ARG ZAREBER N B, AT E RN
FHE W EMRRELT I K T ZAREHE . FEBE SCEME 2 R R IR Rms), £H 5% H R
RMTHEZ 1), E R WAL & 2 TR T LSRR S]5[2].

N T YISET RE K RATFE B HREGR G ERITRFETBEF TGN . A SCE WL AT
BB AR, EREREE LR SR FREE LIETET R, SRS H R ARES
TEOUHAT ZUERE TR, FFLLSAE S E DR SO R N AT TR A 0T, IR — St i s
i
2. BABHTRE

NTWREREARR R, AT eI I TR A LA A R AR 8 5 T VR ST it P R 15 L AT
THBEI T BATESL T W RIS 23 #1 8 100 70RE 703, 50 AR HL, 0 HURAEFE AR .
FAVEL RGN TRADUN BN T . BNRIENE 100 24, THEHE T A4S o R
AYIE x=58.30, FEAT % s* =1658.92 - fiE B 5L N 95%, Hla=005, Sz, , =196, HAIH
PR ZE AN 5%, Rlr=0.05, PrUAtBRHFERZE e=rxx=2915.

R ERaE RBEARK AN, TR AR

Z%s?

N, ~ 750

AR A R A 773 (KB RN deff X AE AR BEAT IR . JEHE ST, 22BN deff <1 [3],
BAT deff =1, FUHAREIZZR ry 90%, MHAFEILTHE, e RAHAR:
_ N, *deff

N=—2—~833
r
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S e SBR[, TRATE A M9 IR A BRI /N R 2, B REAZ B 900,
3. BERFZE

B4 B RE N UIRATIOARE, T T EAEMEEKN TEFT LA, PREFELMIVIR, %
B R DU R B ARSI B, R0 TR R, IR B TR A M, 45 ) IR
FLHEA SR

HATRIEE 128 F B &4 S VIRSER A, ARIEITTA SRl 2, @ TN, B\, 5
W & QMBI FIRTT R . B&, BRI 871 4, A Ech 851 4y, Wl Ea
AN 97.7%.

EARRRER L MG, ERERAGEES, SHEIRRANFRETTIMAS S EZ, frditt
1514 83.08%, [FINTH A A H AR B XA AR A, AT B G M AemE. rE
WL S AEXHR R R SN2 BN IEE, IEF BB S INE B I &5 E) 24.79%, (HiE 4T 3.88%
M EANBE RN RS INEEE) . BRI, BRI A% ) EE IR L EZ, h
PR W2 2 X 2 56 B W Bl B AR BB T, T B A B AR
4. FENEREBXHE
41 BENEEENSRE

N T IEARATR N R R AN R BB R T IR, AV A SR T, EEEER
FEL EBMLER . FRXWAKT. FEFERANUESINET S SR NEER, I ARE T
B, Gi's, JF HAESERRBR R FE e, JRAMEBY SPSS Hift, Meff T Jm iR a2 Bt 17 0% 1k 21 K
I, ITIE BT A [F A A R 6 B VRN B 1.

WAV REH L EEZEEE CINER, HhyY 1B LEEZHREH; Y =0EEGL
B ERET .

AT AL, BA I AR LT — AR RN A . AT E W H AR E 1

Table 1. Summary and assignment table of independent variables in Binary Logistic regression model
%< 1. 7t Logistic EVARA BT =L 2R ER

AR T E
P xq X1 %=1, &£ =0
Xa1 N =1, RET/% =0
N Xa2 i =1, AETHIH =0
FBUx, N N
X23 mP AR =1, AETEPRkbE =0
Xoa AREKRE =1, AETAREKE =0
Xa1 2ELE =1, RETZ2%5E =0
EH MR xg X3 KRN FEZARAIZEE =1, ANETERTNFEZRFIZEE =0
Xa3 PLE#AIAE =1, AT LE#EARZ =0
Xa1 W RUT =1, ANETHFLLLT =0
e Xa2 mEhE =1, AETFEhEihE =0
KR x4 ) )
Xa3 AR KE =1, ANgTAREKL =0
Xaa it &UE =1, NgFmtELE =0
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Continued
Xs1 8TIKUT =1, AET8/MLT =0
Xs, 8~1575 =1, AJET8~1571 =0
HIREIA X, Xss 15-30 75 =1, F@T 15-30 Jj =0
Xss 30 AMUAE =1, AET 30 AKLUE =0
Xe1 TEE =1, FETAER =0
ZINEH I X Xe2 BRNER =1, AETEANER =0
Xea FHES =1, ABETIEFER =0

AT AT 58 AN B i B Logistic [1] )5 77 AR5 -

Y = In[ﬁ] = Lo+ LXKy + BoXogg + BsXpg + B X g+ + B X

Horfr p=P(Y =1) RUHLA#ENNA BDEEZFREFTIIME, TRITX; MR R . 46—

ANFRUER 7T Logistic 237
4.2. {RERME
f& B SPSS, FAMEH Rz B AR BT IRES bR, A RHARIE T TR SR . Sl H

i
HABERFELN, RAHEMAPALERNEENLER L EZMEEEDZE. RO L8R T

BRI FRAE R, 45N 2 Fiow:

Table 2. Table of parameter estimates for variables in equations
F2 HREPEESHMITR

EESAWER
B2

JitEh A
SR THE
B S.E. Wals df Sig. Exp(B)
ES- PN 480 12.853 3 0.005
EH ML) -1.737 0.561 3.972 1 0.046 0.327
LB M=) -2.184 1.338 0.109 1 0.741 0.643
EH MILE(3) -3.262 0.495 11.41 1 0.001 0.188
LR 4 ZMEE =B 41.701 3 0.001
ZInEEEEQ) -3.385 0.807 17.584 1 0 0.034
ZINEEEE(Q2) —2.457 0.669 135 1 0 0.086
ZMEEEIRB) -0.072 0.518 0.019 1 0.899 0.93
W 3.583 0.607 34.814 1 0 35.964

EAR VAR R : M), 2B REMLER . FKIUKF. KEFRAN. SINEFEERE

MHIHE I ZRRE, RES RS TRER, AR A B2E Wald i Kp e/ T 0.05, Rl

WEVERL, EARM ZJC Logistic [FIH A FEWIT
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|n[1ij = 3.583-1.731X,, — 2.184X, — 3.262X, —3.385X, — 2.457 X, —0.072X,,

4.3 2B H-L W5 04
H-L 56 45 R0k 3 Jios:

Table 3. Hosmer and Lemeshow test results
%% 3. Hosmer #0 Lemeshow #1625 R 3%

B s R FI S A
1 2.801 8 0.946
2 2.588 8 0.957
3 4.808 8 0.778
4 3.794 8 0.875

B4, H-L K HIp{E 9 0.875> 0.05, AT LAAJIIE AR (KLl 3 DR BEIA B ZER, 0 W30 RE (Kl £ FE s
4.4. {EBHR

AT RET AL, AERBABEEZ AR FERFMLER. SEFRIEA XK. T LR
B, BERPREE RIHTL A 22 2E, AR R L4 2R 36 B SCRF AR BAR BoAk o3 At
1) EFALEHFE(X,, =1) WEESISEFEHZ( X, =1) LA AT & W] DS 2]

|n(1i) =3.583-1.737*1—2.457*1=—0.611

UERF, p=35.17% ., U HILLEAES AR BIESI I ZH A NN ERSE HIREA L ZHBER N
35.17%k 4o

2) WEFALARRITRIMNEZAR(X,, =1) HBEESIME TN X, =1)HHLa AT HE AT
3

|n(ﬁ]:3.583-2.184*1-2.457*1:-1.06
UEi, p=25.76%, iiPHELEAESINFERE B ISR KT RINFH ERITA I F AN N FRET R
FEA L ERFIMER N 25.76% /45 o
3) EHE M AEEARE AT HEMNFEEARITI(X,, =1) S INE BTN X, =1)FIHHTE %4
BT A T LIS R

|n[1ij =3.583-3.262*1—2.457*1=-2.136

-p
BB, p=10.56%, UiH BRSNS E G IEAN AT HENEZARITWMAEZ R AN EREE
WRIEA LE By 10.56% 7 f .
P R EHRIRATFT LAE e, 7EHAR S A AE R BT B0 R, WL 54 36 8 Mol s i)} H SRR A 5
BAEBRMEm . 9232 R AR AT BT N EARAER, U LB Z X G REMMEER L
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5. RE5EW

LR L, WA R PR A S R B S, T Logistic [IVARERL, At 7RISR AR T
B R EH LERRER UM E Rl T, AN TR AR T BLERESEFTILER . S
FKHREARK. BTHELZR, RATBIADIE H P LA

51 FEFFERARE, XU HIXEEE

DA A SRR 7R, RO 3% AT BRI P A B 2P . B, 9 T 4R
FAMAEITRNARIS SHE, AR 23 TR AL R

5.1.1. &t s, BIXEFRE

IR PR SE T UREE, PR A A SO VR B B 5 2 [4]. AN A T DS & Mt
ST SEHL AR, S0 SEEIRRRA R B, R PR ORAREE, 1249 — R 50 S RS,
HHEE G L ARG S, PRI — T R REE, HEHTSCIAR K .

5.1.2. AZiixctbidr, REEER

AFH X AE SR R N, Al G TTIEAR 2 & AT & 3 G 2k A ST IR, B 2 % Frg
JElS BUMI BT AL Ul WK A & IR RS, IR e AL R G A B, HIARR SO B 1 36 IRAR,
iR HEERERANG,

5.2. REFRBITEN, UXRRERETER

B ASE F RN B NBEIE B L EHRE T N B RRAS] - AR N % B A R UM B B
TFREEERIEIRE ). AT LR 12 A MR AT UM, 138 — R BRA B3R E R IR I RREUN,
BrRepRbeash, BRI BENER . JHE e L, =0T TR RELE, 30
UM A2 LT IRIE: S50, FRABR IR DB B B HAIPE, G e mBUm e a7 .

BEAh, AT LS AN A LTINS B AN GE, EgIE TR T THEE RSV 55
=i EAE, BATKEEREF, EYERITEEH 1~2 TS T REE, £ JIKI R e it
ZS YRS Y

53 BIEXERE, BERTHFAL

FRAENE T NAEZ B RS —fr2 i, aTLLGERI DB ERE . A RO 7 IMESR T
SV IR T TE, BRI ERESE, RENIZBEAL TR, A, L.
o, WRSEE ARG, TURIFRAE TR H W AT P R N BT %7, W T R R B IR
MEH, KKFENHATAERMETS S,

B WRVERHE 7 AT, AR b [0l 25 4% 5 B9 R — AN R, IFAE — 5 26 TR AT L& IR A 5% 1)
ARSI, £ &, e T T RARKEAG, JFEERIRILZT, =REETRT N,
TR ARG B I , FAK N KIS
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