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Abstract

School environment is the main place for adolescents to study; it exerts an imperceptible influence
on developments of students’ thinking. We will take the creative scientific problem finding (CSPF)
as the breakthrough point, to explore the influence of those factors in school environment. The
results show that: there are significant differences between urban and rural schools in the open
environment, school regulations, teacher-student relationship, peer relationship, classroom at-
mosphere and physical environment in city schools are better than rural schools. The creative
scientific problem finding (CSPF) in city students is better than rural students; 50.05% of the total
variations in CSPF are caused by school environments. The teacher-student relationship and
school regulations can significantly predict the differences among schools.
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1. 5]

FRRUEHFEE . B AA RS T, RIS ) IR0 R BRAL Hh s e 5 2 A R 0 B/
B . ABRMST T EARMF ), AT, GREANEIAE AP IR, Gump B N =
e HRIMEE. N SCIRIZORIRI & i) B2 (18 5 BOAT AR X)) [1], A WA E RO B R 3R 40 il 1) e
PEL REKIEEI . SO AR, SR RS R KRR RS SAN T [2]. EREBIAN
SRS CFEY) RS IR EE, VAR R B R R i AR i R G T s, R ARG R
TR AFAE , R 2R 35 2 8 28 PR 30 (10 % ok 00 L K] A J P — R TE T () 2 7 8, sz o R A
SCGE, BRI BER, ARk R AR A SE . FISCE41WCN, RN IR S, A5 R%
RAL IR RIS, AT MO HOAES, $8 R BB BUH IS Sl R Y B & Fp SR BR 8 &R
FEFRE S A, JE#E OIS, 185 RARAEAE B H & N LU RS . #75 (1993) 4 R
Beor NEURRBI GRAE G AL . 288, UL, RER), REAFURGE. P, TP, R
F(RARI . RIS KRB E R R 205 773, HRKE) [5].

BEMEN—ANRRERI R, KE B e [ P, SRR FKEm S, SFHDERAE
JEANGI I Y T e R . AR RIS A — AN EER R, WIRAEA R TS /1)
R, nEQNE RS KRS, EREAEAAE N RIE IR EH K. Qs AT A E
A NS L, BEFRAE NIRRT, REBAEBHEHAE, UBIKQETNNASE, Mt —1
TFEIIAEL, — AN R LA TIEEEIE, 4 5ok HA1E 7 17 I . Csikszentmihalyi & Wolfe (2000)
R ENIANE ) RGN, =AEEW R RBON. FEMEBM, FAMBHERA, ZUHRR &S
JEERE N IRES R, AN NGBS R FE TR BT ANFI[6] . Fleith (2000)5 7 457 B0 J 31 £ 24 2E Vi iR
RIL, A SN ABEARE PGS e 2 — IR PN K H e, BARRENL, STHEE, FE
MEAEAN TN KA 5 N8R, AT DM ES A GG ) K B [7]. SRR 22 AR Gis I R e, B4 25 ]

ik
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FRAEME AR TR IEREE . FAMBEEE. RENERGEIESE. AMEBREE 7 UL
TR AR R 3R S b A P AR R B E RS o P AR DR 30 136 0 B R AT IE [l (R B 1 D e
WA SFEANH I DIRE . 2 AT AR BOIASE R IR 1A B DR BB I, DU AT A R B AT R e . 3RAT]
R UL 2225 Q3 PE RS2 R Y BE A [8TI VI AL, SRR AR B R A TR 300 1) 3 11 i) ABLAR HE e T 52
Wi 7 52 (K, A ANFPR S R BN AL SR A ST S H

2. AR GE
2.1, #iiEE

AW TR 73 J2 REALAE AN SRR 977 30, BEALA ] h 4R gD s AN IR 222k 45 N, 6
NERBAR N 33 £9 N, ARG IA il 1228 N, H 54610 A, «/E 618 A

22. METHR

1) Zwil “HFEERERAAET (9]

W98 2% Gump 195328, B ERREE /3 VIR AR DG & A A DG 2 IR AR URITRI & 1 B ([
SE AT ) TN 4ERE . SR 451 Cronbach-a 53004 0.876, 0]+ & 4E 2 1) 43 1+{5 FE A1 Cronbach-a 5%k
43 HIAE 0.32~0.84 F1 0.48~0.88 2 [f], FEAFF & OELM R AMER, 5 HAT B IS 0%

2) QUEVERHE R R R 7 I

SR A AREE M0 56 1 75 0] 4k ) G PR R 25 1) ARt e AT I . MR ILE S, — & 52T
A, R RE H AR IE 250 DLW R R R S8 — N 38 W2 B PR, BRI
M 0 G2 b AR H BR R R B R . P R R b A O R ORI R B R A 2
0.69~0.85 (JF/8(\) 1 0.74~0.89 (Hf FIZX), KW HA B MG B . W5 A vFo0 T 2R ILBI i S B i)
PeBs@ A v, R, RAEE DL RGN G R TR R R AN, B RS 1 gy RO
PEAS o3 A BT ) 5011 288 05 AR M A5 2 R 2 HE 2% el 1 B 7 A N B o LR e« 12 L il T 5%,
132 555 1E 5%~10%2 08, 13148 76 10%LA I, A5G AHETE - Q)i PE R} 2 ) R HE B8 0 115 o
=FMm, HEES

2.3. BRSO HALE

SR RO B A A SPSS16.0 EAT R IR AAEFL, JEH] HLM 6.04 328 73 Mt B vh i) %A [A]
FOU QI PE 1) L2 H E 70 (10 2 J= ARk Bl A A

3. IRGR
31 FRAERABNFRIARHNREETEER

AW 15 B R, 9 P GARN 9 it 2 M AR, v 1 B i 8 T FEAE A AR
P, BAT ARG A S5 RAE T HRA WG, WE, JRATATLE R, 2RI 6 1 & e
FEARF R RER A E 0L, e 1 PR, MHARRE R, 25 RBWIA R 2R W3R B AR 2
HENEES.

MR, B TEREFFEA B AR W W B OL, = AN A AR I 25 1 B 4 e A7 AE 25 1k
%5t Foims) = 4176, p <0.01, 2 HEER LRI A71E 5 % 2 57 (MDag = 6.83, MDgc = 7.63,
MDp.c = 14.47, p<0.00). HITHFFTHEE, MEH B R Ty, 2 8o8E, B Hl BB
AR, BIRE, TR ELL SN R AR R R R 2, IR RYERE, =AM
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Table 1. Significant differences in the school environment of different school types
%1 FRFRABFRAHNBEES

R A B2 JiAE 2R A CEEES 2 BWESR s A FRIAL
M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD M SD

=

A 9 33.90 5.30 31.07 3.54 28.76 2.98 20.23 1.32 53.14 3.27 167.11 9.82

15 27.07 1.37 24.38 1.50 24.88 3.34 16.98 0.95 42.12 4.58 135.44 8.95

Cc 9 19.43 3.31 21.20 1.00 23.01 3.47 14.80 0.69 28.56 491 107.02 6.74
F 41.76" 49.74™ 40.42" 66.54" 71.38" 108.15™

T ARENS, BREEY, CRESHYER, NFRAE: "R p<001.

WA R EEZE R Fo1o0s) = 49.74, p < 0.01, £ 8 HU A2 S BRI AAAE 1235 1% 72 55 (MDag = 6.68, MDg.c
=3.18, MDa.c = 9.87, p < 0.00), Ut M TR 2 (1 22 A ZUM AN A2 BB b 2 A 2R i A B3 2% — 28, 1
FIPEOG RYERE, AP BMAEE BB, Foins = 4042, p<0.01, ZHEILESERERHPAAE
M7 5 (MDpg = 3.86, MDg ¢ = 1.85, MDa ¢ = 5.72, p < 0.00), 3 17 (1) 24152 (1) 2% A= 2 18] B 22 () B8l Rt i
R, EAHIEGIN T AEREESURLERE, =R ARAFAE R EIE R R, Feies =66.54, p<0.01, £H
b 4t R B R P AEAE B 2 M 7 7 (MDag = 3.27, MDg.¢ = 2.18, MDpc = 5.45, p < 0.00), 45 F IR 30 17 2448
VR SR I T O A B, VR R R FEVI U4, = AR AR BBV Fo1005)
=71.38, p<0.01, £ & WAL R BRI PAFAE D E P2 57 (MDag = 11.02, MDg ¢ = 13.55, MDjc = 24.57,
p < 0.00), 455 TRk T A% AR 15 it G 22 TR A, DA B N3 B 55 a5l ) 3 AR 140 2 4o 11 s el 22
Lb £ W R BB — 2 FE SRR S ) 8150 b, R AR 3B 22 5%, Fo. 1205 = 108.15,
p<0.01, £ &ELEE;RERHP AL E M Z 5 (MDag = 31.67, MDgc =28.42, MD,c =60.08, p <
0.00).

32. FEFERXBNYEMNFEMBHENNER

ANTR R 22 R R AL IR 2 A P B QN PR 2 o) R HH e 1A i AP AE 22 7, L= [R] 2 R AR
A EARE, QUEPERE AR R E AR R, 7 T BRI F R R R AR HA R
EMHRZES, £ 2 8oR T I ES TGS

MTTZ TG R AT, PR E RN AFAE R EVEZE R, Foi) = 402.11, p <0.00, % HELEL,
SR IRAFAE W35 ) 22 5 (MDpg = 21.52, MDg.c = 11.27, MDac = 32.79, p < 0.00), 3 i 5 2= 4E Lt £ 4)
()2 A QI PE R 2 n) AR 1 BE 45 o B, FF B AAAAE 208, 53 AR B Qs PE R 2% n) L4 HY e )
T, BIFRB B R ZFMAKY, I HAEEME NIRRT HAEH .

3.3. FEFERELIEMRFERERLEHERBEEIE

3.3.1 FRIMENEEMRFE MR s FEE

PR AR B AN QG VERL S W@ Hh e AT IS, SRR IR . AR R AR, ]
SRS QUG IR A ] B 8 0 S B IEAR G, MG REAE 0.39~0.51 2 ), AR
W RE S A7), ok, ARSI R, Wt dl, —MERREHEERI E  BAEA, B
RS ERE R, BOMRITE RSB, AR RMEY), [F25 0 RAE Z @A, R EEE 5 et
FAERBNUEYE, AR BIE MR R ) U R A s, AR A SO I AR B AR R KRR
LM A RS VR R RE ST, — AN ZE AR T S0 2R G VR A e BB L RE I AR
SR 3 .
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Table 2. The variance analysis of CSPF in gender and different school types
= 2. MAMARFRABNAEMRF IR L ENBINFES

A8 SRR SS df MS F P
E3 &S] 187145 2 93572 402.11 0.00
5 634.68 1 634.68 2.73 0.09
Stk syl 864.97 2 432.48 1.86 0.15
W 284365 1222 232.70

Table 3. The correlation between the school level measurement and CSPF

3. FREXMNENTES VSN FERE L ENRIEX

@ 2 3 4 ®) (6)
(1) M= 1.00
(2) I 053" 1.00
(3) [tk 0.42" 0.41" 1.00
(4) Wi 0.41™ 0.54™ 0.43™ 1.00
(5) Ml 057" 053" 0.42™ 0.56™ 1.00
(6) CSPF 051" 047" 0.39™ 0.39™ 051" 1.00

CSPF = Bl PERL M AR A8 77, N=33"p<0.01.

PATHE TR 2 ERAREAEZAR A, 2R 8], 2 AR BIEVE Rl ) B R AP AR 22 5 . AR
T ER IS 2 1T, BT H EIZAE R ST SRR 21, THEES B RS R . T iR i A
AEGULM AR ERHI T, PRI ERSIEER 7 R G R IR AE R 2R, AT LA
A LYW

TR
FHEANNE R
Yy =Fy+t G ~N(0,6°%) w3l
P= 1,000, | BN S
j = 1, """ ’ J %B—E%%;

Hrp, Yy = AN ANRIEIEVERL A ) B H RE T 5
6= AN NGLEVERL I B RE 15 70 5l B A RO 15 7 22 575
By; = FFRCTEIBIE TR R LR H € 7175 9> (group mean).
PRI
e R AL BUAE R 2 1) U RE 0152y, A3 3-1 PIIEEE( 4y ) MR R B AR 2 2 5K
Boj = Voo + Ho; A 32

i,y = EWEEATH NGRS A R R 1950
Ho; = FSRCTHEIEVERL 2 18R B8 70 5 & WA R0 257 .
A 32 ANA K 3-1 [ f4
Yij =Yoo+ Hoj +T A 3-3

N 3-1 RAE SN B RK GBI By, AR AR A2 RO B G138 VERL 272 17 L H e
IS5 3 PRAVRREAST 28 QG PR 7 17 RS Y BE 14590 (g0 ) BT BT 204593 5 B 15 0 IO 218 (14 )
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PSSy o PHIIE g1 IXABENLIR B S T 2ARIAT- CSPF 4 I ER ME S . BRI 331G = 33) &% 1%
(1°F-3%) CSPF 13435 & °F35 CSPF 1940 i 22 57, B A A 3-2 sbr B 33 M U7fEl. AR 3-2 48N 3-1
G, BANFREA AT A CSPF 4343 a1 A 5 #E 2.

fEM, FRATAT LR AT 3-3 a ANOVA i, g 2 2 [P35 CSPF 35 = 5 A % 5%, Wit
FERLE EAA N CSPF 1343 5 Hoat 13 2K F 45 CSPR 1843 M 5 (IR N ZE 57 1y )& T EL 7% 274X 1) 45 CSPF
133 5 BAEATY) CSPF 30 2R (AR ZE SR, 1y, ) K. TR 25, Wt RELE 7 (random
component) i € &5 B2 3, MFRIRAF R FRREGAF, Fb b 40% B2 2 0 2 5 R
KrE AN RE, WL R M 2SS, RnBATRZG R s — 2, e REH AR 3-1 &)
Al XFERAE & RIATRER . BRFAE Z [BF°FY) CSPR 302 2 F 118, RSB %41
CSPF I35 GiAN A, IR ZEAAH AR 3-3, iE&RA AR TR,

HLM RS AT o, AR AR &, A5 [ 2 S8 2 BB, RV TE R LA
b, WFFLEs S o SIS [F) 2 AR I 2 A R B3 R 2% il AR HH e ) 2 [RIAPE R R 5, ik 4 R

TR Y ZELL A O &R B (intra-class correlation), 4 var(Y;) = var(uy, + ;) = 7y + of, Hof
var( ;) = too» Var(f) = o), W p (WIEHMAMRRE) = 700/(z4 + 07)=0.5005, TRk
SARSI LA, AT DA 4L AR AR TR AR S L4l 50.05%, RIAXEE SR 2 Al 2442 CSPF (#1738
S, 7T R 25 AR 1Y) CSPF 178 53 1) 50.05%, 1X 3R, Al PR} 27 il 2 H B8 ) 1) e 8 5 i 50.05%
72 FH A P i BT o

3.3.2. FREARMNFENEMRFEIEEH R RE
FREZ A2 EAE P34 CSPF g2 2 i),  HAT 50.05% 6048 7t & H 2 B R i), AT IR 28 [N 31 52
M 252 A B 36 PP A 2 T R L e 0 R A2 AR B rh i e 1), 2 AR B A LB L ARG R, A
RE WEAGF VWRAE AR, EHER T, I T AR R RING % R R BE R i)
R e D) 22 S A R LG . CROAEUEE Y SRR B, TR R R R U E AR RN, FRA A,
AR T HrR:
Poj =Yoo + 7ol + g A 3-4

Heby, = 8y, = FRCENESR T CSPF 137 150
W= SRR EEFERMERE. FRIMAERR. FREALFRR. FRRESR . RS,
AN 3-4 RANAN3-1 15
Yi =70 +7oWj + toj +1; AF 35

N 3-4 FE BRI T 1) CSPF G By ) AL &, A ARRR AR (W) G, KE RS AR
AR BN SRR F 2y CSPF iSt. ¥ AR 3-4 FRNAR 3-1, 525K 3-5 K II & 2 KL 1 G e
S I R 1 RE

BATR AR AR BN, BATR AR AR PPN, R BURE ] X 2R B IS R ]
FRHE Y RE 7 AT AT A4S BEATL AR 70 1) 07 22 J 3 s /b 152.75, s i AT A5G Z06F A ) 1 3 1k
b IR AR H e AR A S 2 TN, L — AN AR R TN U5 22 R /b 20,71, FREEMIE . A O SR £
KEREEAAE LA BT J7 Z il b 1.85, MMARE GBS S, BENLE 17T 2
BRI T s VSRR PR B SR A SR B0 S A 3 PR A} 2 T i 8t A 0 IO I AN (2 2 o R Aot
SRR 5 R
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Table 4. Zero model estimation results
< 4. BRAITER

[#5] 5 B 43 il FRAEIR T
245 CSPE 7, 26.51 247 10.75™
BEAILES 53 7 EE Gy Ve
4y 201.07" 1187.12
R 200.63

“p<0.01.

Table 5. A linear model for the average CSPF of school environments

5. FRERMNFRH TSN FEERE L g R EE

Y
1 2 3 4 5
Ele e
HIETH( B,,)
(7, ) —26.50" —45.33" —-61.79" —62.27" —61.22"
(7)) 1.977 1.06™ 0.92" 0.93" 0.90”
JA( 7)) 172" 1.24" 1.26™ 1.237
FFEC 7, ) 1.26 1.42 1.22
LEAG) -0.26
(7)) 0.02
BEHLRCR
MNEW(6?) 200.58 200.54 200.77 200.54 200.54
BRI 7, ) 48.32" 2761 25.77" 26.75" 26.82"

“p <0.01,

MR RIS, 2 A B U ) AT A OR AR S A 14 B P R o7 ) R Y B 7 R AT R ML) (2 R 14
P-value < 0.01), H & fill FE 15 708 2 s A B AT, 0 2 11 R v (R 4 = 0.92) AR 5G R (R 4k
= 1.24), WZERLHTE QIS VERL S A R Hh RE . BRI, — MR AR S R T . JT I
TR, BONMZEAEZ B, FPRARIELF, Hahk%, W2 A SR, X
SERT 275 3G PR 27 )RR Y BE 0 (K A4

HIZA A w0, AT 2R AR B (R B ) 2 A5G RN [R) 4 5C 3/ = ANAZ B AT LR B~ 12 ] €1
MG PR )R e ARSI E A L, AT DICRAG SR 2R R T5 Z Ll Tr =l = (JRasTr = -
FATTZENRGRTT % = 87.18%, FTLAEMAIMIE L . AR R A ARG R =38R ] AR S L)1
YRS R R e LR RE T 22 57 (1 87.18%.

4. sHtR5R
4.1. W2 FRAEHNERIFEMBENE R

PR T AR, R MR 2 AR R, FEARWE T B R () AR R A A% I = A AR
RIFERT, EBOMAT LA BRARM 2 AR =RRA, SR N R i A . whtss
BN, SRR S A B BIAE PERA )USR H RE D T TR B 2 I RN, BIEERRAI AN, e
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Q3 PERHE ] RER 1 RE IS0 A P AN 38T v 2 AR SR B A B3 1 o) AR HE e ) B R R T Bt
FZ R . AR TR I (E625, 2004), FEGUIEVESRH R T, 302 R BB AEAER K
ZE9), SR A B R I ESE T 2 M, JF HAE QUG TR i AR 1 RE ) K R % LB L 2 M i
AR EELR[10]0 SRR UL, ST 224 I RRGUC IR 2 I3 A R S AR AR B 8 3 e T B R AR 2 M 2R i
A, ARSI AR SAT A IR SO, AR HNEE, TSN ARMAE T IREIRA, UM
RIS IR BEIR IR SZ AN T Hep s kh 25, (A2 A S S BAR, IF B3l AR AR 5 R
VERE AR QUHTRS 1 5 SEERRE AT HORE 7R, R 2 I AR IR 2 2 (8] (R B AACIR DL R B A K AR 22 57

W2 Z 2SR, — 07 EORIR T 2 Z (M HeA AR DL BOM R, T v 2 30T 3 T Ak 2y
TR PERITRERT K, RN EERZM NSO NEE A Z, 2 R/NAEZ R B R
B, RN B S RRET IAORIR, T B S A R A R R DA A
PR AL E , SIS B A, S T 2 2R R R e AR X 22— 2, T 2 A R S A
PRSI R LB, 3, KRN T TSI €M ESR, B ERE RN R
REZE % IR —DIBTIR, fER T T 2 SR Z IRAME S EE, JFHS R KA EZ, KKib
ST BB, T2 A S RATE R 7 IR AR R, W1 2 SRR A 2 TR A )
Ja s BT AR oA Sl 2R AR IR K SE A LUK, IF HT 2 AR RS SR AR B b 2 AR B, T 2 A
KR A SE G RORAN AR 98, XRIESATIIH, AAEAAMMER, 2o MN2ERRREE s, W2
FEARL R A AR PRAEAR D IR ) B, YR L FARKBOT R, #ERIROA L ARERETU LS
Ry 22 AR TR 22 AT, ARSI S T SR AR AR BRI 22 57, IR A JELI [R] 9 T i 48
NN

42, RLEREARE, IMEXAREMEREEESKE

HT AT A AR R AT R, A2 A VE R 2 1) e H RE U (E 33 AR B AE B ME 22 5, BE— DIt
FOH R, T T 1 BRI B R T A 5 2 T DA 25 00000 2 2 P 60 3 PR 2 [ L Y e D AR 2 1)
MZR, BHIAGERFEERRZIE, TR R TN A A B R AR 5, HAR A B2 . X MR &R
AN 5 A B A AN ) 2 A T P 22 57 O A2 2 A A A ) 2 1 L Y 70 1) e S B 0 AL, T P T ) R 5 o
B RAF B A R Z AN ) B 5% R AR AR TA] I 22 7 22 A RE D 22 5 (AR AR . o) B Xt 13 ) 22 1)
R Y RE I 2 R SR AR AT, RAF B A 5 R AN A A 5C R oA IE R BIIAE T, X =228 T 7%
BSCHRFIE F RIS E EEIEN, EH . G HE BRI E /DG 7750 K R0 2% 1.

T ] ) 7 2 U B A A O ] BB A A, S R RIS VR ) R e 70 R DR AR
Yy, XATRER T AR I R, SRR BIR B AR RAT, (AR AN RENS i K IR A%
CA BE[1L] AR HIE ] BERARTT 5, WAERF AR AR B, A5 A A0 B A T2 HEA S5 b 20
HIAE MEEEE M AR QNE T R . — SRR B ORISR B (AR DR 2 B B R R
R, SR FIREX SEAL B B, AR TR A R E R 2 R R E S AR RIS K AT B
HHZ 5HE LRI E, BRI IR AL 2 N LR 7852 A 125 107 TR IDORR AR B4 55 il £
Jiae RUFHIMLE G B 2 R BN 2 AE MO R M T — A RGP IR I 3%, S22 P ae s
Tt 2% 21, XA AT B R RRIER IR [12]. fE5ARSH, R AR RR I BIIREFIE . AEDE 2 5t E
TR, fea B ORAGIRMBIA S, FAEA S AE. BSERI o T i 0 2R = i 5 Ak
NHITANEE AL B — AN R 77, DRI TR0 2 6] X — S AR B AR A v [l e 2 (0 SO0 kR AR
TERAE R BRI, A4 LEBGH R, WIS 2 13RI BE 05 )3 1k b 572 i) REURIT 2 o 1) At

FUEARAAIN S, RO E G HI SR ARG S T2 . RGBS H B0
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By, FHEE N REGCIENHE R, RREAEMERRT . FRNZERSFBEEER IR B S RBN,
FEPR 22 ORI K o (EL X T2 AL QI PR R 2 LRt R R JE R, TR R A . R
JAE SR R AN AR MR A 08 R A IR R ORHR, AR B BT H B OB, T AN — Se B R 2 R B A B

5. R4t

L LRTR, AW H SR8

1) ¥RABAAEW 2 BEER, Wl FRAEF BRI, IHAERR, REAR. FAELR. W
RS TTHIITF 2 R

2) FEAEMANEVERE R e R A E SRR 2 e, WA T S M54

3) Gl LAl 0] REER H RE 710 A8 i 50.05% 2 HH 2% s )

4) TR 1) PR R A (AR G ZR O QI PR AR 2% ) LR H B 0 I Al TR T, 2R 26 R (R AL
= 1.24) LU B (R AL = 0.92) 5% 5 A0 A1) ek P A} 2% ) R HH RE ) I 4 22 R AR R 2R T vy

S E WK
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