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Abstract

This study is a quantitative study, whose purpose is to establish a structural equation model, ex-
plore the relationship of inclusive students’ cognitive impression and secondary students' attitude
of acceptance, and understand the influences of different measurements on cognitive impression
and attitude of acceptance of the inclusive students. This study selected 551 secondary students
for samples in Macau, used the “Inclusive Students' Scale of the Cognitive Impression”, “Inclusive
Students' Scale of the Attitude of Acceptance” to collect the secondary students on the inclusive
students' cognitive impression, attitude of acceptance and other relevant data, and verified their
relationships by a structural equation model. The results of this study show: 1) After the model is
revised, “Self-concept” is the most important measurement to improve cognitive impression;
“Cognitive Domain” is the most important measurement to improve attitude of acceptance. 2) The
regression coefficient of cognitive impression on attitude of acceptance is 0.854 (p < 0.001), ex-
planatory force RZ? is 0.729, and the cognitive impression has a positive and direct effect on atti-
tude of acceptance. At last, recommendations are made on the conclusions by this study, which act
as references for Macau educational department, and schools.
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ARFTREATR, BRNRBLBIEHHTEEE, URTRESEANGORETEEBRETENRR,

UK T A RN EEFRIHA S BN R AN S BRI . TR LS5 12 TR ARt R, FIFH (B
SRR ER] . [MELBRNSEER] RIKEFZENMEERINNER. BRSESHERN
Bim, UGS HEERIEMIINRR. IRGRER: 1) KELIBIERE, [BRES] REFHA
HEZBREERNAERR, HANER] RBRABHSEREENNERR; 2) WHESTEBERESEZ
[ 5 & $050.854 (p < 0.001), BREAR2H0.729, NKEIZXMNEHASEAEA ENHEENNR. &S,
A RLERAHE, UERRMIBERIRERZSE,
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1. &i
1.1. IRERSHN

AR, IR IIRBRFREE . (HEEOEE, WITEFFERCR, BUF — BB E A REMR. 7E
LS HER, R RIEAEL SENAATIREN L 5905k FEE . IO LI AE B R IT R &,
T B TE) TR R SR BT B RO Rk A &= 222k, BB\ ER TR, WA AERZ
FERSAAL . FFIRI 2R R OB SR TF IR (BT ER, 2008). E M €28 33/96/M 5954 ) {EMI TS0 )5, BUNITIA
FAE ZEREIUN B O i 22 AR H 75 BRI 22 3] BRI, AU S T A TH R, fREE o6
Bt B K BRR]: 2006 45, WITHHEITH (45 9/2006 S35 , BB TR S A E BB NA G
MRFRAE KR FET W, MG HE HAFUTER I RSP R(EE L, 2016). SR1, WTHE & LA Rk
HETHEZEMNBEALE GF 9/2006 S5 WA f5 A B 8. -2 F0EE SR, fRERRE
A2 1 2006/2007 =4[] 277 A3 Z 2014/2015 54F 1) 806 N, He /IR ZWRFIREE /INIE SRR 2O 222
316 2 624 NI T#H 5 FE R, 2010, 2015). &IE—MNEE, BHGHRZER, MEaEHA S
EE 1134 NGRITHE ST R, 2017). FATAREG EHE, W R I & A4 2 =S s < 82
Bl R 2 1 — .
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ATRATR T )2 RS A2 E AMERSE N, AREE, MIMEMESHE PR SARRKFE R i
B EEMEHE, BROVRITRFXBUT — I EE L BHEBHR. GRIEARFIAL)) #)\ % BTN
FNERI, o EREIMRREN LRIAR, JFE NI N LA B AT RG0S b 25
Fr, FRWTF RN GRRAE T EF RN, FFROZANEEE TR ) L A X Mg 05 % 1 1)
BEGRITES )R, 2009). BrLL, BEBEE—MEXERRE, SFEED GREAFIAL) E S —
FE, AFPRECE T 2R G A N S B F O — A=A R BE IR A S %2, R 0
T 8 B[R] G Rl S AR RN A . RTT, TR EEOIE A BRI E RO Rl AR R RS
FER S ERARNE 2 R 8 A il G AR 2 RN S FE S B 2 B AR R R g 2 Bl — AN R,
U £ ZIBR BN RTER R, 20 HARGN I+ B0 FE 7= AR B B e (VR IRz, 2014), JSA RIS AE X il
HEZANHIENG, 2B G AR RS I ? BE AR RN R GBS 2 B A B0
KER? WA, HHAEIN, ERTTERREA RN AN R, WRSBES TH ERRRE. Fit, R
DL vh 22 A R AR IR A R B RO B AN T 2 R R AT, HA & X

g5 7 FE AR (Structural Equation Modeling), #2355 H A —Fi 2 4k 2 BL 220 58 35 Briz A i —Fh g i
Jiik, AT AR P T ZEH MR A T AR B (A DG R — M GE Tt Uik, AT DA R A ER AR AR B R HL
EARPR, RO, 25 M7 AR T 4y R A A RN AR R 4y, R R IRV A AR B I 1
KER MBEZRE SRR AN KRR, FERFERBAERRFRRROE, o Ru, X)W, £,
2018). WHFLEINN, TEARTFLAH RGBT TR TR 2 G A N F eI R 5 H
BB ENRR, FERWATRN TSNS AAR N R BASERm. Fit, TFREEaf
RS T7 FEAGEAL, Dy v 2 A 50 i B A IR AN B R B NS FE A ST — AN S i AR R 2 A, LR N T i
rheg A R A AR AR EN R S BN K R

1.2. fAIRERSEM

1.2.1. istHE®

IR FEIHLS 45 0 7 R (3, AR 2 WA B A DA : 1) b2 At b & A A FnEn 4
RS FE idS — ANE B IR bR BENS Ik bR 2 S5 R 7 R AR AL 2) BB N RIEN G, $E 4785 B () 5 Ky J R A A
DR 2 AR bR 2 A B K, Bk B MBS AREUE ;s 3) FRH A st b & 2 A &
G ENSERBEZ R Z KR, 4) AT L B 13
1.2.2. FFsio|Em

P LR HE, ARFFRZIFFTAEE L= 1) BB NP AN EEAERAMEI S . S E,
ST —ANTERC B R AR AR A bR SR T AR 2 2) A AR R A AR B RTEN G . BRGNS I AR R
BB bR B IA R B E AT ? ZIERF 0 ? 3) rheg At md A KRBTGS B9 S s
BRAIE R AR ?
2. MiRFAE
2.1. fiRI A

AW TR S HE, WSS TREENNESER] « [MElEmSERE ] %M
R, DO A B A A AR ED R . NS A R . LR Sn b B«
2.1.1. [@MEENREIRER | 2HH

(RS AN BN G SR | R ARE 38 A0 H (2001) BT R (2017)% B O ffG 2 AR AR BN By [F)4F
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N GRS . M3 15 NEH, B4 [5sah] « TABRKR] « [ERES] F=14
W, AR S EM. o [ksosh | 2t A G AR T IR R BN R T AFRG R
et ARG E T 5 R ES) . M@ PRI SR, [ BREES ] IS SRE E 7
Rbr, FTIRES Eh A A AR B ) — AN, A7 R BRI 2R SOkt (Likert-type rating scale) ) i 2 i
xRS, N TIEERZE] . TREEE] . FEEE] « [HuEE] 8 [AFEE], 25087
590 40 390 290 14, KRR F RN TR BONER, BRIz A b RS
EAEZIA RPN R ZE, = RESEA NG SHES5, BUOBAIAEN R I 55, 1550
N1 T A Rl G AR A RN B R ) TR T, AR . A RERAEN, AT RefemERT
W& A EMaEN, KU g, 3B TN EE FR R R 2R d R ER, FFEXT
BRPIEG) WS, BWEENER BN EHTEIE, DA RERZ THME, [FB IR
HRERIMAT TEEEDHT. B 100 Ao 22 R U AT I — S e R (RGN G &
K 1B T2 ] Cronbach oo 23009 0701 [ NBRIKF | Cronbach o %079 0.796. [ HIMEE | Cronbach
o RECHN 0.861. BAKINHIENR Cronbach o Z%08 0.901. Kk, [EAHENRMEILER] EREEE
BWEHEEE.

212, [RMAEEEPASEER | 24

[ ARG ER | WARIE 2 E 246 (2003) ARR 15(2009) 41475 (2014) % B Lo hg 22 4 42
NS JEZ AR TR R R, WAE3E 1S ANEH, GF DAREm] - [MERZEm] - ThER] %=
ANAE, BAMER S EM. b DAMZEE] 22X a i BE R RS g: [
R ] SRfa R AR A A EE B, KOG, EaERIE [T NEHE ] 2R
XL G AR ISR BT MR EEG . A SRR A R F 2R sefFa(Likert-type rating scale)( Fi s &
xEE, N THEERE] . TREFEE] « EaERE] o (ARl 8 TAFRZ] , 204 T
59 4450 358 240 14y, BE AR E RN RSB0, %0 BREZL RS
AR ZIN E NS BVE, AT E BN E BT sy, RO BAR BN S E 4, 1950
RN A P A R NS R IR, RZAR . R, DHRE R E SRR, 7R b
W [REA N RER] —F, B THABEFNEMH R BIRFRHER, HENER+TH
BA). gt AW ER BN FMTIEIE, DBV E KRR TEME, HAMRARER
BEAT TASBEAT AT o LA 100 A7 R 2R FIOAREA AT I I — B S0 o TRl G AR S =R 1 [
HZTH | Cronbach o %08 0.763.  [15&E )21 | Cronbach o 2% 0.792.  [17 N2 ] Cronbach a %
BN 0.855. HAKBEINSTE Cronbach o ZX0H 0917, Kk, [EhaEEgEEER] AFREEEBRS
HINEE,

2.2. K

AT T AR T P22 AT SN R, LTI T4 25 5 X 2 2 B S O i TV T . B9
Firh R P S ANGO I A, A SRE 590 43, A AR 551 6y, AR 93.4%. RIESETH
S SEWIRE L R EL(2016) A0, M DXPERT ST R HURERCAT BLEE 500 N~1000 N2 18], 5 2 BEREA BRIk
WU EORERICAT BABE Dy /b — 2 i ES A 5 R AR R K R AR RS, FEARCZ A AE 100 DBLE, 378 200
ANCLESBEAEGEE, 2013). BL, ABFFHE 551 NEEARE, RAERT G 4 A T R I BORE K

23. ARRIE
AT TR RS 1) PR R A RAREIR . SNSRI 2 S5 FE R R e R
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UFHERLETRbR: 2) tep B R MR REN R . B B R S A M BIRARRAFI 8% 3.
PP D GOR e B LA TE ) FL BB RCR

2.4. YRAIER G 4R

AW E SR H SPSS21.0 BRI 551 AL 22 AE IFEAR TR, 53 LB FE(2013), 20 Z542(2014)
I Q016) SEHHEE, REE(2016). FRviAE, EIEEQ017), L AMOS24.0 4 A PR Ze 1, I
H4 SPSS21.0 HHTHI A 551 ALFEAEHRIC ANA AL 1, DL K B2 (Maximum Likelihood Estimates)
AT TR AT . SRR b . TR BB PP AE (AR5 |, S KRBT A S A0 v %
WREALE AR AR LS . B SHE TSI . AR T S DA . 7R AR ARG B A VT % rp 2 B
AN AFEPRARIBERS, W EHEIERA, JEHET RSSO AR AGE AR P4, M3
SRR IE R RGA R ER, WA B TER S G TRLR . RS
3. fIRER
3.1. RIEEBRBMELER

Bl 1L 221, 22 BoR TINRED R . B9 S 145 M7 PR 0 508 S A6 e pnife, 22180071
3.1.1. BRI

TEVPEE R 2 /T, 150 7% 0 AT Al T I S ORI S R Gi Tt BTz 2 036 Bl . B pg Il R 22 1
0.495 & 1.227 2 [a], JRRIEEA AHRZER S, 2RIELG £ 1 BoR, [FIEREECKE A 0.880,
FTE A RECI AR 0.95, SRR AERMITT, &SR ERR .

3.1.2. BERRRIERIBFFTE

SR, BAEEQOI6)INN, BEARKZ, & ¥ ESRE, MiFEEA NIRRT RESER, R
TBF s, BB ESERERR. £ 2 SoR T a5 R ALE R T AR TR, HR IR Ok
FrAERT B, o’ {5 RMR {. RMSEA ft. AGFI{f. RFI 8. TLI . CN {HZ5 847 ikbx, 1 GFIAE.
NFI . IFI {f . CFLE YA BA5itE; T 11 MRS b A 218 7 DN RIARAE, D IER B TIE IE
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Figure 1. Structural equation model before not revised
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Table 1. Regression coefficient of structural equation model before not revised

= 1. RIEEREHA S IZEEN B R

AR IER AR R [EYEER /s R?
BRIV - WHIEN R 0.861"" 0.742
H M & - INHIENR 0.823"" 0.677
INZES S - INHIENR 0.751"" 0.564
ER A% - INHIENR 0.607"" 0.368
7R - A 0.880"" 0.774
(Ep=8E] - A 0.742™" 0.550
WHIEH - A 0.816™ 0.667

UHRFE p AT 0.001.

Table 2. Test judgment of structural equation model before not revised

T 2. RIEIERTEEHD 73 IRAE BV E FI i

it e T AR HE K1 7 45 R A A5 23 4
A p>0.05 97.681 (p <0.001) ik
GFl & >0.90 M k- 0.945 iR
RMR fH <0.05 0.794 P Sy
RMSEA 18 <0.08 0.143 FKibkhR
AGFI >0.90 bl 0.857 FKikkR
NFI >0.90 LA 0.942 by i
RFI fE >0.90 M I 0.891 Hikbr
IFI >0.90 M I 0.947 iEkR
TLI{E >0.90 LA I 0.899 P Sy
CFI & >0.90 bl k- 0.946 $oy
CN {H >200 BA I 114 Kikkr

PRSP 7 38 LAY 4 22 R ) MLLAE 2 S KB R AR AR IR, S SL A [ BE (B - AR B (B (90 &R, B IR
M, ULBE e LSRRG R . B IR B IS (R daAn s RS O E R L, A AT A B S i o
K BRI E AN .

3.2. BIEEERMEER

BRARUEIE I, A U BRS H 45 R0 MULE Z SR RAEIBIE, 805 ) B (R 500 B A b ) (156
R, HHEIHATEMTRENSGIHEH, IR Z PSR kbR . H R ZHRIRRIER,
V) A 5% 22 2 i L 55 SR ML B KA SRAEAB IE . finite e, e DAL R E 7 =WRHMEIE, 45 3
I
3.2.1. BISHILMET

TEVE YA, 52 BT AN T S BOFB A S IR G BT RS2 52 16 B o B2 (¥ % 25 7E 0.488 & 1.228
Z 08, JRRDREEA AR EAR AR, SEIER: %3 Bon, FARHUR KM N 0.893, Firfa HIHA R
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BRI 0.95, SRt ARAHLM I, & H G AR .

3.2.2. B ERRERIERITE

4 WoRBIE T = IRJE AR 7 FEASEALIE O B KRR bR VPSR, F A AR ] R I, BB IE =K
G, BRT o M. RMR {HUPRRAEESbRUESS, HARKATEhS, 35 RMSEA fH. GFI fi. AGFI {4.
NFI{E. RFI{H. IFI{E. TLIE. CFI{H. CN {EHEHREERbriE. Hr RFIEEIAF 0.961, KT 0.95.
WHE S . A (2016) 88 i RFI {EMEIT 0.95, WL F@E B Fifk. Rk, ARFRRLMEIE=
UG HIRERY, B 22 AR 0 G A BN R S g0 A FE I 45 i PR L . A O B BB R 4T (I i
FEFRbR, TR | B0 BT BIRKE 5 1 fabatdgeil s, H RFI A& 0.95, B8 FE R R EL A,
Kltk, F—BRATHTE RER SR . R TS AR

3.2.3. SR MAITHERE

K 2. % 3 BnBIEE MBS 2 SR SHUE T b, ENMEN R Z SRR SRR -,
G [2Et]  TARRKR] . TERMS] S, [kt | 2 il 0.607 (p
<0.001), R*HH}0.368; [ABrKR] ZAMmfGiHER 0.766 (p < 0.001), R* {4 0.586; [ H B M

Table 3. Regression coefficient of structural equation model after revised

3. CIEERGHWHEIEERREARKICE

AR TRERAER R I )5 % % R?
RS - INEIEN G 0.854"" 0.729
H M & — INHIENR 0.819™ 0.671
INGFES S — IWHIEN R 0.766™" 0.586
Ea4p %8 — WHIEN R 0.607"" 0.368
1TREE - N 0.829"" 0.688
THE — A 0.795™" 0.632
WHIEH — A 0.893"" 0.797

UHRFE p AT 0.001.

Table 4. Test judgment of structural equation model after revised

4. BIEIEREHMS IR E ST

GiitA e T b Ko 7 45 R A A58 23 4
L 1E p>0.05 21.715 (p <0.01) Fikhz
GFI{& >0.90 LAk 0.987 %Y A
RMR {# <0.05 0.436 FikhF
RMSEA {# <0.08 0.078 PEY )
AGFI {4 >0.90 LA 0.946 PEY /)
NFI & >0.90 A I 0.987 ik
RFI >0.90 LAk 0.961 Ry i
IFT {8 >0.90 LAk 0.990 Ry AN
TLI A} >0.90 LAk 0.970 Ry A
CFI{H >0.90 LAk 0.990 Uy 7
CN fH >200 LA I 383 PEY /)
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Figure 2. Structural equation model after revised

E 2. B2ERENHFEEE

Z G THE N 0.819 (p < 0.001), R*EN 0.671. LFiRFrAMIESSARA R2ME, BT [l | 1 R?
fERADT 0.4 MEARbRUE . MR VBARZ AN, Ao TABRRR] « [ARMS ] AR R> 4
BIRT 0.4 2 FHARFRAE, MAREIEE .. IAL, &S e bn R e B DAL AR A, DL T B FRE
(0.819) NINFNEN G I BRI &, HIRIKT N [ ABRKFR ] (0.766) T2t ] (0.607). thgs R EIR,
GERTHAFIE S, WAKBNUK R ER [EHRME] « TABRKR] T3t ] S ERRE.

Bl 2, 3 3 FRIREOR THMSEZNERENSERE, B DAFZEml o MEREm] .
MTRET ] =AM, HARZE ] Z A5 THEH 0.893 (0 <0.001), R*{HM 0.797; [ 15821
Z A THEA 0.795 (p <0.001), R*E N 0.632; [T N2 | Z A5 THE N 0.829 (p < 0.001), R*{H
4 0.688. LiRFTAEMEIEARA R E, ¥IKT 0.4 2 BARFRUE, MR SRS . bAh, H&MERRZ K&
fugar RN AR AR R, BA T INATZ T | (0.893) g FE i i LR 22, FLURAKT 20 [47 )2 | (0.829).
MERZEM] (0.795), WERER, #FHERIBNSE, WAKEVNUKRIRER DAMET] « T17H8
Fi . [EREZEm] SN EREE.

gy BREIA, A A A AR EN G BN B I AR A 2 KN AR AR BEIA B B E (p <
0.001), #FFufE & 2 AT,
3.2.4. MRS

B2, 32 3 WiRIR THEIE S MM 7 BB 2 R M, BN ED GO0 B 2 81 VA R ECh 0.854 (p
< 0.001), IR T H IIEEAR A BB AR RS THEA BB, RPMEN 0.729, EIKIED SR Al 45 RUi e
NN 72.9%. FL, 5 A BORRE AR DA ED GO e gh 25 B B TR ) HE RO, W 7R 3 oz,
4. Wig

MANFIED R 2 A S5t e T s, [ HERMES ] Z (it 0.819 (p < 0.001), R*{H
N 0.671. HARHHE L RO EWANME R IR KK, [ERMES ] ZEEARE R IR KR &R .
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D, B 224 SR d AR AR, BT s A A MR R B 10— P R B I, JRED 2 4 ks
AT AN SR R A EEN . TR 2] KA B T2 N A IETH 6 25 5 1F 1)
S, DN S A A A A RN ED GOt AR s AR, A BT B R AR AR I P — e 2 e
IRRIR ARG T2 E MBSO WA BEN. 5 ) RAFETRA T2, NER A
(5 R LR, U 2 A X Al A AR A RN EN R e 2 . (RIk, B BTN R, N [ H 3R
S EEAME A CREE.

Fah, NN FE 2 MR S THSIE v R0, [ARUZ ] 2 S {5 THEA 0.893 (p < 0.001),
R*MEAN 0.797. HAREHE L R EBERNEE FORRKRN,  [ARIZTE | 2R 45 5 (1 5 KR
o B, R R R G AR BCE B BRI R RS TR I, JRRR AR A B S
YONRA A TE @Y 2 ) AL A R FABA TR 255E B DONR G AE 53500 A fr— R Ae R s m & AR AT 2 >
IR RN A R 0 S PR R AR RS, W A 0 Al S AR BN S E Rt Mk, &
S BN R R A AR AR IB T S A AT B 2B R AR A A S I [ 6 — R AN e B
GNP EHL WA EE GG AR 1 S R 28 Y 2 B RGRePESE, ) Hp 22 2 0 il AR (R g A
MaRE. Ft, FERFEMNEE, W DAFZHE] S EEHEWRE — N E R,

BEAh, AN AR B Rl AR DN B GRS BE B BCR b b, TR I T ED GO B NS FE 2 IR &R
$h 0.854 (p <0.001), R*{H M 0.729. Kk, ARk RECE R My o 22245 X A28 A R Ep Ry
VUL i 2E P N AS P R s AR, A R AR A AR B R ED R 2, U L i 2R AN
AEMaBRZE, T, AR R A RN EI G, AT I [ M 5 e o A A D0 R AR R NS

MCE RN FERR TR E, TR ILTHIN,  AH B B4R EE R0 1 e U 452 38 A A 1) [ — 2
RRAE(ELn: XA RIERIE . AR IR Rad Rt 55, B0% ULIHT AT TSR A3 I AE DG (R Bt kL, 4k e 4
IR SR —EN R . “E RN BT R 88— BN A A S g b NN, BT EM P, R
GFIIEN G, Ui n] BRI I A IR R . A TR R S el () ANUF IR ED G, )22 %0 mT B 48 VR 1) K 18 5
SR, FERRMRERE,  CUERIRN” TR RN BRI AT AN R, MRS HTIRE S, a2
FHREDGIATAE IE, T EME AR« RIRR” (28— BRI 22, (0 R 5@ “ PRI R ™ g [e] ) AR A
IR R DA B A AR DA B 22 I A AT 38 B IE R Y, 2017)0 Rk, M EIR “HRN” 5 “IERFE
L7 AE BAEF I SC R RTA, BRAG b, A AR AE T AR RO i DRSO, Rl A RN RTED G R an B4R,
B EAE LA, JRATRERN U RIRN” B Ta] (A AL 2 ABRME AR T kA 2R 5 1
WHIEN G . ARTESEPR b, AR EE T Z A R T A MEHE, — IR 5 5 8088 5 A 75 1 i
MINASEZ YRR, POV RRRAE T Z AN R T RNERIET RS A AR, S8 E
SRR KBEERX A AT T, X5 “CEREAR” MBS Z R ANRISNRA G B EE, i
FHERREE R EFEN O AR, EMATTEE RS A E A AL, TR A RO,
782N e 8 I (TR S e Tl T e o T A w91 29 1 B T P 5 VAR e e 7) A il = N 5 A
T R 52 B BT ED R RREEGRE Y, 2017).

DG, RIS R AR AR, A A A AR BN R 2 fE 5T, RATRE R s “H
DRSS R e T R SE B A A BN G, 4RI P2 3 AU RN psemmnm /B B EN R B IE . T
REAS AL R A AT ED R, AT RERLIS K BIFFAaRT “ RIS ” S oo, PARBRE Z 5133 “In
L7 IR AN o A AERUTT RISl W1 TR, 2R AR BR IR R L TS 1 AN 5] B i S (A R R 2L
BHREMRGAE, WIERMBARREMET R T, SIHEREAEMAR, FFEr R OB & L%
ZRA AT N SR, IXFEIR AT RS S R R B A B BEAS 10 4% T, AT BE 2 IR Ik 4 2 Ak A AR R S
RN @ A R, B AR TR AR, “IRPRR” B RRIE DMEIE “ RN, A AR R
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LA A A RNRER, IR TS AR TERBME] « TABRRR] o Tk 5050
ENGIMIRERE, xRl a AR EN RN, TR Re TGt ACE K AR, B 1 At ATT o) il 5 2 O 4224
SR MR, EERTTYIREE S FILTEHT, e AR BTG 1 A R Bk 28 B A R PR B A 7 210
REE, MFERBEFAHRERIMETR S, 2SR E AR, hog A gin] RERCA 2% 1 LB HER %
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