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Abstract

This study explores the influencing factors of MOOC learning effect, and makes people who have
MOOC learning experience as the research object. For the influencing factors, MOOC design sets
three latent variables, learning participation is divided into three latent variables, and learning
effect also designs three latent variables to test the learning effect. This study draws the following
conclusions: 1) MOOC'’s autonomy, diversity and interaction positively affect learning participation;
2) Learner participation plays a complete mediating role in the influence of MOOC attribute on
learning effect. 3) Learning participation has a positive impact on learning effect.
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1B R B BRI i N 5 RAE RDFRATT BT U ) MOOC (massive open online course, &K
mooc), 3% B BT HHAR K5 20 LT 22 S0 BOKE N T e R R I 4 R R E I BT R 5 Ak 2 2448, TR
WS REEGE, AT7E 2012 4 9 H BIAAENNTIAE . AP A MOOC &, WIELM%HE
- Udacity . KB AFFE L IRFE T H Coursera AKX RIS FECE 2R PR 5 5F- 5 ed X A5 2 B 28 B 25 R ISR,
[ e FE T EL I I P B R B Ak H 28 3K 2 ST R SR AR A 8CE , MBS N RESRBUNR, B &S
ARIRZ 2T, FEFF R T BEAREE MOOC 2] &, 2R IELE . B =M 5 > |+ [E K% MOOC.
TR RSB IFRSEAEL . RAA TR, U RS, IXUF SR B 1 URAR R IR

BE& MOOC % & HIJTJ& LAEMRFEEEAT, "EAEHE TIE LI ) Hii W . FERIUNIT L 5
B, F & RBUNR @A ML =R AT, MM EE. AHEMaS ), FE*XE2]
AR FRERAEE ) D7 AR S 2 R SR I 4 B B B & e 2, AATTSE by s 4L
IR A 21 70, FIRT TR A BT A R KB, KA — R A, H
GRS R DA S 5%, 2 B i B SV IR I IR . R BRI Z [ 325
PERIZESIMRE . oh, WAL, WHMPIEARZ RS S, Sk BT EHE R E A fsgm 1
HeEERR R A POE I MOOC 2% 2] 13 &« MOOC %: 2] 25 B # fil MOOC B A FFHE 1)
BB TAE. W] & i S 158 i MOOC % 2] BUR AR e $e TH 2 MARUE B St E R R . Rtk 4, %t
T IX G350 AR VR 5 Y BRI R S5 (R R 2 ) AR, W OE TR B P SRR, AL R
LRSI A S

2. Xakszd
2.1, SCUESr R ER R R B

ARICH MOOC Wit )@t LA FIUANE AR & 3 . 2R, TR B, DU B2
40 MOOC 27 ) 25UR (1 IR 3 fie 51 Downes £ 2013 EHEHI[1], ASCK E M. ZREMEM B Bh R N5
W (R AT 00 . B 5 — HEE RS IR IF R, &5 T 2004 4FH Fredricks ¥42: 2] 25
[EBATA Sy, AEINES S BERS 5T AS5[2]. SRR TSN EELERE . BRIz
HT AR, RIERHESDAZR, WANVEEMNERA — . BIEQ015)E 0 “ i
MOOC #2158 ” [1in] ifg th MOOC #it, A2 5 RS SRR MEAY[3], BRI 1.

ARG MOOC #it 215 5 A% 2] Gl g /) 77 FR IR AR A 3 MOOC 2 =) 2R 5 M [R] 2= 155 44
R T: 35— XM 22 ) GRCH B R R ). 52 A 5E—EEIA N Zm 2]
MR EERER. REEES 5ES NS SRR A, BUEEACAT A RS AR =4
YERE T ONER . BB = SOIE IR S % E) MOOC FE MM, X5 MOOC #it. & 5+
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Figure 1. MOOC design, student engagement and learning performance model diagram
[ 1. MOOC &1t FES5EMF IGHRAE
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MBI M E e, T MOOC “F&TMi s, “F& A ME b & RIS IR B %S, Fé
R AR R > 8 B R R TR E AT, A MOOC G AN iZ A B 5 2% > 34T 550, i
SEARHEE AP I AEE, MOOC % >] HA H LR th, SESMEEFMIEL, MOOC #: H REIE A Ak
2 21 IRES, R RBE AR, I NAKIARE R, BUTHRYE LR INE 1T, Kig
I B N A AT B, B B B MOOC - & 45 Toi23dE N AT AR 1k 2 1 75 SR (A 8

ZREVERBIA AR IR AR SCAHHE FHE S A FBE T, B TFARMXEE KRR, B
DAER A FE PR IR T UE TR B . A SCA N SRS RS E 7 AR
FEPE A, A0 TN SRR 27 5 P 358 2 2] F e 25 ) SRR 1 Jk il .

ANV [3]FR R A ST 2 R BRI AS,  DME R IUET AR AR 2 7 e A SCA N BB P 3 B
RO UANYESE, B RMBFEEZ ), e SRARMRZ I, =258z n. B3
MERLZ A AR R, AR TG FHE . REEEF. BERFRILE, ARSCGARY¥ I BBk
PLZ ARG BRI N AR, P E R T I 5 2] A A E 4

212 ITHEE., BRER. NNHEE
TS S5EBHRNRAZERMARENRER, SfFRLERER SRRk, REFRE.
RIS 5 L[R5 ST R HUT 5 22 A S I &R, B2 A BUM VIR, 22 A AU )
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WIS 5B AR, RN E. BHREE 22BN H AR E Rk
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2.2. MOOC E&F MR &M EFIR

MOOC HJA KBTI A S L IRFE, AMTEFEFRNFR, FREA AT Rttt Tkt
R, A ANE R £ 2] 07 sURHB i 1) T-3X M0 3 H 2% 2] 77 0. 2012 4F MOOC & i 36, ™
N ANFNH MOOC “F- & %4 Coursera. edX Al Udacity [4]. X TA& G #FE7 R, MOOC A & 8 =i k)
ANFEVES BIIVERE B0, AT DURER L) 5, RS R, RRER KA, WK, FR
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AR A B TR AR, 5 IUEER . FEAREE AN S] . PERNEL T KR AT
PR R3] 2013 ERS %], B E N AZ RS A F, s e gtd 7 i E K22 MOOC., ZFEFELL .
B ER RN K A AE R S04 10 [ N AR 2T B [4]

2.2.1. BESMETFEIEE MOOC EEE IJHRMF M ERMIFRIIR

Kai Zhang %F Eduard Deci [¥) [H 322 SIS AT Kuhn ()22 S N SIGRFE, MR T IR &40
NIRTEA 2 SRR M S, g5 R, FEAROHT R, BEHE. AEEISIHABARBEZ X 2]
BB W2 IE R, 523585 S AL 2 I BN B B35 52 [5] . Chaker Rawad 2538 idf 41 2 ZE AR )
RAETFBAHEZRAE B R H 3R 7 ST E R, RR WAL X 8 R S AR AN SRR 7 ST Z [ OC &R,
[ B R 3 T G A 7 R Y, 4 AR LRI . IR T 2 50 MOOC % 2] 3R [6]. Gu Wei )\ MOOC
FEMFERZANT, @il D&M 1SS HAA I H\ A B 45— MR AR 7 1, #e
P4k S A MOOC “F & BIBMIRER, BALg rfEsial, KIS ] #F M H MOOC BRI FE R
KR E. REERREMRS R EZYIAER[7]. Zhu Meina B# 7i0l. HR G, HREHEM MOOC
S ) SR 2 T G &R, RN T — IR 2R R A, B B FR IR 5 B R BLA A 52 MR [8] - Su PeiYao
KR HER G W B AT 7 e A, e R SR R AT T VAN T, R e S S B AR
B ()R EE DR YRR SRR A B AN SR T 2 23 1) B IR B AR (9]

2.2.2. BAXTH¥IEE MOOC EEE W RMFMERMIFRIIR

B 0E SR R R S B AN, EEEM AL TER R, MOOC 752 ) A 473 i
HHOR BRI IER . VERA— R HEE 23] 550, MOOC MBI R T —H 2 iR, [F ik
VFZ AT BRI ), Ak b R o W5 R NCRH T BB RA R ik, 02 ) H I A b S T 44
RN BRI BT TE R F I RS B AT R R IR Y 2 ST 2 IR 2 S R SR A AR S N
75, (EXHY¥ITRARMEASE b, MG % I FH AR TR Zs 313, @ i— BRI
W 50, Lanise R )% e EPAE, (RN 58 BORAE & R 2 30[10], Hrbaim A2 E 515 A
H 2 AL AS ARG B AT 2, RIS /S s 2 A A R B A A RE R, AR F)E
A HCHRTE, B A7 BR. SENNET WA RS, WA B T ENLRE .
TSR B B IS4, R SRR ). TRIZEAE ] 7385 R 4T 53, i x pi 4 27
ST RN, RIWELTE AR . AT 58 BRI 1 WA RTINS 5 4 1) I 4% 25 o SRR A B B AR B
[12]. FHssmat BEHLIMEL 100 4 A IBEHUREA, BT S ZhHLET 3. X5 2] & m s K R o Witk AT
BT, WIFRRILE A AL SIS DS ) 2 510 EIE, R MOOC 525
LS SRR SR T T A S AN RS2 [13] .

2.3. X#EkFR

ARSL 73 %S 1 A AR 5T MOOC 5 SRR M DN 22 (KIBIF 78 SCRREEAT 70 A AR 9l O BELAI 2 [/ 3 22
FEARMESE R « ISR . R RE, [EAN A0 22 3L B ) ot 4 5 2 7 kAT ot 7t
MEHRE, ik, EIARHTTEH MOOC 5 21 84 3 (1 520 DX 3BT FUE 2 FLRD 1

FEX T MOOC 2 SRR A 3R KR 2 O Fe v, 2238 A1 I 08 P 54 5 R i B o A LS i PR 3
WAL, [FIREM R E A Uik, AR EE T 87 2GR, iR vk gevt b, Mk
PEZ TS S BT A [0 73 A 55— R B A R AR

#2142 5 MOOC A3 RN R . A E AP U A MR L W22 213hhL. BREH, A
R, 22212 5 EAMRIE S 2 2 2 B 2 552 AT N — 2 .
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AR SCAE R SOOCHR B Bt F, 5INEE R T RE R oM R R AT IR T, S5 S MR EIR LA, At
RUGEAT otk I3 HAR SRR . IR SCHE MOOC Wit @M. =S 5N RN & .

3.1. MOOC ZE ¥R MmE REIREIE

KK MOOC it B e ZREVE. HAMEME 2] S 5 AT AR . TS RYERE . N4k
RANHRAE N R GUIEAN R, RN AR, K2 5E/E MOOC #tit
SN S GO R ISR, Fa i r SV NN AR R, K A k. SR Hah kX 2 5 >
GUAHIREMATE L, TR 24 v A 2808

ARSORERS 2 SRR BAT AN 0 AT NHEL - IR ER B R YE L o AT NYERER IR S FH AR IRIBUAIR
B E R B A BT NAEAT S 1 K oR it MOOC 22 2id J&, 22 I H IARKRRE I 15
FRIMINR s 102 BT 4 LR BB L He 2 SRR RS, Bln=A S eI R B v, A I AR AT 2
Tt EERAE TR BRI RR . AR 2 FroR. AR R1 5 A BAZ R =4 AR R
Wi, [FEIERTT P AR AR, RN REAT R A

EHTE BXE BXE HZE
MOOC it
2B 5E
Sk 1
-FTABE 7 FTARE |«
MAZER || o ? R KHREE |
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Figure 2. Model hypothesis
2. EERE

32. MREE
W _ESC M AR, AR LR e, Wk 1o

Table 1. Research hypothesis
1. R

WA
H1: MOOC [JH M IEmEmEI HES 5
p

H2: MOOC W Z FEMEIE M 2E S EH S 5

H3: MOOC W EBI P IEMFI2E T #H S 5
H4: MOOC [#] H F 1 1F [F] 52 0 2% 3] 5330
H5: MOOC [#) 2 ¥t I [F] 52 M0 2 2] 5%
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H8: fHIEYE L 52 ST BUSUEAH K

HO: ARIYESE 5% 3] SROEAE K

H10: S5 H 305 % X Sk s i f kg - A 1E
H11l: 5B 2N % X S fmid f2 e A5
H12: 25818 BaM % 3] S s id 72 e oA 16

3.3. ERBIE

A0 B EVERAT BRI WA, 2 ) E R SAE AT E MM ST AR, 2l
HEEFEE IR, 2O TR mER, 2 HSBEAERIIR.
A ZRENERE T AT, ol A R R AR IR R R R A A DAk
P MBRIRIRN 2 2 B R 5 7 G R M 2 R 207 22 3] U5
HAWER DOE N 182 550210 2l e, T IRE RIS . RS IR . A SO E
TSI E i E MOOC B HIfEbR, 707l 2& A B 5V G A0 . 2 A B2 > 3 Z [a) mf LA
H AT 275 A EANF 5 2] 2 2 1AV AT DL S En iRt = 2 S B 5 IRBUN I # 2 [ #EAT 22
AR RSE R BJEASUER T 5 2w H T0E MOOC ¥ilg@tt, 1570 8m st il LA B MOOC
WPl A A = MOOC it &, Wik 2.
Table 2. Measurement of MOOC design properties
& 2. MOOC &It B AN E
B3, YL fE LI K
RoRIEH S E S Bir
. R RYE B B0 = R AR .
SER S Lushnikova
RRYE B 55 I D08 BRI
TRE B & BENGT R — R
A LAE R L BRI IR, IR SO 224511 5)
MOOC #itf&tt 2 HE T B ] Ak R 2 M EOR 8 R(PC o, B shim A Yo a%) Viswanathan (2012)
A BN 2 R E T iR I
oA ] DL S IR & 2 i ANA 18
A 52 2] 2 B AE i ) R .
At A 513 2 IR o)
LAy B 5 IRZ M AT IR e S %

KNG A S G My N =ANUERL, 73 ONAT NYERE . SRR BRI RN ZE T, i3 15 B AT L ) e
TGOS A8 AN AT I, 55 M R SN A 3R R R R RCR

RSO AT NUEFLBCE T AR, B0 WERFERE L 224 R BRI AR 5 1, Tk
AERIRIE ). MEBRE I8 . B [ 20T 2% ST 10 3R RN AR AR ST 1 5 27 31 R ANVEAN B 2

XGRS E T I 2l e E e SRR SR KRR 5RINERAG. £
R ERFFIT Lo
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XHAFIEE B B T LA 2R RESIA M A500 AESS ., E3¥s. ERE

3.

RIGAAEM T 5 R TR 22 5 KNS AL TaEs, #5708 5 7, #573 mT Bl

WEENEIS 5. 04k 3.

Table 3. Learning engagement

#3 FIB5E

A YHEfE LI KR
TG
e se HIRTR ARl Berliner (1987, 1990)
T NYESE AT RFE N A Alexander, Entiwisle &
SHEIZ T 6 Horesy (1997)
WAt N R AT N 25 5E OR AR AR 2 IR 5 1A
X TS PR R R
[ SRRk Brich & Ladd (1997)
FABSE  MEBRE ST R BT Valeski & Stipek (2001)
TE S FE O R
MEZEIIMINE
H B2 B AR
TN HNZE R FE e 5 Zhao & Kuh (2004)

FE2 S RE T AR X B)
fEE ) R IRAN S

RIS R ANy T =R, ARAT WAL . KRN R AR, X = MERERAE o)

2 ST RCR Y L B R R

B RAT NYEEA ST T AU IR IR, Al AR SRR TR E TR IRERAS 1AL
RSS20 28 T ARDUA REREH . IRIFAL B IA R KIET . ARARFT MR BE I A 1R KTt
KIPYE LA E 7 VYA, ) G 9 ARSI B AR IR B AR B A5 s AR H

AT ARSI A .

FRE LA 1 DUAN I 3 3l 2 M iR AR MR R RO BE T+ LT N (AR Y B STR PBE v « RAR I

RRKFEAEH . A B TARSEIIAR K H AR

Ja A SCAE ] 6 G sedr R R IR 22 ST ROCR Wi D9 5 73 o3 ol vt B AR & N 943 Y MOOC

) A W S R A . Uk 4,

Table 4. Learning performance

4 FIGH

e Uz I
PRTERE 1 2 IR L
PRIRAT T AT I RGN 2727
FAGB 1T NYESE AT LASE BRI B RIR 5

MR RE A $E T
XHRINET F W (1 B I7 A R AT

TE#

Alavi and Leidner
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B4 T URSEBL H AR IR 2
FEARAE AT AT A 15
SR H HEAT AR s
AR B R

Soong
Durndella & Haagb

G5 T AR MR R

R NAEIRRIRSTR | R

XHRBIAR R R A H A
A B TR SEBUAKA H AR

Picciano
LETVN
WK, R

ﬁﬁ TR A, AR ERMN TR S NERENME, RO RR RS

e, Euﬁiﬁ,ﬁ

[E S5 4 W C S SR e e

Table 5. Explanation table of questionnaire indicators and numbers

5. EBIERSRSIRAR

PUF AN AN AR BRI, 1% 5.

SR A G UL AR s
wEE Hix Al

G A ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ A2
B T S R A3

B RUA TR —IRIE Ad

e 2 FRURFL FHR D1

Z R D M2 TR IR D2
ZRMYE. #HETA D3

HIRFET 6380 1Q1

—_"n 0 538 2 MR 1Q2
52155 Rl L AR Q3

H2IMZh . Rk 1Q4

HAEURIE 2 HE BD1

ooz e BURFE M BD2

TTNYERE BD i) RFE N 2 BD3
Z IR IRIE T IR BD4

YA N 5 P BD5

Xof BT S PR AR O ED1

o 5 A AR AL Bl ED2
B = 5HOTX R BT ED3
2 )RR O ED4

S I E CD1

B S HiR CD2

NN YL CcD SEES CD3
F 7 CD4

TN E S CD5
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SE R PBD1
RBMTTREGR 5) PBD2
1T RYERE PBD SEH RN L5 PBD3
LolkEe IS PBD4
UNVE IR R/ yaLioy PBD5
SRS Y] LTD1
o e BIFALE LTD2
Fem HTP H#17 hees LTD3
HEEBR LTD4
Y RIE MR EERE /T QD1
) FRSRE 3E H QD2
IR b AR A H QD3
H BhszEL H bR QD4

3.4. BEARTHIE

AR E BT B TR R BEAT [0 AT RIS SR AR SE W 8 AT ARG T 190 36 A TR eI, R IAEAE#
MNEEARBIER RIS, (L5 T A E P e S, A E0E ARG Xk, faaadic
ST RIBCT W45 223 i), ARG SERR R T 212 6y, Hh 2l ik K IA 10 o e, el
AR AL B, AR T 202 4y I B HE, T EEE AT AR B AR A

4. BRI RARBIRTE
4.1, RS SH

FAVEG T T AR AR, LR AR AEZESE, AT R VE ST o i R B T
MOOC “# 2 (il . Tk THENIAGREE LSRR R A L.

4.11. AOGHHHHE

ARSI G A 202 G380 B 15 24 R, 0 M EARRE, Bl T AR AT AR
PEUITR R 6 o, &M B VRN 2228 ARG S 338 1L AN 2 50 3 (KT SN2 36 55 DY AN U T ik
177 HR G T

Table 6. Results of descriptive statistical analysis of control variables

6. EHEERMA MG ITER

A Bl AREL Btk
5 103 50.99

5]
& 99 49.01
X— 25 12.38
.- 58 28.71
K= 52 25.74

7]
R N 31 15.35
WEs A K LA E 9 4.46

HoAh 27 13.37
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bk 35 17.32
SCRE 44 21.78
Y ZARE 9 4.46
=R 27 13.37
TH 83 41.09
FoAth 4 1.98
R &% 50 24.75
—f& 93 46.04
THENZL
N 51 25.25
K& 8 3.96
4.12. ATEH#HRST
XN AR B AT T R R M G E, WP I B RO, WA T.
Table 7. Survey respondents’ MOOC learning situation table
F# 7. AEXNRIHIT MOOC F3)1ERE
Bl b AL Bt
2 192 95.05
it MOOC %34 i
& 10 4.95
<=1h 53 27.6
1~3h 85 44.27
—JAE I
3~6h 48 25
>6 h 6 3.13
1~217 26 12.87
3-41] 69 34.16
1EF 6 5 2 RT3 5~6 1] 86 42,57
7-8 171 18 8.91
>8 [ 3 1.49
1 10 5.21
2 22 11.46
X E CF S SN 3 63 32.81
4 51 26.56
5 46 23.96

] LLAILA 95.05%)2 3 F AT MOOC 2234 77, i KREZH T EX MOOC #EE T T
fifts A4.2T%MN— 2SI KN 1~3 hy 42.57%I1)2% 2 H 10T 622 SRR EUN 5~6 []; 206 59.37%[1) %%

2N B O RRAT I 3~4 5y, YN 5 0o

4.1.3. BT EHRSHT
WA AR BT S, TR, N E 8 Fin.
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Table 8. Descriptive statistics table of independent variables

8. BXEMAMSEITR

HAE MR B G Sl IE] i 2
WE Y B Al 4.09 1.195
B R B R A2 3.66 1.166
EER( ‘
B R IR A3 3.77 1.110
B FE R —RE A4 3.56 1.323
b= TSIt Y e D1 3.97 1.067
R LR ZMHARER D2 3.76 0.995
ZRMH . BTN D3 3.80 1.103
HURFET & Q1 3.77 1.110
— 5?2%‘1@1&{ 1Q2 4.00 1.034
2 ) AL AR 1Q3 3.62 1.002
H2IMAZim ik 1Q4 4,01 1.074
MR URIE 2 HE BD1 4.12 1.135
Hoox e AR TR BD2 3.97 0.965
1T NYERE SRR BD3 3.76 1.118
SN R IETHE BD4 3.74 1.178
W A RS VAL BD5 4.02 1.039
Xof BT SR AR B R ED1 3.73 0.913
R 5 lﬂ%ﬁé&%ﬂfﬁ ED2 3.82 0.978
SRR R ED3 3.92 1.038
o] RO R ED4 412 0.985
ARG 2 S A B CcD1 3.15 1.042
B Bix CD2 3.99 0.982
NI s EEEH CD3 4,01 1.077
3 CD4 391 0.965
RN CD5 3.97 1.079

4.2. (RESHR

AICESME TERSME, AR LU TR RHATEM R RS A IME, A SCEE N E
Cronbach’s o fESRMHTALE, (HATELL 75 2T KMO K3 SR8 5 3E1T Barlett K3k A5 R, ik

9 froR .

Table 9. KMO and Bartlett test
5 9. KMO FnE45F/454018

AN LR [t EIER AR o KMO HuAfiE bt =4
AR T 303.040
MOOC #it HEM HHE 6 0.778
e 0.000
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I RTT 230.832
ZFENE B H 3 0.719
BEN 0.000
AT 250.704
HEE H H 6 0.778
BEN 0.000
AT 380.805
TR H H 10 0.840
N 0.000
AT 247.503
¥AB5E T3 H H 6 0.795
N 0.000
bl (Ve i 380.805
A H 10 0.840
N 0.000
bl (Ve i 408.964
1T NYUERE H 10 0.868
wEE 0.000
bl (Ve i 523.826
=Ly KIALE H 10 0.850
wEE 0.000
ATy 250.704
RITYESE H 6 0.778
wEE 0.000

M4 DL BB T I 2E Tk E, B EvE. ZREvE. EEhME. A7 N4, ERYEE . WR4EE. TR
o KA B R AR KMO 43 %125 0.778. 0.719. 0.778. 0.84. 0.795. 0.84. 0.868. 0.85. 0.778,
If H KMO KT 0.7, A AR ER I FEAG 560 5 /N T 0.05, LA SN A S AN T EREE R

i, \EUUHTFRF ST
4.3. ME S

TEXT RO A3 HTIN, A SCME I 434 Cronbach’s e CR (1415 BE) A AVE (77 Z 3 L) SR ) i 340
WRIEH 10 fros, AT 78I A S MR 5147 . Cronbach’s o LA {5 BEMITJ5 Z 52U, AL
KILHIE Cronbach’s o fHII7E 0.8 UL, [AINHGEREAKT 0.8, fJam URIF T Z iR T
0.5, FTUASCNAARIIBARS IR, J N ERBEA RIFAE, aa#TEs%0 .

4.4. BXROHSHREET S

1T MOOC it T2 SCHF 7% ok 58 6 A SCHF e Aa 3, Bt DA TR B EAT R BG X F20 M, 28 A AS Seont
202 1 BRI T By AMOS25.0, = ZENHERLHATIE 404 o
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Table 10. Standard loading of each factor, Cronbach’s alpha, CR and AVE values
%2 10. EEFHRERT. Cronbach’s . CR 1 AVE {&

AR MEA & Rt 471 A Cronbach’a CR AVE

Al 0.783

H Az 0662 0.821 0.807 0.5121
A3 0.709
A4 0.703
D1 0.722

EZ =i D2 0.703 0.832 0.7678 0.5245
D3 0.747
1Q1 0.774

Hatk Q2 0511 0.847 0.8044 0.5078
1Q3 0.722
1Q4 0.698
BD1 0.708
BD2 0.691

1T NS BD3 0.735 0.841 0.8405 0.5134
BD4 0.759
BD5 0.687
ED1 0.685

fes R P FD2 0.756 0.805 0.8066 0.5112
ED3 0.746
ED4 0.669
CD1 0.72
CD2 0.707

INFIYERE CD3 0.686 0.857 0.8352 0.5035
CD4 0.733
CD5 0.701
PBD1 0.641
PBD2 0.754

1T R4 PBD3 0.825 0.884 0.8982 0.6398
PBD4 0.869
PBD5 0.841
LTD1 0.713

K S LTbz 0.1%2 0.833 0.8527 0.5927
LTD3 0.764
LTD4 0.862
QD1 0.775
QD2 0.817

R YEE 0.857 0.8637 0.6132
QD3 0.782
QD4 0.757
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4.4.1. MOOC it EF 54

SRR AR IR AR M R B bR BN 2RMCR RECN 0.882, HEMM MR RRECH
0.829, 1L FEMEMEBIMEMISERRERIL 0921, RSN LEZ MK RE R, T LEIRBA K
VA& T LABEAZ 1, AU E K F B AMOS25.0 X B UL & 44T

Figure 3. MOOC design first-order factor model
3. MOOC & it—MEFHREY

BRI AMOS S ML ) S 5 AR R — I N A, 7R AMOS 3 #TE R BAIA
N X3 HNER ST, x?/DF < 3.0, RMSEA < 0.08, NFI. CFI. GFI KT 0.9 Hi#:m 1, AT LABE ISR
RiF. ME FREWHT X4 EH 115.803, DF AN 74, x*IDF J 1.565 < 3.0, RMSEA #l& A
0.053 /F 0.08, [Al} NFI. CFI. GFI #lAE KT 0.9, o8k 1, FrUAARSCI AT NYERE . 15k
FERN AL L BA RUFIIETERE, DT 70 R W1 & DN A OGRS FE LU B A E R s B8R . 1] 3 2k
T B RALRIEAS T, FEBT T AMER T 7E 0.84~1.14 Z[A], YONIRZERN, A I 3¢ BB 45 K $ s
PLAFLE R AT

4.42. EEBREAFH

ARSCKT 202 473 1) A HUHE HEAT R T M E T A SR A T

CD 5 ED MJ#HK %4 0.977, BD 5 ED tHK & %4 0.967, BD 5 CD MK R £ 0.95. E£II#%
ANAR B B IRAH R R R AR, BT DAAR SC iR e R FH 2 BT B AMOS25.0 o FA1 T2 37 F 45 44 7 R A 20 g 7Y
WA E T

4 REF BT AMOS ST LI ) 2 RSB ER— A, (el AMOS 7 Hr i 4
RS FEREAN LIEZ 04T, AT LLAA X2 /NS GT, x%/DF < 3.0, RMSEA <0.08, NFI. CFI. GFI XT 0.9
FlEsr 1, nTUAULHALAFERE RIF. IR4E PRI T X &40 115.803, DF f& N 74, X°/DF A
1.565 < 3.0, RMSEA #14 %4 0.053 /NF 0.08, [FIiF NFI. CFI. GFI #l& 5K+ 0.9, +4r8:L 1, Fr
PAASCN AT NYERE 18 B4 FE AN R4 5 B R ATV E AR AL, DA 90 3% B & DR 1 AH OCRR B2 LR
R HARFEMA RS . [ 4 SR TR SRIEAGTE, R T MEREF 3 7E 0.84~1.14 Z 8], IANAIRZEE
/N, L [R]I R BT A R B AR LA R R A
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TR

Figure 4. Participation first-order factor model
4. E5E—NEFRE

4.43. BISEHETF 7

AR 202 o3 17) 25 B R BEAT DR A DGt A Al 5 SR AR

LTD A1 QD z [alf{AH< & %04 0.985, QD A BPD Z [AlAHX5< &4 0.898, 1fi PBD 5 LTD ZIalfH4H
KRARWN 0976, =FIMHKRYTr#an 1, RFEANBEZ ISR RE S, BT A SO E R H
S HTEAE AMOS25.0 S BRI T3 7 (1 45 K4 75 PR AR AL AR ASE B30 & 2 23 #

Figure 5. Learning effect first-order factor model

B 5 FIYR—METFRE

5 ZEH ML AMOS NHTEAL I ] S 5REAAN R K) B A, @i AMOS 73 EiR
fE B FERIF AR 2250 00T, 7T LU )P NEkGF, x°/DF <3.0, RMSEA <0.08, NFI. CFl. GFI KT
0.9 HilHir 1, WLIBHIMSTEE RIF. XKW T x* & H N 150.553, DF #l5/E0 622.428, x°/DF
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N 2428 <3.0, RMSEA #l4 5~ 0.084 /T 0.08, [AHF NFI. CFl. GFI #l&{H¥ KT 0.9, +4r#sir 1,
B AR SCOCRAT NAERE . I IER4E BRI RN 2 B B RIFIIEFREE, DA AR K& B A R B L
BUE R R BB . B 5 R TR BMR AL T, R T AN FEAAE 0.92~1.2 ZIH], AR
ZERUIN, AR TR R B AR S R I A U P R AT

45. £ AMOS EE TR IEF B A9 4r

ASCHT U AL B AH S AMOS RS B BT, (R 248 & p T 2 NI E2E, B BARL R332
P E B TEE /4. BP bd Ro~1T A4EREPE BD1. BD2. BD3. BD4 [ F#44H, [FHE, a. d. ig. ed.
cd. pbd. Itd fl qd EHHIERREEME. SR, B, BERYERE . NG 17 4E . KIHYERE
BRI, CLPMEIE N &R 175 55

45.1. AMOS Z1&E 5
H £ amos 4371, ZFEVE amos 2047, Haht: amos T B LE 6, K17, K 8.

Figure 6. Autonomous amos analysis

6. BEM amos 7 #fr

ed \ | cd \ | bd \

Figure 7. Diversity amos analysis

7. ZREM amos A
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Figure 8. Interactive amos analysis

8. EfME amos o4

45.2. MRMITHE

AR L =AM AT 1 AMOS 199387, 7T BUAS BbRHEAL R A R Bt THE . T E(C R P
6, W38 11 KSR HAL HE. H6 1) T (H/N T 2 ATLABWI A &2, A P {E . 5A /T 0.05,
RYINEZE, FRAAAET L.

Table 11. Hypothesis test results
F 11 BRIEKRINESR

1B PR 1% R T8 P i
H1: MOOC [ [ P IE [ i 2 5] % % 5 0.654 11.331 oex XHF
H2: MOOC % REPE IE [0 2 5] % 5 15 0.874 12.013 o XHF
H3: MOOC [ EEIMEIE A H 5 5 0.825 10.716 ol FF
H4: MOOC i 1 3 1 1 il 4012 ST 5% ~0.068 -0.783 0.434 ANSHF
H5: MOOC f¥) 4 ki IF [ 1 2% 1 5% 0.029 0.252 0.801 ASCHE
H6: MOOC FI H. 5l 1 1 il 1 2 5] 53 -0.191 -1.301 0.164 ASFF
H7: 47 J94 555 ST S08E A % 0.833 9.267 ox SHF
H8: 3 RYLSE 52 2] GiAUEAE K 1.03 10.507 Fhk P&
HO: AL 555 S S IE A % 0.818 12.173 ox X F

ER: *p<0.05, **p<0.01.

45.3. PNYRKRLE
Wi 9 {FH AMOS B4t AR FISFEAE AT LIE A2 50, 2008 4 Preacher %5773 I\ N7E 95%(1)
BEXEAHEAEEZE, BT AR BZRR A8 HFE 12 SES T8 RKE, 15 95%
7K SR H10. B H1L. B H12 1 & 15 X A 437 9 [0.435~0.977]. [0.428~1.125]. [0.583~1.822],
PRI AR B H10. B H1L. MRk H12 ¥por, HEPFON HAL H5. HE AR, ASCATELA ik H10.
B H1L. R H12 e 4t A BN .

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2022.127399

2638


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2022.127399

PILE, 5

Figure 9. Mediation test
9. NI

AR ERWE 10 fs. A5 b¥ONER, (B CAREA DU IRAEE 2P EM.

C el
X » Y |« Y=cx+el
e2
M g M=ax+e2
a b
c e3
X » Y |« Y=c'x+bM+e3

Figure 10. Schematic diagram of mediating variables
10. AN EEREE

FTZIR AN AAR G E ISR AL, FAMFH AL 12 g5, Rk H10. Rk H11. fiRiX H12, P e
W%, (AR 950 ELAS X (8] A I bR I ANEEE 0, RUIAEAESE & F A RN

Table 12. The coefficient of the path of the mediation effect
= 12. PAMNMBENRY

) 4% IR 42 247 2 H piE LQ;%%EE IZE P ;?zg
IO B I LIS IR 0651 o oo o OF
ML B SIS IR 0679 w115 oas ok
iz I AL 0.906 o lm20ss o)
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5. &hig

AT TN 28 2 B R AEAR G I BRR FE RS B, X MOOC it 24 2 5 B A2 3] Gl AL kA7 el idk
Bl M. SR, EahME. AT YRR . A IERYE R AN N AN B A N AR B AT B MOOC 24 3 R
MISC DR 2, AT YRR KIALE RN 2 T 48 AR i B AR &, # 8 MOOC % > R s DA 35 (1 45 14
JIFEREAY, RSO T MR AL, XMEEREAT ST (EESUENNR, @i SPSS HiESi
BAFREAT 0T, DL KMO 55 ERERI BRI BERT 30 1 15 B R AP AIbRiE S (B, PR A ST A K 5
REEE R EAET, W Cronbach’a. C.R 1 AVE, XUSHMESHEEN, W T HMEBRE RLF, %
PE BT R B &MU S B A = AN AR S35 B W AR DG, AR Z 48 AMOS25.0 SR A1 4T (R 7 A
i, HHATIIA T, X2, X)IDF. RMSEA. NFI. CFl. GFI £ &3 EE ] T IVERE BRI, Skt
B AT A RN AT AT H B R 4518 .

ARSI B AESR T MOOC % I RUR MR 2=, B DA% I SRR A BIR JEAE, D& MOOC %) H
FE. ZREMMEEN, SIS 5ERMEINER, RN SIS AR S R T R J5, &
it AMOS BEBLSUE 3 T AT R AL 38 5 A AR S, 3 H T “HL1. H2. H3. H7. H8. H9 ik oL,
H4. H5. H6 A ERE" .

AR S F I T DR S ERIAE X MOOC Wit 25 B2 S U A AL s IE S5 040, TuANEAR
BHRNE DL =AM R, @57 T MOOC 2% 2] 28 A mh R 35 A5 Y, AR 4f 44) 42 RO S 2R 60 S AH AR 2
W 2RI I R BOT R, AR TR S A R E AR SN, R iEE AMOS @A T /AT AT T
K RIS, A SR B0 I v T A S RN AE . KRR
RHKE, #2185 AGET MOOC ¥ &R B2 31 6, =24kt RN T OIS IR R 5 2%, Akt
SOIETG, WSROI, AREER SR ESIR.
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