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Abstract

Middle school students at the initial stage of adolescent physical and mental development are the
future of the country and the hope of the nation. Volunteering is an important form of promoting
middle school students’ participation in social practice. Volunteer motivation is based on the con-
siderations that volunteers take when participating in volunteering. The motivation of volunteer-
ing for middle school students refers to the reason why middle school students participate in vo-
lunteer service when they are volunteering. In order to explore the motivation of participating in
volunteer service for middle school students in Nanning, this paper finds that there are four types
of motivation for participating in volunteer service in Nanning through descriptive statistical
analysis and factor analysis: motivation for practical development, motivation for social know-
ledge, motivation for shared value, and motivation for purpose. In order to further explore the re-
levant factors and internal relationships that affect secondary school students' participation in
voluntary services in Nanning, different demographic variables have different effects on different
types of motivations, such as gender, which has significant differences in social knowledge moti-
vation, and birthplaces have different intentional motivations. The two demographic variables,
grade and only child, have no effect on different types of motivation. Due to the different number
of voluntary service participation this year and last year, different volunteers have different im-
pacts on shared value motivation.
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HEATHF AT«
2. ARFE

A& EEHEHI AR BRI, A
2.1. MiREI+

2.1.1. FEE

AL EEH IR T S SRR S AL, R A A [ SR S5 S LA R RN 1 2R
EREFEZET ULA R ERIRSSPAES 5K - BB R G BEP0 . ARORTE 2 — AR
PEAT AL, 7 BRI AR, PUREAT AR, FERM NG ETT .

46 EEAFE =M, B0 EENEEEH SRR DR, k). S5, Ak,
WAET 2, HEGZRN T AAFANESEAIIEARBSEETNER:, BB EENREREESS5E
JER S5 AR DL, B KESHEIRIRFESNREMNSHES 5ERMSHNRE, BNERNASS
TRIEIA R SRR HPR R B0 FERNEEEES SERRSI, FES
% Clary [6]BCHH S H DIRESI LR R AL G LBl m it . RIEHHE RIS SUMER 1 X 73 A R
Wi, iR AR 12 1, %I H KRN TS EE S S SRS S ST k.

2.1.2. ElERE

MTHANXCSYTX HHEX LMK, 23X, RKX. BT XA 130 LRSS, K
SCHF ST IR RS T T R R T VS, AN XTI A A2 40 4. BT IRAUA R, AN RESR RS (R
HUESMEE TS, A EER IR EERAMEE XML LRI 250 i, [k 233 fra 4, 4l
PR A A e R FH A RS TR NS, REENDI AR EN 211 1, FEARHREN
84.4%.

22. ARFE

AR R E B R EEIE. A SUELEE NN T ERRGSHUH 7RIS, gl (T
2 5 R RIRS SN WA A, DU T 7 b 222 et 5o 6t G AR MR A 250 43 1) 35 . B BE S it
ZrHric A SPSS22.0 Al R3.6.2 Bif458 ik o
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B, AW T A S SR S ST R R, BOE F AT LE, T E R R T
e BIRIRSSEIHL” SERT SRR, B B E R T T i A S 5 R R S L
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FERET A BB FURERY, SR W1 7 D0 R 7 7 op 22 A 2 5 G R S5 s L N D22 AR A AT 7
W R RS S SRS SR, WAER T P E S SRR SIS R . AR SR RS S
AN R 22428 8 e 25 RBURAT A 85 75 1R 22 5 5 o
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Table 1. Reliability statistics

=1L ARMSRItE

Cronbach’s Alpha T FR#ELIT Cronbachs Alpha L

0.746 0.782 39

S 25 TSGR AW, 72 | T4 Cronbach’s Alpha Z 0 0746, JTHRifE (L) Cronbachs
Alpha Z# 0.782, 45 R WIREENH—BUEELT

Table 2. ANOVA and Friedman and Tukey’s non-additivity test
%2 2. ANOVA UK Friedman 1 Tukey BY3E AT AN MEAREE

5 A df sy Friedman K77 Sig

NG ZIA] 411.995 170 2423

T[] 9189.631° 38 241.832 4537.467 0.000

JEnr 119.037° 1 119.037 199.621 0.000
N AR Bk 7= P 3851.588 6459 0.596
st 3970.625 6460 0.615
Rt 13,160.256 6498 2.025
Rt 13,572.251 6668 2.035

BYME =1.6829
a. Kendall [{I A1 230 W =0.677.

b, ZELIA MR =0.229, AZAEEINMNIAEK Tukey FEAlitt

ANOVA L} Friedman Fl Tukey [3ER] nPEAT S0 I B AR S5 R, W4 2, F=4537.467, MEZ Sig. =
0.000, AT LA iZ & RIS AR B, R AR5 W =0.677 < 1, BRI LA 38 8 AN [a) 0]
TR E R B AR SR 59, AT SE ik — 2D Uil 1 R S5 SRR IE R . BT S 0 S N SO R
15 T .

32. EBEAOEGIHE
32.1. A\OETE

Table 3. Demographics
3. AO%itE

el 2R A AT 2
% S Hl— HI— HI= Ky 73 ARt = &
Bk 116 95 48 68 95 14 101 96 118 93
Harlt 55% 45% 22.8% 32.2% 45% 6.6% 47.9% 45.5% 55.9% 44.1%
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WE 1.45 222 2.39 1.44
FrifE % 0.499 0.794 0.610 0.498

WRyE L 3 giit, AR ErEEE S, B 116 N, 4855%, L 95 N, 208 45%. HitE
FE B RS 2ot A B A ORI L. AFER R, =SR], 2009 45%. ARBHESIEEE
ZHIER BN, BUDRE RN S TR IA T LA AR T e v
3.2.2. XXR - FHKRE

NTRIRAFR NI AR W2 R, RAERREE R R TR 50 PITE A 2238 5 s XA
BYE T, MR IR

Table 4. Gender-grade-birthplace-crosstab
A MR - FR - ERM - TR

HELR A YL
Hl— ) - W= pe gl AR At
T 27 40 49 6 59 51
i} ” S % 12.8% 19.0% 23.2% 2.8% 28.0% 24.2%
A T 21 28 46 8 42 45
* SHU% 10.0% 13.3% 21.8% 3.8% 19.9% 21.3%

WA 4 TR RAI= 1RSSR Le ok, A1 BN BT, XEETEOAMEAAGE, FEE
B2, BT B InERARSS tED . FEARKESR, HAESIE MRS BRI A e, A IR
AN ) TS, SR LB T o L ek

Table 5. Only child-grade-gender-crosstab
TS METL - FH-MA - RXNFE

7] 5
W— G- Y= 5 S
T4 31 37 50 67 51
=,
s
BAH% 14.7% 17.5% 23.7% 31.8% 24.2%
PAE T4 )
N T 17 31 45 49 44
i
BE% 8.1% 14.7% 21.3% 23.2% 20.9%

MFE 5 AR, WI=SR AR R R T L IR, A0 23.7%, WIRIZ TR AT LAUET, Rl [
K NGB, R A 7 Lo o5 EE A H) = A T R R, A 2R A7

Table 6. Birthplace-only child-grade-crosstab
Fo. LR - MEF& - FR-XXNE

AT L
& & W— - Y=
T3 10 4 6 4 4
AR KYg T
R % 4.7% 1.9% 2.8% 1.9% 1.9%
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T3 66 35 21 44 36
R % 31.3% 16.6% 10.0% 20.9% 17.1%
AE YR
T 42 54 21 20 55
At
R % 19.9% 25.6% 10.0% 9.5% 26.1%

MEE 6 ATk, AT 2R T A, TR A R, XS SEERIE LR AT A . W= AR E
TR Bl 210 26.1%.

Table 7. Chi-square test-progressive Sig. (both sides)
7. R - A Sig. ()

P - E2R PO - AEVRM BT - SRS MR T - R ARVEME - AR AR - 4R

Pearson K75 0.644 0.485 0.379 0.553 0.005 0.002
[P/ 0.643 0.486 0.374 0.553 0.004 0.003
R A 0.504 0.985 0.204 0.554 0.002 0.012

WA TR, U AR - AR T A AR - SR R P RN TR KT 0.05, BRI IR
MRS B O TR RN ZE RN, RN AR PR AN R SR A R 2 R R .

3.3. ERETRFERR
3.3.1. SMEBRS S HFR

Table 8. The total number of volunteer services

F 8. EERSEHER

FESINEIBIRS L5 SESINEIBRS B
YA 1.96 2.06
AN 14 1 1

M8 TR, BORER SRS, EREEFERSESMRS KB, K2HNSI—TUE kR
5%, HAERE, EATHFASMEBERMRS, THASFES RS S L ES RS S5
fEm—L, WA T2 5ERIRSG A% DRI,

Table 9. Number of participation
9. BIRHIER

FHESINEK SHES IR
W R 51 Bk Ry
0 46 21.8% 45 21.3%
1 61 28.9% 59 28.0%
2 42 19.9% 43 20.4%
3 30 14.2% 30 14.2%
4 15 7.1% 13 6.2%
5 9 4.3% 9 4.3%
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6 1 0.5% 5 2.4%
7 1 0.5% 1 0.5%
8 2 0.9% 1 0.5%
9 1 0.5% 1 0.5%
10 0 0.0% 1 0.5%
11 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
12 3 1.4% 0 0.0%
13 0 0.0% 3 1.4%

RO MZIMIREE LS T 8 15 2 B & R — EU, ZINIRAEAE 0 21 3 UKPT o ELIALE 14% LA E,
MZANREAE 7 ) 11 IRIIELGISLE 1.00% LR o BB HES NSRS IEL L, S 0~3 RNER
BILRWEZ N, TS IR 2 S8 HIR A

3 4
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Figure 1. Line chart of number of participation
1. SR EITEE
N T HE— BRI RS SESINREBRIE, 4 2 s B TS e, SR 1,
TR RAEZAFIERAST, BN 0~4 R EEARRE S, HEESMOCERIGIN, SFEMHEILFEA 7R
[ETEE-R
3.3.2. FESMPEBRS R

Table 10. The main content of middle school students participating in voluntary service

=10 FEESEEERSHEEZNS

B EE wShn Z
by &R E PA 98 113
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by HE BT 130 81

by HrBhFE B 162 49

by Bl 5 ARG R B H A [ 2 2 ) 180 31
bz AU S5 U R 201 10

b F B2 24 A% R 4 203 8

b TR AL X B 183 28

bio BIFREE 55 5 FEAAR IS5 190 21

by CHER RS 194 17

bs SN # F AL 198 13

b W BE RO B A 200 11
bo B[R 179 32

by ATIEYESR 190 21
PER AL 2308 435

Bt 84.14% 15.86%

B2 10 715, ZMERRSTESIT & HEICE 15.86%, Wil aEd: 2 5 B R IRSSIE 3h Ik A
91K, X5 2017 4G R 710IR b2 2R R R S5 A7 A 17 UGS SR AR — B0, 25 4 bl 5 B e 5547 sl A X
Hoth B ISR SSE AE R R 2 1 X T ANS 5 36 T I 550 8l i IR sl i R 32 A ARl — 2B AT 9

3.33. AD¥TESSMARZFERS FEZNTE
TE AV BN O 3 B 53R R S IR IR S AR B 2 B i BRI .

Table 11. Demographic variables-test for differences in the number of volunteers (proportion)

F 1. AOFEE - SMEERZ ARELH)HEF R

RZIR by b by by
Wl— 18 (36.73%)
7] W= 20 (40.82%)
= 11 (22.45%)
Kt 3 (2.65%) 8 (9.88%)
A= Y5 IR 48 (42.48%) 46 (56.80%)
RS 62 (54.87%) 27 (33.32%)
= 7 (33.33%)
A2 )
7 14 (66.67%)
RITR Sig. 0.003 0.014 0.001 0.028

B2 11 A, AREHEN T b, VBB TG RS 2 2 e B — 20 & B3 de )
s EVEHT T by WAL FE AR by FE B IR X P UG R S5 IR A 2 R, R AR S
FEF AT by TETER b DA B W, TR FIMAR S B by B IS R 8 A AT LG e
SRR ST T A YR X TG s 3
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Table 12. Gender-difference test of the number (proportion) of volunteers

= 12. 13 - SINEERS B ARG ER TR

Jik 55 51 by b bis
i L 35 (71.43%) 18 (85.71%) 10 (100.00%)
e % 14 (28.57%) 3 (14.29%) 0 (0.00%)
RIS Sig. 0.008 0.003 0.003

M 12 HRREL RIS T by PRBIRE . by BRSS9 SRR 35 A by SCE5E Y B SS B BX = 00
SRRFAEEREZRELM, JFHBMEE AR,
4. EEETNKEMR
4.1. ERRTFHHTRIRTR

FEMERIE T 20, BEARR. AR (A2 2 — e A IR, SIS giit Bl
B AN R B RO S s 7 e A B = AR B, i 2 fos.
AR [) AR ]
IR PR 6 E INNEEEPS

| ! |

GIN=N £ I“
AR B Ba{tlett/\i? MO Fo
10 fi5 LA L TS 56

Figure 2. Factor analysis premise flow chart

2. BAF otz E

AR —>

P13 T AR H A 251 KMO {8 F1 Bartlett BRIZ A6 (1) 45 5 . Jo b KMO 155 0.837 KT 0.8,
Bartlett BRI IGMEZRAE )9 0.000 /NT 0.05 BB VEKF, PIIRLE 1 5 U528 B 2 1) 4 R B A 6 o ) A S 7
Bk, BICAFRATTAT E R 70 AR s (8] A A5, AT L (R o A 5 ik AT 7

Table 13. KMO and Bartlett’s inspection
Fz 13. KMO #0 Bartlett B4

IURE 2 % % 1) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin /4 & 0.837
ARy 615.942
Bartlett [ERTEEER G df 66
Sig. 0.000

4.2. HHLTRNGER

4.2.1. BIEER

AR AT R 14, FHEARR T 1 IR —3E 4 A, X 4 AR RIT7 Z TN 64.499%.
FIREHMERRT 1, FINTESGREa B, w3 fos, JRAEE 12 M CEREHE LA & RT DL A 9hh 4
PR, fir LSS S S B AT LAEAT I 4045 BIIE S
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Table 14. Eigenvalue and variance contribution rate

= 14, FHERER B ETTRER

‘ VIS e IR
ARt — .
orit FEM% 2H% ot FEM% 2H%
1 4.184 34.867 34.867 2.298 19.149 19.149
2 1.418 11.819 46.686 2.109 17.576 36.724
3 1.127 9.390 56.077 1.880 15.667 52.391
4 1.005 8.372 64.449 1.447 12.057 64.449
5 0.736 6.133 70.581
6 0.696 5.799 76.380
7 0.588 4,903 81.284
8 0.538 4.484 85.767
9 0.486 4.048 89.816
10 0.454 3.783 93.599
11 0.409 3411 97.010
12 0.359 2.990 100.000
el
5—
4
3_
ks
/ﬂ‘
fiE
ft
2—.
N
ol
T T T () T T T T
2 5 6 7 9 10 11 12
Ao H

Figure 3. Scree plot
B 3. A

4.2.2. EN L RERITIL

Zexd A bR ERE e, BN AR TR RIS 15, FTRLE HIX 12 DMRED MUK 4 MAT
T b, HPART 1 EET 3 MR, ART 2887 340ERE, AT 3 AE T 4 40ME, ART 4
AR T 2 MR, I RWRRE IR T IT 2K 64.499%, T2 A LAY EEA K U AR T

PIT LRI FU I A AR B R AL
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Table 15. Factor classification after rotation

= 15. nEERHIE T AR5

o)

o VIR B A 0.838

o i, SREEHH

cs AELLH AR B S T

cs BEAEIEEZ N 0.755
cs LA BT RN A3 fE 0.722

co BEFII AATTE — 2 0.765

oo HUBIAL B
cs o RS B i AT B I 2% ) AR RN i

co SEUF L IR PR B BT 22 N 0.675
cio Ittt Sy, FURSEERER 0.676
cu1 TE AR AN 22 T AT B 1T 55

0.782

0.357

0.829

0.345

0.561

o FflAT 0.713

PO ERA
Weeik: B Kaiser bRkt ) IEASHERE T2

aEFEAE 7 YSRGS

© BHEZH5HHFEA 1—LE KRB

RIEEF ISR, AFRT 1 AT 3 AMLE: “co BUHERBEENENE « “co IR
2, BRRSEEAER” . “cp FUEATE” BT 1 MM, WK 16, AR TR 4.184 Hi%
AR FH) 3 AR T — AR T A R 7 Z 5T 19%, %A B F TiA{E B Cronbach’s Alpha 54K
N 0.56,

Table 16. Factor 1 composition

F16. ETF 1 HIHIEL

HF1
B3 R RAFH FIME
o S UFHBHE SR VR P2 A 0.399 2.98
cio TSy, FURSTERALR 0.366 2.65
e BUBATH 0.391 3.05
FHEARE 4.184
73 ZETTHRER 19.149%
{Z ¥ Cronbach’s Alpha 0.560

X RRE B oA AR, 2 s B S bR AR I A R SRR REVE TR R B AR L5 5 OB A =16
BRI MRAZEX T A LR R0 —MRE: BUEAT LB REE CRBEN R —Fi1T

N
Yo
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@ HIBH S H5HHRR 20— HIRBIHL

REGEIBE A AETFARET 3 NMEE: “c BBEINEZMAN” o “os T LERH AR FERE” |
“cq Hbfruﬂﬂﬁﬂlfﬂﬁ” o BIF 2 MM, WLFE 17, ZARFHRAEARIE N 1.414, ZARTH 3 AN E—
JLERAL T BT BT 7 ZZ R R 1) 17.576%, 1% A T I [E {5 % Cronbach’s Alpha REHN 0.741.

Table 17. Factor 2 composition

= 17. BT 2 ;94K

H¥2

TR B R RE FHE
A= ACE AN 0.428 3.20
cs I A2 BT R A RE 0.384 3.14
¢ REFNIAAANTHE —iE 0.466 3.12
FHIERRAA 1414

Ji Z TR 17.576%

{Z % Cronbach’s Alpha 0.741

7t Clary BT F, “BRRANIE—R”  “BR4INEZMN” ZHNTRERE TH258FE
B, HINAEEAT AR it E IR E S INL 2. “al LA B R R ” XN E B2 T
FRERAR Y, G I S n AR AR S TT LA ST 0 RN RURLET R e

©® HIEHE S5 3— G MEBIHL

R F TR, ARTF3IART 4 MR “o ibRBEERE” © “c,Gllh, FAEHLF” o “c
AR FARR AT | “og MRS TGS AT R 1AL 23 i AR N B o R 3 MR, AR 18, 1%
AR FRHAERE N 1.127, ZAK TR 3 MR — I3 7 I B+ 77 Z 0T E ) 15.667%, 1% A B 1
[ ¥ Cronbach’s Alpha Z% N 0.694.

Table 18. Factor 3 composition

F18. ETF 3 HIHIEL

HF3

Bl3- R RAFH FIME
o LEFRIEF R 0.534 2.84
o Fill, RIEHH 0.468 2.93
cs RHLRH FARTS B L7 0.148 3.07
cs X IRSSVE BN P BT K Bk 2 AR O R 0.126 2.64
FHERE 1.127

T3 ZE TR 15.667%
{Z % Cronbach’s Alpha 0.694

Clary I\ i e xf T M B A AAIE, 2 —Fb “IA M EW” KB, A AZS SRR

AN E R E A NRBERE A NHE @R, A 23 . A S A R0 55
@ TEEZSSHHLRM 4——H 11Eshl
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REHEFAITER, AFETF 4 QT 2 MEE: “o BUNALEE” | “oyy SERUF RN AT B IES” .
BT 4 (IRIE, W2 19, AR THHMERM )Y 1.005, ZE TR 3 AN 334t 7 g B 175 2 50k
K 12.057% /47, ZAR T IR & Cronbach’s Alpha %N 0.530.

Table 19. Factor 4 composition

= 19. ET 4 B9%I8K

¥4
30 B RS RE SPHE
e U A B 0.640 226
cu1 TE AN 2 T AT B AT 55 0.339 2.92
FHIERA 1.005
Ji Z TR 12.057%
5 Cronbach’s Alpha 0.530

R 2008 EPERET XSS5y, CHBUACEE” | “SERFRAIZ MM ERMES” BT H L.

® B[ AL

RIBA TR, 4 AAETE 4 D& HEHE TANEELEGT K. AT EASHLEAT 7
AR, AR EE A &N BN S AR R AIRCE R &R, ARG THE A B . iRAE ST
PR, A TRARTRIEAENHRAE R AN, AT PLE A F R 1153 7 R GRS . 7R
FART 11990 RIEX, HASLEFATERS] . AR T 119590 %iEK

Factorl =-0.102*c, —0.131*c, +---+0.040* ¢, +0.399 *c,,

TEVHHE R 715 90 Z B0 & AR E R E AT IR AL, 5 0t E RSN AR TR 5. KR T
1357 BB 73 0 AR D7 T e e 1 B R SN AR, B T BUE AR BA 25, 1 BisA
Ji ERIANE, BTUMETES A, T BRI, EARWE AR AR A A 4 AN A R TFIEATHET
W3 20,

Table 20. Median of each motivation factor

F#20. BENEHEFHIRAIE

SRR KT 1 KF2 K¥ 3 K¥ 4
55 -0.015 0.115 0.095 -0.070

IO NEATHE P AR T A SR SRS S SRR IO HARREL. S s
Bl SEBCRRESIHL. HEITESIL.

43. AOFZEES5TFRES 5N LB
4.3.1. A STEIEHAE

Table 21. Variance homogeneity test of gender and various motivation categories

=21, MRS B RHE T ET AR

Levene 4 it = EH

SEi R B EIAL 0.005 0.945
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Continued
AN 0.233 0.630
SEH N EBIHL 1.494 0.223
H 3L 0.001 0.980

7 TR AR T, AT IME AR IR 45 RE T IR A, TP LA 45 RE TR A,
TR IS5 RINE T A B R s . 0 4 D AR50 20 51F Q-Q BT, Wl kniZ A 2 1
FIEA G o RAE IR B HE T E AR S0 25 5 . BH 2 21 AT, Levene’s £ 56 1) p (H 35 K T 3 M /K 1 0.05,
Wi B DR SL I S 22 5 225 o AR B IR BT = e A B, AT AT DAREAT BE— 2B 1005 22 o0 A . A A
X B fE AR 2 57 o

Table 22. One-way analysis of variance for gender and various motivation categories

= 22. MASENNEANNEERRTEDN

S5 By F BN
SRR EBIHL 0.019 0.019 0.125 0.727
AT EIRENHL 0.919 0.919 6.016 0.025
IHHEBINL 0.033 0.033 0.216 0.648
H ftEzhHL 0.009 0.009 0.058 0.813

M3 22 IS, SKERREBINL. SEAIMEBIHLAT B ML LI =Fh SRR ) I Zh L ge v R e i 2 2%
PEEIR T BZ VKT 0.05, EHASZHRBPLATEZTENT 0.05. FIILAT OAWAUCH A2 RIR SR AR
YeA AR, AR AN ER_RAGFAZSR . M, TRSEERD R L, XK
RIEBHL A AL H B TESIHLIZ =S5 Th 2 A BA R %

4.3.2. FREFERHNAR

FRIRFEAR G DU BRI AV — W1 W=, N T I EFLA RN & RS0 T S 1)
BNV 2B A ZE 5, {ELIZH] SPSS AHSR M LA WU &, B8 AR B 28, — i ] Kendall
1) tau_b(K) RECHATRILS -

Table 23. Relationship between grade and different motivation types
23, FRETRENAE 2 [EHIXFR

Kendall [¥] tau_b BIPLRAY Sig(RUfilf)
KBRS 0.103
HEAE ARSI 0.765
FH P EBIHL 0.938
H It shHL 0.881

HI7E 23 13, PEEIAT REMAKT 0.05, SHZIIADSIHAEANFER K EBE ZMAFEZER, F
T HIAS [FIAS 2 5 v 22 A 25 06 e IR 95 1 i 455 A I BT L

4.3.3. £iEM ST E LR
AVEEAREATEX R0 UE . By ZONEAR, MR R, A SOR AR TR R 2 A
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W SEAURA, BT HONTF 20 R NA R, 5 2SR K 3 2 Hoke 56 R A A4 it (9 AN )
X ENAFEZIHLRIFE  38 % KA Kruskal Wallis J7VEREAT S8 2 MEAG S

Table 24. Relationship between birthplace and various motivation types

24 HFHSEHIRBNXAR

Kruskal Wallis SE R B ENAL AAZHHREN AL HHMEBIL H 3L
o 1.147 0.000 1.591 8.633
ik 0.564 1.000 0.451 0.013

36 24 w140, BT B RIEESIHLRE I B E 0.013 < 0.05, #A LAUCAARFEZEFE K ERE AR
I SIHLIEA SRS S 50l FAAEZE R e sl b, AEAEERA ST hEAES 5 ERE
AR B S RS . AEYE I 5 B R YESIHLARG 2 B2 25 Fios.

Table 25. Statistics of source and purpose motives

=25 HRM S HRME NS E

A5 ¥E NEH

KI i —0.4892 13
A —0.1471 94
A 0.2120 83

A 25 AL, KR AN RERE > B R A7 S, AR AR Y R AR H B
N REHR B R 2, KR “IE” WS,

434. MEFEZES5FERMAER

Table 26. Test of homogeneity of variance between only child and various motivation categories

26, METF LS5 EF R

Levene Ziil & RENE
KBRS 1.386 0.241
AT EIRBNHL 0.612 0.435
JEHMEBIHL 2.450 0.119
H ezl 0.000 0.982

326 AIHN, fERHIEIA T AR R AN AT A ATHE BT, A RS EFE A E T ESHL R
oy 2 7 EASE, T T R & T Z 08T
4.4. EMEBBREZ B SN XX R
4.4.1. XB SN EBIRTL

RIE BB EH AT NFHERE, el EEESINERERSTENRER 3N “0~1 IR “2~3 7. “4~5
K7 “6~T IR o “89 KT L “10~11IR” A “12~13 IR” XK. T B RENRHE, WIHETH
Mr— % H Kendall [ tau_b(K) R EGIEATHG 5
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Table 27. Relationship between frequency division and different motivation types

=27, RERS SRR IEE Z BHXFR

Kendall [¥] tau_b BIPLRAY Sig (XU
LR EENHL 0.471
AT EIR BN 0.432
IHHEBIHL 0.002
H Pzl 0.459

H17¢ 27 ] LS R I E S HLE S IS RS AN R A R e 2 57, Heth =2Kahl 5 2
SRS 2 DIFARA IR R BAREILTE 28,

Table 28. Statistics of frequency division and common value motivation

28RBS EHENENNNGITE

U5y E 0=
1 —0.1326 95
2 0.0943 68
3 0.4646 18
4 0.6055 5
5 ~0.0973 1
7 0.5344 3

28 TW], IATIESIHLS S IS TSR 55 1 S 2 BUA IR ARG, R R B f e s U =
NS RO B O 2 i 1] skt oK

44.2. ERIAOFEE, SERFINSSMEHXE

Table 29. Control variables-significance of total participation and motivation

F29. IFHILET - SMBHESINHEE

IR LA FESINELL AAES NS
SEE R R 0.324 0.355
HAZHHREN AL 0.970 0.960
AR YR &I 2 &M Sl &M AE T Lt
HATMEBIHL 0.017 0.009
H 30 0.607 0.545
TEFEHRIN D2 m AR, AR 29 Rl LA N EZIHLE S NG BRSSO R N B R A e %2

SR, HR=ASIRAE Z RPN MR, MBI Eg. AT T X IS N A
AR, ZNERIRS S ST B BPESIHLZ A .

4.5, INGS

A PERNERENS ST 102, B4 @R otrigit ok, BEEHENSS
LG SRR BN, AR RIREIL. SEAMESINL. H PRSI YRS,
ANH A8 P ERBAESEE S S EAFTEIL. YRR T FRE A & B P, 4
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