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Abstract

With the rapid development of the Internet, sharing economy has become a new form, and know-
ledge sharing has become a feature of the modern era. MOOC is an online learning platform with a
large number of high-quality learning resources. Knowledge dissemination through the Internet is
conducive to the sharing of knowledge. This paper will study the current situation of college stu-
dents’ use of MOOC, to understand whether college students are effective in receiving knowledge
of MOOCs, to reflect the problems in the use of MOOCs, and to discuss and research on them. Ac-
cording to the survey results, we will understand the learning needs of college students, and make
suggestions for the improvement of the MOOC platform to enhance the effectiveness of knowledge
transfer in the MOOC.
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Figure 1. Closed questionnaire design
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Table 3. Factor variance contribution table
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Figure 2. What are the channels through which you learned
about MOOC?
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Figure 3. Which of the following MOOC platforms have you
used?
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Figure 5. The influencing factors of MOOC learning
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Figure 6. Problems with the MOOC platform
6. RIRFAFELM

Table 5. Factors affecting college students’ interest in learning
5. HMASFEZEINBER

Wi 37 MNEF S
N A E
18 (A IR SIS R A S D), GG 365 22.2% 49.2%
‘ 18 (B. FARFINTARE, Qlkzh rih 1 5) 276 16.8% 37.2%
i s 18 (C. W13, HR0K% E52) 350 21.3% 47.2%
W . 18D QUNHCEAR, WRMEM. WL 318 23.2% 51.3%
18 (E. @3 R¥ONMIL, WIS EETFALKAST) 216 15.9% 35.2%
18 (F. H:Al) 11 0.7% 1.5%
Bt 1644 100.0% 100.0%

a. fHN 1 BRI =404

FUESRIE I BURRT 22513 R BEM IR B I0 75 HOUM AN % ZA 52 BR8] (1 27 ST I (R AN a] (28R JL
PR ARG R N 2 ST AL L PP AR R [6], DRIRREE ST B0 R AT A in . BARFIRGE 5 i =+
IR S e B R A R, BB RIRERRI AR b, AT SR . ShZ 1P R
BT AR S e X E T A R B 78 0 A4 SRR IR ROTE N5 el I B 5l L, 33
G s AR R R AL AR 22 . BEAh, T HRERIIREE W LIRS iafT, S, &
RS AR RS, LIRS R R DI DA TR AL, S B SRR A

T PRIRE, A —RERN S SRR B B, RS AR RAE SR [7], (BN RACRE
BEACAEURAR A . IR TR IR DA S I 2 D7 I AN T o N e . RUOMIRAE K 2 LA BRI T R 7, k=
HAR AR URIEAE B RB 207 XA DL BAR SRR S S AL KRR 41, OF HF & A e R o i
B IRIRIEAY, STRRRE K S F SRODTE M SR O AL 27 S TR, X BE S B0 SR IR 2 th A A5
S EAARER AL H B TR

4, FFREIWL
4.1 BERELAGTFZENWSIH

411 BEREHRE, WEMEUESFER
TR A IRETEEE . 2l, HERANWEEERESZAT 2RE— M5 RS i,

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2019.95082 498 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2019.95082

5 2] ME DA ke th ol A B S LR ERER . TS LA RS, RTRAAARUR L R BT R 2k,
FREE S BEWREMERZ R A VRIS R e UG RIS IRIEE R, N2 iRt
MRAG R G, AR X RAEA T IR 1 if e SR & B SR EREE, HK, STt
PR A FEN T ORI T SR &1, ARG RN, HPP 0B WL R AR EE AT, REIR
ARBEIRTE . A/ NRFEIETEH, R B R SRR &, AT IR
R P, AR 2 ST (SR A B LAy 5 R AR Y . SO B 2 ST /R 4%, AT Bl i, 52
DU A7 22 A AN R K57 2315 D0 B 7 SRE il L A X PR 5 (0 6 R URFEHE RS

BEAR R RENS G 25 1 38 DG 2Pk & R 2122 2] B B I R A REAT B B, AATIIAS: H 2% S 3 A g
TG A REE DL SRR b S5 U T 4R G 4 2R, DME TSR I an 22 o) F e i R ERFEHERE, X >0 3 ik
ATRERE . MR .

412, ERESE BRI

SOV F AR A5 PR A A% 51 3 11 5 YRS — FE, 7R FUA 2T EE B
SEUE ST AT, [, SV € R R TRE H Ak DT 1 AR R 4, b2
AR S IEA TS, T2 ) 9505 T VR 1 5 02 ST ) R Eyo), SR p i
WF G A, B, BTG B S Vb RO R R RO R

4.2. SEEFIPRFHERMEINNG, RIESHFES

4.2.1. EEFIIEFERIE]

REAELLREF R Z B, SRFIET, FEWRERGAMMR. HATRE D R B
SEMEVRFEIT 4R, (HE WA 2, FIRESE ST R ik i g S AR T TR, IR A AR o= [
IS5t 3G REE A ST AN S . BRI, FEROT 6 R B AT 58 B A R B A SRR B e s AR AT
M. B, @A GHERR, FEURERS: 5] I RE b BR A 22 AR A8 5% = 10 (R Ak ) B HAd 0 0T AR RR
X SR BGHIAE S HR, IREEAR S h 3l BRI S) RSk B R AR 5 20, S it S B 5 )
M fa, SRR DGR A 5 ORI rR T X DU R B AR AT N VRO R BT O, R E 3
RGN T -

4.2.2. #—H5EEINE LS

TP B IR IR TT AR A A 1 RGN R, T CAER BRI A 2 18] I L A A i 2 e v e bR
FAMBNEME R ERE R NN AT AR, SEINGI AR LR L A R TR DA
AN, R S T A B SRR B LU BT NS, T A= 2 18], AR A 2 )
M RPEE S (ANt B S A ST, RS 2 AR SR DA PP, AR R BHE O T BV A 2
FEACHIPEON J7 30, SR JG BOMARYE TEAN 45 A R B e i T . J7 sQUL R WA SRR, DR =
o, WAk, SAAEEEATI R EIE B A 0EE, B MBER AL, iS85
IRCFRART o Bl Sl A v 7 B DU PR VPAN O SRR B B 5 A%, (R IHHE R B8 1 i 4%
T N IR ST, 1922 DARENS Je i . HERRID T B B 052 5116 0L, SR OB B =2 2] 1, A
MRS 2T

4.3. R RIEFERNF IR

431 BIUEEE. WitERX
TR G0 R B2, S 5] B B ) R e R REAS B K AR v, SEE ST IEIR R . B,

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2019.95082 499 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2019.95082

FURT G W AE EAR TR N0 BB BRI ) SRARIRE LA SELIX, B IER SR, AaREiZE
PR, BRGE EVFEIMAEDY A+ ) VNI A HEAT B8, 15 WK 2 XHZRFEEAT S0 7y, UM R ARG R,
R TX, REZE XM, $RiH. 525, B 28 IR RIRE 1 22 3 S5
Rl 5 R 2 AL I8, IR 27 21 R BTN R

4.32. SEERRHHLH

SR A e, SR LRI, HESEYARR. MU, P KSER S g, 2
BN T DL S g ST IR RIBOR S A R K 77 SRR S B R S P, 23—
BRI (A PR SRR RIS (R M A G, LA S ST IR 2 S R DA 5 R R 50 R0
ESATT G RALHT R0 — BN/ PK %, K6 S MEUR RIEH R AT ATFES % . X
T R VAR DRI B B 2 4 TR BRI 0, AT & Bt BT I RAIIAT R« R A
SRHCIRIEAS, DAL 2 ST R X 27 T et RAF I TS AT 25 51 07 v S B 5%
5. 45

FRME R EIRE RN E L2516, A THESE0E SRR SRRV N I RE AL . (HAE
AR HE CREE R FR, RATENIZERER, BT RENRES . HERIEARFRRE, 1%
FEFFIRAFAER VR 2 L, JCHGR RIRALAR AT BRI R L. X, BT 6 RAE 78 70 A4 B S8 1 4
fifi b, SRECE SRR R A R 2 4L, DAESRA R S AL R RN B Rt

o
H1 R F LT AILE I LAk 8 T, DL IS, DRSS AN R AL S
E&UH

AME B TR KA AN G RITTE, AHRIHE (GEREEIRAE R G 8 7t ——LL
VU IsE sy, BUHYw%5: 201810621078

SE K

[1] ZZ¥2. & MOOC WFEX % B E B2 ma[J]. oAk 2R, 2014(18): 155+157.

[2] IAAEZE. EAMHERRA RN A 0], HE R AT K 22444, 2018, 18(2): 48-53

[8] HBUEE, ski#k, Bow. SRR SR WS REF SRR ] #E #5101, 2019(12): 128-129.

[4] THREY, BIRGE. HIRF SR IR EHEE W] IRIEBEHIAL, 2018(18): 15.

[5] Vosgerau, D.S.R., et al. (2016) Experiences in Academic Literacy with MOOC. Creative Education, 7, 1834-1850.
[6] JABEd. ZRS IR BRI SR [D]. i ANZLH, 2016, 36(3): 51-54

[71 Brok, Rk, A2 SRR BURBIBER SRR @ I W A 5 0 53], A K32 3%, 2015(4): 51-53.

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2019.95082 500 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2019.95082

Hans Xl

SRR BIPIFR T
1. FTFFENMIE T hitp://enki.net/, s o TUIE AR “ AP S BEJR 8% CNKI SCHOLAR” , Bk#% 2% « http://scholar.cnki.net/new,

RHE N BB SRR, B2
T CRRRR” , THAIFRAEERE: [ISSN], AT ISSN: 2160-729X, HIA[#E i,

2. BRI T http://enki.net/ TS “ 1HARN E 7 #EXNZ0PIHAR : http://www.cnki.net/old/, 72 {Ji% 4% « [l b TRk AL 2 7
N, HREEBEGA CERE, B i,

WeheiE A http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx

HATIMEAE: ae@hanspub.org



http://cnki.net/
http://scholar.cnki.net/new
http://cnki.net/
http://www.cnki.net/old/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ae@hanspub.org

	Study on the Effectiveness of Knowledge Dissemination in MOOC
	Abstract
	Keywords
	慕课知识传播有效性研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	1.1. 研究背景
	1.2. 文献综述

	2. 研究方法与设计
	2.1. 问卷编制
	2.2. 样本分布
	2.3. 数据处理与分析
	2.3.1. 数据处理方法
	2.3.2. 探索性因子分析


	3. 调查结果与分析
	3.1. 慕课使用基本情况
	3.2. 慕课课程学习效果
	3.3. 大学生慕课学习动力来源
	3.4. 影响大学生慕课学习效果的因素
	3.5. 慕课平台存在的问题

	4. 对策建议
	4.1. 提高课程本身对学生的吸引力
	4.1.1. 整合课程资源，构建个性化推荐体系
	4.1.2. 提高证书含金量及权威性

	4.2. 完善学习过程中的督促和互动机制，保证高效学习
	4.2.1. 完善学习过程中的督促机制
	4.2.2. 进一步完善师生互动机制

	4.3. 及时反馈学生的学习情况
	4.3.1. 建立答疑、讨论专区
	4.3.2. 完善奖励机制


	5. 结语
	致  谢
	基金项目
	参考文献

