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Abstract

To explore the influence of emotional regulation self-efficacy on learning adaptation and compare
the difference between online and offline learning adaptation of college students, this study pro-
posed a mediating model with academic self-efficacy as the mediating variable based on the
self-efficacy theory. This study conducted a questionnaire survey on 160 non-first-year students in
a university in Beijing. The results showed that: 1) During the epidemic period, college students’
adaptability to online learning was significantly lower than offline learning; 2) There was a posi-
tive correlation between emotional regulation self-efficacy, academic self-efficacy and learning
adaptation; 3) Academic self-efficacy partially mediated the relationship between emotional reg-
ulation of self-efficacy and learning adaptation. This study revealed the effects of epidemic and
online teaching mode on college students’ learning adaptation, as well as the internal mechanism
of emotional regulation self-efficacy on college students’ learning adaptation.
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1. 518

EEE R AU — IR T, A PE G RAMIELE, &N G4 N FTIESE,
925 155 1 1) P49 R 25 A AR AR 1 XU DA R 2l AR JEE LRI 46 22 B R s SR I R g, LA RR AR 15 28 1) K
AN 26.6% 21.16%, ¥JE TR AATNARE, 24, ST R TIFEEE L, HMmnL
EHEARMINEL T IERW R SR (T, R, 2020; S AEAE, 2020, BALAE, 2020, 250
S5, 2020). TG S, O HRJETHI A B TSR B RE 0 B R A SO 26 e RIS R ) R . B R
BRI G — BT BT, X E B Be0% 58 UL U T R FE RS, BIAMA B CLRE 0 1 = 0Pl 5
il (Bandura, 1997; = HIFE, 20005 VLS, 2009). HERMAEKSHARAE S, B Hoa®E
REEHAFAE R B G TEARFZEAYM B Bk Re R, 5480 B FRARR AN 2k B B Re 3 vl e
SO R AR I 5 1@ K o AR R 25 1T B FRe R B AR F 77 1Ae G R g, O S10@E M)
BT EIFIRAIR R . AFAER TG E 5 FRPAEL ST EN R, TR G4
VAT B TR BN 2 S IE RIS R AT, B A T B AR SO R R A
11 FE AT ERY RS EIEN

Bandura 1 Caprara W\ g, /M By Ab A= B B A& B 1 548 2600 O, X R B 18 S RE 752 21 246 115
AT SERR R, S5 C I B IR =, MAS 5IESIMIR ARG, M, X
1 48 TR 5 JER N B 2 I TR SS AT O 5 1) B A5 & (Bandura, 1997). 41k, Bandura 25 A (2003)
PRt 7 “IEEE T B RERIR” XM AT TR T B IR R R AR MO RS A RO T H
FEE RS —F AEFERE” (Bandura et al., 2003; L1445, 2009). Bandura 75X 45 175 F R RE
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BB A R R MR B GRS R 1K, DN E FEARRRNIGZOIRES . B AR N RS2 K&
BRI A1 26 R IK I Re J1 K

S )G N ) H AR AR SR A S ) SRR, IR SRAMATE 2 S R e iR B0 B AMEIRER )1
Z ), DA R 2 ) T 10 (2000) Ay 2 o) 38 8 1) 8  BEERBUAE T 2% 2] ity oI BE L 2 S) i RIAN
o) B IR IE B S T T 15 A8 55 AR 21 (2002) A R 5 S0 0& B 4 AR ARYE PR 5T K 2 S M 22, %% i
BH KA B 2 ) R PAT AT RIS RR . FoDERAREE L. RS, IR BUERE
IR R RAYEEE . AT =8 T LR E, a7 AMER Z0 T AR ST B2 . R A,
TR F oINS QIR ZN 5 21 0& B s Mg iR, R 48 Bt BRI R B st W&
MZTE R T 5 D&M 8, He Tk, AR TR A — Mk KA IR 2 b S10dE MK AR T
2421 (HD)-

B RIS S AR B & AR TR AR RE 1), Hoh A RO & S R A RE T . SHIERE TR I E
TR REBBENS 1E A TRIUAMA G 2 S @& NVE(CE A BE, X85, 20005 #04%E, 1R 1, 2004). B4R H &
RUREIRAE N — M B RGBT —Fh, WAEE FFERIER . ESbrAiEd, SiE2iTy B RS me A,
TEFARTES) E N4 51 (Bandura et al., 2003). 2155 A (2013)tH & BUIE 25 14 5 B AR B =, F A 4E W)
F AR . OEERORDUE L. X T REFAEM S, WL AR BTH A% B A5 2 5 ma A4 10 B 4k
FR, JoIR T i I 1 25 B o B 2 A E F T O BDIRAS (52148, 2012, FRy4E, 2013 LWFSE, 2020).
FEIR [ AE T AL S AN 1R T IR IS 26 R0, B PHRS B IAEE AR . AR tE 4 KRt , 154
W E IR R MR R . O TR BN AR R R R T DS s N Th e, FEBhg it 4
N DB EE PRI NAS 22 B2 0, FFAR kAR B B 14 26 (Folkman & Moskowitz, 2000). i A #F5T
R DUELE VR A BUE A B TR R SRS B2 04T 07 T BRG (117 55, 2020). 48
S RT DAHE, SR IR AT A X ) 1 8 5 R A% 0 K 2 AR I 5 S IE R AR R . FESEAR H AR MR 14
YA B FRALRR B 2 2] 1 B 2 1F 17 TR H (H2) o

12. IRERTERMERSFIEN: FIERMERNPNER

Bandura 3% [ 3% Re BRI 73 S — M R R IR B R R IR . — M TR AR IO A A SR 1] R P M 1
BEit Ak B (S 25 . Bandura A1 Caprara [1) 5250 UF B — M B RE I RE IS X L0k B Bk e i = A i 3 5
Wi, AT X AMAR B BARAT 7 AR ) 45252 0 (Bandura et al., 2003) . [l (2 845 2 5 (2004) ¥4 % &5 3 H R ARG IK
5 A RAERIRI O RIATHE AL, 45 R B TR AL AR BAE — M B TR AL R S A BT N 2 (AR B 58
R ER .. — M B IRARE R RIE TS BB R, HIER A 54k, BTLAA] RE S SO0 SRR &
AT NMTRIN A B3, R 7 B0 B Bk B FRALRR Bk 2 1T 2 (Judge & Bono, 2001). X EIESE T —##
H TR R AL BB B2 AT A=A 5, IR Re s B AR Rk e B AR I s . T 26 R R R
B AEATATAE S5 I B S R AEAE R, BONFRE, PR 8 T — MRALRR IR (17 & F2 45, 2010); 1Tk
TR BBE R BT 2 S iX — BARTE ), FrUAZE Bandura FOBTFFT 24 bkl 2 o Bk B Rk g (Bandura et
al., 2003). 7E Bandura Ji5 £ R SR I, 5 ARBRRA I AR 1R IR I 1 R R I 2 B 4 B ] M S i A
JUSERISEAL 24T 9 (A Al I sz 22k B FR AR . KU B FR AT e A 1h B 3Rk Ae Bk 523
fl. Fie, ArCAHENIE ™Y B BRAEERTFAMA OB 547 8 52 m 3 B @ VE T BARRLRE I A 1
(Bandura et al., 2003; %4354, 2010). #ait, ASCEEHE =AMRE: BT B FREREE [ i =l
H & ALHE(H3).

ol B RIS 2 21X — R R B AR IS BN A, AN s B R & A DL AT 55 AT
SN VPAS AT B R SERCEL I RE AT (B, KR, 2019). XA S, )R IX R
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W BB IESS, Mk A BB IUE R WA B S 6e 0. RS Sl 178 5. 2
AUFUER, 0l BRI S AR AR FRRE . VAR A T RSO R R ] R G (R
ORIHE, 20135 #iEE, 5K/RIG, 2020). PRISERTDAHER, Z2k B BARERE ARG MR 31X —
HARAT 77 A G &, EREXT22 SAT e B SEPR S AN 51 SAERT, BT LVE T RES 2 S NAFAE B
FWIMRIK AR BT B AT TEUER, 2k B SR RE RO 2 S & MR IR 7 2 BRI, B ey
UGN R F AR Sl B B RERKRE U618 1 S 2 SE RO AR I BIHL. HARGESE . k2.
I FR AR T SRR 2 S1E RV R BR S (R, R R, 2013). B Al B IRAER IR R AR 51
FAEHL B AR S I, X S I S SN, TR
sk B RARE N 5 2 M ZRE BLEPIA, AR IR DM Sl B BRARERAE S 26 11 B 3K
RUAEIR S 2 21 B [l AR (H4) .

EZREULLE, BT I UL T Bt

BBE HL: K2 AR IR 2R b 22 5 5 IR 2 2 ST (138 R 1% DUAF A 2 25 22 5%

BBE H2: 145 R E B RER L 17 PN 7 S &

fRBE H3: 1 48 T H KRR R [ P ol AR RE IR

B Ha: Al B AU BRI AN 28 T B JARE IR 2 ST IE N T ke 4

2. ARF=*
2.1. iR SiENERF

KBS AR, W RUE S THE AR SR 204 G HER—5 4 RAUA ST . LAIES
B2, W24 15 4, LA RKIEI 189 #y, AR 92.65%. M, F1E 62 A(32.80%) L1t
127 A\ (67.20%); K 105 A(55.56%), K= 64 A(33.86%), AU 16 A(8.47%), KT UL - 4 N (2.12%).

AR, LS B 26 EANU RIS T2 D& RSO, A B SRS 5 — 2 N o)
MR, MEHAEREITE LY oSN ERIIES . LB 169 4, BRETRAE 9 7, FR
160 A 3 25, AE AN 94.67%. Hr, FiE 52 A(32.5%) 1 108 A(67.5%); Kk — 78 A(48.75%),
K= 63 A\(39.38%), AP 15 A(9.38%), KTiMLALE 4 A(2.50%).

22. fiRIR

221 BEATERYERE

15486 UR 1 H IR RE & 3R (Assessing Regulatory Emotional Self-Efficacy in Three Countries, RES), H
Caprara %5 A\t 2008 4F-4 i) J¢-4 [F P9 S 2 273 N T15 46175 B IRAGRR IR A0 & . RS 2 5+,
SR N(2009) FREAE AN (2013) 48 SEAETT T HOCAR RES. ANHIF 5T R S AE N (2009) 18 1T (1) Hh 3L
WX RES. ZmR AW TGS I B RAAGEER POS., FHAS/MBURIEH N B ERAUAE ANG, EHHE
WHRETE L B R EERK DES =M EfE, it 12 NH, SEiHHEES. K5 Sy, o¥isE#
RTEEE T BB RG  . AWT T, BARE 5 & 4EEEH) Cronbach’s o #%(39>0.85, H&4EE N
ff] Cronbach’s o #%(3>0.70, R/ EZfESEL, FEHER .

222. REERIENER

RE A5 5108 N B3R I 4 55 45 N 7E 2006 “E4mifl, 7EE N 2 N o I E RO I, 2%
B, ¥oIRe ). AR IBHERAANER, it 2940 TH, RETHEAS . KA 5 sy, 2%
R RN L E NG . AR, SRR & RN —EME(EE Cronbach’s o £%(3>0.70, Bf
B, WH2KFE.
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223 A ERYERER

2l FRAUGE B ERR B 2 A 2000 SR o %R EEE 2 2] R B AR BN 2T N B RAEE
RANERE, it 22 ANTH, BETHRE S SR 5 ST, i R Rl B IR R R . SR
FKEPAYEER Cronbach’s o 53053 1134>0.75, HAREIMEE, WH2Z/KF&E.

3. LREDH
3.1. XREAFZERERE

K= ERITA K HIATIRREFEZ T, TR — DRI AR TSRS 18.901%. R
KT 30%, BN RAATEAE R ZE LRI E M Z (A, eira, 2004; XFaiiiss, 2018).

3.2. KEHZ EF I E5RKRALTF SIENAKFEX L

P B Uy H(n = 160)HEATRCATFEA T ALSS, 45 R R B WA 46 12 5] 5iR I 28
TS & N AR R 5 . IRRE (M = 101.37, SD = 14.24) ()2 31 3& M A5 50 i 25 i TR s IR (M =
94.44, SD = 14.39)[)%% 13 M350 (t = 6.575, p < 0.001). 7E4EfELLE b, BREIZESIESN, ML
=3.029, p < 0.01). #¥HEA(t=5.833, p<0.001). 2%>]HEJI(t=9.880, p<0.001). FFEEHZFK(t=6.575,p<
0.05)IX PUANEREAELL | 5 I MLk b2 3] Z AR 3 25 e, o 2 B2 S PR B R 301540 (M = 11,53, SD
=3.00) % E @ T2 N 3I(M=11.03, SD = 3.20), HAELEENZRL 080w T4 %1550,

3.3. KEABHERTERMEER. FlBHRMEEBRINE SENAEX T

BT B IRARRER . 2k B KRR IR AN L N 52 21 3&E M AT Pearson XUAZ EAH /T (n = 189)
(W2 1) 4REW], 1) TH4 T B IRALRRIR S 5 o) 1E B &2 35 TEA O (r = 0.349, p < 0.001), BPE £ 1Y
BB, ) E MR R 2) kB BRI S o1E N R 3 IR ARG (r = 0.338, p < 0.001),
Bzl B Bk pe iRl = N 22 ST IE RS DU SE AT 3) 28T H IR S 2k H AR B R A R
(r=0.402, p<0.001), BIEZEURET HFRAER G R N 0ll H FR AR s

b

Table 1. Descriptive results and correlation analysis results of variables

# 1. EMRTERAMLERFMEXSER
M+ SD 1 2 3
1) THE% IR 41.40 £ 6.09 1
2) bR RE K 72.09 +8.32 0.402" 1
3) FJEM 102.33 £ 12.59 0.349™ 0.338"™" 1

#: "p<0.05 "p<0.01, "p<0.001.

34. REEREATERMEER. FUBERMERSF IBENMEEASH

AT ARSI AT EE AT A, T BRI, 2l B IR AR IR 2 SIS AT AR B B AR R X
ZEREREEMEA)S, DL CTEN Y AR, LIS B Sl B BRI T AR
PR, SERINE 2 fiok. 7 2 TUEH, ZBEAHHIE R A 0.17, thal R it 4Ty B ikakas
TREEAL B B REIRRE AR R &N, 17% AR S BRI R 1) 14077 B FRA0RE K E [ T
KREEH S )IE N (B = 0.26, p < 0.05). 2) 2l H FRAL AR IE 7] P R 2 A2 2% 21 5d B (B = 0.24, p < 0.001).
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Table 2. Regression analysis of emotion regulation self-efficacy, academic self-efficacy and learning adaptation among col-
lege students

2. KFEEBEETEERMER. FWBERMERMFE JERZ BRI

=] )3 75 FE
R? F B SE B t
[R5 TR AL
2ESIIEN 0.17 18.84™"
155 2818 9 R Ik 0.25 0.07 0.26 3.49™
E G 0.24 0.07 0.24 3.22™

35, KEEF I ERMEREIFERAT ERMERSF I ENEN DA BN HRE

BT FRBERE b [ RO 7 ) L P () A AE SR B G, HLIE i 4 2R A
4F, ﬁiﬁﬁ&?iﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁEiﬂﬁfxﬁzm@éﬁfra»—ﬁﬁz(m@%, W GE, 2014). 7% CA BRI A RO
FEFP (LB IS, 2004; k%5, 2013; Hayes, 2012), K] Bootstrap J5iki@id SPSS %2 PROCESS
IRET 4, b2l 3R e EHEAT FR A RN A6, Bootstrap AEAS % #% 5000, 7E 95%E A5 X A T, 455R
Wi 3 Bor.

Table 3. The mediating effect of academic self-efficacy on emotion regulation self-efficacy and learning adjustment

= 3. Fl B HARE R IRLE T B AL R & M Y P A R AR T

950 5 [X [H]

B A7 AL PRI
TR FBR
L EA IR 4 Gt S BB A
THEE T B FRAURE R — 7 2138 N (S ROR) 0.3456 0.0678 0.2119 0.4792
TR 8RB — 22 2118 N (H ) 0.2520 0.0722 0.1095 0.3945

TELE TR B Rl B AR SE R (WHER8)  0.0935 0.0317 0.0367 0.1637

T RAG: 36 RS TR B A5 6 I 1 95% B A5 X Al ANELFE 0, KB AR B Fiit-2% & L (Shrout & Bolger,
2002). H17 3 AN 2 rh B 5 X 7] }9[0.0367, 0.1637], AELHE 0, Kbl [ IR AR B I h A RN &
Fo A4, wEHIPAERE, BARRESIET A RGN AR izﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%mm%
0.3945]. [Alitk, BEWETF H 28l B Bk A A 5 4 R T B FRALRE B 2 3138 B [ g2 v R A ER
b FRBRE IR TR A RS A4 8087 L abl(ab + ¢f) = 27.05%. TR VR ER AR LI 1.

Al B AR
0.3938%+% 02376+
0.2520% -
LE L REE S Gt > 2 213E N

Figure 1. The mediating model of college students’ academic self-efficacy on emotion regulation self-efficacy and learning
adaptation

E 1. KRFEFI BRI R ET B IRYEERFFE D EN A NMER
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4. g

ABFIC A T RS2 E SR T ISR, SRR Fs MR A R R 4k b2 S HiRR
JELR TR S ST (G RS WA B 2 S, A A RN I R I, AR B AR O I T TR 2
R B F T RS A 2 STE R . AT FEB H 1 DU A B8 245 B
41 & EFIEBREEZTEINEINENES

ABFICRIN, K ARG £k R 5 = 38 K T 835 1o TR0 5 00180 1 2 SDE KT, 4R M HL
AT, TERAUERE b, (UE SIS ZE RN D S . T AR B e i 18 22 4 ) 2 ST R s B
A, HAEMET R B ER. AR, 2SR E A TREIRE, Froltss AR
LETAN I He P A7 32 2 S (O FR 25, 2019)0 28 12 5] 548 F 2 ST A M X BIE T80t 1%
KA B I A GE R T HORa, RMUBLHEAT 2R b 30 K2 ARG L 1, T LA T % 397
2R ORI, MG I ST AN SR B A E R . BhAL, 7R T AR IR I 7 T HE B
H AR AR DT T T R . AR S0 0IE B 175 TR K A (R R L VTS 25 47 1 17 2 40
SR FTF, HIBSRESI A M E AR E R T E R ER, KA R E P S
STRE IR M, 335 S BRI 2 ST B LR 1 DF2% ST R AV T8 M T 00, 180520, 2020). 5 uL[RIRY,
TR BRI, 2 o A B 3 5 iR 2457, BREA 2 5] g 13835 4 I 0 45
B, B SIS AR RSN . BOR AR R, & EE IR E A B EETAT
2SI 4y, AT VLR RN S I R 2 SRR AR SRR SR 1 3 5 R I &S FEEE D AR T3
XTI SRR, F R SRR B 1 S R T2 A 2 ST T S e MR, XA RN T [
BB, B2 R T R R R S

42. REFETERBRERSFIENNXRER

AH TR DG LG TR B BB R KA % & AR E M TE A, B 2 oL, 1E% R B3k
RURBIRAE N — M B FRARR I, BN B A AT Bt ) LA R BARAT B 1) 500, RS 5 B AN A RS 2
SERLA R, X 5HARENOTRER 8 CHVFIEY, IR A AR £E RS 55 47 i 1
25 RKMEIG N, o6 BRI AAE 28 | P s ARG 28 e 0 015 0 B 0 B 2L (5 iU A5, 2020 P1214%, 2020).
FETHIR 17 =W T35, A% 281717 B FRsone ka2 I SE v i S L8 1 B 45 S Re 0, XL RAT)
B G M AR 2 ORI e S i R 0 S I 2, AR ST B ML DA Rt B R ST REI TR, 52k
FHCER A S R EE S I AN, R T AR S SR

4.3. Fd B IRMBEREI PN ER

APFrEE TR B IR Sl B IR EE NS 2@ N = F A B N R A, IR T 48
T H PRI 2 2] T8 N ) B RO LA B IR AR R TR E R . A S A — i B R AR B A
EARAT B 520 2 B HE4T () (Schwarzer et al., 1997; Chen et al., 2000; Judge & Bono, 2001). 52 A[H,
4% Bandura 522 HIBEFT,  “— M H AR~ BAR B RG> AR ST 5 0EIE” X — B
sefrAE HATERIE ) . Bandura 45 A\ (2003) H) SRR 70t I, A% 26 17 B AR iEam /R T2k s
B R T AR, IS RIMARIG S . Lra M, — i B IR M AT ik $E. B
FREE . RIXHAT N RAE 4 [N, e 2 BAMALE 58 R ARAE S I E &, HAE ALK B AT A F1m
AR RIS OB S AT (W 2 055, 20045 740555, 2010). TR H BREEIEAE N — 8 B 2hE
B, WA FEIRERPE R BLE] . AT I A O AT IR TESE TR 3, RIE S A B FRALRR KRR S IE ) il
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M=l B BAERERK, Bk 1 AT AN SEH (AR . 2 BiAT DR (0 R R O IR KA B2 15 251 B
PR RERIFER], 2l B B RERRAE y—Fh AR B ABER, =523 B A BB (17 %7555,
2010). AHFFCIE K BUE 28 1 5 B B BERAN =l B HRE EERE NS 1L R T 27 S G R itk ARHE AL
25 FAIEW] RS HA——22k E SR RE IRAE 1 25 1 17 5 ARG R 5 2 L@ Bz R AR, IRFEATT &
AR SAF R M AW e, tAREL T — B A B RE RO T M B ARAT R AR AT 9 St i 4 P AL o

4.4. MRBT

ASHIE AR 11526 98 5 5 FRRRE RO 2% 21 3@ N A R i B B AR B4R M E A T2 50d
2, 38 R B AR R e —— Ak B BB R R A T IMA R AT N SERFE T E A
SRR B BUBEE DN Z I, ERAMEIRER 1 B BRI 7 213 B F AL -

FERIEHSUHERT, REAEREERT A RER. Sk B IRAEEER . 5 1@E NAF LR 52 2 7 i
SN o THDNS BEIRIBE,  “AROR N B i B AR AT 3, SRR N A R D B R R S ST E M DL, 5
AP AT AR, W IER AR B I T i, SRR R IR R R
A2 b2 STl N AR T

KB T EA —E JRRYE . WF R BRI R Bt (7595, IR o S N R A 2 A K
FERALE ) 10 AT, PrUABEAAAE —E Mz . RN, R TEBMAT, RFTERREAEIEA
Ko AEHBEAERR AR B AR 1 — A, ARG 5 2 T A AR R 44 T R ek
2] B M RERAT AT, RN R BRI A& .

5. &P

1) KEAARER B2 STRR IR 6 5 31 [R5 ST MK AEAE 5 3 22 53
2) TR BRAREIK. ol B RAAEIR. A1 IE NP 2 A R IR R &, HARZE A B ke
JERBENS 1L R U 22 ST L, 2l B RS 1 28 R 1 ) SRR IO 2 21 & 8L A 5% 2 rh i 3 A AR T

EHEWHE

it e BRI, N R R T & v SR KL AN S 7F 78 (15SHBO18);  Hh [ B K
RPN B Ja R A 2 ST IE SR S HO e B 1 R 7 (0G2021A027)

P
Ak, BKR(2019). HEA R Sl RIS DB IR IR AT I RO L 2
R A E TR 2)

EVHUE, FEEHT, T 4(2020). Hr Y R R W 2 B T ORS A O B BRI S e e RV 2R A, B R R AR,
40(2), 171-176.

Wi, MEUE, XISCHH(2013). AN #T: JEEE, T2, Bootstrap 7% M HNH]. B AR 7K, 9(4), 120-135.

XA, ZNHy, DA, W /NHE(2018). [ PR S SRR 3[R T e ZE A B IR . JL AT A IR H AR
JR), (5), 447-453.

FYL, LATHI, TR, BE(2012). F A EE LT B BRSO R R A E R T, 33(10),
1195-1197+1200

FEYL, TATRI, EE, X5, FEm(2013). HAOFEBHLE R A RYEEES EU LR BT N A 1EA.
Do FEF, 36(1), 139-144.

S3E B, ZR40(2002). B KA ZESIEN IVIEIT T, O ZHH, 22(1), 44-48.
WIEE, JR8E, SHMAE, ZR40(2006). KEEAEZESJEN BRG], O PE527R, 38(5), 762-769.
5 H#5R(2000). HIRAMAEFICTER. DL RE S E, 16(1), 60-63.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.1111283 2484 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.1111283

IRzE, EETT

%ﬁi ik R1R(2020). KEA Sk B B RE S A T R IR H RSB I R AR A (R P
& (2), 270-273.
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