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Abstract

As the “Internet + Education” further develops, big data has created great opportunities for teach-
ing reform. Blended learning has been applied in multiple disciplines, providing new methods for
higher education institutions. However, the application of blended learning varies considerably in
effectiveness and the theoretical research lags behind the practice. In terms of language teaching,
how to make the best of the new teaching mode is a complex task for teachers, students, teaching
media and learning environment. This research aims to identify and investigate these four factors
affecting blended learning effectiveness and their internal relations, through structural equation
model, questionnaire and interview. The results indicate that teachers, students, and teaching media
are significant elements for blended learning effectiveness while learning environment is not as
important.
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1. 5|15

REREF R “TELF I 5mREAMME” , WA, B, BFAENZ TS, Mg
AP Fh A I A R B gh A1) FAE 2005 £, Petra Neumeier it ¥ 15 HUTE & A S E1E 5 #02F
R FEEBAER[2]. B TN 55 SRR MIREE R R, 4 rmaT 2015 i e “ BB+ 47
ENTERIFER N E RIS . BL B + BE 7 ARSI AUE SR, FIHHAREE. =
THEAN T B8 =20 S B R R T2 & RHIE AR [3], BONE R E KR RERBEEA A
BT CHERW + HE” MaRBEEs, WK “HEREBN” KR MERM4]. 2020 FHEETE T
PRI — DR A AL G A BB AR A SN AR [5] [6] [7]. ANRHFA#E . BUESLEE, E2BUF
BN, CHEARBE T I BERBEEHBRONFREE R “HriEas” 8] [9] [10]. BREE B
AT E AR, HEARE RN BONIREL, = —NEW . RS 0ESHE LA 7 b
MEZESK 5| FIRA NFE AT ORI SEER[11] . anfer R F VR & B AR A stk B i URn 2% 2] 75X, DAY 2 T
ARAA RE TR R TR, CERNEE GRS HE A SRR SR . HIESH K
B URE T BB R # [12] [13] [14] [15], £ @ i AR 9T, KIR & B0 75 ZX HUm.
S B A SIS — R E RIS, ERAENRAE, SE G, A ReikE] ‘&
KAk#2E” [9] [16] [17] [18]-

BOE S BUERF S, Wi EIR G N RATEE” (L DAL N2 s), Bk
FRIRA BRSSO R ZURFI 20 T1E 5 A BT R, 2 H NG S 8 e r i @, T
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b, ASCEEE ARG M RE . AR, RABCARCREIN R A Z WM B, FFE
L AR (1 5 2

2. WEREIT 550
21. RAE

SEEWHTUE SNSRI AT, A TT e 5 SR AR & sRB A B 22 MR 224 B B2 2019 27 A0 2020 4 AE
REEEA BRI TR S 5, M IR A A RCR R A 3R A LA R R B, RSB 16
I AN S SR T 20 B A Bl PEANE AT, IRTCHUM . 2245 et AR SRR DY J5 0 A 2k
R J AR R

22. MIRFG*

AW SR 1) 6 VR VSR RE ,  J85 U R VA IC e BUM AN 22 A 6 TR A U AR B s i s, A
45 1) 77 FEBR (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM) X B S0 E R AT o AFF 72 32 ZLF ] SPSS 26.0 A A5
) B (A5 B 520, M AMOS 26.0 A AL BEEE, HBIE. AR,

2.3 SRS REE

[l A AMHORHIE TR R B - R A I St R AT BRI, 52 20 & R RIER & N
RORIEZ N R[9] [16]. 22 REKEEZ IMEL, 2B E SR A R AE 54
T ARE[13]. TR A R EA R T SRR H A NN SR A BB R s, AT O 3 A0 DL S A AR AS (1 2
IR O RS HEAL A AN A AL B 1O R AT R (Pareto Optimality) [19]. BRI,  ASHIT FURE 520 B0 3L
RIS HOmHEER . FAERER FEREAAEERER, W@ (LE 1) R & (#eA2%
SR A R S Ok A B

EVISE S SRR

HEIR R

HEEROR

Figure 1. Hypothetical model on influential factors and their internal relations
1L RARNHFHREMEAZREARXRBRREE
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WA TR, AW U R

H1: “HUBRER" X “BeaReR” A RE N LR,

H2:  “SAERIERT W “HeafeR” 7 RN LR,

H3: “PHREER” X “HEERCR” 4835 1L,

H4: “HEIRIER” W “HBeameR” A7 R IR,

H5:  “HUMEZR" X “2AERR A REN LR,

H6: “FHREZR” X “EAERNR” A REN IR,

H7: “IREERRIER” X AR A5 IERE;

H8: ““FERIER” X “HIMHR" A 8F I LR,

AR DL B, A UCRIELE 78 20 B4R 22 M K% 2019 5 2020 #3204 1l B U FE s st (K Skt |, %o
PN 161 A7 22 R Bt I RSO i 4 o ARAELAEWETT, VAW R &3k i 19 MBI, A& HOME
AR FERER. HERRIRPEES, TR R IR VN A RS 5 SR L. Ber sk
RN HUM A AN 2 2 S ORI AT, ARSI RRE AL . A #ep Iy ik 55 Jy T
AsE A, BEABCRIAES W A FER IR A 2 5, AWFFCRA] “ PR S &« “%
R 5 AR =EAMEREAEENENS,  CHAENR A ECERCR SR MR T
fabr. ZREPNE, FEERCRNSZ MR R T R FR(LE 1).

Table 1. Influential factors and evaluation content of teaching effectiveness

* 1 HFEYRNEWERIITFNAS

AT PEA 2R e S
AL TV HTEIKF
A2 15 BHARM AR )
JJ6AL, ifEsR (2013 4F) [20]
B & A3 HEAERE ) ESGHEA, ZRBU (2020 4F) [21]
25 BT %5 (2020 4F) [22]
AL HEESE

Ab HEERET)

B1 AR IR I

B2 2] A Kintu M. J., et al. (2017 4E) [16]
I XU, R (2019 4F) [13]
B3 %I HA RUEERE, 4 (2020 4F) [23]

B4 AN

Cl MRERE M

C2 ThAETE B AR 2K HU5 (2009 4F) [24]
TLHEE XN 25(2011 4F) [25]
C3 5 AExE 5 R FEERE(2013 4F) [17]
C4 FHNCE
D1 ik > 5
D2 2% ¥ % 75 2 FL#F 2R LR (2009 4E) [24]
WEER# KB, FER (2019 4F) [13]
D2 WHR A S I8 Je 1 it 2% A (2013 4F) [17]

D4 M £8 PRI 1 2 = ARG 52 1k
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Continued
E1 % 31 24 R A p vk
E2 3 I 5 5 A i, B (2000 £7) [26]
R AAFE R, 502010 4) [27]
E3 S AR f R, TEIRVE019 4F) [13]

E4 AR E

3. BIRG i 554r
3.1 PENEFEESYHERE

15 B 5 2B A PP 1) 25 I B R P IO 2 d s o A PEAR DN 4t SR (R i) — b e e VE R L - v
EURf R BRGNS R T i, REOHOR, FOR A B AR e . SRR A I B I A AR
a7 B Y2 T — SR AR M . A I . KMO 3 A E RS R BT 56125 2 VP 208 18 FH 7 1%,
KMO R EGHOR,  ELRF IR BRI LA 96 0 25 VE SR AR N, RS . A SR SPSS 26.0 a6 1
A SRR B RERE, B2 EER(LE 2).

Table 2. Test for validity and reliability
2. PIBEEMMERE

AR REET KMO BUFE@E Y] ERFFIRR BRI

R TV PRE KR

ESUINESEN 5 0.914 0.836 0.000

FERNR 4 0.830 0.793 0.000

TFERER 4 0.928 0.781 0.000

28RS 4 0.802 0.716 0.000

B/ E e 4 0.831 0.785 0.000
BEE 21 0.939 0.899 0.000
HUWAE - KT 08 KT 07 /NF 0.05

M 2 WA Y, B IEEAC R 1 v [ AR R B KT 0.8; KMO HUFRE DITE B A KT 0.7, B4
HRSERIE BRI I6: 52 25 MEAR AR A 000 00 WA A B RO (5 FE RS R4, T T Ja SR M A 2

32. GHIRERE S

SR TR R A S REEE A, RZTUER AT E T R % A A RENS [
W ANARR, IR T ICVE BRI e A &, HAVF AR B R A —E M EIRZE . A0
FUAE AT AMOS 26.0 B0 A 5K T R, B8 AIE 25 PR 3R 2 IR FRIEMA 5C 2/ S 45 PR 3O B ORI
321 H=EHE

AW T iEE AMOS 26.0 B fF, WHRE sNAEA BRI B 2 BB BEAT K06, DLBSIE 2% R 3R 2 (8] 14
SRR, IRIERI L RV B B iy . AT AT IS B S E a0 R R s (L 3).
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Table 3. Parameter values test before revision
%= 3. BITARRESRBFYREME ZRIERSHRIEE

TR A 45 Estimate SEE. CR. P
H1 PR BT R &R 0.181 0.083 2.187 0.029
H2 BRI R 1.022 0.123 8.339
H3 HFERR-TEHNER 0.01 0.071 0.144 0.885
H4 BFHR IR = 0.045 0.087 0.514 0.607
H5 FER R - BUMER 0.211 0.103 2.055 0.04
H6 FHERRPFEREER 0.232 0.088 2.645 0.008
H7 FIER R E R 0.089 0.11 0.81 0.418
H8 FUTRR—FEHER 0.471 0.07 6.75

¥ 77 <0.001,

% 3 A, FERR-FFRRHS). IR R~ BRI (HE) . R R —~ 2 R (HT)
R ERARAHNL) C.RAE 39N 0.144, 0.514, 0.81, HHEAESH R ZEHARAE(C.R. > 2, P<0.05), &
B AR B RS R AN B3, WO R DA R =488 4%, AT S AR B LR TR G . BT R IS
KIS AE I R R AR (HLE 4).

Table 4. Parameter values test after revision
=4 BITERRERBFHREMERRINERSHREE

TR A 45 Estimate S.E. CR. P
H1 BFROR—BUTR = 0.203 0.074 2.754 0.006
H2 BRI R 1.045 0.117 8.937
H5 FERR - BUNE R 0.222 0.1 2225 0.026
H6 FERETERE 0.273 0.076 3.601
H8 HIMHEFE TR E 0.473 0.07 6.77

¥ 77 <0.001.

B2 4 hEAR T, &R MPREI IR RECHARBEESUR T 1. 2 8UbiHi SEAE >0, Ui E
FEB AR S A G EE M C.RAAEYY >2, PAEY <0.05, i BH BB AY S 501) 1535 A 0 R0 R
B . BART S, 20 300 2 AL DR 3R B RO A B0 1 35 1 TE (W] B2 e (77 % P < 0.05, Estimate ~ 0.2,
Ja# P < 0.01, Estimate = 0.2); 1~ DA 2% 0M A 25 A2 AR R R 3 2 25 1) R [ s (=% P < 0.01,
Estimate = 0.5, J5# P < 0.01, Estimate = 0.3); %4z K Z 0205 80— S~ B3 11 1E M) 52 (P < 0.001,
Estimate =~ 1.0).

3.2.2. IRBBIESHIE
AW FEIEIRTT 5 B B HAE(CMIN/DF). G LR (G . MIVEM G IR B (NFI) . #7277 iRk
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ZIRH(RMSEA). LA & HEAU(CFI) A T iR ZE TR AU(RMR) B B ARAB T 5 RS H T R R AT UL 5
Wl 5 ZE BRI AR ZE T el & ed. ed 5 e5, (EHIEIR LHSAARMEIE, E1EA ARHEtb (e R
BRI E Frs (W 2)o 3T UL EMAMELE, IR RS A HUM BT RRAKT . BRI
HEARETT PN BR 2 HUM A B B A, ARAKAE L B2 R E R R AR, e 1A Ge v #0m
PRI 2% P AR i 7 A PR SR IE AR G

Figure 2. Hypothetical model on influential factors of blended learning effectiveness
E 2. RAEXBEYREME R RITEE

LA RS TR SR AR bR, R AR AR AOVE N WIS AR R B ECR A
R EIREOSERHATR GG, K904 R AN RPR (WA 5), ATANZIESE a T B R B R4 &
JEo

Table 5. Fit model on blended learning effectiveness

5 REAHFYUREWEARZERUSER

EPNEYEZIL0 CMIN/DF GFI NFI RMSEA CFI RMR

g4 R 1.450 0.877 0.906 0.060 0.968 0.067
HUWAE 153 KT 09 KT 09 NF 0.1 KT 09 /T 0.08

[ Bz A b2 Bz B Bz 5%
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3.2.3. B S HT

AR 285 40 7 FRA R R B e A T B R BUM R &R . AR R R P A TR R U RO L 2 A (5
Wi 25N (ML 6)0 PRI R BT A NHE R K, RonmiRE % . HRPEIE T EAERERA A
ROR R B 2, FLR RN S HL B P SRR 3R S RN B R A LA b o PR 2R -1 65 R 3R 0 07 UR 152
WV 25, b Y- 5 DR 3t 5 i 0T R 2 3 T TR 2 5 e 802 UR

Table 6. Effect analysis of blended teaching effectiveness model
7= 6. RAXNHF MR MERIERIE 247

WUk AL 1% HRERN EP A =8
H1 PR~ BT % 0.215 0.26 0.475
H2 PO — AR R 1.04 0 1.04
H3 HERR PR 0 0.489 0.489
H5 SRR —HIMR =R 0.25 0 0.25
H6 FHERR—FERR 0.267 0.111 0.378
H8 TR —FEHER 0.445 0 0.445

4. EIBPERITS S

AW FAEAE BT A TR S b, N ERIELE KAAVE, RAZ R LRERRHITER “ =
INKZFEIAELNIRA REFHCR A E NS, ZHE NS TIRABE SR MmN R 2 B EX R,
7 M 35 AMNE L H AR MR LAV N =85, B NS 5ENEALRE, ixXT25
FHREALS BWIIER . MR, BERTRE): B8 NUES 5 X HT R th AN B (L%
7), I A 1 R AR R 7 @AREER) 7 2. 5 = R IE S HEE LRI R 2 e,
WaES 50 TR G B BARE L. 2021 4F 4 H, BFFLEE )220 K2 A0 E B 52 i 2019 2% 74 4244
12020 2% 77 4 5FE RN T WS S FIARR M 45, AL RIUR B IR 127 4, Bdaisde 515 20 8 m
ARG 121 7, A REL) 95.28%.

7 H A DY IR e R R AT s L S B G BOm > IS > PG > A FUMIJTIH,
“UZBBORRIHBE S (5.376)F1 “HBIHGE /17 (5.335) M H 20 K] 2 v A He At 0 20 Kl iR A1k, {HAE T
BRI R S . X R FUM R SR G R R IR KRR L R A oI sk, H—a R
VLR “UEEERBIHRES” F CEEOHEE )7 AAAEAROCE s AT I, AR B SN AR S B R
KT HABFE M E RS 0. XUt — 7 AR A N BCEE P N G B AR, HB5—J7H,
KR IE W2 B S HERER, B BN SE, A ERA N E b Rl
sk, B2 BT M AR RE R A R HIR G RZCFER S P&, “YReeBiiEiE” (4.631)145>
B AR T HARRE T, 08T & 1A BEAS BRI M L DR ) B AR TR R M T, AR
BEi 22 AR AR E Ve SRS AR (5.013), Bk PPy Eim B ZE AR, SIS I R AT BRI &
CEAE RARTEN 7 £30(5.809) 1 “AE AR R 130 (5.757) I E T S DG AR 4357 (4.767)
5 SRR R IR 1590(4.699), R4 BARXHR A RFUFFFRNELE, (HIFR B oA
PRE ST K. (ERE R ER I R, B R I AN AN S (4T o 1 AR ARBL, SR B2 AR %)
T 5 M B R ) 3 W R 2R AU DR 2 VPN S AR — B
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Table 7. Students’ scores on evaluation content
® 7. FEMNEME R P EAEBAITFS

AL P A2 FY 22k
AL TV HTEIK 5.695
A2 5 B AR fE 5.376
BT & A3 HEEAHTRE ) 5.335 5.559
Ad BUEERTE 5.874
A5 ZRE T 5.514
B1 LA AR S R A 4.704
B2 HE¥ e h 4.439
FHERE 4.635
B3 ZEHA 4,697
B4 ) E 4.699
Cl AR e 5.060
C2 YyRese B 4.631
TERZE 5.004
C3 ¥ EME 5 T2 % 5.229
C4 FIRHCE 5.097
D1 Bk > 45U 5.356
D2 23] & %70 2 HAEF 5.537
HES R 5.320
D2 Py > B8 J 1 it 2% A 5.372
D4 W 25 PR35 1) 2 A PR AR e 5.013
E1 5 3] 24 SRR 4,767
E2 2 2] R385 ot &% 4.699
B R 5.258
E3 %4 i AR 5.809
E4 AT 5.757
Table 8. Students’ assessment of consent to blended teaching
% 8. FEMREARBFHEARANEEE
" 2019 2% 2020 %% P
@Iﬁ LA —] 7. YA = == —] 7.
2R R R EA R R [A] &
XFZ oS 72.73% 81.97% 77.35%
PRAL R N A1 2 ) BRI AR AR 42.42% 80.33% 61.38%
b PR —E £ 2 SRR SRR 5 2 ST R BB 57.58% 78.69% 68.13%
FEE 2T A 205 2 10 0 15 54.55% 73.77% 64.16%
T | R AR E RS 56.06% 65.57% 60.82%
REHUTREE “HE%” (55 45.45% 67.21% 56.33%
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Continued
B A BN BRI L 27.21% 47.54% 37.41%
XS Be 1R 33.33% 34.43% 33.88%
& LB AN IR T E 51.52% 47.54% 49.53%
FEEBT T & DR 13 3 7 5 R AR 43.94% 49.18% 46.56%
T RIEZUT 51 S1EH 33.33% 55.74% 44.54%
) E 43.94% 40.98% 42.46%
ESR &S 37.88% 44.26% 41.07%
ANRE I B 2 AR AR 37.88% 36.07% 36.97%
FOTAS AR HR FH T 5 40 3% 34.85% 39.34% 37.10%

DL RS TR B BAR SR (W72 8). 2019 42442 H1 2020 2% 24 A= Hyx VR & RACH R %
INHEE, HAE 2019 oA X S AN IE M IR B[R] = 3 B0 BAK T 2020 2. P33R S T 50% 8157,
PIANELL ) A0 <SRt KB IR A A ST SR AR (0 [F) R 22 R K (2019 2[RI RNy 42.42%,
2020 2 [Al =34 80.33%, #HZE 39.71%). - F-H[F B ZKT 50%HIE 7, 2 AH 27.27%F1 33.33%1)
2019 ZFAWCN “HEF N EING BRI AL A “ A RIEBUMRI S FAER” o X TIX B I, 2020 4%
AR F L 2019 g0 AR F R R m H ) 20%.

TEXRA N SR RIT EA—BIIE T, WAFERE R G R BOEEA R R = A 21
SR, EEJRFUR : 2020 25 AE A - R TEER AT W RS =AM BASR TR A N,
1M 2019 224 VR & AN BT R AT ER SR BE, B 2019 iR & s\ 78 55 Y Iz /N T 2020 2. Hi
SR, fE—E R b, RANFHEATEER 2, 8RB B 51 § i r il
AR S, i HAZ A T DA OGS AR 30 S5 TR — IR A, BRI TR AES 5.

5. IMEHR I

WRYE TG A LR, WU AN SR REUERENLAN R 4 2 STk, I8 P g3k 32 4457
o BEAh, B 11 A7 2P OSE AN E SR B BT R

JAE VTR EEA B I E IR (LA 3). £ 81.82% 1 #UMAEV iR h 3R, BARR A ANB ARSI,
(HAR RN W S WG ZBCEAR A R LIR30 20 B0 R BRI B AR SRR IR & e e, 8
I KB R BAiES) . ) 63.64% I HTR R, REL EH ARSI ZIM PR EE N, A
el T E RN 5K RAENAZ, TRE S NHEA R R EHUN R 2% R AR RE AR 1 i S v
Feo XTBOME SRR GE S ZORR G, BT — € MIRAEAERL, AT BOMIRN B FIR & 3 #es. Hk,
£ 90.91%HM 2 th #- T & MA MR KK IR T 2 6] ~F & LRSI & 208E A 2. it
B RE ARG FAREE A A, ORI T #UM B IR . )5, T BUTRRYE 224 (S b S 5 D045 H
HEAI H BT RGBSR M ECARCR, ARG EMEARAR L . BT HAA, HEN
HE R WMECA ORI BN R, HERZREMENR. TR, 2 TR G e
WINRUKPRGS, ERAESEPRERAE P R BERN A R & X, TR IR T UM {5 B HOR N g
Affem. Bea T RN ThRe e B AR, HAREEH G P 21 5 #eA K.
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waRgesmmpask, menemnzessn [N s3.64%
gerramnmsss. wregs [N +051%
BeEmAERwETREeEsezr, Jresmrsk [N (00%
g scBg b4 gy [ 71.875%
Hhb BRI E T g2 [ 31.25%
HEREAIAS RS LA T e 2:s [ 21.875%
SRR Fek T Hpe3:s [ 87.5%
gt i sz [ 53.125%

MR FEF AR & et gt [ 81.25%

BT TH

AT

Figure 3. Summary of the interview with teachers and students
3. IMEHREEARLE

0% VA LA ARV R TR, R FRMIGE. IEE 0. SR EZMOERA ARSI, TR
HULREW E AP E ISR S ARE SN R A BB TR SR 2, $eft 7 AP iR AE Bt
BTG, BT RERE AR . 875% K2 AN NZRRIEL B TR E D 3:5 N
EHE. MO T SRR, J8EDE. JOEMIT SR RE SRR, S E YOS AR SR FUm R
HYHRMZ RN, R )l KR R R S B kT, BT E B A SIS A A
BN TG 71.875% AR 2L RIS 11 BONiE E . Sidh, RIS BT
I, AR AE B R R T B AR R KT, AT R 2 B AR BT, e
53.125% 1A E NN H CAF &%, IFA 93.75% I AR B H AT G E “ I8 TR s H
T e, 81.25% A NHEUN BARBA H /KT I LR IR REERE ST, (B AR BUM 1 T &R
BT R, REECHIRFER RS EE T ENIBRAG &, #imsit BB BOmRRRE AL
— R BRSNS AR

VRGRUHI RN, 2 FEZFBRREE . Ha TG BT AE 1 B 2 BUmRHE & e
R R, BOMMRAE BT BRI T 22, 2280 T3 F 6 R BR KR b 2 HOmRIE 8L
. Rk, ONiRER A EERCR, P A TN S SEIRAE TG R R I ER, B
PR FOMRL A7 QRAE 76 BIRTRAE S5 AL |-, B AR M ECA R RE 1, AT 6 B0 B
. AN SEEIRTE T IRE S, AL ) RN A SRR T T SR

6. FEiLSEW

AR P IE TR ERESE:  “BUNHEZR” M2 ERRT A CHUEROR” A RFEREEER
SEMA(HL A H2), “FERIR” X “EEEROR” A RE MR IEFIHS);  “BUMRER” X <A REK”
A RENERZIERPIEHS): “FERZER” X “2AERR” A CBITREZEK” (H6 FI H8)A &2 1 L& IE[7]
P, MR, “MEERER” ML, L A REEERCRKE A R .

i 5 IR A NBE BRI B | 138 LU RER, BH RN BTG 1) 2 A B
BN BETN A ROREE RBIE M . (N EEE AR AR 17, 5% 5138 B 3t — I &k 27
SJEZERPAR, SR E S EEX B RCR Ko R, s 5 EUNHIAIE, WA 61
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