A EREHUIPIEARE F RN F AL R
I, X2, RS
LA E RS 2R, 30T PEBH 1100015 2.3 8 48 e T f b vhotes 3.4 R
BOREE [R5 B2 22 e e [R5 1 o 47 22 8

WE: B TS — OO S = RSP AR A 27 ST N
MIZS, NRREEERUANS TR RIS HE.  TE NI BRAR
BRI BRSPS — KA R RS 142 297 BEARRFA AT DUSE =it
RARHE N AN 196 L3 BUARRVE AT A . Ml 2Bk, J7
ZEHT BRDWEIATGE 200 B8R B8 — LSS = bR B R
S IR BB PR 00 (57.86£15.27) 431 (49.11£1.06) 4, Z 5
AR (P<0.05) o $FREARVE AL AN, Hep1 K5
AR RN E fem, 2 M3 R, 4 KA, S5k EARHE
1~4 2RI LI 53 0H 26.06% 32.39%. 34.51%. 6.34%, 2 =P AR
BN 1~4 BB 5 518 10.20%. 32.65%. 40.82%. 16.33%, H'HLAR}
AEFABRANENEEZERA G R L (B P<0.05 i ARAKEE
RRVER I BNEEAEESR, BE TEENSGGHAEREIRA, BITE
EFXI AT .

R PEARVE, I8N BED SEHE
An Investigation into Comparison of Admitting Different Level Nursing College
Students’ learning engagement
ZANG Shuang, LIU Fu-qiang, ZHAO Mei-zhen
Nursing College of China Medical University, Shenyang 110001,China
Abstract: Objective To compare the difference of nursing college students’ learning
engagement between those with the first level entrance-exam-to-college achievement and those
with the third level entrance-exam-to-college achievement, so as to provide a scientific reference
for formulating the program with cultivating different level students. Methods With learning
engagement questionnaire, the questionnaire survey was applied to 142 nursing college students of
China Medical University with first level entrance-exam-to-college achievement and 196 students

with third level entrance-exam-to-college achievement. Using ¢ test, % test, variance analysis,




clustering analysis method for statistical analysis. Results The scores of learning engagement
questionnaire between the first level and third level were respectively 57.863-15.27 and
49.11£1.06. The difference was statistically significant (P<<0.05) . Nursing college
students’ learning engagement could be classified into categories. The students of Category |
had the highest learning engagement; those of Category IV had the lowest; those of Category II
and Category III were neither the best nor the worst. The percentages of the first level from
Category I to Category IV were respectively 26.06%-+ 32.39%. 34.51%. 6.34%; the
percentages of the third level from Category 1 to Category IV were respectively 10.20%. 32.65%-
40.82%-+ 16.33%. There was remarkable difference in different level nursing college students’
learning engagement (P<<0.05) . Conclusions There is remarkable difference in different
level nursing college students’ learning engagement,. Medical workers shall carry out specific
education according to students’ learning traits.

Key words: Nursing college students; Learning engagement; Clustering methodology; Higher

education

[(FEPKS] G442 [CERFRERE] A

BN SO EEARbR, A > B ELG FE I R 7R
RIFFIOHEPIME, JRBZEE S, M mmidg, R THCY 2
HRAS I 22 1 2 ST B NRR FE T T AR R 2 st 4R T R A SR 1 R e
BRI . H TR R S S E R R, P HEBE S O A H A
KRGS BH R E #8 P AR R RORE — 2 A%, A5

Yo oF v 5] A R 2 B — S ORI B8 = HE U4 BEARRL AR 1 2 2] #8156 Tk
ATV, AT AN IF] 2 ST B O A B 25 0T R i, il s R St 22 A Y
NAREFRTT 5, BIMTE, (k2 A B4 B R Bl st & R $R A SR AR

1 MRE575E

L1d % CRAEEREEEE, 2013 4 4 ik B ER AR A 9 3
BHEAMV AN R, P —HERA R B SR B BEA R A 142 44,
PAEE = HERASBHE 73 B S I B RHE SR 196 44 .

1.2 %k



121 RETR  CRHAZESIHRANERD BTG, thERE 17 MEEAMR, &
SRH MR B RGN, g3 7 RFar, e mlRAE 0~6 4, Tigr
102 7, WEBCAFHE=AUE, 2H&E (6 MFHD , ZEk SA%HE) , %
I 6N KH) o BIR=ANYEEEAZ ] BN E LN Cronbach’s o 7377124 0.890.
0.786. 0.850. 0.927,
122 REFF EHETRNINBELBEER, JFRIES IR, ks g
Wik, PIAdATTEHEER, BigiEl.
123 St FE A SPSS13.0 Giih i Bdl AT R0 Mr . Hidhs DA%
FHREZE (X ts) TR, B K. TN BESEIAT G
LA P<<0.05 1E 972 A Gi it LIt
2 R
21 &MWL AUEE RS 343 40, BICH KRR 338 4, A RLENkL
HN98.54% . LI RA, FA 13 N (3.85%) , LA 325 N (96.15%) ,
T 18~25 % (21.11£1.48) %o HAHE R BARE 142 N, FAES A,
A 137 N, BIE—FEH 38 N (26.76%) , L 26 N (1831%) , =44
41 N (28.87%) , PUSEZR 37 N (26.06%) 5 B =HKSPHEARIAE 196 N, 5
A28 N, A 188 N, BFE L 54 N (27.55%) , =F4 59 N (30.10%)
VULEZR 83 N (42.35%) o KA LA SZ AT SR ER, Z5E
Giit2i e L (x2=0.077, df=1, P=0.782).
22 RARAFBRMAPEEAAMLEFIRAGE  F R EARE 55 =1
AP FLARIE SN ELES, W3R 1. PIUGP BEARIAE J1. 22k, B0k
PLJ 2SI RN BRI ZE R G ERE L (P<0.05) , H—HtRGE AR
PR T 28 = e AR A

R 1 AFEFHGCRP AR E IR (4, Y £s )

Hil N# A B LE FARNER
— KA 142 20.07+5.55 17.11+£4.78 20.70+6.50 57.86+15.27
=ARPA 196 16.68+6.59 14.77+4.70 17.66+5.99 49.11+1.06

t 4.98 448 4.44 5.26
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

23 FRFEPEIAFLEFIBANFRAGLE  ZHESN, F—HKARF
FYREARVEE RN ER L EATHRER R, TR % R



TGt 22 L (F=0.726~2.039, ¥ P>0.05) ; & =HERAFEER B3 B AR}
SN ER L EADTYEE NI, SERERAEZERIF LS %2 X
(F=0.046~1.031, ) P>0.05) , W% 2.

x2 PHEARVEZIBRANGOURELR B IR Oy, X £s )

MR WiH —ER AR =R VY42 Fii  PfH
o VAl 20.58+6.31  20.194+6.09  1839+498  21.32+4.60 2.039 0.111
HLR ZER 17.82+4.80 17.384+5.01 16.27+5.14 17.11+4.17 0.726 0.538
LE 21274696  2046%+599  19.44+6.95  21.70+5.83 0.913 0.437

2N 59.62+116.41  58.041+14.80 54.10+15.78  60.14£13.56 1.276 0.285

B Al — 15784097  16.65+6.05  17.56+6.85 1.031 0358
fibx R — 14414524  1474+4.64  15.14+429 0338 0713
vk — 17.52+6.16  17.61+557  17.85+6.49 0.046 0.955

S kRO — 47.70+15.45 49.01+14.30 50.54+1536  0.512 0.600

23 RRAFIBARANFEGIFPWLE BTN EER S TR S 40K
AR VEAL, SR SR TR B R A 1) 2 S NG DL T RR A 432K . A
I BNRE I AR R BT & . Bk RERIE, i
OB ) RRPR 5 B — SO, R SR EOBON 2~8 28, BRI RS M ELUKAE
FIFIRCIR B ARAE R TBAIMOIREI S5 R, BFEA ) i 4 2R LU & S bR i
FFSHIAR, SRR T I SN BOR E N 4, WP E AR R 22 2
BNBAR AT K MERE S, R 2SI RIS Rty s AR
A2 TN 1~4 R LB 93 A 26.06% 32.39%. 34.51%. 6.34%, & =4t
UAP AR A 22 2] BN 1~4 B LB 7370008 10.20% 32.65% 40.82%- 16.33%.
BT AFEHRA AR 2 IR Z 5, iR S 70 R 45 B 7 0 5
AP ERASR AR RN S =R BRI BRNAE DL AT T 0. T
SITERER, PRARAE & IWNINHZERG SR 3 P<
0.05) , TEW.EE 3. K LSD ¥4 % 88—tk & 58 =tk i BEACRHA 1 YA
S SIBN N I SJBNEVE BAT I LR, ZE R A Gt L (B
P<0.05) .

#£ 3 PHEARA R ENE BN 4y, X+s)
POE T H K1 2 2 25 3 5 4 F{E P
}\iﬁ((n,%) 37(26.06%) 46(32.39%) 49(34.51%) 9(6.34%)
‘ﬂ,ﬁjj 27.27+3.21 19.874+2.79 16.29+2.11 11.44+3.09 148.70  0.000




ZEHR 23.08+3.08 16.70+2.50 14.31£2.83 10.22%+2.73 91.60  0.000
LE 28.27+3.10 22.04+2.86 16.10£2.57  7.78+4.21 184.90  0.000
ZIHEN 78.621+6.49 58.61+3.97 46.691+4.02 29.44+6.02 407.37 0.000

AHi(n%)  2010.20%)  64(32.65%)  80(40.82%)  32(16.33%)

%_ ‘ﬂ,ﬁjj 27.90+4.27 19.611+3.82 14.89+3.44 8.31+4.80 122.30  0.000
EFHSY: %ér]j( 21.95+2.65 16.771+3.02 13.84+2.81 8.63+3.64 94.37 0.000
X X
‘?E 27.00+3.55 20.92+3.44 15.95+2.92 9.56+4.33 135.80  0.000
"7#2&)\ 76.85+7.04 57.30%4.12 44.68+3.94 26.50+8.97 419.85 0.000
3 g

AT 7 LA 25 5 — IR 0 2 S 37 BEACRL AR 22 ST RN R PP
B2 T U =R B S U A B W 2 ST BNV . RAE A2 B
ORBF— ks, EH=MRARAES —ARB ML, TR &5 AN
IIBUEAR 100 R75, PSRN SRR oI S, EoIRES . AR
PR AR A s R HORIARIEBO A S, R
SRR, BEFEIREEE S =R B LA AR A R IR
59, BRARZEBESIRER, 22K EHPEAR, W= 5150,
NN IERTSEALA MR, WX B SRR R TT FEEIVEIR, 82 R 2
FE. BeAL, AR RIAERIN, — S5 =R A B R E N 5 D BP
JERECKR, A AR, BEARE, XARRIKETT AV, K
FABRNEA L. BELAFENEIRBX 270, EHEEEERTPIRE
ARSI R, IR AR — AP BB A B 2 SRS BRI3AR)
T, (RBERLEERE IR [FRF, EEXTEE EHERARVE MR AL BB AR
I NAERR, AR AR N S WU RERE B S BO B T HRNL A R T 1), 4R 22
FIRIBIAI S 2 U5k, AERCA IR T BT N AR AR, R
Py B A AR R B 2 ST R, R T 22 A 22 SRR S

AU E BRP AR LA RN EER B ER TG EE L, 5%
1 2009 XS Al — FrBe A B — SF P~ DU R R BEARHER AL RIS R (—.
T EFERAENFAIBRANEEEE ST ES, FER I RAREERE R
TG BIAFE. XAfeE i d AR K SEEmkiE & TIEA K.
LA, BT B EAL A SOV AR B, (H N AL 37 8 Ll Bl A Y
WEEMERAEARIE . B, R NERGBEAT VT, W&
SRR R, RN R B Y HOM AR A S BEEE A HEPUAR 3 0



MAZERL A FER S A AT IR SO T o Nk, 224 AR e

e, W H OARRNER TR MR, HRERURAR NS5 Fh AR+ B

3, e SR BRI ALY 2S5 A
RHERBSIER TR, FoIRNEN 1 RHE B — RBP4 1

26.06%, IR ZER 4 K524 P PARRA R 6.34%, A S =LA

BHPAES 1 2R%2405 10.20%, 4 %45 16.33%. HUEEATIL, 55 =4k #iA

FHA 2 TR R ZEAE BT LGN, 5 30 2 S B MR 22 AR BT o5 1 L A

SR e BN R 2] 38 2 S A P — N R BR AR, AR )i

PR TR I R A0 BAT AVES), T4 AT NI 2 2 Z R R R

My, RS2 1 2 ST BN FEAGE A B B 25 3] RS AR K, 4

SO EEANBEAAR IR 2 2] G o Bl R 2R AR, 15 R0 BN AR e 4 B T

TEH ORI B, BRI X B2 A 1 2 R8T, WA 7R RN 2 5

SKEEHT B B AR 8RR 5 A AR A DL R 9P B0 ) H 25 0 2 (7 oK

(1, T2 ) P NI AR 25 S o] JE BB ) 22 1) 2 ) S BERAT = A s, 801

SHEHE TIEEWEM, RIS BNE R, GER X2 ST/

RIEATT TR S, WEHR LS AE0, Wl HIR, el

FSU o

S8 30k

[1] AFPRET, SR, B ()R BRAN ) N 22l B FRAK R IR 4 BE AR A 2 ST BN
s [)]. P ESEHPEEAE, 2012, 28(26): 1-4.

[2] Jikiz, WD, SRR R ST BN R IS SR T[] I PR O
HEZRE, 2008, 16 (6) : 618-620.

[3] XKUH, REKL, @M. B LA 5 K AR LI CE AN 1 E R
ST E SR AR, 2012, 28 (35) & 9-11.

[4] 2532, BREEDE, XU, MO b B A AT R A RS
OIEREICR[I]. ARSI, 2012,39 (18) = 4753-4755,

[5] M. ARIFELARY L2 IR ABEED] S ERZERE, 2010,
10 (32) : 8058-8059.

[6] 3R, ZA/NFE, ZWE PEARVE S SIS E R )R R T[] 55 H



RG22, 2014, 21 (2) : 143-145.
[7] B4, REA, EF. WIITE=WERF N R B 3% R /) K A
R[], ST E S, 2013, 20 (5) : 622-625.



