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Table 2 Factor Analysis Result of Learning Motivation
UNUES S IR K1 A2 HF3 ¥4
R 25 AR HIAR 0.49
RS 0.91
AR Rk 0.51
A ST 0.71
P 2 e il 0.57
LN 0.66
SEIR AR 0.65
KA 25 IR A S 0.54
SiEUE Y 0.62
JFEF] 5l 0.46
b B A NI 0.89
HRBEGE 0.57
AR 0.44
A A REA 0.41
FHAEAE 5.86 3.83 2.45 1.66
s i 18.80 11.32 9.56 6.31
SRR AN 18.80 30. 12 39.68 45.99

ZVHESTELER

1. B EIRE

I F Bartlett BRI 4G50 A1 KMO A8 56 374 7900 46
Al BB AN SRS I, B Je AR B AR i KMO &

HAT0.73 ~0.82, KT 0.7 brifi(t, Sig. /M T
0.05, /RN T il UIEBChF o R e R ALAR
5 JFRL Varimax 350047 PR Al , AR As B &1 453
R E AR T 1 AT 24 N AR
BORA AT IESSARIE 5 22 DT AE 60% LA



- 50 - IR TApea i GRS B2

H31%

bR FE RECME T 0.40, RFHE 4 DA
PR, AR A 2 i S R ) SRR T DA 44, 23 5]
e A AL IR g AR (R 2)

2. RERBR S

VASE > SIALIECAN 48 3 D 1115 A2 5 X e
AT R G )2 R, L Bk i
AR Z B RS . BB HIEE R 2 ~6,
FUBAN RIS E ) i A ik (3R 3) o 2R,
RICHBE N 4 WIS, LHREAEAS KL LU 1) 23 A1 LE
B, LAARE S TERRAE LU, 0 5 2R LR
HUAR SRR 4 0 2RIE I AT A R A —
FHGEH . DLRZEA 7 SR B 0 35 A8 i, & 2
JEE TR A 1 g [N AR AT J7 22 03 A, 1 2k 2L )

SIEE SR B F R Y S 2 K AT LIS UL
H AL 22 W 0. IS S ROk, 104>
AR ) SIFLBON Y 4 4R AR B
FES YRR GI(3R4) .

R3 BRESWER
Table 3 The Results of Cluster Analysis
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Table 4 One - Way ANOVA Analysis of Different Student Groups’ Learning Motivation
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Fig. 1 Learning Motivation Distribution of Different Groups
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Table 5 The Result of Multinomial Logistic Regression
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Students’ Subject Classification and Factor Analysis
based on the Perception of Learning Motivation
——A Case Study of Jiangsu Province

WANG Yujuan, QIN Xueting
( Civil Engineering Department, Yancheng Institute of Technology, Yancheng Jiangsu 240001, China)

Abstract : Some mathematical statistics methods are adopted to research the classification of students and influencing factors. Re-
sults show that college students’ learning motivation reflects in some complex factors such as time, material, spirit, object etc. ,
more than "internal" and "external". In this light, the undergraduates can be divided into several types with different character-
istics. According to analysis of regression, the evaluation score is positively correlated to students’ grade, hierarchy of school,
gender etc. , while is negatively correlated to household income and major. Therefore, the key of the teaching construction is dif-
ferential teaching on the balance of supply and demand of learning resources.

Keywords :learning motivation; perception; subject classification; influencing factor
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