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1 55

BRI, IR, Z . RBCRANE SIS R R SR R
AR T RER BB, FHARTHILLULE (10 %65 B AR S HER I,
LR IT A 05 ISR . 2 SIS . 2SI R . 2T 22 2150
s, R, S HOR T TO RIS BN, 2 ST LS R
B A 5 g S 0 5 P WM R 2 B SE Bh . SXRR AR LR T 2 S IR R B 2 )
IR AL, (R T SE TSR, (M S B W S SRR, 4
IR, BRI, RIS, M. SE RS S SRR K

PEBEA TELAFR IR R, K B B CL G TP A 27 ARt B e 7E R
2. Forb, TR R TF BRI, KA B e s
FPERR A T ARSI . X A THE BT, Bk &
BSOS, DL RBIR KU TR A AU, A TR . AT
B LR IR, 7R A R T B e R 4 = R A
JrAR B NBCE M, T LA A A 5 (G SRR A7 TR

SOE SR 51 15 2 A, 2 AT 1 PR P R ST BB — TR
PRATB R K, SR R S R R, A I A A E . 5
7T, FEARRERE R BT, e S R DA, 7E RV, B,
LRI A S I B R, DR, RSEELG, WRRL L RSE A S, B2
SUHCRIR B . Bedh, SRELT & FERA TS EART, EAPLE 2R AR
WERGE . 23] B4 % R HOK S i J (575 7% and others 2017), A1 L B ReAH 4L
B A AR R 5E 3, 205 51 R 2 M W R AW LAT A

BRI, e SRR 2 SRR 2 5T SR P22 ST T AR K R R, 22
PSR B A Rat, ALl ) AR A H W BIAR? #
S, BRSO BRI, LA DA RS 2 A,
LR (FELR R B GERE ) 2 20 KR 2 S AR 2R % KB 2
R A ST CHTR U . R H, Vi) VRS, WU 2 FE i
Ko WIZHANL BRASIEUAEE) B, RIATRGAE RHEE R (RS
OB, AR SCERIA. RO, PEBIEE) IR R RS T AR
RSN FET UL, AORR I P & R B, AW 4
PRI SRR 40, IR0 S B AHE (T ILIE, 20 S B 20 A 2
Lot AR A AL 52 ST MR 5



2 EHIEMSSHKHER

2.1 RN BHX

BRI TT, FARANLRE I EHA T I RE P RN W E AR /7 (Kuh
2003). MAELE S IEEE T B2 I BN 2 S H AR L2 SIIE B R ILAPIRE, AN
TN TEEBANAT AN =TT 1. AHFRFE NN, ELFIARANEEIESEE
A HyE B [ Wt . Petty and Farinde (2013). Davis (1996) A\ NIMAER H. AEH
B FEsh2e>) KA. BHEER., EEMEZER . ZREAE4 77 AR LA
THEBRAELT IR ELF R SR T 7% IR RZ KN, fE25 2]
RIS NAZ AT O S R K RN EZ T 2 2] F02 S)d RRTe. H
PG BESCHEE DT T LA— @ RE b e S B S5 08, Fiid . =53 e X
A E A E A R AL I BN AL AR I (Kim and Malhotra 2005; Lee 2015) .

FEX =B TR R B RAIE R R, a2 R R 2 AR S T MR R
MAENAHLIE, BRANSANZAREE R R ILREFE IR DL X L[5 (1) 1)
JE AN RN 4 X — AN X RS (L IRATE A XD BN AT IR,
IR X [l g 2] HAR AL — AN L EER, B AR X2 BHEUR? Uit
TEMR? Kester et al. (2007) Ay, MINHIAEX BGTEMIA T, H—RIIALTEL
A5 R 1) B AN A B ) B2 ) S AEAL R, A X AR AR B AT AL B HEFEIA SR
FUN 55 ] B R AR I AR 1 BB AN A S LA A 4 X () S B RRAE

Barab (2003) NN —FOA MEIRAELZRR R ES AR E. FMER ME.
J 52, PA e Sy 3 (] S e AN AR BG R RF 22 ) #E 2 M 4% . Brown and Campione (1994)
IR AT AR S B A X, HoA B SE Bl A AR 2 3 o AR R A A X — A M HE
BRI BE LT, Mt 2k 2 I 2 10 A R A DX PR 5 e S 1) 72 ) i L ) PR
5, MNE N Z IR OR F A BE R Tt € Tose e 41 X B FE I — TR ik . 22 ) LA (2
SFEIXD ATPAE SCA & 2135 R H AR CERIEHOM . Bh#EE) LR s 4k,
I e 2 TR & H AR5 S IS R Hp b ATV . 280, M S R, JE R Se l— 2 1
EMES, MR Z IR R T A B 52, A EAR AR R R AT N
X EE T ANALIE, hEEEE . 225 B EF LR R A VR, B
RAEBS A BE R TER R, TERC T RIS 31 H AR A 27 2] XA AR



2.2 F ] FONAIEZ IR DR R AR E B

FEAT AR T, AT N AT O M A I A B szl =2
AR A EAE = IR B R TELGRRE A AT NI N R, H AT TR
T MA BB R DS R A SN2 W A 2 AT T EAT 0 M. MR TTIA IR AT A B 2
FAATNBANNEER R, 2B RENLR A K S (LTI et al. 2017).

2.2.1 IR 2
N ER S R 3R E B REAMMEAFIE . 22 . F L. F I . =B E O

S S PNGIE S

B, FAMEEERRME, B UuE S T ANEARE A, MR 3 ZR I
AR . PR FEERFMFZE . Robinson and Hullinger (2008) A K FIL, {ELIRFE
SFE W H S RNE W 5 AR 68 B I G P 28 BRAE 57 ST PN EE A
MM BEAZESR, AELPIURIMEAFFFL: 025 5L NS 2] E 2o RAFEE
LTI RNV L, 25 2 DL 32 EHERS 7780 Qo el ik 201081 H bx i A A
8577, 25-34 % XyEBIRE 1 HCAUE4ERIER M AT RE T 22 2], T 45-54 % R4k
WA ) EINARA T R R AR BBy 7 238 BRI Te e 7 5T VA 38 5 7 st i 78 2 VR A
SR EEFZIA E . Amador and Mederer (2013) F11 Peck and others (2012) HJHF 7%
KL, 2 2E RIFNERSER R U B HR A2 2 5,

HR, INFIe#H EE N )38 B 5 095 SR RD Tl En” SRR IR R 2 ST
No HEEHENFEH B ST R GUNFRN” R Z IR/ . TR AE
BAFE NG R . N F IR A5 B (Akyol and Garrison 2011), ‘B 7& — M L%
R SRR RAT NN, FAEEL I IESTRRRR BIRA RN E KB
PIFEFE WA T oA N, ToIANEIR N 2 5 2] F G s, =R 21 L 7E
2827 S FRNABHE A N “2 2J {7457 (Shea and Bidjerano 2012). XFi “2 S {F4E” AMY
BIEELZE I EHEMNAAE, mMBAEESAFE, RWEZIBEELFE 22T
FCPAE 57 I A R I Sod SRR AL 5 21 & MA & | (Garrison and Arbaugh 2007).
W AN 23 I ISl B IR (B KA et al. 2018). Doy iARSs: (£ 1, sE4i
4, and ZEEIF2017) H S0 (Milligan, Littlejohn, and Margaryan 2013). fEZ&2 V%
4% (&7 and others 2016). % =) MR (E YL, 14104 and JE L i2012) 255 1E 28 5 5]
FENFEZE . “TTINF” AMUBIEEL S S E X H S5 BEEEHIAA, 1mH
BFEAE S RIS, AR W22 S B AR 452 ) & 2 B L 78 22 21 4L fs ) 9 St



REIMAEF I EMEE E

FR, WEFEER I B IR AAAE R AR 47 ST RN 3 o HAE2R 5 2] & B AL AE K
I, FELRNK TSR ERE (kioo15). BN RIILEL ¥ S IG5 5%
M B A FRIEI R 2R 2 — - =17 and others (2016) M2 N EIFIAL A, X 386 HAE
LW AEBATHE R, L7 B ESE kB, 214k
REIR S TE L 7 I N I Z (BB ARG, FEZR 2 26 72 SE M AE 2625 ST RN I B 22
OHRIZR . BAIA . B2 A RN B 2 [R] I s 72 28 FH P I R a1 =
G, K, and 1532 302013). X7 2k 5 IR 55 1O 2 8 2 432 R 2 5 25 11
AT NER, MeERUEX AR AR HE AT N A WA, HE TR
Zy s (MRig and F#2013). Gefen IIBFFERIN, WL 5% LGN, S5 TE R
1) TR 27 31 38 R IR R0 R I ARG 2y TP S i), 08 25 B R A AT TR 4R 24
J& (Gefen 2003). Milligan, Littlejohn, and Margaryan (2013) 18 i X 2% ] 5 8 7 & I
FAFERBNL AELFARBRMAFEOREL Y IS ERNEERHRER.

JE, YR RE R AL LB AT DUE AR RS, 2 1E R HES) AR 4L 5 )
BN EE A B (HIRHE2016). TE/K and B (2016) i #8 53H 24 MOOC
522147 N UTAUT 8L R I 52 21 38 AR 2655 SIAT NS & 52 31 i A 358 A0 o Ath [7] 2
[PIsZIe, 224 8] A S AN AR [R] 22560 MOOC 2% 2] P2 AL IR TAE RIS, I AfE— e FE R

SREEENFEIRE.

2.2.2  HPERFZIN K K

SRS R 20K B T80 et R & SR A, F BTSN
B BOR. BUR. TSR, NI ERMEREK RS 5 BIESREL T 5 2
WOR 22 2138 5 I BRNA & 4% (Dixson 2010).

BIE R AEL S ) MR T 2 0m R RR S . BRI 38 X052 5 2 B2 I R IR I
SN AR REARINAR, 7E2R BT IR R IR B B IR N 25 X0 R Ge A FH A I 52 e 5 B B K (2=
H2013) FAMHBAR, HAZME R K RNELATIRME 7 HARSR:, LR
FEH web2.0 FORI N OS2I 2 2] F RIS E N R, P& —MHES
RORBLAR SRR 21 77 30 (Harrell and Bower 2011). 5% 3135 43 (K] 52 X 45 i & Fift i 5
[T BT RFE N R 5 5 MBS I oRiE, B HIEFIN SR . BORDIESH S
B bt 1 E M “BRIE T B ME, Fomn AR 2k ) B P (Henrie, Halverson, and
Graham 2015).

UM At R AT R T LU 25 500 2 2] 22 SN . FEZR2 2, Xl (3
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TERIN IR BBl s 5 il RS o IR RS2 7 A4 5 S #2\ (Reeve and Tseng 2011) .
Leite, Svinicki, and Shi (2010) B 72 BUM & MG &M E X 22 A S 5E &SI RN
AT FE ORI, B R WA X 2 ) F AT AN B, Bz 5 5548
JIRANFEFE IEAH G . RS URAE R JE T 1n) B 280 450 X B R T 5 A v ot B 1 e
IR % 2] (Amador and Mederer 2013). 3% Jill 14 ) [ 15t 58 BE AR E 78 28 27 =) 35 A %
N> RIEFRIZCEAAT S BT 2R 322 I B 228 (McNaught, Lam, and Cheng 2012).
kR, RS ST N5 2 AR AE B DI EE A R R s AR T RS

Lt A F AL RIE IG5 DA Bt 5 B, & I 28 B2 s Al
) SRR ST R 2 AR AR LR A I A A BN R . B G R I RIAE 4 )
IR TR B R IR SR . BRI ZR N 3257 2] R 2 e . A2 KRR AR, 1E
2 BRI RIR T IR N AT R FIYE R 52 5 B 5K (ZR i 2013). 7E BLEXM R R
B E B BN HBEERAS K, SHAMGEERGHE & L—F, HARGHS RE
YRI5 T IR S8, ELRRAERE S H FA . B fraefii & — 2
IERIERCS S D] LTf -1

2.3  FFEA I RNKIE RIS

Fillion et al. (2007) I\ AR RS BB SREEAT N2 AR R A TR &, &)
AT R, FREfE S R RE S AT M BT iS5 . 5 — 7 g B RS (IS)
FESAE F B FEAR N P a8 — 22 A, 38 RAECE 7 P B Fe 2 Ad
BIRSA SR, B2 P DS S s KR SAE AT A 2 XHAE
L URAZE AN AN ZINER PR 25 A2 52 22 AR AT UG 13 B A R B I IR 2R - TS BB AR Y
RSz R R R R 2 R TR MAT AR ER R, A EER
SR RGN PEAN = B I TR T e AR . B TR T 7E 4622 ST I RF s AT 2 Edad W
27 ) 28 AT N R HE W . HAAR SR B & MM Bl 7 A A A 0B B RS (IS)
8 MOOC H P #8242 B 0 — MR it sz i PR R AT 20, 3k T ik 45t B 3 adw 42 1)
i, WEFORIUBA AR WA R IS R BB I S A &R
(Bhattacherjee 2001; Bhattacherjee, Perols, and Sanford 2008). N> F -t HEHK
HZ 55 BINENAE L IR 2 UK 5 ) 3 22 A RN E g1z



2.4 FABNGEABORNI KRR LA BB

AT TR L TR Z R T IBE  SIRAM 2 I ROR K TR B MmFB. Hrpg
YR R T 2 BEALEE SRR (R 2 ST G, DA BRI 2 ST R FE PR AN T THL

2.4.1 GUIHRNS2ER

LU L5 2 EH S 5 FRFE S 2I VR #H S # € 4125 (Appleton, Christenson,
and Furlong 2008), HARGHE SRS ) RIS FREARAEN .. ZmHE 5. B
J& AR A A A B R FEFIE AU EE R IAT A, 2 B L NI s AT R
(Fredricks, Blumenfeld, and Paris 2004). AHI<HF 5038 B 2% 117 N 5 R FR 88 B =
7] 2 TR ORI o 5 W B RN FH A AR BE A DA A S i 2 3 38 )RR AT FH 2 [ 1) O
A (MR HE2016; KT et al. 2016; 5 £ et al. 2018). 1M SR N L P b I SR FE
FOVMHEMBALRE, B AL ) BRI LS, XM AEL T S R aAT AR
1E A 520 (U7 /8 and others 2015). RANRIHF ST R, G0 R AE 2k 2 ) i B4 56; 22
THME, M2A 22 S SR & (Maltby and Whittle 2000), 2% )i & AR, 2S804
RENREE, RIHAHEH

o MR 1 AR LR A I GRENMZ , AR LIR P SRR Al fiE
RPN

FBNBIRRE TN AT A S S R 2 A AR RRAE SR, BRI N 2
N BEf% T 2% 2] 154 (Schaufeli et al. 2002). 2% 2] %t H T R AL 28 0 1) 57 > 3058,
> 50 A 21 SR ) 3 W R D i T e 3 P AR AR R S = m) SRR AR . T
B, BTN WO SRR T 5 20 8 W 28 Bt m s m AR S AT M. Rtk
PN

B
%

o ik 2: SRR UFEURRE S o) IGGY, 22 AR S R AL IR ) A e 1 ek
Ko

Gefen (2003) TEM SR AL Hh 5] N8 2256 BT AR R (1) S AR AR B 0HE B R G e 4244
AT R R IR, I AR S AMERE F RN AR & R T s, o Ho gy
A & A B 520 . Kim and Malhotra (2005) FIHF I A FH P it 22 B4 AT
N B ZE AR AT 9, BRI B IR A AT e i i ) Bt 2
XPRFSAT AT A=A — Mt sz m, BRI B A A48 DU R IR R IR B AT AT I

6



WREFAT A IIRE, DR R URREE £ 05 D0 ) P56 RS A DA AE 2 BR AR 18 £ R FE AR
CIRED MR (FIRE0 PAEEE SR DL M EGX:

o Bt 3: DMEAELURARIEFAOIIRIOR, 22 A E SR 8 LR R (1 AT RETEBOR o
o Bt 4: DAEELRARIEFER)S HROR, A SRl e AR (1 T RETEBOR

2.4.2 tERVEFITN S CR

FEE MR 24T AR S S B AR 2 i 2k R 5 AN B4t 21 58 R IAT N (Hrastinski
2009), KT HEMES ST AWRE 2RI ARG — 3R, (B2 DS 3SR
W WMES S COMEE ST AN R BE )38 55 S L AR 2 M A D 4T 8. &
SR A 2 AT N B R AE 258 BTG B A2 T A 3E 18] 52 BLiE Bl

FELAT BB S AR AR S IR P A BAT N, il R e . 28
W 5 RRIE A ST B MRE S, B VI E5NE. Bn. HAibs
ABEZIANAL BiEs . CAREZIIRRY, RiInEE BN ER TR | 2%
BHEMIEH. AL RN K, WisX e85 > 38 i B R A s
i (Adamopoulos 2013). AL MOOC 27 > HH RIS UE 5 1 5% 21 B 18 3 &k I HCE B B vy
TARIRGUED 21, LA “RIETRE HEARERNREEZ 55X, RZH
NI TR RIFER T, #hex 2 ST A BIAE G DR AT 2 X R AR e A FH = m)
AR ER (D5 et al. 2017). HIEASCHEH

o R 5: LA G (58) SEAEAELIRIERFELIEFAT VAT AEMEROR .

24T AL BAE 7% 2 tktksgm /1, A BUBAEZIE 7 AR AERT BLUS SRR 2
SR, BARKE W AR IR e £ 5 7 S #R 2 M A L AT O, (Bt s, O,
and M (2013) FIRFFERI, LS INZE N PMER NG & T ML ), 4
NAHELER, o= B &N R ) e 5, RS RO R 7
R SE BE URARR K22 ) o AR BRI AN 5 B 2% 2 S 3 PR AR RRAR AR e RUR .
S MR H A2 5 22 N 2% AR K LA N BB EEAE F X 4%, IR At st A B i s 5 1) 2
STHLR HAB RO A, AR RS B R . S — 7 2k T I 3E R
AE B AFE AR AN R 51 2 TRV R R A i B, 3 AR RRGR TA)AH BLAS AR DA A
Xt T Y I B2 2 F2 Z (Newig, Giinther, and Pahl-Wostl 2010). Hit, A& AN [FE 2
AR 2 PR IR I B ik B oM 2 AL B AT N, JFHe



o BB 6: BRARBEE 1 F A A LREE T TIRIEFE , WA E SR SR 2 RAE 1)
A REPEOR

o i 7: BR AR R A PR AE e B TR B0, A AR S AR 2 R AR
Ry AT BEPEROR o

2.4.3 FHBSSHF SRR

E BT A I HEA FE N BIRM S 2 SR R G, A e K IIL#%
HER, RIGHEBMZES H ORI 80 PRI LS 3] SRR AR 25 > i 2 0L
2 71. WHRRY, AARBNEEE B RIENSEMRERE 72 ROR (AT, 1
[A1H, and 23 HE2012). W% 3] SCRF R G ME R PE RN S50 AN SR B2 R4 12
BWERISCR, WA KE RS ) E L 2] AN AR 0 A (B R 5R2014).
58 LB IELN MOOC AR, EMEGHI LA AN A B 7RI 5l
LLURTE BUS A AE G URTE 7 S B ST, BURAE Ny — M A Bk R0 AT I AT 3)
W2, FERFEAEL LS5 RAEL S 21T E AR JUe tEER (CREH2016). &
HAERE T AL R EE RS A . ISR -

o s 8: ARG TR, ALRRE R VFRB R A oMK, AAEELIR AR
PR AT REVERER

o RS o AERFFRIRIT, FAELURRE RS THOM 2, 2R IE LR PR L REE ) A
BE TR K



3 TELRRIEF AFEAE T
3.1 BRI SRR ST 6

TR PRFEAR B 2 A b B 220y B B B A 73, AR B VA A 7 20 e A Ll
R RRFE A BRI S, AR L RS R REE S 70 2R S A

R 3-1: FE IR B HPOAE IR IR ER

T SRR LA FR 2008 [ 2014 RIS E
TR R

el 2257 B KEF el 2 6 4

NP B K N 7 5

oprEEER Al HEradr 5% 175 5

faprE AR Al RS~ 17.5 5

N By ~NILENEH 8 4

YL ARSI 7 R IR IR IR E KT 2 i Ll

N T SERGE IR R Ay, SR AR AT DA B s R RS, i n] DL B A 4 0E IR
R . AR @ A M 281 5 A& IS AT

o RHEEIRIRELE A S GENEY). HEREERITER —MNMELBEIRREH
Bl GEREHNHATTERFGH AR, Mik: http://erya.mooc.chaoxing.

com/about).

o BEMBIHNRELI TS GENZH) .. % FEWIsIT Ml R 2R, 2 -
g FRER B R A R A F M — MEL B IR RAE & GERTE O 28 7] & i
FEHEIWAE, Mik: https://www.zhihuishu.com/aboutus.html).

PIANELRRE T B R, FARRZ:

- 2013 AW, THIASIATFE /R FEB IRIRAELZAT 5. 2015 FKEED], K
M G717 RGP . HTRERR, RS 1E 2018 FFEAMRA L
2izty, FEMAZFHAREER.

« 2016 FERKI, JFIRTIATF R R SRIERIREL AT 5 .
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3.2 FAERHM D ATE N

AW T TR TN ER (2013-2016 00 3L 19452 4 7 A AE 11 N HEELE 7 ]
(2013 K22 Hl-2018 F4 W) ERERRAEZE IR EIE . 5 B /RAEAEL-T G A
ST G 1) BB T TE], PARCSR ARV e B L, AN TR iR A R
PN, o

« FEAREA 1 4 2013 FFF1 2014 TN Z2E, Heit 9726 Ao AlATT2 26 —HEHfil
TERRFE N B 2, R ELE I RHEAE AR T & 2 SRR SR AR 18 R
220y BRUNFESGSTHIAWN, ZBEA M A TR O A, R 22400 B
R0 8, BT 4 FAEBEINEE CEECATENR 4 F500).

o FEARREH 2 N 2015 A1 2016 FENFEWFAE, it 9671 Ao [RUAR B AE L&
WP L&RIE T, AT EEE 2 ML REEFEN 2. FE, WEh
2014 FIE I R IEAELIRIE S N\ E BB INEAWHET, AL R
R SRR EIME ML L. FONTEST AN, ZEAN S A CE %
B2 SEE, RIRIE 22 BG4, il 2 HAE RN R (DS
FER 2 FEELD

PRI 2 LE R AL I BEA TG DL 70 0l WA 3-2 13K 3-3:

10



R 3-2: FEAFEANE 1

FEg SR WE b= i [ W ANRE ARA

4H = A¥n 5%

sample1 {4k 1.141 1.549  1.3464 1.1696 9726 100.00%
%

samplel {575 3K 37.006 37.072 -3.5884 16.5746 9664 99.36%
HU 267

sample1 fE42¢ 4.522 1.088 0.3237 2.1226 9726 100.00%
I _

sample2 {EZk2f 2.551 2.202  0.6319 -0.4682 9671 100.00%
8

sample2 =%k 56.443 31798 -3.2506 16.9784 0368 96.87%
HU 267

sample2 L4 5.327 2.512 0.2498 -0.1444 9671 100.00%

/\%&

7]
LREAR 1 FERNFEEAMN N 2013 A 2014 FHFAE
DREA o F B NZALEM N 2015 SEA 2016 FE 2R

11



R 3-3: FEARAEI 2

A B HUE HRHEAEn  AUHETHES
sample1 5 ) 4909 50.473%
sample1 4 59 E’S 4817 49.527%
sample1 A5 It 454 4.7%
sample1 AR YR 7R 2014 20.7%
sample1 AR [t 5218 53.7%
sample1 A Y H AR 2040 21.0%
sample1 JEEZAY I 5206 54.45%
sample1 JEERTY KA 4430 45.55%
sample2 5 b 4995 51.65%
sample2 5 §’8 4676 48.35%
sample2 AR | 445 4.6%
sample2 AR YR =D 1947 20.1%
sample2 2 VR Hh [ithl 5127 53.0%
sample2 AR YR Hh S 2152 22.3%
sample2 JEEIRTY IR 5571 57.6%
sample2 JFERAY VeZnl 4100 42.4%

¥ sample1 £ £ g N 2EFEAD N 2013 AT 2014 TEI)F A4
b sample2 £ ZE N 2EEM N 2015 fEH 2016 41254
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3.3 AR RS E L 0 i

B, IWEELEEEWE (WEs-1, AAEASDUWEFERN R RAE IR RS2
IR IES AT o 4 F R BB RS 20 KL 5-7 2 0], Horp
KEBIY AR — MM S RTT 4-5 F00, AR AT 5E M 5-6 70 B0 H A
I, mT BLA N R 0 22 2R I8 R UR A2 70 SRAGAE 55 = AR AU TR B2 58
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ﬁ
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U R AR
K 3-1: 22 R SRASE IR R R 22 0 1 I

B, MWEAERESESGIREE S KRE (LEs3-2), KR—MEEMESG SRR 20

B, HAh2A I B (KLU FAREME SR BIRS . R, K

Mo SR AR R — M BORTGEA R GUR I, R Bk B B2 2 REE I % Bk 3%
2T IR A2 -
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K 3-2: S EEEI RIRGE GTRRE A 70 1 I

b

=LY

B=, WFAERBAELREY P RE (WE3-3), TRAEWR—rliri, #4
%ﬁ%?%ﬁf““%%%ﬂﬁﬁmﬁuoﬁwﬁa,E%%ﬁ%&ﬁ&ﬁ%
TRURLE A 2 ZEH %ik%%ﬂ%f%“%%&ﬁ%kzﬂfﬁﬁﬁo#Eﬁ
i SRR SAER AR ﬁﬁhﬁ?ﬁﬁf%fﬁ%ﬁ”“ JR B B
AHAFHES AL R T G IR IR R EE )
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K ]
1

3-3: BERALRREIRIE ST 0 AT I
B, FAERERINSAEL A0 AT LB 3-4. N — AR BAE LR
P, BIREIRE — B AR ] (O 4 4F) IS4 R AFERE

L RFE RIS R 22 B BN, 2B RSN RFARIZRE BN, HENER
— M 1~4 . EI3-qiE— 2D EDIE T HTIR W AT
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6000 -

4000 -

VR

2000 - 1488 1458 864 ks
.. I D s st 250 117 27 1 1
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-
_FH'
2000 1489 1458 = e
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= 4000~ % K
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RIS ELIRIE 0 3

5] 3-4: 1B RN LRI AZ A0 0 A i Ot

3.4 KMV 5B ST 5 RSk EER I

WIATFrdk, KON /RAEE G A B G55 F2iaiT (R 2013 FKF AT 4G
BAT, Ja# 2016 EFEIHTFURIE1T), A2 AHA (2013 ©FEA 2014 FFE N2 EEA 15
2015 1 2016 FENEMFFH 2) 167 G URBIE A A EAEH R XA (WE3-4).
— 7, FAEREH 1 (2013 FEH 2014 FENZE) LR R ER P&, REXLL
LR (B RINECK =) FEMPFEOL0H. K ARH 1 K2
B IFARLS T /R HEF & R IR R B, JF BRI E R DU 3 -2
DT RO, AN S RN a0 BE YR SRR R BT & IR AR R B R AR,
MR I MR <ERE N7 AT NS R 7, AR 2 (2015 A1 2016 FEAN
2 JUT RN AL R AR E b, Rmb T fmir £ /R & L
IRMBAELEREE, BB SR GE R Xk Z 5] /7.
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% 3-4: FELIIET B BRI G I

AR TELIRFE -5 A =1 e YN
FEA 1 IR 2013 778 973
FEAS 1 IR 2014 o 1537
FEA 1 IR 2014 K 2811
FEA 1 IRHE 2015 & 2213
FEA 1 IR HE 2015 % 4582
FEA 1 IRAE 2016 + 904
FEAS 1 IR 2016 K 453
FEAS 1 IR 2017 +H 295
FEA 1 IRHE 2017 K 115
FEA 2 IR HE 2015 % 9320
FEAR 2 IR 2016 + 2434
FEA 2 IR 2016 778 7831
FEA 2 IR 2017 H 4221
FEA 2 IRHE 2017 778 6285
FEA 2 BER 2016 K 607
FEA 2 BE 2017 + 1307
FEA 2 BE 2017 K 1673
FEA 2 R 2018 Es 4410

Wi A

FIERELT B 5 R A, BERF6 ARG TR 2 22 R ERie 3

LFEAR 1 EERNFEEAN N 2013 F A 2014 F 1 FAE
DREA o F B NZAEM N 2015 SEAT 2016 E 2R
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4 TELERFRIRTE A5 22 2 SR B SR S #
4.1 CHERVEIA

KE R T AL 7 2 RO AR 3 Z o A P AR AR 265 S AT IR AN, K
M) HEWAERAT A E MR B EEE LW, E&FE5EEN FEM
HIMZ JZ IR 238 HAEHE 2% 21 3R (Kizilcee, Piech, and Schneider 2013; 5% FH et al.
2016; KX, WIRT, and 22 N2017; L5V and ERE2018). AT, X TIELZLIR
FERARIZAT FIBUR M IR ANE 5838 1 K R BT By, 3 LBAfF 77— MR AR M S il 27 > 35 1)
SEE W NK, WIS REF AT AP BRSNS A F TS AR E R
VAR G, A8 5 B AR P RIS 2R T 7R A 1 52 B — 2 52 (YLK et al. 2018).
B K 2 FA R Bk B AR AR AR B M e AR R . DA TS LR & S
fER M AR IRIE T (56.67%) It T AR E IR IIELRIE (33.33%) -
FELRIEAE B RIN R A Z ML, Horp 3200 N 7 A 9 IR 2= 1
R IR, DS EFNZR TR 56 Bl A R 20 (53K 55 7 and others 2017). 1
H R E R IRFEE T R X AR R oIS 500 %E 2= IR E N
BOPIN S 7, VPR R Z oA, RIEVPI EARBON R —, RN HLES PP E 2R
5y BRI R B A (B et al. 2017),

SEBR _bsgmn e A e PR AR 2G B e iR AR T A I R I R AR 2 . 22 2] ik F%
S H5ELREES], BT AENREATGNEE. WENE L E K, 52
T REE CEER . Mol KEFRAE) . AN (5222, GUIRBUE TITOR
POk RSE). 2R (KRG @R . B E2 %) FEwmifiiE
AN 2 SRR EETT I (i, %W, and FEEN2013; FeMMF2015). AR
S IS TR B 22 HERE J0 . N B 7 2 Ji 2P 5 T e 2 52 el L R AR D s A0 2 ) AR
(Roblyer 1999; Hagel and Shaw 2010).

TESZUE M 775, R B SRR ZE T SR 6 BR 1 77 VL 0 AT AR 2 IR AR A% G iR RE 1)
MR ER, FEamiFEX A A = B2 | A1 X%F B8 (Deschacht and Goeman 2015). —Ff
HAER BIE 2 — AT RN &AM G RENAEL IR, REE N Huafl,
HEARRAR = BRI E M ZEAZ M F . Figlio, Rush, and Yin (2013) X} bt 45
7 (WA TF 7 FR) WP RCRE R, MATRIL S % BRIE U0 5 2] SR 24
THELFZ IR 1M Joyce et al. (2015) XJ LL/r#r TAE G IRANR SR IRIE, K I
PRI 20 B 28 ) BUCRAUCE T/ 22 5« Alpert, Couch, and Harmon (2016) Xf (&5
SEFRERY AFEFRIRIE A TBENL A, RIE LR URFE 22 22 A o A BAR AL 4
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WAE, 1M HERGAL 22 E R RFER I SRR . AR SLI0 X Bt vkt A
AR RRME. FHIFMRZ AT RECTL T A FEAR D, T HLEEAL 7
FRRTT NG R e A B IE 2 R BRI BE R, B 9T AR A X By 5K
b, MHEEAE R IRIE I, IREALR ML E N, b, WRAELRE
A R 2 ARIAE 27 X ERIAR, Flan Rt g iE EriReE. gh)@l. 24
SEIELAL,  AB A B S IR X R AT g s = A R . T HLSEIR XS B M VA 2
KFET RIZ “MRAERREE R NELRE, AP IMRER? 7, HEER
MR “an oA HA B 2RI, IR AtazR?”

SE A BN IS RIS AR T R, 1 H— B ARk 3% T AR IREE 2,
TCVE WS BIAATT U I A% e AR 27 21 T B AT A2 SR . XS EL R A
fE G538 2 Ju A M 7, IRMEFRRR & P B M IRVE IR R (K RN . CBRERZ
B, EAEH. RS BT IRFES ISR T, ok R P e 5 o R
IR SRR AT I RS M ERBER R, AT EER, —siggg
Fd [0 4590 7047 (propensity score analysis, PSA) I A4 #4545 %Y (endogenous
switching model, ESM) KA FiR i Bz 7] @, 122 M 1) Heckman P9 T B At it
J7V%. Coates et al. (2004) K H WAL HAE T M KL, R IRFE 24 70 8 B 24K
THRGEREEE;, HREFRAELRIEN A, S TMATEFEA S IRE TR
WK TR A B R IE ik B m i, Xu and Jaggars (2013) SZIE4E5 5k Bk 575 2%
VR 7 2] W 2 A AN AR iR AR 5 2] B /D SRAT 1/3 540, FEH A Al RE O i 4 58 ik
R, HIXFhEREREFEAHH T SEIHE, WHEFERR. B0 ERR
FAEFEYH . Krieg and Henson (2016) K46 [ 1& BRAE LR URFEXT T )5 SR FE 24 4 521,
RIEFRAELLRFE M) 2 AL R 2L/ AE (TR LG IR TR R 2 2] st
X2 1% . Huntington-Klein, Cowan, and Goldhaber (2017) ¥ H Heckman # kit
BUAti v &I, — 2o A B R Dy 2 (RS R 1 e 1R R i e, M AEAE R E B R
THEZ NN R TSR, (HIXFEAE R XA 151X L2z A4 fRRFE T
PERIE e ) FRld IRAEH 1%, sl TRt 2 RIS, S 151 [F AU AR 2
IR AFREAL, DLAEARH R @IS %
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4.2 FABERR Tk
4.2.1 FHIpHEAY

ERAER A R AT AWK R A E (FEL R O MGG IRE F) H HIESH,
JUJ AT DARE SR G0 B0 52 2] RO AR Y

ui(c) = 1 Yie + apVie — iz Pie

Hr: u(c) VA« MR Y, BaamIREARST I . EHR TR 2 )
RPN EARBE; P Ronin iR Vi RonmRIHEHRE. O
W IR G RAE M, LLAARA TR sk A, HhankE s /7.

X RIS (face-face), WIRZFAE ¢ HIRIFEL IR (online), NIA:

u; (co) > u; (cp) =
ainYio + aipVio — aisPig > anYir + apVir — aisPir < Pio = B
a1 (Yio — Yir) + aie (Vio — Virp) > 0

R IELEIRFE AL RFE % S S A, B Pp = Pp. B4, WFAMEEX
FERAAETHATHE: (O it (Yo — Yip), BMEELRELEFESG 2P RS
MUEE? (2) s 2 (Yio — Yir) SIEFAT N u; (co) > u; (cp) BFIRFR. HEPE
BRI 2EE, BRARBSTERI LB R I a2

Har b, ProiEs (Yio — Yip) SIHEBERNE (Vio — Vir) —BREILAF KK R,
WL B S T, XK R RE — MEBRERERRE A, MR I S 2 A
B ——TERRFEREFE T« X4 THAEBIRINE@ES: (0 P39Ik
wlH (E(Yio —Yip &22/0? (2) WRIERALRRE, WFHEEMLATHIRE, e
e U AN [F] 1 ?

KLk, 3E— 20 HmT BA Sy i T AN IR 2 23 FE A AT e

Pr(Yipo =1) = @ (X,;060)
Pr(Yir = 1) = ® (X;rfr)
Pr(Online; = 1) = ¢ (X;8s + Zivs)

Online; = I(online; > 0)

20



Hrp: o) NIEESAAM BEMER BRI cdf; YVip R EROMERER (BE
FELLRIE AL B 26, QFEE SRR TE, B 2 GRGE WA Yip 2t
ROLHGREE (GELGRENLEZM): BiEESREEE, 2L GHRMES
WL Xio; Xop NEENE, GFEAE R, FHREE. HE0. LR
A (S5ERMEFEHEID; X, M EFE, 5 X0; Xir — 1, RAEAFELEK
H GEB/NELRFE); Z, W FEE (LETE). BREVMIERIEL IRFEL 2%
SURE, HEALZMEGE R E; Online! N¥AMRTEIL AL IRFEE 2 1% Gt R
R AEAMEA -

DL E B RIEFE 8 (self-selection issue): Coates et al. (2004) FHIRAY 970 V7 24 A 4
fiE X 045 AR B A AN A RS2 N o (R TAS [F] R AR TR 2N 22 AR RO R AE AN R 24 R
AT UAFER . DA BB 20T DR A0 N I R THAS 2), BN 75 1R 22 T 2
RS0 24

« %1 B ] probit JiEALiHn R U5 R

Pr(Online; = 1) = & (X;8s + Zivs)

« 5B 2 FrB: A probit A THAI TN AR, JFEEATHRIE:

Pr(Yio = 1) = ® (Xi080)
Pr(Yip =1) =@ (X;r0r)

— —-00
O (X85 + Z73)

—¢ (XZB\E\—'_ Zl%) 5F)
1—®(X;85 + ZAs)
Hr, () FRom IR 73 A IR 2 %5 B2 R £ pdf

Pr(Yio=1) =9 (Xioﬁo +

Pr(Yir=1)=¢& (XzFﬁF +

4.2.2 MWEES58 (PSA) FALE N (TE)

il 7] 43 4> 4> 1 (propensity score analysis, PSA) 75 ¥ & 5 1 Rosen-
baum(Rosenbaum and others 1987; Rosenbaum 2010) #& H, 1F N %% & ¥F 1d 19 &
T H, 1RF- S48 A T 78 46 2% 2 UR W5 43 (Guo and Fraser 2014; Hi#R4E and
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others 2018). W7t REICM S VERE A SR (A2 EE LRI IR AT 2 ) Hidle ), At
B R BE AL S0 S R RE AR (P58 B 22 2R W AE W] REE AL LR IR 3R A5 AT REM IR
FERRGD), MRS 1 FEAS B I % 51 AR A 4 )

fm 455 4 (PSMD [IIUAN 3R

o H logit BT EAF 157y . AR R EHRFAELIER” (treat) 1FNK
AR A

o WS FEAILEC . KA EVLACEE (RSO full) LA BEAE L IRFE 2 2E
FEARMIEFAE SRR 2R, TP 2 AR (w8 TRl AU
HigE) BEATULHECT4

o MIFHULECHEA AT 22 Jelal A0 4. DAURRE RGOS AR SR 22 Jo [m] AT

o MAHZICRIASHTEE R, TFHEWRLEN: P ENN (ATE) FiLE G
SERAE RN (ATT).

Wb B RN (treatment effect) — Fa A4 GEFAELRIE) 15 0 5=
H GEFLFRE FIBRSREEME. FED AP E N (average treatment
effect, ATE) FI-F- 124k & 1] 4b B 205 (The average treatment effect on the treated, ATT).
TR BN B AL B 7 JRALE] (random treatment assignment mechanism,RTAM),
B4 LA E PR RUS BZ M ), Bl ATE = ATT . K& SCHik R B 5 52 e B F T
Fo, ZHEAAERAHEEN.

S E RN, (ATE), A gt FR N F 35 5 B 4% 8/ (average causal effect, ACE),
EtR b B ARG AAESG R TR ER . B BT DIERIEN:

ATE =7 = E(Yq|W = 1) — E(Y;o|[W = 0)
= FE[(Ya|lW =1) — (Yio|W =0)] < (give assumptions)

AW G AL B RN ATE, ] DLERAE DY X e Bt ) B 1 Jm iP5 80087, e RE
(Bl XAE R () AR PRFE B T REVEAFE IR T, iAo K T2 %
b7 T RARE— P R BLRIE Y

: > [Pr(Yio = 1XiBo) — Pr (Yir = 1|XBr)]

ATE =
NO + NF N,+Np
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Hrf, No; Np 2SI R R R B A SRR 5 I3 R

SERALE A E RN (ATT), A EBEER AL B S 1AL B RN (treatment effect
on the treated, TOT), /49 brib B 2 AL B AL AN M AL 0 45 AR P 2 2 57
S _E ] DLRIE A

ATT = E (Y — Yi)| X, W = 1]

SN FH T AU O SR [ R SEBRE R R 2 PRAE ) S AR AT 2 Ui 2 7K
FREZ T AN E S BT AL BN IR BE R i R . AT T ATT ] DLER
N SERREFAE LRI 2 EREE, T 4R R S B BT B BRI PR AR i 5
I E . BB RIEy:

1 ~ A
ATT = N > [Pr (Yio = 1|Xi0B0) — Pr (Yir = 1| Xi006r)]
0 No

4.3 AN E Y

X7 W SUEEAE N 2013 A 2014 N 10331 #54. PRONTEEUR
St (2013 EKFW-2018 F£HFEHD AT E LB BRE, 685 iF xR A2
TR BN 22 ) G i st A text o AR 8 RREA o A 1 L L3R 4-1 13K 4-2:

K 410 € B ENHIATEST n= 10331

AR TE X ¥IME PrifE 2

age_enroll NEZEAE RS 18.564 0.9474

n_course B IRFERL 4.325 3.9506

score R S 74.249 14.4397

score_ diff BB SR B2k 37.050 36.7519
REE
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R 4-2: A BRI TESE T n= 10331

HUE 7E X FEAEL HArlt
treat
0 EPAL SRR 5078 49.2%
1 PR AR 5253 50.8%
province
east IR HE X 2579 25.0%
west PHETH X 5540 53.6%
mid H S i X 2212 21.4%
diploma
grad 1B B 0694 93.8%
fail Sk B A RE FE MY 637 6.2%
role
sci HRL AR 9643 93.3%
art R 688 6.7%
nation
han DUER 9447 91.4%
min AR R 884 8.6%
politic
CPM B A 1720 16.6%
CLM HER R 8369 81.0%
MAS FEAX 242 2.3%
habitat
urban I 5696 55.1%
rural Vean] 4635 44.9%
batch
pre 1+ Jm 1616 15.6%
cur M J 8715 84.4%
gender
male Bk 5239 50.7%
female LM 5092 49.3%
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4.4 SLUE4h
4-41 S IR R

AW E S FE W A& score_diff (&5 5 ARG — ARFHLM - EZED .
age_enroll (NZ24E#Y) . province_east (G5 AR HLIX ) . role_sci G2 B EEAEAD .
nation_han G&F %)« politic_CPM (G&{53L=[] /i) . habitat_rural (&7 K H
£\ batch_cur GEHMNEA) . gender_female (B &), MR TR (FEL
W, A 2dABET, HEEZRN RS (WWR4-3), RER T AZER
(age_enroll). &7 @A (batch_cur) 24k, HAhB A& FEFRIM T B2 1741
HES. REW, —f22F ) e S REAHANE t 50 g5 i THURE, 7R 2R
M g v 3t — 25 A UL E P #5423 BT (Imai, King, and Stuart 2008; King et al. 2011, pg:7)-
N HEIRATE A logit BAUGTHEUR 3 7, FFEFEAT WU 43 70 VL EC A3 — 22 1 o AR =1
155

R 4-3: pHEE PR ESEZER tie%

B AT RIE (BRvERD t Ao gh R
B3 fE g iR RS TELIRAE t1H Mxp EENH
score 73.8340(9.9152)  74.6499(17.7410) -2.8976 0.0038 ®*
score_diff 38.3026(33.6706) 35.8398(39.4682) 3.4160 0.0006 *k*
age_enroll 18.5707(0.9717)  18.5582(0.9233) 0.6720 0.5016
province_east 0.2424(0.4286) 0.2566(0.4368) -1.6674 0.0955 *
role_sci 0.9403(0.2369) 0.9267(0.2606) 2.7816  0.0054 ®H*
nation_han 0.9061(0.2918) 0.9225(0.2674) -2.9858 0.0028 *r%
politic. CPM 0.1835(0.3871) 0.1500(0.3571) 4.5712  0.0000 ®k*
habitat_rural 0.4728(0.4993) 0.4253(0.4944) 4.8616 0.0000 *R*
batch_cur 0.8454(0.3615) 0.8418(0.3650) 0.5046 0.6139
gender_female 0.5719(0.4949) 0.4165(0.4930) 15.9813 0.0000 ®*

ViEH: o RORIEE: « BREBREE,; « BREH

4.4.2 logit BB -0 A 7553

N TRATN 2 A R IR FRAEZLURAE (treat=1) FJELANTH AR [AIAREAY .
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Logit(treat) = By + Biscoreqits + Baageenrolr + P3provincecqass + Sarolese + Psnationyay,
+ 56p0litiCCMP + 57habitatrural + BSbGtChcur + BQQGndeTfemale + u;

K 32K logit BARUAE THBT 47, S5 RUTT

R 4-4: WA 1 logit FBERIAG T4

A X HHER MR Zgit MR p BEME ORAW
b se =
(Intercept) 1.3835 0.4993 2.7708 0.0056 *Hx 3.9889
score_ diff -0.0023 0.0006 -3.9363 0.0001 ** 0.9977
age_enroll -0.0407 0.0244 -1.6681  0.0953 * 0.9601
province_ east 0.0366 0.0471 0.7773 0.4370 1.0373
role_sci -0.3338 0.0820 -4.0606 0.0000 wxH 0.7162
nation_han 0.2919 0.0760 3.8412 0.0001 wHEx 1.3390
politic_CPM -0.1474  0.0546 -2.7003 0.0069 FRx 0.8630
habitat_rural -0.2241 0.0417 -5.3793  0.0000 R* 0.7992
batch_cur -0.0242 0.0617 -0.3023 0.6948 0.9761
gender_female -0.6621  0.0411 -16.1142  0.0000 wk% 0.5158

VEHH: ok« RORIEE; «x RoREEEE; « R FH

RIS 115 BB logit BB AN SR bR Z0ei & M R? (N 0.0240; 1
BTN IER 2309 58.1% . B2 Ak TH AR [ 9 o8 K T -
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—_—

logit(treat) = + 1.3835 — 0.0023scoreg;f — 0.0407agecnron  + 0.0366province
(z) (2.7708) (—3.9363) (—1.6681) (0.7773)
(se) (0.4993) (0.0006) (0.0244) (0.0471)
(cont.) — 0.3338roles,;  + 0.2919nation,, — 0.1474politicopyr — 0.2241habitat,,
(z) (—4.0696) (3.8412) (—2.7003) (—5.3793)
(se) (0.0820) (0.0760) (0.0546) (0.0417)
(cont.) — 0.0242batche,, — 0.6621gender femaie
(z) (—0.3923) (—16.1142)
(se) (0.0617) (0.0411)
(fitness) n = 10331; R? = 0.0240; accracy = 58.13%
(1)

DL B2 SRR (0 KBS B AR &I R R ECA 1 5, RIS R LR IR ik
P e A T msg e . BIRE, B EE AR 2 (score_diff) BK .
N ERK (enroll_age) . PR (role_sci) . BUARTHSE N 7t (politic. CPM) .
KEAMNHIX (habitat_rural) . 4 (gender_femal), JIEEA 7] T B AL 28R
o (2) AR B NLRIFAX (province_east). & ANMNJEA (batch_cur), X
LR URFEE B I B VESCmER . (3) B IRFER S RFERIEEN K
A, B R R KRNI N : £ BIUE (nation_han, KAt 1.339); &
ZNBE — AR 577 (score_diff, KA 0.9977); ANZE4E# (enroll_age, K&
A 0.9601); BUATHISNE G N (politic. CPM, K4 0.863). (4) NT 4R
PR SEPRIE BB RNE R R R, AKX M A o' (LEg-1) . 45
KB LPRE BRI 2 ARFR (treat=1), IO/ SLPRIEFEAL G IRFE R 2
AFER (treat=0), AMATT RIS £ 126 338 051 1) 0 S22 300 BH S B) X4 A, R FE 4G IR
FEFME IR 22 A R sk b, A B AR B MR R
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PRk SR PRk ELURE

600 -

=X 400 -

0.4 0.8

1%?“ R %L%EEI’H‘E}EK (7373

B 4-1: VB AR FRAE LR URAE MR A X L

4.4.3 WA ULEC

KH RA MatchIt #FH—Fr 4 FmEILEFEZ full #1758 AR UL (King et
al. 2011; Guo and Fraser 2014, pg:190—194). ZHMMALILACE L (full) AEASHRPE 430
FEA BTS2, A2 R T PR B S U FEE R, R IR B SRR AR A (R TT
EPﬁlﬁTst@%l%ﬁE’J%i), FAAL B KA GEFRAELIRIE, BT EHFERIR
DN =GN ES s E B = N i Gty LT W = RN B 252 Sy PR UWLGY = ¥ IS &
10331; RN TERACNS, IRFEAELEIRFE R UL RCFEAECA 5253, AR IRFEMIILAC
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