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Figure 1 Confirmatory factor analysis model of the other-report Questionnaire of Graduates’ Training

Quality
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Table 1 Factor Analysis of the other-report Questionnaire of Graduates’ Training Quality
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SRR TEN
AT AHEGH BheA Sk ZE LAl Lolbolk 55 ERUSERI Sk LH
A2 0.756
A3 0.676
A4 0.823
A5 0.876
A6 0.75
A7 0.736
A8 0.839
A9 0.723
A10 0.71
All 0.835
Al12 0.849
A13 0.877
Al4 0.825
AlS 0.753
Al6 0.783
Al7 0.822
Al8 0.764
A19 0.824
A20 0.818
A21 0.837
A22 0.901
A23 0.886
A24 0.824
A25 0.868
A26 0.785
A27 0.847
A28 0.889
A29 0.847
A30 0.82
A31 0.769
A32 0.716
A33 0.811
A34 0.853

RJ5 R B LR R A B A AR Py 2 R R AN AR TP 22 R P TR AR AR BE Y e i, B RS
WIERAE — My 2-3 . 460 e BEHR ORI LR 253 77 (root mean square error of approximation,
R MSEA ) , RMSEA < 0.1 % W] #{ & & P, NNFI 3 & & # 4 5 % ( Non-Normed-fit Index,
NNFI) . 4804 10 B 45 %0 ( goodness—offit index, GFI) . H A& 45 % ( comparative fit index,
CF1) | HE{EERTEEL ( incremental fit index, IFI) W{EEHFE 0 F1 1 Z |, MG ", HEA]
BB R T 0.90 BF A AT B BC U AL 18, 6 2 BRI B4 SR ow , ROT AL x /df h 1.851,
RT3, RORBIAIFTLI4E3Z . NNFL. CFI. IFI{H43 5024 0.835, 0.852. 0.854, FWIIG B —M, i
GFL{EH 0.616, RiLH| RAFIGEEFRIR . ABFFEEE R DR BRI G BR— M, 765 SLaF 58 i i —
Bk
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Table 2 Goodness of fit index of other-report questionnaire model (using the first test data)

X 1df RMSEA NNFI GFI CFI IF1 NFI
1.851 0.099 0.835 0.616 0.852 0.854 0.726

S 3 AL, RS 7S AR FE XS 44 7 2582 BUH ( Average Variance Extracted, AVE) #JK7F 0.5,
HEAEE (Construct Reliability, CR) ¥#&T 0.7, BWREAR I EIEHA RFHERE (S0 5UE.

3 fthif SR AVE #1 CR 545

Table 3 AVE and CR indexes of other-report questionnaire model

AVE {8 CR1H
BHEBGA 0.584 0.907
(=3¢ 0.636 0.933
ZE A 0.637 0.874
bl g5 0.737 0.917
JER/CERA 0.707 0.935
S 0.630 0.894

2.1.2 FESH

XS ZE R AATGE b, X Bl 2 335 55 0B A A ) 45 Al D ) 4 34 TR H AT 15 AR 56
ZERAN L A PR, MEREIREOHE o 2B 0979, KA T o RECE 0.871 F 0.934 2], 4F
TSR FAAR NG HA R, OB 22 bR

F 4 fhiFRSEE

Table 4  The reliability of other -report questionnaire

EidE TERE AR Alpha %L T

B 0.979 34
BAEHGA 0.904 7
B0k 0.931 8
ZEA LA 0.871 4
bl 55 0.915 4
H AR 0.934 6
SRR 0.896 5

2.2 EENFRNENFHISARHMES VAL DS

2.2.1 ISiEMEEFSH
I B e e Rl A T 45 SR AR B, B4 PRt R K 0.282, B6 K2 faf RECH 0339, B14 K+
AT RBCN -0.332, Bl6 T2 2500 0.271, B24 #5250 H 0.175, HARMESAT 2BUERM (1L
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Figure 2 Confirmatory factor analysis model of the self-report Questionnaire of Graduates’ Training

Quality
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Table 5 Factor Analysis of the self-report Questionnaire of Graduates’ Training Quality

SRR ACEN
R e o BRI i it HEE LS SR AT S PRIE -5 A AOR
Bl 0.921
B2 0.933
B3 0.855
B5 0.877
B7 0.798
B8 0.876
B9 0.884
B10 0.835
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B e o SRy Wi dat! HEE RS SR AT i PRIIE-5 A AOR
Bl1 0.8
BI2 0.843
BI3 0.713
BI5 0.752
B17 0.807
BI8 0.86
B19 0.772
B20 0.816
B21 0.87
B22 0.866
B23 0.744

O BAHIAEAREA R R, ROT A MBELL x 7df 9 3.063, Wi T 3; RMSEA {H 0.104, W& T 0.1;
GFI{E N 0.770, ARikFRFMAETESR 7 o NNFI, CFI, IFL{H4251 0.907. 0.919., 0.919, k%4
P FEARE . APPSR ORGSR, o dEbn 5 RAFRPAAEE2E0E, B2V, AITES
LSO ) S T DA AR SR

6 BiIFRSEENSMAERER

Table 6 Goodness of fit index of self-report questionnaire model

X 1df RMSEA NNFI GFI CFI IF1 NFI
3.063 0.104 0.907 0.770 0.919 0.919 0.884

17 Wk, 3ANHETRBIN AVE 4K T 0.5, H CREAMHBET 0.7, EREAURIHEHEH
A REFIRE Ol 0%

=7 BiFinSEE AVE #1 CR 1545

Table 7 AVE and CR indexes of self-report questionnaire model

AVE CR {8
Ipp AR 54 EH 0.800 0.941
HeE R SRR 0.663 0.940
Fin RIS #E SR 0.677 0.936

222 BESH

SIS TSRS, o Bl 2 BN B 2 B B 9 i [ I A (R 19 TS AT
TR JE (S U o ZRBORRIN, 25520075 8 R, MIFETTREEURE o ZRECH 0.980, 454k B Frke 1k
o REIET 0.9, GitERFRM, &GRS RIFMER, R8O &R
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Table 8 The reliability of self-report questionnaire

g5y TR LR Alpha ZR%k T
SR 0.980 19
ﬁwémm SSHER 0.939 5
Her R SRR 0.946 7
iR 5 EEERER 0.958 7

3 MENELER

31 EFSRISFREFEQSITLE
4 0 AR, R RILABURGRYEST e SEIRAE A S I B 2 B R R0 A A 1 )
MR TR RE, LRSIl 55 ) 5 Btk —B b

#F 9 EWFREBEFREFAEQNSMITEEMAMESIT (M£SD)

Table 9 Descriptive statistics of the other-report Questionnaire of Graduates’ Training Quality (M+SD)

BEERS BheA sk TR AN Leallall 55 ERGRA S
5.302 + 0.967 4.722 £ 0.981 5.115 + 0.880 4.701 + 1.048 5.021 +0.852 5.162+0.914

32 HE\SRIEAREAESETES

M 10 AL, FRBERE A BB BE A I AR A, PR ORIE S Ber ORI R, e
ARG A A S T =3 [a]

F 10 EdFRENFREFRERITAEDSMA ST (M£SD)

Table 10 Descriptive statistics of the self-report Questionnaire of Graduates’ Training Quality (M+SD)

I AR S G HEA R S U AT S PRI S A RCR
5.177 £ 1.153 5.330+0.816 5.436 = 1.019
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Compilation and Investigation of the Questionnaire on the
Training Quality of the Graduates of the Armed Police Colleges

Liu Yao ChuJiaqi Zheng Kangjia

Officers College of PAB, Chengdu

Abstract: Military colleges are the main places to cultivate military talents. The quality of graduates from
military colleges directly affects the development of strengthening the army. Based on the evaluation
index system of talent training quality of undergraduate students in Military academy and the functional
characteristics of the armed police force, this article compiles an other-report questionnaire on the
training quality of graduates and a questionnaire self-evaluation questionnaire of graduates from military
colleges. Both questionnaires are scored on a seven-point scale. Then the research use these measurement
tools to collect the data of 170 grass-roots army managers and 190 graduates of Officers College of PAP.
The results show that: (1) The reliability and validity of the other evaluation questionnaire and the Self-
Evaluation Questionnaire can be used as effective tools to evaluate the training quality of military colleges
graduates. (2) The grass-roots managers consider that the evaluation of Ideological and political is the
highest of the all dimensions in training quality of Officers College of PAP. The satisfaction degree of
quality assurance and teaching effect is the highest from the perspective of graduates of Officers College
of PAP.

Key words: The armed police colleges; Graduates; Cultivation quality questionnaire
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