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NG ABR O BARERRT S o ABIESEE I 7R A R T T B R A AR AT, BAE TR
FEEREERFMAFINNFTT R BUR, FH AR IMS%

2 MREFX

21 X%

AWFFE AL SR EBER— (2021 40 ) EERKOPAAXTR, RS RENE i, Ak
ARFEAMF LA 1 PR, LR 667 10, HIBRICAUNAS 26 iy, RATFEIARLAE: 641 173

F1 HRMKERER (n=641)

Table 1 Information of survey subjects (n=641)

Ap i e NEL Hrk
P 5 275 42.9%
8 366 57.1%
SRk 309 48.2%
s BLiy S 125 19.5%
el TR 146 22.8%
v/ N 61 9.5%
Ky 89 13.9%
AR D Mgt 1 B 320 49.9%
EZWF N 232 36.2%
— AT 231 36%
RBUETL Yk ¥4 410 64%

22 METH

22.1 BREERERFRRE

EANXTEERERERNRERS, I THEEKE R, AR ASNE, L1585, B
A2 T AR AR E R ML . XSEER TAERA, IR AR RS EE . AR S
A PAEEE RS R ER TR 45

222 BERZHEETH

AWK (2005) MFEERRBEEL RV 7, il [ IR S A bR R L IR R,
VRO B BRI AN BROC R A AR B . PR 7 80005, | S e N, 7 o Wi s

2.2.3 —MEHEIMEERKAE

— i F FRALRIEIRA AL A 25 P [ A5 1 Pk AR T %87 S e 1) — A S 1 B AR O o A9 3
FHBKE B At BLIE (1995 ) BT SChL— i FRALREIR 45 ( general self-efficacy scale, GSES) i
ATITE . I AE3E 10 EEH , M43 Cronbach’s o {5 RECH 0.875,

2.24 MNipHhRE

AT AN B O A RNAT S A AL BE 10 WP . AR 225 & FFik (1999) &1T
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BN APE ) b A - . iz 3sdt 54 B H . 138 Cronbach’s a {58 280706 5B MM 2 5
0.67 ~ 0.86, 0.74 ~ 0.89, EL&BIFI{EEE

23 HITEFRE

AWIFER ] SPSS 26 HEATHIARGE T ¢ K, LA p<0.05 Sy 22 5 A el ) 22 57 2 A

3 &R

31 BREERENBEROEER

TR, St R— R KRR Z N EEMERE (51 67.6% ) , 7508 A ST (&
F29% ) , WL FAESGE S 1R E A (3.4% ) o B /RIS E RN A TAEDME . APRESHE . ¥4
WAL, VI RAHLVE BRI I A R E KT A, 79.4% MEE KIS SR AR 2 K A4 AT
A BN, 59.6% A9 2 KU RO BRI 7 S AR B 2L, SR04 2 B,

F2 BREERKEXFERLEOSER (857)

Table 2 Results of the basic information questionnaire for dorm leaders (Selected)

IiH PRI N di kb

PE R R 22 3.4%
B ER T (k) TES e 433 67.6%
HC EH 186 29.0%
TAEUMARE 534 83.3%
NN R 591 92.2%

VRIS AR B 0
s KB4 B4 ORI ) ( &7k ) gfggﬁgg o o
EEiAIN] 509 79.4%
IR 382 59.6%

32 BRE

XEABFFE BTG S TR g, BRI RN L 3 R, IR RIS AR A EE K
TR R AW R AR, AR L A

F3 BEXRHREE. —RETHMER. MATFNEENESE., RaHMREE
Table 3 Mean, median, and standard deviation of Dorm-room relationship satisfaction, general self-

efficacy and personal evaluation questionnaires

Wi H A DR Frifi
REERBEET 5.52 6.00 1.57
— % F FRAL BB 3.64 3.60 0.642

NI B 260.26 256 29.34
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3.3 AEXRBEEKENNERLR

3.3.1 AREAFEMEZEKAMILERER

PLAE W A F AR, R )7 2230 (one—way ANOVA ) LK H AR TR A= P A48 5 KAESE = 56
RIGERE . — M ARREERE . DA R BR GO, S50 a8 4 PR, 2R BELRMEE
TR IR 2E 7. — B A FRABRIER T, ok BRI 92 S — i A TRk e o0 R 3 i TR H
2T BEL S B RN IR R . AT, R A S8 RRIEE KA AV B B TR
H RT3 / B R E K.

F4 AREFRMEEKNEEXRHEE. —RERVEER. TATENEDENHTESTRZELILER
Table 4 Variance analysis of individual evaluations, and multiple comparisons on dorm relationship
satisfactory, general self-efficacy and personal evaluation questionnaires for dorm leaders from

different birth of origins

Fhatas (FIEZE)

=] KT T/ B S R K F p Kt % P
BREXLRWBEETS 553 5.53 5.53 0.013 0.987 0.022 -0.020 0.002
—B IR BB R 3.83 3.65 3.56 5.551 0.004™ 0.1856" 0.0792  0.2648™

NP 53 264.67 263.19 254.52 7.178 0.001”" 1.487 8.670" 10.157"

E: op<0.05, #p<0.01, *#p<0.001,

332 AREHNBEERARILRER
PAVESI A A e, (O ¢ K3 i A RIVE SR S RAEE S G R . — B A FAAERE . I APEHY
[T E 00, S5RANE 5 Fn. PTRUE B —3HEhs L, REEZF R 2ER

]

5 FRAEMEEKOERXRBEE. —RARKEE. SAEHESH (8%
Table 5 T-test on on dorm-room relationship satisfaction, general self-efficacy and personal

evaluation questionnaires between male and female dorm leaders

i H B g/gan ! p
REXRKEETS 5.47 5.55 -0.60 0.549
— 8 B AL S5 3.67 3.62 0.92 0.357

NS 260.00 263.45 -0.19 0.846

E: ¥p<0.05, *#p<0.01, *##p<0.001,

333 AREFWRFEBERKHME LIRS R

DL (A5 i, R B 22507 (one—way ANOVA ) HUBORIRI Gl 26 IR $2 5 KAEFE 2
RUGTEE | — M A TR . A TP SISO, SR 6 R, W LUE BITE =TER bR
B % 5
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#6 ARBFUEEKHEEXRFBEE. —RERMER. MTAERRDENHTEDHT
Table 6 Variance analysis of individual evaluations on dorm relationship satisfactory, general self-

efficacy and personal evaluation questionnaires for dorm leaders in different major categories

WiH P pLiFa TH TARE F p
BEXRW BRI 5.53 5.52 5.51 5.46 0.03 0.992
— i F AR B 3.61 3.72 3.61 3.72 1.29 0.276

NNV 53 259.02 262.61 258.47 265.98 1.41 0.239

E: ¥p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001,

334 MEFLEIEMAETLEERHARILRER

DU A AE T4 o AR, S ¢ A3 Al A - 2 AR A 2o s KA S S R R
A FABER . DTSR E DL, SR 7 PR, AT LUR BI7E— ik A FAREEA D AT
gr b, REBUMAE T HAR A TR B 2 (AR SRR b, MR TR E SRR
B IR TR A T, BIIAZRFENZES (p=0.07) .

F7 MEFEEEMETFLXEERNEZEXRBEE. —RERLER. PATENEDER (K
Table 7 T-test of individual evaluations on dorm relationship satisfactory, general self-efficacy and

personal evaluation questionnaires between only child and non-only child dorm leaders

I H A4 el T4 t P
REXRKEETS 5.44 5.56 1.79 0.070
— 8 B IR 3.64 3.64 -0.03 0.974

NSy 262.30 259.10 1.33 0.185

E: %p<0.05, *#p<0.01, *5p<0.001,

3.4 AEXRD

AR OCRIGIEE T M A TR BRI AT BT AT , ARBI A 2 8 IR
FTLAAE], 50 RU R TP — i A AR 0 S WA TEADG, BRI R IEAM A TF
PR TN P

2]

#= 8 MK
Table 8 Relevant matrix
i H PR LR —% [ IR BRI B PN s
EE R R 1
— B B IR AR 0.100" 1
NN 5 0.126™ 0.556"" 1
E: o%p<0.05, *p<0.01, **¥p<0.001,
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AT IR SRR R — 42 A R T R IANT, FHE LIRSS,

(1) FEREEANRCRWEE DA, MHEHoR (2015) AT R— R ARG EEE
Bla . X —45RTRe S E KESE S S A OAC, WATREFMR A EEE LR MTEE T,
FAEMAEIE NS R A . AR HE— XA E KA — R (IFEER) BAPRKE R
XFEE . FRATHL A B AR T 442 % G AR FEMS AR TR AR T2, AT RE S A 72000 N BROC R T 44 i
AKX

(2) FERIEARMWRMAE TR, B8 KAFREN TN, HEERZBhm&EE (68.8%) ,
FORPEE T (ADBZRR ) |, ZFE REMEMBONRENL, St= ABIEM A 2. S RB R #
B Z XA T B E KRB ALE], R TR R KA R [HARGTERE, X 59.6% HIEEZE K IAA.O B
PO HTAEZOCHZ, 5 T AKX % KA 50 B R R AR A B

(3) TEAREVOTH, HERK—BARMBERII 0 3.64, DA N 256, FILITER R AR
W, HI R R A AR TN ——k A IR Y A — i A FRRR RS TN
FRTARNAE, STAA5% (2021) MBFERIM—E, TRA 2 2 BA IR AR 145 48 2 T 2 i
A B Z BRI, X T A AR RIT I RIR, k= AfE o BTEL, AR R R E K
a5 IEEZ .

(4) AR A, 425 K R0 RV A — M [ FAARE AT R LR FIEMG, 2 R E
FEVE AN A BP0 B IEASC . X U] A BARERGR . AR ORI B KA R N
R TH AR, AREVEETER © , AREIEAPRCRIEIZEL B, Hik—
SEEPIML R AL, B A RS A RN SRRy, e AT

L P
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An Investigation on the Current Status of Dorm Relationship

and Self-awareness of Freshman Dorm Leaders

—Take Wenhua College for Example

Yan Xin Jiang Hui

Wenhua College, Wuhan

Abstract: In order to understand dorm leaders motivation and expectations for appointment, their
satisfaction on the dorm-dorm relationship, and self-concept, this study used the self-compiled basic
information questionnaire for dorm leaders, self-reported evaluation on the satisfaction of dorm
relationship the general self-efficacy questionnaire, and the personal evaluation questionnaire as the
survey tools. Data of 641 first-year dorm leaders in Wenhua College were collected and analyzed, Results
indicated slightly low scores on the dorm relationship satisfaction evaluation for dorm leaders who
were only children than those who were not; General self-efficacy questionnaire scores and individual
evaluation questionnaire scores showed a birth of origin effect. Results further showed significant positive
correlation between dorm relationship satisfaction and general self-efficacy scores, and between dorm-
room relationship satisfaction and personal evaluation scores.

Key words: Dorm leader; Dorm relationships; Self-awareness
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