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ULAEK, STEM #(E H 352 24t &4 LA F A
2018 4E 5 H ,FREHEW T [ STEM # & 2029 17
TR, R STEM #E 5T S ) 484 T L2248
T 2019 4 3 H &ATHIC2019 B (5 BRI 2%
G TAEBE R ) SR N 4% 2 ) 25 (6] PR 28 T R
PEeERla 2] (STEM 2F ) R e 2 E Uy i i 41
15 AR 1 4 S e A ﬂﬁi

REZHHE TAEHE W E B EIRE] STEM 4FH
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Cognitive Career Theory ) 4 & & , STEM 2 3] 75 il
STEM IOV 4 B2 2 il ¢ A R Ok 2 15 2 55 STEM J]
Y KB AL (Lent et al. , 2010) o [R]i, BEE (5 B
AT AABRE SO R IR EA, “21 tHha2Hinme
BAE" L H i 8k # 5 A A T i 85 %% & ( Unfried
et al. , 2015) . PPAliHh27A: STEM 27 ) 855, AUA
FIFWFFEE AR M AT] O AR ZS AN KO, P AR
A% STEM B A= T 1) 3 £ 0 I 4, 38 A F T 2L
iG] 27 LR B T i STEM 0L JL R, #1 % STEM
AA B3R 1544 (Popa & Ciascai, 2017)
A5 I SE 2k STEM Z0E BRRIR T AT P
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AN 1) rhg s STEM 2 ) 285 B8 AT Y% 8K 1) 2
ARGIAT 7 2) PR ] AF G B 5 Y 28 IR v A AR
STEM 22 508 41 2 0 17
— X #kFR

(—) STEM % 3] & %A= 21 #rL2dift A 15

STEM #( & il 1% 20 #8598 . 0 H B S5 B 37 27
2% G R STEM R A the B S 0] e, o 3 4
STEM 2R}l 55 A B A 022 SR A7 v (22414,
2019) , 2z AR B FRO 27 ) HAR Ik e N
HYE R ) SO I SRR IR R 2 —
(PRI, 2010) o R FEANAR ) e oh o RS Bk 4
“TE R E B ) ST AE N F R EAR, W T
SR 2] DGR A S LA A SRR B g
[ ML . STEM 2% 3] 25 B S22 2] 35 X% STEM 2% 2]
TG S5 SO G %) —FfCe BRAT ) ( PhAE I, 2003) , &
LiG T BRI BN SRS . SR
HIRISIAA , BT 0 28 3 el 1 FRAE A R AT 55
MERE R4 B, AT R S AL 3 SO AN AT 55 1Y
BB B T4 55 1 (B, BRI ) STEM
SR B TR R A STEM R 5%, 3 T4 1
AR RYE BB, CABISERI, IR Y STEM %
M ETE—E R EINR T 5 A AR R ik 4 STEM
AP RT BEE ( Mitchell & Hoff, 2006)

]IS, 2 A B0 21 1128 H 43 3 200 STEM
WO FRA, B 1A B STEM 27 2] 383, i B0 4
12 21 a2 A MR, EEC21 A he
HEZ2) (Framework for 21st Century SLearning ) f5 Hi,
21 A RE A3 =R A T AR R ) 5 Bk
Hehg PO A T RE . FRE A E AT SRR A R
R T R i T B ¥ i R & B o - U R e
S5 2 HANKORO RS o X AT
21 R RE AR L E R,

25 BRTIR ) B RLR S A Rl NE
P OB, 21 HHALERE B AE T SR IR RE
JFIBIE AR BTG & o PIE XA STEM 27 ) 4
WAAT] /D ARFIFFE X STEM £ 3] BRiR 64 4 3 55 30
i STEM B} H (8 Fhoe \ TRAMEAR) B4 &
JEA 21 B RE BRI

(=) #vm STEM % 5] & B AnBR Ak XAy B &

MAETE LRI, 27 A 10 4 % | 1 0l 25 52 i 3L

STEM O 2%k, A WF5E48 i, 2% 4 1) STEM I
PGERBE AR A T 5l , 528 T B i 3 ( Blick-
enstaff, 2005; Kerr & Kurpius, 2004; Miichell &
Hoff, 2006; Riegle-Crumb et al. , 2011) , I HUFFR
BRI, AR RS A A0 B A AR, 2
2B A AE R 1S KR BE 1S 3E B 8 ( Brotman &
Moore, 2008 ) , —JJTEAY 42 [E AL 10 1 A A5 3
B, e A2 % STEM HRAP B3R {A R A 5, 7 g
Wy B W 8| 4 A 3E N STEM 43 38 1) 3 i 56 K ( Mau,
2003) , Xf STEM BV SGER AN E L], A 52
Reila 3, 55 A Lo Bl PR 47 A5 € (Sadler et al. , 2012)
BEA IR RIS IS, AR 2 R R EUB LA iR %
22 5 H 4 B35, AN Lo PERSRE S 2 W BN 4 55
(Beede et al. , 2011) . WyAb, 2000 F [R] B 1) 532 0
JET Ze A= STEM 27 2] X8R Fl 5.0 1) 8 2 R &R
(Rabenberg, 2013) ,

LB A B 5200 STEM PP 2 45 114 O B
IR & 2 A X STEM 1) 2% i Fl 2 5 2 (Fouad &
Smith, 1996 ; Fouad et al. , 2002 ; Lent et al. , 1994 ;
Tai et al. , 2006) f H Fe 1A%l ( Hazari et al. , 2010)
B FRAL AR IR 3 A PURIOR IR AL 2t it © A R
BARGRANGEE~ o Horp, A FRARR IS 2R
L3R U A AR LG HK, I B I R] HE AL 10 AH B8R Ak
(Nauta et al. , 1998; Nauta et al. , 2002; Zeldin et
al. , 2008) . b NHYE B4 B FRN B AR IR
W FE R EE AT R B, SRR % 1y
R i WA RN | B REES - A R S R E B ) i
( Bleeker & Jacobs, 2004; Jacobs & Eccles, 2000 ;
Smith, 1991 ; Trusty, 2000; Turner et al. , 2004 ) , 3}
SR PEMR B . R AR AR A A
FRAREE R R = T A A e R Y
B A b A A 2 ) BE 71 58 3R ( Kratochwill & Stoiber,
2000) . Al B FALRE AL AR B T S 1 2l i 4
FUE KX STEM X8R 1S A 22 [6] A1 & (O brien et
al., 1999) . SR MBCAH REE A E O Lk
L, B2 M50 (9 2o A AN AT REAE STEM Bl i 2%
FURFEE(Hl et al. , 2010) , [E] A, STEM 220V % 4
W B 57 A 3¢ (Nauta et al. , 1998) , 5L FIHR
A AFINFIHIA E (MacPhee et al. , 2013 ) (A FRE)
AR %45 ( Deberard et al. , 2004 ) HB 2 BH 5 2% 4k A
4 STEM ZE ML EZLEHE R,
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MA TR, 244 STEM 2% > 25 15 FAH G B
M4 R BE ISR UM, SE AL S & T b Air
5 A O R B A OG . AR A BRI
PRT STEM U F MLz RT3 /0 % STEM B {7 &,
FAR AN 2 AR A AR R £ STEM BRI 19 7T B 1
(Shaw & Barbuti, 2010) . Ah, IEMMIREH T S
X DA A S RN 5 A BARGE R . RAKC
X ¥ W R — i AR AR L si i)
FL2: 5l (Ashby & Schoon, 2010) o ACHERY~2 7 (A
b HFE AR AR A STEM RV B8 7 A 220

£ b, 2# A STEM 2 ) 25 APOIE D4R 2 A
FHE A R R L RIE M E R . T4
KHE RS AL, AR S TE LA 5
PISA ZPP22 A R, ATUAR 2% 4 STEM 25 B2 3%
S RAE TR BR0 b A AR 1 STEM 26k (21 fik2g
Hefig BGOSR 1) 25 5 S AT e AL

= SRt

(—) PR %

AMFEAR TR W VLA 11 A4t 2T (%) A 5 3
A A BRI AIBC T 43 2% e BTN TN
S5 TN A 7S BT g BB o AR A R PR AR AR
IXerE R B 2 o] B R (BRI B A A
PrA%) HORAE STEM B H , 2 it STEM DRER-: ) 5
Bllo s 00 =02 it H AR Y 5 4 B (i, 2012;
RiFE2 45, 2010) , ASBFFEIEFER) —AE R0 vh A= AR
PR AR T =20 i — R R T AR R
FRA PRI A (KB D7 55, 2019) , AR SE e 45 g
— o A ERERE AR . AR LA
B 1 1(3R—) .

(=) BT ik

1. BrphlicdE

AP BB ] Ay 2019 4F 11-12 J, 3 & T 0] 45
769 1y, F IR N ARMERIFR IO 0) 4 A 1%Lk 5 A KU
e IR R () — R 0[] — 44 BE B S O ) A
S I B 2 A5 BN ] A . AR
[0)45 747 fy , B RLIAE IR 97.14%

2. BRI

WFFEE AR SPSS 23. 0 Hoff, >R F e bie L2 s 22 4K
(Cronbach$ alpha) FI# IEI ST AH CHE PO B2 1
R BE 3R T A T Y S (R A v 22 S 78 e 2 (A Y
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Pearson R %L, I IS FEAR T KGR 58 H A8 &
o PRI AR 2 75 A7 7E i 35 1 22 555 AMOS 24. 0 55 iF
SIATAE EERE AR A I AR R LR A RS
[E] R 06 21, 30 20 96 UE P PR 7 40 M ( CFA) A6 56 1 858k
JE | LU — T A 5 1 05 2548 U (AVE) 1°F 5 R
RAERTEHH e A2 M AHDE R EL, AT B

(Z) AR T AR LR

1. W TH

AW AR 58 - 518 (Eric Wiebe ) A BA %
il STEM 2% > 45 J# 5 32 (Unfried et al. , 2015)
ZEFRUFEEE (AL ~ A8) Bl (Bl ~B9) | LR,
AR(C1 ~C9) F121 2l H:fg (D1 ~ D11) PUN4ERE,
L 37 AN, ARFFFEIL R FH STEM Rl 2% 85 7
72 (Wiebe 2018 ) , L 12 A, fr A7 U 45 LA 2%
R (1 =5 AR AR5 AR ) ) 5 5
[F]”) o o i, W58 X A1 A3 (AS F1 B8 Y
T S ] 3 RE ] AR AR PR

Fz— WAEMNKWAOZFITEER

Y= mERNE HERH(N) | BHEE(%)

e 373 49.9
5

5 374 50. 1
Y 160 21.4
SER e 507 67.9
= 80 10.7
T 44 5.9
2442% 52 7.0
i [X M 160 21.4
M 169 22.6
4t 322 43.1
- STEM % J)ifi 519 69.5
JE STEM 3 Jifi 228 30.5

2. [FRUERR

% 2y Cronbachs alpha X 0.7, TG
T E U AH DA S AT 0. 4, MR 2 —
TR KB RE (i f2 2R 1 Cronbachs a $& 15, W] %
FAFE RAF. FEARB I UEVER 54087 o, A2
JERPRUEAL IR F2mr 2R T 0.5, 45 15 8 R AL
(CR) KT 0.8, P47 2 BUE R T 0.5, W&
WSRE R a7 (W3R =) o Bkt R 7 Hridl & 48
BRI Fe o3 E AR v , 26 B S Y 55 52 B
LSRR (R =) .
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RZ STEM ZIJEEERWIEEEFHMER
.. | Cronbachs
#®E B |EFHEE CR AVE
alpha
Al 0.698
A2 0.597
A3 0.761
Bepey ] A4 0.765
0.792 0.888 | 0.501
B A5 0.695
A6 0.54
A7 0.732
A8 0.831
BI 0.775
B2 0.698
B3 0.824
o B4 0.648
Blagei o]
BS 0.789 0.904 0.905 | 0.518
B6 0.767
B7 0.741
B8 0.617
B9 0.577
Cl 0.690
c2 0.710
c3 0.765
c4 0.755
TREHAR
N (05 0.794 0.898 0.903 | 0.512
2
c6 0.744
c7 0.797
C8 0.515
C9 0.625
DI 0.711
D2 0.752
D3 0.643
D4 0.598
D5 0.724
21 fitgg
s D6 0.701 0.900 0.917 | 0.502
FRE AL
D7 0.762
D8 0.675
D9 0.744
D10 0.702
D11 0.761

Prf R R B F B (p < 0.001), 21

J& 0.333, AR, HRas /i R Z I AR 5 22 2K
S F 0.4 ~ 0.6 PN BT
SRBUEAYF I AR R T 15 oAt R[] 9 5% AR 8
DL R I X UL B (R

=M STEM Z2IFEERFHHERIEMN

FEAFREBEXRH
Eii3i3 1 2 3 4
B2 S 0.501
oo o] A 0.477***| 0.518
TR B 0.409 * * *0.561*** | 0.512
21 e Hire afE 0.333%**(0.413*** [0.428* * * | 0.502
AVE S5 0.708 0.720 0.716 | 0.708

Erk ok kp < 0.001; 3 AKAETFHRIEAEZEEFTZ R 948 %
REGH AR LRI A T ZGFH T ZRE(AVE)

= BESTE LI

(—) P54 STEM % 3J & B ¥k LR R,
1247 % 32+

AW T4 Y RN R A3 0 A 3. 17 ~3. 64
Z[a), R W44 (1) STEM 24 > 25 B A 2 B
o Horpr, <21 20488 A5 (3. 64) 1500 e, 3K
S ) B GAT) R ER(ILERT) .

xAE HEREERERMWEMESIT
X _ o BaF
%R T4y tREE B -
B
21 i fifE A fE 39.99 0.68 11 3.64
Blegog S B 30.64 0.8 9 3.40
AR AR2E S 29.48 0.75 9 3.28
Bk 3 S BE 25.7 0.73 8 3.17
o8 125.15 0.55 37 3.38

WA e A STEM =2 o) 25 % 106 A {5 R IR
IS G 7 e RN N A b 4 e s YL A S
(0.31) I hE A (FAIF73 (0. 25) , AR T R E L
RD RGN 2 A B0 S A R 2 o R RE B 5 R
iG> (¥ 0.36) (MAEN) o WK #T L TTI58
VE R B W48 2 AR ) STEM 2 2] 25 3 S 145 4

LR G 5 XECER B AR EL  IRTILRE RGN A . AL F RS R
K= STEM ZE3IEE=3FR CFA KBNS EETSIR
PLEERR x2/df P GFI IFI TLI CFlI RMSEA SRMR
FEARE 2.867 0.000 0.911 0.923 0.919 0.920 0. 061 0.0378
A bR 1 ~3 < 0.05 > 0.9 > 0.9 > 0.9 > 0.9 < 0.08 < 0.05
A sz Besz Bz Bz Bz Bz ez Bz W
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Syt RE RGN 2 0. 18 43, N = AE B &
B EHET AR PRGN (Wiebe et al. , 2018),

RN WIEGIFAEASERLLETRMMEE
STEM 235 E

HEXSE LA IHE £ZFEHM
BB 3.17 3.48 3.53
BlE S B 3.40 3.62 3.44
AR R 3.28 3.67 3.45
21 e B 1S 3.64 3.89 4.00
JS e 3.38 3.68 /

(=) HA FAR RERGZIFRE D AT F
% STEM 2 3 &%

1. B4 STEM 24 >) 85t A A= Bk

BAESYEES Y E T4, B 4d: STEM £
Hi# BB (p <0.01) F1-21 22868 HAE" (p
<0.01) #52 B Ve 5, (H STEM 2 3] 5 J¥ A
(p=0.103) EAfFEER EMZ R, XKUY, B4
STEM B H 22 S <21 2 AE" 5%
mTAEEEL) .

2. f)h A STEM 2 > 35 5 Hb g o AR UL

WM AESgEEAR s E TR E (RN,

W A5z 2 A8 (p <0.01) BRag2 2 38 (p
<0.01) LA itk (p <0.01) B B & & T h A,
B TRSEARSEIEE” (p=0.271) F1 21 i
LHREARE" (p =0. 130) 4E 5 E, W) AL A AEAE
EEER

3. e E R TR STEM 24 ) 25 15 35

AR I LA 2E A 5 B R VR R R
W A4 A XF STEM % B} H 1 > & (p <0.
01) .“21 {4 HAREATE" (p <0.05) (B3R (p <O.
O1) B P25 7. B BRI EIN Ny STEM 2T
(18 Hp 2 A 45 2 BE A 1 i S A (LR L) o

(Z) P4 STEM 32 3 24813 5 Bk R 5

MAERE X STEM BNV AFRR A B (15953 4 41
A5 43) ffo0 i v A BIF 5 L2 SR i 50% , HL
H IR R AR 6.7% o BEiK | v g %t
YRS G NURL S YR R 2 AR
BB (LB 1) o IWPESINE , T A X £ % STEM
WO R A B o FETTEALRL: R RB TR
{2 TREAESIIR, 5 £c STEM HRp %8R L ] 7™ 5 2%
iy, ANAERR 2 PR 2G2E RN BRI R o oA EL s
mTFRALE?2),

Rt EAX STEM FIFEHLMEFHIMIIFER t 110

e B Bz ITEEA 21 fiteg s Ex
EIRE EIRE EIRE Esa- AL
4 M 3.041 3.177 3.088 3.595 3.250
(N=373) SD 0.704 0.733 0.662 0.643 0. 491
5 M 3.384 3.632 3.463 3.676 3.539
(N=374) SD 0.722 0. 800 0.791 0.715 0.562
t 10. 896 —6.584 -8.110 —-7.029 -1.633
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.103
FI\ FELXT STEM I KEHNNZE FRIFNII AR t 116
e B B IEEAR 21 fiteg u g
EIRE EIRE EIRE Esa- AL
7 e M 3.587 3.467 3.369 3.880 3.592
(N =160) SD 0.841 0.879 0.915 0.822 0.641
B M 3.111 3.388 3.250 3.569 3.349
(N =587) SD 0. 666 0.777 0.701 0.622 0.509
t 10. 896 6.616 1.103 1.519 4.438
P 0.000 0.000 0.271 0.130 0.000
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FRABFF HA AR EREIT R F L STEM 5 3] 5 & a7
Lib 5 it i
( "‘) Qu e

L. Hrag s STEM 27 > Z5 BE R B M 508 1 %
(ERET e

—J7 T, HefE A STEM 27 ) 32 B B30 19 2%
B AT AEDIIE R B, BARAS FIAF k) 2 AR
*#>] STEM &R BEFI“21 425 fE AR 7 14k

PR 0 2 22 R (RO A FE G it 7 8 L B 22
o TEZVI%EA: STEM £ B4 2 A8 B 515
AR, U HA R E PR 5B L, X IR
MRILEE N (2019) B 5E K BLARML . AHELZ T, B
HIRBRBCE IR, 28 K EE AL X B2 B AR
H £ 850, 2720t 0 2 o) S SE PRRR , X A DG B
Mr R B R . T — 5 T, AR A STEM 22 2)
DA B R 7S 0], o & & STEM 2

FA BERAEITI STEM 325 B R INE AT A R
. . . TRk 21 4z o
HEHAE SNEE AR SNEE WEEE =
STEM M 3.292 3.531 3.345 3.608 3.457
(N =408) SD 0. 604 0.796 0. 696 0.639 0.519
4k STEM M 2.698 3.062 3.034 3.482 3.102
(N=179) SD 0.615 0.620 0.667 0.574 0.384
t 10. 896 7.707 5.052 2.252 9.207
P 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.025 0. 000
BE 350
m#& 300
BE 250
srH 200
%) 150
10.0
0.0
F s FHT . WHH o BET
5 i
ﬂgm OIS ey wy me T I e BET 1w
(é}f);;:lﬁo) 273 26.9 231 244 20.0 20.6 16.3 194 231 16.3 20.0 15.0
(a)\@iis-’) 30.0 28.4 26.2 25.2 2271 21.6 223 20.8 16.9 16.0 13.3 12.6
Bl 1 )% R A ad STEM HRul S AR 75 FE ) b 1
45.0
E% 40.0
= 350
I;i}'tﬁh 300
(%) ’00
15.0
e B R R
[ [ |
1 B
ﬁﬂ@ﬂﬁ?ﬂ%§ﬂ§%% Wy Ea Hél f ﬂgﬂ‘ﬁ; ﬁﬁl e
(,é\}\#ﬁ(%_%I%) 28.7 14.7 15.0 27.9 19.9 244 15.5 129 153 5.6 19.6 6.4
(a)\ii74) 302 414 361 222 25.7 184 26.5 281 21.1 26.5 99 198
E2 S STEM BRI FRRALZS FEA0 b 61
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IASE B JEAE STEM 2 3] 35 45 T 4 i ) 4% Rk
5, WHiT A E AT, R TR RD
SR o X ULH Wi AR 2 E STEM 4 ) S A
BORM 2 6], 48 Wi VLA ML IR 48 1 o 24k,
P8 2F 4 STEM 2% o) 5 AR /UK b = 2 3k g
Mo B AT AKRE LIS, HEAESE
L4125 I () PISA I 3F o o 5% J 4% o, B % 4k
STEM 2 ) 25 BEAI FF 4035 o

2. Hieg s STEM 2% 3] 35 JEAFAE B PR 2
Brzs

MAERIE , B E STEM 2% > 25 B i 21 {28 4
REAG B¥m Tad. N¥BE, MEb¥E
CTRFEAREISET M2 MLEREARE £
AN ABLER A Bl R L Em A
ARy v A B DR A, B AR 9 3 1, STEM
2 ) LRI A — A . XA SR
HEA S STEM Y “ #Wifrdric” . Bk, O+
JREE Bl R N RG24 G BB RN B 5y
2, Wk AR RG22 4R, Uk N T IE BI85
A TE AR ZF

3. Ak STEM 2 Ui () 31 i 35 1 1) 5% 0 2L
STEM 2 >) 5

X EERIN, Bk STEM Z i i) o % A 78
STEM 2 ) 5% b i LU = 0ClE STEM 22 Jifi (1) 1
Wbk AFFE T, Bk STEM HUixT sh 24 A 502 |
Blog  TRBARR SR 21 B me AE" 1
SO I AT, BRI Az <21 that 47 fe
A" B AE P =0.025 (98 &K AP <
0.05, HA W MG T2 8 50) , BUR X g 24 )
ot Bleg  TREEOR WA B A 1Ak STEM 255 1) 5%
M #RTE P <0.01 4 & /K 1o

(=)t h g%

176 “21 W84 RE A5 4L, 9 i h2E B T
WA A W 22 5 (BT A A AE 35 25 5

WLAY) B2 R AR E, 8500k
3.88.3.569 , 4] rf AE AR A s i A (0. 311 43) , G
Gt EX EMBEZES(WET) . HILZ T,
INERIH A (4.056) H A (3..806) 7E 21 4
HeRe A" 4L 8 BAR5r e 0.25 4, HAFfES T &
X R 2R (p <0.01) (BREL,2019) . X AT HE
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£+ IIAEIFE"21 HERKEREHEILR

#eh =1
HR T P
M
Wiita 3.880 3.569 0.130
21 [ RE E 1
VLIRS 4.056 3.806 0.000

5, WL SILIRAW] e h 2 B 25 5%, 1)
RESTRAREARS Ko AR NP — m—
TR DR A R 2 RILAE N (2019) B BRI
W — W m— R m A 49.3%
FHABAEG AN LL, ) =22 A4 240 T FF 22 0k G«
MR FNHUE R, A BRI B AR,
T IHAE” T 21 e Hme AR XFERIA EfL
R TIHRA m 2R 21 e F e B A5 o0 e,
H5WhAER BEES,

Hk, bk 2z Rl gE S WA M e o
bl B i R A OG . WTIL 2017 48 )5 3l 4 [
AR R S OO A T3 + 37 RN T 1k 37 AR
TLARA BB HEA 558 =3 i % 7 SO St i “3 + 1
+27 B, X — U T2k A s 1R R, (8
T P AR AR D4 R KRBT B RE B o (AT 215 A ik
FHEB IR E) , AR BT TR X
B RRE LIRA T 21 A A" 4
BezEip

AR SR CLTN: =8 R A A NP N R = 232 o )
“21 AR AR 25, WIARHE®RE , N
TREE ZEHEAH LYLT5 /0 o WIS i i R
SEBUN R B R, XA A RER . ARk
JR 1 SCA 2 5 T T V280 B H4 4 R e AR AR TR R
LA, VLR s S AR [ (R G PR ST, T AR
(W6fE,2019) U E K IEA i n] B 5

2. A[A)2E B MR 2 AR R R ) A
2

ARWFIE LI, B BRI R b &
AT AE B, &P AR Ty A B, X AR S
e B HA B, 5 XK K% (2019)  BRELSE
(2019) W WF5E BRI —B, b, BRELEER Ik 0 %
T 2E M R 2 BN K 2SR R —
TEATHE . Bt BR R IR E LA 0 Y SE A R
H, xR R T s mii . @b AR gkes B
SRR H AR IR AR, B LRl 2 B S B
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Influence of Gender, Grade, and Favorite Teacher
on Middle School Students’ STEM Learning Attitude.
Based on the Survey of Six Schools in Zhejiang Province
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Abstract; Middle school students’STEM learning attitude has a great impact on their future career choices in the
STEM field. However, students” actual STEM self-efficacy and learning cognitive development are not ideal. This pa-
per aims to study students”STEM learning attitude and current STEM career interests, and to further analyze the influ-
ence of gender, grade, favorite teacher, and other factors on their development, so as to put forward suggestions for
improvement. Questionnaires were used to randomly investigate T4T middle school students from six STEM middle
schools in Zhejiang Province. The present situation of their STEM learning attitude and STEM career interest was an-
alyzed , as well as the influence of gender, grade, and favorite teacher on their STEM learning attitude. The results
showed that; 1) Middle school students” STEM learning attitude tended to be positive overall, but their STEM career
interest is relatively low; 2) Male students had a more positive STEM learning attitude than female students; 3) Jun-
ior high school students had a more positive STEM learning attitude than senior high school students; 4) Favorite
teachers had a significant influence on STEM learning attitude;5) The influence of gender, grade, and teachers on
students” STEM attitudes has similarities and differences across different provinces. Discussing these issues will help im-
prove high school students” STEM learning attitude and professional interest.

Key words:STEM learning attitude; STEM career interest; influencing factor
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