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KEEHFZEERIFENIMEELZ
BERATEINZ AR

BRp TR

(1. R KR¥FRL K SPEET R, i #85  066004;2. R K2 AMEE2BE L M 211189 )
B EHATFRERZERAFTRATMEF A WA, EANMELTENELFI L EEY N, KARKALEN T REA
(SEM) Fr A% 4 5 5 M th B0 04T (£5QCA) ik, Z 509 £ 4B R W AF A AL F I AR P R FRERFMEN B RA T F
JEBIE, EREH (DRFRERBEMMEL Y RFENELERFATEI LR EZER PR, A KEFT
MBI AR LR BEEFERE RN (2) SR AN BT T B FREER R BA &K Fo < BB 3%
RERB HGREARAFRPIMEELERBATFI P NREER, IAEFARBENBTLLRFEELZARAT ¥
WASHR 2R A BFRERBHE M hERAE", ARERTHRANBELARFREATE T,
KB EAF A HFRER; B RATMEL L
I E 4SS . H319.3 X HEFRERD A X EHS1674-6414(2026) 01-0195-15

0 5l

i

TERE SO AL RO T | LR 30 TN 303 TR R I B4 4%, I W A5 5 40
ST AER T RIS 11 (ATl 45, 2025) R T B IHkAR (PR RE 25, 2025) . %O
TERBHRRA L ¢ W (IR 4L, 2025) , W E G > H AR X 7ELR
S (R (BE BT 28, 2005) , MR K S R T 21 tHh4g, S RbE R 77 i R 4%
FEAR B AR 1 — (R, RN B EE R, AR (Prensky, 2001) A fibfi] 5%k
FHRI—CANBA AR I B ALOHRRE 2835 B BHRE (Tapscott, 2008) TA A M 4%
AR X EBEECT HAR A KA R AT 3 | FE 203 I S ST T B, AT BT 8
1 AT X AL 25 T OSSR i 7 A I 6 5 2 7 A T (B BT 458, 2022)

e #s B #1:2025-09-10

ESTH 20222023 AT B S FH T HF A EMT L FHA B “HF IR K F &S5 F T AR AKX L (2022611G429) |
2023 FJE P B SN E AT R P 0 REE L TAAT IR F R R F AR AL B RIAT F T Y rapuhl R K
(WYZL20231B0002 ) 4 5F 52 & %

EEBN . BRI o ARKFA LB SR BETINFRINKE, TEANFENETEE ZEIFHR,
HFEE, &, RAARFIIBEFRELHAAL, T2RNERLRETFE ET R,

SIS LR T, DTG, oA T SR R X AR L A FR I8 2% > (RSB FE [ 7). A1 EITE 3C, 2026 (1) :195-209.
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R O R A B FR Y 2% 2 F A BRI 27 S Sl A R A > SR L T
2% 23470 ( Zimmerman et al. , 2011) . TR & B0 B & J& 15 24 >0 S mg X220l st A 825
Wi (Dent et al. , 2016) , H IR T > A BHREVE (Pintrich et al. | 1994) , I~/
HMEATIS ) A FH T2 I WG R AW ( Tseng et al. , 2017) , WFFE A A KT
2 S WHAME: A FERAE S ( Csizér et al. , 2017) o B2 [E Y 825 L R SR I AME L2
A R RAFE XS AR LR A FR T 2% S (s ma LRI 9E . BT R R IE X — B F
ARSI P4 IS S | A SMEAEZR F FR IR 2= 2T 05T, BEAS S AH OC U2 (L B L Y, =
B AT A RIE R e

1 MXERZGRIiA

1.1 8 F FAERAFAE

B IR B (Digital Natives ) 38 19 42 76 5156 9 B4 RS o 10 45 52 N, 34 Ak 27 35k
(Prensky, 2001) TAAAATTRT HL 7 it N 48 H2 AR PR IS 1 o 428 (Teo, 2013) HR 48
AT B R S B B ST PR 2, o) T A R A BRI i 2R, R T DU ELRRAE , AP
“PEBER AR B « 24155 b L MO TG YA 38 F < BB 2 52250, AR 3 DL L 28 B
BT & 7 ST BRI Hi 3R AE v R 228 AR 8 T B I B 0IE ( Teo, 2016) , XFASHIFSY
AFEE X IEAERAE I DI A RAE i A2 s F 58 13X — O B AR X 2 2] 5
LT3 (Chen et al. , 2016) \FEZ(E B A ZR (Coklar et al. , 2017) W 4% B (Wang et al. |
2019) BRI 215 ( Calvo-Ferrer, 2020) \FEL ¥ A (B RIT 55, 2022) LI R FEL
AP R (Fiedler et al. , 2022) ZEAHCHEE 45 R AR G 5200, KB T 807 AT REFEFMETEH T
BRI A T B A SR TR T JEAT BERAE X R LR AIME 27 > B 5% 0 75 B B 22 SERERF T
LT
1.2 AR aRATF

TEL B P 2 PR T A IR = A5, B IR ) F R 2 2 E B
H 5 AR TG 2 S SHLEY i 2 ( Zimmerman et al. | 2014) | J&—N2EA 2 4EH
% (Pintrich et al. , 2000) , B4 2#FHFEPE ( Barnard et al. , 2009; Zheng et al. , 2016) , it
A AME B S ) U B R R T 2 S R g U T — it B 0 SR Y B o AR
Dérnyei, 2005;Tseng et al. , 2017) ., B#&EEEH AN CHEE R, IMEEL AR 2= 2
FI| Mok ik 222 B L (Lai et al. , 2011;Zheng et al. , 2018; BERLUT 25 2025) , Hid Xt
AAI G HA B R A SR B P (2018) A L T W28 BR B T il B FR A7 2% > /S
FHER, 00 h  BAR e PR R A 55 SR IR SR B SRS AN 3 B IEA X — b5
B AMEAE L B IRVH T 2 S G5B T RAFEEAE , T H BRI ) S H A AR 2 ]
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R TRIEER TH SR DCTEL A FRI 155 2] B R GRS 5415 IH Fh A =
1.3 #FRARFMELEIMNEELXARATF IR X A

WF9E % BUECF R RFRAE S AME RS A I 24> WM 5& (Wang et al. , 2022)
M5 (2020) % BN 265 BB IR A M X 2 A i H FR R T 2% > 7= AR I 35 O )i
Wi, U85 (Waschle et al. , 2014) & B, W00 52t BEAT R0/ b2 2] # 3 F k927 > b i
HisEFT R . AR JE B K25 (Anthonysamy et al. , 2020) & BT A Fe 15 2% > RE 8 L 25 52 i
KA RF RS, AN, BT 2 BT DR A B AN [ TR A 2 S ERRE T 27 2] 3 A I 45 5 18,
KR AE /1 (Tseng et al. , 2014; Coklar et al. , 2017) o M4 LA 4536, TR AT B0+ B R
FHIE S AMBAEL A A 752 2] BB ARG, 27 2 F W RRRAE X A F6 98 15 2% > (Winters,
2008 ) FAME: > (5K, 2022) HAT BB, SR 1727 SO0 407 A AR AR 3K — O B AR it
XA [ R A 2 S W LA R R
1.4 5 3] AR AR 6998 5 AE R

WFGE K B, 2 2 35 AR DR 3R 6 ) 4% 1 698 19 2% 2 23 77 A 98 15 4 (Wong et al.
2019) . LA B 75 %5 (Patrick , 1999) & BLMERIXT T B AR W 5 B FRIE T 24 2] Z [ 5 56 R
FRAE RN, SEBR IR R SR SR T B IR S ) SRR R L AR IR R
3 RN ) R R THVE FHOE T 5B 2 (Chen et al. , 2013) 315 b AT LU0 4 551 7T BE X %%
FIRA RS A IR Z A R A5

I FE 2 2 T i 45 TR 2% S B30 07 108 3 o A £k 2 T B R T L o R G T Y AR
(Abascal et al. , 2016) , IERFGY & B 25 ) 3 O FR At 2 2 3 o X HE B 24 ) shpll B 3%
J4772% 2] (Kormos et al. , 2013) FIYETE2% 2] Bk (Kim et al. , 2015) j7* 2 B 355200 R0 &
X T4 AR ST T B EE 2% 5 JE AN ( Ghorbani et al. |, 2020) , PR AT DLHEN 58 FE 25
2T A AT BEXTEC T IR A RS H R S Z R O R R A

A 2FHTR ML A IRAURE R AR L2 2 iU B S 4Y . WIS BRI 4% A TR RE S5 4k
FIRAE R A IR S ARAAAE B A OCOC R | =y B FRAL R B AR B8 52 I T 22 7R 4k
2] 3 #E b 18 2 B IR ME (Pellas, 2014; Aharony et al. , 2019) . R 38 B I F1 7 4 M
( Compeau et al. , 1995) X i [ FRALRE M2 S, AT FTIA R 2% 1 IR BE S P o 7 S fifi
JH EEL G R 285 RE 7 R0 W, A, B 9 i B I 45 422 fn AT IR 8 42 6 %o 28507 JR A ER AR AIE ( Teo,
2016) FlM 4% [ FRALAE (Cheng et al. , 2011) FE7ESENA . HH AT DAHETS M 4% 3 FRACRE L)L K
25401 FHAFE PR AT RE X R I A R 5 B FRIA T 2 ) Z M S R P A R AR

H FIA 2% 2 B S % .0 BRAIL AT N RS2 e R 2R 2 22 0 T PR &R AR R R 4
(5KAR G5, 2003) , 74225 2] IR B8 AR 24 BHRR IR M A L B A Ze e (BB OF 4, 2015,

Zimmerman , 1989) , HFir PR 554 0] n] BEAF AR5 B HI LA I 22 2R 45 R A ny e A, RIVERAS 5%
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R i (9 s e B L E P AT e s RS R v B i oAt B AR i el AR . 2 IR M 4G 4K
MEEASSETE . BRI AR B 1 FL 343 HT ( Fuzzy-Set Qualitative Comparative Analysis, fsQCA) &t
SEXFE—F i T 2RI R B T At SRS, 1S T2 24 N ECE R AL R 5T
(BRmZR %5, 2017) , 23T WSS HF 5T A BAE AN FE (Liu, 2017) . R, FEAE B4 F  7E
BRI LR L, A SCREAE B £sQCA SREFETHE HEAME AR L A TR 24 T 2 Eh A

R DA SRR R BT, AS B 500 3T A R 2% B B A B E 51 AR 3 3 2 Ok, —
Dy AR B IR VAT 4 > s D 4RI T @B, #0058 T B0 R I AMETE L% )
FSCWTE, 53— 7 A B F T B0 A ROARRAE A VE FA AL, Ay 2= A B i 850 A R AE
T PR AR FE X AR 11 FR R 7 2% 2] B2 M R AR R UL SCUEAR I . IR Ah B X AR GE B 1A 3 A 5 ik
A B 22 A A B AR A5 A2 2 PR O R T T AN A2, AR R O 5 o PR A 2 & IS
D5 AERRAR BRI 5 M 6 R I FERE b 5T SE T4 2500 A 10 8 M He 32 b7 J 25 (EE R
45, 2024) BRI ZAS R A M Z U AT AME AL B FRIE 2 ) W R AL

2 R

2.1 FFRE A

AT 5T R F 4540 5 PR TR VBSR4 5 M LU A B O ik, RHICEE 1) 509 13 &l K2
A AT [l AT 40T, BB DR =SB ]

(1) B R RARIE S5 AMEAE L H BT 24 2 S5 H9 56 2= M AT 2

(2) PRSI FRBE e | 2% 15 TR S5CRE ) 45 4l FHAF BR %8 7 5 R 5 AMETE 4 A 3.
PHT 2 2] Z B R A TR 2

(3) AT R ECT IR AR RAMETELE H FR I 12 > BB B A% O 25 1 ket 9
2.2 R H

AAHFET 2020 4F 6 H id it A 45 52 Wk e A i A ) 45 . IF SR e O fEREAS | B PRSI
JIG 57 BB 2R A ) R A, TS B IR I, LIRS SR 45 509 6y, B4 A Ll
KegAde ar ok BT db dE st AR TR, Hd B4R 109 A (21. 4%) , 204 400 A
(78.6%) , 53 [F 15 £ Hb i L lb A 01 A9 A< AH [5] (Dai et al., 2004), K— 36 A
(7.1%) , K319 A(62.7%) , K= 143 N (28.1%) , KD 11 A(2.2%) , FI4EH 20 %,
K ARMEAE 110 A(21.6%) , 3% AIEE 170 A (33.4%) , 3 AT/ 169 A (33.2%) ,
K A R TT 60 A(11.8%)
2.3 FF T A

JHA B ALHE =057, 55— BB o A I AR B AR AR B AR R E BT AR

M LA AR R A S RO 0 TR , O T T4t AR SCfil A e P e A QSR B i R iz
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FESS BT, (2R (Teo, 2016) MM, P24 H FRALRE B B O I 25 1 FH 2%
REMEATIRAY , e 3h 7 43, el 1 4%
2.3. 1 BUP iR R E R

5 RS AR B A AR, SR HTRR L (Teo, 2016) 1 %& B TUTE MUEL 7 I AT R
FRIE 3R i RAL & AR AR B 21 55 b B AR5 -G V) 388 RN BV sp s A2 55 24 Jih g A~
e, 321 MEH, &0 EFENERE (Cronbach’'s o 2053514 :0. 89,0.92,0. 88,0. 87)
MIZERIRUE (2*/df=2.939<3; CFI=0. 939>0. 90; TLI = 0. 924>0. 90; SRMR = 0. 041 <0. 05;
RMSEA=0.070<0. 08) BITEHE2{EHIN . A5E & el IR R 7o e B A 756 1
SEWARERY A H | 55293 7 R AF T (Cronbach's o ¥4 :0. 82,0. 80,0. 87,0. 64) ¥4%
AR
2.3. 2 L AP E T R

o =R A B AME B FIR T2 2] R HIAR AR I (2018) il B RAF9E1E 2 ] &
TELL H R R TR A A6 605 . HARIOE FAGEE B AT 55 SR (I 1) 457 B SR Bl s A 5
A 30 N H . &40 £ AYEE (Cronbach’s o 25043 %14:0. 90, 0. 85,0. 79, 0. 86,
0.84,0.84) FZE R EE (x2/df = 1. 50<3; CFI=0.92>0. 90; GFI = 0. 84; RMSEA = 0. 04 <
0.08) ¥ TEHZIE RN . ARG FHERZ M T B B A5 & TR 32 BOhR o 19 8 H | i
LR 15 BB 3 N PR, 40l fr 44 0 B R IR A RPN, A&
F{EE (Cronbach’s o B354 :0.94,0.93,0. 90) 4 BAH . WD RERZE RN IEH A
) 5 B AR R BRI ZE e T e RIERL,
2.4 B TS L 22
2.4. 1 Gk )5 R AL 53 By

I, 2 S 7 AR AR AMOS 18, 0 4R 78 80T R R IR S5 7 4 00l [ 3Ry
) M EER G FR  HEAE SR FH 2 BEAL S DA 30 98 15 3800, A ] K SR 2 945 S A 43 4
AT 3 A S BT RISk ST REAS T R BIE 3 2 A A s SRR AT i AR LR AR R
SEPERZSS , AT IR RON s B, AT LU IR RE 2 2 ) ) A R A
2. 4.2 KO e e o i

BT IA SLUERFFE S 2540 T R R A58, BE R PERER AR B R0 KR A8 “ 24T
55 AR BR” < RIS L 5 2 il M T SRRE 8 B M A RN I 4% 1 FR AR - AR 1 R IR A 1 AR A
BRIAJE % (Ordanini et al. , 2014) FIZEHT (Fiss, 2011 ) RIS AR 1 LA K 2205 B S R o
fii 1] £sQCA 3. 0 FfFiz T 42K A8 B 45 R MEAE (Ragin, 2008) , Hoer 51 — ot
i BB AR 0, AN 1, BWESE G , X 448 i B0 AT R A 1 i e B A T — K
55, [V Z2 AT DR SR A A8 B AN TRV L A R AT S8 M AT . FE AT 38 0 M e AT i, R e £
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JITAR L A FA R AE LR F FIR AT 22 > B S8 73 26, BB B/ N BIIECA 3 (Fiss, 2011) ,—3K
PEBIME R 0. 9( Ragin, 2008) , [RIEH# PRI — S AR REAE A R KT EAT AR 2007 o

3 HAIRGR

3.1 A8 KPR AR AT

AW FE B SR ECTF A RARIE 5 AME AR L B IR T % ) Z (R 254 6 RIEAT B4R 4y
Mo BEIRAMEICI B R (W3R 1) iR, U7 i A AR 5 AMETE L H FR I8 57 % > &4
T2l 5 A SE RO 0. 149 5] 0. 532 A% IKEE R R BRAR DT 28 58 T 8L Ay LA
SR T BRI 45 R BoR , K2 BUAUA 8 bR A v] 4532 15 [l N ( CMIN/DF = 16. 30, CFI =
0.89,GFI=0.92,RMR=0.06,NFI=0. 88, IFI=0. 89) , %7 JF At E A AEXF FE Lk AME H 3 M
T PR RS R B AR 2 (B=0. 73 ,p<0. 01) , &5 RERH] B0 AL RO AR
—ANBAANT, FLAMEAE L B TR T2 > SRR A G 0. 73 AL
3.2 AR5 M

K FH S5 76 7 TSR I Z2 B2 0 A R B0 5 A8 B 2800 . 5 SR 7 i) ) 08 20 d
F(p=0.012,p<0.05) , FEAERTRIRITIE K 462. 306 (df=22) , 32 BRASI (4 HI4E Jg I8 15 25
) RHEN 468. 547 (df=23) , PItERIM2ZE 1 SAME, RAHEZES N 6. 241, KT 3. 84
(a=0.05 W), BAEHKRERE N (B=0.66,p<0.01), ZHEHERZE N (B=0.76,
p<0.01) , AT UL A R0 TR A BRORRAE X AIMBAE LR 1 BRI 27 2T A5 i 35 3 T390 A

30T G B T AR b PR R 1 2800 B, FRAT PR A AR R IR B R A, 25 R BOR &K
JGE T b I T R0 3 (p=0. 000, p<0. 05) . LRI J7(E K 553. 567 (df=22) , %R
B (G2 i 7E M R 5 A8 ) R O5 {0 581. 781 (df=23) , WIliAUkI2: 1 N EBE, F
JrEZES R 28.214 KT 3. 84(a=0.05 i) . RAFIGELA B 42 R ECH (B=0.56,p<0.01),
YT B AR R ECR (B=0. 94,p<0. 01) , AT WLIR T 4180 B A RRAFAE X AME TR FH FR 15 2
> 1) ) J8 2 v T A IR A

ML A FRARENE A T A B, P VER .35 (p=0. 002,p<0. 05) , FEHERIRLAY R )7
(M 331.265(df=22) , ZFRALHL (M4 F FRAUBEVE NI A8 &) RO A 340. 502(df=23)
PIRIRIAHZE 1 AN E R, R E2ERM 9. 237, KT 3. 84(a=0.05 ) , RARELL A RECH
(B = 0.70,p<0.01) , FEAREL BRI RECH (B = 0.40,p<0.01) . M4 H FBEXS AL 1
AR A WE AR, BRI, SrRe 4 20T I A RAFEXT AMEAE L H 3R A2 > 520
BN AR R BT R A R IR

W28 AR BRI RN A B3 (p=0. 205, p>0. 05) o BLUERERI-RIT(E Hy 247. 349(df=22) ,

2 FRABIHY ( 28 el FH AR FRAE A A8 5 ) RO (R 248. 954 (df=23) , PIBEARIAHZE 1 4> H
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R HZES R 1.605,/NT 3. 84(a=0.05 W) o BIANE Ll A2 Az 14 I 284 1 4F R T
TR R RS T7EZ B TR 2% 2] Z A /R B ARAS = A i S5 5
F1 MFRERBESELERATEETOELLR

AF HEHEERBK RBEGHE SESLE HRHBESXKE BEKRER SRR
Sy Sk 0.559*
LEHNHE 0.401" 0.361"
Bl B i R 5 K 0.392* 0.361" 0.533 =
b 0.149" 0.216™ 0.451" 0.438"
T IR 45 # 0.532™ 0.379™ 0.374™ 0.449* 0.627*
ey 0.173" 0.229™ 0.301" 0.360™ 0.695  0.579 % =

T AR RAFHE

B MFEERSETESBRDSESTHOHIEER (+p<0.01)
3.3 QCA - — Ko T 5HiAe & S S BT

PEFT LA AT , B SR 4520 e BT i PR SR R i S B EA T AT . S5 R, A < f
BEF AR A (—FME R 0.984 752, 3580 0. 778 893 ) Al B A /& 5 3l (— etk R
0.974 613, 5 %K 0. 817 170) F&AFH— Btk 3478 T 0. 9, A % 385w, Wil h
“ PR A R R BB R S 2 R il R R AME AR B IR 2R AT R AR
(Ragin, 2008) ,/EMAZ AR A LT,

32 HEAFRMRTAEL AR 25 2T AL M4 5 W EA A R O 2 10 1 i PR A
RUHEATIHZE (S1a S1b F1 Sle S2a M1 S2b) , MBI 5 | B R 74k H BRI T2 > AT A AL,
AL 1 TR R R RO IE R S EUE LR H R 2 E ST B SR N &R M AME LK
S ELA T i MR IR A RRRAE B, FLA S AR RRAE A 2 B RO AR S RO T 58, i e h
B IR R ORSh AL, FERRAR 2 v B R R AE A AR 2 (W AP e R4 T RO E R, 3
R B A — 8 B AR R IE 9 L A 45 5 il AR AR T R AIME A R 124 20 17 4R
Pz Ok S AR B, FRAT TR FoAi 22 o P ISR S 7Yl 38 2 W], B R AR A 1) — B
T2 T AT 432 B B fIRARVEE 0. 75 (Fiss, 2011) FIZ 511 FLE 0. 85( Ragin, 2008) , B4 fi#
—2 A 0. 882, 353500 0. 881, AR RS RAR LY, AT LA DL 2H S B T R AMETE
2 H R IMAT2E T B TR0 25
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x2 BAREIMEEZBRBATEIASHN

f| & o x| W ” .
o = E | % E e p s

X E 7& 1% 35 E nu ::_ff ?"Z ﬁ mm 2 'E

S B R |5 | A 5| 2 f & = % =

Al m | g % * i %
X | & = | g

Sla [ ) [ ) o ® 0.944 913 [ 0.350 075 | 0. 015 014

S1b [ } [ J [ } 0.965 436 | 0.597 718 | 0. 032 868

Sle [ ) [ ) o ® 0.945 195 (0. 129 464 | 0. 022 207 | 0. 882 024 | 0. 880 598

S2a [ ] [ ] ® . 0.976 430 | 0.396 289 | 0. 009 175

S2b [ ] [ ) 0. 886 559 [0.691 759 | 0. 110 098

EORTHOEMREE, - RTHZFBFE XERTHEOLERL, QX THELFHRE, 2 a" T WA FZL
BREHAFEMIEATHTE, BHEET FE(OH - )RTLE, BA(XKR)RTF £,

4 e

4.1 BFRARFIELIMNEAX ARRAT FIZ M EMX R

EEXTEE— B A, FRATTA0HT T 509 4 SME % b K22 A I 7R 4 2% ) AT 458, e Bt
AR AR BT AT RAFFIE X AMETE L A FR 5 2] 7 A A W3 E s, HER A2 &R
B, X5 RULEH X FAME R R AR RO IR AR RORRIE AR | A 22 ) i
el R TR 2 ) SRR AT R X AR R o) PR I N M R ) 2 AR B ] BB A H 5%
IR A B 0 2E ) b AR e 22 Mk o] B[R] A 2E ) B AR AT A L, 32 et A S IR AT
o, IR M AT [ FRITAL DI S 30 38 M 0 A IR 2 20 AT AR R AT
JE A BAE A i R AR e R AR 42 2T B sg AL A5 S5 o Z 4%, ilan, BHR
%5 (Coklar et al. , 2017) & IUECF A RAFAEBENS 1E 1752 W 24 A2 I FE 2615 B AR &R ORI, KRR
IR -2 /K (Calvo-Ferrer, 2020) A& IRER 7 I A3 B “ A1 BEH AR B 7 FRAE IE 7] 52 i — 15 17]
L15  WABFI A R, B IR AL RAFE S E 17 T3 K2e A 2% S Sl ( Chen et al. |
2016) , AT WL JRAE BORRIEXT AR 4 2% 21 77 AR BRRGA S T AR FH A 18 58 258 I LABAIE
4.2 PR R EFTAEH W 4 B B AR A P LAk R R FRAR 3R 5 B A AR I AR 6

AT AR AT A R R, A B R AR XS AR 1 FR A T 2 2T I R ) 2
THAE, TATVOATRERIEIAA LT M, H— BRI R 5 2 A T M 28 R
AT )T T AETE 5. 35 2% 5 (Jones et al. , 2010), FAE R M H AR A IRARES T L4
(Nami et al. , 2018) ,{H 554 L 2o Az B 25 5 32 Ui M R I 265 WL RE 5% ) ( Akhter, 2013) A 5%
TEF 58 A 0 248 1 1527 ) 35 1) . 35 TR 96 (Mo et al. , 2020) , A IR ATTHEDT 55 A Xp 74
AR AT e AR BAER IR G SR TG s e S ki s, = Bt E &R Sha R
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30 A7 AE 5 2 LU R IR G, AR FF 92 18 B A v B8 2 R A 1 LU 200 104, X T
FEREARGRNRERZ —,

KEEFTE M — e R LUE T RIERFE ST A, DIAFGEIER , 224 R st &4
DRz 5 Hemy ] I IEAH G (Butler et al. | 2018) , TEMIZEERET T, FKEE A 2 2 B AL %)
A H 2R A B IE [ 540 ( Ghorbani et al. |, 2020) . ABF5E 5L EAFFE 45—,
M2 RBE T M B R ) BB SRS T 2 RO 8 P 2 8 W UR T BB PR R K,
XPFELeA > AT 1 FR A 2 > M At AR 2, W2 Ui, o A A = 2 T i K
JE 2 e B TR AE LR [ B 57 T BT R T s AR i 5, LA S AT RFRAE BRI B,
TR 2 2] A P e 53

ARG I, W45 B FRALREAE Ry IR 7 A8 X AT I E i B A 7= A B R VER ., &
RLRB LB AT BRI XS B FRI 1 2 S s s/ Rk R AL 87 i RAFFE S ek . B
PRI, X AR R T &, IO 2% 1 FRARBERTZE L A 3R A5 2% 20 7= A 3 K i, 507 i
A RARHAEXT BRI 22 T R 2k 55 . R 22, X TFARRLBE AL &, LM 4% 3 AL pexs T
R 12 T s e 55, DRIk IR Ak e 4 A B o A 507 DR A RRRAE B A AT T s S B
Z W BRI 2= 2178, BV R AR R IE RN RE L g i Sy Tk . A ST i, N
2% H FALAE STELR H T 1T 2 ) WL AH 5 (Pellas, 2014) , 0] ULF TR TH27 4 B R 2% B
FRAURE SR ARECT R A RRRIE X — AR T X ALk F FR I 12 > s

BAR AT R B, KA A2 1 2% 1 ] A BRGE ASAIF 5 PR AR AN 72 A B S, R R
(Teo, 2016) BFFY & I 45 fiff AR FR X T R 2 A 8807 B A BRARAIE 7™ A= i 2 5 ), B 4%
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The Influence of College Students’ Digital Nativeness

on Online Self-Regulated Foreign Language Learning
HUI Lianghong CHEN Yuqing

Abstract: Digital nativity has become an increasingly emerging international topic in modern educational technology, which is
usually considered to be an important antecedent for online learning activities. This study adopted structural equation model
(SEM) and fuzzy set qualitative comparative analysis (fsQCA) method to investigate the mechanism of the influence of digital
nativity on online self-regulated learning among 509 foreign language major college students. The results showed that: 1) digital
nativity had a significant positive impact on self-regulated learning of foreign language ; the multi-group analysis results showed that
gender, family location, and online self-efficacy had significant moderating effects on the above path; 2) qualitative comparative
analysis revealed the critical role of two factors of digital nativity, that is “growing up with technology” , and “thriving on instant
gratifications and rewards” in facilitating high level of online foreign language self-regulated learning. Two types of configuring
patterns were found to trigger foreign language majors’ online self-regulated learning, categorized respectively as “digital native
driven” and “collaboration driven”. The findings provide illuminating implications for optimizing foreign language teaching.

Key words: online learning; digital natives; self-regulation; foreign language majors
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