F2H R F 28 G- &R No. 2
2011 %4 A Journal of Graduate Education Apr., 2011

: 2095 1663(2011) 02-002F 04

AR LR

EF5RRR

>3

2

BRREREH

%) RAEF ) lﬁi%fﬁ

G I 3

(LExEAFFHRE K, LB 200240)

K R SR, B M AZARA, J—uEE?fmT R SN

Ry X7 SRR AW BEFTX HEHRT FEEL FIFHF 5
Em#Heh, AP SR FAHE AR AR ELIGER R FRE
SAEEH LA ER

A B RBK RN & A AR

: G643.0

:2010- 05- 10

(1977—),

?

A

H1:
H2:
H3:
[2] H4:
HS:
Hé6:



22 . KEH LA RBRIBEXEZEZZ5ERAMENXE G FILFAT
Email s 752
375, 49 8% , 359
47. 7%
1. 1/10
s 3.
, (SEM)
Likert5 i oo« ”  SEM
. 22 ,
1 9
1
PISEM
&) (X)) (Xa) (X2) ,
£, (X4) (Xs)
(S2) (Xe) .
&) (%) (Xs) (Xe) SPSS for Windows 14 0
&) (Xi0) (Xi) ,
(X12) LISRELS8 70
Xi3 X4
&) (7((15) ) (Xi6) ( )(Xw)
X
(59 (<xl)>
() (Yy) (Y2) L SEM
(Ys)

: &) &) &) , 10
&) (&s) (&) , M 359, SEM
() 220( 22 x 10)

2. 2,
“ » Cronbach a
. , 2008 a7 ,
5682 )
2
2 , Q6 , T
| | % | | % ,
s4 | 15.0 240 | 66.9 2.
60 | 16.7 119 | 33.1
@ | 17.3 ’ . |
183 | 51.0 71 | 19.8 3
83 | 23.1
76 | 21.2 100 | 27.9 22 . 22x 23/
204 | 56.8 86 24.0 2= 253
72 | 20.1 19 | 5.3 \
7 1.9 359 | 100 ’ 56 .




KE HEARAER S EEERAREINLE O FIEFR C o3

[5]

0.590.300.63 0.290.850.86

CAiD v

g R

=

[ 2] [

©°

X]O
3
X1 IR
X
= Cepres)  (Gimig
033 017
ralcaalale ol R
| 5.
4. ’
SEM , (x2)
(ML) 3 (RMSEA) :
,6 H1 (CFI) (NNFI)
H2 H5 H6 Xa/df 20 5.0
-0.01,T ) ,RMSEA 08, CFI NNFI
, H3 , 0.9 167
- 4 ., NNFI
Q06,T , , H4
’ NNFI 0.9,
3
T
H1 !
0.48 | 3.45 X, | df | p | RMSEA | CFI | NNFI
. 531.39 | 197 [< 0.001] 0.069 |0.90]| 0.89
0.2 | 3.07
H3 ~0.01|-0.14
Ha ~0.06|-1.49
H5 0.15 | 2.20 ’
H6 0.28 | 4.56
2 , , s (0 40)

, (0. 24),



<24 - REM HEABIRXERZI SRR ENX RN KIEFAL

(0. 23), (0. 15)
[1] .. ( ) [J1. ,1999,(4).
[2] . [D]. ,2003.
[3] :LISREL M]. , 2003.
[ 4] \ \ . [M]. ,2004.
[5 M]. - ,2005.

]
[ 6] Gordon W. Cheung, Roger B. Rensvold. Evaluating Goodness of Fit Indexes for Testing Measurement Invariance [ J].
Structural Equation Modelling, 2002, ( 2) .
[ 7] Fang Fang Chen, Karen H. Sousa, Stephen G. West. Testing Measurement Invariance of Second Order Factor M odels [ J].
Structural Equation Modelling, 2005, ( 3) .

An Empirical Study of the Relationship between Forms of Doctoral Programs and Quality of Training
—A Case Study at Shanghai Jiaotong University

ZHANG Guodong

(Shanghai Jiaotong University, Shanghai 200240)

Abstract: An empirical study was performed on the relationship betw een the forms of doctoral programs and quality of training
by means of structural equation modeling with statistical data from the Shanghai Jiaotong University. Results show that the
forms of enrollment, performance of scientific research, preparation of degree dissertations and effective supervision of advisors
have noticeably positive effects on the quality of training, with the most significant positive factor being the supervision of
advisors. On the other hand, routine academic activities and course work do not have notably positive effects on the quality of
training.
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