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Analysis of Main Factors That Influence the Ratio of Copying in Degree Theses

XIONG Zhuang', FANG Rus-sheng"?, YANG Hua’

(1. Economicsand Management School, Zhongyuan University of Technology, Zhengzhou, H enan 450007;

2. Department of Graduate Education, Zhongyuan University of Technology, Zhengzhou, H enan 450007)

Abstract: A factor analysis is made based on a survey of 156 graduating master s students to investigate the main factors that

influence the ratio of copying in student degree theses. Results suggest that the major influencing factors include those related

to advisors, education in academic ethics, behavior supervision, and employment expectations. On the basis of the findings,

recommendations are given for regulating students in terms of their ethical behavior in the preparations of their master s theses.
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