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Research of Structure and Indicators on Graduate Students’ Science Research Self-efficacy

WANG Shu-tao'?, MAO Ya-qing'

(1. Faculty of Education, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 1008753
2. Faculty of Social Sciences, Ocean University of China, Qingdao, Shandong, 266100)

Abstract: Use the Research Self-efficacy questionnaire to investigate 795 graduate students and according to the statistical
results by SPSS13, 0 and LISRELS8, 7, this questionnaire includes six factors, such as competent efficacy, practice efficacy,
input efficacy, innovation efficacy, difficult-solve efficacy and persistence efficacy. The reliability and validity of this
questionnaire meet the psychometrics requirement, and it could be used to measure graduate students’ research self-efficacy.
The results also show that there are significant differences among different gender, urban and rural groups.
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