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Fig. 1 The model of knowledge line, plot line and problem line
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Tab. 2 The scale of case writing rationality
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Tab. 3 The scale of case teaching effectiveness
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BLIRTOPRIRIAR X832 ZIHCE REAE TR SR B S i B R R Oy ik L O B A
X33 GEGIHE AR TR 2 L TS A AR i R R Oy ik
X34 HMIHECE BRLE TN B ZORE S b A% B R 7 IS AR &
X35 FMIHCE RN Al 92 R A R A 2
% X36  HOIECEREF W RN RAR
% PR 2 g X37 SR Al AR TR A A R SR B T A ) A
% X38  HMIHCE, REAE TR B 2 HA Al Y 22 50 O
X39  ROIHCE, REMEIE B AL AT AL 5 8 B 5 kA X
X40  ZOIHCE BRI IR T 18 B R 5 i R S R ) AU RE )
X41  RUEIHECH RRERA TR R IR T W R
LR R 4 X42 RO GRS S T HIE AT A 4% B 43 BT Il 1 g
X43

-
LA AL TR A 208 T B8 A5 125 3R A4 Ak T [0 174 g
X44  ROIHE R

2 T BE 18 5 DL SR 0 BB ) AN 1 AT IR e 1R 2 DO

3 AP S RIE

3.1 Hedidosie

SR AR ) B AR RPE AR ST OR TR
BFEACRE MM, bR T 0 A M X, 3 4 B
B REE AR AL L B M S5 M v AL R A BE 00
MBA 1 EMBA 24 1)K J) 3 He . A3 mllicfn)
& 802 1o, B Bk JC AL Il 4 J5 AR A% A ALl &
610 13, A ZL IR 76. 06 % o 1E 20 AR A B & 3l
JE R AR UE L OB ) B AL 43 L
P20y, S Y 305 £ 1) 45 (A 21D AT 88
KW F o8 (EFA) R 8RN NIEL .
FEHI A A1 305 4y 0] 45: (B 2H) & TF o 1E #: K 43
B CCFAD  ar 30 48 2R 1 IR 43 Br A5 380 114 0 4t A
Y5 552 o L0 K5 4 400 B RH AT R

TEA BREA T, A 3 SR A9 R G L 58 9 02
LR A I BOIW 19, 6700, 2 A
80.33% . A AL BN AN 4 A 57 A FI
248 N .BAilF 63 AF 242 N, I E K
TCBCEE L RT3 FN & T R BE BIL M R B L 5 R
I7) 4 R TROME 850 — W T R IR B 4 7, 1
TREA Y T S AR

3.2 RS SEH G

P — A B R PP o A (]
— BOME B8 A — SOME R R v I R 2 X &
SR 52 MR /N e BRSO , B RE T S )
A B SR . AR SCRI R SPSS23.0 % A 41
s UEAT AT SEPEAG IS L LA i R R A5
gt BRI EER AR Cronbach’s a 4351 N
0.966 F1 0. 961 (KT 0. 7). WA B4 19 1 #B
— P, A R B XL (R B A H
B o 3t 2 FH 22 490 i 152 5 — BEAE AR 5D Y CITC
54 0. 460, ik Tl 548 0. 5. HM %S Cron-
bach’s « & FF & 0. 967 . AFF S B E R, T
DA BR 56 = A i e 4 LI CITC A R o B 12
W 2R B 5 A R RO O
3.3 ®WEEH TP

Bl JG X A H) G R I HE AT R R A N 4
Br. goitgs REW, 8 — 18 %€ KMO(Kaiser-
Meyer-Olkin){H & 0. 957 (K F 0. 7), Bartlett
BRIGK 36 K 7R 7 016. 859 (p<C0. 001) , 45
TAVEFR KMO {0 0. 955, Bartlett BRIE A6 56
RHME R 4 044, 628 (p<<0. 001, I AR ZR
PR BT EER . R A 2 B3 o3 A I i R O 22 %%
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% E f

Zi

%5 i 10 8

kAR E I E B 8 K F 0.5, 38 U E A
/NTF 0.5, B IR H U7 2 R RERE AL T 60
F14) JE7 D00 F 56 I 0 e I, 43 S0 4 B 6 AN R
3 AT, K5 A TEXT R S R Y A R
TR NG FR A O T 58 A A A B R LL B Xof
I 224~ DR 1 R TR AT 0 % e 28 43 S R 23
ANF 12 AT, W 4 M 5, EIERBEE
e, RS R X R Y R e B3k ) 0.5 DLk
(KT 0.0, ARF Bt srmk L5 77. 765 %

# 4

1 77.786% CRF 50%0).

BT HEJE 5 M % B Cronbach’s o £
B — R BRGR 0.960.6 DT Y
Cronbach’s a 43 5l 7 0. 869.,0. 861,0. 895,
0.887.0.907.0. 912, % A~ R DAL RN
0.952,3 1+ Cronbach’s a 4375125 0. 910,
0.880.0.911, BEIAM A IE = HRA BN
T — S I T A ST AE B L F

RIS 7 Bk B ERR LR T2 A7 4

Tab. 4 Exploratory factor analysis results of case writing rationality

M1 K 2

HF 3

KT 4 HF 5 HF 6

0.805¢0. 791)

0. 759(0. 795)

0.607(0. 683)

0.689(0. 758)

X7

0.679€0.703)

X8

0.690€0. 774)

X9

0.675C0.657)

X11 0.763(0.766)

X12 0.768¢0. 804)

X13 0.762€0.805)

X14 0.691(0. 686)

X16

.767(0.811)

X17

0.710€0.773)

X18

0.664€0.581)

X19

.719€0.571)

X21

0.725(0.711)

X22

0.761€0.689)

X23

0. 737(0.703)

X24

0.569€0.650)

X26 0.594€0. 756)

X27 0. 785(0. 794)

X28 0.785(0. 816)

X29 0.739€0.790)

pUURGRERIIE ¢ 4 4

ENWE S Y 14. 100 27. 883

. o44

54. 680 67.584 77.765
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Tab.5 Exploratory factor analysis results of case teaching effectiveness

LI A ¥ 1

A 2 A 3

X30 0.760€0. 753)

X31 0.727€0.775)

X32 0.777(0.823)

X33 0. 700€0. 726)

X35

0.574(0.679)

X36

0.832(0.793)

X37

0.827(0.798)

X38

0.665(0. 736)

X40

0.657€0.773)

X41

0. 834(0.770)

X42

0. 753(0.795)

X43

0.714€0. 687)

RS BTIE S 4

4 4

Bt MR/ % 27.588

53.410 77.786

3.4 SUETER-Fodr

T UE T R AR AT R A L £
Amos23. 0%t B 4 305 3 BEA#E4T — B 48 UE
K Hr. iR BR: BN FEMAE KT 0.5
(F 4 MR 5 [ B A 56 0E M 7 0 A 4
Ho), FEAHT LUK B0 H AR BT P | 52 4] 38 B i
RUVE R B T 2 P R R R LR
[ia) 7 D 1 R 8 081 ) A M 6 A B — A i
FH— B B B TR A S R 0 56 A N 25
BRI R E NE - AERN N HEF., F
B TR R FRIMHE LR,
X B PR S 06 G 5 B B R 81 2 A AR
P J I 56k M TR 2 B Kz 56

Hi &1 2 R 3 AN, 4% v AR it 5 L 4

o (E) 0 BB 287 3 36 B B MK, BAY T
0.78~0.93 Z[a], WA 5 it 8 FEA W 2 40L&
B, 30 P B AT . P B R AR UG R AR B
IR (R 6.8 D Hr#E Ry AWM EREH
2.099, 4 FHr g 2~5 Z Al CF1=0. 957,
IF1=0. 957, TLI=0. 949, RFI=0. 907, NFI=
0.921, ¥ K FHAH 0. 9; RMSEA=0. 060, /)
Tl FHEO. 1, 5 #H R I B B B BCR 3. 336
(KT 2 H/NTF 5);CFI=0. 964, IFI=0. 964,
TLI=0. 953, RFI=0. 935, NFI=0. 950 (¥ X
F0.9) ;RMSEA=0. 088 (/NTF 0. 1), A WL
A1 2R 1Y 4 X 1L BE R AR AR B (H 1005 BE 48 bR
{H 187 294005 B2 6 AR X 455 A v 0], B 34
SRR R AT R Y .

w6 ORUIGE SRS RYA S

Tab. 6 Goodness-of-fit results of case writing rationality

T R AR CMIN X2 /df

RMSEA

CFI IFI TLI RFI NFI

) 45 21

451. 345 2.099 0. 060

0. 957 0.957 0. 949 0.907 0.921
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Tab. 7 Goodness-of-fit results of case teaching effectiveness

LN CMIN X2/df RMSEA CFI IF1 TLI RFI NFI
) 4 4% R 170. 123 3.336 0.088 0.964 0.964 0.953 0.935 0. 950
0.62
88 0.79 o
0.60 0.70
084 &
s EARA T 0.61
0.78 Ce3 D
0.68
088 &
) 0.68
T3 083 <>
0.78 079 0.63
; . x|
ESzedi il X8 Ce65>
0.67
0.82 G712
0.65
CD 0.81 X11 <D,
0.79
0.65
089 »[X12 >
0.83 RIS 0.73
085 [ XI3 Ce70>
0.68
0.81 0.82 ™[ X14 Celdd
B E AR 0.60
0.87 D 0.78 Cel6>
0.76 0.60
038 @D
ESIeReyil S ed 0.72
920 0.85 X18 Ce58D
0.68
082 N[ XD9 J«—— D
0.62
<D 0.79 Ce13D
0.81 0.80
059
Z )BT 0.82
0.91 5D
0.79 0.56
073
0.70
D 0.84 (26D
0.63 0.75
' 087 <>
Rl B 0.74
0.86 Ce61>
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089~ X29 @D

W2 Z0%KEeEMEN_NETFHNELR

Fig. 2 Second-order factorial measurement model of case writing rationality
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G225 0.68
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Fig. 3 Second-order factorial measurement model of case teaching effectiveness

3.5 fRECROERY

R T ARAS TG B S IS A R AL A S
N B 305 MAEAIEAT TESER ., 4
— M EFER B Cronbach’s o« ZEUN 0. 958,
6 434 £ B Cronbach’s o 220514 0. 882,
0.852.,0. 907.,0. 882.,0. 899.,0. 920, 2% — A~ 4t
F K Cronbach’s o ZRE(H 0. 955,3 4~ 4k
JE#) Cronbach’s a 404320 0. 932.0. 900,
0. 911, K F Il FHH 0. 7. W] UL 1E 28 o 38 (1 B
RUE BEARGF . AE I8 o 15 A 50 . E— 28 X P A
TR IEAT N AR B R AN DX R A

3.5.1 WERE

R AR R R AR I N S TE 2 R I S
AR ST BT 2 R &, AR SO
i RIF R G AR P il R G SCER L &
Z W LA B T R T, 456 s R SR A0 R ) 52
B ) A, I 0 B S B R AN AL L A
WA FRRY BRI T B8R IF RIS B 5 A 3L
P AT LA A5 8 R A BN B

3.5.2 WAME

R RE — WAl 724 )5 22 il U (Aver-
age Variance Extracted, AVE) 3k fff &, AVE

KF 0.5 AR & A RIFMRARE",
TEZE M) 9 5 5 PRAVE R 22 ) 202 A e A R
L& A YEEE AVE AL T 0. 649 ~0. 745 F
0.696~0. 779 JL [H (KT 0. 5); A G B
( Composite Reliability, CR) {4 43 % 4 F
0.854~0. 921 H1 0. 901~0. 934 (KT 0. 7
i, # & T Bagozzi M Kimmel A # %
0. 719 T A W £ A% e Xof IO B T AR e A I AR
RBAARTE 0.7 LA L ik B B 3 K (p <<
0. 001 BERH A 1F 5K R A R 47 19 R G 30U%
HARL 2 8 fgk 9,

3.5.3 XArRUE

TE DX A3 250 BE K 56 b, DA AF 9 3 i R
F AL 77125 - O W A F4 B AR f 22 18] 9 A DG R 8K
WA T 0. 85, 75 T £ 1 Jl 2 8 4L £ 1k 1Y ]
B @ L85 44 4 E AVE SF 5 48 5 H At 728 & b
HEAL AR OC R B RN T KT e &, 3R W
A U B 2 IR B AT AR B 0 IXAR AR
10 FIER 11 AT 50, PO A i 3R 4% 4k B A AH ¢ &
/N F 0,85, H AVE 7 i E# K T %74
e g H A A e R OC R S T R
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Tab. 8 Test results of aggregate validity of case writing rationality

it ¥ ali R (A N X 2R (AVE) HE1FE(CR)
X2 D Ht B by WA 0.788
X3 D Hr B bR B A 0. 830
0. 655 0. 884
X4 D o B AR B P 0.794
X5 D #oF B AR R 0.825
X7 D 1) 1 4 e TR P 0.838
X8 D A 1 4 e TR P 0.789 0.661 0. 854
X9 ~ A T 4 e R P 0.811
X111 ZE A1 1 R 0.813
X12 < S T Rk 0.891
0.714 0.909
X13 ZE A1 N Rk 0. 849
X14 < ES iRt =S 0.824
X16 < SR AP T R 0.771
X17 < SR AP T Rk P 0.771
0. 649 0. 881
X18 < SR AT 9 R g P 0. 849
X19 < SEAGII5G 9 R g P 0.828
X2l < EUEEUN TS 0.789
X22 EVNEE N T 0. 894
0. 701 0.903
X23 < ESE RN GEds 0.905
X24 A ) R DT e 0. 750
X26 <~ ZE A9 1) 8 TT it 0. 837
X27 S 451 ) S 0. 866
0. 745 0.921
X28 < A9 1) R TF 0. 858
X29 S 451 ) S 0. 890

O ROIHCEA R R R RO A5 R

Tab. 9 Test results of aggregate validity of case teaching effectiveness

Az PR Ak 12 R B ¥ 07 22 B (AVE) A1 (CR)
X30 < FEIE A 4 0. 891
X31 FEIE R 4 0.866
0.779 0.934
X32 < FEIE AR 4 0.925
X33 < FRIE AR S 0.847
X35 < SR 25 G Y 0.816
X36 < SRR 00 4 0.822
0.696 0.901
X37 < SR 20 0 4 0.863
X38 < SR 25 06 4 0.834
X410 ZRAHE ) 4 0.776
X41 ZRERE T 4E 0. 837
0.726 0.913
X42 ZE A RE 4 0.906

X43 = i RE T 4 0.883
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Tab. 10 Distinguishing validity test results (case writing rationality)
BT E/EER N ESUprEes ESUEEN LA %mrﬂﬁﬂ ESUNnkd Crombach’s «
A f 7 B 8 d A DL i FE

e B bR W (0.809) 0. 882
LO RPN 07937 7 (0.813) 0. 852
FHIN R 0.6537 0.697 (0. 845) 0. 907
EOE R 0,577 0.683" 0.743> (0. 805) 0. 882
FHIMECEME 0. 694" 0.724" 0.710* " " 0.794% " (0.837) 0. 899
O B 0,586 7 0.601 0.577% " * 0.756" * 0. 746~ (0. 863) 0. 920

WM MLRES N AVE B HH, * £R p<<0.05, x * iR p<<0.01, * * x F/R p<<0.001CF D,

F1 RAIH A RO B X 23 0 A 6 A R

Tab. 11 Distinguishing validity test results (case teaching effectiveness)

i G R 4 % e 2 46 4 e 4 Cronbach’s «
HOE AR 4 (0. 883) 0.932
PR 00 4 0.832° "~ (0.834) 0. 900
P 0.835" " 0.809" " (0. 852) 0.911

4 Rl PRPE S RO ECE AT
VR % & Bk

BF RO R REG AN EEZT R, R
T 1) 2852 5 SR o ST A AR T R ) Sk A 2 R
FR A P /N T R T 25 %t o o B TR 2% 166
MBA 224 1) I8 2 5 7 58 ) 1) 4 280 2 52 )
RS 5 REIPHT R CHEE R, B R
FEMUF 5% 2] B AR AHIE B B T &
i), A BE L2 A i 2 5 B R T AR )
TR AR e nT DU, ) g S A P
S0 G B A A 7 AR TE S e R A
S A AR 434 T LLRIE . R T2k A )
PR HA RO VR B A SCR O
A P2 A RE R B (N = 490) #F — 4 B T

12 50K T R P GE 1T 43 B RAH OG443
Mras i, a5 RRW, RO9 5 & HIES R0 #
AR B E A G (r=0. 864, p<<0.01),
ZhmE SGHEMERERDE 6 N4EE, 2 H
b B A 1 L 58 19 3 P R M | 41 Y 38 A
SEAGG 1 R R | 8 081 ] R DG M L 58 497 ) A

JCPE ¥ 55 58 ) 802 A R0 2R R B R
e LR A LA e 4l R W ARG,
R I3FUR T AR MIHZ R, 458
T RBOIRE AN SR EWNRE A FA
BME (B=0. 864, p=<<0. 001) , 5§ 3C M — 2L,
{8 LA 1) 8 081 385 2 A R0CHE A R] 48 B, 5% e PR
EW A AR, %, BE AR (=
0.116,p<C0. 01) , Z& fi] % £ B4 7 % (3= 0. 089,
p<0.05) R HIE T Z M (B=0.123, p<<
0.01), & {7 [n] 8 T B $% (B = 0. 350, p <<
0.001) ., % i [a] &1 JF ik M (= 0. 272, p <
0. 001) ¥4 25t B MR 4k 1 3 1F ] 52 i) ; H:
YO B 2 00 4, i 4E 8 5 52 61 1 1 R ek
(B=0. 136, p<<0. 01) , Z& 4] [n] &1 JT {4 (=
0.392, p < 0. 001), % fil [n] 8 FF jik ¥ (B =
0.198,p<C0. 001) Z [A] 2 B F IEM KKK &
JE LR A e 4 R e R B H AR
Wik (3=0. 089, p<C0. 05) ., F& i 5 45 ik o 1k
(B=0. 108, p<C0. 01) , & 4] [n] &1 VT [ 4 (=
0.270, p < 0. 001) ., £ ] [n] & FF jik ¥ (=
0.407,p<0. 001) M IE M AE . Hoo, %4 n)
FUE D T M T 3L R TR AR R S B 48 0 4 1) 5 1) e
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Tab. 12 Results of descriptive statistical analysis and correlation analysis

e ES] HE e eS| eS| eS| eS|
7 M SD £ e EEA Pk 154 {iatl [i] B I
SEME AN Bt UMY BN B TR TR

it B G
MR R4 L%

ROIGEATME 4,298 0,492 1.000

LM HEAME 4,404 0.496  0.8647F  1.000

Her EHARMTPE 40346 0,563 0.804%%  0.653*

H
o
=2

K EEMAE 4,255 0,582

<

L8417 0,679 0,729 1,000

RO B EE  4.249 0,625 0.8417°%  0.690**  0.599** 0.624** 1.000

ROIEWMOEE 4,217 0,614 0.849%  0.728*%  0.546** 0.623** 0.679** 1.000

LR BICEYE  4.343 0.560  0.8787% 0.827** 0.619** 0.667** 0.696** 0,725** 1,000

Ll B 4377 0.561  0.843**  0.801°* 0.591** 0.614** 0.626* 0.703** 0.743** 1.000

I8 R 4,403 0.535  0.818** 0,916 0.612** 0.629** 0.646** 0,697** 0.767** 0.791** 1.000

LY iE 4,410 0.549

=

L8237 0,924 0.6417*  0.661** 0.674** 0.665"* 0.782** 0.745"* 0.785** 1.000

ZEARE 4 4,399 0.542  0.730** 0.903**

(=3
<

L5367 0.573* 0.573** 0.635** 0.720*° 0.661** 0.731°* 0.747** 1.000

e 780,01 UM CUR) MR .

# 13 [IHF 4R

Tab. 13 Results of regression analysis

RIBCE AR HHIE AR 4k SRR 2 4 LR e 4

T A

8 T 8 T 8 T 8 T

ESVETERE L cS 0. 864" 37.993

o B bR R 0.116** 3.023 0.048 1. 047 0.089* 2. 357
5 151) L e AU 0. 089" 2.179 0. 059 1.197 0.031 0. 780
R G155 1 B Rk 0.123** 3.196 0.018 0.379 0. 058 1.533
5 {17 T vk 0.018 0.453 0.136** 2. 764 0.108** 2.708
2 {5i) ] AL D T 0.350""" 7. 869 0.392**  7.313 0.270""" 6.200
22091 [va) 50 T JC 0,272 6.708 0.198 4.053 0. 407 10. 219

F 1 443,489 191.622*** 106.466* 202,481 """

R? 0. 747 0. 704 0. 569 0.716

e 2 1 B B 2 R A R, T B AL 78 A L B b
ML B M O B T W L R B 2 A R
4B 0 % ) A R T B R A

5 EAT R e ) L]
G S G 4 2 I R A LA WF 5L 5 8 5 e
SRR B O 5 e AR R B 5.1 BRI
U 4T (2 A 3 T 4 0 1 R TR A GE T o [ B ) 2 5 e 2
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Research on Business Administration Case Collecting and Writing,
Teaching Dimension Exploration and Scale Development
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( 1. School of Management, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China;
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Abstract: As one of the core teaching methods in business schools, case teaching method has been
widely applied in domestic and international business education. Accordingly. case collecting and
writing has attracted more and more academic attention from business professors. Nevertheless,
the existing literature has revealed an emerging but dissatisfyingly inadequate empirical study on
case collecting and writing reasonableness and case teaching effectiveness. Based upon a
comprehensive literature review, from the perspectives of teachers and students, this paper aims
to develop an evaluation metric measuring case writing rationality and case teaching effectiveness
via quantitative and qualitative approaches, and conduct the verification with factor analysis. The
results indicate that the metric for the former includes such 6 dimensions as the clarity of teaching
objective, typicality of case selection, the logic of case story, the attractiveness of case plots, the
matching of questions with theories and knowledge, and the openness of case questions. The
metric for the latter comprises of theoretical knowledge, practice & experience, and
problem-solving skills. This research provides an appropriate tool to measure case collecting and

writing, and offers new perspectives for future pedagogical research.

Keywords: case writing rationality; case teaching effectiveness; scale development



