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Tom tiit: Bai bao “Cdc yéu té anh huong dén tién do tot nghiép ciia sinh vién Khoa Ngoai ngir, Pai hoc Can Tho va dé
xudt giai phap quan 1y ddo tao” phdn tich tién dé hoc tdp cia sinh vién trong hoc ché tin chi bang phirong phdp két hop
dinh lwong va dinh tinh, véi 231 sinh vién, 22 giang vién va 22 can b qudn ly. Két qua cho thdy 16,02% sinh vién chim
tién dg tich liiy tin chi, cao nhdt 6 nganh Ngén ngit Phép va nhém cé diém trung binh tich liy dwdi 2,5 (@éu 33,33%). EFA
xdc dinh 4 nhom rao can gom Cé nhéan, Nha truong, Nang luc Ngoai ngir va Gia dinh — Xa hi, véi 35 bién quan sdt, gidi
thich 56,48% phirong sai (KMO = 0,917). Héi quy Logistic cho thdy diém trung binh tich liy lam giam 48,3% nguy co
cham tién do (OR =0,517; p = 0,0208), trong khi rao can Ca nhan (OR = 2,421, p = 0,0006) va Nha trirong (OR = 2,910;
p < 0,0001) lam tang dang ké nguy co nay. Nghién civu dé xudt 4 nhém gidi phap quadn 1y dao tao, trong dé nhdn manh xdy
dung hé théng canh bao hoc tap som.

Tir khéa: Tién dj tot nghiép, hoc ché tin chi, Khoa Ngoai ngit, Pai hoc Can Tho, quan Iy ddo tao, phwong phdp tam
gide dac, phan tich nhan t6 kham phd, hoi quy Logistic.

FACTORS AFFECTING GRADUATION PROGRESS OF STUDENTS
AT THE SCHOOL OF FOREIGN LANGUAGES, CAN THO UNIVERSITY
AND PROPOSED EDUCATIONAL MANAGEMENT SOLUTIONS

Abstract: The article, “Factors Affecting the Graduation Progress of Students at the School of Foreign Languages,
Can Tho University, and Proposed Training Management Solutions,” examines students’ academic progress under the
credit-based education system using a mixed-methods approach involving 231 students, 22 lecturers, and 22 academic
administrators. The findings indicate that 16.02% of students experienced delays in credit accumulation, with the highest
rates observed among French Language students and those with a cumulative GPA below 2.5 (33.33% for both groups).
Exploratory Factor Analysis (EFA) identified four major categories of barriers—Individual, Institutional, Foreign
Language Competence, and Family—Social factors—comprising 35 observed variables and explaining 56.48% of the total
variance (KMO = 0.917). Binary logistic regression showed that cumulative GPA was a key protective factor, reducing the
risk of delayed academic progress by 48.3% (OR = 0.517, p = 0.0208). In contrast, Individual barriers (OR = 2.421, p =
0.0006) and Institutional barriers (OR = 2.910, p < 0.0001) significantly increased this risk. Based on these findings, the
study proposes four groups of training management solutions, with particular emphasis on establishing an early academic
warning system.

Keywords: Graduation progress, credit-based training, School of Foreign Languages, Can Tho University, educational
management, triangulation design, exploratory factor analysis, logistic regression.
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I. GIOI THIEU

Trong gido duc dai hoc, ty 1¢ sinh vién tot
nghi¢p ding han 1a chi sé quan trong phan anh
chat luong dao tao va hiéu qua quan ly. Tuy
nhién, trong bdi canh chuyén tir nién ché sang
hoc ché tin chi, tinh trang cham tich lily tin chi
va kéo dai thoi gian hoc tr¢ thanh thach thuac
tai nhiéu truong dai hoc (Lé & Nguyén, 2023;
Nguyén va cong su, 2025).

Tai Pai hoc Can Tho, ty 1é sinh vién tot nghiép
cham nam 2022 khoang 18,3%. O Khoa Ngoai
ngir, dic thu cac nganh Su pham Tiéng Anh, Ngon
ngit Anh, Ngon ngit Phap va Su pham Tiéng Phap
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doi hoi sinh vién dong thoi dap ung kién thirc
chuyén mon, k§ ning nghé nghiép va chuan dau
ra ngoai ngit, trong khi hoc ché tin chi yéu cau
mirc d tu chi cao. Piéu ndy 1am gia ting nguy co
cham tién do hoc tap.

Mic du dd co cac nghién ctru vé két qua hoc
tap cua sinh vién (Lé & Nguyén, 2023; Tentsho
va cong su, 2019), phﬁn 16n mai tap trung vao dix
liéu hanh chinh hoac khdo sat sinh vién riéng lé.
Nghién ctru nay hudng dén ba muc tiéu: (1) danh
gi4 thuc trang tich Iy tin chi va nhan dién nhom
sinh vién c6 nguy co cham tién do; (2) kiém dinh
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cac nhom rao can bang EFA va hoi quy Logistic
nhi phén; (3) so sanh nhan thirc gifra sinh vién,
giang vién va can bo quan 1y, tir d6 dé xuat giai
phap quan Iy dao tao va ho trg hoc vu.

II. TONG QUAN VAN BE NGHIEN CUU

Tién do t6t nghiép chiu tac dong dong thoi
ctia yéu t6 c4 nhan, xd hoi va quan 1y dao tao.
Theo Tinto (1993), kha ning duy tri hoc tap va tot
nghiép ding han phu thudc vao muc do hoi nhap
hoc thuat va xa hoi; trong khi Bean (1980) nhan
manh thém tadc dong cua diéu kién kinh té, viéc
lam thém va ky vong xa hoi.

Céc nghién ctu cho théy tri hoan hoc tap, han
ché k¥ niang tu diéu hoa va cing thang thi cir ¢6 thé
lam cham tién do tich Ity tin chi (Thies & Falk,
2023; Ratnaweera & Khareedi, 2021). Bén canh
d6, cac van dé vé dang ky hoc phan, hoc phan
tién quyét, thoi khoa biéu va cb van hoc tap ciing
anh hudng dén tién d6 hoc tap (Impola, 2024; Lé
& Nguyén, 2023; Lopes, 2024). Két qua hoc tap
6n dinh va kha nang thich ing véi khdi lwong hoc
tap ho trg sinh vién hoan thanh chuong trinh ding
han (Bhatt et al., 2022; Fass-Holmes, 2016). Vi
sinh vién chuyén ngi, nang luc ngoai ngit dau vao
va moi truong thuc hanh 1a nhitng thach thic dac
thu (Thies & Falk, 2023).

Tur do, nghién ctru xac 1ap 4 nhom rao can:
(1) Ca nhan — tu hoc, quan 1y thot gian, tri hoan,
dong luc; (2) Nha truong — dang ky hoc phﬁn, hoc
phan tién quyét, thoi khoa biéu, c6 van hoc tap;
(3) Ning luc ngoai ngit — kién thic nén, 16 trinh
on luyén, moi truong thue hanh; (4) Gia dinh — Xa
hoi — diéu kién kinh té, viéc 1am thém va cac yéu
t6 gay xao nhang.

II1. PHUONG PHAP NGHIEN CUU

3.1. Pdi twgng va miu nghién ciru

Nghién ctru sir dung thiét ké hon hop dinh luong
— dinh tinh theo hudng tam giac dac (Creswell &
Plano Clark, 2018), khao sat ba nhém dbi tuong
tai Khoa Ngoai ngir, Pai hoc Can Tho: sinh vién;
giang vién kiém cb van hoc tap; va can by quan
ly dao tao.

Dir liéu duge thu thap tir thang 4 dén thang 6
nam 2026 bang bang hoi truc tuyén va truc tiép.
Sau khi lam sach dir liéu, mau chinh thirc gém
231 sinh vién, 22 gidng vién va 22 can b{ quan
1y. Trong mau sinh vién, nit chiém 72,73%, nam
27,27%:; Su pham Tiéng Anh 30,74%, Ngon ngit
Anh 44,59%, Ngon ngit Phap va Su pham Tiéng

Phap 15,58%, cac nganh khac 9,09%. Ty 1¢ quan
sat/bién dat 6,6:1 (231/35), vuot ngudng t6i thiéu
5:1 theo Hair va cong su (2019).

3.2. Phwong tién va cong cu nghién ctiru

Béang hoi gom 35 bién quan sat thudc 4 thang
do rao can, sir dung thang Likert 5 muc tir 1 dén
5. Cu thé: Rao can Ca nhan gdm 12 bién (CN1—
CN12); Rao can Nha truong gdm 9 bién (NT1-
NT9); Niang lyc Ngoai ngir gom 7 bién (NN1—
NN7); va Rao can Gia dinh — Xa hoi gom 7 bién
(XH1-XH7).

Bién kiém soat hoc thut 1a diém trung binh
tich lily GPA_AS5, quy ddi theo thang 4,0 thanh 5
muc: dudi 2,0; 2,0-2.4; 2,5-2,9; 3,0-3,4; tur 3,5
tré 1én. Bién phu thudc vé tién do hoc tap gém 4
muc: 1 =som tién d6; 2 = dung tién do; 3 = cham
1-2 hoc ky; 4 = cham trén 2 hoc ky. D@)ng thoi,
bién nhi phan duoc sir dung cho hdi quy Logistic:
0 = ding han hodc soém; 1 = cham tién do.

3.3. Phwong phap phan tich va xir ly dir liéu

Dt liéu dugce xu ly béng Jamovi 2.7 theo 5
bude: (1) théng ké mé ta va kiém dinh Chi-square
dé nhan di¢n nhom c6 nguy co cham tién do;
(2) kiém dinh Cronbach’s Alpha véi ngudng >
0,70 (Nunnally & Bernstein, 1994) va EFA bing
phuong phdp Minimum Residual, xoay Direct
Oblimin (Kline, 2016); (3) hoi quy Logistic nhi
phan va kiém tra da cong tuyén bang VIF; (4)
ANOVA mot yéu tb két hop Kruskal-Wallis dé so
sanh nhan thtrc gitta ba nhom khao sat; va (5) xay
dung ma trin mirc d quan trong — kha thi dé xac
dinh th{r ty uvu tién cac giai phap quan 1y dao tao.

IV. KET QUA NGHIEN CUU VA THAO
LUAN

4.1. Thuec trang tién dp tich liiy tin chi va ho
so phan khic nguy co

Két qua phan tich thong ké mo ta trén 231 sinh
vién Khoa Ngoai ngit cho thay phan 16n sinh vién
tu danh gid mirc d¢ hoan thanh 19 trinh hoc tap
ctia minh ¢ murc kha (diém trung binh M = 3,866;
d6 léch chuan SD = 0,925) va thé hién sy tu tin
nhat dinh vé kha ning dap tng chuan dau ra tot
nghiép (M = 3,710; SD = 0,968). Tuy nhién, khi
dbi chiéu véi két qua tich iy tin chi thuc té theo
tién do chuong trinh dao tao, ty 1€ sinh vién bi
cham tién d6 1a 16,02% (twong tng v6i 37 trén
231 sinh vién). Trong do, 13,85% sinh vién cham
tir 1 dén 2 hoc ky va 2,16% sinh vién cham trén 2
hoc ky (Bang 1).
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Bing 1. Thye trang tién dd tich liy tin chi ciia sinh vién Khoa Ngoai ngir

Phén loai tién dd tich liy tin chi Ma quy doi Tén s6 Ty 18 (%)
Tich lity sém hon tién d6 duy kién 1 22 9,52%
bung tién do du kién cua khoa hoc 2 172 74,46%
Cham tién d6 tir 1 — 2 hoc ky 3 32 13,85%
Cham tién d6 trén 2 hoc ky 4 5 2,16%

C6 thé rit gon nhu sau ma van giit du sb liéu
chinh va y nghia thong ké:

Kiém dinh Chi-square cho thiy nganh dao tao
c6 lién hé co y nghia véi tinh trang cham tét ng-
hiép (y*=13,001; df=5; p=0,0234; Cramér's V =
0,237). Nh6ém Ngon ngit Phap va Su pham Tiéng
Phap co ty 1€ cham tién do cao nhat (33,33%). Ty
1€ nay cting dat 33,33% ¢ sinh vién c6 GPA dudi
2,5, riéng nhom GPA dudi 2,0 1én téi 50,00%.
Sinh vién lam thém trén 20 gid/tuan co ty 1é cham
tién do 43,75%, cao hon 10 rét so véi nhom khong
lam thém (12,5%).

4.2. Panh gia do tin ciy thang do va phan
tich EFA

Ca 4 thang do véi 35 bién quan sat déu dat do
tin cdy cao: C4 nhan a = 0,942; Nha truong o =

0,917; Nang luc Ngoai nglr a = 0,896; Gia dinh —
X3 hoi o = 0,889. Hé sb twong quan bién — tong
dao dong tir 0,534 dén 0,812, vuot ngudng 0,30
cua Nunnally va Bernstein (1994).

Phan tich EFA bang phuong phap Minimum
Residual va xoay Direct Oblimin cho thay dit liéu
phil hop véi phan tich nhan t6 (KMO = 0,917;
Bartlett > =4810,26; df = 595; p < 0,0001). Theo
tiéu chuén Eigenvalue > 1,0, 4 nhan td duoc trich
xudt, giai thich 56,48% tong phuong sai.

Toan bd 35 bién quan sat c6 hé s tai nhan to tir
0,585 dén 0,833, phan du don nhat tir 0,290 dén
0,617; hé s tai chéo déu dudi 0,30. Mdi nhan 6
gdm 7-12 bién quan sét, cho thdy thang do dat
yéu cau vé gia tri hoi ty, gia tri phan biét va do 6n
dinh céu trac theo Hair va cong su (2019).

Bing 2. Ma trin xoay nhan t6 EFA va cac chi sb thong ké trich xuit tir dir li¢u

Mi Bién quan sat trich xuat Nl}ﬁn Nl}ﬁn Nl}ﬁn Nlrlﬁn Phin
tir bang héi to 1 t0 2 to 3 to 4 dw

Phuong phap tu hoc cua toi chua thuc

CN1 | gy hidu qua. 0,683 0,531
To61 gap kho khan trong viéc quan ly thoi

CN2 gian hoc tap mot cach co ké hoach. 0,779 0,384
T6i thuong tri hodn, "nude dén chan

CN3 | mdi nhay" trong viéc hoan thanh cac| 0,825 0,321
nhiém vu hoc tap.
T61 kho duy tri sy tap trung khi

CN4 | hoc, dé bi phan tam bai cic yéu to| 0,815 0,329
xung quanh.
bong luc hoc tap cua to61 thuong sut

CNS | gidm sau mot thoi gian, kho duy tri| 0,767 0,394
dén cubi hoc ky.
Ap luc thi ctr va thoi han ndp bai can

CN6 | tr¢o kha nang theo kip tién d6 hoc tap| 0,724 0,463
cua toi.

cn7 | Tinh trang kiét stc, met moi kéo dai| ) ;o0 0,443
lam giam hiéu qua hoc tap cua toi.
To6i1 thieu k¥ nang tu nghién ctru khi

CN8 | it 1y cac hoc phan doi hoi tr duy doc lap. | 070 0,351
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T6i cam thay ban than khong thuc sy

CN9 phu hop vdi nganh hoc hién tai. 0,756 0,404
CN10 "ljmh t.r’ang suc khAoe thé cPat lfhor}g tot 0.690 0.475
lam gian doan viéc hoc tap cua toi.
To1 thuong xuyén gap phai tinh trang
CNI11 |cangthang valo au anh huéng dén két| 0,728 0,455

qua hoc tap.

To61 chua dinh hinh dugc cong vige
CN12 |tuong lai nén chua c6 dong luc dé ra| 0,677 0,472
truong ding han.

Hé théng dang ky tin chi thuong xuy-
NT1 |é&n qua tai, gay kho khan trong vi¢c 0,798 0,343
dang ky hoc phan bat budc.

Lich hoc bi xung dot gio gitra cac hoc
NT2 |phan khién t6i khong thé dang ky du 0,833 0,316
mon trong hoc ky.

S6 luong 16p mé mdi hoe ky qua it, khong

NT3 | 4ip tmg nhu chu ding ky cia sinh vién. 0,793 0,390

Chudi hoc phan tién quyét duoc thiét
NT4 |ké thi€u linh hoat, gdy cham tién do 0,758 0,379
tich liiy tin chi.

Hoat dong tu van 10 trinh hoc tap tu

NTS C6 véan hoc tap chua kip thoi.

0,731 0,479

Phuong phap giang day chua phu hop,
NT6 | gay kho khan cho sinh vién trong ti€p 0,585 0,617
thu kién thic.

Thong tin vé diéu kién t6t nghiép chua
NT7 |duoc pho bién rd rang dén sinh vién tir 0,763 0,429
dau khoa hoc.

T6i gap khé khan trong viée tim kiém
NT8 |su hd tro tim 1y hodc tu van 19 trinh 0,651 0,575
hoc tap khi gap bé tac.

Co s& vat chit vé phong hoc, dudng
NT9 |truyén internet va thu vién tai truong 0,732 0,427
chua ho trg tot cho viéc hoc cua toi.

Nén tang ngoai ngit dau vao con han
NN1 |ché khién viéc dat chuan dau ra tr& 0,735 0,443
thanh rao can 16n.

Chuong trinh dao tao ngoai ngir tai
NN2 | trudng chua du hiéu qua dé hd tro sinh 0,653 0,522
vién dat chiing chi theo yéu cau.

Toico tam ly chu quan vé chuan ngoai

NN3 ngir, din dén viéc chuan bi qua mudn.

0,743 0,456

Toi thiéu 10 trinh hoc ngoai ngir bai

NN4 ban ngay tir nhitng nam dau dai hoc.

0,746 0,412

T6i thiéu co hoi duge thuc hanh ngoai
NNS | ngr trong thuc té ca trong hoc tap 1an 0,780 0,387
cudc song hang ngay.
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To6i kho tiép can hoac khong tim duogc
tai liéu hoc tap ngoai ngit phu hop véi
trinh d6 ctia minh.

NNé6

0,802 0,382

T6i thiu moéi trudng va cac san choi
thuc t€ dé thuc hanh ngoai nglt ngoai
gio 1én 16p.

NN7

0,707 0,491

Kho khan tai chinh trong qua trinh
hoc dai hoc anh huong nghiém trong
dén tién do hoc tap.

XH1

0,753 0,436

Thoi gian danh cho viéc lam thém qua
nhiéu khién két qua hoc tap bi anh
huong tiéu cuc.

XH2

0,788 0,411

Thiéu sy quan tAm va dong vién tir gia
dinh lam giam dong luc hoc tap cua
toi.

XH3

0,673 0,512

Thiéu sy dinh hudng tir gia dinh khién
toi ling tang trong vi¢ce 1ap ké hoach
hoc tap.

XH4

0,742 0,447

Ap luc tir ky vong cua x3 hoi gdy cing
thang, anh hudng dén su tap trung vao
viéc hoc.

XHS

0,727 0,490

To61 thuong xuyén bi xao nhang bdi
mang xa héi, game hodc cac hinh thuc
giai tri truc tuyén khac.

XH6

0,784 0,290

Gia dinh t6i it khi ndm bat duogc 16
trinh hoc tdp cling nhu tinh trang ng
mon cua toi.

XH7

0,620 0,577

Tong binh phwong tai

6,931 5,096 3,914 3,826

Ty 1€ phuong sai gidi thich

19,80% | 14,56% | 11,18% | 10,93%

Phwong sai tich liy

19,80% | 34,36% | 45,55% | 56,48%

H¢ so tin cay Cronbach’s a

0,942 0,917 0,896 0,889

Ghi chu: KMO = 0,917; Kiém dinh Bartlett: y

4810 26 (df = 595, p < 0,0001); Tong phuwong sai

trich lity = 56, 48‘7 Phwong phap trich phan duw toi thiéu (Mzmmum Residual); phép xoay Direct
Oblimin. Céc hé sé tai nhé hon 0,30 dwoc an dé thé hién ro cau tric hdi tu va phan biét.

4.3. Tac dong cia cac nhém yéu té dén nguy
co cham tién dé tot nghiép

Dé xac dinh mire do tac dong ciia timg nhom rao
can dén kha nang tré han t6t nghi¢p, mo hinh hoi
quy Logistic nhi phan duoc wéc luong véi bién phu
thudc phan anh tinh trang tién do (1 = Cham tién
dd, 0 = bung han hodc sém hon). M6 hinh ¢6 murc

d6 phu hop tt v6i kiém dinh ty s6 kha di Omnibus
dat x> = 50,42 (df = 5; p < 0,0001); cac hé s6 xac
dinh Pseudo R* dat muc tin cay (McFadden R? =
0,248; Cox & Snell R* = 0,196; Nagelkerke R* =
0,335). Hé s6 phong dai phuong sai (VIF) ciia cac
bién gidi thich déu nho hon 1,6, cho thiy khong
xay ra hién tuong da cong tuyén (Bang 3).

Bing 3. Két qua wéc hrgng md hinh Hdi quy Logistic nhi phan du bio nguy co tré han tét nghiép

Bién s trong A X R 2 Mirc y nghia Ty s6 Khoang tin
mé hinh HEsoB | Saiso chuan ) chénh OR | cay95%
Hing s . [0,0004 —

(H& s6 chan) -4,261 1,768 0,0160 0,014 0.452]
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Diém trung «
binh tich liy -0,660 0,286 0,0208 0,517 [0,295 ~0,904]
Rao can 0,884 0,259 0,0006%** 2,421 [1,457 —4,022]
Ca nhan
Rao can 1,068 0,255 <0,0001%** 2,910 [1,765 —4,795]
Nha truong
Nang lue -0,083 0,234 0,7240 0,921 [0,582 —1,457]
Ngoai ngit
Gia dinh 20,120 0,246 0,6253 0,887 [0,547 —1,437]
va Xa hoi

Ghi chu: * Y nghia thong ké ¢ murc p < 0,05; *** Y nghia thong ké o murc p < 0,001. Két qua hoi quy
cho thdy GPA la yéu t6 bdo vé cé ¥ nghia thong ké (B = -0,660; SE = 0,286; p = 0,0208; OR = 0,517;
CI 95%: 0,295-0,904); moi mirc tang GPA lam giam 48,3% nguy co chdm tot nghiép. Ngwoc lai, rao
can Ca nhan (B = 0,884, SE = 0,259; p = 0,0006;, OR = 2,421; CI 95%: 1,457-4,022) lam nguy co
cham tién do tang 2,42 lan. Rao cdan Nha truong co tac dong manh nhat (B=1,068; SE=0,255; p <
0,0001; OR = 2,910; CI 95%: 1,765-4,795), lam nguy co chdm tot nghiép tang 2,91 lan. Trong khi do,
Nang h,fc,Ngoai ngit (p = 0,7240) va Gia dinh — Xa héi (p = 0,6253) khéng c6 tac dong truc tiép o y

nghia thong ké trong mé hinh.

4.4. Phan tich khoang trong nhén thirc giira
sinh vién, giang vién va can by quén ly

Nghién ctru st dung ANOVA mét yéu to va
kiém dinh Kruskal-Wallis d¢ d6i sanh nhan thtc
giita ba nhom dbi tuong. Két qua cho thiy hai
khoang trong déng chu y. Véi yéu té Gia dinh —
Xa hoi (F =12,442; p < 0,001), gidng vién (M =
3,455) va cén bo quan ly (M = 3,216) danh gia
ap luc kinh té va thoi gian lam thém 1a rao can
16n hon so véi sinh vién (M = 2,591). Véi yéu td
Cé nhan (F = 7,734; p < 0,001), giang vién (M =
3,577) vacan bg quan ly (M = 3,721) danh gié cao
hon vai tro cua tri hoan va phuong phép tu hoc so
v6i sinh vién (M = 3,135). Ddi véi rao can Nha
truong va Nang luc ngoai ngtr, mic do danh gia
giita ba nhém twong ddi trong dong.

4.5. Pé xuit giai phap quan ly dao tao va hd
trg sinh vién

Tir két qua hdi quy va khao sat cac bén lién
quan, nghién ctru dé xuat 4 nhém giai phap. Thi
nhét, hoan thién ha tf?mg hoc vu va 10 trinh dao
tao, gdm nang cap hé thdng ding ky hoc phan,
han ché xung dot thoi khoa biéu va xem xét
ding ky song hanh hoc phan tién quyét; trong dé
70,13% sinh vién lya chon giai phap nang cip hé
théng dang ky.

Tht hai, xay dung h¢ théng canh bao hoc tap
som, ty dong nhan dién sinh vién c6 GPA duéi 2,5
hoic thiéu tir 6 tin chi sau ndm thir nhét; giai phap
nay duoc 77,27% cén b quan 1y ung hg. Thur ba,
nang cao hiéu qua cb van hoc tap, ting trao do6i

dinh ky t6i thiéu 2 lan/hoc ky véi sinh vién thudc
dién canh bao va ting cudong hd tro 1ap ké hoach
hoc tap, tam 1y va nghé nghiép; duoc 58,44% sinh
vién va 54,55% giang vién lya chon. Thur tu, mé
rong moi trudng thuc hanh ngoai ngir, hoc bong
va viéc lam ban thoi gian trong trudng nham giam
ap lyc lam thém ngoai truong.

V. KET LUAN

Nghién ctru cho thdy 16,02% sinh vién Khoa
Ngoai ngit, Pai hoc Can Tho cham tién d t6t ng-
hiép, chu yéu do riao can ca nhan, bat cap trong
dang ky hoc phan va ap luc lam thém. Hoi quy
Logistic xac dinh GPA 1a yéu t6 bao vé, trong khi
rao can Ca nhan va Nha truong lam tang nguy co
cham tién do. Su khac biét nhan thirc giita sinh
vién, giang vién va can bd quan 1y ciing cho thay
nhu cau diéu chinh chinh sach hd trg.

Vé 1y luan, két qua cting cb tinh phu hop cua
mo hinh Tinto (1993) va Bean (1980) trong boi
canh ddo tao chuyén ngit tai Viét Nam, dong thoi
xac lap thang do 4 nhém rao can co do tin cay va
gia tri t6t. V& thuc tién, nghién ctru nhan manh
wu tién xay dung hé théng canh bao hoc tap sém
va cai thién ha ting dang ky hoc phan nham giam
nguy co cham tbt nghiép.

Han ché cua nghién ctru 1a pham vi khao sat
chi tai mot khoa cua mot truong dai hoc. Céac ng-
hién ctru tiép theo nén mé rong mau tai nhiéu co
s& ddo tao va sir dung mo hinh céu trac tuyén tinh
dé 1am rd quan hé gitra yéu té tam 1y, dong luc hoc
tap va hanh vi tri hoan.

TAM LY - GIAO DUC | 293



TAP CHI TAM LY - GIAO DUC

TAI LIEU THAM KHAO

Bean, J. P. (1980). Dropouts and turnover: The synthesis and test of a causal model of student attrition. Research in
Higher Education, 12(2), 155-187. https://doi.org/10.1007/bf00976194

Bhatt, R., Bell, A., Rubin, D. L., Shiflet, C., & Hodges, L. (2022). Education abroad and college completion. Research
in Higher Education, 63(6), 987-1014. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11162-022-09673-z

Creswell, J. W., & Plano Clark, V. L. (2018). Designing and conducting mixed methods research (3rd ed.). SAGE
Publications.

Fass-Holmes, B. (2016). International undergraduates’ retention, graduation, and time to degree. Journal of Internation-
al Students, 6(4), 933-955. https://doi.org/10.32674/jis.v614.327

Hair, J. F., Black, W. C., Babin, B. J., & Anderson, R. E. (2019). Multivariate data analysis (8th ed.). Cengage Learning.

Impola, J. (2024). European credit transfer and accumulation system as a time-based predictor of student workload.
Higher Education Research & Development, 44(2), 417—430. https://doi.org/10.1080/07294360.2024.2406490

Kline, R. B. (2016). Principles and practice of structural equation modeling (4th ed.). Guilford Press.

Lé, V. N., & Nguyén, T. T. (2023). Thuc trang va cac yéu td anh huong dén tién do t6t nghiép theo chuong trinh dao tao
ctia sinh vién Truong Dai hoc Can Tho. Tap chi Khoa hoc Pai hoc Can Tho, 59(CP Giao duc Pdng bang song Ciru Long),
108—115. https://doi.org/10.22144/ctu.jvn.2023.099

Lopes, G. C. D. (2024). Student support management: Strategies and impacts on the academic experience. South Flor-
ida Journal of Development, 5(11), e4697. https://doi.org/10.46932/sfjdv5n11-044

Nguyén, H. L., Son, C. B., Nguyén, T. N. T., Tran, H. Q. A., & Huynh, V. T. (2025). Cé4c yéu t6 anh huong dén két qua
hoc tap cua sinh vién thudc dién xét tuyén théng vao hoc bd sung kién thurc tai Truong Dai hoc Can Tho. Tap chi Khoa hoc
Pai hoc Can Tho, 61(3), 225-234. https://doi.org/10.22144/ctujos.2025.080

Nunnally, J. C., & Bernstein, . H. (1994). Psychometric theory (3rd ed.). McGraw-Hill.

Ratnaweera, M., & Khareedi, R. (2021). Exploring selected factors that determine graduation times in an undergraduate
programme. Asian Journal of Education and e-Learning, 9(5), 184—196. https://doi.org/10.24203/ajeel.v9i5.6778

Tentsho, K., McNeil, N., & Tongkumchum, P. (2019). Examining timely graduation rates of undergraduate students.
Journal of Applied Research in Higher Education, 11(2), 199-209. https://doi.org/10.1108/jarhe-10-2017-0124

Thies, T., & Falk, S. (2023). Which factors drive major change and university dropout? An analysis on international
degree-seeking students at German universities. Journal of International Students, 15(1), 1-22. https://doi.org/10.32674/
jis.v15i1.5434

Tinto, V. (1993). Leaving college: Rethinking the causes and cures of student attrition (2nd ed.). The University of
Chicago Press.

294 | Tap 32 s6 10 ki 1 (thang 10/2026)



