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Abstract: Academic self-efficacy individual’ s efficacy expectation of completing academic related content. Related researches
have proved that academic self-efficacy was a good predictor of academic performance and achievement. Based on the situation
of the research of the academic self-efficacy of Engineering Undergraduates in China was lack, this paper investigate the academic
self-efficacy of engineering students by using the Self-Efficacy Scale (GSES) and the College Students’ Academic Self-Efficacy
Questionnaire (CSES). Results show that the academic self-efficacy level of undergraduates in China was not affected by the
professional background and both CSES and GSES can be used to predict the academic performance of engineering undergraduates

and serve as the basis for formulating teaching strategies. Appropriate scales should be selected according to different survey

environments.
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