R HEA

RE 95 4 5 51(2) > 1-24

F AR ) 9 28 8 SR w2 B A7

#2 Jm AR

B 2R KEHE IR

W %

HESRHCE LB BRI T FE 50 R e T R BB R B P AR A RS - SR A
(1 EBRE ST AN S m] RE B R — T A R IRLER A A RLAEER - (IR B EH W e ika
LIRS BLRE RIS Y A AR o BRI o AWFFERIEH BN © (1) FEaA
FUATAERE I B RE 7 B e TR QA SR 2 UR A A2 BB R BRI SR > I LR
HEHERME A EHIRE TRV ABCR . (2) T B2 AN R RIRR 2 H ARAS 1 5 H
AE 7B E Mt o I B ARV RREN S8R 0 (3) Baddjeni 5 AR 2 E W Feprag il
(I b A EBRRET T B HERER I I B JRBH B2 - AW FRERMEE BT - Sl HhE R 1
FTE 3t 655 f7E522E > MfMTAYE]— (2003 4 ) KB (2004 ) HFf2 32/
o A ERAVEOR DU AR BRI R 2 B B B T TG TS
B o WFZEREREEUR © (1) FEAE T B HREE TR 22 A SR A = EL A AR Y B e
P B R RS B S FH S AR I v AR Y22 0} » 1T - BRE T S e SR Y 3
SR L HERESR IS B E BRI UR K - (2) 2% L BlRE )7 Bk BRI & AR
TREZ B AN SERIRR = EARRG S AT AT FERR =R ARG B2 L ERE )
BHRRER IS ISR AR (R AERRE R HARRS T > B E EBRE I H
PEHRERIS BB FNCR - (3) BULHIAIBIFEEEAME - Bl A0 E8RE
JIFNEE B8 2 AR TR R {EU S RE SR B 58 P SRR AN B 25 R fk ey _E 7T b
Tt o AWFFEARIRZRITTEMS SRAL B i S B 5 LA RFEA TS5 > dHE IR 2RI b
B ABIEERE -

|

B

~ FERETME ~ A TR - BRE EARAS

= G

2 BB MR E B 2R R B AR
BH > ANDBEAEREEE TN ESE
H AR SS )7 ~ TEAE AR B2 E T - &
AL B I e KB (Bulter, 1998 ;
Turner, Midgley, Meyer, Gheen, Anderman,
Kang, & Patrick, 2002 )  Fij3ltig 2547 ks f
¥EEETT By (avoidance behaviors ) Bk HETR %

(avoidance strategies) ° AT E AL EE
BLE ek T R E MBEREZEL Y |
( Martin, Marsh, & Debus, 2001 ; Wolters,
2003a ) tHE # e A A (R2AAK > 2003

BN > 2003 5 Urdan, 2004 ) » FZRE 10 5%
A A Gl EE e (o 8 S R RE SR IS (Bulter,
1998 ; Cain & Dweck, 1995) - Hiffsei&is
( Turner et al., 2002 ) SH71s > 38 LLEhER 4 1Yk
HESRIS A FE R - BRI HEETS
BRI ~ BAEHBL - EEH
RE .

BE L BARNERE SHEELEEIT
Z B R—E A B LEE ey E 2L
B MR HE TIEHEIEF B O AYEERE - Urdan
1 Midgley (2001) [al g =45 B 224 Bk



2 F2 R AR

Bl H BT Ty L IBATRAVIFZE 1% » FEHIE L8
W ARG T#ImThy (approach behaviors ) »
PRETHERET T R R SR A S st IR 2% - Rl
T 8 SR et BB (S AN A AL B LUR Ik
AR - —EHAOEMWERERTE - AR A
BRI E BRI E RS - LSRR ER
EEEWIEN - BELHEENIEEERA
PRETHERETRMR - [ATFs R HUIEEE TR B £2 4475
SN B ER A P sE A+ At A B B B [RI4E 40
IB R ERTRE ST - i ek SRS Y H B B
AT MU 22 A Y I EOE (Urdan, 2004 5
Urdan & Midgley, 2001 ; Wolters, 2003a,
2003b)  AERHE TIEH BT e ERE
HH 5 SO RE SR I Y B A B TG 3 (AT 3R - IR 3%
FEA RIS A SR S TH B 52 AR 1 3 R K
FHEKWEY) -

— BREAERIERERE

A B i SRR B B SR AR B

B2 AR g H S FH Ak RE SR IS LS B R PR
('self-handicapping ) ~ JE:iEK B (avoid help
seeking ) ~ JEBE A B (avoid novelty ) £
( Covington, 1992 ; Turner et al., 2002 ; Urdan,
2004 ; Urdan & Midgley, 2001 ) - A5 H
IR - IR E A TERTE LAEh 8GR
it - CUBE H O 58 BCLFES SE A EE (Urdan
& Midgley, 2001 ; Wolters, 2003b ) » $Z0#E T
R B I 1% — 708 ~ BUE 2 IR Z R IME
g ~ FRT—MER S - BREOKB R RS2 AAE
BRI - RIS ~ BEJIRVERZ M 7e 2 10
BIRE » AESH B e B i FEAR (a4t A =K B
Bj(Ryan & Pintrich, 1997; Ryan, Pintrich, &
Midgley, 2001 ) - 35 JEHEA 57 - 2 FEERE Ry
THEGEH TMEE - B R MW i A RE
J1 0 Rl e R e e e R RE v A
EE R M R DY RS -
RUREHHE N H PORFE RIS (Turner et al., 2002 ) -

Aij it =Fe AR RIS B A A RV E R » =
#ALLE HR - BT H CHIERE ~ B
AN# HCREJIHYEE (Bulter & Neuman,
1995 ; Ryan & Pintrich, 1997 ; Turner et al.,
2002 ; Wolters, 2003b ) o B4 By fn] & 2 A A
PRAUE e TR 2 R H CRE ST BB 2
42 Covington (1992) By H FAE (Eqw » 1EHE
wx E OE W OH A &= K BH KB W

('self-acceptance ) « {2 H » BRAERYH IR
B A R A B A 35 T 15 B A B B RE
MAE  BoEREfEm FHE R R EHIRE
BN - HE IR R RS - HET
ZBAEME - g JIRMEE - JREIEE CHRE
JIiEE CEEE - RREEE 2 LS
JInEERE - RSN A S H A
H - FrllR T IREHBEE - AAEERC
B AT ER PSR E TERE
4 BETILE R R — LSRN SR RS At A L
REJIHUTEE » 18 SE PRI ML 2 e TR Bk
HEFT Ry o HHILWTEN » B4 i R R I B9 B
HIE Rt A E HRE SRR ECAURE B
fE{H - & Covington 5 LEFRMEE " RN K
b EEET (ruses and artful dodges ) | 224
RS kgt s b T ER ) e -

— ~ RIS EAF ERREDRIRA (R

FERRmal - BEARER T PRIGIE TR Y

H 2 R NS HAE TR - AliE ik
HETR IS EAE2 T H B H SR IRy R BIAR S
ZY)EH{% - 5 E I > Ryan, Pintrich, & Midgley
(2001) [EIEEEERINIFER @ FEREEHR

R U EWAPSIL wes-Z - MR biiia S S S e )
KR - HEEEHEHEHCCWENE S EE
HIBLIF > ATREBAS S R ALIEEE TR » —H 2
EEWIRE SIS AR - Bt
R FH AR TR SRR 51| S L RE TR BRI -
HIT St HE B B & 52 7 3 A E T R B 2 1 AT A



ER NP R R R A 3

T o T e SR IS 2 e R - (HZRET IS
B 565 TR o [ B IR SR B ARt A T RE 2 A I
Y+ BN AT S 58 FH ke SRSl iR 2
BT BRI, - eftEmRr LF R R Al
FEAKELRE 7058 » JREN = HIRE /7 B o8 R
2 AT AE L BB % (Martin, Marsh, &
Debus, 2001; Urdan & Midgley, 2001 ; Wolters,
2003b ; Zuckerman, Kieffer, & Knee, 1998 ) »
HME < BEZHGE I HE B H Y RERIg 2
[ EET = — A RIGER » {KREJIRIE T RE
B AR AR RE TR 5 1T S 5E SR s A o FH [ A
PR AR HIRE IR -

FEREJIAIERINTSE L > Boekaerts (11996,
2001, 2002 ) #FH i EZEE L (model of
adaptive learning ) 1 - FEREFHH HOEH
FEBRE L/FNRE T B R F8GE
(subjective competence ) » FEIFE I 2 fEE2
BHE N E e E 2 E TIFae JJny R 8l
sl BRI ER ESE LI Y EER
afdipkfr (appraisal component) » g Sz
FrE BB I /Ty ~ BERR
Z R /14818 (mediators ) - Boekaerts 3E
Ry X8 RE J7 B & &5 E ( perceived
difficulty ) ~ FEIIHAEE (success expectation )
B B HELHE (self-efficacy ) - FNISEHEE ZFEE2
BHE RS E TIFNE R AT 5 BT
H e BEHEH R ESE TR IR AL
il BERE RS EEH H N S S RE LI e
FiE TIF ~ 8 8UE B {E = (Bandura,
1997 ; Pajares, 1996 ) - FHRE —H A FRE
HHEH 5ok e 25 TAEREJIry B8
> LA Boekaerts iffif Fy T HiRE

% Boekaerts (1996, 2001, 2002 ) ¥f F#
REJJ BB ETT By o FRBA PRI — RS IR S} -
LA — S SE AR PRET R BIRE IR R
W%~ BE{% o Hi40 Ryan 1 Pintrich (1997) 2§
B A B2 A B RE 00 1SR 4 Tl T 6 SR SR Bl 1T

k5 Feick Fll Rhodewalt (1997) #FIHE 41
H Fea RATE FBRE G HEE A
4 5 Urdan » Midgley #1 Anderman ( 1998)
eI G B Y 22 2 H B RE R LA [ I 5
FE%FE 5 Thompson F[I Richardson (2001 ) %%
HE B ERER IR E G BARAY IS 5 Martin
E A (2001) ZH e TSI &M THEIH $as
IR Bz [ffirAE#E] (defensive pessimism) o Jfjig
R H EAEE AR E RIS 2 B (E R B A
FEE 7 IRy R /)% 1E 5 Middleton F[1 Midgley
(2002) FFHIHHELAE R H BRRERT KB
A ERERETHE] 5 Wolters (2003a) HY
e H B RaE & m) THEIE IR - BRAf
MEBFFE AN > IRE — e iff9E ( Karabenick &
Knapp, 1991 ; Newman, 2002, 2003 ; Newman
& Goldin, 1990 ; Ryan & Pintrich, 1997 ) EA
o AR FEBRE IR B R BE LRSS
BRI N R H CIRHREST » Bt DU 8 8 R
IR JesE KB

ARPE R AT - 8 R EERE — L SEAE
PRET e SRS Bl B RE T < B » (HI2 Bk
Mo E REMESE 5 - Bt 0 Al
G MR AR BT IET ( cross-section ) [ iff 72 3%
it o BE LI AR I R EA R R BRE
FORERESR NG o [ AT e — AN RIGER - Wi
GO g% (BRI Sea st A
B 2 AL B A R IR R i AR - AR
A FEIRE ST EL YRR TR IS Y AR A ERIEE
W et at BETi Rysd s (Wolters, 2003a ) -

HR - FifeE S e K H ERAH BRI 92k
PRETEIR BIE N 2 B GR - S AR 8
T TR RRTR - a1 7 N i e R
O s B ke - HE L DU
FELAR S B FRANHE ~ DI S B R
=M LB TIE - SR ERYAHR( Boekaerts,
2002 ) iy H AR ~ k5K Bl B sk A4 5 —
Tl e RIS < BRI E A+~ =R



4 EER RN

B (Turner et al., 2002 ) ° [HhFHHEREHRIEEE
TR B - BRE ) < BAGREE T S ER A5 T2
P, (structural equation modeling, SEM ) 2
34T 0 T SEM BYZrHT AP S E A E R A
52 AR X B 5 R o B T 2 i R Y S i
B%o

F= WA R NS HEH SO
F AR T B YR RETRNE [ B AR T RERY T #873K
R Rt e AEw A RE IR B A
HIAIE B2 SE TR © 8 A JEHT K e
FEAFEEGEIMER - R AR
HEJJ{E7& (Bandura, 1997 ; Pajares, 1996 ;
Pintrich & Schunk, 2002 ) - 55— 1 * JRE T
%% (Middleton & Midgley, 2002 ; Midgley,
Arunkumar, & Urdan, 1996 ; Urdan, 2004 ;
Urdan et al., 1998 ) 25 B4 1y S Rij e sk m] A
B A TEIE R RESR IS o [RIBL - 5 ORFRER TR
L AR T B YRR SRS B 48 - R 38
AE 7 Bk SR I i [ Y B AR BT 2 i 1Ry
fHEH (spurious correlation ) o BE{a[{d " HERR
AJRERYT B IE | IR IHC HE G R
B RIS B R0 B ZL R E2 ( Bollen, 1989 ; Kline,
1998) -

FEA AT = Bh > AHF SR ERAE E 5Tk
gt Ak EBIRE J 7 B R SRR A A8 AL AR
N o DB EREE ~ A - R
FE R E B RE TR M E 52 ( Boekaerts,
2002) » G LDAH FRE IR - eGSR ~ JekEA B
Ry 8 ESR IS A9 I E F5 45 ( Turner et al,
2002 ) FEHRER Fe i et B FBRE T Bl kiR
W HY SR 1% ARG RS R 5 e bt — B i
R EBRE RN SE: - G L -8
AE T B R RESR IS Ay A2 R ~ B5ERRE M
B AT e BN — -

= REBFEGRE T HAENEARR
BSEEFREVEEENAR

Prupit S E FEES (18Ee)))
B2ET RERRIEET SN - BT AR E
HHE Bl R = SR A2 EENERE S - 2
21T By 2 TR R 42 Ames, 1992; Ryan, Gheen,
& Midgley, 1998 ) - fR#E Ames (1992) HYEH
Bh o MR G vl e R E By
ZHE - BRI E T - 2R R E
B = fE M AR - FOREFZ ERIT RS R
HWZHE @ I 228 e —RYRER
FeAT Ry B A AR R 2 T A S B i aR
EENHS AR = H AR A5 % ( classroom  goal
structure ) - Ames W57 3R 2 HARAG Ryl =
M AAVH EE S fE ( classroom mastery goal
structure ) BAFR= N H AL (classroom
performance goal structure ) ° 7F 5 == {5 24V H A2
rERER > BEMERR ARG - B - &)
B - SR A BN E A o A EEE
TAERIER FAE A AR SE S R ER g 5 fEER=
FKOLE AR BN AR IRy =
5~ EHiAE R ERE - EHE TSRS
% A A RS RE IR HEE T
i FERYEE ( Ames, 1992 ; Urdan, 2004 ;
Urdan & Midgley, 2003 ; Wolters, 2004 ) »

RPN R = H AR 2 2 > Turner
EA (2002) R RpfraR= 3R HARRG
B ST AR 2 IRECKE) ~ 77~ B
B AR TR R RS - A TRESR
BHCOCEEENNEE  Eg¥HCOEE
BEAETEE - B A B e o 58 A
At /T DUss A B O 2B A B Y SR - AR
I+ BRRERE NG EH RSy AR AN g
GRS - 815 2 - SRERTIBE AR
REME B2 AR B FH e BE SRS DUERS Mt A H 2
RETHVEE  (HERERAEEEEE S



ER NP R R R A 5

HYER PR AR -

FEEF%E 5 1a  Butler 1 Neuman

(1995) ZHAEE B EINEERT - FRvIR=E

FH HARRE R TR a B A o i R e K Bl DA
Bfi Hl 9% HHEJT 5 Arbreton (1998) #FHi &2
A AR Y AR 2 SR E AR AS A ] DLIE ) FEIE
PEHEREY 5 Urdan 2 A (1998) I 5d B
R IR 2 R E AT ARG A T e TE I RER
FR 5 Urdan (2004 ) B E 224 HIEFFR= R
B E AR IRE - At m o B 2 B i
FREEME 5 Wolters (2004 ) ZgHHhEL AR IRy
R 2 R A E A ARG R ) TEHI B PR Rk
25 R B E RS A T [m) TR P PR - FEEIA
WFSETTIH - 53 (2003) AURFFCE Bl =
FEER H AT A A wT DUTE [ 8 I B v AR 3 oK
B ;B SEE (2003) FHE AR RIEATIRE
i 0 E AT A A g TR HL B R ~ SRR
By ~ e GR 0 H 2R = R H AR RS IR A
TEIHIH B Peak PR ~ JEBEKRY) ~ B4 LR 5 2
WL HIRZ SRR (2005) 2§ BB b A= R Y8
T R AR 25 A A A ) PR L S oK B
11T 2% TR (] (1 R 2 At A 1 [ P e
KB) -

o o AL oE AT DA B - B3R = H ARG A
FIER A i DEEE SRS A B VIR TR - (H2 8 Lehft
FEHR U PRET AR 25 E A v B b R S U
TERATR - o Arait s H AR R 8RE
Eil 36 5 ORI B 0% AT RE AU AR BT AR - IR1B
Nicholls (1989) HUEHES - THEEMRFS AR AT
REAHET R AU REJ MBS B BT T T Z B RH
£% o Ryan £ A (1998) Wybfge » 2 5l B
A B2 5 H BRE mT DU ml FEIENH H PR
{H2 e — 3 R 2 B = B AR W Pl - 2
Bl B A B A ik A G T SR AYER =
B4 BSRRERT L A K By o BR PR & IS
oS R AR = H A AR E 1Y
HIRRUREE A A8 A LAsg B et sk By - X

ifl » Ryan ¢ AAYRfF5E U fEE mnvifse - th
R B — 1 R8I RE 48 v B B — R R e TR
Mg o FEN S B 5%

PRPEHII - A ZE 5 B i B B Bl A 8
FIEEBTE - P8 R = B ARG nl se & AT
F-HRE 7 B R TR o R B 4%  [RIE - £R
SEM 1 % f K 43 #r % ( multi-sample
analysis ) » R ER = A 2V H AR A g B ER == 5%
B H AR RERAAE 2 5 o FEAH SRty 18
AE T B R SR IS A2 A AU R P A i 22 8
HIZZR - DI A R AR = H ARG i £
HFHIRE 7 B e R TR 2 R RA £ R RERY IR ER
R BRI EE . -

/0~ EEeENEAR B RISEFRIRR

Sl = A TR SN = R A S
B REANHREHREES —ESAZL
HYRE R« B H R AR ARSI - At
B E ERRNEE ~ IO ~ TAEEE ~ IEME
&~ BRI - AR - 57~ RBEEEEN:
IR E NENES > HEEARTE
J& ~ kK Bl S H B PR AS E e s e A
2H _EFHA9{ER - B4 © Wigfield ~ Eccles
1 Pintrich (1996 ) 2% 85 24 () 1 K AE
TAEEE ~ GG RE SR B 1% 3% P AR I BE
EER T = N HEAaRE R EE
2 (R Al S =& - #k 09 7+ = i B Jf 5 Pintrich
(2000 ) I A B4Rk T - ARMHE
HIELHE ~ BDHAEE ~ IE A BRI B a8 R
g LA N > (HE AR R R E
PR AR TS 5 Wigfield F1 Eccles
(2000) ZEIHAGLERIRESIE & ~ B &
TAEEEREE RIS 28 T RS - S
IR S 1 B P B B By A EE S Gottfried ~Fleming
I Gottfried (2001 ) ZEFRGLE A {EENHE -
2EwEE - B - FERBEFHR A S
£ N - e B RAE RO R A BHEE - AR



6 F2 kA

Bl AT FE T > BB - BT T EE
(2004) HIBFFEtLBERBI A RVRETIfE &b
FRFI N H2 B EERAVZEPEE R
BTt e

ABFFEATER RS B B RE 7 B HEE TR i IR
JE I B RSB TSR - i HARWTSE
IRERfEE R T AR B » Al FE R Bl
At B R B I FE AT B R A B v A= L RE
JIBLORE RIS A IR S - AP SE BB
L=

5~ AHFREVBEBVEA{RER

FRETAT - ARIFFERY A T =5 -
(—) FEAMITR Ry " R BIRE Bk
0 TR A8 A SOR R ) B3 SR &R 5@ e
FE Sz P R S TR A 3 B E JT Y 2 LK
R (Z) B AR S ng R = H AR RS 38
T #RE J7 B e TR et [T B FRAYBR B CR
(=) BEigstniH BB BT 8 By
] A T ERE T S bR SR Y S PR B S -
PSR HBY— AR E R LAY B
A B E U FERG R (Deppe & Harackiewicz,
1996 ; Martin et al., 2001 ; Midgley & Urdan,
1995, 2001 ; Urdan & Midgley, 2001 ; Wolters,
2003a ; Zuckerman et al., 1998 ) » {FE% EERAE
JIER PR SR IS A A AL RIR B4R - BIARHTSE
AR T BIRE ) B e BRI A8 S SR AR RS
XEBEERIISCRS » [l - AFseE—2
TEIH =B RE T A R R R 20 SR Bl b SRS
B EBIRETIRIRERK - &K R L ERETIHI
BB AR R B2 75 3 {1 f58 FH o 22 g i DR S
ER A S B CREIRYEE - kRS gAY
{5 P BT L H S B R R R IR 1% - A
REsZ B L BIRE AR - Fit DL BRE U7 kgt

RIS IR S B2 - (B2 SR 5 8
REJJHUSSCR AT RE 2 M #e Y -
SHEIFTEEHAY . ARWFSTHREE Nicholls
(1989) Jz Ryan et al. (1998) mimELEL AT
TR RE B R BIRE T B H kR SRS
HIBATRE 2 EIER = H ARSI P an - B9t
F TERE S 2275 4 AR B i S AR =
FERE JTATERE SRS Y B Ry Py 5 B2
BB R BRI R E S - FBRE
IS RS B A s~ 15 2 R Ry s ARG
AEFIYFRE R - gEJIEEANZE - B4R
DEEHCHEEERVRES) - KIANE2EH
B EBIRE TG KRy far - At AR F5 2 PR e
TR SRS I A B HBE TR - Pl 8
AE 7036 50 SR o [ Sl oy 3 5 - AH
M fEEETRRE JJRIAYERZF - GEJTENETE
WERE - BEFEDRE S R E R RO H
O [FIERYRE IR EL - (Al v Re s & TR AL
HE TR SRS B B CREJIITEE - Fild
T EHRE J7 Bl R TR L [T SE R st
SUAFEHR =S » AR BJenin
WFFeas R (RN ~ FRIAHK ~ T2 » 2004
Gottfried et al., 2001 ; Pintrich, 2000 ; Wigfield
& Eccles, 2000) » R B FEIRES IS
W& = A B T B - B RSB SR I Y 5
Ry bEFE R o BT - BEETE R Ry
k7 B2 AR M Y U (T (Pintrich &
Schunk, 2002) - FEFFMHAYIGIN - Z2EAIEL
H ~ WA - §Fry )7 2 N R
k= (B TE R B ZREJIHRNEE - 24 H
FEERYRE JI AR Bl B A B & ARG
By PR o 35 2 i AT EGE T (o B A B A AR
VR AR B RE T k15 - NI FH B8 26 1 3k e SRS



ER NP R R R A 7

&~ MRDIE

—  RHER

ARG DU 4 R T ST 52 - fhEN =
R (AT~ SAERR - BREER
Frr ~ BT - TR AR - G -
EHERR ~ WA A LB AR
BB 691 bt geiEA - Hp B4
354 A~ Z04E 337 N o ZIE R L+—24E
R (2003 A7) BE—REEHREGERE 2
BB — R E > WAL AT 2 (2004
F) B RESRNEEZS _RHE - 18
25 RIS - 2 36 4452 575 R sl
MR iR E R » B4 20 A ~ 224
16 A - ARWFEEH TR E R IR SR
T BRI R A M R R x
(1, N=136)=0.44 > p >.05 - [E]lEF > o B KR
O W AH 32 A A FE 28 — I = 7S (R 22
g IH b B R 0 1(689)=-1.03 ~
1(689)=1.61 > p>.05 = [K[[th » ZAHHFFE T LARER
KBy 655 fiziR (B4 334 A ~ 404 321 N)
TR IEMET AT -

— EFE R RIEREMRERT
BB

ABFFE i R Y £ RE 7 Bl DR A AL
AR (1) EEVIMEEAESE (latent
variables ) : 03 - E#HHEST ( &) ~ 03 FFEHLE
Rl (&2~ 04 FEBEETT ( 71) > 04 FF3E
HERME (720 o Hr o 03 FEBRETI ) 03
- FEEEOR I 2 TEAE 5 IE > 1T 04 4R 8RE
B 04 4738 0E RN TE AL MR - AT SR BOE
ig PUfETEAE A IHII B R - S EH 03 1V E
BlREJTEH 04 A9 LBREICIRERAREL 7 1)
Ko 04 FERFRRER S (FRES PRI 701) HHEHE

R B 03 FRYIERERIG E I 04 1Y
HETRETRME (ISP PREN 7 22) S 04 FEAY EBIRE
71 (RREE RSy 1) B EBERBUR - mik ke
RESFRER > o0 K o S3IAER EBRE
e 3k e SR R — AR IR E PR 5 R ER R
v Ky 1 RERTERET) R RER IS A A A
SURAREL - BbA > 03 R FEHAEJIEL 03 Fik
e RS I [F] — IRF AR = A 1S - AW DAV
1EHB2IENMER ( o) WRERER - WK
RERIRBITR - 04 FFFEIRETJEL 04 43k
WIS FIRFE R & TSI ER - AR
sethAMEE H AR R - BHERE S
TEMRRIE - R ANVEAE B H — i A5 3T HAE
B BCAB TR R B IE AR ( J12) 2K
HHtH IR (Curran & Bollen, 2001 ; Kline,
1998 ; Long, 1983)

SRR T H - ARHFFCIRIE Boekaerts
(2002) AYEEGmEIELEL B RS R - DLH BN
AE ~ S0 S e Rl S0 A0 R Y A BB 0 -
REJRUMIEFEEE 5 [AlIRF » ABF5E20E Turner
EA (2002) HHeESRISAVAE - DIEHERE
RR ~ B3R By e b e A AR e VB A E A8 T Rk
IRIEHHIE AT - B E BRI - HIETEEE
FeAdizt 2B B RS 2 5E 1 -

= MREIREVAIE
(—) £&88ED

KIFFEHEHE Boekaerts (2002 ) 3 22
TR I 2E AT A E B =R (On-line
Motivation Questionnaire ) > HifF " FEIAE
B ER | KRB A B R
B TEIRES] - AERAUE HEREE - K
DA R VB EE R =iy &R - BESER
BHETUE BRI ERI - EEE
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04 5y

F1d
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04 2R
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1 EBENEXBRBRIENREARGTSH (RER | BERBRIER)

ALl 206 7] AR R THER A -
17 EBRE SV AE ERNFER R Z T 5
FESr T o DAEEIREFARIER ~ /R
e PRR MR R s SRR - R#8iRE
JIAE ER I =R EIE AR 1 1K
F B =ERFLEESER 15 HEEHA
B EEHY 65.5096 » — il K] 22 Bl i S R A A —
B RE-2 " HEREE > B AEEE
L % A A B R e .32~ .86 ZfH » HL[H]
PEATR37~.69 M RIZE 2 AR |-
HRRr & 7 R E Ay s R A & =Y
R 74~ .86 2] > H[FIMELE.65~.73 2
=0 T ERIIHE | HT A RE E Ry
BAHI B B AE .47~ .87 Z[H > HL[AITEAE.64
~.79 Z [ - TEZ T » HEREE ~ i
R HIE R E = RIS — B
Cronbach o 128 (N = 206) {#fkFFE.86 ~ 91

5292

BRATAL 53 AT SN - AW SR 53 B LEL 2003 K
2004 it HIFT S HIE A (N =655) H#1T
WA Ry [ B 3 R KI3E 43 7 (confirmatory
factor analysis, CFA) » DI5Es T 8IRE J1 A&
R IERUE - AHZELL 2003 FEEEER
JEFTHY CFA #5REUR © »* (87, N = 655) =
250.92 > p<.05; RMSEA = .054 > GFI=.99 »
AGFI= 98> NFI= 99> TLI= 98> CFI=.99 ;
FHERESIFERER 15 HHERENERRA
RS .82~.94 [ ~ AR E(E REAE.67
~ .88 [t EHERUEE ~ I HASE S A A
= &l — B K 2 19 78 7E 8 T 8 K P
&.94 ~ .95 }.95 » ;E ={ERIFRE R HIE
Gr Al ks 76 ~ .80 J2.81 5 B TRERIER " FBIRE
77 5 WTEAEBIERH B 2 .93 » B hiE
B.81 o HB—TMH » AWFFELL 2004 FEIEE
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FLATHEITHY CFA JREE A B B AR P 5
B 2 (87, N = 655) = 19448 > p < .05;

RMSEA = .043 » GFI=.99 » AGFI= 99 > NFI
=.99> TLI=.99 » CFI=.99 ; &5 15 {H}&
IR R E A B A .84~ .94 2 ~ {E5H1$E
IEEMN. 71~ .88 2 0 HEEE ~ T
S R RV S i = e — [ R SR A H S 4
A E.95 ~ .96 52.96 > 38 =] [KI ZE 18 EHHEY
wmIKFE.79 ~ .83 .81 [aE —FERIZFEEE
REJJRAH I .93 » B HHAE 2 .82 - Al
3E SeAE R AR FEIRE A B R R H G
BAR A SR

(=) RKEERES

16 80 SRS H I ==L > A 924K $8 Urdan
F0 Midgley( 2001 )~Ryan £ A (2001 )~ Turner
EA (2002) ZEEFUEIES - MR T HesEESR
W e | SRR B B A B B R E R Y
HERETRNG - AREFAE H ISR ~ JEREA R
B 6EER B =8 &5 - BET BERB/E T
& ERANBEERA - B ER T E
#x B mEmFR R R R Pk
RIS AR AR » S RIIZRR e SR I AR
A -

ZNUIEAVERE PR GENESE R -2\ S R RF S
AT ERRMERFE 28 (N =206) #5R
HET © kTR B 2w N = R UE R
1 YRIER - = E KRR e R g3k 15 (@
H At SR 67.239% - 38 = KR &R
HIRSHE S 2 —30 RIR— T A B - H
Fiv Ja8 7 {16 RE H A i b 1% RH B 2 fe] & AE .80
~ .87 [ > FLEMEAATRS53~.76 2R 5 KR
TR T B FRERPR o RS R E R
RHAY & ff TR .68~ .89 (Z[H] » JL[A]PETE.69
~.79 [ RFE=2 " eEEky) > HprE
Tl E B B E i s A & e AR .58~ .87 2
o de[EMEAE.52~.67 Z [ - FEEE S

FEREAEBR ~ HEREPR B e K B8 =M &
FRE—EE @ 1R8 (N = 206) #KkFF
2.90 ~ .93 }7.89 o

BRATAL BTN - ABFFE EAE L 2003
2004 FHYHBEA 655 A#EITRREY R
CFA » D\ En b BESRIE R RN - K
9Ll 2003 fEEIEERIEITHY CFA 43 HTi
HE 22 (87, N=655)=272.68 > p <.05;
RMSEA = .057 » GFI=.99 > AGFI= 98 > NFI
= .98 TLI=.98 » CFI= .98 ; B3 15 {HHl &
PRI AR SR A AR .68 ~.92 [ ~ {7
RIS EAE.46~ .85 2 5 BT ~ kb
A B e b SR Bl = A1 — P (R R AU AH R A A
FEI2.96 ~ .92 52.90 - 35 =K 2045 FLHHEY
5 Fs.82 ~ 70 .65 BE T REIKIE T HkkE
PRI | WOV TE B A R 2. 84 » A BN
HIE.63 o AWFFLLL 2004 FEEIEE R ATHEST
i) CFA ZRNEET A AR R © 27 (87, N =
655) =350.89 > p < .05 ; RMSEA = .068 » GFI
= .99 AGFI= .98 » NFI= .98 > TLI= .99 > CFI
=.99; F3R 15 ] SR AR A K 22 & S AE. 78
~.95 2 ~ EREREAE A HY.60~.90 &2
M5 B ERERRR ~ koA B R ekt sk B = fE —
P& R SR AR A B4 1 s .97 ~ .94 J2.92 > 58
= R 3R Y 8 R R R 2 89 ~ 76
K69 i 25 I K] 32 b 0 SR 0y R 1 S
.87 B ELHEE R .69 « Bl BTG R AR
HEHETRMNES 5 AR SUE -

(=) REBEGHE

ARFFE LR RR (2003) FREdAy TER=E
HARR R R ) AR E R P A A s ny 8
i HARAGHE - X ERESEMIKIE Ames

(1992) WAR=EHEMBIESR > L2H
Midgley <5 A (2000) iy " 2R HAERE 8K
SR © BRI PR R g > S

PRRERE A ARG ) B T R R EARAS



10 F2 kA

% MfEsER > BHSERSERE |
ERANEERUA - XEEFEESTER LG
SrRim s T AR B AR E AR
i 19 I RFR R E AR R R E
A Ry -

MRIBFEIIAR (2003 ) DL Skl BRI ZR
B K8 BRI T Y BEER M IR ZR AT (N =
610) FEREUR » AR R AT HHEFRE R EUE KR
1 YRIER - B RE R R L T E R 10
A R g 811 57.459% o Wl (K 22 B B 5%
HFIASHEAHE - RFE—2 TIREE A E S
o HAT I A e B E i s f KR & &
.73~ .81 2 FLFEMESTIR.53~.67 2
K% ok " ERE R EERERE  HpT)E A
A H R K E A EN R .65~.79 Z
R > dE[EELE.48~.65 2 - FEEE L - 12
TAPRR B FE 8RR G P E RS A B R = R
I H AR S W s E RN ER— 2 o £
(N =610)%r 7284 F.76 - ARF52LL 2003
ISR ERUEAR 655 A K15 A mH A
SRR o (BB E.85 .72 -

AN » ARFZE L 2003 4R HERIFT S
BEEA (N =655) H#ITIR=E HIEA SRR
CFA » P HT#EFREER © v (34, N = 655) =
218.10 > p<.05; RMSEA=.091 > GFI= 98 -
AGFI= 96> NFI=.92>TLI= 91> CFl = .94 ;
=R 10 FEHEIEENKRZR &R &N R .51
~.89 Z [ ~ MRIFEAE EAE.25~.79 Z[H ;
h 22 A R S B R 2 R B H A R RO
FRAE BE 43 HIE.93 .85 » 35 Wl K 2ty A8t i
HHEUE S 5k 72 .54 o R4 Frfs S8R
Rz H RS m R E A EER AR -

/g~ EXEE

ARFZ2LL LISRELS.S1 k2 SPSSWIN12.0
TR AT - SEFFEE I — - ARWT5E

5 %123 (Diamantopoulos & Siguaw,

2000 ; Hair Jr., Anderson, Tatham, & Black,
1998 ; Kline, 1998 ; Marsh, Balla, & Hau,
1996 ; Rubio, Berg-Weger, & Tedd, 2001 ) iy
Tk > D@ AR R AR (absolute fit indices ) »
FHEFHEBCHELRR (relative fit indices ) FTHE fi]
Fd¥542 ( parsimonious fit indices ) 2R " 3=
BiRe T B PhRE TR IS 22 A ORI 2 ) B HE @
B 5 M DUE R FEHE{E B (individual item
reliability ) ~ ¥EAE B IEH K EE ( composite
reliability ) k¢ S ¥ 48 H hh U & ( average
variance extracted ) = JEFEAZ A B8 A8 A Y
SR E o MR MR RV REEARE o ARWESE
RIZAT LB E & 3% > LA " RMSEA < .08 -
GFI> 90 ~ AGFI > .90 | P a8 = O fE 6 i
FofEHe 5 DL T NFI~ TLI ( NNFI)~ CFI ~ RNI ~
IFI ~ RFI #{EA .90 ) et = A S 5 i A
#e 5 DL T PNFI Jx PGFT #Bi=iR.50 5 Kot =0
Fa fEEACERYE - 53— 71 > AWFFE2F T
BENER > DL T et R R &R EGE
BEEKAE T ERIFEEME R > 45 T B
HHKAEE > 60, kK "8 RahiE
> .50 ;& PUIE R AR R B am B X P 0 A Y
ST ARYE o BRATME Gtk LB B R E R E N
ERIF RSN - ARMsE iR = L% (model
comparison approach) 4347 721 Bl 12~ o1
B 90y 2725 (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993 ;
Marsh, Dowaon, Pietsch, & Walker, 2004 ) » [)
P - B RE 7 Bk MRS 1928 AR ~ 1
REJT Bk RE RIS Y S FEARE T -
SR EHIN S AR EEE
R H A R E o Jm R E1Say Az
B EE  HGRERAE A BERNE
i el H A B 5 AR = SR B H ARG i 4 B Ry
1A Ho 7 B 52 3 e iR G P R
ffH (n =164 ) HGREREAHE AT 2R
HI5 53 AT Ho 7 B 5 R = R B H ARG 47 &
TG ER AL B 2 iR =R T H
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EEAGHEAH (n=170) » £% SEM YA AR5
% #ITIE RH S AR AR ST S HY i RE
77 B e S TR A B s AR AR 2 b i 2 BN
A7 FE LR -

TESCRTEC R HEH] | - BB R RS
CASEERIE AT O A 2B LB I E %
# ( Boekaerts, 2002 ; Pintrich & Schunk,
2002 ; Wolters, 2003a ) » [ e E 2 7E S
HY e IS A5 %R (Middleton & Midgley,
2002 ; Urdan, 2004) - [K|ft » BEfA T HEBRTTHE
By | 2REREIE H e G HAERR
B 1% A9 B ZE 7 $2 ( Bollen, 1989 ; Kline,
1998 ) » ZRWF5CER Roeser ~ Midgley #1 Urdan

(1996 ) Kz Pedhazur (1997) Z# .2 = o
e 3R 5 17 Ak 5 3 B AE T S 3k i SRS Y -
% DI B I — 2 E N (2003 4)
B REH R RIAA E 2003 4 - 8RE
7 B S8 TR e 7 Al B S B TR A T R 0 BT R

FIr #3572 3 8 (residual scores ) » Je 523k #
ST EBERTNE (2004 ) BB—RERH
FUEERL G 2004 4R - BHRE T Bl iR
Mg 7 A 8 2 B TR R T TR R 0 BT R AT 1S R IR
gan SO O ST WE RS S EA s FNGA V]
WRIE - Aift AR 2R B 5 e e 2 AR S T
R FR B AR ( maximum likelihood, ML )
HEITAEET -

&% 0 SHEREN = - R = E
REJIBAIE ~ —fEJeEE SRS B I R B h5E
2R DL FFHRE ( Boekaerts, 2002 5 Turner et al.,
2002 ) HUCASHH SR ER TR IR AR AS 26 %8 R s S B o
Mok BB vh AR 2 HERUAE ~ B ~ &0
B =l EBIRE 1 R H Pk R ~ ekt
A G ~ R SR B = I8 3k i SR S8R TEAE 2003 4
Tz 2004 SRR R & _ERYZE R o ARWFSRHEL TR
TS TEREET 7 MTIRE - LL.0S Ry BHE /K HE -

2 MRER

— » EHEE DR RBEREMRERI
B)BECE SR

A - B AE 77 Bk TR 2 A SRR ARy
ERCREE R b o AW TR e T A R e i
Mo e B se NAE AR B 0 > H R il iR
JIERFRRETR IS A ABURE ~ E#RE I Bk
HERMSIERE M - & 1 2 E#RE)I BEER
s A EL SRR S 12 i S s AR G o0 By
A HAHBAGREL - 2% 2 BURHEm R BB &
FHEE RS RO S B R - &% 2 B > AR
FiHEREEKYE > ¢ (48, N = 655) =
241.80 > p <.05 > {H 2 HA B HEE B HEACE

Eofe A Al AR B e U B B 2 B R HLA Ml
R0 RS © FEAE AL [ » RMSEA = .079 >
K H2.080 AYSERECHEYE 5 GFI = .98 ~ AGFI
=.97 > HEEHA.00 F RO AR HE © hAH ¥ E A B

= NFI=.97~TLI=.96 ~ CFI=.97 ~ RNI
= .97~ [FI= .97 ~ RFI = .96 > 35 SefH %} AT+
REER =R 90 HUSEACATME © Bxf% - W TN i 58
lid$gfE PNFI = 70 ~ PGFI = .61 » H155A.50
HO RO HE o Fi i SRR FBIRE T Lk
PRI 28 A RS B 2 R HL A M Y
e RO RE B A SR R TR AR B B R



12 F2 R AR

*1 FEENERBRBIENREN 12 BUSEFOREMERHEHE (V=0655)
A4 T a. b. c. d. e. f. g. h. i. j. k. 1.

a.03 FHIAEE  1.00

b.03 I HASE 78 1.00

.03 A HE AT .58 62 1.00

dO3FEHEKE  -35 -35  -36  1.00

e.03 e MEAEH  -27  -20 -29 51 1.00

£.03 fEREMEREY  -26 -28 -32 49 44 1.00

g.04 £ H IAAE .64 .61 510 =32 -30  -28  1.00

h.04 FERRIIHE 56 .55 46 =32 -28 =27 80 1.00

1.04 FH1E .52 .54 59 -31 =30 -29 .64 64 1.00

j.04 FEEHEER -33 -31 -.34 43 30 30 -41  -47  -49  1.00
k.04 FEFEEA B -26 -24 -29 33 37 26 =27 -26 -42 .55 1.00
1.04 FEREMEKE)  -28 -29  -36 28 27 40 -31  -33  -43 48 47 1.00

x2 FERNERBEBIEVREACEBLRESRIGR
1A O

«

(1) Degrees of Freedom = 48
Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square = 241.80 (P = 0.0)
(2) Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.079
90 Percent Confidence Interval for RMSEA = (0.069 ; 0.089)
P-Value for Test of Close Fit (RMSEA < 0.05) =0.00
(3) Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) = 0.98
(4) Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) = 0.97
2 FHE SE P RS
(1) Normed Fit Index (NFI) = 0.97
(2) Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) = 0.96
(3) Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 0.97
(4) Relative Noncentrality Index (RNI) = 0.97
(5) Incremental Fit Index (IFT) = 0.97
(6) Relative Fit Index (RFI) = 0.96
3 K il SE A
(1) Parsimony Normed Fit Index (PNFI) = 0.70
(2) Parsimony Goodness of Fit Index (PGFI) = 0.61

Tfﬁg"‘ﬁfﬁ’ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ pnE G > R 3 BURE ~ .86 (Z[H > EREN.45 HUGFSEATAE § 03
ERG RS - Ha i R Ram RS THRETT ~ 03 FEHREETRME ~ 04 - L HBRETT )t
%éﬂﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁ%*ﬁ% HAEREALARETE T 04 0 E DM VU {1l Y £ 38 I AU RH A5 FE AR
fR.71~.93 Z[H ;12 1I1IEU?E$%1§F§T£.51 90~ .79 ~ 93 k.81 0 =00 AYFEEAR
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/

HE S A VYA vE B IE Y Ry R - EERE ) B R TR A A SR IR 2
BIE.75 ~ .56 ~ .81 k.68 » tHEREA.50 MIEF T“’E?I‘HT&E’JWEMM °

BT o 1 5E 20 T A U A e B R R

x3 FEENEBBRBRXEFREANZATRETELTR

i} *Nf@“ UAPSES~ . NEFbE| TBAEB AN Y
= A Byt EE A 2 LY
03 FFEERES (&) .90 75
03 £ H HREE 90 .81
03 FEE A 91" .81
03 FHIEEE .80 .64
03 FERERERNS ( £5) .79 .56
03 £ H FE R 81k .66
03 - 8 e AR B 72" .52
03 358K Bl 72" .52
04 £ FXBIREST (7)) .93 81
04 4 H AU AE 93k .86
04 FEE A 91" .82
04 FERNE T 87" .76
04 F-HEHERME ( 7,) .81 .58
04 £ H FE R .83R .70
04 3638 AE B 74" .54
04 365 K B 17 51

Tp<.05; RBIEE > ZIRGIEE 28 -

% R

19—l 03 pray s el ® 04 FIZ5 5557 | 147
i '\ 93 FIZ5 35 :

. 90 \ ‘
19— 03 syt : : 04 B |g— .18
36" — 03 s 04 STEHY | 24"
34— 03 pi 04 FIZS BT 4 30
48" — ol 03 s o 04 PHEE S | 46"
49" —f 03 g 04 PHERY) g 49"

B2 THENEBERBRXEFREINTE2EECERRARBREEER
Tp<.05;: F2IUERE . BIRGIMEF 2 -



14 A2 Ak

FRETA Ay GEEC R RSt - 18 2 23
T HIRE 7 B R e 2 A SRR A a5 AT 2
B 5E AR LIRS PR B E b B T B el
R o A E - S EGBUHE SR
g 0 A 03 R TRBIRETIH L 04 FFRV T
BlRENNHEEZEWERSBR > 71 = 80 p
<.05 5 3ZEAF# 03 FFRUREEESR IS BT L 04 11
DEHETRMS L BRI ERAE IKAE » 720 = 52> p
< .05 - SERUR T HBIRE T B R ORI AR HLA 15
FHRREN: - HK - B 2 BURsEda 03 £
BlREJTH L 04 FAYZERERIS B BF A
[FISSER > o0 = =310 p < .05 5 5zakaE 03
TRV PR R L 04 - LB RE IR =
BFEERNR > 712=-.09 0 p <.05 - h#E
RSZFFARWFEROTEHE] - BIBd AR E8iRE
B FERETRIS B R A BB - = [
PR E 2 fe 5% 3 Al > ANiE R EBIRETTEL
PEBETRME » ECg R Ay il B A = 2 Ak E

(RFEEfrE) ARMR 2T > 1 H 03 4 F#
REJERL 04 - LHIRET) —F B A MHITAyE 5!
TRERERE ~ TEAE B IR S B R P ey 3
A 5 03 FFFRBETRMS e 04 £ FHETI N —
F R EA MR ERTEARE R - A IE
FRAEL A BE B V- 223 B R - SRRl
RS - EBIRET7 Bk R S W 2
f e B A E S e F I AR E N - &1k
e se ERRAE AR R BUE AT A - 523438 03 4
[ EBRE T 04 S EBRETINIR (7
=.80) {LIF-LEH: 03 AR HEEESRNE BT 04 FAYHE
HERBS 2R (o =.52) K MiszilE
BIREJTEHERERIERSOR (2 =-31)
PR 6 E TR i B BB AE TR (2 =
-09) K-

Tyt 8 L AE 77 Bk S TR £ 52 55 R
B ~ EBREJTE T LE RIS 2 B Ry
TRERVERE - AW — i A ik
1704 - AE3R 4 1 > My 2 AR SR i i Ay B G

Rz Mo 2R B i = Hh - 03 4 ke SR 4
04 FEEBREJINERSER ( 7 12) K 03 F/1Y
FHBIRETTET 04 FERERISAVERZERER ( 721)

i E R fHEE 5 M3 Q2K 03 42 18R J7 Ry ¥
04 FEEBRETINERRCE ( 1) K 03 F1Y
HETRETRIE S 04 A J65EE SR I HRECR( 7722)
i E R fHEE o IRIB R Ll {8 (Joreskog &
Sorbom, 1993 ; Marsh et al., 2004 ) » 2 M, £
M R T#E (A7) S %R
H FBIRE ST B RE TR IR A AR (g Bl
7 21) AT - [A3 - 2058 M AT M YR
TiERERT - BIRREE T ERE T Kok
HERISHIERREME (7 Bl o) AEAHHE] -

x4 THEENDEBBRBIRENRE  BREME

EER
55 X’ df A p? Adf
M, 241.80 48 — —
M, 247 .45 49 5.65" 1
M; 256.39 49 14.59° 1
HoAPRIR I ER AMPREABREER -
"p<.05

MRIEFE 4 740 M2 Fil M1 YR = &
HEE kA A (1, N=655)=5.65p<.05°
H—#ERFRRZ A E 03 FEBIREIHHE
04 FEH6SEESRME ~ 03 FERYHesBESRMIE ¥ 04 4
FERE I E SR AFHE - EHRE 2 1
56 AR MBI R AR BB T A > 3ZEkE R HHRE
JTEERESRIE AR (g2 =-31) BEERsEE
RIS H FERESIHIRER ( 712=-.09) K- [tk
— GRS R SR HE SR - 59— TE > M fl
M Rtk - A p° (1, N=
655) =14.59 > p <.05 > SEFA TR H L EHRE
J3 R RIS AR E M AN AH R - fEE 2 7Y
56 AR LR B ARBUE v A 523035 03 ARy
FEENEHE 04 FEEREIIRER (ru
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=.80) LI 03 FERYDEBETES A 04 FRATHEEE
TREEZR (o =.52) KIGK > EFRRE
BRI LLAEER IS 2 BE R AR e R A -

\ REB RGBT e D ke
BSREFREVEEENR

FHEFFE H A ARSI A
EIERERAEGM (n=164) KERERT
HEHH (n=170) MifHZ3 > #E1T SEM HYZ
BRAG T > DALRER R RH 32 507 E8IRE 7 B 3k
HETR MG A AR S EAS R 2 IR - K
WF5EE% E 5 B R Fr 2 DARG#H 32 50E A Rl Ry
HI (form ) JuFE#E (Bollen, 1989 ) » 14 3&
—DLA p? Flg M sz 2 AE T HERE (VB AE 1 42
THEHEEARS IH BB ) ~ O R (VB1E
H ATy A S B AR R ) ~ WOHRFE (VBAE
WA IR A R B R ) R R
728t o R 5 EHERENE A H AR H Bl R =

T H SRR AE R BRE ) BB RIE R H
R =GRS 2 BOR R R 22 R B
R o RPHURFHSZ S AT M LG
e, A y?(4,N=334)=12.11p<.05 >
T A€ O FEf fe W G R AT MRS A L - B R
T2 FE 2 AT A R B AR = R B A
FHAE VAL B T VB A AR T Y LR
A EEFEARE -

x® 5 MEREBRCEEEEERRENDELBRIZIR
BERREXN L=BiCRSEEMENERESR

553 x? df A p? Adf
Heorm 215.17 96 — —
Hr 227.28 100 12.11% 4
Hro 230.23 103 2.95 3
Hroy 232.10 106 1.87 3

HoAPRRER AMMREBEBEESR -
"p<.05

xo6 MEREEFGEEEETBENERBRBRXENREN LI EESHE=EER

WA 52 3k 3 (R B R 58 AL A EHE

120
i X2 df Ay? Adf PRERPEEREE SRERFHEEREE
Hiorm 215.17 96 - - - -
Hy,, 218.78 97 3.61 1 .66 .87
Hy; v1» 220.88 98 2.10 1 -.21 -.12
Hy 1712724 226.50 99 5.62% 1 -.05 -41
Hyy 1712v21722 227.28 100 0.78 1 .65 57
HAPRRER AMMRREAOEESR -
"p<.05
BRRGH 20 T AERE 78 B AHIgE  ERME{L A M T - FRIEORSSA E RS 03

HE— 2 Ph W A =2 3 AE O« 28 ErY A
[[] - & 6 B IR REUR - SRR E A
i H B R == SR E RS RS AE o 20 (HIT 03
SEREEREJTE 04 FBERIS I EBESUR ) A
HEEEE, A y2(1,N=334)=5.62'p<.05¢
HERgHAYH[E] 2E R (common metric ) 5842

R FIIAE T 04 FoRE RN I L BER A
05 (p>.05) » {ERRE B H AL 03
R FIIAEITE 04 MR B B
 -41 (p<.05) SERTRERE B
AL ST BS80S O T
FIE PR (LR TR R H R 5



16 F2 kA

AT EBRE I AN > A AR A HEsEE oM
SRR o Bl S SR B R SCRF AT 2 1 H#E
A > RIS TRy 8RS 7 3 HAR R RETR
B¢ F S8R 52 1 SR8 B R B RR = E ARG 1 P
AT FEFHEME B EFGE I RIER=E
o JeRTY EBIRE 7B AR A ERE SR AR
SREEABCR 5 (B SR B AR B E #
MIRR=ZE T SERTIY EBRE T B H R e TR
Stz JHEREE SR -

= THRENERBERIBHFERIRR

FRIFSE H Y = > ARFFE DRI AN 2 4
A BB BT AR P 52 A 1 B RE U B ke
RIEFRE < FRVELIEIE - &R 7 @%il& L
BiRe )7 LR R IR AE 03 4F 2 04 -5 K &
A28 ~ REHE 7 RO AR 2 38 B s SR B
SIATARGIR o FRRHATAL > B AL
Blae T B L BIP EEE 2R > Wilkks A
= 92823 F (3, 652) = 16.80 » p < .05+ ;>
= .072 « ARIHFFEHE—FLL 959 [FIRFHE HE I i

( simultaneous confidence intervals) ffZfHY

i REUR o SZadH e H TKAE ~ i

HIEEHE R SE = 3 b o RHI R R P
L 95X FIRFEREMARE S 0 FOR
e —EABIERT ~ BRI R AP R B
FEgt o WRER 7 WAl SE =R A AR
SR R A (RN O — B - B R
IR E RE S AT o HE ESNRE ~ Rk
TSR, - T ¥ B2 TR RS By R B -

FERERESRIS ST - o3 AT S R Al B B 32

75 Wilks A=.92859 F (3, 652)=16.71 -
p<.057 77=.071 - 95%[EIK:{Z HB ik 3
RS R A 2B HERER ~ JEE
A i Bk SRE SR 58 = R4 E R~ SRR
mIEEE#EE SR - D HIRE T 1]
DL - & =S ARy B A
F RN N o TS R EURZ A
FHIH RERPR ~ et A= 57 ke e e K By R
BE&F AR A F =m0 o Kt > Fiaihs RS2
Fr AR R 0 TEH > B oh Az S 23 45 f i 7
= HEEARE IR TR o H 2 YRR
HIBERAIBE N -

K7 BPEETBENERBRIEHMIGUELN M~ SD RIBEBEAIZEEERYUDINTERIGR (V=0655)

08 HiiEl (2003 4F) & (2004 ) 95 %[l 17 {2 i 1 ]
I8 e = S8 e = Wilks 4 TR FBR
F#lge
INEE BV 3.55 1.23 3.35 1.26 .09 32
2 BRI A 3.17 1.18 3.42 1.19 .92823" 16 41
3 EE R 4.09 1.19 3.90 1.21 .07 31
8 TR
1. H R 2.57 1.30 2.76 1.33 -.35 -.04
2.6 A R 2.91 1.18 3.12 1.22 .92859" -.36 -.07
3. 63K Bl 3.02 1.18 3.36 1.19 -.48 -20

" p<.05
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=

AW H WAL B A= 8RB
RIS 5 A SRR A RO EE - S A o
Az NS RR = H A 1 S R TR
TR BR PRIV ERETOR > B B A iy 8
RE ST R AERE RIS Y S R B 52 » DU $1f = {1
WFFE H B9 Z oA RS T i b e

— ~ EEENEERE RIS R R

ST HI—I S - ASTIRB e aiiy
B EHFTRR S B Em RS ( Boekaerts, 2002 ;
Ryan & Pintrich, 1997 ; Turner et al., 2002 ;
Urdan & Midgley, 2001 ; Urdan et al., 1998 ;
Wolters, 2003a ) » £ — 1l - H A2 J7 B JEEE R
W& 2 AR - BEiR =R E 2 el Y R
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Abstract

Although research in educational psychology has always emphasized that
students’ perception of subjective (i.e. of their own) competence and their use of
avoidance strategies might form a vicious circle of reciprocal causation, no empirical
evidence has yet been offered. Therefore, the purposes of this study were to: (a) test
the fit between empirically observed data and the reciprocal causal model of
subjective competence and avoidant strategies proposed by the author, (b) analyze the
moderating effects of classroom goals on students’ perception of subjective
competence and use of avoidant strategies, and (¢) confirm the developmental trends
of students’ perception of subjective competence and use of avoidant strategies. A
longitudinal design for a two-year period was adopted in this study. Participants were
655 students (51% males) from ten junior high schools, and data were collected
during 2 consecutive academic years. The first wave of data was collected when
students were in the 7th grade (2003), and the second wave was collected when
students had moved to the 8th grade (2004). The observed data were analyzed via
SEM, multi-sample analysis, and one-way repeated MANOVA. The results of this
study are as follows: (a) the theoretical model fits the empirically observed data well,
and the results of this study supported the predictions made at the outset; (b) the
relations between students’ perception of subjective competence and use of avoidance
strategies were moderated by students’ perception of the classroom goal structure:
students’ perceptions of subjective competence were not related to use of avoidance
strategies in classroom mastery goal structure, whereas there was an inverse relation
between students’ perception of subjective competence and their use of avoidant
strategies in classroom performance goal structure; and (c) there was a significant
downward developmental trend in junior high school students’ perception of
subjective competence, together with a significant upward developmental trend in
their use of avoidance strategies. Implications for theory, instructional intervention,
and future research are discussed.

Keywords: students’ perception of subjective competence, avoidance behavior,
avoidance strategies, structural equation modeling, classroom goal
structure



