BRZR A
RE 92 4 » 48(1) » 15-40

WL AR SR XA R

F2 18 AR

B Z %Y KEHH TR

BT [E A BN R 2 R A8 1)/ s £ G RS B0 R B ) B A A
BiG o NoRF B S 1 20 R A B~ RRERS RN - RS e MR B PUAE H AT o A
BFF SR AR O 2 A 5 B A4 i S =3 o 1 8 g 7 1 8 A e R 5 B A T PRy
BREER Ao AV HAFE A B A B SR Bk ~ MBIAAT RS ~ KBTS ZBAMR o
SRR Tl B BRI LT h— B = ARt 610 8R4 - AR AYRDR USRS T 1R
BRARIEST AT o WSS SRR Y A B E AR i B AR A BRSO ~ P A
B AR B o S AR AR B AR BB DR o DU A e B R £
JREE ~ MIETTRS ~ BT Z AR RIBAGR ¢ MRS R EIE A PRS2 A 2
FREARIRE 0T RS > B PRS2 SAH WU TS o SRl FO RS P H AR IEAFAR IR - b3
HAR & A PRS2 B4 R ER T B ) 17 1% IE M FHIH S S H R RE TR o BB 3R
F AR IE A TR 32 54 S AR 1 1T £ > (B SERR TR S 3 AR AT 1 o RaliEhS
P E RN e — i > HLRB RS B E A B S s RS SR o (R AR
ABE ERIIAGR o CIERTHEZAE REE BB AT RS - (EFEH) 7 F ks 24
HAAE 5 HElns 24 B IS IE A FE I 52 50 MO Rk T 7% - (ELEC TR O P ks B B A
1K o AWFFCARR I ERS SRAC G _E AR TRY R - A H RS e R

Fﬁ%%ﬁi C R KRR AR AT - ERETRS

AR HAZEE ) (goal orientation ) HEg

B Gk H 12 (achievement goal ) B 5y ELAK 2 i fE i
S B AT 5 B B B A B R B R 284 ( Barron &
Harackiewicz, 2001 ; Elliot & McGregor, 2001 ) ° ;& /&
PRI A e P G T AR 2R 0 2 T AR ) IR
TR R FHETE TR RN - gl 27 H e
HLEE RS "R, 68 T REL se el
Mo | BRI ANAHEH AR o 55— AT %3

A T SO R 2 BT B o B R R BB o Bk T R
BB T REEE OB EY: - B IR R
BRI T A BT ARTE > T M
ANfE] o BIAN—E BT R FEE L IR M

BEHE - e thrB g m Tkl 75 m e
AR B AR r R G 2 S U BB B R o B
BB ES LUK EE K (need for achievement ) ~ 2L
2B (fear of failure ) F1EEIRKIIEEZE (subjective
probability of success ) 38 = % T A AR TR A\ Y sk
1755 (Elliot, 1997 ) o #R#% Elliot HEE, » BmkBhEE
A 2 TSR W B =R BB > (BLAD {8 DB — g ] B 2R
SEEAME A1 %8 B 8% (approach motivation ) o HHE
o ENH B I 2 B — B o B [F) R 2
BRI o K B KA T 1 IR R W RE i AN FE
[i] o A £EER 752 20 KBRS Tl A [ R B T 2 R AL
M B RE CHIAEREGRE  (BA5—EE R EKE



16 2Rk

5 BRI IR R EF 2 R T O B2 1 [ R
HAES 54} 0 Elliot 3055 skt BYKEHL R 1 5k sk Bh
B R BT ~ TRE R AR Tt e e
FrE G P B -

R BRI E L O R B
LS ) B B R e R A A i B B A | o
Dweck £ A\ ( Diener & Dweck, 1978, 1980 ; Dweck,
1975, 1986 ; Dweck & Reppucci, 1973 ) ¢ 751548
BRRIRA TS ZEFUAH IR RE T 52 B A TR R TR
FRORE AN A A [R] 1 S o B0 A 2 B 3 el AR 22
1 5% o 2K B R IR B R A TR BB 7 > T A 2 5 2 Rl g
IR Z % 17 - Dweck iR 2 MBHA > 22382
FEPRHAL o R MIAHIRIRE D G RIVERE % » HHERE R
Bl & /5 AR S € ? Dweck and Elliott ( 1983 ) 32
FHE 2 IR F38 e BB 0 1 A5 AN [R) 1 Bk B AT S A
PRI 1 45 W e AR v < B3 HA%E (learning goal )
BB (performance goal ) o FFE2E HIFE (¢ H
ERTE H AOAE B RS D IR PA LA Rk B B 1
SRERE TAEAY H L R BLE A M AE 7508 5 35 A
HEEME B RES] o FEHBAHZE (Dweck, 1986 ;
Dweck & Leggett, 1988 ) 1 » Dweck #% 1 N &
Zm (implicit of intelligence ) N H H & RS o
MR NS R DB EE N EE (I ERE
i ) 0 A HERE TR R AR R 17 » R
FrR B H A A E A R Tyl DU R (5
TR Ream ) Rt 2278 T/ERIBE Hh 2 A 3 R
51 R a2 B o

f Dweck 2 4}> Nicholls( 1978, 1980, 1983, 1984 )
TERE JIFOES I I RRATR AR B A ) o 58 £ F9 R A
BRI S B L R A e B ES HIRES SEVTTRA TR
431t 1 (undifferentiated ) o 75 35 {6 & Be ) 50 35 58 5 HE
I E R E S IR P A S &
LHRE (LIRS ) - SRR » g
A LU B RE A RIS > SE VTR T4k

(differentiated ) It — B i 28 2 & FITaH 1Y /&1 AE
TR RBUSHRIAET - FH) 12 etk RERKG

TRFRE TR F [ e N R E o = e T2 R U RN Y
L IEANRIS EE AT > B T A 55 a0
BIANKILS—EKAF o K > Nicholls (1984 ) F2EHE
JIRIFRE F 2 BT RS R DR © BRI - fth]E 53
WifE H A& A« TAE#R A (task involvement ) F1H #;
A (ego involvement ) o ¥ TYER A BIEH /2 LAK
S ACHIB RS AE 2 NL RE T > A &5 VR K I 3T 5
BRE B BB A B R DA (LR BB (R T R
710 eSS R B O REED o
HEL 5T % B fiG Dweck( 1986 )F1 Nicholls
(1984 ) &} HAE ) — 57 HE I 43 SRS T T IR > R
7 B E A e Y iy 4 R0 E ZE A FITAS [R] T 2 © 380 1
172 ke B E B AR RS B EIRE R
% (Maehr & Midgley, 1991 ) ~ 1E HAFE @S E
H1EE 4] ( Pintrich, 1989 ; Pintrich & Garcia, 1991 )
R EHEMNFIR B (Ames, 1992 ) % o Pintrich
(2000b ) (1R 530 HARSE A8 - KIRE L
o B MR 0 RSPV E A (mastery goal )
k581 H A% ( performance goal ) ZRAUEREE H fEH 2
ARy A e O W E A ) Sl HAE R — s sk H
PR A 98 Ry BE HE HATHEER ( normative goal theory )e
AR B R A G 0 BB b E U ST A R
(Urdan, 1997 ) » £k 7% HAR S 72 H B & 1Y B 3K
e~ LYFEE ~ B - IERER - 77 BB R - i
i FH S 2 ) B TR - @ A BRENRE R
B o LRGBS B ER T H B 5 R BRA ~ 1T
K ERFE Bk ERYIE IR R - Dweck (11986 ) IS
PEHAE S T SEFER B A (adaptive motivation
orientation ) > s5— /5l » &3 H AR ENEE & - 58
HIRAT R ERIBGRILAR A — B o A LEHE5E
(Ames, 1992 ; Dweck & Leggett, 1988 ; Midgley,
1993 ) #EBIK B HATMI R EHRIIHI - B HREE - 3]
W& ke A7 R Bl B BiAS > ITHFSE# ( Ames, 1992 5
Dweck & Leggett, 1988 ) ffeii i 2 T 5w ER B
B&E ) ) ( maladaptive motivation orientation ) e #R1flj »
WHEARDHSE (Meece, Blumenfeld, & Hoyle, 1988 ;
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Nicholls, Patashnick, & Nolen, 1985 ; Pintrich & Garcia,
1991 ) AN FE 3R KRB HATA TAEEME - B 3JRamE - %%
AN~ E BB RS b= K 1 B B IE A 1R M Y B
e

AR Dweck (1986 ) ¥ LH HAFHYE S » ith
RERRE B EE e A TP B AU7E REUE A
HIRE Bk % B O % A BE ) © Urdan (1997 )
IRBR NI R 2R AR B AT B0 5 3R~ 1 AT
5 ERATRA— B B s 2 R AT RELRE ST R0 R
R BRIRRE T ) HE RN ER AR o BRI ES RiE PR
F) EEEE - TR R R BEEE N o R BB B - B r £
Bh CGESR L) ) BHER S R B R RIS SRR IR MY
Mg (EB R, (B KT ) BB EE R
FEARS SRAE B RIS o B2 I > Ju 0 AU AL
%Wy H i A B 92 ( Elliot, 1997 5 Elliot &
Harackiewicz, 1996 ; Elliot & Church, 1997 ; Middleton
& Midgley, 1997 ; Skaalvik, 1997 ) T& 45537 H 11K
[ Bk B AR B I > 5 B ) 3R B ( approach
performance ) FIJk:# 3 (avoidance performance )
WA E AT ) o N DARREHBE ) £ FE 3G > e R A
R B Bk A RE SRR o Pintrich (2000b ) £Ef
A SCIRR a1 R > 58 1 = 1 B AR ) (RSP EAEE
MR EAR  JRBERI BT ) WIFSE A B I B AR
Zm (revised goal theory ) o

HE b s I B AR E s e L
HURIARE SRR (AR - 2002) @ 556 0 £7F
PE AR bR 1) B B AT B A R A A 2
BRB BRI EH S N E TIESEFE R E 1
BB T PR R o LR > SR EATURIER T 5 300 ~ 1
R AT Ry B B B AR B R kb FE B A B 2 1
FeiE R AR R B R B B S T MR A
R BORER R ARSIk BEER T TAF « ATLA
BB BARAYEIH - T A M AE R IR IR
REFOSS ) ~ A Y B AR R SRS > [R]F SR R B
HBGE < 35 = BREHAEE S ERE TR AT BE A RF Ry
AR EEEER - #E T % HE IR ) (multiple

goals orientation ) o B4 —{&£2 4 v] gEA EIEHUAE
EEA (KB ) RN EAEE MR
SR EED R E CREE N (BRI EEE) -
FaR = h) B H AR A R E I B B R AR
BRI FR SR R S H G (H S R R R
HEE o B — 1y ~ i m SR BERY B AR ( Elliot, 1999 ) -
IR (EAGHE— 2 SR R B m/ kR =
BREREBE A% D A - B B AT A AR b v/ 0k
RS RFATE 0 RSP B AR A5 T AE AL )/ B £E
B0 BRI 7 HUE 0 bR TR AR R B m) SREUNIE
R ER AN R R S W pE R LR P
2 HE L MRS S p Bl F e 2 4
FHRS HERAEE D (HRIRBIEHE IO H A
HfRZAH ~ TECEBEE NG o Elliot (1999) 385
BT R ER A R R R BERE 2A B I o IR S M AR S
FATIER2 IR CRAE ) » (H2FHMER BB
e AR AT RN (AREEEERE ) - BRI > BRIEIE H AR
s TR I = H AR A A B R ek
ARG A ERRY o JE I B T A E ERE
DA [/ 30k 3 6 3G g 1 20 H AR 7). ( Elliot, 1999 5
Elliot & Covington, 2001 ; Elliot & Thrash, 2002 ;
Covington & Miieller, 2001 ; Linnenbrink & Pintrich,
2002 5 Pintrich, 2000b, 2000¢ )- 1 H 24K G A 81
T8 3 B 45 25 37 88 S 0 e S e ) P G A I
HEFTHRASE ©
40 Pintrich ( 2000b, 2000c ) HR5 B ik B HE A0

e/ EE Y - AR S H AT R R ST A RS B R )
35 WA A e R Tk 4 D e AL ) < RS P M) B S
TR M R B > FE A A0S 24 H 151 ( approach-mastery
goal ) 5 FRpkgRE ) 0 2 LA BE RS BRI iz Rk
FEFS B H A2 (avoidance-mastery goal )5 RFFEEH & )
FREERPBER  WMREHREHE
(‘approach-performance goal ) ; F3RERHE )35 3 2 LA
oOEE R BB g Om ok B R B HE
(‘avoidance-performance goal ) o Pintrich A AR R G
BB E B oeRE S TN rRs 2 B AR B A
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H BB AR A TR R R B £ ke B E A B 5 T
BRI BRGS0 m) SR B AR RS 2 H
FEER R ) B TR B B R AR A AR GR o
55— 471 » Elliot and McGregor (2001 ) FZEA
MR HHRE S (competence ) J& H BRI HIAZ.L » 1ERE
Jnfal e #€ ( definition ) k22 ff (valence ) AJ DAl
Sy b U B AR A o E ARG ) IR HE R AR R
(absolute ) ~ fii A\ PN HJ ( intrapersonal ) B¢ & 1 i)
( normative ) ={E154E o @A AVITEHE R IR TIFAR S
23K - (AN RO HE SR 8 5 Y Bk - B AR A A
HRFEM AR - F 2 RN LIERE : 26
LR sl DR S LAE CREEHIAEYE ) S
7E 13 AU\ Y 22 55 258 Fr {18\ (9 RSB e i A
HUEEHE ) B G RBF I ALF CHERRERSE ) o BiTR
TR HE H B R AN T] 43 IR BN 22 @ s UE ARSRME A
R T TRt R T B ORRIERERE - At E 2
HE T HOASEHE AT DAS3 BAeE S /A N PR R e s A5 ) i e
B IRATE K ERBE B FFEAEE MIREH
KIEFRE BRI G R R BT o
}R#% Elliot and McGregor (2001 ) HJ#EIEL » 55—
BT HE 17 647 17 72 B8 7 AT 4 o 16 o B0 1 g Y P REE:
(BZh ) Sa My TREN: (KM o EE A IE M EE
HORIRES g s | A DRI TR s AR E A&
e E HORIEEST > i E.OREJTHYSER R 16 - A
5 |35 A Y RO BT A5 © BRI » 38 W K ) B AT A
A SN 43 H DU R AL ) < R SR v 3 T 2 i I K
L o Efs ks PR B ('mastery-approach goal ) 5 5§
i PREL ) 2 201 R K K B 0 R i S R Bk e E
( mastery-avoidance goal ); 53 B 38 7] & 45 2 i [r) )ik,
If) » T35 5 5168 1) H AZ ( performance-approach goal ) 5
F 2% B 35 1) o 201 SR o e O B o R A R Lk e A
( performance-avoidance goal )
HfESR Pintrich( 2000b, 2000c¢ )~ Elliot and McGregor
(2001 ) 5 A9 A A2 H AR W f 18 > B A
A » FTa AL A 722 52 » (R ARG BB B
3 b B AR 0] BB ST AT AR 1 U ) B AR )

HERANEHIZBE 5 o MM R R B R
) ~ R [/ S £ R S B S Y BT R AR~ 1T RSB
SB[ Y 5 2 o 5 P [ A8 ) £ R e A A 2
EH W RE R ~ TR B IR - KR L E 1
B AR RS2 HAATEHE » 1T 868 ) £ B R (o S SR T ©
55— T FKBLE R Ak BB H B
2 TR BRI a5 2 o NS R B R
PR 2R 17 e R o0 {11 2 25 B o LR AP
SIS PR B AT ) Y R A AP SR o Rl r A 4
B ain R S R e 27 RO R TEz
b AP B G ~ S R PR AR T AR AR
#e 5 Rk G 2 B I SO AR R 5 R e R R N R S
BB R AR R AR GRS b M DA AT A
JUSE  NREFE BN EES IEEMUSIE 227 TR
Rt » PR SR TEFFH (perfectionists ) 5 Frild[r)
B B AL 41 R B A At N ~ st [ £ R A A
R A R i I o2 b o U DU AR AR AN S 4505
53~ FHi RN U 1R S 2R TVRRUARHE Kk
BERY EE R E PR R R S S
BB A BR . b M DU AL v] DA
YEFS i 7 ) BRI B N R EE B HIRAR ) 3 B
R TAERIEHE o
o PR I S 5 i 1T 2 Y 7 ) [ A [
A HHGRER HE2 R HEiA IR B Bt
HJEEHR o Elliot and McGregor (2001 ) 25 7 AE#
BRFERET I m B B A [ R R R o TR MM AR B2 AR
RSB RAUBFFE R B T =5 By v 5 E AT ) A R SR 15
A4 BRI RE B O A A S TR T
(antecedents ) % 5L%4IE ( consequences ) Z [t 1]
R o Ath AT R S S SRR ) N Y 7Y ) Ao e
KRR E IRAVBIEE R - 534 » AR se T —
ikt » SR BERE A B AL R P RS P B A IR S R E A 12
R (HR BRI B A % B E RS R
HESR Elliot and McGregor (2001 ) AIRFZEHRES SR
VY A B E L A R e R R A T E B SRS
15 (ER AT AIRR et BB Pl DG a8 - &%
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b E L R AR T el B I 2 DA — P 170 58
1 53 A1 75 FECEF A A2 HBo =X [ B 5 3 o AR R
Rubio, Berg-Weger, and Tedd ( 2001 ) F#F5E » LAE—
FEER A AN [ R S 15 e » ok ) — P AL — RS R R AR
AACHET T R R A DRI 5 = ) 8 B F R A O o L
K » Elliot and McGregor R ZEE SR BE 7R 7Y [a] i H A
B A BRI ) (HR b U E R 3R (7
TEAETE ) HTE BIBUE B AN NSRS « B B iz FHERIR
FATENC B I OSRVB AR T A I 380 - R L
Anderson and Gerbing ( 1988 ) ELf&HRHI DL x > 72 &%
Bk SR A BB Y 5 « 3 = BEF e X EIRAR
AR ) PR A1 - AT R S I SRR A Y [ ) AR e
FEA R R RS R 7 o 19 1) i E ASESEE e S RE 75
BRI A B a2 R 2 5 i B U R B 2 4
1 o

%1% > Elliot and McGregor (2001 ) fE#E5TDufE
E A8 [ Y £ ST I - 2 DL Y ER T Bk ~ 3R
W AT (AEERE ) 75 » M ARERET Ve H A
Ivr) BB 75 2 R [ £ 7 B K A T B T R o E A T AT B
gerh » Urdan and Midgley ( 2001 ) B &4 2275 E4E
EESE R AT REPRIA R m T A (ANEER: - )7~ 3K
BhEE ) MIREHTR (A8 AR ~ Rk phEE ) > il
H BB LS 2 B R B 17 f B
B m B GR > T A W R R T ok A T 5 B AL
) [RIHIBR SR ©

H #aBR ( self-handicapping ) 72— BLAY {2k
TR BEfaMER S E S AT B A H R BEERN
B2 TR PR e BE BRI R e - . B A EAREEME RS Y
H B fE - K2 —EE HRRE R RIS (Urdan &
Midgley, 2001 ) e Urdan and Midgley F¢ Sk [0 g8 £ 5%
U AT R A RN E IE SRR
1M H A )2 2 2 Pk BRAT % o B2 S A B IR 5%
Z— o JEHERBY (avoiding seeking help ) f& 55 —fdHHEL
BRI ETR BEIEE2EE OB O aed
A B PR RS DA fig ok i 7 3k B 0 e k227 AR
5 > A7) S8 AN R [ fth A\ &= 5K 177 81 ( Ryan, Pintrich, &

Midgley, 2001 )  Ryan et al. 2§31, » 258 H O fFE2HE T
VE LA a2 i R AR A B - 5 s FE 25 F Yy
MR HLARERAIRE S R % 2 > AR SE S
SR E OB B IRIEET A8 2 SR BT 55 o o AR
1M RS ANSE R 5o A R AT B v sk sk B o
Ryan et al. J%38 58 k8K B A7 R 2 BB M A
RE - AT gy BLER T 1 HATS ) A B Y I B 1% -

PR » BRARHE M)/ £ B 2 T [ B E A
T A PR R » S B U e A e S ] B2
R AT RS Bk T R AR - R SRR Y B
HE -

R - AW A TYEOE < (—) K
PR IR IT B A v Y B i A SR A Y [ R A [ A
A = A EEE RN (B EEER ) - BV
S ) TS ~ R/ s £ R T AR A
B R R AR 3 U = ( competing
models ) AYRFZEEL A (Joreskog & Sérbom, 1993 ) 1
B 15 — RE WY [ 5 A A 1 A A A A R B A [
WA RRBIE AR s () A Anderson and Gerbing
(1988 iy Iak 31| 5 & 5 B i % B o 1 B A e X
(1 RS » Sl DA RAS ATk P TS ~ 2R AR AR
BB — ~ B~ B =58 = AH R MY [ B E AR e
A EREEZELR (=) DA R B AR R A FE )
XA H NI B ~ R 1A T R T S 1
T > LA AT U A (r RS S BT BRI IR o

fEB P A L > ARS8 AR R Jo Hil A B 5 4G SR
( Elliot & McGregor, 2001 ) » FEHI Y &) B H A2 Ay
FfF Il = {18 5 X0 e A R B 22 R o FE A
KAV b NE R EUR a2 E BT R R
HE R T A E R v 2 i N A U AR [ B (Elliot,
1999 ; Elliot & McGregor, 2001 ; Pintrich, 2000b,
2000c ) Fir LA S FEEIPY [ H AR S iR A e R
BRI IR L o 5541 » BLfS E RS n) BX 1 P Bk
B ASHFF SR Y e B E RS i U RE AR A B
BB &K -

A1 O AT e B A B TE B AR A TR o R



20 A2 R

JIRE B AR )/ £ BLvE H R A B R
B A fe (& 1E H AT 5 1Y B B sE S R ( Elliot,
1997 ; Elliot & Harackiewicz, 1996 ; Elliot & Church,
1997;; Elliot & McGregor, 2001 ;5 Middleton & Midgley,
1997 ; Midgley & Urdan, 2001 ; Pintrich, 2000a ;
Skaalvik, 1997 ) » AEFFEHYTHEIE * BFREZAE ]
LUIE e P 52 3438 O 8278 it b i I 17 R 55 00 B B
£ ) (2B R P E AT & A n S B R R B T
Ry ( B PER PR Rk KBl ) - 58 72 R RSB r RS P E AR
7] PR 5L 7 7 ) B PR 200 A B A ] ) 380 i 35 P
IE A RA SR B e THs2 i I B2 TE Bt (e i 52 A
FEEEE TAE LA SR B REEL )] o 55— 0Tl > (EW
TR L ) A 8 R o DR 52 o R SR B B K
PREERBETES o

FERE AT EAT b AW Se e e R B B A
B A T2 A BT Rt S T RS (H 2 IR
P2 B HI IR T RS < 8 2 N R e e SR B E A I Py
P b A R R R B A8 e AN SR R 1 © 38 R TS
FERT MR A5 5 R oS 2 5o 9 B2 78 Bt 4110 1) 52 34
B EXRFESS ) o 55— J5THI » 38 IR AN R R &

stz A YRR B e ak R o

SR P B B AR 5 AW SR IR B 1E B A A
AR5 28 B - 50 5 R ) SR B B AR B2 78 WOk B R T 17
Ry _EAN RN rks 2 B AR — T UE R 7 (B2 2 TH
0 7 2 R ek A E AR o BELE M) T SR R R AR SE
BEAEIE b ) FE R AR KA SR B A Y B T R
S5 FHHN ) SRR rRE R E AR R 2 R B A 1Y
A AR T i £ R IE R38R o 55— o TH > #
) 2 B B AT R P ) 52 B Y Rk T £ (Middleton
& Midgley, 1997 ) - &2 R RAAEAB TR F - HmfE
S T T S0 A B T SR 0 25 ) ) A1 3 R S SRR L
13 (Midgley & Urdan, 2001 ) °

et RGBS E AR TH] » Jesa 2 kARG
4 T S0 L e i A P [ Y TR T AR LR 2B
SRRV EERIWRER - A RIF5EKE
Elliot and McGregor (2001 ) URFZEAE SR » FE Dk EE
FRAHEG BB EEARS N RS WG
HIE AR EE RE Er g & T RCR s (B2 kR A B
PR SR E AT 1 % S M A S S [R5 Wi A 4
A IE ARG ©

[GaoRRES

- R

ARG LABR 22 A FR SR A AR o il S I [
At~ o~ B ERE W AT B — B = AR — D BT AR
LRGN o MIBR DB RFE ezt g2
BURA NEEF 610 A o Hr 554 286 A » 4k 324
A Bl— 199 A 0 B 207 A 0 B=204 A o

T R E

(—)BAEER

AWF5EAR#EE Pintrich (2000b, 2000c ) F1 Elliot &

( Elliot, 1999 ; Elliot & McGregor, 2001 ) ¥t a5 3
EEE  ERERE R E AR ~ e R H A Pk i R R A
HIEFS » Ili22% Elliot and McGregor 1 " itk H 12 &
2 ;> Midgley etal. (1998 ) () T gt H 28 ) & |
E i v R E A e R ) S B h A A SRR
B27E LRy VOfE H AR A o AR RS TUMES EE
i BEREGNE » Rt 24 - EHEBRE
REEEL H B E o fEE R Likert NEEE R [ IE
BIERE 1 (BRETFE) ~6 (BE2FTE ) K5y
A 382 (7Bdrh AR S ERAEAT TR DAl h A
F o IR/INREAS B T PR R M IR R A AT e SR
o WY I A ) R R Tl S AR R RS 1
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BRI © 35 Ui R 3% T e 4 it 5k 24 {1 H i
B 61.80% - 1 U [N 35 B s B R RS RS 2 & —
o RF—2 AR EE > B 19~24
2 A & TR (pattern loading ) A& ¥EHELE.71
~ .88 ZEl» HEMEANFR56~.77 Zfh s NE =il
M > GG 13~ 18 MM B & .72
~ 81 ZR o fFEMAES2~.70 2R RE=2 Tk
BERSPVERE > &5 T~ 12 B MR AT E .53~ .86
Z [ FFEEAE39~.70 2 5 IR IR Tk P
HiZ » &S 1~6 8 HMAFENP43~87Z
Ml SERIMEAE.43~ .72 2 [ o 35 ShE BRI AR H
AR [ i R HL G AR R A B R o

TSRS Ta > B FIRE R ~ JEBERE 3  # ) KB
BRI HASLE VU 7> B R NES— 2 Cronbach
o R (N=382) {kF>+2.84 ~ .84 ~ .88 [2.90 « 4} »
VUi 43 2 SR A AE BAERH A < B T s 24 AT BE b A A
B BRZ A EAHRR (=37 » p<05 ) Bk R B H
EAEE M EAHR (=44 > p<05) - {H2H#EM R
B HERRURHRARS 0 (1=.00 > p>.05 ) 5 kRS H A5 e
R B BT BRI IEAHRR (=30 p<.05 ) {HZ
B 3k S 5 B R A RE B R K HE (1=-.04 >
p>.05); BB H AT k0 S B F A B IE
FHEE (=20 p<05)-

(Z)HAR SR

AR5 A6 PR AR S8R A T A, 2 BB BB B
Who BERE B 7 - B IREERR BB B A o Horb o B
IR ERRASRZ B RO F0 17 75 » T b s K B B 3
IR 2R RZAEN AT (Urdan & Midgley,
2001 ) o B35 g2 A5 I 17 B E ASEEE ) 3R i e
TSGR 32 A B RHIPR % BB R 5 HERPU{E
ST A I ) B RS v 5 1 15 Y B S A 7
BIFTES o DAUT 43 Bl R5 B S oo b i) T2 o

AHZE AR ARFIRRE 1L (2001 ) /9 T rhE2 4
Popam R P TR S ERENESZHE

HIERFFIZIE o B BRILA/NRE » /2 Likert NEGE

K o ARIREZIMNIARIE LLAURF IS R - BX R BRI
PIER— B o FRE (N=1964 ) 2 .77 > [HlfE LR E
HIERERE(N=84 ) £ .67 o ANWF5E LABREE R4
# ( confirmatory factor analysis, CFA ) Bt X4 &
RIVERERYE - 5 RER s &R AR R
FE ot x %9, N=610)=85.63 > p<.05 ; 3 [iil ¥ 38 %
( Goodness of Fit Index, GFI ) =98 » S 1% i lid BHs
# ( Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index, AGFI ) =.96 » %t
#E S D I8 8 ( Normed Fit Index, NFI ) =94 »
Tucker-Lewis @EACA 8% ( Tucker-Lewis Index, TLI )
=92 » higcEbc e 8 ( Comparative Fit Index, CFI )
=95 » AH # I o0 M GE B 8 ¥ ( Relative
Noncentrality Index, RNI ) =.94 o 53— J571a] » BXER7 &
FOANEREIEEIN R AR ET.70~ .83 [ > B
—IHHEEEAE.50~.69 [ IR BEIAH S &
7290 » B £5.59 o
R85 J7 H9 B & b o A e DU A PRI AR 1L
(2002) HRBLrT 8% 115 o AR =52 3 A B ER
B LS HIZE B E R e B H AR
£ 7k #& (aspiration level )~ %% J7#4 & ( amount of effort )
M A2 EKHE R (amount of time ) =5
oo BRIR Likert NEFRERBA > SRR =854
1 T 82\ S IR 73 B o FRNFRTIARTS
LA 492 (FRER AR SKRAGES 1T BRI o FREU.88 » ]
fa —ERE G ERE (N=40) £5.82 « HAARR
A =B EA M TR R R A ( A i
FERS 0) IR ESTEREE TR 04T o ABFFELL 610
(7B A SRS o (R 850583 > g I EHIE R
(N=35) .80 -

AHFSE LABEEAN (2002 ) #SLAY B FRak IR & K2k
852 B 1 H BERIT RS » B RSB
Midgley, Arunkumar and Urdan ( 1996 ) ) H 3% fR &
KUK -t/ 758 - #8 Likert /SEEE RIS o
J B R H 3 E Ry SRR RHE 5 AN TUR 2 B ddhusk
BB EIE IR o B DA 341 B B2 4 1552 Ak
SRR o REUE .86 o KRHFFEER CFA 71T IR
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2t x %9, N=610)=47.82 » p<.05 ; GFI=99 >
AGFI=.99 » NFI=.99 » TLI=.98 » CFI=.99 » RNI=.98 o
H4b BEGERIR S B RS RN N R AR E N
.60~ .88 ZfH » BH—IHEEH 37~ .77 Z[H

VB AE AR TE A RS B2 .90 » BB R 15,61 o 354k
fiti RN B IR R R R AR EE Y -

TE6REK BRI E | > AHFZE I Ryan et al.

(2001 ) H#EBE > 22 Turner et al. (2002 ) Fyk
BERENEFR > BT TR R B =R o AR
BT A PR RERETE - HERRAA
RE > #R Likert 7B & R A8 o ZAHF5E A 382 {7+
A HEATIRB MR R 0T (AT EE A ) f R
B+ el sk Bl 2 2R mT DU — (B R BE AS 1 ER
F (R 3.85 ) 0 GXERIFE W DARE 70 {8 B A
FH 72.90% ; REEHRNRARRLET8~.90 &
o FLEMEANL.60~ .81 Z[H] o (SRS RERA
BAIPER— 0 o (R ERE.91 - ke AR E G E
FRE (N=35) £3.87 o AH5E55 A 610 fif B o 4= v
f7H) CFA Hiw : x (5, N=610)=36.75 » p<.05 ;
GFI=.99 » AGFI=.98 » NFI=.99 » TLI=.98 > CFI=.99 >
RNI=.99 ; i E2 )k sk B i 5% 1 M ) = A A
FAMBENPTI~ 88 2R » BH—TEH{EEAE.50
~ 82 Z[H ;s TEAEBIENIA RS 291 » B B R
55.67 o 35 SefE SRR BN BUR LR BEOR B B R IE A
TR ARSI o

BN RN i l;cFlsJ@;c%,%

A FEER I 5 AR 9E AR ((Joreskog &
Sorbom, 1993 ) » KIEHTITHY HAZE B ( Elliot,
1999 ; Elliot & McGregor, 2001 ; Pintrich, 2000b,
2000c ) A% 7o fl B e 11 A 38 o AT ARl 1~ [ 4 ) -
alfz He B — iR S e R B PR B S e o i —
e AR i Al L ASEAEE ] 7Y [ B AT RS T 17U )
B R ) EE PR - R - MRl
T2k 3 R B A 18 1% I A5 AH R O VB A4 0 ( latent
variables ) S{[RF o FEEA S HE G /N EH 5

[T

15 0 24 flE A B TR YRR 22 L e SEAH A o

AT RIRIRE IE BT TSI = H
FRE AR RS REAE © R E A A
KB B =R VEAE B o —(EVE I MR
H AR 8 23 H AR R R — (HRR R
HARRHIEFEERE 12 8 > &R Bk e
PR AR R TR AR R E — (BB e B
FHBR > 24 fEH SR Hl B2 Z R A R o

A= TR R A R ) R
T e/ AR, RS ) AR HRAR
3% 7Y i) B L RS e L T A AR S > L] O 7 5
e ¢ AR — R P E A 2 P A AR 3R 0 T
A A e R e o fle] H AR Ay o A o s R Y
oo RERYRHIE R RER (A=) [REFEA
F 70 H AR RIS 2 AR ] A 3% i AT S i i Y
i PAAEL [ BRI 3% » T8 1) 2 B A e A 3 A A
L LA —fE S R Y SR B AR R o i A)/Rk
ARG R (R ) fBE 1R R s 24 B ST
) 2 B H AR A M1 R 3R iz O e Y 1 £ B
S AR HEAS 1 E AR kR B E AR 3R i BRI
A —fE 5 Rk B R BE R SR  AEE M AR A
B R WA flE — RE AT IR SR < R HERE - 1 24 {7 &
TRAS I B AR 2 M A B B AHER -

4~ Rl

A BF 92 PL Joreskog and Sérbom ( 2001 )
PRELIS2.51 1 LISREL8.51 iEfTHH MR % b
Hoigte SRS E RN R T & 2B H R Bl s
1999 ) » x @
N=610)=2459.58 » p<.05 » At LAAFZE LUDIHE fE /N
15 (weighted least-squares, WLS ) i 22 8 {5182
FR RO R =5 B 5 o

A1 5 i 7 G 158 o B 22 5 ) ) 3 L B AR AR
[l » Marsh, Balla, and Hau ( 1996 ) AYRFFSE#S SEEER
RMSEA ( Root Square
Approximation )~ TLI F1 RNI j& AN 52 i A 2 2 e

( Joreskog &  Sorbom,

Mean Error  of



W B a2 H R "

FEACFE1E - Rubio, Berg-Weger, and Tedd ( 2001 )
Wf52EE~ RMSEA ~ NCP ( Non-centrality Parameter ) »
GFI ~ AFGI ~ NFI ~ TLI F1 CFI &3 & F 2R FL#AN[A]
Bpig e R R A X FEASE o Joreskog and Sérbom

(1993 ) £/ ECVI ( Expected Cross-Validation
Index ) ~ AIC ( Akaike Information Criterion ) £ CAIC

( Consistent Akaike Information Criterion ) 7] DAFH 2K
ol AR A RO RE o PRI ANEFFFURE LARTR E 2%
AR 50 A PR i A 0 i 1 3t P =X B 2 R Y 5
FCRE o

1 35 26 5E Bl Fa A 0 AT 43 KA R G R R

( absolute fit indices ) ~ #H ¥f3# i & ( relative fit
indices ) 155 9715 BB S ( fit indices of competing
models ) =%H o GFI ~ AGFI » NCP - RMSEA @& #
TR A AR PR R AL E R B T i R
AU R P BRI 2 P SRR e o 15 % 452300 ( Hair
Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998 ; Kelloway, 1998 ;
Maruyama, 1998 ; Diamantopoulos & Siguaw, 2000 ) »

SEVUfETEIE T » GFI R AGFI A3l 2 B am s
AEB L ERHGERL > K290 DU E 2 ml sz i i
o NCP FEHZE: e A HE A DR il - 3 SR
FAR A BB 2 2L BGHAC - RMSEA FEAZ ) S B
[k R et BB S R HBIGE T » (K205 R is
B AR £ 8 AC > 7 = .08 AR AR A B 52
ZRIEAD o A RMSEA f575.08 LA Al #e57
EiE (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993 ) o

NFI » TLI ~ CFI ~ RNI 45552 # G UMM AR
AL AR - Befie R R R A L e 2k e
YN % A 1 SE G R 0 R A R A S S G R 4R A

( Maruyama, 1998 ; Diamantopoulos & Siguaw,
2000 ) ~ b AC 81 ( comparative fit indices )

( Kelloway, 1998 ) =%} {ifi & fc F& 812 ( incremental fit
indices ) ( Hair Jr. et al., 1998 ) o 38 PU{RE FEHE A i itk
e 7 B i BB X D RHBIGE G - K72.90 A B2
A2 I HE

594} » Joreskog and Sorbom ( 1993 ) #2/5 ECVI »
AIC H1 CAIC w] LA 2R b s = s e i - g i
PR A CE R 38 = (B RS ISEER v A A RER ot
e AR R A 0 & = (AR i B
HR IR ACH G IR B & R -

A7 ) 55 [ A pe i U 1 SR T A T L oA
B e LAVE AL ST Bt 43 M E 1725 g o IR A 5 AR
PEEEA s B 40 M B SR PR R A
BB ER5CEMHIE (Pedhazur, 1997,p.33 ) {H
& LAR S A 15 R B 52 R H H R T R R AR
1 o 5 5 A2 A structural equation modeling, SEM )
HIRE Fe SURFIR e il T PRI T A R 2 I T
REAT & B B 3 AT R B AN B E o H 2 DAVE AR B I A T
BRI HTIE > R SEM 2y EAR Sa BBk 7 I B TE A58
AR TE I B AR 2 WOE RS e /o P A T A
I fgRE )] o

- LR EE R

K 1 22HAEENEE RSN R
B 1R (SR IRIBOR A B AR IRE - 23 IufE
H A8 ) 2 ] A B 2 H > F(3, 1827)=1217.90 >
p<.057 n7=.26 o W BB Z A E LIRS

PHEE LSS (M=431) #EEE R R 5
(M=3.37) BB HAE (M=3.03) kbt H
7 (M=2.88 ) 5 A2 HARRE m i Rkl 2 H AR
BeAHELR T H AT (ER 52 B e R RG24 E AR
RELEAE EARS 00 0 MR 2 22 5 o FEU{E T80
o B SE B A E R R A B LS &



24 A2 40k

R/SERE R PAIE (Md=3.50 ) » H AR =& 5 AR
S ERIR 3.50 58 Lo it R BN Z il B e B R 22
B B R s i s B B D B MR
HRL AR kSRS T AR ok SR B A LAY o

HR > HFoeki R E B R 2 R 2 -
FEIFUF 308 2 B I AZL3E U {1 45 2 SR P9 — B o
TRE R 283 ~ .85~ .86 52.89 » FITHZAKE A (N=382)
TS5 SRR S AR o ZEPUE 5 B R AARRE -
3 ATt SR R [ S A B A L SRR B B A
MIIEAHRER (=37 » p<.05 ) BRI HAZH W
BT (r=-46 > p<.05 ) {H/2ELH KB H AL
R REE K HE (1=.03 > p>.05 ) ; JhBERS 2 H 1 Bt
MR B B I IEFERE (=32 p<05)> {Hi2E
BRI H A B AR R B K HE (1=-.04 > p>.05 ) ;
i 1) 2% B A B R SR 0 H ARt B 3 Y A A B
(=18 > p<.05 ) 35 LAHRH (R AN 5 [y tHAOFH
AR IS SR TAE A o

EEBE R b (32 K 3) ZEERMN
AR B E B A4 F(2, 607)=6.10
p<05 1 =02 o i AR R ERE =2 1rk
BERGEE LGS (M=312) SEERE—
(M=2.76 ) KB~ (M=2.74) =& » {H2E—HEH
A2 RAZ [ R R 7 S o A AR R A B E AR A
HEEZMFES » F2, 607)=3.50 » p<.05+ n’=01 - &
—ZRAEMARE R EE LSS (M=441) S
B =525k (M=4.17 ) » HERIUFHR 22 A AL B
AKHE o FEVE RIS b ARHFFR I S AT s SRR MR BIAE
HeBER T E AR A REE ZE L > 1(608)=2.93 » p<.05 >
n’=01 o 2B fE Sk BERID F IS EAY15 5 (M=3.02)
HE SR B A (M=2.72 ) 1555 = {# A% Il fE 5 =%
PRI 725 o

S PR o

(—) 4l B

4 FURUA R BB AR (R — ) =7

FE B X (B ) RSB R B A — R X
(B =)~ M/ B FEBE PR (B ) fi
B 1 PN 3 9 AT A R SR 5 55 Bt TR o 7 A S
FEE b U A x (i BR3E B K e » (PRS2 x (246,
N=610)=808.66 » p<.05 ; x *(249, N=610)=1176.73 >
p<.05; x %247, N=610)=1235.43 » p<.05 ; x (247,
N=610)=1030.16 » p<.05 ©

A1 A A A SR R FRARE L > 43 7 e SR B Ul
M GFI 43 RI152.97 ~ .95 ~ .95 5.96 ; AGFI k5
52.96 ~ 94+ 94 J.95 o SE TR R G o E
BELRIIAERE T FE SRS R SR
I Rl > 50290 Femiti X B g aoRbm - %
4 FE7 DU PR i A AR e SO A e > (H AR —
SLL AT AAESEE AT Bl = R X o — 2k o

£ NCP #55_F - B A K 72 562.662927.73
988.43 F% 783.16>NCP ] 90 % (S H& 5. [543 /2 480.28
~ 652.64 ~ 824.74 ~ 103823 ~ 882.45 ~ 1101.92 I
687.84 ~ 886.03 o FH /> NCP FEAZHIAK 7% 8k 58 i
FE o R o — R L = (A 0 S A SR R o
54t > B IUEE L NCP f5IEA SRR » 2 H
A~ = TR SRR e A > i — (S
T ] A (L A B A, = {4 X R 8 » i L2 B A2
HoAh = o R #80— HE 2 A = i e
FRES P M

# RMSEA fH 41 § > WU &% =X 5 5l
£2£.061+.078~.081 ££.072> H 90 % (S 4& I [k i £5.057
~.066 ~ .074~.083 ~ .077~.086 F1.068~.077 - {Ri%
Joreskog and Sorbom ( 1993 ) » RMSEA {Ef£.08 LI'F
& AT AR o E HASHE T > i = PR BB
BIAEED  # —%) RMSEA BEAE ] #2552 #i @ A » (2
HASHE R M AR 5.08 » #)B i B A o X
—FEE AU RMSEA #1578 Al 45252 i N » HAS Hg
FIRA .08 o 2R1M - 15— RMSEA HI{5 48 % ]
AME AR B AT B 7 H BRI M - R
1 X R U A B AR S A o

(2 FFHE K oY B L4542



W B a2 H R ’s

HR¥% Joreskog and Sorbom (1993 ) » EHF5EE LA
[F] — AR A P ] 3 P X BB 2 ) A S
IRg AT LUBGE B SR R ECVI ~ AIC K CAIC
TR% > R A B e s B X 2 A P 1 s
o {5 4 WA DU =N ECVI 43 B2 1.51-2.10-
2.20 K 1.87 5 AIC #kf75 916.66 ~ 1278.73 ~ 1341.43
B 1136.16 5 CAIC 43 55 1208.99 ~ 1554.81 ~ 1628.35
1 1423.08 o DU 5 PR A E = MEFE A BUE AR
INHEEE AR AR A — ~ A~ A A=
PRI AR X — (170l v A e R ) M bl =555
G & PR R B h A B R

()AL nEe A

4 B VO E S B E R R (NFI~ TLI ~ CFI »
RNI) #f2 B g v/ 5 > BUiE A 7290 2 n)
ez W o X I el {5 34 i 5 BT HE UK
291~ .93 .94 .89 ; i~ 4> HI2.88 ~ .89 ~ .90
F1.85 5 BERX =47 55.87 ~ .88 ~ .89 .84 ;5 U
53 RE5.89 ~ .90 ~ 91 F%2.86 o PUfEr » HX =1
TUEFS B A E .90 LA L 5 X — {4 CFI _££5.90 -
HEREREHL.90 » S W R LAY E T B E AN A o
TR PSR AE TLL A1 CFL i {E FE A% L 52 %1 56 i 1
# o (HREEERAR A — o X —MEfE RNI LR
R SE RO HE .90 » {H 2 7E TUfE BT - & B =
55 =R o BRI - 18— A = R R
AR AL o

EAE  NE R ICAEERENLE - BrP =l 5E
Pic PP A e M S P = 5 T 1) LA SR 26 U )
B B iR X (X — ) B ORI SERC 15 T2 80
B 55 =3 o 58 LE ATl SR AN S R AR SE Y
Heam - RO e B B AT e = L At = RS U SE
FA AR AR B o A B2 R o

()& B AR A Xy st B & 5T & R

5 BfE S HE—25 B EIY A R E R A S B
FVERR TR R 8 LA IR AT U B R e A

BRI E S B AP B AR o 8 S R I ) 5 E AL
X 24 (EH IR AR AR 12.65~ 91
2 R K HE (=25.29~1=90.75 > p<.05)> 1~
{ER .95 HIFTHEATAE - THATE TINFR AR IE
FERAE KUE | HFPEEIENE ( Bagozzi & Yi, 1988 5 Hair
Jr.etal, 1998 )o HIK » & 5 B Y [ B [ AR 3 e X
24 {& I AR E BT RE 242~ .82 2] A
A A ) R AR A (5 AR A 45 R8I (Rubio,
Berg-Weger & Tedd, 2001 ) » 433/ M KA 1Ry
FHHAE (X5) kB EENEAE (X11) H
Bk 22 i RIS R AR R AR HE - 25 = IR
PRI S RIRIIY B2 E RS s {1 R 53R Y AH S
A E5.90 ~ .90 ~ .92 5293 » EERRE T.60 DL L
AT HEAEUE o SR 1R - AR RIE o T - I v R B
3 e 2 P {1 PR 3% s SR I R 4K 2260 ~ .59 ~ .65
k270 > #GE .50 DALy RUFFERITEAE o SHH RIS
B SR R A S R AR A N TE SV ED R
fibi 8] 1] PRI 3% 1A T B 4B AT 5 B ) BT 1 B R A

( Hair Jr. et al., 1998 ) o [}, » Fijsds 53 A7 S B < 7Y
Te) B8 A 2 e X% T 5% o 1 ) R A 2 B 1)
JE - i HE AR A YRR 2 R - BRER I B A hi Ry
WAESE o

544 e e B B A e K e T R S P A0 )

Z [RIRIFHBH R E D )2 - 8 s 2 H AR AR B RS 24 H
A A IERR (=47 p<.05 )~ B AFS 2% H A
a3 H R AHB AR (1=.02 0 p>.05 ) ~ i@
PHEMERRE B EEN A (=64
<05 )~ R BERE P H ARG 1) 3R H AT BEZ 1 1EAH
B (r=41- p<.05 )~ #r 53 H AR R H AR
AREEZHIIEAHRE (=29 > p<.05 ) - 38 LB THATAH
BAGRECNIZR 1 thDior BRAE S KGRI R B RE
F 4T+ {H2 VB AL I & [ B FH B TR BT e s —
Lo 35 2 N RS TBAE B TE AU FH R 2 PR B AR A i 1R 3K
SHHIERA - AT & HEE o

= PR E RS IR £ 3

B SR i
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(=) & HUE S B HI AL

}R#% Anderson and Gerbing ( 1988 ) Egzg 4[N
S AR X ] 1 R 3R B 1T B I S B A SR A
FIE IS &R0 - 35 R AR U - {1 ) A
A BRI 3% B fr B 5. 05 ISR HE » RO BB IR
B o AR SRR 43 A el SR U ) B A g i
24 BN R G & MEEEFAKAE (22529~
t=90.75 » p<.05 ) » ZF] " HHIEEKEL | HIHFHE < 38
TE oty SR B i 3 ) VS A A T A S B A Sl R
S SAHTR] » B IY {E R 352 B AR R I & e AR L
T 2 FE [ AR A o

e B > Anderson and Gerbing ( 1988 )
FEE IR IR 35 [ W o LY 77 2o 1 ik E MR R 38 2
HIRAHRBA S 1 HRA TR fE R 3R HIAHRE > 2 & H
M B 2 28 (A x®) » Bk —faE a3
ORI o it SR B PIRKEE > IR 3
KA AR - 818 7 A — R 8 L i X
F o A NFREEWRE » g B o il LA S —
FERIGEIRRZS o 14} » Anderson and Gerbing % 55K
TR S HT iz 1 B0 R TR BB W {1 R SR AH A %
B S BIEHEEERGE S DEREE | FRRA
A1 U ©

F 6 F YR E AR s = CRY 18 13803 43 A
it SR o FEA I e B8 H A e A O] R % - A JEE
FIARNRIGE » SRS R K HE E £5.0083 o Kb
ST VIR AR B A x> A2 222.37~1122.42
ZHE D Adf=1 ( HHEZESR ) REEREEEKYE
1T LA R 3% & FEIFH R TR B 95 % 1338 Im BT R R
a1 o WA A SRS SRR SR A HERR - B
7Y el i AR e A B A T )38 TR R R 2
AN R H A ©

(2w & K B ARG @i X S AN AT

RS BRI [ B H AR A i X A AR R A [ e
IR )7 AR SEHE— 25 DA AR AT 1550 1] HE i 1
)~ SERRAE DY [ RS e o = (i 2 B e A

[T

FAE © BRI 2 DA #H 52 36 HH A 9 2 X

(form) FREEHE » MBZE—LIA x° BRI
ATEAX Bl (NFEARTRER) - O (B
T A S B B R R ) © SHE R (I R AR A SR
fi) LR HZER (Bollen, 1989 )

SIS SRR 5B~ £ A AR = 2 O LS e
FERE(KRT) HREZMEFER (R 8) ZFATE O A
FEEEEE (£ 12) Ax® ( AdE=20, N=610)
=58.59 » p<.05 ; MTEO HE[H FEREZE AR > Ax
2 ( Adf=48,N=610) =115.10 » p<.05 - 5k ® &l (¥
ARG » NS TEIR (R 9) B—H
B =2 A r R B ( ¢5) RREBE KRR
23 A x? ( Adf=2,N=610) =13.78 » p<.05 » =H
A AR N 28AERHER 1.29 ~ 71 K& 1.02 5 B{—
B 52 BALE 8 Fa s 2 A b e R 3 E A I AH
B b)) EHRB= A x*( Adf=2,N=610)=21.69 -
p<05> ZHZ ILF &R SHAEFHE K260 ~ -.72
F1-.37 5 B sz B e K B 2 B AT ) REE H AT b
HIFERE ( b2 ) EIRE—Z 3% A x°( Adf=2,N=610)
=6.81 » p<.05 » = Hlz I [F B R 28 Gl & P
.23 47 .38 o

SEARAE © o KR 75 52 b RIS E— 4 0 Hr( 36
10) % > BH = FARAT 24 (6 ST ER 28
FRE S EAEEER 7252 86> 85> o
Su>80° 8u> 8n' Ax>(AdF=2,N=610)=6.24
~18.93 > p<.05 > Hek 16 fl | EFEIEA AR A48 F Al
B FEEN TR R oA i 72 B 8 iR
o> B AR LB — BB =K ([ R 28 HE 2
R 10)e

e SRR TSR AR, > B~ LR
AAE Y 17 B A e X, S S A ) 75 S o SF AR
SRTE QIR O oS A LEFF 2R > (HR 2RI
K o 38 et B Y v B ) AR e A B sl
SRR AN ] 1 1 AR B R o

PO DA U LS 5
HiE ~ Hg[p| B I S BT



ERELE L oL EEE ’

AR5 DATE 1 48 T 2l Bt A R I [ A
S R 52 3 T B2 Bk~ 8 1) 17 1 B A T RS I
5% o 53 A1 75 X DAVY [ 5 B A prp XA TR I
53 B DABRE Bsh ~ %5 77 ~ B ~ B TR PRI AR B
RS TE » JE1T LRV AE B T B AT © TESE L
A 0 i o3 AR S > BXRR AL B TR BR & /S &2
B G E =R > K Eh 2 fE &
15 TTER TS B B —4EAE o o ATt SRAN K 11 s ©

TEERE R R TR b > 40 el SR SRR 2 HE SR A
[« AR PAEAE (7 =25 p<05)~ JKEEHE B EH A

(7=18> p<05) FI# MR B ( »=15> p<05)
H U P N 52 B OB Bk > TR R B E AR (
=-31> p<.05) R & 727 2 BB Bk o VaqE
B ) m] LA S 3 B O L B Y 36%
(R’=36) 7oA o A% HAEEEHITEIIT S - VU@ E A
[ A BB 2 TR 2 A IS AR S ol s 2 B AL
(7=39>p<05) BAFRKHEE (7=.19 p<.05)
FIE RS EHE (7 =24 > p<05) AIFRIRFFEHER -
H 2 IR A TH 2 BAE WSS IR Tk R 3 H A
(7=-40> p<05) FHRBAEEBIEAFAR T BT &
gedttam BN RER I EAS & & i A B S iR
JiE o VU] 5 1R et Ay DA R a2 A 45 U A2 R A

i

ANBFSERT H Y2 BB R T Ao H AR
T B i P A A 1 24 1 T S e U 5 B e A
B A AU B BRI ) B R A S
BT ) 4R ~ PR R R U S [ AR B R i
BE 7 M5 VU [ AR ) B R S B Bl ~ )
TR IR TR Z IR 1R ©

FEZEAME T L AR B EOR R 523
BAEBIARE P E R AR &GS HR R AR
EVRE ik S 20 AR R B SR B H AR 1570 R
1Ko 35 LE RS RBUR B h A E BUR RN E LA

Y 68% o (EEEFHZ R TR L B PSR E I ( >
=49 p<.05)~ MFERHFEEZL ( 7 =10 p<05) FHk
HREAEE (=10 p<05) #REIE M FHMZHAE
FIERRRIE RS » TR B (v =14 > p<05) HI
A TS BT I B R R > O] H A A m] DA R
TR B R R RN 43% o SE MR
R SE R e o 75 B Tas FR AT H0RI /5 1 > PufE B 2%
A e RO T I BRI R S e HE SR AR 75T M RS B
B (y=-22>p<05) EMFHEHZHAENE KK

RSB E R (v =19 p<.05 ) FIFkBERIL EAE (
=41 p<.05) EmFEEZEE K B REER - mmk
FILEAE (=03 p>05) A[EMEIE H R i
Feft R LT SZ A Y B FRERRR o PuqE B A
RefiEsZ i B R IR R 33% /4y o ik
HERBIRITEBINT 5 - 3 ks SRR S W geHam < #im
FERERE (v =-24> p<05) & mFHHEIZH A ke
kBl KBEREIEAE (7 =.09 > p<05) FIkEFE
B (v =53 p<.05) IF AP P8R ) -
BRI HEE (v=-01>p>05) MEETEMZHEN
K B o U {1 B AT R AR 52 A e R BT
HasEE LR 42% foh o

ﬁ
AR ) £ B AR TR B Fry e R RE EAEE © 7Y
T BB o 23 R RS A E L RIS S
7S EE R T 0 Hgr =8 H RIS HUSR §
(238 [E AT 1) A B i L 6 RS2 65 SR A R it
R A RE MR EH R ERERE MRS Eh
ENEIiNEZ RN e R U S
HE ) B LS EN & S B B AR R
HYERE ERE B EBUEEN H B A A -

Wi P LR b AR B R R
B TEAE O R PR AR G R SO SR O R =
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713 T 2 LB 1Y vy R ] A [ A5 R B = 1 B AR
AR, ~ R P SRR L e — R =B /b £ G —
R XS RE MR £ B ) o B SE i R SR U B
#1285 (Elliot, 1999 ; Elliot & McGregor, 2001 ; Elliot &
Thrash, 2002 ; Linnenbrink & Pintrich, 2002 ; Pintrich,
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Abstract

In the current study of achievement goal theory a 4-goal model has been proposed in terms of
an approach/avoidance focus and master/performance orientation: approach-mastery,
avoidance-mastery, approach-performance, and avoidance-performance. This study is an attempt
to test a confirmatory factor analysis model of this 4-dimensional goal orientation theory by using
structural equation modeling (SEM). Furthermore, the relationship between these goals and junior
high school students’ learning achievement, approach and avoidance behaviors was tested. The
subjects were 610 students from 9 junior high schools. The theoretical model fitted the observed
data well; thus this study supported the recent results of research on achievement goal theory. The
approach-mastery goal positively predicted learning performance and approach behaviors and
negatively predicted avoidance behaviors; conversely, the avoidance-performance goal negatively
predicted learning performance and approach behaviors and positively predicted avoidance
behaviors. The approach-performance goal positively predicted learning performance and
approach behaviors but could not predict avoidance behaviors. The pattern for avoidance-mastery
goals was, as hypothesized, more negative than that for approach-mastery goals and more positive
than that for avoidance-performance goals. In the conclusion the implications for theory and
research are discussed.
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