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Abstract

Domestic and foreign scholars were deeply concerned about the impact of the
big-fish-little-pond effect (BFLPE) on academic self-concept. The article reviewed
the literature of the big-fish-little-pond effect and the importance of it, then discussed
the controversy about the effect raised in the recent research from Dai & Rinn (2008),
and Marsh et al. (2008). Many BFLPE research found that the academic self-concept
of gifted students declined by the time attending academically selective classes. The
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negative BFLPE was proved in previous research. The educational administrators and
gifted educational teachers should consider the impacts of the big-fish-little-pond effect
on academic self-concept. The result of the study was provided for future reference.

Keywords: big-fish-little-pond-effect, academic self-concept, social comparison theory,

gifted students
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TERETE 2K - BBARR T ASEERET ) -
R SRR Ry — R D B BA A LA
Rt~ B R EREBREE R - JTREsesE
FEREEE - B (2012) ARG EEER
BEERE - EETTH MRS o H I
e E A E AR - B A B - EEAE
HEHKWREE - 2 EE AR - TFEK
Bk AT - DARBRIAEKE -
Erikson (1968) RR&EHZEILE HEME
HIRASREIRF I - DL BT 4 > BB AT
T AR B+ NI L 325 308 [) 475 ] Pl e A A5 2R -
BV HBWEE  LIARE - §OFHNEH
L RBIEO T - BRI EEE AR
Py LB, -

Herbert W. Marsh & HEC TR B3 H Tk
A RIEFSE - Marsh &5 | Festinger (1954) Hyiit:
Lk B 3 (social comparison theory - f& T
SCT) HY#EL » B4z i L2 S SR B B[] (s A 7
Pl e iU AS SR - RESEERE B B I HAR
$2 Shavelson - Hubner Ei Stanton (1976) FiE
H M &2 ZHEA (multi-faceted) ~ &g

(multi-hierarchical ) HY#E& » #5EE H AR EHE
P B B R S 23R (BRREIEC > 2003 5 7
#5 > 2010 ; Marsh, 1988, 1990) - HiR & H Es
AR PR T KA/ | (the-big-fish-
little-pond effect - f#5f§ BELPE ) Siff % LEXE

(contrast effect) (Marsh, 1984, 1990; Marsh
& Parker, 1984) - BFLPE FHLDLEREH » il AR
JRERETJEIREI - 5 H AR S LR R
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2 A& - Marsh B H [5] 4% it 52 BFLPE
g B E % 5% (Marsh, 1987,
1991 ; Marsh, Kong, & Hau, 2000; Marsh,
Trautwein, Ludtke, Koller, & Baumert, 2005;
Marsh et al. 2007; Marsh & Craven, 2002) -
$ % 3B % 8 BFLPE W58 je HEE Bk > %2
Wi
(—) LAZ ks g i =0 A Ry 24

Marsh .56 58 ] 5145 g # X617 BFLEP
#aET 4347 » H % Marsh F1 Rowe & 1996 4B
GIE ] RS g i = (8 A B 2ERE JT R AR
BERETT) o EHTEF Marsh (1987) BYEEAR
BRE o HETT B e R A TE O b B o AR 1o BE
ERIUREM S » (E RS S AR AR E S B
J& A I i 1k SRS A - B R A 2 o R e s =
43HT (Boyd & Iverson, 1979; Firebaugh, 1978;
Raudenbush & Bryk, 2002) - %% > Marsh J%
FC A 45 DL % o0 & g # = 43 4 BFLPE B 5% >
BEHBPRE RN (AR ZE R )
B B2 H IR R E A AT U (Marsh &

++ (IEHEZUE )

Craven, 2002; Marsh & Hau, 2003; Marsh &
Rowe, 1996; Seaton, 2007; Seaton, Marsh, &
Craven, 2009 ) -
(=) BFLPE HAEEITFE

Marsh Eil Hau (2003 ) #5525 H BFLPE
HABMEN - g I STE R EAE (= HE
% > 2010 5B AP 3 > 2008 ; Marsh & Hau,
2003) - [E%% > Seaton (2007 ) 1 Seaton -
Marsh Eil Craven (2009 ) A sz BFLPE 1] {EfR
il 7E LB 28 B fldl A - Fd mny B2 (AN
BN ) - R & AR SRR 2R (58
FFAE A vs. A FFMEH ) DU B 5 AR B
B CRPBAZE IR vs. CRASHEZ ) -
F5EH 2003 4 41 & PISA BREIT/0H7 - #E—
# £ 9% BFLPE 19 % 3@ 14 ( generalizability )
TEAE » il S35 B 38 el B % 1Y B2 A% i o i 22
3 H T & 2 S FF BFLPE » H B30 KA
Fy -.49 o BESRGZ N TCE S B O H TS Bl
BER R ERIE AT (H RS2 BFLPE 5]

ASREED

(IEHERE) ++

A -
B QERNE = =57 7

— (REE)

1 K& sk R = TaRE X (152 A Marsh §2 Rowe > 1996)

(=) RIFIE

MR ik & 22 (A B & - Marsh 2K GEAE A &
RIpR A 18 SE e - EAEBARENRA . A
T ) Y 38 ] 5 B 58 55 e (reflected-glory
assimilation effect) ¥{Z ({EHEHS > 2010) -
=T N CSE BRI F 02 PR
K] 352 4 22 3 ik 7Y B TR RUFE 0 {H Marsh 5§
A (2008) F5H! % 8 BFLPE HJf 7 % 54 (1) 32

(] 2 - L CRAE AR 5 - 40 - Marsh -
Chessor ~ Craven B Roche (1995) #H 1 A
JE % Bl BFLPE FEA A AAEH » FRoRFH M
13867 BFLPE - Marsh ~ Kong /1 Hau (2000 )
HEEE P24 1T BFLPE §F & - B S
fifi 28 B B AL B2 4R 1Y BFLPE - {&45 AD B A E A
(Xl % H L /]\ % ) - Marsh f1 Hau (2003) &}
26 BIAY 5B TT - 2R K 2% BLEE R E
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BFLPE 7 A ot - BRI At & SRR R SRy
124E - (HH T AHBR I e AS SR8 R - B
B HE Y B AR BFLPE (¥ LRSS ) AR E5HY
TEFROE (GRIAISE ) - S AE % L BA BRI R 2%
JEAR A PP 2R AURIRER (net effect) - {/)
REBIATNBUE -

(PY) BFLPE HAZE M

BFLPE fft 52 LAt U528 % - {ERETR

HERFE RFFE B P B R BIRI B & SRR IR R AY
HEWE R TR RS DURCRA
BFLPE & 75 HL g & A F3 & Y % - Marsh »
Koller 1 Baumert (2001 ) DL & R i v, i
R BB R PR R A > B JRR 3 = i 32 22
P # B ) P T 22 A Al P - RS IR - BRPE
TEGOHRAVEREY - EEfi R EE
i > B2 G HHEE BFLPE [P fEE 4 » SR
IRF ] B B B2 A Jl sz — A ZY » W] AL BFLPE
R Mg - Marsh ~ Kong 1 Hau (2000 )
DI ENE S F RN CER A
% fE ABLHiH BFLPE 3F & - 28 5 B
JUEERRIRE - #B 2 B & M #Y BFLPE - Marsh et
al. (2007) ;B 5 A A i Hh S 3% A
£ > {55 BFLPE {£4E - Marsh f1 O’ Mara

(2008) FIIEHE 10 Fk 24 » fEH S8
F1% o AR EE B BFLPE R3¢ H = b
FEE ATHRYRE - RS - Marsh S8 AT R
JHBHERTFEREL - BFLPE HFREMEAEAE -

(71) FEF BFLPE ft &BHE

BFLPE [ 7 #8525 @ AR A1 ~ 48

SALHIRZESL - IRERRE A RIRE ST REAE AT
22 (fZ HMEES > 2010 ; Marsh & Hau, 2003 ) -
Marsh ~ Chessor ~ Craven Eil Roche (1995) L)
EEAFRRA BEE A R 5 - EATEZERIE
BRE RIS - BBIEEE AR XE
TME - GRENFR] 2B N8 E - Zeidner i
Schleyer (1999) Lt 8 4 22 B fE v =(A1 53
B EIPRERY B ZE H IS BRI SR
XL EMNREBNERE - SRR
KRRV H RS > 983 E & HY BFLPE
1% 4F » Craven ~ Marsh Eil Print (2000) DL ¥
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% ~ BFLPE #f £ Z #t ¥ #1 &] J&

BFLPE 7 Marsh % A B#38 T~ HA & E %
AR » Al T | 2 5 gl FUA i HR e R B 5E
LHZHHZ2HEEBHEF HENEA - Dai
I Rinn (2008) 2Ry & 8 HE e HE AR AL
BFLPE S ER G5 - REE BB RILE R
RE 1B 2 B A SR rh B ~ FIHRE B2
BHE > S HE - mERE > EEEE
G SHEEIEBRERE-FEE  MEe
REAREF AR M (A EYE ) ZeRE A/

(e XEEYE - HWIHEBEE LM
HEHIEREE ) 1B 5 > RERF& BFLPE FrEivE
4 ° #81t - Dai Al Rinn $t%} BFLPE 5%, 5
i B - BBETTEH] - FESE © Marsh
£ A IR E H 8] € (Dai, 2004; Dai & Rinn,
2008; Marsh, Hau, & Craven, 2004; Marsh et
al., 2008 ) o

— ~SCT ## BFLPE # £ 2 £ &

Dai f1 Rinn (2008 ) #:f% BFLPE W3¢ &
HADIAR » DI A 225277 (individual student
ability ) ~ BB IGEE )] (school-average
ability ) FI{l A & 2 B 4 & (individual
student academic self-concept) =3 B4 #7
J7=0 PRETE AR BAR i B 2 B R &
1522 - Marsh 5 Ay BFLPE W58 H BB &

"l o Byt e AR - B DUEH
ERIPA > BORBAETEEIEEEE > BFLPE
&gzl (imposed) it € FLIR B 5T -
Bl SCT e EMER AT A% -

FR $% Festinger (1954) 4 SCT #{ B
SCT 5 F &l fe it & LLise iy E B i ~ S ER B
JITAE > PRERA A 52 ) B R IR P P R S
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R A BB - BT DUE A AT RE Ry 7 H Bk
LT K BB LA Y[R LR B0
TR E IR R R L A= nY R A PR 0 B
DL Bem iy G 2 A i 3 22 S e R e vy
B2 1FLE (Collines, 1996; Wood, 1996) - &
W > SCT i By —Fl 5 Fe A=k (self-engendered )
Bt bh fi =X -

Dai 1 Rinn 7)) #f BFLPE it 5214 4 #H#
ey B Ry fr LR o DL K BH SRR ik & 17 B A
RMEMNH B e et - 53 BFLPE i
TR GEE—BUEN A RBCR > DU L
TR A1 5 72 52 1 1Y FE R SR B - Dai F1 Rinn ZE3%
BFLPE iff ¢ 3% G FAHERY 15 B2 FF 80 ~ mIRERY
AR T ~ TR BRI TH I B IE S - FEF SR
T3k bEGEAIRE (when) ~ {ffily (where) -
faf A (for whom ) - 3fi H [#] ult it & FLig 2 40
A B By o] 2% AR B R B AR  RESIMEE B L
e BFLPE A fTsg 2 -

Marsh 28 A (2008 ) HI < EX Dai flI Rinn
LA SCT it &0 3 221 Se il B sk $£9¢ BFLPE
5% s BFLPE & i i {L. 72 & SCT Hy#i 2 -
Marsh F-5& BFLPE it 522 ¥ 5 LB 5T
AR EE G & - 3 H# R BFLPE fI
SCT Wt 52 Wi & 1 &L )2 A Fr 722 5l /Y > Dai fl
Rinn KR EEVE - FEEZ 50 BrARE o - R0 -
[ SCT ft9E » H DU A E 5 e 1 o BB -
Al 5 HA 22 g DL 2 o6 [ g B =0 R & BFLPE it
FRRE B o % In I g R ORISR T
AME[FIRF 5 B A A g R 8OER - R #E G
BIEENESE > —HLKRE E it &R 22 il
iy B 52 55 1 (Goldstein 2003; Raudenbush &
Bryk, 2002) -

Marsh 7R $5 H Festinger (1954) il &
L R IR R - A DA BIRIEIME (objective
normal basis) {F kB & 6E JJ LR 09K #
1B FEE BlRYHIHE O] DUE PR AR S22 A 22 2 Bk
AR HE AL S B E - Marsh BRE RS A&
BInYLL AL e - el A R AR R (A
RIFESR I ~ Ebk ~ BB ) kg - Mam Lo
BFLPE it 72 DAER AR B 26 S 2 HE T 1 e 22 LSS

5o WRF G0 B A BB Rk 00 B 2 P A Y
22 EHEZIRNHE (frame of reference effects) f&
FAYAZEH#E  (Helson, 1964; Upshaw, 1969) -
Marsh $H7& Dai 1 Rinn 5[ SCT B -
ik BEL > B BFLPE W52 HE # A A= B
B PERY R - Marsh R SCT ff 5 it 3 AR AE
FioE ~ Aol - A8 (AEpEL - v
LR B 5 ) Ay LLEg - B BFLPE DI %1%
(ANE R ) Byt & b - 2 A&t
I 172 » K - Marsh % A @238 %& & SCT I
BFLPE B ERAIIISE - fRIAIG5 =5 H 512
2 S E R I R B F LR 2 1B - E 1SR
FHY4E » Seaton Z A (2008) BELJEF SCT 45
1t BFLPE fffgeH - 3 HEFAE A B2 -

= -~ BFLPE Z ## %78

Dai 1 Rinn ¥ B Marsh 3# F K838 (40
PISA 2000 ~ 2003 ) LItHRBHMFERYMET J71% -
& BFLPE B BB 1ELE (Marsh, 1987,
1994; Marsh & Hau, 2003 ) - i JEEBEREAY
BESERET > 89 SCT WHoeim i G B e
B BE K ~ CEER BB ~ D ST R Kot g
A A - Marsh & AR T 5 H 32 (5] S
4b > %% BFLPE 22 Ho At n] GEAY 78 1 F i 48
T (ANIESERE R~ RIFESRIE ~ BhRRIKIZREE) >
PAE A Marsh % A9 BFLPE R fE 3K M FRAK
BFLPE [ -

LASCTIE > SCT FEEE AR EEME: -
BT JREEINER L LR IS 5 ~ BHE
FEE > DU Ml ~ Rl 17k & M b

( Taylor, Wayment, & Carrillo, 1996) - [
b ik PR AT Ry 2 v M RS AT AT R B
B B % K SR SRR AR ERT (R - AHE S » Dai
A1 Rinn 32 B BFLPE W98k at » bR T &1 ¥ 5
ERFRERYITSR I - RS T AYE S - KRR -
TEE R B FUE B Y - IR g EHE A
R ~ MeRr B Ftlb2 - BERAYE S - FEH]
AR ET S B T ARl - B LAk
SCT SCRRE K} LA 48 Fy EE R £ 5% - BFLPE it
FeAMEE TR SRS - 52 > SCT
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Lt BFLPE fff S22k 1545131 % -

Marsh jz H [] 4% 7& 7% BFLPE 25 /& LY
FHETRIH A48 IE{EAE (Marsh & Craven, 1997,
2002; Seaton et. al, 2008 ) - fifEH BFLPE 1,
#1832 A K B0 ¥ §1 BFLPE 20 » 2
sy A (40 EFREE vs AR - R
S EMEHERE T H -~ ERsFRAEH
ffi o R0 » Marsh &% BFLPE #ff 92 f Ik 2 0%
&l 8 B SRR A7 A > T S 38 2 3 R
HEMARE » SE R A EREENR O
Y& F - ¥l 41 » Marsh ~ Kong F1 Hau (2000 )
FEH v i 2 B B AR Y B2 4E BFLPE 5 28K
Al A TRI 38 72 AR o8 H AR AR A By /N  Marsh
1 Hau (2003 ) 15 & % 26 B 1Y 5 B b 52 -
R 2% B 20 (7] S5 e 1 BFLPE FE A BHE R A
YE R - Seaton jKf 3 B 4 TE AN A PR ET - FHE 3%
Bl BFLPE HYFREIIASE » B — e i
FEEE (e R Rt RER A ZIIBALR) >
H R AEH D FF U (Seaton, 2007; Seaton,
Marsh, & Craven, 2009 ) -

= BFLPE A EBRAFEIHE

Dai 1 Rinn [z B¢ Marsh 2 A 38 B 2 Ei
EEHE T EN R4 GG R A m A RE - B
1] » Marsh ~ Trautwein ~ Lidtke ~ Koller £
Baumert (2005) %3 2 B &8 H0H T &M
B GRS A EmE &R ZUE - Moon
Feldhusen Ef Dillon (1994 ) g H it 2Kk 22 B
BB E T ENEA EH A mE - H
E WA E » {52 EHAY - Marsh ~ Chessor
Craven B Roche (1995) 1 ff 52 4% &£ & »
TERNLEREEIINEL > FEZE LM
&2 BEW g o Rinn (2007) $f %226 =
EHIWE HARE FENEALEITSE - 2R
TEAt AT 22 B BRE R - 2R 2 B BB i -
Rinn JRECERA 22 B 7 2SR & B4 - B HEHE
HEAKREE B - R HUHE] BFLPE IYEAE -
Dai {1 Rinn DL % & SCT [9 Burleson ~ Leach
Eil Harrington (2005) Fyffil - W95 S L2206l
NERRERERN 141 LEMEELE - HiS
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5351 - BFLPE ¥f 2 Bl & {8 /7 251y 2 4
16 H B2 09 SUE 2 IR - IR IR
M & & & - Marsh ~ Trautwein ~ Ludtke »
P B2 A I 3 IR T 1Y = B & T 3%FE < Moon
Feldhusen E Dillon (1994) L[ /) & Hf 2
EEEHENBEE LES > RERIAZEE
18 T ZERET AR IE [ SUHE - 1 8B R D4R
31+ 2 (the study of mathematically precocious
youth » f§ifE SMPY ) - 3758 £ 0B se bt 72 3%
B > KHB 32 AR AT SR AR 0 7 P 22 B 15k 1)
PAERYPE (Lubinski, 2004) < BESR FLAFSE
ARAK g2 1Y BFLPE 7 =(HIE - (HHA R AT #E
i RAE RN E RS & RSUEFAE -
W[ #E.~ » BFLPE %% fERYAS & M K BE s R 8
HFE RS S NEREN -

Marsh ¥{ /2 BFLPE {fE & @B HH Ji % L5
J& - 5[F Hattie (2002) WIRESI 2 a5
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RyRES I AHBRE I AT i » 5351 » Marsh 5[
Preckel ~ Zeidner ~ Goetz Ei Schleyer (2008)
HIWFSE - PRI TRER ARG SRAT KAt - (]
HAEEE PR BFLPE 5 - 22388152
E[A]HY BFLPE - [K|ft > Marsh {32 Fp 2Bl &8
HE )iz @K BFLPE -

W - BFLPE £ X EHH R F k225
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FEBEREEEETVERRER g% &
BiE (4 BFLPE) K {8 A I faf [X] JE B2 55 f¢
A DU 15 /Y B 4 4C Rk © Dai Al Rinn 23 3% DL
il IKf (when) ~ fa] # (where) ~ faf A (for
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FAEARZE BB Lot EEEER
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BFLPE -
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Tk (KBS ~ WEETER T ~ E AR
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7% A] LAPE S BFLPE 15 A~ [] e JH 6 6 4 o il
AN E K, (individual growth modeling) LA
R AR H KRB LR E LS
JE o TEAEPEHK S #7 (latent class analysis) 2
JH 20 3 ) B [ e ) R (B 8 (Muthén
& Muthén, 2000) - FfHIfF5E15 (idiographic
approaches ) T] 2 fit 55 % {5 A [ #f (K (40
BFLPE) [ » 2235 A1 i By B 2k Fi Y (AT E iz
Mz 20 -

Marsh [F] & Dai 1 Rinn (2008 ) # &
FE VR i P B B R PR A I s AR DB
A FRIFIRSE 53 (HEE IS ~ TEAEPER S B
IR IBEEE ) - S5 Le &R AT 58 L34 BFLPE
HIRIF9E /5 7 - Marsh th 78 35 658 A B B T 52 F0
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Seaton £ A (2008 ) F3f— L IhiE SCT ¥
f}f A BFLPE HYWF5E » JREEEE AR AR 7] 238 J5 T
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ELC 1A (A b~ R ) AR .

B

A5 BFLPE BUBFFE ¥ & > 1£ b L

DME A ERMERA I SRR ES - HRERE
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2009) - HAETERNA R &#E 4 BFLPE fff 52y
PRET > IR B E B AR 5 TSR
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