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ARRFELL TIMSS 1999 M B EITRBERIIMT (secondary data analysis) » #1358
5,690 £ /NERBAERYRELSE - LIRTE FTE R0 ES Marsh A1 Koller (2003,2004) B&18
AEAR B ENRI R A B RS R B - AEEEER BT R308
BEHEAMLEBANESRELEREEX (internal/external frame of reference model 5 f&§ff I/E #5
=) HEEMEEEF P (motivation-resource competition model ; f#fE MR #Xz() - VE &=\
ERER B R R B R FEIR A 2R 2 B B R IR TRALT - SR SR A B e FRARE S T
BE - MR EREFTA 2 B R SRR SIS SR A BT - MR EEE
BERHBNGIES - SREEZEB2ERSE  APRREL MR fEETRE » SHER
BUNE RS R AR ST -

BI2EE - TIMSS « ERPRER  SEE - REERMT - BilA R

R E B 2 i R ART B =R E SR, - RS THRRE ) X (il
development model ) - ¥ IERELEE VRSB A RN ERFIHART K EG BRI L ERMS (W
Pottebaum Keith, & Ehly, 1986) ; 58 “fEEHBLA S T IS L X (self-enhancement model ) » 5
AR SH BRI E (A Wigfield & Karpathian, 1991) ; 38 =18 53 H AT AT (3 2 A i 8
B RWEEHRMSHBENMRHE L ERSE (40 Guay, Marsh, & Boivin, 2003) > 552 H HRE

(reciprocal effects model, f&ifi§ REM) - HEMLEAEZRRENRBNAE - L2 ERHNRE
EEE®IE (Hansford & Hattie, 1982; Pajares & Schunk, 2001 ) -

RN T RSB FER TR R AR E TS (B 8RE IS - e M)

57 EEEE S E H IS A0S > Marsh (1986) f2H " AL EZIE &S | (internal/external

' AR EREERNG KBS 3 EEEE NSC95-2522-5-003-019-MY3 » NSC94-2522-5-003-012 - th &% F Tk
HABLERM I FREAR Ak LRSS DUAEEZERUEEER  BILR#® -
" BARAEAIES tsungheu@ntnu.edutw § SALHE LG TT B UER 88 % -
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frame of reference model ; f&JFE I/E #85) LAGRHH B 4 Ay BB FNZE L p st A{rl S5 B EL OB FIRE = 3Rt
& o MFREHRRANEERRER RS (NERRREREERES) BREFER - MHER
FIRVERZE RS B Bl S (ANBUBR R Eh S EE s BTN ) Ry B A Seia eI R. ( Marsh, Byrme,
& Shavelson, 1988 ) -

Marsh FJ Koller ( 2003, 2004 ) #—F g H#-S 18, (Unification Model ) » DIt E =, (longitudinal )
BETRIREE FE AR BB FE A B SR A YRR BA{R (reciprocal causality ) - fFZEAER
B 7 SZFF VE B2 W VRIS RT B RS R AR (B E M S BERRR) AR
HEER - TN ERRER B RS 2 (B H RSN EE ) RIS 4 s s
BER -

R VE S0 SIS0 IR - 3 P DI NRE A B2 Rl R 5 (4] Marsh et al., 1988; Marsh,
1990) - AP HEB LB EXRET LEENEERE - LT EERER (3R EHE8
Bl FEWEEAESEEN - ZR2HEE  BENBARER M AEHY,  MERFEEVIA
FriREeIINE PR BB (ZEMUE - EXBEAK - 2004; Wang, 2005) © FHECHABERIRE S - BUBMIRIE Z BfR
INEIIEER (Marsh, 1992) - HHFYERHEE AR » ARG EEERNEENREEE - JIRE
SRR AR A -

AWZeL, T = s RIS S B R 2% 8757 | (Third International Mathematics and
Science Study-Repeat; 5 TIMSS1999) 7 58 )\ 4k 2 4: TRSETAMRE R 47 - B TIMSS 1999
AT (cross-sectional ) BH} » 7[R —FFRIBEHIIRAE T - AIRERIB S5 VE Bz T 8t
-EEFESET, | (motivation-resource competition model - f5fE MR f&= ) » DU R ( Structural
Equation Modeling; f&f# SEM) #&&§ VE 1 MR &= FE Fi R B2 AR 2 Bl B H B Bl SR ¥ER
RERRREGRC B A - HIEA Y R AR ¢

— - BRMEHBEAMZMAE

HEM e T ER SN E SRR ELAET | (Shavelson, Hubner, & Stanton, 1976 ) » 12 " {H A X
BORNEBERWERE  GERE > K 85) - FEERBREASLNVE RN SRS EHEBERE (1
Brandon, 1994 ) : ZUETEMTER T H EN B RMEIRIR | CBESFERZEIER (HEE - e
B 96 ; Baumeister, Campbell, Krueger, & Vohs, 2003 ) - Hansford & Hattie ( 1982) ¥f 128 BHAHRHIHZE
HEFTHEE T (meta-analysis ) - IR FIRFFCHRETT B B S22 22 AR 73 B 1E-.77 .96 -
FER.21  MERRIAFARIEREEEXR  HEETWEEE (MEER) BRMIEEBERH
RN & A B IEAHR - IR E B SR — a2 B (Byme, 1984; Shavelson et al., 1976)
R H RS — B E S (general self-concept) —f[EHHMSHEBNREE - BWHELH
EEERGIGRINEZ » B — M BB SRR At (SRR — R E RS ) » #52F
REFHEFESWEA > TR " WEERNEE ) 5 T #RBJRK, B)/EHE (Pajares & Shunk, 2001;
Hansford & Hattie, 1982; Pottebaum et al., 1986 ) » 222 B MES IR X BRI RBHHE B &Y

( Bymne, 1984; House, 1996; Mboya, 1989) -

= 3MEBRESRBEAMAVERAN

1 1970 FEAF]  BELSNERMSREE -mEES  HEERENAER  SIEFERM
SR—{EZEERES I AR E 551 (Byme, 1984; Shavelson et al., 1976 ) Shavelson Z£ A (1976 )
+5E - BRMSERSERNTEMABRL TR S  AUNEReE R E SR E BME
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FHRERNE SRR —EEHNESE  TERMSHRESET s LENE—REEMS -
RS SR A ERERNEERR - ABREERAARBNIEREC— @ RILB4ENEHRM
REAESMEESE (academic) HEIEEZE (non-academic) WA - HNREBRIEHER » B2
HEBMSHE—-S MBS BRMERN B RS (ERsERR > B 925 Marsh, 1992) » 401 © FB3C - B2 -
Bl % ERERERMSETE AXEYEEHE CERERRIENE -

HRBIRE LESENNEEE RSS2 ERRN A EREFAFTIE8 (Hansford & Hattie,
1982; Pajares & Schunk, 2001 ) ; {EFFEHUEA (41 BERAMEREBEHTRMS) A RSRE (a0
BERRNELARSS) HRRRFEE B RATIZER - Hrh X EHE RS VB
15 (Marsh, 1986; Marsh et al., 1988; Marsh, 1990) F1& &%=, (Marsh & Kaoller, 2003, 2004 ) « ZE4H
AR -

(—) RIMESBEBIESX

HFt VE Rl (GARIE 2 (a)) HRHZRERH 2R B R SNZE - WIREEIRENAY
Bl - BEA TR - 24 gRBRER2REE (BBRILEREE) KRB RS (verbal
self-concept) LA B 828 B %S (math self-concept) (Marsh, 1986, Marsh, 1990) : —fE2 4 ELHE:

(external comparison ) FEfE (Bt &b ) » 824 M E CrIFESC (SBER) §EIFIMM ARIFESC (K
B2 fELLE  B—ES R ENTELLE! (internal comparison ) » #5524 FLER H CAERE SCRIBLERGE
T bR EE -

BHERIT S EBSAE CHIGER (BUR) RENEBEMA - HIFESC (BE) R ¥EEsC (BE)
E&ﬁkAgﬁfth% [z R (B%2) Uit & Lheiedk A - RGBS (B8 ) B

EY (B2 ERESgFansR - B 2L OV CER B RO &K B AL
Eaﬁi&ﬂ%unﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁfﬁmﬁﬁi HINFELLBE S B RS E £ T ARER - T EEEE g
SEARKRE K2 SHERNEE > HINELERERGHEZERIESEERRER - MR
BHEMEE SRRE - flI0 - FENBEET - I EEERE - BaORHUBE - KOfE= - WAL
B EWERFEESERE T CBEREF ) K\ TS OEFNRERE &
RENITREF | B - BWNELRERFEEZAET S E SR EA A NSEE - FrL3nEE e IS
BEARE > mMEAEE THE, AR "EEEE -

HIL o B TR E RS R AR SN LR AT E | ZFE - VE BEATHE
B R HMREESE EEAY] - AHEX RS E AT - MEE R B B
SHAIERETERD  (ABBEARMIEaRTHAD - BeiRE E BEX(REZER SEM SHArEdlr -
ERIFTRHEZ RS E (Marsh et al., 1988; Marsh, 1990; Méller & Kaller, 2001 ) » i BLiE s fL—3
™ (Marsh & Hau, 2004 ) -

(Z) BeEX

EHERNEER, (REM) §i#E (Guay et al., 2003; Marsh & Yeung, 1997a) T » VE fE=\{E0EH#
BEE SR AUT 4 I MR R A B S E AR - (RS R BB ST BB
AEEL o B - Marsh B2 Koller (2003, 2004 ) 32H &1, (Unification model ) ZREGHABLER 55
PR BB 3B AL B TN AL K SRBAGR (reciprocal causality ) (R 1) - FERESHAH » H—
R BRI B IRE AR R B B B S g 5 R R BB AIRE AL B B » HEERS TR B Y VE #5
R (E 1 EPER) ¢ ot B RB I EEERIRE S B R S S G B — R B BB AR
Bk > BEER R AR UERY VE S FTAE (R ARAGET > (1B 1 FHED) -

R {8 Marsh 82 Koller (2003, 2004) W9RFSE » B850 (802 ) HERESHFER (B2 HEEER
TERID > MEEX (B2) BREESHER (3550 RstRIALHEIIRIEER (ARRERLE) 5 fit
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P30 3 e — A5 SR PR HHEHRERY AR > (EDUEED VE S rI LIS B ORGSR S E - INERER - BERK
BB RS B IR B - BB (28 BRI E R HRE ? Valentine -
DuBois I Cooper (2004 ) F5H 512 F ArfufraE B, - 140 Pajares, Britner ] Valiante (2000) FT¥%
Y T B FERFE (self-confirmation) |, BB BB A FEHIE R RIFRVEBRERE > DIHERERZEAR
fise 540 » Markus 8 Nurius (1986) By " wJgg E# (possible selves) ; iR HERAA T H1E M 5 Fkk
SHRLE  ABHEHORRAERE (BERD) EEHFRR - MELZZHRIERE AZEEE
% - AR SUR IS DB R B AL R B A 5 B RS (Byme, 1984; Green, Nelson, Martin, & Marsh,
2006) - MMEBEEBERIEFEZETRLSEBETE (BIBE - REIE - 7RI - BE - R 94) #&%
BRI A% )] > FI40 Marsh B2 Yeung (1997b) @ RFEIEHIZR R - SRS S
B4RGBEZRHEEE LR -

ARifi - FERBREET - EHIEAEEHRIMSHEETERS LEERE L - HEGEH
BRI R E RIS A HEERY  F#  HIEMEXE RS2 AR FEBER B L TR
WAREHRA - 41 - HRRHERMSH 2L ERFERETFAEREERS GERITR)  40gE
A IEFBEA R (REAE) BIBER (March & Yeung, 1998) - It » ZEBERAEX BRI SFRZE
T BRI SHE G TREREIERE (ARTEE) > KELVEREAR) ) [@E  MEGHE
SEREET  ENERESHERARAEEanTEN S (EO8ET) -

B B —
R IR TSR

----------- >

HHRAERELS

W1 BSEXZESE (£ B Marsh & Koller, 2003 )

(=) TMaKREZEX

38 SEM HymEsfSER » VE HHESHEAE W LE (Marsh & Hau, 2004; Marsh & Koller,
2004) » {(HEAERIBRRTERE SRS R aH, (40 : Marsh, 1990; Marsh & Hau, 2004) - KR EHFAH
TEB R SR ELEIR A A 1 - FRI TIMSS 1999 SA8E 2k - MARBRRASENRFRG B85
MR | YRAE > RS R B IRLE T R — R R - RERE— RS B ORISR (
BE— R RS A SR TEEEE) » iTRESEAM SRS - ETHNER B BREEN
Bn o SOERLHERMSTENREE RSN E—HogEeRE VEER (B2 (a))-
FH > ETEEERRRERIER S > HIAD R R Sef sk (et ) Tl RoRaIRs R - A EHEe B MR
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B (8 2 (b)) - R - 7ERETEETRIRREIT - BA LR VE 85080 MR X -

H2 BAEXERETHEMELE—RRREET Z{CHE
it 2() R BER/ AR S TI B R AR S A B H VE 20 » 200 REER /A  B B T
/RSB MR R, -

ISR R BB R EI R B FIRL2 » F Marsh I Koller (2003, 2004) FifRatAUBERBIEE S 1E
BRSE AR - AMIER TEERMEZE > ERABHEETRERT ST ERIEERE
F1zBR (EEGE - BisErk - 2004)  IRZE th B R B AR B R p Bt 7% = AHRR (Marsh, 1992; Wang, 2005) -
Rt - RS R ERBARIER > AL - i MR AR > TEHIN MR 20
FEER B B S HA B SRS R s ZE E TRIBCRAVE A - AR EBERE LR EEER S -
EHED T HERURHTEER © EEARNEABR R E G ERR R LA RE
ER] - A NSRS EN T RSN RHEGERRNBMR (Marsh & Yeung, 1998) ¢ {HBK
B THARERERNE 1 BEERT RSB EL&RBER - HEARREEREEE
RAERR R E B - MR AT REHERIET -

3(ayEl— 3R

W3 FARKBYEERASRE/EDRRAN 2 EEREN
i X -RVE B AR R S MR B

DAREBEGR RG] - (RIS H EM SRR A ER SN R ES - HETEEEMNE0
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IR > Rl L - REBENRRREREFET RMEEREST - ER AR RBEREEIHRT T B2
BIEBRENEFTEM : BEARRMIESERMEM - BRI T RS I0RA YRR R
RIS, - RO RABEREHMEF TR » NP EREL aERRNES
RITRSH - AT LAE BRI B E R BRI - B BRI ER h /B IER - KRR
A B HBRRE GO G HIER - SR ARSI R EIRER B RS MR R A I3
R (F2EHE 3 (b)) - FE - ERMUBEREUSETHESE - SRR E RPN - ]
GEBENLENE RSN NEERAMCRNAREAE (LF2FE 3 (b)) - Kt B3 (a)
£ 3 (b) RAHFERFRER R RFUIRN B RS RE RN BRATR L B Hd > H
3 (a) RUEHA - B3 (b) 5 MR -

— > BERERREX

FHEMKRANWEBRERNKE TIMSS 199 BHeEHE (F2 A 84
hitp://timss.bc.edu/timss 1999i/database.html )+ ZZFRAE Y 1999 £ 2 £ 5 ARGET B4 B EE N EH(
AR ) R AER T B EEREMEESET ) (three-stage stratified cluster sample design )

(Gonzalez & Miles, 2001 ) : E—FEEX RN Z 2R - HERBITRESEBIE - BLUSRELLH]
( probabilities-proportional-to-size ) FAeHtE T Z IR - 55 —REEHR BALE S HIER AR -
PREEB A  SE PR SR A R A B R A RER - REZH/N\EFRBE LG 5,772 A -

ZCIRMRRTA

LITEHREAAMFECHIE T » LIRS IS B ISR 8 o~ BHERR (R -

(—) MBEHERS

TIMSS 1999 SHEE B RHT S B WAEHE AE (EFAEKE Mullis et al., 2000, Exhibit 4.8) »
RABBREE GEERE - BE - TEE - FEFTRE) - RBEEST  BEABRSHINIE—
A (o) £5.81 » EME—E "B -#5H0 5 (item-total correlation) BAEHIEE » HRAI—
BMERGERE (.85)  BURWEMERE  MRAERAEMSHERE  SEBARE (1) BREHK
SRMRFAERE (msl; 2RM8=): (2) #ARBN T » vJEHBHENS > BELLIIARE
(ms2); (3) WHEAFLESER B RRBIF - RAREEZHFEEIR XS (ms3) ; (4) BERE
BHERPBIEZ— (ms4) ; (5) FRHE - £ BBRREZRE —EFNEEET  FRBELAE
EIFPR#EE (ms5) -

(Z) HBaHEEE

RIS R (H 4 VYE3E Martin et al., 2000, Exhibit 4.8) » % 5N HEE HHRMS
HHF - BEREREBLSHRE 3 (o) 578 HME—E "EHE-#ESHEN ) REMNIEE - HRE
—EMEERE (81) B AR  mMARAERIUERSAREEE  REEHESE (1) &E
HARSERBRBEE R (ss1); (2)MREEFN T TRERRIBHRTS - BELLAIAEE (ss2);
(3) BAARLESHER ERRBL  RARFEARBHEBRIERS (ss3) (4) BRBERR
KREEMEIHZ— (ss4) -

(=) BBk

TIMSS 1999 BERABHINEER (48D LABHEEUE (fos) : 208 (mea): 3. EBER -
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SATEREEE (dap ) 480 (geo): 5B (alg) FATESTHIEE (Gonzalez & Miles, 2001, Exhibit 1.3)
FREREAEE IR - AIMEE > HPETAMESEmRESE - SIREALEEHES - 4
ERBTERRAREA RIFE S BEREE - WE—B0E - LRERE (BWE - B 93) - KR
LB SHEBES  (ERBERN (BEH) WEEERE -
(09) ®ISRREHE
BI2AENNEER (598 & 1 LHERERIE (eas) : 2.EGEE (lis); 3.8 (phy): 442
(che ) 5 BREBEZIREE (erl ) 6. BIERLRITHBIEAE (nos ) /< IHMEES ( Gonzalez & Miles, 2001,

Exhibit 1.3) > ZrRERVREME _LEBEs: - BB EE RIFEHE (EWE - R 93) - KiRFLIEIEE
SRIESS > TERRIEBREE (RE)) RUBIRTEE -

A TIMSS FE B e R 2 HIEREBIIHE % B4 RSB AN FEE (IER—
BREA ) M A BB R R N EERS 55 » HIlFE 5 R B35 (Item Response Theory, f#i#f IRT)
HIR RIS (scaling methods ) » DG 4E T IGEH RN SERVEEBE RN FREH - Kb
STEAREEHAIRE - TIMSS BEMBE XSRS ES A ELIEM (plausible values) (F
WEE - K 93) - At » BAIBAERRESHE LiE A ES 8 (NS 24 19E A ERE RS
B MARBSHBRIRE—H) - DEMEEREARE TR ) —BRAYEREA -

= - MGt RG24

AFRFEFIF SEM ¥ TIMSS 1999 2 Eiitrh » B3l S5 2 1 M S AHB B I T R & R
47¥t (secondary data analysis ) - #=T8REERRH LISREL 8.7 i - &BRFEFIMIEREE (listwise deletion ) fEH
HIGER BRSO ZRARE 5,600 A -

FFS TIMSS $RAUEE @ SRS E R (multiple imputation ) - S AR 2 A Ek 5 B0 75
A (Gonzalez & Miles, 2001 ) > £ T {EARAT% B h SEASHE M HI B ERA B R AE AR - R TIMSS Eiild T
e iR HRESSHE AACEME  BEETAXEERNSHT  BRBERSTASE &
FRARIRB TN - TR A M (RBUERMEHEER (Yamamoto & Kulick, 2000) - SEFERRIFHPIE
& > RFREPITHARMERPIITERE > EREERIAFBCBRRARBEEEERETESERE

(Schafer & Graham, 2002; HEAXGHFRMS—) - LN REXFETHTHITAL
(—) MIFEREER

HPEAS ARG ETIBUMAIRR - BEBHNERARL - §EEREEIHEH LY
Rz (BEER > K 93)  #Uehii S B BIARIRAE (skewness) BLIERE (kurtosis) » EH{mRERELZ
RBEMEAR 3 B (REUEEMEAR 10 - RISBESRHRSIEEE (5(5E - B 93) - Bt
ARG B (REBUARAB T EaiASHE » SRS AL L (maximum likelihood ) {5 2 8kE s (3
BEESW - -Be® RI3)-

(Z) BREARIN

A SEM G B LSRR - FHIBET EXE - SRS ITERSHEE R (R
B B 93)- W S Bt lER B 5 B S iR AT TEeEE A I #9317 ( confirmatory factor analysis,
fif CFA) - IR AR EBE TS E » FETBEREZ BB - EREEMBIE E B SHIR
RS TAER (NATIEE ) RER2EE (B2 - AR ) AR - EgUBEBEM il
B2 RS (S - HER Marsh B Koller (2004) #YEEE » fFHERE (model specification ) FHEIEFITH
Bt ARNREENEE (SBESERE) RERMHEMN -

(=) BEMEREIN
R CFA FeFHIE T BB SRUE % ST B BIE K 947 path analysis with latent variables;
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PA-LV) —EIEEAESEIEERE (measurement model) EEFEREMEE, (structural model ) HYSERERE 5>
M (BRESER - R 93) - BB iEisi = & SR T R A » BRBAMN T ¢

LR E

DX SEM Ky PA-LV B eElEEEE R (B 3) #EITARER - TBr S E B2 B 2 WRERR R R T
BT R | 2R - HREEANRZ RSN ETHEE - SR RRRNEERE
FEHERR ([FA_Lft CFA) - MBI R (AR A S BIEHE . - [ EHMFREE R ERE - SUEME
EREERRE - — RS - BEREERAMAWESSE | H— B EEEBEERENEE R
EhREF-EEERSE MEEECEEREHERER | EEF R ENRBSIEEELR
B ECERSETRSENRERE TR | TEIEEREEREEL (FE58 0 K 93 5 Joreskog
& Sorbom, 1993) - AMFIRE “ M7k - —AEARRERAKE - hRTEETEREDE—EE
RER » WRATE ] AL EH SRR B L BB T RORCR

2 i A EAE A

AT EEESE IR E = MR AE () D% - RIEEE R LI
MTF(EFE B3 EHEH-BEHE K 93): (1) BEHEECHEIE (absolute fit indexes ) > /5 Goodness
of Fit Index ( fijf GF1> AN H2.90 ) B2 Root Mean Square Error of Approximation ( f#f§ RMSEA -
/INABEERA.05 R T RIFEED | 0 .05 .08 £ TNEERMEAED S0 .08 E.10 B T P EGEED 0 KIR10E
o TEEAE ) BE S (2) HEHEECISHE (relative fit indexes ) » £¥E5 Non-Normed Fit Index (&g
NNFI » T AMNEZERL.90) B Comparative Fit Index (f&#E CFI > T AMEEE.90) [ + (3) &%
SEECF1Z( parsimonious fit indexes )» 2% Parsimonious Normed Fit Index( f&§## PNFI- 22 AR ZEH2.50)
Ei Hoelter’s Critical N ( f&§j#& CN » T AFECER 200) FHIE -

R

AR A AU E S IETT R AT - I EIAE R ERTHETTAY CFA B PA-LV ZiERISH
N ARERREUE A ORI BRSO STEEE - RENEIEIRG] (2R %R) -
LUTHY CFA B2 PA-LV EDUES— MBI EEBR AR - EFMRUBME o liE (MEt ot /8
bitER T BRI WA AR R - RIS Rtk - HERSEUREIATRE B8
ARBERAER - WA ARG RBEARERET S HEFT (Schafer & Graham, 2002;
Yamamoto & Kulick, 2000) » 15 E| &t~ BES(RBEUTERER (FRR3) - UTE-EHJEGRK -

— BRURRIMN

(=) BHEBSZEFERE

YORTFTLE - 2R E B S G HMURA BRI B BME (EIREEL - I 92 7 Marsh, 1992) - A
FETHE M SEEEET CFA - BRIBR B EEMSER 2 REBE ARSI ER
B EREAR > B O 1A) BARIFFEAE (RE 1) #£ GFI (.98) - RMSEA (.067) -
NNFI (.98) - CFI (.99) - PNFI (.60) * CN (400.25) 58 H - AWFTERAEEHRMSE TR E
—NFE (R& 1 &K 1B) WIKBERFHEAREA R FREN | SRRERRES
13 I R SRR R E DM R FEE RN R 8 (Ax'=6233.56 * Adf=1 >
p<.001) - #3{ 1A ZIEENNR AR RELRED HR.56~.84 L > BEETMSHIRERR
S KRR 54 - BEIMS - # 1A NMEENEE 1B HEBREE - BEFERMSHER
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SEBZ MESIMATERR TR AR EER RNERE | SANEZE RS KBTI EES
BohBENERNE RS (Byme & Gavin, 1996; Shavelson et al., 1976) - (HELE 3R » TIMSS 1999 Y
HEMSEHEE S REEZHBMEZEHRMEMEBETHERERE -
(Z) BERMZEESE

RS BINIEEGETT CFA » IR B R RRBE  NREHE - SRBW - SR EEE
SRR AR (RBRES]) MR - FEARERIFNESE (RE 1) #El (BEX
2A) 7F GFI (.98) - RMSEA (.05)~ NNFI (.99)~ CFI (.99)~ PNFI (.78) - CN (578.13) 1gEH -
FRAREFAFEZNRLEERSE KRR (RE 1| ZER 2B) MILKERFEERERE =
B ERET BT PNFI4L > $REESEEAEE HoRERREE - $REEAT FHED
B/ NABEREFREARAE (AX=81527 » Adf1 > p<001) - 5K 2A RISENKREAHE (E
#40) A12.60~.91 T8 - BUBERATRIER B HEHRE.90 - BEBME » B3 2A REEMER
2B HIEMAEEME - § TIMSS 1999 FUEBERME 57 RE R HRI 2 MABERE » [LERHRBE—
BERRBGEE

#1 MRIACIPARBRZESERLILR

SEEETHE

= d xi GFI RMSEA NNFI CF1 PNFI CN
1A 22 574.10%** 98 067 98 99 .60 400.25
iB 23 6807.66*** 5 250 73 82 53 35.80
2A 43 664,98 %+ 98 050 99 99 78 578.13
2B 44 1480.25%*+ 95 082 98 98 19 265.07

BRI Adf s
1A, 1B 1 6233.56%** + + + + + +
2A,2B 1 815.27%** + + + + - +

i‘lf_l(l_ll.l

DR p<.001 - EITME CFA ZEH ¢ LG 1A - METERRARISA N B RBE A RS A2 H
SREEERE ; 24858 1B © MATERE B IS EERRE AR - BXE0E CFA ZHR © LK
7 2A BB AR AR e N AR S BB BGRE M R R ETEER R © 24850 2B : [EE2
BRI BRI P A R R B — VBN - GERC R T + RO BN ERE (20 DL1A,
IB R 1A SBR0E > 1B RZE) —LmAlEENRRE | =RrmEME DT EREEH -

BN ZBEEAN

PUF o EfERTal CFA 288 [ - DL PA-LV 1T UnER BB B fhE1 - IRREmsesit (RE 3)
ZEEEERERBE S -

(=) HIBREEE - VE RR

LYIEERE

LA PA-LV ¥ VE AR HEK (B 3 (a)) EfTE SRR ERFREGE (GFI=96:
RMSEA=.048 ; NNFI=.98 ; CFI=.99 ; PNFI=.83 ; CN=496.11 ; x’=2350.15 > df~160 » p<.001) ( B.% 2
) - B IEARBREAEAMEEERE KA > thrs VEE (H 3 (2)) B9TRAI (RE
4 ZHEA—)  ghFE SRRV - RN EBE OB E BRI (8=.73  p<001) - #
R R ARSI E EETR (f=.76 » p<.001) ; BRAFIFEIRIN S - B2 A BRI E 0
SHARTEY] (B=-34 p<.001)  BEEHHEHEEHBZMEEREBER (f=-18 > p<001)-
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&2 VERARBRBAZBEELLR

HEEREE

At & x2 GFI RMSEA NNFI CFl PNFI CN
— 160 2350.19%*+ .96 049 98 99 83 496.11
—B 162 2792 .47%++ 95 053 98 98 84 422.29
5 an ] Adf N
—, —B 2 442 28*** + + = + — +

3 #0001 - MEUHIRCRE & Ll - +— =% 2 23 -
2.5 TTIBIER B Bk

HESR CFA ZERETEERMANEI R E R BRERE - (HREHIEE.90 > ATRE% Tt
#R M (multicollinearity ) FYRIRE » M EBIE AR B2 8 ((RBO 5T LEFATRZ (Jagpal, 1982; Marsh,
Dowson, Pietsch, & Walker, 2004 ) - 557 #5 % T HHFEBW ARG RVBENY - BRFI=FErm
Katam - B AFRNBAEBEIERBERE (construct reliability ) s HBMHEEE (composite
reliability ) $57£.80 Ll b - R EAE AN - HEWRER L TILENEE (Grewal, Cote, &
Baumgartner, 2004 ) -

SEAt - ARAFEHE R Marsh A (2004) 58 BE(ELESRES - BAGET LRV IRaR Bt X —
FIEEM - FEEEAT ¢ ERIEEE SRR B TR T [E R T U R — B R R R > %R
TR P ORBR TR AR BIER 2 SR 1HE (constrained to be equal ) » B —EB AL - BRIFRBERARZ
IRAEE (FEE EBARREZEDN—) EthE - LU E BRECES - EFENE
WoEE LA R EE AT EET E R HBREER | M v DIER— AR E LTS
RIFZERILLEL - FRER Marsh A (2004) B - AR LUE —SERE » £HE— B BBAE
R BHBEEREANT - BERMEE R E RSP R E BB RIS BB GBS B
2B 2B S EBZRMERZE RS B CERHEE IR eiE—ME - n8
BB B R RO E R HRAR - gl R E — S - SRR e e bR —
1 (HR B EISEM S  #—1F GFI (.96) - RMSEA (.049) -~ CFI (.99) I CN (496.11) {3
B — B (.95~ .053 ~ .98 ~ 422.29) FfE » ¥E NNFI (.98) FRIRBIAIFIEA—BHEE s RF
1€ PNFI_ERIZ— (.83) BEHMNER— B (.84) 5 4 - AR AEEE VAR — BIKH
(A’ = 442.28, p<.001 ) HCBEBEII S - 82 AU A LA — B BEREMA(RE 2 ZEhE) -

EX—
.68(.02)

e =— B
%) 70(.03)
n—B
Pt 20(.01)
90(.004)
2B R
90(.004) -.1?(.05)
“— B
28(.01) Hit— s
76(.05) 78(.03)
ERX—B “—B
20(.01) 85(.04)

4 VERXZERERE
At * PR SRS — B AR ARE (FEINPT EHAREER ) - WIS AR -
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H—FREEE % 7T AR M REN T B R TRAS R (R e — R R ARBL Y R HE 3R (#E.004~.05)
HARK (RE 4) FERNEREREMAEEIEE/] B —N2BEHECAHEERE (25 Marsh
et al,, 2004)  ¥F 5.2 MMETBBRE > AR THERX— B RAERENZEE > FRL28
EHER (BRRRBO JREE i bR ERE - Bt — B Bt a8 m Lo
B o DRERER - AR BB R AR R R R TR E SR RIS
LR B T ERE -

(Z) BFERARR : MR #3

B (RE3 (b)) 5 "IBREB (non-recursive model ) | —EIE A E KRR » H
Bif SEM {782 LISREL #RE8 n] g2 ¥ L IEIERY (J6reskog & Sorbom, 1993 ) - FfiME R~ A fEIME B
BMIE > ARG EBERE CE (BEEBERE AW ESGRRERERE ) gEEHBTEH

(underidentified) &7 - MEESIEGBRBOBRERRLE  BEEE - RIbVEEHBELES
BUETIRE (restrictions) AYRISTIESHER (Shah & Goldstein, 2006 ) - FRFAFEIEATIR » DU T A
W FeEREN SRl

LHER A I R IR SRR

HIARE R e BB AR 20 7 B TE R BRI IR IL R SR - B S RBRIRE =48 » i -

(1) Z2RANWTHARES—#2 BRSNS U RRI2 B RSN R R B E  (2) B2
BN TEHE R -2 E R SHBERAURRIZEBRMSHEERRCBE  (3) AREEY
R B R SRR B DU B2 A BB R i 2 AR - B ATl b — R B R R RGBS A
%L DI ZAirRdit < 280 B SER ISR K

BT HEaEERYEE  ARAEAEE R SEER R B H G - TR

"EERECRE, REBHEE GRIE—) - HSREN - ENESENS - I 2 IEREEE

( GFI=.94 ;: RMSEA=.06 ; NNFI=.96 ; CFI=.97 ; PNFI=.81 ; CN=234.55) ; EtE2BANTERIKRRE » &
ZERMSHBEERE (8= 40, p<.001) HEIZ RSB RIBETR (=24 p<.001) HH R
R BRI B2 ERMSHBIEBEG (f=-.08 p<.001) ERE RSN BEERR (8
=-.06 > p<.001) RIFARKR - HARELEREFEAWRURESEA T - BHEXEHE
FEEMEGE2 (SRMR=.28 > —{5H#E 08) - ffij Atk haslees sk SR B2 s sk i Sh iy B )
ARSI A R 2 BR E SRS T SRR, EREE GRIE ) D "B
SRHNTERRR , RESHEE GRIB=) -

AENEEET S - SRES RIRESE =39 L0 IRRS — A FRIRLE - i TREE = LLIRRE & - BN =F
TRES TR IR A S R > JRHELE =& 7F ECVI - AIC ~ CAIC E#5iER 25 ( RERESER -
R 93)» SRR =AGRTHE TSR - kAL ME SRS = - SRS Rl M2 B B R i
B (N1M172.01~80)  EEFREENFERERE (LEMNSRRCBE=RERE 1.82 RTE_HMUE
st » HESHUEENSITTERWEHERER) - BnRis RSB ERARE - hFe2
ARG, o &2 LA > RS S E (AR ECVI - AIC - CAIC ZigfE D S ) - (RBfE
#  DRSEEHEGEN - RIg = EBEEE - fURRE = 1T MR B(HM%Es -

2.MR R & B RS

PRERES =/ 20 0 DLUPA-LV B (B 3 (b)) #ITiekk - Bl MR (REl5) &
T EZERNESRFNERESE (GFI=96 ; RMSEA=.049 ; NNFI=.98 ; CFI=.99 ; PNFI=.83 :
CN=494.83 ; ’=2356.26 » df=160 > p<.001 ) - FRFIZERHERAVEE - BEHRESHHKERREET
RIS (f=.40 > p<.001)  RIBEHRMSHBIERRE FEEDNS (8=-.09 > p<.001) F& MR &
I TEE - SIS ERERAETE - BER RS 2R E AR ERS (=-.09 > p<001) B2
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BERESHYE -t EAEEET (=24 p<.001) S MR BXNTRHE - ARERRES
PRI BERSEHERSAEEETRRN (8=.77 p<001) - ARSZEMHBRRRTEE
AR (f=.42 > p<.001)-

HEAR B B WS R R TR R 2 B R A IRE (AIRERAEE ) BIFRTEREH
BB BURESAHE R BRI BSHEROEE HE - AT - IWEAERER SRR
FoEK B ERER T HEZN DU —MEHA2 8% - SRR E RSP 2 Bt
TELRBL (f=-.05 > p<001) DIRFEIEE BMUSHBER KA ERE (f=-.04 > p<.001) BEM K
bt £ MR 8 > HEEESH SRS BATEA) (HRCT » BERFEEREMNEEE
BRI E R ERGR - B RSN ENANEEREE EEEAN) - BRMSR T ERZEERK,
4L AHHEBEBR (indirect effetct) - BB H RS T ZABBRMEAFIRER (f=31"
p<.001) > REBABRSHTEERB AR HBERE (f=.10 p<001): 55 - BRALMESE
EERERMREHERRRE AR (f=-04 > p<001) » TIRHE L BMES AT BB BRI B2
FIH (f=-.07: p<.001)-

.29(.02)

.54(.01)

17(.01)

WS B ZREEN
il - BEERARE AR ORI (FRILAM R EARAERR) - B A -

£3 URHEURESHESHEZHRERBEERR

: BIEEAR]
BARERER T m mom  mew  mom maE Ao

EHERR
j MACH->MSC 73(05)  .61(04) 74(04) 73(04)  91(06) .74(13)
% SACH->SSC 76(.05)  .88(05) .70(05) .70(.05)  .61(06) .73(12)
~ MACH->SSC -34(05) -44(05) -29(05) -26(04) -20(.06) -31(11)
SACH->MSC -18(.05) -.06 (04} -20(.04) -18(.04) -36(.06) -20(.13)
HEUR
MSC->MACH 40(02)  .40(.02)  41(02) 39(01)  37(01)  .39(.02)
SSC->SACH 24(01)  27(01)  24(01)  25(01)  .19(01) .24 (.03)
i% MSC->SACH -09(01) -08(01) -09(01) -08(01) -07(01) -.08(01)
¥ SSC->MACH -09(01) -08(01) -09(01) -08(01) -07(01) -.08(01)
" MACH->SACH 77¢02) .76 (02)  .75(02)  .72(02)  76(.02)  .75(.03)
SACH->MACH 42(03)  38(03)  42(03)  44(03) .50(03) .44 (.06)
ISR

MSC->MACH->SACH .31(01)  31(01) .31(01) 28(01) .28(01)  .30(.02)
SSC->SACH->MACH  .10(01) .10(01) .10(.01) .11(01) .10(01) .10(.01)
MSC->SACH->MACH -04(01) -03(.00) -.04(.00) -03(00) -04(01) -.04(01)
SSC->MACH->SACH  -.07 (01) -06(01) -07(01) -06(01) -06(01) -.06(01)

R pe0 0 HEREIE.001 SiEkEE (GREQER) - B —REERR B SR gE -
MACH S8 75 - SACH SRIEZRE - MSC BEEREME & SSC BRIZBETMS © ~BREH1 - FHil
NEERE -
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(=) EHBIHEBRN

DL EGr A B B B S T B s B S — A DL BT R R MRBAKRERNSE
F#&  sIHREIHAT B RRBEUERER (4 « BEE R EHE O RS BN R R
REFAM  FHREK 3 Z MACH->MSC) - LR E— I RIB AP E BT R BRI RER -
SFELMEHMES C RBEMERERR - 13R 3 WAl RE—FBERMEHT  BREOVEREE % - &
— I RRESAREEHEET < RE - R TRIZARTANSE B SC I R EES4& (marginal)
B (8=-20,p<10) - HAMRBEEMET LR KE » (RS ENREIEY S - K ERE
BRMHEE - MARIZRR AN RS E S GEE - (HE A hHEER 3 BREE
(-20) B2 Marsh £ ATEBUER GRS BRI SIS RAER (F905%-.07~-43 Z/) tHE (Marsh et al,,
1988; Marsh, 1990; Marsh & Koller, 2003 ) -

M
— B LS

R Fe R A B R 2R SURAE A - WL SEM TR BB BlaE - &
7 Bt VE B30 (RN —) A7 DBENRI 2Rt F B ENR 2 H Rl - HRE
FREEEREIT G VE U2 T B0 (B18) R EEE (B1) B RS A EmRAT - M (B
) AR (B2) BEBERIEIGERCR © 1o SRR B ISR IEEBCR (&
RE) KPFUIKRIR R E B B SR E AR (20 © Marsh et al, 1988; Marsh & Kéller, 2004) - i3
i ERVEMEM S - AR VE B > 40 VE B0 AN BE SR - 3t MR &= (R
X)) FSRAR BB SHETNH N 2R B A R TR - EEREEN - EBRRRTRRREE
UK - BB IR B (RAIFRRR T B R RER R EROTRED & B2
BB H R E e E IGIRCR © FE - BRSSO BRI A A IR - SR
{EME - AR SHAR MR B EFATEET - PS4 Marsh 82 Koller (2003, 2004) #
BAEARIAZER AR FLE -

ARHFEH R B RS AT BRI EE (B MR #50)  MIFREERE SR (Marsh &
Kaller, 2003, 2004 ) Z#5R - A ZERE RIDEEBRF G AFATEY] - MHEBESRRHELA - 430
FEEMMNE E RS - MAENRBCEEREN - A3CEA FBEEAEAE MR EUGHEE
BES > AHIE—ZRIAE B RS S BRI E ER SR - A EEA R B RS SR
ARSI EYTER ] (Marsh & Koller, 2004; Marsh & Yeung, 1998) - 4R » 75 E2BHER 2
% EREERNRUET REEXELR - il 2ERNEORBERM M BRERERRESL
Bhahy - Rt T RB GEAVEES] - BRE LEE H B S H SRR R ERRR o il
bR TR BRIV BB R R - SERM LSRN - ASHEH T ERBU A WEN - it
SRR > SRR SRR -

B AHE LIER

RIBHZEER  E—PMBHESFERCEE  DRES2%E - 5o mBSE - ARM
DR LR R REAEE - R EHERSEF (Marsh & Koller, 2003, 2004) ; fEFLRTHRT
PERAE MR - FAHEE T REREBTFETT A REERES ) AEEE  MEMREE
FEZEIRM - AHREHE > HEREWE - —HHNBENPERESTERES - —AHAT
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RO B BB ) - AREEE R RO G T - Al RESRERR (Marsh & Koller, 2003) -
HERMSEEFEE TR ITEE (Guay et al, 2003) - B2 T @ BEREN B RSB AREE -
EHREATER R T A

4t - VE BzUSHB A ERMET FEEY B2 B BME - BRNELLENER - —EES
FIREERNSEEHEHOER - - W8 ERENE RS (EHREB CAEZRIRIEIEE )
Rz » —RERREERRAES - FEHMILC TERNE L TR EREAERIES -
S—1H > HEHEANARBEEEREZEN  MIELSBIRENL - BIFTE H Z2CR (halo effect) »
Bl BEBLE TR R BENEL - FRRSERBNTHE (AEHMMEREI/ME) > T
ARBBERRENEREZRMETENT - BANRENNRHEBLENBERAREFFEE -
i sEFSHRFRIFTREEE £ S REE (Pygmalion effect) XEFTAS (self-fulfilling prophecy ) HYFER

(Rosenthal, 1974) ; EHRIEABIFATREEMBANERFER - HERARMFAITRESNESEH
R - HUEREEMG -

MR 3 - MERER A RS RIS Rt A | ACR - (EEBENR SR - FEW
BRENFBEERY  BEABRMSHENRI RS2 B R SR R - SRR RNIEREER -
BRTEERAGES (F2) BRMSEREAN THSE (BI8) g2 > HMiEstiRA TR2E (8)
BRELATEL > T BLAS RIS R BB SR SR (ZRE - ERBEAE - 2004) » CRE R ANMAT4E
DRI B ERR (10 - SENAIFERR R RS - HE2L2EMRNEEMS  REERY
B HeE - B4 EEYEERNFEEFRD - hHFEBEAE T EETEEZSA -

= RRAFTZHARSR

B BFE VE BRGNS - BLEE MBS R B W #RE (40 : Marsh, 1990) ;
AR HE8/AERENMS » VE R TTHEE BB EPEE - T MR X R EZE
BIFEMLMERIE - RFFE TN - #ER Marsh ARG HAERRENEBER  BH2ERTERE
B F 2R AR BRSSP ERE - A BEERBSRE R BIE BRI
MEEBE—PHANEE - ORISR E 2% (28) 7R RTREERE (0 FEEE)
75 (Marsh & Yeung, 1997b, 1998 ) 24} > AIEERATE - F 2K - HHRMIRNEFEF (persistence ) -
LB AR E SR A5 (Marsh, Byrne, & Yeung, 1999, p.164) - ;5 BeaB BEH EEBH L E R KK
BhhRZ— -

2 £ XN

RSB R 92): BAE RS B S SR UERBEERERAE - L F R ER R
2647 85-131 K -

ERMERL (R 93): s H44 X  LISREL a932% - s A - 510 B -

REHE (R85 #Fomw$ - HJ0: HE-

HEH (RSB #e#fat -2 renk -5t AFF -

A5 HEE (R 93) EEEERFEYRET L AN EFEBAEBRER AR - A2
WOHFH 494 1 2140H -

LCE - Bk (K 93) : ARl BB  REE - HEHF AT 12758 0 6-19H -

EBHE - HFFE (R96): SHENXE  AEREENHERETRIER - BH#H4 > 545 1
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Hi 48-56 H -

FWmE (R93): ft " E-RERH B HEEA TR RMTEE (TIMSS 1999) , MRERTEH
S4BERREBLRENRG | CERKZ L - RIS EE#H AR RIRBEREWRAE L
AL e

BICE - REIR - FFRIE - REX (R 94) BU/NBAERBHRAS TR ERBETRCVE -
HECEELR 374K 28 173-196 H -
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m

3 @j UJ'
< % AR 5:;_ @) oo (AR
m m B=5 m-1
T=(_]+(l+m_')B 2R 4) v=(m—1)|:1+ U } ON=))
(1+m™)B

A DR e B R B R BB E ARG - DA MU BT SR THIRR R R
BIRD Ry, (RRERE AR =1~5) - DR | RERMESERE D AFHRIBRE o - m RUH
EABEERHZRR 5) A 4 AIRRME 0 KREER T-T BR&H U (RAF DR B(RA IIERATHE SR
1 QBREL T AI{GHiAT 5808 « 18 - AN 5 AITEH R (B BEE Y -

Pisg— : MR RA IE A RH -/ #FRH—1T)

title 'IE model' / Observed variables: msl ms2 ms3 ms4 ms5 ssl ss2 ss3 ss4 alg dap fns geo mea che
eas lis phy eri nos/ Correlation matrix / # AFHRHAIRE / Standard deviations: B AfE#EZE / Sample
Size=5960 / Latent Variables: MSC SSC MACH SACH / Relationships: / msl ms2 ms3 ms4 ms5=MSC /
ssl ss2 ss3 ss5=SSC / alg dap fns geo mea=MACH / che eas lis phy eri nos =SACH / MSC=MACH SACH
/ SSC=MACH SACH / Let the errors between msl and ssl correlate / Let the errors between ms2 and ss2
correlate / Let the errors between ms3 and ss3 correlate / Let the errors between ms5 and ss4 correlate / Let
the errors between MSC and SSC correlate / LISREL Output / Path Diagram / End of Problem
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Academic Self-Concept and Achievement Within and
Between Math and Science: An Examination on Marsh
and Koller’s Unification Model

. . * .
Chin-Lung Chien Tsung-Hau Jen Shu-Ting Chang
Department of Psychology Science Education Center ~ Graduate School of Management
National Chengchi University National Taiwan National Taiwan University
Normal University of Science and Technology

This study is based on a secondary analysis of data collection from 5,690 Taiwanese 8th graders in TIMSS
1999. Marsh and Koller’s (2003, 2004) Unification model was examined by using a structural equation
modeling techﬁique. Due to limitation of cross-sectional data, the Unification model was further divided
into an internal/external frame of reference model (I/E model) and a motivation-resource competition model
(MR model). In support of the I/E model, math achievement had a positive effect on math self-concept but a
negative effect on science self-concept. On the other hand, science achievement had a positive effect on
science self-concept but a negative effect on math self-concept. Consistent with the revised MR model,
self-concept in one domain (math or science) had a positive effect on achievement in the same subject, but a
negative effect of achievement in another domain (science or math). The results indicated that I/E model

and modified MR model could be generalized to math and science subject areas.

KEY WORDS: plausible value, reciprocal effects model, secondary data analysis, structural equation
modeling, TIMSS
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