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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to explore the relationship between sport confidence,
competence and 2x2 achievement goals of college athletes. Total sample was consisted
of 494 college athletes (301 males and 193 females). Whose average age was 20.3
years old (SD=1.42). At first, participants completed questionnaires in different time
after receiving coaches and athletes’ approval. In social cognitive perspective, using
descriptive statistics, Pearson correlation and multiple regression to conform 1) the
relationship between trait sport confidence, competence and 2x2 achievement goals, 2)
the relationship between trait sport confidence, competence, 2x2 achievement goals
and state sport confidence. Result revealed partially supported the assumptions. Trait
sport confidence and competence predicted mastery approach goal and performance
approach goal significantly. But added to trait sport confidence and competence, the
2x2 achievement goals predicted state sport confidence insignificantly. Conversely,
trait sport confidence and competence predicted more state sport confidence. This
showed that whether the achievement goals the college athletes adopted, the more trait
sport confidence and competence they had, the more state sport confidence they got.
Finally, comparing to theoretical and empirical researches in the past, consistent and

inconsistent of results were discussed and future suggestions were proposed.

Keywords: achievement motivation, approach goal, avoidance goal, general

self-efficacy

II



Eu
Iy

e
Jiv

i

i

i

2

Eu
Iy

m

b
=

2

14

N N Y S SR S |

-4

)

it

ko

Iy &+

m

=

e

R N
|

Iy

2

Jir

B
<

ko

R N

Iy

2

Jir

b
=

)

& :,ij#uﬁ%%—t’i’ﬁé* ............................................................. 6
B BT F B P 21
B BT B Ao 21
e B F BIK coeeeee e 22

4 &

4 ;|
N
R T T

F R ow

.
o
o

N

N
»

ol o S et B ]

&
G
5

§ R e X2 SR el B 50
2x2 H 0B Hefeift BT H B i P B 57
B B R R AT 2 B e 60

e T e, 61

N

N

III



NP R
N T R 66
bt — i;é'ﬁ B R B 81
= 82

v



3-1
3-2
3-3
3-4
3-5
3-6
3-7
3-8

# P&

%;é'ﬁﬁ M e 26
ERUNCTICE 2 B 36
A B B e 38
B 2 B S T 2 o 41

TR BART B R R R R L PR AR A 42
THBLED SR RT L R AR A 43
A PART P W AR R L PR FSTELE A 44
AR P B R L PR AR A 45
kg p e SRR L R R AR A 49



B 1-1
B 2-1

@] P &

Vealey (1986) :&8# p iz A H ...l 5
FEERERL 24

VI



FopFE B 0 Flg o TP ",ﬁf KA O -9 R AN R i RS A
Haww PR FFLEMR BB ERLRARS FF Y EF R
AP R EF HELEARES > - 2mEFEHFoR
¥ %Michael Mahoneydy & » & § "k F @ F 7 » LR
* o4 1 FF E20% v @ F & 48 2 80% (3l p Dorfman
& Kuehl, 1995) o F B * & # [ ¢h fg % & & % R (peak
performance) ¢ # % > Brewer, VanRaalte, Linder, &
VanRaalte (1991) % m » +* & & & F g% & I & P & 9 £ ik
21 &R Ao p B oo - BEMAE B oo w g F P
Bandura®* p # 3% it (self-efficacy)- 3# R &k £ # 7R HF B o p
7w (Feltz, 1988) o 24 i v & > p Moo iw £ - A p G o o>
PR AR B 0 p A T o B RN - B A
= o= F o 1 iF i ek ® o @ Moritz, Feltz, Fahrbach, £
Mack (2000) 1 X # 7 (meta-analysis) 3 H & F 7 F B

BlE P A2k ok M N4A4SHE F 3 0 F R A2k B EH AR

FEFE el o HER ARG A4%ERERE T
FasEpda s Fg? @6 8 cnd > p ot M kg d
¥ £ & o

PREHLARSDIS FEF P B T ARKEE ST
% 2. — (Feltz, 1988; George, 1994; Treasure & Monson,
1996) - Jones ¥ Hardy (1990) #* 6= % F & £ £ » %



i?uié?i?zpef@ﬁ%cgig,uﬁv%;h,ag’fg,u—au;,;t»;pu%a
gk oJg o 3 H F B ¢ > Vealey (1986) # M F & p o fE N
o5 EFop
kB e i H
(trait) o} fx >
FEoFpr @R TN E - BT R E SN (Vealey,
1986) o

Vealey e & éhﬁfglc?gﬁﬁf@#iﬁ:#g-}grfiﬁﬁj*j}_?
FBdop o s R BEME DR BEFRPGw FTE R R
w0 Vealey dg en AL7 B 8 & & # ¢
Bk BT BB kR - RGO

Bow H o BRAEFERY BTN AP AR
c‘?,u:#:é@i’ﬁiﬁ;ﬁf—g,ua»;;Aﬁ%gﬁq

state) F%,ﬂ’ﬁ‘ﬁ;fﬁljf%?_fé_iﬂﬂ?ﬁﬂ

Cw i 4o

o

A
Bop o th

i

=
;L%,gﬁ-é
Boenow kB S A Bk E T

R - A RGP R

[
A
(‘r
i

2
hon]
o=
[ad

'
s

—=\
;n

=™ ¥
;;4@—@;;4;;»oﬁég,gjigf;,ﬁsrpjgk@q@ﬁq%iw%,_
B A ¥ PEHL DR CRRE A REDER R R

TFFET A % R FAT RN REDFEF P
BeokhBE@Hp L oLy Th- i FIFEREFR
A2 p 5w (Vealey, 1986) -

L 4 ﬁ Maehr 2 Nicholls (1980) 4 & # F 0 4

LN
=4
<@

I
& > # > 8 s Vealey % ¥ P en B > G R EER PG
oI pEE % BT 2 B A o P R (Vealey, 1986) o
Vealey (1986) fd chi@ & g & < 54 ¢ > 4 » 7 & pF &
B A % 4 @op & - HF o2 5o Y B e (competitive

orientation) = & & p T o A - fa P G AP BRE 0 E LB



SRR I

p ¢h
He s 3 o AR RL B TR A YA AT A
> £

oo A u L AL B B R Bs o LB ¥E AL RE
Wooom % % B w FE A G oo Vealey ﬁﬂf&%ié’ﬁ%*?&—'ﬁ-?iﬁ
Gill "t & W e L P A > 8 A2 & B s > 8 — £

BB & Hcfer k% P % 4 #co Vealey 32 2 & B ¥ i F B 3%

A B w o A ENA MDA R o kB o I - Bl

as

¥
Fommibd @i - BB e ppRYY - LR " )

I %k (Vealey, 1988) - Vealey (1988) * & g3 ;U &k 2+ &
FhHER? DELEe o kA BEHE L N D
2B A r B oeh R B o dk K3 H B SR E A S
P - HhE LA B T BE LA EE L AR o B
oo I M ER P ENERE LB > 1 f2ER R R D
e gy e %o ftos o2 58 o

Fhop LR R 11 EE PR A - BT
PESDES S BRI FSOPFFTES ) G frwmd 2w o B¢
SETRERGOFRPITFEAELRBEES T o TP S

%

PR R E R o e F PN
EBHop w2 R R APAE LT R DE LA
. (Vealey, 1986) -

ST E R i g A $ 7 L F L AL oa LBy
o @ B B P {7 5 (Bandura,1997; Hater, 1978) - 7]} >
= Vealey e & p 5 o i34 ¢ » 31 B B % (subjective
outcomes) A F A F £ & - L B EET UARBHEL A% F
Fl s 2 9 # A AR OB ELARE T BHERA TS

<

AP s TR A2 TR oI BFE LIRS EREFTE



- JFT oI O R

by
m
S
¢
—
i}
£
e
ks
9
ke
43
F T
k-
¥
bR
2oy

AL B oo - B AEIDT G IR R o b A 0 B R A
B R ED G oA B R EL R KW B A A
B F RN B AR A B B FES DT A F B
@I f B oA B R blde t BE P A P B LA PR R
T £ A BRI L a4 EFE N R
FHFEHF L o - e o BHMENRLRE DR X
Bt RFEH IR RN T R EY AR LT
= * % % P » (Vealey, 1986) -

5 7 %k % Vealey #@ & p & o 4 > ¥ B E T = AR E
1 &5 o FE & op 7o & 4 (Trait Sport-Confidence

Inventory;TSCI) # € # F & & p T~ 5 J K FE & p 5 < & %

(State Sport-Confidence Inventory; SSCI) B # % i & & p

<

oo Y P~w £ & (Competitive Orientation Inventory) ]

ERAL P o g2 A1 EREFT G ERE DA P FFEEAE PN
- RS FRGEAR (FFpREeL L) v pPFRESFM
R B & H 2k kA (Vealey, 1986) ~° Vealey (1986) # M 138
Bop BN BFHFER R o E e Rk E S
Pz - HRBEFLZ A FFER L frs B
AL AR BRENE LSRR BEGE - BApT B
1T o



B 1-1 Vealey (1986) & & p & < % & # 5\
TRk R i 4% p “Conceptualization of sport-confidence
and competitive orientation: Preliminary investigation and

instrument development,” by Vealey, R. S., 1986, Journal

of Sport Psychology, 8(3), p.223.
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A E S e o % oA Mow 3 a2 # (McClelland %
1953) 5 ¥ ¢ » T o % prsl e B M&HEY L RLFEPHF B
A AW f e % % o @A M ow 4 pr (Birney, Burdick, &
Teevan, 1959) o gt ¢ » 2 | 3 = ;bs\iji‘!i.ﬁ’f%ﬁ‘ZJi‘r%iﬁ?é%
LR R T A LA O i L
oo B BRE T BT AR AN e A ek
Moehgr 4 e o Bl OB R R Y 2R W R B 4 gk
(Elliot & Church, 1997) o

b= iﬁvz&,ﬁp%ﬁ;‘v"#rat%iﬂf%fr%mi&ﬁﬂf%é\
Mg R R R e F A0 g B F o AR S A E S (pure)
A A A AR P AR T A R R 3 A e
é‘éz‘irr%fﬁ?%%fx}rﬁ’#ﬁ;a'i;%%é%‘a.’rﬁé%%?ﬂ};‘°ia‘§%¢rj~£'r%-fﬁ{—
BF PR R (2B xR TR L T
g R RS e R AR P R R R
e W E B SAETS SR E A RER L BT
RGN N N B SR DRI X D RN I

s
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w0 & AR T P % Pl AR T h 2 & k@@ 4 pr (Elliot,
1997) -

R B C I i S S .
®x o F M o= f]"*u g7 A (Ames & Archer, 1987; Dweck,

1986) = # # P & % F B hd % F L fod b 4 o oo

O

RS

Fo b AN BELLI G B E A 4 F BRI 0ol R
FR o 2L wp X3 F T odppfemmdid oF 98
R
A

B LN B R B R Mjgdep A ELER AL R

El’};}f&°%\'ﬁu%ﬁﬁﬁ?}’?ﬁiﬂﬁflﬁﬁﬁ"‘fcﬂi‘i*’«’rr%f‘_‘sg_é.ﬁn
PE G203 d o EE S FANELL G DR
fos ARy FaL S R RS S RIS R R

2R AR R RN HYNBEEFL AL DERICEE
- B AR e W K S

A
a
o
e

Eg >~ M p A g e

ﬂ#éﬁﬁ@ﬁiéimﬁﬁkﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgw%ﬁ
R E o T e A T g 4 ﬁvé.ﬁa@ﬁz—%?&iﬁ% A2 4 h 1l G iE
A2 % ¢ 4p 3 & 4 (Elliot, 1997) -

iiﬁﬂﬁ“ﬁf‘uﬂ*%?ﬁﬁé_%ﬁﬁf%"’ﬁ"”’%@ﬁffiﬁ‘f@
% W oo e R PR R4 H o RS o Elliot vk F P22
REHBRPESY e BT LEDTF Y ok R -
F] gt A5 = 2x2$fiﬁﬂ+%#ﬂf§ (Elliot & Conroy, 2005) o

HRLE PR L g AL FERDSNHF LY
A Racvh w4 B R ALF w4 (Elliot & Conroy, 2005) -
Elliot (2005) # 5 # # 48 p £ 3 & % 4 % B B % i
AR A E Y N E R s R BT R
¥4 LA LB AP A L EETE Y P & W
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ool TR A A e bl A D F B A E R

o
.
N
el
5
e
= »
o

7R R L R

B4 % 3 ehpriz o B PP o g1 E b
AL SRR A N B

A 2 - R
B R R RS AR o § RN R RE DG T
RELRF R EHETH R L W R WL TR SR
Wl B P B B R
TARA AR E W EL L ARSI E S AT A
[

p
BB P mp QL PR R EERL A
R

W
3
“

foe thde 8 o 1 1 eht] 3 B A o M B w P B

FE 3 E*?%‘iﬁﬁ‘iﬁ%‘i“‘ (Elliot & Conroy, 2005) -
BRSSP P o F AR BN D o AR E
A @S s p ko @V RS AL LG DERCR
B ooom R L WP FRFPFINHFRS L oL EF I P T
23 - s % (Elliot, 2005) - - few B ¥ 0 G

oo HRLEPFRFRBETE ALK TR TS E
Mok RO P AR A RL DR AE AR G DY R
(Elliot, 1999; Elliot & McGregor, 2001) - # 3 #* & p # 4o
ST L I SN L S L I O L A= ol O (L L = e Y
e o B R A R FRLE R E o AR R S
kow oL B IR A3 s 4 (Elliot, 2005) -

W& e B gl e s w2 khw B REE B
(motive dispositions) ~ P} £ 32 % (implicit theories) -~ At
¢ i (socialization) ~» 2 % % % 13 @ 3¢ ¥ 4 ¥ F & B
(anticipatory test anxiety) ~ B % % IR (exam performance) -
PRFFL O BEN AT B SR PN EF
2x2 = )*I& Ptk e B % % v 4 2 & (Elliot & Mcgregor,
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2001) - Conroy, Elliot £ Hofer (2003) % & 1 - & #*
F e F B o 2x2 & )*J% P B E 1 B (Achievement Goal
Questionnaire for Sport,AGQ-S) - ¥ &% &F 7 AGQ-S i i3 %

B2 #F 0 2R EHRLEEIFFE Y LRETF AT o 2 F

FE 3w F 4 B g E (2005a) 4 B R 2x2 F 0
BN L PR DFF R o Ed AR HFHLAPHA
HRLEPE2RAETP R ERLEP F2T HL Pl
MELM  RAMERA G o FREEE T 0L e
AR AR B (r=.49) > i RABIT P & T 4 PR

L2

A

g M (r=.15) o
Elliotz’v’ﬂszrNi&E’f%—#T#’Wfifyﬁf@%‘«ﬂ-ﬁ%’kff%&ﬁ
LR RERE R P ER R R
ﬁfcﬁa‘%ﬁ'u#f#%ﬂ S I S A
@’E‘Eﬂ’ir%f‘%{&,j&ﬁﬂﬁ%°E11i0t(2005) WoR o P oA
TR G 22 F P RFEE T AR AR R B E D
LS SN R IS S L SR R R
B oA hoAy X G 4 eh % & (define) e od 4 o B
(valence) » & A f& it 4 BB 2 * 3 & 7 2x2$%‘*‘u?4f¥‘%—’7’1§4f#’
wo4e = iﬁﬂ%‘ﬁ*ﬁﬂ#‘%#f#’zxz #i&ﬂ%%&*i‘i%%‘f?ﬁ»
oA g 7 4 (Elliot & Conroy, 2005) -

AR ARG 2R EREE 8 R

(absolute standard) — B > 1 F A £ e Z K > G 4 > B K
2 % > B o P ow o g1 iFo; M A g ® (intrapersonal
standard) — B * - B A @ 2 & B A 3k o Bl de o LB

Ak R B AT B EH ;A SR (normative

standard) — M w A A R s B de o b ow] A 4 s P W
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WA F T ehE S @ (Elliot & Thrash, 2001) -« 4 %
fep e R A A TSR LA A B B AR
SR A a2 A o Tl AP é»_abxifc'r%av’
e % oA gk R B IR Aad T a®E e /PR
A A N e R ENEH/N Rt &N 4
P A A2 B ® k%% & 4 (Dweck & Elliott,
1983; Nicholls, 1989) - & Elliot £ Conroy h &t 4 T » i 4
T ALEEA R TR PRSP ROFREL S S
(Elliot & Conroy, 2005) o

MR A oo AR TF A X W (positive

L. e
Pl I

valence) i # & = # ~ f § (negative valence)

~

IR
AR A pToe g 4 LW R B A B R A FARTDE e R %
2 3 @ f w0 % % (Elliot & Conroy, 2005) - 3 # % 7
BBl HEH R/E /TN F A DT 0 B B AT R T

i
B e R REBHER/E /TR B A D E o BB
# % T 2 (Elliot & Covington, 2001) =~ %] @A » & + %

N

P o i o B ARG F OB P AL AR R
0B e 3 M oaa 4 M ERL DY E o

LRSS A A R S SR I
i & % (Bandura, 1977; Harter, 1978; Nicholls, 1984) - {3
% Vealey sh . & & p £ < L B W L E & F 87 H 5D
i 4 5 A& (Vealey, 1986) : @ Elliot & 2x2 é»‘fj.%ﬂ % % 4
Pt R A E R w R R BAEE RN PR
ft&n‘v#%’*%Fﬁﬁﬂs“i%cﬂ%%’%%izpaﬁﬂgwrjﬁﬁé%ﬁ)ﬁﬁ
(Elliot, 1997) =« % & & = 4 % c 2 > Vealey thi@ & §

i e Elliot &1 2x2 % & § 4 % AN A A=A
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PR fed AR B R ) 5 A F ¥ > M FER L G P
B o BT L@ e R (R
Bird mad @ p ) o 2 %o Elliot o 2x2 & 3 0 f %
AR ARG 0 ABT P RRE DL G HER S B AE
o wp R A AR RA

v

SR KRB ER e BRI R PR B

-

Vealey

S
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5O

P (H RABTP R RABT P ) @i Lam b okw o
Mg F B R EER B oA BRSO R
#wP el R p ) DR RE

# % Bandura (1986) 4 4 A § 3 40 L % (social

==

W A3 72 kSR EFESG G o TP F B
T

El

ey

cognitive theory) - A § R E G h - B3 P FE DK

7 o Bandura 3 3 A g fF L 2 B M oA g - R n TR
Fooa AXIREBAFE - F LR hfpI BE -

E)

Bz AT BBFEMRAGHES - Fa o B EERBYNER

T E A FRELRACEREIE L F DT R P kR

1 :
BAL g R HMA T o AT T LA F AL o
AR BRHFER G G frr BF DRI T OH B 5
- Es S REBHTMAEASOBTERS ) F e N4 R

fe2x2 ¥ p o REHFEFEE § e @ R A 232

M

*#Bﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁoﬁﬂ’@é?ﬁp;
BB R E

TR F LM (%

2
f

o
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s

» 2008 ; 3% =3 > 20025 i3 -~ B
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A 0 2008) o B F R - Mo A G EE2x2 % P
Sk E R w2 BB o F 4o T AR e A
FRE R MG o A R RRER PGP
PR E A AR FROEARER R TR E ML DR
g pfoo o R R 2x2 AP HRERLETE R F

AR f E w2 T Elliot o 2x2 & 36 0 % 4 f iR il
Jﬁfrﬁf‘frmiﬁ#fiﬁﬂ+%iﬂgﬁ7fﬁgﬁ’# B - H % #F Vealey
A BRSSP FER B ok R
[FRN s e " S SO S <= Y ﬁ@?ﬁéiéfri?ﬁﬁ?ZXZéc,T&B%%
B RS e AL RE T 22 R R
HfEd p Lo HEFTRERLGFRESEF
R flegara v A K (U0 B R ER R
b 2 g foufp 3 R F oM ko
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$1 & PiER

Bk - P EFFEE P L s o Rk EER GG AP
Mo
1-1 #HFEHp &4 o 20 oM -
1-2 #HFEH G o RETHL LD PH -
1-3 & 4 R &R EEHp o 5 F4pB oo
n’g,—lg,{::#%?@@E%‘U‘E‘E"ﬁf‘?%‘fi}?2x2r}iﬁ‘fu?ﬁ<—”ﬁf&§°
2-1 FFEE Lo ot RABTE L AP M o
2-2 FFER o oM RL WL L B
2-3 BHFE S P E e fo k RARBIT R L AR B -
2-4 FFEH P Lo fod MWL R QA M o
2-5 w F w fod RABT R T o4p B oo
2-6 i P A oM R W R 4 oA M
2-7 i Aok RABT R D AP M o
2-8 v 4w HE v R RLHFER L M
B® = @ HFFEH e A R %ﬁimzxz:ﬁ»‘rj&ﬂ % e
3-1 HFEH p v Tow F RO R 4B T o
3-2 #F P EE pGos o S ORH R L w
3-3 HFEEwp Goe e IR A RART o
3-4 B EH PR oe f o PR A RLE
3-5 s 4 Ao o E R M R 4B T o
3-6 dv P A f o FEORIOH R S oW -
3-7 v 4 D o E OB A AR T o
3-8 a4 A f e R A R LW
Bkor 2 2x2% gk B R ek B E B PR G Mo
4-1 HRAB TR EFEH G F o D ApH o
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¥ -8 F I

FEH R BN T R R B
B ¥ & vTHRMT P 97 2 B E KM T o EFR (KT
|

Wbl A R W o B F R R 2w > 0 gpower £ ;¢ (Faul,

ks

&

My 7 0 2008) » A H A B ER LG DA K

Erdfelder, Buchner, & Lang, 2009) i % ¥ -k ® j& ¥ 2}2?'?5
e MR B K A D SR 260 4 0 HE B HEH TP o e
Z 2-1> F 2 A A R EFEHA P A BD 2% R A 2B K
B RpHFOEFEHED S 14 BEE LR HPF] A RaE L
HHFEL g bR ESLS S B E L KEAY T
Moo b E S FE A At DY B P

LRI RNETIE S

3

FERNTIE A S|

BTG R B R L 494 4 5 9 4 301 4 > & 4193

)

A B T mE g L 2034 (BFEZL 2 1.42) 0 2B %
B TR L 879 & (HEZL 3) o 2 EEAPLFR
A A fcde ™ D IR (34 4 ) o~ B (23 04 ) ~ B3I TR
(25 4 ) ~ & (254 ) ~Hamp (284 ) v ZrH (91
A) e TR R (23 04 ) AR (344 ) ~ Ik (55 4 0)
be 2 fF (36 4 ) ~ bk (20 %) ~ Fawrp (23 4)
AE R (284 ) ~ 23k (49 4 ) -
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4021 ZmE oA E 4

FRA R R OER OFE OFE OFE
" i &ﬁi@:“’b”d‘@:?i*i‘&?i*i
& E5d 4123 0.17 44 29 15 34 20 14
el E5d 3037 0.13 34 22 12 23 23 0
32 E5 3 1958 0.08 21 14 7 25 20 5
€ E5 3 1903 0.08 21 14 7 25 16 9
% E5d 1505 0.06 16 11 5 28 28 0
2l Vi 1503 0.06 16 11 5 91 48 473
R E5d 1374 0.06 16 11 5 23 19 4
i w 1131 0.05 13 9 4 34 20 14
& E5 3 1102 0.05 13 9 4 55 32 23
e % i 916 0.04 10 6 4 36 20 16
g I 888 0.04 10 6 4 20 0 20
7 i 640 0.03 8 5 3 23 13 10
2 1] 506 0.02 5 3 2 28 12 16
+ E5d 466 0.02 5 3 2 49 30 19
A E5d 296 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
B & 298 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
b7y R 337 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 e 328 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
i 55 309 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
fﬁ%ﬁ'ﬂf 223 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
R 1 ] 178 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
# i 176 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
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& A 134 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
ooV X 4y 132 0.01 0 0 0 0 0 0
A od @ 76 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0
* # 56 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0
e & IR 32 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0
= 23 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0
4t % 23650 0.99 232 153 79 494 30 9

ERKTIMT P97 ERFRAT M0 P A5 33117

FALRR D R TIT P (2008) ¢ 97 ERFRMT - EgR e AT 0 o
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PO E AT PRI ¢k By EE LT 3k
253

ARG Y 5 R (2002) 7 2 KRB FHLES G
oot 1 R85 p WP F F Vealey (1986) # FiLE & p &
g A FLRERFFRLERS) LR RE 2L o AE E X
P13 FEE e > & 9B Al E A L RA TR
FlOw i TR pgw > THAEAES LT RS DT E
éﬁpf‘:‘;:u’FL’lia/}ﬁxﬁﬁ%ﬁ:jaﬁi@m%?iﬁﬁvgf“:‘;
e R A S FERER AR TER LR RE B AL
BOE Ao F R e B R T R P E TR 4 BB R
Btk R Rk fpt s E R AR R BN KA F
P2 2P REFL T EEFRF S BL YR
B AREG He 27X ERG EZHE Y KRG Ros A
W Beh e g R B gAML P, P A
£ 4 5 H - %1% (unifactor construct) & % » # 2 # % £ ¢
% 58.87% » Cronbach’s a 5 .94 # & *~ & £ £ 5 ¥ & % =

e B (4 Rz 0 2002) o
ENEE A L A

AE T EYFEFE ST AR (1994) 7 2 R 4 R E
£ o 1 B i3 orop R OYH §—*F{Nicholls, Patashnick, # Nolen
(1985) #r 3 B riw 4 v ¥ £ % (Perceived Ability Scale; &
BA s F 4 E 5 1994) > i oplEn d AR 21 E o F

202 3445 0 # ¢4 233 5 F v AL 0 5 SE AR VR 2 A
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I % T4 20 &, FIS8 & T2FRFL L % 28 F 0
PR AT HE L AR 2 BRGEEEL LG R D
FH o 4 o Bl RE A 1 N i R o 4 A d s A E R AR TR
% o A% 4 & A > ® » 2 Cronbach’s afd ¥ % & & p % -
& M > Cronbach’s af % .85 2t B 3 & » £ %2 M4 % % 4
TR %R E S61.84% ot B A E G OVEE R ORR

(% #4 ~ F 4 & > 1994) -
Bos2x2 ER AR RE L

AE T EY 2R F 4 B 2 72 (2005a) ¢ 2 %R 2x2
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ST AFRA, o B EARLELSGR > A REHE L
FRF R Y LR A DN RY HE PR R E
(2005a) " B HEMHEFE A FR A1 E PR E RS+ K
PR e F TR (x (48)=228.64 p< .01 ; CFI=.94; NFI
=.92; RMSEA=.10) ; & & B > & > # 3 48 - # 3 L @& -
2 W A% T f- % M #H # 6 Cronbach’s o » 9
B0.72,.72,.70,.660 B 2x2% P R R A L F AT &L S
Wo R o R A K F R 2 A
IRk BER R E L

A g A FE R (1998) ¢ 2 R B HER v
2o B3 p B F F Vealey (1986) jk & 28 & p £ v & &
FA R BERBRERS P BRI R o kAE R E G 13
P oo S9% Al E A 1R EA T Mp e v T3
ZE F

v R R s a4 F 8 L% e m R (1998) R W R
BERBREZ (FHFF -~ F 4B > 1994) ¢ chp w s £ 2
Mo R E ot R 2 2tk 0 © 2 Cronbach’s a¥ 2% H po% -
RET R BFHEILFALIE LG L E Son M TR

(r=.69) %2 p - % MY T B (Cronbach’s a=.95) o
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FI & FTHRE
AT R 2RO R R 2t B OR K A

o~ F e v s ¥ 2 SPSS 12.0 for Windows £ % #t % &

.=

B SEEA T @ AR TG R AT R R B
sa= 05k T %A L BER - R A ENT BA

- ~ Moy i 3t (Descriptive Statistics) & 17 % # —‘F% SIS N

TR~ 2 & B op R RE N E AT R RE DT S RN
A 0~ OB o~ E R v P I - R

A f A £ 4 M (Pearson Correlation) ¥ % # F & &
Aofps ~ i R P RN R EER R

4P Moo

A S A (Multiple Simultaneous
Regression) &k fF & F & & p 7 <« ~ 5 4 & F é"'%ZX2sVﬁf‘uB
T sp R0 0 5 A~ K v i 4 4 (Multiple Hierarchical
Regression) %k ¥ 3t # % FRFEE L R4 R

T 2x2A R R H R BER R s TR
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AFE LA BRERREARE AT EFTANENE 8

HF 494 E HEE R E F B AIF ] o M AERE ST
Green (1991) it 2% » & > eh# ~ # 5 50+k& 104+k » k% 3

B % 38 B # ( 31 p Field, 2006) o % i » @ = 1 [ ¥ 2 3 ¢

-

FRA G EE X R R R X HBEE G EDLRE
FREDEEEAEFREIN S F N EEF AR
GRS s g R A h E R R B s Tl g o de ki R
B oo A2t gt B SPSS 12.0# * = % “ﬁ?lﬁ/% (TR S I U R -l
WoooF - X HEFREN S P RERF G4 ¥ 8
EHTR S ML R E e F 33664 (14 BFu 4 o §
Fhopomoe B A ) o

3

3y

)
SRR A S N
e g 0 2007) ok 3-1 B A % T A R 4B

ok A 1 w7 BRI KA N-0.693 0.00 2 FF o

A fie

G

3
ok
s
=%
7

yoebos MR A A3 -0.63 3 0.341F’a‘*’t“..“=é:—5=?3€§—‘ﬁ

Marshall ¥ Mardia (1985) & &% > B & ot § 222 F >

MEFTFROFEFRZP o T AF PR AR LT R
A I

Boo PR EER G g IRl LR A
B 1l & Mk @R R s R F A OR &Gk E R
Bow oo B EBE 0 A A LY R Rt P AR N
ik R E R o B o HE T gt T - BREEL AT
@ g FH TR ks F o A 2 68260 kE R R
AR gE@Esp o @A % 2499~7572 F 4 F @ & 00t
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o @ oA B¢ AT ymfcs oo ¥ RO B i @ oA U o
oW SRR = BE A N RERHTEE P
o A 2x2F R R B EE R oe S om ] S
B M A TR R M TER R s g AR R R
BofRow o B R ET  X WAL R wFERE BT Y R
tehEFER p Lo o TR T - BHRE LR
B e § oA 2 68260 % B E R 0 H B FESH B
B 5.16~7.762 B > 4p $H Y F R F B Rk B E B ook
Bo-o o ¥V BHHFER P E e E A 2 TN B
B s F R R L E R S BERR P FE
Zow @A B¢ AT s s P RoH T E AR S o
it B R A A EF R e (%233 ) hE FTHE
A I S A R A S B U TR A
AR A MER LA s R ASH A ER N4
BEEA O AA X R @R[ ERER N S
o R Tk T - BHRELAPFT LE YR
68.26c7 % H @ # H > AT ¥ RY FHEHF A w4 AT
¥ T 4 A B A2.96~4.362 B o ¥ ¢b s ¥ fi
B s ® R BT X EFERAL B P DN A R E A
LR BT R SRR A o

2x2 % 3 B T2 AR Ee B2 peoB koo @ TR Al A E
&+Eé1~&%@§7mt%$ﬁﬂﬁwib&?&5

T R AR o

—

i 0 F A 2 68.26: 4

ll'L £2

EAN LT N
L oFH R B

R S ;<

FoOH R OAE TP



B ® A A4.79~6.832 F > TR D B~ MBESATE SR
A2 6826 4 kB R B Y B M R W R T AR
4.05~6.332 & » R L f WAL - F R ¥ P A F ;P A 2 68.26
o B F R Y F ok RABT P B A A4.16~6.32
B> R AL s MM A F S A 2 68.26: % % iF R
Bt o3 b i RoEowp o A &3.09~5.832 % > % OB E B
fo ~ MR % e °#B§i11’%liikﬁﬁ%%év:fﬁs“ﬁﬁﬂ
kSRS S S-SR S L R

oo

231 REAPER A

Bl & E A+ E Tk HFFEL KL R

A R ARIT 366 1 7 5.81 1.05 1.27 -1.82
L R 366 1 7 5.19 1.14 -0.69 0.34
7 MARIT 366 1 7 5.23 1.07 -0.31 -0.14
F TR 366 1 7 4.46 1.37 -0.19 -0.63
G 365 1 5 3.66 0.70 0.00 -0.38
FRER e 365 1 9 646 130  -0.35 0.21
AfpEdp 5o 375 3 9 6.28 1.29 -0.54 -0.32
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Fo8 fAMM
AP T LA R F A LM RERERE LR PN G
e bR AR L o L G G s
i R B FER e REER P e F 2R A
MR e R ER . FH R E o A

o
i (F w4 w8 ) > A AP ¥R
)
)

A
<
it

-3

17

s T A LR Y LR kR (FREER PR
v TRk R A F 7 BT l-1-~1-2-1-30

B E3-2 M EL? gR N4 o BFTER o
EERp e F oM RART R BT oD e B AR B BB .27
P e A e F FERE L o R WP RE A
FEER TR RLEAEM (2 EF o p>.05)
i P A s FFER e s R EE R R ¥ o i R AT
PR T AP M A M Bl 30 T o B HFER PR R R
P w P R E LM R R ek EER e F e h R
2K (2 B F > p>.05) o F g o B 2-1~2-2+2-3+2-5~

S
Egr

=l

>

30,

5

2-6~2-7T~4-1~4-38 7 &£ $F 5 & * & $F B %X 2-4 2-8~ 4-2~
4-4 o

oo g R R E A M e s BAET P (F R
Tos A RART ) M G EEF > o HABTP R A R YW
Pz BFendp B s M o 3 B @ p B (HFRL®E LR
) ~F BRI E (FRABST S HRLE) 2E S B L
BoP R (& AR ~ 2 RL W) 2 Bl » 5 2. 30~.402
oo T b o o R p oA ABT R A M By B30

#3-2¢ « ¥ 5 & & 4 Cronbach’s a- 2 # 8 F i
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704 2 B LV OB
B o PR3 - B
2002/1951) « # &= 3

A~

e A R e F
g H o & % & ® p] (Kerlinger

£ %}

o T4

& Lee,

“t % € % @ Cronbach’s (1‘%"3 .85 F

FIREE IO L AR R AR SO A AL

Cronbach’s a+ 7%

Mo

& 788 7 1

PG R R KR

AP PG VE DL R
#3-2  ApBE e A
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 3 48T (.90)
24 B 38 (87)
3.4 MARLT 517 317 (.85)
4. % P g A1 30° 347 (.78)
5. 4 290 -12 28 -08  (.78)
64FFES p o 260 -.09 347 127 417 (.96)
THEER 277 =09 277 -.03 42 54" (.96)

*p< .05

() % Cronbach’s a
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A%

¥ = & iiﬂﬁkﬁ
SO BT REREFES G R N A 228
Ptz B M oo 2 2x2F P ok BER PR DN
2 > 24 @ % &3t # #8 SPSS 12.0% & 7 % ii&ﬁp’?&\%‘r R
TOfRE R R H R DI RN kY FAFE T HE T
ROAE o
@ i fE AR o AP LR I A B R  1w fF

A LI LI ESE AR P2 S RS LT % 5
w4k 2 (Field, 2006) = o 7 3 8 B 4 % % 2| % i jF >
7 A
1959% ez B f1.962 B o Fl @ > 2= %k & SPSS 12.0

Pl e s B ok A T E S o F & Field (2006) 4

W

7 £ & ¥ # % ( casewise diagnostice) I E B d 3z 2 24k
= & @ ° #& ¥ > Stevens (1992) 45 i Standardized DFFIT i

sL
2]

e %o 1 Mg B F o §F 2 42 o Cook v Weisberg
(1982) :FF ! Cook’s distance#ic & & =~ ** 1 # ¢ B B ftT% =
#2 3 o Barnett fr Lewis (1978) 45 & = # & (500) fr 5

g R % 3 047 3 0 H Mahalanobis distance#ic @ F * 325 #
E W P o oS 0 A (100) 3B F R g T o 2
Mahalanobis distance#ic & & * * 15> &+ ¢ B B § ﬁ?" A
Belsey, Kuh - Welsch (1980) = a‘ﬂ 4 covariance ( CVR) #
w4 1+ [ 3(k+1)/n) > k3 FE R %7 Bk ni 2 FHE A B

B M B Fa fF o AL 5 ¥ CVREE | 1- [ 3(k+t1)/n) o~

¥ OE e B A2 3% o B 8 » average leveragedk E F % OB
((k+1)/n) > fe & 2 F F ¥ 7 F etk % 5> Hoaglin f- Welsch

2
F
(1978) % # leverage ¥ @& B - * 2 & & ((k+1)/n) ; Stevens
(1992)# 3 leverage¥c & & ] ** 3 & e ((k+1)/n (3! pField,
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2006 ) -

gdow g E % 0 233K 8 0 A7 G LB R A
A 2 R X A # o fe iz 11 A  Cook’s
distance #& & ¥ | ** 2 E P oA e T
Mahalanobis distance#ic & & & > fk » 136+ 15 # 8 XL w

AR e P E Ay kA CVRIEE 43 1.036E 0.964 2

2 5

v Kk A A453F £ ™ 0.964 > %—%ﬁ,f@gﬁﬁﬁ?% A2 3 o 3B A FF
# A~ fhleveragedc @ 5 0.012 > & & leveraged#ic & % 0.024 >
2 leverage#k ®@ % 0.036 > # ~136* £ % 3 4tk & (=
chleverage 0.036) > % % # 7 % & 1364 Fuw jF > £ 5 o

(TTR=S

-

P LR A X B P EAM R S S
e Bt B H D L B R 2 B R R 1362
BoRASIPIE o § A f K4 B R 13690453 F » 8
R E 2 R B R A 136 F b B 3 oo o ¥

- Rtk A453 B £ Ff Pl B Bl E - ke eh F R oo 8D

(3

b

=N ﬁ oy d fi p ¥ o Mahalanobis distancedp % + CVR
i ¥ > leveragedp tF > R 2 W A L F S BBV L - 7 F A
i > & L& S HEPFDHFE B ERRRDT R A RFERE

)—(t m?;? B4 o

e

=

-
A

Sy

o

IR R C TR sl R SO SN : A A U 2

¢

Z
4

v T s om g R

F_&

R R o X R R MR A
Fo- BAERRA A F A BAERRA AR FRES G RIS
M TG TR AL EREO R T AR R
O o S L F A 2 % @ B oo B 4 ¢ Bowerman A

O’ Connell (1990) Fa e % k2 e VIFE % 22105 B %

T

Moo £ R o R A 5 Menard (1995) % L & .2 A 3

Ti\4
R
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ek MR R 3L E MRl R EhE AR 5
p Field, 2006 cj&ﬁﬂi"ﬁﬂif’uﬁﬁfﬁ—% 58 s HVIFE & ]
20 F o B W VIFE o & K % & &

10> 2 3 % &+ 3%

Iy

B
REER T YR B ko~ A R AR 0 A B E 1.6440 .60 -

gt o Ko AP LY AR R YR xR A

%33 B EL UL

. : ) Centered
. Standa'lrdlzed Standardized C‘ook's Mal?alanobls COVRATIO Leverage
Residual DFFIT Distance Distance Value

61 -2.42 -0.32 .02 3.05 91 .01
136 -2.75 -1.25 .30 34.55 98 14
183 2.04 0.25 .01 2.66 97 .01
316 2.19 0.20 .01 0.93 .93 .00
331 231 0.36 .03 4.71 .92 .02
349 -2.47 -0.27 .01 1.79 .90 .01
387 -2.31 -0.18 .01 0.42 .93 .00
395 -2.12 -0.38 .03 6.21 .93 .03
429 2.47 0.49 .05 7.68 92 .03
453 -3.05 -0.35 .02 2.04 .85 .01
486 232 0.30 .02 2.93 92 .01
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AN

Booofm oo #p A BAEH E > & Field (2006) # &
TR GF RS Y SRR MR 2R RSEY BT AR
g AR PR KFHALS L FFEE PR A
o R AR~ R LW v R R BT - A R W IR o

3034 vl TR RARIE AR 5 OoRiRNOT 2 e A 4R & 4

o

R EB HREE R GEP t

£ iE 3.80 32 11.84"
R -8 26 .08 17 3.06"
BFHERp G 17 .04 21 3.78°
i R*=.10(p< .05)
"p< 05
=k - B W FRRE —w e FFTEE Lo
TR e bR R - RABT RS NS

R> 5 .10 T i 4 o for FEHp o™ 2 GEFRAEST
10%e g 2 & > 2 W L%y %40 & fFoas d ¥k
% F(2,360)=20.86° p< .05 & 5 %3+ v @ & o F b A K
e R? 3 .10 4o R eh £ §B & .009 ™ T 24§ ¥ 4p 3T > & L A
oo A R ohE R AT B R R % g EF i 2 0.9%
L oo ¥ fhpta oY o w4 R pE
17 O E o o B L B E R 21 R A RS
FREFER LSRR OFE S REERE D
+ A 0.7’%%&%&69%)’]&#&% 0.18; % it 4 % 7 2% %

—_

B*’”‘T}ﬁ 0.22o 4 #b s d & 4 & (t(360)=3.06p< .05)-
B E R p o (t(360)=3.78°p<.05) # & - % F & & p
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I

e A R R RAET RO TS R P

B4 RE 3-1- 3-5-

2035 o THRAEE R R L CRET 2 kR A TR A

BB REE B GER ti

£ 5E 6.13 37 16.69°
W4 i -22 10 -.13 226"
BREep -.02 .05 -.03 -43"
T R’=.02(p< .05)
p< 05
BEOFR R FS KL E o R R o FE

Foop oo HHFRL B HIFR RTL02 T AN R
2% % B2 R 0 2 AL R ki d o ForkEF LY
F2360)=3.79 > p< .05 & % %3 1+ ch@ & o @ @ & 55 R
:%.02’ﬂfr’Rzﬁﬂiﬁﬁtt.009"‘l’f?iﬁ*’;4ifpij’J)*I.%%L;%ﬁ’%
Poen 3 A v 4 8 B e B % € 2 F & 00 0 b 0.99
;L»ottﬁuﬁP?»,ﬁ;ua,;;,;:‘rrﬁjﬁnf%zgih pE 5 -.13-1(360)
=-2.26>p< .05 B 2R AL FHFES Lo H T
B i o X B EHR ha 4 A 0.7 B R LR &
TR 0150 @ B FEH G ow SR F I fE G030 1(360)
=-0.43>  >05> % 2§ AP R A FL o b fFofe
P o R o e R HERLED R R R
ORI R L P R I R L FRK 3-65 72 4 F K

* 3-2 -
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#3-6 0 TARABT PR, SotiRRA PR FAITER L

Rde 8 B e R GBE tE
# e 2.89 33 8.87"
R 23 .09 15 2.66"
BRER 23 .05 28 517
Tk R’=.14 (p< .05)
p< .05
S E = F R FRRFE -GN B TES L
TR o d Rk R R T — A R AR ool fF EH Y KT
R 5 14> Tt 4 o o FEHp o7 0 jafd i nAg
4% g £ £ > P X T %R DS d o fFrasd gy ok
B F2360)=28.38> p< .05 & 5 B3 @ & o LA KFEE
R 5 .13 @4 > 2 b eh& A v % @5l % &3 4%
19 sns 4« ¥ b > Bt fF 2 oq st Y o SE R R w4 i

R B pE SIS FFER L R L E G 28
REPE R i 3 FFEHpLCHTLTRDEFE - < BF
# o 4 A 0.7 £ RABT P TR B

AR AL RO PERE o  BERR OEFER Lo A
1.3 2 M ABT P B4 ¢ &3 037 4 it 4 =% (t(360)
=2.66>p<.05) - #F FEH p < (t(241)=5.17> p< .05)
B> B FEH PG e i R AR R R PR

Lo P> R % L 4F Rk 3-3 3-70
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237 o TAmAEe R AR FFRFSFEL L

RisGiEcB REE BB G tis

£ e 4.29 44 9.72"
i 4 -27 12 .13 2.30°
FHES 17 06 17 2.89"
i R*=.03(p< .05)
p< .05

S e g R RFREESHEF NS4 o o FE
AL w IR R 5 .03 T 4 o f o fFaE

ks
gt
o
(
ur

#p e AR ARLE 3% REE N KRR
5 3}};] IR ] ﬁ'ﬁ? 3z % & %E%*’LL% F(2,360):4.84 » p< .05 -,E’ﬁ
L bR & o B RTE 020 R AR R R R AT A

R BE o g3 LS 1% PE L o st N
R BN B L - I3 BT ER G iR B
AT R AR L G Y FFERG G AR R
oo < B EHf hay 4 v oA 0.7’6%&&5@5%;}&—:
0185 % i 4 X A AL RO pPFiE o f L ERR R
#op w4 1.3’%‘\»55'951‘5@?*%,7&#& 0.23 o & ¢k » s 4
o (t(360)=-2.30> p< .05) ~ FH FEFEH p & v (1(360)
=2.89’p<.05)%E'kr’:f;‘:;fr@'ﬁag1;.;@,;‘;437‘7%3%%;&
B P ES R e S bR REESY R o
£ g wor FREARLE I HFFEFp LoD w s FR L
o P oo o % OB E 3-8
¥ ¢ > # i Durbin-Watson & k ¥ % B % & oo £ I F
Mo 3 b 0 KRR IR %L A E g A

i

;A A R K 3-4 -

E-y
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g1 o % T Rk I o Durbin-Watson & ] 3 1 & * 3 3 fi‘u% 7T
3 B X 7 > Durbin-Watson & 4% 4% iT 2 4% 4 (Field, 2006) - #
Byt wfeFr FERp Lo 5 AT IR R
# 3% > Durbin-Watson & 5 1.77; i # &3 fv & F & & p
o O B @ hAE Rl s BF 2 A2 3 > Durbin-Watson & & 2.11 3
e 4w o E R g o B R R AR T e R R R OO
7 > Durbin-Watson & 2 1.95: & # & o4& F & & p T
4 R W ® A Rl §F 2 42 3% > Durbin-Watson & 5 1.80 ¢
U= fﬁﬁﬁﬁ?%fi;‘@‘%ﬁﬂ Durbin-Watson & % 22 % & i1 2 %
OB E oA £ ot | M

b - B RS BT PR REF D A
FRE RR A U T LA 00 K E - BB
2 # ;¢ (Field, 2006) # # 3 > v 4 & fvF FE & p 2 o >
HH R AR IR Sk B 959% R R
B o s A 3 .09 3] .42 & 08 3 .26 2 FF 5 o RO ¥ o 3E R
ﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁii\:’Qﬁ?ﬁﬁ(ﬂﬁ?95%ﬁ?ﬁ,§ﬁﬁﬁa’A,\‘?v']ﬁ*’l:‘—.41
Fl-.03 fo-.12 3] .08 2 B 5 $ 4 R AET I R fF oA S
O B f oo 95% e ap RO o A W 4% .06 F.40 & .15
.32 2 B 5 % A R hp Rl b A2 o o B ol poen
959% e i3 ¥ ® B > & B 4 3 -.49 3] -.04 & 06 F] .30 2. B o %
% 8 o7 0 TEFFEE Lo RFRLEDTRERRF R
@0t (F=x&E > FFEHp LR
R4 p>.05) o H R thi F S BN G R B

1

«1:‘_4—1_ B’:l kY

«

<y
~m
<

&R

S e T U AR B E 00 ko REES LG A2
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ERENE LI ElliotﬁﬂZxZél:T‘&B # % # = Vealey
AE B f o BT 0 AR F A R Ko R TE ORI R B E
B p e o FAE - Ko e RER o B
FronF oo 2x2 R RFEFEHL S oK B
Edop G e 0 2x2 F R R R H R B ER G DI R
R R L E P R ARLEFEHRLEER )RR R R M

(p>.05)> Bl 7 & 7 53t b o fF A 45 o
23840 T oSN - F i e FER PG IR

B2, - 2 mdl - 28 e HRART R R £

RAET DR K RERLES § G oI o N - &

s F B P o 35%:0 g

o

~

=

SRR SR i

B
2 E > MFY % E%F - 24 E G AL A Fo2)=

[e=2

65.15> p<.05- f - i® jF > A2 30 ¢ o R R E 4w Pk
B piE . 1S - dpen > FEHp Lo HLFRDPRG
FRER o LA 07 R EER G RS
0.19: HF F&E& p R BFELLHE L .50 B £ 7 § it 4 &

TR L2 @iz A BEHR aFFERL Lo 213
A E#op wﬁ*ﬁ#&;@o.ésorﬂ’ﬁz‘ o4 (t(241)=12.59>
p<.05) ~ # FEE oo (1(241)=8.50 p<.05) @ i
BREER G B N e R EER R P R
Lo F s ¥ - e R o AR EFERE P 4
FRER GG B P a R EER R &G
Bz o fmdland o FEsp 2ol e
BABT P w fF AN PR R 350 B K85 340
RA Rk s 0 R R AT ¢ P LS 1% A o

&
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S
S
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&
)
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>J
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«‘DH-
v
i
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o
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{6 » AREZ T 0 £ 7+ ¥ & & & p T o I P4 mﬁ/,%ﬂi
M B e ¥ FiE s T %% 332,620 4 7 RN - G OE R4
e B R G d w e FER T e r T M RAET P
fr & AR T P IR R4 F KT > 2 - E R F R
BN kR E G R A (p<.05) o 3 i o M OHABT AR
AT AW - P p>.050 32 B B AR & R AR
Faae o oY o g apRYd aR LN S w foRF
Ehop s ood ¥ e BERE D d s FRFE R
EcwﬁE’7%%¢Wﬁ$ﬁ9%;m’ﬁwwM%¢$m%
BEiE B Op o o A R A X HEES5-1 5-2 53~ 5-40

AR oW ET? ¢ Durbin-Watson i@ % 1.86 » 3 17 »+ 2 » &

o
&4y
o

R R R A A E MY AP e Vo B RR
o R AT P RHKBEE R IR R R F RS
P fF R BHISKH R A o 4108 192 B - &

4
=1

AR T PR HR B EE Lo DA R R G
B P 95% i R E o A4 125 162 B > e T o

Ll B A NS HRABT R E AR
Ul P TR S A s

BE R NP T RS A FRK S5-1~5-2-5-3~5-4>

e

S
=
(i}

207 OFE R 2x2 = ¥ B R ook # p 2o hIg R M

S

c AP T bR Y R B F o k% 2x2 % e B Gl SR i 1
Ehop BT RIE  BEET RS Fuoan=
9445 p< .05, R* % .14 F ¢ » #H 3 4B:7 P & (B & 5 .21
t(240)=2.89> p< .05) ~ H P wp & (fES-.22>1t(240)
=-3.27>p<.05) % RABT P H(LHES.23>t(240)=3.16"
p<.05) & % FFR 4 ho @ 2 RLwp E(LES-.04t(240)
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=-0.62> p>.05) Z X F GFPR A H o B REERET > F AL

B e R e g @B s PR 0 2x2 % G0 R B R R

Whop oG AR R BF AR Y o W RART P R R #
P fed AR P IR J9 FF RIR AL E & p o oo

S
9
(0]
~

-
=
(i}

B e ) B RRMLARFATER 4

R BEB BB RECAE tE

Bt -

PR 28 11 15 2.59°
BRERp G 47 .06 50 8.50°
Bost =

PR 26 11 14 231"
BRERp 45 .06 49 7.95°
HRART .05 .08 .04 .64
£ ABIT .02 07 .02 32
TN - o RP=. P BN - AR’=.00 (ps< .05)

p< 05
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Fr i #Hw
Fo& N4 R CFFERG G 2x25 R F
]

o e ¢ R B i 4 AR M R AL o b e 0 B

Y4B oRE R EY AR R RS S F S E SR E

Aok o3l R M A E A H BRI ER R G R
o~ F R RN S L EESE I pr ¥ h o B
S E o B2 koA AR ER S BT YRR SRR R

(Conroy, Elliot, & Coatsworth, 2007) - & & % » % > & 4 v
¥ RLEHp A 0§ &P E & & {skifu'ﬁ%fﬁﬁv’ & & gin
& Fla o BHEA G hERERPEEEL R
& & (Elliot, 2005) -

WL FE T F PR RS D E o RE A
FRME D E LS B G SR G e oA M e p AP
(ix 72 > 2007 F %% g > 2009 F % e v~ F 4 B g7 R
2005b; Standage, Duda, & Ntoumanis, 2006) -~ & # % 4& ( %

Pop o> 2009) -~ E B e LR (F 2 2008) ~ E R

b

(Roberts, Kleiber, & Duda, 1981) ~ jn ¥ & % ( 3% A& i&

-

2003 ; % iﬁ- Mo 2005; Gonzalez-Cutre, Sicilia, Moreno, &
Fernandez-Balboa, 2009) ~ & & B (& > 4 4 » 2000 % 'p
B 2003) ~ £ i B (Quested & Duda, 2010) % - & £ §
BT R kG e Moy B AR IR &
PR BB AR RA R R (L e o 20005 %
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