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Tsai, Wen-Sheng(2010). Motivational Climate Scale for Youth
Sports (MCSYS) Scale Unpublished master thesis, National
Taiwan Sport University, Taichung.

Abstract
This study was designed to Smith, Cumming & Smoll (2008)
established the "Motivational Climate Scale for Youth Sports"
(MCSYS) based. Some data Biing-Lin Cheng (2003) "Study of
the Model of Four Dimensions Goal Orientation" as the framework.
Development applicable to elementary school children (fifth
and sixth years) "Four Dimensions of Motivational Climate

n

Scale for Youth Sports." The scale for "Achievement Goal
Theory" as the theoretical foundation. Includes approach-mastery,
avoidance-mastery, approach-performance, and avoidance-performance
of 16 questions and four factors. Taichung County elementary
school has 400 students as samples. Consists of two phase.
Methods include item analysis, exploratory factor analysis
and verify type factor analysis. The results showed that the
scale has good reliability and validity. Conclusion-oriented

research scale can provide a reference for future research and

application.

Key word: achievement goal theory, mastery, self, Verify type

factor analysis
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2-2) e 2R R AW e o A E R B ook E A A B (4
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% 2-2 MCSYS # i % &7 & & o 2 T o £ 8 £ i & 4

= VAN
9-11 % 12-14 k% Bfe & A
n=276 n=306 n=582
e g =151+ =125 g =186 + =120 § 337 & =245
R F
RN ;3
g 25.75(3.65) 24.62(4.28) 25.13(4.04)
- 26.48(3.11) 25.35(3.89) 25.93(3.595)
AR 26.08(3.43) 24.91(4.14) 25.46(3.86)
P
i A #&
g 10.61(3.94) 12.36(4.60) 11.58(4.40)
- 9.13(3.24) 10.51(4.09) 9.81(3.74)
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F. L. (2008). Development and validation of the motivational
climate scale for youth sports. Journal of Applied Sport

Psychology, 20, 121.
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