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R ERRT DRSS ARY LR Y
SR E B AR A R A

LR T
Bz Bd A $ kT 8

AFE A BRSSP AR P R TR SRS BUF . LEHNRE P RN
S jep BAelF B BABR M GBEA &2k c P8 : kp 52 #RY 2334 %
B2 oL GRS o RE P o R SRR M nz Btk D1 ks
- KA B EEor - RAWBAEE o FTHFR D (1) BAFRD BIo=
v RFEDRHEFREAELT ZPE0E D (2) RE MR IREE AR SRR
AR L - Rk ) (3) R ARPEHEB A LR Bl R BB
Lo Rk (4) ez ARPEHBAHB D BB EETRRE L - Rep
W)332c% 5 (5) ¢ 27 ERPEEIoN & ek N BRE T FRE4EY 70%
SEER R

MO SR R IRE PR RS R RD Bokd D RAD BB AR

% %

EREF I BBt B B B R TSR ARV BER H BN R
ELEIEL R EE B2 (Schunk, Pintrich, & Meece, 2008) - BZEE 5 - HHEA 38T
HHEBANTAVNG - BRETE LML - GRS R R RIS AT
B FEFRBERGRERREG R BRI R EHOEERES - BER T REER
T GENEESR S8 SEOUEROHEBE DRI EIREZERE (HERE
IR SANIE > 2013) - ATREACERFIECA A BIMRAI S E REIAVERIE (Eccles et al.,
1993; Rolland, 2012) - (Rt » TAREIERFEE CTAEEIH ) SR B (Bt HiR)
BRIV AR GREERE) W B8R > g2 ugB A= -

Rt B EERIR = B AR R s B e E Uy EE BN - RIS 3 3 SRS

* EIMEE ¢ BR8] (minin-72704@yahoo.com.tw )
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FEEEFRG R B IR « SRE B E A BERE 2 - B DS S SR 22 -
DERPRET R A H ARt AR {1 S5 52 B B ] o] (A Y R BTSRRI 72 » 7
SRS B B IR E R R T e RV AT RE 2 (ISR FE ek = B AR
SRETSCRA A RIS ER - Eh R H AR B AR SR 47y s 0 VB E R
AR - XE & ERIITE T T4 BT AT REIR S - AWFEIRVE £ A4
FREEC et st B - SRE HARSH B IR EERA R B (5 - RaRE H ARSI pet H AR
T BB B (5 A TR E S BT

SRR
A% B AR B 50

RGBT R T e EEHEE(E R - (T RIRBNEZRE - R EE
E A G AL bR RN - (E R BN RE Sy BHTENI & (Elliot, 2005) - {EREL HAR
Hmdtie o) - ZERIGEANERE HE L "Bt B R mER, » FREEH
REEEEHFRNERTER — « —EREFAEEEEREREERT) (B
HEE) R R TEEERT ERBRIA - bt A\ E CrVEERE T (R
H#&) (Pintrich, 2000) o
&R Rt AT B 10k » B m 22 [ Ak e A (m Y R B H A » S e
A EIHT AL HAR - Rt F5RIEEE B Ry RtE o H AR ~ e H AR P R R H AR
(Elliot & McGregor, 1999 ) - Elliot & McGregor (2001 ) #E—T58% » [T 8RR
HEEA ke 3 H AR - B2 E RN o] DUAR S 1) e e Ep i g & ) > R fe
DY 1] 5 gl H AR B 0 RS B ARG H AR AT I Rt i R - R BN R
Tk EEFRFL H AR -

AR R B AR 1 AR Y [ 1%

JiCHt H R o] B Y 22 0 B ZE AR N [E) 2 B - 220 R SCRT oy Ko flE A BB A 35
B (Ainley, 2006) - {iil NBLERSZ ML T FHEARE R - (E(E A SR AR REE
) ERENE ARG EEE - KA B4R S R A B - s R AR
MR R s R 5T HT5 [ 3% (Harackiewicz, Barron, Tauer, Carter, & Elliot, 2000 ) >
BIHAE BB IZER T - [BIBUB RIS - @R BUHITE BT RO H RS E A
BRHY & RIS TR R EBE S - UIFEaE - fE 3N E AR RE IE (7 TN A Bk

(Butler, 1992; Harackiewicz, Barron, Carter, Lehto, & Elliot, 1997; Harackiewicz, Barron,
Tauer, Carter, et al., 2000; Harackiewicz, Barron, Tauer, & Elliot, 2002; Harackiewicz &
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Elliot, 1993; Hulleman, Durik, Schweigert, & Harackiewicz, 2008; Schiefele, 1991; Senko
& Harackiewicz, 2005a; Shen, Chen, & Guan, 2007 ) - i< B AZAIEE{E A i R
(Harackiewicz, Barron, Carter, et al., 1997; Harackiewicz, Barron, Tauer, Carter, et al.,
2000; Senko & Harackiewicz, 2005b) ; EF5FIFZCEEISH » FTH H ARG 2 H K
& m % (Rawsthorne & Elliot, 1999) o 15 EUERAY (g 5% 22275 78 e e (8 \ LR
FYER PR EE - BLAGAKRER - Bl B AR nTRE S i i85 B IR B - P2 B8 N\ B
BN - E A E S B R TR A R [ A R E BT - B OB EBIEE
FE T RE AN (L B2 iR BB N SIS E R (BRI ) - M ERHRE
IR ERE R AR ENE A B - R - &2 E WERIERE WA S R E B -
PP B AR R E T AR R B2 E A IS R B - 1A BFF AN 58 (Hidi &
Renninger, 2006 ) - {55 BUEREEA L R 2 2 Se (Y (B B8R (Renninger, 2000) - &R
HHpiCHE B R i BER Y rI RE R

AR VEIHFE—EEEE - (NS E A BT B E ERY B R B - R
B 12 R 5 {5 e B B G = FEOHIZ SR ( Tanaka & Murayama, 2014; Tapola, Jaakkola, &
Niemivirta, 2014 ) » Edpkgt H EEEHE A BERAsZEAE TN - H EabFZE T o0 - B AR
H EEAI R E A8 A SRR 15 5% BB A [F Y FFOAIRUR - (iR sE S BT
FiCt H EEEHE N BLER Y528 - R T EHE A REL B AL R R R (e 0 578
k= MBI ZERY R 5 o MRIZATAIFTEEIR - M o] Hidm 8 A K52 B RS R R A
IETAI TSR - i fE A\ 2R HARAS S Bk = FEOHI T - 28000 - RSN BRET sk
ERERIS SR TTT e )  BRACEER IR © 1 EL S NEZE LA ( Tanaka &
Murayama, 2014) FI/NEEA: (Tapola et al,, 2014) Ry¥f5: » HEPEEEMN S » plest
H S E S A 2 B R SN B AR A - #6570 Bl - (SN A TR FCEE T ERY
e A e -

iy

i

RE B AR A B 15

e HAE - NEERE HARSASHS - RIS HENE BB SH)EIE H L B B0k
R TER = A s B2 ARG (Ames, 1992) - A TE SR BELEE H
FAEBER SRR AT 13 BURHER = B IR vl fe 2 i B 15 IR B B SR AU R4S
R - IREHRE 0 G » 2EE R B R E AR E R WE AN E R E
HiE (Lau & Nie, 2008) - H » SREIEH EHAEIEEHE R E I RETE B EH)
I EBATEET » aAsE H BB SRERIE BRI RS2 EE
AR AR o R Bt A U588 EL#: (Meece, Anderman, & Anderman, 2006 ) °

B\ BV RS E B S A BN 2 - —KElh > SREBAE S
IRV E AR - SRR B IR B e MR BB 45 S A R (Anderman
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& Maehr, 1994; Meece et al., 2006; Urdan, 2004 ) - {§[# > Murayama & Elliot (2009 )
S REEAHEIER BB - MR =R BRI NEEE A2 -
DEPRET R EAT A SRS B R VIR ST s ) SR E RSP B AR RE A 1 A TEOHIE A
Bi# (Ames & Archer, 1988; Kaplan & Midgley, 1999; Ohtani, Nakaya, Ito, & Okada,
2012)  EREFRE A E A BB & EE22 (Ames & Archer, 1988; Anderman
et al, 2001; Kaplan & Midgley, 1999) - HFEEEANEHERAEEE SRR AZ
(EEE IS EERIT NI E ESENZ (Mitchell, 1993) - R > fEMRIHE TG S
TEENSBIER A A B RS - SRR AR R MR AR IR - EE R
FrERIIE AR BN - (BT REA BT E T SR e pie oy (18 A\ L8R

Bl (2009) HUBZEEEER - SR 2 B AR5 S BRUEROR 8\ BB (R 15228
(R FEIAER 2 30 H A B SR EERRY TR ) - E2F o FTE - SRR EHE
W5 ERA & 5% (Brophy, 2005) - JNMEHFTE £5R - BIEAERREZRIE HERY
REBEES  EREBREARGHEEEEE RN O - DU HIRE A4S
f81H (Senko, Durik, Patel, Lovejoy, & Valentiner, 2013) - {J5 5] F5 45 i {5 5 Bl -
Bt - S BETEFEEEANSAVMEEE (FIOEE2RERE s s A Tae A Bk
RARAE NP HIERAS R ) B » AR A B E B HE TN EREE - AR
EFFIEEELER (Linnenbrink-Garcia, Patall, & Messersmith, 2013; Tanaka & Murayama,
2014) -

FHIEATAD - & B E R0 B B ATsa i S B N S AR AR AR Y - B B iRE 0
AT L AR E B G R B - 5 BURER = A B A L
AIREA IEFISZEE - 281 @ & BB S8t oR g B A S5 S Lhaehs » 5 —RE R
H AR A SR B A 2 B A — 2% - A E R AIRIVES B e AR =R
H S 1 S SRy A (5] TEOHIRGA (% - (HEREARL (2009) AYBHZERRETERE HARH B &4
BRI SCGERAV IS R 2 5288 » RGBSR F LLRAVEE R » B HA T as S
B 2 AT R A B R = E AT B ER YRR % o Senko etal. (2013)
DAIRERA: bt 7e it &2 - B B BB E RIS A H A RBL B - K5 B e L
fR R R R S - BEE TR - e E iR EERENsE -
H SRR B AR T SR A I A 2 2

&k bEET%n - ERIDA DI AR Bt se 5 - [FRF AR 228 i e TR IR Y
W7 - EERETR k= H AR A SR B @R 22 - B0 IR AN NG A Ky
R - EE AN EREGRE PR E o P RdE b RENNEER R AR
SRRAE - BAEWEEEFER T EEENFEH 2SR (R EE
KER » AR A G BRI AR - T KR R H S I » BEER TEA
BAraE T o DVEAIESRHERIEAVERIERI - MAEER 7 BasaE2vh - B E)
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ERARIECR A FERYRIT (FAPIEESE > 2013) - FHIEATAD » AHRCHO ARSI INE - B ERE
HRTH R E G B o MR AR SRS o FRUE A
e > DIERNERERFEBEEEE R LRt A > B EE EH AR EIRVIME
EESEE - NILER TR E R H AR I IR IE [ TSR -

A BRI E BRI X A A AR

Nicholls (1989) f5H - 5= HAREYE A\ Rk B IR AL A EH » #Ems2sE
HIEHEA > BIERE BAEME A B TRE G Ryt > (500 TEHET,  (moderated )
H{jm) (40 Newman, 1998 ) - fR{ZR = H FEELE A Bt HARAYFHETHUR > Linnenbrink &
Pintrich (2001) #E—2P2HHEFEY (moderated hypothesis) FI[E20FE% (synchrony
hypothesis ) - EAEGEAEE AR = HAAHIE - B B R rREmiER = E A
EAE » ALREAE AR B AR B H S R M2 0 55— » EHFEE RN
BREARFIRE HIEEREEE S HAE BB BT RE A E iR = R I AR & A
o [ EREL RIS - BRE HAREE A HARE ) — 20 i BB e MRy S 4 A -

TEPRET RCEE B R = AR A O (F 45 SR BRI 9T Wolters (2004)
S IRE RGN E AR BLE S A B AR RS B 7E 585 ) 1% 5w A1 SR L 1E [a) TR
BUR ek R B ARBUE G2 H IR8Y 22 B 1F H RIBE 22 7RI sl 1 SR IS A & lH
5% o Linnenbrink (2005) PREHE A BLERE H A O /F 45 R THRY 2 20 - $200
%71 (buffer) FIFFE (match) AR ¢ FERGEE0 AR = 520 B IS & 42 (| A Z=23R0
HIEEH 2 HE R AR E Ml Birs B rEnE A B8
A E BB K E A BIEfIZRIR o Linnenbrink AYRFZEEE R - (B A pink B A2 H R = 5
X AR BEME ARG B IS 2 RS R BN g i = H S A TR E
PR 4R ETRIRT & B B ARJE S » Murayama & Elliot (2009) BRrigRAF&EELAD » TR
RMATFE (mismatch) (B3 » HAAFTEH - AR HIEZ A TEEIRAY F = FERFS
BE - BBt A LB AR 2 5 5 o 0 o 8\ 2235 B RS N B R 1E =) TEORIRA %,
At Murayama & Elliot 505 » &Rz HARBHE A BIE—E0 - vl aE ey EE
GESRAB)ZE o LA » Murayama & Elliot JRE5FH - 1 5 S 00 A2 E (R = E R
v R EAER MR EEIR R - BURNE R E HARBE A B IR —20F - mJREfEE)
PRI 27 T REHI G B E MR B2 45 R -

Lau & Nie (2008) FE&HE A Bt B ARELER 2 H A O AF I EHE A BLBR Y 52 2205
ENF eI (additive) ~ 358 (reinforcing) FI1SE#7 (counterbalancing ) =({[E{Ez% °
BNIAVEREAE R EARATER 2= B AR R E A BB H B 8 A ER
MR R BT S e A - i E Y e AIELR FF & B E] » 287 > Lau & Nie i
A FEEE ARk B iR = AR OAE A - (A BINRVEGES B -
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fe Bttt ge e - BRETE AR B AR B SR = B AR A E B SE - E i 5E
SHRE Bt B AR = HAR GRS EE L » (EE T HIE AN - M PAP RSN AT {E A
B R BIE A IR SC 45 SR MHE R — B BoRA DU SR ELER & T a9b9T - (Rt - Bk
B iEsisR = B A S R 2 B A 7 2 W RaVaTam - BEAE AEh =
FHEAMZEBRETER = H AR A H IR O AF B R 2 2 - HE P NTEEh A
N B R & IR S B B A M S F2EAYAHREE (Tsai, Kunter, Liidtke, Trautwein, & Ryan,
2008) - [NlBE - MREBEESCAE MR 0 ot HARAIER = BB R ELERER T TR
BN  INPIREEEAC AER » EEAE A BLER = B IR — B s8R - DURAELA
BLER = HARAR —EAVHI 5900 - A HERBER = H AR — S sl 2 s - B1F5R
B EEE A B2 - ([l AEAAEER I B S SR BB 5 B R 2 R Y
IEFEHES T« B —ZEYHI598CR - R ATREE Murayama & Elliot (2009 ) HIRHFEA#ZRE -
B o i A E AR AR E AR — U - RS AAVE R AT R A 55 E A\ FR R H A 5
B8R - 55— 071 » BEAAE KSR B AR AT RE IR M R BRI - (HE R E R
B R P (328 H Ay BUR FOR B AR A B A — B > (R ER = R B T s H R 2,
H e S R R (s R R E - 1% 4Rl E FIPRET R B AR = HAEL A
TERBITERATSE - i B354 )7 A2 FIRERE - ATREM R — B R 45 R 5 12
HyERENE - b ekt B AREER = BRSO AT - F—OF5 8752 FAIRTE -

FixEHEE

BRI ER = B AR Rk B AR B Ah S T R (2 SHET R A E BRIV OE - 2 KF
TR TE A4S SR B THAY 2B 22 BT S B —F54E (Lau & Nie, 2008; Linnenbrink,
2005; Murayama & Elliot, 2009; Wolters, 2004 ) - SAE {5 H S IE MY 8 BT 4 IH
) Ry RGN 7K AE (discrete level) - DUE{TERERE M e o amllm /oA (oRBKE
TEIFPE ~ EECEE - 2010) - {HWFFEIEH » EEeIRTBAE S EHY ot U= REEE A P B
ZELENERENTE  REREEE - SistheE TS RERN » WEEH
{E ML= FIER BRI (MacCallum, Zhang, Preacher, & Rucker, 2002; Marsh, Wen,
Hau, & Nagengast, 2013)  FHFAME A RGEE B 1R ~ sfas BRI IS  Bh B Ry B 880
RIEE R 25 (B SR T AR Ry VB A B 0 W% BB RR 21522 (Marsh, Wen, & Hau,
2004) - R EUBESIHZ MEFEELOEN 0 G120 (structural equation
modeling > "N§ SEM ) H ¥} 3 SR AR A E ARV S i Ean 2 o inlis A A
W E S EH e E S7 (Jaccard & Wan, 1995) o

e E R B S 4518 7 f2 2, (latent moderated structural equations > | %
LMS) - FLAPRE B ST MR AC O 1F 4 R T2 2 (Klein & Moosbrugger,
2000) © LMS “RIEAE AIFZEATER B 0 504 (4028 70 28 i B = Y SR R 43 A
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moderated multiple regression ) 7 & FZAEFY - LMS (st BB 2 (# B3 IRIEN B 1E
FHETE Y - B R AMMMEETE - ERHEETBEEEACRIA » MIFEZEaR
HIAZIRIA « F53 > LMS A THEIEDIELAR & (log-likelihood ratio test) » ELEZAEN A

TEEASRTA TV &S I B A A\ VB EAS IR N &S IS A TR AH BB RO (Klein &
Muthén, 2007) - WFFE4EREUR » LMS AJ{E 28l e @iE R RFHEREM AT &
RO R B TRERY S U ETHE - SRR ULE R4S R IMEE TS (Klein & Moosbrugger,
2000) - AEREGHITZERY S s G E S (Maslowsky, Jager, & Hemken, 2015) - [t »
LMS #3d R diat B AAE R R EN 774 (Kline, 2011) - {H[O]EHEE ISR
TERAMT AT » 2S5 ARA TR HERA LMS st af 2= B RS Bt B AL {7 55 i
FEIRE AN B E SR SRR -

&r bRl - ABH7EE & E AR TR B IR EER = HERB A A (F FHRYAH R FE )
AR &SEm/MHE A —E DUBR B R4 RETHE T 26 = - HRBEINES
FHYRTRE - ISR —EURST A RAVE R o NIt AT B R A BRY
PR > $-AH LMS » EEHIIER -

L PRI E H IR Rt H A P S LBy B
2. fetileRE AR AT (7 5 BB B (A VR A E TR, -

R F ik
R %

AUFFEBRAATE S - FEIBE TR RS BEESEBEITHERAILELR
B2 W RE ST Bl 2 B B2 T SR BRI B R SR RO PR TR BRI R
B2 RyWT I e o AHTIEER PRy R SR U530 L BN st s B T 2 A
Rt Fe s o 55— PE e AL EAn TP Bl Ea gt 52 Pl o (JGHES 23 By > HFE8 29 Fp) >
F{EPE AR B T BB EE AT 3 (EPEER - k5t 156 BT » W LARTEEEAR AT 224 K
B - EMEREREMNRE IR EEEVERE - 5 2,334 i)/ FHREENER
WMAGET T - FEEEEITEE R - BAR L1438 A AR 1,186 A - SHIHHR R
13.58 % > “PHIEHE DR AHEL 14.96 (L2224 - PIIEEFTEACEEAL 44.88 {224 -

HRIAL

AWIFRSHARKESE (2010) HREHFEHER > GH —REREHRER -
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REEFHERE B IS E R — n R = H A A R E R E R =
RAIRER T B - WERNRSDIUERENE - SERERAEESUEEE - £R=E
HEEREHENETNES L - B T2 RUESFREAEERI  FTEEAETE
HFEHIEINZE (Elliot & Murayama, 2008) DU B R4 LAY BN -

I EEENEREL L FERE— B2 IRERE, - M08 R E M ER-E T IR
s H AL - DUR SR = H AR NS KB IRy - B0 - R &3
TSRS IREE (REFAELEE) -

2. BEMEEROESHGREIRATIE - B EEIRAVRIAL - B REE AR =S
SRR E AR DL T F At NI TR EOLE T, FAE
- NESFE T GBI - ETREE SIS IRSE - NI AT SRR E R
A - BB EREARES » fIA0  EEE SR MRS S LS
iR GREFIEEEEH) -

FE R R RS E RE S DTS E R - R B RR
TR E IR R R D 3 (RN - 43 6 (BRI - ARSI Likert
AEES 1 (FRTEE) E 6 (ERFE) o SRERTE AR
BT - AV B R AR S B S R B U R 5
Fy 93 F1 .89 o

+ R e 2

RIAFEERARERE IR ER - TESERFEMK (2003) DIEER R E BB T4
HIEIE sk H AR - ROV HAR R R a S mE A B A - SR B - i
I 2 B AR R R B R VO (i =1 S > (SRS R EoT H s .84 ~ .84 - 88 F1 .90 - Bgsdlk:
PRIZ% oA s SR B T o B e o B 22 R ) T 1 47 () = 808.66, RMSEA = .06,
GFI=.97, AGFI = .96, TLI = .93, CFI = .94) - iRz BRAAHBTFNE - JUE -

IS AR E R I B A B ol B 5 B (Ames, 1992) - RLAHAES
F2PAR (2003) Bwt HAEEER AV G2 B S8R EES &R - 2RIRE
MEAFIFRE S Rst B > BHE S EREA 3 (@8 - B Likert NBhET5y 0 1
1 (Z2ARFTFE) £ 6 (B2FE) - FoisonEl AR R E Bt B LA -
AN BER B EER - 5 BE T EEEE B st B RERAE NS
AT (Elliot & Murayama, 2008 ) » fE&RMNEEANE FEHEELE » DUTFHEHEE
WESEREA - E5 > ERETEANARRIL - FENE— AN RER - Wik g R
ik B A > DR B st H RS AT N S R B RNy o B - FRAE T i R
HEMENTTE CEAEEEE) - Ih4h > EEENE f i 2w H R
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HERICEE S RS IR EAVIRIEE A R PRECECEE SR E AR E 2 IR A — B At -
SCE R G BIOR & R EN AT E A - B FERE ERYEER ST o PR
HAFER (FRIEBEEE) - Abtges —REREL H RN E— 2 E R AEST AR 90
193 -

R EAEE 4

1515 B = 35 2 2252 Harackiewicz, Barron, Tauer, Carter, et al. (2000 ) HYRFZE > DA
6 EREEACH S22 F WEEE RS R B - A - T R AEEREAB -
RTHEER 6 Bty B AeR B HEEEHEARSHIVEEER - FREME
RESTERZEIH—(ERE - REREERE L 74.54% » SEHIVEERE(LRRE AT
B8k 85~ .85~.90 .88 .76 fil .78 - 4H&(EE R 93 » EHBEIEHE R 70 -
6 {EEATHY B —BMEEE Ry 93 -

A

A TR SRR BIE R A B - IR TR AT - ot &84
SETEAH A HEREE (%% (intraclass correlation coefficient » % ICC) > FHLETHFE =
[ AR EERE AT FTRE S EUNAR DU T 4 SRR 8 - 5 S B IERY ICC KA .10 0 1
SYRTIE B (/R T AR 4 i A% 8 (Hox, 2010) - S3ifras REins - B T RS E A
Hrp—(E N EEErY ICC Ky 12 4b - HERSBIZEIERY ICC /Pt .029-.096 » 359/)
2 .10 » R ZEAE RS 7T RS BRI IEARE R > SR B —JE 2 SEM 7347 -

SEM HY [ HY VB E SR EI R AT A —R%HY SEM 7347 » fEREfEET Ban/A
HEROHI S B R BRIV ERCTE L - AHITBRHRIPER (two-step) Y SEM 734t
Hym) ( Anderson & Gerbing, 1988; Kline, 2011) - f il E/FH AV ERSEECHEIE © IR
2R AGH B A R E AV 15k - R SR Es e MERE AT - 7 Rl3E
ZEfg s = E AP e st B AT AR o SRR [EIRY Bost B AR =B R R = E AR A
BEEBNEHEAES (WE—Z2E=Frr) o E— P& s r e s =y
RO RN R -

s T B R ORI EC RS - R4 E (°) ~ RMSEA ~ CFI ~ TLI
#1 SRMR ( standardized root mean square residual ) (b fE RN B AVIEAE - N5
EBE G2 AR E - BEUE RIS (Mehta & Neale, 2005) » RHLIRS5 HAl
R SR R S IR AR AR ST AL © RS b HAMFEITF - RMSEA {H .06 DU T R iER

(Hu & Bentler, 1999) - .06—.08 Fr]H< > &ifE (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993 ) - iidE
90% {EHEE A AT RMSEA B2 &8 i UB O AR ERY (R 25K (Hox, 2010) < CFI
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B—: —AEAMBR REERNBREEERENSKRN (EREREIR)

[EPNEE ERN =) RERR TEHE IR

BZ  —aEMMER « REBRNBRRBEEIERN (SBHERER)

fEA fEA

PN R kLTS IR

RERR TEHE IR

B= ' OEEMRMNER  REBRNBREEBZENERN (SBHERER)

5PN 5PN fEA fEA
A Rl i pat R R AR

REH

RERR TEHE IR

I TLIEA R 9095 Ryu]#E57 » .95 DL EAFEBEAEEC R > 1 R R58E ML - SRMR
e S RS T AR AR AR - BUE R .08 RIRFAZUERLE (£ (Hu & Bentler, 1999) -
AN > B TR ZEMEE G EAERE - AT L (bootstrap method ) 515
VB S IERIERGE 95% [EEM > FHoREE 1 ARV ESEM B A& R
IS4 5645 ( Torkzadeh, Koufteros, & Pflughoeft, 2003 ) « [FE4) > JRERFH Wald ##7E »
Tt (VB BB G BR S 5 1 e S REEE - Al —Pa8ig 2
RS HER B AHERENE LM - &% 5t EE# 2L AIC (Akaike information
criterion ) {1 BIC (Bayesian information criterion) A SEAG5 = EIREAIEEE - F/ Ny
AIC #1 BIC {f » F/RaZEAAVRER AR E (Klein & Muthén, 2007) -

BN e B 2 G RUE AL R AF - (HHE— 0 el B RS A5 R 5 =CAY B e FS R4S 1
R % o SERERE AV TR (E A BR AT » 7R85 — (B0 BR - SeARig e B ey &
R E B BRI VAR R (% AR B B A SR (BE—) -
DA 1 5 ot E AR G R 9] (PO ) - A8 LS R~ B & A Rk
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H AR R R A B (E LA B — D S i - fEdmfEa
STl E (A ANERAERE ~ MAFIR B - SRERFFNER » SRERI B IS 55 By
TR - SRR BB ZERIERC - EifEfTE (808 -

F_EP R R SR ARG (B D) - FEEET gt
ARSI ER A B R B E S AL R RV - DL RERE HAR ~ SR = HAR S R SR ek
ARR (R R B - [ T Ry BeHY LMS 155K - fEB 7 - Br T —h BRA MBS
HNTTEEEIERTEME RS - XAIAT 4 EBER A EARER (B eEER A
TEFIBZLL 4 (8 BB (R E S LAY BB For ) -

B - RIMARBIFRIRZGHERI (BIRBERER)

RERR
a

ARERR
&

I &

&

& AR
&

Bh : LMS 21 (BIBHREIR)

RE R

A &

&

IR ELER
N

B A
&
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TE&S IS UERC RS b — AR SR S FE A (40 RMSEA -
CFI~ TLI) N s LMS fERya R CURRO R RS - Rt - FR AR — A=
AV B DIEL A E (log-likelihood ratio test ) » g i fH X — B 2 ORI A B BC T -
T e T F 2 i i — B R DUE A = Y B DVE AR & F o | -2 » BEE
FHRIB R E BT SBE A2 - eSO EbAR e RS - i — B 22

FRAVERCE B4 o O bR e & R - SRR - H-RU7EEE R
A — > AR T FER R ERCAY . (Maslowsky etal., 2015) - B4 - HRIBASTE
HRCE H Y AIC A BIC RSt nIaEtfte (Wang & Wang, 2012) -

— By ATBTEAC O F AR S R i X BB 2 R 0 B RO BT - [ mT e amah i
HREHIEF o AWHFERR TR LA R EERET T RE VRS - SO HIERET R A
FOG A TEAE AL BAE I TH A BAE R B U 5 B R B S Ay ek 7 JRBIIE TR R =
MIAR? > DUT ffeéi A\ TBAE 22 B0 PO TE 1% SRR 15 2 LI AR S8 B EIRRE. - AW e 2L
Mplus 7.0 #E{TE R R BLLET AT - S8USE ITERRRER R R % T E IRt
EHEESHCERIAY MLR (maximum likelihood parameter estimates with standard errors )

flisti% > EffistAES R L ML AR AR (Wang & Wang, 2012) -

AR
HEppal g FmRE

FEEN RS BOR R o ERESREE IR EEC SR - ke
et B ~ 3R B EANE SR EER N 2 A R R EECE - R_EFAEEE
HIRkEt B ~ 5R= BIEAIS RN SRS IS - R A EE TR
[E] Rk F AR B RS UL B TR E - MBS P EE T SRR B - 3R i
IS B L B e 7 (R > o2 (125 N=2334) =1106.56 * p < .05 > RMSEA
By .058 (90% CI /17 .055-.061) > CFI 1 TLI 43515 .96 1 .95 » SRMR % .031 >
BUNEE T Rk B N S A R RO - HEE T EE T
=R EE - R A R B pe s R T (R 0 o (1740 N =
2334) = 1403.88 > p < .05 » RMSEA % .055 (90% CI 744 .052—-.058) > CFI 1 TLI
53Ry .96 F1 .95 SRMR Fy 032 BURHHEE T = [AFERGEE B AR = Bl 22
FRLEICEE - HEEXTEE TR B E - 3R = BRI Y B A=
RHEIR R > ¢ (231 > N=2334) = 1609.41 » p < .05 > RMSEA & .051 (90% CI
IPHA .048—.053) > CFI 1 TLI 43515 .96 F1 .95 » SRMR % .031 » /S T U
FERCHE B AR R et o B 22 R R O A -
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K ARNERNEREKE

x df RMSEA CFI TLI SRMR
(90% CI)

2AG ~ CG - SI 1106.56* 125 058 .96 95 031
(.055-.061)

3AG~ CG - SI 1403.88* 174 055 96 95 032
(.052-.058)

4AG ~ CG - SI 1609.41* 231 051 .96 95 031
(.048-.053)

*p<.05

i1 2AG - CG -~ SI Fon B NERA e T AR HE - S HEEME RS - 3AG ~ CG ~ SI
FoRBRNBEHEAT RS T =R AR - SRE HIEAERERE - 4AG ~ CG ~ SIFoRERNERR
sl T A R AR - SR B IES ELE -

bl = (& e 48 I S A =0T AH BHEEC RS vl &0 > & T 1a) R = 13 Rk H AR
IR IR T EE R 29732 FEHHEEE B 499 ERT > MEtESE
FEAR (p <.05)  BUEAERERSN=HEKREEE - 3f= B R E R
Z RS ol aE IR SR FE Y I R S B AU B s A - [EE - thiE s
A R D 1] P R B AR AR RS SRR - YR T2 8 Ry 502.85 0 fEHH
[E7EEFs 106 HIEN T » WitsEE EAEEZER (p < .05) » BURESEHEER S
HIVH A R B A - SR B AR S R L B e RO P iRE -

[EAh - RS ERLEEERE - B A R BRI S5 - H AIC &
135692.24 » BIC £y 136060.58 ; & = [ R HAERY BB HIEH - H AIC &
157993.90 » BIC £y 158442.81 ; &V H ERLHL HAEER BB HIEF L > £ AIC &
180473.73 > BIC 5 181008.98 - Hrt » & —[aI & pkmt HAZAVE A HIE 5 - AIC Al
BIC {5 R/ N o EHELETAD - A& A fE pioih B Ry R ae N S = Ua SRR R R
PR RARIE LR A R AT

fEEE T mE Rt HARR RS R - (B B A E A FRE B EEERYAE R
Ry 64> 95% (SHEERI Y 59-.68 » RELE 1 - #E—HHET Wald i€ » I UE KSR
BRI B A AHRE Ry 1 YRS {EE - 45 5B E RS 24 BRI E A6 B AZHY Wald
By 32.26 (df =1 p <.05) » FRWBEEEHEMEAHERZENEME - SREEH
BRI aR 2= 30 B AR AR R Fy .50 > 95% [SHEE R MY 44-56 > REE 1> Wald
T e 4SS BURER 2 A B AR ER 2 B B A Wald B 5 38.10 (df = 1> p < .05) >
FORE SRR A A ER &R -

e =141 > gt B AR EHE NS EILE BT - R tRZAME
Y 63-79 2 > BREERAEKEE (¢ fHSA 41.03-75.19 > p < .05) ; {ERFEREEE
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K= REBR - R BFRNBRERG ISR AEHEEERE

TBEEIE Bz ERECRERaTE EifEREE . daEE PR EmNE

(PN A= Y, 76* .58 .82 .60
Ys 9% 62
Y, 7 .59

[EPNE= A=Y Yo 63* 40 77 53
Y 8% 61
Yi 7 59

SR E Y, T7* 59 85 .66
Y, 82% 67
Y, 84% 71

S I EE Y, oz 55 71 46
Y5 66* 44
Y 62% 38

175 L B Yis 88* a7 .93 71
Y14 88* 77
Yis 87% 76
Yis 85% 72
Y7 75%* .56
Yis 80% 64

*p<.05

OIS 4062 5 FEP BRI HAR R (EV BB IERAH & (ERE 0 hl Ky .82 M1 .77 BT
BB B A RIS TBE 8 B eI B A& 2 A B .60 F1 .53 - H
RETRATEIR - R E HEENEFRAHEEE(ERNRAHTENT 62-84 Z[H > SEEE
KA (¢ fESTHY 35.17-89.62 > p < .05)  {EBIFEIEEES Y 3871 ¢ SREFFFNHIE
FIERZE I H R VB E B IHA A H S B fy .85 fil .71 BURBIZRBIHERE A
AGTEAEEE TR IAN B R AE 2R Fy .66 F1 46 - fi% - HH RIS
BEANNESEEICE SRS > EEENRAETENT 75-88 2 » BEEEKLE
(¢ {EITR 74.24-153.49 > p<.05) : {EFHEEME TR 5677 TBAEBIHAVAH & (EE
Ry .93 TBAESIHN PR RIAER 71 - & AR (e AR RS ERCE SR -
Wald fg e SR A AEAS RO AT A > —mI SRt HAR ~ SR H AR5 5 B R e 0 &
BB RAFRIE RS - st B EERIER = B AR BAVH BB E B H R AR
BRI RIME -

G ERE

liET RS AN E TR R RS R (B —) 383 Ay ROT[EERE -
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x> (125> N=2334) =795.25 » p <.05 > RMSEA %5 .048 (90% CI /17> .045-.051) >
CFI 1 TLI 5351 % .96 1 .95 » SRMR 5 031 » FE AL ASE I AF YA B B 4 R i =
B2 RUEICE B4 o XAV EIH-R T E R —-67782.119 - H a2 8%
Fy 64 EPAZEAEREAEREE A (BT 2 HEIH-RT7 {8 Fs —48384.845 »
HHEMAETSEBEE R 68 - BILETHE MG -2 SHEM L HEE R 38794.55
EEHHMGETSHEES  Z8 R 4 (R T > WEEEHEZR (p < 05) - {EHFEH
RS ARE - fE— AIC {H 5y 135692.24 ~ BIC {H /5 136060.58 » &= 1y AIC {E 5y
96905.69 ~ BIC {E 5y 97297.05 « pHILTA] » 5t —H9 AIC §1 BIC &) » FR4A
T HAEAE RS RER  EEUE M A S (A E A - BN
AN TBAEAS BAE FHTER S RSN R O A= > o] F AR R B T R 1 45 1 R %

2053 7] 2 B 4l A VB AE A2 B E R RI AR 40 A VB AE A2 B 7E R W B 45 i i =0
SYAERHE - ERIUTTH > FERWATBER GIEAMNS#EESF (BHEX—) @A
FEAERE - SRENE 2 H AR =R B AR IE I TR S S L - A LAE RS (R
Al Es .65~ .18 Fl .10 (p <.05) - {E{lE N\ B G ELBRRIE = TR (y,=-.03 >
p > .05) -« JRENEER > BEEABENEBEBEN » DU ET TSGR E 5
Bt NS5 R L VERE S T - SA B R S A SR L o B E A
EERA AL - Al o] REM AR (B B R E 4 E R IR EUE R « D&
GRS R REEN  SRBURE SR B S R B E R (v &)
ARG B IS R BRIV IE 522 (v 0 &>y ) (Wald MESRET = Ry 82.39
p < .05) FEREFRMHEEEREBIERPZE (v, &>n) (Wald ESRETE R
182.06 > p <.05) > [ERZENEH AL G SR (F ) 2 BRI KR = =0 B ARSI
BERITIERFE (Wald MERETER 484 p < .05) o RIGEFRFR - MHENERE
B E S E R SR AR E R MERE R > HmiRRERN
HiE > REMSAEEEEREBAREZREE - IERWAS EIEAENE R
oo (EAGEPVE AT (B A KRB EE - BRE N B DRI = R H AL AR5 5 L
4 60% HIHESEFL -

FH A4 ASS A FER A IR R A B 2 a8k > R e — b s Hodh iy
LR G (ENEFEELGE LMS f53X) - fERIUFIE S EE > 49 AfEAEZEl
AREAFAERE - (E SRR A - M ARBER =R - (AR
FERI ST EB A ERMER » (BAERERE (v1=.79 > p<.05) -~ FREMHH
HEE (v'3=.20 > p<.05) FEREFRIHLELE (v’4=.15 p<.05) HIHFREESTHIER
BRI RETBTE L A ER R - S E R EER E S EH B E R O
TEF MBS A B E 2 (ys= 22> p < .05) - {EAMEZE B E R H R
HBEAS B AE RS R A B B E (vo= —24 > p < .05) - EREARH
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KO : GBEASBGEHEE

A — S
AL AREL e AL AREL e

EAREAE LR — 1B 65% 03 9% 04
71 (&—=n1)

EARBRERE — HEEEH -.03 .03 -.04 .05
2 (&=>n1)

AREIENER — e 18 .03 20% .03
V3 (&39111)

RERBFEHE — e 10% .03 5% 04
Ya (&—=m1)

EL KSR = BR=HE# — [BIRELER — — 20% .06
s (&i&—>m)

TEAKE x SRERBE — BEEH — — —24% .07
Y6 (&i&—>m1)

A x SREREHN — BEEEH — — -17 .09
7 (&&—>m)

EARE x SR=EFRH — HIREH — — 3% .10
s (&)

G .39% .02 209% .02
R 61 .70
*p<.05

FE 1 AR 0 B R AR AT A T TR AE 1 -

BN | EELRE 2 LMS B (BIRHREE)

AREAE RERR

[EPN R
&

{8 AR
&
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H AR AR 20 B AR VA R A E I S s i i s (v, =17 > p>.05) > {2
{6 A F3R B B R = R HARR B E R A AF I IE R ESAIA EREE (3= 31
p <.05) (EHE/ 551 2R EENE BRI H A A2 H AR g
SRR P B (A A PR E SR BTACER, (LRI - R 1] 2 3R R s 2 H PR B ER = R H A
{lE N\ 23R H PR L5 52 SR R B (R Y VB E R B CR ) » IR mI R0 - 2 A Bt H AR e
wha HE—20 (A0E BB AR ERE A AR E R ELME ) sia e s
P YRR 2 B 0 o (6 A S 24 AR I BT BB Y IE (R S22 59— 7 > MEARMELA
FIH AR IR (y',=—04 > p > .05) - {EEHEMfE BT omga e A
R ELERHYTT R > B AR LR T SRR (EE - ATRE R B R B S ER Y
TEIR IR BN — AR R RCR (vs F ys) © AHE > EEA HERESRE HR

Bt ' REBAEFRHEAGHERREBREBRPEERBERHENBR

25 o+ (B 9% LR
e
3 3% 5% (5 IR
13 3% 05% 2588 1R
e
B e 050 {4 TR
= 0.5
S% -0.5
-1.5
-2.5

-3 25 -2 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 L5 2 25 3
[EPN ZEEE

B\ : REXREEHEARHERREIERMERERBERERR

-1 B 5%k LR
| L el
e+ (B2 5% (259 LR
1 g 2 05%(SHE N R
N E
S 0
5] =
Eﬁ‘ ..................................
I ;
-2 ///////‘§-1 (B 959 (ST IR
-3

-3 25 -2 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 L5 2 25 3
[EPN R EE
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BN - REBHNEEHEARRERREEREB[ERBEREBR

0.75
0.5 T
- -1 (BB 95% 538 FIR
s 025
oS 05O (SHE LR
;(%:‘ %73":—:
w0
Eﬁ R
™ _0.25 [ I s o,
= e ST~ -1 ERRERE O5%(ERE TR
e T (e 95% (S TR
-0.5 -
~0.75 -~

-3 -25 -2 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15 2 25 3
AT E R

B+ : REXREEHEARRERRIERME[ERBEREBR

1

1 05
05 e +1 (B

;&E% 95% =% TR

Pt bpiecd
S

- -1 {ERAELE 95%(SHE LR

05 = 1 (B

TS (i S TR

-3 -25 -2 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15 2 25 3
AT E R

A B BB AT E A E A EROR - BRGH - s B A LLE YRR =
TG HITSE AR E AR RSN ER R E (vo) - (HREEENERBAMERE
AR ST N\ RI E AR SRR B % (v7) o MDA vs M vs RI(E
— AR R IIEAVRARSRREAEE (Wald BUE(ERy 1.27 - p > 05) -
etk > (ERIIINATEEL - G ATBFE ELAF IR HIAE RS T AR I S LR 70% 1Y
GREEF > BURMW SO E PRSI (LRI A - S0 R FRSRBRSMIRRE T i st
%7 10% Y585 -

BEWTFTR D PRES Rt H AR ~ #RE H AT R IR B = AR (% - H/DETSE
FERR SO A FIBCRES - RRSEIRNB R - TR B AEE T 5 AE5E
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GORHVET - B AUTTUEBH IR - ARG H AR ] SRR RUE SRV E
B0 WARR IR 0 - AW SO RZFeE i ERIBR] > $RA SEM
S AT A AR Rt B AR AR = H ARSI B SR BB B R 8 - DURGR= H AR E Ak
H AR ST R ] AT E R BTSCR W FEas R T Bl AW I — 2R —Svas R -
NIRRT AR R am ot AR ~ SR H RS (R S BBV B (4

At B R SURE B ARSI B B R B R

B A TR S B — B o (B K 24 H R 15 5 B TE (3 TROHIBCR. (Butler,
1992; Harackiewicz, Barron, Carter, et al., 1997; Harackiewicz, Barron, Tauer, Carter, et al.,
2000; Harackiewicz, Barron, Tauer, & Elliot, 2002; Harackiewicz & Elliot, 1993; Hulleman
et al., 2008; Schiefele, 1991; Senko & Harackiewicz, 2005a; Shen et al., 2007 ) - [E%s » R
FEAEHE EIREE [E I TEAME LR ( Ames & Archer, 1988; Kaplan & Midgley, 1999 ) -
ZATT > IR B KSR E R B 5 LR A 52 B LL AR E R AR B, E AT I S
2R TERE RSP H EEE IR Ry s 2 LR E R ERER - 55— J5E > &
BHZEG AR S B A A FRE B AR i SR e & ) ORISR - 72 R Rawsthorne & Elliot

(1999) HYWFFESEIRAE - [ S (E A\ R B IS5 5 B dEREE (Harackiewicz,
Barron, Carter, et al., 1997; Harackiewicz, Barron, Tauer, Carter, et al., 2000; Senko &
Harackiewicz, 2005b) -

HEAh - SRE R BRI E B RS - BN BB S E S R A A

( Anderman & Maehr, 1994; Meece et al., 2006; Urdan, 2004 ) - B N5 EIHFC S5 R
B & m 522 (Ames & Archer, 1988; Anderman et al., 2001; Kaplan & Midgley,
1999) o AHHFEAE FRZ 1M S Rai e e H A 5 BBy 1E (7 Bh v - BLESREL (2009)
FIBZE A - DFsEsE R B RUR L - [ AR B IEAER = B AR SR A B 1%
SLEROR o B E ARt BARER = H AR VEE SR BRI (E A Bt B 2
B R B B R G N Ryai = HARIMA PR [E - iR RR RF Lau & Nie

(2008) HyEHNERES ©

S35 - (e FeEE RN EAtETEm mI R o I KSR H AR ER = RE R H AR R
BERHY IE (A 2 BB B ST R - BUREHAEENEEEBIIRAR - &
HEIFAME A B - TR A] e R = 1B R A2 B S5 5 Bl 5 [F - EREITESESE)
BRI E IR AIRER S SR E B R (Lau & Nie, 2008) >
AETTHA S ER R E A BRI R - M - BB EE S DI EREL N IR B R Bl
ftt NELER » F SRS LB E CHVRE II - AT R &5 5 F1 58 B B B B L SR AR T iy
4% (Brophy, 2005) - {HEZENEBIRIEIET - HE S A FLLEAVEREESE) - I
DL B PR B B B RV ERE AW - AREA BhIN 5 [RE S E iy B2 Bl A 223 Bl i



D HAoRE P REHFR RS R PR D R A §ock 127

(Senkoetal.,, 2013) ° N4 » {5HE R BRI FELRIEAR AL IR e S G AR
AREEE AR EE | JRRIER - B I LR COR SR L Ry (8 A BB - — ERAAH B
Rt R A S LR TR > B AR BB ER AR A R SRR S B = L
{Ef#E— D IBHEIET 3

BE AAB — RN AR

AHFERR TSR pH B ARNERE B RS SR B R BN TR ERE
H AR {E A F AR — 2 > BB R A T 5 OR » 158 Murayama & Elliot (2009)
(IBFFE4E AR DL SERF TSR Lau & Nie (2008) HYMEGR{ERE o ABTFEAVASE S
BUR > MEEEAFEEAEEEG N IR EA Emp e o EREEHEER
SREEAERENY - BB RS R B IE m s B AR RUR - IO 0 BEAR
TE BB R P A R S B E IR A A LLERE B B R B S S B A IE 15 B4 B
HEFE (SR GA e R EHEEE > NIA o] — e  JREESR > —E
PENEE B G E T R A B R LAY TR - [ A AR T B
ERRAYIE SR - B AR ENE - RIS (R 8 AR B s
LR e A IR IR (4 o GRS SR S8R LR IR IR B T sE P A 2 > (EEE R R
HEE SR F LTS 4 1] R RS BER R HIEAAE -

REBRGT— B A FHAHBR

AT 85 AR = 2R B AR E AR 2R B ISR & VB E SR ETRE » 81 Murayama &
Elliot (2009) #IRAVATTERERAML o BLh > ARFFEAE A SRR 20 2B AZFE A
30 B AR VBTESRETRUR - BURERZ NG 24 B ARG AR RERY 2 (1 A\ 7235 B AR EAL {5 15 S ]
(R > FA2E FRTERE S E AR E AR B RS RIS AR ERUR » &
B Linnenbrink (2005) AYRFZe4ESAH ML -

Graie > ARFZE LR pont B AERIER 2 B AZRTZE i D i 17 5 Sy 85 T
AL SEM F1 LMS 7347 » @B R IR Bl 8 R Wi se e RV 2 - tHIT4E R
RV S > IREEERSEE CERER) 1 mERE B S E A
EFRESR > WHEST T 5R= B E Rt B 015 5 S R B (0 — B s g R
R KR E A B ARG AR B AL R R RR A0 R — B A SIERET SR EH
FEER T RRR A S TR S Fra BRI AR e s > R SR
fBas « Hp o REF SRR » &R g2 H B A Bt HAR R — B TRER B
RS TRRIR » RETRERARPE -
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& BE T EESCRAVEE R SCRAVEAG LMS ARFE T 5 ELERLY 70% iy
R Hr o ERESCRESURRE TS ELRGY 60% HYLHEER » VL REIR 3L
HEONERE T IEEE R Y 10% AUARE R - BEGTTS > BURAEUHIE R A = e
fErES] -

%
CETU TR

BRI A B B R - (HE S RESERNEE E ANAE - FFERIEA
B BRI ZEET S o BEAh - BEARAT T S BT AR = I B AR AR H AR
TEEE LRI R (A [ER R R - BRI BB R LR = B R E G E Y
BREREERMARPZE - TRAIESR - &R REER SR AR E R HIERE
AR EEATEEFEL BRI - AR E B TR EVT TR -

AWFEA R EETE > £ E AT ReR = H AR R H PR & R B e8I
A #E— S ERETVEE X A F R R 2 R R E RS S A E IR
R H IO R 22 SR RS SR = B AR S AVBER M © AW SO E R 2 BToE
GERHVITRERZE - WIZEEE R SRR SN S B HIBT e RS - R E AT —EHIbSE
SRR A UL PRI e 818 - (Hlit &R A HBA TR s B ~ 3R=E
H RS S BRIV RE (% - AE£)77R582 ESOR RAHBATZE B LMS 534 - AN EARTSE
DU 824 Ry 5 - IRIMERAATYBR B e AR SR R B35 3R LMS
PRt plont B AR ~ SR H R IR BRI I RR (5 S AR DT e S aE R & - 55— T -
BRI AR AR T LS E A R BRI A AT RE 2 & - 0L LMS S3ffTER A
BB HETRE AR AR RER - E AR MR I - A & ATRERS O o Mk fET
INE S EBIEA SR EARTRE (Maslowsky et al., 2015) - NI E7AZ R
MBS RAV AT RERC - TR TERa A -

TEMTHUE L BRT ATERA LMS b - [ ERE = TR I R 5 2 R = H R

(AT RER AMRREFIE AR - M ARE AR 5 7A —— RE T (A7EE
S SBEIESIE T ) HUSRE - AR — LB BEVAE SRR  E R IR RS EIY
aRE HARA - Wy REFNEE - BREIRE A - WA BHERE - f2ft
R = H AR Ry IERE R WA REE - R S iR R S 504 - R
Rt B R BLER = H AR O IS SR B IR & - il - HIYERTITFE 8 IR A E
B IYAIR - ERZ P UL B EWT7EE R SRy - RIERACT TS S ETE » 2 2
PRaTHITFE R SR H m] e I R ELS S bR e S B E -
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HUETH R

R BEREG LIRS - IR 728 N EIERSN - TRaESRE T iEE
AR ELERITTE » FIREA BT 8 E W2 BB R - (HBAEEE S
W] 17 458 B B b Ry (8 BELER - F AR =g o B AR T R S A BB A IR Bh %S - 1T
W7 E G B E G LIFE A AR B (task) ~ ZENEZE (authority) -
20 [E (recognition) ~ 474H (grouping) -~ #F& (evaluation ) FIESFEIZ2HE (time )

(T.AARGET) FEN(EEE ATV HERZE HEE (Schunk et al,, 2008) - RILZANIEIE
BB LAF LA SEEAE - ST HE RV B ES) - SR AENERIEE R
HERHG S 2 BLEEES) - IEEE BT - BETINHBER ST A B E RIS T
BRI o PR - MBI - G T EE - DIE AR E R EEE( L
Ry AR E A& A S8R o FLAh - ZRAT TR E AR A i I 4H S TF AR SE TS » WG BB 4
HEFWEEANE - AR AR MR R E I E S - ML AT RE A R A %
FEPEREE R - R A HY(E B - 5B SR e s T R 4 A TS R LAY TR >
IR B B R HESRME R HYEAT A & N EBR RGNS » MBS FHY
TEBAEET A AR E TS B P L - DU op SR A R H AR AER AR R BT BB
EHERRRE A B EREEEE Y175 S B (A SR A4 S ) s

% Rk

REKSE ~ FRWAE - FRCE (2010) - (ER= HIRESREEH(E A B EE P FHE8oR] ) -
(BELEER) - FREE 1> H599-121 -

FAOLEE ~ BIFRE - SAOUE (2013) o (ff TR SEEABREREMHE X, &'+ 2F
BlZ, ) o (HEEREVZE) 0 5109 - H 79-106 -

FEMIFE (2003) - (VUEEHEERBEXZHE) o (BREHR - BHEH) % B &
F1EF > H 15-40 -
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Analyzing Direct Effects of Achievement Goals and Classroom Goals and
Latent Moderated Effects of Classroom Goals on Situational Interest

Chung-Chin WU

Abstract

This study aimed to: (1) examine the direct effect of achievement goals and classroom goals
on situational interest; (2) investigate the latent moderated effect of classroom goals on the
relationship between achievement goals and situational interest. Three hypotheses of the
relationships among achievement goals, classroom goals, and situational interest were proposed
and examined in order — direct effect, congruent reinforcing effect of moderation, and
incongruent weakening effect of moderation. Results showed that: (1) single achievement goal
(mastery goal) and two-dimensional classroom goals (classroom mastery and performance)
exerted direct effects on situational interest; (2) classroom mastery goal had a congruent
reinforcing effect on the relationship between mastery goal and situational interest; (3)
classroom performance goal had a congruent reinforcing effect on the relationship between
performance goal and situational interest; (4) classroom performance goal had an incongruent
weakening effect on the relationship between mastery goal and situational interest; (5) the latent
moderated structural equation modeling, consisting of both direct and moderated effects,

explained about 70% variation of situational interest.

Keywords: achievement goals; classroom goals; situational interest; latent moderated effect;

latent moderated structural equation
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