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1986 ; Dweck & Leggett, 1988) /7555 EHHE (learning goal ) fIZRIL HE (performance goal)
Nicholls (1984 ) [& 47 i T{EvE A HHE (task involvement goals) F1H P AHE (ego involvement
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THHETRE J) ) R E R EHEE (Elliot, 1997 5 Elliot & Church, 1997 ; Middleton & Midgley, 1997) -
It - JEEG £ R LURH B B RE ) G AR B IR A RE AR (R R I 2R TAFRIH Y - &0 2 LUk



oS ) 2B I 5 e £ R A - 603

ERHREERFHT - S 2 > FRJIEENEEE (SBRARHERERBEE) RUFEEES
He gl DR SRt AFHER 2T - Z8RAE CRYRE ) B0 2 13 AR RS IERE ) - ZR1M » (ES R » it
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(1999) g £afis B mE S BFE A E SN ~ S EE m A EE /18 m > MR E & B £
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HIRFF Jehs RA— B2 1B - AW sei B & 2 @ 28 - I R B IE ) BHERES) (relative
ability ) ~ YFFBHE (extrinsic rewards) Eifth AHIE (others’ expectations) =f& o BIL@{ERAENY THH%
REJ)) AL BN THOMEMNE ) 81 Tith A ) ROBEEIE B AT 92 2 #8128 B0 E AR 837 70 JAR &
W& - FriftHERE Sy - RIS EH B EE TR - L@t A -~ REBENAEEE (Elliot & McGregor,
2001 : Pintrich, 2000a) ; MEME R 5 EE & REH2E T IERF » LUEIIMEM SR EZHE - 2
KAFHIRBUZ RS 1 RESYHE IS 515 2l R A FEEF (Maehr, 1984 3 Pintrich, 1999 5 Urdan, 1997)
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KHASFIE o T o SR e B\ S P SRS B 1 B S RIS MGG 5 195 S ol 473 40T A 1) 175 FR B BB 5 1775 K
MEDE SRS ) MR 72 E 5 B85 E Ry E AR S m DS =M A E ORI R - K
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M S FHT 2l £ 2 EAE BB AR B o DAY EPN TR RS RUSR IS 718 A — R R SR FR I
(Mayer, 1987 ) °

B RRARIS R 2 EE B2 ETIER > HH B2 EREENEE - B MH % (Pintrich,
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e R R E ARG » FEH E R RMIRY B E BRI R E R G REE R - IR s g Bl
MIRESE o PSR HE 527 RE A MR B B R B2 IR SO 2 77 1 - BB R e E 2
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TEE B 5E I > Elliot 82 McGregor (2001 ) HyRH LS F T H8 [7) 2 BE H A RE 1E 17 FHIN 3 F S 2
PHSRNE > (H M 1L TR IR IR NG - Midgley A (2001) #EHUBECH #F2% WFe BT R 5 H R
FURRRNTRME ~ 1 3% SR K0 SR B B F%E SR Z [T RRAGR - 2 BT Je s S BB m SR B H #R B 22T 4 1
TR ~ 1R IR AR A L M BHEE o R0 > /A WHZERS R (Elliot, 1999 3 Meece, Blumenfeld, & Hoyle,
1988 ) Hor ik i 2B H AR 8 i i) SR A IE ) RO BRI > (ER AR e o SRR B AR A B AR - TEBIRIY &
e b B (R91) BRI 55 B 10 2% B EAAT B (R P SR B 16 3 370 K01 SRNGS b5 S ] ST =
g R > MASBE (R92) WIS A 58 Bl 2 31 H AERE R T 2275 2 0O 3R R 1 SR Bl 1%
BRI N o

A & R AT o BRI Y e 2 B B AT B fE P O 22 T BRNG H E VIRAGR o (BR R B AR
SRS R B ORI ~ 123 SR AHIRIE Z TR B AR AN BN SRR RE RO Z2HE 2R o SR - i A iit 22 A s 1) R B
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K Midgley % A (2001 ) ZBIEL » 1EREK D KB H RS TR F % BLBER - B {EGEHEE &
TEEEER: » ERCLNE2ENINE - E2 W8GR AT R S5EE » I ¥ B C Ry E R BRI ERY
FREE (RRIARR ~ BRYE (L > R90) o BLERGRIGER T2 S0 € 223 LIFRY (EmRE . » B onE it Bkl
SRR (Snow, Corno, & Jackson, 1996)
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HIE[AHREH  Elliot #2Thrash (2002) 7535 [ R H AR [ 82 A 1@ B #R 55— 770 »
Barron 8 Harackiewicz (2001 ) 5% 87 £ 15 10k ) SR B I A0 o0 2 YL BB » (HJ2 H AEAURE
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PEERERRARLZAT B o Horb > BX RHE T & (0 S 22 T VR I B Ry » B B A R AR
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FE R P AROIRR R i B 55 JTRIAZ I (Volet, 1997 ) o
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o223 HoAh 2235 i i 2 B0 E AR R S - moin - TOMERNE D B T A ) MRS lEm s =i
R EAE o AWFFEATHE A R E Ly BN R A2 B RE RN SR ? B RS ~ SR
B M AMIYE = H R E R B RS ? 58 R AW e AR —EE - 5= » BEaMEmn
I R 2 B RRRA AR 2 WEgE 0 22 DL T A RE 770 508 28 i M 1) 3% B E AR 5 4 i 1K
5 o DA DUAS IR RS G A e e 2 B AP B 5 8 v E2 20 A B 2 IR R % o IKTUL - ARHRSRFT AR =
T ) 22 B AR 5 T L M 1 R G A A 2 58 = R R B A B 2 I v SR R R S
AR EES 2 38R AW IC B 58 (M -

EHEHIFERIRE— RIS 1) 28 B E AR P IR SR o W AR X A SO 5 T o AT SR A 4 S T A B R 1
LK R (B2 > 91 ; Dai, 2000 ; Pintrich, 1999) » {7 A< 32 A 2 fry 668 1) 25 B I R 23 1k I
SO AT L2 B B SR o 1 ELAHEIRE ) ~ SMEBNE ~ fth A0S HE 2 mT DAL I 240 o

T FERIRE I S > AT 52 PR = b 1) I E AR AT SR 5 SR M P SR AL 2 R E B AR
S o BEAANY - gRARSE RE IS o ARIE IS IE H AR 1) BN ST SEAS SR (Elliot & Thrash, 2002 :
Pintrich, 2000b ; Skaalvik, 1997 ) » ZAHF 52 FEIHIAE S 6E ) B A2 RE 5 1F 1) FEIE FE M 228 R0 A © 7R 90 R
BT > AWFFERIE NI BYFS IR O BI85 (Pintrich & Schunk, 2002) » 3R FEF/MEME H LG (424
HERERBEMIE TEAR S - SHBAEEE LRI Rl A AR o Wit - AirgeiEl
SMEINE S B e TEIE FE R SRR AR A o % o Bt AR o IKIRRIRE (R91) ~ e (R91)
HOEIEG - At B R BRI R o SR M B SR 2 SR R AR B R IE
SRS o AT FE PRt A A B AR AT LUIE () PR 8 E 2R R AR A o
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AT FE LA 1 5 B R 2R A AT S o R SR AR T PR B 1 U A 2 AR A o TR THAAR A
b ARHFFR M3 AR A 200 25 AR S T R RIVE BT 2R AR - B4 126 A0 T4
N s BI—52 A BIZT79 A 0 BI=69 A o TEIEREE AT » AHFFEhh B 10 AT ik 799 44 22 AF
& L% S mER izl - Hh 5B k415 A > 4384 A B—289 A > B =275 A > B =235
A o AR ERRES -

—  HRSENAE

(—) BARREIEZ

KWFFekR G2 M2 W KRB EEZE% (Dai, 2000 ; Mclnerney, Roche, Mclnerney, & Marsh,
1997 ; Pintrich, 1999) » Wi 2FFEFEM (R92) 1) THEE M =R B TEMRHEE SRR KM
B A I R E AR o A SRR DIEERVE R et BEE THBEES) 1 TOMEMNE 1 B T A
W) =EssE > BESRERSERE - EREMERZE S o RFFELIRZE BT .40 MHUS E
T o REPRRMERFZ T 8 AWFZeMibR R Z A aARE 4055 ~6 ~ 7 ~ 13U » %%2%1%%’14
o ARBEHRABRRXEAMEE > GHZHREESTER LIRS REBINEZ s8R H - ZHE
=8 R RS G o Xom HRHHE aE ) ~ M EE St ATE HIEENE S &6 50
& MIRRHERSE =8 RN EEEEERK -

AL LL200 7 B R A ETT FER o or AR R BT - fRIEE S A E o S B PR R o R S
Z IR FHERA A 15.64~.85 Z[H] o METT RSB AT - AHETE LA bl R 5% - 5 Rl = (B R = R
B > S RIERZE— Rt Y ~ R ZR9IME B E SR 32 =R RE ) o TRl - BB
AR M BA SR 2R BRI SE LU B A VA U5 (direct oblimin ) SETTREACHE @l o 55 R
RO 1A ERE B AR AR B IR 35 b r ol 1% 40 BY £ 47 st AR Il 53 B A 1372 ~.87 ~ .63 ~.86 Bil.66 ~.87
F s 141888 B B9 LA P 15,46 ~ .82 Z [ 5 =18 IR 32 1 ] iR 2 i 38 14 {188 H fE A SR 19 67.22 % -

EEE T » AHEHRAE — B BEINE SRR ZEE - Sk RER AN ~ S E
SR RE RIS — B0k Cronbach o (REIIKFE£5.93 ~ .90 82,86 ° 4t » AWFFELISEM 51T R EN
BIMEE T K5 RERADE = @R ZRREHREEH (N =123) WEIEERTFE.9 - .6181.68 o

(Z) EEMSBHEE

AR FE 7 & S Bl 0 P 26 BB 08, (Midgley et al., 2001 5 Snow et al., 1996 5 Volet, 1997 ) » ilfi 22
ZRRAMREL MG 1L (R89) 1y THhERA: BRI EE A 5k ) » B Fr%]ﬁ“li»‘ﬁm b e =N Sl FE
PR AR [ 308 1 B R Y o A SR DUBCER B B R A pE o ELEE B ~ W BT RS AR 0 R
AW S 53R 0 53 B SRR A 3RS B SR SRS 1% 35 R R0 SR 53 5 3% 5 17 Sl 47 14 1 1) 175 J BB
SR ATER A ERRRISS ) oy &

A i RIS R F RIS AR 3 SR RS 7 i R R4 A9 & b B ~ BERFIER R ) i R RS
6/ > )1 R H 4 o FSEER IR > AT SRR K 3 & i %ﬂ%é A0 REME 2 B 5 R
PRI ~ IE G AR R RO 6 M > 1233 HIRIE FIHLER 7 & ROV S 8 > 517 BRI
478 ZEFRII2HE -

TEEER b o BRE 1 BRI — R EE S HE O 251 Ek# (aspiration level ) »
M2 & BATIHEN - HegE R EEMRASEERNE 5ol G2l EEEER L
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SERESANE 2y RS B8 )58 RLEGVUEE H % B 2 75 Bz %00 bR DI - 52E
BAERFE AT I WA 5 53 FAF ARG - FOR e 2278 T VR I AR (50 A S e L B 1 3% S I SRS
Rz Rg A ER s 2R EEE D WS =R LSRG o FoR S B RL T R B R R E
& RZANE B R s 2R EEIT B WES ER FES i Rt BEEREE TIER
P A% O ELERERES 7] 0 2 B P A /D R B RS B SS T o

AFELL 200 #4323 E EITTHER AR AT - (REE W 7 > & RSN 32 % 5 i R
oy Z TR AHBA A R 48 ~.92 2] o TERFE i b o AW SR [EAR DL Sk i R 35 o 5 Sl 7S A 2 R
HFAEH —EIKE o D BISKE IR ~ ’RFEAIE R B~ KR AR R RS ~ KRN
5570 ~ TRIFA LI 1 3% SR R0 SRS B IR 32750 B0 o 7Rl 79180 » FH ANIAR FEA RS RE L E 2
BR o AT SE DU 45 B NREAC TR E AT REACHET - Wit 32 (AR B 7R AR IR 3% F AR Bl & 1y e
BRI/ .58 ~.82 ~ .60 ~.90 ~ .37 ~.80 ~.47~78 ~.38~.68 Bl.69 ~.73 Z [ 5 32 {f&E H i [F 1
1£.33 ~.89 2] 5 7S A K 3 3 w] fifg s 2 et 3 32 (R | 88 L 1Y) 68.86 % o

TR TTH » AWIERI I RER B FE ~ IEmE R ~ SR HEREE ~ 877 ~ %R HIRIE
BRI R — B o (RIS B ES.94 ~ .96 ~ .87 ~.76 ~.89E1.94 o A4l » AW 2 LISEM LT R EN E
WEESW > MRERAENERZHEHEMEA (N=123) i &N E EKRF
£5.76 ~ .70 ~ .66 ~.95 ~ .69 Hil.74 °

= BORREEREERRI RN

SHEPRTZE IR — » AWERAE A — (I T e 23 HARBRGE TN SR 0 ikl » DI BR AR 9Eks &
AR ) B Gy BB SRR SE 0% - SR e 2GR AR IR 0 SRR R A5 2 BN B R Sk - P S
HHET) ~ SHEMNE At AN = (EVE eI (RI3R) o BRIV E S i) I B 45 AR MUK Y ~ fu s
TRl - S T4 B AR - A RFSE Bk = (88 (eI Z [ A HER - B R A A 0 R 5 2 ) 28 A
B - G I 22 R 1 - Aok - ARG R - B BT H BRI 3R AR O Al A 2
WA E > HEHBERTA -

0~ BB

ASHf5E LA LISRELS.50 K SPSS for Windows 11.0 #&1- &= 2E0#E 77 # M A5 2 &k o SHEIRFZEM
— » KT RS ERCE  (overall model fit) S PITERSHEEREL & (fit of internal structure of
model ) /7 [ 2 FF8 B 1 2 6 AR RN EAC 62 (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) » ilfi Ll Anderson i
Gerbing (1988 ) [ 14505 % Bk dm SR AH ST RE 77 ~ SR B Bt AT 82 = 285 12 75 12 7T [ 1) S . o

ERAMEBEERELEER L ARANBBELENS AMREELUESE
(Diamantopoulos & Siguaw, 2000 ; Hair Jr., Anderson, Tatham, & Black, 1998 : Rubio, Berg-Weger, &
Tedd, 2001) ZF5k » LUABEHERCFERE (absolute fit indices ) ~ FHEHEAIFERE (relative fit indices) FIHE
fé EACHESE  (parsimonious fit indices) FREAFHE [k F B H SR T4 K8 70 i 20 RS ERI R -
RIEHIMERE 23 » AIFFELL TRMSEA < .08 ~ GFI > .90 ~ AGFI > .90 | =P 2 45 =X i 48 5 S5 i 4
#& 5 LA TNFI ~ NNFI ~ CFI ~ IFI ~ RFI#{&12.901 B CHYAHS WRdEYE 5 DL TPNFI & PGFI#&
72.500 FRR X AORE T ENCAR 4 o e o 1E BRCAY TR RS HOBERCRE | > AW R IE B2 & 2 3 3
DL TRt ORSE Ef BEGERIEOK )~ TEBIFESEE > 451 THEESEMAKEE > 601 X
[ZR 2588 BRI > .50 0 33 DY PR A 0 2 G 45 =X PO 0 o T PO 3 S AR 2 o

EHEIFFERIRE = > B = FE R i 2B B AT SR M 2R A A 2 TN > AR FE LA T A I i 45 B S
17588 o oy Al - = TEEE ) R B AR R BOUEIE AN B R B A B0E - 1R R AT H HIE O R AEE - Al
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18
2

AR A5 B LLOS 505 R K YE -

—  BRHEt D

R 1B E TR Fe 808 YR ~ £RME R ROHBRGREL o lHERAP AR » 5284 & 75 L5
RS REE REERES) (M =4.15) > MR (M =297) JMEBNE (M =2.93) BEIEMEE (M
=2.81) FIESEAR o (ERREBIE b I EIEAHERE ) ~ RAARAISRIE (M =3.94) ~ B2 F; (M =
3.91) ~ b NI (M = 3.63 )~ JLERHKNE (M =3.54) FRyEo&EBNBERRN P (Md =
3.50) » TEHER =88 FAYIH 57 {K23.50

R o TESHIER 32 HARRA I o 3% Cohen (1988) RYPIETHEHE » = flig i £ B1 B A4S B R 1
DU ERgAHER - Forh DU RE ) Bt A 2 MM & (- = .56) » TAHEE ) B 4L 7R 0 & R A5
BRI (r = .39) o gk = FH8 i 22 B0 E A5 B (18] 508 O 1 22 7 4 RSB T RO AE A SR B - fth A 30 S B S e
PEEZFHAE T~ SR IEAHER 5 A RE ) BLE FE LR AL E SR I E AR (B2 ERRRAE) s
T/ BN B L 508 227 R N L L R A IEAH R -

®1 FARBIEZFIIH  REZRAERBRB (v =799)
SO [A] 2 A2 H A BH A% B

58 I By fEdEE 1 2. 3. 4. 5. 6. 7. 8. 9.
L AHIRE T) 4.15 1.13 1.00
2. 911l B 2.93 1.17 39%  1.00
3.4t AMHE 3.63 1.23 56% .49%  1.00
4. 2R R S 3.54 1.06 39%  28%  52%  1.00
5. 1% AR ARG 3.94 1.12 45% 18%  55%  70%  1.00
6. 1F [l ik 2.81 1.40 40%  23%  47F 46%  49%  1.00
7. B 2.97 1.39 A2% 0 20%  43%  46%  51%  82% 1.00
8. B ff 391 1.20 SI% 0 20% 5% 57% 0 72% 0 53%  62% 100
9.5% 7" -0.05 0.76 40% 13% 0 36%  42%  50%  42%  46%  53%  1.00
B
*p < .05

AG o REFFEET B 2 A = R R E A FA91S e 1T L o S SRS AT =R 2R
HEM FRE S EEEARE > F (2,1596) = 41025 > p < .05 » 7%= .34 o KWFFELL Tukey 153817 HI
L A RET » ZHE MRS N EE (M= 4.15) EE &R M AIHZEE (M=3.63)
BEAMEME B (M =2.93) » Wil NS B HEEE S R E i E B AR -

— - BoRREEESERRITEN I EEESHE

(—) ZEEREESR
F2 M) F I E AT Be A R SR o A A S R O e R o E e o TERRBHE AL o K
B 7R 9 B A5 2 B 2 R LE T R 9 (PG S K HE » 2 (74, N=799) =320.20 » p<.05 + {H
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T L Ath SR R i AR 0 38 B AT 9 2 ey L A X BB SR ) LB MR (Y SEECRE - I ANGFT =
0.94 ~ AGFI = 0.92 » [t — Sufiei i i 2 77~ B i 4 =X B il 4% 0 BLEIERC > 0.90 DL b 3R s =X Bl 42 Rt
EEHAENHEAE - B— /51 © RMSEA = 0.065 » FL3iE A (i R 2R Bl i 45 2 B 1 52 3 o} el -
RS2 0.08 F s A8 A RN 2 %HTU@@E (Joreskog & Sérbom, 1993 ) « HK » giiHEHERE T S » 3
2§ NFI ~ NNFI ~ CFI ~ ~ RFIEKFEE 0.95 ~ 0.95 ~ 0.96 ~ 0.96 ~ 0.93 » 54 0.90 fyE M0
Y o % o E*%ﬁﬁé@@afgi » IRIEZ 2 ATAIPNFI = 0.77 ~ PGFI = 0.67 » 31 §20.50 HyEAC 12

®2 BORBEBERSMEEZRIMEANBISERLE

L g B AL
(1) Degrees of Freedom =74
Minimum Fit Function Chi-Square =320.20 (p =0.0)
(2) Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.065
(3) Goodness of Fit Index (GFI) =0.94
(4) Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGFI) =0.92
2. FHSEHE U
(1) Normed Fit Index (NFI') =0.95
(2) Non-Normed Fit Index (NNFI) =0.95
(3) Comparative Fit Index (CFI) =0.96
(4) Incremental Fit Index (/FI) =0.96
(5) Relative Fit Index (RFI) =0.93
3.4 B AL
(1) Parsimony Normed Fit Index (PNFI) =0.77
(2) Parsimony Goodness Fit Index (PGFI) =0.67

KEET L 0 AHRFERT NS i 1 B E A BRI 3R i e R RERC R R o BR T 2
fiE BEF R AR A BBR T RAE Ot - HER N E RACHLERCHER - MELERCIE IR SR R ERC IR - #EUR
B G 4 2 B P R A AT B AR B AC L - R R AR R AR B SRER -
(2) BARCREGEELE D
23 8 ) I ARBR A ISR A AR 2 14 (I B FE AR AT IR 38 B g & ~ (RIS ~ B (R AEIH
RELRR A5 B 42 S B IR (2 0 R o AR (S BE DT T - 2% 3 MR JUR V4 - VI IY{E B B 5
£5.42 ~ .28 > HER 12 {(HMI BRI EBIE BE A 249 ~ 70 2 » 2145 LLE - shiBr s IE ) f1
RS FEARTE » 2 3 R Bl S = (BB (e 8 BRI GES) (& )~ SMEMNE (&5) BEfbAME (&5)
E’Jfﬁﬁ{n o RIRS.82 ~ .85 BLOO » £ f2.60 LL R HFF AR YE o whAF R BN 5 - &3 Al
i G A = (1] V(5 I 2 71 B R R PP £5.53 ~ .54 B2.65 - AR 250 WORT AR HE o S —75
E > 3 3 Bl 1 75 A 1k e 2RI H AR AR I 3R 0 R (i E O I 3R B e A5 MR OKHE - HoAr
% .50~.95 Z BAHFER A (Hair Jr. et al., 1998 ) o Fif i SRR AR ST F7 240 e 88 o) 2R3 ) AR i 12k
W3R 7 At O PR A ERS HEERCE - HEP AR S B M - S & 2R R I rh A Y B R R
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®3 HEBEECRFEEE  BRREGEERETREEMER - FIOREMNE

HAEHEA L2 WIS e B B IR
RFERIE  KERA AR TR UEIR I — AIEE SR FHRERE Rl &
FHERESI( & 1) 0.82 0.53
Vi 1.04 0.05 0.48 0.52
V2 1.14 0.05 0.40 0.60
V3 1.06 0.05 0.44 0.56
V4 0.84 0.04 0.58 0.42
SHEE (£ 5) 0.85 0.54
V8 1.06 0.05 0.48 0.52
V9 0.94 0.04 0.51 0.49
V10 1.26 0.05 0.31 0.69
Vil 0.85 0.06 0.72 0.28
Vi2 1.23 0.04 0.30 0.70
fl ABAZE( £ 5) 0.90 0.65
V14 1.12 0.04 0.39 0.61
V15 1.21 0.04 0.30 0.70
V16 1.15 0.04 0.37 0.63
V17 1.18 0.05 0.37 0.63
V18 1.19 0.04 0.34 0.66

(Z) BORREEEEHRRIMEINNESWEHLERIWE B

B G 45 QS B2 =5 B ok o AT e th ot — 28 o3 A 1 5% B B AL 38 38 1 TR 352 49 i i & B
15 RIELE - #RH5 Anderson B2 Gerbing (1988 ) RUZE:E » Baas 4 R R oM zC T 18 K R A EIy gz
=% B s R AR T A W S R o A SRAE IR SR A A A X rh o J(ENH B 48 AT R IR 38 BT B E5E.05 19
WK HE » ORI U R ARG BUE o AT 9209 53 07 s SRR M ) SRR E ASEE BB 1k R 3% o sy 14
HRZEAW R (BRFE3) EHEMEZKE (1=13.39 ~ 2849 » p < .05) =3 TEAESKE ) Ky
HE o JF TR SR B ) VB A 58 DL K (S B 3 BRI 1Y) 0 AT AR IR o B = (I8 KT 38 % s 1 3
FiE R A R A -
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48" —Pp ]
40" —p Vs
44" —Pp V3
.58* —> V4
AT
48" —p Vg
72*
ST = v J07
. .83%
317 —Ppp Vio
53%
72" —> Vi /4%
30 —» Vi
.58*
39" —P Vig
78%
30" —P Vis .84% A
.80° R
37— Vie W=
.80
37— Vi7 81
34F —h Vis

1 BRRREEREMTRRITEIRERFECSBILEHE (*p<.05)

TEIE RIS #5871 » Anderson B2 Gerbing (1988 ) s # I [K] 32 W Wi L5y 75 21T 404
B S E W IE R 3R 2 ERTAHBR RS 1 (BIEE ¢ 5 = 1) HRAEEHRIE KRR B (BIEE ¢ ; BE M2
B) > 2% P L AR (AR & 2l (A 2 2 )e TR B — (1 5520 B EL LB 1 > il » 2o iva (1
W3R EA WA - BN R 38 AT AR R o (HEEF I 5 20— ROURE EL B flE TN 55 - AR IA
SRAGE W fIE - ST E o (il LLPZER S — SR BHRRAE SR © It > Anderson 2 Gerbing 3 3&HE 1 AT 734
Lt T BB W E K F AR R 95 B EEEM R GRS HEREE I A RREHEGE -

2% 4 BRUR = MR 1) 2% B1H AR A It 10 A RE 3 A S SR o R B 1) B H AR BRAE ML I SR s
SAEK > DT = RELHE - BRI FRAGREE K HE G £5.017 o Fr R R = 81K F = KL A «
2 10.57 ~ 41.55 2] » Adf = 1 » ZEREHEKHE - 10 H = {8138 2 [ AH B AR B 95 96 15 %l
MEREE 1 - R EE R o Bt 7 s R SR A JEr e am - RIS 2238 H SR 1IN 58
o Wi B BRI A - = (8 K SRR AN AR RI A A A
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®4 BOXRREERFERZIMENNERNE SR

BEPy =1 @ B EH2 K ZeAH BRIAE 1995 96 (S IEfH]
R L R =X x? df x? af A x?  Adf TR IR
HEEIRE v S E 178.09 27 136.54 26 41.55% 1 35 .59
FHEEE Fovs b AHIZE 99.66 27 89.09 26 1057 1 53 a7
fth \BASEvs SMEH L 256.35 35 235.68 34 2067% 1 46 70
oA x? FoRalER . AREEBEER -

*p < 017

FRET S L 0 AHHFE AT AR 2 8 1) 2 B0 E ARBR AR IR 38 70 A 4 2 A B BEE I B B P A R i E 1
B FASEAEIAGR (R R ERCRE - e AR & B B o i E R BUR AR R BRI 5 80E R
WAL o R - W FERG RESCRF AR FE00 HEGm » 88 1) R8T H AR 2 73 JHAE 2 BB ORI S fs - T L
FHETRE ST ~ SHERNE R fth A YT S23E = (8 X582 v [l O 23 A -

=  BORREFEHERTSBEITRA

BHEMFEMIRE — > AR ST DAV (S IR B o MY PR = RS 1) B AR A A R R A 2
FHBNBCR » 73 Ak RANZRS Fivm o mk =188 () 2 B0 H AR B2 & SRR 0 o TR 8RS - AR BE
(7 =.14>p<.05) Bfh AN (7 =.56 » p<.05) $35A% IE ) T 52 34 & O AUE g B RS - Mo SH o
MiE (7 =.00 > p>.05) HIMEGLTHMIEE & 1) U R B ORNG o — RS 1) 231 H AR ] DURRRE 3234 & A
JE PR SRS K 5 R 45 % (R® = 45) - W—J5H  HHEEES) (7 =260 p<.05) KA A (7 =
65 p<.05) [FIBKIE [ FEIN 52 30 # A 1% A% R ARG » (HRIMEME (7 = -21 » p<.05) B AWM
52 30 W P R G R SR o — T 8 ) 2R B0 A T DU AR 52 sk o ) 1 ARG RT SRS R B SR R 54 % -

= A B ) B AR B R TEI E  RHERES) (7 =19 0 p <.05) Refti N HAEE
(7 =54 p<.05) WeeMAZ L ENZHAEILRERE - mIHEME (7 =-08 » p>.05) ¥HEH
1 [ 17 R R TN A5 SRR 2 B K M o = {18 T 30 A o ] DR 52 B I 1 1 R B TR 4L 96 o it
BRI S - MHARET) (7 =34 > p<.05) FIfBAIIE (7 =38 » p<.05) [IARIE [ FEMIZ A
HHIEER - MOMEME (7 =-10 > p<.05) AIEm M 5254 E A BER - — 158 1) R B A AT DUBERE
il EER AR R A3T % /i -

®S ZEEOXRREEFEHNERERENETRREEIMER

) B R B 1T 5 B %
TSI SRR R AGRAIRNS  IE ik B B B Ff 5% 7
FHERE 77 A4 26% 19% 34+ 42 46*
EARas i N=1 .00 S21% -.08 -.10% 17 -13%
fth A7 56* 65% 54% 38%* A4 26%
R? 45 54 41 37 50 36
B R YIRS TR AT R

*p < .05

st = f ) R AR R E AT R TEIBCR S - M#RES (7 = 42 2 p < .05) EfIA
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Y (7 =44 > p<.05) ¥ IER TENZAE W REFRE - HRIMEME (r =-17 > p<.05) &
T TR 52 G O B R RS o = FE ) SR B0 LA ] DA 52 G 5 Y R R L B L R 50 % © B —
I FMHERES) (7 = .46 0 p < .05) FIfbAMAE (7 = 26 » p <.05) [RIARIE A FEMSZ & 1955 e
g MAMERE (7 =-13 » p<.05) FARE M TENSZAF S NI - =M RE H A n] LUR e
TR E NI IR R R 36 %A o

SERE S o ANRIASHR R TR > = 1) 3R IR AR B SR 2 (22 R A B I R [R] E
i o FHERE ) Bt A A SZ S RE RS IF ) TR ER S 2 S I 1 SR R S > RN SR T R4
BHRE ST ~ MM H (S A i o S 1 22 A A s T R 15 - i A o H e S LU A A
ST S M R SR AR AL £ i G I THIAEOE o AR o SRAMEN BN S 0 T IS SOE A S BB B E
P ERE > (HZ & TE AL AR AR SR ~ BN ~ BXFFEESY ) - MBS 2 0 EEREH I EIAEIE B ARG
AR o i 1 5 F D B R AR AR ISR ~ BT MLBRREAR ~ R ARV EREREASY ) o KU o SRS
SR FEAWIIER A > B =R ) R E R AE FEN R R SR R Y o [ B B A (] 7 3
E2 7R AU S TE G R [ A

g 5

WS B B TE 5 Y 1) 28 B H A5 38 1 IR 38 o0 i A o B R S RSB » Wi A = FE R ) 3R
B E B2 M SR A B R THIE T  LUT S 2248 R0 BIET i o

2 FFZ 2R B8 R R 0 3 2 SR B B B Ze 45 R (Dai, 2000 5 Maehr, 1984 ; Pintrich, 1999 ; Urdan,
1997 ) » W8 2% B H R T 0T [ 50 5 A BE T ~ SMENE Rt AFASE =78 » FEERBI R ABEE R R
FeiE 7 A (SEM) 2R % i g 1 28 50 E A0 38 P IR 32 0 A X B {1 52 5 LS - 31 L Andeerson
8 Gerbing (1988 ) HYIE AL K % Bk AR A S Al ¥1RE 77 ~ SMEINE B fth S =8 IR Z R BIRE -
ARG » BR T x 2 (BRI AR R MR > HER RS AR BB - fHBHEAL TS 2
B KG F AT FE A (Hair Jr. et al., 1998 ; Rubio et al., 2001 ) » &5 A< T 52 7 280 1o 3 1) 356 B0 A
381 DR 32 oy M A X LA AR B REE O R o TR XA PR RS REEEC b o R w0 (08T 30 s 45 AR (I8 1 15 B
B .45 e 2 A o FLER AR 1R R R Y AR i G R BRI R E R R R o R B
HARANTESE - B > AW5ELL Anderson B Gerbing (1988 ) HYIE & %505 B I 1| 350 158 =% B 10 43 A i)
s SR 7R BT B 1) SRR B A B 1 TR 3R 4y b L AR AR 2 A8 B L R AU -

R SL o3 AT SRS R AN Fe G o BB 1) 3R 3 B AR RE T 5 o) i AH R ) ~ SMEBNE R fth A SIS =
i o M3 = E A T I AR RS o SR » AT Z2 UER B — B o0 A7 12 AR B A X SR - R
% G SR AR T 5 RS U R o MORR BT IE B AR R A 0TS - AR RS I — R Uy & 2
FERHLE AR RS 2 TR &5 B A8 » DL R R G R A A E RS 3 0 -

1 = 1) F BT ASTEE S R AR R B R b o AR WFSRA 43 MRS SR R BT ERRO A S AE
J1~ GHEINE R At A HASE H A5 B I 5 1 22 R TR R R 0 S - AH B BE ) B At A A S Y BE RS IF )
TEUHI B2 5 B0 ~ M RE ~ AT B S i S R R A 0 o BB E PR R A RE ) ~ Mt A H
BE M mERE > FSE e M2 E A B S ER 5 o th i & o R SMEEN S > e & mTE
Wi MRS ~ ELER ~ BREF ~ 530 o (EEE THIGE R R IS B E ARSI - 5 2 B G E TR
SMERH & E S S immnRg o (M {5 F B0 1% 3% 300 SRS ~ £ 7 LR~ P A DR ER R B AT
1o B—75TE - FAMERES) ~ SR EINE R fth A BASE = v 2R3 B AL S 22 R AU TR SR F
SRELER » AT ge s Bt A\ S 2 2270 e 22 R A i A TR TH IS IE (B 0BRAL) - BOH 2
SRETTE A o BIMATFERS R AT e HEan - B = fE i 2B AN S RE TN 227 5 e 22 1
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B o [R]IF B AN [R] ) 8 14 22 75 1 B S T A5 A [R] P e S o

SLAHRE ) HARIM S » AW FE 88 8 € AT DAIE [a) PRI B2 75 5 RO 8RN ~ 15 B AT £ = AR ) iy ST R 12
ERERAR » 2 S IE B ARSI r AR T o BN I R E AR B2 E 1R AR R AR b th | e 2 A
R (Elliot & Thrash, 2002 ; Midgley & Urdan, 2001 : Pintrich, 2000a ; Skaalvik, 1997 ) = X » A 52
% I N B S S S R £2 A R AU X9 8 O AR B IE PRI o RS SRE BN R (RO1) 1y
AmARRTAH AL AN o AR A IE AR LB S RATETT  RILTE 3 B SR 2 S EIRFS AR T - 3
N4 EAWEREEG S TEZBM AR KRB - B R & R #E B R 22285 R
I SR At A 2R B R A RAMS B A EEENEEHE - S5 > S TEE
A o IRIETE BB IE I A EHEL (Pintrich & Schunk, 2002) » B4R EBHE H AR 22 28 F & ) R
HERMEMIE TIEA S » EHPEEER 2L EEEERG G AamEUR - M2 sEFF 2 E B 5
% B E e AR S E BA B FRSOR 2 R

HE—LE o BT FERS S W B B B ¢ BT 8 RO SE R B ) FE B A B 1 2R
BHRMAR BRI - RERRENRE TRENEE I ARE FRE THERE) 1 B Mg b
TOMEME ) BIESEEEREE FrE? flal TEERTRR FIEBLT R R B AR 1 EHREHE (Elliot
& Church, 1997 ; Skaalvik, 1997 ) sFFif Ik HIEAHERES) - ATRERM AL BRI EME - 5
Z o B BKRIFEEEN SRR MRS THERAWINE SR ESME > ROR—ERE T W&
JREUAHSEIRE T) o AT ST (088 e i 00 B 3 SCIRR » K588 ) REH E A SR & 00 S AR RE ) ~ SRR & Beftlh A
I =1 > N HE = E A B R R 1 B AR T A [ RS - LR R B TEIN T 1 AE R
BT o 12 SEff 72 K R EUR B AR S ) Sy i 72 & s A & BE8T 8 ot B AR Ryl T B O A Ry 53
Hr oo EaE S EIFFEESEZLE a8 (41Jagacinski & Duda, 2001 5 Smith et al., 2002 ) o K[}t » KIRAY
Tt 9 B wT 1 gk B AR R T B 308 M0 AR # o

HR 5 @5 By B g m i ge & PRAHERE 2R E il KRB E AR - (BR AW TR B AHERE 109
i 1) 2R B AT I R B S I 2R AR A TR TR T > SR A BT i e S B E AR AR e
TEIE2 75 & 1 0 P 22 R Y o i el SRR A R O AR S S S T 2 PRI RE 7 RIS
HESR—E A A £ (Blumenfeld, 1992 ; Pintrich & Schunk, 2002 ) = 5F % A ¥R 5T mk B A Zn a5
AL ERIRE - (BZE 5 /DA IRIeE % ALL— R0 58 o R HEE (R91) BEBNER (RI1)
RS o B B AN B AR R R o AR MR R E R AT A AR
EASE o St B 58 1 22 20 A Y 2 A T 1) S o SRR At & R A O SRR m) B SRR T AR - B
B PG 5 T AR F A I e B+ SCIEARAS G AN IR o IRILE > SRR BB 22 8RB A PRES Rt H AR 3w ey
5 AL E P PEFRIRE » DL SE IR i 3 A 52 A gl ik 38 A% B i s AT 23 Z BRI AR

B ARG o R AR SL - AT IR R H W R AT FeRy 3 3 - B o > AWFFenfs SRR I B
HEEnT LURAHE BT ~ th A S SO E = AN RIS SRS E o BRARME IE B AR Em CAS LU/
R B 2 B E AT 43 £ 8 () B A B R R B E AT SR A AT DALRI AR AR 4% i o = A R 28K 1 4
HBER B E A ? MENEEE B2 TR G rTRER B T 8RR A HUEE CIRERET) (R
FEERRI RS RE ) EAR) ~ R IR St AN CROBEEEE R N BT ) ~ BRI A SN E (G
EEBSAAMEINE B AE) 2 Rt » JOR R E RS FHR BB S ETT ) 15 RIRAVIR FE i
—WHIITHT ©

HR s ARG LS GE ) ~ A A S B0 O1 TR I B = A3 688 ) 2R3 A o T 22 2 5 1 3 T 1 22
Mo it RBURBRIMEBNE S - FHBIRE ) B fth A S SZ 15 W] IF A FEIHE REME SR A A o SR - FIE—B IR
HHIE o AR LUE = 2 B E SR THI AR E R A E R IE (AR B ~ B RERIREE ) 2
GHFANARGHER ? 0S5 2 BEIMEINE B AR LUE [ TR E2 3 2 A0 A# A2 0E o MAHERE /)
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Sl A\ S SE AR P £ e FE I sl 08 1 FH I B2 8 H ng S FE AR IE 2 (KUt - BRET = e R H AR R
NS0 B DR RIS » B R R 2R e vl PR AU GRRE -

FRETT S » AR T AT A A e 2B AR A IR 3R 70 A 4 sz B R BORH S8 - AHARET)
I B e b N T SE = ek e 23 AR wT e A o AR — 20 LS =R R H AR
3 E T R A A A AN FRIBOR o AETEBISREE & - S R sd HE 22 A A B Ry PN 30 5 it
RTINS - AL S GET) A 225 & W@ e ML 228 A A B IR BCR - (HRIMEM B B 2R
TR R ARG B BOR o RIS HE R MEA R HE e 2R H AR B R T B A 22
EHG R ZBAGR » o0 Ak e 22 B AT T RERY KR A B I SE FE L B2 R AL 2 RO o

2 E X R

FEm (R91) : 3 aRGauBT4as  HR - HREETFTAEIYE - BRLRIIAKBEHE
B Z2 i fiEl -3 S o

G~ B TEE (R93) - B4 % & HARE w8l 15 3RS 28 Z R - g o &
# 0 35% 534221248 7 -

WM (R92) : MmEEHEE M T - FRER A FH 484> 1M 1540 8

AR ~ AR I (R90) + HhERAE I SR B 3R A R LS ~ ZBUSERAE » RIBRFF] > 48 4% 5 1
WMo 1418 -

B (R92) : Bd A8 KZMGHRABEREIHE o BRI KEEEWIEFTE 1 -

HEHE (RI1) : FACESGRKEAHE - AL B o

BIRE (R91) & iR SO A8 e (B e i G H AR ) B3 A28 A G0N - XA AR K
A0 104 - 38 - 183-203 & -

HSEE (R92) ' AYAwm@ZAREAIPARRAR o BRI K EBEEWICATEL R -
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The Classification of Approach Performance Goal and
the Relationships between Approach Performance Goal
and Adaptive Patterns of Learning
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Achievement goal theory has emerged as a predominant framework for understanding students’ achievement
motivation. Interestingly, in the literature of achievement goal researches, most researchers have adopted the
relative ability to define approach performance goal. In this study an attempt has been made to integrate the
varied definitions of performance goal and to differentiate among relative ability goal, extrinsic rewards goal
and others’ expectations goal. The main purposes are addressed in this study: First, to verify the goodness of
fit between empirically observed data and the confirmatory factory analysis model of approach performance
goals proposed by the authors. Second, to analyze the relations between students’ approach performance goal
and adaptive patterns of learning. The participants were 799 junior high school students. The instruments
used in this study included Approach Performance Goal Scale and Adaptive Patterns of Learning Scale. The
following results were obtained: (a) the maintained model fit the observed data well and three kinds of
approach performance goals were distinguishable constructs, and (b) relative ability goal and others’
expectations goal positively predicted junior high school students’ adaptive patterns of learning. Conversely,
the extrinsic rewards goal negatively predicted students’ adaptive patterns of learning. Moreover, the others’
expectations goal was the strongest predictor of students’ adaptive patterns of learning than relative ability
goal and extrinsic rewards goal. Based on the findings in this research, implications for theory, practice and

future research were discussed.

KEY WORDS: achievement goal, adaptive patterns of learning, approach performance goal, goal

orientation



