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The Impact of Elementary:School students Internet Searching
Cooperative Learning on Collective Efficacy and Self-efficacy
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Abstract

This research is to investigate theseffects of efficacy context of team members and the
short-term progress feedback on collective efficacy and future self-efficacy, and it also
investigates the effects of collective efficacy on individual performance in a team. The
research also analyzes the forecast capacity of team performance and cooperation satisfaction
on collective efficacy and self-efficacy. Finally, the writer tries to verify the finding in other
fields that “team efficacy is correlated to‘team performance, and the higher the team efficacy,

the better the team performance.”

The experiment uses the 276 students instructed by the writer in 9 classes of the fifth and
sixth grades in an elementary school as samples, and these students are divided into high,
medium and low types, and each 3 students are grouped as a team to do cooperative data
searching on scientific topics in internet, and the experiment is done in a way according to GI
process with the assistance from FLE3 computer aided cooperative learning software to
perform the cooperative learning, and after the 8-weeks learning, individual performance and
team performance are evaluated, and the efficacy idea and cooperation awareness are also
measured. Then the writer analyzes the thesis and makes the conclusion and makes some

suggestions for future research.

The findings of the research are the following:

1. Self-efficacy continuously affects collective efficacy, but the influence becomes lower
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gradually. 2. Efficacy context affects high-efficacy individuals’ future collective efficacy
and self-efficacy, and it also affects medium-efficacy individuals’ collective efficacy and
cooperation satisfaction. 3. A team’s short-term progress feedback affects individuals’
performance from high-efficacy group and the cooperation satisfaction from the mixed group.
4. Collective efficacy affects individuals’ performance and cooperation satisfaction. 5. A
team’s performance and cooperation satisfaction serve as media for collective efficacy before

and after the learning. 6. Collective efficacy is correlated to a team’s performance.

Key words: self-efficacy, collective efficacy, cooperative learning
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{ # % (Hyatt & Rudy, 1997) © § cfg et | 2.3 8 FrAz ~ ]l izt~ | e i T
ZREMG K EAEEFIES ﬁv%‘“"] (Camplon, Medsker & nggs, 1993; Cohen &
Bailey, 1997) e 5 cnf* 2 A B2 pFF el > doldn ~ %~ S5 LY b (2
BEAINE  RE T EEBRFBRARFEEGTEAREEL > A AN REHE
WRE A g fiE 2 4 »c A R (Campion, Medsker & Higgs,1993) -
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3

441’5

T %ﬁﬂ#fmgiﬁ@ﬁéﬁ.é}&ﬁﬁ;%g BB Y B B LT SR

8§ B AT K A £ ER Y P %0 £illohnson ¥ (1999)“H kT X £& A4

o M T B R Y DAL ERET T AR A S KB AR R BLE
# 37 (Strijbos, 2004) :

1. & ¥ & (learning objectives)

P AR A P ARRE T A S B N e s (closed skill) 0 4r B E_RGE Ol
CARAPEEE o F - A AV H T (open skill) o dofEh o R HITE o
2}’?‘»’1‘1?" ;:__g’%&;ﬂ;,m;ﬁ,—s X o

2. =E 337 i (task type)

VRN CRER s -1 Jfﬁ A kA - BAEAF BTG AR ‘.‘%fﬁ(well—structured)
EARE L ARSI B (ill-structured) I 73 0 4okt R4 E 7

I F27 ]sh “Hf# E i El i I iF fe R ﬁﬂ}ﬁ'ﬁ-r_%s_‘\‘ o

3. & i@ ehle sz & (level of pre-structuring)

30 ¢ o Bl (Jigsaw) ~ e 7 (GHE F 4 0] e ,T}L‘ép S
b i R & A T A ¥ e £ E AT i 6 5

i{ A% 2% (high pre-structuring)'® e < F 2 | £ ' 2 (low pre-structuring) & 1% e

4. -] k& = -] (group size)

e A B E TERARY I B EGY G M A B R AR S ED R
TRAH RS AP B 2R

5. % @i 2% (computer support)

Aol b iTe A Ea A d o BR Y DGR E FOERFE TR
FhBE2EhE > B3 RN ERARAEHT HREARR

Vohw Rdtp e a4 ohi &0 AR E TR Y %% (Bandura, 2000; % o
o0 A9 e PR R R AL HERL P FIE L T 0 F ] 24 B (Malone,
2001; Gist & Mitchell, 1992) ¥ ¢ & frfz® #& e f p A3 K15 2 FAw G4 7
v Hoande 2 o fypHackman (1990) 574 8k > — B /] g »0ih 2 7 8] B d
Bl EFEE BRR AR L E S F e BEY AR m- B
Bz - cheBe B ANEE TRV L SHp e i 4 e A oS 0 4 L%
BAE7 F AT L TN EPE Y G g R
12



BE AR & TE A ek T (setting) F] & e & ¥ 1 & & & iFey 2|t R 2 (Campion et
al.,1993) » A @ | e & (T8 7 wrbrd & % v (outcome-oriented) % & >t B A7
(process-oriented) F& > %%‘(Strijbos,2004)€&;§ BRREREFEYEFRZERADE
IR MR F o RARFaIBTFEY %

2.1.4.5 (v 8 ¥ B A 48P

—%&igigﬂwﬁ&ﬁ"QEﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi#%%m&mmw%yaﬂ
ROEIT AR S SR KR BEBF VT o B A s W R afi

PR o A B g FFY T 0 B A SRS RAR A AR BF g

L‘E’_% & SN I | /] Bm@’gaplu

MTERDFL S gl AFA IO EFTYRRT FANFV e
5 B R & (Wentzel & Wigfield, 1998) :

(ME#&EH—ueF 2 ot - FIT A R E2 PRE- 5 o

Q)A€ |26 18— 4o X UZ @Bk vl BRdE 5 -2 %~ 1524 F (Juvonen & Nishina,
1997) > ¢n g P15 i g b Flmm R oA L H HF Y 2 T OF EH A 24 i
% o

NSmed ;AL AP FIPLITEY RS
EETE n*v_?'.sgﬁ*" F%‘—:FF’;{ FY BBt L RUEFLHFEGH > 29 F
4 b v e i FE B A4 o

¥ ¢b Wentzel % (1998)~ ﬂﬁﬁﬁagﬁ&ﬁfﬁigﬁéawﬁJW%
(competence-related) iz £ 2 4 2% o« AR ZHEPEY T KEFF ¥ ¥ =E XkEH
Afpe it AduAr AR ERUEEHD C aN R o Ra b b
FEPHRT famd B {RATRARE A AL § (RS Y P
% (Ames, 1992) » $+5 ¥ p % iﬁa»’azifzﬁwwkﬁoﬁi’éi
ARV FRAERT > ZAEN BFFERHp RS R L O RE
pedip e aG 2 Fm?‘f?-ﬁé‘* °

IR 80 b od ik p = oot = 3
£
F
H

A TEY ko R ATAS ke 3B ¢ RS R A EHTAE TR
m%ﬁiiﬁéiﬁié4%%ﬁ‘?i@%ﬁwﬂﬂﬁﬁéi{ﬁ?igpg
o Hor & iTends 4 2. —(Johnson & Johnson, 1994) - @ Schwartz (1999)+ Zn i £ 4

Por ETFDS PP adedd D - ABMOP R RIFLP 2 > 5 REL R

13



ELERMP RS YA gy o - A kR B ‘?}g%mﬁﬁg : ﬁ‘hlg\}@ﬁéﬁii—i
(community)— % > # A ¥ 2 p o TE?}I%E'%E’ TEE AR - T E KRBT NE AN
I 3L f% - (problem solving) & (¥ { fF B T *F M HIpF Y L w pF F 2 g ¥
# % (Uribe et al., 2003) -

REE it o é_%: TlE ALY A et A B R &) Y e AR
(group process)% -] & & I} (outcome)sHF] & 4] o £ L p | lem b FARE TR |
B MR AR B AT LA 2 BRI ) B 7 (Choietal, 2003) o &
# 5‘3&%%:«‘3&_@&; sl R OB A ke b3 OB ?u;—' 1# 10 IF L2 (Lindsley et al.,
1995) » e E FHFF & (P Y B A p Aoma i P Ay ¥ 73 5 2 (Chen & Bliese,

2002; Choi et al., 2003) -

2.2 p 23z (self-efficacy)

2.2.1.p A3y T&

- LR T S f%-ﬁ Y. igﬂfrggimé W4 g4 m
BY FPond Z P o7 REFEPFIZAIEY 2 EF R anfs7 > 4 TR
REE 0 FIARR TS A BE A ARk S AR BB TR IR X d
i (Linnenbrink & Pintrich, 2003) -

WM T S I E s 318 - BARGEFEY K & F(Pintrich &
DeGroot, 1990)° @ Pintrich % * (Pintrich & DeGroot, 1990) { #& 1# 1 4 ¢ &7
Az e LHE (value) P e HEBAPNAPR AP R CFRBE 20F
(expectancy ) @ p fszip ~ Fe4l5 4 o 3R (affect) @ B % FBAE 2
FVEWAAMAL Y R NRTEWIHEL > dop A2ni S FF P AR 2 S
)J'&B H® o £ 5 R e s 8 S 103 (Pintrich & Schunk, 2002) « - B 5§ ¥ %
ARG LEIHFRLFY > FLIPTERERL N FIFATRIEF A 0PN
AP e A EFaBEEY Zixan é:j% -2 B T (Bandura, 1986) > F]4t p 2\ ey 12

# (Bandura, 1986, 1997)cr4p B 77 3 7 70130 o

\\

Fp A2z ) W4pBandura HE KA B A HE T = p 2 o HiZia
70 2 AN BAAL G S04 o - ABAHD L TRB C TR BESE%
14



S5 p A= s P ehi A (Bandura, 1986)

p #2%ae ik p Bandura(1986) 4t € t34vem o Bandurazt z A 07 5 X B4R p 24
HIETeifARE BB A BHOEE A R P (FEARE P ARB TR o JiL
“human agency” FPEE J1 4 ik € SRATELEE R F 0 BAET 7 2 ARERBH A
¥ BWA- BALEFEEREE D Tagent; 0 5 FEHE K i chit 4 (Badura,
2000) FIL B FX BRASG G LAEZTAEAL 2 (75 AT o ,T*{Ffu’ BAE* p
e ﬁii_ﬁntfi&%llﬁté? VHsHp e g 4 T @ g ETE i kX ﬁ—wci}‘
ez A% ARE W 23;?3#3%" k{7 & % B (Pajares, 1996) o 4oyt Hf = =
MR S AT Ak B2 o

)

i’

%y

RN AT 0§ AL A RIS S MEEA kI 0 T
BRI TR HAOERARR ] AR E TR EHRHEEALIDY 2 T §
BERLDE LT GRTRRG AR P AT (B LAL

I AR BAFRERPEFL O A CRRPEERE?P AFE o R ER
B2EZIHE ¥4 RE  SEOBFEFEG HA i A - B i 4 %5 5%
CP AT R EA e T i A iE 2 {F F]2 (Bandura, 2000; Zimmerman, 2000) e

Y
»

J¢Bandura(1977)4% 91 p Ascar PEA Mk o BEREA Noakay 3 A A %frttéa gz

% AE 8¢+ #7 3 (Pajares, 1996;Stajkovic & Luthans, 1998) o 4oi& # - CRRA S
Flod s AmEd T 2 BT A€ RE - B (T ¥ (Pajares, 2003) o XIS K

FrEZIIFL =2 (DF2LREAITQRFRF %0 2 3)F 4 p sox

15



fo 2 H o B 4% F)E 2 gk 4 LT endp B AT 3 (Pajares, 2003) 0 3T # k A kg
% b3 # 7 (Joo et al., 2000) -

2.2.2. p Az Kk

Bandura 335 B8 22 p SAoni A ¥rehkh v B ;}gﬁ;,@,n_inliz\-,ik%
s RS ~ v IR E 4 78k jE (Bandura 1986,1997) ©

l. A d = i‘u;ﬁﬁ (enactive attainment) :

i@ﬁ*ﬁ@%%ﬁ—%‘ﬂﬁ@éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ*%
% ° Bandura(1982) %5 BAE:E 2 mé\{* B ¥IEIAEER P M E R S
BT B A o TG BAELG EE m%\ﬁﬁwfﬁéﬁaa SRy 4 PR f
AR iz BEARY %\q*‘u’ EAR SR R RIRA P A R ATE HeD
A K E R

2. F M5 B (vicarious experience).
BRI Y o ot A eald sk 5 o gk > o @ g g U S
SIS & o dodp et 4 iR EREEEIE R B B B SRR don e 1F .
3. v # #.JR(verbal persuasion) -
LR R = il A mii@“ P gz 3t =mapiRiEise
4. 2 1@ 3k f (physiological state) :

%@ﬁigﬁ@’wi%~%@£@*§%’#g%géaﬁﬁwo

M AT p AT L (cues) T B AR p AU oamar A = HET . HigdRs G AR A
;‘g(Gist&Mitcheu 1992) ° B15 ' 0 gl Az ehiE A 1R R Y FE R B
ROME Y AR IR ~ AFFER LA oL T R e 4 R R T ¥
BB 2 AP M a“if‘uz\' e F(attribution) 2 = 47 ¥ 003 (context) ¥ gt
PR ARG A ETE A B Y A AR R A o doRI3
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Eirg R

AP B = ﬁ*u

Fé&vfi&‘;‘_‘ﬁg& EFT'EF]A’\ ‘%q’ E'l 3\ 3T
2T 2 -

UK Attributional Analysis of — A

ALY S

Task Requirement Analysis

Experience

EAERE TR
Assessment of Personal and

Situational Resources

Bl 3 p 2o A= fr2 (4§ p Gist & Mitchell, 1992)

YB3 A e LRI B AL SR EF 7 P auE
BEARE G YTA e e BEARAE G AN, (self-appraisal) f 4%(Bandura, 1988) -

BE L FEEY S G Schunk %4 (20003 5 A B s e R kg B g2

B AT NIRRT A 5 T Ap

1.

FIEFE L f R TdER A o TRE S ﬁ%ﬁ?%~§ﬁ%&\g&\
ECE R S L LS R

f

PR rgd maiEpe g4 puk @l 75 Aok Pipiip e V@
M RRE ] i gﬁil g Asgie o ¥ AR e K;f:gp;, [ s ELA N
BY - KEFERE b HFRLBagE Fag 28 aikboamimd g g A%

~ %%

SRBEE e EF EHEL 9 5 ¥ 4B (norm-referenced): =& * 2 ~
HREUFLRHDLRE B LB ORE ML XTI Hp g ¥
g Y 5w 7 % e F](Pintrich & Schunk, 2002) o

SRR SR e SIEURE P SN £ TR T
@%ﬁﬁ%kﬁﬁﬁiéﬁ%ﬂ’&aﬁﬁnjﬁgaﬁi%gaag
Tt L afp L EY L o

BAER RTINS R L s R ERT TR T BB p e A
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AR 0T 2% PGl R L A Aok B g R AL B en
Z o F P A kE P e B mp ;k?‘;ﬂif%:;;,;‘gisas s g;ﬁ%‘?i 43 b
B ;‘“ e = 2 F’a}i Ar— 3R o

W

223.p Axii HE E B Y P B

?i%??{%ﬁ%%%’ﬁ%ﬁ\ﬁﬁwkﬁﬁﬁgi’&??%%i@’
ﬁy.%;mé»)]}%\xmmifppa HaAzFZ2 v d84 09 hiz 4o Fpigae sk &
4m§“%%@@xiﬁ’*ﬂﬁiiﬁigﬂﬁﬁ@mmm&&Mﬁﬂmmc

e S EE T L ES SRS S EIOLER SV E S

ps
BT R 4 o g~ 2 R R e QR

fl\-\ "H-\

Boigfid o BEFAROFY YR LA A ETT s R niE r s
Bl BRI EHEE o Q)n wF Y BE L 0 TAE 2 Pk qg R TR
¥ 2o p Aoma FIETET A (cues) o dkplgEii 0 B2 EHP L RFRZ RS ERNEY
BBV R FEHRFELE S o F rﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ?‘* »FV R

(Bandura, 1986,1993) o &4 &3 o385 B4 i A& Y F 4 sniedh o ©7 B F) 5
B 2Ry AR EEREE G G A E Y e pAGRE e A L

i# 2 el (Pajares & Schurk, 2001) | #rid S35 @ & 4 cn& 4 K3l — BB P ¥
BEELT oD EF A RIRRB LT U el g E ;I‘%L(Margolis &
McCabe, 2003) -

R kg > wp AAFFVERGAMALY » IR R AREY D
R AE FRPPBEVFS RS cop AAFEFY ORI HEHE > ¥4 0
AR 0 B4F pF & £ (Bouffard-Bouchard,1990; Schunk & Hanson, 1985) » F]@ 3 7

Feg Y g e R dep fries 3 S weh LM ER B HG
N PITTT T LSRR L DR ) Sh L G RELL DDA

2’ 2.

p At T AAS

ru

% (Pintrich & Schunk, 2002) -

g Ao B Y FE Y R A 0 B4R LT o BF Y e o
Bandura #7130 p Skt KR A ke Sd 2 BN ¢ A RIE > Ao B v AR S
Bomde ~ R REF)TAZ gt L kg Aot 22 P FL KT 2 RIEFEH
pegad il BFY FRY Y AR FR M-
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/. ﬂ . A5 %
?Ig p *7"‘ ﬁ\“P %353 % 7&3:
& I AR .
e b %]
e e .
N > o tAR A
i e i e
PR T TR
o 419K
B F1w AR

Bl 4 8% fraee B8p 2oea #4138 p Pintrich & Schunk, 2002)

FEFRERFE > FTROERZ N IEN 7T I G o ok kL R
FAMAHOE A LR FIgyg o FA TP ) %i’ﬁ?ﬁb%”ﬁwﬁ*%
Bafl i kg 04 o ok 8 Ao plelana e BagL 4 A
{7 5 27 {8 3K 34T K vk (Tsal & Tsai, 2003) » ~ ,T*wfxl#

THRHPHEEEEHETARE A EIHIE T o B e HARE YR IR A
% o %q‘%\iémi&;‘;mij s BT TR iE G FI A RS o PR TERF O 4o
57 BB EHED AN 0 {7 RFBE eI FTRAESEBRLRE > 9T
#1174 7(Bandura, 2002) ° @ $ P R LfE ~ FF L A0E TR AT o o
AR o o 2 gt p RNty 4 Bl #ici % £ h— B 3 % (Bastin, 2000) o

7 %ﬁi:}ig EAEE S m%‘f 4

2248 % FrAe v $p Aokan s g

Hp AR RAKF 0 p AN L EAF LB AEF g Y
o~ Ahe %0 6 L&0rs HaEIL T~ 9T a i i~ A S amu e BT 3
TIELLAPM o ded it AF YRR F o F e KRS 1
FRE AR RATAEBEFRTIAE S LR o AR L
gev Lo TG F QT VALE 2 AR A R T p Aokt e i

4 #-7% (Marakas, Yi & Johnson, 1998) H @ 3% 1 A B ¥ iz @ T % p 2 sy 2| ¥4
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FEVRBY BADEETFE S CFRIR S BADARDPFL RFH AL
B A L mméﬂ’- Fm A4 eI E (de i B g E) PR B (Compeau & Higgins,
1995) « 45 :

t-1 t t+l

B O p Asa ® e (B2 A Marakas et al., 1998)

AR ARl A A B (G A BT 3 TR R G
(Stajkovic & Luthans, 1998; Linnenbrink & Pintrich, 2002; Lindslay et al., 1995) > » i}“
5 BASHAREDPLAPEY Ao 24> 7 % B AT T Bl A Y
Bt oo 4ot A A EHFPTNW R I3 Mg Aoci Fend B LERT - @
XPp P RSF RLaPE o

1395 Hackman(1992) gL % > o] e @ 2 fi ¢ X 23 AR p 0] menflj: -
Fhpef Bl ise 4 Ap BBt ke B OE £ iE 4% 1 an(discretionary) #

R )
WAoo - Rl F AR ERERR

20BN RE rﬂ(amblent)E B4 o Fp o
d o fEt penflpe o R B AR B LG TAFEADER L ] B O
Ao E L eRFT G TR o

LApM o 3 FFRG

%

o f’éfr.vﬁ i’:‘;rns‘\-A\ o 4 ;j-;u{;;b BAAKK FEA LY LM B4
4
= 2

ém:h

Er AT ER
sp Arac G AR o A RAPMARR A b A8 2
Mitchell, 1992) -
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2.3 & %8 »xq¢ (collective efficacy)

2.3.1. § i rat &

Jewh i ’Lsr_/]‘ LG o BA AW EHA 1 F R E LG o oY
4 J%uﬁm/gii‘%gom"aigomj w3 Fmi IR R e
mp R sy '*,ITT GO A p Soakag ok s By $] e 4 7 & (Guzzo et al,
1993) o F]pt i 4w @ éﬁs Sl dTg HE R 04 AR e £ T Bk
it (collective efficacy) ; 2 & (Bandura 1997) o F]t j€4+ ¢ s e B4R A =0 i 44 p
Mg prA M B A Mo TR A A AT M R TER B -

Ao wEMTac AR AT oo ¥ ¥ & B 2 (group efficacy) 2 B £ »c 4
(group potency) ¥ -4 %15 7 * R i#fimgn 3 2 AL TLREE% o » %&{ﬁﬁ:
o & BT DT A T 7 A G B0M B A (individual) 5 & & E ) Tk
e 3% 5 (shared)inis £ 7 e m § 7 IR enfEfd 2 £ £ = ;% (Baker 2001; Bandura, 1997;
Gibson, 2000) - 4- Linsley  3(1995):% = B 48sciy £ BT MAB L5 friv 2 = F 2T
Fi(task-specific) s & M A B P e 2 J E g & - INA Jﬁ";;g;a B %8 > iy
B estp e ) i 4 @k b t(general) 7 4 (Chen etal., 2002) o — 4 k2 »
[B] 88 5z ¢ (group efficacy) & - B /| e $taF T @iz 4 7 4 0 & B4 (group
potency) &3t - i 4 > BT ER R M G (Guzzo etal., 1993) -
Fl#t Baker(2001) i B 32 7 & R 2cic (M )W 3 » B2 &> 58 4ok 1t
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Z 1 BRrs Ay (F2p Baker, 2001)

Prek EHE
BIE 2 BIE B A A PIE B R B
E IR ¥ b= ir e iEir
ES ﬁ"él EN B A @]{g
24K = EIE IE i)

\ BERBAGAELAR | BHMEAHEBE L
O APE

24 MG ME W R G

AT RREHEY  NB A EERL TR EAERE S
(Fernandez-Ballesteros, 2002; Mulvey & Klein, 1998)c & 5 sc# 3+ B E B A 22
SN S )I‘a'l PR L PHOFE SRR T B A S p 2 ) a4 s B
8 >t (collective efficacy)™ 2R & & f e R scae 5 BMAE st o B2 ARG E o
T wmBE e SR TR AR H NG R P AR B R B
FRYY AT Te R Hp siEnt A Mot 2305 & 4 ?3J (Gully et al.,

2002)

$ 8P| £ > Bandura 335 BB E P (DEE /) e B AT
¥ L FEE SRR ERN Y KT QS e B BT P
E 3350 4 enZ| ¥ K F7 7 (Bandura, 2000) - Earley(1993) #3127 & #8»%it #7+ it B
EPRERUBAF ) EL TR RS F T ERONEE L RAERFE ] B
i o F)W AR R RypBanduracnfF & BLEE K TR B2 TE B ks 0 ) B R
2 B AR B 5 2% 0] 2 AR 2 (Gibson, 2000) ¢

b el it A ‘%W“’ * R %Jf i E R B R iuAe(collective
cognition)i® X £ARF T AR F] 1 (1)d ¥ m HAZAR K AR B AF § x5 d ko
AR o (2) R Ap i B S T AR kAR Fawka T'F—‘F%(Gibson,
2%D’mﬁ mﬁw~&49§ﬁﬁo%ﬁ%ﬁ’éﬂﬁﬁ%%&%ﬁjﬁwﬁ

CAR¥F R R e Rl ] s 5 %7 B Tk (Mulvey & Klein, 1998; Little
& Madigan, 1997 ) -
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2.3.2. E®grae Kk

RypAT L da o e B B Mo &) i3 FoxG B &40 M (Riggs & Knight,
1994) o T ¢h gz de i ] MBS p AR ] P Rk 2 T AR
3 ®*7 B 7% (Prussia & Kinicki,1996; Baker, 2001) o F]p* e~ B2 F #F 0 iZ 33 £ BIG
55%35 i’i’lizg'f}?ﬁﬁ—f"’ AR T 7 FEOEBR T o R ] S snand| g 30
ATLR e Noday kBT e ARadek LT 0 B R 1%‘*;}‘%9 SERIHS &
10 B E TR4E B lfﬁ‘?? A BAH ) ERARDIET £ i a2 Y RgEKRS
#3 g f i i~ kR(Bandura, 2000) > % iz ) BiEiEE T M o &
CHEEFIW2ZE O HERER S~ EA N 2 FLAR N ERERTYAL O B
2. 4] o en ¥ £ I ¢ brdgt - 3k(Baker, 2001) o

&8s o072 14 Guzzo(1993) 32 > T A 5 B FE 2 e FlF o kel
FlAe TR SR BB -CFERRE A Lp FFeRLER NS 5%
oz 4 g R R o F]pt Bandura TRER N oxae e I KRR HREE Y B T
(bandura, 2000) » 4p B 77 e B hAL @S K2R ) 21F 17 fr42(Prussia &
Kinicki, 1996) o #7111 3% PjGd € sRavimenpl8h ki » e B0 & ~ 27 5 %

LIFE Y ERE RAR T AT AT 2 4reBl6 -

Bl 6 WA =Tk

FI b ek ok F o P R R R PRE Bl N BT
(Feltzetal., 1998) o & & (EH ¥ i ? » [ ? & f ¥ ehfz Ao w4~ p
vl ~ B A FE 30 X 30ELE (T8 Y Az 0 ie(Johnson & Johnson, 1999) -
ﬁi@ﬁﬁﬁT@‘H%E°K@M£*E°WREM&5E1$ﬁﬁmj@ﬁ
pegrrmEda s s pE s P LT RSP REERE L T
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Tpe 2 HEETEF MY R H) 23 et F (Fernandez-Ballesteros, 2002) o ¥ ¢
Little® 8~ BT LR N= B f;:"i‘ﬁ: R rae cn2|¥7 %)% ¢ (Little & Madigan,
1997)

‘i“?‘é

It

c

(DFAEFaddedpe FEvgRays g
Q) 4 $Hp e TG =+ Eirndki

()iB A B F R & (ven|f

34

VEAEMT AL e TR e n B Ed BHG AL D
AR FIUL A Ao R e AR APk H I B AN Ed p A
»eic #7 % 4% (Gibson, 2003) « F]pt e f % v 3F p 2518 K eg (Brown, 2003) % %

B4 B A p ANoggg s EH A MR 3 o

\\-\

¥R € RhAT AT £ AR Ak € v fi(social comparison) % f (Bandura,
1986) » it B REsci ot AR RRE NI B A R E e R v g o AR A H BEY
T FAak it %-'?5 1% I v 4k (performance feedback) € 4% & p # »cat o
B hodk B B AR W AV REIGREL B Y B8 e - T BB p Aoy
(Pintrich & Schunk, 2002) o4 % k- f,i HHE AT ] B E T A 4 & Tt do Pt
Pk anw AR ® B Ad et B A A S B i A 24 B (Hodges &
Carron, 1992; O'Leary-Kelly, 1998)># 3 #23Bip £ cni7 5 2 T X @4 ) o v? chi
M e

L F Rt ok o Bandura BERLG B RETACROT P A oama o @A
Kihe € R EMTy o REH Y Do E Fip AT T A2
,;kﬁg‘g-ﬁ s zp;,g.uk EdY ﬂﬁ-t[,h ‘E'ﬁsb" ;-,tag.uk 4 HREG 2.
JleRe A T T A AR o A H AR S M I ZT > BB A H
e amy 4 g R ke g A £ wf}ﬂ%*y C

=~ p A

;li
kil g m;,@fr"'\?‘é‘;gfg .

Bl lesargr g @ o Compion 3 (1993)er#= 3 dp dt > o] left Fdo=s B e = i
SO FHERE TR s EARGRI 1 IFSARE A BB E ol & B (critera)¥ ] B
FAERIER o PipE FF X ARk g A Moo i 2 B Ak g 2
8
2

R R %4@@ﬁ LRSS R
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4 % (Mulvey & Klein, 1998) > @ igd — w4305 € B BBF P 3 if 42k ~ B e
ENE PR A BRPPB G s ¥ *F Campion % (Campion, Papper, & Medsker,
1996)F# 5 % 3nh » & (B BABF AR EUZ A FiREd 228 -8
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1 xBandura(1986)ce + g Aoagiy KiRP o L KA Aoti B B
Flk od 28V B R GSHEp Aonac p b lics 498 iy kR
(p<.01) > &2 Banduraz_ # 2-4p + °

b 4 Marakas % % (1998):7% ”mﬁl Aoz HoAIA > F % p A 2%t (computer
self-efficacy)&_% & =% (multilevel)® % & # ch(multifaceted) o j& % 8¢ i e 5 5% &2
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B~ Tk H & p Aka ~ T EARp Aok

B A ep Nty

KX EFFp A osay T iE i
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BRa 120 T g T ek p Aooka B4 B ok edp B 588, F g
B (p<.01) o 7 & (FH 8P 2 T S imarz B A 4R B A w] B 496% 471 o
BE@<Ol): L EAPMARR IS N S BERYREE o p Ak B A (i
8 3 A 2 A M A S 0 B DR (22,04, p<.05) 0 fe T R ik Bk
f AR BE L (122,46, p<.05)35F HTF £ & ¢ 2 Baker(Q001)eF § F ke % - 4 e
RR A HEM R B M R R L BPIFAT A A o TP AT ML 8
gl A B FERART R A E G LR o T g R
FHRARSAHBUOCEHFS 25 22 X BN OERF (0] L
MR RMT LG A

F 12 p oac & B b L A

Awdw o TR . TE&E
Mean SD P Ak s * - X S
= 5 N PEN-N i

LR N 8489 672 -
RS 30.23  5.70  .271** -
w E AT 3045 611 247%*  588%%*a -
B R 30.56  5.30  .270%* 462**b  .564** -
T EFREAE 3047 553 0 332%%  A4D3%Ekc 404%* D3k -

** p<.01
a>b (t=2.504, p<.05), a>c(t=3.324, p<.05)

ﬂUjﬁﬁ?%éﬁﬁﬁﬁ%@ﬁﬁwﬁigﬁﬁ?iééK%%%o%ﬁ
A AL AL ER T T4k > A EFBRIT P Aot 2 2
B 4 Mo chB e 2d 21314150 242308 K f4pH >
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F 13 B kit B2 p Aookat &2 B Rl AP B L
Mean SD AR REAEEd Y wREM RMbe T
P BT A At irE R
Aa T %> % 8833 508 -
AREN 33.86 3.68 181 -
& ivw B Hreae 3277 5.38 195 S12%*a -
B 8o 32.54 4.80 192 265*%b 414%** -
TR 3245 4.83 156 366%**c A495%*  607** -

i EF

*p<.05, ** p<.01
a>b(t=2.53, p<.01)

FI3E Broa fez p Ao B X BRI AR AR o p Aot B - X B R
PR 9 APBE  E B F (p<01005,.0D)  BApMAZR P EE K o L R Erf Y
B X BERT AP AP A B E (pR05) o F LA B ot Y o p Y L 4R

o 2 % AT R o AR enR S A € BT L Hp ] i
TEF o 2R S ITRAR Yo BN E R R i B ETES 0 p Akl B B
R B R M(t22.53, p<01).°
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Ao PR AHE . TR
Mean SD X i L3 T
& i R i
Lah P read 8480 598 -
FIEAREd )Y 30.30 6.34 -.64 -
& v B 8ot 31.43 6.39 229% .559%*3 -
- R 31.26 5.06 .148 499%*h  526%* -
T X E AR
30.66 5.21 193 314%*c  405%*%  547%* -

AR Y

** p<.01 a=b>c(t=2.13, p<.05)
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5 it B
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EAR 26.53 4.17 - -
& T BT 27.16 5.09  -.025  .392%*a -
=3 R 2791 498 144 360**b  457** -

2832 5.74  .333**%  519%*c  411%** .603%* -

% p< 01, a=b(t=.32,p>.05), b=c(t=-1.98,p>.05)
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(t—2405 p<05) SR I = ;w Qﬁlﬁg&ﬁiiﬁ Vei K - Au b (TP b E R
LB a LG B DAFIE
Ao lERIRA P2 m;' FF 2 %IFL E 3.-\"?"‘3:EE'%2‘3">]L B o b B iEaR
s JHTEg] 2L A I s 4 BFRArG 72 > ¥ LB p AT
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21T % p AomaF g > Mo st T

mean SD p
t
3 o 3 ", (k&)
Ttk g 89.39 88.93 5.56 7.00 28 78
b:0 RS 33.65 33.25 5.26 4.68 303 .763
B AN 78.32 74.93 11.31 15.12 982 330

EiTim A 4239 3939 7.33 8.47 1.691 .096
T E iR s 34.03 31.46 4.16 523  2.097* .040
T X EFEp Aoxae 34.13 31.11 4.70 495  2.405* .019
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WALA 187 » ¢ X A A
{1 #t £ B (t=2.366, p<.05) -
3 | (22301, p<05) » fe £

b T

i T A FE LR (p>.05) ¥

AL o BG A p Aok e | B R4
Ml TR RARE & ITEARDEITRL AT G AT
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% 18 ¢ p AoicF w® o Moka st T
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N

T etk g 87.26 84.03 583 7.83 1.85 .069

= R 31.74 28.87 4.62 493 2.366* .026

BAY 7723 73.19 14.22 11.78 1.216 .299

&R 42.19 3781 6.83 812 2.301* .041

TR iEaEM 31.06 2939 529 495 1.289 202

TR EFEp A 3050 28.97 438 5.26 1.234 222

N & »cal BB =31 (g BB =31

&@ﬁﬁ%w’%&iﬁiﬁgﬁﬁuﬂi@ 78 H g fent @ e R o
PA R A EM o pe JemB il T aEFLR BRI ABA S
FrEL AL BT oS ALTRELREY IR G e n AT X ERE Mg R
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% 19 ™®p 5\%:9:5‘?5 BB o~ Mot fTB R

mean SD p
t
B i, 3 o (k)
TRtk & 7983 TRR4 65 10 KR 424 673

B R8T 28.86 27.32 4.69 5.31 1.187 .072
A H 74.41 7400 1327  12.92 122 903
LN 39.14 36.42 8.95 10.02  1.106 273
TR EIFEA 2934 2794 5.60 6.99 .859 394
T iEFEp A 2848 27.03 6.68 7.83 769 445

N- & 7 a BB =20 K3 B8 =21

g4, §REH ) ELRATHAEBABHNRL CSTRARZ BAIFET T
L2327

B AT chk R vss SRR R b kiR o kA ] ml % b AR -

F_L

Fho o B WA A hF 5 Bpoke o $o) B AW A ] eh$ okt PR E o
T e T AR R AT ) e R e BT - B At

E S O I S S

2020 PR EER VAR  BASE SIEALtY RS A

mean SD
v mTa vH EvA t P
Tres 8607 8396 833 8.38 2.071% 039
e 3052 2997 546 5.89 782 435
B BT 30.67 3048  5.14 5.44 298 773
B A A 7797 7465 1247 13.35 2.106* 037
& T R 39.19 4029  8.82 8.15 -1.063 289

v 4 4 #N=120
& w4 L BN=156
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TAEFABAIFL AR o

1021 TrEIS H Y REAFHE A

% i AU T4 fd A LTI F p
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w4 338.424 1 338.424 2235 136
E= 4 41190.463 272 151.436

R = =12(##&5 R T3 =.115)

FIPL AT e A B R R - Bk o 22V 0 ARt
Ao 3 g BT - BASY ﬂ'\/ﬁ,&}iigﬂ—\‘?‘% G I

B e e BT LR _«»# Bi(=32L,p=75) @ BAXE S H 0 RAT S
FF AT A EE AT w A e ( 7 %E?)’ T hBitsBAXNEIFE A w AR L
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p<.O0l)° Fe fehfFa)2 & 4 fonii > RIHAEHEF LY 7 2L kie- 7%
EE X
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Al E LTS P HBAR T BT EROE Mo BT o B

Fo LB LHT I Es FAERR AT B 2 ¥ Bandura(1997): 5 & 8
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BAang ~ B ) ERE S SITRAE T IEAE Mo 2 5 iﬂ‘ﬁ:ﬁ/‘w\%‘riﬁﬁ %

o~ Bk R R2 F AR? AF B B t
- BT 646 42 97.85%% 193 105.47** 178 192  3.68%*
A% R 225 557 535 10.27**
) ¥ ¥ 8.255 5.05%%

poAsTie 764 583 94.86%% 167  68.91%* 133 143 3.20%*
- B i 346 332 6.85%*
ool EaR .07 27 0 2.75%%
BT 258 393 8.30%*
W B 46 25ns.

BN - P (A27) p At B R 3 BRI T IR T NI E R o
B AAph %l 646 AR B EiE42% -7 L p Aok &2 s AR
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Plcrtie b fITWOR MR ST HFAR KTV REF P

Aorii oY fAoRiF AP REAR P f AR F R g Aoni 2 £ B 205 Y K
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T EARp AT 2%

F 28 ML g EZ AZ BRI BARFE L ITRLE TR IR ML ~ p Aok

RREEAHEL L

o R 241.156 2 120.578 5.158 008
i B p 2033.967 87 23.379

Bfe 2275122 89

Kol 94.022 2 47.011 243 785
A= fp 16808.600 87 193.202
B 16902.622 89

o 91.622 2 45811 672 513
& ITmE R e 5928.333 87 68.142
e 6019.956 89
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TR EFE

B Ry
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