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Abstract

This paper uses questionnaire survey and story evaluation to survey 400 university students to
explore the relationship between justice sensitivity and justice judgment, and the influence of in-
volvement of roles on justice judgment, as well as the influence of role involvement on the rela-
tionship between justice sensitivity and justice judgment. At the same time, this research focuses
on the influence of demographic variables on justice sensitivity and justice judgment. The results
show that: 1) justice sensitivity and justice judgment are significantly positively correlated; 2) dif-
ferent roles involved in the justice judgment. There are significant differences, and justice sensi-
tivity and justice judgment are significantly positively correlated when the individual is the bene-
ficiary; there are no significant correlation between justice sensitivity and justice judgment when
individual is a victim, observer and perpetrator; 3) justice sensitivity has significant difference in
gender, region, family socioeconomic status, household registration. Justice judgment has signifi-
cant differences in the family socioeconomic status and disciplines.
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AR A WS EEE RS EF M IET 40042 REAEHTHE, RAAESBEMAEHBKXR. At
B A TEH BRI U R A B AR A ESUERMEMNA EXEZ FXARKEW, FRNEREAIESRME
MAEABIAO%EREHE. £RRH: O AESBRELESNAEANSTBEEMR: @ AFRA
BBATAEAKMFEREEZR, S MMEARNEACBAN A ERBREEAIEABEE MR, %
NE. REE. WEEACEBATHEAFEREMR; @ ALEBRBRIEANER . M. KEtt2E5h
fr. WEHEANDERE FEREE, ALHKEEZNMRXEX ST EERBE.
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1. 5]

Schmitt (1996) 57K A IEAE A — Bl 2 ARG 51 N0 BRAEAF ST, Ath 5 ks A TEBURE (Justice
sensitivity) & XA “MR BB U8 5 3 AN 2 T 1R HE S5 A% BRI Ffr 605 2 (19 A 23 TE A0 HH AF R 2 o7 Ff e 2 e
(Schmitt, Gollwitzer, Maes, & Arbach, 2003). Schmitt £ NN A IEBUSEAL S 4 Fhpli sy 255 A IERUK
P 55 s IERRUBE L 19138 A IERRUERME | e 3538 A IE MU (Schmitt, Baumert, Gollwitzer, & Maes, 2010).

“ %2 FH N IERURNE (victim sensitivity)” #if H Ol AN IEXRFIN BERS M HRBTHIAT S fitn), 55 M A
IERUB M (observer sensitivity) " 45 2478 2 fth N\ I8 52 A IE XIS B85 H R i 12 A 28 1E R AR AT A, it
T8 IE UM (perpetrator sensitivity)” $5 298 ML i@ A A IE R 7 ik B S3RFIR 3R B BGERI1T N
e, “ 490 2~ IEBUR A (beneficiary sensitivity) 45 ££ — 7€ 15 357 TSN FA N T2 3hik BETREFF AIAT Jutbi i .
Schmitt 25 A 7E 78 [ g AR 70 R BIME )L sk 2 N 11 24228 B B AR 28 IEBBUBS M (Schmitt, Baumert,
Gollwitzer, & Maes, 2010), {HZ ENAHRHEFED, X B A~ EFURTEN DR ER 08, ARTEA
TR E N IEBURIE RS 5, A B IR R s iR 5%

2 IEFI Wi (Justice judgment) 454X FH4F 24 1E 5 5 Bt (A, 2 MR L B A min 05 K
(Jasso, 1994; Sabbagh, Dar, & Resh, 1994)B 43 J5 & 1 A0 5 2(Ham & Bos, 2010; Ran, Aarts, & Ferguson,
2005)Fr it A IE S BTG, & —MIAFIE AR, T IEBUR R — R AR, BE RN EANE. (H
S E T REAAAE —EHRR . AU TR 250 2 1A W7 DRSO IR SR 1% 28 04T 9 JSObE
(Gollwitzer & Rothmund, 2011; Hiel, Cremer, & Stouten, 2008), i 2 IEABUBAEAE N — TR & ) A A% 45 5
(Schmitt et al., 2010), WA FEL0F A ERIWIF= A0 . X, AR, A EGUERHE ST MEEARAIE
HOP A B G R RE 2 AR, MZEARNAIENS T8 &P (Baumert & Schmitt, 2009). {H
& H AR T A IEGURPE AT 2 TR 2 R LR R SR> . IR R I, AFEMEENTAME
FEAN O TE A 1 15 46 AR IR AN [6] (Mikula, 1994; Mummendey, Linneweber, & Loschper, 2010), 18 H §i%f T
FOAE NFEM 23 IEFIWT I BB S AN, R L ARHIT SRR A (0 AR TE I T (R 520

ik
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Schimitt $& H7EA 2 TE S Hd 5 0 & 2 5558 it 3 | 55 W E FI43 R0 35 D94 A €445 A (involvement of
roles), BN3%&-455(occasion-specificity) I s RN « 8 W AR PAF M ELLER —FHFHEERRE
RS, WO TR FUR ], I ME AR 225 A, IR B B A — AN 3 (Gollwitzer et
al., 2001). 7E R X B (Mummendey, Linneweber, & Loschper, 2010)PAK 2 1E4T A (Mikula,
1994) I FE A R I, H 85 A bt e (0 17 40 5 BOR T S S A0 A o DTG A B b A 8 2 TE Uk
I TE I T2 18] 1R G 38 PT R 32 AN A A .38 N IR

AHIE T RAE A TEBBUBE R A TEFI W 2 TR 50 3R, IR ORI A (A A6 2 TE U T FR) 52 DA SO0 2 TE Uk
PEFIA IERIW 2 A 2C RIEZI,  [FI 208 A IEBUSHERT A TEAIBE N O 8 EZER . RFFRK:
O AEFURERAIEAW EA G @ M N A 52 A I 1 B R 2, R 2 520 2 1E B
H5RIEAWRRWEERZER; © AIEGUREMAIEAMEERIE AN 2T E FEREE.

2. ARAZE
2.1. #iR

B R BE AT AL 2 77 30 43 i AR PR K 2 A 400 44, 4k 50 P 76 b JeR 25 4 18] 32 AN 48 7 RO T R A
A 24 354 Iy A 184 4, A 170 43), B 2R N 88.5%. F:Brilim %t 6 4, %
REHE 348 >, AREAEZEN 87%. Fr T EdE B AR (168 )Mt 2R 52102 ), #RER 17~27
£ (M =20.12, SD = 1.7).

22. ARTEHE

2.2.1. EXFRE)E
S HGRN CEA E, tER). ER . R, Bk, AR BRI, FEL TR R
BESRHY . AQRESE SO FEE 25,

2.2.2. AEHRENE

3 IEBUERE R F Schmitt 45 A\ & 1] i) 23 IEBUR A 532 (Schmitt, Baumert, Gollwitzer, & Maes, 2010)Jl &
KA G, ZERAEE 4 MER, AT 10 MN%E, RAAAES(-BARES, S-HEERG), [BEY
KT 0.94 (Schmitt, Baumert, Gollwitzer, & Maes, 2010). Z5& CHEAAHIR N B ERITEIFE, FiEL
TR SCRH PR G R AT T B s e 56, 25 R BoR PRG3R v T SONBRE 1 AR T A IR
BN E. IR TR, REE. HUE . SR EEE A ERUEE SERNE SR
539179 0.71. 0.70. 0.76+ 0.77. Jak i)+ N — B &% Cronbach’s alpha = 0.93.
2.2.3. AIEFIETRYNE

AHI R S VPRI B A A IR R W . 5038 8 U5 RIE T R AN S A R S AR AR R A S
AR I N IEFHAFIIR, FE L 500 Fridk WA AT HIWT, 19 3 BAG 505 N AU o TEHI Bl . i
FEEWMF T RE 7THUHE . ZFE. WFESRE WMAFE R A, RAEEEEAT 2 10 AL IE
MG, ERYPREIR B M OHA N EFAHAT 5 S (-AAT, 5RAT). BAERB#EE
YRR AN TETIAA . AL R EA . F S SIS
3. IRER
3.1. REFIEHAOZETEESH

BoalAE 2~ IEFIWTIR B RI1S 70 ME 8 123.08, ER LA 200 77, WfERBONEE RE09/NT 1,
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Table 1. Descriptive statistical analysis of justice sensitivity and justice judgment
= 1. NIEHRMS QA EHIMNER ST 9
AR E M (SD) Min-Max AR M (SD) Min-Max

ZEHH N IEBURYE 25.9 (7.13) 9~50 Jith 35 o> TR 29.23 (5.65) 18~40

SE W A IERURE 26.25 (7.08) 9~44 P32 A TEH B 30.1(5.39) 19~40

130 IE U 27.6 (7.58) 9~47 2 F A TR 32.01 (5.84) 13~40

il T 3 T U 26.26 (7.67) 6~47 FE A T A 31.74 (5.19) 15~40

A TERUBE S5y 106.01 (26.86) 39~179 A IEH 123.08 (16.68) 60~181

NIEHWLE . ZEHENEHBE S 5WE A IEAIWE S 5F1E A IEFIWE 9 fit 5 2 A 1FH
Wi S R PR EER .

NIEFIBE AR EAAE R 2R, AARREE R 1 1R A B 5K T SR 22 28 A 1 A IERBUK
P (r (264) =-2.30, p < 0.05, d = 0.29).

A R BEAE 2 2 BT (1 24 1) 08 IE P W AEAE 28 M 22 57 F(2, 340) = 3.28, p = 0.039 < 0.05, ° = 0.19,
KA G AL AN EHW R E S TRREA ST, . mRESEFFHA KFERIE
FIW AR AAFAE R 25 SRATTA 2 A PR AAE A EAWR EMR s AEEREER. MR
AN IE AT b 22 R AT ORI, R B RN A BN AGAERENER . RK¥EEAE
FIWT M AFEER AL ZE R

3.2. ABRBAQEFIEHIRNG

ANF A NRIL T A IE WS AAE B E 27 F(3,341)=5.07, p<0.01, °=0.043, H)5tE
W REIR, FUWEAIEARM = 31.74)EE &S THESE A IEAEM = 29.23), ZHEHFAEHABM =
320 m THEH A A, 55 WE 52HE ZEAEAKSRY EAFERERER, BRFEM=
30.01) 5t HEE Z H{EX AN E P AR ERES .

33. AEHBMHNAOZEER

YUK A A TEBURIEIIE Y 106.01, ER LA 200 4. WEREBRER RE/NT 1, RIES
IR e A IEBURME M EE R EAAAE R R, ENME B LA EBUREEE S T B, BREAE
UM LR E ST S Z2HE . WHEFMZNE A EBURTEYER 2 R AR, (HIE Lk s T
%TOAEﬁmﬁE%ﬂLﬁﬁmaﬁﬂ,m%@~ﬂMLp<o%,Q%ﬂ S 2E A IR

SRR T A SRR A IEBURTE . 2 F 8 A IEBURME. S50 A ERURME . 158 A IEfus
it 35 3 oy IERURAE B AR 2R 2 AR B B E LT 2R 22Kk 2).

T2 HR 1986 A4 tH P 8 3518 KT RS 17 Kl 4 PR 2R o R = AN X3, R8s mh R P 0 P R 5 AR I A TE
BURTE M AEAE B E 2R, F(2,341)=5.86, p<0.01, 7*=0.034, ZKI¥4BELTIOESEAE, KB
P AEAEREZE R Ry T RN HE A IEBURE R Z RS RE R, F(2,34]) =
9.47, p<0.001, ' =0.054, K& < ¥ < T K. . PR SWHE A ERURMEGERE ER,
F(2,341)=8.13, p<0.001, #°=0.047, FO#8EE = TR AP, AL R %53 3).

IR E BRI I ra L5 X3, BT A A IEBUE R (M = 113.52) B s T AWM =
99.2),¢(343) =-5.12, p < 0.01, d = 0.53. H 1, SZ5HEH A IEBUBRNE(d = 0.48) F W A IEFURE(D = 0.56)-
PSFIE o IEBUBNE(d = 0.44) it 4 A IEBURTME(d = 0.52)m 2 AE B B m T 224, p<0.01,
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Table 2. The differences of justice sensitivity in gender and discrepancies

2. RIEHRMAMR. FRER

4 531 % M (SD) 4% M (SD) t p d
O3 IEBUB A 2 4 103.35 (25.79) 109.40 (27.56) -2.10 0.037 0.26
P30 A IR 26.75 (7.31) 28.65 (7.74) -2.34 0.020 0.25
ZEF N IEURNE 25.40 (7.18) 26.55 (7.02) -1.50 0.136
W A IEBUSRE 25.60 (7.00) 27.09 (7.06) -1.95 0.052
Jith 35 > IERURE 25.60 (7.24) 27.12 (8.04) -1.83 0.068
ZF E %X M (SD) #£4x M (SD) t P d
A TR = 5y 101.93 (26.8) 112.85 (26.63) -3.24 0.001 0.41
1903 N IR U 26.48 (7.60) 29.39 (7.40) -3.08 0.002 0.38
ZEF N IERURNE 25.14 (7.13) 27.47 (7.30) -2.56 0.011 0.33
S A IERURE 25.25 (7.09) 27.89 (7.12) -2.95 0.003 0.37
Jith 3 > IE B 25.06 (7.81) 28.10 (7.12) -3.19 0.002 0.43
Table 3. The differences of justice sensitivity between the east, central and west
3. AEHRRMNER. B ABER
i3, ZREB(n = 128) R (n = 108) Pk (n = 97)
M SD M SD M SD F 7
2 HFH AN IERURME 24.13 6.82 25.92 6.67 28.16 725 9.47™" 0.05
FEFE A ERURE 24.66 6.63 26.29 6.87 28.39 721 8.13™" 0.05
Jith 35 o> IERURE 25.36 7.5 26.26 7.23 27.56 7.98 234
FRFIE > IEGURE 26.73 725 27.47 7.22 28.79 7.96 2.12
A TEBURIE S5y 100.88 25.28 105.94 25.41 11291 2791 5.86 0.03

N IERBUR M R EA S A Br A, EAFAE R E R A FRE S i BN . 2 BT
AN =AMBIR R . TEREA R AT IR R & B, RAF 2B B ik, WACREZ
HE IR POV FKEEW = AT 704, IRIUK @A 2 A T AL R G 3R bR . AR AW
SES = (0.756 x SUEZHERE +0.765 x REEZHEEE + 0.758 x SCEHNE + 0.724 x BEERE +
0.757 x ZEE NI HUN)0.566. FiEFEA SES 704ii, f/AMEN 6.64, KN 40.93, FKELTHIALTE
SmBEANERESS) NT 1, BARRIES . B, BRESFHAIZIRE > L N=50, KRESR
BrHAL(PES) 6.64~17.23) &5 BEL BFHIAL(17.23~26.18) 1 1 5% BELE B HA2.(26.31~40.93)

FH EAFEEA S AP AL SES. 1 SES K SES) 22 AR 1 48 IEBUR M 4y 52 3238 /8 IE U
SN IERURE . BRI E A IEBUSHE. HiEE A SRR ENES . SR ERUSEY 230
HIK SES 224 2 3% T-+h SES A filim SES 2#24E, 1 SES 2%/ 55 SES 24L&l A IERUS M 2 F A B
E(FE 9,

SR AR [RI 2RI TT 0K 2 A A IE RV JB i 77 E B35 M 22 57 F(4, 338) = 6.68, p<0.01, #° =0.09.
ZEF L FIFE L AR FE R EE N ERURES RS ER . A EUBME S R DA I BUS M R
MRS, Hrh 2nm, 28 > &N > BRI > W > BSWi/ERET . RE KR ZHEN
KEAER A ERUREEZE S TA SN MG MBI RSEA; RN SHEAREAE, BHW.
T A I/ BT 0K AR I A IE B M EANFTE B35 2 R (A IEBUBRME A WK 5)o BUNARATRI 2 81
ZIIAFEEREZR, FRANYS 285 KFHMBIN T AEREEZR, B, RN S EFEAR
H I BRI REA G T R AT IO AR TSGR B, DU IEBUERME (2 EH d = 0.67, 55 W% d=0.57,

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.812207 1782 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.812207

bR,

3 d=0.58, HFEHE d=0.67)FIAIEFBMELIN(d = 0.68)FEREWR S 257, p<0.01, KN ZH
B3 T

Table 4. Variance analysis of justice sensitivity in different SES

= 4. NEREMSEF MR QA EGREFEST

FREASGTFHALEA (KRR LT AL R FEAL A DR HLAL [FE i Zamg 2t 3 LY VA
(n=113) (n=116) (n=114)
M SD M SD M SD F s
2 AN IR 27.95 6.78 24.88 7.45 24.82 6.78 6.95” 0.04
55 W A IR 28.22 6.14 25.18 7.87 25.3 6.76 6.95" 0.04
FRFIE A IR 29.77 6.68 26.15 7.79 26.83 7.82 7.60" 0.04
it 5 oy IR AU 28.17 6.49 25.21 8.35 25.34 7.74 5.54" 0.03
A TERRUEAE B 5y 114.11 23 101.41 28.81 102.3 26.81 8.23™" 0.05

'p<0.05, “p<0.0, "p<0.001 (FH).

Table 5. The mean of justice sensitivity and justice judgments of different kinds of city M (SD)
F 5. BWHFRLEGRME R L EFIETESR M (SD)

NS 28 By Hh g i A F w”

N IE UM .5y 113.99 (24.50)  118.09 (19.15) 101.00 (23.14) 100.55 (27.90)  96.83 (30.59) 831" 0.09
BRH ATERUREE  29.52 (7.06) 30.02 (6.41) 26.11 (6.33) 26.68 (7.83)  25.48 (8.80) 5.01™ 0.06
ZEFANEGEE  28.03(6.90) 28.38 (5.14) 24.68 (6.58) 24.62 (7.46)  23.59 (7.46) 6.68"" 0.07
FME A IEGUEE  28.05 (6.33) 29.57 (5.70) 25.29 (6.58) 24.17(7.33)  24.17(7.74) 7.36™ 0.08
EE N IERUREE 28.39 (6.90) 30.11 (5.40) 24.93 (6.58) 24.63(7.74)  23.59 (9.14) 8.76™" 0.09

3.4. FRIABEARAOFZE T AEHRMES QA EFIMTEIEX ST

N TERUBE Y 555 W3 A TEPIWAFAE 535 IEAH R (r = 0.183, p < 0.01), A IEHUSEM R 52 EH .
BRE . EEA AW ARFEREMK. SWE. 2EE. BELZALBEESZ0E . 2FH.
TN IE R [ SIAAFAE A G, A3 R38R BB M 5 15 R 28 0 1E AT 2 2 4 5 (r = 0.237, p < 0.05).

B2 EFH N EGUSRE. SFWE A IEBURIE, 958 A EURME . i3 A IEGUSRME. A IERUSE
A5 ATEAWZ MY AFE R, WLt DURh A IEBURIE S S BFE R E 59 C. dbr2HE
HAERUERME . B A ERUR M. BRE A EBURE. JEE A EBURME . A ERUBRME LS5 A EH
Wi MY ANAEAE ARG, 1M pd 77 DU R A IEBUE N 5 S S AP 7E B TS5 G . AT K2R3 W A IE
Ut 18R A ERURMES A AW FE BTG, MR A EBURNE . s A ERUSRTE
SN ERIBAE REFIAHOE, IR 2 KA A IEBUSME R 5 4 IE AW BT RREMSE
GRS A 32 3 AN IE U . S50 A IEBUSE . 13RI A IERRURRPE . i A IERRUE . A IER
JRYE R 5 A TEFIW 2 MIAAAE R ARG, TR, SR E AT AL KRB AR B G R
PRGN M3 3 2 RS AL 2 SR TR A TEBRUBME AT A IE R W o R 7= AR — BRI (GE 6).

NS0 A IEBURPE R A TERIWT R, DLA IERUSRM N B AR R, AEAWCh AR, W,
(R k) IR 2 . FKEA S AT R S, BEATEE TR, RNFERIB SR, KS¥EAIE
TR o2 T 4] 7 A L 1 A P 42 2 (B= 0.203, SE = 0.013, r=3.11, p < 0.001), KA IEHURME 5iEHA &
[N AR, 2 RSS2 TE A 1 52 e A2 B 4 K(B = 0.224, SE = 0.015, 1 = 3.026, p < 0.01), H
FIFE R A B = —0.013)AIE £ IR (B = —0.07) K2 A 24 TE RS X6 2 1E JI W2 6 ) T 1
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H, MALZE SRR T KA (B = 0.067) AR FEAL 2 28 5 Hu A FR A SES (B = 0.092)5%F 2 1F JI i 1F ) T 4
A

Table 6. Correlation analysis of justice Sensitivity and Justice Judgment indifferent demographic conditions (r)

6. NEIAOZEFHTREFRMES QA EFIEIHEX I (1)
2HEHIS SV FRIF IS MEEE IS JS Ay

‘ Piacs 0.08 0.07 0.141 0.11 0.11

i 7k 0.26" 0217 0.28" 023" 027"

Je77 0.03 0.01 0.09 0.03 0.05

At B 0.28" 0.24" 0317 0.29" 0317

N IEFI W ‘ RAf 0.13 0.17" 0.17" 0.12 0.17"
e W 0.19" 0.121 0.24™ 0.20" 0.20"

fik SES 0.28" 0.25™ 0.30” 0.24" 0317

SES ' SES 0.08 0.08 0.11 0.10 0.10

7 SES 0.07 0.05 0.181 0.14 0.12

4. Wig

AW FERTE A IERBUBME A A IEFIWT IR R, 45 RERYI A IEBURE S5 2 IEH B A7 AR AR 2 25 A1 S,
RSER R CAI AR, RIE RS E AR BT 2 IEBURAE R A 2 1EHI W7 (Gollwitzer & Roth-
mund, 2011; Hiel, Cremer, & Stouten, 2008), AN M EHN FAEIE A A IE FAH B 1% 28 F1FE WA [7)
(Mikula, 1994; Mummendey, Linneweber, & Loschper, 2010), &I a3 N &2 IEHI W0 EZE R K &,
AHIFFEAESE T A (A NFE I A TE T .

[FIRF, A 00 R A (s NI A TEBUBRME A A TEAIMT Z B R &R S MEME RS W ER, AlE
UM B R 5 IR R B ARG, RIAAMARAE S A 536 NOIRAS T A TR B W] RATI0I 23 1E B
ER, AMAENARIEFAR G RE, AMEEAA N EFFRRZEE . WEESSAEN, &
TEBURAE XS 24 TE AT AN BA TN AE T, o] DUHEDN AN A 75 3R 28 A 28 TE BBURRE A0 28 1E 4 W7 22 1) 5% 23 1) 22
SRR o FERH AR (0 N B IEBRUR R AL IE RN W R AFAE —— X R R R R, RARAE AL
BRURAE AN RN A TR R E AR, SRR OB ANAZME— 20 A IEBURME A A TEFIW R R,
FERFRATAN NAEA L IEAE St e 13K 7 2 A IERURE 5 23 IR Wr 2 8] 1Y) 25 2252 e [ 3%

AFFRI, A IEBUBMEAM A IER W SR R B B3 m T B RR R, SRR & Uk
(2003) I 55, ALINA BARBLER NSO SR A BRI, B, S MMEWSEEZ A AR,
A PR AL b B — FRAB LA OO E I B2, 10 SRR AR A BL 9l
PRANARAE(DE AL, 2009) 0 23 IEBBUBAEAN 22 1E 0 Wy 52 o SRE MA R 13 2 B A IEXT AR BIATL, DA
NS R T 25 5 405 0 v TR T BBURR A 8 H TR 1 2 1 A

[F, BRI, KB G BT RS A o IEBUBYER A IR RIS 2% & T m R REA 40t
AR 224, B 5 I 22 DR LR AT 2y TE B MR AN 2 IR A TR R i 3 o X — 500 SRR LA F 3
BT FEEE R(FK K, FIF#E, 2014; FOKE, ik, &, §1/h 5, 2015). ALEBURERTEZE ST
R, i ESE R BRI T IR AR, S5 R A ERURHEAL, XFPZ S5 Schmitt et
al. (2010) I FL 4 18— 3.

s KRB R T O A IE RV B RS B m T AL a5 70, BTy N2 IR AR AR 32 St
ZE S NV R EIX — 2 R R ST IR, BT AN AR T7 NERAAR 3 U 1) SE 5 (S ek, AR,
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TRUL, 2016), A4 3 SCI A SE SR I AMA S B B R 38 40 OC B9 A TR BUBME (U /5002 2 TERRUER ) BE 755 (Wu et
al., 2014). Vliert 25 AN IE K ISUEAETIE - B FF R ARIEH X 1 MASEAR I SCHE 5% (Viert, Yang, Wang, &
Ren, 2013), KA IEGUBPEPGEHL X & T R IX o A IERUS M R 2 & T 551, Schmitt X7 [F 47
R A P A AH B & B(Schmitt, Baumert, Gollwitzer, & Maes, 2010). i [ 8 & B #2538 A IEBUSME:
BRSPS, SZ3E AT S T A IEBUSERAC . AR VO T2 1 A2 A A Be
SR e, EAEMEFEI LA IEBUSE R E F 10 i E ER #A(Bondii, Hannuschke, Elsner, & Gollwitzer,
2016), AHIFFE LA S AR AT TR G DRI H 0 2 35 1 47 8 R 27 ) 22 5

AHIE T R IWMON 22 520 28 TERBURAE AN 3 TE W, R B BEAR DL 2 18 B 2 TERSURAE AT 23 T 4 My
IR Z5i58(2014) I E(2014) R II, AIRAL 2B 238 8 IR BIAN A R D A At AT T 58 22 ot 21 | &
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