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Abstract

Future time insight refers to the individual’s cognition, experience and action (or action tendency)
of the future. Many studies have shown that future time insights can significantly predict learning
inputs. The purpose of this study was to explore whether the learning phase (secondary and uni-
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versity) has a moderating effect on future time insights to predict learning input. We used time
perspective scale and study engagement scale to measure 1258 undergraduate students and 1378
middle school students. Through the statistical analysis, the results showed that the learning stage
has a moderating effect on future time perspective to predict study engagement, and that middle
school students’ future time perspective can better predict the extent of their study engagement.
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1. 518

A RUFIF RIS T T &AW B 2 B 2 O B, AT T IR 2 S R WG A 5 1%
SN ZBNRRH Schaufeli 45(2002)5¢H, Al A% TN R TR —Fh 5 5 SR SRR, 7R SE
KEHCIRAS, 8% Ji(vigor). ZE ik (dedication) F14F: (absorption) = AMNEE . 1 J1 R F8AMARTE 2 3] A7 I
ANRIIRE A, AEBE B AR AR FIEE, FEaTLUN 7% I AR RS ) Bk MAX 2 ) H &
RS FI A B2, 1T DLLE MR A SO BN STy By @ 38 IMARTE SR kS 70 2% 21 B I T DU S 2]
fartii /e . Fredricks 2%(2004) Kuh %5(2006) & #EAT i X 2 ST BN G AT 7T, UM 27 I BN I = 4EFE 451
BA B AR E . TKk% (2005) M FEUE B 17 B K54 5 B & S5 B AMIF T RIRE 22 ST HOGIRBL .
Appleton 25 A\ (2006) I\ 2 ST A 24 T — Aok & (meta-construct), 7T LN E AL — K F 2B 7R 2
HE SRR RIS B, FOAMIN R BN DO 5 AR R IR 2 Hor R RS B — i .
Schaufeli %5 A& H 12 S BN ML A BAT BUBIE RS SCpb R et HA R Z90ERFT, LA T N
TR 2 S TR B SRS V(Lo 0gfe, 2011). DMEGFZHIREY, HIHR/AE
AR [R5 ) 2 18] B BN K &R

RS (8] %2 7] (future time perspective) 2 i [A]7F £ 71 (time perspective) I 4EfE 2 —. A AR AR
LHRE N, FEFEMEE T HOHM S . P57 (2004) 82 H, MAZK LA time perspective #H3
SRS 77, A B TR 58 77 08 T —Fh NASREE, B AR S R T AMAOG B TB] A ARS8 R AT
AT o TR0 AR RN (] 4% 77 50 A& 48 A AR SR [R] R 3X 28 /%52 F14T 4 . Seginer FI1 Mahajna (2003)iA 7y,
AR SR )R %52 ) 72 B AMA DA A BB IR A Vs TR A S AR R, A2 M T I AR TR AR R . ok
HE(1998) W AR (B 5E J1F 1 BRAE 1 52 S, AR MK A BN AR [ 8% 7 58 SO AMARTE B A7 ) ) B
X AR () A R L %6 B S M FE R TICA A BE R (0 MAO A SR T RIFI R AR 1 E 20, il an—
BOE A WA RSN R AR (] A3, BN RE R JLIR: T RE SR e MR AR 1 B &
KK RIEMREE o FA TR KIS (R EE 7] DL 7 S RN T B SRR B, X P EE ]
CLEZMA MR TIAT N o AKRE RS B N, X R R A & B iR s S o 2 A %%, AT
AEHUAS ) o

ASKT A5 A HAREFRIBINLME, ASRET S )50 N8 2T A Ok, WA CH
REBNEEIF AR, HAEITE). REMFRERUESE, XF2ARd, AR AL 55 /AR R
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BEAT),  ARSRISH RN EE 0] A R T 2 S) HFI b S (Bowles, 2008). Barber 25(2009) T 7 %8, 1
REEATRR, AR RS Sy a2 AR 58 Gy U m sl i, A 2ot i B AR R PRI 9L, A3 T M
FIEE F e R 4 (2013) FRIHIE FT 4 B W R R A1 52 7 524 A I 2l 4 2 TR 5% 28 Bk 2 R IR ARG,
-5 20 s RN BRI 8E 2 [R5 R SR B I ARG, IX R HA o ] 24 AR Y R SRS AR 82 06 2 ST BN %5
B ITRIAEFH o AR AT TRIT 5 5 A 272 A0 T 2l Sy AR AR, AT DUSE 4 M A BRI i 2 [
M G 2 A AL TR 45 (201.3) AR 2 A AIE BH A SR AT %% 7 6F o 23 A= (1 2l e 5 1 ) O FH
Xof o [ BR B AR ) 2, AR B g [T R LSR8 IE [l P ST N (0, 4K B, 2011).s

FRATT0E A SR R 82 g n] LA 3 1 IF ) 00 2% ST HEN AT E P TR 2 O AR R A
By XEREEAETE SR o U HE(2020) I FUHR H 2 ST H N — A BN i A R TR 1 T FE AR, R
FREHE RN IR TR IR RE T, A0 T AR SR R (1 A5 FE 22 B A AT B ARV AT 3
AT AN IR 2 ST B B 2 A AV R ST I B AN R, 2 S BB AT REANA . DR, ARBEFCR, 2]
7 Bt 2R SRS TR 252 T 2 S BNV AR B, B0 o 2 A ) oA SR )3 452 ) B v B S 25 M TN 2 > 5%
Ny REEAE I AR SR A1 552 7 T % 2] BN BE ST PR

2. ARF=E
2.1. WARIR

AIFFCR A AL, RN 53t 2636 42, BiEARIA: 1258 4, HA P4 382 4, 2k 876 4;
RSN 20138 £2.011 & . et 1378 42, H B4 667 42, @A 711 4 PR N 13.640 £ 1.749 %5,

22. fiRIR

Xof A SRS [R]3I %  r i, ASHIT 9 i P L 2 B (RO 3R (ZTP) (IR « L2, 290 - [,
2010), PLERAE 6 MNERE, LAY 66 88, AR T H A AKRK HIREE S BRCOEFE « HE
Z, Yy - fOME, 2010), LES 1I3AMEH, RA S5 ALy, LRER “EEATE”, 5K “5%
ERFET .

ST ENBIINE, ATk ] Schaufeli 25 A (Schaufeli, Martinez, Pinto et al., 2002)4w#l, J7 K1z
NQO0BYEIT 2 N ER . IhREBAEEM. THEAE =AY, B3 17 88, KA 7 855
oy, L3RR “DREE” , THRR “BRAFER” .

2.3. itk

T H spss22.0, KA AR EAT AR IE . B SRR AT IR IR By b 22 AR AR 22 A AL, SR 53l
HEAT AR R (]I % 1A ST S AT, XM e REGIAT Z 08, AL AT EE
MR IR (K E 48, IRE, 2003).

7_ Zr —Zr,

3. ARGR
3.1. FIMEBERKRTEIFEAQFEIJ/A LHNERRLE

BTSRRI TR 8 M2 S NS AN LR T2, SRRV BON AR R, ST
By AR R, HEATMOSIREAR K, SRR 1 PoR: KREAEAEARSKRIN R %) LR B35 0T
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24 (p <0.001), FESASIRABES) B R 0 B3 KT KA (p < 0.001)

Table 1. Middle school students and university students scores and differences on the test results of future time perspective
and study engagement

F 1L OPEE AFEERRMEREND. FIRAMEWAFNEMEENSSERER

22 (M £ SD) K24 (M £ SD) tfE
AR a3 22 ) 3.254 +0.254 3.303 +0.439 -2.478"™
= DIEIN 4.377 +1.166 4.071 +0.895 7.296™"

*

¥: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, Tp<0.001, LLFEEMMAE.

3.2. F M B xR R [E)RE 82 DT EFE TN BT 54

KF SPSS22.0, Kt iz B 5 STB Be oy AW A (R 22 A R AR, e ot w232 A R 22 A R AR SR B
()L 2 S BN BEAT R SG T AF 21, Hh 22 AR ARSI (RIS 2 ST 4N AR DG R 20 r=0.556 (p < 0.01), K
2 RSN UL 5 2 ST NI A 55 R 80N r = 0.416 (p < 0.01). HAHIC REL r AL A B4 Zr, PagE
FE Zr = 0.308, REFAFARREM) Zr = 0172, Fefahf i A FURS AL AR O REOHEAT Z e, B9
Z =450, p<0.05,

SE IR 2B R OR I (AN 52 7 5 2 S)HONBIA DR R AR 2 R TR %A, Rl 27 S o B (2% A
=23V i N SN M E =S A R TR = S K N B A B W= S B e (2

4. g
4.1, REEMAFERKHETEENME /AN DAL

AR SKE T [ 88 TR T AR AR TR A A i« 1% S5 AR 30 AR AT B, ARI T NS BZE R
1T 9d8 A AR IX — B BRHAE (0] 545, 2011), A TR IR 5 AR A AR (R 8 ) 4B I3 4y 38 KT
HEEE, X5 Z ARG R 8 PR, FAEEEASBRZ RRME, A1 R TR 5E %
FHIRFUFHE T MRFAENTFEBE B AR ER, KEERVEREAAEHRE, TR TAE,
FWPEE LA, RN R EE R A D KEN R, WRZ S, X ek 5 R EFE R R
Z BT EERIRE, BB AR G R 4 2.

RFFEEREY, TFER IR R S TR, X S5ERT R 3. T E R4
PR SR GEA S & AT, — DU TR T E S R AR S RS, SRR AR E
KA 2 SN S A 25l R (B2 5028, 2012) 78— TN 20 H 30 BB i 4 H A RHA= FE T (1) 1 2 A
F, 43 13.89%[12 A T EAH HASRFE, 28%~29%(1) 5 BB /R EIE, 27.93 A EBRHAE
W, SRR BIHES, SRE I 70%M KA S IR EECUA, K, 2004). HEEAT
W, R AR 2 ] IR RN R .

4.2. F I MrE& Xt R Sk B 18] 5R 88 ST 2 ST R IBT R

ARFFEEE R R, AR RR 02 I HRNE B TER, S5t ess f—8. w7

FE b, AR A BN ) R B 2 K TR A o i B A ) B (HR AR R OR A) 78 AR SR I ()R 462 1 il 27 ST N

HRAE TR T RN, X T O BUIR— 3
FERE, BT AR R AN E BT R, KRR 2 AE Z M Z AR K. IREA
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HOAE rp 2R By BB ML XA — AUl “UFaFaEs], B BRI e 17, RSN IR — U
SIRNPE AN OIR. £ L, PRI ARG S ST, AR A 4 ) R
CIMMAF KA, ZIMAERE A b2 R A SO AR 3R AR, 22 Re sl iz AERY:, Rl
RAHE, BRI AR, AR RBOV R, HARLED, 2AHIRE B BN E, W LRE
H S ZTAA @R 1L, 2003). FE2MUREEEE N H Bt A —FE, 2RSS il e RS RIR,
RS MR ST BL B SRTOR A0 B IR TR R BT IS, KREEAEAUE S Tl RiR,
i A R REASE 2 P, Rk A OS2 AR EL R R E i 2 54k, fEE R E B
FEAER]

R HOR AR ZEA, R T AU A R P2 B AT I ) i KB 2 v, A Al
HEESI A RELE B CRPRRBUS ORI B TR AR U, BRIk i, SRR I (R B2 8 i 1M
HAFREZERVEFIEA AR T2 &S, VR 2 RSN SE Rt SOS PP FIR 22 R AR I 2R, H
B S R =2 AR (SR, /g, 2004), RS RV JE I H S AU 50X — T, stk A4l
ERBEEAN WA RAEER PR, REAW LUE A2 1077 500 H CRARKIT T BRI 24
AR R SR TRV T2 ST BN B TN g BAR T vh 2

BEAh, 1 L E AR (0 B 2 A SR B BUREAR AN RO e AT DU I — S5 R e T
FHI B, FEFELS M SMEORE, REENEFSHELAECH BN AN, Z—BrBi st
i EALR B SN RN FE, RIS R Rk, B DAAROKRIN T8 LA 73 B iR 22 A 2 i 17 T
B71%3], AR LASCA B SRS . TR AR, A1 T R R, R E R
PRE S, TEARFRIRERAMEL L AIAA CR T RREZMNRES, Sh2EMt, Ketak
B WEBETBHEAL SN HE LI z), PO TR ARRAE GRS TR R H I,
H G AT DARRE 27 2 [ BOAE AR RN [E] 0T 27 ST BN B T g B A2 5 1E A

5. &g
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