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Abstract

To explore the attribution style of undergraduates with high and low perseverance for success and
failure events, a 2 (perseverance group: high, low) x 2 (event results: success, failure) mixed expe-
rimental design was conducted to undergraduates with high (n = 52) and low (n = 52) perseverance.
The results found the scores of ability attribution and effort attribution of undergraduates with
high perseverance are significantly higher than those of undergraduates with low perseverance for
successful events. For failure events, the ability attribution scores of undergraduates with high
perseverance are significantly lower than those with low perseverance, and the effort attribution
scores of undergraduates with high perseverance are significantly higher than those with low per-
severance. The scores of luck and context attribution of undergraduates with high perseverance
are significantly lower than those with low perseverance for success and failure events. The results
reveal that, for undergraduates with low perseverance, successful events are less attributed to in-
ternal factors (ability and effort) and more to external factors (luck and context), while failure
events are less attributed to controllable factor (effort) and more to uncontrollable factors (ability,
luck and context). It’s the opposite for undergraduates with high perseverance.
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VAR B A A o e A TR R B (Weiner & Graham, 1990). Weiner (1985)#5 VA Al 2y =S4
Pl e, At AR EYE. BEUE TR, AL BREMPAR; BARE TR, W AR
BAJETAMNE . AT, A AR ESE TS AT, FErfAR . AEEEE TS RA
[F 285 5 o ltan, AR R A PR T P DR 2 2 IS BB, 4 S e U1 BT T4/ 18] 36 mT BA4E 5 1 & (Graham,
2020) o A 2 1K SR OE R T AN T 28 IR DR 35 (AN Be AR AR 55 3 ) 2 S B4 B, T 46 2 X 2> BBl HL(Dryden
etal., 2021). MK RISV T AT ARG B (W55 0 8) 238 m AT F B I T, 38 n 1%
F#17 J9(Rascle et al., 2015). AJ W, AMARHE T XEA HERBIHAEH, SR04 N ROk & 20 (1) 7]
REME . AN TRIX LG yE B (00 5 B DA R THI X 2 Ui (1) IR 455 F% B (Weiner, 1972).

WAESR, W T3 i AR X BRI 5 R MOR R R4 - Alatorre 25 N (2020) FIRFF 78 A B A [ e 8 8 4
A T A 1) T RO TR TR BOJRRL, BN /7. Tabatabai %5 A (2020)ib 5 iR3HS T KA A ER
FAR T5 a4, 25 SR I Z R A AT T R ORI T e S AR, B A
TR L THATO B NIAR 2 o Weiner 5 A (197 1) FARF 78 2 D0 i U B L3 58 2 4 DA R T R &R
RMOAHTAMBE R . Farwell %5 A\ (1998) I 745 AL, HA B AMERR AN B CAR KR INEF
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TS 4o B AR 2 T P 41T IS P 30 EH R NS AR5, ZE TR PR AITIN - AN TR 0 B PR AN A 2 7 AR AN [
fER B, BE AT NRI. mHMEES T, BT RESE. U, ’E

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.131020 155 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.131020
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Wt 2%

B O&K TN R T ARIHPEANAR B IER VORI, YONIRIF R AT AN, 1%
P FEE S B (122 455, 2020). (A, R[4 O R (R AN AR SR 48 R R R FI B 1, TR
Four g RO R A R 7 T S B e 2

AW FORGERBOR ZEAEAE R, R RSO B E R ) (F2E 74, 2020) ik . (R4 K%
A, F (B4R - ZHFFRER) (Lefcourt et al., 1979)MIEAMAMHE 7=, PAULESE . (KK
SN BRI 5 R A VA R 7 2

Mgz FH HRIRSS W2, BISHRIhEEAT AR IE IR, SRIBGHEAT AR DR, e KB P 38 I s Zh s SR 1)
PR, I RGO SR 9 v (Weiner & Graham, 1990; Allen et al., 2020). A~ [ (i #4 Co FE0F #4 4 R SR BAS
[, rR i A AT AT A R AR, REBE G I AT o DRI AR A U R A Ay T 3 e R T e
SREIFRLAF R, PR O R B M S 88, B drdthis A RISt 25, BIARER TR K224, i
PR A T 2 Mk T A R T SR IR R (W RE T B8 D), B RIEAR T AN IR & (I ik = 4518) -

2. ARF=*
2.1. HFIRM®

KA OO I ER) X 300 44 KRBT, #4155 N BMEHES, BT PE—A
PrdE 2 R AR R (52 N, B4 22 N, 44 20.02 + 1.62 &), T FHME —MrsiEZ gk
NN G2 N, BE 24 N, 4FE#Y 19.85+1.56 %).

22. fiRIR

1) REFA MO ER
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2) Z4EFE - 2 AN K5 & 2 (The Multidimensional-Multiattributional Causality Scale, MMCS)

SKH Lefcourt 25 A\ (1979) 4w il ) 22 4 B — 22 VA1 DRI DA SR 3 m 1) 2 Ll gt U R 6 3 0 8 2 b Bt VAT FAD
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Table 1. Attribution results of undergraduates with high and low perseverance for success and failure events (M + SD)

F 1B A X R S 5k M AR R(M £ SD)

JRT A R
RN P44 FR i P4 2H TN P44 rei 4 2H
CVAL| 6.87+0.28 9.13+0.28 7.40 £0.30 5.62 0.30
71K 7.21£0.29 9.50 + 0.29 8.38 £0.27 9.50 +0.27
BRI 8.13+0.31 7.04+0.31 6.50 + 0.32 4,04 +0.32
5455 A 6.56 + 0.34 427 +0.34 6.92 +0.33 4.75+0.33
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Figure 1. Ability attribution of undergraduates with high and low perseverance
for success and failure events
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3) MR ) 5 F At 45 B 2 1) A8 AR A 2 2 (LR 1), F (1,102) = 65.57, p<0.001, fkin®=0.39. i
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Figure 2. Effort attribution of undergraduates with high and low perseverance
for success and failure events
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Figure 3. Luck attribution of undergraduates with high and low perseverance
for success and failure events
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Figure 4. Context attribution of undergraduates with high and low perseverance
for success and failure events
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