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Abstract

The subjective difficulty of junior high school students in different learning styles and willpowers
was examined by the method of paired comparison. A survey of 436 middle school students was
conducted using the Solomon Learning Style Scale and the Willpower Scale. The results showed
that: 1) Middle school students had significant differences in the assessment of course subjective
difficulty in different genders, grades, willpower levels, and part of the learning style; 2) There
was a significant correlation between the subjective difficulty of the course and the willpower
score. Factors such as gender, grade, willpower and learning style had an important influence on
the subjective difficulty of junior high school students.
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1. 5|8

A5 ) R AR TR NAE 22 2] R R DU i, A5 1 O 2805 2 1 S AR I S el , - iR 2% 2
AR 858 SRR 5 AR A R O 52 S AT S5 I B R I H SR I B A N 7 sROF TR, 1994), 5®iA 54
BB AR I 2 S SR i 21 77 A AN ZE R R E RS E R (2 2 s, BB, & e
2005), HEIHFFON R T A BAA Mk, HIERoE — MR, 52055 il A
MR ENFEARETER & ST, 2012). HETIRT 5 2] KA AT 5t 2 R 8 rh T 25 21 XU 5 207 KU Bl
VRS R RAETT I, KEHEFUES R 2] W 5 2 G & % VI ORI, IF HAN IRl EE 2] K
T BEE I S 7 A A ) SN 7 2] T UK I Rk e 27 ) G (Collinson, 2000 2453, 2011), £
H2s & VFHE(2005) 8 | AN[E S ) KUk 2 AR I 0 S (B R 22 5, 35 =0 AR o 2l i 43« 3505 o0
TE SO O PN F o X H AR TR AR B 98t R AN [R] 2 5 RS 22 A A 2 S il B ZE e, TR T2 AR
> A B2 2 AR I 2 S ISR (R BV E T (1, M, & XL, 2014 #7575 & B3, 2017),
skaerd, akJy, RV, & FETEQ2010)MUESE T AR AR 2T XS 1) 5 2] 3 2% 2 5 s A — 8 BIAH
Kk, FHPEH RZ FEAS R 2 2 KA F B 7 R o 0 AN [R) R AR A LE AN [R) 1R 38 B ) 2 S WA, T2 )
RS X — A MEZE 7] fe R B SRR SA R RAE WG E R, ST ARNRERAER
(25 ST RAS I 224, E 5 SN AE ARG 2, XM R 2 ) R TR HPRE, &IP3 IR
HME ) E AR

EAEZNHH A E B, JEARME E SRS, WATATED, e R, St E RO R, MR
FE SRR bR e i 2 A EE M. Job, Walton, Bernecker, & Dweck (2013) k& & J15
MAAERODNAIERES, BEHNEDNBARKERA VIR Fitch & Ravlin, 2005). ££ AER P41
T 78 A 280 e B B 4 B 2 76 0 i TR S S 2 sl Y BB 22 [R] 2% (Duckworth, 2011; Duckworth, Quinn, & Tsu-
kayama, 2012), M5 = E 2B IEAHK (Pasternak, 2013; 5kMk & k%%, 2003; &Y & #B
H &, 2006), EXIARIRFES )Y, SENRE T EEMEN, Fl2iBSRT RENERRA, @
PAZE I 40 30 2 = 3045 3 R R H S0 R 3 0 B LK, IR AN [F) R 1) 2 R ORI 2SR AR W g
FEAE R E A H R AE FE VN 1 2 7
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UREEMERETT T, H KB I 3 B BORH N AR VA IREE A FE I E 2R 5, HRAEME AR, iR
FET7 R URAE R PE ST TH BT X AN FIRAE AT R (7K B & SBAR I, 2007 5Kk EAE, 2017 4=, 2010:
MkED & TR, 2009; higiE & wmAiH, 2014), [ERGEERERFEMEE TR 5 m, BIris S HAl
I 5% P A TR R ST 2 X P R R AT L3R B 5 AN [ R AR AR v R AT 8 B LU R (58 R0, 2014 K550
& WALZE, 2014), A H FTRW TR 5 8 B0 2R BOE X RAE AR BEVEA P I EZAE R, HATCH
W, BRI G201 7 )il B AR X BB 15 B SCARAHE BE DL OB 5 B A x5 R P kAT 58,
T A T IE SCBOR S B AE G PRI AR AL, BRI 0 SR — R, B T R X B (T
AR . FOMEZ R b H AT T A AR D4 25 A PR AR ME FE 1 RS2 AR B Fext %, e H
WHCF AT S I AR AT DURZS 5 R IS R A AR R 80hA, AN R 25 A AN [R1ERAR A 25 10452 5 3R B A
M AEES, E&RFEY, AW E H CRR RN 2IH, AR T2 M7 & Fh
R ZE 5, X 2R FE I 32 W0 R S PPl 5 2 57 TEAHIEFE P FRAT DR 255 A A N\ U542 M 1) 32 0
PEAl, AR AN N KHRAR 25 =0 R RR B 1 32 RS2 A S FRAT T 10 28 52 1 i TR I T R AR VR I AR 2
HT#ENF LG, SRR IO EH I, 550 8. I/ N o 2 ) i R AR, iRk R
TIFHENRGE, AR ERE—Dikm; FN, VSR IT R, DI, s A scH R
WO EE R IR )28 SR 2 S BUR F R T R E BN, D] A R A [RERAR 1)
RUAERE, Xt S A 5 B2 1 R B AT 3 e DMERT 7T R B 6 1 5 2 ) R S8 g ad it e i 242
5 2 SR SR () 30 L2 ST B AR U R (5 AR & K170 25, 2003 Collinson, 20005 i, 2011), T2
J 55 X X URAE A BE VPG B AT 4, BRATBE SRR — ERERM I, S E AR, K
WA IR BENFHIIERERRFENE TGN ZERE, RO A 15 5] R 75 5
e ) O URAR U R, DA KOG WM FE I W e 1 5 e B 0 0% 8 b 2 5] KUk Rl 6
SRR AR A0 R, A MBE A — e MRS, (Rt rT AR 2 A i SRR 3 A B R %
TR B B IR — e M S H R .

2. IREMREHFZE
2.1. FEHR

i AL B A ) — ) = 2 AR R R A 518 43, RIS AT 36 508 4, B RUIF 45 436 13, 300K 84.16%,
HAr B4 221 N, A 215 N, H1—%4 325 N, 12437 N, HI=%%4 74 N,

22. fARAZESEIR

2.2.1. IHRIEE AR RO E

K X 7% (Method of paired comparison) PPt 1] FH A= X AR 1 0 W0 HE B o 6H P ek adast 25 3R
ST AR SR A BB (ZE T, 2001), T VEMME AT . R E IR DA SR A LR L
HENADERZHSMHGEE T, 2001; Elosua, 2007; HBRE & W&, 2009; Ock, Yi, Ahn, & Jo,
2016) FEATR T HO A BT A B LR IR B R BT, 5 2RI, &R TURFE 0 5l R AR ERAR LA, St be
42 WK, AR A KRR 1 S U ME FE AT LR, R B A A TR PR AR, 0 S R A W A
A o SR I AT R A . IESC. B OB, BUA. HER. pis. AW, DB T 0]
RS ] ZERAR
2.2.2. MEIJRMAEHE

WL TR CFT % 1712 20 WA 3R ) MR R 27 o A« 1 il 25 3L 44 81, 43 53l A 2000 T gk
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BN BRARDUASTTTH RS 22 S RS 3 “HRRBS SRR CORBER S EA R, RS EEALT L
Lo PR AR S ERE R DUANGERE )\ PSR i o AP IE T, 73 ol 0 R 2E AN A ) R LA
21 7 A TR TS AT LA, TR A TR X LI T, 79 1 A 1 22 (AR A ) ) S8R 2R
R A i T DU AL B DY A SR, 1% 583K Cronbach o REN 0.76.

2.2.3. ABENHNE

K (RENER) MRS IR . ZERR ISR, B RIFHEENBUL,
20 EMH, KA S gacadl, AR B, — ML BORMIRE 5 ML, 18K Cronbach a RN
0.83.

23. [EEEBSGITAIE

R ELLACHIERFE IO KT, RS2 KU R BETRERUAMN . FHEND 2L RS
N—HrRERE, DGOV RAIRR S, BRI, BTN, hgalE 4R, (EEsEear
B4R iR 25 . BT Al Ab EREE AL A SPSS 20.0 X EH BEAT GE it 0t

3. &R

B SR BRATXS 2 A AR WA B AT T 5, RIS DA AT A R B A S A A ) DA S SR 2 B AR AR
SIS ZERGREAESE, 2014, FR#E, 2009: 428512, 2007), BRIUCASHE 70 B DL 2R b 2p A 1R
NUAEFE I 22 b AT 17552, SR

3.1. BEREENEE

THE R BN R AR AR AL FE I, R DK o s B HES RO B A IR L 25 R . S5 R Ik
1R, 1P A ERAE RO X LA, A 5 BIRAEAR O BOA . B, B30, B, Prst. J8E,
GX//B

Table 1. The overall subjective difficulty score of the course

=1 BRREENEESSERL

i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
o Bk B2t B ba B iEd B A=)
Ak 3313 2631 2608 2570 2569 2401 2103

3.2. REEVHEEHMIER

A S HE R (0 PR 22 7 0 BT - THSEAN R ol 2 2 B A PR R 35 ) B, g S I e e R HES
AN TR 31 2 A2 R TR A 2 WU ME PR 45 SR LA 2.

Table 2. The order of subjective difficulty of courses for students of different genders

2. NEMAFERIET VLT

PG Jigi 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 P df P
=221 W s e Hhz X ks G| HeiE
n=
Bk 1601 1537 1340 1269 1233 1161 1094
i i i 126.60 6 0.000
K=215) W R X P iR HhE Her G|
n=
B 1712 1339 1336 1307 1230 1094 942
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H4 2 WTLAE ARV AR R RAE EOEE AR A, 5L AR ONBEa M AR, BRI
e PRBONTI ., JOEMN R, W EDNTESC. P B0 R, B VI BOE. 2R
K, VR BN LY EAFAENVE N 2E 5+ o

B AR FIVE R ZE 5 3 ISR RS AR H B R . Bk 3 SRR
t, @Rk, BLEE. e, SEE. BUG. PR BRI ERERE R EAAE RS R . LRI
NS, SEE. BUA. PSR, BRI AR R

Table 3. Different gender of students in the subjective difficulty of the course results

=3 AEMANFERIETVEEES

W 5 M Ve df p
5 5.74 .
L 8.57 1 0.003
7 6.23
e 5 695
i 126.54 1 0.000
S 5.09
5 495
YR 46.60 1 0.000
7 6.08
5 7.24
Buh 20.18 1 0.000
S 7.96
L 6.06
¥ 245 1 0.117
7 572
5 5.58
ik 14.64 1 0.000
7 6.21
5 5.25
) 28.72 1 0.000
S 438

33. RETNEENFRER

TAE L HE T SRR 0T 20 TSN ) R O B A IR AR A 1L 3 B, R I e v 2
RHEZ, 2l e BIEOAR O i 5, HE RO A R i B E O P 45 2R . i 4 WTLUE
ANFE R 2 A R AR E A FEHEF AR, B AE R AU BUA A RIS, BEFEEAC, 15 S0 A
FEHEFF R MTBRAR, A AR (T s B, OB RN AN, S RTKR%, SERFEEREEN
HEEEHE T B2 B

Table 4. The order of subjective difficulty of courses for students in different grades

4. FEFERFERIETVHEEHRF

F i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 7 df p
, 23 Bufi H il Jis 0’ Hu3 &)
Hl—(n=325) i
Ay 2558 2006 1914 1886 1852 1792 1529
o 23 Bufi Hu 2 ' Jis Her &) e
HI—(n=37) . 175.63 12 0.000
Ky 306 320 265 200 170 157 136
E@=4) 23 BuA T Jisk HhE s &) i
" J<% 449 491 483 458 455 417 351

B BRI FERZ TN R RAAEER TSR H EMERZ N ER . 2Rk, &1
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R AEARADREE LRI AR 82 2 R (K 5).

Table 5. Different grades of students in the subjective difficulty of the course results

F=5 FAEFERFERETVEEES

W R M Ve df P
¥l— 5.7

T Y= 7.16 36.41 2 0.000"™"
Y= 6.64
¥l— 6.17

s g) - 4.59 27.95 2 0.000™"
W= 6.15
H— 5.89

Y Y= 3.68 72.06 2 0.000™"
Y= 474
¥l— 7.87

BoA #— 8.27 76.86 2 0.000™"
W= 6.07
H— 5.51

Hh Y= 8.65 111.42 2 0.000""
Y= 6.19
¥l— 58

s g) - 541 13.72 2 0.001"
W= 6.53
H— 4.7

H) = 4.24 22.81 2 0.000""
Y= 5.64

34. RETMHENESHER

T FEHFF IR E N Z R 7T AN R 8 70 RO et B AR AR Rk 8 S8, R B
Hm BRHES, S BA  faT B, HERP MDA AR E 8o R W P 42R . 3k 6 7T
DE M, AREEAIRZERREEWERL AR, @RITR%, 58855502/ REE 3
FEHEFF A REESR

BARHH EWAEE 5 R E SRR M S 5 B R MR R R A AR

Table 6. Students at different levels of willpower rank the subjective difficulty of the course

% 6. FRBSNRREEPIZENIEHF

i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Ve df P
= R IR Bk HuFR ik HE ] £ 1B
n=7) 58 54 48 37 35 33 29
— B Hor B W R e Ew
E(nujéggi 2170 1725 1684 1666 1610 1569 1277 198 2o 0o
HES BUA ik i e+ Hh ) TR
(n=148) 1085 952 895 869 850 793 756
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HIZC 7 ATLAE Y, St A S RS 30 L IRAFAEIEAR G, D ey AR 3 WA R Al 5
J1#35% 2 [AAFAE SRR K

Table 7. The correlation analysis results of willpower score and subjective difficulty frequency

* 7. BENEBNEENEETBHBXDINER

23 ' Her etk Bufi Hh 3 Jise 44

o —— r —0.05 0.06 0.12 0.02 0.04 -0.12 —-0.09

ISR * * *
P 0.31 0.18 0.02 0.64 0.47 0.02 0.05

35 REEURENFINRER

FRHE F WA BE ) S AR ZE b A A S R H AR TR R AL BB R A B A A
BRI EERL, 55 BN R 2 DUt 2 ) XU 2R AR 7y T AR 22 R (R 8)o

SRR, B35 9 WLLE WY, 3 5 BURI S5 & 20 25 ) A 2 AR TEAE SO U 1) P e 2R .
SR B O KK TR 2 A 5 e B B ) 2 R A LA R T8 SCARDG T B o [RIRE, P 0 B NS4 B 25 5] Rk 2 AR TE
AR A P T AT R R, SR AL o R A S A B R 2 A R B A R A A o TR B
SR, 7E A 2 WA B W7 b 41 B 25 5] KUK (1 2% AE 5 4 6 28 25 ) ARG 27 A A B DI O 0 B Dy i o
HEMAMEZERRE, Ao, EHCF TR LS R A yUE A 2 S RS A A E R B ER, U
SR 2 5] XUk ) S A2 D R B A 8T 5o (ELE B0 32 0 M A 7 R R 5 S R 5 o IRURS [ 22 2R A L
WIVCNEA AT BT 5, HL2E 5 W3 . ML TR 5 1 B 27 ) JXURS 2% 25 2 59l 75 173 S8 R AE 49 3 O e i S e b A7
EREER . W SE S FIER S S KR LA, AR 7 SEARXS 5, 105 5 A2 ) R 4R
WIVCNAEVIAE T 3 A, A2 S XM B A AR D 0E . M (0 W B W e 3 2 5o

Table 8. The subjective difficulty grading for students of different learning styles
F 8. AEFINRFERIETIHEETS

53] A I e Buif Jisk X/ YEiG Hh 3
TR 5.99 5.89 7.86 5.91 4.71 5.46 5.94
yrER 5.96 6.25 7.19 5.87 5.01 5.58 5.83
AT 6.06 5.87 7.71 5.86 4.81 5.59 5.76
B 5.91 6.19 7.5 5.92 4.84 5.43 6.02
Lt 5.98 6.07 7.58 6.01 4.69 542 5.93
FER 5.98 5.94 7.65 5.58 5.17 5.74 5.81
2k 572 6.42 7.69 6.04 458 5.44 5.83
A 6.28 5.6 7.49 572 5.09 5.58 5.96

Table 9. Different learning styles of students in the subjective difficulty of the course results

9. FTRFINBFEREZEUREER
L K Bif s 27| R Hu

2 :
2 3] M

© p Ve p e p Ve p Ve p e p Ve p
R .
- 003 087 4419 0036 17.09 0.000™ 007 079 325 0072 049 0484 039 0535
P A
BT

077 037 3599 0058 175 018 012 0734 004 0841 095 033 251 0.113
F
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Continued

e

i

ke - v "

e 11.33  0.001 24.352 0.000 1.58 0208 3.69 0.055 9.84 0.002 0.702 0.402 059 0.443
IR

0 099 0474 0491 0.16 0.681 538 002" 672 001" 2882 0.9 0.43 0511

4. Wig

NI SRR 3 M B 15 43 050 T ATt 0 o o R £ 3 00 e 340 7 1 25 5 80 PR Y R VA : BB
B, WS, MERL . POE. RN, BURBSUEORE, HUCNECE. B0, Hoh, s EEeEa
BOWZEAR K, T 5 J77 s TR 25 AR K, LT DR FT R g . 5 5 35 A e I R L H e 1
BT SORE, AR H R ARSI TR, BT NTER . WA YRR RS, TR
TR TP R SRR R R R ) T RRRL, ol d, BT, R RRwRk. SR
TR BE M 22 AT AT LA, AAUE LA HE Y LRI R BB 2R, B B AR
B 3 A R S bt U BB R, LBV CRIE S, BB, BUA. FiAIX R B NECE.
PR B T EE(2014)ZETE 9E R R I 402 2R (0 D BV s KPR — BRI, B S R T

REER ZE T EL, AR S IX — L R .

WREENEZFERZRITH, AMUE BT LRI ERMEEER, NRFERAEEAF
FHE IO EERE S B B R EER . BEHPAENNBOA R RAR. BEFAIEK, 300
AR HE B, AR T, LR R RN I, IR SCRERRIR IR, 22 1 7RI
2, BUEHESDEARCEMS LN T, EMAEEREG; Her. SOE B A PG in,  H R B RE Y RE 4
P, Bt WA R L SRR, SR DURGRE X E N, SRR N, S 4h, AR
FI2 (2007 FER T R DA — SR 5 ) S B A R A T4 = W= E R HAAE REER, X
AT B A i UM JSE B A AT BT ety — A E R A

(I 5 5 02 R 2 AR AR URAE WA PR T 22 5 B 2%, B A0 5 &R E T WHE AL
[A]AAORRESE P JISEE EUAE EA5 B AR 0 A IEAR G, Bl S B m 2 AR A N ol i
LUK, X5 IKAHE(2013) NN R S s TR0 15 7 21 3 BoA B SR R — 8. Prsts B
WA LIS & 80 2 IEAFAE UG, RS R ZE M 22 AU P S AW WA ERAIR, AT RE
JAR S P st AEMPRERIENE A ¢, 5 RIEVE AR LL, SOESE IR R BRI 2, Ja T e L
R, RERK AL R 25, T A SRR 5 R B, W SR ST A AR
SEREEDORAAR, AT R SRS ARSI S e, X RE A A R Y S R AR R 5 (1 R A

ANTR] 22 2] RUAK B 2 R A BARRE 32 0 B R b R AR 3 22 . PP A RN 2R 5 L 2 5 AR AE
ESCEREZ I EAFE R SRa B SIS 2 AR 5 P AR B 2 A B, DB ST A, R
PIA] RE LR & 2 20 3 SHRRICR A AR T R I RE R AR, T SCURAE KN R, & E TR
A, XA S WS IE A2 5 1E SCRFE A4 s A& B TR AT A L P 9 AN R A 2 ) KUK £E 4L
AR AW EAAAEZE S DU A 5 RS ) 2428 Sis R R I 22 2R AR B, AR Biesa A i o, LR
W REATUB S 2 H B R B R, AR TR . PRI A S KU 22 A S 2R A
FHEL, IONECeA AR e, T SR 2 50 3 S L A oD IR R R, 2D R i ARt SR R
=%, A TR AU SR R, I ) KU PEBOE & T B A S IR UE R A 3] XA
PRI ERUMEREHI W AP AR 225 . TR BRI I 22 A4 5 OB R 2 5] RS A 2 AR AR B, AN BGA R a7 5, X
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T PRARA )0 (P A i Ve B, X SRR A 3] 3 36 I 5 0 N e AV E B R B AR AE 2 8 XU A
75, INIITA M T HBUARIERI 2T 53 AMILSE AN 5 T8 B2 5] RS AE D 52 T WUE R A EAFE = 5,
WA S F IR S KU B 2R AR B, DA SEARR BT 8, LT PR AT RE DA e 7R 2 51 F AR R T
ATE BIRRTE, W, R AR A, AR H AT DT LR B BB MR s h & 2
B KB S SE A R AR S BORE, SRR IR R kA7 W0 2R 2 30 38 (14 2 >0 KUk AT A ) T x4 H
M3 o AT, AN SRR B B ESR, Rl MR dAZIRIE N R 5 3
R R SR RISOMA R, 224 02 2 WU 52— IREE A W R E SO VI, 20 LR N A 2
BN Gy "2 IR, TR HE W HE FE R I 2 P 2R i . 2 BT L, AS[RIBY B RA R AN TR 2R 2
FHERAAR SR L AN FEREE A R SN 3 R, IR S EE S B EARRE S
TR T A AN T A R SRR R 2 3T A6 ) R

5. &ig

PR AR A FIVER S SRR AL AR 3 KUK (22 A AR B 22 5, ARSI UL A
[7] 27 23 KUK B 22 2R AN R URAE A S R O L IR, RIS, R U JEE th 52 3 2 T T s
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