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Abstract

Perceived self-efficacy (PSE) is the state part of self-efficacy which means a current judgment
about one’s ability to complete certain mission. PSE is unstable, which means it will change with
feedback experience temporally and be attenuated when feedback is absent. This phenomenon is
called the “Fluctuation in PSE” in the article. For confirming it, the researcher proposes the fol-
lowing three hypotheses: PSE before the task that contained feedback would be significantly dif-
ferent from that after it in the same feedback group; PSE before the task without feedback would
not be significantly different from that after it in the control group; and PSE in the feedback group
would gradually return to its original value when the experiment is completed. The researchers
mention four key points of the experiment design to test these hypotheses: choose a familiar task,
design fewer items for measuring BSE and PSE, choose appropriate feedback, and measure atten-
uation with appropriate sampling period.
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1. 5|18

EBATE LA RS FEAA R A 24, ATIEEL P — kbl —— ke
k. WEZEMRGEHER I, XibhA 20 1S OB AR RE R G &S0 SR, ey
JRGUFANEAE, PFreMiUEns B XX E B EARE A, R AT BUIREE . SR, fEfF A
A G, BRI AR L AR R EAE, AT AREHTE O H CRETE IS sy, HEERES K T . AH
S L B B AR X S AR TE R WML, T E CARRICE R, Bt AbE S O T
BWEIN . S5, AN PR, B DRI S 1) 2 Bod i 15l Xk A /34 HAE, JEITaG B R sE.
Moyl 74, XibM&E AR 5. RMEERE, B4 |8 S8eea ifnE ol TR
ORI FEHRIFRA RS2 KN JUR)E, XA B8R IRE AR IRE 1, A8 L
REANGF RIBAANGF, REDNRE D], NSRBI S ML, x0T B S8ERe R
T RR IR KR T 25, AL SGZHITAGHE.0 B S ae @il N — R E IR T A2 /N E IR
SE R I R R S R T AN B A AR AU I S —— AT 2 AR BB AN B B B R A RE 2 RO S IR )
BRI IR T R AR, AH — B A S B B e A8 D D R R IR S o

H A RE(Self-efficacy) g — > AT EH CLEEHE DI AT 7 A2 R 58 5 SR I 75 AT N RO (5 R4 & (the con-
viction that one can successfully execute the behavior required to produce the outcomes) (Bandura, 1977: p. 193),
— K CRERSTE 2 KRR b PAT RO & R AR PR B3 T 5 9473 75 R #] i(the “judgments of how well
one can execute courses of action required to deal with prospective situations™) (Bandura, 1982: p. 122), B{/4MA&I%
T B BB N EN RT3 77 58, LA 2 HE R 1% 52 75 SR 1 RE ) 115 2 (the “beliefs in one’s capabilities
to mobilize the motivation, cognitive resources, and courses of action needed to meet given situational demands™)

(Bandura & Wood, 1989: p. 408). M _b—Btz& tH B S B R HA B A+ 7T LLE st 80 anfE &0
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HEIXAEEG R - IR EE M B OB & —FE(Kernis, 2005; Spielberger & Et, 1971), HEXABE AT REHA
PR, RERESA o A SCRREN “ B RALBE(E &7 (Belief of Self-Efficacy, &#K BSE), IRAZMH A
RN “HIRMEET A" (Perceived Self-Efficacy, fi#K PSE). #if% L ik~ B iiee, &
SCAR e E FRBRE B RN AE B AR 55 AT IR R B e D el R e 28 D R T e T R B AT e . IR AR R
N I AR S R S AT N, AR B AR TR OREF, Ak 2V 2 B 42 177 i)
BURMHT IR . X P B A TE R FUSEARAE ), R R —FMRR ? B IESE RE S IE S & 1)
FLSPE ? EHSEAAWRERHAE 2 FRATTE AT SR B A AE ? A SCR AR IRl DL b o). FRATTHE 1 5 Rl 5
AL EE RN W] REAEE AT R A B AN IR, HFERLIEAL A th B3R AR A B S ERR, RS TR
Gu - AZ B RO E (BR BA S DASS UE BEARAZ OB PR S50 BT I B 22 A

2. BERMEEFERNDIRVIER
2.1. EipIER

REAE 1IE B R o [ A0 i 225 ) A7 78 B B8 — S DS 3 2 1 BV IE 3R >R T R e 8242 il 32 4t (Predictive
and Reactive Control Systems, PRCS)EEi&(Tops, 2014; Tops et al., 2015). PARCS i B 1% A K 177E
ST B PP Z 45 AR AN [R] B B EABE RISt T 4% ] J St (predictive control systems) % '] F - % 1y
PRUR AITON . ARARGE MM, Ak, RGHH BRI T AR ARG SR, XERiAE
I RIE LI D R AR E . MR, RNAZE] R Si(reactive control systems) % [T T~ B AHIE 55 U5
(. ANATFRI ) ANFEsE AT s RS . X RGEZBk BT A AlE S(ELan A i B0 42 A 3Rk
REZK) LSRR SGOIRAS(E B 51T, IR 7RISR BRI R oK. —J7 T, RN S 45 ) R Gk
SE LT K AR T AR Z (A R, HHAHE 7% 28 & AT EHI R X 8(Tops, 2014). 7
—J7i, BRIAER A ST AR E VA EM S . L, —NEER R HEN 2 B TR kT e
FE TR AN S B35 RS — 5, BB FNZ R GEM DR B MR ES, BN X R0 R H
T RNZ RGO R BORFAE, Tl [F) I A7 78 22 05 R 1 B8 35 28 40 DAL AN [ 1 5

AN SCRF BSE Al PSE A7 B3R UEHE K H AT I T3 18 (parallel processing theories) (Arieli et al.,
1996). ZILIR T H FOFARAEN 1 505 B AR S FEBUR, I B AT B IR 1S =05 B A
LR RV Sy, BELIMEARIRE T BEAh, OF —Si kI, BE/EA—FBERMS, HER (A
AR R TN H AR E M (Kernis, 2005; Kernis et al., 1991). MIX—UEdE o] DAHEN, wianFE e &, HIRAEE
[FIFEAE A B B K — 8043, wT RE[RIAE HA XS B 2 PR AR A BURR IR ANARUE B4y, B PSE. 27658,
DA bR H BRG UEAE SR B RSB EA B JE P R R AL () n] R, B BSE #1 PSE. HI# 24 JLFA
BEHr A AR AR, EAMAENAREZE LN 5 EREPATERE JRELE SR, LiRixees
Bt N MEAE . XREREAEA AR HE AR, i, . A2eiFE2n— R a1k, W
RUETGRIHE ARG R RAE—IR, WTHeA2 FEBSE W EARL, (H2&EH 25 PSE W& 21k, 1
FEAT 35 J 258 0 2 [R5 30 BSE Al PSE HI324L .

2.2. KWHEE

5 R FEORAA/E BSE Al PSE WFP2EAL B AR BB IES AR b, S50 UEHE IR AN RE 78 /3 HUE ] PSE
AFLE . FARSRE, 47T B BRI 78 n] AR i = PR 58— Fh A (R BIF T OV 1) £ o
ST TRESEANBT IR 8 SRR SR8 77 U0 R FRAKRE « 45T N8 LT-A To IR PP E 77 LR TG E v AR 298
(V8 BE, X PP 70 LR — B LOR AR 2 4 T] T 30 7K, H IR REAE M ELAR SR G I g 408, B 4N 2] (Kondo,
1999; Pintrich & de Groot, 1990). )V E #(Boyd & Vozikis, 1994; Chen et al., 1998)# %% (Forbes & Kara, 2010;

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.111015 128 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.111015

B, FEH

Moores & Chang, 2009)F13KHR(Saks et al., 2015; Zikic & Saks, 2009), FR|AEH BAKKIBE /45U, L hnigEzs
¢ F (Parsons et al., 2000), [F4FM{#H(Kim & Glassman, 2013; Kuo et al., 2014), PAKIMNESEZ(Jones,
2008; Woodrow, 2011). Hitt, FTLAZAG KL, fH—MAKKEEST, BE —0 L 1 TH T E X
H TR ARE A 1) 6 4G 1) B IE AE G ) AR R o AR, L SR 9 3 0 B i 7 T s SORVIU 8238 1 | Bk e
DA 5 R TAT Ay, THASTE T IR TR RE AL o BRI BRI 50 K0 7 #0401 R AN RE 24 i — e
A AR R VEAFAE, TSR TIOIAT B fe 77 IR IR SR, AN 2 4 FRANRE 2 i —FhmT LA BB 22 46 5 AR
WHPRESBURHE . BRtL, X — %P AR R BEA ReAE NS RE PSE AL SN I RAFLE 5 B A S .

R R R SO AT 45 51 R B ARSI, B 78 P R BT AT S 3 R 2w L3
HMIEZH RS, B ZE B 2 BT 55 (Nease et al., 1999). 8] SCHYIEAF55(Tolli & Schmidt, 2008)-
FELEMT 55 (Beattie et al., 2016). WL BT 55(Taylor, 1989; Weinberg et al., 198 1)1 & /K K IR ERAT 55
(Beattie et al., 2014). FTA MBI T B BAAEHBLL . SR, 25 8 BIX LA 55 % T30k 3 L7 2
R SEAT AT eI (AT 55, DR AT AT | R KRG ) AR A S 2 R 43 55 BSE Al PSE FIAR 4K, {HR X SR 5
HEAHREX X FE . Wik, S IEAGEIEN PSE & BAF7E IS BLG 1 o] SEUEHE .

B SRR REER A T O R MAE SRk 5]k A R AR T . IX Le i I AL ki s
(Bandura & Schunk, 1981; Schunk, 1982, 1983). K%M {3 H(Chiou & Wan, 2007)8¢# %A (Chang, 2017).
xR RITE AT AR BT S5, AT ] B BRI R 122 F HL R 2 PSE 724k ifiiJF BSE 48
1o PRI SERE 58 0] RE R LA PSE (3R Sl G AR AE S AL 5 0T ) BEdE o SRTTBHRY &, 1X 2R 7T
HEA — AN BB ER I 70 I R AR e AR A T 2 7 S8 485 TR I A R ] P 38 4 7S Pk 5 R
HIEEARAS » DR FRATT A BRI X Se it 70 o R L) FRALRE AR 90 56 2 75 a2 R 1% 1Y PSE M3 LA
IRBRAFEH AN AT RE .

H BRI B B R ELER IR >k B 222 AR (2019) I — AN 6 TR B I R MW A0 S5 o i 50 50K
M BEBRBATS, ERFAB R OEATI0E 5 R 8 T A, RiEE A, ECEAR
HEE S AT, DLERITES D) T R B B AR 5 2 R A R I PR o SOt 2 SR 77 & T,
GG B 2 AR AR B A REe, B S S5 00EH X —"MHE&E )G, XM
TR IR . X LYLCURR T H BRI S . (FRTEZBE R, Frism <
fa— A7 Rl R ok, mIEAESERR LR E AR . 7R RS A, ARBOR LA 2 (in review) LAY)
H AR, 3R R R 15 SR 2 P A A 0 RO e R AE BT AT 5 2 2 B T AR AR B R
Tt P L BT R 30 T (U B I R o S 25 SR AR B RN s It 28 I st I U 1 40 TR AN R R B YR S R
TRGHT, S AR, TR S I A B R R R R N T R . AL, RSB ER
W I, H0 E KRR B A P R S 15t 5 SO s P AR A R R I, AR R R — G 2 I B IR R
AERTIIRIAEIRAS . B FRALRE A9 sh 18 IR 15 2 5 0™ 142 (0 SE G 36, (H SR BIANSERG AN 2 LA BE 3
RUREI B BN I R TATAE, R, EIXMEFH, B A % BSE #1 PSE BT ™4 (1 [X 73, [Aith, PSE
W BN G B AR IR 75 BERA 5 50 22 (1) S AR 4R A Re i €

3. BRMEERABIRHR LS

£R LR, ok B EAR HIEYE D2 052 1 B B REATAE B FAUAE(S S (BSE)A B FALHE HE K1 (PSE)
PIRRZE R AT REPE, (HZ B BB U 2 0T 7T A R BN A7 A — B B ke, ABmt & BSE. th
B, HETRIRTICS, A — Uil 2 KRGS IE PSE FIFFEFE. JR1, ZHLHE AR
FRIPR S G54 DL S HOMRR 5 BB RAFAE T REVERE 2 Lh 2 3T A 1 BROR RE AR TE 72 58 46 (AR E R B D B
KWz el e 2> 51 R M BHE 25 1A R B BARREAR AL, DLR T IR AR 40 T B T R AT AR I
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AL, PLUnAERE PR AR REE UL R R S SR . BB — A LA R 2 B2
LI D BRI, X — ALK AT RE 2 2 Al B RE BRI I — M E R B R BRI . R, A R
=L TR B RARER IR NI R IS, DL T B HE S AT DU 30 i . #E3C
BT OR IR  H kB FRALRE 1 B B0 DA S BT BSE F1 PSE [RRFHE (1 FLAN %O B HEAT TR B 08

3.1. R

PEAL RN B FR A RE 1) K e 2 TR e A AR AR 258 1) 3143 (Bandura, 1977). $R1M, 890K I H KA EET
AR AR RTsE 0, A, B RS FEA RN K (Fisher, 2014). FATA N FEIX—I
FIRRAET “A57 X —BEE W] L e R 2 — 2 R 7 AR AR A AR A A . AR 58 (2 A8
MG A1 BE 0 58 BORR 5 MEBE KSR S5, SR I 2 38 LEARAT TARAS B OB = 58 UAE 55 I BE 77
I, IR (A B3 R R AR & A R RE o A0 AN AR AR R B i3 hn, 1T HL2x Bl W Al e e i ek 2> o 738
e, BB 25PN [ i(feedback), B RAVFZHHE. &, ELBAFE MM ST, KB
HAERESZSRGER, BAEFESNeY, RBEFEMEZ N E X EMUTUIRES KR EE R, FFEH
A AFRAE S5 AT R R AR AR AT 2R, e — 38 HE b, BT AE MR 58— U A3 2D A I I B
R A RERE AR I AR P R e — AN S, R E R BRI H G BB R R AT ST
Ak A o oK, Bandura T B FRALEEA DUFP A R IE, EA15 2 : E IR 142 58 (mastery experiences).
B AR A 6 (vicarious experiences). & if Ui IR (verbal persuasion)fll & 84K 45 (physiological state) (Bandura,
1982)0 JIrA IR Le 22 90 UG AE 5 510 R W] DAL A FERR SRR () e it PR oh, S8l TS A7 A2 —Fh
EFF AR R EIEA . MR — TIREES I — A RIRENAB N E K, DAL JL 7B [A] R st L
AT . ATILECEBEARRE, RESBEAM? ERXFEMET, — A% H A RCERIE 255 BHA
RCIAE I I A 7, B AR G AT TR SR IS B T (RARAS LS S f AT TP AT AR 55 5 B0 B 3R RE K. [/ E 3
R he 22 SR b Fo Al ) 2 B0 KRR AN R A2, MRS TR B — N2 AR AE I RIEOR 7™ A it Ath 5l R 8%
GEE B SRR R EZR = A )t AR X R A B —— “ BRI .

3.2. BRMEEES

H HAAHE (S = (Belief of Self-Efficacy, BSE)f&IMALET H BLxT B O 3 RER B 5 T B A7 I RE /1 5l fg
ML AT N, AR E SUSIAE 55 B AR — B 2 BN TR 2240 AR AR E MG & . B FRALRE
BRI RS HAE R, 1 H AR NIGR T RGBS R IR R8N E, T
= XL R RAELS, FEEALS I AR E S AR E AR . Bk, HZ2 RE R — R s
IR BT AR S It A2 LA 51 R B B REAS & — R BI ZURI R A A4, SR PP AR AL 2 R Bt 25 R S T A 23 1
Ko FEP R, XML “ B3 IRAAE R & & (The development of self-efficacy)” . K J& i fI'ETE
OH R MS— 3, IR E R TRARRE NN, Tz B2 R AL 2 E T .
SR, Bl A MEAB AT A R B AES, RIGEEFFEIRGI R, BIRUEEE &K R T 2
KRB EENE ., &%, 520 IRE R AL B M-S (Jennings et al., 1981; Ross et al., 1975; Walster et
al., 1967)HIR R FUEARMLL, B IRAREAS SR BAINARE, A5 Z 8 IR B s R A2 . bedn,
12 ) LERITFUR 2 ST VY S S, TRz RO, DR AATT i 2502 8RR A A (LA I i A2 D U 32 B3 280 e
15 WG B 2Dk R a3 ) e D s R O R ZUE AR, AR A AT RE A AE A B B TR L TS
O, BT M E R SRR ML E SR RO B T LRI S O — R TR R . (& T LFER)
e ol e, ERERBERCGILERINIERRBOMAR T, AT EE G E S R E e e Tk,
FEA 2R 3 — IR B fons BUss m HELE K AR
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NTET L, 3T RIWAR T, BRIEAFATEH, &0 FTA SCH B B AR S SRR
33 7K E, B3R T KERGER G R RE. b, ME AR 4 IS (Bandura, 1982)
M, BIRAEEE SRR EH EFE (magnitude) F15E FF (strength) I AN 4E E . AP RTE RO ZMMEUANE 2
RE ST U AT 55 ME BEK S B(BRAE AR AE 2 MRS, belnn, —IRB A Stk RIEFFIRTS =A% 9. 1
PR B CREEIA R R AT, IBAfbit 3R R =R 2 (B4 &M RIFH 88 JEafa e itk
X E CAEREE EFE (AR E AL M) T AT S 1S OFEE, DU A R ME OB A A, = 33
BB S — Mo TR

) CFHE, RESHEH CRBAELRFEH R IE A?

REMIOAAZQ

2) AL BTG ORRE R (0%~100%, 0%=EE H e G0, M 100%0 &k 5
ARG, BUEBRE, AR TERUE S S BE) .

TEIX I H A, B — 0 2 R T AR i M /K (A &) Bl HeeE 25k, B T EfR i,
M0 55 R — B & A B — R 2, R ST I O 258, J8 THENE. SR
S FE (I S T DA FE R — R, e

FHE, JAHEHCRBAREERPIT A PEOBERZ_ (0%~100%, 0%EWNEHCTEER
fZ0, 1M 100% N ZHAE 7B A5, BUEBE, WA T HUE 55 1IE LBk &) .

BT — R W X pe e Se (R L E R, T L E AR T P A s ), PR — R %
HOAPCNERER B RMEEN RN ERIEAGEEA S, 2 KH, 2008).

TEBL AR, 5 8 AE55 HMEFE KPR RRAE & S 1AM FAE 55 HH SC 1) St s 51 1A R e o 1)~
Biftivh e BARRUL, BRI A 75 BT A s U (R € AT 55 /KPR BIRRRE AR S AT VR E I, Al
H e AT AN NG 5 BRI 55 DG BTG 18 AR AR S I 2 T AR S 45 5| R IR R RE SR o X
X2 RE SR FE VR (R 52 21 2 PR ZE e, e AMA R B JIW(RE 712 — B2 AR I A2 vT DARREE Kk fE 1Y)
(Wood & Bandura, 1989). JH X #%(Dimotakis et al., 2017) LA KXt S 45t i 4252 72 & (Dimotakis et al., 2017).
BEMA S T A I 5 51 R B RE (R & P2 R B DU i B R BOR T 21X Be s re s i . bbaniid,
R HIZE 3 71 22A7E 10 B B R] Y B 5E 100 KATEEES, 22k 1 6 ik, Ha —13R1 1 (R
W imt), BRI 51 1 e s B R RICRE AR B, FRATMBBE HAB 73 ) 2 (75, 80 H1 85)o 3 — 2RI 1 (TH AR S 15t),
Rl 51 R TGS EE I RLReARL:, FRAMR G HAE 2 A& (45, 50 F1 55). ffa, X4Issh RAE 10 N 58K 100
K B I AR 7 M R TR B AT 25 1 1 FROSBE A S B 2 B (B 2 (75 + 80 + 85 +45 + 50 + 55)/6 = 65.

SR, LA BRI B BRSSPl I R R — N AR . ARSI s, e TR
P E, B T AN AT AT RS E A 55 1) B FRALREAS S0 BE (1 T T AN 2 (R ARSI e A e . 5
WIS, MRS R “AhTE” BT, AR IR BUTEERVEN B SRR S SR . B
R, B, ARRTARBAECANIR 2 E ) S 05t AT RS E 1) 23 B[R] —Fh 22, A 148 EE A B R A AH (] R RL
REAS o BE, DRI, MR T ORAERLEEAS S VPG b TR b vh S R,  ThAS P 75 2 [ A — AN St
N A N o el G G s 3 QNG N e O3 SO B 1 P w2 |0 o Db eew) AR G b M
S B A] B A EEAS R ER IR 22 2 — AN R EUR MU IR 56 51 R R e iR FEAE 2 2 /0, BRI 2 142,
T IRVEAGT B, b2 fa] BRI = IR BLIN A8 51 A B R RE o AR I8 0 ok iAH (R R EE, AR B2
80, FEALIth, MASHE T =R ERES 5] < 1 R0 e i FE A58 .60 3 i (R O ERE,  FRAT MBI A2 500 S fafh
TR & S I 2 (80 + 50)/2 = 65, FIFARZSAHLL, REER AL, (EbrH A& 4850 1 .

Ak, St s A A — AN OB A2 5 B R TR R AR AR IR HE B K o KSR, X R A B Y
DR Z, K M2 T A I R A . AR TN, IRV RES N S R B R AR M — IR DtE
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HAEIREE A W), (HENEZA B = 5 S AR e (15 5. FLIR, SR g, & Y Rt
(0 R BSR AE ARREAS S W P — T ZE [mMZ 10 10 H B, X ANEH P REHRAG TF H R, AR TR SR
P, —/NiFkig s BRI & B A E R — 3Rk 5] T 50 B SER 100 2K H HEK 1000 K, FHH 900
UABTERL T HbR, TIHARE 100 JRMRMCT o an s FATIRAR R WT ) OO0 T A e 3 B K R R e AT 55 1)
RAeE R, AKX LUHKIZ ) A ] REA LRG0 1 2 b R BRKTh T 2, RIKT 200, thH 2
A= MIFEE A S, B BOAESRNMRBEZ L T 5 SRBIRE, AR —4
G A2 A At /F e R R A5 & s ORI RS T e, DREhiB R, 40 SR sl ol e s i 42 56 7
RG22 T 5, ISR T 7E 2 BE A & B VPl v B R R I — R A5t 5 R )
RURETRIEAARLS . b, R AN RIE TR ER 100 0, K3 T 99 Wk, R —k, IR AT EEAR
AKX RABIRAT RGN B X R IX M55 R RE (S &R HIW I A RS & .

3.3. BERMAER

UIRGSCHTIR, WA AR R AELE — P e 23 AT E I B FEERE, BB 7R R X E R
T4 E B (168 ) BUEL e A 2T RAT 9 DA DU s AU T FOAE 55 B BRI — B B 25 . Bl ix fh 2k
B AARERRZ N “ BIRAARESLEN” (Perceived Self-Efficacy, PSE).

HR®MaeESEM, ARG MBE ERARERAEE, NS L SE ARG ES
HR S SCRRl . T SR — A E BRACRE w2 45

1) MEETEZ], IR TARE B R IER R S A?

() AIE()

2) WXL BTG OREE R (0%~100%, 0%=HEE H OEaRE 0, 1 100% 0 &% 58
G, BEBE, TR TEBUTE %S E Ol ).

FEIXPIE B H 55— R R R R TS R E AT KA ) BB B R, R T R R,
M0 38 — R — 0l B A 2 — R 2, MR B S E A 2, BTRENE. 583K
A S & —FE, BIRAREAEFE R DUE R — 8 B E, %5 a0F:

RSB, FAME E SRR AP IS A IEOREZ:  (0%~100%, 0%EMEH 5
AT, T 100% M BHRE TEAEA GO, BEME, WK TS G L),

BSE

PSE
- o B
1 - B

v
(IS

Figure 1. Different reactions of BSE and PSE after experiencing feedback predicted by fluctuation theory
1. SEENEFUNAY BSE #1 PSE &/ RIREHI R ERI K K
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MBI mT LA HY S DR B B S RN R H AN B BB S A A A A EAER AL BN
2[5 P W X ) £ T i 0 T LA SRR, T 2R3 o RN D B R ) R RE AR B . A
BT ATRAVE Y, BER B TR AR, R AR 55 T RE S ME R KT T IR RE AT 2 A1k RE I i JEE B
A IR R TE 4 — R, XK A BRI A, R IR 2 BATAE 55 R R RE A
Kot S TURF H B PATIZAE S RRER S . BEAh, EIXAPIE ST, RREAS & AN HE B8 1 R i A 3
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Figure 2. The fluctuation and attenuation extent of PSE
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Figure 3. The change pattern of PSE in different difficulty after experiencing positive or negative feedback
in medium difficulty
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