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F IIH‘%V ﬁ?ﬁ'tﬂi’\ Fle pUsrgess 2% | (Shavelson, Hubner, & Stanton, 1976 ) > ~4 kL T i * =
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Brandon, 1994 ) ; ‘ZRHE‘IT]EHEU '—?JIA{HJP?&VF Jﬁ*izﬁ 1 V%ﬁ'&ﬁﬂﬁﬁf* “rTUTﬁR (fﬁ” G ﬁiﬁlf[ ’
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ERELT S IR l'rﬁ "Rl TR ”}E’ﬁ [l

T e S G L A e F“*ﬁ';ﬂsﬁﬁf’?ﬂ&/%% I VR
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DuBois A Cooper (2004 ) ;c'F’[LLI I NGIE ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁl%ﬁv 91 Pajares, Britner #{I Valiante (2000) Frd
Fif TFIES R (self-confirmation ) ) BIRIRIIGS F i slof Wi pusP g AL 1R S 17
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R NE W g B (R AR % T A S
Fe TEIEJ%W ’%\*”J?EH e S3ENZ SN | [@éﬁ?{%‘ﬁlﬁﬁ 14 (Byrne, 1984; Green, Nelson, Martin, & Marsh,
2006) » % FIEVBSI RIS TR ST (RIS GREIE - S BREY - W 94) E
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FE RN EHFEE R R
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2004) » [ FRIEGE T ISP AS (Y1 : Marsh, 1990; Marsh & Hau, 2004) » 4 P e
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3 (a) FLVEAL > i3 (b) £F MRS -

—» BRRREER

F A AR OR] R B AR ke F1TIMSS 1999 B fl Y R B ( %F %= fL S 4k
http://timss.bc.edu/timss1999i/database. html ) _SZ%@\ ¥ 1999 F 2 = 5 E|fiE =2 a:jL%J £ 7 R
Pz & 55) erp]s,%iiJ VIR TSRS R ﬁ*?ﬁlﬁi?“[’ | (three-stage stratified cluster sample design)

(Gonzalez & Miles, 2001) * 57— [EEE AR HT A RLEAL 'lf[ﬁﬁ'& DE RS R 0 TSR I
( probabilities-proportional-to-size ) ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁlﬁﬁii‘—_"&?ﬁﬂ%ﬁ BT KE‘FQ?EI&TEF{ i RLASPISE AL [ U5
FRIBERS RS © 57 PEPRRLST SIS0 P52 2 [0S 3 [ T [IRE A o 25w & e se ot 15 5,772 % -

“CHESRRTA
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};4&|!élfi]'ﬁ (JEF” Ao~ [fild T ﬂ P Jlfﬁ IR @ TK@%@VM’F’? HesP F 1A g o ﬁ
PR (o) 85.81 > F P13 - [ TR0 ﬁ'rﬁf& , (item-total correlation) i [RpUfif! » E ¥ ﬁ
PR éﬁﬁﬁ (.85)> fs‘”ifmﬁ“ IS :ﬁs'E FRH R R 'ﬁfﬂ F“T EM{, (1) 25y
*%[pui%l@ﬁr.ip (msl; ’fﬁ'f‘lﬁﬁi )5 (2) HESRSS A i_E‘\fﬂ t]“ﬁ} 5 Sl 15
(ms2); (3) 327% ~ 'l J'iJI[*fIE'%%JI@* ’ 1” UL B ﬁﬁplﬁiy\m (ms3) ;5 (4) BT AL
Iﬁ%’ PRIV~ (ms4) ;5 (5) T - iE#jﬂﬁ\"ﬁ?Eﬁ?ﬁjﬁ* (VS fWﬁFJ”JT?f
g (msS5) o
(Z) HEBEHEES
RISEIZ4EET) 7 CHIPIEE S F1 Martin et al., 2000, Exhibit 4.8) » [E V24125458
HHIR = RIS E 1254 o %B; Tt (o) £5.78 fg',f—'J'JEfﬂ R TIRIE AT ﬁI%EJJ i [Spcfifl > H [‘Jﬁﬂ
- ?[iﬁéﬁﬁ (.81)> PJV¢TJ“F'# FHRE > TR BRI RN [JE'?F g F‘,T’Eﬁ'éﬂ?ﬁ (1) B
FIIRE[ZER[f “ifi'zﬁiﬁ' SR (ss1)s (2)f¢7ﬁi& H j;_El’Zﬁ*l*fmT‘&F F o mRLE) ~ #E(ss2) 5
(3) 327 Ml )i 2 R I ’IW'f:_ri f’Zﬁ*l*%plﬁi;:\u (ss3) (4) FIRRISET AL
I&}g FUR[FI DV~ (ss4)e
(=) BB
TIMSS 1999 eSO F il (3R %) 2 153 =Rt (fns )3 2401 %1 (mea) s 38R L4
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SIPTEEES S (dap) s 4.9 (geo) s 5. fRB (alg) 27 i 5] k& ( Gonzalez & Miles, 2001, Exhibit 1.3) o
WHIRITET 0 - S~ AR ¥ ffﬂu HFTHSFE™ Wt fir - WS - 4
’?“‘%\'QEH F’}Wiﬁiﬁﬂﬁi ﬂﬁ*ﬁ“ o) B "l g1 > bﬁfifﬁ*’ (RERE > 2 93) - £
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*—“I%“‘JE"F’UPJ??ﬁ GIED) &) 2 LESERES (eas) s 2.5 5 (lis) ; 3422 (phy); 4.5
(che); S.Iﬁf?“g_’iﬂ’*lﬁﬁ(erl) 6. *[ B RTER[ 251 T (nos ) £ 155 k% ( Gonzalez & Miles, 2001,
Exhibit 1.3) > ERIEIE sw&u&%%u&x |FIEEE (RERRE > 2 93) « PRl RIS
SRR oY I'pt(*[f’?’ﬁ}* (f=7 F“@'*ﬁsf

[ TIMSS f ugﬁwi%ﬁum@ﬁdﬁ'g, B bSO 5T A CIE -
(R ) [y 29 2+ o PR 2 fﬁﬁ WIEEE 7 HIF [I fgg %'Zﬁ(ltem Response Theory, [ IRT)
FUki W=k (scaling methods) @ I') &) i 28 4 iy~ *‘d St F LS J Ji&@%ﬂ%ﬂﬂm’ A5 IFLHET Vo ’Hilfl
FEEUE LA > TIMSS £ 5 4 ﬁ;} R IJf:FJJJ % & T3 ffi (plausible values) (i
FE 5 93 ) e [HF=s b S IR T ke R T R (5 {SJ b 554 £ ) 7 5 RS R 5

B SRS BRI = KD - D1 AR L TP 4, ~ s
=\ FRBER AR D

_n

FAPFEF]H] SEM $ TIMSS 1999 VBrST[1 > SE b= S8 F I35 g Jﬁl%ﬁéfgg{qf‘wgﬁgﬁe[
5717 (secondary data analysis ) ° ﬁi?rﬁliﬁgi&; H| LISREL 8.7 4%  F&AJ[IMIk= 1k (listwise deletion ) 5!
ER e > HOERES T AT A B 5,600 &

F %S TIMSS ﬁ” )iy F[‘f?" B 4 jﬁ%ﬁﬁ ( multiple imputation ) » fit % fﬁl TE 2 RS ST He o
' (Gonzalez & Miles, 2001 ) » £5 1" % ﬁ’iﬁfﬂﬁ [Iﬁi*ﬁéf*‘j}{fj’?ﬁﬂéi RO MRGE T BB TIMSS & 5=

P fJI‘,ILﬁF 73 WG A P i f:,‘pgl_.—rf.,»ﬁl fi 537 > FIAUSS 55 i I/Fﬁ; '
B R T PR (RS (Yamamoto & Kulick, 2000) » £3[<E [l
i AP S DA fIJEJJJ @A - I&H}{ﬁ' f‘ A VRS & ITE’T%:'TE'#?iﬁI"ﬁZ i lﬁ[
(Schafer & Graham, 2002; F §7.* *%E[Fﬁ%f o IJ 7N ERHI TR 55 AT
(—) SIEEERMEEA
AR = 5??'*‘1?&: YL A*ETIF‘, Ad . F AJF" E3 'Jl@%ﬁ i F{ﬁ'ﬁ A LR
]T (’:{ﬁﬁijf = 93) P“S‘ﬁ“ A %’B@?EJIHF: (skewness) =igR (kurtosis ) o £ 'ﬂrw TR
AOTEF AT 3 v [f’éréltﬁ;!ﬁﬂf” 10 > PRGBS R eL) ERZRITE (IS 0 93) ik
£ = Egrtsh Gl O AR - R PR BT (maximum likelihood ) I"E?T’f%g? [ERES (ﬁ%
EYEHRE  MET > N 93) .
(Z) BRERRSN

A" SEM EIJf?EUE"ﬁ:“%f?’F‘FﬁT“ CEHIE D ST E 1?#%’«* THERT BE AR N (q{ﬁf
%55 93)0 [ﬂIF“ PR HE RS 1 IO EF"TE' Ji W& S RS J[*KI 2 75 #7( confirmatory factor analysis,
WP CFA) » I Pk s AL (1R - F) :fﬂ?ﬁ:@fﬁ;'/?% ST o [ ER AR S 1 E A8
JET = r’l‘ﬂf] (A S2HED) > PURLRSPRT (B7SF ~ FIRE(SP) e iﬁﬁl’?ﬁi’?ﬁi@fﬁ?&ﬂ?ﬁ[
Eﬁ??ﬂﬁq I’Ff, ) ;r,sq%? Marsh % Koller (2004) v fi;g,g;c?y& (model specification)  FL= 7]
FISEE B RPN S AR (57 R R Bl ) ?i&ﬁﬁ'%ﬁ °

(=) %TQIEE"@%*E
AL CFA TERE  S0p J?ﬁé AFFE % y\_l‘fif??‘ G AEIRE 7 55 47 ( path analysis with latent variables;
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PA-LV) —[I[fl Eﬂ‘]: & P, HEHEEY (measurement model ) E‘?"Hﬁ Lz (structural model ) IV BEASLZE S
7 (ST 0 93) « MS B M R Sy ) - R

1. ﬁ;:kr%’ki

'} SEM [IY PA-LV SfAfefbi = =g i (ﬁ‘fﬂ' 3) &Sk - ifgﬁﬁ*ﬁ*ﬁ@ﬂ%@?"/ %TF‘E%E;JI"’FE[ il
BIZ SIS | U - SRR 0 ’}H,m#@ﬂ [l R T
?E?FE'F%IE;J ([fil 3% CFA) - f ﬁ%’?‘i@#l’?iﬁ%ﬂ}@*%@??"tlﬁ 12 PR R R N FJV E”?ﬁ‘?ﬁi’?
BOPHNLI - R ROTH AR L 5 B
@H HE - ] ,yﬁfﬂ H o }Hl'g?”fﬁ V[“iﬁl[”’ '%it 1o [ENPFE T R ETRY (R L ER e l.
s ﬁ';ﬁ_ﬂj%’?‘i@# IJ@%'E\T@‘*—“ 17 EIH}HV?E}@*‘W% Rl fgats [~ (:F"I%LJ 1> 2 93 ;5 Joreskog
& Sérbom, 1993) o AR BT, *f'ﬁw* P H PR O < FRATE W R [l (B
B o 2 A R G s -

2 A 5

iﬁmu#%ﬂ‘iﬁﬁfl@ VAR = N I OO =Y - f TR e FR TR
g~ (¢ ; Ph & X 93 F[%J‘[ 1‘%4’ > 54 93): (1) ?Tﬁf‘f?]‘?(absolute fit indexes ) > EH}‘ﬁ Goodness
of Fit Index ( {ij#4 GFI> Wﬁ?ﬁ?%ﬁf?‘.% )= Root Mean Square Error of Approximation ( ffj#% RMSEA -
PHERYEHS.05 FeA T ALESHTE 0 .05 = .08 1T rj\ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁiﬁ@% > .08 Z.10 £ T {1 el > AHe10 %
=R Flﬁp‘clj & ) FE o (2) ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ'fﬁ,@ (relative fit indexes) » Eﬂ?f Non-Normed Fit Index ( [
NNFI > %J:'*K)F?}[\%‘“ ©.90) == Comparative Fit Index (% CFI > ﬁkﬁ’}biﬁf" 90) R (3) s
iﬁmfﬁ%’!( parsimonious fit indexes )» & }”ﬁ Parsimonious Normed Fit Index( f#*% PNFI- I%,T’\ff H v EHS.50)
= Hoelter’s Critical N ( ffj#% CN » %J—'*‘\fi?‘g\%‘“ *200) [ o

TER MY

A () T B TR T R ) l’g@ﬁrﬂé [y CFA S PA-LV V5 H48
o R R R ifp’p‘r T o SRR (R BRI ED -
IJ7 S CEA S PA-LY 1) 3 52014 v o % - I;F’?Emﬂm%m PR GRRHITY R
%E‘W‘ff » WLV R ’r‘E'E—TJE'”’FE{é ’%E'f‘ﬁ%@x )5 AR PR A A T T
T" T TR E R, R & fi- V5 PR 5(5”7[@ ;‘Q‘ﬁﬁ i |«'Ft|F‘,“|' ( Schafer & Graham, 2002;
Yamamoto & Kulick, 2000 ) > # £ ,|if|§<J/ﬁEZFE'|'T§I€% feave (%Ei?ﬁ 3)e I hE~ Lr’fﬁ’f,fﬁ%%'\' °

— BRMRRSN

(—) BEFEESZRAREE
LI EaRE= 43 llﬂﬁrv I f Fﬁﬁ?i[ﬁﬁiﬂﬂﬂfli‘}ﬁ?ﬁ (’ﬂ'ﬁ'ﬁiﬁf’ 5 92 ; Marsh, 1992) - YIETIJI
EATRS AR E o inh| IH:EEIL_I_’ CFA - SN g2« TR F IH%VEEE'5??95?%*&"?9%@\*['7*—:[%{"
IR G RN F:M;L (I 1A B ﬂmuﬁ} # (fl# 1) ¥ GFI (.98) - RMSEA (.067) -
NNFI (.98)~ CFI (.99) ~ PNFI (. 60) CN (400. 25) SRR o AP ?*:#ﬂjgliyﬁﬂ I CF L £
= PR (JLA T VBN 1B ) 20 PR M PSS S Bt U o3 Bl SN ES © SR T 'irfl g.li%;f,@?ﬁ
160 Pt T PR S RIRE > S SRS A il B L I PSR AR L i ( Ax’=6233.56 > Adf=1 >
p<.001) < f1=4 1A ﬁ?ﬁfﬁﬁw% EIfe Bl (AR (278 /TH0.56~.84 1 /] » Byse FIZS =S IR S0 F 12y
TS TE'F%%% 54 ﬁZ’?ﬂp A LA T E EAOASLEY 1B SR LR o PR F PSS T B
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JTERT o fﬁ?ﬂ;ﬁ%gl’@%@»ﬁ ) [ﬁjﬁﬂfﬁ% ﬁfﬁil TR INATRE S N NE = AT LN %“ 7 T [ﬁjﬂﬁﬁj ,
FIo3 (PR TIAIFYE 125458 (Byrne & Gavin, 1996; Shavelson et al., 1976) « [l1IF=% § » TIMSS 1999 iy
FIZSAS I E B 0T B EVQEQF*IQSE'I&ﬁ%k«pxﬁﬁit*dfkitf'F,ﬁ,°

(Z) BERFMzERRZE

a:f*éj{ﬁmt&@ﬁ@[]ﬁﬁfﬁw = CFA - J] ”5"35»%}{59?#15%"/ PR ARG © AN AR TR S IR
SIS REER AR (YIRS ) FIRISFRSERY *Ji *ffﬁ*“" iitﬂllzﬁ B (pLA 1) ﬁfﬁ'c“ (fsr=t
2A) 7+ GFI (.98) RMSEA (.05)~ NNFI (.99) -~ CFI (.99) -~ PNFI ( 78) CN (578. 13) I -
Yt’pm‘u ,u,ﬁfjfﬂ;fﬁ‘fﬁ”ﬁ&ﬁffﬁﬁm%ﬂ P (Bl 1 A8 2B) » 30 PR Y PSS S gl U T 52
£ o w“ﬁ»'ﬂEH =77 PNFI 9 » SR ‘ﬁfﬁﬁfl’iﬁﬂ BT PSRRI SRR L
SR, T N R AR PO il (A’=815.27 » Adf=1 > p<.001) ° =% 2A f;r“ffﬁgu[ﬂipﬁ Bl (A
() fiH.60~.91 V] > B Ry lEAIR S PRSI AT D00 « BERIE, o MY 2A T B A
2B ° A ELRE o i TIMSS 1999 [O5wb it 53 ?EE?%E‘?H%WWWWJE Pk ERE R LT
Eﬁ@iﬁ%ﬁﬂo

K1 METBRCFARRZESEHRLER

P 2 B
X GFI RMSEA NNFI CFI PNFI CN
1A 22 574.10%** 98 067 98 .99 .60 400.25
1B 23 6807.66%** 15 250 73 82 53 35.80
2A 43 664.98%** 98 .050 99 99 78 578.13
2B 44 1480.25%** 95 082 98 98 .79 265.07
Mg Adf Vs
1A, 1B 1 6233.56%** + + + + +
2A,2B 1 815. 27 + + + + —

*m++

SRk pC 001 o E'l?‘;;ﬁgﬁ CFA Vi @ 14820 1A }qu'm? Eﬁi g ﬁpﬁ TE 1B 5 8, gﬁg | P i AR S 1 F
AR 5 2455 1B R S E IS Y U L r+ﬂi FH T CFA V3 FJ 1A%
E 2A:ﬂ§§ﬁﬁ”ﬂ*#ﬁ# uﬁp‘ﬁv”]#@@m” tigﬁwff’ﬂ*wﬁ leﬂl’?ﬁ‘iﬂi P2 2B R
s Elng ol SRl FLLF[@EFJ# ﬁ?‘iﬂi TSRS g +3m A (I [ 1A,
1B 5] > 1A Fﬁﬁ»’] IBEREH ) —%n f{ﬁﬁ/‘.ﬁ(g =&AJ ﬁﬁ[ 1;4?3&]

BEERZERED T

SATETE R i CFASLREL » I') PA-LV 3& A fgbar=s 2 HofhF - Mozt (SLA 3)

j’lﬁ/\@g"?%lﬁl’lg\rf\_ju /\[ Y o

(—) Hlﬁﬁfﬁﬁyrﬂ : I/E B

L F

I} PA-LV 5 UE =0 W B ([ 3 (a)) S5 MER > FNA ST U A% (GFI=96
RMSEA=.048 ; NNFI=.98 ; CFI=.99 ; PNFI=.83 ; CN=496.11 ; XZ 2350.15 » df=160 > p<.001) ( fl% 2
DR ) e FIH o R VEE R lﬂﬁé«@%?ﬁﬁ PR VERES (|3 (a)) FOsEifl (L
4 VRS- ) W SR S R - B IR Iwﬂ%f L) (B=.73 » p<.001) » &
SPRYIPEE] SIS TR (B=.76 0 p<.001) s BT FISFISIF - B S IRSR] e [ 154
AT (B=-34 > p<.001) » B[S TRER] S8 FIZ5HEEF | WA (B=-.18 » p<.001) -
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&2 VES{MBARAZESEILR
AR

izt df 7 —
b GFI RMSEA NNFI CFI PNFI CN
- 160 2350.19%** 96 .049 98 99 83 496.11
- B 162 2792 .47%*x* 95 053 98 98 84 422.29
L P Adf A
-, - B 2 442.28x++ + + = + — +

ﬁ:;i: D H*Ep< 001 o ﬁi;\‘ﬁgﬁl@j/[;ﬁ L — :Wf’t‘ 2 :_l/f;rEFIEJ o

2. 67 AP L B

HESR CFA A f 8= Pesent WA 20y ik d 8k 3 SR flf sk lﬂﬁ‘?ﬁ'ﬁ[ﬂﬁ .90 fHE e H
58 ( multicollinearity ) f IJFf[ R s s s A R 2 (R |F‘,~f Ft Flﬂr]ﬁ (Jagpal, 1982; Marsh,
Dowson, Pietsch, & Walker, 2004) o £ 3] % 7 FUSSYA A AH N AR ENE - 25 FTE= Wip)
qééjl;rﬁ R ‘IWFE} - ING ;@ﬁ@ fﬁlﬁg‘} (construct reliability ) F#i Fia" Fﬁ fﬁ@ ( composite
reliability ) ¥57:.80 I'] - f' Eﬁj‘i t &ﬁiﬁ[i Jr‘:J"E MRS HERD 21 i,L,}“ﬁLEIUI;:(&fF%' ( Grewal, Cote, &
Baumgartner, 2004 ) -

=9 RFAGE - AR Marsh 575 (2004) FRD B PRI > SEATE VSRS -
UA%’I* T F{ It =) ﬁ'ﬁfi ”??F‘iﬂg?ﬁﬂ@#[ﬂ TR Wﬁiﬁﬂ@#ﬁ P
H fl SRR I’”ITE(@;'?JL? FH12" ( constrained to be equal ) » 1~ |ﬁ ORI B ﬂl’}iﬂ\,[,qu\
f‘iﬁkﬂliﬁl*“ (?Jt’pﬁi*“ DI RV A AR VAR ) (B T EI?JI ﬂt b VA o o VAL
T R | *?f??‘ir RIS S B i @fk'gjﬁht Lo =y P - U8 S
T SOEE U Marsh 35 (2004) OB - B PRI M- STEBE SRS B RO
e uﬁ*' BRI IR PR SR P IS YR LIRS A g
eied NS bRy SRS ety e e A B Y 5 '/%lﬁ’%t"ﬁ[f’ H ﬁ?gﬁ{ﬁ'ﬁi)* LRI IUA
B R 5 W L S HERL B T S - MRS @UE&F@L» P
s (LRI SR o - 7 GFL (.96) - RMSEA (.049) ~ CFI (99) 7 CN (496.1) i
Pz~ B (.95 .053 ~ .98 ~ 422.29) Ei{F » 7 NNFI (.98) iy IJIHFAE=~ B ?FE'?SI[ ; F,J"EJ
ik PNFI _Hf50 - (.83) PSS~ B (.84 ) IF=9f » BV~ AU g By [ FoAgi— B v,
i1 ( AP = 442.28, p<.001 ) ORI E S O P B RBEE LR 2 DA ) -

EIT& - EI?C#
73(.05) 68(.02)
|§—‘4 B ﬁl?\:4 B

ozt

-34(.05) .28(.01) .70(.03)
Er;h‘; B
H .20(.01)
.90(.004)
- B i
.90(.004) -.18(.05)
Er;h‘; B
.28(.01) B f

76(.05) 78(.03)
EIE’—\\A B Elf’—\\g B
.20(.01) .85(.04)

4 VEBRZBERE
I R B VARER (™ R R I FEREERY) RS i -
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Pl [WECR 27 H wgk[f':ﬁ FEIF '“ﬂi;ﬁ_ﬁ%ﬁj’ﬂﬁﬁg\f’ TR B R IAS Y EEL(EI(E.004~.05)
BT COU 40 APROSSE 2 R 22l o B I [0 B G (= HAR L (250 Marsh
et al., 2004) o FHF L WA REECRE o M- RTINS B SR VSIA T o IR R
R (R ) PR R IR - - B BRI A e
WDP*?%$?Sﬁﬁﬁﬂ~W&q®#ﬁﬂ*Wﬁwﬁﬁ?Ewﬁwﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬁﬁwf
L H ARy f E R AR lﬁ[E{‘JA IJl

(Z) BHBEHEM : MR#EEQ

fo= = (E'q%‘[' 3 (b)) £% TZEE ALY (non-recursive model ) | —E{ﬁL?VFE?J %[ﬂj[“%\' HE e, f
H'J SEM ﬁr’ﬁg‘ LISREL ﬁf«‘ﬁﬁ‘ I RCRIFRS ] (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993 ) o [IIFEfEL= = EIJ}‘FI ;ull[aii;‘g‘lf—,‘i
(= F* IFLFJF 4 ’ﬁﬁl’f%fé < (C EH?F f??“i@fl V’FE'TTJE?& [RYENEE @) Fﬁ% & P BLAY
(underidentified ) I?W , IEH:FJ fE'?’rﬁl. ﬂanﬁi? LA > Bk ]Ff, o [RIF=taE %HI}#J’# i3

B = L (restrictions ) | Uf'ijv]?'*ﬁ JEHH TR (Shah & Goldstein, 2006 ) « |14 & }gi’f’?ﬁi I RS
]FML‘};&HVJ/ rrxj I :

LR T ek R PO

FHASASLZE = T RS AR S eV RBCETBIAYEE  0 FRL SR iy xﬁfl‘;liﬁ?"@sﬂf?‘ |= A Eu?ﬁ :
(1) SPR[PIPUTHIEE & —HesP P IS S Yr S ikl o B 52 P ISR Q AR S ab e 1 B8 2 5 (2) #5598
RITIPsERIes & — RS F IS SR SR RS TRl | o B[ S5 F I S SRrER ny ik B 12 5 (3) 2 iRaya
e g e S an g N R En g e o e N SRR ] I}H’ﬂ Fli— A0 @f.g@{t il
B DI AT R B SR

?@’J'ﬂ'ﬂzﬁﬁﬁ?JE{%ﬁEﬁ RS AIES YR e g s ﬁglpl%?&lﬁ,n PRy A
QR 72 T ?tﬁﬁ'? CPgeE—- ) o Al JE 5 - Wri“lﬁp 4 *I ’ "%SF“F“ EI#@‘;:{&
( GFI=.94 ; RMSEA=.06 ; NNFI=.96 ; CFI=.97 ; PNFI=.81 ; CN=234.55) ; TRBER| P ROTERES 2 0 B
FSHEQHHYF B (=40, p<.001) R[S [ IFHEL SR F b i (f=.24 > p< 001) B T3
W T ESEPRIMIPVEE & BrEP IS QARSI (f=-.08 » p<.001 ) Z2R [ IZ5H3 EIHE 75Tk (B
=-.06 > p<.001) P[IF Ei[pFsH - ﬁﬂaﬂﬂ*ﬂé‘,iﬁ'fdﬁ?,z]:?% wyﬁgflig;h VIR (HR Tﬁ'ﬁl
R OV (SRMR=.28 > — 4fEIYE.08) » iy &' 2 Fe 59 o9 W 0% b IHpo g3 )
A PRIV DL P = RGO R TSRO %itiﬁ"*‘“ (Pps= D> Mg 55
SR R = i AR (P ) -

HiAfgL ﬁfl’i"zl‘ » 7 1% [IF“J %= Jrgkt—'*‘jg PO H %= PFNJ BET [ o (IR S
Rlal ﬂﬂr%i:“ IR t‘ B g b = H 7 ECVI -~ AIC ~ CAIC :‘*m@ £ R CRLEETS -
293)- [fy ] %= 'FL'” uﬁ;uwﬁfﬁg =4t ﬁlﬁyw %=, '*‘*‘FI TR I/%;}?;«gﬁ fif A U@yﬁe

AL(TH.01~.80) L= fli'ﬂ““ HRTRE (PER| SRS R AR BT 1.82 5 ST A 0
@j% » H L"f“'l‘ J 2 f IE AN E AR ) > R R = Elflﬁ?“if%ﬁﬁ?f@ EEPARE I AL
ORI o ok DAt > EREE AR (9 8 ECVI S AIC ~ CAIC SRR WAL R ) (g
R \H&&ﬁ%mﬁiﬁ’m% TEREH > RGPS ST MR B R -

2. MR&?&U@A’@&?[‘ i

}?qvm' “E'”F“ » V) PA-LV SR T ('3 (b)) &5 hkde o MU0 pusghésdidl (hLI 5 ) B
A g}frﬁ'ﬁhg F| gy Ilﬁli“fif",@ ( GFI=.96 ; RMSEA=.049 ; NNFI=.98 ; CFI=.99 ; PNFI=.83 ;
CN= 494 83 ; = 2356 26 > df=160 > p<.001) « SR[I SR FISIORBIE o PSP IS B Ry i
T (f=.40> p<.001) > B[ FIZHEG BRI F A5 e TR ) (f=-.09 > p<.001) > ] {§ MR AL
RS o iﬁgéfﬁ[%ﬁgﬁ% F o BRI TG SR F‘y#‘ EIFEET (B=-.09 » p<.001) - E[5
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FIZS G S0 > A5 TT | (ARSIl Y (=24 > p<.001) > ,fm MR FLZCAUSEH] o HiERFE RS iR £
BB R Pesp RS IESER SRS IR | T Y (B=77 > p<.001) » Z' [ SERS MRS SRy fk E -
[f 3 (p=.42 > p<.001) °
&?FE"%%%‘%T?’??MFW%U?E?E[J“% ST PO (RIS R 2 1
BB i O 1R A R R ﬁ&ﬁ% fli ﬁ%fp“eﬂuﬁlmﬁ NN H%'c RN EE £
Fe lﬂﬁﬁpﬁ'ﬁ.ﬂr%tif Bop ‘;H &~ B - ',pjxg\n-ﬁ “J@Fljgﬁﬂgliyﬁu SEFR| ZERY iU
(R (=-.05 > p<001) I'| »E[FFIZ G SRER A5 RIS & R (B=-.04 > p<.001) ELEI[p| - X
IF=> % MR B FIFSEG SR SRS ) f1 [ (Y ™ > 350 BRI =R SRS
fﬁiﬂﬁg’,gﬁlf ﬁéﬁg‘jﬁf\l FITSHEa. Tbﬁ%[[ Flj'ﬁiﬂ%ﬂl);i},g‘jt“ }E,jg]E[HJ)G FIZSEsS s E,}%%ﬁg‘%k[w
eIt fil# 35 (indirect effetct) o G50 FIZSH=S T ﬁ;ﬁ%’r%%ﬁﬁ&ﬂ R RS (f=.31 >
< 001) *I*Eli&ﬁr« PITR SR S ab b BrEF A2 (B=.10 > p<.001) 5 PI9F > EJ\’FE*EE'W%P{
TSR] SRS S WEE | IR (B=-.04 > p<.001) - [R5 IS ISR A5 IR
FIF (p=-.07 > p<.001 ) -

29(.02)

54(.01)

17(.01)

Bs5s RAZZBRERH
¢ RRTAT AE  RORE R IR RS0 < IR it -

£33 UREUEEIMESHBZBRERBUMIEER

e )2 AR
R 51— A o HT= R SR ST A S
SR T
ju MACH->MSC 73(05)  .61(.04) .74(04)  73(04)  91(06) .74(.13)
% SACH->SSC 76(05)  .88(.05)  .70(05)  .70(.05)  .61(06) .73(.12)
" MACH->SSC -34(05) -44(05) -29(05) -26(04) -20(06) -31(11)
SACH->MSC -18(.05)  -.06 (.04 -20(.04) -.18(.04) -36(06) -20(.13)*
T
MSC->MACH 40(02)  40(.02)  41(02)  39(01) .37(01)  .39(.02)
SSC->SACH 24(01)  27(01)  24(01)  25(01) .19(01)  .24(.03)
. Msc>sacH -09(01) -08(01) -09(01) -08(01) -07(01) -.08(.01)
~ SSC->MACH -09(01) -08(01) -09(.01) -08(01) -07(01) -.08(.01)
~  MACH->SACH 77(02)  .76(.02)  .75(.02)  .72(02)  .76(.02)  .75(.03)
SACH->MACH 42(03)  38(.03)  42(03)  .44(03)  .50(.03) .44 (.06)
itz Eza

MSC->MACH->SACH 31(.01)  .31(01) .31(01) 28(01) .28(01)  .30(.02)
SSC->SACH->MACH  .10(.01)  .10(.01)  .10(01)  .11(01) .10(.01)  .10(.01)
MSC->SACH->MACH  -.04 (01) -.03(.00) -04(.00) -03(00) -.04(01) -.04(01)
SSC->MACH->SACH  -.07 (01) -.06(.01) -.07(.01) -.06(01) -06(01) -.06(.01)

R "3 p<10 0 B FHrSE 001 B e (REMPIHER) « 50— 2 %Wﬂ RS ORI P R -

MACH £5872 55 ik ; SACH 5% 251k » MSC 1REr2F 125454, $sC BRI E IR, 5 >E T ) - 4700
[ -
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(=) EHBZERER

PY 55 4 B R 1S g A e RS M R 5y A () 2 A VRN RS S AR I 5 AT
Heig o fH AR T [RIPGEE RS (O 5?56’?99“}*%5?%‘?'}9%9?4‘%‘5‘85}%'z'ngﬁj’fﬁ?&
?&'F{?Jf' fiit ﬁ%ﬂ?& 3V MACH->MSC) o [FHg &~ H A8 50 'f Vi 53 A T B T RS ?Fﬁfibu&’
e ':L‘[I'ftl'ﬁlﬁ"/ FRERRYERE - Ik 3 Bl f§9T- =33 Vi ﬁf’ﬁﬁ‘ U'?L‘F/\“FE'FJ 7o
= WG T A R [Iﬁflﬁlﬁf ER o B *[ R i F'?E[@F#E IZSAa T B (R (margmal)
K (ﬁ—-ZO P 10) HUPS (REF AT OB A o R P glﬂfﬁlpwf, , f:g;r GEs
T'T%J”Jfﬂgg? BEGRR] S0 A8 METRAIRO S I 5 g (B BR[S9l 3= 2 (R
(-20) = Marsh =~ fig\riﬁﬁ'Ad’ Eﬁ*[’fli@‘lﬂ VAN (RS T K207~ -.43 VIH]) FJ' (Marsh et al.,
1988; Marsh, 1990; Marsh & Koller 2003) -

fHEm LS
— IERLNEE

ifﬁmu%ﬁfﬁf LT RS R SRR RIS P R 1 1) SEMOE TR BB ET AR -
Ao i VE ALY (PSS~ ) o AP RS AR SRS ikl Eﬁ“ﬁ‘?‘ﬂ@ﬁﬁflgﬂf"“}%p  HERE
FRCETR= /T VE LY VR - RSP (RIS9) b iesflies? (159 | Pl ] o iy Q\fﬁ(*l
) ’?fﬁﬁ*lgﬂ (BEEP) FIESAmQ R LRI 5 129t > iy | SRS iR S a po ol (3%
WED) *E?{F*Jiﬁ)‘iféﬂﬁlfﬂ?}idﬁ%ﬁ"f‘}ﬁ?,ﬁ\ﬁ@ EIF I (91 Marsh et al, 1988; Marsh & Kéller, 2004 ) © #if=f!
Fgr%fflfll'%?lﬁélﬁ'f, P APERL R VB AR o RS- AR VB ASC R TR G o i MRS (LA
) IO P RS S S S
BT RS PR T R e R S RO BT A - B
IS QS| S IO IR L RIS IS R SIS I I - R
AYE > R PRSI M MR LA I ) RS > 1145 ¥ Marsh % Koller (2003, 2004) S
R PR  T
PR FIFSHSIIN RYA S IEVEE (I MRS ) *'jlfﬁlﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁi?“ (Marsh &
Koller, 2003, 2004 ) ViEkl » p PR s T £ P WEABAHIEE S - R 2
’JEE'#??”F‘/FIEEZAT% 'i’ﬂ%*%?fﬂ“ﬁ%'ﬁ ﬁ* FAEA P’?T (R MR T I
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Academic Self-Concept and Achievement Within and
Between Math and Science: An Examination on Marsh
and Koller’s Unification Model

. . * .
Chin-Lung Chien Tsung-Hau Jen Shu-Ting Chang
Department of Psychology Science Education Center ~ Graduate School of Management
National Chengchi University National Taiwan National Taiwan University
Normal University of Science and Technology

This study is based on a secondary analysis of data collection from 5,690 Taiwanese 8th graders in TIMSS
1999. Marsh and Koller’s (2003, 2004) Unification model was examined by using a structural equation
modeling technique. Due to limitation of cross-sectional data, the Unification model was further divided
into an internal/external frame of reference model (I/E model) and a motivation-resource competition model
(MR model). In support of the I/E model, math achievement had a positive effect on math self-concept but a
negative effect on science self-concept. On the other hand, science achievement had a positive effect on
science self-concept but a negative effect on math self-concept. Consistent with the revised MR model,
self-concept in one domain (math or science) had a positive effect on achievement in the same subject, but a
negative effect of achievement in another domain (science or math). The results indicated that I/E model

and modified MR model could be generalized to math and science subject areas.

KEY WORDS: plausible value, reciprocal effects model, secondary data analysis, structural equation
modeling, TIMSS
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