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Abstract

This study reviewed previous research on utility-value intervention, which has received increasing attention in
the field of learning motivation in recent years and discussed its prospects. First, we presented an overview of the
expectancy-value model proposed by Eccles and her colleagues, on which the utility-value intervention is based,
and discussed the central concepts of expectations for success and task value. The results of laboratory tests
on utility-values were then analyzed apropos of two research trends: the theme of the interaction between the
learner’s motivation and intervention methods; and the theme of differences in intervention effects depending on
the type of utility values. In addition, we summarized the research findings obtained through intervention studies
of utility-value interventions in the classroom and at home. Finally, from the perspective of the attitude regarding
usefulness, future research issues and the practical implications for utility-value interventions were explored.
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FELLLOERHEOT 2RI HD D
e EIE, BHECEDLIHICEST
WICKRE LB LEZEDTE M VDIDTH
5o 9 LB LORE S, BARDDED A
DY D TIE %\, [ Contemporary Educational
Psychology | #%TiZ, 20204E 12581 X L7z
Vol. 61 T204E 5 ) 12 HEED T ITB T 5 4%
HL£E2MA, WL OPOFEMGIIBIT 5 ITE
DOMGEHEMO 7Tt AR5 HORELEZH L
TWb, TOBEFRITIE, ZO20EMICBIT A
R OWTRE DB & FEEHEH 5 OB.L O
HE D ABTFS5NTWAD (Koenka, 2020) o

DX HRFEHESTHIEICET S
HEAEOHHDOI>E LT, HBFOHEKS
Iz LTI A& A7 sefED H %
(e.g., Karabenick & Urdan, 2014; Lazowski &
Hulleman, 2016). €O T, JFITHRIELD
FI0EM TR E R EMZZITTWHH%ET —
~ 23FI R/~ A (utility value intervention)
T & % (e.g., Canning & Harackiewicz, 2019;
Harackiewicz & Priniski, 2018; Harackiewicz,
Tibbetts, Canning, & Hyde, 2014; Hulleman &
Harackiewicz, 2020) . FJHififi (utility value)
Lk, FEBL > TCOFRNEOLF ML
RIS TD 5. FIHMAEN AN, FEHNE
W9 B A M E ORI 2 RS &5 2 & T
FRAOBRR /T F —< Y AD[] b
EORITFH T EERATA AT EEIRT,

FURAGEA AR L CTld, iAhCLLSEREmT
RHWZTBY, LE2—@mLb 0L o0dh
5500, bETIERZEFNEOD A
%<, FIHMEN ACERZ Y T2 E 2 —
I BRA SN2 Ve AT, 20X
A ACERZ ST, ST Toff
ZEAIRZBEBIL 729 2 CTHBROMZEHRE L '
ZIZOoWTHEmT %o

Eccles 5 D HATF—
MEETILEZ2ZEED (T

Eccles 5 D HAF—{@ifEE T ILDEE

Lo, FIHMEN A LR E T %8
a2 AE C B B Eccles © O ffF—Aifii € 7 v
WOV ISR T 5o WIRF—1lifil £ 7
JViZ, Eccles, J. S. R Wigfield, AS 12 & - THt
BEINLHESTET IV TH S (Wigfield &
Eccles, 2000; Eccles & Wigfield, 2002, 2020) o
VbW B IR IER RO, BRIZBIT B0
EWETVEWZ L9 (BE, 2013; fRR -
B4, 2019) 0 ZOEFIVTIE, HADEKE
FATENI IR MO8 B HE S NS &
V) AR Y 72 Wi P (e.g., Atkinson
& Feather, 1966; &= A - 2370, 1995) O%fH%
A LoD, Hax - LW RERIZE %%
BB EY) AN TWwW5b, Eccles & Wigfield
(2020) 1%, WHDEFIVE L CFigure 1DE
TNERLTWAS,

ZDOETIVTIE, BII~OWEE (expectancies
for success) & EBIYFREAMIMH (subjective task
value ; DT, SRUEUHIE) D2ZBASERIZEY S
BEIRNRNRT =< VAW BETLEEZD
NTWhe BII~NOMFFIE, ZhbiT) T
EORBIZOWT, HZENZT ) F &
TT5HIENTELNICHTLESZIBT L
EN 5 (Eccles & Wigfield, 2020), flifiiizow>
T, ZNZNOBEIEAOMfEE V) =2
7 VA% XN T B 720 IEEMiIE S LT
MSfbInTwb, EMEIX, ATEIR
AREANOI) MK LT EOREFBINIC
T LS 2B L T LD EiET,

LI~ DR B 1, HEE & AT
ZHCAF—< (HHORNIZO>VWTOAD
BRI - RINWBEEE, & 2% \VvIdEA K&
OCHINTA Ty TAT4%E) &, ¥HE
DEIEH L L LB R 2 T TR S h
5o B, HOAF—< &, #BEORER,
HLEXMENS, ACIIDWTORMAD—H#
L7250 THY, MAOHCIZHT 51H
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Figure 1 Eccles & DM $ % W45 —ffifii £ 5 /L (Eccles & Wigfield, 2020, {#t[H, 2021% 245 12/ )

LA AL L, Ko Fs50TH S
(Markus, 1977) TNHOHERSHOA ¥ —
<, HHVIIEREHROL & REEE, FEED
HHIZE > TORERMFZ TH 2L —
Vv MORBE - ITHES, ki %
EDXIERMT A, FLTC, MAPEY
DB\EDEFARERIIONTED L) IR L
TVLNIZE > TEEBEZZIT L, EHIT,
NS ORMRPLMEDOFRE RO, X DA
e - UL R ER P, b —Y = >

-
—

bOfRG - B LB ZIT B & SRTY

%o

L) ICHfF—ifEE TV TR, BR
Hiiz L, TELbICl s TOERERM
H (=Y v ) OFEENELT 5a
1t (socialization) @ 7 H -t AREMR I N TW
5, ZL T, TOMEHENT HHERD XA
ZZXLZWEMTL, EAOBEERRH
DA N7+ —< Y R) ZFlTHIE
MHE ENTE7: (e.g., Eccles & Wigfield,
2002; FE7E, 2013),

BRI DEATF & SRREfMED#AE

O TS L L CoMENMMEIE, Eccles
R WigfieldlZ X EHEHO TRHET%2 b 0%
M2 TH 5 (e.g., Wighield, Rosenzweig,
& Eccles, 2017) . Eccles & Wigfield (2020) T
i3, 40 DMIfEDFHARE SN T D, 1D
HiZ, BLBRAMfE (interest / intrinsic value) T
oo FIAMMEIX, FREEZTHIEDREL
S -HHASEEIMETH 5, FIRAMEIL,
PR R N FEM BRSO & BRI 22 B 254
ENTwb (Wigfield & Cambria, 2010), 2
D HIE, HEHIfE (attainment value) TdH %o
FERRMAE L, UFEOBEIZIY M A, I
THIENEE L VHECROERIZOLD S
EVIH)RBIERIMETHY, TAT T4
T AL OBERVEEDSIERH SN S (e.g., Eccles,
2009), 32 Hi%, FAMfE (utility value) T
HoHo FIHMMEIE, “UWEFy )T ELOKH
xBTS TH > 722% (eg., Bccles &
Wigfield, 1985), #L4EEF ¥ V) 7ICBRS T X
DIRIE S FEEIE > TOR MO M%E IR
TS E LTHbITW5, %2, FIHMME
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IZoWTIE, AHEOREIZIE LTS HITHM
SEEhTibhbs2 b dH 5 (eg, HH,
2001; Gaspard et al., 2015a), 42 H X, o &
b (cost) THB, TA ML, AID3IDEITHE
0, BEOIY MAIED) AT 4 T Al
T 23 TATH B o Ecclesbid, I
A MOBARMLENELE LT, LELREED
BIMERTE AR, ToMoOEHKRED
ERELFITHREI AN, BEHOZETIIR
WMLZGEC TN INIARER R ERIRT
DI A MD3D%2EMHL TS (Eccles &
Wigfield, 2020) o

B, M < S, FLEI TR
NTWEMETH), ThOZERDEHT
Hb (cf I LM, 1993), D7z, TDE
FMZBT AfEE, Edo X5z, A5k
LI L THROENIRPET LS ORERTH 2
CEERMELTBE V. MiEIZ AR
HLTEZETE2HDOTHY, LMl %
FoTwna EERHL TR, ZZITHH
filifli s A & K iXh % GBAI A A D HEME &
iz 202 HHEIAFEL TWAH LR &
Do

B B~ IR R B A i o> 25 A TH L2
BILCld, B, 74EA % 0 LS by ol A
%47 - 72Meece, Wigfield, & Eccles (1990) T
1, I OIIFEA AR %, A (
S%) oRMREERE ZNENTHT S
CEDPRIRENTWS, 72, Durik, Vida, &
Eccles (2006) (&, /NFASEARRICHIE L7206
RO FEAGAE FR A, B LA A R O 43I
DRI E R Tt EH ORE M R 2 — Z#IR, K
ROV EEH I NS MENDOELEEICH
WL LaR Lz 2OLHIT, HI~ND
WMDY, S F S F LU AR

D aAxbi& —HEEMEgEoE®R (2 213k =
N J5H,1993 % L) 63 5hL, RRHERRLOESZD
b L. FEBR, Eccles HI13EET A b ZliflIC&ED T
PZTVDHDD (Eccles & Wigfield, 2020), = A bz fiifti &
)0 BEL TR ISR S L L2 AN R W & v ) F25k (Barron &
Hulleman, 2015) b A 515,

BEDZEE B BWT, S8 OFphetk 53
R, E LTSI R (BEHH R
X TER) BEMET L LY BEL
DIATRICE 5o TRENTWS (LY 22—
L LT, MR - W2¥, 2019; Wigfield, Tonks, &
Klauda, 20167 &)

FIAMEEN AT O REH

[l U 7zEccles & O Wi fE—Alifii € 7V & &
BILBDS, TLEH72H0BI~NOWER
MOEARE DGR 2 VW IR L, 87 + —
X VADN EIZORIFE L) EICH
LT, SFESFRWEIfTDONTE (eg,
Simpkins, Fredricks, & Eccles, 2015; Wigfield,
Eccles, Fredricks, Simpkins, Roeser, & Schiefele,
2015)c ZOHTH, FEIMED—TTH % F)
AR HE R 2 T, 28 O A Hf i RE
ZRETLEIIHENTEIELTINT +—
RYADMEIZORIT 5 L2 RAATZHH
fili 15 4~ A @ W 81X, Harackiewicz, J. M. %
Hulleman, C. S. & DHFFE 7 )V — 7% Ll T
HEORINERTRELFEEEZZFT TS (eg,
Canning & Harackiewicz, 2019; Harackiewicz
& Priniski, 2018; Harackiewicz et al., 2014;
Hulleman & Harackiewicz, 2020). 7k RE 1iffi fif
O TR HAREICERDE T > T2 HH
&L TiE, FIAMME I RE~NOZ =
AV RPN EWRIANT 7 P AL
# L (e.g., Durik et al., 2006; Hulleman, Durik,
Schweigert, & Harackiewicz, 2008; f# K - H4¥,
2014), F-EMEOFTIRLIMALR
TWHIHITHDEV) ZEPEHINTNS
(e.g., Canning & Harackiewicz, 2019) o

AR AL, 5238 & O A il o G251
RRET D LICL > TRT =< Y ADI]
FE2HBETOOTH B, BAWIZIE, FEHA
FIZHT 2 HHEOE R EME D SBORT 5
Bk (HEBEERZEETIENS) &, %8
BHIITEZSEZN 5B (HDERM
LELIFIEND) OREL2ODBIES N,
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Mat S hTw b, &5 HHME A AL
13, EEREERR T 4 — IV FERZ X &l
WATONTVEER—DDOKELRIFHMTH S
EEZ NS, FEBRIFIEE %2 BRI W
HZET, AARIRIZOWTHIEE L O
L7z X D BB CRIREORGE 2% &
NTWb, ZO70, FEENDHNAITHL
T, BRI TV A 2T 5 2 L 2 HIEE
T& 5%,

DUF T, 13 U IR A A O & &
Elp o P EBREERIZE ZMAIIOVWT, 2
DODOT—NOMBIT 5, 3, FIAAMAE
AL H S HEE#SRE LTk T
Wiz, FEHZOEBEOT (e, BIRPLHITFO
EBE) EMATEEDOZHEHE W) F—<
2O o WIZ, EAERD LIFsnTwBFIH
ifEDFERNZ L A A AR RDFENE V) T —
ROV THBIT 5, EHI1C, 74—V %
B ICHREL, BEBXOREIIBT AFIH
i ADEERMEICL T, Lok H%k
HMAEPE SN TV S D)% F IZHulleman %
Haraciewiczb O 72 % b £ 12 L & 28 5 B
T 5

SFBEEOEE ST ENAFTEEDXEER
HarackiewiczX°Hulleman 52 &> C [ F)FHllifit
Al E LT TN i A OSEIL, Hulleman,
Godes, Hendricks, & Harackiewicz (2010) &3
C\»% (Hulleman & Harackiewicz, 2020), 7272
L, TRICEKSO>EZELRMIEE LT, Durik
& Harackiewicz (2007) 23%F 65N 567259,
Durik & Harackiewicz (2007) Tlx, 22D
MEFEBFRZHE LT, FEPOIY AL
B OEIR A RAET 2B EORHIE, D
&b Lol ARYELIR (individual interest) @
BEICI--TRL2LIEERLTWVS, &
B, BAWBEKE L, FEE o E IR R
WY A D 9 & § 2 MEIAEZ IR T Durik &
Harackiewicz (2007) &, ¥ ANE (ie., 2H7F
Fto#FROFHE T 7 = v 7) ~OMAK
BIROLWFHIF LTIE, TFAMOAT T

WS EOFEZFOBK AT (catch) ¥
DRNRTH 5 —H T, BARBERDENH
WX LTI, FRNEOFHEOE R (R A
B Evo 2BIRZHERT 5 (hold) H¥B D
PHEMTH DI EEIRLTZ ZOWIETIE,
FIURAAE & VI 2 idmf s hTs o3, #
Ml LIRS EM T (eg.,
Hidi & Renninger, 2006; Renninger & Hidi,
2019) ICHl5> CTiioTWwb, LAL, $HoT
WA ERRERHR I NS HHEOERI,
Z D% DOFIMAEN AN BE T A WFZE125 ] X Hk
BNTW5B, 52, TOMRTRENL
I e AR T 2 R AN O, £
OB OFIIES ATFFEIC BV CEEZRFEH
HEholz,

Durik & Harackiewicz (2007) Tli%, %#¥
NI T 28 ORI, MmEH»5H
RSN D HERER (directly communicated)
DX TIRRENT VS, ZOHOIERET
X, FEANSFOAHEEZFEERAFIIE S
5 HCAEKAE (self-generated) DA DL
% { et E LT\ 5, Hulleman et al. (2010)
X, REAZRRE L EREIE L HEY;
i CTOEBERMED2ODMIEZEL T, HC
BRI DI AN, FREIINOFE 2 Lid
TR D F RO FE TR L CTHLER S
FHRBE T RO DLERRN D DH LWL
L7zo FEHNEOHFHMEZAEHEARITE X
B, [OPELI LD, T TIOEED
Ao 72 HIT L o TUIFENOBIRE H O 5
ZoNFICho/zEZO6NTW5S,

—HOBEBEEMOMNMAICEHLT, %k
ik @ Durik & Harackiewicz (2007) @ A1 K
1%, # ® % \ZDurik, Shechter, Noh, Rozek, &
Harackiewicz (2015) 2 & o THEBILE T
V5%, Durik et al. (2015) T1322 IR % 5

2) %3, Durik & Harackiewicz (2007) "CTli&_kak o> 1) 4l A 1 i
BRASREZE B & L CiRE ST 720 LA L, Durik et al. (2015)
TlE, MARERE HIfRFOMEREZET VA LLEZ S,
I T AT BERZ A L CHIEESEETH -
00, FOMIEETEP 72205, HRERELT
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LT, FEHAAE (81X Durik & Harackiewicz
(2007) EMUFHETZ =y 27) IZHET 57
FAME D15 % s S5 2 5 EAEEER o
B, BAOEI~NOHFEOERICL 5T
MEINLZ EERLT. BIRRICIE, B
BT BBI~NOWRE (2T v R) 295
WERZBWT, FIHMEMEZ BOR SN B RED )
A, HEREX D b EEBZORREIR (e,
— R 22 D BUIRBE & L COBLIR) RRHE RS
DINT =V ADVED T2, I~ DH]
FFOKWEIZB VLTI, FIHMIEZ RS
LREDTH, FHEE X D AR FBR DV
ZEDVHOEN I ot BB, BURESNLIA
M fE O, SO ET 7 =y 7 &
WALZEDRT—=F VT RAEVDF N T4
BImz i U CHEEGERDOI EANE D %035 2
LR, HHEOWMEIIBWTRIRT 7=y 798
EO X ICIHHEN TV S H % BAKRIZ 3]
THLIERENPEEINLHDTHoTe 2D
X9 BRI OVTIE, BN OIEEOML
HIZBWT, HurR SN 5 EENEOF I lifE
HMOPHBIZE > THBE LTRMENS T
DERMENT VS, T74bhH, HOLNETF
EFTDHEFHNEIIONVT, W HlENSZ
OEMEEZHOREN-ELTYH, HFTIZZ
OEMMEEZZEZTELRBLIDLTT, &L
ATy vx—LLTZITRLEEZON
%o
ERmER E HOCER E W) 22000 A
FEIZO W TR ISR & Mt L 72w ge
%%, Canning & Harackiewicz (2015) T®H % -
Wb i3F9, MAOFY Y TICEb S X
9 RN % & ORI HIE % % - 72 BB mE R
DIAD, HOAEEBMOA L LT, W
IO HIFRF DN T F 6 LTI BBRRER

AR X ) IO AR ZE FRLTwb, TOX
9 7% FERIZR LT, Z D% Hecht, Grande, & Harackiewicz (2021)
Tl, Durik et al. (2015) OHIIEFIHT 7 =v 7 L wvo/z A
FOVHERRI OB ARG L2 b O TH D LML, £l
DITEG e A E F R L Vo AR 028 Cla iR L b
LKD) SR L L TR U TH AW HENEE R L7z,

R EKD S5 —FH T, HEeAERBEOH A
&, EEREERN AR TERICR IO D
BWEHEZEIN L TEY T4 T EE D
DI EEWSMT L (FEERL) . FIHMMifE %
H5C% 2 HB21E, BB S0 il
TEZ ) P O CRRME TS HRE HEE T
5720, BIINOWEPMENA T L ERE
ERMDONATELLI BT Ly ¥y =3k
L9, BIENETLZEEZONTVS, K
2, INSEEEERN L BRI oM A
Ao 0A, EHbOhRHOADAN AL
T, IO HIFRF O 5235 5 0 BLR R F)
FHAE R, L T8 74—~ v A% EE
B5HIEHIRENT (FEER2), 51T, HEE
YA 2 AT AE O TS HINEE D & FERGR R
FrUTICEDLLLOERE, L)FERED
HWAEBEIC BT 26O R ICE N %
o T2A, WIINOIFEORWEEEICE
WX, FERRERF ) T & A A ZHIHIE
G2 15 2 724 & e~ i o 52401
RLEEN FT 52 EDBHLMI R o7 (52
B%3)o TNBIE, Bond »FRAllifED NE 23,
EIINDOIFF O NFEFH FIZE > THEBE
ol Ry, FERIOL ) BATT 4 T
MEPF HBHEHINDDEMRINTW 5,
I ~DOHFFORNFEFIL, FROF v 1)
TWZOBRNDLE) BEHCEELZL A=V &
5 F A TS HIC R BRI R Y, Ly
XY —RK LB OO, HEWRIGE (72&
ZTE YO (B ARG ETE R
ZITANRT VW EDREZ LN,
INLHOZETIE, b &b ERII~DOWFE
WKL, L7zdSo TEED I 2R3
OHEAERE DN AR REEZTRD EIFTwb
B, FNTIED L LYVEROSTOBERE
R LT, HEAEREOMAZED X ) 5%
BV CTELZEA I ZORICHLT
Hecht et al. (2021) %, & & & & A RyEBR
ZELHOFEIIH LT, BHIWKE>TOE
Wi - R A M ESE YT THCE
BEID T — 27 % 8¢5 Z D5, HEH %
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E X (behavioral intention) P~ # O FHAl
ERHNCAR Y T4 T RE O EZRL
Twhb, AKEKOFHWEHFIZE 5T
b, FEAFEICOWTEF Y ) 7HORMN A
HAE & BT 72 2% & R I iE %2 H 55 CTHERk
THZEIE FHEACE LY BEMT
HIEWZOBNHEEZLNTWA,
DibEofrge & b, FIHMmES A %2479 B
X, HIZHNEOF AN % - EH HE IR &
oD RV TlE 2 <, FIHIAAE TS A3 HE
IR O WFERFIZE > THBR 7L Y
D=l b VX ) ICREER L LEND S
(Brown et al., 2015; Johnson & Sinatra, 2013) o
¥ 72 R AL A%, Hecht et al. (2021) @
X912, HOAR X8 5BoFHMEDNE
ERELENTLIET, FFREFHO
FEEMREZ DD LI ITH AT <A X5
HERMAETHDLEVZ D759,

FIRMEOEEICL 2N AIREDEL

T H B2 L9512, FIAMGEIC D W T
(&, EAEIIEIR K FEEIZE > TOHHNED
BHZRHIHEE LTHRbILTWE, £D72
B, —FICHAMEE VwoTH, 221 1%
VHEE] KR LTS FSERMAHAMETE
% (e.g., ', 2001; Gaspard et al., 2015a) o

Z DX ) W T, Brown etal. (2015) I,
H O 5 (self-focused) & b £ ri (other-
focused) & V) Ffil A & F) Ml i % [X 51
L, "AREEZHRET L5, TOW%ET
13 H O R 72 A A iE % agentic value & I
O, HHEHZET) I ENEDRERHIC
E o TH LWRERIZO o720, MR E
RIEEGH ) A TOREHME W) RBATE L

fififiti % communal value & FFOF, {EEhAMlE &
WhLzh, WE2ZMIZY, HoHVIdME
EDDHRP) BT 5 LI 58 HE
ELTHBHLTWS, 2L T, KREOEY
RFMMAH 23R e LERICLY, &
BNEIZ D Cecommunal value Z 58 L 7215

WMEHBRT S E (HELER) X, %8
HOHOT 2 RET LI AR LT £
7z, agentic value® & % HUR L 725 & R
L C, communal value® & % #ow L 7255,
agentic value & communal value® j /5 % # 7R~
L7z A S bESEMEDH 2 EHE DD
BEWI EHRENS, 72721, communal
valueD A& FUR L 725 L, HMAEDbES
HOMICIZHE R R ENAON 572,

L ?DBrown et al. (2015) TlX, Mz ix
AAHEE LTHEBEERPHVLRTY
720 XL T, HEERDMNAZ WG L20F%E
TIE, HHZE > TOHMME (e, HOHERN)
Iy A L LCitdkEEs7—2 (LUF,
Iy tAid) &, RERPKANL EDOMEIC
Lo TORRME (e, MEFEHES) Z2FKE L
Ttk 2¥27—2 (LT, FHELk) &
PR ENTWED, T D205 KN AN
Pl UCTHIREICIX B 2 g I e o T
H N T &7z (eg, Hulleman & Harackiewicz,
2009; Hulleman et al., 2010), Z #LIZBgE LT
Priniski et al. (2019) X, KFALEDEY D
¥ENREL, 1.2y EA B2k TR
IBHEDOLEM, 2. FAGELRAE, =y AR
WA DA G DESEMN, 3. =y /o
BOGM, 4. FRLBDOADSEM, 5. vt
A FLak 2> TG 2 Z DR R I HHIZ
WIS E L5, 6. FEHNEZENSHE LG
AT B0 ERE L, Bk
B2 BaEt 217> CTWwWb, 0%, (HF O
EIEFRL) Ty ETFROEL S LIKE
T AHEMAGDLEEME, EELLRTEREE
LT EELEM4LD RIS KY 74
T BN ARONTz, T2, Ty itihe
FRALROEL LI MER L0205 H
CHBISEIRES B 2 5L, B O 2wl
DAD DI NG L L THRAEICAR Y 74
TRGENALN, 51T, b & XD R
DEVEFHICBWTIE, KBICHHICE ST
DHEMAME Ty A4 THLEILICME IS
Lo TORFHMZ FKTEPE L5080, £
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DMOMAE DR LD DRI L TRIRW
THAHIEDIRENT, B, T—F V=1
NDFBRAFEDOGH TIE, FRLBRDOLEMD
FHH, Ty ARBORMFELD L, HARH:
&, FLTCRANC 7 +—h A% YTt
BKNE L AN, ZOWETIE, Tyt A4
EFRE V) ERoHEOEVLH D, HE
ErnofgHtsmEEsos e Eho
MEOREZ B FRT HICZLTLIEDS
BVHOD, TNSDT— I PRLEDLAH=
AN THEEEVNEH T 52 RIE T % b
DTH b,

XEIL, STNHDRER A H =X LDENIZ
DWVWTHRENENHED TV b, HEAERD
AT ETIE2OOH M E A G DR
DRREATRIE E 72D I2%F L (Priniski et al.,
2019), EHEHFTIILTLLZDLI %%
WAA ST W v (Brown et al., 2015) M
Y, RE—BLEHRIEONTELT,
SHBDOES R EREPLETH L, T2, 2
DEHI BT Tu—FLPEELT AC (W
N) EiE (&) o202 S5 ADITEIR
BEEWR LD LT HRAL, MERI Y ES
CEdNTE (eg, FHEE, 1993; 1998), #
ZAXPE (1993) 1%, H Mg & %58k L,
T ELTOHCEENE) LT LHHEAE
ML, B M s OB 2 EA
U, fl# & oFAG IR S~ 0@ % &
M3 AfaEmEL I MEEREL . €
LT, o200 ML, 5L LEHNH
bRE A - 95 X9 Ik 28
Z, WL MENDOFEBFETH D L L
TW5 (g, 1998). D EZEEE 22 &, Fl
HffE A AL 3BT b 528 5 Dlagentic value
& communal value &\ ) BEEL DO H IS 2 5 Fe bk
WCHEZ R Z ONA X H L, MEN L
RRDBAONLENEH S IMATT LI L
&, il & DR IEE) E AETEE & DT 5
EVH) D DBIREVHEE W 5725

Do

B, FUAMEOMEIZ>VWTIE, 22
T BF7-HCER—MmFEE S L V)
AL TH, Bex o BHEIHETE %,
AR K o THI A AE O M 551k % 38 A
72 H (2001) % Gaspard et al. (2015a) TfE
ENTREBICBT RS LR ERSE
\Z 7% % 1T », Shechter, Durik, Miyamoto, &
Harackiewicz (2011) %°Hecht et al. (2021) T
&, FEFEOEWIN (BEW) B CF
ki) HEEAERT LS9 ZTOAMME
Vo 72 KD ISR 2 BT © O 53 & T A
TWb, TOXHIZ, ) FIAAMfE ORI
Lo T, FIHMMES AD AT T EEATE~D
BRIV LT ORLLTRBENEZEZ b5,
S, TOXOBELEEZA NS, LD
FEBME DRI 24T > TV REDH 5 72
59,

HEZHEICETINA

MR AL, BEEEE O SRS FEER
TITbNTWgE LIS D, EBOKZEYm %
LI L2 AW S $Z {AThh T,
#1 2.1%, Hulleman & Harackiewicz (2009) i,
EARAE O EHE 2 MR, HOERMD
T — 7 OB Lo TORRE, FRIOK
NOHIFEDOLAAEFEIZBNT, A AREITS:
HNBEOERKZ T —2 & LTIT - 725l &
HARTHEOBIRR AL 5 2 &8
RENTz,

%72, Gaspard et al. (2015b) Tlx, FA v
DYEARITI0N &) KRB H > T %
XA, B O ZEIT B TR fE A A
ZiToTwde A AFBE L TR, O
OFREICET AL v 2 —DF X%
A, TNOONEXHY & MHEDIT TEE
filis 251 H5M @QBHOHALRLN KO
HeHFLOMELZHHT LTy 1 2{E
WS 5T FANEMED2D DN ADR)F % K
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HLTw2Y, ZOfE, MADS5r HEO
T A U—=T v TRIZBWT, fHEEE L
T, EiEowshoq AR F A ER D
B, BTG TIlE 2 TN 2 TR it
& BLIRAfi A C & 1) B A3 & 17z (cf. Gaspard
etal, 2021)s — /T, /NEMKS, 64 DM
B2 2 0 RIS H O ER OR)H % BRGE L 72
Akcaoglu, Rosenberg, Ranellucci, & Schwarz
(2018) T, FHAMHEEANORIRIEA S
N7zb oo, BRAGEDZBHA~OR)FILA S
Nehrotze TOX) BHEROECOEFIZ
i, BEWNZERPEZEZONLLE2D LR
Vo Wigfield (1994) 1%, WB#EMoOT &3 72
HIZB W TIIEREA O H T b FE I BERA fE
DFBMHPTRAIEZ D OEFRERLTEY, %
FE AR F AT A R SE AT 2 RIS B 2 &
DRIRBKREL LD EEZEZ TS, FLDE
B3 2 MG A DRI RIZOWT
X, SHROMATAILENRHLES S,

%W K% 4 (Canning, Priniski, &
Harackiewicz, 2019) % K%/E (e.g., Hulleman
et al., 2010; Brown et al., 2015; Priniski et al.,
2019; Rosenzweig, Wigfield, & Hulleman,
2020) &R RIZL-EEMEE fThRTW
o TNHDEL T, LHEREYSEL
Wo 2R H THCARMOMAZIT>TH
0, ORI W R B o B R B
R T A THRIEPALNE L)%k
17 W 7% (Hulleman et al., 2010; Hulleman &
Harackiewicz, 2009) % ¥ 3 % &5 R 242
—HBLTHELNTWw S (eg, Harackiewicz,
Canning, Tibbetts, Priniski, & Hyde, 2016;
Hulleman, Kosovich, Barron, & Daniel, 2017;
Rosenzweig et al., 2020) o

EHIT, RICKAT 2H9ETIE, WHER
MADFE, PR EI2OWT, 7EMl 2 M
WAL EINTWw5b, £, Harackiewicz et al.

3) B, ZOWFFETIX Durik et al. (2015) DHRAES#1C, 4%
BE L o THHMETEIRAB IR E % 558X ) IZIELoIE
ORI~ OMBEE FD D L) BB E»TE L7 A THh A%
fToTwhb,

(2016) THE, K¥FAZMNFRIAEMFORE
WKBWTHCERB O AZITo 72 2O
FRTIHIFIC, MBARFZREEL TOVRNVE
— 1ttt (First-Generation: FG) K24 % #/h
Al E 7z~ 4 2 V) 7 1 (Underrepresented
Minority: URM) &\ o 724 &S B ISASF] 20K
PN D B FHENDHN AR R Z G LT,
Z OfEE, FHMEfEAN AX, FGTH Y b
MOURMT L 5 & W) b Afll% 7 )L —
TIZBWT, mOFERBICKRY T4 TR
KA HNTzo FGRURMD AL, AF 7%
WU L o TRIINDOIFF S B2 v £
D72D, WIHNOYFAENEFEFH IR LT
XORMBEWTHL I LIVRENTWSHLAE
DA ADS, WORIRE D o7 L RS
TWb, ¥72, ZOWZETIE, FIHAMMMESA
DRRIZDONWT, KRFTHANZZ L 2 MHE
DM Tz e T 588 (GRBhEhHE)
DEBEDVPRBET L LR ENT, FGR
URM®D AR, 29 LBk s &
MR EEZ &L DT L 2VEITIIZEIC L -
TRIBEENTEY (eg., Smith, Cech, Metz,
Huntoon, & Moyer, 2014), Z® X 9 %@tk %
bOFEIZE 5T, AN AZELTH
HOLOBEIZT 1 v b LAY OFENE
OFRMZRAT LI IO 728D
EREINTWAH, ZOMZEOMERIE, FIHE
EA ADHEX AR RIS B B S E D
NEFED, FREFROFEBIIHFS-T 5 HEE
LD ERIRET S,

KIZ, Hulleman et al. (2017) Ti, K24
2RI F ORI OV T HEAER DA
AREATVD, ZOMETIE, AT
WZOWTETBEMICHET 2 ESEIC TR
BRI N T3, FITEKEE, [dL, &
LARMX R E 2D, fTE)YZETL L9
Lo 72 X912, if-thentE X CHEFI % 37 T
5 &9 % ER % T (Gollwitzer & Sheeran,
2006). JEATHI%E (e.g., Gollwitzer & Sheeran,
2006) Tlx, w2, £ZT, EDXHIZLT
T 5 D08\ o 72 BRI R T390 1) & 47
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Bl A ERETENE KT A2 LT, HIE
MERINR T LI EDNRENTVDS,
Hulleman et al. (2017) X, DX 9 ZFETE
BB 2R 222, FAMMEZ B CAE
B3 AES, FEAENVD, T THRILDL
ZI) O, L THBICEELLRYZEI %
CLiFEDXHIRIET, EokHIERE
FOBZONZI 2 L VWMEICEZ SE5
D BENPTEAT) T EDHRIZOVTIR
HFLTWwS, LaL, 20k fiAld %
ATHFSE & AR 82 D AR AR W 25278 3 oo L
RPN AR Y T 4 THRFEBA SN2 D
D, HEROHCERRI DA & g L T
FTREBRIIEOSN Dol 2D X)) Ik
HIZDOW T, Hulleman et al. (2017) &/ AN
EOAR TG ThHo R EZELZ L TWb,
SHICHCAEBEOMNMAZE S &2, /AN
¥ (1~30) R ADF 43I 25 (R, h
M, %) 122w T, Canning et al. (2018)
WX o THREDBERTWSE, $72, ZO%
TS ARIFR L LT, FIHMMEN A %272
W F DN 5 Bl DY A %
L 75 &9 2038 oMtk offE L LT
MEshTwd, 2%, Zoffsix #l
MAGEA ADSA A % Z T 7243 0 H % 8
AT, MoFHICE TREL D OIS
DVTHIF L TWDHTHERICHT 5,
DFER, X2 —DEYHOREIIB W
T, 1D L < IE3E oA AREAS, g £
D OO TRIRN TH o720 Th
X, 1M ATIEZZOHBELS, ZL T
DA TIEZED—E D S ADRRD
WAoo EEEINTWS, 72770, ACE
WENT2T F A D DOHNEGH & 1T - 72k
M A ERLE T LX) EFRNFITONTR
7R S A7 R AE O N2 A3 Y 220 BAREY
BARE R TWZ EARBENT, Th
X, AN ERERL NS, HA L FH
WL ORI X D EoE B % g 2
ERERLTWS, TOMZE Tk 72k &
EOMHNEL VI T, T L) A

B CHARM 2 B2 9 2 L oRp R E2 W
LPICTETEHT, 5% LI ET
HLWENH DL, 72721, MEELLTHI L
THEEEAVPMETCLE S0, T — 27 HHM
WalEEL o TLEITRREDDH7:20
(Hulleman & Harackiewicz, 2020), H.ffi(Z [a]
BPLZ I NIELWIEERWEWI DT TH %
W75 9, F 7z, Canningetal. (2018) T,
A HCAER L72AHEORABANFITOW
T, BT 4 —FNw 7% FTHIETID
RN D% 230 21ED the 5 K91
TRTAHZLOEEWARBEL TS, MA
MREED DT 4 — FNy 7 OLED JFITO0n
Th, SHREERMEREIILLLEEZOLN
%o

RIRIZ, DHBENCBWTIE, HEMH 2 R
G & L7 FHEA A D W CoRFZemIEI
fRE - WPy - HEAR - T - I (2017) =
M- RE (2022) 2L, BRSSO T2TH
5o fREAN (2017) TI&, KFEAEZNHICH
CAERI DO AN ZAT - 7250, XFIREE & g
L THARETIEFE N3 2 PR &
FERFHMAE O E2SHR 5Nz LaL,
Shechter et al. (2011) Tix, 7 ¥ 7 AIXRFk
KANEHE L THEENED S DR 2 HH
PEIZB T A EHMICHIRZ D bRTwe L,
FHAGAE AN A DRY RN AL DD 5 2 L 2R L
TWwb, Tz, =f- R (2022) TiX, K
RGN OZETHCABE O A
2w, ZORROBETE LTWE, TOH
WOk OBEFEBRIIB I A EHERIETE
BRI HMAE R, HEAGICBIT 54 Hk%
4 HE AP BV T A DR FAS
AbNizbon, BIRRPZOMoOfifEs L O
TEI 2B B TIEIRIESBA SN 0o
72 512, AT (e.g., Hulleman et al.,
2010) &35 A ) HEBFOWREE O HAEH
BRIIHER SN Do T2 SRS DOHRZE
Fx5E, HmeHERRELTE 2o
L) BXALENZE, EDXIICALNED
PESHBIDFEMHICHL 2T 2 LEND
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%o BT, FEEMEBFEELE, IhE
TICHEBL L CT& 72 X 9 Rl ©f%F S Lz 9e
FRDS, DOVEOFEFHEFIIBNTEI T THE
MR E V) e, DAEOEEEFIZLY
WO AT EICOWTHET LT &
EWRDOENDBIZA D,

H-REEZELENAA

LFRETIE, HZELHICBW THEEERS
BEBFREZEHE2TA2NMATID BT 72,
—J, BhL770—FIZLXA5NMAELT
Harackiewicz® 1%, BlRIREZHE LT LRIZT L
b OFEIZHT A2 #IZ L, BT
NDAI2=r—varEREHLTTELOH
o2 HO 50 AbITo TV 5,

#l 21X, Harackiewicz, Rozek, Hulleman,
& Hyde (2012) &, HSKRADOPITH L T
STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering, and
Mathematics) £ H 122\ T o F) Al fi 28501
ERHODLMARIToTW5b, FEEHRHEOLEGED
B, Ry 7Ly bRy T A MEEL
CSTEMBHH O EEER, FE&HI220 L)
LEEWRE EDI IR LD EFH L
720 TORER, D AMIEFEDSTEMEL H
D a—ABRAHIMS 720, BLoF)HIlifE
A E BRI TOa— 2ABIRICHET 8%
B LT &b oMMl RN IE O 2
BIFL72DTAH5IERHLL R 85
2, Rozek, Svoboda, Harackiewicz, Hulleman,
& Hyde (2017) Tl¥, 2D X9 A ADEY
MR EBEIZOWTHRF LTV, ZORMRE,
BA~OF MM AL, SR IZBIT HSTEM
Bt B @ %% 3 B #% (American College Testing:
ACT) LR EBEBZ BN L C, SHEBROKRY
A OSTEMFL H O JE A5, STEMBHE O F v
) T NOEEE, STEMFLH ~ O fiffifiti 0 5251,
BLUSTEMZ HILT 5 2 & ~DRE L B
LTWAbBIZENHLNIIR o7,

7 B, Rozek, Hyde, Svoboda, Hulleman, &
Harackiewicz (2015) &, Efto X9 A~
DIARFIRIZONWT, FEHOMR) & BRED

B3 L ORAEEAMELHE L Twb, Bk
BLIE, BlaxTRE LRRME S AL, B
BOBWELT L, FEOKNETFIZBWTE
HEPUH L CIEDR R AR HNIz—F T,
BAE DAL & D E I LT
BIREE D 2D o0 DL D R R RR
$ 5123725 TRozek et al. (2015) 1, Wil
DFHVBFIZBOTHAARELEAS N>
72 IAZ DWW TULEIRT 5 B H B K AR R
AU REEZ IR L TV 578, Zoftio3
BECAEUERICE LTI, F& MR
HCOEEERICEME L THB D W
HLTHERLTWS, 20, fARIEIA
BN o 72RO 1L, BUIRO Bk
DR ZITMA T [ 3R E 2T &
W)V —=ATFLF AL THEL kI
X0, TP THLHTELPHERH TRV
WAEMD 2 LATRT 2 R L HEI S
bo TDI=0, BOFRAMERRNZFHDTH
TELNDOWENPFHPEL LD o720 TIE R
W A & Rozeket al. (2015) & EE L Tw b,
CDIIBFA—=—THRATVLF I A THEHE
RFTVEE, HEERLR) T L OHEBERRE
FICHTLEMMEE LT LD b wEA
MARITIBOVEODDT A v NEEZ D
ML LNV, L72d5o T, EBIZHY AR
BLEICIE FRLO X 9 A ADB O E T E
FRMAPTEISHHET 2L, RELFEKLE
DFESLIE L 2 B 7259
FRDEIBTFTA) v b EZLNEHD
D, BNOHNANZE, BEHMIZBT 50 A
CIRERDLVLCOPDRAY) v NBHEET S
(Rozek et al., 2017)o 9, FHENDMA
HHORMIETH 5. BANDODNMAICL ST,
T &5 OFFENEI T S B il fiE 520
WEEL0, PrMcBiisalia=r—
va yEEUTERNIZTED oMo )s
MALSNAZ EDWFRETE 2, —F, #EI
BOTEBREVERICERNALZ TS Fh X
TlE, FEhtis 2 MEULRAICHIRA D %o
WIZ, FRBENONADHBIILTH 5. HZE
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WZBITFHMATIE, EEEIT-AZWLIED
BTHsr—HT, HEIZANBTH S0,
TACAATHZ LG ELV, L2L, Blo
AR UL, REOHTHO Z
NFETOEFRBEZTGHL2AS, T&b—
A= ANDOEMRELNI A A F <AL X ENTA
ADHHEIZ 72 % (cf. Hyde et al., 2017) o

B, bHPEICBWTIE, BERHRIZED
7RG AEA A DOWFFE LIRS TlEA LNk
Vo BT AIgEE LT, RE - A (2022)
T, WEEOTZLORBE FERSICL
7oARAIZEIC K Y, BUEINEORE T T 1 A
LTV, TOME, T30
SERATH LT MIFEAT R W & &,
FEBLO RS % FE B R R AT AE 2> & AL )
MY (KL ET L5 o), dno<
D OWEENS720 T 5% EO ALY 2 158D
ARTATS) ZEALT, T &b 0E
PN BT L PO R L
L., BoWfFouve 213, HoE54785
T &b OHEAME O FRAN KT T HED LB
¥E o7 20X MR, Bl dDRozek
etal. (2015) OWREMERL DEANTH %,
CHLKREZETZAE, BENRIIED
7RI HAAE S A 2 47 9 B2, BloffiiE A
DARTHL, TEBOFEZERIIT2HD
WFIZOWTHEET LLEENH L & H
RIEE N5,

BRHME Vwolz, TEBRBIZESTD
HELMWE DS OO T ~OLE, EEL
fiE D5 &% WH L3 24 &bo 7 a & 2
1%, Eccles & DIHRF—liEE 7V DK & 2 4F
#TH 5, Rozek et al. (2017) 1, kit &
) BBANDHAAD X)) v P& L5 L
W, e, Bl ETak, FEEEZRY &L
P2 Ty | e Rl N ) BV S B
MO LA E DM 242 b5 2
EOEEEERML TV 5D,

SHROEE

A E CICMBILC& k)12, ¥HED
OB ED L LT, FHMES A
FBTEETE TSR R ER S>>0 dH
o TOEHICEFEERRY T4 THIE
Vs SN B FHAGEN A TH 553, RS
W OPHEITREEADLDDEHICEDN
%o TTICHIEN F TS HOMIEREIZDO N
TRV ONERH L CTE A, ARECTIIHRE
2, FURMIfE A A D A B = X 5 &AL »
9 15 BRI E A DEHDIEZEIZDONWT
L 5o

FIRMBENADX H =X L

FIHAMAEI S ADSR R " D X = X AITD
WL, FIEiE TICHIN L7z & D AR 2
¥ 2 C, Hulleman & Harackiewicz (2020) (&
DB R 1 Z X0 EATEI A A = XL &)
2ODBEN LI LTV 5,
LDHPAH =L ELTIE, DTD3>D
MERHL TS, 7, BAIGEZHY
OHCHSICERADLYE, MARLZ L EIF
3 W] —1t (identification) T®H 5. FE &
P AZ 2T 5 2 T, FHNEICH
T 5 I HA STV SN2 RS
%, ZLT, ZOXH)HNEEZASIINTE
BT, KEIZHCHE (self-concept) ~ & [f]
—(ELTw<, BlzIE, KFETHFOHFAIC
DWTHSRFAER, LEREE, BTk
EDAHZANIZOVWTHERT B, TDH
T, FHNBRCELTEZLOANIHTIEES
9 A AMRISHTREZZB» O D
N2y, HHTEZZDVTHILBH D72
Vo OB, FENAELEANRE.LH
RHBEIWZE > TEELRFM (eg, HIOF v
VTR, FELOEE, WY (R¥E) HER
ESBBASVEDLEERH) LEEDT 5
WHEEAE F 5 SNICE 5T, FEHHNAEDN
HOMENEHMARATIND I LIZORD D L
ZELTWh, KRIZ, AHEITHE LT M
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IS #LD 9 &3 55 (involvement) T
H5 FIMMEORMAEE 52 & T, %Y
NENOMEGPETLEEZONL, B2
X, BELEAEOZIENE O W ORI
EEBMTAILT, BECHLTEYE
FICEML72Y, HEOHPICHET 51
DFERIBB LN TAHI LD ST
REED D B TO LX) ITFEEEVHEMWIC
FRICEEG T L2 LT, ML SIS
TWVWAHEEIZEE T D, HOREDKEDN
19 % (cf. Ryan & Deci, 2017), & 5 (ZHBK
(interest) Td 5. IR E 1L, & 2 FFE DR
SUZEEZRIANT, Zhuxt L CREMAYICELD
b9 LT HLHIRELTET (BE, 2013),
FIFAMEDORRAASE F 0, FEEE~ & FE R
BNCEL Y Mt 2 & T, RYT 1 7R IEIERER
RPN - AFVOEEN ) S,
BIRAFE#E L T < (e.g., Hidi & Renninger,
2006; HH - 7)1, 2017) 6

T8I A H = X 22OV TIE, FEo k)
RH A = X n Ik - MEAEH T 5
WTHEL D, FHANENOBIRDP ST 5 2
LT, FEGBANOI Y-V X Y bR
T A= VAL VS TATEINZ: XA = X LD
L, FoREE L CHERITE OFHM,
F ) THEKZG EOMRERII O L L
EINTWD, £LT, FEIT L CHmmY
Wb eT, FRICHTLERY T4 T
REEE BRI b,

MBI M AN%EE 2 D9 2T, Hulleman
& Harackiewicz (2020) OfgHaIEAH & v 2
570, —HT, REOFTHIZOWTIE, 17H)
R J = A 2 EREREBOFER, (LY
AN ZAXLDIDDOEH OBERMER &, B
B2 b 2, FIRMIMES S A DR % & D A
HZ AL EBHRT HEIER TREER O
ELHHZITIEBEICH), TORAH=A L
DERBEERTERIIEIE > T nkEz
bNb,

72 & 21X, Hulleman & Harackiewicz (2020)
R ORI % Bd 5 7212, AL DH

7o TIRD3ID DN ZEH L T b, 1DH
X, AICHEHEOEHRE S 25 L0 D, F
BHEAHICFEANEOAHEZ A3 ¥5 2
&, 22HE, XY BN AEREE BT
Z &, ZLT32HIE FEHNE L oMM
FRETIETHL, IO EZT
LT, MADLEL X = X Lo —AL,
5., BKROEHZEE LT s2EELZLN
0% MHT, FERHFIEREINTWSLIHD
B, TORMAEZEMER R LY, R
T5hb Lhkwv (Z20—#iE, Durik et al.
(2015) ZREDFFERIZENTVE ) ), T/,
FHREAGICHEAMEE AnwZsgsr s, 8
FHXBEMOAGRO RS FNEET L V)T
BHIZHOAHETHD, ThrRniEZdiny,
F 72 G- R BR O X R ANA DS 2\ E G E)
HEAMTLL LR,

Vo llOBE, FloIhFETICK
AT CHRH L7228, 202 Al
ADENR" b DA B = XL OEKIGEHH S )
WCENTVWRWEZIARPLAELTWSLE VR
57259 Bl REHZBE LA AL EDH
LHLH, ZhFTOMIFENE X, Figure
LOETFT VO, HIFE L AMfE D2 BT iL #:
W87 4 =< ¥ AT B &) E I hE
WHEHLTWA L) THbH, HfF—flifits
WA ZE o THIHMIEN ADSRI R E D X =
ALwlEds2 i, HEzZoET VA
K, FiCFo7at22nirsEnw) 2 & T
bHHI. MAT, LYIEAMEME L D
MOEELT, 212 AL TlIfEDFE
HMEFZEDIHIITELLZDNEV) AH =X
2 (e.g., Higgins, 2007) &30 GbELIS
i DO DLUED DD, WFF—MifEE 7V
2> T, FIAARESS AD X 51 = X L D4EFE
ZEDEHICERT S, ST IUIFIAM
ENADT=DDE T IVIEBAI G D E
IS SHREEZREE VR D,

FHME D
HFEOEH OBE & B IOV THE L
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7ot (2016) &, R O B % E 2
BT TIHEMN R EDERIIO LD
e LT, AR EME SISOV, Bk
EREEIE S WO RPN LA DT EEBREL
T, FH (2016) TiE, #EDPFHNE
DEHLEEZMATLI LN, FHED [bo
ERNOZERHZTIELY] Lozl )
T Z B R BTN, KR A E K
RS % O R s T
bho ZDX D IRHEZ, BB ENZITH
W) R T WEBEEBRMOMNAEEZ S L X
WIEREE L TEWT 2 wWihETh b & E 2
bNb, HH (2016) &, ERLo X9 &)
W) 7 BB DOWT, [k [23) o]
EAPICEHLTWS [HIDE—F] 0%
BELLTEHRALTWS, —F, Lit&xlit
WMREBBHE LT, [Hofzlbrdbok
BATED] EwvnaolkHic, FEHEAGD
[AGE (%] LT &) BEEIIY 70 8
Z [BRUTHE—F] ELTmLTWwh,
CDXH % [RVETHE—F] ICHHET 3
MEa & LT, JEH - B - g5 (2020) 12X
BB O HERER, AR - =f (2019)
DOHHERE T L Vo AN LI b
EEZHN5D, KM (2020) 12 X % BE D
WAL, FENE GRICHERD) 28R
WCh7zoTIHEMLE ) ETAREL LTHE
ftEhTwd, F72, ME - =M (2019) @
ARMERE L, 58 LA EREOH
AVE% R EEHGHE Z B0 RIEE L B
o, R TMEO T T FRHIY TN &
DI % Fe BRSO AT O W 5 O B
BEATZHMEEZ BN TWD, ZhZEE
P (REEE) A A &) 8] ) Do
HHbo0, FLDo (b LEELRW)
FENERT TV F VIHEAET B L) ilik
NS, HHRBIIZFENEIIDOWTE
DERMEEZY, ALY 72585
BEPZLIELTWEETEL LSS
mELObDEEZONL, FH (2016) 12
X BRMER, HiIE T U 72 RIS A 0Ly

FLRY 2 5 = X 2 (Hulleman & Harackiewicz,
2020) &z 5 &, TNHOEE, R
HAAZITH) 2 TELARLRPEY, B
JOBRDOMRAIZDHET 5 LM SN D, FF
WCHCAERM O AR, 0L ICHS ThE
B Nl & fF 53 2 3RS 72 %
CEPMRETEXA7A 9,

I, FIHAGES A 2179 B2,
BEOEZEZLDHAEZOLDOR-Z K %
VEuk - RkIb T A HEELZELEZ DN
bo FHREFH L AERS RO A M
EZDHLE FITAA—=VTDH0E,
B LMk - B E RIS o T
LNETHLIENLWEHN SN D, B
Z 1, Harackiewicz® ® F B# (e.g., Durik &
Harackiewicz, 2007; Durik et al., 2015) TULIX
LIZbh 2 TH AR O E T 7 =
7 ENE, BEEEGLLL, RRIZK-T
B3 RZ0EFHHTELZ 0, FIH
X IR A X =T LR T WwEBbh b,
L2L, EHOH] WIS EXHL LI
2, HELFENENED L) ITRILO2 I,
ARETFHATEE TR 235 b £ 5712 H
5o BAEOHBIZE o TRAETRAREIZ L
BoTWNE2S, 1RMICITEEL RO
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