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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

AREEARBS N ERESHERLRK:
5 Fepa iy A 12 AU A PR TS TR AL

) 1 2
(1. B B DRI HBE, B A 210044 52, IRIUKF LT 5H AP, ;I 430072)

B EARTRFLARASTHASRELS AN AR REAMNS, 5410 2R KR FAS
AL, HRAA (1) ARAFAT ERERNFRELERAALF EQHH;(2) AREH A
ARAFAARESLS ALY aFRFAER;(3) B AME A RERNTRER S LN Y0
PAREGATER;(4) ARAFHBT ARBHNRELE RO RBY a2 T Boh Al
EERT, AAERBTTREFLABRATANRELS RO ANS, A REXFLERELS

BEREZNERRB T,

KEWR  KFA; BRAT S ARES; B AR RERALE

E 4y 225 :B848 LHRFRINAG A
1 5|5

RS 5 BRI A BRI IR VF I R
TR B A L 88 X PR A B RAH AR 55 4R
AR E, A48 Al 2 0] 32 JL AR 11 %647 24 ( Appleton et
al. ,2008 ; Christenson et al. ,2012) , FF5EEE ., T 5
PR E S 5 R A DI 2= A R B Al sk FEE AR
R RN, [ 2 W) &0t D AT R FEa
N B BB 158 28 ( Dierendonck et al. ,2021 ; Ha-
vik & Westergard ,2020) , Z(FH #P4E 2018 S a2
B, ZE RS A O AR O KR,
FIERRA HZA B RXH =R &R 1 2020
EIRRA S B BEIRAE SR 5 A F ah = o VRO
B WA RM REER", B, & ERE
Z 50 B @R E TR AR BN IR, A
BEX RS 5 B R R MAE RV TR
1.1 gaRMmFTERELL

WES S5ENE R SN E TR E, LR
BEXT A 22l AR B IRIAE A o LATE: SCRRN ER
EZH5HHR FERETINECOME) BER, >
Fa (iR %% 57, Kong, 2021) \ PR % H 1
( Niifiez & Leon, 2019 ) . Jii & & &h ( Virtanen et al. |
2015) \[R]2E 56 & (Buhs,2005) 4%, H AR BT H &R
BB/ ( Olivier et al. ,2019) F1%& 1% 7 ( Biichele, 2021 ;
Searle et al. ,2013) S0 2EAR B F WG AR F 1]
RE BEXRFAENK(ER) IR RES 5%
mERHA B R INGR . R R, RES 5FHE
A RHERR T M A K R TR (Helme &

« EETH VLS S S 3R O 9T S IR (2023)8)G086 )
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Clarke 2001 ;Li & Lerner,2013) ,%f H 5475 IAHI.
THIRSE T TS 1 AR (£ 58,2018) . B
TR IHERMAE S B R BT SR 2
AEJI 3R I (Manz, 1986 ) , B DAfii AR B H AT
TR SSHEA S0 B AR, w5 1K, gk
H#r5E R ( Neck & Houghton,2006) , [A Iy, 7£ K2F
AEsRE Hind 2, B R8T ) AT 2R i R
HZ5, HRAF VSR EEERR, AW, 65X
BRI MRS HRRER, MRS
WS 5 EEMNNNMEE TS5 AHS
5 843 5.8 F¥2 5 (Fredricks et al. , 2004 ;
Reeve & Lee,2014) , 1T A Z HHEAUF IR
R EEMBRIT NS 5% 90 %. NS 5HY
AETESE ) T DUR BB A B 06 55 1 K 38 % 52 2R 1]
B, BES5EFEERE BB AE BN
NI AT BN, FE R B R T B, B
FZ 5FAERE Ll TR B A B R E,R
EMAET RS B FMIRER ST, WJLUE
L IRES 5 - NEEMNITARARSRE, Xt
PR EAE T ME R BN AIE 4 TR DT A FE
ZRIn AT e B IH AR B 26 . Btk , FRAR PR A
Z G TAMERAE - S W R PR B CAT AR AR
AYEEH (EHE %,2018) . HIRMEFHEIBU N,
HERSSEMMGE S LN B RE S AR &
—RINTRHAARRIE RE = H I 1T H TP
w8, AT T A 300 B I W #2 ( Manz,
1986) ., WFF K], BAK V- B RS  REE IR T+
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A3 77 ( Amundsen & Martinsen, 2014 ) | ¥ & & /1
(Houghton et al. ,2012a) , X}/{M& f15 Ji& S v FHA 0
BE 1 EA B E R 20 ( Stewart et al. ,2011) , 4
BTt fRES SO EP RS BRAIT RN
HANELERTS . Prussia 25 (1998) TEFR T KRBT
H ST X B FABRIE M IE 10 BUUAE A, Rk
HIBE I (58 B 1508 B THRASF A 5 2 268
BN AR PRE T IS 5B S5 (Olivier
et al. ,2019) , HEIHEM, B IS T SR K24
HATREHERR T IR, LU m R ERES 5,
T, R R

H1: GRS I EMBTNRES5E .
1.2 gREHRGFANER

B R MAE BIRE R A B iRk
3 LA R R AN E B AR 1 BB 7 ((Toure -
Tillery & Fishbach,2015) ., k& A & 4IFHie, 5]
TR AT R RAE RS | 5 IR TR iR v 4
R, T HRERER—E HREMRE, G1EH
Mg BR AR E B REREED . B RS
& MRS AT A E R B AR K FSRIEIE A&
LTRSS ATE By TR B FRE6 g, SUTEAF
ETEEN PG AT L4 A 7T ; g e B 4ER
B, AL TR A R TH AR (5 &R 1R, SRR 19
DIRF L FFUR A B 315 (Neck & Manz,2010)
=R AR B MAR U B BT DA sa ik R
B IR AR A B B AR, kTR A 5 R
RS . PEIL, IRIMR

H2a: RS S IE m 0l B ¥zl .

WRESHERYEEESZHEL SRR
Bl W NHE 78 B, 0 2 TG 4% B BE 5 17 h7 ( Becker et
al. ,2014) . {HE TEREFR IR  APRK R
Sl I 2 NG N A N R
)22 TP AE AR 5 58 ( Liew et al. ,2010) , #7704
BHAS PR 324 3 I IR 6 A5 R R BB ST iR 1B 4
(Silk et al. ,2003) , MCEPRERE R B RIEH SR
WAB R AT AE 4 R 3R 2L R AT R B
U2 ( Matthews et al. ,2009) , 7o 8 F 35t K F
BRI, T 2 R B 38 R ) S PR SR B SR Bk
SIS DL TR TG BT , 26 98 MBR E PR H AR APk AR
PEfE4 (Liew et al. ,2010;Silk et al. ,2003) , #—
ik, B B RS E ERE R RE
HIAE 1T AR IR R EE PR BRI BRE
B3 5%WEE USRS MER, i H 5
N EFE I R IF (Iyer et al. ,2010; Liew et al. ,
2010) . Euth, R IR

H2b: B R EHEm TR ES 58

B A5 R B AR R T B R 2
w, It St B B B REE R,

B E AT S5 A (E 05— RTRIERIEH
B Feds ] A8 25 ( Neck & Houghton ,2006 ; Wang et
al. ,2021) . FHIRBAE(2018) KB, F/4ER B 68
JIRBME R AR N 2 ll R R, TR R R %S
JIEREHEETNESKPRIRES S, &40
W, ARG IR FE SN AR EA TR AR
E R R IRHRIER R A M ER Br , BA S
WHESHE,

He: AREHAEBRFS IR ESHSEZ
H] R AR
1.3 BseK AR

JRAE AR SN R R S — TR B R A Ak
YIS0 AR BE, E T R e EAT A B 17 (Davis,
1989 ; FIEHT, F4aMe,2022) , MASIEH IRERH
BMAl R 8 &7 AEFE RBHAMAT A (Feldman &
Lynch,1988) , XF 3 —17 g i B AIA T PE B, SR B
AT A BT BE P B K (Sussman & Siegal ,2003) ,
A LAE I SN PR A4 A N EE U , A
X —ZEY) AT R AR TR EGR , B R BGZAT
HERIRAT S LA B AT o

TERFAERES S S X PR RAA TP
SAHHS Gk % 5] BR TR B B, A S
HiRas S BME R TE, 377 4 I TE#UR) ( Cleary,
2006) . THATERUBITE MA B REFI SR R EEE
YEA, BEf A RUR i B 7 4% il 1 #2 (Cleary, 2006;
Cleary & Chen,2009), FH I, HRi¥%:

H3 @A RAERTHRER SRESHEZ
[HBRRR

HARK B RIERY, MR N5 5 BB
15 FE e IR, S5 B A WERUR R R, 1
AIGEHAE P T SR AT B AT IH% 5 B AT R LA
Wi e N TE B ML (Furtner et al. |, 2013; £ B )= £,
2017) o A4, IRFRERAIE FIME R, MR8 A
WG 3 B AR T RIS E AR 5 S IREAT LA
W NER B, #E B REEFIRCER T, RES 55
R . T, R AR B R T E
i BREH AP MERZENIRES S E TR A4
., 0, P2 R

H4 : BRA RS B G it 5 R
MRES S ERREE

2 b R E T — AN F R AR, nE

1 Bz o
B At |
HRUS) B R B2 55
Bl migmn
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2 W&EE5FHE
2.1 #K

SRR A 7=, T e 2 E SR, %l
BT & 8 [0 7R B R 5 AR B R )46 514 fy,
HERRAFEE ATIEZE IR, HIRREZ B a4
B ATERKE SEETIEETRNEGE, RGHETH
AR 410 £y, AR 76.78% , H, HA
64 N, ZcH: 346 A ARHE 406 AR AE KDL L 4
N CRHEER 165 A BT AT 92 A, HAth2k %
k153 A,

2.2 R LE

BT BRI B Ah 2 il I A R 2R BRI
AR RS, BRA 5 & Likert 42,1 ~5 KN “58
£ N YN vy b A
2.2.1 AREGRIER

% 1] Houghton £5(2012b) 4wl ) 5 4T 1 &
o ZEFY AT Houghton F Neck (2002) JT £
35 BEHUEITIR ARG T S [M%E (RSLQ) . HIF R U
¥, RSLQ ZEAFIET UL 55T A s 3]
6 UE FH3E B 1 B #E (Ho & Nesbit, 2009 ) , B 1A &
HEERIUS AR AT, HT RSLQ A
5 35 MBI, 5 5 BB ITK B 57 % &
I M A RERARESZERE . XTI,
Houghton £ (2012b) £ J RSLQ M 54~ E B4 FE
AP A A A G i) I g0 T AAE 9 NI R H T
TR NER(ALSQ) , REMEHT M “RSICFEE
S 5E AR %7 e ARPFTEPERK Cron-
bach’ s « 27 0.83,

2.2.2 BIWEHER

KR Tangney 48 (2018) ¥ & 1 H A= HI &R
TR SRR B B AR T & 7 A U R
IHW B =) Z&E A, L, Tangney 45 (2018 ) %
TR G B FRIS M 3 7 0 2 UK 9% SR (] ) o) FR T
THE 36 N B RERERMAS 13 -
HEREREAER. ETRASERSIERIER
AR B St T B X W N AR AR, DA
I8 SR B AR BE K A] BE S A i I B R R R
i, T AR IR EFRGEH g RiEH R &R, K
PERT N« 3R BRAR AT AR I R 46 . AR B
E /) Cronbach’ s & 27 0.85,

2.2.3 AR RERER

R Davis(1989) % il i) B AIA IR ER . %
BEREL THAERZER, ZHTHE™MH JHET
W AR AR . (HiEAk O %A R H
TR AR AR (2 %,2019; 5k 4,
2016) , T FEM & KA gL IR TR S B H L A~
NBAKFIR R Bbr A YRR, e R R R
i b ASORIBFASEE ST BT, RERS T
R, X T RN R R VLR B T . ARBE
FEIZEFRR Cronbach’ s @ 25 0.90,
2.2.4 RuESHEREK

K H Reeve #l Lee (2014) MR ES 5 &
RABETISE5 BES5 DA 5Ma+E25
4 MR, BTFARES 50T 8 B AR
B EE A Jr T, Reeve Fii Lee (2014) 435 Bt 4% T
Skinner 5 (2009) Wit A Z 5B RS 5 &%,
Wolters (2004 ) i JGIA HIZR BE [7) #:F0 Reeve (2013 ) [
BESH5EER BEAFERIFRIER T &R
S5 4EEE R, B4R 3 3,4 12 ~E, 40
“RWELRN\R L))" %, ARARPERN
Cronbach’ s & 25 0.91,
2.2.5 #EHIAE

1 5 MR AR R T A S M I A A R R R R
NP AE i AR R, B Hp &l 8 G g Sy WA 5 B 3
PEERENS HER,

3 BREHH
3.1 RAR7kphEZEE

AT Mplus8. 3 FEATIUEIER T 4T (WK 1) .
SRR, TUIH TR R A I 35 BB B4 B
WERRRAE, PrA = W T EEE N 7 R
ML, (A BE) R EYEE, ERETREN
FRH N RAARRE DL

RIS B SR (2004) B9 53 , 8] Harman
PRERBICFE T 2z, S b 9 MHEERT
1 AT 26— E R R 5+ 0 28. 52% Rl
HEEFEE—F, B/E,#KYE Podsakoff ££(2003)
W7 IR I i 3 R 7 6 P8 £ N 1k — 20K
B, 5% 1, ATT R 1 CMV 1R N 588 5y
A L8, CFL,TLL 1 RMSEA 7246 i B+ AN
1 0.02, FHk, AFFTEE R ILR Tk 22

F1 RBIEERFIWER

R X df TLI CFI RMSEA SRMR
=FFHAEI(SL’ SC’ PU + CE) 350.36 52 231.53(3)*** 0.86 0.89 0.118 0. 065
ZHE TR (SL’ SC + CE’ PU) 621.13 52 502.30(3)**° 0.74 0.80 0.163 0.100
=FFHAEI(SL’ SC + PU’ CE) 798. 04 52 679.21(3)***  0.66 0.73 0.187 0.105
=HFHAI(SL + CE’SC’ PU) 414.50 52 295.67(3)*** 0.83 0.87 0.130 0.083
ZHE TR (SL + PU’SC’ CE) 449.73 52 330.90(3)*** 0.82 0.86 0.137 0.095
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Zx1
HEE X df TLI CFI RMSEA  SRMR
=FFHA(SL+SC’PU’CE)  513.48 52 394.65(3)*** 0.79 0.84 0.147 0.124
Iy B FRE R (SL” SC’ PU’ CE) 118.83 49 — 0.97 0.98 0. 059 0. 046
Fi R FHA (SL’ SC” PU’ CE’ CMV)  113.57 48 — 0.97 0.98 0.058 0.072

:SL= ARIT1,SC = ARAZH], PU = BRAA ik, CE = R&ES 5, CMV = HFIEEER T

3.2 HRMWLIIBANE S

fE A SPSS 21. 0 HEATREAREG T FIAE SR A B
(WE2), HFMBESTEFEZEKRE T (VIF), 45
BEW, BROF L 5RESS5E  ARES BEE
R, ARER SRS 5F BE EAHRL; VIF &k
fE R 1. 29, K T AARHE 10, B BR[| A FAE &
ZEILNE., BRAARAESRESSEZEMEXER
AR (r=0.65,p <0.01) {E B 5 IR 15k
BB F W, AT 8RR
HERKMEAREGAERARESSRENEERN
£, IEURAET S (2021) MIBFsE R4, IRFE & &5 0
ENANHinEEREMNMERES ST BRI B
FOEK —E AR T IR BT 2[R VA

ZERL I FOFELL VR 36, BRI HOR X 5 820 50 7
EV- AN
®2 HBMETIEXSTER

T M SD 1 2 3
1. ARYIS S 3.60 0.56
2. AREEH 2,90 0.56 0.32*"
3.BAIA M 3.91 0.65 0.41** 0.22%*
4. MBS 5E 3.50 0.65 0.45°% 0.48"* 0.65""

H:n=410,"*p<0.01,
3.3 RB&kKEE
fiiF SPSS21. 0 AT 2R BIH 4347, L3 3.

*3 BEOASHER

HH B RES5E
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8
=_

5 0.12* 0.13** 0.06 0.08 0.01 0.04 0.05 0.05
AL -0.08 -0.10" -0.04 -0.08 -0.00 -0.04 -0.01 -0.01
£ H 0.04 0.02 0.01 -0.01 -0.01 -0.02 -0.08" -0.08*

£\ Hih -0.04 -0.02 -0.03 0.00 -0.01 0.01 -0.01 -0.02
=
SL 0.33°""* 0.46" " 0.34%*" 0.13°*"* 0.12%*
SC 0.48*** 0.37°** 0.32%** 0.29"°"
PU 0.54% " 0.55**"
BE=
SC x PU 0.11°*
R? 0.01 0.12 0.00 0.20 0.22 0.32 0.56 0.57
AR? 0.11 0.20 0.22 0.12 0.24 0.01
F 2.29 11.64%** 0.66 21.70***  23.85***  32.84***  74.19*** 67.85°"*

T SL= AFAS N ,SC = BRI, PU = BRAAE Ftk;n =410;"p<0.05," *p< 0.01,"**p<0.001,

M4 KB HRAF NEMEMRES SR (B =
0.46,p <0.001) , B HI @i ;M2 R IS
IG5 H F AR (B =0.33,p <0.001) , R
H2a 573 M5 K] A A HIIE i Wik =S 5
(B=0.48,p <0.001) , &% H2b Bi5T.,

HA SR IS o TE AR BRIl R
Wi PR, B PR | LA BRI AR R
ARSI PR, FEAET 2 HER 5 RAT
TIERES 5 AR 45 R ANR 4, FEAZ I
SRR E A e DA BT REIE , 2 SHR R
A I 38 SR L B i B A (AR, BT 4 I,

2020) ., &% Baron £ Kenny (1986 ) ¥ B I& k47
ROV, M6 R [ IH T B A 5 = HIA, B
TEHERFHMIRES H5EE(B=0.37,p <0.001),
HES S OXRES 5 ERZmE/(B=0.34,p
<0.001); 3 — = {fi F§ Hayes (2017 ) B SPSS %2
PROCESS 15 36 7 /- 1F i, 24 Bootstrap #£ 7K 5t N
5000 s, B 40T 0 PR E S 5 B E AR
0.14,SE =0.03,95% CI =[0.08,0.21 ] (A& 0),
HIREW, AREFE ARG EFRESHEZ
R AER . Ri% H2e BT,
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T 2024 4E

x4 RERASEFFRAGUSIEH

AR A T CFI ~ RMSEA SRMR
RiZMERI  2.41  0.95  0.96 0.059 0.056
HPMERIL 2,47 094 0.95 0.060 0.060
HPAERI2 2,80 0.93  0.94  0.066 0.076

PR BT o O LAY B R 5 R
ARMEAETRAZE I, M8 KU BEIXRES S
BERIRZ M 235 (B =0. 11,p <0.01) , X H. Ty B
RN 1% o #t—Z7% Preacher 45 (2007) I SH BRI
AT AR R AT R IR T AL B O o i ROK P (B9E £
LSD) 2252 4057 1B s S 2, A PR (8
=0.22,:=3.73,p <0.001 ) fI# & (B =0.45,t =
9.46,p <0.001) 1L T, A FIEHIX RES 5K
TR B2, A R , B BRI 5 R
WEZ 5 Z AN IE R RMGE, Bt H3 Moz,

i Fj SPSS % PROCESS #1723 T 5000 K E &
AR B A PR B P RO . SR BN
T i A 2508 5 Bk 0.06, SE = 0. 03,95% CI =
[0.02,0. IT] (R 0), W% 5, B Mk m ik
T ARER A PR R BE . W, BAaE
FtExT B #E T Fr il A RIER RS 5B
WTEREE. B B4 Hor,

ar

_-m
3.5 -
Rind /”/
® o o
g
= "
2.5
kB RIEH = B R
—— RBRMHERAE — W —-ERaER%

2 BABHAENARENSRESEXFNATHE

x5 BRVHIPTABE

HAEE WA E MEE R 95% BfFXIE
A FIFE( - 1SD) 0.07 0.02 [0.03,0.13]
RS EREA I +1SD) 0.15 0.03 [0.08,0.22]
=R 0.07 0.03 [0.02,0.15]

4 Wi

PRI T RFE BRESF X RES HEM
YERPLEI AL R &M, SR g REY], B R
FIXRES S AR BETWEN, MRFANE
AT, RRES 5RERE. tRE
B, BRGS IR MAE B R BT S
EZEMERE ST R T (Manz, 1986 ) , GBS $2 711~ {%
U J1 B AL BB RK (Searle et al. ,2013) , 2 B,
R IRE BB 5 I BB A S A BRI AL 5
(Knotts & Houghton ,2021) , X KZFAT 5 , & KF
11 B AT I BB RS B IR & EE AT VAT
TEESE IR B R TSR B Bk B HEER T
WIELE A MEHEY, EFMRERES 5&
B, 5 Breevaart 5£(2016) B F Uy 1E ) F 572 T
TAERARNHRGERA—B . BREHEARET
N HRES S EZREIERPMEN. ARG
R BER A E AR B RO TR R A R =
FOREARERN N, FEARES5ERS, 5
Boekaerts Fil Corno(2005) #5488 J) Wl B4 BA
FAERERIAIIRSREA -8, UIRE
W HRERFERES SER RERMER(E
W8 46,2018) (BIFR IR URFEA PR B 52 il
FAE] o BRSEUESEIERAE MY B RO I8
B REGIXIRE S5 ERRI, 5 Sussman i Siegal
(2003) BHIA HIME 25 B2 22w R BUAT 3h 39 7] g 1k

W& —80, RVEMA TR, BRI
MRFAEREAMY BRESR, #FMRES5E
=1

HRBEXIET: — Br T aREFIEZmIR
wSHENRBRE, DAY T HRSF I MHS
FEEP T UM GRS I (RERIF, FEFE,
2017) M TAEBE N HRER W m (8, &,
2022 ;Stewart et al. ,2011) , #E AT XTI R
TR IR E R MR REERL. RESH5R
BFEASRUT R E K FREZEEER, CIRTIR
HESHEMBERNREMNAR FTEZEP TLEH(EUE
%,2018) FUH (G E %,2004) (2= ) B (IRAEW
%,2021) 2 3 J7 K (Lee, 2020) FI MR R
(Rossi et al. ,2021) %57, BAE RAEHE IR T
X RE S B IR R AR L E R EMR,
Heotn B FABE (Olivier et al. ,2019) 45, {H 28T 5
RAFHIL X ARFF MR FERES HE
MR RARETES O, IR FE TR RFARES
H5EZMERWNR HRET RSB 07
B, .85 | HRERIHEXUE. AREHZR
KT S R EEAE RN E ALK (Miller & Niessen,
2018) , B RHFE R, HRFEF R R E 7S
R TE IR 2K ( Napiersky & Woods ,2018) . HF
ERIXIRES 5 ERLARKEEZ W (E R L%,
2018) HM AR E B EHEIT A REBEREA RIS N
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HR¥EARESSEZ ELERPANER, HRY
BT ARERIEAILE BN AR = F8 TR
2 SR R RN . BRENAE TR
PATERFTE o 2 F B R 7= R 2% 405, ( A i
85,2021 ; FHBRA], RZA,2020) G KCHEET
TR A S HERE A MR (U 25 26,2019
TR 25,2016) 7RI EERE b BFIT BE— A KR A
TR R B4R R A BIR B2 SR HLH BT
T EERRL T ARG B RTES 5 END
LR SR

TSR R F A FURS SR It
B R B R T A E RSB N - %, AR R
KA, H P REART RIS IR, HIK, 2
Jrpri R B RS , B R S —, S
SEAAREN BREES ARBESRF - BEE
BT ) 4B, A AN R TR 5 = IR AR
B I RIRERE . BT, IR A SRR A
MRS R T MR | B | S A R
FTRAR , s R B , ST R R 2 5 48
B R E RS,

WFFRARIFTEA B , 187 5 S o8 Fh it —
B RISE R 1 5, BRI SR N AR B L ) 4 AR Ok
BT R TN AT R, B iR B T A A
KRG, SR TR AZ 2T SR ik, I
H] Sl il A A B s e, KR A RS
NERES S EZ HE KR RE5Z 5 RAAHRR.
AR 35 1 5 (R B B K BB (Knotts et al.
2022 ; Kosterelioglu , 2021 ; Wang et al. ,2021) , 5 4240
KB AT — T

S E 3k

B, BT (2020). 0 ARMBER T HELRFEIRAN
KR ZFEIFPRORER WSS ER. LB ST 8
w5 ,18(6) ,805 - 811.

R, X, #R, . (2021). BE1 5 Ak M 4
Wk R E SN EARE A4 —BRAAE AR
TR SRVE AL L BRI ,44(1) ,134 - 140.

BN, &, 78, A E AR, (2019). BT PRATAM )54
2E4E SPOC 22 2] BB H R R BN, A EEE
#E,(5),34-42.

I8 WL BN, TR, WA, (2022). 15 IE T/ER
5] B, FE 5 AR 0 T B TR SRR L IR B 0 B
2647 54(8) ,964 —978.

FERERT, R (2020). AW 2 MMM S EXRERBRAEA
FER IR ShAFSY. 0 BRI 2% 43(1) ,46 - 52.
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The Relationship between Self — leadership and Classroom Engagement in
College Students; The Mediating Effect of Self — control and
Moderating Effect of Perceived Usefulness
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(1. School of Business, Nanjing University of Information Science and Technology , Nanjing 210044 ;
2. Economics and Management School , Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072 )

Abstract ; To explore the relationship and mechanism between self — leadership and classroom engagement in college students. A total of

410 college students participated in the survey. The results showed that( 1) Self — leadership significantly and positively affected the self

— control and classroom engagement; (2 ) Self — control mediated the relationship between self — leadership and classroom engagement;

(3) Perceived usefulness positively moderated the relationship between self — control and classroom engagement; (4) The indirect effect

of self — leadership on classroom engagement through self — control was positively moderated by perceived usefulness. These findings re-

veal the mechanism of the influence of self — leadership on classroom engagement in college students, which has important practical im-

plications for improving college students’ classroom engagement.
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