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AF8] Q1] o] & (social cognitive theory)
Aol F5ihE 5438 ol dgelAe] A<l
et g (o, oA Y= wE A7E
Ad = drholn, WA v EH ol
of Yt AHd AFAA dEg gt
(Bandura, 1986, 1997). ©]&3 F34L& o
EfE ¢ ASAQ d7E ol 274 o
A AZFE o] o (Putwain et al., 2013),
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al., 2012). #Alolx
Aol g g7to] 7slH e
ofil A &2 2 54
et al., 2008),
utEx awlm Hth
(Zimmerman, 2000). ©
TFEo| 548FAA A
Sibol A2 -gEY 9
ol Ao AT AL}
(Hutchinson et al. 2008: Putwain et al. 2013).
ol 9l AF o2 Hekd T (collective efficacy)
o & A+ (Burton et al., 2014; Magyar et al.,
2004; Short et al., 2005)& 1 T84d= B3}
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Ch(Feltz et al., 2008). 53], 2X233A JPE  F2d F 247 At 710289 w388 984
T FES & Al AeA a9 AR dF € 2 52 A&e7] el 2719 E4o] £3E ] 3l
< A 9 % A7Ed Add S 1E 50 < Al dgo] Fasitt. FHde £719 dule] £4
wEoll ettt old o] AFeHe | ~2xxe] 9F = AYa 7] e 52 FUEE B AAE7H
A& dEste Jdasse 298 Ssted 2 Wxso] st & 4 o, Aol s ol
Tzt gvh, b Jeisste] Al gastn Atk 2 Fek T719] ARRQIAlo] & Al A ER
gyl AeEd Jdaside A3 & e A= ATAEL o] o|B2 F3A AT 7Y, T334 AA
233 e g 7S Agsted 1 58S dnle] ek olal e = e, aea 4H Wt
FAR. ol& F 7HA BHNA 7]ojste vt A A ool FMA g HFF oS Adatr] A
A, Al dE-Fete § 23204 fdET s9¥ 7HQ1e] F7 (individual criteria)& 231
e N F e e d S Adetn ATl stk E‘ﬁir/} BAEE ol &2 e A ER
FAZEIRS A& A vk =4, A Ao of gk AbE WiEt ke 53R 72 EFE dEIT
B 2AF 719 975 (Hutchinson et al., (Ames, 1992).
2008: Putwain et al. 2013: Zimmerman, 2000) eV e AR TERE A
& EdE $E5AFE v F8A $3-H 26k 8 (task-involving) 2 #tol54l (ego-involving) &71%
=4 297k v A2 FEEY. dF A7 AT FF E97
ot Aokl BE TN 2419 dEdS 2AL
FREIXIRL S7|22171 (Duda & Balaguer, 2007), f4&4d 232 % A&
W& Al F7lEA71E B2 A7 Asal
A HE B3 AotmTH 0|22 FEHOE A (Walling et al., 1993)¢ #x](Duda & Balaguer,
QAJo] Bol| 7123k F7] o] Eolth. 3 Hiko] Eollx

2007: Sarrazin et al., 2001: Sarrazin et al.
2002)¢] gt #NE 7M. 1 ﬁﬂr Jer1 A =

7|87 2 A ES

T
29} FX e A5E] A4 Yo o f‘%k—% nA e F
QERHsignificant others)e]7] W&o, AF
F oAt oeA 2AEE B78Y 7](mot1vationa1
climate)i MRS B0, FE, FIEL G T2
St gk AT, FAHCR AxAes AFE e 3
FEER, T AL, FPFY, 571K 8¢

OL
olgh
=
=

F

= uohs 29402 Aestn, 159 A%s NEHS
° £33 X 2 =82 71 AFES A o] ZojA
ol o 71 = . "‘?O]'U;]; 1%‘4"\: o= 7 L RTEE = =
Ad= S (HEA T, 20150 Amorose & o el MeAn o o e e

12 Y3t 428 T T3 \:11_‘;]‘ =

Anderson-Butcher, 2007; Garcia-Calvo et al.

2014; Levy et al., 2008; Ntoumanis et al., Aeked 718718 2EEE 2AE Al T1Ee
2012: Reinboth & Duda, 2006), E8X4ke] 4 2 AFES ety AFse] Adad sHS
a8 8 237 sole 2gat B B4 a0 2 o= Hrketal E”dﬂr Tl 7Rl g FalA
gere nATH (PR = 2015: o]@ = 2011, A& ATE ASAY Ak, 8 FE 7INeR(F
3} 83 2011a,b; Smith et al., 2008; Vazou A Aper FE AP AR U By JH= g £
ot al.. 2005, 2006). o]AE B ) Hese] 7 4 D LYEWA WSS AFHL alste] o 43} 57
2 3 d% ¥y gt T4 ,]oﬂ/qq} qgkS £ AatA1Z1tH(Ntoumanis & Biddle, 1999).
t‘j:L"E Aol ol FrAS ] M 2A-FXE § o3t 52 LoA Ao Ty B EgEo] %
AT, Aate F71EA717 5715 B AAEEd nA = 4
22X 2G| F717F Fa3 o) fre A3 ok Bl g Akt A3 gHoZnt EAls) gt ot
%7] Wio|tt. ol gt ’“H"ﬂ* 7|eddy wHolgke 2x 2 GFo A Bt 7 EH7E 83 1



g AxzoA 329} 7Y T

S g A2 RS BResle Fe4 E
A7 499 2 999 4 ST} 34 7a

A S 2015; o]F 5 2011 dsdn &
#, ZOlla,b‘ Joesaar et al., 2011, 2012:
Ntoumanis et al., 2007; Vazou et al. 2005,
2006). °l2lg AF=2 B A= F U M

T M
T8 Ee A7 A
&

=
&
&

2= AT 71847

7t AFAR R 9 A& B, AH, 9,
AoSd FAReR g nHte ARdolth
Harwood & Swain(2001)<2 9= A4W HYA o

NS YoR A BE dad g 27, ¥R
ek oﬂ AR 2SI, 2425, Aok
5 Feldl 0@ o] B2

£ 53 FRAFER IX 9 FEA
2

Z3H2}(social agent) 2= A& E913
‘F%Q] s71< 4%% Hhgol 5HAQI s A3
AalA a5 g A7 FL3lthe AE HoFTh

Vazou et al. (2006)2 =g 5718717 o& &

%/1\__1:5 onﬂ. 57]24 73?542

ZAS P"j‘ﬂr 2 A3, Fad 93 AT
01 AAFEY] A&7 (self worth) 01]%3}7‘}
Oiﬁotq FA| o] of gt zfolFA F7
(trait anxiety)< ol &3t= HQl
o EARE FA 4 g BAF
a2 g AAFA F71A4 13? %R
=5 %tk 3 Ntoumanis et al. (2012)2 &
j]/] Z71897)0 U3 g e Fhdog B
_L]_‘ =) _9_1:5;\4 /] 1:1:4;(4 agE °J]H]J,}. 3357\]
< 559 FA | o3t zfolFAl E7]TH71 —“?—V)rﬂ
A T7IEH71AA Bt & 2|7
Ak HZ AEA 5(2015)¢] Oq‘_rLoﬂf\L‘ ']%*/Fod 3
Gl A o ofsfir 2AE FAFA F7IEH71= &
AES WA 7], 71ed3 9 vl AAgEzol 49
2 93 S Prlele Ao AT A=A} A4
= wAE A 2 ALSIA BAlE YA AAQ] vk
o % 1t ALSA #Al= % Ael7] Wi, =

ro,
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oy do N Ho
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“ch(Pintrich et al. 2003). Harwood & Swain
(2001) = 7]&=dad 2t A eae)h B R Bohe
T oJafx] By &H o= o]FofA= AL &
sttt o]2A TR M 2AHE 7RV
AH, 571, 7T A B T PAKs
o7t & FREC o3 TV AFEe] A4,
3 g9] £33 o= g v h(Balaguer et
al., 2002; Ommundsen et al., 2005).
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Bandura(1997)
of attainment)&

= A2 AN dH T (evels
24 5}7 -?40 "—r"ﬂ 535 A
(courses of action) <
& (conjoint capablhty)oﬂ g Aol FRE
Lé‘ o Fuieds Fdstdn. Jviaede M
3 kol 3 Q2] A ZH(individual perception)
o ¥3 CAARRA TALE 7} w2
AaEY. ° Y Ee JdishE

O

J

0}‘3} O]iﬁ er;“"ﬂ"i 57]*147]54 i ez i
OEQEM JtH(Duda & Balaguer, 2007; Harwood
et al., 2008). a2 FIdHd JgE A
(Feltz & Lirgg, 1998: Myers et al., 2004), 28]
3 FZX|, FHIY ol M T 2 FaEA] 9
A FEIFE Tete Aol FRIHA} (Carron &
Hausenblas, 1998; Feltz & Lirgg, 1998: Vargas-Tonsing
et al., 2003: Zaccaro et al., 1995). o|2/] &t &
A 232 Y e FAHAQ wAE AP AT
(Greenlees et al., 1999, 2000: Hodges &
Carron, 1992)¢} &% A (Feltz & Lirgg, 1998:;
Myers et al. 2004)14 &= A}, Magyar et al.
(2004)& 2B Tl ARAZTH A4E F7]E9
71 mEkA FaEsite] g8 dee B0l
o AT BRI &Y Y g5y 4 AF
9 7KE ZrxsH, Akg]$-3 3 (social cohesion)
WS Fet oldl ¥, Afolsal SR Ak
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Aol TS Ao, IX| ¢ guEe] 9&s
FAle gkt (Carron & Hausenblas, 1998; Zaccaro
et al. 1996). A=A7t & &F4H(team efficacy)el
FeS v AXH (Feltz & Lirgg, 2001: Vargas-
Tonsing et al. 2003), Tl ¢Jslix 2 &7
A7 Jasite ow e dgs nx A& g1t
T kgo] Myrjofxiof gttt 53], TR ol 24
e 3AFA B71EA7= AR 9aA] 24
A& A A T fALelt, A& AR e 24|
MEEe] ARl ola] & B oA HHA F=wlg 7]
at7] witol AeEe] MAGT B 24 F7I
w #o]th(Amorose & Anderson-Butcher, 2007:
Mageau & Vallerand, 2003). o]e] ¥ zjo}z4]
TN = AR BAA AR vt 5 A
oA F7EA7E AL xstn seld Akl A v
wE Bl MY s AAsked, SAAeR &
9] T AFEY A%, A, d5s
Aol et WEor fEsta o] HrH(FEuH A

L
L
L
T
3L
[9)

O,
)

g 243

%3, 2012; Bartholomew et al., 2009; Mageau
& Vallerand, 2003). ol2st AF4#E Zal 8
T e & 7Rt akR w51 © Y
Holz JFS A= Aol & & 9t € F
o JgE A= HQlEC] Bol] EAlAT & ~
Tx Ao © e F98 AL E ARaTH
Ee SHEE 5 F U Aotk wEhA o] Aol
= 54 M 2AHE F71EA71 A=Al <3|
A 25 e AERAAY AFEY Ay &Ry
Adassel et s nx A& 2SI A
FATES EUZ o] AFolMe th&3} o] A7k
= ARt AR, Asate 2R = YA &
T} A FHow g nA Aot} A4,
TR EA47 U FAFA T71EA7= A9 &
o Agdgsged FAHoz JgZ v Foltt. AA
HAFA 7187 = Aed &5 Jdasidd §



Y szl mAsh BRI Br1Relnel AeH SPUEn gu BEd nAE 9% 765

Aow g vA otk Bor, ASAAAS A4 T "W AR, 23 WA AA) 2183 TH 27
A B1EA7IE AeA S et gAe EF(1H =9 opet, 78 =vl+ 2%h oz 745
2 G MAAR, 2 2el7h $E ol 7PEEs of slom, w8, i} WAPAA F 389 IAF
A F1ES7] edlew 23HM, o f 253 24

T 28208 AokFAl BIIEH7] aQler ¥gtEn
o] uk (& DA & 5 3=l T 718917 A=
o 2Q1EA A3 =8 a9l 3% o] AHAlE HF 18
E&o] o] A7 A Fow AUt FAH L
oATICH A 2 4 adld g aclietde 579~.9972 vet
wom ' 45 891 639~.846, © Wl A4 &
o dFeME MABREFE W T UARLFE qle 357~ 897, BANAA 2L 627~ 828, 1
& AHg-oto] /‘15?4‘—’3 2 LA TNIEE FA glm vy g0e 687~.698% FolEqnt waldT
S EAT 2892 TR Aokt € AR E7]8-97] 1983 g 2AYH LT 60.189% =
42 Tl ElE Aot duty 54449, 5 Uehton AdRae g94<S A= 98 KMO
8 14879 (51.2%), 1EHA141(48.8%)B 2 W o Bartlett 24 WA A% KMO @& 83302

Ehston, %-? 104””36/) ST E8BE0.4%), OFF e, Bartlett A FelS A3HNA Ul

o= AANTE. o] o o] YFHUT.

A

\./oo
o
ol ¢

ZAME=TO| EHEE H ARE AE|H 27 o= Mg
o % a}a) 51X O % el Algld Q
o @A 4eE abeTel dgwe gaey) FEOHAT SATEIRRS A £EA 4
£ =235 Sl A& .‘:
g o= WS AR sto] Alzh ﬁ Aol Tl s wha] 7ikek Aleld 47 2= (Psychological Need Satlsfactlon
(o)

Exercise Scale) Ul AH&/4 891& FE35to] AHgat A
A3} F4(2010)7F Heter A x 5514 =40)

e
(factor loading) =
2 OP/]“% TH=u$ 28 & AHEsET. 54 &
a
al

o o
7433 SHEA 89l& %—%‘3}911’% o] CE?“W LJ

N

Z3317] 918l = McAuley et al.(1989)°] 7l
%0}1 Azt AWFE(2003)0] Wt WA EF7

)

7}53-?% J‘i‘ﬂl‘%’é}%k AHFES Yook drte A
Ve Faad oA AS, 2006). & A7]71 300 AEA (Intrinsic Motivation Inventory: IMI) Ul
W gEe o golMade olaom Sog mMaz  f5A 2A% e T 9 I 5T
Eshed], o AP fE FEO A7) 2899 0] = 7AENeY, & d7dM e 9Ede AT 47%
o2 QolRslge] 7EHe 3o2 AHs. S FEol] AMESIT. o2 WA &7 HxE
Furrer & Skinner(2003)¢] #AXA HZE 5&d<
et SVIER7] A g&siith
G FEATEY EYTEE AtoldlA A8t Sl (£ DM &+ Slxo], A4 &5 & A&
D 712715 F4e7] S8iA Ntoumanis & 8184 A7 AEA 153l AAH HF 13830
Vazou(2005)7F idsta Hed st $84(2011a)°] o] A7o] Ada Aoz sl FAA o
a7l 232 w7897 2EA (peer g aQlef digh g9l FskEe 327~ 9042 JEGS
motivational climate questionnaire; PMCYSQ) o, 54 892 .390~.987 18 A& 8

2 4899 o AEE 5eol(xd Y YU 4 497~.7692 SRIFAT Aeld &7 wE Hrg



766 &%
E 1. EERc ST71897] Mo EtetEel MEE
89l 9 g 1 5 ﬁ?:?:c’}%k 1 5 Cronbach’s @

2 .997 -.041 -.013 -.206 .097
Byl .869 .034 -.082 .001 -.002 914
333 815 -.004 .035 .156 -.096 '
34 579 -.013 .089 2319 -.037
452 -.078 .846 .083 .105 -.087
453 -.010 187 -.160 .026 .070 830
Z54 .045 675 .006 -.052 -.024 '
51 .007 .639 119 -.062 -.051
A2 -.026 -.122 .879 .097 -.125
2743 -.115 -.134 711 -.069 .097
A1 .049 .116 .645 .015 -.092 .805
A5 .090 .126 506 -.071 112
734 .062 .166 .357 -.138 .341

AAGAA 3 .010 -.013 .016 .828 .089

AAZAA 2 -.041 .085 -.075 174 .169 .850

AAGAA 1 .160 -.069 -.004 627 -.041

=32 .057 .005 .000 .096 .698 .765
=33 -.071 -.064 .050 .163 687
A 5.164 2.641 1.277 1.074 677 900
Argu) & (%) 28.688 14.674 7.097 5.968 3.762 (.ﬂiﬂ)
TR & (%) 28.688 43.362 50.459 56.427 60.189 =
KMO(Kaiser-Mayer-Olkin) /Bartlett’s 7+34 A% 833 /X 2 =92688.256. df=153. p(.000
E 2. M2|1X 7 HEo| BERy MEE 1383 et A S L 57.485% 2 YElon,
FOESE: AARY e FoAd< Aset7] 98l KMO% Bartlett
a9l B g8 Cronbach’s @ 120 A A3 . o .
1 2 3 AFE AA 23 KMO #2 8942 YElya,
#7443 904 -.096  .065 Bartlett 2% frosH HSsHA] Tl o] of
A4 .862 107 -.092 Zh= Aol d=F Y},
TAE2 780 -.135 .186 .892
#AA35 672 150 -.147 L )
W81 327 227 287 feasad ¥
f54d3 054 987  -.203 TGN e rEe] JdiedE 54
F5HL 10 773 a0 &7] 8lME Shorts et al. (2005)7F e Peta
T:r—f:‘j;l 583 ;LZ)(I) ;‘51(1) 57 H=(Collective Efficacy Questionnaire for
:};53 088 064 769 Sports: CEQS)E AH&atsitt. #7142 Shorts et
A1 091 -.198  .688 al. (20059 A=E 7wtz | SPAFEY Hd
4844 -008 145 606 T B5re 247 g8 A 437 9594(2009)
AEN2 009 080 497 9 &7 AYasH AT B or et

IASA . . . — - v -

4 (RA]) A 23 | A9 389, e 9 283 9 1%
dgepy) 15T OIS ST A% & 5 % 627l AAslel A% 18850] o ATl A
}?\;[Oéiﬁzifyiggogg 894 / X 2=2271.722, gat Aoz EEgit. FAH ez | g a9 o

df=178, p(.000 g Qo1 RslEke 392~1.0402 Yeten A=t



Z
89l B g Everd Cronbach’s @
1 2 3 4 5
g Hg3 1.040 -.028 -.088 -.052 -.011
g A2 892 -.042 -.048 .007 .065
g =g 687 -.011 119 .005 .099 .909
RS 581 055 113 .084 -.037
EREED) .392 162 .082 .057 -.148
A &A1= 3 -.074 921 -.106 .048 110
A A} =2 -.021 856 172 -.009 -.197 902
A=A}l 24 .040 793 -.184 .001 273 ’
A=A =1 132 705 151 -.074 -.141
9JALATE3 -.009 -.040 922 .023 -.009
AL 2 -.039 .011 784 .001 .092 890
OJALATEA4 .027 .053 .647 .000 183
OJALAT ] .163 .071 .469 -.017 -.006
FEe T2 .026 -.011 -.032 942 .056
o 884
e 41 .006 -.004 .042 .843 -.076
A3 -.027 -.026 115 -.012 915
wtE4 .076 -.050 221 -.023 709 927
HH2 -.006 225 .196 .018 .557
A 8.786 1.272 1.221 1929 537
AH & (%) 48.811 7.069 6.783 5.160 2.982 (';213)
AR & (%) 48.811 55.880 62.663 67.823 70.805
KMO(Kaiser-Mayer-Olkin) / Bartlett's 734 % 913 / X 2=4848.787. dr=153. p(.000
AE 891& 705~ .921, YAkaE 891 469~ .922, Cﬂ??éj’,]—
T Td Q9le 843~.942, a8la @A 29e
557~ 9152 &=, Jdasit Axe] 188
2 J|SEA L Ol 20| AmE

ol 3 A EE 70.805% 2 Uepton, A4
@9 Fod= dFot] sl KMOSH Bartlett A%<
AN Az KMO #2 9132 Uela, Bartlett 2
e frolat AEEEA g9 o] ofghs o] Y

=
3 71eeAl, 298N % A= AT Wl o] &
A ety el duEde AAlein B9,
0= B8l Wzt A2EAM S Al

il

Al x]_

=

AWl FA s EAHp.01). AotsA 718
J71e BE A9Wa 14 3BE nedon 484
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B A%t Aed

A owe LN Ly e AR #wd @AY ®e om0 g e
w 1 209" 372" 285%*  304™ 578" 478" 304" 504 402" 545"
€71 Ao} . . . " . "
B9 2 1 034 -109* -.039 -.276™ -.206%* -.154** -.199** -.049 -.185
Xif;f Xﬁf 1 438" 353" 429%* 302** .523** .357** 262" 383"
Nem  AHEAR 1 607" 575 203" 288" 271" 233" 309"
&7 w54 1 .599%*  259%* 165" 239" .234** 296"
U 1 400" .305** .497** 359" 458"

;‘% 1 508" 624" 518%™ 624"
A 1 586" 420" 666"
a5 i;f 1 506%™ 776

4 1 510"

w4 1

M 503 377 433 462 420 468 4.8 512 482 536  3.67
J%  sD  1.06 114 134 118 130 1.22 126 1.36 120 111  1.03
7 S -218 .003 -.063 .013 .117 -.233 -.304 -535 -.064 -717 -.281

K  -.016 .152 -160 -.128 -351 .162 -.087 -.073 -.289 1.053 -.262

*p(.05, **p(.01

A2 Wl A A &3 v {54 29l agla J of o et FeFe nA XS Feldly] fa ATFEI S

dEs7t Ul 4 820S Asta BAHCR st Aiste] Z2EME AAESITh (aF DA & 4§

o HANRS BATHp(05). AeAAAE Aotx  URo] AT RIL T F71EA7] W FAFA

A 278979 BAATRS HYAw Jo nE ¥ 7171 vs. Aokl 717 vs. AEA] A&

dzhe =& JH4ES Berkall pl.01). AR = ARA &7 HEQ A4, 54, BAK
NeA &7 0E g ASHS A543 BAY 2n) ARESTE $oR AFaqd. Ad7Rdd A%Rs

T ARESy BE §9H0lT JARAS Belon olsly] Sai dkd o AMgsta Qe HIEEAY

(all p(.01), ¥4 TAA wa Jdasy ve 5 AF(TLIINNFID), ¥a534]5(CF) % RMSEAS

guoly EAZOR o317 = AAARS vy AHESIIR of AgAsEe ngef e =8 X
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AmAbel] ofefr s e A AA7F Jeasat
BAoz 9L nAE Aow FANA A4 &
F BEANE Ade] A7 R AT
1897 Hot BAd ez o 2 939
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7 EA7 AN -0.44, AotFA IR
T4 044, Aot BT oA 124, Ao}
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AmAe] AR2YAA B AR L AdeEe] 9%
AN A EEA e 2AE Aot 259 Y4
LAE EFo, SHAQ 458 4R AFE
o WAE7l Ads olFeua SGaAItH(Hsds

A5A, 2015: Mageau & Vallerand, 2003 Reeve,
2006 Reeve et al. 2014) olg|gt F7Fo2 o
2 Q&) A=A desdi A eln «8kd Ao &
}*QLBM ‘_rLzﬂ;“O]”% °“&z3| «4‘:"“£ Agata, A

Al €k, ol gt TR
Hegel Jeld a7uE 283 483 a9t 2
ATFANAE AE2te] A2 = AFe] Al &
Toll B 3HHoE &L v A=A

olg|gt 2AE AT UTHE 6).
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AFZAIANNE AFEL TAFH W ET= &4
A 2o o)A AlefA &7} -’Z“éﬂi olF 3l =
& ANBR 7 T WAEIE A
A H(Cheon et al., 2012; Cheon et al., 2014:
Cheon & Reeve, 2013, 2015: Pelletier et al.
1995, 2001).

$7] %30l QoiA] Baol B/897 29 L ER
Sl BAS FAL B BB BT FAYH A
o 59 BRI} HolFt WA WYL 5 BF
2EE DY) 157] vRe] 08 702 B) &
A ANG AAY, ANA 2910m AR F7]%
WAae 455 Bl 383 48S A & e

Rolo] A &PUES Yo B nAE 9% 771

AEA QRIQl TEw F7IE ot He Wl 944
(intra group dynamic)2} © 5712 (team cohesiveness)
o 83 F&E& dhe AT 4FH L v Uuky
o2 HAFA T7EA7= 3
3 ol whell, ApolFAl F7IE
o BA< FEAZIT. Vazou e
Harwood & Swain(2001)2 = ] Hr} F5o oA
2AE VA7 AFEe 13 AE5AQ
of 3 whEel| o] & J3F2 Pateitia AT A
AR, AE2e} 8o ke vl dF A+
T Axz Br} 537} d?‘;:A AEZF S,
(burnout) 2 & &
(Ntoumanis et al 2012), ZPLU EQhgbae}
d& o 2 9 AR (Vazou et al. 2006).
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other-efficacy), 28] AAY ko] th3h WAHA]
TAh e BE(HA F8 &S relation-inferred
self-efficacy) 5 37}Z]§ FEHHDunlop et al.,
2011; Jackson & Beauchamp, 2010; Jackson et
al., 2007: Lent & Lopez, 2002). o|& E9] A&
A Al g Y2 Al AlS A T o
O AE e wf (mAke] Ao diek =)ok 1eln
Adol gAES] Yo tig A7t =rta (il
groll et wAke] BE) A4 o] Aile] S o3
Aol Fgto] Erhal J =
3l & F Aol AotBTHE MUY WA
ozt FaEtAtel ofgt g S ofsiA o
™, WA 23 A BRG]

@)
del wd, Sau 4Fd 2ed 99 nAn

ol 19 ri s

P o ko
=2 o B~ o
2 B o

(Dunlop et al. 2011, Lent & Lopez, 2002). w2t
A A=A (AL & A7 (8HY) 7F A 2ol thdt 583 9
Fa Wi AFs 2 7jele] A Aot eis =
ofAAl & Ao, ol JAHETHS xsh= AW

o FFAez AgaiA 2 Ho|th(Jackson &
Beauchamp, 2010 Jackson et al. 2007 Lent &
Lopez, 2002). AA R Faoela}o] o8] 2A &= #fo}
B Aget A 2gu A=A A dAE
A EPT o] FHA R S vH ke 2t
olg]3t AMS Sl Erh(Jackson et al. 2007;
Jackson & Beauchamp, 2010). &3 F7]4%] ¥
A e Ada s Ja-g n A (Vargas-Tonsing et

al. 2003), ® 2~xzdA © 7449 g2 [dg
bl el £21EH(Chase et al. 2003). ]Eﬁl
BN A exte} tEo] TR 92 JdieH 4
o Fa3 g PALE F Slok. o]FA JAE TS

Yednet PR oz Hdd 2794 (perceptions
of the environment) < o &3} | Al3]2 74L& 3%
% E g PeHdd 9EdE mh(Bandura,
1997: Wilson et al. 2006). webr 44 ale& &
57+ 1A (efficacy cognitions)E Ed 7HH Ao #
Latte e 01]?%} 2 9lth(Bandura, 1997). 23}
T 857 2 (efficacy beliefs)
FE A A Atojel|A =%
4 At (Feltz et al. 2008).

Boyao] Aeld §PEs 49 gl vAE 9% 773

Adasd2 #A F3¥ A3 (past performance
accomplishments), ™21 ¥ (vicarious experiences),
Ao]d HE(verbal persuasion)d Azjstd Fx
(physiological information) & 474 F2 AH9o=2
FAH ek AR, AX2 AM T A £ A
HAe & B /M 8% Ade= Ha gl
(Feltz & Lirgg, 1998: Myers et al. 2004:
Salanova et al. 2003; Whitney, 1994). 34 43}
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The Influences of Coach and Peer Social Support on Collective Efficacy

and Psychological Need Satisfaction in Team Sport

Yong-Gwan Song

Korea University

In sport context, the motivational climate created by significant others (e.g., coachs and peers) has

been influences on the athletic-student’'s motivation, engagement, performance, and skill development.

Collective efficacy is important for team performance because it influences a group’s task choice, effort

expenditure, persistence in the face of failure, and resistance to discouragement. This study was to

examine the influence of peer motivational climate (i.e., task-involving and ego-involving motivational

climate) and coach autonomous support for basic psychological need satisfaction and collective efficacy.

In the study, participants were 289 athletic-students’ of team sports. In the study then, questionnaire

was assessed using by the correlation and path analysis. The results showed that task-involving

motivational climate significantly predicted of collective efficacy, while ego-involving motivational climate

were negatively predict to the collective efficacy. The results suggest the importance of considering peer

influence in addition to coach influence when examining motivational climate in team sport.
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