BREZBEALBRAEAERENZHR -
AR BEE D MERTE

R
FIE KRS EREHLE R

FR 25 A&
TESE S FE LA

E -3/
PIEKRSZEEREEL A

RS

£ & % 3 % % (Creativity Support Systems, CSS)i&E i P #£ 64 £ & /1 1= F 5 A &
GAE RN EET  RFREFTARRAAFSOT ISR FHAKERLR
77‘7:: REMBRRFR B BEAA TR RAT R - BENA T XEZ R f‘%ﬂ‘ﬁ‘

PR T ERELENA T XE ARG EETARFE R F AR - Ko
B RA R — %63 £ (H 4 : Elam and Mead (1987)# Durand and VanHuss
(1992)); 3¢ H » #H3E & X 3% 2 Sdo TR @Uﬂ HAIE T 0y B il RAAEAT RS -

A# 5% &R Bandura (1997)84 B K 2 a8 223 R AR AE A & L 4% R 3N A H A1 &

RAGTE - £ BB AEERAE i#zz Aowass o XA EIKA &'»’an
RSN TBE RMNUETEARRKATRETREIRES > TRAF LR TIEXRSE
TR S A 0 EB R RO T B AR AR AR A R aT 43% & B 4R 2 AR &
Bl Y HILEN  HRERET  TRXAFEAL T LB A0 ES R LEKA
A RELENBE A B *T:Eifiiiﬁ)%*%% ElE SR 7% 213 %‘6'1 T B KRR
fEAMAIEN - KRMEMARKBEZRAELA T IBELAARZNER » TAREREZ
ot e — B o I HANM & i&?%%a#%%ﬂ@Wﬁm HAA S HFEM

é‘l \F" ﬂ>

Eﬁf@ﬂ ﬁ #Hw ﬁ] i#’i% & i E] ,ﬁz‘xﬁ; N &&’iﬁ%fg?ﬁ} N ’ﬁ',?%*%’f?f .
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Effectiveness of the Creativity Support Systems:
An Empirical Test of the Self-Efficacy Theory

Shin-Yuan Hung
Department of Information Management, National Chung Cheng University

Houn-Gee Chen
Institute of Technology Management, National Tsing Hua University

Peter Yeh
Department of Information Management, National Chung Cheng University

Abstract

Creativity Support System (CSS) is an ad hoc, which deploys techniques to assist users
to be more creative. The relationship between the use of CSS and the resulting creating
performance had been repeatedly reported and validated. While many studies addressed the
use of CSS, and benefit of using CSS, there are few studies examining the causal-benefit
model of CSS use. To our knowledge, most of the important pieces of such model are still
unknown. This study aims at exploring this issue.

This study examines the cognitive behavior of CSS use. A model is proposed by
incorporating the self-efficacy theory (Bandura, 1997). An experiment was then conducted to
test the hypothesis. The results indicate that the computer self-efficacy is significantly
correlated to the performance of CSS. Additionally, behavioral modeling and goal setting
significantly influence both the variations of users’ computer self-efficacy and creativity.

Implications from the findings are also provided.

Keywords: Creativity, Computer Self-Efficacy, Self-Efficacy Theory,
Creativity Support Systems, Behavioral Modeling, Goal Setting
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HAEZKRYEEMD T  RAARFE IR BN T —MHELERZNER - B b
EERERAGANA SHEENSA - DELATEHOKLEREREH  LLHG
MEEEMST  TABEFHRFELNTR MmAETAXRFETGARS  NaE LA
PR B B T A 1 09 R KRB - MBI R T > BEANAIEN R TRE G EF Y
7 % % 45 (4] de © brainstorming, storyboarding, mind mapping, morphological analysis)
#F(Evans, 1986) » i H A& B A A& LBy eg 153 b - H B4k A 4R £ 77 0948 B
H(lde : EFRAEE  REBIREAKE) RESRA P REGAENTARE
4 32 5+ (Shneiderman, 2002; Kletke et al., 2001; Klein and Dologite, 2000; Malaga, 2000;
Nunamaker et al., 1987; Young, 1987) gy 3t ¥ 4w £ ALK P B B AT ALY R R L3 A
#:(Decision Support Systems, DSS) » T A3y % 32 -8 52 £ & /7 Bl 42 M 04 R -

WRIZILA DSS 84 Xk 45 & #@ % DSS Efﬂ,/f.ﬁﬁ o7 Fv @ # > Young (1987; 1983)
P DSS stey st R - i@k £k T AN ) (Left-brained) 247 fu 4 4 69 DSS - 4 4
2% % 3% " A& B ) (Right-brained) 48 1 Fo 41 jLé’J DSS - iR &R E R PR S M AL T
ZRMGRAE > R RERRFFRGITE  RE—RBUR - AR E BB NT R
o MARABAENGREAA L @ DSS LAR R LHEARG LN - AR L
90 FRZ B &AEAE AR K 09 F B R AR B o #l4e : Elam and Mead (1987) #2
h BB — & T A& £4% A% , (Creativity Support Systems, CSS) #4 3 8] » 3 ]
12 G AGH R MM IR E AR P 0 RAE (BA—#) CSS %4 vs. A= 8 CSS
Xk vs. BA CSS x#%) - EAMAATHERBTRAMA— CSS 92 HMRE -
AR A AR R CSS i %5 43 &ﬁﬂ%oi%M$#%(Bsz%uI@ AR A A
BRFTER - 550 ARH I LT E = EHROPE - R - 0 Lkl
— A K B (Marakas and Elam, 1997) Zkitdk " H &b T4 i:}iJ B A JREPLER
BRMBLERE L ARBELEEZS XE  ARBEARF I ARAREAA
BEFXBEFOERET  A2AZGL RN LEABETR » ThERBETREA K
BRAZR XHERE > FAFHAERN LR - /2,2 » Durand and VanHuss (1992) #] A
%ﬁmBAﬁi’%%Aﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ(ﬁC$vs&HC$)%“$F%’%%@
TAAAEM CSS ey 2R HMME » R f 1A CSS oM ERIFRA A&

LAt ey AT R R B AR T — et S ey g 5] %&m%%c&%i%%#
RAH RIS O F BT A 5 R —F WA BRI AR CSS
B X BEMAE IR MG S HRBE TR AR S o #lde @ Elam and
Mead(1987)#= Marakas and Elam(1997)84#F %245 th > R & Rk F A2/ X H &% A CSS -
ARG EAES AR AL R A F BB B & - F B 4] 69 #F %8 & R 2 Durand
and VanHuss (1992)e5 & R R — 3 - ig e 2 B AT CSS AP 72 Lo TR %l > B E R Z IR °
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3% Bandura (1986) &4 € 43 3% (Social Cognitive Theory) #7AAZE4T 58
AN ABRE BRI ABRITABZEHME L ZRALAEAGRY - ARIE L CSS w948
Mo % KA 4 R F A2 AR CSS AR HEA R - b A THBE— 174, &
MA@ L Ey o122 R R ol TER R EAFTALTYHRAEAE - Bk
A#F % 5] A Bandura (1986)8y A #K 2k #¢ (self-efficacy) M BB R FIW TR T B R
M ARBEMEER FAECSSHEAFALENARAGKREZEREH -

AR || ERL A At & &

HAE T TH# P o &R

11 BlENEERAREEREN(Amabile, 1983)

AXOYEMIT - AF _FF » RIEFRALEIBEAHBERE > N8 E L
3 A 40 3 B AE 8 4 A8 72 3 (Self-Efficacy Theory) 5 % = 3 ApFEST %A X £ 9 A
TERARA IRk B ML R BEEHRTRER  RA - AESETA
S AT 0 EE 0 A R BT 0 — S -

R~ XBRIRE

— gl

P38 £ 2% 77 (creativity) - 3589 & ik f & £ MER R R MR - MR A A HHH &
W H > EAE > w HOH AR A 64 AR ik 7 49 45 /1 (Amabile, 1983) c —{AAE A £lE N
ey BAZ o TUARE 1 FFm AR X R R -

o RERENNMERE

(—) EAE

Amabile(1983)3 5 — % 4 sk S & B115 77 60 7030 Ak - 38 b 69 B £ 55 R 3 2
RAEF O BRATARES CERBEROLSNATEREANNEA R 7 LW KA R
AWy EAE - AR BREREFTAERREL S AANMEYG LR E A B @&
A ARSI K - REREE T ZEE RS L E WA Al AR
S AERAEF B F o

1. & # %3485 (Domain Relevant Skills)

AL oo A RAZEABR TR AZABRNA LR LA A EHEXR
Ao BAR ELAMALEAEALYMER £ > BB —RERXREZERGBEA
% H A M o Elam and Mead(1987)#¢ i@ £ & 5% b » B3 h — s Al /) a9 A8
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ARAFE o fldm : —EGAENNA > L eHITAGFEHRE P AR > M
AL bR A AR FMAKR Y - Guilford(1956)45 & » — 18 5 A&
HEgA » gAESFF e (curiosity) 9 RHE > € F i AR iAo
Roo G S BAAHRA TRY KA Z BT~ ik AR F v - Barron (1955)
e LB R FF R TR AR AI RN A SRR F o LER R -
2. Bl AR B 0 3 A8 (Creativity-Relevant Skills)
PieRplE A ARBl 69 e at > R0 R — R RERE N Z AW BE ik AR AR
RO FE o R EH AT WA 4 R se & (perceptual set breaking) ~ 4 fF A 4m E
(cognitive set breaking) - % # X, ¥ # (divergent thinking) - A & % 4% F| Bf (delayed
judgment) o " R E o T R wE | WEEBL FIERARBREM AN
¥oo A ETROBHRASF BT ARITER AR T o) T4ENewell et al,
1962; Wertheimer 1959) -
ARV — e p) ¥ F) 38 Sk by 48 M SUBE S B (Guilford 1967b, Osborn 1963) - f 2
BABE M RHFSHFTEEENFE - ZBAT RN LR RMELE F ik
PR sl ey a# RETAH I T - BAEFTRENSF RTEAGTR
BER s PR BEE A BCRRF O RBFAREAN - BARKT "B A B
BRBEFS T EREAARBTEN  RERGFTERETRR S O > &2
B FRBEGFIE - SAEFEGILR - FEEHDLETTH ARG E R
(Kuhn 1963; Milgram et al. 1978; Osborn 1963) - Tay Z B LR » LA R F EW
Mef o R EF XA HRA %R  FHFTEORABE -
AZJE 0 Al g B K b9 B A #E X (convergent thinking) » R F HFME &AL H K
BAEFIET LR E LAY BAERTETENFECRFIS AL TN T ER
AL E R o

3. =% # (Task Motivation)

Amabile(1983)328 % » —AAMIEF I (Fr 2 — 1 FohBak) & AR E AT
Mk —ARAGHFFORE  —AARAFRERFLEFNE G - Bk £5HH
S E RN AENEN (REATERMEIBEE)  RESEGRS (B
LHIVEHMG > RFEmS) BKIIERPGBES  TAKBELHES - @
FARRE b B L TAEAR A AT £ 48 (in control) #9EILTF » ARJRAARE ¥ TE Y
EAFAR ARG m o T E 4R (in control) #9 % %%IQ%TM&u%&%Qﬁ
J‘J’Fﬁf& TR AL AR B ﬁ%%ﬁ?nﬂz)\ﬁ’\lﬁ T%i;‘% #m A B R 6y
i# (Koestler 1964; Meichenbaum 1975)

(Z) #HEmE

HAMBKREOYEE NS 57 BRABENGAENIRA BT ELXEALE
YRR RO BARAWME P I Em kB 48P f‘”d}E(Rhode& 1961) : A
(Person) ~ #AZ(Process) » & &= (Product) » YA & # 1% (Press) » 2k il F :



1. A(Person)
REAENGHARET ARLLBBEAETAENNBRY  BRERE I
RGRIENGFFR » RLAE N R G LD RT3 E (Maslow, 1959; Guilford,
1977; Shallcross, 1985; Tardiff and Sternberg, 1988) - {2 & = Ff A A8 A A & 7
WRETFE  RRLEEARGIERNLAE BRI 2R -
SbES &R AL IS B AR BAR 09 BT o AR A AN T A 8 8 B T ik R AT 0 BB
MERR A AN AR B R &R A 3R F (Amabile et al, 2004;
Reiter-Palmon and Illies, 2004; Shalley and Gilson, 2004; Shalley and Perry-Smith,
2001; Bharadwaj and Menon, 2000) - Amabile (1983) 2.4 4 % 7T VA 32 it R #E 35
R MBI ABNEIES c —HRIEFE  —BIIHRFEH - NEFH
(intrinsic motivation) % 40 %4k A F30ag 5k - kBG4S T B TRIFA
Mo HE o BEARMEA ZTET - BRI ERFA R (extrinsic motivation) 4w
HFTIEERR S 2HBNTHF > BEABBRNFEFRA -

2. # A2 (Process)
12 o AT & BR80Ty ik R BRI LR A A IE 1 7 BP R 5] ONR T AL T 04 Bl
(creativity-enhancing techniques) ##1 & a4 & ¥2 v - T vA BF) BA 4 45 40 4k ik, B 09 A1
% 7 o i3 3k 47 4,45 : Brainstorming, Storyboarding, Mind mapping, Excursion
technique, Osborn’s Checklist, VanGundy’s PICL, morphological analysis, Lotus
blossom % ° R FHF % M A N R RE R - ¥ L BH I (Madjar et al,,
2002; Guilford, 1967a; Guilford, 1967b; Mednick, 1962; Skinner, 1971)

3. & % (Product)
YRR RRARNGER - ERR oI R GREE Mz
P A EAZE 0 A S 0 H AL A IR 4R Mk % > #7 (Bharadwaj and Menon, 2000)
B E SRR EZRGE S TEARSE L LA ALAZRAETERARS &
BB ZHGEH  BF ARABEN > HAEAZAZTESOBRETRS -

4. #.1& (Press)
MBHARENNRBEAL TR - —EARBE TREAENGNE] LR A
PR B) B TARGE AR ey a) o KA ) 4R S 69 B 2R R 0y 5 (Madjar et al.,
2002; Amabile and Gryskiewicz, 1989) - Geis(1988)4% % # 2L 4% F- 40 &k £] & /1 1%
T (DITHREMFAKEEABL  ZRTHEAGEE ZEK - - Q#RERA
RO AA G AR R R e ) RREAME S AR  B ey B XL - (B) i e 8 R
FIEAR  ABRMKEE FFTLEEAHALE N ZNRFRGE G - (4)IR1E
B A KIE T BB BT R A E I T PTT AL 8 2 R By R o (5)FRAEE X & JEE X 4R
F A1 g 634k o
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(—) BHREZERR

% % 3% A #% (Decision Support Systems, DSS) & A & HBh AR - LA
FEIF R E B G AR T 4 T = - ¥ Keen and Scott Morton (1978) &4 &
£ — A DSS BAA (DX #ERFTRAEE; QEETLE&BbmAEYE L 3
BRBREAIE R —REETRFEF 04N -DSS AFHRA - CRAT Y
AR R R e
(Z) BIEZRERE

MABERREHA AR FORE > EHF - EETAFTEEHFHBLEE  TETI
s —1E" £ & £ £ % | (Creativity Support Systems, CSS)* »A % 3 %09 " £
AR AR TEHFHK > SHEEAAPRERRFLEIGR £ - lﬁh&TVA
Hd CSSeytE M FETUARMRZH A FHFO—EARE M AFZEBSHNK
o TR R SRR H R AT m%k%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁéi%mao

(=) CSS E{Ffi DSS pE 5l

(1) ¥R &
CSS Zik K LI AL —F8 > 318124 DSS — 4 #EEBHHARRZ LA
HHWER L L EmE > AER B ERRABTA Y -

(2) B E K

X ESG T E 0 14 DSS X ANES 0 T EEBM A o @ CSS Al £
EEES T ERBEEAFT AR AALF TG %% DSS % # Herbert Simon
it 2 ik R =P B 3P ey T 33t (Design) A& " % %£3%4& , (Choice) ¥
B sk RRERARFTENEGY F’é?‘-?x f CSS Bl A& F R =B EEH P
oy TR AAH Ak, (Intelligence) A & T 23t | (Design) My - sk % ik FJAAE
o+ B A AT /g 89 % £ (MacCrimmon and Wagner, 1992) - & 3sh 4t 7 & » CSS & 42 F
L (process-oriented) %4 > B & CSS WE— MR ST A & H ok
(creativity-enhancing techniques) -+ M 4% %4 ¢ DSS Al £ & # & &
(structure-oriented) - €4 A AL X R EH R 0 A SRR R AR 6 1 3R B AR
ey 7 R 2 B4 & % # (Elam and Mead, 1990) -

(M) BlEZERMAVERET 28

Elam and Mead(1987)42 & CSS #4353t 4 8] » 7 =852 —fx DSS sy 33t al » #%
Z B CSS a3kt Al o ig g A RBEXFA T IR AKEFTA AT (D)
LIARBERHFIER FEEIF L T - B PRHER - L HMABE TENDR - (2)
JE G RBERAE L E®mAE I e @A - Q)L/ARKREEAFZLETLI T
HAo@ ettt LAFREAEZRERSERN  mBLEBMAL  LARERNFEFA
Peg M o (S)/ARME—EEER AR EAML > TALEL F oy TIERR -



(Bh) BEMEMER

Elam and Mead (1987) & 1990 i 47 — A K E#F 2 - WA A 12 424G 4 b5 - B A&
PREZAERIEPFRAE (ARA—6) CSSvs. AR A=) CSSvs. 4K CSS) &4
ATy RB TR A — CSSHHE% M 69 & 42 ods/CONSULTANT) &y % A & %
Ao WAL A AR A CSS 04 A RAF A A1 E - £ - 1041 X # 4T — %8 5 (Marakas and
Elam, 1997)k ki " A BAIZARF L4 ) 9B E > BRERBTFENFA KRB EEF L
FEORIE  JAEWAEA LR IE o B 4 0 Massetti W FAE AL T XL A% sgRET
VA PG b HE 48 B 4K R R A B R 0 B R 6y R A £ & (Massetti, 1996; Wierenga and van
Bruggen, 1998) - {2414 71 #8 3# #94] F > 4= Durand and VanHuss(1992)#] A 88 42 MBA
B R IR ERAERIL(E CSSvs. B A CSSO)RKFT I & RBMTEAA LA CSS
oy 2R F A R tbAE A 42 A CSS(Heufr 4k M 84 & % & Idea Generator) b4 g 4 SR 45 8%
# £]7%& ° Durand and VanHuss(1992)#t sbAa R & R 04 AR5 @32 © #5048 A CSS 8435k i
Mgl FEAAT HAH IS AR ZRFAHIIHRB EHHE S %F -

LTHGEHEARER  HARAABEET THRAA T IR AKRERFLENZH - &
A RARMGGGELE  REMABATmE @R RMGZLEREEY -  ERFRY &
13X |8 5] B Bandura(1986)F7 32 % A £ 3% 4% 2 34 (self-efficacy theory) » K B A% CSS #) Bh
ERHERABENGBER % -

~ BRI RE IR

(—) BFEeE

Bandura(1986)# 7 A K 2k bty € Ko T T B8 A K akat - RAMHNELAE S -
RETRAER — A2 A LB RAE - CHACH TS FEA—BAHRA
R M E—BARTRERNLRY THA LR RIFELTEY (p.391),-

B AL T A =8 & % k3 ¢ (1)% F (magnitude) © 45 85 % — 1B AZE 5 3 T A
TR BE AR — B3 A R BENA TEIF A T T AT AR R M T
o — B A R EEOA S @RF A TR TR A E T o (2)5% % (strength) © 45
R —BEAHALETEFENECRE - — B8 RARBEUA > LEILETH
H3pehM8 > mEAdALRENEE AGHEBEHEN AN LA RESR - AR
o — AR RKAEBREOA S TR HSEEH A AHAETRINE
AL B AL P AR o (3) — A% M (generalizability) : 3564 & — B A A E AL S oy R 5 E
(extent) e —HATRTRAMTARFELF  ERARAFTHFRAEL ST 4 €
Bt o A2 HAh— 2 5 A KA — AR AT T 0 AP € 30 L WA ST A AR AT B AR R
HEAMHA R ELE  MATAMY EHLILE S -
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(Z) BEMeeHHEBBENNTEE

Wood, Bandura and Bailey(1990) A7 € 3250 B 3 L IR 224 » KT B B m sk 4k
R FA IR o th R B e EERSRE F R > AW BT R A L AR R
SLIEB K B AR AR AR RS IR B AR - SRR IR B AR « S A AR LB
AL LHAF - NANEFEBEEARBIZRABESTMAE  ERETHR ML
TG G PR (R AT ey 4 ZHA2) LARR A -

B H RGP REER > oL WA PR R AR A R B T B 64 B R 2 T AE ey 4
B BALMNEREVELARFIEVARZBELS  TARKRER PV ELY
B AT TAEPTT R MEABAR  Em P A E — A (LA B aT) o T Bk
HAL RO IESGRM T > TMEEBEZATOER BABRFTE &M%
ARBEITBE (BANARAR T ELERN I Rk EMPEL -
fE&aR) » mF— ARG TSR > SREBALTNER  EnPEL _H&YA
FKARE o BB BALRTOERBEN IR MO RARES —FROBENER -
B8 MR RAR T LD E LG AR RAETRETY DR TIEF
TRAHE -
(=) BB

J& M Bandura 49 #: € 3% %0 28 3% » Compeau and Higgins(1995a, 1995b)4% & & i & 4
K AP (Computer Self-Efficacy, CSE) » 2k AR #E4E ] £ #A SIS hBL ey 3 LA » 1A
BAR I ERG KB o) d 3k o TG B KA R 09 % — B A A8 B RS AR ok B 2R 04
B B R FIE - AL PTRI w8y £ B > &L Bandura 69 B KRS 0 R R AN
H S VEMAARM AR (X taEs - AR ERXERAALAKX.F) AR
TABAR T RERMAGRS (Flma it FHEH) -

Compeau and Higgins(1995a, 1995b)# =B dm @ a9 2 fE L - ()EHS A KA EL -
FH R —EAARELTATKREMTHE T/ (computing tasks) ey B $EAZE - — @5 E
B A RAREEGA > FRFE TTATRAE BT A T o — BTN
ARBEEEOAN TRFATERBCREBG T AL TE - B4 T A KRAAE
FREAETAE G —EAALERFETHR L0 TAEF - F BT X 4% (support) ey A2 & © —
BEHTH A RMEETEOA  RRF A TERFTCHH LN - FHERS
MER AR —ARKEHKARAREENA SRFACET R —ZRENHBHE
¥ T HHERRREE - (DT A RZABRE > —ESENE KRR LY
A RFEZLEATTABERBARG TR T AL (SEMARKEEE)  mAE
RHEMGAEFETAEC (HEHARARBRE) LR EABASREEC  FHF10
BRI ARG TP AT SEMELBR Q)T A RBAy — M HHRETE
KT RE - Bt —ESEHA RAR—BEIA > RERER —FFRA
THRIEG A > R TAESBEEEKMA SRS LRE; AR —EKENA
R —MEOA > RETRLEAREAFTHERUBKE AT TORSE  TTR
AR F A

& I

&
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it S AR 15 € B A%

% — B
EREN 8

T B KA

1 CSS
<
B 2: st
5~ BER T ik
— ~ Bi3RERER

AHF AR XA 2 BT = > 14 4R 3 Wood, Bandura and Bailey(1990)#4 #F % & %f*i
A RFLARER  BAGARAREPEI RS - LEBELEABARE
FHETHE —BROEBATBE AARFRRIAER AL AL E IR L LY ﬂ’/%

B 3t > Bandura &4 B 4% 3% Ak (self-efficacy) > £ KA #F % P Bp 52 Compeau and Higgins(1995b)
B 32 i 84 B IS B & 3% 46 (computer self-efficacy) o

Z 55 # F vk (analytic strategies) > — 18 B KA SOA > HE@EH 24

7 i*%(systematical approach)f ## kR AR > — 18 A KRR E DK A » HEE
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A 3R & It (exploratory approach)#y 7 % 2R #F = ] #8(Wood, Bandura and Bailey, 1990) -
RAAIEXEABKRECAITSE > THEFENFHRA R KLATRE YA T 4% & %142 (Elam
and Mead, 1990; Marakas and Elam, 1997) mo s # 4] & L #E L R 7R 2 —FE A K MY
PRI ik o b > 2T RE AR R » TR T XHEZARARXZAH TN
B o Rt THERNEET  ERTTRY AR "AEN, 9EE -

LT AEANERODE  AARYER > AWERE - THAEEF B
TR ARANTIEERAREY O EA LA T LB AKNITS &
BELERAEGER > A —BRNERARSE MRS ETNOER  ERPER
2R A BN A &2 AE - Wood, Bandura and Bailey(1990)3% & » /£33 % — B f&
FPRZTANERGEVARZRYELS HETEEWAEL  CHF _HEEGNE
BEEAAABEORE - LHAR . F RN TIEARKELTEHERNAE IR ALK
ITAARE LTHEBEHF _MBEABEAAVNERAGE c RILEATTRY » KIEP
REELEBERGREL  RMRF _HBEAIAFT T RKAEOEHET > LEMR
REF _BBEAEEANENL RPN AFA LR BERNA T IR AR IBEA T A A HiBAE
¥ AANTIE A RZRNELS ALY HENERAL -

45

3

Z - iRRERR

HTEXME DB AR ) SEGHOEIL BARMZIAT TH BB
BB TEHBARG BB SR EEE  RERRT RO KR - #4E Compeau and
Higgins (1995b)a4y #F % 4& R T 47 & 445 | (behavior modeling) 7& 4k 823 4k 64 @B AZ & P -
DRERTRERZVGAEC  BAHAECRTABVEXAF VTR ARKRBEL  EnPELY
oo Bk B RERWT
Hy @ B2A & X ARITEBEG IR T AAE » BILKRBEZIRGZAA - L AR

RIS MBRARNSG -

Hy @ 328 & L% A RITAEBGIRGZTRAE » BILRFEZIRG KA LD

R F Ry -

Eh THEHBAZR$EE | Z/E4% K 0 £ Wood, Bandura and Bailey(1990) 8y & %
TR IEREAY A RABEAT YRR RRRG IR — A% 8RR
AugA LA RFT L B IREE A L P M (challenging goal) » HF AL B AL T4
M BB ZRKE T AR E - 2 RKARIAE MGG &
#7 Wood, Bandura and Bailey (1990)ay#F % 4 R = > A A RAR TR E LB A0
SR BmBELAES c B R ROLEBR > 25w FH & :

H; @ 5 RIEMAITZOLRE BT ARG THE > LT A RARE LR

FRRU G -

Hy @ 38R BARY T RE > BRI EARGTRE LA I RA RN G -
Hs: AT A RARBEARFOEHBAS  AEALE X ZAAPTRAGLESD



12 SHNEESR Ft+=% FOH

= -EBBmAE

A RFELGEMBEANTARARELES  ABEARAAELEALYBEE
FToRMENERAE RMNEB—EERIFNERS A ERBEH R o &AM
R THEENTRAZF SHTROARA 80 A orw. v 55 &KL —(TD):
B2k BT HBEERIE R =(T2) : H2INRA R TEAE Y B =(T3): R
BZINRAIEZHREMEAAR  REW(TA) . FEZINR LT/ ARFEa 2w
REST —BE R F—RBATRMA— > F_RABRATRMAE = - FHBATA
FRINGELR > ARTFRBAZRABEGKRNT > TRF T A KRKLELHEIL -
MBREHE AR ETER (LA RERAERFENAERLE) BT - AR RE
B ks — X6y R A » HR3E Compeau and Higgins (1995b)Ff il » £ # # %, 0 Bl P [ BT =T
RRERYEER RAFMMERBRXEK  ATHRIAZTLAAH  CATRTZAELESTE
WO BT L B ERTRGEREML -

- BRRF

LBTREZETERA KR SEEHE RUKRMIAT "AEEZIHR, A
BAER BRI R R EEE FRAT RO R T RBEF  RFAL RIS
B A B RABEE » €RIEH D ANIT LB (behavior modeling) Ff % &
(Bandura, 1986) - it A3 - B ERAK F L ERD 0GR - FRIMELEFERF
iz EMBEREEFREAFMARDOEERK - BERRMMG > THRLELLZLE
FAT B AR T > 2R S TEH REFEHEY (Bandura et al, 1977; Bandura,
1982) -«

EEEABRAE LR EE S RBETIOERNITLARE © Flde @ TN K2
(Computer-Assisted Instruction, CAI) #2417 &8 o934k SR 2k - A ARTE &k #%
ROy b AAIERE R RILELT » T RERBEFTITLHE IR - HAZRAE
0 B RIS AR TS 0 Bk CAL % kw9 5 - % 4h A Compeau and Higgins(1995b)
BERT » BT TATLRGHIRBBEDELTALN TN A RAME - mATRITS
A eyalsk L E A #Em R ¥ %% | (learn by observation) #4314k 7 X » /£ Compeau
and Higgins(1995b)6) 51 % b+ 47 2 e f5 60 91 6k 48 0 JAT §0.05 S 0 OB 40 3 31
ZTAFEEHRMOER - B RFFRF » ATHBG G RTE BRI T
BN TIHMEREDERAERRL  BUBAZTIBARBBITERSE - WAL
QER M ARBELRAKMENTM AA LK THEAKSE - MAEBE NN R > Chou
and Wang (2000) 745 $i2il4k 7 X kit g R 2GR P ERFE LT a8 105
B FERBEN R T ARG RAR -

EA TEFAARGBIRAL ) SERE > AT Rokh CHMEIA A RAARE L
%M o £ Wood, Bandura and Bailey (1990)89 B 277 % F » 101 A @AY B K 358
FASHNELARZITWAR  —E5ARZBEINA LARZXTHWEREER
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A Bk (challenging goal) # > FF R ALE T AR TAEA A - BB AZ 0 2R F
¥ HEHMRR - ALART > B TER BIEMEG B ARARIEIRERML B AR %
A ZRAE R EH T RGEFM o —ERBRILEB IR > HREL TR EFR
M IE PR B AR O91ETS > A A REEF TROFH o £ RS R T > BB ARG
@yﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%&ﬁ%%$$ﬁ’ﬁﬂm%To

£ Elam and Mead(1990)69 BF 2 % » BB A3 4E M A& X4 A Sk & Al B R
FIER 0 K& Z 21 54F 0 AR IE Wood , Bandura and Bailey (1990)8) B % » %
i%%&aﬁ%%%ﬁﬁi&&%%%ém%%u@mxﬁmsA@w%&MAﬁo

1235 R 40 A R BE M SR B B MK E T B A BB M AR K 40k 30 4t H
h-BRIF

RAFRPTIR D o — {8 & ey B 5 T4 - #% A Elam and Mead (1990)%F % £ & % #
FBAR PR IA  — R G ARA KA ORI 5 — BT A4 A8 B 6y )
Mo B HERIEWF et T
(—) BRI

BRREE—RERNE KNG R EEI (project manager) - /& ay 2\ 3] B 77 iE @& B
T*@ﬁ~’%£LAQ%@P’%W%@#“%?%(M$ﬁ%&*%%& %+ oy
B ARRBZHTHWIESET I ELAAFHAEN G4 A L% (auditing
system) - EAFTTIARBIIARE R T E > FFRMARED TS FHE - 2L
BRTABRERE mMEEHUW B AL LT IAEMAM NS B AT A4
A GARE -

Rin » BEBPOXAHAGELERERME  REZRA (FFREELLE) XA
ﬁ&&%ﬁ%°l%ﬁAﬁﬁﬁl6% AL AWM R A atERA %K R
FAEB BLBRERMEHREE A ﬁo

”%%W%i@&TL@%% EABEPIEENREGE B AL >
HOBFEE e — T TR EHE T %Pf%&Q%hﬁ&@&# AR A
FAAR de AT L E A F o
(Z) EET{E2

BEAGRIA B EF  BERRALSF  BARE LR GHFR ﬁL%T%%
& o Rk % # & o T R BB S - S B ey D EH R LB SN
AREE LA - R E -3 ARF lk%ﬁﬁm%ﬂ%’@&ﬂ%#%@~x
A B AR P 0 AR A e LAY RIE -



NEBHEHERN
(—) BliEA
(1)%&@ # 77 (baseline creativity)

B TERZZAET DA E AL T hAREFER » AR 2HALTRAE
$%@A%% {Prigmk > BALEATRAEETAFGERRLES - A%
RLZAFLEERMNEAZRENIAEHAAREER BT TAXTRAFL
TRBEAERENERL  FRANTRIRHE -

A5t 4% A Hellriegel and Slocum(1991) A 45 & h 2R 04 — tr 1 B A1 & ) AAE 0 &
koM EBREES 36 AMA SHBAETAFSEHRBOEE  ARES
(perceived self-confidence) ~ 5 544 % K (need for individuality) -~ 3 $ B F ¢4
At 71 (abstract thinking ability) ~ 5-#7#& 71 (analysis capability) ~ 4£55 i & 69
#% (desire for task achievement) -~ ¥g3% 4% #4942 & (degree of environmental
control) % S AME & » BT ALY Rk — B L A& ) ey AAFH -

Q) HHZ = B AT

HAZTRKEPTRBHEMEGFAGRE > e A ERE  ERAFRTR
18%F &6 RA - AT RIXAT Amabile(1983)FT & R 89 77 % > R EZAHFE
JERg Rl ) - SREBE XKL D RAIE N7k RRET 7 HALE A2

2

B

HR—GBIRBELDFTERE ST — B ERTTFE - FH R 2 FEX
B EEFAY (novel) ~ 23 H7 (appropriate) ~ F Jfj¥7 (usefulness) -~ if #
8y (correct) ~ B FEEH (valuable) - FFEZHTH T8 " ABIZE , 19 E B
G AER Ty FE o
Amabile(1983)32 th ¢ 77 ik » & AT 3 — L IRAL 5 B AR AR Bl 09 & RiB R4 R -
iikﬁﬁxﬁﬁii%w&w%%%m %@%%%zmﬁ%%@ﬁ%@ﬂﬁﬁ
BEFEHNBRIAALD  TECSRERIRXREFRRLER MO LT E R
?%%ﬁm%$%.%%ﬁ@ﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬁimﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ Be Al — ey
R Pk & RoyEr iR L NIR1E A (reliability) & @ AR 478 & R xdx%‘é’)ﬁl"éﬁ
ﬁﬁ&ﬂﬁTkF BEFFENTREESRABAEEC A ER — KM FHLEHEN - 43k
AR HEERMABLEEERARES  RERMEL S TARRZE S L AELAE
8 & o o
AlEAERY  KMEFTAEIRRELTAEZDRALETRE  wMNER
HREFHERUAARTALMGAET S LR  TRUA— IR RHETNE T
BEYEE AR — QI ESITATA MRS RE TR E— 5 E
MERMA U EROERBEET AT RE ARG LR > AR 5 k3 2R
EERPAM AR BRI RGREL L RARER G FE - AT KK WA E
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MBS R HWRERAAHBEARELSE  RR2RREEHE RO L EHE - K
b & &l £ RMAN A& S 4k -
(Z) BB FHMEE
TG B & Ak (computer self-efficacy) w98 & » AR R T LAMBMERGRAZ
o K#F %4k 1 Compeau and Higgins(1995a)F 48 h skt & %k - B eL 2 10 @A wy
% % & ¥ Compeau and Higgins(1995a)84 3¢ % » € £ 4E 7 & & (task focused) 49 & % °
LHAR > CHENTA—BETREHA £ VB EAR o RHFTER 2
:iﬁf L4 A EﬁTUJﬂ B R AR R A& eg AL 71 o ) Bandura(1986)69 B #& 2 A8 3L 3 — A%
6B RARERLH MG 2 RE RMEMHILT H@EE BP & (magnitude) &
?g}i (strength) o B b AR F & 6 PR B £ — X (generalizability) @) & ey dH 32 o

t - RHE

ARG ZLAE  ERRABA LIV ERZERZERRAZHNELE (WEF L D
FEEHEAE) AMFRHEAAT AN
(Dé#$%m1%ﬁﬁxfﬁm% X¥AK ) BAETBAY Bl RMFZ
TRAEHTHOLEH —TARZHRFH > CRAR > ROAHETHK LR —2RE
oA RIS - Plde o Y L4 B X ERERIIET X 0 IRE—
P-4 34 b4 Fm 3k (iw BBS » E-Mail - WWW ..)) - B8 XE Re9shies - &5 T8
AR ZRES RS EH  RMAEAKKRZRAER RO FRAM HEG -
QAR RERLTALEREIGTREA > ZBASEFTEYHEAR (L FHER
FlA— R R BAGTENER) -  RMFELTHAGF AT —IRELCEFROR
Aok B ERMEFERPROEAELATFRGTAE -
B RMRE-RERES  EATRW SR ETAXFENERRL ARG
2R H ST AT

N~ EREEE

AE BR P43 R 8 3B & MindJet 2 8] B $h & 2 Mind Manager 3.5 » B —#E4E
Mind Mapping 3% 47 69 £] & ¥ 32 k82 - & % Mind Mapping 347 » 7T VA H 2k o 518 A
FOgRFE ML TAHH TR REF S B EHL R Mind Map: RELd
Mind Map 42 7T /A 4+ #} 35 2o 48 7k 3R 4+ i f 0l A 28y k3R M Mind Manager 3t &
—AE R PR R &% Mind Map 09358 - eRE—EFER G R GRE - EFEAZF TR
#2 5% Ho J& A Mind Mapping 3% #7458 % Mind Map - & 7> € W & 7 Mind Mapping & # % -

F #t Mind Manager & 7T 3 & —#& £] & % 3% $k5%

w7 Mind Manager & — £ R XIRITWI KM L TR VBRI TRFRGT

B RATEFOET P A F M h XMk o RIAEAFME RN T Mind

VSRR Ak o dREPAE R S R B FL A IR Ik ey BB 0 7 LA E ML HF % 0 4w Chou and
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Mapping &4 3% #7230 B » 2% 2 3% % # 48 Mind Mapping 3% #i7 89 & # #4240 % Mind Map -
BIERFMAEBEN T KGR A AAMESE L 2RXE R RITHB T S MM
A2 7T 2 B B A Ay XA -

- BERiRE

AFRHERALZWE 3T 2V EREFABR L FPERLTHE P —HME
M2 FHAT - — B ERHKERHO0OMEL > MAFRUZTRAEASOA > BE RS
WABBF AT F—EANEA S MR H —m (T1T2) 40 A FHANELEF =
MmAEFwm (T3 T4) % 40 A R TR E LAt & — 4o XA PTAEA 69 TR -
¥ @, F & 42 % 4F Mind Manager 3.5 ©

ATFTFIERERGFmAAL  SMEARZATHE  FPANREE 2 & 58550
B o

® uE AEAEN , WK
® nE TENEA&KAE ) ML

v

%— %6 R R o ® Mind Mapping #% #i7 %% %
® Mind Manager $k 5 # %

v

©) R TR

v

@ {# A Mind Manager #k 5 #% & & 5% P 28

v

® ME TER A KA WHE
B R E ‘¢
® £ A o P

v

@ 1% J Mind Manager #k 32 /2 = B B P 72

Wang (2000) #& M JE XA 48 B R AE SR R R R B EHA T R AN THEARETHBGBVE -
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(WABRE ez XEFHEE TRERAESD AR TEHA KR, 9F & -

Q5 ZAFHAB LS 2 ERAERGFEML (4956 ¥ 5L Mind Mapping 3% 47
# % VA % Mind Manager ¥ X4 F F ) #2475 Faskagmp (T1-T2) »
124k B JRAEHE A % 0 VAt N R & %A > #RIR Step-by-Step #9 7 X, > 5%
X # Mind Mapping 3% 47 69 B # %42 » A & Mind Manager ¢4 ik - @ L H
BT AT ke m R (T3 T4) - BIEE AR E@sE N AER%SE Mind
Mapping # #f » ¥A & Mind Manager #54 Ji 7 & o BEH K 29 ¥ B o

Gk " EERMAE— -

(4) B 45 4% X % 4R ¥E Mind Mapping 3% #if 64 742 » 42 B Mind Manager 4 % & 5%
AM—by Mind Map» REMNEZEELEZEF - TRXFE T AR A KA - 25 B
GsE N -
ERERBEITZN > ot hd A5 5 R ERHY > S 4
FHAT VARG R ELE—F T -

BlANE B TR B R a1 A "I REM AR ) o T AR & F
DN mms T RIEEBAZ g B RREE R AR o

B ROBTRARZIE > BRZTAEOEAEH  OELAFHELOME > &
B R R AR B E K

()T =RATR — M ERF— L REE— 0T TW A R P&
1% M35 3T — & 4% ) Mind Manager .04 > B A AR & ©

(6):hfE " EERMA = o

(7) B4 4 % 3 # R ¥ Mind Mapping % 47 64 742 > {# B Mind Manager 4 % & 5% P
A=t MindMap > REMNEZEZELELEZLST - TRHFMHORATRE —R - £ 5
—ROERY 0 RV R HARAT AR E el sR o 2R F LT RRIR R sk
NE RE > AF_ROTRTRZIE S BRZTAFHEBEH  axRE
MA WM A RAMAMAYE LR -

B R H R

o =

— - BXEHME

A RERYTAEARKLER 80 12 REZMUBELFTERFRZEHRNELS
BT AEMEMME S RET R WA A > SME A 20 A o £ 5] R E S EAK
MFEF BB ZTAFARNZIE - BRLMAH 4094k YR 67 42 o 38 67 ik
Ad o BHA 42 A ABMFERLE 62% ot A 25 A 0 4B AR & 38% o A A BT
WEFTH REZLIATAERLANE AL T BEH 52 A AEBHRLE T8% ;
A AP(AIE R A 2F AR FT R RIXA)NPLAEL IS A BB RILE
22%  EFBICE G E > ARFROGEAELH 49 A BRI E T3%  SHERME 4
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78
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HOI8 A MM AE 27% - B HH 2 RAEF T AL
FHAZFXRWBELTBEE TR EETRER
(—) SRENEREIENER

BT # 5 TRE ARG ey kR A% 7 (baseline creativity) € B B R X ey b A
T B H e BAR B T RAFE IR EN S ER o &£AE A & Hellriegel and
Slocum(1991) i 48 & i sk oy — iy B B IR R A E A B R > R BPTA LA A 09 KR A
# ) o s&d ANOVA i R4 R1F F {1 % 0.242 (p>0.05) -~ KRALIELE &EF > A T8
waey R RplE N RBAFERL B RMTUAELZAFZLELNATLE » oy
REHRERGBRETHE -
(Z) BXFARMEE

HWARERTAFIIDELEZNAERE  FEFLRETFIN T BE
# 3] & K= B N 3812 A (inter-coder reliability)eg B 28 » $ R Bl ey IRE LM G &+
ey T M- AR RY  BETREA-FEM B2 ES 07; ¥
B MAFEM > REEL 075 HEATHEZHEEN > RS RHMEMATY
BER > AERASGME 3% -

x1 RERRZFIRERRES

o

‘ 4T A B9 4 84T BBtk
f S s TR ey TR

R R PR B AR | BN B AT | BhBR B AT | B B AR
CSE £2° 34 # 2.875 4.706 -1.556 0.750
TR E 1.153 1.119 1.087 1.153
s o v m b FHIE 1.688 4.176 0.611 1.625
Bl 2% 1R AR 2 0.391 0.379 0.368 0.391

at (F-ROATH A &RE) — (F—ROTH A Rk
b:(F=_Reghleh) — (F—Rueyfln)

(Z) SEFREOFHBRTEE

1 ABATRSMER BT ARIBEL - R T A RAGRGRT - At
RFZRERG 8 RARSH 0 Wk R — RE R RAR S RS K
EARMARLBRKREAAETOEN  RIAKFRY - BB T A& AGRA B
ST ERS L TLETEE S FF ESS P TTETPE SEFSR A PR T3
AL IR LKA RN SRS WY o AR AN &P 60 TR -
A AR TE B AR R o R IR B R £ RA ARG W
AR ) 5 5T Hds R MM B AR R S A e B -
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— - HEREREE

EXiL S EE R 2% \#)’T(Multlvarlate Analysis of Variance, MANOVA) 7% i% »
SRt BT R T ARG B3 B - MANOVA 547 & R K 20 gbdh» R A 44T §
6 B R ARG, AK rﬁ]z\ﬁ B9 ) R EAR G B 0 AR R R M8 EF 5 A7 (Liner
Regressmn Analysis) » RBAE T TG B RAAORI  H A A ORF , B E -

«‘f% xﬁ] & F %ﬁ%’f?@{b‘aﬂ]*ﬂ?éﬁ ZTRFE  BRORBEZIRG AL L ARK

EAMIRA RN G -

fxz b Uir B  H TCSE 22, i3 % - L F 4 14474 (p<0.05) - c.i#a
%*@’ﬁT%rﬁﬁ%iﬁéﬁ%wﬁjﬁé ZTARELE "B A KRBT
TR BAEE %#ﬁ cHA KR IBRBETREFHE AT EAELIRYG AL
ﬁ-?é'ﬂ B &RAAABRES Tjﬂf} PR ARk X B RO -

DERAE ia‘i? BAT ARG RO 2R BILRBE IR T FH - AR

ARG -

# 2 1 MANOVA B f#t R

25 R Value F Hypothesis Error df | Sig.
df

Intercept Pillai’s Trace .655 | 58.831 2.000 62.000 .000
Wilks’ Lambda .345 | 58.831 2.000 62.000 .000

Hotelling’s Trace 1.898 | 58.831 2.000 62.000 .000

Roy’s Largest Root 1.898 | 58.831 2.000 62.000 .000

AT Bty Pillai’s Trace .380 | 18.985 2.000 62.000 .000
Wilks’ Lambda .620 | 18.985 2.000 62.000 .000

Hotelling’s Trace .612 | 18.985 2.000 62.000 .000

Roy’s Largest Root .612 | 18.985 2.000 62.000 .000

M B AR Pillai’s Trace 276 | 11.831 2.000 62.000 .000
Wilks” Lambda 724 | 11.831 2.000 62.000 .000

Hotelling’s Trace 382 | 11.831 2.000 62.000 .000

Roy’s Largest Root 382 | 11.831 2.000 62.000 .000

AT &K RAT* Pillai’s Trace .056 | 1.854 2.000 62.000 165
M B AR Wilks’ Lambda 944 | 1.854 2.000 62.000 165
Hotelling’s Trace .060 | 1.854 2.000 62.000 165

Roy’s Largest Root .060 | 1.854 2.000 62.000 165
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Source Dependent Variable Sl 0 df LGEn F Sig.
Squares Square
Corrected Model CSE £ % | 380.679*| 3 129.893 5.963 .001
plig ) £ R 119.049°| 3 39.683 16.241 .000
Intercept CSE £ £ 180.597 1 180.597 8.486 .005
Al J) £ £ | 272.015 1 |272.015 |[111.325 .000
T 8 AT CSE # £ | 308.023 1 |308.023 14.474 .000**
pliE ) 2R 59.280 1 59.280 | 24.261 .000**
B B AR CSE 2% | 51.715 1 51.715 3.370 .071
plig ) £ R 50.680 1 50.680 | 20.741 .000**
AT AR PR B AR CSE £ 1% 941 1 941 .044 .834
pliE N £ R 9.090 1 9.090 3.720 .058
Error CSE # #£1(1340.724 | 63 21.281
pligh £ R | 153.936 | 63 2.443
Total CSE # % (1902.000 | 67
Bl £ R | 545.000 | 67
Corrected Total CSE £ % |1721.403 | 66
gl £ER | 272985 | 66

a. R Squared = .221(Adjusted R Squared = .184)
b. R Squared = .436(Adjusted R Squared = .409)
**:p<0.05

5

K2 TirAG B TAIEAER W E - L F LS 24261 (p<0.05) - i}
FkE - kT T HBRBEITAEGIGR M 2REE TREANGRA , §H B
RERGE - BE KRIBARETRATFHER BATHERARELIRG AL LT

B B RARETEL  WAEAABEZIGRYTREF R RoyAHE -
H; : 52 BB R TRE > BRI LEKA KRB EL R

FERMG -

K2 THEMEAIE, # "CSE 2R | 094 » L F{i2% 3.37 (p>0.05) » kiEH
FoRAE S kTR TARBREURBREARE T XREFLE T T RARGRF ) E®
AABEEELERGLE -

Hy @ BRBBMEF AL BT HLZARY AL LAENORFZRG G -

R2F THBMHAEAR H TAEERL WFE - L F IS 20.741 (p<0.05) - Tix
BAEARHE kT (AR EHUBRARE  mT o 2RAEAE TRAEINRA AEE
EZRGE - BE O KRERIBAREETREFHE  BTHEFARCBRNZTHE  A1ES
EHAGEH A B B AR T A F R ARG SEER B FARMERZ I
BERK 2 P e) MANOVA W R & RAEBYE - 2 A TR B4 248 T B4 B AR Y
ZRE o AR ANORARTIHE ARG ZTAFT R G - RO ES » KR ET4H
AR E L T B RARORA BB IEE ARG TAT RS -
BAERERMRANPELZEFTFES  RIEFEBEERABTHRYRRA -

R

»ﬂ
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C2-Cl

)

CSE2 - CSEl1

y=1.83+0.113x
Hof i y=C2-Cl (Bl W4 F); x=CSE2 - CSEl (B & &k hboy £ 1)

B 4:"CSEEE, # "EIENIER ) HAHEREBER

Hs : EAEN A RS SR QHHBAS > AL A AT L3k A &PTRF AT

“‘Elé*wﬁ; BogdR St # TAIE R R MREFESERALE 4 QR
Sy MBS 1.83 0 t{HA 7.249(p<0.05) ; 4+ A 0.113 + t f % 2.384 (p<0.05) - i Eq %
AR o B gk o KA T A G b SR AR AE ﬂﬂ%‘;‘fﬁ&)ﬂﬁ] X% AL HAES é’Jff*';‘i’
'@‘@:ﬁé‘a‘?%é’] T A RARESHBE - EREGMANAKNBREY  HAHNE
AR AEFREMR - LA EHGE S RE LMK -

— - HASRER A EAEY AR

WL RBRARCER TR H BBEZITEHEEGINROECHERE LR A
HRAERAZG T A RAREDS > ARL KA B RG AR Gz - M H > ﬁé%cxﬁé%*;%
ARt A & SILA AT IR BAFEATMARAEE AKRERN T ENER L
AEMRERAREDARAEAESEN B RGN - SMEEHRT SRR LT
2 > [ i Ep 3 Compeau and H1gg1ns(1995a 1995b; 1999) 84 &35 -

R ERMZT  AEBTHBEARCEFERALERERIRIEABRE E
Rk ERERME-FHRALHE —ERGHEOBEN > HERLA £IB TR
ARt E SR a4 nHERAENERE RAREARS JE/X
ﬁ@%w; AT E - T REZSRREHGFHYMEEN IS RER > T
a%%&m% AEME A RABRARBIE BT HRERMILER - ERKMETEH

wAEE M AF IR IE T A o
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LR TR R RIEEAARE ) BT T A R IHMERBEEYE?
THRE L "ML Biw LB LA RS H £ - Wood, Bandura and
Bailey (1990)a9#F R4 Rigdh - BRA LB T HBREBER & IKREHAHE ) O
Bk o BARHMAE (G4 A RAR MR F) THARFERL ERAE T o
B MRS T ARIETHRBLBZNEEEZZE -  AATTREY > KIMEZ
AR T 04 PR 0 A JE B AR AL 0y R AR 09 4 4% 0 A 2R )b Wood, Bandura and
Bailey(1990)Ff # 69 B B F » B 4hoy & & A2 P A B R 09423 -

BHERIERBIRGERE > Rintds R B B AR RF - LAlEAES o
MBEER? EEERFLENRMOARF L HRDEL - LT RAREEARLES
B TERE  METTREA TR PTH A % &0 o) IR 41T 6 %4y o 14w @ Anderson (1993)Bp32 %

804 B4 S A E 7 B 64 045 (The Wall of Rationality)x 1§ ° i3 &2 35 FT A 69 FR 4] -
& THRALSERAENIRF G MmER L B oy > % T Ak & 22 M4 69 #%5 (Undoing
The Wall of Rationality) o H 3t - #7583 5 48 Bl 69 & Fp - $21% 4% 04 2048 7& 8 (4= Wood,
Bandura and Bailey(1990)#f 2 69 & 2 $EAZ ) TR R A » 45T BAER ML
TR RERTLSEA - R SERBFREEART AL SHTHEAFR
BERE o

ﬁ > \“t::':-; -l%!ﬁ’}

AAREBAYGADRAB T LB AKMBERITLEE T LR R I B0 HKH L
7 AT A& X3 R ST A ZORE R £3& ) 0942 5 - &K A13K %A Bandura (1986)
itz B RAAEIELH R —KRF - A RATREERARENT  HELETE
ABAERMEREY (ARBETITAEBGIR - ARA B ZHRBEBAE) » THAF L
T A RABRARBRAENRFAGER - BHETRRAAH I A RERAT 8
ZEE&H  (DHAR B LR ARNRAF BT RILE AT BRIk T AR HIR
FEHAGHERARREELS QHUHARELHAGWEAER T AHZ24HE
T B KA AIE AR WAL A G o B A A S PTHEAT 00 Al 1 S HURR TT 00 A2 B A
r;fj o

AHRERTAAATZ @G ER  Bh - B@BRFR > AAMAITRZEHTAR
FRAIE X AGEN LEAE DR A B o LR > CSS A% FF B BEAER £
CSS # &b » TR ME A H T A RARRF I o Je b 7T AR R 5
Ao o kB AFRELHALERNFRHEE TITHAENINGRE—EHEEE
BIRLT  BPRBAEIECARENERN > SELARMLEMIKILEER THHE
RN 9 g

AR RRERL > R ETRETHEBEEY  GA#SEAFORA > A
THRVERFAROER - G BEAFRFTKRRGFARTELERETRE AR
Ao ETRIEMNFSIAGH  EHARAAFTHRETHRMARBERAFER Wik
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