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Abstract

With the implementation of the “university reform” policy by the Ministry of Education, the pres-
sure of college students in examination is increasing gradually, and the failure of the examination
has become the key problem concerned by the whole society. Based on Wiener’s attribution
theory, this study synthesizes the results of previous studies and interviews to compile the attri-
bution questionnaire for college students’ exam failure. Predictions were made for 114 college
students from across the country; 478 were formally tested; and 50 were retested. The results
showed that: (1) the attribution questionnaire for college students’ exam failure was composed of
four dimensions: ability, effort, physical and mental state and external factors, which could ex-
plain 50.909% of the total variance variation; (2) all kinds of reliability and validity tests show
that the prepared questionnaire has good reliability and validity indicators; (3) it can provide ba-
sis for continuing to discuss the attributional characteristics and influencing factors of college
students’ exam failure.
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1. 53|

VA DR f LR T4 (Heider, 1958)f (ABRCROILE) —10, AT CrIAT 4
BEAT A0 AT, AR AT R R R, @t N B AT S 5 R AT e AW . 4EZ0 (Weiner et
al., 1987)7EHFAE AR B M BEAE b, XHT A RIAFET T RGN, S H TR ) = 4ERCAN
ANEE, BRI 23 B AT AU R e MV RN AR AR MR VA BR R 428 05 DRRIAS T 428 1 (R = 4
B, DARBESEE . BRE RS BRUIR. SO ARGUA AR /SRR R .

HFEE 42 N TS A, CHERBE . £ IR, ALK A RS T IR
HFHREFLAMRRE, IXFP TR FREFIVEN B O\ BBt i B R R AR i 2l gt A 8] (Bandura, 1977
XKD s 1998)0 LMW FR B, 22 A I U R XURS 23 s L RERHAT A, J0 IR X T A 8 SR AR 1 BT XU S T
DATSIIAN AR THD %o 2 WO S8 8] PR AT SR 20t 7 2o 0L ) T X AR 2 SR AT R IR L R IR R R A A B
AR SR [l i F NS 75 3o K AR S 22 SRR IR SRR P VAR R £ A 4k D B A i SR R A (4 %
X, B EREN ERAAE(Frieze, 1976; Weiner, 1979).

FAR RO FIE @S2 E H R R, ENRZ ZH AT T, #H1-4E(1995, 1996)1E
PR N F A R AR R e R I, 22 AR R W B R T A Bl e ORI IR 55 (1998) B 7 1 i
=ZEARERIAE, RIS R R AR O OB BT FEAB T, FUETRE . 1GR3 ).
R MERE . i8S ARAFERY . ALIE L (2002) 0 22 A4 R H PR S0 R B, AN NS FRERE . #UmE . A
REST AESSAERE . 18/, 206 AR G R AN 2200 R A LU A R R R . 9K (2004) B 7L T
AR E 2, ORI RMCEE AR T2 I8, MR AN, BRI RIS ) A
o AR FAE(2007) B FE K I, FASL RG] =22 AN 5 R BUA TR T 8O R 2 . s Al N Bh Al
BREHINBINE .

RN, R € #H TR ER D R A RO . H 2018 HELLK, HEMHEG T — &5
RIS MIARORIEUR, DUBHME KA RFED L. & RS N B E R S H, 44y st
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T T HRFIE DN R A L B KDV AT ) “TEH 7« KRGS 284 . R SCEE =T,
AR R TCHE A 22 & FEORTE I B i [ B o B R I AR A TR 15 26 L R 22 L BRUAM IR A 25 R AE,
B ORI B BT B o R IO R A AR 2 S i L R R e —, T E A B R 10
PR . N T RS, TR RN SRR RE, DA A SR SR
B 3R S 2 A 2B R R B et 77 2 (Lecouteur & Delfabbro, 2001).

2. FEMERF
2.1, KREAEERLBYTH B ENVLER

YL ) = 4R AR R SO IR 4 sl . ResE MR AT Rt = ANGERE, DL E Bfe . B
FREE AR HMERE . 18 RUFIR . B0 ARG IE S KRR, H, B8R, BORE. S0REET
PIERBRIE, TAT S MERE . 18PN K A8 TAMT IR &R

AN, Lefcout 25 NGl 2 4EE - Z 1R ERMMCS) M B ELE 2, ZBEREEAE T
BES1. 871, HESEAUESVUANYER, S ZE A I 2 B AN bR 5 R A J7 T EAT VAR (Ling et al,
2003; Benton, 2003; Seligman & Maier, 1967). 145 A (2015) g il {1t R 2% A8 T 27 =) s e UH R 18 2 1] 25 [F)
FERZIRAE S B 1 EE. 1@ SN R AT i 3 Sl

HAME I A5 N (1996) Za il (/N 2= AR SR BRI S 3R vp, B SR ALE S5 2SR R b, RS ER N
REJ). B ITRIANER IR R = AN YE T .

SEA g =R B LA NI AR S, B SR SIS IR R E A EER R, HRH
SNSRI, G, AP WA 2y H B Re 71 55 IR AN #X =N
%

Ubah, HER A ERAERAIEE ESRmAAROHENRAE, W SCEAMERAT N, 4E9N =4
T EA] AR b R B ORI D BRI VA DRI B 2, TR LG AR BT 5005 £ o PRIGL XA ER] 24 D SR 4 2 51
e RGNS, WBYEPIEMR “Ge)1” “%17 “HoRol” “HMFEER” TAYEE.

NFEAER T AR AR A TR A IR, 1] 25 4 ) /N 2ELE JE % 28 44K B A IRl AN R AE 21 11
TV R R AR AT TR U iR, Bl RN BB EARE” K4 A QRS , IR
WHNHE CHERRME R4 ORI IR R KR & T 0 — 75, 5 BARR” =N Esr. v
REE ARG I VTRTRL, MRIWAR TSR fr S R AT 8. ag, SREEVIRMIAYERE.

S E WA R, IR A TP VIR R, WP 1S 52 AN K2 A X R L
HE A, (8 “Bel)” “B17 CBOLIRBLT “HMTERER” AR

T A T PB4 i) R 2 AR R R R 4, T R 114 il 45, RIS 2R 45 109 o xR
AR HATIUE 208, Ak 3 NZERANRZEWIH : 5 0F T I EETHRRER R, HERA
REINATAT— PR 7 5 ANTH o G858 IR IR R IR R 04T, 37 RO H 1fiE, a1 44 I
H g il il 1E 3 45

2.2. IERNEEHI Y]

2.2.1. #it
1 4 [E V0 Bl 38 P 285 1) K22 AR R R R &, B 1IE SR R S i P o A Y 2 L R )
% 478 iy, [BISCE %R % 435 4y, H 54 153 N, %4282 A,

222 R 5ERF
S 3 S0 BT A B 1) 44 AT ZE R R 2 AR R A DR I 2 R 3 (LB 5%, B8R Likert FL2%A0 7
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3. RS54
3.1. FEMAZES

XT 435 4y n) 4 VR A BRI T IR R K 0 i, 45 R KMO B4 0.936, Bartlett BRI A0 i 2 1
/NF 0,001, SREZEE 1), UHBHTEF VR TATH . RG50S 6 BEM A58 i 32 HX
B, SBCRHEIR KT 1 B 4 A, a8 51 50.909%. Hed% 5 1 i ol W4 2. A 2
AIEE], MBS IUH 5 R T 44 ASTH BUF AT & AN E -, b BT SR 13 ANTH, FE
AR T R AR R 77, SRR %07 s RS2 G 11 ANH, 3 BN R
AT T AR OERE, R “RED)7 s T S3EEE 9 NIH, FEVPAN BRI
AN AR AR A LR, XN B MAR R «“ F ookl 5 N7 S4 B35 1L ANTH, EEE iz <Ur
. B, WM SRR “AMBIRER T o DLESERE, X 4 DNE TSR RA R
i1 25 (AT 25 A AL 5E AW B 1

Table 1. KMO and Bartlett’s tests
%2 1. KMO 5 Bartlett’s #3&

KMO %% 0.936
WEALETT 10173.728
Bartlett’s K36 H 946
REM 0.000

Table 2. Load matrix of the formal questionnaire
= 2. EXHEN R &/ B S ik

S
H S f]
S1(%7) S2 (f&47) S3 (F LR S4 (SN )
Q10 0.758 0.619
Q29 0.753 0.618
Q34 0.720 0.529
Q23 0.720 0.565
Q42 0.718 0.576
Q33 0.694 0.525
Q24 0.689 0.544
Q44 0.680 0.508
Q11 0.673 0.517
Q8 0.656 0.516
Q22 0.640 0.444
Q3 0.632 0.452
Q31 0.444 0.418
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Continued
Q27 0.787 0.767
Q38 0.758 0.700
Q26 0.737 0.691
Q43 0.686 0.635
Q2 0.685 0.520
Q28 0.674 0.658
Q39 0.669 0.571
Q9 0.662 0.573
Q1 0.652 0.460
Q32 0.600 0.589
Q15 0.406 0.384
Q18 0.763 0.617
Q16 0.733 0.563
Q17 0.545 0.477
Q13 0.542 0.440
Q4 0.527 0.421
Q7 0.512 0.430
Q14 0.506 0.430
Q40 0.504 0.441
Q19 0.484 0.459
Q35 0.705 0.601
Q20 0.674 0.565
Q30 0.536 0.457
Q36 0.523 0.413
Q5 0.500 0.337
Q4 0.496 0.327
Q12 0.494 0.493
Q25 0.490 0.486
Q37 0.450 0.396
Q21 0.438 0.344
Q6 0.408 0.323
IR 7.038 6.635 4.603 4124 T3 ZETTHRAE
AR 15.996 15.080 10.461 9.373 50.909
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3.2. EEEEZE ST

KHI AMOS24.0 BA1%) 435 43 17 345 BEAT B UE TR R 21 70t AR E BB LS AR, A IR PR ASLAY ) 1E
Watk. S5ART NI, EXBERIBEAT IR AVE T, 4% «¥/df. RMSEA. GFI. TLI fil CFI {E NKAIFTE
bR, SRR 3.

Table 3. The fitting index of attribution model for college students’ exam failure
3. REEZHAMARRBAIUSIEH

df RMSEA GFI TLI CFl

2.874 0.066 0.783 0.815 0.825

SEREIR, fdf=2.874<5, HATLIIESZ, RMSEA =0.066, £ 0.05 A10.08 Z[f], i) HEA &
MG . tb4h, GFI, TLI, CFI 2% HMMERE, KT 0.8 Fpfilnf Lz, A, BAR
GFI (e /D, HRLRERE, AEAMETREERE.

SHRERAUE B, ACHE 2R BN SCUR A B A G RIR, @ R g I, W 1.
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Figure 1. Confirmatory factor analysis of formal measurement data
B 1. EXHEN R I E R 5
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H1 bR A e] DAKGE, BRI E BERE, RZ BB H K HEARAE 0.4 BLE, BF|GEE
FRIESR, B 4.

Table 4. Dimensions and project load of attribution questionnaire for college students’ exam failure
e 4. KA EW K MYARE 5] 509 4EE K 10 B #ifar

£yl HEST iR LA UESES

i H AT Wi AT i H A Wi A
10 0.710 27 0.897 18 0.670 35 0.618
29 0.755 38 0.812 16 0.619 20 0.695
34 0.676 26 0.844 17 0.633 30 0.586
23 0.718 43 0.786 13 0.652 36 0519
42 0.726 2 0.59% 41 0.599 5 0.476
33 0.677 28 0.802 7 0.541 4 0.470
24 0.711 39 0.714 14 0.608 12 0.606
44 0.682 9 0.704 40 0.614 25 0.648
11 0.686 1 0.581 19 0.657 37 0.597
8 0.665 32 0.711 21 0.520
22 0.634 15 0.534 6 0.354
3 0.625
31 0.497

33. EXEEHIEESHE

ElR<RE)ES

Z K AC B o REBUE NG, BAK o RECN 0.946, TUAHTH o RE09 518 0.915,
0.924, 0.849 F10.829, #BIAZF] T EFFaIR(ILFE 5)o X ERA M E A RIFHIF FEMfR e, NE—
FERT

Table 5. Homogeneity reliability
=5 ERMEEE

an
or
s

BN VAU ES kit A
0.924 0.849 0.829 0.946

o FHL

o
©
=2
o

SFEERE

ST RS, F =28.436, p=0.126 > 0.05, it BH A48 9 2= W0 56 3 B 7 22550, BRI AR S8 4%
PR /R 2 - A R E B B, 15 21708 5021 RECH 0.789, T B A [0 5 A BT 1B R 7 A5 FE

BIEE

P e, SR EOE it 1 50 4 AT B, USRI R R 42 . BB B0, MR R
B 0RBLCL R S B EIME RN R 6 Fon. HERET). BURREE. BOARBUXANERE b A
JEH R, AE 0.82~0.92; AMEEE R (1 E IS BE BLLF, T 0.623, i ln) 5 HIME AN 0.853, Ik il 45 B I(E
FERL T, AT R R S T BT AN P25 R W U B A 1)
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Table 6. Retest reliability (N = 42)
6. EMEEN =42)

fit %7 ShEBRRI R ELoRL Yk
HIWEE 0.842 0.914 0.623 0.810 0.853

4. 71ig
4.1. JFFEENEFIEIREO DT

RWFFAE R B BRSCRR TR, TR UIRE 2 G, il TIX— M HRAE A4, WI46 145 2 g4
YERE, rRRRET) B0, AN R FORBL, G 52 . 25 TN S T E oA FIER 2R 1 R R 4
Hr, GIERIH X 7 BERUK Y 3 T8 R LA R AN R I A DY 4 FEARL AL I 5 S8, &7 28 44 ANTH, 4 )8 T84 4
FE, BeJ1. 801, ANBE R B0RGL, TUHEE N 104 14, 11, 9. H, BEU4EE T A 1. 2, 9.
15. 26. 27. 28. 32. 38. 39. 43 i, %% J4EF 4 3. 8. 10, 11. 22, 23. 24. 29. 31, 33. 34. 42,
44 [, HNERIRIZYEEE R A 4. 5. 6. 12, 20. 21, 25. 30. 35. 36. 37 fi, HORMYEETH 7. 134
14, 16, 17. 18, 19. 40. 41 #. DU ILn] DLRRRE )7 2 48 S5 511 50.91%.

4.2. MFEIEEERHIH

AR TR KA A R I A R A B AR A AR A 12 S B B AR At 1 T 5 (4 S B IE AR

i, EWE RGN, Sa4ABEG. §TARIE. PRGNS, WRAR%E 2 77 50k,
JUSRAEFE B 58 B WER, BERS B i Hb S R K 27 A 2 4K SR I PR P SO 0L 5 £ 20 il 17 25 7L I
JIRORUER T H BEFCSE . At S 4k P A4 AL P9 2%

B A THRRIFEERRE, (IR ATREAT T, F BAE TR b R 2 R TR 4R
REE G, MEEs T TR MR, Baediie 5 ERELE, SaRitogR, BT
T IR 2

B=, RAZMINERR SR GHENE. B SR RRIER R IR R 74 52 ig A AA
—EE s AR R R 20 M 45 AR XA B R AR B % B S R PR R B R 45 BLAh, S MR bR R,
2096 A5 AR R S LT 1

SRR, T TR 2 A K S A X R T R S i 6 4 P T DA B2 1

4.3. FHEEMEARKRE

B TAFAER) — A LR, TR RS, 2 E G R D, S IRERE IR
AU IR B . BEAh, %103 g SR> — e S R o, sk e 2 R e e e k. RIS
BRSO RERE D, HESRE . SRR, SRS T WA, AMBE R XA R TN
FRUAIERT, A0 DAL 3R 4 5 2 15 7 A0S VR A 0 ) o (A5 TR B RTE 7E o R IR TR A AEURT B0 VT 2 Bl A e
FHL AR, HX—FE AR 5 4L F5 RVE NN o SRS 7E LR Aty B 70 A O A Bk
WSO ERPIRI0 B a s RASIOR 2445 K 2 A 2 A R G xS B (AL T 00 1, xS (RO R R SR A T SR AR
1o

5. &ig

W SCERERIE T BGRA EAREA T A ST 345, $E 7RSS WRMOA R B e 4, I
PR NG, B2 7R AEE RO 104G, 6 1B 3C1R 6 4 AT 1 IRk R R 2 W AN GG AE PR A
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77 72 2% ¢ (1) 50.909%;

(2) Pk (R 2 A B RO PR A B, 9 il (180 DR 2 A B i SR A U A ) 3 72— AN B R {3
ROPE & TR, (HIEFE— ST fseE;

(3) ZIAI s AT A Ak SR ER I R 2 AR 2 i SR W U DRI A R s i DR 3% S B AR A 5 Al

SE MK
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