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Abstract

This study collected data through questionnaire surveys administered to secondary students learn-
ing German as their first foreign language at four secondary schools in Southwest China. Statistical
analysis using SPSS 25.0 revealed relationships between German self-concept, German self-efficacy,
and German academic achievement among these students. The study concluded that: 1) German self-
concept and German self-efficacy among secondary students in Southwest China exceed average lev-
els; 2) No significant gender differences exist in German self-concept or self-efficacy among these stu-
dents; 3) Significant grade-level differences are present in both German self-concept and self-efficacy;
4) There is a significant positive correlation among German self-concept, German self-efficacy, and Ger-
man academic achievement among secondary students in Southwest China; 5) German self-concept
and German self-efficacy are both important predictors of German academic achievement, with Ger-
man self-concept fully mediating the relationship between German self-efficacy and German academic
achievement.
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1. 5|15

H 2018 FHE Ik AU AN AR E AP BREE R R DR, 817 2 R R A 4 R B BUA) 2 S AR L 25 40T
52 WA R SR I BB RIS, BRI 1) b2 AR PR R O B AN XA
SR T HEAME B E Z e ECE S A, WAREL 122 S 5N 2R I fE R I H st SR,
JETETE A SRR R, B DUEELE 9 58— AME 1 h 22 2B R ) SHIERT ST AR B =, A
5 2O B S O 9% R U5 TR IRAFIR A

B I 2 B T oeif S AR G A, MR A S R 2 h A AR A 2, KA S iR
TR B RS S B AR RS DB, RIS b sont 2 18] KA ELAE R BLED, 3 oRAS 27 20 B
E e BEXX— IR, A 7T BTG R 3t X DY v 27 BB vh 2 A DR BT et B, i s R AU e, O
izH] SPSS 25.0 BEATHE T /M, BAERTFULA ML IR 1) FEIE AR MR B RS S TR H 3R
RERKAIPLIR . 2) 78T 222 (AR B S S8R B RGBS BAEE R S E R LR B E R . 3) 1EiF
HERMEE . TEE B RS R 2R 2 R AR AR, B PR KR

AW TR SRS, RS b A H R . R B RARER S S B TR
KIK,  PLyRAMHORUSIN BT T2 F, I AR A i 5 2 AR A S SR R B IR 25 5 SRR -
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R BN SIX — 2 LSO AW, )N B RM R E R AL 5 A 5 Rk,
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Fromii BHEGE ZLERE L], R FERME X B E RELTZ 030, Pl ERME R BERMEZ T
HEMNS X2 —, BT e REEN2]. mAHTEA, EAXT B RS  Raut il T
20 20 80 “FAX, Hild P, HRESZH| 177 Bt 5 b [E R p k22 SO TS S R sz e o L0 32 22
AT R TT R HATET R, PUE R R A [ D B ISR U TR, Gl 5 b 17
% (SDQ)F Piers-Harris JL# H M-S &R G135 R3], UbAh, A %35 N HE¥AE S,
SRR L T &, R E B IR SIS ENLE AR T [4]. TR 2 H LG E ) E
XA, MR CHRAMRAE SlAE B O R B A b R T THI R EL AR E B AR A
AT, EdER B CEA RS Rl B 7y B, B CL RO IR RN AL ARIGANPEAY 7 [5]. A
W FERER I Z0E X, 0T AR X — 4 e k.
2.2. BERMAER

CHRARER XS PR AR, M EIN AR, B R EGE MR B CH LM
PATRF € SUEAT 55 T fR BE /I AKFIIE S, 20 H RS O $068 2 58 B BT 55 11 B S R EE 1)
FIWi[6]. I HAdCR LR N B ANEUY = AN R, 2 BARAE S H IR AR R i AR . — )
H IR AR i A R B el B R AR, I HonaE— P A A A B0 BRI
[1]

T H AR B 7T R R ) 2 3 1) 2 1988 4T Bandura H AR AT [7], FEMZ SR K5
EL5E N (1999) o BIR #EAT | RGTIAVF[8]. bAh, [ A 573 o SE B0 IR AR I E SUHATY 78
gk, BTG E Rl B IR GE . B IRARER R IR MEEIAT H— 1T AN B DR L
AR ESERBOZAT 9GS T A S & FIRrel Ak B IR0 E 52 (9] 2 B A 23 SR A 5
kG, BRANRDE TR YE . SXRFHTR . BN SRR J7 & N AE 5 AME R 3R i 52 2% 10 BEAL
il L [10]

L5 1 [ F [E P 2ty 2l R I 9T . A R ol B IR R E O “F ] E M E O
REA A F A4 1) e ) B 6 25 S8 B0 SR S5 1 BAS AR VRO, 245l B O 4 SIAT N =) Bigi e
JIR)— MR [11] [12], 5k B ARG e Ao B B 5T 58 e AR 25 BT B e 2T ) 5
HAE” [13] [14]. KTl HIRAARERRIE S, AN,  “fEHE O EEAURT, BISEZERRME ) A
AN N, Waescil S B AR B AR OCIAT 7 M50 7 [15]. ABFFRHRHIZE L, FFiE5T
TERETE FRL T A R 5 B BERS SR H AR IS O I AELE 22l B FR AR AR IR
3. A SNE

AHIE TR B RE K 7735, AE RS B PO IR 1 DU BT 224 () — 0] = IR TE W AR A .
AT 5 UL R 3 & & % (Differentielles schulisches Selbstkonzept-Gitter) #1— i 27V [ 3% M & &
(Skala zur Erfassung des Selbstkonzeptes schulischer Leistungen und Fahigkeiten—8ltem) A2 dil, KA 715
IR RIRIE FE[1S] Hh SCRIRRROAS o B2 SR I IR BE 1 6 NI H FAHE LA Jerusalem AT Satow T+ 1999
SR I 1 — M 2lk [ FR A% g IR 3 (Schulbezogene Selbstwirksamkeitserwartung) PA K 76 357l E Sparfeldt.
Rost 1 Schilling (2004) 4 il (¥ 2% R 3 oA 22 s, FERA 7S/ MR BB FE[15] ORI RS . B
AR WOREE 7 6 MBI FEUCETAT Y, ZERE R T REFIEE. AU &
SOE 12 ANETE, B @R Ry, TN 1~6 4, BT BRI AN EL . SFIEEE 4 5
FoRAPRGE, 2 8 4 R K, ART 2 7 BRI . MAAE SRR Bl EAT, BRI i i
6]y 15 4%h, k58 SO 5 LB A . EHRRR A W A E A A B AR B I I 5 5, IR
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LETHBNE 274 1, HA B4 139 A, &4 135 A,
AHIE TR SPSS 25.0 #EAT B E N 4T, PASGERFER TS b . MO [ M ik
AT G T .
4. R
4.1. IAEMIINFEENGE TSI RERTH

WO BAR AT 1 AR BRI HEAT T ROIAEAS A, LUK BN [FIE 0 2 (R TE B Bt & A B 3
AR M MZES:, RAMREE L R TRAUSE, EPPEEL BAERNEEARBSRERT X
s BB A Z AR AR Sl F M S E AR R B PR 2257 (p > 0.05); 502 A0 B BAkaE
BT A, BAEEE AR Sk B AR R AR B 2 I 2 5 (p > 0.05). ik, i
H M KIS BT B R, eAh, ek AR L, IR H IS AT B R AL RER
By P e, A A B AR AL TR R K

Table 1. Comparative study of gender differences in German self-concept and self-efficacy

* 1 EEERMSNEIEERMERNMAEREE

A % & M+ SD F t p
T E ] FRAR 371+125 3.60+1.15 3.66+1.20 0.977 0.774 0.440
B 1 R e I 412+113 390+1.16 4.01+1.15 0.026 1.552 0.122

4.2. MARFERFENG T RERI

KT EAEIEAT T ANOVA i, BmZAMRBIER 20 RIEE 2 W BURIL, ¥— BV =FRMEE A
ML AE TS B BRI U BRI, 575 B IR A8 B AR — 150 s, ¥ 49
WK BNERAR, R =XA PRI Rtz Ah, 78 E RS AR R E MHEH R (p < 0.05), fEiEHK
AR IE R 7 R B H RS I ZE R 8% (p < 0.01). JEHEMERKER A RS M50 1K
T AR A, RN RS, TR B IR AR B B T KT, B A
P =R H BB RAL TR =K

Table 2. Grade-level differences in German self-concept and German self-efficacy
2. EEAERBSNEEERYRBRNFERERLER

AP yl— ¥ Y= F p
TR RS 3.88+1.09 358+1.34 3.66 +1.20 4.38 0.013"
EIE R AR 426+1.11 3.94+1.19 401+1.15 6.03 0.003™

TE 0.01 445, “E 0.05 ZHI(E), HRHEEE.

NTRI=AFERNES:, AT T LSD FHRkk. mA[HIE 3.

Table 3. Post-hoc test for grade differences
3. ERERNERKE

0 Q) T A B 95% {5 X 1]
o o (-9 . TR LR
R E S H— ¥— 0.30 0.08 -0.03 0.63
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xR

= 0.51" 0.00 0.16 0.87
o Hl— -0.30 0.08 —0.63 0.03
v ¥= 0.22 0.26 ~0.16 0.60
o W— -0.51" 0.00 -0.87 -0.16
= ¥ -0.22 0.26 -0.60 0.16
i ¥ 0.32" 0.05 0.01 0.64
e 1= 0.58" 0.00 0.24 0.92

Hl— -0.32" 0.05 -0.64 -0.01

iE IR AR E) - )

1= 0.26 0.16 -0.10 0.62
o ¥l -0.58" 0.00 -0.92 -0.24
= W= -0.26 0.16 -0.62 0.10

“fE 0.05 HAHN(E), FHRMEEE.

i3t LSD H)m bR, 1 B B ER]— A =S AL B 5+ (p < 0.05), #1558 MEHK
B A RS AR 7257 (p > 0.05); ¥ —EJNETE B AR S Y M) = F TR B A
IR B HRAFAE 035 22 57 (p < 0.05), H] —SFE A =S 2% 2 [A] A4 B FRALAEI A AR 1825 22 5% (p > 0.05) o

4.3. XTI

AR T IR AAF RN 4, IR 4 AT LKL, ETE B B B B BB S EIE RS A4
FERFZIIMRNE(p < 0.01). BEAh, 8 B HABER S 181 L ST R A OGNE LB B JBt & 5 1EE
Al G2 1] FRAR S P B N 2

Table 4. Correlation analysis among variables
4. TEERIEXSH

AF g AT AR AR RN RE R AT 1% 45
AT AL 1
T BRI 0.831™ 1
8 =2l i S 0.314* 0.325™ 1

LE 0.01 ZHICRRE), MR .

4.4. pEREYVATHT

AHEFEEIL o E A 28T, DR 1 R A R 1 1 AR A SO 1 2 R R R R
SIHTHE A NEEAE B IR, FRRINEEE B IRALRR IR, B IR EAR R, RS EIG 5. it 5 T
RPL, el NEE A RS, ERAEE ARG, R WAL E N 0.006 (p > 0.05), IXEME MALAR
AR R R R RE D4R T 0.6%; W JeH NAEIE H KRR, FAEIE G IR, R? IR
0.012 (p > 0.05), IXEIRAEM AL X AL R MIMERERE /1885 1 1.2%. fEIFARE K IS B Fom & A0
TR [ TR R B — AR B A SR R ) SR R, (AR R2 ROSEIR KT LUK I, FEIE IR
X AR S R R R g PO A T 1 R AN A IR A 2 sk (52 ) BE K
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Table 5. Multilevel regression analysis

F 5. ZEEVASH

A& HA R R R? AR? F AF i
Al HE R 0.297 0.088 0.088  26.340 26.340  0.192
TR B TR AR R 0.307 0.094 0.006  14.055  1.702 0.130
S TETE R R 0.286 0.082 0.082 24149 24149  0.130
EE 5 A 0.307 0.094 0.012  14.055  3.720 0.192

4.5. PRI STHT

FE b — 3R WO R DO EL, AR B TS B BAURE R, i B B X 2 St i T 0 5K
BIRMRAERAART FER B, FEE S AF B R RAE SR 5 B M S S8 S AR gt sna h &2 2] 1 5
A ERI[L6], (ER AW FEIN, Sk A BALRE A BN lET £ m[17], HARSEILA B TR,
FE DMETE T AR 2 AR OB FE b, 8 B RS AR B BORRER S T RS R R ikt e
S AERI[L5]. NURA TN, EAETEAT b, 68 B M fEIE A BRI S Tl RS ok &
e AEM.

AR TR AT Hayes JT A 1) Process ffiff, #&AZEARHEL G TT 7S, AR50 E1E B BB £ A &
RRE R TETE AL R R R AR A BN R 2R e BT AR ) 2 25 PEAR B8 SR - Bootstrapping J7 i (L& fli:
5000 ¥X), PASRIF SN THE LI & 95% A BAF X IA], 25 EAS X I AE 0 MR IZANLE % . &G 25
6.

Table 6. Intermediate model testing
6. PNERIGE

(N =274) W& AEEEN
g T Az & R R2 F B T
T S R4 THTE R R 0.40 0.17 56.36 0.06 751
0 B A T B IR R & 0.83 0.69 1.00 0.87 24.63™
T 2 T B IR R 0.47 0.22 2.00 0.11 0.83
HIE R 0.55 418"

U 0.01 FA(RE), MR .

MHE FRATLASH, 0 B IR BRI AE % 53 1E W) TN ARS8 = 0.06, T = 7.51, p < 0.001);
BEAMEE F TR AR B e % 2 1 1) U A 5 IR (8 = 0.87, T = 24.63, p < 0.001). 4 [FEIEIIAFEIE H
PGB EE G RS SE, E HIRALAER(S = 0.11, T = 0.83, p > 0.05). X 15 2\l s 4t ) Tl 5 v
FEARZE, MRS B RS R0 B 2 1E W AR Sl S (B = 0.55, T = 4.18, p < 0.001).

KU FUIAT 7 — PRI T RS AR S, AR EIR 7.

Table 7. Decomposition table of total effect, direct effect, and mediating effect

F7OBHN. BEEMNMPNYESEER

N INUNINNN Boot ClI
N Boot ArkiRZ R —
R 0.59 0.01 0.04 0.07
BN 0.11 0.01 -0.02 0.04
HRA BN 0.05 0.01 0.02 0.07
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GERRI, TEMNEETE H RIS, 5 RGBS 2 S ) E BN 95% B A X [F] 1)
ELFBREE 0, Boot Cl H[—0.02,0.04], {835 5 FAMEE 1) R ARSI 95% & A5 XA E. FIRAEE 0,
Boot Cl 4[0.02, 0.07], BP#EE B A& ARV R3E, A5Eah I a8.

DRI, AT FOAR A I RS B AT T 18], AHIF 78 Fe 24159 31 1480 H IRMES . 1505 B TR IR S RSl
B A R A RN AR, G 1.

EiEHEME

W I RBBERG [-------memmmemenooooo > EEFLARR

Figure 1. Mediated effect model among variables
B 1 TEERP YRR

5. &g
5.1. EIEEREANEEERMERNTA

AW TR AAF MG, YRR, FAERETE B NS S E PO AT g e Tk, H
WARERIGE S R ZEARCE . R KBS BB AR S R L ARG 45
GIAE. FR, —MEREERIE A, TR BALE, HEEE RS E S B RS T1EE
H IR ALK X R IR AEXT T« TABTE LTI AE " B, BT “ IRAE T 78 B DU 2 S5
FIfE O BN ER ST o X ATRERME 7 BB MBI EE RS &, RN R RIS S
53] EX R AL R Sl S WA T R FE R, IR TR SRR EN RN . AT AR AR T ERE IR R
MRS, AR SR B BRI R AR BOMIPAN S5 2 SRR, Al ) D) T RE CAS
TERRE R XTI AEEERCA R R )RR, H IR ENGE BARAESS, 10 E FAME S ] ik
RESTHOMEREVE VRO o AR A2 T REAE S8 T B3] L B3 DL A B SE BARME S I R BOm A5 0, (HXS
H S KR SR EACT I AN . XM “BEUEAEIL” B0, T BHURE. RN, 2R
W ix s AR LT “IER8” 1 “32T1” BIREARMMEE B RS b BIaE B it , BURANE
WA AR — BARESS PR B, 3B W] DAt — DR A R AR 2B R DU, DRI AR 8IS B 3R
B

AWFFEIERIL, 1EE EBRME S B RRERAEYT P B A e S DUEMT Y “U B Bk, F]-AE
HIETE B BRI, #1 - RE N, FI=NAT e, LSD HEtinRn], s RME L,
HI— SY = F R AFAERZE 2R (p < 0.05); (EMEEHRMAER L, ¥l —FEH50] . YI=FHLIY
FAERFEZ R (p < 0.05). BAATIE, ¥ —HFRAAEWIHEIR L85 HMERIL R Z, MY 208
IDEES /IR B

K R RARZ S e 7 H] R AR A 2, R I S ARSI RE P R O B S AR
MIEF AT, W ETESE 5] A RS AR R KT — I SRR Rk (A A A Y L BRI )it 5 28 0 —
B R EHERTR (Ui B 7S ARG WAIRESR) . “AAAEA]— I B s 22 9t Bk, 1Al AK
N, BERF AU, B4 s B RS RO 2RI, AR 5, IEE%EMN
CGEYFRR” B RN RGEN” , HAELSUEEIEFRANE R, SIS AR A
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AL Bl ] AN [RI AR A7 BL R A )2 3] o 3k — i B PR R A A B B0 T2 3058 SCUTRE A % £
RN, MEEY “A R4, AEAFR. ARSI, SRR ASREALHE ST A
M, 3 5 LA AR 2% 2] BLE I S IR ] BBV AN R o S5V 7= AT 55 &) B 95 01 5 SRk, b f i 11 R
IRREIR IR N

FVI= B, BEREEINARGREIT, FAEBERES S 5BEEMWATS, BETNNL T BEEN
W, IREAE RSB P SR IA FRA AR E MR R A, X AE— @ FR R FE 7 R 251 (T 8k, [
A FINFAG BRI SR, XA R T2 PR T S BT T A S BRI —— A RN
B, DR B MR T Ak T R AR FE R T SR BB B 3 R

gi b, ARBFREE, EEARIAIRE SIEL RS BN BEMEE L H UM, e, 7
WI— M B TR AR R R, IS0 AR IERt, I8 S B R BRI . 7o) ok, MR
Qb FRAENE A SR s (A By RS R VA | ks 7 R B S0 5 5 L L S R U B ), 45 Bl A o DR A T B T
TR GE R AS B B M AR, AR B RE AL . EHI=FEL, WS AR R G 5 s s
FES ) Al S A TR E GO AR, RN b S Rl TR A ) R S BT A
A5 O EIR A .

5.2. EIEERBSMEEERBVERSEEFUARB KR

AT AT, 18 H BMSAEE B BB 518 A R ST A 3 IR R, HAE
i E B S 5 I ST OG5 . XRY, —RAIh X B S T 881 VB AR B A 58 A
HAREE ST 55 70 5 iR 2L A (1915 00 5 L SEBR BB s S VARG . (5 0fiag . B FRVFA AR 1)
A, AEAEREIUS AP R I, BN R EE RS, A RSAGR IR ER AR, Wik
B2 T SRR AR B OBEDIRES . BRI, #e P ROR O ETE G ORTE, B et A A AR A
BHE2E ST 05 ORI IRRAS 1 22

FESEHE— B BN A o EoR T EERZ S R . R 5P AN AR B AR IR G R E, AEIE
ML FEBL Y B2 R R T A7, TP B RARE A BRI R A A B . XK, fERS iR
Zop RS BR AR L, AR B SRR R E . BEREYEVROT, LA e A ST PR A e iR AR AT
FHEOLRAER G, BRENEIT) . R KIAAERNEA AR EEWE, FOhEEMRA L
FETH A AR BOTEAE A B, 75 SN E A B s A AR P i BO R EL AR E R E BOAR, i
THRIPPAN SR R IR O 52 GRS AR R IR SR . T2 B A B R

BEAh, IR E IS A TE B AL RS S AR A OISR R A RN AR e, T MRS T =
Z B BIVE AR Al H IRAGR O R B MO se i 2l s, T2 5o il S 5 3RS
R FEHR RS AR PRI BOT RIS DBt BeAESs, BiRIERE . Brbb o], k24l
155 JIRENE BRI TE R, T RFEESRAS B I A B BRI AR 22 A SE A 55 ), UM I R A R EL 2L
AT B AR R B R S5 5SS U B, IR — 20 5] 224, S BRI X — 2R ER IR
uf, et AR AR KT B S . IR B B AR BAR K T2 e, JAgN. SR ONARE 1
REJVEHN, MMISEON “ HIRAAER” 2 “ HIRMEE” BT KR,

6. FREERM

AW T EAAFH LT S50 1) 74 RS X 1 v A 7T B BBt & AN B 3R ARE A e 1P 240K
15 2) PH R XA P SRR AR AR H B AR B R ARG B 2 5 3) PR A
AR AR R RS A TE B FARERTT AR B R 2 s 4) PH R X AT P A R IS
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FMEA . T B R RE AN E TS AV RREUT A7 £ R E I IEAHSCE . 5) 815 B B & A B 3R AR
HRAEE ARSI EZ IR R, (815 B RS AR B FA RO TS A SOt 1 5% & kg 5 4
AEH

AHFMAIRAFAEA LA, B AT FAGE T FEHLIAE S 7 DUBT e, R BE TR i 2 [ A X 35
fer AR, IR R AR T RERA —E Xk . oAb, R RIET I, AT EE MR R E 3K
A EARER, W RAF AL IR RN . ARRBEFUR 255 2 05 PR (0 . KB A e i), JEid
ZPRAE A SCIAE, SRTT AR PR AT SEVE . BRJa, AFERONE R TT, A R RE R e AR R
I TR] G ORER, VAR R G AR . PRl Jm SE0F 78 7T LOE I 2 UCRAR B BEAT A BT 7T, W e i
BRSO RN Al B < T B R R &R
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