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Relationships Between Class Environment, Learning Self—efficacy
and Learning Motivation of Senior Middle School Students
JIANG Zhao—ping, ZHOU Zong—kui
The Hubei Provencial Key Lab of Human Develooment and Mental Health, Wuhan 430079, China
[Abstract] Objective: To study the relationships between class environment, learning self—efficacy and learning motiva-
tion of senior middle school students. Methods: 403 senior middle school students were investigated with the question-
naires of learning motivation, learning self—efficacy and class environment. Results: (DGirls had higher scores in prestige
motivation than boys, and boys’ learning self-efficacy was higher than girls’. Grade one had higher scores in teacher—stu-
dent relationship than grade two, and girls’ higher than boys’. @There were negative correlations between affiliation mo-
tivation and discipline and order, relationship among students themselves, and learning self-efficacy, but the other sub-di-
mensions of learning motivation were positively correlated with these factors. 3 Learning self—efficacy was the first predic-
tive factor for learning motivation of senior middle school students, and then competition, discipline and order. Conclu-
sion: To arouse and maintain learning motivation of senior middle school students should foster their learning self-efficacy.
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