B S A 2 RSO AL S 55 63 % 2018

RFEHEOEBBIRE VT - 27 4 Hh T —I12BIT5
AL ENIZ DO W T OB

A Review of the Sources of Career Decision-Making
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Abstract
This study discussed the career decision-making self-efficacy (SE) for undergraduates from the point of (1)
previous studies investigating career interventions based on the sources of SE and (2) measurement or
valuation of sources of SE. Results indicated that although several strategies or approaches have tried to
enhance career decision-making SE for undergraduates, such manipulations were not always effective.
Moreover, some measurements have been developed to evaluate the sources of career decision-making SE, yet
their target or validity was still restricted. In the light of these issues, this study suggested the future directions
as follows: (1) clarifying the contents or components of each source; (2) optimizing the intervention strategies
for each target audience; (3) utilizing the “other-related” sources, such as message framing, to enhance career

decision-making SE.

I [XCHIZ

HEREINEL T « =7 ¢ > — (self-efficacy; AT SE &92) &id, MEREZERIN - RETDHITH
0 LERREE CORERINEIERT D ENRTE 20OV TORIARE] 1T (Betz,
2001), SE &5 #E&I% Bandura (1977) ICZL o TIRB SN DO TH Y, B Z2Mb T4 RITEIZE
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ROFATER E LT CTHEERERA R T ZERHLNIINTND, TRbL, {TENCEA L
TSE MM T2 Z&T, #ITk< SEITHOME « A FZR INCT RO TH D, ERIER
SE &EREIRITE) & ORFEAME L2 Z < OFEN S, ¥ v U 7RRBEOSEICIBV TS Ak OMEE
MR BTN D (SRH - Z2{E, 2011; Gushue, Clarke, Pantzer, & Scanlan, 2006; 7 I, 1995),
HESEPUEFRIZ IS5 1T D SE AFZE1E. Hackett & Betz (1981) 12 & - T Z OEAN Y% fElk I 9] TiE
FASNTURE, ¥x RBLEN ORI SN TE =, ZDOHF T Lent, Brown & Hackett (1994) 3, flE A
DIEED L <ITERIZOWTORLERE, TOBIREZITV, LELWERE/LICEL —HO T 1
Y A ZHfET 2 EEN A L LT, HARARYE v U 7 HEE (social cognitive career theory; LA
SCCT &3 %) Z4&"E L7- (Figure 1),
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Figurel #£RHMMTv)7ERDOEE (Lent et al., 1994)

SCCT TIE, ADFMERa T 7 A b, BLR BIERE, EIRITEN 2R kA BB & UEL T
ZDH, ZZTH SEVERRMNY - fTEINEER OGB4 KT THBELRB&R L LTIESIT b Tn
%, SERHTHZOL D BRE LIRS LT, EEEIR SE 2 BT T 5 Z LItk > TED%
DOEREPITEZRE L LD LT 2R AL, TNETIIHEEIAINTE, LNLARRL, BK
(2008) 1£Z D X 5 R ABHFEIZ DN COFEMARBERO R C LT L —B LEMER /LN TR
ZEEEHRLTND, ELT, FOREKO 1 2L LT, SE 2T 2 720D HIERZE ORI FIEN
BWFRIZE VD B0 TV DL REZETTVD,

TR TR, RPADEREIR SE 10317 2 b BERICER A Y T, T FE TOETHIIC
DNTE D BRI RNECRIE « 3Fl 515 % & o CRIERICEEL L, Sl /2t A28 < 720 0
RICONWTHRHEIT) T & x2ERAME L,

I #LI-To4h—IcRBEREFTRBRENAME
Bandura (1977) (2 XU, SEITHARAMICEL D LD TIERL, 4 DO EERIFRIFN L 2%
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ZFL LN, TRLIE. 1) BTATEIOER, 2) REWEER, 3) SFENTME. BLOY) AREK -
B, Th D, SCCTIZBWTIE, b DOEHRIRIL [5EKE (learning experiences)] & FrS
OB, NEEFEHOLOTHY | SRR SE ICEERFELZ RITT I ENRENTND
[ZATATEN DR &%, YHITECRB W TREAN ZNE TICHT 2 EBE ORI H 2 WIT R EER T
bdo ZOXDRKBIT, BATOREICET 2 WA EEMIA ST 5720, SE (T b M VgL K&
FETEREINTND, Fho, THATEIOREBIIRB KRG DAL 5T, ZAUE S HAORI L E D
TR DREERIACTH D, REEER) L3, YT A BT WA GEABRTHZ LT
bD, TOXRIBRBEIZE ST, TZNRHBEMSICHTEZIE] FT THOANTTERNDTHNI
. BACHTERWIES S | LWVl AL, HAD SE ICHEL KIFT, BT 5ET /UL
BN & AFE-OMER, BKRE ) e ERERI L TV AN L0 )RR & Ed, F I EAN L LT
DRBTH-ThH, FERICZDOZFITKRE < 72D (Usher & Pajares, 2008), & HIZ, HEH IS U%TE 2
ML TWHIRIEEGE TS 2 &b, REMERRE LTIRZONS, [SiEMHE L1k, STENck
TOERONGE, BN S SHEIHRDL L THD, BHIHND Z R ATRERERIE CTH 2 L IE
SNTWER, ZO—F, ZOHERROLTHILEN SETHEALSLTWI L biElInTVnD, =
DX DT, STEIHSHIERANTTINEE LA SRV EEB X LTV DA, BATITEI DA
KR E Vo T OFRIE E & bICIRREND Z LT, 2RI REL 4D (Bandura, 1997), S H1Z, B
HIRER & Rk, 2t 2T NI Lo TEDOEBN BRI D EFB 2 BTV D (Usher & Pajares, 2008),

BT, TN - IFEIROMAEE | &3, SITEINCATRE L T4 U5 SRR - IS Zs bz 59, #l
AU RFRLBELE, WA APV AR RZ KORETHY . ZHLOREEMEST 52 &8 SE
IR RITT,

HEREIRI SE D) L& EM L2 2 E TOMAMEICIENTH, RIS 4 SOMERIE AL EIES
% L THERRIERIN SE D] &K - TV 5%, Betz & Schifano (2000) 1%, & RKPEAEZEHHRE LT,
Holland (1985) 281) % 6 fEMOBIEFRTNED | > TH D [FHIER] HINIHT 5 SE I AERFT
DTN D BRI L Vo TR BNIC LT HEMRICE 27 E A M L—v g (FREEIERER) <0,
KRE DRIMERO IR (EITATBIOEMNR) 2L, HRRICESN T n 77 22 LT 5, £
7. Sallivan & Mahalik (2000) (I&HEERGE Lz 6 O I NV—Thorw )7 -y va i
HEHRROERZE 0, EERIN SE 0 EZ2K->Tna, BAEIZBWTSH, FlX I3 E (1996) 1%
EHEBIREROBREBEX LU —2 7 v 7 W, SE IZ6T 2RICONT RIS LT
Do SHIZERM - A& - IHE (2001) %, HEFEREEHREE 270 L, FEEAIHROERKZR SE (25
WTHBIRF 21T > T D, ZOENI S, i < OWFERTERIEOBIEIZE SV ARIZ O
TH#H~T\% (Foltz & Luzzo, 1998; Luzzo & Day, 1999; Maples & Luzzo, 2005; Uffelman, Subich,
Diegelman, Wagner, & Bardash, 2004; 4, 2000),
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T ARNBENERICER LB EBRIETE TWIENEDLORBIR R Z KT D Z & T

515 (Betz, 2007),

Il {RERIRORE - 5l A &

SE OFERIFEZMEET 2 RNET, FICRBEROHE - FHEBICBO TSN &, ZhE
TIZBAF X TV 5 SE 1HHIFER E DO—% % Table 1 ([Z/R7,

Table 1 SE OTEHRIRAIEREMFEIBITHETHER

RE%

EER(ROTE)

RERR

RERS

Math efficacy information Scale

Sources of Math Efficacy Scale

BREICBITAREOELT - TT1h—
ERRRE

HRABEOVREEECHTIEEHHE
FIHERRE

Sources of Academic Self-Efficacy Scale

Sources of Computer Self-Efficacy Scale

Sources of social self-efficacy expectations scale

Sources of mathematics self-efficacy scale

Sources of academic self-efficacy scale

Sources of science self-efficacy scale

Sources of writing self-efficacy scale

WRABEDIVNTISRHT HEEHE
FHERRE

Sources of self-efficacy in mathematics scale

Sources of Exercise Efficacy Scale (SEES)

Bk (2000)

Lent et al. (1991)

INEB(1995)

REE (1997)

Hampton (1998)

Smith (2001)

Anderson & Betz (2001)

Klassen (2004)

Usher & Pajares (2006)

Brinter & Pajares (2006)

Pajares et al. (2007)

HEFS (2007)

Usher & Pajares (2009)

BISS (2011)

KEIFEBF I8, BF664%

DEFERORFERTF 34,
XF8E

B 123 F£976 8

#ETH

FEEREET D, FFESE
WEREBF 7048, XF 764

KEERF S E KFI1I54

REEBF 2048, KF 2754

RET7STHELVTIOh T4
T2 D Grade? DFEBF 1184,
ZF 1524

Grade 6 DHFESF 123 B,
TF 140 &

Grade 5-8 DHFFEBF 155 &,
ZF 164 %

Grade 4-11 D/INFEE -4

BREBF23E, KF 6334

HRBBERET S

Grade 6-8 DA 2738 &

60 L EDOEEE 347 &

15IEE, 5 ik HPIHB+5 SE EFMBLRETS. [ETY
U NEBEMHRBIEBHRE]ID 3 BFHETHS.

40 I8E, 10 %, BPISHETD SE BBRERET S [FfT
THOER]KREMFE][(H MRS (EBRGRE
(Fennema-Sherman Math Anxiety Scale)]® 4 $88T#H 5.

20 8. WRROTARIE 2 #k TREMEIZ 4 HEICTH
5. BRITHT5 SERRREAET S [ETU T IEEY
SEIHEBHRE]ID 3 AFHEETHS.

16188, 3 #Hi%. MIRFHEEDOREEDEEITHH5 SEHR
REMES S, (BATTHOER]IREBHARI[EENHE]
[ - FBIRE]ID 4 18 THS.

46 18H. FEIZE1+5 SE RRREATT S, [RITTBOZE
IR EEE ) (HRMBEFBRE]0 4 B THS.

Lentetal. (1991)DREZHRELS=, 40 EE, 5 ¥k avEa—
8+ RFILITHITS SE FRBEET 2. [BITTHOER]
[REBHPESENREIEBRE]D 4 B8 THS.

40 HE. #RMRAFIVICET S SE RIRREAET D [R1T
IHOERIKREBNPE](HRMBF]IIEDRRE]O 4B
FHRETHS.

Matsui et al. (1990)DREZHRELT=, 1SEB, 5 i HFIC
#15% SE ERRELAET S [(RENEKRISERBIE
BE]D 3 AFHETHS.

Lentetal. (1991; 1996) D REZHRELS=, 24 THE, 5 k. £
EICH115 SE BRREMNTT 5. [(RITTHOERIREMN
FEEHE0HFIFEDHRE]O 4 BFHETHS.

Lentetal. (1996)DREERZE. BRICH5 SE FHRFEER
TS [(BRTTHOZRIREBHZEEENHEFIHED
MMEE) 0 4 I FHEETHD.

Lentetal. (1991; 1996)DREZHRELS-, 28 IHE, Sk B
FEIC$(15 SE EIRRERET S, (FTTHOERIREY
FEEHE0HFIEDREIO 4 BFHETHD.

RE (19)OREZRELS, 16 BR, 3 k. BREESE
DIYNMrT7IZH1S SE HIMBEZAET S, [EITTHDE
ARIRBHKR]SERGIEE - EBRRE]D 4 57
BELTLS.

PEBEICEFSNETOFRMAREELEL—LIOAT
fEREnT=. 24 B, 6 k. [RATITBOER ][R EMK
RIHLMBREBIEBENRE]D 4 RFHETHD.

20 5E, 5 % BmEECHT2ES SE FMREATT 5.
[ZETATBOZ/RREMAR]EEMGRE] (L=
HHRRE]ID 4 BFHEETHS.

ERBROBOZEEREMSHMERE

Leaning Experiences Quastionnaire (LEQ)

HEEBICHTAERREMSEMER

BEBICHTERITITROER. REH
RER. BEMBBRE

=5 (2000)

Schaub (2004)

ZRE (2006)

£ (2013)

TFRFE 1455

#ETH

RFEE3SS £

RBEBERRUL RSP 4 F4
2234

T (E
K%, Rk,
3.

FRIBLUVIREBIKR]=DONT, R,
EAMLENENEDREREER (TN E

120 I8H, 6 #3%. Holland (1985)I=&% 6 BiEMBIEHIZDUNT,
(EATTHOER] (R IBRIRER] (S B S] (E DR
10 4 BAFEETNETNAETS.

18 TEH, 5 #k%. Holland (1985)I243 6 B EMEBICDLNT,
lflilx)}aqizﬁfz]Uﬂia@%;ﬁ](%éﬁﬂ@éﬂﬁ]l:ﬁwélﬁEl:
BET 5.

74188, 4
BHARIE

BUEBISH (T2 [RTITBOZ/RIK
BIETRZThOREEZRVTAETS.
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7 < 1% Matsui, Matsui, & Ohnishi (1990) <° Lent, Lopez, & Bieschke (1991) {2 & - T#%® SE &R
RENRAFEINTEY, 2D OREIZLES < OBELIT 2 1EHRIFEREOREBEL 72> T 5 (Brinter
& Pajares, 2006; Klassen, 2004; Pajares, Johnson, & Usher, 2007), 4R DK FHEEIZ W Tid, 4
Bandura (1977) OEF LT #EZ KM L7 4 A& ThH 203, BIHATEI O Z R 3 [JF2>
BALD REGIF(ET S (Klassen, 2004; Matsui et al., 1990), Z 9 L7- REIZIHWTiL. BATITEIDOERK
PEBADT A MFRERKRISE DL ZETHEINTND, LALERS, BITATBIOREMILEED
TEOHZNET O TR AAOEBNARRMBAET 2 b0 TH D720, 2D K5 Rbikimicxt
T 5P S 525 (Usher & Pajares, 2008), F£7=, FHE~OEE 7L LT, /H - WBH - £ - =7 -
BB (1995) 1F, TEHIEO THE] [ZOWTORWY 2 ). BRLOEFRED TR 1250 To
v @ 5. L) 2 2OBXERA LTS, ZOHIEIE. SE OF#RIEE LV EEICET S
TOOHHALRFETHLLEEX LN,

HE - PEHEUAO LD L LT, D (1997) OME - AR - g5K (2007) 13BERFBE OB R
EHICHET D ERIERELBE L TRV, ZORKRIIGEH~FEOD1F TW5, %72 Anderson & Betz
(2001) (TSI A F BT DIEHRIRREZER L T2, S HIT, A/is - B - A - U2 - 1
(2011) IRl A3t & L7olBhic 30T 2 I B A BRFE L. A3 & o BT DU TR 70
FERERBAL TS @1 - 79, 2012),

HERRRIR SE ICHOWTH, ZOEMRRLAE - FMTH2RENZRETICH S OB TN D
(Table 1 FEZHR), HHIRZ BLARA 2 IE G & e L, HERGRIN SE & OBI# & Rt L7ifgt L L
T, BAK (2000) IZXDHWENRET HND, ZOMRETIE, L 1RED 4 F4£ 5 G HERSIITE)
~OBER & U CTREMERRES L OSENHRAE G0 L, 25 OWIEEZTT> T 5, BRIIZIE,
KN, i, FfE, BIOBALE W) 4 DOMBRENENNS, AEFOET VL LTORE, BX
VBIE%Z EORESZ T 220\ T, THEIZTRIZ 2RO TN D,

Schaub (2004) 1%, Holland (1985) A3EME L7= 6 DOREEREM (FLFEM, WFFERY. 259k00, +H2ih,
30, BEOIEEN) ZRAZNICONT, 4 SOFREICES SRR E EORERTH D), A
120 HH #3¢E L CHIEZ ATV D, ZOREIT Learning Experiences Questionnaire (LEQ) & FEIZAL,
HHGIE LCE [ZOFY OE#E L2203 b D (BUEN—ZITITBIOER) . [HhOE G | K
T HRNTZH R E A TV D & LT & 7 (R0 — RERIRER) ) | 232 K A= H 5
OLEBREFHBT DL OB E SN G —SHENHE) BEIO LRV ALRFTFEELTLH L&,
EARZIT g o Te (R — AR - 1FBEIRIMAE)) e &% b5, & 51T Schaub & Tokar
(2005) (X, LEQ & AW TR L OV — Y F U 7 ¢ BH BN OHEFRRIUZ I 1 5 SE R R T8,
BLOBERICH 5 THEICONT, SCCT IZE SN RAT 21T > T 5,

i (2006) H[AERIZ, Holland (1985) A4 L, ASEEKOIEBINEICONT, 1) [ Z OfERIES)
FESRBRL ORIZL, HHRELFICTE ) FITTEIOER). 2) THOBRRET 20E 0T
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STRE, FERAP EFIIR02 TR (REWMER), BLU3) [ZoREEIC >N T
HiRNINGIZH LNV EIO HNIZ) LTETZ] (Sl LWHBEMEREZREL T, £h
TNOREICOWTIINT 2 5% L > T\ D, 728, AR - FEIELE 12 DWW i, BERR (0F
KB, 1981) BELOATT 0 I X M\ (F 7R - 587, 1993) ZRIET 2 Z & TR L TV 5,

S DICHERE (2013) X, KP4 FAEZHRL LT, BATTEIO®ER, REAER, B L OSHEOH
B 3 HERIFZE N LU DN TRIEDERZ1T > T %, BATITEN O BN B 13 MRS B Ok 2h ) |
TRERRIEEY DT ). TEEBMAL) . B0 TRISE P ORIy 7o s 4 RrHE, SRS
REEE TEBESGAG) . [REHG . BEO 7 RS R 26725 3 RETHD, ks,
R EEICOWCIE L N1 ( (270 7)) Wy) Thd, BEMRERNL, ZITTEO=E
e LT BT 2ERER AL Z LN TE ), THORIT& B L), REARE L LT Mt
WISEY FIZE Y & o 7ot N, BRI E O ik & M7z, TREFRICREBZ BV ), SErasg
ELT TESOEETAMEICONT, MNTWEERANLEID bz, TFiE D, sBIEEIC
DNWTT RS REXTT2] RETHD,

PLEo X oz, hofEs s g L T | ERERFURFEICIS T D SE DOIFRIFEE AL < D
HLOBEHFE SN TND EWZ D, SE ITHELE RITTHERIAZ ISR 2 2 L i3imd TEE M
BMThHHIHELLT, ZRE T MAREIZED RN L (Betz, 2007) & B ETHIE,
INHOHRITF v U TRV TEBEROCARE 7267, Lol s, FiEtks LU0yt
DORRFENR+53 TR L SNTZRETH D LIXEWEINZ & thOfFZEI i W CEFEE ORI A
WSOPRESNTNDZ L, REZHEATESDRENRREINTNDSZ L, Loz bES N
T2, EREOHEHTREN L TORREL+2BHELRN L, 4% bIFRIEOERKIZE > TH L2
WCEDLHRAEHEL TS ZENRMETHDL EEZDBND,

NV shHYIc

Pl b, ARG TIIRFAEOHEREIR SE 1T 1T 2 FERMLER TH D HRRICER L ST, FIT
FOBAER I LI AFWE L BIE - B G & WO BLED BF 21T o7z, LU, A% OMFERICE N
THELEEZOLNDERIZONT, WL ONRBEEITNZN,

WAL DBRB B L TRV RIS DWW T, A S 7/ AT A RIS R U 7= 45 i 4
TZE TE TV D DEPB A TH 281 1 SORKNTH 2 & FHREND, B2 T TGS %«
TRER L7 R DRE <) LW NEEZ, MABEPREMEREZ BRI L7 ERRE U TRIEEL T,
ZNRFEBIC L > HUREIN DD THIUE, N ABITISFENRE L LTZTRLNL 00 LV
W, TO XD, THFHRFICB W THNAER, BERR72EENA U5 2 & 1d Usher & Pajares (2008) & F1
LTEY ., il U7 REICB W TEERIER OFHBIRE A HARICE W L2 BELTH, Thb%
FRHT L I ZRKLTWDEWNZ D,
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Z DTSV T, Zinken, Cradock, & Skinner (2008) 13 & [F & BMEIZ 45 7212 TS SIR O
SEETI] ERELTND, ZOETIVTHE, SE OFHRIFEICE T 2 BEICOWT, AL (Self) —fih
# (Other), BLTUMTA (Action) —7Ffli (Appraisal) &9 “#HhZZESELH> 2 TEL L., £FH
WREZALEDSITCTW5 (Figare 2), Z ONLESIFICHEXIL, SMATWEDONLEN S EONE, Ffi, A
WCEDET, LV —HLEKHEDOEWIIEEZIT) ZENFRIZRD EEZDbND,

B2
(Self)
BETITO &Y
=k E gLt
_ >
21 ER
Sh 2. i
= e
RERHIPRER BT
s
(Other)

Figure2 1E$REDMSTET L (Zinken et al., 2008)

EHC, ZOMBEETNEZEMAT 2 & T, HWHIRFEH, KREOFRSLHH L W o7, KV FEMZ
Y7 I N—TIBIT HERIROREEAHRE LT <R WO FE L B D, Bl ITHEE - 77 (2011)
IR OEEBISEZ MR L LT, ZOFT /MIESHOTEIERIRD 7 7 2 F 08— 2RI LT
%, Kreuter, Farrell, Olevitch, & Brennan (1999) 33 & UtKreuter & Wray (2003) |2 L4UE, 77—
DFFHEICE DRI AL, HRE 72 DEMOFFRICES N LV EENR T 4 — RNy 7 2424 5
TENTE AL —RIERROIER AR T D Wb a I 2 =r—va V EHRTAADRRKE N
TEEHLMNILTWDS, ZOXHIRT7Te—FF [F—Fy Mealia=r—3 3] LI
HBOPH A Z RO RHE ZRET D Z L& AL LT, EICA DMK E I R E % 5y

HT2bDTHD, £V T I7N—TICRTDHALIH L, DT N—TITh & B 2 HIvdNEITHF
L L7238 O AT ZRRILT 205, 2D X 9 7 7 a—FFRFAEDOERKRINSEL (b3 25412
HEETREHLDTH D,

HEFBEINSEIC T D MIBIC DWW TA I OBE TR E B, BT HOZR L IR E L CTEM

INENWI RTHD, Thbb, REEOERBIUBEIZEW T, Hl 2 IXZBRCmBiSE) 7 &
EEROMERE BN TE 2 & DHRIIR DN TERY | D ITEITITEI O & L CTHRET D X 5 2B A
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KEIFZLEALVEDEABELTHNRNDOTHD (L, 1993), 1 (2013) 1ZZDAIER L. EBED
SETRTS EhRER DM HE IR INSEIC T T B A MFT L T\ D, TR E TOREMEDIFZEA LR, SEX
FEATHER & 2 7p U CRIBRIE TR LART O R P AEZ R R L LTV D REBE L CTH, SEL BiiEEi O

HEBNMEL ) S BLED DATON AN RITBO THEHRMAZ 726 LTWD, LALARRL, 20
FFRICB N TIRE R R FAFEEICREINTE Y, A RPESRICEOMAELZHER T2 2 LITE
WThHD, /o, IV THIFT =AM E =227 HDHVIT AL ML R ECR S
TR DEEEUAR & LIRS R EBAILIAEINL TRV, 20X ) 2R & B TTBIOER & LTH
ST SIET D, LALLM 6, fRE L THADSEICE BREEEZ 52 T RinoTc L2
HhhHY, o ORBRBEREIRIZE T 28 TTEN & L CEEINE T OV TR BRET oA
5,

TOXIRBIRERE XD &, FHCMAE (Other) ([ZHESW I EHIROMREN L 0 BRI EREZ o
EEZ LD, BlxIEI (2008) 1X, KEFACE T D AIEE OBISEBHAR®RE O 5 b, NEESE
104 DLFEZ L, £ ORGE REBAEBROMNASTIEE LTHN TS, ZOREE, EEKEIRSE
RECRT D TRERR) K10 DRBEG) KT & Wofz, BEITENEERGERICHE D K7 O 5808
mELzZ EzHELTND, E5IZ, Tansley, Jome, Hasse & Martens (2007) 13 KFAE DO HE R IRINSE
SLLT, AEERETHANEVEILEEZ TS A v =R ED LD REEE H X 50T
WTHRT LTS, BEARIZIE, gain-frame (FIZE 25870 L7 S B L) 35 X Wloss-frame (182K % TR
LZZEWEHIL) LD Ay =2V, WTh b EREIRSEICEEIAON RN 2T2b DD,
loss-framelZ L 2 A v B — V% ZF 2R G813 —EEEZIC L 0 s e R SIUTE 21T o T\ Z
EERELTND, HLETHITHDL, T 5 LIEAFFEITHERSRSED M FIZk 1T 2 thEF BRI
R, ZORNANED LY FEMRREHOBERICOVWTRLIZLDE VR D,

KFPADOER BRI 2 OBERDEMEITIESE TR TH Y | ZHVE TS 2258k D 2 W I3E
RNBIERR SN TE 2, ZOHT, WEOWEIZL D & Journal of Vocational Behavior 72 £ % %
U 7 BAFICAR DS O EEMERE ISR S N O B, BEE 11%DFICT SE (ZBHE L 72 4F7e
ITHITVD &V D (Gore, 2006), ZDZ &b, Sk OERIBRITRIZIH VTS 2% SE NHER
TR L 720 2 LTV ORMDB RV, HRIROFEM R 25D, 5l & E SE OBLR b RFAED
HEFGRIUC BT D Z RN FEEL TN ZERLEEND,
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