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(Remote Associates Test, RAT) , il & & i 4 E i iR B ) 9 [R] B E Al 12 R ( Consensual Assessment
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L B AIL 2 ( Achievement Motive Scale, AMS) FH 8O BH22 ZEHBITHE ( Gjesme ) 55 F 1970 42
i, I AAE T 1988 AR L b KA A A 2 A A TG ™ 7 P 56 2 A 1k sh L+
D AR B T AR Y 2 R B B HLAT 1 1] 5 B R SO 25 S B A B SRR
DFHHL(MS) R GG HL(ME) B4 s 38, 45 15 MBI Ho MS A8 38 00H 21 i 45 [
MERYAT 55, L 2N 1B XUR: ™ < T I F AT 448 5 ik A9 MERI IS | FR 25 3 X4 Ay PR ™ 48 0T MF A%
“TEACRAHIEOL T FRAH ORI IR L7 3 Ok A 4 TR MR A | FRABOR AR L0 S5 0T, AR50 R
7 gt A5 omBoEr R EE K D B0k 0 R I S HLESR . MS 5 MF (1 a 280005178 0.940 5
0.941,KMO Z %0519 0. 955 55 0. 946,

2.8l A RARBRTR

Bl 1 A IR AR IR F R ( Carmeli) 45 F 2007 4E ke gm ', 40 8% < TR AEDS LA M 1 Oy =X
S A H CBOE I RER S B AR “ FRAE S LLATE M 1) 7 O IR 2 PR S5, %R AR
e 8 AN SR 7 A A8 B ARR SR A R ALREROK R . 3R 2 RECH 0. 963,
KMO R4 0.957,
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FE AR i SR AT 2 M7 AR R FH B 2 22 s BT 2k AL 2 A7 1 36 ( MacArthur scale of subjective
social status) , LG AR A 1) PRI 26 AR Ao 58 JRE A £ A 1) 3 W JES R 7K S o BYERSRH 10 s55T
O3 N Z B 1310 3, 457080 SR B REAS 1 G A 23 b o BRI P 1Ry . SRR E 2 5 3K Sl A
FAUKENTESR S R 5 AMESR S R R A 28 B SR 7 s o3 1500l R4 2 4RI
H B NTESR S s SN E IR Sl . o INTFESRBN 8 A2 B, A4 6 S H IR I H J2& K 2 % AH
KPR FITRUBOGER” “ T 2 IR ARIT H 2 K X BHIIF T AR B 55 5 SMEBR Bl i 5 S ZH
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X AEBE R AR 4 20, R SRR DT, TR 14 AR 2R R EE— 2002k 8
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o BEAOE SO 2R R, Bl DAL S Ll R w8 SRR

(=) Bedlisordr

ffi ] Mplus 8. 3 H1 SPSS 26. 0 FAFHEATEAE 7387, 7324 3 A3 S — MK Ut ShATLI 37 45 5 %
A A A AT VAR 2304, 52 BRI 7 A8 8 U S B2 28 B AN [R) 2 B A gt sh AILRRAE 5 565 — ) LA
FEFITE 43T 455 R 3mSR B 1E BCH 35 Wb R IR AP 42 A 1 B v g ) FRACRE kSR 17 4 ]
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®2 JLEMHEGVEETHEXRY

T M SD 1 2 3
i 5,k T 4.25 1.186 —
iR 5.09 1.080 -0.08* —
13 7y B R R 5.26 1.203 -0.09 " 0.77™" —

E. 7 P<0.001, ™ P<0.01, " P<0.05,

RARFEIRI A BUR ST 73 () e L 25 5 AR5 LABUBR s b b SR sy i B 2 T 4
AR AT -S540 R AR AE i, AP A A o Y 0L 8 MR (L3 3) . 36 3 45 Hh TN LA 48
b AEBALERE A R AIC | BIC SSABIC {H B WL DL BE B =5 |, 14 1 ( entropy ) 8 a1 W) 2 1 43
PG PERRAR , HAh T LR G 5 R (R B AT AR | DAk G DRk B 06 T 1 55 B 5 RS M A
THME . LR G S TREARIPAN , IR Ry e A% . BTSSR 5P =251
FIPUZE A HE , 2507 6 BAA B AIC  BIC Fil SSA-BIC {H, .3 9 LMR A1 BLRT {8 DL & 55
AORSIEL . A 7S 2801 L2 DA R\ RI R B ALY AIC \BIC Fil aBIC {H, (E AR {E AR T 128 5145
YT LGN A 20 I B s n] e RO R AR S A A2 B X A3, A R IR
LMR GEitEdAs i3,

F3 HRRFENMINEEINEHORE ST

No. of Profiles LL AIC BIC SSABIC pLMR pBLRT Entropy
2profile -5854.907 11723.814 11762.731 11 740.492 0. 000 0. 000 0.792
3profile =5726.562 11 473.124 11 528.719 11 496. 949 0. 000 0. 000 0. 801
4profile -5681.990 11 389.979 11 462.254 11 420.952 0. 000 0. 000 0. 837
5-profile -5642.224  11316.449 11 405.402 11 354.570 0. 000 0. 000 0. 857
6-profile -5617.043 11272.086 11377.718 11 317.354 0.251 0. 000 0.733
TFprofile -5583.036 11 210.071 11 332.382 11 262.487 0. 000 0. 000 0.765
8profile -5564.348 11 178.696 11 317.685 11 238.260 0. 309 0. 000 0.763

7% :LL = likelihood ; AIC = Akaike information criteria; BIC = Bayesian information criteria; SSA-BIC = sample-size adjusted

BIC;LMR =Lo, Mendell and Rubin test; BLRT =bootstrapped loglikelihood ratio tests.

RIS, T 28 AT e 90 Y AR B9 AIC , BIC M1 SSA-BIC {1, % & B9 (8, L & 7E LMR. FlI
BLRT 30 W20 P, ARSI s o320 i o5 REAS LU MR T 59 B SR, (FLK — B9 (A7 A
(4 H AAE FBE G G s | il HE SR S A7 A B R R B AR 0 AR 9% r /N AR B AR 2 B T R A PR S
(R REER R AR, DRI ELA PR B T A B a2t . R , 28 IR RS AR R UL f 8 | e
B, A Ao BN B0 ISR S % R AR 2 A U S MURRAE () Z RE M R AT T S A T Y 20 i, 25 1
TR ABIETE R B TR B AL,

R4 5K EIT 5 PAETRUE SIAURAE AR A5 S Bk o JC T 38 SR BB ) ) 26 ] F A
G5 HOG, BN WA —2E(C1,74.65% ; M, ,=4. 36, M, =4. 82) $hric N FEHIE” . C1 78k
SALPAHERE b 453 S50 rh A ELBCR T, WA 38 SR D) 5 3 0 2R SR rh PEAS B R B
BB OB . C2(0.62% ;M . =2.39, M =2.20) [RIEELE IR 30 A LA K (HK
SRR, X — TR R B = X BT AT B, A SR A S SR B FEDE S e R A S A
A N BB ) C3(14.36% ;M =2.51, M, =6. 02) Bhric h “ BREEL | 3 —REAARTE B A
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R FE L B R, WA TS S A m] BEE T AN HELDE , T8 SR i Eh 4 JE b A5 23w, R
X EAT PR AR AR A PR AT 55 B SR XU AR, C4(8.38% M, = 6. 12, M, = 6. 33) HibRich
“ERORL” K — PR B G R I 5 3B SR IS WA B b A 23 (A 85 D e e, U W Z AT 36 SR PR
P BRI B (] s 68 2 Iy mT e Pt A B, SR B s ZUAY BEIULy . C5 (1. 82% ) 7 ik 5 Kk M 4
JE AR BIER R (M, =5.91) (HAEER I 4E L A0 BEER (M, =2.76) , B IZ AR A
(10 SEE N VO A W i) A NN €€ o S L

R4 HRFENFBVEERNERHENRBREER

MF MS Cl Cohen’sd C2 Cohen’sd C3 Cohen’sd C4 Cohen’sd C5 Cohen’s d

£ R AR
M 9%%Cc M 9%%Cl  MF  MS MF MS MF MS MF MS MF MS

Cl 1435 74.65 4.36 [4.30,4.41] 4.82 [4.75,4.89] — — -2.71 -3.20 -2.54 1.46 244 1.85 2.14 -2.32
2 12 0.6 239 [1.78,3.00] 2.20 [1.55,2.85] 2.71 3.20 — —  0.17 4.66 S5.14 504 4.8 0.68
C3 276 8.38 251 [2.33,2.69] 6.02 [5.89,6.14] 2.54 -1.46 -0.17 -4.66 — — 498 0.39 4.68 -3.98
C4 161 1436 6.12 [5.93,6.32] 6.33 [6.19,6.47] -2.44 -1.85 -5.14 -5.04 -498 -0.39 — — -0.29 -4.36

C5 35 1.82 591 [5.56,6.26] 2.76 [2.39,3.12] -2.14 2.51 -4.85 -0.68 -4.68 3.98 0.29 436 — —

/£ ; CI=Confidence Interval,

5 DRI LE AR MU SIAL I E T A7 0 B (R 5 A S B YR (A 1)

7 -
6 L A
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e O N
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e g d
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83 7 “u
=
R
e o
2 —5]
w2+
1 1 1 J
B 5t K K i KA

- Fhol) —a— KT — = PR e R e R
B 1 REIAAREHL SR otk B TR

() AREZRRIGIE )y B B ek oy LuAk
BT IR 2 TR, AW FURI T BCH J5 357 IPAG 15 ) A FRAAR I (4 2 31 45 5 B (D
PEAT P HE LA 2 B3 ) A AR 2 3 Z IRl A 22 5 (L3R 6 5181 2) o ANl A k2 A 1 4
i& 1 A BELRE AT I HE R O - C4 BEUI>C3 PR CL F IS CS fRAF RIS C2 B AL, Horp,
BEPOR SRR 2 AR A3 ) 1 BRI I R g, 35 v T At 4 2R3 BRORIR A AR 1
i1 A BALRE R R, AR R T O A HR 8 i T At 3 28T AT A AR A5
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>

J1 H A RE AT P (L R T O S P e A (BB TR A R S R Bl M2 T,
B T R AT BB R A BB ) A FRABE AT - UK, L Z A 2 52
Ro BRMINEBEEXMNCENERAERNAENESR

20 18] £ 5% (class kclass k+i,i=0,1,2,3,4) AR T
Rl XA M S.E.
Cl Cc2 C3 C4 c5 Lo
F A A 4.92 0.032 —
B A BB 2.56 0.633  2.36™ —
B & Pk A 6.39 0.064 -1.48™ -3.84™ — 943, 439
A B A 6.78 0.063 -1.86"" -4.22"" -0.38"" —
1R A 2.78 0.345  2.13" -0.23 3.61™  3.99* —
JE: ™ P<0.001, ™ P<0.01, * P<0.05; 4k F 5 ¥ ity & b df=4,
7 -
6 -
g
g
@ 4f
® 3}
.R'
¥ 2L
=
1
F AR HHA Pesk A A FRFAR
(m 4.92 2.56 6.39 6.78 2.78

2 BEMINEBELCEH BRYEERBAT

() AR IR A M Il AL S B3E ) B B REIRIT G &

RHRGE U SIHURFIEXT A3 7 H FRALRRIER A2, AR 54 P RP Bt S WL S B AR S, B3 ) A
AR IEAE A R AR 5 S S B AR A fil s & 76 801 N 20 AT Z2 etk A 0 dfr . AP 2
JCLME [T EABE 7R o Y T A5 s (G4 B A8 B S P28 i ) $ica (m) 2 13, BRI YA Bl det () 5 T
AR R (m) (5E R K N=50+8m I BRI HLA A B R AT SER Y L 5 A 250 C1 P FB (m
=1435) . C3 PR (m=276) LK C4 HEBUN (m=161) AUREA B IR B R (WL 5) , HI7EX 3 13
AN EBHEAT Z Te LMk mH 23 A, A5 R sk 7 B,
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Differences in Achievement Motivation and Creative Self-Efficacy .
A Typological Approach to Top-Tier Students

CHEN Yuze
( Faculty of Education, Beijng Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract ; Creativity is considered to be the key ability that top-tier innovative talents should possess.
The individual’ s personality tendency to challenge the conventional is considered to promote creativity,
while the influence of the conservative mentality of “fear of failure” on creativity is controversial. Through
literature analysis, it is found that the motivation to pursue success and the motivation to avoid failure in the
motivation for achievement are the two important factors for capturing and measuring the two personality
traits of top-tier students; “ conservatim” and “ breaking the rules”; creativity and selfefficacy are
individuals’ overall perception of their own creative abilities, which can avoid the onesided and accidental
nature of the current creativity measurement, and help to more accurately evaluate and predict the
individual” s creative potential and the creative performance. Based on the analysis of largescale
questionnaire survey data of 1,919 toptier students in 34 colleges and universities, the potential profile
analysis method was used to identify the types of top-tier students with different achievement motivation
characteristics, and further exploration was made on the differences in creativity and selfefficacy between
different types. The study found that; firstly, there are five types of achievement motivation characteristics of
toptier students: peaceful, alienated, challenging, aggressive, and conservative; secondly, there are
significant differences in the creativity and selfefficacy of the five types of toptier students, and the
enterprising and challenging top-tier students show a higher sense of creativity and selfefficacy; thirdly, the
motivation to avoid failure has different impacts on creativity selfefficacy in different types. It has a negative
impact on peaceful and challenge students, but a positive impact on proactive students. This discovery
provides a new perspective and empirical basis for understanding the cultivation of top-tier talents. In the
process of cultivating top students, it is necessary to maintain a balance between “ conservatism” and
“breaking conventions” , provide appropriate psychological support, and promote the development of
creativity in different types of top-tier students.

Key words : top-tier students; achievement motives; creative selfefficacy; latent profile analysis
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