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2 ATANE FEAE Ao A3 YA AEH W A
wol et AAERT fonsl wodth A, @54, wHE
(0027 AL en AAF ATNAE WEH B e
of Felst sl B AR AFAA F FYol FelF 8
WES et HAE wok folvstA wgom 53, 4 43 8

AEANAA olglst 237 o ZA velyTh 9491(2009)0]
AL tiow s AGorE A

= =]
A= AEAQ Fo 59 Awel £ JARRh Fous)

Ao =2 Hsl7|% st} Topping, Thurston, Tolmie, Christie<}
Murray <](2011)7} 6447 2] TS ez 3 dAgeM= 9
s A o AFHES A A o A wek A
HAEZbel = Fomg ZAolrt Y= A= Hisdv. Hanzest
Berger(2007)¢] 115384 1374 & o=z 3 AFoA%E 353t

% A9 A5A ge) o) Wae) Bt AR L Fond

o

descts dd d7E2 FHAH o9k HAAHKlein &
Pridemore, 1992), <5 7](Jones & Issroff, 2005), WE} <212 A
2 o] Al (Mevarech & Kramarski, 2003) %3} zo] t}oksl wel
=9 ol it @ AZE AFE] gkom, oleld AT &
28 3y A& AT (effect-oriented research)d}ir  3tck

(Dillenbourg, Baker, Blaye, & O'Malley, 1996). &3} A3 -]
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ol e A7t dEstse sAA)] a9E Ha g= A2 of
Yt}(Andersson & Ronnberg, 1995; Janssen, Kirschner, Erkens,
Kirschner, & Paas, 2010; Meudell, Hitch, & Kirby; 1992). | £-9]
Assts ¥d d7AEC] dEstsolA 7MY B2 54 ods
de F e Udem A AH FBEs L IATHWebb,
1980; Azmitia, 1988) U9 ATES a1 AH AT @By
Hor= A AFH A &gk Folel st Ao Fdol BA
X s Falstal thH(Cohen, 1994; DePaulo et al., 1989;
King, 1993). ==l ATelA+= 12 AFH st stddH7E g5t
T B0 AdEAQ Ao s ° =4 vEd daso] B
Y3 QuH(AAR 9], 2002 S AR, 2004). 7|FE FEZsrs AT
T8% 55 B AF A= A =oeA] Ay E ket 2

Foohgolr A5 G50l A er duahA ek ol

thak 34 %8 A (process-oriented research)E 5434 st

om, o5 WEee golA WAE FEAE A A
2 223 o2 Bal WA £, &4 54, 49 549 g ¥

B35 Bgd WAUZES oslanA Wk A AP AT
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3. @&sts ALSH|AL

7. A8 u m

Festinger(1954)= Al3|H| S 7fjQlo] zAle] HHES Hrpsk
A= AAAR AEIE EA6HA] e w e AEHY] HuE F
3l B7F ARE de Aom A Am7kA o] ARl AT
© Hlatfgo] Frel7be] whet HlaE v 7F depd vk w33
-8, 1999; Heine & Lehman, 1999; White & Lehman, 2005), 7}
o] AY= Al wel dwiy A5 Blust= Ao FHee=
o] o] gkth(Gibbons & Buunk, 1999; Gilbert et al., 1995).

Hlu ool sF-ql7kell wet RlulEr 7 depxlivte S F
bl e ARSRN A4S WA AHEW AR RjuE Hlule]

6(‘3]:01] w}g} /‘ﬂ ‘IQF%]QE v‘i—‘?r%‘:}. o]%oﬂ% X}’dl’ﬂ_r/} @’3]'%:‘ /\]_‘aj_

Hl o Ao & = Abekd| ul(upward comparison), H]$=3$F

©
=
g 7 AMESE vl g e R S AR al(lateral

comparison), AHAIH T} FE3= AlS H)
S

2 (downward comparison)”} At} A3

=

o

lolu} Ao gL m A= WS BAS Fu dFE 2
st o F7tA o] AFELS Hlu dydd A}ES H o,

Melol AbSHlnL B A des dAse 45, A =0
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s Aoz tehdh Aldlel Asula Al 2SS PP
= A%, BAG wntm axqsts A, ke veel Aol
e 2R 29@ sHsgel wrn a4se e oAl

2 ALY tide AgaAv(dy s, 1999; &2, 4,
2004; Bunnk, Collins, Taylor, VanYperen, & Dakof, 1990). ©]<}
22 AT Ays2 AHSH L iAol dEa ARSIH| S k=
7178 AAE wrel Al sk o] Eo o5 AwdE 4 U
Taylor, Wayment®} Carrillo(1996)2 A&H|nE F3|A= A7)

&5 7] (self-improvement) 7} 7Hg & S5 & 94, ShEH| LS
A E ATIHAE7I7E S & SSEY AkET o5&
TR FARRIALE SeEM = A7 7FE 7] (self-evaluation) 7F 7H

A
)

vt =359t Helgeson?t Michelson(1995) %= AF3]H] 1L

Aej s B8 Adste] A7GEIE A

SN

RIS of
0%,
Lo

il

e, A71H7E7E A RS B, A7 ndEr)E 6
WE FI SHETL TSI Tesser(1991)2 #4718 7H-A]
= A

(self-evaluation maintenance model)S %3] 7]2o] =4l

X

st S4A Hrtes fASEe 718 7HA vk 7hg s
ok 7RI ARSHl L BAGol M = APl ik e Ak AL
3=t o]+ ‘H]l(comparison) ¢ ¥+ (reflection)’e] H4 S &

| Folxin JH1e Bl st gt o] AAloA FTastA B
d ol A HlwstAY g Abgta Blus & wo= wkgle] 3

e Be Wohsy) qRel AP uE S FE) 4L

o
i

o
J

!
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gg masl A e Algviel wmE Wgo

7ve] BRI AT SAtel = Gibbons? Bunnk”} o3 ¢]
o oolE2 ARl FFE SAste H=E fdssded WA

ALEI RIS ATt AT ARl o S Wk AFSH] A

om o] FYEL A 7=, stEFu 7, AT o
Ao vnl AEFAYS DolRE 19749 FFdor FAHALY o F
Gibbons# Bunnk: A}3|H|al 7 8Fe] BHAAS 3Heldtr] 98l
H=a YEdaes gidos Hxe gysts Adssion o 3}
Ao A 8EdS AAS HAF 11EdS AASdAT. AFAES
o] TS Iowa—Netherlands Comparison Orientation
Measure(INCOM)eletar st om Qi Ay sHagld
o8 cle 2828 FAHSE HALE FAHO AES U
o FydAe dgEd F299(2003)¢]  Towa-Netherlands
Comparison Orientation MeasureS 3+=¢lo]] wrA| ZF3}sl7] 9
sto] 7)E Aol g SAS AL M L] WEka

Ve AR B AEE RS

-

El
e
3]
(i
X!
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Wheeler(1966)= 71E°] AR3njue] s A8d = =
dEME =5 O Zee Al Bl

. 28y ol Fo] AE2 NI AR FE el FEFS VA
© UeFRE BdES AdEdd. 2 5 A W

23] o]Fold w A vyt o AsA FEEvs Aeln
(Gibbons, Lane, Gerrard, Reis Bergan, Lautrup, Pexa, &
Blanton, 2002; Ybema & Buunk, 1993). th9] G52 13 H)
Aol A A9l R E(inferiority) & BFlelAl Zeld We
b gla Bl RAE BAEA 2 Gl A a4
F doldre st T oA WS AV g F7] FEe]

TF. Smith®} Sachs(1997)= A7 & &E717F & FoAAeEL 3
[e)

Mg AESHE W, AVBAE} B RelAEe fabla
2 Ast A Stk @9, sEuns Aol A 43
2 @A o wol5Y W @A Hrh(Hakmiller, 1966). ©] s} ¥l

sto] Friend® Gilbert(1973)+= A7 ZoAE dido=z Abd A
ArLE Adgsidon, o o FHeA =& HAgE B2 I
W Hes we Faoz wAS ALY AFAES AL Alg

2 AAE o FoArse] =

e F5E we AoE AN Wl FoAE s FFuw
s}

AN e A5E we 3

o

¢

AREZ ¥l eHueE Mists AL sl Brickmanét

Al #1geol 2 4 dukal FAR ol d¥e dq e

Wills(1981)¢] st &ALe L o] 25 Fsf A



Asdtis g d7E Fi SAsdth dadTe] g2w 4
grow A¥e =i AFAel sgulas A7d el o
A4 AABE =7A He AV gs i eoHGibbons, 1986;

Gibbons & McCoy, 1991).

At el A Fa Y] AAE FNE ATAES 2w d
ek Abg ke AR, gAML 7E skdEdel] A A
S vH 4 du B3 th(Huguet et al, 1999; Seta, 1982). 4
FHla7F o] FFS A LE olf v thdsith AA, A
HAE & FAstE AbRS ARAFOEN ofd A FAY
AE 7kl dig F& HARE Id4& 5 A Buunk & Ybema,
1997; Talyor & Lobel, 1989). &4, Elcle] M &L 274 &
7] Ee v e sHAE AF 5715 fEEti(Blanton

et al, 1999). AA, 7HAL FARE TS 7HAL AW M o4

(o

of e HEFeEA AT|HILE T
A$-aL, ol & 2As7] 93 =89S 7] &9 th(Huguet et al, 1999;;
Seta, 1982). nlx|9to &2 7h¢le A S L84 FP5= AMES

#ETFo RN A w3 28 FAYES JHA L vt 2A
o, o]l= A gk AAF(self-confidence)¥ A& T7H
(self-efficacy)e] o=z ool 4 At (Buunk et al, 1990;
Lockwood & Kunda, 1997; Wheeler, Martan, & Suls, 1997,
Huguet et al., 2001).

gh, Bl e T Aol vt & AEkulalo = A
Ao AR L FRIHA sk il Bl ke 2

S stz Qs mee] Aol M g FAbE A 4 glka
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2l tH(Collins, 1996;
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3, 949, 2009).
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Johnson¥} Johnson(2009)-&
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=
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Sk} (Harackiewicz, Barron, & Elliot, 1998).
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5. e R FPATINE ] HE2E

AZINE 2 Fi)lol ALl tell ZAA AL Sl A4S ol
AE2 ok W2 2013)2 SAATINE S sk el AN
W o 2 Niepel, Brunner®} Preckel(2014)2 3 27| 7/0d S #F4l 2]
Aol et AaHe gz Aot AHAEEE F54
SRE AH =, olgdd= AR
E , OF2 AR Hlalsto] A4l €
e FE-HIE5E, e A vlaske] A}

Hue As detde Fd-39517t Atk
StAAINE S AAFES FHARJ] AFolA s79E shEA el
Al zel ogas = Aoz Felyar 9oh(Elliot, 2005 Huang,
2012; Marsh, 2006, Marsh & Martin, 2011, Payne, Youngcourt,
& Beaubien, 2007; Senko et al., 2011, Valentine, DuBois, &
Cooper, 2004).

Ao 9y A5 FE-HAILEE, FE-IIEE, =
o 22 AHERVF SAATINIE e waa ad
B2 wasi Qo od e A
tH Wouters, Colpin, Van Damme, Verschueren, 2013). $HH,
Skaalvik(1997)2 StA7I7Nd 3 A EEe dAE 34 A
oM AgEE vk e SEE

A AR dA = W, 53
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%
O:|:1
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TS U] g e w=#HS 7]eo] gt o9k #AdH sl
Seaton 5 (2010) AF3|Hjal A o] 74 Aol = &
AA7INE FAo sty A4 Jes v Rl FA5HA

o ER Ao ATEe AAREA SFAAIAE I Abel e el

Apsl Rl A o D g BAle Atk Ae AAFETH(Marsh,
2006; Régner et al., 2007). A A7) 7doll 7+ S83
FEFE HAE ¥ F ostve s AR Aot
(Huguet et al., 2009; Seaton et al., 2010). dl& E9°] stAo] =pAl
o] 48t THol thete] H7ME o, st A ¢ AHE H
wshr] 9% FxrER a7F £33 5 FodIAE AHEE Ao
o A B2AERE el AE kg diydTE 3 AL
siulal g o] AN e FAdo IS MY 4

AES AN AdH(Marsh, 2006; Seaton et al., 2010). o]<} =
#3te] Rogers, Smith, Coleman(1978) * &34 159W = tio
2 A5 gt o5 AT FHAAE s} U AHAE A

o

g A BRE AT Ho

rl

rfr

o -
el A

o

183 4EE A

o
s

A e T AR el F gueld mel: Al Al &
1% wAHAL. AT A% FUAH U MuYNE AT
Au M= SFAYH Aobdel oM@ FFL mHo, 1

22 B2 Aol = A AT Aetdel welvd ddFe 7
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A7 ekgrth. ol Aopldel Al A W@ driH Fn
bookgel st Wl e 9A Z b2 Adne aug 5@
AFuE Aue eld BAETE AL oua. A

WA E JHBE 3 vlastge] 393 o E5=u Regner
50N AHREI HAES wmsh drka mh

Shavelson, Hubner®} Stanton(1976)& A7]7/dES FW 34 S
AFdsHEA AAE Mol 7] Aow EA Ri=tl ulubA
%

4
S/ e g Bd wew 4H wd Aes

;)
s Ao® e Ak SIRIAGE ALHA g4, 3

HEol AR dFe A= Aoz FQAHa At(Marsh et
al.,, 2008, Valentine et al., 2004; Marsh, Trautwein, Liidtke,
Koller, & Baumert, 2005; Marsh, 1991; Gotz, Preckel, Zeidner, &
Schleyer, 2008). A3l w=w skdAriZidy S dH =
Az Al JegAA ] v Guay, Marsh,&Boivin, 2003; Marsh &
Craven, 2006; Marsh & Martin, 2011; Marsh et al.,, 2005). ©]+=
=2 A3 AVPE S Aseta w2 ATl AHE A3
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Abstract

The Effects of Mastery Goal on Social
Comparison and Academic Achievement
depending on Academic Self-concept, Closeness

in Collaborative Leaning

Se-Eun Kim
Department of Education
The Graduate School

Seoul National University

The aim of this study was to examine the effects of mastery goal,
on social comparison and academic achievement depending on
academic Self-concept, closeness in collaborative leaning. A total of
198 middle students in grades 7 participated in the study and 4
classes out of 8 classes were randomly assigned to mastery goal
treatment groups and rest of them were assigned to control groups.
For collaborative learning group composition, students took a pre test
and they were grouped to low achiever- high achiever or average
achiever- average achiever based on this results. These pair groups

were composed with a purpose of making a upward comparison, a



lateral comparison and a downward comparison. After collaborative
learning group composition, students were noticed the pre test score
individually and they were placed on natural social comparison
situation. Before performing a collaborative learning task, students
answered a questionnaire measuring pre social comparison, closeness
between group members and academic self-concept. This study
adapted a ‘Learning Together’ model as a collaborative learning
model which is regarding a positive interdependence as important.
For nurturing the positive interdependence, each groups was
distributed 1 workbook and partial informations were provided to
each member that were split a whole information into needed for
successful task performance. Students performed a collaborative
learning task for 2 classes and mastery goal treatment groups were
manipulated by emphasizing the mastery goal. After finishing a
collaborative learning task, students’ social comparison and academic
achievement were measured.

In first research question, dependent variables were mastery goal X
academic self-concept and mastery goal X closeness and independent
variable was social comparison. In second research question,
dependent variables were mastery goal x academic self-concept and
mastery goal X closeness and independent variable was academic
achievement. The results showed the main effect of academic
self-concept on social comparison and the main effect of academic
self-concept and the interaction effect between mastery goal and
closeness on academic achievement.

The findings indicate that mastery goal, academic self-concept and
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closeness in an individual learning or competitive learning could bring
different effects in a collaborative learning. Regarding it a meanings
and implications of this study were discussed in the conclusion

chapter.

Key-words : collaborative learning, social comparison, mastery

goal, academic self-concept, closeness

Student Number : 2015-21536
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