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Application of Motivation Theories to Language Learning
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Abstract

Many studies have carried out on the importance of motivation in the learning of a second language.
Besides confirming that traditional motivation theories are positively correlated especially to second
language learning, studies have also shown that the application of motivation theories that originated in
the West to the learning of languages of the East and West reveals differences in the psychology of learning
arising from cultural factors. Newer motivation theories, such as those on self-motivation and learning
engagement, in addition to being applied in conventional motivation studies, are also being used in
language studies and in second language learning. Drawing on selected studies of the past, this paper will
examine the different roles of motivation theories in second language learning.
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—. B

FESE AR S S5 i R B 2 2] 3 i 5 A B R R 2 B ML (Benware &
Deci, 1984; Miller, Behrens, Green & Newman, 1993), ZhHHLZIKTE —/ N N KBTS —
FHANTESN I, sl BEEUEE, ZIIENMETES), 4RO ZIES), MiXiEs)
BAHE— HARATE N E OB AR (GKED4, 1994: Brown, 1994) .

B AW, LS IR AN S IR E RS . B AR I 2 22 MG
HiERRRN, wiEhAfEA (integrative orientation) , R H A EMA R —Mte
oAb, R8BS 5 L HEMEUA (instrumental orientation) , F§%5%>]
FRE ESWRNERHEM TR, fla: wRFE. RS E R E. il
B S B AFERE (motivational intensity) « ZBZ3J[AKE (desire to learn)
5B A (attitudes toward learning the language) HI%5 A48 (Gardner, Masgoret,
Tennant & Mihic, 2004) .

FEHIBIHUIIERTT, T LA I S TR J5 221K 22 2] AT (Mardanne,  1996) , %
TR ST AW TR IR RBIF B . 85 = sl ik e e, & FahLE
WU AESE MBI R R R S5 e I REMEAER . DL T s
Wi ) e 4 257 2] O, TR B e B B @) R, HAAFERE TR E 5 MG
N, HAESEARFE P IGEE S AR LA EHLE 2 TR SR,
PG HAEVE 5 22 B 58 A ME 22 X g isE i) /A 2.

—. BEsHHl (autonomous motivation) IEiLEAE

H F LR B I A B kB8 (self-determination theory; SDT) , BHi/MARE
il H IR RE 1. B HBAE N ANEE, IF I AT A 1 B R 5 5 4L 2 IR A
B, AEANMARE OISR B, 3 A AR EE AL, A NRIAT R
FH (Deci, 1980; Deci & Ryan, 2000) . 7RI, AT 3036 5 A HAT R ILH R A
LI Bhr, RKRBTHAFENEINEKS B HIEFEERR 2R
(Vanteenkiste, Zhou, Lens & Soenens, 2005) .

HRE B F R ARAT AR, 2 R0 TAEZ NS T B FER I,
T AR P e e B B R SR A= ], 2 AR AR BB L. Horb, WAEShHLIT IO 14T
RRIREFYE B H EVESIILA R AL, T AMESI LR AR RN T EA B R T A
I E I, R RAT A AMERIE AN B AL I RE FE T A B F R RE Sz, bRl A
FEEN S RAMRIMEN N B B EBIHLI AT (Ryan & Deci, 2000a) o MEZIHLATK
AME WA IMERTEBME FIFEE, HAREIE X 5 R IMET%E (external regulation) P
FE%EE (introjected regulation) - A[FIA%E (identified regulation) MK Zt#Eif%E (intergrated
regulation) YR30 (Ryan & Deci, 2000a, 2000b) , FE5k FiAPUFHAEEET 5
HRENHL (amotivation) K WNTESIHL, FEH H EFREERIAR, K7 2T B REPELS
My b (Deci & Ryan, 2000a) o FriEsMEREEE TR MERIAT N2 B IMER ST T17 9K
PEFE W e s RS TR NMA N FE S R AN CEE I RE, FEEANT
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B3GR H R E, B R FRR 5 A TG AR IR AT NI R R R 2 A
WEATERSE, RPN R A A, TRRIANMAIEAME R E I B H AR
R E SR EER A b SRRy B BV R RIAMESIL, 84T NI R A2
AR F R C e R AR B 38, TR BRI A R 1A 5 > 44 FCAth e 8 R0 75 oK
B,

Vansteenkiste’5 N4 A [F 4 5 NEEZHLEH A “HESHL”  (Vansteenkiste ez al.,
2006; Vansteenkiste ez al. » 2005) , FRIAMERA2IAT RN T BB B dig#im T,
ZNFEREABAR. BT E R RN, BT EE BRI
RYE B eI, FEBRBENE EEE, HAT B B E, Em
AR ZAE AR RAT Y, R0 RIFATN, WIEREESE. INREIT N BEK
BANLF ARSI >), BAIEMK. HRK, KA E3lK%E, 2552
AR EONART, WP A 2 Gl (R 52 ST TG N, DRI R 2 50 7 A 4 IR R SR 4 AT
N, e BEHEE R, BT A& N HME (Black & Deci, 2000; Burton,
Lydon, D’Alessandro & Koestner, 2006; Deci & Ryan, 2000; Dorothea, Dolores &
Michael, 2007; Lepper, Corpus, lyengar, 2005; Ryan & Connell, 1989; Sheldon,
Ryan, Deci & Kasser, 2004; Standage, Duda & Ntoumanis, 2005; Vansteenkiste,
Lens & Deci, 2006) o Rtt, ibAMAEAT AR R ik 2R BUT I BE H &
PR EE R SCHE (Sierens, Vansteenkiste, Goossens, Soenens & Dochy, 2009) , H
FHERAMENEIHA I I ES IR, 2RPRES CEAHMEZ, HE RN
FORATH AL, A5V A E3L, RMEE R R, EIHRA I
F£rH (Sierens, Vansteenkiste, Goossens, Soenens & Dochy, 2009) , FHFEXEM]2=>]
TEE R .

= FIRARIEIRE A

AR CIE A B I AR P R — AN EE M (Christenson, Reschly
& Wylie, 2011; Fredricks, Blumenfeld & Paris, 2004; Jimerson, Campos & Grief, 2003;
National Research Council, 2004; Skinner, Kindermann, Connell & Wellborn, 2009;
5| HReeve & Tseng, 2011) , FURZAEZ ] (students’ engagement) X274 ) 2
>R B AR SR R R A IR )52 . SkinnerflBelmont (1993) A AZEAE 2 ST N A&
T AR AR AT R TR I AT 00 8570 B LA AR 52 S I R b B B B 155 JR

AN XMNE, 18NS T I LGS, ART 2 N & E MG sl
U2 STRF VAR S0 (Kuh, 2003) . 2 STHEAHEEAAE S STiEa s, A (R
W) AT NRSGEEER (O’Donnell, Reeve & Smith, 2007) . %Chapman (2003)
P 2 S BB R R 2 A HIE S IR A A TGS, B8 REE . 2 IRIK
FERITAR,  DLAGE M ZMAE SR B 205 BN IR 5 Bl 2K

RyEReeve HTseng (2011) ZHEFE A A 22 A2 22 I BN MY E R, B8
17925 (behavioral engagement) . 15E 25 (emotional engagement) . INFHIZH



104 | FE5A

(cognitive engagement) M Jizl) /%Y (agentic engagement) (Fredricks et al., 2004;
Jimerson et al. , 2003; National Research Council, 2004) .

TRZ5EEZENF TS INERE T BI1. FratE Db 2 S 1 n) @
(Reeve & Tseng, 2011) , 47 9Z5 K55 Fir S B th 0 22 29 AR AR AR Pl 2 2 IR 5% 0 R FE AN
% 2)3RI (Frank, 2003) , #iltn: “AREHBREPRG. WESHE., B &L
FTEMFKBEEN G, A SKKMEMEREFERE. ERRXR, FKEZ
ST ERZ RS ), WA R P SN Z %5 7.

BRSSP A N R DB S L, A=A, £iE
SRS 4E (Reeve & Tseng, 2011) , JREPZ2AETE 58 BB EAT 5 5 2 AH R AT 45 )
PR 0 R B o A B AR AR R BN S AR IR T, G P R S AT 3 gk A 1Lk 2 AR 2 B
B2 AN E 2 e 52, A B BZ XA S0y, aiit—K, A MRS
B, BNV, SRR S ) B AR

WHIZ 5 TR AN A SRS O . ZAZRIN 2% 2] SR DL SRR IR FI&E Y. (Reeve
& Tseng, 2011) , HFLRFAEXHEHC, K. EIMMFEAFEALES, flan: %3]
L S22 S R S R I RS .

53712 5 72 HReeve 5 Tseng (2011) Frdth, A A% 3530 7 B € SRR I 2
SRR S ) SRR RN K S, AT IR TTER, A T TR =T E,
KA T R ES IR AR S 2N EZ) . 5%l f, Flan: $#2nm
AL FRHARATE SRR R IS BAR . IR IR IhL e SE Bk
Wi TR . Reeve5Tseng (2011) Z FrbA$E H W E &K, ZMHiFiedler
(1975) . Koenigs. FiedlerfldeCharms, (1977) % A\ &k J&H —Ii#K 2 HHit-Steer
Observation SystemfJIRZ A HEIME RS, 2 ENHERGIFEFERES S
FEEEFFHEATAH ORI ST, Reeve5Tseng (2011) WAL RIMCLHGN N =5 ZINFER
BRI X 2 AR FE R A B &5 . (1) 224X T 3= 1% 21 F FE £ IEAH
K () HEHEEHIE FLFFMAER FMRAEIN; (3 5%AMFI SR
PLIEAASE (Fiedler, 1975; Koenigs et al., 1977; Reeve, Jang et al., 2004; ¥ 5|H
Reeve & Tseng, 2011) . HReeveliTseng (2011) MHFFL RIEHAIAT NS, HESS
NS 5B el il A 2 5 ) oSS 5 I ok, R REER R AE Tl
[R5 125 5 AHUE ERAEOC, RTINS A AN ) 2 5 2 Uk -

AN FRABAE W, RIEFEHAER, FEZEIRANEESH
)R (Lee & Smith, 1993) Kial @47 NAH # V)X R (Caraway, Tucker, Reinke &
Hall, 2003) , LAR73 P& 15 W

(=) FIRANEFI MR

TV Mt %, ARGEORM B LA A 12 ST BN, BT IR #)
IS ST IR T AR 22 S BRI %8, ARYE LeefISmith (1993) Fri tif
Ko 2 F N E N 2 RN G A B R T R R, iR AR S
SRR, WHZEImSEE: k2, HHAEERS SRRSO AR R AR,
D, G AR S e . DT S RS (20100 BB RPRTL R 22 AL 2 24N
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(learning engagement) 52%%>]{5.» (learning confidence) BEATHIICHFFT, MLHFFZ
FOMFELT 2 MR T A AR R NEORE” , KRS R ERIRILK
A A NS S G O 2 B B W2 TEAEOC, 15 SIE O T 2% 2 # N B T i
WA . ARHE AT IR AH GBI AL 25 SR B, S A 2 22 DI BN B 5 22 2] st B3 ) ok
E

% 2 I1Weber, Edmonds, Brooker X Lezotte 25T 70 5 A8 X6 5 A= 27 X1 ik FA 5%
M, g5 S IR 22 AR 22 2] L IE M1 20 (Brooker & Lezotte, 1979; Brooker &
Lezotte, 1983; Edmonds, 1971; Weber, 1979, #5| HMiEIL, 2005) , WKk,
B S M7 AR S B 55 S A 48, iAW S 52251 RIE, AER
VT SS F7, ARG A RE T 3 2 A 2 2 5] R R B AT HE 1y

(D) ZIRAGEEITA

Caraway=5 A\ (2003) BEXARSE G2 A2 R BRABE . i
SRR H 2 RAATHI A, HT A RIS Z 2 RN G i
I RN LR 28 RARBAR H A # VIR AR, B IERDNARO T2 2 e, Aoy
RAEHIMER, HNLLERBRESE LS ANE 2R S 5%REY, DRI
EXEANS SRR, bEAEERES, PR AV RN D 2
ACFREEAT e, 35 By 2 R UR] 76 i b o

M. BE. FIRASESFES]

Fi ) FEN A ORI A EF], CARBONIETRIE S ¥ It E O (Barfield
& Brown, 2007; Benson, 2007; Holec, 1981; Little, 2009; Murphy, 2008) . J&H
90FAR, B AMEAHSCHE FURT T ZhHLBE FE R I B2 05, 0 DAVA B B e Je H Rk e B
WII AR ITTRMAIME 2 BHAE, 918 B FshHUE S Z AME 5 )l 2 v i) 5 24
(Benson, 2007) o HFFCIRIESE, 4 &5 =) & s il B RE FE 2 3 hn e B Rk e i RE
MR A ¥ R RSP R RAZHL (Chan, 2001) o £ ZAMEY 2T
i, BABEEMHNETE, SRRSO, BRI [F 5 o0 20 1) 5B R A
B, M-S LES NERE 8y, mMS5% 2005, I HE2% 23R
R o

HMEF 2] — AN AR, Hor ke ) A o) i R R A AR B PR
T A SN EBIRE 1 5= IE (Dam ef al., 1990; Gass & Selinker, 1994) . #£%5
TAMEF N T B A RN ES S ONE B ILER S R T
)« FAFERE CEJEACAE RS . FEX IR WA, FRE Y
T ERES CREMESURNIES FIMEZEEN o Kk, B&E e
T, ReREHARRE I RBEHCHES S, HRREES5MmAEE, BT EE Y
TR H B, WA 3 5 2 TR, JRE EE R SES IR, IR
HA M (Holec, 19815 Little, 1991; Sabitha, 2013) .
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NS & FAE201H 22 ) R Fe 2 @S AE TR & 5 ) I A, FE Sl S EN
SR . BEE R B EAWLRIMEE R T3 ZAMER =2, B4 Gt LE
B, WAARE EF #* (humanistic language teaching) . A 1E2%>] (collaborative
learning) . &34~ >] (experiential learning) LA 2% 2135 N F IR ZE G2 (learner-
centered classroom) %% (Cameron, 2007) , #5H M H PR, 56 1E 5 5 ) Bk i
WAL SIEL, R SCR A E EANR T AL PR EE, DU I8 SR A A 0 Bk ik

(Ushioda, 2006) -

HR, BRI NAESIME 27 21 AU AR AT SR8 1 SR SRR O AME 7 ) Z AL
R T bl AR IR, 2 ST BN T2 ) Ot BAA A 452 ma Jy, T AME 5 21 B
AT 8 I Uk 2 — 3, DR S BN HME 5 2] 2 SRR (B FE R B 45 94

f. FiE

H ESHL T58 ZAME AR, FE b MALE S S R b A gk, Tiix e
WP B MRS g ar, Houkimiz Fl B 3T W52 (Brophy, 2004) . tb4h, ]
MR Ot SCRF B BRI R, DRI A1 H A 3. BOAK . 15
TN BN IR 2B ARRATTE B b Al B VF R] )R R S A P98 iy AL, DASIEAIE
M EHRD B EZIHLG 2 BN T 5 MBS IR ), DU RE R LR R, 4
Wy A AL SRR R

S 3K
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