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Intermediary Effect Validation of Self-criticism
Based on the Choking Experimental Paradigm
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W OE: CARMAIEAKRA TR 8 L S e HLEE 5 AT AR RS AR &, Rk T
MMEBAFAEN AR KIE”, B KRS0 “Choking” £ 3678 X, , 42 A KA H) " 1E H AR
HFANRE WL AR T2 RILGAE ARG . 350 & K342 3 RAT" A&
WA 0 AHEM K, FF 5 B B A Ao B Ty G T R RARARIRAE S0 MK, T A R 8 1
SPSS 24.0#w Process 3.0 #4743 047, BFRCAIL,“ B RALF R @ 09 BRI TR A S tE T A
AT A &RKIEINSIE H (=0.50, P<0.001) ; F B}, H “Choking” & I 2 3 Jm (=
0.35,P<<0.01), Bk, H &3 "4 4 “Choking” 44 M IRIEF B, BLAT 3R 509 & 45 J8 AL
R, FL AR T R AR & 25%.

KA JE A5 A ARILH); “Choking” 23858 X ; P AR

Abstract: Self-criticism, infers as that individuals try to avoid negative outcomes in order to
protect self-esteem, which reflecting the psychological disposition of high personal standard to-
ward the self. Using Choking experimental paradigm with dart throwing, this study is to ob-
serve self-criticism as an endogenous mediated variable in explaining mechanism of sports per-
formance under pressure. Fifty college athletes completed the personality test of self-criticism,
and then they finished the task of dart throwing under the non-pressure and pressure conditions
separately, the statistical analysis of obtained data with the SPSS 24.0 and Process 3.0 shows
that participants with higher levels in self-criticism experienced higher cognitive pressure to-
ward the self (§=0.50, P<<0.001), and higher possibility of Choking as well (5=0.35, P<<0.01).
Conclusion from this study shows that self-criticism, as an endogenous incentive of Choking,
has a partial mediate effect on performance under pressure, which explaining 25% variance.
Keywords: pressure; self-criticism; Choking,; mediating effect

RESHES:G804.8  HRIRIAA:A

SR T 77T “Choking " 47 4 B 5 B BEHL R J2 2 Je A% (0, (H Y B IR R 487 1) IR A
BRl 25 A 9 98 72 10 HE B IS, 78 AR R AT D A6 FH 80 g T AL 7 B B DG B (&= P B 45
2020; Mi1H 45,2019 F 8F, 2005 ; Baumeister , 1984 ; Iwatsuki et al., 2018 ; Merced , 2019) .
Merced (2019) 3\ Jy , X T “Choking” [ B2 fift , 5 Ho & £ i 5, L-F- 2 — A “ B JRBIR”
(self-sabotaging) L 5, AT LA 5 “ B 3744 5 I K R 25 7T R 2 4 (18 58 A U0 I 0 OO A
H5HT 1) “Choking” 7643 Mt & L, 78 84 Fift I 7 Y8 51 A2 ¥ 222 4> “Choking” 2% & 1t , JG PR
T 0 B 7 R 1 s 3 Y80 “ Choking ™ 47 4 FR A HI 2408 = 0 S 25 (=0.86) , BB 3L,
K “Choking” 8 3 B 5V 0 Hs 77 BBCRE PR P Y58 D) 3 AR C Rk 55, 2018) . IR IR
R OHEVES IR AR F R R 3 REE IR (Self-focus Theory) [
fiERE AN RALE TR J3 1 5 R ATAR S5 I, 2 G g« B 3R vE R R AR B RV OGN 4
I, DT 2 52 ) B AE 55 AT B 0EE . AR G 19 “ Choking” BIF 7€ < 3L, 1 858 1R 46 [ 74D
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RIEE 15640 T, R T AR B 10 B R OC I B 4E (F
1 , 2005 ; Baumeister, 1984) . 1R #& Baumeister ( 1984) ] fi#
BoxamTEERE R N ANBRBUERR AR, B8
PE A KL, AR B RS RS WEOE, 5
R, BT AL S5 AT R AR - A H #l A “Chok-
ing” W 7L SCHRE , B R R B A G P IR 16 SBURFE
LT ARSI W K B £ B R T (Wang et al.,
2004) + 58 3 3 X (Gucciardi et al., 2010) + H 2 (Geukes et
al.,2012) %%,

“CH IR AE AR R I B R O BRI
FE YRR B A )RS AR (Sedikides et al., 2008) .
TE RO SR« B R0 2 ORI LL R ED
B, 3d@ 3 A B 3R 8 B S5 1 At LG, XA AS 1k
P ¢ 1E 47 4 (Thompson et al., 2004) . Zuroff Z¢ (2016) ik
N “CERALA ARy — P RS LA, LE SR R0 7 =
2 WL TE B R BUR O B . BT B, ¢ kAl
FI7ME N 5EE B RS R B B B &R 2R R St
2 PR H T AR E” (self-standard) & 1E , 1 H 15 28 80 AT
A (Kitayama et al., 1997) . Lueke %5 (2017) FI#F 5¢ & B0,
A A 1 P A AL TR 2R R 1 SN L D T A
AR R R, 2 RIHE S AR EZERA . HIL
AT, “CE A AE N AR ARG NIRRT R, RS
PR R WA I BT AR A . =
T D0 AH AT FT A B A AR N T U R R
R E E“Choking” 17 NI K & .

AT FALET R R B EE AL b, 2 e 3 48 A v K
T e ad i TR BT 25 119 “ Choking” 52 56 714 20 ( Lohse
et al., 20100 Y 4 AH 32 # 45 » 75 AR 45 Hayes (2018) . il /& %
S (2014) 2 UL Bl o A J7 iR HEAT Gt WLER , OF 22 ikie
R CH FALA X )R “Choking” IRTE F AL, & 73R )
4 T “Choking” 5% 5 1 3, R 44 0 72 #0 R B (£ R,
2019 F 3, 2004) , M5 H A7 N R 5T A2 75 2 X
“Choking” &K I B 52 mfEH . .

1 “BRMFATH PN RIZER

ML “Choking” I BE & i FE, ) 2 51 iR IZ 3 RBLK
YE IS H AT PR 2514 . Baumeister (1984) 3 i #:4F 1 JE /7,
W82 E] T “Choking” Bl % , FAE K 71 552 5l AT 55
R R BEAT TR 2 AR (AR R, S
58 I B AR 7 TR0 PR AR AORE BEAT B A, LA T ANE
#E H %2 ¥ “Choking” 9L R /2 75 /2 % T 501 & B 3 &
JIT L . BE Uk, F 3k (2004) 7E H 4 H 1 “Choking”
Ao R B o R R VAR D — AN S R ] A
Xt i 7 BN A8 B N B R g, 3 T A R AR FHAT 25 (1 4k
It . XM RSB T E S0 S ¥ . Daou &F
(2019) & B, 8 3L W0 4 e g 475 55 1 1R A R0 R L8 R 1 £

JE S I X HAT R ILIEAT R4 B, B Gk 3R S i
) DI s FRESE (2018) (19 “Choking” 76 73 #7 t & 8L, @1
S S AR IR ) 51 RS AR 1 DA R R R K R R RE AR TR
“Choking” 47 >4 77 T ¥ 15 B K 1 20 B & (R 2h 0.12,
0.18) . FHILTT ML , “Choking” [ 5 56 ¥ 302 36 + % 1 #1E
1 7 A AR R R R 8 0 SR AT S /I . BT DL,
S AR 0 I 15 1 /2 < 2 F“Choking” 1) S 36 75 30, “ K Jy
TSN BE % T “ Choking ” 47 A (H,) »

RTCEIEEmM” 5 ARAHA IR RERE, AT
T A A I NRE R IR Y BT AR
W WO S 22 R B B A 1 77 /2% (Thompson et al.,
2004) . Cunha %5 (2012) % W 42 1 449 42 i A 11 25 i 4
FE B, R AR S v 1) 5 1 A 8 R ) S R AE | Rt
I D 2E R Powers 25 (2009) X 55 44 K 22 AR 18 Bl it
BEAT T HE R 00 J5 I 7 IO 5, 40 B JRAL 7 R AR
KRR RIAT T HEE, RO H JAA 0 (12 3 7 3%
T T AR X R 1 DA R 4ELC RS FE K ; Campos 55 (2018) 18
X 207 44 B N B AR E FE R RO %, R B FR At
S e v PR AR B TR e O ) U . R, B
ML MR L 3 R T R B, 2 9 B A R AR 5 2 4
BT SRR, B 0 TR MR DB 2 0E A
PR B FALH e (HD .

AR A 07 MR R R S S R B, “ B 3R
U070 1) AN A E T A IR A 1R G SRR L AE R
SRR G ZBNTE BT AT S PAT R T
[% (Heshmati et al., 2018 ; Lucke et al.,2017,2019) . Lucke
B (2017 K I, war E FRA AT P A K 2 AR AE T <3
BT MPAT R R T AHRHMR SR . Ak
B, o0 T | At A e i AR, B T A B
o ue” b T TR T AT L RS SR O T b FT AR
PR R, e WoE 8 7 B, (R A F il g n . AR
1M, X — 1 78 S 1 22 5 BUE 5 AT I 20 T [ . Heshmati
S5 (2018) FYAIT 78t R 0, B FRA 07 A0 1) F) vy o 2R AE 2
b 2 75 TR AR R St (7=—0.33) ; Lueke %%
(2019) 3@ AN A “ 5 B A7 7K [ 28 1) Ll 3, R s« A
FRAE A7 (4 AL W B 5N AR S5 AT ORI AK. FT
DAL A5 B A g, < B A 7 BE A TR R ) R )
“Choking” 47} (H,)

W FEIN A, AR AE 01 Strb il T A ) 2 5
HCAT 55 F LA 0T 2 1 B8 5 RN, o Rt ) 1 2 DR oy FL vk
JE 7 OB, 3N AT 55 R B B R R . AR 4% Hayes
(2018) il AB A5 (20140 A K H A 58 AR 3o 10 2 1L, [ 4%
B R A A HEEE Y 3 AR AR 1 R — AR R
)7 A S P 95 55 DX A “ Choking ™ Hh A i 86 AL ) 00 48 A
B, HAE B AR & 4 R IFAT S (- D
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Figure 1. Testing Mediational Model of Self-criticism on

Choking under Pressure(H,)

2 FFERIgt

N T HRAIES B R )R “ Choking” 2 B H A
R AR AR Y, B 7043 2 2 AN 9T SR R«

BFFE 1, 5 CER IR AT 55, i 8 “ Choking” 52 58 ¥ X
AT 8 S AR A I R A Aok IR H AR S
vl 2 AT 15 P RO (AR 06

WFFC 2, £E 5 W 78 1 Ry LAk 1, Jl i 5 5 Se a8 i o
T, S PR ZY HCHE K US4, S R AL 1K 77 R “Chok-
ing” th A-E I HEAT R 56
21 Azl

WEIE 1 A B4 21 % - 1) % F “Choking” #: F 36 3%
PR TR SIZ B8 5 20 | At 2407 0 i 17) 45 1045 P R 005 R 560 o
2.1.1 “Choking”# 1£ & X #9 1 52 36
2.1.1.1 %R

iR (PR =B | N IR AN N = I AN = A
BUE I = LL iz 3h 57 30 & 7E s i gk, ot Bk 17
Y, 13 4, P EIEERY N 19.33 2 (SD=1.81) , %1 A Fl]
FL ¥ VEEHF . WFFER B, “Choking” 2 WL 14 il 2
S CEHE,2005) , B LLASF 578 A 25 16 1 50l 22 3 1) 1)
2,112 EHRES

T SCER AT, R IR R AT %5 B R T “Chok-
ing” Y 52 56 # 4 Y5 20 (Oudejans et al., 2010 ; Teeselink et
al., 2020 ; Wallace et al., 2002) , 3 ¢ % &7 Hh @ % 5 /1 1
“Choking” 7 BILIf) #8 1E 208, MOAR B 9 AR SR 90 KR AT: 45 3
A7 B VA 2 () 06 IE %% o AR N S IR AR 0T 55, 11 IR E
broCEELE ZE AR MEAT B i . SR N A EL AR 18
SbREE N BRI 25 g A4 Lol A XK R A 0 PR
T 1.73 m, 3P0 PE B 2R 4L 2.37 m.
2.1.1.3 5K E

Robertson &5 (2017) %f “Choking” & Bl 11 Il & 38 1%
KABERIBIR  HX TR BRI ENEE IEE. A
DL, TfF 90 06T 45 22 B0 000 3 A7 1 ek, 3 SRS i
HIRIE, B ERAIED T

1) 2 W0 2 8 b5 - 0% TAT 55 8 VE R B I &2, AR 8
Wallace %5 (2002) [ & 3, KEE ST H N : D=21-N(1),
Horb 21 AbrvEE A A 2 AR fem s N A TR TR A B R O 1)
PR . W SRR, N 21, R, AR CD R
B2 BB A A T BB 0~ 21, FE MR 9 BUME R K, B 45
g/
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20 F WM B AR Ny Tk A R A R F
X H CIEE) RIS ARG, i Iwatsuki 55 (2018) 1)
B, WF TR o — 4 FE 1 18 B R IR A B PPl R, B
0~ 10 43 ) 5 B 748 A WU 5, VF 43 8, T 30 55 TRUAEL (¥ Bk
6

BT DL B I & B 4% “ Choking” 52 46 ¥ =@
€ X, 6 N E 3 RGUKFIR T HAE LR F i
gl 1k 51 /K *F A “Choking” ( £ 3t %, 2018 ; Baumeister ,
1984 ; Daou et al.,2019) , &AL I H AN

{145 R IR Gi=“ 17 WG+ 17 R I H BT
D — B A7 WE ST+ “ TR /7RI AR (2.

MR T A2 M5E X, Hoih 5B g RAE A s, it
%E N “Choking”
21.14 EHEFEENKT

IR 45 “Choking” B 78 I & 73 2% B 76 43 # 32 W C F 3k
£5,2018) , B 58 43 39 K FH G s 70 s 73 5 o AN TR £ 5 58
15 50 4G LR A S K T, W ZE A5 5 4h
AT A4 .

1) TEJE 71 5t s Bl e 58 i 90 0= 1 R R AR AT
F i DUH 1 A R ERAE N BTEY , B By AT i Ste 3
2) 731 5« R TE 56 BT B0 I BRSO S5,
BRI DR E RO W A CEE, 2005) L 344 (Bau-
meister, 1984) . #: 2> P fili (Mesagno et al.,2019) , it f 52
3R RORTIN LB e CEHE, 2008) | 2 Jil (Wang et al.
2004) FIR 8] £ 47 (Essl, 2017) .
2,115 EH Ryl &

A B T RS2 B S I R AR A R ), AL
KT R 1 ) 5 0

SR H A 1 (8 3 38 2845 R B 3R (CSAL-2) ) i
DAHIURT YR A 5 A 4 P &, SE AR 9O AN H . Forr, Il K
FE R AB ON T2 EE AR Bl A 52 58 b Xt AT R A A I 1 SR A
O L FHO Al N THT BT AS e R ILE SRR )7 5%, Bk
SANGH YRR B O T B AE S P AT RE I AN &
18 5O B 3004 R GO0 15 26 AR 30 A B, 0 Al PR AR
Sl E K&, BG4 H o 1945 K H Likert Scale
6 miih o, 1 RIBEZAGREL, 6 KR EZIEH AL, 1)
B B I A AL AL 9~ 54 43 o 1590 U R R R 1 S
7K PR s

£ “Choking” W 7¢ 1 , 1 7] 25 g8 B 19 J& /W & T R
(F 3t %,2018; Daou et al., 2019) . AW 74} % o] % BEAT
TR, P — B o B 5 RO D EURIR AR R R )
F 58 I B o 22 %40 331 A 0.89 A1 0.86 5 2 B AR 56, i A
WREVER T W1 J5 » B 40 3ok 56 30F M 45 0 J7 R A R A 58 4 A
RN, $E RS ) 4 U B0 UE N  °=29.82 , df=26, */df=1.15,
GFI=0.94, AGFI=0.89, CFI=0.99 , RMSEA=0.04 , i} I || % E
A AT A 3 Gl BB 45,2004)
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2.1.1.6 LA

AR B R S I8 = 5, KT S8 5 0 k47 2
B, bR R A B S 5 g . R R s
IOAT S5 M4 AE , 3 B JF E AT 2 ST 3T o AR Teeselink
£:(2020) « Oudejans 25 (2010) 25 (I EE L, 33 F 9 R 10 KA
T 55 84 5 L 2 A 34k, 38 % AT LR RCZh R 1) 70%
RVPH . WA, LA e RS 2H 10 KBRS,
BRIk F) 70 B UL B/, AT A I 2 R T ORI
ke,

FE I 20 AE %8 WK AT, R 323849 3 A 28 0 R 70 Bl
JIAF B R, RO S RS S RS £
RE R A, RS2 RIHEAT 10 OE UM R . A3 R AT
%5 58 R G 5 B B g R L HEAT [ B A, 9 A
O SRR AE S0 B R K7 . S T R S e
T2 LR 25 LA G 52 ) JHC At B X g I 30 280 R o 8 4 K 5 A
0 SI 50 i R (¥ T 35 B[] 25 29 150 min.

5 R B S50 VT AT AR B U Rl 2 X)L Y
S IO 55 RN, 78 S 56 0 B o, SR K AR B L 2 2 11
“AB-BA” P &1t .

“AB” Y % 5 AT 55 M B2 T8 R i R S
JE A1 ST o 6 s 01 S A 45 R 5 25 ST 1 SO
M, A FIiX LAY, EEA TSI, sl pl 5 &
TER ARG CE SR R ) 58 B 14 10 IRAREAT 55
SR S R SRS A R ) 2, IF JF 46 AT 1E Q0 1B 5
DA 578 BT 5 38007 k58 B — A SR B B PG K.
PRI 10 min J5 521t 454 I

FE A1 SRAT 55 MR Lk il 7 A R 4 14 F 58
BT AL 10 BRI AR . 323K o R i 1 AR R TR
CHRRIA AR B SR I, 2 R R ATTBEAT A A IERX
TGS o K I e, FRATT 2 SR A 1) A B A B
AE 3 s P56 R, FREAT 42 R S AR R 00 WL BE 5 LA S5 IR
BN AE AN AS T AT VP4l s 5340, W SR AR K s S i T
R G, 30K FRAF 22 b 7 7E WA Bl R 28 BT B R
JG AT H AR AL, 38185 FER 5 BAZ AU — A 7 00 B A
o Bl JE, LV ERES AR 1), A I

TE“BA” T 12 i i f2 b, T A I FE N 25 5 “AB” IR
JPARTE . BT “BA” T b A R e AT R R, N T
DR AIE 95 e IGEF £ s 7 480 4 2% A1 I 8 — 30, X 58 4 Ul 7
B AR VEAT T RO B SR A R S g0 T, & A bl
ol SRR T 0 B A I R I TSR A LR AR T A
R IX A G B b H R AN ZR b I i G, X
FE 8 I XA A0 58 4 Bt 51 205 B O R
SRHEAT X H, DA B 5 “AB VIR “ 55 G BORh 7 4 A AL
SR
21.17 #R 5%

N 5% “ Choking” SE 46 8 X i A Mk, R B R 1 5
JE F1 A R R 1 A R BN RT 25 3R B, AT TG xR
AR S5 RR, R T HRAE SR I 7 1 AR Ak
BT KRB (1.04~1.30 Cohen’ s d, & 1), I i
“Choking” 7t 73 HT 8 WL HYT 1.62 B9 20N 8 CE#E £5,2018) ,
WA SE 50 = 0 R R T 2

®1 ENBRESCEBSHENFER QKSR

Table 1  Results of Paired-Sample 7 Test for Pressure Manipulation and Dart Performance
N FEA JE ) 95% CI ,
WL & t P Cohen’s d
M SD M SD LL UL
CSA 11.67 3.89 16.20 4.74 -7.17 ok -5.83 -3.24 —1.04
SSA 6.70 2.51 10.93 3.82 -6.07 ok -5.66 -2.81 -1.30
X% 11.43 1.01 8.65 2.09 8.59 ok 2.12 345 1.68

JE ¥R R P<0.001, F B3 CSA Aik4aik &5 B 5, SSA AJRIKIR S B8, BB AF :0.20<<d<<0.50 A N5 R ;0.50<d<<0.80 4 ¥ 2 & ;

0.80=<d # X # 5. (Cohen, 1988)

Xt AT 5 3% I 0 T 5 B A o A 56 4 SR R, R E R R
JI5AE T BIAE55 R BLAF T 70 2% A L AR A 10 R0 B A
IE B T KRN FR#E (1.68 Cohen’s d, 3 1), ik 7 “#:{E
IE 1175 i % IR 5% %

N RS AR IR )7 R 1 R TR 55 R BLK
T B, AR5 “ Choking” 1) 76 7 A1 £ I CE #F 55, 2018) , K¢
B AR TR J7 00 N A RS R R A AR R AR S 3 AR & DT
%5 22 B ¥ “ Choking” {5 g R 48 & , 43 5l 32 AT [5] )9 485 784 43
Bro SRR, NHEEMBET 23% f1“Choking” , 4K 44
FEFE AR BE T 30% (1) “Choking” , #4352 7 K [ 2 0 & (£

2. HUAH, SERFEHN CERBASTLUHET
“Choking” [ W 2%
212 “EHEHHATEHNE

KT A H” I 5 A4 Thompson %5 (2004) )
R & T 5T R 3 g 1) 1) € B FR ALK F 7] 4 ) (Level of
Self-criticism Scale , LSCS) , Hi “ Ll 1 F Atk 7 i py 1k H
AL WA i 4Lk, 4L 22 4% B, 3K Likert Scale 6
FTE IR B0 1 A2 4 YE [ /2 22~132 43 (Clark et al.,
2009 ; Lueke et al., 2017 ; Thompson et al.,2004) .
2121 FIHEEEIT
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F2  “EARBRE"HN“Choking” B35 HT 4R
Table 2 Results of Regression Analysis for Stress Perception Predicting Choking

. . RAFAAC R H AR A B3 B #95% CI
AEE A R? R?change — t P
B AR Beta T g
CSA Choking 0.25 0.23 0.33 0.11 0.50 3.11 o 0.11 0.54
SSA 0.32 0.30 0.45 0.12 0.57 3.62 ol 0.19 0.70

VE LS DR H 0.01 < R?<20.06; PR A 0.06<<R><<0.14; K3 & %4 0.14<<R*(Cohen, 1988) .

% 18 B R 06 ) 4 R R T S SCRR, IR R A T AR IR
7 (back-translation ) 1) Ab 8, H FH 33 72 “ 58 T J i
T3 1A Wi 32 31 2% JL 1P 5 % (Barger et al., 2010 ; Blanch et
al.,2016; Case et al.,2013) . Barger 2 (2010) W\ N , 175 FH
BE R, B S RIA I T A, 3 SO S 45 M
B NHERASOCENEA S TERNER, miFET
JR S B B AR 2 5 51k “ i 38 4 1) ) B (statement of the
problem) ; Case 55 (2013) A 2y, “FE IR F 1287 (1) I 4 = 2
S WRTE FRAR T 7] 45 10 “ T B 45 %47 (functional equivalence) «
“ M %5 25 217 (conceptual equivalence) « Ml & 25 24 ” (mea-
surement equivalence) A “ T. H 4§ 2 ” (instrument equiva-
lence) 4 77 11, DRI S AN A9 8 “ R0 T L i ™ 1 8 128 1T g 2 i
S 9T 2518 5 Blanch 25 (2016) 38 5 H, 78 5 SCAL IR A
M A X S 5 2 3 IR RO 2 TR i) o R R Y
ROBE N BE I AR . R, O T IR ) R B LR AR 2 BT AT
) o B O AR T 8 RE AL IR % 4 B 7 (descriptive
analyses) - “ % 57 ME ¥4 (dissimilarity assessment) fi1“ 2% H
PT4 7 (item assessment)3 MY BL . 3 F b, A 5T TE M 4
BRI AR, R T Blanch 45 (2016) ) =Y BUE T J7 % .
2.122 BT

D“HERYED 7B B, FE R 2 L iR BEM 3 4
rp SRR TR B RHIT N 5268 ) 2 o R R A AR A 7 AU AT S
s AT, IR S AR R AT L B B 2“2
PEPEAL 7B B o 2 B0 0 1R S A 1) 38 EAT Bl ul A i 2R
il 22 0 B, RV SR AR RS R R BRS04 H KR
TR R 2R h it 2 77 AR BRI 22 7, 7 B X e 5% H 1)
F3R U5 A EUE L AT 18 S . £ i ax AN B B A
HJE, R A 124 5 B ANE S B s, iy
DU B3z, 55 )5 T2 i A 4 10 2% H OB i) 35530 “ 46 H
PGB B . X B REIK 2% B BEAT ST RUE A 56
2123 JRAEA

W5 B8 HLAE 48 18 Bl BN AR I E Al s 1 1) — 2 L big
B 53 PR RO A o AEVISRET S, B AN IS
B 58 AR ZE W) 6 EHS , IR 0. 5 1R 120 1
3G, [ 110 6, 17 25 [0 3R 91.6% . A A AT 4 45 1] 45
LT IR AR 15 B, BB 58 #1003k R 5 )5 5 3RA5 A /L
] 2 106 17 (5 61 4, 45 4 3 % 20.24£2.91 ) , H 4
T8R4 4« 28 2 it R 80IE) 4 100 47, Wiz [l ) &
100 4, v A 9 44 4Rk R 58 B IR) 2 BT 3 IR 25 {5 5 Gt

14

Ko T UMM, 55 5 A 200 35 91 4y, A 0% N 91%[ 5 51,
405 4ER(19.43 21910 % 1, 55 2 AL i £ s HI T AMOS 1)
B R 4 Hr

2124 HZF 54

FIMBEATIRREERF NG REIMN%H,
SRAF SRR TT 258 56.24% , Fov, A 4 BE 1) ARRE 26 43 )
N 31.55% F1 24.69% » 1, 1 3L (7] i 22 (14 Tr) 75 ] DA 2 i )
0 A 5 10 s 0 A — Bt A BT R v B R o R EO
5l 0.84 F110.80 5 7E L e it 1=, 45 9 A% H 1 1] 45 HEAT 55 2
HERAE AR S 5 FH T 360 00E 1 X7 B AL A AT R AR A, 45 SR
R, =30.64, df=26, y’df~1.18, GFI=0.93 , AGFI=0.88,
CFI=0.98 , RMSEA=0.05 , 1 ] Ir] 45 &5 #4) 1, & v LA 432 52 (i
B 2,2004) .

B U A5 H AT 5 100 P AN 4 B 1 R A I & )
&, Hob, B A R R IR 5 A BB B RO T R
B A, F 4K E L H O K TR E 2 DU
PR N e PR A B e S < B AR
BN EL, FESAN K H L W IR R B S AR IR
FE, oG R MUK % . in) % I & R H Likert Scale 6 5 &
95 H 0 E B R TE 9~ 54 1S Bl Y 21K
22 HR=

FERF 7 — ¥ 3k b, da A OE SR s ag, i 78 52
3 MR AT AR AY , B 7R MR B IR R R
“Choking” ) P4 Y5 14 A% F BILHI -

221 EHBHAR

F ¢ B AL B 55 44 44 128 8l AR BRBE — 2% LA 18 3)
RAE NS5 B . AR 325 (2018) $2 44 1) “Choking”
SLER 1 R B (d=1.62) , K F GPower 3.0 [ 2 %X & ES=
1.62,2=0.05, (1-)=0.80, “Choking” 52 I; [f] # A & T 3Rk
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Table 4  Results of Descriptive Statistics and Correlation
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Table S  Stepwise Regression Results for Mediating Effect of Self-criticism to Choking under Pressure
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Figure 2.

Self-criticism of Choking under Pressure
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