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M. PRABEN A0 2k Ktk
AN R ()

—— A F PISA (2012) v B LigdE e

SUFE

LHAEIHRE, N

i Z | AATRA PISA (2012) PELBZEHE, TADEBSMERIUERTE HBPF LA/ BN LIR
THRRER. ZREERFINENBEDIFR. EREH: (1) PELBREGEAS/IERN, 2ERE,
SHEFREAMNXABLNFPFR EKE, 10 FRPEN 9 FRZENREFR; (2) REIN. BRIOHN
BV RUE ERETSHISS AR/ ) RN, RREBNSIIBIAE/IERN; (3) SEFEENPHEEEFREAD
SRENAR/VUMN, HEEMNZRSEBINZMN, TEDWRNPZRFAERINNAD/) VOB, R
ENMNPREFEPZEENAS/) AN TG, ASNAS/] BBV RESAIZ IR ERE
=0

KR | RN 2B BHEE; ARiR
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1 Bl

1.1 K&/ A BBk

NS, FRKAARINEIOE PRt . W, XMkt —E AN T TIE R BIRHEH
R A E R (AL AR s BR L rh A T R S 4 e 7, SRR PRS2 i R R A b R
Marsh M2l [ FRAE S R BOX RIS . Marsh (1984) BURFSERIT, ZEEHIMERSS, A4 sk

HEINB: A IHBEREFZMSNFHR—RINE “FRARAERNASFEASBNP  KRE/IBBN " BIETER” (20165190015 )
Bﬁﬁ}?ﬁﬁz%o
EE\ - UL (1982-) B, N, BL, HRAE: HAEMNES, RIVHBINES,

P\E IEE MER. IREERENPFERE/IHBNEVEATIER—ETF PISA (2012) PELBHBORSE (V] . P
n\ﬁi?ﬁ]/& 2021, 3 (12) : 1517-1530.
https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0312173
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52l AFRMES TAEDE, WU, MRIRS2AE, TEFER Il A TS S5 L 2225 124l A FRAM
SR o MR FREL S 44 N KA/ NN (big fish little pond effects, BFLPE ) . 2l [ FeME & 224
AXE H BRI RE S A RN, FEcE s R B ER . XA CEMRIIEN & S BRI A O YRR
F1, GO, WA, BRI SR A LE R | OB A O T

BFLPE # &5 328 T2 0, DR EXLBUR . NEDLHT . RO SRm S5 T RIT T R G5 1M
FE A 5 BFLPE MIFE MR Z L, A MBS 2 XIS A Roe i, S0 WsaEmss o FRE
FRER SR Sega, AR AR Z 5 BFLPE fIRE, HARREAM], AW kae%sH159 BFLPE 7
XL AL, X BFLPE BRI FE &, SRR, A& N AR B R X,

BFLPE # FHRBFSE F BN PISA, TIMSS, PIRLS 25 by Az 24l A 1l Ba e e AT o0 dr, k2t
B G B RA, HRUER, Bl — s A — R R B S5H, 1E AR IR 2 H AR
ARSI . T, ARBFFEHUE XS PISA (2012) Wi b iE A FEE s a0, ORI 2440 )
. (1) hE 2R RS/ BELPE, HAREEANfr;  (2) MRLEAMAREIZ X BFLPE A520;  (3) HF
B2 R 2 X BFLPE A3 5200,

1.2 BFLPE BYR R R E S —3E

BFLPE Ji THE£s LU, NAMNSIRHESRIEIE (The Internal/External Frame of Feference Model ) 54, #EA
B2 RS, SRR A O RS SPFIOT I G LR LA 2 A O AR LS R R 2l F TR
FERZEIEG T, BEEMRIEREAMAD, SRR AFRMES ;. AERAFBEgh, JE LR
SIRZWACH, SIEBTERA AL RS 7 o BRI AR 2R BRZ R A AR, (HaX Rl
FRIRERR AN AT O AN I AT sk i 22 B8, BFLPE J& —F 3R R i ' " . BFLPE I
PAFE T AR D . CAIRIEARMIX . ARREB (gl hegt | R ) | AR (Bee
BE . BlE HOR D RE) MiEa PRI T RFERER BFLPE T Y 0 Marsh (2015) ACHIZIMG R
A C—EE, PR IR R — PISA (2012) By E FEBIR R REFE/E BFLPE,

1.3 BFLPEEVIATZTE

131 MEEHERRTEE

A WRLER R AEWE IR 15 BFLPE, ORISR T SQEMRE, 7EAMAZI, PHRERBIRHE s IR
% Seaton (2010) ZMH7 T PISA (2009 ) i3, FEIE. BRIZ¥1HME .+ G ES MG BFLPE ©
Jonkman( 2012 MK AASAE R AR i, 25 R B2 okt BELPE A IEIVE A, i AR A o ERT
Wouters (2015 ) A5 RB AL HARME BFLPE o MP=AEJRH 04T, BFLPE A7 5 A SCHER T, —
JEAt S W HARIERE, A WA MR, —Fh2 S5 A0 H C RS AT IR, Rez g HAy
Fe#s, HA PATHAA 2RI SIS i s —JEXt T AR 22 52, xS A A EIInr, Ary2ed:
e T, WX, WA AR IEE NS IR, A EGE . PRI, AR A R R L
BT AR BRI T BFLPE MURCR . AT 2z shil . 154w i SR 1 As it

SNHLAY Ty 1723520 BLFPE, 147 WU BLFPE PP A BRI Z —, At IS SREAR,

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0312173 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc
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BLFPE SR —E 24 o WFFERI, 428 0 A2 AT S8 BUAT 5 1, 2 A SR A A v B SR8
XAt o R OGBS o FERINOETT, SRR TERUT 55 25 A U 2 % R E 4 e A AT
75 PISA WA, 54555 B AR AR f A 58 DI 78 ShHLRN e o] TR ORI ot (2 2T 8 )
SRR AT 2 AT 55 W23 O R GER AR, 5 00 o () R A e [ ) B I . HR e R B — a: Y
FESIHLHISS BFLPE, B b: ffden) ST R R 55 BLFPE.

P AT BRI BFLPE, 45 SUR RIS BT R BRI . A oM AR,
AR ST A B2 ) b R T 2 4], A A T A S s AR, NTERETS A A
FIRTE . S M DLl A FRME A IE M IR ' . Weinstein (1980) 46, #h4sHbdext FIIRAE S
PVEE 23 BUR AR A I 22, M AMTIACREE R TR, ARG A R w2 7 o St ik
Z c: WNTEEEHIAHISS BFLPE,

FEIETTRERG IR BFLPE, Br M8 S A RMEEAH B . AR A B R A B aR, s
HW AL A CRIBET), XMMIKHY A RS XS FREZ B AR RS 7 o B TAE S HRARHT
I T A0 B B e o BgTE 4, SR S T8 i i i) B RPN, SR s ARy A FAR
BUKE 7 RR R d: fRIESHS N BFLPE,

132 ZREBHEHNRATEE

B FeME ST B A A5 ( Situationally Imposed Model ) IA2K, BFLPE 1 /8 T2 155 55 it s e
B ST YBREE e R W B A LR B R IER SRR E R EERE IR, BFLPE 5t4s 5 K 2
EA BT EEMRE I E . AES R SRR E

& 1432 ( Ability—grouping B¢ Tracking ) &4 & 7 Ze 44 FE 2 L5 B RE J1K X0 43 S A Tm] (R B A4k
5 207 A HeHE R )2 R A4y 2, F9E 45 3 K AR S HF BFLPE MR 52 43 |2 J R (1 5 i
Chmielewski (2013 ) #4453 ZRAIRN P AR IE L NG E . IRBGYZ, SRR 2 Re i
U2 LHERIR R AR, RN G B R AR AR A BN R PR, DR ST R R BRI AR 4
ZNFIMERE (TR, S5 BRI SRR 50 RN 5 AR A 5 BELPE, 7R URER S 2 124 AL
WA IMBUZEON ™ o Salchegger (2016) K543 2275 #5302 (Explicit School-level Tracking ) FIA
HI#53)2 (Implicit School-level Tracking ) , #5722 46 2= R 15 BB A 2= DA A AR AE (a0 A 2720
8) 5 ARG AR ARV BT AFRE, 20K E A ST 5 (FeE X )4y |
FRAFEEE) o GREY, WHSZNFRAFAE BFLPE, NHBSZH AT E o s
[FIFESCHFILAS I8, Becker (2018 ) X/NFHRIRIZEAHEAT T 3ARMIERR, 450 R INBE 1402 0024 AR 43
JRB A AEAE S P E (Y BELPE,  HOH 8O 40 A AE T4 A AR SRR Al A Fe b &b o it
PR = a: REJI/MEREE MR, BFLPE BREEMOR, fRi% = b: 2ROV, BFLPE BRESBK.

o XA A S R PRSP B B, AR T BB AL SRS, (Social ties ) , TTIXAR
FESSEREE TR BN T2 7 o SRR LA S R A R A SR AT AE C R . MR HE
FOMCO A O, FAE AR ASE © , XOMSE RIS IS8 BFLPE #9RMAE N, Ak,
R A G R BERS 454 E SR LT SR IR AN e )R, X BLIRAZ ARG 1 122 A IR B AASS , A i R AR R
2p I 55525 b, SEmie T2l AFRAES o IR EE = 0 UZESC R BFLPE,

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0312173
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2 MRAE
21 BURSCERIR

Rudleok A PISA (2012) Bty i EImssds, HiIbR “Rersmll ABREE” SRRER, A 3450 s
HBEAN 155 2 RABHR T T30 Horh, 74890072k 36 N, 8 AFEZURA 173 N, 9 4RZyk 1374 N, 104
Per 1853 N, VHARGAA 19 N, 12 4Rt 4 Ao it 1761 N, 15 509%, 2L 1698 A, 1 49.1%.

2.2 TEHVEENSHEA

el A RS . NESIPL . RMshlEk . MR R BT ORE R | AR SC R B BIBUE
PISA (2012) f4= %4 5 rh A R 35 bk SCMAT, INTMAT, FAILMAT, ANXMAT. OPENPS, STUDREL.
XA e ) S A £ 7 XA Likert 20 4 5505 5 80314, Sl B ROV IR T Generalized Partial Credit
Model 554606 AR IR. A AEFR BA RIFIOERUE, WE—BEE BEEELE 0.71 ~ 0.91 [A], PISA
AT I R TE bR, 200 PISA HARF MR, e D il o 0 B s R P M,
YRS bR . MAKEE2E 2T IS0 A PISA (2012 ) FREEE2: ) BTG 5 MU ( Plausible Value 1 ~
Plausible Value 5) . BEZUECFA PSR 5 AMLEE LI BRSO S0 58 0 PS4 H

8 113 ERRAL SRR PEHBE /143 BE (ability grouping between mathematics classes, ABGMATH ) 7l
SEMEEFEE (school selectivity, SCHSEL) , Fi H TG BE, J5# H TR, X808 G
JAERR - FEFEAR ABGMATH 1, PISA )[R A5 K IR A AR I 8RB T A T3 2%, I B Il 4 Bl R 3R T
YR CATECPRA S BE R T BERAR B =25, 748 HR SCHSEL 1, PISA HJIAIAG K I “MAR” “F
B SR B AN G B AR MR FEOR , B K “ M TR SRR “ &
AR FE—FRBOR” M R SRFIEREOR” , HIPPAEAE IR AR, AEHEAR

BEEE S PRI | BANEEIE SN B
2.3 BB SO

VeI BRI T B . 5% Marsh (2003 ) AOMG:, Z0Hr A/ N sk o, B R «

JE— 2l AR =8 o+ By x MRENISE +y

B B o= wt ¥ o x FRAIEEM NS +u B (1)
Bii=7 0t

E—0T AR R TEREH 1x (1—1) ZZHAEH, S8 Seaton (2010) MM, A0 E—T5 48

AR .

B S AIRMES =8 o+ 8 1 x WAL +8 5 x MEF ST + v

R AR =8 o+ 8 x AR E +6 5 x MEZEI ST +y
Bo=7 wt ¥ o X FREFEZ ST+
Bi=Y w0t Y n X RO ST +u 1j

R PATRRE TERS 2 x (1 1) ZLEAEA], S8 Preacher (2016 ) 7MH1/z — I8 A8 ik 97

AL (2)
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BT, RS,

B AR =8 o+ B x MR RS +y

B B Yot Yo X FROTEL ST +y o x PR

+¥ s (WITAREE x EROFHINST ) +u
Bii=7 wti

WY E AR AR N X (Group Mean Centered ) 5 55%FH1 ( Grand Mean Centered ) PiFf, 252K
A PIXF R, AEEERON R AA)Z US54 BSOS ARSI (B coexua =B vithin—B herween ) 5 £ ARSTLEXT H,
TSROV IR TN (B comestuar=D between ) o ASBIFFEA T S5 KT EULLL S AE T4 BFLPE 51548 &
IR EARRT, A2 R R, BB (B e ) AL (1) HFEY y o0 JZ—2 R ER
Tabrn WA (2) Wiy y,, BEAERETERE L (3) 1Y ¥ e

LA DL BRBCR R AR RIEE R AR LA B R P35, B Y500 A~
UEAE YRR, PR A o X RO EATHE, 5% R MBIE(E Y BFLPE DL
TP AR R DTN, FEE OEECRIbR 2 , S RS IR HLM6.0 B T LT
OB Ceffect size, ES) KA ES=2x BX SD ool o B0, L, Hor B Ry A AR AL I [] U5 2 5K,
SD, i M FALZ TN AS S ARIER, o, AR EFRZE WA R 7 o ES IR/NS Cohen’s d —3X,
BCR RN AR RO EIE R 0.2, 0.5, 08 .

KM Excel2010, SPSS19.0 #ATEE# IR 554645, “RH] HLM6.02a #4722 /KF- 737 o

3 H#HR

3.1 PISA2012 PESEXRE /BN R A DS SNETER

KA (1) 7158 BFLPE, #5581 (2 ) 318 10 24748 5 X} BFLPE YR 4EF o B8P AL BEOM FE AR 1,
B =1, £ =0, T 7. 8. 11. R2FEZAFKRD, U317 9 FFA 10 LGN KB, K HALBE kAR &
10 4E9% =1, 9 4FE4% =0, Z5FIE 1,

(3)

iz

ot

# 1 PEXKEEF4% BFLPE R AOFE=RETHIER

Table 1 The moderating effect of BFLPE and demographic variables on Chinese mainland students

BFLPE MRS PE5I AR
REE Cron) -0.0474 (0.015) ™ -0.0428 (0.018) ~ -0.042 (0.009) ™" 0.079 (0.021) ™
AMECE SR (o) 0.401 (0.019) ™ 0.400 (0.019) ™ 0.373 (0.018) ™ 0.412 (0.025) ~
PR (r) -0.252 (0.027) " -0.251 (0.027) ™" -0.216 (0.030) " -0.103 (0.043) ™
WA x SRS (ry, ) - -0.011 (0.024) 0.027 (0.039)  -0.105 (0.026)
TSR (1y) - 0.437 (0.108) ™ -0.115 (0.019) °
E—8E (uq) 0.071 (0.005) 0.069 (0.004 ) 0.028 (0.001) 0.035 (0.009)
P AR REARPE (u ) - - 0.068 (0.004 ) 0.084 (0.007 )
RO INGE (e yy) 0.064 (0.004) 0.067 (0.004 ) 0.145 (0.021) ©  0.052 (0.003)
5% (y) 0.789 0.789 0.757 0.785

E RV RIHALI A 5 AMAEAAASRER, TR *ARE p<0.05, ¥R E p<0.01, #+ KK p<0.001, REKI, TR,

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0312173
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LR R, FEAS NR W, A 0B ST IE ) W R 2l F TR A A (g 00=0.401,
p<0.001) 5 TEFEH] T ANBEARBIIEMG, 2FAR 0T 380F 8 ST 7 ) B0 R B B2l 3 TR &
(¥ u=-025, p<0.001) , BIZRCTFHNIAUE, HEERRY], AROF ARSI 1 MRz, #4E
HIEEEAl A FRME AR 0.258 MRt zE . SRR AT, ES R -0.567, 8 THaE8, AH%
AR (R ATV AT G S R, SEROFNSE (y ,=-0.002, p>0.05) | PEHI (1 ,,=0.027, p>0.05) 5
AMEBCEE RS EAERAR R, X RIS RGN . B AR s 14552 3 BFLPE BT o
SR AP RS B B2 (v ,,=-0.105, p<0.05) , 10 4EZ% 1Y 9 4E404 B i) BFPLE.,

3.2 TMAEEHNATIER

RIEEIY (2) HEAAJZ R TSNS BFLPE S50, 45 R4 2,

#*2 NMEEEZEN BFLPE BTHRMEMER

Table 2 Results of individual level variables on the moderate effect of BFLPE

TEBNHL AR il 2 g il Ik it ] g IR
i R
HIE (reo) -0.015 (0.015) -0.012 (0.020) -0.0153 (0.015) -0.022 (0.018) -0.056 (0.001) "
AMRBEERGT (ry) 0.286 (0.022) ™ 0.400 (0.026) ™ 0.310 (0.027) ™ 0.288 (0.024) ™ 0.146 (0.020) ™
RIS (1) -0.186 (0.029) ™ -0.158 (0.026) ™ -0.203 (0.036) ™" —-0.235 (0.033) ™" -0.096 (0.019) ™
PR x RS (1) 0073 (0.029) 7 0009 (0.023)  -0.051 (0.031)  0.086 (0.025) " -0.061 (0.020) ~
WHAERL (ry) 0.538 (0.019) ™ 0.120 (0.022) ™ -0.169 (0.021) ™ 0.343 (0.021) ™ -0.626 (0.015) ™
BEBLALNY
B () 0.031 (0.001)  -0.006 (0.002) 0.0478 (0.002)  0.097 (0.009)  0.017 (0.001)
PR (u ) 0.122 (0.015) ™ 0.136 (0.019) © 0.157 (0.025) ™ 0.147 (0.021) = 0.110 (0.012) ™"
ST HIRBREE (o) 0.091 (0.008)  0.058 (0.004)  0.067 (0.004)  0.061 (0.004)  0.049 (0.002)
B2 (y) 0.604 0.771 0.722 0.703 0.557

e 2 o, MAZ AR NTESIPL. el f5E = AE X BFLPE BE T EH R, &
W a, BT b, BT d BRI, SN BELPE B3RS B3, B ¢ REETSRI5RIE .
HAPRTESHL ( y,,=0.073, p<0.001) 5 el BT ACFLEE (9 ,,=0.086, p<0.001) %f BFLPE 255
Ve, fEEXS BFLPE R (v ,,=-0.061, p<0.001) . ZHRCREIE, HAESHLATE S 1]
(ES=0.187) J& T/INZUNE, fiff e ) U s R B2 i el 1 VR T8 T h &%t (ES=0.205) , &R 7R
J& /N (ES=-0.161) .

3.3 SREBINVETHIER

AR E B ARE 1 7 IR A A2 AR, SRABRL (3) 315X — 3% BLFPE AR 151 H] .
Ui G A e AR TR T Bt , SR AR AY (2) THXT BFLPE RYTRTVEHT. SRt PR MIRE 1120 PEX
PRI, SRR AR B B i ARG PR, fF IRIERRIET AN LR, R
FICHRRERRIE” RS Z AT R, MBIV AR P, T A BRI AR B RAL

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0312173 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc
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N0 fr, ANEEHATIRENEI T, IR TR0 B SN e, BT R PR SERS 2
PEAT R S A2 R A R L 3.

# 3 FRKREETEX BFLPE B LML R

Table 3 Results of school level variables on the moderate effect of BFLPE

R REPEE AP AR A 57 BE WA G R
[ 22 S5O
TR 0.028 (0.062) -0.066 (0.041) -0.064 (0.012) ™ -0.046 (0.15) ™
NI &% 0.396 (0.023) ™ 0.401 (0.026) ™ 0.400 (0.019) ™ 0375 (0.018) ™
2R 35 1R B -0.244 (0.12) " =0.241 (0.054)  -0.220 (0.032) "™ -0.241 (0.028) ™
FTHA R x AR NS -0.011 (0.12) 0.023 (0.125) -0.066 (0.040) 0.017 (0.020)
WA -0.045 (0.055) -0.019 (0.056) 0.029 (0.030) 0.113 (0.014) ™
BRI
=i 0.090 (0.008) 0.070 (0.001) 0.075 (0.006) 0.084 (0.007 )
P AR - - - 0.068 (0.004)
ERG R SRR 0.037 (0.001) 0.095 (0.009) 0.061 (0.003) 0.063 (0.014)
J2—5E 0.795 0.756 0.782 0.779

3 GURRY, ERGEREE  BHRE ) A PERIINAE GRS BFLPE IR 3. ik = a. b,
c BIRBLIIE, BAKIME, @B MR CrhiE BT RS IR RT BY2ERLH] BFLPE
ZRARE, AP SR CEA PR SERCRIY BFLPE 22 R AN, (B 3, TR R
W35 SRR 9 58 EAE IR DR IR R K, 7 T RER JLIS A i S o vk R 8 T g . S8 Tk, ok
— SRR (1) TR ZA 2R BFLPE, 45045 4,

4 BHHEEBZRN BFLPE
Table 4 BFLPE of schools of each grouping type

2R PEPE BeFRe 14y 4l
ket (J=18) hakfetk (J=58) wkdetE (J=77) #0504l (J=86) A4l (J=59)

[Eilee oA

FREE (rog) -0.0655 (0.041) ™ -0.093 (0.0235) "™ -0.013 (0.022)  -0.065 (0.022) ™ -0.035 (0.021)

AMEEEE LS (1) 0.398 (0.053) 0.409 (0.033) ™ 0.396 (0.026) ™ 0.400 (0.025) ™ 0.403 (0.028)

2RSS (1) -0.200 (0.131)  -0.217 (0.042) ™ -0.255 (0.039) ™ -0221 (0.0345) ™ -0.287 (0.040) ™
RS

I () 0.101 (0.016) 0.059 (0.003) 0.080 (0.008)  0.099 (0.02758)  0.042 (0.009)

R RRBTREE (u ) 0.061 (0.039) 0.099 (0.010) 0.026 (0.001 ) 0.063 (0.004) 0.040 (0.003)

FE—5%2 (y) 0.618 0.778 0.818 0.800 0.762

Er JREREZFRM, BE FREAFW PABRNRKM, X153 MFRASHELS T,

A BERERW, R Z2EBAK B BELPE 2B A —3.  “ARBESPE” SR %A B BFLPE
( y=-0.200, p>0.05) , “HikFEM" 28 (y,,=-0.217, p<0.001) I “EEkEEIE" #45 ( 1y ,=-0.255,
p<0.001) ELA &1 BFLPE, $r#AE )1/ BEtxt BFLPE A0, 76 “FR08t” B2 (y 0=-0.221,
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p<0.001) F1 “FrAa53BE” B (y0=—0.287, p<0.001) ¥ & T B EM BFLPE, #— % 5 Fh 2 PE
UMY BFLPE BYRCREEEATITAE, Z5RW] “rhitEdE” AR “mik Bt 40 BFLPE Y8 T
SERON, HACR 5000 -0.717 M1 -0.761, “FR5353BE” KA BFLPE J& Trha5%0%,  “Frasr3t”
A0 BFLPE J& TR0, HASN H (43 514 -0.698 F1 -0.989.,

4 ig

41 PEKEEZFENIKE/IEN

WFSR 45 B v [ 1224 [RIREAETE BFLPE (-0.252) . S5¥PEUKEAMLEE (-0223) 7, dEE
W2 11 BFLPE 20 T rh 450w FokF, BFSE45 5% BFLPE (9 “32 AZ58E38 ( Pan Human Theory ) 7 DA SC
E—EE it T 2 iRgE

PISA AU X GLE 15 % hegrk, BBy R AR IR AR TE A [ TR Rl — PR SR B . P i 5
1B 220, 2l A IR 3 T H A RS R GRS, X H Bl fE AT 2l T g4 S8
g R R B, O 2R 1 B O R RJE AR R R R . K/ NI i
JIREZEK . HETES . B TAEEWER., —him, RKEMMWEREER, FRERITA—EiE G
s —, FREGHT S AEZ RS W 5T, 1 Rig2=A4 09 BFLPE J& T 42500
(ES=-0.567) , {HSZPRAGFEEE AT RET m: PISA DA AR PR Ry S0t ThlRe, by 202 S5 HE gk
AR, A T RAE A PEGO BRI I (4N TIMSS ) #F—25 T b [ E 2425 % BFLPE
(IEeT

N2 MR W, A ABGTRPE S RO AN B2, AR B3 . B A TR ks
JEATAEI T BFLPE Wi AR TE I —B4ie, sl Ry 8 RARMEME R KL ABFE R 200 A 3%
(4 S5 PR A 8 2 BELPE B2 B2 AR, ik Ml A IR 24 i 56 4, $H0 A OBk, 5 3E90T- 387K F LS
RN A S EANE, S ML A O 2R R0 R X N . M X
BFLPE j=/: 5%, &R S5O A MMIRE R -3 7 o AIRIEZEIIE (Self-categorization Theory ) TA
FAEH TR (Individual Self ) JE ST NG A LLEE, 18R H I ( Collective Self ) J¥ B T2 W] i &t
FIELEE o BFLPE [RIRREAE TRXRERBUAE: BN, 78 Thijs (2010) MBFsErh, [APESIA B TR
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The Moderate Effect Of Individual Factors, School Contextual
Factors on Big Fish Little Pond Effect: Evidence From Chinese
Mainland Pisa(2012) Data

Kong Bojian

School of Education, Jiangsu University of Technology, Changzhou

Abstract: This study adopted PISA (2012) Chinese mainland students’ data and used hierarchical
linear model to analysis the big fish little pond effect and its potential individual and school contextual
moderator. The results were as follows: (1) the big fish little pond effect was significant, which was stronger
than average; (2) intrinsic motivation, problem-solving openness significant buffered the negative effect of
big fish and small pond, while anxiety significant aggravated the negative effect of big fish and small pond;
(3) medium effect was found in highly selective and middle selective schools, no significant effect was
found in low selective school. A strong large fish pond effect was found in fully ability grouping schools
and medium effect effect was found in some ability grouping schools. Finally, future research direction
and counter strategies of big fish little pond effect was proposed.
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