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Abstract
The study purposes were to examine structural relationships modgl of fear of failure and
perceived of match importance (PMI) and state anxiety. The hypothesized relationship of variables
were tested through structural equation modeling technique. The 1,099 participants (n = 615 for boys,
n = 484 for girls) aged 10 ~ 18 years old, participating in their specific sports for 1 to12 years, from
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team (n = 677) and individual (n = 422) sport, who participated at the 20th Thai National Youth
Games completed a series of tests including : TPFA! (Conroy et al., 2003; Ladda, in press); CSAI-2TR
(Cox, Martens & Russell, 2004; Martens et al., 1990; Muangmanapoe, 1994); and a question of
perceived match importance :;PMI.

The findings were as follows: The hypothesized structural relationship model was reasonable
accepted fit to the data and this model was also reasonable accepted fit to the data across group of
gender. However, the causal linear re‘lationship‘ of variables in the model was partially supported. The
results supported that fear of failure was directly and positively effected on cognitive and somatic
anxiety before competing a match. The causal relation of fear of failure to perceived match
importance, and the causal relation of perceived match importance to state anxiety, were not
supported. The results showed that 1) fear of fallure did not related to perceived match importance; 2)
perceived match importance was negatlvely related to somatic anxiety; and 3) perceived match
importance did not associated with cognitive anxiety. These causal linear relations were also
invariance in a group of boys and girls. The findmgs of this study need further examination. However,
this study addresses a better understanding on fear of failure and its consequence, and also on the
state anxiety before a competition and its anteeedent in the competitive youth sport.
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vssanfianTaning maugeiu geeiludhwminsddglsnssuiniseienay ssanmfisesmsudedu
Amdna¥aswduidusynaum uazdulonmalhdnldusmoinesuasausansalumaisunisls
ngszdpunim msudeiufelfidufugmnussifunatousniossaninmisunsuminden (Crespo,
Miley & Couraud, 2001) WRENARIUANNINNIEANTENINRNTIOMWNWMBLAZN IR (Slédr, 2001) MNTA
agpfiszuuspantostuszduarnamnsnrnsgisuuscsiianaosfimnzan maudeduszifuusogslad
srdydonsWaumaausaainina lddusd1efdnniendds Lwiv'i’a‘lﬂuﬁ’:qnnnmon%ﬁﬁ’tﬁn’lﬁmﬂud’tﬁty
soenanIudsiuinifinisuzAsanusids dunmsuifernafumen stiemififunasssus:ldzunoeu
usasawilagdlentvdnamilodnrusmautedu uszusasrnuidndeniadeiiniduuivieldsmad
lAini&ndipusanng (Vogler & Schwartz, 1993) viousiusilainaezlstuiay (Bowlby, 1979; Harlow,
1958) ilaidnisiulalifumafininly fodfunasseumeuduniinnsunudsussnsualnsethoquused
gnui (DeFrancessco & Johnson, 1997) Alifinifnlaniduavinunaneauiiug uassupwsavthansauy
vieueadoitmsdndrensusadtidilidndenadultdnsuliidy qustoussdeslnasanatannns
wuzoadnuafifuliisossesduninfu mnfasanszezemuttudeudssegunmuazgunmiia
(Feigley, 2002) uazimfloufiainanuendomaszsuanudusslusuiansedndng e

msi’uﬁﬁoﬁ'oﬁ%Lﬁnﬁumnwﬂmm's:vﬁlﬁLﬂuﬁ‘t’oﬁnutaaua:qnnaﬁmﬁ’tywﬁ’o\lﬁ asdulsznaumani]
vilinsndansdumnifunumdaswitunizuunsiiaaadanfrsdonisugedy FaHuinglk
unnma‘vu’lwma’ium'[ﬁugem:'mnm'mmww"amun'muu,a~m'immnﬁ’\namuanuwuﬁumgnns"ﬁu’iﬁ |
ugavennanniu sauzfinnamisdensniasuiionss dufiingesnrafoaedoesfatudoduman Gould,
1993) Tawawzetivbeneldiusanaduilidadustronisugedu InAiniseerauameinsdundauasoins
Buq senn TseuwsnAnymaedssuaaei manfaredimadiuunsfiimdnasonaiadiuian ,
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ﬁ’ma’luﬁ’nﬁmtmwmzﬁugo (e.g. Cohn, 1990; John, Swain, & Cale, 1990) 7y Wndxua#n (Duda &
Gano-Overway, 1996) Wnuntiwiin (Gould, Horn & Spreeman, 1983) uazind9 (Feltz & Albrecht, 1986)
yanmm‘l NeunMIAnmivreaadosiudin minfrenuduardanusuiuiflanaenginisaian
fa 1wy fneusddedandrauasanaianfnafisafumsudedufimn (Conroy et al, 2002; Rainey &
Cunningham, 1988) sufiliinfimiinensdantsanounisudediudy Slidnsfnenanteu nameise
founhi] wuth ewdanfnamemuAauszaaiandnsmnmessisdugegadeuntutedu udana
\Hosfulusmisanay (Sewell & Edmondson, 1996) flasanumanifauddguin anededaniosesifia
anaadudiay (Alexander & Krane, 1996) vawimnisrediindugetiorausasfionnuduiusifisons
nfnndumar uwasnilissduanusdglunmsudetunansefuzenininn maiduadeilfednemans
dfuiufsewinnan@anadamsaiunisfuianusdgessnisutstiuuasansianteraiounsudedu
Twinfimenasy (Fonmwd 1)
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Wenduussgstalddagnd wudn nanmsddeiifsanasenadosuazurerssrunsddelaidulyauiene
et uansliiiuin mafnnluzsudwusegslalasiamenandmnudumsadooglufudug sesn1ada
ua:mwLﬁw'laﬁﬁoﬂ‘;ﬂ‘lﬁ-’ffmwu (e.0., Fried-Buchalter, 1997; Severiens, 1998) Farfu nemareseuadsly
u.ﬂsmﬁuwm\ﬂumaauuﬁpu'lu‘[mnamjuwn drangu (inampuazinemdi) %J'ol,i‘lu";’mqm:mﬁﬁﬁ'\ﬁcuﬁn
vszmamilesmaiduaded

B

nguiasey : nguisadhainimienuen 43 dmia FmngRimefidamsugeiuimienou
uviven@ afofl 20 S1uau 1,009 AU (@ 615 AY, N 484 Aw) TeIMUTSLMTIN (677 AW) uasUTEOMAEY
(422 au) egaendv 10 - 18 ¥ fszaumsallunsduiim 1 - 12 U wedhdamaudeduiniszdy
WA ¥ewaz 17.20 (n = 183) |

1A3oedleanlsTumasde : niduaeillduuumesoy PFAI (Conroy et al, 2002) atfuniwineg (TPFAL
Ladda, in press) wn1isiansndranudumar [Huuuds CSAI-2 (Matens et al, 1990) atiuniuine
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(CSAI-2T; Muangnapoe, 1994) USusedioma CSAI-2R (Cox, Martens, & Russell, 2004: CSAI-2TR) Iu
n¥inrnadanisianmeensdauasansdaninanme useldmom 1 9o Aebeduidotmquasasdng
Svuadoil Tun'n'}’m:ﬁ’um{lﬁmwﬁﬂﬁ’mmmmﬁ;ﬁu'(perceived match importance: PMI)

" uuwdh TPEAI : uuwia TPFAI taznaudan 25 dadanm ann 5 vedu T Wadumanssyin il
fuanudussuazBadale (FSE) # 7 4o 1dun 4o 10, 15, 18, 20, 22, 24 uaz 25 UsEHIUANAIAULBIRARY
(FDSE) i 4 4 1éun 1, 4, 7 uaz 16 fowrnaliuviueu (FUF) § 4 49 2, 5, 8 uaz 12 Au A dysionuies
Tdldrwaule (FloL) # 5 4o 16un 11, 13, 17, 21 uar 23 uasviauiisdsonuaslinels (FUIO) &
5 4in éur 3, 6,9, 14 uaz 19 mamsuuvuReEWIHINTREanszyszduAIdedn Reillifotszadas
Wodwilodumm § 5 szdu Bwesn -2 mnefodeillifinduiiven, 0 ninefle Woiillemaindu
50% fiv +2 vawfe iaduinduisiueu 100% wemavaALLLTR TRPFAI wird flenanuisnsaamey
Tuwa (goodness-of-fit) ag’(ummﬁﬂuﬁuaui’u (X ? = 1434.90, 270; GFl = .91; NFl = .95; TLI = .96; CF
| = 96; RMSEA = .063) aanaudesiudelans¥ne whiu 60 - 74 dwpuasandssnely @lvcind
8aw) winiu .91 (Ladda, in press)

wuuda CSAI-2TR : uwuuda CSAI-2T (Muangnapoe, 1994) dl@ranuidadtu (@) 9ening .70-.80
tutedenu CSAI-2R (Cox, Martens & Russell, 2003) 11 CSAI-2TR wvshdudailauandiasesiniy
wdunwiagUizaedoesn1sidy df dummdnninameematn 5 o Wit 2, 4,6, 7 uaz
10 Fuarsdanterameniy 8 7 dow WU 48 1, 3,5, 8, 9, 11 uae 12 uwudn CSA-2TR nasay
mneudaduiuinfimguilinfmiugy matwusszoalng Affogluidiu 18 I $9uau 50 au nsls
dhvminezuuy ukasded 4 sedy Bueen 1 M‘muﬁ&“lmau" N 4 vuwdls “4n” wanmaRauLULIA
csAl-2TR flenenadeifu. aghunaffiufiassy Towdmiamdanfnamemie fads:andsar
Wiy 85 uazduarudaniaiamenie fdudssandsana wirdu 84

uvymeyaw PMI : adszllumstiarnddyasnaudedudesifu §3dudendadanuans
wizsafeliinimsnyssiuauidymagauszsdresmaidonfolifiesdodiss fa “swnfiquezas
Ltﬂaij’uﬁﬁmma’qﬁ’mﬁuqmtﬁm'(m” Tnedauyasenuuusaunw Match Context Questionnaire (MCQ) 789
Harwood uas Swain (1998) sufliiatumsl¥qudiaseniudedu (match value) mistidwinar
il 7 seu Ao dous 1 et Tiflanuddeian (not at all important) 9 7 vanells ddtyateiis
(extremely important) Tmuﬁmaqmqoﬂ‘ 5 vinusenaudia éi'mmﬁ":s'v’; 1 v dudadnen 1 v uazdu
ngenaninsimn 2 v WuiiRersungunmideanunsssssdisdonn

- nmMdanciiays | ]
manasousnnigulunannduiufidolaseaireonansiduaded Aeneideyadipiniie
(LISREL : Linear Structural RELations) Tusunia 8.53 (Joreskog & Sérbom, 2002) TaeTuluisamindann
winmmgnimualidiiuitumstuirashdysnts udeduuasdiuftuanuiantnateiuiene |
wazAwAe uananil nmyfufanudrdgussnsudetufignimualifianaduiuffuanaiandeanis -
anuAnuazneneguty edinssflnasunigmd ssfiszneuudacdwesuuuta TPFAI gneum |
Telugusinasediszney dafu hiluaasunstl wute TPFAN Sotszneudae duws 5 dw flazyna
niaNdNvaT uaziflssendainees PMI Sifedaifien (o 2) shvinasduszneuvnsdedani |
gnrimua wlesiedmaded (muadl 80) unctmunsaaissuusnesyBugul dnfu s |
NOAANBIIBNANAAULTUII (error variance) %gnﬁmum‘l’iwhﬁu A - fenaudasiv) nIgudIne-
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awdl 2 Tuassusfgnerndiiufiddlasssdreossnmndaenadumes matul
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ANLUTUTRBMILIRIING (Joreskog & Sorbom, 2002; Kelloway, 1998)
wunnisiiansideyaluntsamessuanaiglunsauduiufiddaseadssasnisndinim

fummn avudanfosiounaudeiu uaznrudandrdgoesnaudedu Wy 2 Fu Tsud dud 1 0 ms
nasaulunalanlddayasnsasnguinetng &Eﬁ 2 : MmagouaalduUnisuresluaanguwy
(multigroup) Tusinfimrensuasinfivande e

- asdsnfudanuimnzangedlaes  Juiinsufuinsuiesesnguiietresuauaniinade
laguad (Bollen, 1989) ﬁaumqifﬁ’oﬁovﬁﬁuq Fegniiansiuanisndaduanumansasnaunfusesluieg
ananRufiBelasade un Alesuad (¢ #1 RMSEA (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation;
Stéiger, 1990), A1 NFI (normed fit index; Bentler & Bonett, 1980) A1 TLI (Tucker-Lewis Index; Tucker
& Lewis, 1973) @1 CFl (Comparative Fit Index; Bentler, 1990) Waz@A1 RFI (Relative Fit Index; Marsh,
Balla, & MacDonald, 1988) §"v¥uf1 RMSEA (90% Cl) ﬁﬂﬂm';] 05 ¥nefi AANNANICENTEAUR  wazen
ssnin 05 fehnir 08 vseiefimanafivaniuldilumafanamunzas (Browne & Cudeck, 1993)
dmiuen NFI, TLL CFI uaz RFI A1 90 uaavih Tuisaflanuimansanssdul Agendn 95 usainlunad
ANMUNITENFNN

NRNTIINE

Anads sandsswuinmgn wazdinanszaesesdoys: Auafszasuunin TPFAI s 25 4o
nIzawsendng -71 9 .03 (SD = 1.07 v 1.29) Aalvzesrededmivuuuda CSAI-2TR Fwanainn
nwmeAsudes (M = 1.55 s 1.94, SD = 73 fiv .84) sauarWdannmeaudaiiadsedoreiumie
Yhuna (M = 1.79 &l 2.26, SD = .78 &9 .89) Aadaey PMI Wity 5.87 (SD = 1.29) NaMWMASALNTT
nizwrasdeys wuh Tasdeyssdmingiimenssawbiduldsunfetheiiushdnfisesy 01 Taefeenad
Fe99n .05 9 -1.32 uazAraalas B -99 fv 1.76 Fadlefnandzsinisnszasuds Tanwuind
udipladiingendt 375 usavi dayalinanssewliingfiswnsasnidluninmeasuld (Tabachnick &
Fidell, 1996) |
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Anafurwdugevuuyin ; nanmsimsidoyauuuia TPFAI wudn ANlQRETBIN NN
ANNANIVRY Wiy -42 (SD = 1.41) Tmuﬂmmauﬁmﬁ FSE (M = -.28, SD = .76) miuéiie $u FUIO (M =
-40, SD = .79) 1 FUF (M = -41, SD = .71) ¥ FIOLI (M = -50, SD = 1.85) uat#1u FDSE (M = -51,
SD = .78) dwduinimmeuasininmde fanefunmnunindanudnmaviiududiadsnwgan
gpninfinwionan As winfu -42 (SD = 61 dm¥uze uay SD = 64 dwmfund) Tﬂuﬁnﬁmv\"‘mmmﬁu
flanafudu FSE goga (M = -29, SD = .76 swduinfimmny uss M = -27, SD = .62 dmininim
wiy) sudnedntiougadviuninfwizy Ao #u FDSE (M = -53, SD = .76) uay & FIOLI (M = -52,
SD = .76) LLazwamQ;maaummumnohedhuminmmwﬁumm Taiwwdn infimeneuastninmdgeilians
wANFNAUNIRDA ﬁ’\imwﬂumsnﬁ"am'mﬁummLuazvgn'nudhummn'nné"amwﬁumm (M9 1) WEN13
Asifeyauuuia CSAI-2TR wud dwmnsdandviansme Sauedudsutm (M = 17.75, SD =
5.48) UaTFUATAIANAIANIA AR agseduunay (M = 2061, SD = 6.06) Tnetnfimmdgefianu
Amanferaneme (M = 1820, SD = 659) uazmwiandantanuda (M = 21.44, SD = 621) genin
unfiwize (M = 17.39, SD = 537 dwiufim SA uss M = 19.96, SD = 5.85 dwiudin CA) arvilily
ddMeadiA (p<.05) d'sum15’u§n’a’1N@'ﬁd{ﬂ)ﬁl@@@%&ﬁhﬁﬁ'}t infimidaanddygege flasdy 7 (41.20%)
MNFIWTEAY 6, 5, 4, 3, 1 URE 2 (27.80%, 16.50%, 9.60%, 2.70%, 1.30%, UR: .90%)

a1 Ausdsusssmdvswunmsy s i ooy

548 5.37 5.59
CA 20.61 6.06 19.06 5.85 21.44 6.21
PMI | Level 7 41.20% 46.20% 34.90%
Level 6 27.80% 27.30% 28.30%
Level 5 16.50% 15.10% 18.20%
Level 4 9.60% 7.20% 12.80%
Level 3 2.70% 2.30% 3.30%
Level 2 90% 1.50% 20%
Level 1 1.30% ~.50% 2.30%

42 | Magineneaninseantrdonmeuasiing




nmsessuRandgulasrndiiusiBelaseai

#ufl 1: mmassubunslaslifeyamnvesnguinetng

Awrumzanzevluas - namyiensidoyslunmessulunsauduiufiddlassiseins
nrNdNme nsfufarnddresnsuteiu wasaadanivanountsugeiu wudt dleauad (X
* = 69242, 130) flbshdmeala (p<001) usarhluaadianumsnzaalidaoglunaufiunidssen
Snungudnteinasadlaaua’ dnfufeinsandidButssnen uasnwui Tumadanamsnsaneg
Twinnuifufisensy Taufidn NFI, TL, CFI, U8 GFI fiAgendn .90 uarA1 RMSEA (90% Cl) winfiu .063
(058; .067) Ferinnnit .08 Tasusnsin '[mmﬁmwmmmuLﬂmwaaamﬂﬁmﬁuﬁaga )

MIYsENUAA MY ITNNEHA : ANMTYIU (standardized parameter estimate) Pminaeduseney
wazANENIOlUN1IYNe (R : coefficients of determination) zasusiaziulsTuluag uanslsTumane
4 ammrweziuld denunasgulhminesfusznaurssredudmiuwuniansniaudnman
Fueen 50 G 84 uarAamams U viinesdUsEneUTesuLLTR CSAI2TR druanadnnieranig
ANAR Fe9e1n 60 B 73 uazdwmmadandoannme Fueen 53 G 76 layndevesinsznaud
Vs dynesdiafissdu 05 usash nnmedusssuuyde TPFAL Wealasfianaduiufifiudussnevans
nInfanuiuve wasyniedezssuvuia CSA2TR fenuduiufidexlstumadunaiidedudiu
#din usnend é R? savusiazedunarudolilumazemndaugs 3ueen 25 i 98

Adissindarmdiniug . AndwdscdvBsiiufosadudning sanmandarnudimal — aaian
fvanmene (T = 21) memnnwné"zmﬂuﬁu}nm - AnEIaniIanANNAs (T = 28) fidwd dgnne
adAfTEAy 05 usAet ﬁmu"mnﬁ’\nariaumsﬁq‘aﬁuﬁwnmnmzné‘amwﬁumm surdussAnsauiug
2oufudning InMandnnasumal - mifufdmuddyeesmautedu (I = 02) Lifldeddgmesda
ugadr mMInfapudnmadlusenasantilianudidyramsugedu weneni Adwdszandduiufune
Wudnina deusnvin msfufarudrdgoesnisudsduliddniuifvaiinian-franivaiuda
(B = -03) usilianudiufideauatwiivsdgmeadiiiuanaiandosnme (8 = -12, p<05) daaas
Asananeadng1 ldun mafidanasusnatunaimssesiudshilues Wi asdanioame
e (R? = 6%) ANanniaIanivauin (R? = 8%) uazmifufanudidyrasnsudediu (R? = 0%) fifian
Apudinasa '

v

P13 2 andnussenddauys (N = 1099)

My SA CA PMI FF
SA 1.00

CA 81+ 1.00

PMI -12% 04 1,00

FF 23" 29" -.03 1.00

vanewg : danduiufigeny 1062l Mlbddfiscdy 05* ; uazgendn 10811 Mlushdgilsedn o1
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* 5 SA3 54
P SAS [
20w SA8 52
SA 549 Jest
F FSE SAll [ 7
' 86 21 - ,
@ =6:07) -12 SA12 [& .43
43— FDSE & _ 7 | | M Jess [€=349)
T5—» FUF | .50 FF -__02 PMI
' (t=78)
81 ‘
-35—» FIOLI
84 _ , \ 03
: 28 (t=190)
30— FUIO i g .
' e 69
. CA4 60
CA = CAG |45
N CAT 48
CA10[T 0

X 2 = 692.42, 130; TLI = 96; GF = 93 F!MSEA (90%)@ = 063 (.058; 0.67)

w3 mwmﬂmafmm’[umewﬁumﬁ@@m\aﬂw R
Ful 1: mmmaumw‘laiuﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂwm’[ummqamu

msmaaumm‘luuﬂ‘smé‘ﬂuﬂm’[umﬁ'lumﬁ%’um?eﬂ Hummaseudungsinimeneuacvds Toy |
Lwnwﬂﬂaﬁ[umawnmoﬁLLU':'[u'[mmmﬂuﬁﬁ‘fu (uncoristrained model) uasnasauluauuuiidaulotody
(constrained model) Lﬂaﬁ’auﬂﬁ'[u'[utmgnmﬁum'lﬁﬂwhm'\ﬁur’l’uﬂnnqwuo Folummasouiimmuals
infivanediungadsse Lm,'lﬁﬂnﬁw'mﬂatvﬂuhqurh‘nummmu Toul#iBddiu (woknuel A¥adh, 2542) m3
NAFDY (hierarchical testing) mnoﬁ"auﬂ‘:ﬂmwLtﬂitﬂﬁuuﬂ'zomﬁ'muﬂu (least restriction) l&un dwnin |
avAtsEnauuaasAaaRNTuuasfulTRunatuTed Ay uar Ax) Sefuvsfianaudswfousiediie |
21NN (larger restriction) ur i@udndwauaasanaduiiifzesiiutsuse (@ A uas T)

wanrmaseuAsluYswiEg © mddianamanssuzssuisclunsuaadlSluman 4 e E
lasuafopslunaiiedudmssfossonguiiudmslifidoulniody iisutudlasuafidmuadeuls wui |
Tawma 1 (2 = 91540, 260) unnsivanluaa 2 (2 = 936.12, 270) atheihivehdynesdffisedu .05
athnlsfionn samaSudisuslasuafoedlunadadlosaavdumead Wud Tuea 2 M Tuen 3, Tuiea 3
fu Tuea 4, uadlues 4 Ay Tuea 5) wudr Taes 2 & Taeas 5 Liuandetu lesenwasezeed |
lasuad (3egdonany) deunienleguadliunng uasdumafluasgafwislues 5 Huluessness
wiianAMsuLTLTu ot oluon 5 LiuansinefuTaina 4 Sousmein Tumauuudas: (auea 1) ‘
TiunnsnetuTuasrmunifldouladedy Tues 2 - Tues 5) uaneni] dhueddu Téud ér TU, CFI, RFI
uaz RMSEA ﬂaovgnimhaﬂﬂ"\wi'm’u waz/min semlliiu 01 usmed Tamalaiumnsineiy (Cheung &
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