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A Study on Causal Attributions for Success
and Failure in Sport Situations:
A Case of the High School Soccer Players

[ A H*
Tamotsu NISHIDA*

The present study was aimed to determine the causal attributional factor for success and failure in sport

situations using the factor analytical technique and to analyze the causal attributional patterns in comparing
with the factor scores for success and failure. Futhermore, it was aimed to investigate the relationship between
these causal attributional patternsand the self-ratings concerning change of expectancy, affective response, and
subsequent achievement behaviors.

Subjects were 159 soccer players participated in the Inter-High School Championships. After the games, they

were given self-rating questionnaires involving causal attributions for success and failure, expectancy for
success, affective response for success and failure, and subsequent achievement behaviors.

The following results were mainly found out:

Six factors out of the seven, extracted from the factor analysis for the causal attributions test, were
reasonably interpreted as follows; Subject’s own achievement effort, Official’s bias and luck, Opponent’s
ability, Subject’s own ability, Opponent’s effort and will to win, and Opponent’s psychological conditions.
As predicted, “success” showed significantly higher factor scores than “failure” on Subject’s own
achievement effort (an internal factor) and “failure” showed significantly higher factor scores than “success”
on Opponent’s effort and will to win and Opponent’s psychological conditions (external factors). These
results consisted with previous researches. However, on Subject’s own ability (an internal factor), “failure”
showed significantly higher factor scores than “success”.

. The relationships between causal attributions and change of expectancy were not clear, while the

correlations between causal attributions and affective response were significant on Subject’s own
achievement effort and Subject’s own ability (internal factors) for both “success” and “failure”. These results
indicated that internal factors would effect affective response in sport situations.
Significant relationships between causal attributions and self-ratings of subsequent achievement behaviors
were found out on Subject’s own achievement effort for both “success” and “failure” and on Opponent’s
ability and Subject’s own ability for “failure”.

Judging from these results, itappears thata knowledge of causal attributions for success and failure might
enhance the efficiency of coaching.
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Table 1. Classification scheme for the perceived
determinants of success and failure.
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Table 2. Twenty six test items of causal attributions.
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Table 3. Rotated factor matrix on the causal attributions.

Factor
1 1 111 v \% \Y% Vil h?
Test Items
| 061 072 097 879 042 034 —.043 796
2 —.008 —.065 547 144 211 —.101 —.050 381
3 1209 073 194 692 132 084 047 .592
4 087 —.039 655 —.018 .103 097 138 478
5 684 —.147 087 266 .100 078 212 629
6 .009 022 355 110 299 456 —.14] 456
7 202 —.130 005 521 131 233 285 482
8 —.000 050 .585 074 —.097 299 113 462
9 489 031 469 238 —.192 —.054 —.119 571
10 201 110 587 070 246 176 —.115 .507
1 754 —.085 243 —.066 —.088 —.050 016 .650
12 069 101 205 081 492 038 003 .307
13 659 —.023 053 264 167 —.121 253 614
14 234 213 132 185 510 306 071 511
15 417 093 088 149 —.002 —.007 581 550
16 —.028 344 028 014 075 711 206 674
17 616 —.001 008 282 —.155 329 —.036 .593
18 072 147 190 116 007 423 —.095 264
19 756 —.085 —.023 .006 014 072 176 616
20 142 494 003 .080 232 428 122 523
21 —.0063 781 —.004 —.007 —.040 144 104 647
2 —.120 774 —.003 074 —.012 037 —.029 621
23 704 266 007 .002 042 —.161 —.268 666
24 278 386 035 055 229 —.073 —.178 1320
25 236 512 —.117 074 191 079 048 382
26 —.085 534 130 049 063 237 —.086 379
A 3.712 2.511 2.014 1.947 1.016 1.629 842 13.671
% 27.2 18.4 14.7 14.2 7.4 11.9 6.2 100.0
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Table 4. Classification of attributional factors
extracted from the present factor
analysis.

. Locus of Control
Stability

Internal External
Stable ® Subject’s own ability ® Opponent’s ability
Unstable e Subject’s own e Official’s bias and luck
achicvement cffort o Opponent’s effort and
will to win
e Opponent’s psychological
conditions
&———@ Success
B=— == =@ Failure
0.4
»
=
§ /" —a— —a
0.0
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Factor

Figure 1.  Meanfactorscores oncach factor forsuccess

and failure.
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Table 5. Correlation coefficients between each factor score and self-ratings concerning change of
expectancy, affective response, and subsequent achievement behaviors : (Success)

Change of  Affective

Self- . Leader-

Factor ) Will to win  Effort ; Ieamwork : Conditioning
expectancy — response confidence ship
I —0.015 0.314%* 0.254% 0.080 0.133 0.301%* 0.238* 0.169
11 —0.205 —0.106 —0.102 —0.156 —0.163 —0.113 —0.070 —0.205
111 —0.255* —0.019 —0.042 —0.147 0.032 —0.091 —0.084 —0.127
A% —0.031 0.296* —0.012 —0.090 0.147 —0.049 0.034 0.032
\ —0.087 0.156 —0.112 —0.198 —0.0064 —0.046 0.068 0.010
VI 0.189 0.197 0.242* —0.059 0.009 —0.019 0.045 0.146
x o P <.05
¥ .. p<.0l

Table 6. Correlation coefficients between each factor score and self-ratings concerning change of
expectancy, affective response, and subsequent achievement behaviors : (Failure)

Factor Cliange @l  saiiEsive Will to win  Effort sl ) Teamwork Lc.ader— Conditioning
expectancy — response confidence ship
I 0.041 —0.252* —0.342%**  —0.195 —0.078 —0.282%* —0.148 —0.162
11 —0.142 0.173 0.012 —0.062 0.251%* 0.115 0.020 —0.021
111 0.104 —0.193 —0.108 —0.148  —0.418%**  _0.3]4%* 0.040 —0.017
v 0.079 —0.383**%*  —(.122 —0.099  —0.435%F*  —(.229* —0.270%* —0.209
\% —0.151 —0.027 —0.047 0.009  —0.040 —0.022 0.127 0.037
\%! —0.087 —0.012 —0.088 —0.098 0.004 —0.086 0.012 —0.043
.. p<.05
# ... p <.00l
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