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The purpose of this study was to review the recent investigations of the self-effi-
cacy. At the same time, the definition of the self-efficacy and the relationship of the
self-efficacy with other variables, such as motivation, self-esteem and the locus of con-
trol was explored. Moreover, this study is valuable to consider the concept of the
self-efficacy at the aspect of the developmental psychology and which kinds of study is
required in the future efficacy study. Bandura suggested that if personal efficacy is
changed by mediatior, mevitably personal psychological aspect will be changed. There-
fore, the self-efficacy will play a role in the course of child’s development. The review
study like this, will be expected to stimulate the follow-up study of efficacy.





