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Relationship between achievement motivation and self-esteem of college students
CHEN Jin', GUAN Xiang-li*
(1. College of Educational Science, Teachers Education University, Nanning 530001, P. R. China;

2. College of Trade and Public Administration, Chongqing University, Chongqing 400030, P. R. China)

Abstract: To understand current university students’ achievement motivation and self-esteem and research the
relationship between them, we investigated on 430 university students by using EMS and SES. The results are as
follows: 1) In some extent, the college students’ self-esteem can forecast their achievement motivation. 2) The
female college students’ failure-avoiding motivation is significantly higher than the male ones and the excellent
female college students’ self-esteem is significantly higher than the excellent male ones’ . 3) The excellent college
students’ self-esteem is significantly higher and failure-avoiding motivation is significantly lower than the ordinary
ones’ .

Keywords: achievement motivation; self-esteem; excellent university students
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