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Review on the Research Progress ofthe Western LeisureSport Behavior Theories

Huang Juyun, Yan Ni, Sun Yike

(Shanghai University of Sport, Shanghai 200438, China)

Abstract: Based on extensiveconsultation of the relevant literature, the article reviews the 8 representative
theories of leisure sport behavior, i.e.,the theories of Life-course/Life-cycle, Self-efficacy, Self-determination,
Trans-theoretical Model , Leisure Constraints, Planned Behavior , Recreation Specialization and Serious
Leisure. It summarizes their characteristics, limitation and some theoretical points worthy of reference.
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2.1 A4y Py #/ A Wi (life—course/life—cycle theory)

RIS A A AR R AAE — AN B A
AR AR L B B Y AR A e AR R [ B B LA R T Y B
i B At S A, T5 B U A B A A € ST AH R AT R B
el A P49 T JBBE 5 AN ) A A 6 N A B B A8 3 % o 0 5 6 A3
N b A BEA B e R (0 AR AR R AR 2 7 R
MANETHMETIH 2, 2mE AT ERMIT R,
Levinson A& i D5 B 4] 43 4 A< Z 57, (1) JLFE AN
AERTIA (23 B Z 00 ) 5 (2) AR (23~43 £ ) 5 (3) BUAFE
A (44~63 %) ; (4) BAEMLHA (64 2 LIS ), Levinson™ A
AT 2 B T AR SR vh AR 301 R 40 301 38 B M 1 — R B A
WHEFN T R, 7620 A AR B3« 220 " I3l B4 T — A
Fo 1 TR A Ak W A 5 R TR 2 AT 55 R X A I g T
PR EATRLNAE NS SRk B B AR TE PR ALE iR Y
F AT 55 R B WX IAEAE T 7 U R B BE , DN B B RnAL
23 14 £ B2 RGBT I AT AR , PR T 0y A TE R AR i
P A T AR X TR

A Ui | RIS IR R E S 50E -1 T
AR A A TR AR B B A 3280 B Bk R pR AL 24 S
AR FE R WA . (1) MRIRIRERE T X
S AT Bl A N AE B B R R AR S 15 (2) RIRRE AT A
B E N A B B 1 28 30 1 AR A R DL DR 5 AR AR L B
BT HMBRER

Seppo E. Iso-Ahola 55 A M it % 28 i 5 R 1 & A i 4Kk
PRAT A A B 4 PSR, TN GBI T BT P PR PR 3
Bl RRE A (R R AR R IS B ) B AR (AT AR R
W CIHA MRS ) | s GEEEIR MG ) ; fi
1132 B A s BdE 2 B, Bk 4 FhAT Wi CBE 5 AL An 1T
T 94 70 T T 2 A R AR Ak

Mirja Hirvensalo 1 Taru Lintunen® %) Bff 55 3¢ B . 78 2%
BHEE RS S5EREENNELEBRENEES 58X
HEMTN R, N EASHBE IS SEA S NEH W
AAE s it S & B B AE S M AMA R L s 56 F
S 51 0 3 0 WARAE AR B B R B & 5 b TR
K B AAE LG BN A B B & AN B A A 1 0 —
g1, WA 0 Lo R R i B IR B0 25 35 U LA 5 ik A B
A, WA 40 DA R SR AR T B e A
i, BRI R IR AT G SR T RAFAIHLSs %t
AW =R (AR eSS ) (2 R ik S Rr
YRR AT S 5 2R W EEN R 2 A A an
2RI A TAE GRS R AR A0 A5 AR W B ) A i 3B
Wit ) ) P B S, R B S 5 1 AR 5 T A 1 T A 43 Ak B
Geahdh . AR DR LS R T B K IR R R E
1T R R SR Y SRS AE SR A T vk

2.2 HERBABEEIIR (self-efficacy theory)

A IR A A B2 BanduraM4i i i IS &, B R
B AT B C 7 R R A5 A B A 36 T AT 4 e AT S Y
e MG &, BA B A TRk Re R m AR HL B IR AL R
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CHE B FAH E 2058y, 2 2 WP ET S,
T 1 5 i R R M 40 852 U 45 58 LA 55, ) AR IR AE AR
145 B SRR R g 2 W I — T I, B A HAE N A
AR TR R B AT S B R E AT 8 1R JE M,
B O 0 R T 32 R 5 — O I, B FR AR R IR A
o IR B 0 R A R R 7 ok S O i Ah AR AL
RRIBOA WA AR AT N R 2 3R A AR SR EA TR AT
Elizabeth % NMBFR R . SRR ) Gl i 3 FA RS
AR NIRRT 6 3h Z AEAE G B G ORI, S T4
(AN R3S 2N LN = R I R SR A LIS S DN
1) TR LR, R B2 B AR RE sy B FRAKRBIER

Andrew I Gary | FFl & #£ T Bandura 1) H 3% 2 BE /&
HE &, MR T “IR IR B FR AU B R (Leisure Self-Efficacy) i1
PSR S, PR EERE N 3 ANEER . (1) RN A dRRE
2% (the Perceived Freedom in Leisure Scale)i, (2) PWN{EfK
PR B HLAAS (5 [ 5% (the Intrinsic Leisure Motivation Per-
sonality Disposition ), (3) H #% H ‘K & 7 (the Self-as-Enter-
tainment Scale) U4 Andrew 1 Gary™ i 57 72 Wi 74t 24k
By 4 FhA (KB 22 A AR X [E) ) 24w [E) A R  x)
B e KA RN B IR RR YA 2 15 A0 BT
LR AR IR B FRAL BRI R,

2.3 HIRLWIH L (self-determination theory )

Stanley Parkert®I At 23 454 5 AT g Z 1] 56 R AB T
B BE X UR PRI G B R st | 8 IR LT TR R A
RN SR TAEW 3 IR SRSV R HRAAM
[ 5 B0 IE AR RN AU R 1) fR S TC A ] A, 58 R 3 e iR
A IR B IE S E 0 Sk TR 0% 30 A B A
P W RN P AR BT RRAE

Denis Coleman #1 Seppo E. WA Jy fk BRI 2 5 I 95 Fift %
& A BT R AR R Y dE PR — R R AL T AT LT
VLRt R, R R ORI I R, IR RE S AT
K E R ARG AR A RSP B TR A | ax
ARG X F B2 T AATT 4 R T R A R EANME

Deci #l Ryan % A MW SCIERFSE A R G & T H 3R
TR PRI K LR S AT A A RS 36 1) i LA 2R R 43 A
HEZE , 7E Deci 1 Ryan 82053 A JSA77E 3 DA S
A ARk Y 75 B —— AT (competence ) . H 14 (autonomy) Fil
JCHK (relatedness) : (1) BEAT AR R AE SN 2 5101 ) ik
F@Emsk, A r;(2) ABREBEMRBRZAN A SEN
AR A L BCHAT NS AR ; (3) KBRS
PRI AZ B (4 5 Al N B9 L3l A DG L B R SR YRR

A e ok B 5 H A B S HLERE AR HE , B s 8 A 5
FEBE AN F & R N A S5 AN RO AT Ry BT s 1 AH &5
G, TR A LR T SR M AR R AT R 1 R AL B
B, HR K e g AL IE IR A AR BESE LAY, B OR AN E R 2T
BT b i B A T 3 e i ) A I AT R o T SE B R
AR T 3 AN FEA B AR T R TR e A Bl L, TR Lk
AR 0 T L I B T SR A AT S R 1 TR R T B A O ST
BRI L F IR SRR AL 128 SRR IR SRR I T 2 R, 3
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BTREIE), RS 5080 A B IR HR
fF R,

A IR W B AR E IR B R A5 3is F , F DL
BAR T HoF (AN AR B, 2010) , 75 /0 4F ] #4558 BlEAT 0
(Peer followership), 47+ /45 85 5 1 4 R 1 45 2 OR
W&, ZPERIAEE 4T R (Joan B. Landry and Melinda A. Sol-
mon,2002 ) %221 Kathy Lloyd & Donna E. Little®¥ F 3%
DB PRI AR N S AKELE , H LU R Lo e 7 2 SR IR IR B 1
PR B 1) AR R A AT 4 T 2 (A 25 T BRI  , f AT &
B AN SR IR BT AR H R P A B AR TT R AT | A A RSB
[ B8l I AL S SRR E 1.0 BESEAR R 23 15 3 0%
1k 538 Z BI2E 6 S A9 B S i i 1 Ik 5% SR AR R T
F A, Nikos Al Martin @ % 8 AR 86437 H IR R A%
U0 1 2 A TR S s o 25 1 T W 2R A AR R IN R B T
SIS AR S 5 B ¥ R H YA B S HILFN & 1) TR 40
G T FEARE AT R 07 T R 5 A FR e i o+
T2 AR AR IR B I shE2 4t T 78 FH A BeAE e

2.4 BB IR (Trans—theoretical Model )

5 H e B R — AR B BB E A IS HESE
Prochaska M H: [F]FHAFPNR S i & . ZIIBLG T £
HYELIE R IR , AL O AW B (1) AT AR B A A
A7 R 75 Ak 43 1 R 7 1) (precontemplation ) |, 7 7] ( contempla-
tion) ., i £ (preparation) . 17 31 (action) . £ £F ( maintenance )
FZ L 6 BB (termination) ., (2)4T A28kt 2, Af15E
RTEAT A8 A US| S 2 SR B U Y 2 b KT
FAE (RFTAE) A1 O AR A TS 23 [0 & ] 1H A9 A g
FRAT N Y (H FRARRIER) . A 10 Ay iH Y AR kit R (A5
KeyE . (1) &R T 1k (Consciousness-Raising ) , i 2 3¢ T+ fdt
TTHREMER . 2EMA N EIR; (2) 3RE 2
(Dramatic Relief) , K h A fdt B 19 47 o i e 2 248 A2 &,
YT T AT 20 AT B % 2 AR AR A AT Ay B T U ) S B A A
B (3) A FRE fli (Self-Reevaluation ) , AR 2 g e 47 2 Xt
A2 T RN AR RN HE 22 56 5 9L 5 (4) 355 544 (Environmental
Reevaluation) , TAIREb T A AN ATl 2 22 2 Hu 5% i fih
N, T AN S A 7] 8 40 B A ) 37 LS 43 i N\ K 2 A BRI
S 5 (5) %1451 i (Social Liberation) , AR RE £ 5 fin 37
FRAREAT R 5 (6)AMAAR K (Self-Liberation ) , AH{E A & g%
BUBFURIAT I X 555 (7) #BIKEHR (Helping Relation-
ships), KMABLLBEZE LIFACKEM A (8) KInHy
(Counter-Conditioning ) , ¥ 2> /N e B (47 A 5 2K, -3K 4t 3¢
A9 3 (9) 584k 45 P (Reinforcement Management) , 34 i1 1
WAT Sy (4 22 J5) 5 (10) 3l 98 #% il (Stimulus Control ) , fif FH fig
B WUR R AT N A RN (SRR

5 B BRI ) R B RN T T T 8 I R A5 £ TR AT
R, Ja e wk F LARI S AR T BB L PR PR 45 AR AT Sy 19 3k
PRAF ) A i Bk e AT Sy AR Ak ) I FH 35 T2 B AT S B B
R s e BRI Y 6 T M R RE R
PR S BIF 5 B — M R R AT 5 AN B Bl N B4 5 6 > <&
IE"BY B, pl TS NSRBI ALE S T T A T AT S 4R
B, TR PR 06 Bl — R 2SN B AR A AT 2K, TR
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25 HWIHBAHERZEE (the hierarchical Leisure

Constraints Theory )

il 249 B 22 38 19 2 0 L PR ) AT S 5 8= A2 UK PR i B
1D B R 7 NS B N TRy o e I = TS I N N |
2 B AE 1R IR 5 IR IR AR L7 AT 56 1A R 90 BEDBR 25
BB MR R R TAME S b s = B IRk AR
B 2SR B REE T LR R ) fE IR ARNE 2R AR &R
KA TFAEE R+ ST sh FFE & R S5 N B T
B 9 ] R R HL2s B A B AR R A
SUS5 A R AS 0 AR 3 A J2 T A o 24 PR 2 E AR IX 4
SCHAHER R LR T AR S IR RS 3 0 P SR
 , Crawford ZFEHEI T 3 MAHICI AT . (1) RN 29
FR AR AR B A G54 LA ITUF B B — At #)41
M JZHEEH 5 (2) 3K — 2R A S T i 29 R 3 e B2
ok T B RN Y AR B R A 5 (3) X — R A AR
TASBEERIT , B8 IS MR 2 i L IR
A BB BRI S

Jackson , Crawford F1 Godbey ™ J5 3k 6 Bt Fn 4 & T b
TR 2 SR AR s A AT 38 2o A o b 3 35 R DR il 249 R
FEI LI ZIRN S5 X R i 249 B 2 04 B 2 8 4 37 314
P ShAll a5 AT T ) 240 22 06 BB RS2, 2 AT
F BAIL R LA o AR AR PR 1 249 PR 28 B A AT B 618 S iR TR 3%
Bl X —HEIS AT RRAE R IR 2 5 09838 48, Hubbard
F1 Mannell B9 J& T 4R R 838 B, AT T4 Hh T 4 MR IR
VRGN R R A % AR A PR - AR - SRR
LR E | i TR (S I M U B N L B (oS L g
PR PR 1 55 24 o HL A B 28 5 W R4S B )32 0 A B

R

PR PR ] 249 R 22 )2 9 3RS X R R IACF BT 5 B9 B 2205 7
TET : (1) B8R4 T —Fh B E 20 A A GROW A 7 HrESE
{27 AT LURS 2 R AR TRAR B 25 B9 [A) )2 1T A9 R
WA —A R B E LR Z Fp LA 58 (2) ERRIRIAE
Z5MNA RN RIEAT TEHCA2E; (3) ERE TR
PR 25 52 R 3R A6 22 i i G360 ) i

2.6 XTI (the theory of planned behaviour)

TR RIS F B Ajzen SR E ) TR B
W R RS 3 AN I (L)X REAT M S, T8 AT HE
FEAT N AR B S AN B PO PR B 5 (2) EARILTE,
8 S AN S AR A A T O T DAL A A 23 R DT 5 (3) X T
1 R A ] A AR S it A A7 S T A e o R . — ik
MF , SRR 1T 1925 B B, S B X AT
S, BUAT A4 38R DA A S22 AT S 1 2 18
R

THRIAT g BRI R R AU G | T VR AR B i R
Tk, B4R IS Z RN R, W T AR U
WHRIRAT Ry By 2247 hy AR IR AT Ry Al

Ajzen F1 Driver iz IR 1 RIAT 9 B8 1 %€ B 18] 46 X5
— it A R AR B QRN 3h 1% i 1L R A
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0 7y W AR B AT A SL AT 53 R R AT

B AAT ) RIS EE L EARRE AT oS AT 1 RS
TPREIAT TA & BEA S R SR | BN TR
PP B R E BT R =10 AT 2 3 1) Y B R IR
WEAT 5 NATROR R E 3 3l AT R ] R A T2
PR AR B, AE TR B T 1 A 56 AT DL 3 A AR
to 5% BN R A BB AL (Ajzen Ml Driver,1992)
Krzysztofliz 31X 7 M HE X 303 44 I 25 5 DA A4 1
PRIRAKE 5 sh gt 47 7 B0, &2 30 AR IRIR T AT h B 2
IR 16 2 0 B W R AR i AT R A B AT 045
TR LRI T N =1 00 2 3 R R AR i X — & B
THHAT B AR GE, AR T QR A BOR AR .
HHDERNIEE R EE T, BRI 85 DR
PR T I AR . 8 Al ] 0 OR PR AR T AT o i
Chih-Fu Cheng % iz FTHRI47 0 BB XS 623 £ Bk “ M3
227 B AT AT TS, e BUAS RN BT LA AT A 8
il 38 347 Sk B R B FEE AT Ry AR S R 5 (R R
FUIE I N AR 2 s T AT =), AT I A T R N
RE ELIE TR0 LL FEWAE 1T A1),

THRNAT R BRI S IR R AR B 47 o 16 S50 F 5T 43 T
CIEC(BNE S odiv s ibrouii g T = N DN A Uk E o e V=0
TERIRFR 22 0 2 5T, R A R [l 2 3 ) B AR R IRAE A 22
S A R T RIAT A BE R RINRE TN LAY
=P

2.7 WWIHET{LEE (the theory of recreation specializa—

tion)

PRIR % TR B8 5L il Bryan 2 14, Bryan 758 5% 6
OGP I R, LB H BRI AR — A5 00 1
o3 SE IR PG A REAR I AP TE & T R A0k, R 7E
WA AT BTG REE A A 22 R Tk 2k 22 R R
580 -5 2 5 X T2 By i I B FTRR A YA O L TR
SO A H B — R S E LT B O AR T AE—#F
A AR RIVRE T, A AT TARL T A PR PR 48R & it — < Ml By
Bk

PRI T A B 2 — i OC T AR IR R F 4 K AR 3T
FIES , EIN AMIE RTINS 5 2R IR 1 s, 24
FEARMETT B8y, B TE S A A I3 X Bl 1A
[F) R ; Bt 28 30 BG4 A1) 2578 75 B hike S AE A 1)
AN AR 22 % T TG PR BT RN 45140 % i s X 35 3l 1 i 2 1Y
AN, I R B — A% i sl A B RS 5 A
ilip AR

PR & TR A — > B 22148 28 i B A 1) 32 282
G — 1A, R IR LR PRI Bl B % T4k, At AT gl B A4
IRIR 1A% S G — P o 0 e BE R 224 2% g 28 WP PR )
Z 5IkE| T LG — R L KW — S AT B
PR R A ) D 4 B0 28 4, 9 H IR ISR IR 2 R PR 1 42
A B0 Sl R A () Ak () ) o R PR 1) e e R s 5 5
S — 22 51) 5 i [A) 0 0 A0 B AT R FR AR R HEAT AR AL B
%%, Chi-Ok OhSeong Ok Lyu Fl William E. Hammitt!“e{ii F
T — A AHE 3 A AL B = FRMIEIRIN E 114k . (1)
72 (B 2 2t R BBTE ) (2) N (and I |
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FIAHAE) 5 (3) X 55 (HF AR S 5 A A1 7 A bt
i EAEAE ) I R PR IR e IR B2 5 R 10 2 i) R 2
FETE 25 R HE

2.8 TRk LIS (the theory of serious leisure)

R PR Y HE & %5 L 1 Stebbins [ % |, Stebbins[47]4
PRINAE— A FBEEAK IR (casual leisure) 7™ 5t 4K
(serious leisure ) 2 ] 1Y) 3% &2 55 — & (The casual leisure-seri-
ous leisure continuum |, X CL-SL) ., $&H . (1) FEEAK IN
RUEEE 9 B D AR R 3G 3l T EAR DS A TR 2 &
FTRUN S, 2 DA AR 3 O R, BE R R IN L 48 T Br g2
Tk THOPA PRIER (A /INBE (D) (BB SR (IR FL AR
BEAS JREE AR ) BB AR (AL AR I X party 7 k) (At
A& E AR B R (At KR BE R R IR B —
TR AR PR, (2) ™ IR AR PR i 20 2 48 R PR A oA A= U
B HE AL O B AT R G B SR, DA R AR R R IR E Y
15 R A TR S T 0l (earnest-
ness) . EL i (sincerity) . E fill (importance ) F1 {5 5 (careful-
ness) 5 S TUR R R R ZALFR b AR I Bl | AT B Ak
FEIE BN 3 N5 1 T o R RSSO PR SR AR 56 1 SR TR s 2
MHRANARLHWEZEFE, NETRR NN EZ
5 A A - (amateurs ), AT XK R TG 3 B A m B2 AR
B, HlATTAS ) 353 2 4 b 2 B R &l B
PN, AR FHOY A 5 = A TR L FEZA
KR 5 % 44 (hobbyists ) , AL 5 L ZE | il £ FI K AR
RIS INE KEZASINE XFLEARELGH S
MNF, EEH (volunteers) ; Rl ik £ % (Occupational
devotees) , i F {5 A& 1 Wk B T 7 2 47 016 3 24 b, X6 30
ELAG v B A AP R s IR, e 3 43 AT M LA X 43 TAE
FREE o (3) ™7 PR PN 5 B AR PR ) B XA T 6 A
TAT: WHR IS B 0 5 B AR PR AR VE Y AT A4k 5 5% 0 3R AR 5 R
HRA 2 IR B Z A L T TR 25 A0 5 A RS RN AL 3
B WG| T3 0 AAR AL 23 A [R] 0.1

TEIR R PR G 4 % F IR AR A s &
M, DAAE RO PR SO0 B 3G 3 s AR RS PLAR R 3C
THC T ] 487 33 SR X < K e ™ B DA, T X S D02 S5 9%
F X b BE A SR T T SRR N TR G
HAE AR Z M E AR S AT T, SRR IR R 24 AT
TR Z k5 WK RS R T — N
RZ  FESE IR PR HE 5 38 I T R R R 51 g

3 INE

ASCHTA VR A DR R S A TR Ak AR i R
WA T BT S | B R R PR R 2 R e TR
F1 0 B IRTR & 1AL BRI F0™ R IR R B8 BAT QT 1
SEEAHE : (1) ENTHREG S T 2 M2 RIS R IR ; (2) BT
R TR EIE 5 (3) AR A& B — R B Al K 4 i A L5 (4)
R LA SE SO TE R S Al 5 (5) AR LAMATE AT O O i
B, X R B A BT BUE 2 B 5 S BIE T ST N A
FEEE BT ST A A A R R A BRI R AR
HE N FAEAER . 5350, A BALREELIE | A 3 P b7 5
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WL TR T O B A v R R R R A 6 R AR RE M O
R 1 AR A ) R DN ROR | 5 [ A TR 26 JE RIS
e 2P A R R RE S S B LR E AR I
AT A I T A TR A B Y B X L

IR XL IFARSE S . ASSCHTIRPERY 8 Fh iR IR 4
FAT B HSE ALV T ARSI SRR A R JE R, B
TJLF-#RBLRE T WF XS G0 “ PR " B REA Tl 2 b, B
WFTERS G ELAT R (.00 BE Ty AT DA R AN AT 3 42 L
T A APFREE X R T AR BEE RO AR X B A TS
etese At am g ez EUUEESF IR ; X L i
Wk 2 s E BT G B SR A AR i, X 5
il ST S E | [ R A T AR EE A7 4 Tt IR A 27
SRR U F50) AS BE, 7E WSO 6 P38 5 3R 114 (] i) 2
BHAR,

PRI T 0 B BT AN A S i 22 S i L A
BUSE N , I 2 M T RS, AR A AL & Y — 2L R
AR R 2 X R A BE I 507 LE IR 2R - I 28 4 2e 1Y
WS, B ORI H R AR TR R LS R 7
S 5 P 2t AR s I 2% AL PR PRDKE o 31 G2 16 L A6 5 199
2% 5 00 0 AR P A 5 SR o A I 285 AR IR A
JECR AT RE 5 AR VT TS ) MOk R HSk B B T A R S
e, VEITI AR TR A BB T E A R A AL, i
PR T R TT U6 1) ML 7% | i Hs 25 75 D SR
M2 SO R |, I BB B 2 AR BT Y v A AT RE S B
PRIR AT W5 09 2595 07 ok
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