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introduction) ~ & % %% % 2+ (learning about game design) ~ 3 3=¥% % (playing each other’s
games)~ iz & 255t (games refinement) ~ 12 % gx 2 ¥55% (establishing the final version of the game) -
WERFIFHFCLHODGEFTTFIF Fa»dw g (e.g, André & Hastie, 2018; Casey &
Hastie, 2011; Casey, Hastie, & Jump, 2016; Casey, Hastie, & Rovegno, 2011; Fernandez-Rio &
Morales-Sallés, 2020; Hastie & Casey, 2010; Vidoni & André, 2019) » + & ¥ # 37 % SDG fic ;¢
’ﬁ PR AL BASEREE I EFL pAEY RS B EITF R FEE
MAAEEN Bk PRS2 ARG E L ESROERY & ¢ B AR o o
ipd SDG Host efT = & W o SN engE 4 B ki T W B g @ B A2 R IR
973G T ER 4L A i 5 o

AP AT 2Pt SDG BN AT ¢ 3 N AR T ek 2 o o B RE RFZK
Ao FwRrnZ LRGP EAE Y4 v w2 BITRAE > TEEF P R EFER RN %
29 % SDG R g X B R o

2. ¥ 7% K 4E Research Question
HRF L P i AT Y 2 B AT

(1) % SDGHA A renFeeBd > %4 846 LF £ 2T HBFEH > 2 EHFR
BF g AN~ SDG 5 it e g 4 9

(2) £% SDGH A4 » P BB 4 > N EHR LB RMAP LB LL P2

3. = }I%#;T:’ 3+ Literature Review
(1) SDG #c5* 2 A 2= L 21 38 4

5t E a’i‘u”ﬁ dEARFERNOREF O IR AGE Y RE L KSR Y
P42 % K3 #re4 § (Mauldon & Redfern, 1969)-90 # i+ #p ¥ »Rovecno £ Bandhauer (1994)
TR R AR P SRV iR 0 PR AN R TG TR AR T
fod FHFRLFHANAL 0 Bh G EF R LB 0 #7470 SDG
ok 55N s bdeH B 4 R eV 712 35 % (Hastie & Curtner-Smith, 2006; Oliver
et al., 2009) ; & B iR HcEF R E PRk B 4 %2 ¥sk 2 £ B (André” & Rubio, 2009) % -
Hastie (2010) #-H B A % E S% @ VA3 £ & £ 01 7 ¥ @& F8H Y 5SDG S 0 ©
P T ERRF 5 R 5 4 o 0t b > Hastie (2010) ~ # 1 F & AF 5 P 7 %5 SDG #5°
R AFERKEF RSP REH N RLI T -RoF I FFEREV AR G EEEERIE
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P4+ > Hastie (2010) #%& 217 SDG #i58 e7f *6 4> & B 5 /1 B 5% (SDG introduction) ~
g % 255\ % 3+ (learning about game design) ~ T 3=¥%% (playing each other’s games) ~ i3 It ¥%4%
(games refinement) ~ 12 % F£ X554 (establishing the final version of the game) « % - B # 2 " 4
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TRFA LT ol 2w S RARPEE R (Dhe D f I FEHE RS
FAE R E) RS H B TV SR ) AEEE AL NG LA §AESR £5)
WE G Hhdom RIS RGE TR ¥ @D 4] - fsd F4E 2 )
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3 4% 0 enssk (Hastie, 2010) o
% Hastie (2010) # ! SDG #i-5% <5 88§ 5 7 415 - Butler, Storey, ¥ Robson (2014) 7+
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(2) SDG #5782 Bk R

SDG ticstd Fix S F Em & » m 2204 H e 2 K3 (Hastie, & André, 2012; Vidoni, &
André, 2019) - L % Fernandez-Rio £2 Morales-Sallés (2020) #.& 517 — #7¢ & il 7 267 5 7
SDG 3¢ » % Pé;ﬁd p Az 32 (self-determination theory, SDT) &k 2 #1538 3 e g
J 5] e

BALRITA RBREE Ain i R B F R A %A 8 P E B A B (Deci
& Ryan, 2002) o 48 s A i B A kP p 2N -T2 R A 5 P & (intrinsic motivation) ~

P # 4% (extrinsic motivation) £ & % % (amotivation) » B ¢ “t A e @ x ¥ L wa 5 K&
(integrated) ~ 3% (identified) ~ p % (introjected) ~ 12 % *F & (external) % 34 & (Deci & Ryan,

2002) - ¢ Curran ¥ Standage (2017) =~ L;Jc"v‘"/éﬁ“' fro P SDT eF7 7 533l p 3 2 d i



(autonomous motivation) ¥ /&4 1£## (controlled motivation) IELEL » T3 B 48 e 5 7
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& A2 F f% & (basic psychological needs) B E_f A 238y - BE gL o f AL
TR, AR B OB WAL LRI p A (autonomy) ~ 2 T & (competence) ~ B % R
(relatedness) ¥ = 8k & < I T Reh AR “TR S (Ryan & Deci, 2000; Ryan & Deci, 2017) -
FARE S P ARABHT P FARFSAFEFR RIS EE AR AT RS
G‘)’fu/é. TR RRE S nE R MR BB A BRI £ AR KT RN o AR
LB R BAL € R 2 F R (Deci & Ryan, 2002; Ryan & Deci, 2017) - 1245 Deci £ Ryan
(2002) it > BREP AR B ER M AGRE FZACEE KRB IAARAER > BPRIALER
e f LB s R A2 REG HFE D F 2 S FCILF IR RRARME - BB
R ASCACE AL of RN el U A s

Fernandez-Rio ¥ Morales-Sallés (2020) ## #7334 @ dp 1 > SDG #5893k 347 2L 4 %
FHE 0 F1s SDG R T Fa i dw
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R EREIHAEY BB K P
B4 4 SDG RS ukd ¢ T B ¢ T R E R LR AN R % B
PARBE T ERME 2 4 SDGH N ik ¥ kR A & i 4 K EE 0 X2 BiER
MDA LR LN A BT RIS ks EXTIBAY T BEBER B LT
ERMISDG R RAAHE & ER > 1A FARE RE LG 2P L e GE

% K 3 B ARM I o d 3t SDG 5V et p A2 3245 B & ch- R Fernandez-Rio &
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Morales-Sallés (2020) a#-p - IB AR 5 B B i@ 2h A A o
() SDC H 2 F g F %12 g # WiFF P L2 2 ki

GEEAAPRTERFRLTHS C BASAE T BN @R RIS EMY RV LAk
FH5 SDOHGY TR I AFRERM > EI S AF I FIELE LR EEFIR o Y
TQW#%%EE‘@”T? F ik N T E S s W FHFH D88 1SDG

VAR T A F R R AR kY o

AEHGIE P 2 5o SDGHFY F S A3E R 5 4 bl4e: X3k (Casey, Hastie, & Rovegno,
2011; Hastie & André, 2012) ~ # # (Hastie & André, 2012) ~ £53#F 3% (André, & Hastie, 2018) -
< 3% (Fernandez-Rio, & Morales-Sallés, 2020) o #* ¢t » & 12 % v & & (Fernandez-Rio, &



Morales-Sallés, 2020) ~ 14 % g iz v j5 22 R4 3§ a0 /56 cRTA|iE # (Casey, Hastie, & Rovegno, 2011)
SAMMEFAFIAET o3P HSDOH A FH T SN ERMT RS LAY Y
AABEWFEER F B0k 4 §RBTERIE P SuEH - dHastie (2010) hE ¢ 5 R
ERMT RV RGP M ATEF 2R AR THHEHERIEP REF L ES

R H RIS S HEFET I3 17Kk B4 S H % (e.g,André & Hastie, 2018, 2020;
Casey, & Hastie, 2011; Casey, Hastie, & Rovegno, 2011; Fernandez-Rio, & Morales-Sallés, 2020) »
| & 4 & 2. (e.g., Hastie & André, 2012; Hastie, Casey, & Tarter, 2010; Vidoni, & André, 2019) -
FRA T R ey 84 SDGHS R wIEE A § & 5 1% % o &4 4 Casey, Hastie,
22 Rovegno (2011) #7if » SDG 5% @ # 5 ¥ nf % 230> § X FIF 4 #3208 F & hjk +
WFR A GHRPE F I HZAERARR [ 2 2B ORI P RN D
LRFD LRV AL d 2 20 > SDG 38 B ¥ Ffbrt b & AR (Ap B o
B gsk) i g ARl o

EEYREIL S FIFT L HSDGHE G I F woxk R/ iET FF T sy L
FILF ESDGHNV H AL B 4 ch® 4B 8 Y #4 (e.g., Fernandez-Rio & Morales-Sallés, 2020;
Hastie, Casey, & Tarter, 2010) ~ 3% = & 4 et % ¥ it 4 (e.g., Casey, Hastie, & Rovegno, 2011;
Hastie & André, 2012) ~ #8551 % = § (h@ [} & (¥ (e.g., Casey, & Hastie, 2011) ~ 7 B4+ 5 4 3
BEd AR 4 (e.g.,André & Hastie, 2018; Vidoni, & André, 2019) ~ 14 2 R4 § 4 p 2 b &2
%8 f &2 (e.g., Fernandez-Rio & Morales-Sallés, 2020) % o i ¢  #cirF 3 T;'S BT ipE o
weatk o RIS T A H DTV s e f % b ' o &]4-Casey, Hastie, ¥ Rovegno (2011)
12 % Casey £ Hastie (2011) "’K’ﬁ FIREF A € FIp e KPP K E TS B I dr e
e o pR R I RET AT A R R I E S T AGE L E Al g d B
POl bbb S RFLP PRLS F3 06 LoV M ARY I EAFIFTH (eg,
Casey & Hastie, 2011; Hastie, Casey, & Tarter, 2010) ¢ i& * — f& 3 31 1 & wikis k #3833/ 22 5 o
d 3P R T IR 3375 LR EHBPAPPR R SF R Y > KEFFARG REFETR
LR TR IENT SRRt B s e

BAE R IRA AT HSDGHE P ihig 4 BRI % 8 78 - 43 o bldeAndré
¢1 Hastie (2020) ¥ R 285 %7 »SDGH » T A NP kw2 B &g 4 2 305 kv
Flpt ek A S SDGH G A Fa AL B AT RT 4 L A K =7 T kR o 2 Vidoni
£ André (2019) 12 % Fernandez-Rio £ Morales-Sallés (2020) R &7 7 ¢ 2 R > el BPF
FrEu e IR CEFEREFLIENHEARDER RFTHE FE DL LKL FP o

4cButler, Storey, ¥? Robson (2014) # 212 #%f% > 4.7 % SDGH- I\ kiFRKEF I E £ A
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SDG #i5¢ eh§ % % 1/ Hastie (2010) #r#& 1 cg 5 A o F Tk R S 6] g AT A
BES  RFEAP AL SDEH N T 2w AR > L ST 4 R RA A L FF o
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RIS AR R IR A R X SRR RHRR R Bk o 28 R5

GV o d LI BETEAE RS AR T YR > BT B4R B X
(FIBH b MR R) s U2 7 (71 o Bt P 5 TAE RIS | o FEILE B IR A& chis i
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AR B R RBE LRI BN o SeE BB Ao it o B B S nE
PR PAR S PG ARE S LB -

5. F 3 ®k3EH (732 Research Methodology

(1) 7§ 3t

AT HRBERHRAT R KR | 7% A7 7 %6 SDG fic;V 2. st e e 1 977 0 &
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A 144 Gl%)ed AT BN FEPRZF IV -FEATIRIHRE S TP ki

ANERFE2 1092 1105 e R LA EE P nRIELZR2Z TR NIFZLEFT RS K
2% (1098 & BRE4ES L HIEE 5 AT Y A4 ~ SDG K » & 110 8 & B 2 51
M THRBE) M FEB A PR LR SR LTS S TEFEFT RS
ek E AN N S AR LR LS J'l#%",% cHB MM 2 HREFS X 83 £ HP T S8 A
(70%) ~ % 2 25 & (30%) «

REFRREINL SELEIFL AR SR PR N X WRTHARER L
FRETRLFHEELFEL R RPN FREHERY TRAN SR FEHE Y
AU o RBRER S PR AR AR VERBIZY R E AT TR EINA
PP HTH L TR ESE SDGER )2 2 84 > PFRELL I8 F BT R - &7

—‘ﬁ %P Axinn £ Pearce (2006) 223k 7 AR L P HF 4 it o BPFF A I T RE
3| 1@ 4 47 v (theoretical saturated) #2 & o #7 7 BRI T = o ofEdHh I & T3 AofF
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BT EIRL > HgR* Y4 B4R U E LIFEZ BREIE > RHP AT

N 2 plE R THT R84 8468 £ o ) £ & d Sparks, Lonsdale, Dimmock, £
Jackson (2017) #-8 & 246§ £ F B B M7 %k £ 7 44 > 5 Likert5 -8 © o R4nix
* 2_ % % % Scanlan, Simons, Carpenter, Schmidt, ¥? Keeler(1993) #t% E » ¥ * &1 7 B &

s & #F % Py o Hsu, Shang, ¥ Lin(2022) % FEHERAE RS T LY 20t T P B LF G
R A FEESE -

T4 2 plBtadr THT RS2 FE84 (SRIPES) P chy 4 284 - RELET
2603 %4 22455 4438 5 Likert6 8% * - 87 %5 2 § =& 4 d Hsu, Pan, Chou, Lee,
2 Lu (2014) *r8 B » Sd F R BT E L7 - RFEMETF)IE A7 - B M Bk E LS 0 R
AR R A BB ST B R ¥ 2 F B RAL (2014) ¥ - 2 ETOEE A
EEHRBEEFIZ AT PRBEERE O RS RRE L FER -

TEiT 2B R g THTREL T84 (SRIPES) ¥ b ita g4 £
43> % 5 Likert6 BE8 % cdem il ¥ 4 £ A ML THE - EI T L A Nd Ao Rk
AP RER TR A DA FRN (K Fhke % 2 3% % &4 2014 Hsu, Pan, Chou,
Lee, & Lu, 2014) -

B IAMAE s R RA L B L T F S ERRTER L B A G
PRIREEF LR b TF LY L H 0 BB RPN E T T

E3 R BRI g%kE a4 o kX %2 & 4 Casey, Hastie, 22 Rovegno (2011) 3* 3%
B2 HSDGHY R LR AL (5P 2R3 ) A% a T AZRE P 5 v B ul iR
NG %Uﬁ] #2772 | (Were there any features of the experience that you found enjoyable?) ~ T %
FF ¢ BT eni & Pegy vRut? | (What were your biggest challenges?) ~ T %2k 3+ ¥58% chif 4%
¥ 3 g 3 vRi Hdreg? | (Did you experience any frustrations during the games design process?) -
FCAp s B s 8 2 8 > SDGHVE (R 97 o = Avii@? | (Howdid this experience
compare with previous games lessons in physical education?) o p* #t » &= 3 FI k3t d 7 RIE R K
MBI R TAREA N AR RNE R oz TR &S 238 p 2
BEEHFHBOEY T 2 T8 4 19 5 SDOHCS i@ 6o 3% 2172 ARk ik | o

(4) FHASLE S

-
[

CEREIS R L KBS SRR E - FRSANLE s AL EF ALK
2B A WAL G AR R o 3 xR 2 T A HR * SPSS A3t E EEH T REE FiEA
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17 > £ % F Levene th TR FEinA B TR gl it F 00 84E ¥ 4 & (Fehd A BoiT S
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REBRIAET R By (FRESHRE) M AT o BFMERL 050 8
12 Cohen'sn2 1% 5 224 € chipth + 3 06 AL &3 @ ¥R 1+ ok £ (Cohen, 2013)-

BRI FAIRA > PR TR A ITE P2 & £4 Charmaz (2001) 23k 2 2 > B AR
FAT L R - IS RIS I RE S FEF R L Jﬁ{?«ﬁwﬂfks\—}%*fi % B

FREmRR o NEEFT FHN P HEROENE L S o AR FEF LR RS

&&4%6#%w%ﬁﬁfmmﬂi~ﬁi &,’aiéiiﬁ%;xgﬁwﬁbﬁii
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B fode E B R P B - ﬁ*%ﬁ@*?%Q CHETE R DL w
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6. %% T/ 7 = % Teaching and Research Outcomes
1) =%
F#46 | s %I04 o Yol 2 At 0 F ek R T iadch 331 (SR T e s 4.40
%%@ﬁwiém;3w~awiémé3%omwm%£&%?ﬁ%ié%@¥’@%ﬁ

\r:s

B 4

B R RPN o X RS TR R T 0 R R RIS RSP b
ﬁﬁ%%a:?%ﬁ&@ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ¥$“ﬁ%@UWWZMp—OOnL—%) BT R
SDG f3 1§ 2 chfids e § B ¥ ok = ok -

B2 A (2Pt @)

(W]

0

BTy A ) S R hoB 3 4TF 0 BT RT 358G 431 T Bl 5.06
e TR T ok s 401~ (SRIT0%E 413 Levene R Rk TR LA HF > A4 A
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SRR R P R A Y] o X REAS R FHT > AL D RFERDEFE > ey
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LB E DG FREDEHRAFHEFRIIVHRBE (F=258%p=.00;7°=.17) c ¥ 7 7 %
SDG - HF 4 ¥ 4 2R 7 BF ook o

B3 ¥4 afsipv #E
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W]
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FEERLE  —em i IE4H

Wl &0 ) en %30 > 4ol 3 977 > F ST R T 58cE 439 ($RT 58 5.04 5
HHPe e p| T o s 431~ (RTS8 437 o Levene R R B TR TL A F A D

TA OB AP R LS« XA ITESET o B R SRR S 0 W
ARG G PREMEHMAEFEERINHBE (F=2351;p=.00;72=.15) k= 9 %
SDG s 8 4 chg iv42 & 7 ¥ e 2ok o

—

W]

0

() ®EFRFFL
BRI R AT S B SDG st il L Y SRR R e R JRAT B
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TR R AR S BT gy TERE R E o A o KN F Y T
FRFFUFNE T & bl FARGIFRF R AT w3 o 02 e o Ak an
VRN ESE RS A AN BINAHEAEI LR EEYFRIOREA T o T E
PLpAR SR AT o 0 AR STV BEEHL P REE R 7 BRI R
B4 avsp? R4 r L SFEX R ABRD AR

WG REERLRAROFRAT LR > L FRERIEAP FARLNFEN 0 B F YA
BT 5D ORI B L GlhedA BTk LIRE o I NERE D BT b U
FRP AR ERB D FFABLIEORIE Y O RRER BRI o ¥ Ak
VRS e dad KEF LRS- B EE 0 B RR - BREAEOR LN > A4
WA AT Sy KA AW W] SRR ZED 2 S Lied B4 Ak F LT
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