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Abstract: According to a WHO report (2018), more than 80% of adolescents do not do enough physical
activity. Physical Education (PE) classes should be aimed at solving this problem. The present
study aims to analyze the influence teachers have on motivation, embarrassment and intention to be
physically active among their students. A total of 604 secondary school students participated in the
study. Various statistical analyses were carried out to explain the causal relationships between the
variables. The results revealed a positive relation between the autonomy support and the satisfaction
of basic psychological needs (BPN), and a negative relation with the frustration of BPN. In contrast,
perceived control revealed a positive relation with frustration of BPN, and a negative relation with
the satisfaction of BPN. Satisfaction of BPN was negatively related to embarrassment and positively
related to self-determined motivation. On the other hand, frustration of BPN was positively related
to embarrassment and negatively with self-determined motivation. Embarrassment was negatively
related to self-determined motivation, and the latter was positively related to intention to be physically
active. Indeed, the study demonstrates the influence and the importance of PE teachers and of the
motivational and emotional processes of adolescents during PE classes and the role they play in
acquiring the habits of an active lifestyle.
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1. Introduction

According to a WHO report [1], more than 80% of adolescents worldwide do not do enough
physical activity, despite its numerous benefits to physical, mental and emotional well-being [2].
Physical Education (PE) classes should be aimed at solving this problem as the basic objectives of PE
include teaching students to adopt regular physical activity habits in their free time. Thus, teachers
play a key role given their influence, not only on the dynamics within PE classes, but also through
the interaction they establish with students. Furthermore, teachers could directly impact student
involvement in PE classes and whether students adopt active habits outside of the school setting and/or
if those habits last throughout their lives [3].

Self-Determination Theory (SDT; [4]) suggests that social context can exert an influence on
individuals through two very different interpersonal approaches: autonomy support and controlling
style. Autonomy support involves fostering self-initiative and mental and physical self-development
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among students [5]. In contrast, controlling style emphasizes, for example, the use of external pressures,
coercive methods and obligations, which are perceived by students as the origin of their behaviors,
effectively undermining their self-initiative, effort and own self-knowledge [2]. Indeed, the role
adopted by the teacher can significantly influence the development of students’ basic psychological
needs (BPN) [6].

According to SDT, these BPN are defined as essential nutrients for personal development
and well-being [2]. In this context, there are three psychological needs: autonomy, competence
and relatedness [7]. However, a recent study conducted by González-Cutre et al. [8] proposed
the incorporation of novelty as an additional BPN, which is defined as the innate tendency of
the individual to search for new activities and experiences to achieve their complete development
and well-being. In short, students who feel more autonomous when making decisions, that is,
competent in their actions, supported and welcomed by the social group at hand, and who find
different activities appealing, will experience a satisfaction of their BPN. Furthermore, such students
tend to experience self-determined motivation, which is related to the learning of new habits, the
commitment to learning, the improvement of interpersonal relationships and the manifestation of
adaptive behaviors [4]. In contrast, if during PE classes students experience a feeling of abandonment,
inadequacy in their actions, a lack of decision-making and a perception of excessively monotonous
or repetitive activities, they will experience a frustration of their BPN. Such experiences tend to be
marked by non-self-determined motivation, which is related to abandonment of an activity, a lack of
both commitment and interpersonal relationships and, ultimately, the manifestation of maladaptive
behaviors [6].

These BPN and the role of the teacher can have a significant influence on the motivation
adopted by a student towards PE classes [4,5]. According to SDT, motivation can be self-determined or
non-self-determined, where the former is related to behaviors based one’s own choices, decision-making
capacity and personal initiative. In contrast, non-self-determined motivation is associated with
participation in events due to acquired external pressures and/or obligations. This type of motivation
leads to a lack of self-regulation of adaptive behavior as individuals tend to desist and distance
themselves due to a lack of reward or external social recognition where there once had been. In contrast,
self-determined motivation facilitates adaptation as it fosters self-regulation of behavior due to the fact
that individuals tend to persist because of the satisfaction they obtain from doing the activity [7].

On the other hand, motivation is also affected by emotions, which constitute a powerful energizer
that activates the inherent motivational processes within students [9]. In this context, various studies
have analyzed the effect of different emotions on motivation [10]. Nonetheless, hardly any studies
analyze the influence of the embarrassment that students experience during PE classes on motivation.
In this regard, adolescence is a pivotal period linked to a number of physical, social and cognitive
changes. These changes often generate certain feelings of rejection or shyness in different situations that
take place during PE classes which impede or inhibit the students from carrying out a particular motor
task [11]. One of the factors that favors student inhibition is adolescents’ own physical development,
as they tend to compare themselves to other classmates. Moreover, the social relationships during
adolescence is greater than during childhood, which increases the search for the feeling of belonging
to a friendship group, causing them to flee from situations that may damage their social image [12].
In addition, the motivation of students toward PE classes can help to leading to increased leisure-time
physical activity of youth, despite any bad experiences they might have [13]. In this sense, physical
activity in leisure-time is often defined as a freely chosen activity involving physical efforts in one’s
free time and that has health benefits for students [13]. From the salutogenic theory defines health as
one’s location on the “ease/dis-ease” continuum with sense of coherence as a main construct in this
model. According to Antonovsky [14], sense of coherence relates to the significance of “resistance
resources” for prevention of health that based on an adequate self-evaluation, internal motivation
for self-development through challenging leisure-time interests and social support when needed.
In addition, Antonovsky formulated the existence of other term, general resistance resources refer
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to material resources (e.g., money, infrastructures) and personal (e.g., social support, intelligence,
self-esteem). All of those should be considered important as well as opportunities to study, access to
friends or educationally created opportunities for leisure-time activities [15].

At present, existing studies on the topic of PE classes have primarily focused on the positive aspect
of SDT, analyzing how autonomy support from teachers positively influences satisfaction of BPN [16]
and motivation towards PE classes [17], and, in turn, how the latter affects motivation to engage in
physical activity and the intention to be physically active [18]. However, a new line of research has
recently emerged which focuses on analyzing the negative consequences of the controlling teaching
style on different variables. Thus, such studies are able to identify the negative effects this style has on
the satisfaction of BPN [19], self-motivation [20] and learning itself [21]. Nevertheless, the studies cited
have not addressed the role of the teacher in both types of teaching approaches (autonomy support and
controlling style), and only a small number of other studies have actually done so (e.g., Jang et al. [22]).
Therefore, the present study aims to analyze both approaches to elaborate a general perspective of the
influence of PE teachers on both the BPN of students and participation and commitment to PE classes,
while also seeking to contribute data on the Spanish context that is similar to those obtained by studies
conducted in other countries (e.g., Jang et al. [22]). Similarly, we also find limitations with regard to the
studies that comprise the measure of BPN. More specifically, such studies have analyzed the effects of
satisfaction of BPN on the perception and motivation of students towards PE classes, using them as
predictors of frustration. However, this method proves non-viable considering the items on the scale
measuring satisfaction of PN only include positive psychological experiences, meaning it is highly
unlikely that the negative aspects of these experiences are represented [23].

Regarding the aspect of embarrassment, to our knowledge no studies have analyzed the
influence of this emotion on the motivation of students during PE classes. However, a series
of approximations have been carried out which are related to the emotion of embarrassment in
the context under study (e.g., Gil-Madrona and Martínez-López [24]). These studies highlight the
emotions experienced by students during PE classes and the effects they have on students’ psychological
well-being [25], prevention of high-risk behaviors [26], social-academic adjustment [27], competence [28]
and happiness [25]. For this reason, it is essential to analyze the emotional aspects involved in an
evaluation conducted by students themselves. The emotional processes mentioned begin with the
perception of events and phenomena in reality that culminate in opinions, attitudes and beliefs that
condition the social behavior of students. More specifically, embarrassment is an emotion that focuses
on the self (e.g., some issue with body image of pubertal pupils) and is characterized as producing
a negative effect that brings about a change in behavior, causing a detriment to the individual’s
perception of their own adaptability in both social and personal contexts [29].

Taking these considerations into account, the present study was designed based on the following
hypotheses (see Figure 1): (1) The autonomy support provided by the teacher will positively predict
satisfaction of BPN and, at the same time, will negatively predict thwarting of BPN; (2) The controlling
style of the teacher will negatively predict satisfaction of BPN and will positively predict frustration
of BPN; (3) Satisfaction of BPN will positively predict self-determined motivation and negatively
predict embarrassment; (4) Thwarting of BPN will negatively predict self-determined motivation
and positively predict embarrassment; (5) Embarrassment will negatively predict self-determined
motivation; (6) Self-determined motivation will positively predict the intention to be physically active.
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2. Method

2.1. Participants

The study included the participation of 604 secondary school students, 321 boys and 283 girls
between the 13 and 19 years of age (Mean (M) = 15.73; Standard Deviation (SD) = 1.30), from various
schools in a province of Spain. The students attended two PE classes, each with a duration of one hour.
The classes were conducted respecting equality of both students’ rights and duties. The inclusion
criterion for participation in the study was: to provide informed advice signed by parents or legal
guardians. On the other hand, the students were awarded by their PE teacher with 0.25 points in the
final grade of the subject, in order to encourage their participation in this study. The completion of the
questionnaires was carried out by those students who attended class that day, representing the 85.6%
of the secondary school students.
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2.2. Instruments

Perceived autonomy support: The instrument utilized was the Spanish version of Perceived
Autonomy Support Scale for Exercise Settings by Hagger et al. [30], validated by Moreno et al. [31]
for PE in the Spanish context. This scale is comprised of 12 items that evaluate one single factor
of autonomy support. The questionnaire is based on a Likert scale from 1 (totally disagree) to 7
(totally agree).

Controlling style. The tool utilized was the PE Spanish version by Trigueros et al. [3] of Controlling
Coach Behaviors Scale (CCBS) by Bartholomew et al. [32]. This questionnaire included 15 items
divided among four factors which measure control via rewards, negative conditioning, intimidation
and excessive personal control. The questionnaire is based on a Likert scale from 1 (totally disagree) to
7 (totally agree).

Satisfaction of basic psychological needs: The instrument used was the Spanish version of Basic
Psychological Needs in Physical Education [33], validated and adapted for the PE context in Spain
by Menéndez and Fernández-Río [34]. Furthermore, the study of Trigueros et al. [23] incorporated
the items relating to the novelty developed by González-Cutre et al. [8] into the Menéndez and
Férnandez-Rio instrument. The scale is comprised of 18 items divided among satisfaction of autonomy,
competence, relatedness and novelty. In this case, the questionnaire is based on a Likert scale from 1
(totally disagree) to 7 (totally agree).

Frustration of BPN: The tool utilized was the Thwarting of BPN in PE Scale by Trigueros et al. [35].
The scale is comprised of 17 items divided among thwarting of autonomy, competence, relatedness
and novelty. The questionnaire is based on a Likert scale from 1 (totally disagree) to 7 (totally agree).

Embarrassment: In order to measure embarrassment, we utilized the factor of the same name
taken from the Emotions in PE Questionnaire (Cuestionario de Emociones en Educación Física (CEEF)
in Spanish) by Trigueros et al. [36]. The questionnaire is presented under the heading “During PE
classes . . . ” and includes 34 items divided among eight factors, four of which with positive valence
and four with negative valence. More specifically, the embarrassment factor is comprised of five items
(e.g., I feel embarrassed when I do exercise in class.) The questionnaire is based on a Likert scale from 1
(totally disagree) to 7 (totally agree).

The fit indices displayed by the scale were adequate (Trigueros et al. [36]): χ2/gl = 2.04, p = 0.001;
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) = 0.94; Tucker Lewis Index (TLI) = 0.94; Root Mean Square Error
of Approximation (RMSEA) = 0.048; Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR) = 0.048.
The correlation between the factors ranged between −0.35 and 0.84, all of which were statistically
significant. The correlation was positive between factors with the same valence, and negative between
those with a different valence. The Cronbach’s alpha values for the 8 factors were greater than 0.70,
among which embarrassment was 0.84.

Motivation: The version utilized was the Spanish version of Perceived Locus of Causality
Revised (PLOC-R) by Vlachopoulos et al. [33], validated and adapted to the PE context of Spain by
Trigueros et al. [37]. The scale includes 23 items divided among six factors which measure intrinsic
motivation, integrated regulation, identified regulation, introjected regulation, external regulation and
demotivation. The questionnaire is based on a Likert scale from 1 (totally disagree) to 7 (totally agree).

The self-determination index was utilized (SDI; [38]). It was calculated based on the following
formula: 3 × intrinsic motivation, 2 × integrated regulation, 1 × identified regulation, −1 × introjected
regulation, −2 × external regulation and −3 × demotivation. This index has been proven to be
valid and reliable in various works in which it was used to obtain a value that could quantify levels
of self-determination.

Intention to be physically active: The version utilized was the Spanish version of Intention
to be physically active by Hein et al. [19], validated and adapted to the PE context in Spain by
Moreno et al. [39]. This scale is comprised of five items that measure said intention. The questionnaire
is based on a Likert scale from 1 (totally disagree) to 7 (totally agree).
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2.3. Procedure

Firstly, as the students were under age, a written authorization was requested from both the school
and the parents of the participants. Beforehand, teachers were informed that the collection of data
would last two weeks and that the questionnaires would be administered before the beginning of PE
classes. Subsequently, students were told that they would be participating in a research investigation
on motivation towards PE classes and that data collection would take place before the beginning of
classes. The questionnaires were answered anonymously. This study was carried out in accordance
with the recommendations of the American Psychology Association. The entire experiment was
conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. Ethics approval was obtained from the
Research Ethics Committee of the University of Almeria, Spain (Ref. UALBIO 2019/014).

2.4. Data Analysis

The present study carried out descriptive statistical analyses, bivariate correlations and reliability
analyses using statistics program SPSS v24 (IBM, Armonk, NY, USA). In addition, a structural equations
model was analyzed (SEM) using statistics program AMOS v19 (IBM, Armonk, NY, USA).

In order to analyze the hypothesized model (Figure 1) the method utilized was the maximum
likelihood estimation, in conjunction with a bootstrapping procedure. The estimators were not affected
and were therefore considered robust. With the objective of accepting or rejecting the tested model,
a set of fit indices were taken into consideration: Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson and Tatham, [40]:
χ2/gl, CFI (Comparative Fit Index), TLI (Tucker Lewis Index), RMSEA (Root Mean Square Error of
Approximation) plus its confidence interval (CI) at 90%, and SRMR (Standardized Root Mean Square
Residual). Given that χ2 is very sensitive to sample size, χ2/gl was utilized, where values below 3 were
considered acceptable. The incremental indices (CFI-TLI) display good fit, with values equal to or
greater than 0.95, while error indices (RMSEA and SRMR) are considered acceptable with values equal
to or less than 0.06.

3. Results

3.1. Preliminary Analysis

The descriptive statistics, bivariate correlations and reliability analysis obtained using Cronbach’s
alpha can be observed in Table 1. The highest average scores were obtained for autonomy support and
for satisfaction of BPN. In contrast, the lowest average scores were obtained for embarrassment and
frustration of BPN.

With regard to the correlation analyses, the results revealed a positive association between similar
factors and a negative association between those that were different, which is in keeping with the
postulates of SDT.

Table 1. Statistics and correlations between all variables.

Factors M DT Range α 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1. Controlling Style 2.16 0.86 1–7 0.83 −0.10 * 0.48 ** −0.27 ** 0.37 ** −0.44 ** −0.18 **
2. Autonomy Support 4.82 1.25 1–7 0.87 −0.22 ** 0.39 ** −0.29 ** 0.31 ** 0.35 **
3. Thwarting of BPN 1.99 1.04 1–7 0.89 −0.42 ** −0.46 ** −0.56 ** −0.18 **
4. Satisfaction of BPN 4.85 1.10 1–7 0.85 −0.39 ** 0.48 ** 0.59 **

5. Embarrassment 1.62 0.86 1–7 0.91 −0.67 ** −0.41 **
6. SDI 13.46 13.72 1–7 0.67 **
7. IPA 3.50 1.25 1–5 0.92

Note: SDI = Self-Determination Index; BPN = Basic Psychological Needs; IPA = Intention to be Physically Active;
** p < 0.01; * p < 0.05.

3.2. Structural Equations Model

Prior to testing the hypothesized model using an SEM and analyzing the relationships existing
between the variables belonging to the model, the number of latent variables was reduced, whereby
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each one had at least two indicators due to the complexity of the model [41]. More specifically, the
latent variables used were: the four indicators included in thwarting of BPN (thwarting of autonomy,
novelty, competence and relatedness, Trigueros et al. [35]); the four indicators included in satisfaction
of BPN (satisfaction of autonomy, novelty, competence and relatedness González-Cutre et al. [8]); and
the four indicators included in teacher control (intimidation, excessive personal control, use of rewards
and negative conditioning, Trigueros et al. [3]). In addition, in the case of autonomy support, it was
necessary to divide the 12scale items into two indicators, which was also required for the five items
of embarrassment and intention. The procedure described was necessary to identify the model, as
suggested by McDonald and Ho [41].

The hypothesized model for the predictive relationships (Figure 1) shows that the fit indices were
adequate: χ2 (80, N = 604) = 209.614, χ2/gl= 2.87, p < 0.001, IFI = 0.95, CFI = 0.95, RMSEA = 0.047.
(IC 90% = 0.035–0.057), SRMR = 0.039. The results fit the established parameters, meaning the proposed
model can be accepted as suitable. Similarly, the contribution of each one of the factors to the prediction
of other variables was examined by means of standard regression weights.

In Figure 1, it can be observed how autonomy support positively predicted satisfaction of BPN and
negatively predicted thwarting of BPN. In contrast, perceived control positively predicted thwarting of
BPN, while satisfaction of BPN was negatively predicted. Satisfaction of BPN negatively predicted
embarrassment and positively predicted self-determined motivation, while thwarting of BPN positively
predicted embarrassment and negatively predicted self-determined motivation. Finally, embarrassment
negatively predicted self-determined motivation, which, in turn, positively predicted intention to be
physically active.

4. Discussion

The present study sought to analyze how a teacher’s interpersonal style can influence BPN,
embarrassment, self-determined motivation and the intention to be physically active among secondary
school students in PE classes. This work is the first to address the teacher’s role from the perspectives
of autonomy support and controlling style and the influence of this role on thwarting and satisfaction
of BPN, which are also studied in relation to the subject of PE classes for the first time. The dynamic
which exists between teachers and BPN proves of utmost importance given the impact teachers have on
the emotional, social and psychological development of students [5]. Also proving of equal importance
is the vital role of students’ BPN, as they constitute basic and universal requirements common to
all human beings, which can have a series of positive and negative consequences at psychological,
behavioral and emotional levels, depending on whether they are satisfied or not [10].

Various studies on the subject of PE have confirmed the positive effect of autonomy support
in relation to satisfaction of BPN of PE students, and, in turn, the effect of the latter on motivation
towards said classes [4,5]. However, hardly any research has taken into account the negative aspects
also present during PE classes, such as controlling teaching style and thwarting of BPN. Information
on these two aspects proves crucial because, depending on the teacher’s role and students’ perception
of their PE classes, they can exert a negative influence on the acquisition of future behaviors. In this
line, researchers have observed that a low score for the satisfaction of BPN constitutes a predictor of
thwarting. Nevertheless, this statement proves insufficient since the items on the BPN satisfaction
and autonomy support scales merely include positive experiences, making it highly unlikely that any
negative aspects of these experiences are represented [16].

As for the results, it can be observed that autonomy support positively predicted satisfaction of
BPN and negatively predicted thwarting of BPN. In contrast, perceived control positively predicted
thwarting of BPN and negatively predicted satisfaction of BPN. These findings can be compared
with similar studies conducted in both Spain and other countries in which it has been shown that
autonomy support is positively related to satisfaction of BPN [42] and negatively to thwarting of
BPN [43]. In terms of previous studies on the subject of PE which link controlling style to satisfaction
and thwarting of BPN, hardly any information can be found. The only available data that is somewhat
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related come from the fields of physical activity and sports, in which various works conducted by
Cantú-Berrueto et al. [44] and Gurrola et al. [45] demonstrate that a controlling teaching style is
positively related to thwarting of BPN and negatively to satisfaction of BPN. However, the fact remains
that these specific studies display limitations, prompting the present study to take certain aspects
into account, which resulted in a model in which both types of teacher interpersonal relationships are
linked to the satisfaction and thwarting of BPN. Consequently, the findings of the present study are
in line with those presented in previous studies and are also in keeping with the postulates of SDT.
The results for the shared role between teachers and BPN established in this study can be explained by
the fact that if students perceive a sense of both freedom to perform and decision-making power, their
perceived competence, psychological well-being and satisfaction of BPN will all benefit. However,
if a teacher’s behavior is autocratic or restrictive or places pressure on students, the group will feel
oppressed, incapable and rejected because their BPN will tend to be frustrated.

The results also revealed that frustration of BPN negatively predicted self-determined motivation
and positively predicted embarrassment. In contrast, satisfaction of BPN negatively predicted
embarrassment and positively predicted self-determined motivation. These results are similar to those
of previous studies related to motivation [43]. It was determined that feeling competent and capable
during class activities and in control of one’s own actions and enjoying good interpersonal relationships
established between members of a team and/or the teacher all help students feel self-determined
motivation towards PE classes [17]. In regards to embarrassment, the results are in accordance with
the postulates established in SDT [4] and by various studies that have analyzed the effects of BPN
on emotional and psychological well-being [23,46]. These findings can be interpreted with the aid of
the idea presented by Deci and Ryan [4] which states that the thwarting of BPN can trigger a series
of maladaptive consequences (e.g., embarrassment) that can lead to inhibition and/or detrimental
behaviors to personal well-being.

The results of the study also revealed that self-determined motivation was negatively predicted by
embarrassment and that it positively predicted the practice of physical activity during free time. These
findings are in keeping with the postulates established by SDT, in which Hagger and Chatzisarantis [47]
established that motivation towards PE classes positively predicted the practice of physical activity.
Both contexts are closely related considering that among the goals of PE classes are the acquisition
of active habits outside of the school setting [48,49]. Therefore, it is fundamental that PE classes be
motivating and appealing in order that students may extrapolate the positive experiences during class
time to other physical activity contexts. Thus, teachers should not focus exclusively on the student’s
technical, strategic, and tactical skills, but should also focus on developing effective relationships
with their students, creating a climate conducive to experiencing positive emotions during physical
education classes. Initially, the teachers may feel the need to be somewhat controlling and apply
pressure to students so that they will put effort into the motor task, but they need to realize that this
can often damage their perception to de physical education classes and thus physical activity. Instead,
striving to instruct students in autonomy-supportive ways, such as acknowledging their negative
feelings toward certain tasks, providing them with specific rationales about why the basic skills are
helpful for their lives, and providing some choice when possible, will yield better results. Finally, the
autonomy support of teachers to develop effective relationships with their students, which could have
an impact on resulting in improved performance and goals.

Finally, embarrassment negatively predicted self-determined motivation. This result is in
consonance with a recent study carried out by Leisterer and Jekauc [50] in the context of PE. This
qualitative study showed how the embarrassment is very present among PE students when they are
doing different exercises and motor tasks. Furthermore, this result can be to studies conducted in a
sports context in which those athletes that felt self-conscious about their physique ceased participating
in training or competition [51] because their motivation and perception of their activity had been
negatively affected. In short, whether it be because of their physique, lack of capacity or fear of being
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judged, the feeling of embarrassment can negatively affect students’ motivation during classes, leading
them to avoid the activity.

Indeed, the results obtained in the present study support the postulates of SDT by introducing new
variables and demonstrating their applicability in Spanish society. The model appears to display good
robustness and a capacity for generalization to other societies and ages. Moreover, it helps us to better
understand the role played by teachers in the consolidation of habits of a healthy lifestyle. Nevertheless,
the fact that this is a correlational study does not allow us to extrapolate cause-effect relationships
and the results obtained could be interpreted in multiple ways, depending on the perspective of the
individual. Thus, an attempt was made to present different possibilities for the purpose of explaining
the existing relationships between the variables. In this line, future studies should thoroughly analyze
the results obtained by using intervention studies that better clarify the relationship between the
different study variables. Furthermore, it would also be useful to determine the influence of motivation
and embarrassment given the variability of how they are perceived as adolescents grow up and
progressively make their own decisions independently.
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Korcz, A.; Borowiec, J.; Frömel, K. Understanding the motives of undertaking physical activity with different
levels of intensity among adolescents: Results of the INDARES Study. BioMed. Res. Int. 2018. [CrossRef]

http://www.who.int/es/news-room/fact-sheets/detail/physical-activity
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0032359
http://dx.doi.org/10.17060/ijodaep.2017.n1.v2.954
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cedpsych.2015.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1348/000709904X22359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.06.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/ssj.28.2.151
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1356336X17692508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2018/1849715


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16, 2295 10 of 11

14. Antonovsky, A. The structure and properties of the sense of coherence scale. Soc. Sci. Med. 1993, 36, 725–733.
[CrossRef]

15. Bronikowski, M. Is sense of coherence needed to keep youth physically active. Med. Sport (Roma) 2010, 63,
465–483.

16. Leptokaridou, E.; Vlachopoulos, S.; Papaioannou, A. Experimental longitudinal test of the influence of
autonomy-supportive teaching on motivation for participation in elementary school physical education.
Educ. Psychol. 2014, 36, 1138–1159. [CrossRef]

17. De Meyer, J.; Tallir, I.B.; Soenens, B.; Vansteenkiste, M.; Aelterman, N.; Van den Berghe, L.; Speleers, L.;
Haerens, L. Does observed controlling teaching behavior relate to students’ motivation in physical education?
J. Educ. Psychol. 2014, 106, 541–554. [CrossRef]

18. Evans, J. Physical Education, Sport and Schooling: Studies in the Sociology of Physical Education; Routledge:
London, UK, 2017.

19. Hein, V.; Müür, M.; Koka, A. Intention to be physically active after school graduation and its relationship to
three types of intrinsic motivation. Eur. Phys. Educ. Rev. 2004, 10, 5–19. [CrossRef]

20. Bartholomew, K.J.; Ntoumanis, N.; Mouratidis, A.; Katartzi, E.; Thogersen-Ntoumani, C.; Vlachopoulos, S.
Beware of your teaching style: A school-year long investigation of controlling teaching and student
motivational experiences. Learn. Instr. 2018, 53, 50–63. [CrossRef]

21. Soenens, B.; Sierens, E.; Vansteenkiste, M.; Dochy, F.; Goosens, L. Psychologically controlling teaching:
Examining outcomes, antecedents, and mediators. J. Educ. Psychol. 2012, 104, 108–120. [CrossRef]

22. Jang, H.; Reeve, J.; Halusic, M. A new autonomy-supportive way of teaching that increases conceptual
learning: Teaching in student’s preferred ways. J. Exp. Educ. 2016, 84, 686–701. [CrossRef]

23. Trigueros, R.; Aguilar-Parra, J.M.; Cangas, A.J.; Álvarez, J.F.; González-Santos, J.M. Validación de la escala de
satisfacción de las necesidades psicológicas básicas con la incorporación de la novedad en el contexto de la
Educación Física. Universitas Psychol. 2019. (Manuscript Accept).

24. Gil-Madrona, P.; Martínez-López, M. Emociones auto-percibidas en las clases de educación física en primaria.
Universitas Psychol. 2015, 14, 923–936. [CrossRef]

25. Bar-On, R. Emotional Intelligence: An Integral Part of Positive Psychology. S. Afr. J. Psychol. 2010, 40, 54–62.
[CrossRef]

26. Brackett, M.A.; Mayer, J.D. Convergent, discriminant and incremental validity of competing measures of
emotional intelligence. Pers. S. Psychol. Bollet. 2003, 29, 1147–1158. [CrossRef]

27. Pena, M.; Repetto, E. Estado de la investigación en España sobre la inteligencia emocional en el ámbito
educativo. Rev. Electron. Investig. Psicoeduc. Psicopedag. 2008, 15, 400–420.

28. Brasseur, S.; Gregoire, J. L’íntelligence èmotionelle-Trait chez les adolescents á haut potential: Spédifities et
liens avec la réussite scolaire et les competences sociales. Enfance 2011, 62, 59–76.

29. Bartholomew, K.J.; Ntoumanis, N.; Ryan, R.M.; Thøgersen-Ntoumani, C. Psychological need thwarting in
the sport context: Assessing the darker side of athletic experience. J. Sport Exerc. Psychol. 2011, 33, 75–102.
[CrossRef]

30. Hagger, M.S.; Chatzisarantis, N.L.D.; Hein, V.; Pihu, M.; Soós, I.; Karsai, I. The perceived autonomy support
scale for exercise settings (PASSES): Development, validity and cross-cultural invariance in young people.
Psychol. Sport Exerc. 2007, 8, 632–653. [CrossRef]

31. Moreno, J.A.; Parra, N.; González-Cutre, D. Influencia del apoyo a la autonomía, las metas sociales y la
relación con los demás sobre la desmotivación en educación física. Psicothema. 2008, 20, 636–641.

32. Bartholomew, K.J.; Ntoumanis, N.; Thogersen-Ntoumani, C. The controlling interpersonal style in a coaching
context: Development and inicial validation of a psychometric scale. J. Sport Exerc. Psychol. 2010, 31, 193–216.
[CrossRef]

33. Vlachopoulos, S.P.; Katartzi, E.S.; Kontou, M.G. The basic psychological needs in physical education scale.
J. Teach Physic. Educ. 2011, 30, 263–280. [CrossRef]

34. Menéndez, J.I.; Fernández-Río, J. Versión española de la escala de necesidades psicológicas básicas en
educación física. Rev. Int. Med. Cienc. Act. Fís. Deporte 2018, 18, 119–133.

35. Trigueros, R.; Maldonado, J.J.; Vicente, F.; González-Bernal, J.J.; Ortiz, L.; González-Santos, J. Adaptación y
Validación al contexto de la Educación Física de la Escala de la Frustración de las Necesidades Psicológicas
en el ejercicio físico, con la inclusión de la novedad como necesidad psicológica. Rev. Psicología Deporte. 2019.
(Manuscript Accept).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0277-9536(93)90033-Z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01443410.2014.950195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0034399
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1356336X04040618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.learninstruc.2017.07.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/a0025742
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00220973.2015.1083522
http://dx.doi.org/10.11144/Javeriana.upsy14-3.eapc
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/008124631004000106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0146167203254596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/jsep.33.1.75
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.psychsport.2006.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/jsep.32.2.193
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/jtpe.30.3.263


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16, 2295 11 of 11

36. Trigueros, R.; Aguilar-Parra, J.M.; Cangas, A.J.; Álvarez, J.; Batanero, J.M.; López-Liria, R. Validación de la
Escala de Emociones en el contexto de la Educación Física. Frontier Psychol. 2019. (Manuscript Accept).

37. Trigueros, R.; Sicilia, A.; Alcaraz-Ibáñez, M.; Dumitru, D.C. Spanish adaptation and validation of the Revised
Perceived Locus of Causality Scale in physical education. Cuad. Psicología Deporte 2017, 17, 25–32.

38. Vallerand, R.J. Intrinsic and extrinsic motivation in sport and physical activity. In Handbook of Sport Psychology;
Wiley Publishing: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2007; Volume 3, pp. 59–83.

39. Moreno, J.A.; Moreno, R.; Cervelló, E. El autoconcepto físico como predictor de la intención de ser físicamente
activo. Psicología Salud. 2013, 17, 261–267.

40. Hair, J.; Black, W.; Babin, B.; Anderson, R.; Tatham, R. Multivariate Data Analysis; Pearson/Prentice Hall:
Upper Saddle River, NJ, USA, 2006.

41. McDonald, R.P.; Ho, M.H.R. Principles and practice in reporting structural equation analyses. Psychol. Methods
2002, 7, 64–82. [CrossRef]

42. Taylor, I.M.; Lonsdale, C. Cultural differences in the relationships among autonomy support, psychological
need satisfaction, subjective vitality, and effort in British and Chinese physical education. J. Sport Exerc. Psychol.
2010, 32, 655–673. [CrossRef]

43. Haerens, L.; Vanstennkiste, M.; Aelterman, N.; Van den Berghe, L. Toward a systematic study of the dark side
of the student motivation: Antecedents and consequences of teachers’ controlling behaviours. In Building
Autonomous Learners. Perspectives from Research and Practice Using Self-Determination Theory; Liu, W., Keng, J.,
Ryan, R., Eds.; Springer: Singapore, 2016; pp. 59–81.

44. Cantú-Berrueto, A.; Castillo, I.; López-Walle, J.; Tristán, J.; Balaguer, I. Estilo interpersonal del entrenador,
necesidades psicológicas básicas: Un estudio en futbolistas universitarios mexicanos. Rev. Iberoamericana
Psicología Ejercicio Deporte 2016, 11, 263–270.

45. Gurrola, H.B.A.; Rodríguez, J.L.T.; Walle, J.M.L.; Marco, M.I.T.; Zamarripa, J. Estilos interepersonales del
entrenador, frustración de las necesidades psicológicas básicas y el burnout: Un análisis longitudinal en
futbolistas. Retos: Nuevas Tendencias Educac. Fís. Deporte Recreación 2016, 30, 132–137.

46. Tessier, D.; Sarrazin, P.; Ntoumanis, N. The effect of an intervention to improve newly qualified teachers’
interpersonal style, students’ motivation and psychological need satisfaction in sport-based physical
education. Contemp. Educ. Psychol. 2010, 35, 242–253. [CrossRef]

47. Hagger, M.; Chatzisarantis, N. The trans-contextual model of autonomous motivation in sport: Conceptual
and empirical issues and meta-analysis. Rev. Educ. Res. 2016, 86, 360–407. [CrossRef]

48. Silva, D.A.S.; Chaput, J.P.; Katzmarzyk, P.T.; Fogelholm, M.; Hu, G.; Maher, C.; Olds, T.; Onywera, V.;
Sarmiento, O.L.; Standage, M.; et al. Physical education classes, physical activity, and sedentary behavior in
children. Med. Sci. Sports Exerc. 2018, 50, 995–1004. [CrossRef]

49. Lander, N.; Eather, N.; Morgan, P.J.; Salmon, J.; Barnett, L.M. Characteristics of teacher training in school-based
physical education interventions to improve fundamental movement skills and/or physical activity: A
systematic review. Sports Med. 2017, 47, 135–161. [CrossRef]

50. Leisterer, S.; Jekauc, D. Students’ Emotional Experience in Physical Education—A Qualitative Study for New
Theoretical Insights. Sports 2019, 7, 10. [CrossRef]

51. Wilson, E.; Pila, E.; Sabiston, C.M. Identifying Antecedents and Consequences of Shame and Embarrassment
in Physical Activity Contexts. Available online: https://www.scapps.org/jems/index.php/1/article/view/1490
(accessed on 28 June 2019).

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/1082-989X.7.1.64
http://dx.doi.org/10.1123/jsep.32.5.655
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cedpsych.2010.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.3102/0034654315585005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0000000000001524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40279-016-0561-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sports7010010
https://www.scapps.org/jems/index.php/1/article/view/1490
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Method 
	Participants 
	Instruments 
	Procedure 
	Data Analysis 

	Results 
	Preliminary Analysis 
	Structural Equations Model 

	Discussion 
	References

