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CONTRIBUTION OF LOCUS OF 
CONTROL, SELF-EFFICACY, AND 
MOTIVATION TO STUDENT 
ACHIEVEMENT: A META-ANALYTIC 
STRUCTURAL EQUATION MODELLING

ABSTRACT
This meta-analysis examined whether motivation mediated the relationship between self-efficacy, 
locus of control, and academic achievement. Thirty-seven studies providing correlation estimates for 
40 different samples were included in the analysis. The data from these studies were fitted to  three 
models using a two-stage structural equation modelling method. In stage 1, a total correlation 
matrix was created by combining the correlations. In stage 2, this matrix was used for examining 
the models. First, a proposed model was fitted to examine the effect of self-efficacy and locus of 
control on achievement through motivation. Second, an alternative model was tested by drawing 
a direct line from self-efficacy to achievement. Third, another model was tested by examining 
the mediating role of motivation between self-efficacy and achievement. The analyses suggested 
that academic achievement significantly correlates with self-efficacy (r = 0.218) and motivation 
(r = 0.237). Motivation significantly correlates with self-efficacy (r = 0.415) and locus of control 
(r = 0.216). However, locus of control does not correlate with self-efficacy and achievement 
(p > 0.05). Self-efficacy and locus of control positively influence motivation. Self-efficacy influences 
achievement both directly and indirectly through motivation. The findings provide a general 
overview of how these variables correlate and affect student achievement.
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Highlights

• Self-efficacy and motivation are significant correlates of academic achievement.
• Self-efficacy and motivation are significantly correlated.
• Self-efficacy and locus of control positively influence achievement via motivation.
• Self-efficacy both directly and indirectly affect academic achievement.
• Locus of control is a non-significant correlate of self-efficacy and achievement.

INTRODUCTION
As of their existence, influenced by their curiosity and survival 
instincts, humans have always attempted to accomplish 
certain things as reasons for living. When we think of humans 
who managed to light a fire in the early ages of humanity, 
the feeling they had when they fulfilled the deed they desired 
is a connotation of joy from accomplishing a task. In today’s 
world, the same feeling resembles the feeling that a person who 
creates beautiful paintings feels proud of what they achieved 
in their artwork or the sense of satisfaction that a mechanic 
experiences by managing to repair a vehicle. Considering 

these examples in the context of education, the good results 
students obtain regarding the learning outcomes of any course 
denote their achievement in education. Although good results 
obtained in educational environments are referred to by names 
such as achievement and performance, generally, we can call 
all these characterizations academic achievement. Lindholm-
Leary and Borsato (2006: 176) define academic achievement 
as ‘communicative (oral, reading, writing), mathematical, 
science, social science, and thinking skills and competencies 
that enable a student to succeed in school and society’. In other 
words, academic achievement represents the performance 
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outcomes that indicate the extent to which a person has achieved 
certain goals in educational settings, particularly those that are 
the focus of school, college, and university activities (Steinmayr 
et al., 2014). Academic achievement is primarily affected by 
variables such as motivation (Amrai et al., 2011; Feng et al., 
2013), self-efficacy (Goulão, 2014; Mahyuddin et al., 2006), 
socioeconomic status, school environment (Berkowitz et al., 
2017), and environment (Baharudin and Luster, 1998).
Although various factors affect academic achievement in 
education, motivation is one of the most significant ones 
(Francis et al., 2004). Motivation can be defined as motives 
that drive us to perform or not to perform an action and 
as underlying reasons for our behaviours (Křeménková, 
2019). Ryan and Deci (2002) divide motivation into three 
categories, namely intrinsic motivation, extrinsic motivation, 
and amotivation. Intrinsic motivation refers to one’s inherent 
satisfaction with an action, whereas extrinsic motivation 
refers to one’s doing non-inherent behaviours depending 
on external reasons (Ryan and Deci, 2000). Amotivation is 
a state of having no motivation to act. According to these 
definitions, when motivation is considered an impulse that 
drives a person to act or enables a movement to continue, 
it could substantially influence new learning, skills, and 
behaviours and thereby should be considered in educational 
environments because of this influence. In this context, we 
can assume a natural relationship exists between students’ 
motivation and academic achievement, or at least their 
pursuit of achievement. Considering the definitions and 
classifications concerning the concept of motivation, the fact 
that it positively or negatively affects academic achievement is 
something expected in an educational environment. As such, 
many research studies have addressed the relationship 
between motivation and academic achievement (Bozkurt and 
Bircan, 2015; Johnson et al., 2014; Li and Pan, 2009; Liu and 
Hou, 2018; Trevino and DeFreitas, 2014).
Another variable whose relationship with academic 
achievement is examined the most is self-efficacy. The concept 
of self-efficacy was addressed first by Bandura (1977) in 
Social Learning Theory. Social Learning Theory suggests that 
the most fundamental structure behind the actions of individuals 
is self-efficacy belief. Bandura (1997) defines self-efficacy as 
a person’s belief in their ability to plan and execute actions they 
need when achieving specific goals. According to him, four 
major sources shape self-efficacy beliefs: mastery experiences, 
vicarious experiences, social persuasion, and physiological 
and emotional states (Bandura, 1995). Although Bandura sees 
mastery experiences as the most effective way of creating 
a strong sense of self-efficacy, he emphasizes that they should 
be considered as a matter of creating an action plan to keep 
up with ever-changing living conditions rather than keeping 
up with current habits. He argues that vicarious experiences, 
the second source of self-efficacy, occur as a result of indirect 
experiences facilitated by social models. Social persuasion, 
the third source of self-efficacy, denotes the verbal persuasion 
of individuals that they can do a task and therefore ensures 
that the behaviour they think is adequate instead of self-doubt 
when problems arise in that task. In the last concept, shown as 
the source of self-efficacy, Bandura touched on physiological 

and emotional states, emphasizing that sometimes individuals 
trust physical and emotional states to develop self-efficacy and 
that stress reactions and tension are signs of poor performance. 
Considering Bandura’s views on self-efficacy, students’ beliefs 
about their academic achievement give them an idea of what 
they can do next with their current knowledge and skills. In 
other words, they establish a direct relationship between their 
self-efficacy and academic achievement. This relationship also 
influences students’ success or failure, depending on their self-
efficacy beliefs.
The last variable whose relationship with academic 
achievement is addressed within the scope of this study is 
the locus of control. Individuals hold a number of beliefs about 
the extent to which they have control over their lives. Stating 
that these beliefs are reinforced in two ways based on internal 
and external processes, Rotter (1966) defined locus of control 
as having a sense of control over sources of reinforcement 
in one’s own life. Simply put, locus of control is a general 
concept, indicating expectancies regarding the extent to 
which reinforcements stem from internal and external control 
(O’Brien, 1984). Internal control denotes individuals’ beliefs 
that positive or negative situations they encounter originate 
from themselves, whereas external control denotes individuals’ 
beliefs that what happens to them is due to situations that do 
not originate from themselves. The concept of locus of control, 
grounded in social learning theory, also indicates spaces 
where forces determining how positive or negative events 
in life are perceived centre on (Yeşilyaprak, 2004). Locus of 
control is built on these two levels of generalized expectancies 
by individuals. Individuals with an internal locus of control 
believe that reinforcements or events that take place stem from 
their own behaviours or personal characteristics. However, 
individuals with an external locus of control understanding 
believe that the events that happen to them stem from greater 
and unpredictable external factors, such as chance, luck, fate, 
and belief (Rotter, 1990). The relationship between academic 
achievement and locus of control is examined in many studies, 
and the general conclusion is that these variables are positively 
correlated. When some of these studies are examined in terms 
of locus of control, there is a positive relationship between 
the internal locus of control and academic achievement, and 
students with an internal locus of control are more successful 
in their academic lives (Richardson et al., 2012; Findley and 
Cooper, 1983). In other words, internality predicts higher 
academic achievement, whereas externality predicts lower 
academic achievement (Nowicki, 2016).
Although both the locus of control and self-efficacy are related 
to control literature and grounded in social learning theory, 
locus of control evaluates individuals’ beliefs about whether the 
outcomes are generally attributed to internal or external factors, 
whereas ‘self-efficacy measures one’s confidence in being able 
to achieve an important goal’ (Au, 2015: 427). Various studies 
have examined the correlation between the variables described 
here. Au (2015) found that internal locus of control and self-
efficacy significantly predicted students’ perceived control over 
their course performance. Preston and Latta (1978) reported 
that locus of control moderated female students’ academic 
motivation scores in predicting their academic achievement. 



ERIES Journal  
volume 16 issue 3

Printed ISSN 
2336-2375

247Electronic ISSN 
1803-1617

A meta-analytic study by Richardson et al. (2012) also showed 
that internal locus of control, self-efficacy, and intrinsic 
motivation significantly positively correlated with academic 
achievement. As such, Bahçekapılı and Karaman (2020) 
found that self-efficacy had a significant direct and indirect 
effect on student achievement, whereas the external locus of 
control had a significant negative direct and indirect effect on 
their achievement scores. Both these variables significantly 
mediated the relationship between personality traits and 
academic achievement. Yet, internal control did not influence 
achievement scores.
In addition, Khorsidi et al. (2019) reported that achievement 
motivation and locus of control were significant positive 
correlates of academic achievement, while academic 
procrastination was a significant negative correlate. 
Their tested model indicated that motivation mediated 
the relationship between academic procrastination and locus 
of control with student achievement, where a decreased 
academic procrastination and an increased locus of control 
resulted in increased academic achievement. Furthermore, 
Wu et al. (2020) tested whether learning engagement and 
self-efficacy mediated the relationship between intrinsic 
and extrinsic motivation and academic achievement. Their 
findings indicated that both intrinsic and extrinsic motivation 

significantly predicted self-efficacy and exerted a significant 
indirect influence on student achievement through learning 
engagement. However, self-efficacy had a non-significant 
effect on academic achievement. Another study showed that 
self-efficacy was a strong predictor of intrinsic motivation 
(Skaalvik et al., 2015). These studies have examined 
the direct and indirect effects of locus of control, self-
efficacy, and motivation on academic achievement tested 
along with some other variables. Their results showed that 
each one of these variables could mediate the relationship 
between the other two variables and achievement. Yet, some 
theoretical (Yeşilyaprak, 2004) and empirical information 
discussed earlier generally suggest that motivation may 
mediate the relationship between self-efficacy, locus of 
control, and academic achievement. Thus, the researchers 
proposed the model illustrated in Figure 1 based on these 
theoretical and empirical insights. No meta-analytic review 
examined these variables together to discover the best-fitting 
model that better explains academic achievement, addressed 
the discrepancies in primary research findings reflected in 
Table 2. This study aimed to examine whether motivation 
mediates the relationship between self-efficacy and locus of 
control and academic achievement and their predictive power 
by fitting the proposed model graphically shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1: The proposed model
 

MATERIAL AND METHODS
Literature search
In order to identify the relevant studies, two researchers 
independently searched the following online databases during 
July and August 2022 without limiting the search to specific 
years: Google Scholar, ERIC, Web of Science, ProQuest, and 
the Turkish Higher Education Counsel (CoHE) Thesis Centre. 
The following keywords and combinations were used as 
search terms in English: (‘locus of control’ OR ‘LOC’) AND 
(‘achievement’ OR ‘performance’) AND (‘motivation’ OR 
‘self-efficacy’). In addition, the reference lists of studies were 
examined to access more studies. As a result, 151 studies were 
retrieved.

Study selection criteria  
Research reports matching the following study selection criteria 
are deemed eligible for this meta-analytic structural equation 
modelling (MASEM) study. First, studies should provide 

a minimum of three correlation coefficients for the association 
between any of the variables of focus in this review (i.e., 
locus of control, self-efficacy, motivation, and academic 
achievement). Otherwise, the analyses cannot be conducted 
because of too much missing data. Second, they should use 
parametric correlation tests, assuming a normal distribution. 
Third, studies examining the locus of control or motivation 
should provide the correlation values for both the external and 
internal locus of control and motivation to obtain a synthetic 
effect size and include in the analysis. This is because some 
studies provide correlation data based on only the internal or 
external subscales of these constructs, whereas others provide 
the correlations based on their total scores. Fourth, the scores 
obtained from the tests or scales used in primary studies should 
have similar interpretations. Fifth, the sample of studies should 
consist of students.
All 151 studies were screened against these criteria. First, 
we screened the studies by title and abstract, excluding 
discussion papers and off-topic studies. As such, the analysis 
did not include studies providing only one or two correlation 
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coefficients or using non-parametric tests. Some studies only 
examined the correlation between the internal locus of control 
or motivation and other variables and therefore were excluded. 
In addition, studies reporting unequal sample sizes for the 

association between the variables were not included. As such, 
we included 37 studies meeting all the study selection criteria, 
which yielded 40 correlation estimates. The inclusion and 
exclusion processes of studies are illustrated in Figure 2.

Figure 2: The Inclusion and Exclusion Processes of Primary Studies

Quality assessment
To examine the quality of studies included in the analysis, we 
employed a quality assessment form for quantitative studies 
developed by Kmet, Lee and Cook (2004). This form includes 
fourteen quality indicators with detailed guidelines. However, 
the authors suggest only using items applicable to research 
methods used in primary studies and calculating the quality 
score accordingly. Studies fully, partially, and not meeting 
the criteria are given scores of 2, 1, and 0, respectively. 
The total quality score is obtained by summing full and 
partial scores obtained for a specific study divided by the 
total possible sum, which is 10 in this study. The threshold for 
quality scores could be chosen between 55% and 75%, showing 
relatively liberal and conservative cut-off values. Considering 
the research methods used in selected studies, we evaluated 

them using the following five quality indicators: ‘Question / 
objective sufficiently described? Study design evident and 
appropriate? Subject…characteristics sufficiently described? 
Results reported in sufficient detail? Conclusions supported 
by the results?’ (Kmet, Lee and Cook, 2004: 5). The quality 
assessment was conducted independently by two researchers. 
Accordingly, the overall quality scores obtained for selected 
studies ranged from 60 to 100% on average, showing sufficient 
quality to be included in the analysis.

Coding study characteristics
Studies deemed eligible for this MASEM were coded by author 
name(s), publication year, primary purpose, research method, sex, 
mean age, country, and publication type. As shown in Table 1, the 
selected studies were conducted between 1980 and 2021.
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ID Author(s), Year Primary Purpose Method Sample
% Sex 

Mean Age Country Publication Type
Male Female

1 Akomolafe 
et al., 2013

To investigate the role of self-
efficacy, motivation and self-
concept in predicting secondary 
school students’ academic 
performance.

Correlational Secondary 51.31 48.70 15.28 Nigeria Article (EN)

2

Bahçekapılı 
and 
Karaman, 
2020

To develop a model that 
predicts the students’ 
academic achievement by their 
characteristics such as personality 
traits, self-efficacy, and locus of 
control.

Correlational Tertiary 61.90 38.10 30.90 Turkey Article (EN)

3 Bjørnebekk 
et al., 2013

To investigate the joint effects 
of achievement motives, self-
efficacy, and achievement 
goals as predictors of academic 
achievement.

Longitudinal Tertiary 19.48 80.52 27.5 Norway Article (EN)

4 Cazenave, 
1993

To correlate self-concept, 
perception toward school 
environment, achievement 
motivation, locus of control, 
and attendance with reading 
achievement.

Correlational Secondary 
(G6, 8) 39.31 60.69 12.5 USA Thesis (EN)

5 Dogan, 2015

To explore the relations among 
student engagement, academic 
performance, self-efficacy, and 
academic motivation.

Correlational Secondary 
and High 38 62 16.7 Turkey Article (EN)

6 Ebrahim, 
1998

To investigate the effects of locus 
of control, working memory, 
motivation components, and 
verbal ability on foreign language 
learning.

Correlational Tertiary — — — USA Thesis (EN)

7
Ejiobi-Okeke 
and Samuel, 
2021

To investigate secondary school 
students’ achievement motivation 
and locus of control as predictors 
of their academic achievement. 

Correlational Secondary — — — Nigeria Article (EN)

8
Fini and 
Yousefzadeh, 
2011

To investigate the relationship 
between achievement motivation, 
locus of control and educational 
achievement. 

Correlational High 47.39 52.61 — Iran Article (EN)

9 Goote, 
2014*

To examine the relationship 
between self-esteem, locus of 
control, and learning motivation to 
academic achievement.

Survey Tertiary — — — USA Thesis (EN)

10 Graham, 
2007

To expand the understanding of 
possible psychosocial predictive 
measures of student success. 

Casual-
Comparative Tertiary 58.55 41.45 18.7 USA Thesis (EN)

11 Jadhav, 2007

To examine personality attributes 
of locus of control, self-efficacy, 
and conscientiousness on goal 
commitment and performance. 

Correlational Tertiary — — — USA Thesis (EN)

12 Khorsidi et 
al., 2019

To investigate the relationship 
between academic 
procrastination, locus of control 
and achievement motivation with 
academic achievement.

Correlational Tertiary 48.79 51.21 20.92 Iran Article (PER)

13
Landine and 
Steward, 
1998

To investigate the relationship 
between metacognition 
and academic achievement, 
motivation, locus of control, and 
self-efficacy.

Correlational High
(G12) 51.85 48.15 18 Canada Article (EN)
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ID Author(s), Year Primary Purpose Method Sample
% Sex 

Mean Age Country Publication Type
Male Female

14 Lewis, 2017
To examine the role of locus of 
control and self-efficacy in shaping 
student academic performance. 

Correlational 
Cross-

sectional 
Tertiary 14.10 85.90 31.55

Trinidad 
and 

Tobago
Thesis (EN)

15 Li, Liu et al., 
2020*

To investigate the possible 
mediating and moderating factors 
in the relationship between peer 
relationships and science literacy. 

Correlational High
(G9) 50.80 49.20 14.74 China Article (EN)

16 Li, Peng et 
al., 2020

To examine the mediating and 
moderating roles of self-efficacy 
and motivation in the relationship 
between peer relationships and 
mathematics achievement.

Correlational High
(G9) 50.84 49.16 14.85 China Article (EN)

17 Martinez, 
2003*

To investigate the predictors of 
academic achievement. Survey Secondary 

(G7-8) — — 13.00 USA Thesis (EN)

18 Montejano, 
2014

To explore how perceived parental 
involvement, locus of control, self-
efficacy, and acculturation predict 
academic achievement. 

Correlational High 
(G9,11,12) 49 51 — USA Thesis (EN)

19
Nurwendah 
and Suyanto, 
2019

To reveal the relationship among 
self-motivation, self-efficacy, and 
achievement.

Correlational High — — — Indonesia Paper (EN)

20

Ogunmakin 
and 
Aomolafe, 
2013

To examine the contribution of 
academic self-efficacy and locus of 
control to students’ performance. 

Correlational Secondary — — — Nigeria Article (EN)

21 Payne, 2011

To investigate whether self-
efficacy, locus of control, and 
access and proficiency in 
technology are associated to 
success.

Correlational Tertiary 14.53 85.47 29 USA Thesis (EN)

22 Salami, 2008

To investigate the relationship 
between psychopathology and 
students’ academic performance 
and the moderator effects of 
study behaviour, self-efficacy, and 
motivation.

Correlational Secondary 47.90 52.10 16.40 Nigeria Article (EN)

23
Salazar and 
Hayward, 
2018

To investigate whether self-
efficacy constructs positively 
impact students’ motivation, 
performance, and expectations for 
achievement.

Correlational Tertiary 71.90 28.10 — USA Article (EN)

24 Skaalvik et 
al., 2015

To understand the mediating 
effects of self-efficacy and 
perceptions of teachers’ emotional 
support on the relationship 
between past achievement and 
current motivation for schoolwork.

Correlational Secondary 
(G8-10) 49.30 53.70 — Norway Article (EN)

25 Snodgrass, 
1989

To examine the relationship 
between locus of control, 
achievement motivation, 
knowledge of study skills and 
academic performance.

Correlational Tertiary — — — USA Thesis (EN)

26 Stevens et 
al., 2004

To evaluate a theoretical model 
that describes relationships 
involving personal qualities, 
including self-efficacy, and 
motivational orientation, and 
variables associated with 
mathematics achievement.

Correlational High (G9-
10) — — 14.72 USA Article (EN)
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% Sex 

Mean Age Country Publication Type
Male Female

27
Suphi and 
Yaratan, 
2012

To assess the relationship 
between learning approaches, 
locus of control, demographic 
factors, self-efficacy and academic 
achievement.

Correlational Tertiary 45.60 54.40 21 Cyprus Article (EN)

28 Tella et al., 
2009

To find out the extent to which 
locus of control, interest in 
schooling and self-efficacy can 
predict academic achievement.

Correlational Secondary 60 40 13.5 Nigeria Article (EN)

29 Thompson, 
2005

To determine the relationships 
among self-efficacy, internal 
locus of control, external locus 
of control, achievement goal 
orientation, and academic 
performance. 

Survey Tertiary 56 44 26 USA Thesis (EN)

30 Turner et al., 
2009

To examine the relations among 
authoritative parenting style, 
academic performance, self-
efficacy, and achievement 
motivation.

Correlational Tertiary 34.80 65.20 19.27 USA Article (EN)

31 Waseem and 
Asim, 2020

To build the regression model 
of self-esteem, self-efficacy, and 
locus of control as the predictors 
of academic performance. 

Survey Tertiary 61.33 48.67 — Pakistan Article (EN)

32 Wilhite, 
1990

To examine the relationship 
between self-efficacy, study 
behaviour and academic course 
achievement by comparing self-
efficacy and locus of control as 
predictors of achievement.

Correlational Tertiary — — — USA Article (EN)

33 Willens, 
1980

To examine the relationship 
between the academic 
achievement and socioeconomic 
status, verbal ability, locus of 
control, achievement motivation, 
and persistence. 

Correlational Tertiary — — — USA Thesis (EN)

34 Wu et al., 
2020

To shed light on the mechanisms 
that govern how different types 
of motivation affect learning 
engagement and performance.

Correlational Tertiary 29.70 70.30 — China Article (EN)

35 Yağcı, 1999

To investigate the relationship 
between locus of control, 
motivation and academic 
achievement.

Correlational High
(G12) 54.66 45.34 — Turkey Thesis (TR)

36 Yang et al., 
2018

To explore the contributions 
of student reading motivation, 
reading self-efficacy, and family 
literacy environment to reading 
achievement.

Correlational Primary 50.60 49.40 9.7 Abu 
Dhabi Article (EN)

37 Yüner, 2020

To describe the current status 
of the relationships between 
prospective teachers’ academic 
self-efficacy, academic motivation 
and academic success. 

Survey Tertiary 25.80 74.20 — Turkey Article (EN)
 

Note: * Provides correlation estimates for two independent groups, G = Grade, EN = English, TR = Turkish, PER = Persian.
Table 1: Characteristics of Selected Studies
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Most studies were correlational followed by some survey 
and longitudinal studies. The sample of studies consisted of 
students from primary to tertiary education levels, including 
both male and female students. Students were of ages 9.7–
30.9 on average, though not all these age ranges represent 
all studies. Most studies were conducted in the USA (k = 15) 
followed by other Western, European, Asian, and African 
countries. The majority of studies (k = 23) were published in 
peer-reviewed journals followed by master’s or doctoral theses 
(k = 13), and peer-reviewed conference papers (k = 1). Most 
studies were written in English. Only one was in Turkish and 
one in Persian. However, both included English abstracts, 
containing the data needed for this study. All studies examined 
the relationship between a minimum of three variables. Some 
studies examining both the internal and external locus of 
control (Bahçekapılı and Karaman, 2020; Thompson, 2005; 
Yağcı, 1999) and motivation (Ebrahim, 1998; Turner et al., 
2009; Wu et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2018; Yüner, 2020) did not 
provide correlation coefficients based on total scores relating 
to these constructs like most selected studies included in the 
analysis. Therefore, combined correlation coefficients were 
obtained based on data from such studies. These were combined 
using subgroup analysis to obtain a single synthetic effect. 
In this process, the Comprehensive Meta-Analysis Software 
(Borenstein et al., 2014) was used to handle such complex data 
structures representing dependent and independent groups. 
The raw correlation coefficients showing the relationships 
between the variables and valid sample sizes extracted from 
the primary studies are listed in Table 2.

Data analysis 
A two-stage MASEM approach proposed by Cheung (2015a) 
was employed in this study to test the appropriateness of 
several models using R (v.4.2.2; R Development Core Team, 
2022), metaSEM R package (v.1.3.0; Cheung, 2015b), and 
meta R package (v.6.2.1; Balduzzi et al., 2019). In stage 1, 
the correlation matrices prepared for each study using R codes 
in Jak (2015) were combined under a random-effects model 
to obtain summary correlation effect size estimates (weighted 
r) for the association between each pair of variables, as in 
pairwise meta-analyses (Cheung, 2015a, 2015b). According 
to the meta-analysis scholars, primary studies included in 
meta-analytic reviews are carried out by different researchers 
using different research designs, populations, and measures 
in various settings are likely to produce varying results 
(Borenstein et al., 2009; Cheung, 2015a). Therefore, they 
suggest pooling the observed effect size estimates under 
a random-effects model, letting the effect sizes vary across 
studies. As study characteristics showed (Table 1), studies 
included in this review are conducted in different countries 
with different samples and sample sizes, yielding conflicting 
results (Table 2). Considering scholars’ suggestions and 
variability among the included primary studies, we decided to 
pool the raw correlation coefficients under a random-effects 
model. The summary effects were interpreted under Funder 
and Ozer’s (2019) very small (0.05), small (0.10), medium 
(0.20), large (0.30), and very large (0.40) correlation effect 
size classification. The significance of heterogeneity between 

studies was evaluated using the Q statistics. In addition, 
the magnitude of heterogeneity between effect sizes (I2) 
was interpreted per Higgins et al.’s (2003) small (25%), 
moderate (50%), and high (75%) classification of effect size 
variability, though these values are not absolute measures 
of heterogeneity (Borenstein et al., 2017). Publication bias 
was inspected using funnel plot, Egger’s test, and rank 
correlation test.
In stage 2, the pooled correlation matrix of multiple correlation 
matrices obtained in stage 1 was used to test and compare 
several structural equation models through MASEM (Cheung, 
2015a; Jak, 2015). Three models were tested in this review, 
where the first model tested the mediating role of motivation 
among the association between the independent variables, 
self-efficacy and locus of control, and the dependent variable, 
academic achievement. However, the second model tested 
the direct effect of self-efficacy on achievement as an alternative 
model. The third model was tested by excluding locus of control 
from the model because of not correlating with self-efficacy and 
academic achievement. To fit the models, an asymmetric matrix 
(A matrix) specifying the regression coefficients among variables 
and a symmetric matrix (S matrix) specifying ‘the variance-
covariances of the variables’ (Cheung, 2015a: 162) was created, 
using the laavan R package (v.0.6.15; Rosseel, 2012). The 
goodness-of-fit indices of the fitted models were evaluated 
by examining the RMSEA, SRMR, CFI, and TLI model fit 
measures following Hu and Bentler’s (1999) recommended cut-
off values. Accordingly, RMSEA and SRMR values of ≤ 0.05 
plus CFI and TLI values of ≥ 0.95 are good model-fit indicators. 
Also, Hoyle (2012) notes that the TLI value can exceed 1 when 
a model’s χ2 is smaller than its degree of freedom. However, 
the AIC and BIC measures were considered while deciding 
on a superior model among the competitor models, where the 
smallest value indicated the most suitable model (Schermelleh-
Engel and Moosbrugger, 2003).

RESULTS
Summary effects

A random-effects model was employed to combine 
40 correlation coefficients extracted from 37 primary studies 
(N = 16946). Table 3 presents the summary effects (weighted r) 
with their corresponding 95% confidence intervals (CI) and 
heterogeneity measures. Accordingly, the analyses yielded 
very small and statistically non-significant positive summary 
effect size estimates for the associations between the locus of 
control and academic achievement (0.053, 95% CI [−0.046, 
0.153]) and self-efficacy (0.013, 95% CI [−0.135, 0.162]), 
respectively. However, statistically significant and moderate 
positive summary effects were obtained for the associations 
between self-efficacy and achievement (0.218, 95% CI [0.133, 
0.303]), between motivation and achievement (0.237, 95% CI 
[0.193, 0.280]), and between locus of control and motivation 
(0.216, 95% CI [0.106, 0.327]). In contrast, a statistically 
significant and very large positive summary effect was obtained 
for the association between self-efficacy and motivation 
(0.415, 95% CI [0.332, 0.499]). These results indicate that 
higher self-efficacy and motivation can lead to higher academic 
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Studies Valid N LOC-ACH EFF-ACH MOT-ACH LOC-EFF LOC-MOT EFF-MOT
1. Akomolafe et al., 2013 398 n.r 0.390 0.420 n.r n.r 0.430
2. Bahçekapılı and Karaman, 2020 525 −0.064 0.136 n.r −0.019 n.r n.r
3. Bjørnebekk et al., 2013 231 n.r 0.120 0.220 n.r n.r 0.520
4. Cazenave, 1993 146 0.120 n.r 0.290 n.r 0.310 n.r
5.Dogan, 2015 578 n.r 0.500 0.110 n.r n.r 0.400
6. Ebrahim, 1998 91 −0.110 n.r 0.202 n.r −0.095 n.r
7. Ejiobi-Okeke and Samuel, 2021 231 0.326 n.r 0.345 n.r 0.601 n.r
8. Fini and Yousefzadeh, 2011 211 0.15 n.r 0.150 n.r 0.160 n.r
9. Gootee, 2014a 190 0.220 n.r 0.122 n.r 0.135 n.r
10. Gootee, 2014b 124 0.143 n.r 0.168 n.r 0.123 n.r
11. Graham, 2007 234 n.r n.r n.r 0.209 0.402 0.195
12. Jadhav, 2007 165 0.188 0.419 n.r 0.193 n.r n.r
13. Khorsidi et al., 2019 494 0.170 n.r 0.260 n.r 0.270 n.r
14. Landine and Steward, 1998 108 −0.270 −0.380 0.420 0.410 n.r n.r
15. Lewis, 2017 268 −0.227 0.121 n.r −0.392 n.r n.r
16. Li, Liu et al., 2020a 303 n.r 0.120 0.250 n.r n.r 0.690
17. Li, Liu et al., 2020b 293 n.r 0.050 0.200 n.r n.r 0.590
18. Li, Peng et al., 2020 527 n.r 0.085 0.202 n.r n.r 0.639
19. Martinez, 2003a 53 0.117 0.395 0.238 n.r n.r n.r
20. Martinez, 2003b 42 0.121 0.558 0.431 n.r n.r n.r
21. Montejano, 2014 380 −0.146 0.192 n.r −0.083 n.r n.r
22. Nurwendah and Suyanto, 2019 230 n.r 0.302 0.225 n.r n.r 0.389
23. Ogunmakin and Akomolafe, 2013 364 0.060 0.360 n.r 0.310 n.r n.r
24. Payne, 2011 117 −0.134 0.219 n.r −0.346 n.r n.r
25. Salami, 2008 476 n.r 0.320 0.260 n.r n.r 0.280
26. Salazar and Hayward, 2018 160 n.r 0.170 0.050 n.r n.r 0.220
27. Skaalvik et al., 2015 823 n.r 0.635 0.472 n.r n.r 0.664
28. Snodgrass, 1989 107 −0.030 n.r 0.290 n.r 0.210 n.r
29. Stevens et al., 2004 358 n.r 0.470 0.310 n.r n.r 0.380
30. Suphi and Yaratan, 2012 99 −0.096 0.337 n.r −0.191 n.r n.r
31. Tella et al., 2009 500 0.365 −0.466 n.r −0.321 n.r n.r
32. Thompson, 2005 231 0.100 0.052 n.r 0.417 n.r n.r
33. Turner et al., 2009 264 n.r 0.250 0.095 n.r n.r 0.406
34. Waseem and Asim, 2020 452 0.399 0.350 n.r 0.254 n.r n.r
35. Wilhite, 1990 184 0.380 −0.160 n.r 0.100 n.r n.r
36. Willens,1980 44 −0.420 n.r 0.450 n.r −0.180 n.r
37. Wu et al., 2020 1930 n.r 0.120 0.056 n.r n.r 0.276
38. Yağcı, 1999 547 −0.430 n.r 0.317 n.r 0.244 n.r
39. Yang et al., 2018 4146 n.r 0.420 0.150 n.r n.r 0.100
40. Yüner, 2020 322 n.r 0.120 0.191 n.r n.r 0.456
Number of Studies 24 29 28 13 11 16

Note: LOC = Locus of Control, MOT = Motivation, EFF = Self-Efficacy, ACH = Achievement, n.r = no correlation reported
Table 2: Correlation Coefficients Extracted from Selected Studies

achievement and higher self-efficacy and locus of control can 
lead to higher motivation, but locus of control barely leads to 
higher self-efficacy and academic achievement. The Q-test 
showed significant effect size variability (Q (108) = 2189.3, 
p < 0.01). As seen in Table 3, the I2 values ranged between 
80.42% and 96.24%, showing a proportion of high variability 
across the observed effects due to variation in true effects that 
is not due to sampling error.

Although all funnel plots indicated asymmetrical distributions 
of the observed outcomes around the mean correlation effects 
sizes (see the Appendix), Egger’s regression test indicated that 
these asymmetries were statistically non-significant (p > 0.05), 
except for the mean correlation effect size of the association 
between self-efficacy and motivation (p < 0.01). However, 
the rank correlation test indicated no publication bias in any of 
the meta-analyses (p > 0.05).



Printed ISSN 
2336-2375

254 ERIES Journal  
volume 16 issue 3

Electronic ISSN 
1803-1617

Test of models
At this stage of the analysis, the mediation role of motivation 
was tested among self-efficacy, locus of control, and academic 
achievement based on the proposed model (Model 1). 
In addition, an alternative model was tested by drawing a direct 
line from self-efficacy to academic achievement (Model 2). 

Table 4 provides the model fit indices for the models tested 
using stage 2 of MASEM. As Table 4 indicates, the model 
tested (Model 1) using motivation as a mediator variable was 
statistically significant (χ2(2) = 6.955, p < 0.05). However, all 
other model fit indices indicated a good fit (RMSEA = 0.012, 
SRMR = 0.046, TLI = 0.937, CFI = 0.979).

Relations k N Weighted r
95% CI

p τ2 I2

LL UL
LOC-ACH 24 5673 0.053 −0.046 0.153 0.292 0.048 95.08%
EFF-ACH 29 14527 0.218 0.133 0.303 < 0.001 0.046 95.48%
MOT-ACH 28 13427 0.237 0.193 0.280 < 0.001 0.010 80.42%
LOC-EFF 13 3627 0.013 −0.135 0.162 0.859 0.065 96.24%
LOC-MOT 11 2419 0.216 0.106 0.327 < 0.001 0.029 92.90%
EFF-MOT 16 11273 0.415 0.332 0.499 < 0.001 0.027 92.80%

Note: LOC = Locus of Control, MOT = Motivation, EFF = Self-Efficacy, ACH = Achievement, LL = Lower Limit, UL = Upper Limit
Table 3: Summary effects and heterogeneity measures from stage 1 MASEM

Model χ2(df) p RMSEA
RMSEA 95% CI

SRMR TLI CFI AIC BIC
LL UL

Model 1 6.955 (2) 0.031 0.012 0.003 0.022 0.046 0.937 0.979 2.955 −12.521
Model 2 0.063 (1) 0.802 < 0.001 < 0.001 0.013 0.005 1.024 1.000 −1.937 −9.675

Table 4: Goodness-of-fit indices obtained for each model

According to path coefficients in Figure 3, students’ self-
efficacy (β = 0.44, 95% CI [0.35, 0.53]) and locus of control 
(β = 0.21, 95% CI [0.09, 0.34]) significantly influenced their 
motivation. Self-efficacy and locus of control significantly 
influenced academic achievement through motivation 
(β = 0.25, 95% CI [0.21, 0.29]). In addition, self-efficacy and 

locus of control accounted for 24% of the variance in motivation 
and all these three variables accounted for 6% of the variance 
in academic achievement. However, Figure 3 shows that self-
efficacy and locus of control do not significantly co-vary, but 
both directly contribute to student motivation and indirectly to 
their academic achievement.

Figure 3: Motivation as a mediator variable (Model 1)

An alternative model (i.e., Model 2) was tested to examine 
the direct effect of self-efficacy on academic achievement. 
Although the proposed model (Table 4) indicated a good fit, 
the alternative model fitted the data perfectly (χ2 (1) = 0.063, 
p > 0.05, RMSEA < 0.001, SRMR = 0.005, TLI = 1.024, 
CFI = 1.000). Here, the χ2 value of Model 2 was smaller 
than its degree of freedom, and thereby the TLI value 
slightly exceeded 1, indicating a very well-fitting model. 
According to the path coefficients illustrated in Figure 4, self-

efficacy had a significantly small direct effect on academic 
achievement (β = 0.14, 95% CI [0.04, 0.25]. In contrast, it had 
a significantly higher direct influence on motivation (β = 0.41, 
95% CI [0.32, 0.50]). Both self-efficacy and locus of control 
accounted for 22% of the variance in motivation and through 
motivation they significantly influenced academic achievement 
(β = 0.18, 95% CI [0.11, 0.24]), accounting for 7% of the 
variance. These findings show that self-efficacy both directly 
and indirectly influences academic achievement.
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As the locus of control was a statistically non-significant 
correlate of self-efficacy and academic achievement, 
the mediation role of motivation was retested by excluding 
the locus of control from the model (Model 3). This model was 
tested based on fifteen studies providing all three correlation 
coefficients between self-efficacy, motivation, and academic 
achievement. According to pairwise meta-analyses conducted 
under a random-effects model between these variables (Table 5), 
the correlation effect size estimates for the association between 

self-efficacy (0.274, 95% CI [0.186, 0.362]) and motivation 
(0.216, 95% CI [0.156, 0.276]) were positive and statistically 
significant, indicating a moderate effect. Contrarily, the analysis 
yielded a very large positive significant effect size estimate for 
the association between self-efficacy and motivation (0.429, 95% 
CI [0.345, 0.513]). The effect sizes were also heterogeneous 
(χ2 (42) = 1048.32, p < 0.01), and the I2 index ranged 
between 88.75% and 95.75%, showing high variability 
among the observed effects due to variation in true effects.

Figure 4: Direct effect of self-efficacy on achievement (Model 2)

Relations k N Weighted r
95% CI

p τ2 I2

LL UL
EFF-ACH

15 11039
0.274 0.186 0.362 < 0.001 0.028 95.75%

MOT-ACH 0.216 0.156 0.276 < 0.001 0.012 88.75%
EFF-MOT 0.429 0.345 0.513 < 0.001 0.025 95.19%

Table 5: Summary effects and heterogeneity measures from stage 1 MASEM with three variables

These combined correlation effect sizes were used to fit Model 
3 (Figure 5). Since this model was saturated with a zero degree 
of freedom, no model fit index was produced. According to 
path coefficients, self-efficacy had a very large direct effect on 
motivation (β = 0.43, 95% CI [0.34, 0.51]) and a moderate direct 

effect on achievement (β = 0.22, 95% CI [0.11, 0.34]). It explained 
8% of the variance in motivation. Self-efficacy also had a small 
indirect effect on achievement through motivation (β = 0.12, 
95% CI [0.03, 0.21]). Altogether, self-efficacy and motivation 
accounted for 9% of the variance in academic achievement.

Figure 5: The mediation role of motivation between self-efficacy and achievement (k = 15)
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
This study examined the relationship between students’ 
academic achievement, self-efficacy, motivation, and locus 
of control through MASEM. For this purpose, correlation 
coefficients between these four variables were collected from 
the literature. In the first stage of MASEM, we calculated 
the mean effect size estimates for the association between these 
four variables by extracting 40 correlation coefficients from 37 
studies and combining them under a random-effects model. 
According to the results, there were moderate and significant 
(p < 0.05) correlations between academic achievement, self-
efficacy, and motivation (r = 0.218 and r = 0.237, respectively). 
In contrast, there was no significant relationship between 
academic achievement and locus of control (p > 0.05). 
According to these results, students’ academic achievement 
increases as their self-efficacy and motivation increase. 
However, no such relationship exists between their locus of 
control and academic achievement. The findings regarding 
the association between academic achievement, self-efficacy, 
and motivation are congruent with the past meta-analytic 
reviews examining the association between academic 
achievement and self-efficacy (Goetze and Driver, 2022; 
Honicke and Broadbent, 2016; Multon, Brown and Lent, 1991; 
Richardson et al., 2012; Stajkovic et al., 2018, Talsma et al., 
2018) and the association between academic achievement and 
motivation (Richardson et al., 2012). For instance, Honicke 
and Broadbent (2016) conducted a meta-analysis of 53 
studies examining the relationship between self-efficacy and 
academic performance. They obtained a moderate correlation 
effect size for the association between these two variables 
(r = 0.33). Another meta-analysis study reported significantly 
positive correlation effect sizes for the association between 
academic achievement and motivational (r = 0.321), social 
(r = 0.210), and emotional factors (r = 0.172; Quílez-Robres et 
al., 2021). All these existing meta-analyses indicated that self-
efficacy and motivation are positive correlates of academic 
achievement. Supporting the finding regarding the association 
between locus of control and academic achievement, a meta-
analysis conducted with 23 studies yielded a very small non-
significant mean correlation effect size estimate (0.02, 95% CI 
[-0.11, 0.12]; Çoğaltay, 2017). Yet, other past meta-analyses 
contradict this finding (Richardson et al., 2012; Findley and 
Cooper, 1983). For instance, Richardson et al. (2012) found 
a small and significant correlation effect size regarding the 
association between internal locus of control and students’ 
academic performance (k = 13, r = 0.13, 95% CI [0.04, 0.22]). 
However, Yeşilyaprak (2004) argues that locus of control is 
not a variable that directly enables and initiates learning but 
directly influences student achievement expectations from 
learning outcomes and motivation, indirectly affecting their 
learning performance.
There was a very large significant (p < 0.05) correlation between 
students’ course motivation and self-efficacy (r = 0.415), 
whereas there was a significant (p < 0.05) moderate correlation 
between motivation and locus of control (r = 0.216). However, 
there was no significant relationship between students’ self-
efficacy and locus of control (p > 0.05). According to these 
results, as students’ motivation towards a course increases, their 

self-efficacy and internal locus of control increase. Contrarily, 
there is no such relationship between students’ self-efficacy 
and their locus of control. Supporting the findings of this study, 
past research also shows that motivation positively correlates 
with self-efficacy (Ariff et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2020), locus of 
control (Preston and Latta, 1978), and learning performance 
(Cocca and Cocca, 2019). In contrast, the correlation effect 
size for the association between self-efficacy and locus of 
control rejected the results of some primary studies reporting 
a significant correlation between the two variables (e.g., 
Bahçekapılı and Karaman, 2020; Drago et al., 2018). For 
instance, Drago et al. (2018) reported that self-efficacy and 
locus of control were significant predictors of academic 
performance. As with the relationship between locus of control 
and academic achievement, self-efficacy and locus of control 
had no significant direct relationship but they may indirectly 
influence each other through other variables not included in 
this review.
In the second stage of MASEM, we established various 
models (proposed, alternative, and three-variable models) 
between academic achievement, motivation, self-efficacy, and 
locus of control and tested their goodness-of-fit. In model 1 
(proposed model), we examined the effect of self-efficacy and 
locus of control on academic achievement with the mediation 
of motivation. Considering its goodness-of-fit indices, this 
model indicated acceptable model data fit. According to 
the path graphic (Figure 3), self-efficacy had a significant 
very large effect on motivation (β = 0.44) and locus of control 
had a significant moderate effect (β = 0.21). Self-efficacy and 
locus of control accounted for 24% of the variance in students’ 
motivation towards a course. Motivation had a significant 
moderate effect on academic achievement (β = 0.25). 
Further, self-efficacy and locus of control accounted for 6% 
of the variance in academic achievement through motivation. 
Supporting these findings, Li, Peng et al. (2020) concluded 
that self-efficacy significantly predicts motivation, and the 
variables of peer relationships and motivation significantly 
predict academic achievement. Alternatively, Wu et al. (2020) 
found that motivation significantly influences self-efficacy. 
Bandura (1995: 18) claims that ‘the higher students’ beliefs 
in their efficacy to regulate their motivation and learning 
activities, the more assured they are in their efficacy to master 
academic subjects’. The model examined by Khorsidi et al. 
(2019) supported the finding regarding the moderate effect 
of locus of control on motivation and the effect of motivation 
on academic achievement, while they reported that locus of 
control had a small effect on achievement.
In addition to the proposed model, we established a direct 
relationship between self-efficacy and academic achievement 
in model 2 (alternative model). According to the goodness-of-
fit indices of this model, the model perfectly fitted the data. 
Considering the path graphic (Figure 4), self-efficacy had 
a very large significant effect on motivation (β = 0.41), 
while locus of control had a significant moderate effect 
(β = 0.21). Self-efficacy and locus of control accounted for 
22% of the variance in students’ motivation towards a course. 
Motivation and self-efficacy had a significantly small effect on 
academic achievement (β = 0.18 and β = 0.14, respectively). 
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In this model, all variables accounted for 7% of the variance in 
academic achievement. Both the proposed and alternative models 
explained a considerable amount of variance in motivation, and 
the effect sizes were similar. Yet, this model showed that self-
efficacy may have a smaller direct effect on achievement but 
a very large effect on motivation. In other words, supporting 
Bandura’s (1995) claim quoted earlier, students who have 
higher self-efficacy may develop higher motivation and thereby 
demonstrate higher academic performance. Bandura (1995) 
also confirms the correlation between self-efficacy beliefs and 
academic achievement but adds that the magnitude of this 
association varies across cultures. Similarly, Zimmerman (1995: 
208) argues that ‘self-efficacy fosters engagement in learning 
activities’ and ‘such beliefs affect level of achievement as well 
as motivation’. Additionally, a meta-analytic cross-lagged study 
by Talsma et al. (2018) found that self-efficacy and academic 
performance positively affect each other. Put differently, self-
efficacy significantly affects academic performance. However, 
academic performance has a significantly larger subsequent 
effect on self-efficacy than the effect of self-efficacy on 
performance. Therefore, considering these comments, drawing 
a direct line from self-efficacy to academic achievement and 
a line to motivation may have improved the goodness-of-fit of 
this model, through one cannot ignore the role of locus of control 
here. However, although control beliefs are important, they are 
insufficient to motivate students to pursue academic activities 
(Zimmerman, 1995). If students do not believe that they are 
capable of mastering ‘academic demands, they tend to avoid 
them even though outcomes are academically achievable’ 
(Zimmerman, 1985: 217). Therefore, both self-efficacy 
and locus of control together seem to play critical roles in 
improving student outcomes. All these findings relating to 
model 2 parallel studies discussed in support of findings 
related to the proposed model.
As the locus of control had a non-significant correlation 
with academic achievement and self-efficacy (p > 0.05), 
we excluded it from the model and established a three-
variable model with the mediation of motivation. In this 
case, the model was saturated and the goodness-of-fit indices 
were not calculated. In saturated models, defined as perfectly 
fitting model with zero degrees of freedom (Hoyle, 2012), all 
variables are correlated with estimated means (Cheung, 2015a), 
where the correlations between variables are evaluated. When 
the model was examined, the direct effect of self-efficacy 
on academic achievement was significant and moderate 
(β = 0.22), while its effect on motivation was significantly 
very large (β = 0.43). However, motivation had a significantly 

small effect on academic achievement (β = 0.12). Self-
efficacy and motivation accounted for 9% of the variance 
in academic achievement. Although there are only small 
differences between the amounts of explained variance by the 
three models, the saturated model is somewhat better than the 
other two models in explaining the total variance in academic 
achievement. Removing the locus of control from the model 
increased the direct effect of self-efficacy on achievement 
compared to the second model. Yet, locus of control and self-
efficacy play a significant role in predicting student motivation, 
thereby positively influencing their academic achievement. 
All the predictor variables examined in this review can exert 
a considerable direct or indirect positive influence on students’ 
academic achievement. However, self-efficacy and locus 
of control account for motivation better than all these three 
variables together explaining academic achievement.

Limitations and implications
This study is limited from several perspectives. First, 
the analyses showed that locus of control and self-efficacy did 
not directly correlate with each other. Other variables such 
as peer relationships, self-concept, self-esteem, and learning 
engagement may mediate the correlation between these two 
variables, as motivation mediated the relationship between 
locus of control and academic achievement. Future studies 
could examine other alternative models by including these and 
similar variables. Second, the correlation data did not represent 
all studies, as studies examining the relationship between at 
least three variables were included in the analysis, and no 
study examined all variables in the same study (see Table 2). 
Including studies with one or two correlations in the study can 
cause too many missing values that may not allow the program 
to run the analysis. Therefore, primary studies focusing on 
the relationship between all these variables are needed to 
enable further analyses through meta-analytic reviews of 
this kind. Third, the effect sizes obtained in this review were 
heterogeneous. Therefore, the mean correlation effect sizes 
could have been influenced by extraneous variables such as 
different data collection tools used in primary studies and 
various education levels that future studies may want to address 
through moderator analyses. In addition, the conclusions 
drawn from this study are limited to the findings of primary 
studies retrieved from only five databases and the search 
terms used. Searching more databases and journals could have 
yielded more relevant studies. These limitations may reduce 
the generalizability of our findings, which future studies may 
address by replicating this study.

REFERENCES

Akomolafe, M. J., Ogunmakin, A. O. and Fasooto, G. M. (2013) 
‘The role of academic self-efficacy, academic motivation and 
academic self-concept in predicting secondary school students’ 
academic performance’, Journal of Educational and Social 
Research, Vol. 3, No. 2, pp. 335–342. https://doi.org/10.5901/
jesr.2013.v3n2p335 

Amrai, K., Motlagh, S. E., Zalani, H. A. and Parhon, H. (2011) 
‘The relationship between academic motivation and academic 
achievement students’, Procedia-Social and Behavioral 
Sciences, No. 15, pp. 399–402. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
sbspro.2011.03.111 

https://doi.org/10.5901/jesr.2013.v3n2p335
https://doi.org/10.5901/jesr.2013.v3n2p335
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2011.03.111
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2011.03.111


Printed ISSN 
2336-2375

258 ERIES Journal  
volume 16 issue 3

Electronic ISSN 
1803-1617

Ariff, S. S. M., Kumar, S. V., Azizi, M. N. B. and Hilmi, F. (2022) 
‘Relationship between self-efficacy and academic motivation 
among university and college students enrolled in Kuala Lumpur 
during Movement Control Period (MCO)’, Journal of Positive 
School Psychology, Vol. 6, No. 3, pp. 3362–3374. 

Au, E. W. M. (2015) ‘Locus of control, self-efficacy, and the mediating 
effect of outcome control: Predicting course-level and global outcomes 
in an academic context’, Anxiety, Stress and Coping, Vol. 28, No. 4, 
pp. 425–444. https://doi.org/10.1080/10615806.2014.976761 

Baharudin, R. and Luster, T. (1998) ‘Factors related to the quality 
of the home environment and children’s achievement’, Journal 
of family issues, Vol. 19, No. 4, pp. 375–403. https://doi.
org/10.1177/019251398019004002 

Bahçekapılı, E. and Karaman, S. (2020) ‘A path analysis of five-
factor personality traits, self-efficacy, academic locus of control 
and academic achievement among online students’, Knowledge 
Management & ELearning, Vol. 12, No. 2, pp. 191–208. https://doi.
org/10.34105/j.kmel.2020.12.010

Balduzzi, S., Rücker, G. and Schwarzer, G. (2019) ‘How to perform 
a meta-analysis with R: A practical tutorial’, Evidence-Based 
Mental Health, No. 22, pp. 153–160. https://doi.org/10.1136/
ebmental-2019-300117 

Bandura, A. (1977) ‘Self-efficacy: Toward a unifying theory of behavioral 
change’, Psychological review, Vol. 84, No. 2, pp. 191–215. https://
doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.84.2.191

Bandura, A. (1995) ‘Exercise of personal and collective efficacy in 
changing societies. Self-efficacy in changing societies’, in Bandura, 
A. (ed.) Self-efficacy in changing societies, pp. 1–45, New York: 
Cambridge University Press.

Bandura, A. (1997) Self-efficacy: The exercise of control, New York: W. 
H. Freeman and Company. 

Berkowitz, R. Moore, H., Astor, R. A., and Benbenishty, R. (2017) ‘A 
research synthesis of the associations between socioeconomic 
background, inequality, school climate, and academic achievement’, 
Review of Educational Research, Vol. 87, No. 2, pp. 425–469. 
https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654316669821 

Bjørnebekk, G., Diseth, Å. and Ulriksen, R. (2013) ‘Achievement motives, 
self-efficacy, achievement goals and academic achievement at 
multiple stages of education: A longitudinal analysis’, Psychological 
Reports: Human Resources & Marketing, Vol. 112, No. 3, pp. 771–
787. https://doi.org/10.2466/14.09.PR0.112.3.771-787  

Borenstein, M., Hedges, L. V., Higgins, J. P. T. and Rothstein, H. R. 
(2009) Introduction to meta-analysis, Chichester: John Wiley and 
Sons. https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470743386 

Borenstein, M., Hedges, L., Higgins, J. and Rothstein, H. (2014) Comprehensive 
meta-analysis (Version 3.3.070) [Computer software], Biostat.

Borenstein, M., Higgins, J. P. T., Hedges, L. V. and Rothstein, H. R. 
(2017) ‘Basics of meta-analysis: I2 is not an absolute measure of 
heterogeneity’, Research Synthesis Methods, Vol. 8, No. 1, pp. 5–18. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/jrsm.1230 

Bozkurt, E. and Bircan, M. A. (2015) ‘Analysis of relationship between 
primary fifth grade students’ math motivation with academic 
achievement of math’ International Journal of Turkish Education 
Sciences, Vol. 2015, No. 5, pp. 201–220.

Cazenave, A. W. (1993) The effects of self-concept, school atmosphere, 
motivation, locus-of-control and attendance on African-American 
adolescents’ reading achievement, [PhD thesis], Philadelphia, PA: 
Temple University. 

Cheung, M. W.-L (2015b) ‘metaSEM: An R package for meta-analysis 
using structural equation modelling’, Frontiers in Psychology, Vol. 
5, 1521. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01521 

Cheung, M. W.-L. (2015a) Meta-Analysis: A structural equation 
modelling approach, Chichester: Wiley.

Cocca M., Cocca A. (2019) ‘Affective Variables and Motivation as 
Predictors of Proficiency in English as a Foreign Language’, Journal 
on Efficiency and Responsibility in Education and Science, Vol. 12, 
No. 3, pp. 75–83. http://dx.doi.org/10.7160/eriesj.2019.120302 

Çoğaltay, N. (2017) ‘The effect of locus of control on student achievement’, 
in Karadağ E. (ed.) The factors effecting student achievement: Meta-
analysis of empirical studies, pp.161–170, Cham: Springer. https://
doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-56083-0_9 

Dogan, U. (2015) ‘Student engagement, academic self-efficacy, and 
academic motivation as predictors of academic performance’, The 
Anthropologist, Vol. 20, No. 3, pp. 553–561. https://doi.org/10.1080
/09720073.2015.11891759 

Drago, A., Rheinheimer, D. C. and Detweiler, T. N. (2018) ‘Effects of 
locus of control, academic self-efficacy, and tutoring on academic 
performance’, Journal of College Student Retention: Research, 
Theory & Practice, Vol. 19, No. 4, pp. 433–451. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1521025116645602

Ebrahim, S. A. (1998) The effect of locus of control, working memory, 
motivation, and verbal ability on foreign language learning, [PhD 
thesis], State College, PA: The Pennsylvania State University. 

Ejiobi-Okeke, B. and Samuel, N. N. C. (2021) ‘Achievement motivation 
and locus of control as predictors of secondary school students’ 
academic achievement in chemistry in Enugu State, Nigeria’, IOSR 
Journal of Research & Method in Education, Vol. 11, No. 4, pp. 
27–34. https://doi.org/10.9790/7388-1104052734   

Feng, H.-Y., Fan, J.-J. and Yang, H.-Z. (2013) ‘The relationship of learning 
motivation and achievement in EFL: Gender as an intermediated 
variable’, Educational Research International, Vol. 2, No. 2, pp. 
50–58.

Findley, M. J. and Cooper, H. M. (1983) ‘Locus of control and academic 
achievement: A literature review’, Journal of Personality and 
Social Psychology, Vol. 44, No. 2, pp. 419–427. https://doi.
org/10.1037/0022-3514.44.2.419

Fini, A. A. S. and Yousefzadeh, M. (2011) ‘Survey on relationship of 
achievement motivation, locus of control and academic achievement 
in high school students of Bandar Abbas (Iran)’, Procedia – 
Social and Behavioral Sciences, No. 30, pp. 866–870. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2011.10.168 

Francis, A., Goheer, A., Haver-Dieter, R., Kaplan, A. D., Kerstetter, K., 
Kirk, A. L. and Yeh, T. (2004) Promoting academic achievement and 
motivation: A discussion and contemporary issues based approach, 
[Gemstone Program thesis], College Park, MD: University of 
Maryland. 

Funder, D. C. and Ozer, D. J. (2019) ‘Evaluating effect size in 
psychological research: Sense and nonsense’, Advances in Methods 
and Practices in Psychological Science, Vol. 2, No. 2, pp. 156–168. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/2515245919847202 

Goetze, J. and Driver, M. (2022) ‘Is learning really just believing? A 
meta-analysis of self-efficacy and achievement in SLA’, Studies in 
Second Language Learning and Teaching, Vol. 12, No. 2, pp. 233–
259. http://dx.doi.org/10.14746/ssllt.2022.12.2.4 

Goote, M. (2014) Ethnic differences in academic achievement, self-
esteem, locus of control, and learning motivation between Filipinos 
and Caucasians, [PhD thesis], Denver, CO: University of the 
Rockies. 

Goulão, D. F. M. (2014) ‘The relationship between self-efficacy and 
academic achievement in adults’ learners’, Athens Journal of 
Education, Vol. 1, No. 3, pp. 237–246. https://doi.org/10.30958/
aje.1-3-4 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10615806.2014.976761
https://doi.org/10.1177/019251398019004002
https://doi.org/10.1177/019251398019004002
https://doi.org/10.34105/j.kmel.2020.12.010
https://doi.org/10.34105/j.kmel.2020.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1136/ebmental-2019-300117
https://doi.org/10.1136/ebmental-2019-300117
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.84.2.191
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-295X.84.2.191
https://doi.org/10.3102/0034654316669821
https://doi.org/10.2466/14.09.PR0.112.3.771-787
https://doi.org/10.1002/jrsm.1230
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01521
http://dx.doi.org/10.7160/eriesj.2019.120302
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-56083-0_9
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-56083-0_9
https://doi.org/10.1080/09720073.2015.11891759
https://doi.org/10.1080/09720073.2015.11891759
https://doi.org/10.1177/1521025116645602
https://doi.org/10.1177/1521025116645602
https://doi.org/10.9790/7388-1104052734
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.44.2.419
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.44.2.419
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2011.10.168
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2011.10.168
https://doi.org/10.1177/2515245919847202
http://dx.doi.org/10.14746/ssllt.2022.12.2.4
https://doi.org/10.30958/aje.1-3-4
https://doi.org/10.30958/aje.1-3-4


ERIES Journal  
volume 16 issue 3

Printed ISSN 
2336-2375

259Electronic ISSN 
1803-1617

Graham, G. M. (2007) Achievement motivation, internal locus of 
control, goal orientation, and academic self-efficacy as outcome 
measures for a course designed to positively affect student academic 
performance, [PhD thesis], Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma.  

Higgins, J. P. T., Thompson, S. G., Deeks, J. J. and Altman, D. G. 
(2003) ‘Measuring inconsistency in meta-analyses’, British 
Medical Journal, Vol. 327, pp. 557–560. https://doi.org/10.1136/
bmj.327.7414.557 

Honicke, T. and Broadbent, J. (2016) ‘The influence of academic 
self-efficacy on academic performance: A systematic review’, 
Educational Research Review, Vol. 17, pp. 63–84. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.edurev.2015.11.002 

Hoyle, R. H. (ed.) (2012) Handbook of structural equation modeling, 
New York: The Guilford Press. 

Hu, L. and Bentler, P. M. (1999) ‘Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance 
structure analysis: Conventional criteria versus new alternatives’, 
Structural Equation Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal, Vol. 6, 
No. 1, pp. 1–55. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118 

Jadhav, A. (2007) Effect of locus of control, self-efficacy, and 
conscientiousness on goal commitment and performance, [Master’s 
thesis], Kentucky: Northern Kentucky University. 

Jak, S. (2015) Meta-analytic structural equation modelling, Cham: 
Springer. 

Johnson, D. W., Johnson, R. T., Roseth, C. and Shin, T. S. (2014) ‘The 
relationship between motivation and achievement in interdependent 
situations’, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, Vol. 44, No. 9, pp. 
622–633. https://doi.org/10.1111/jasp.12280 

Khorsidi, F. R., Sangni, A. and Jangi, P. (2019) ‘The relationship between 
academic procrastination, locus of control and achievement 
motivation with academic achievement in nursing student’, Journal 
of Nursing Education, Vol. 8, No. 1, pp. 21–28.

Kmet, L. M., Lee, R. C. and Cook, L. S. (2004) Standard quality 
assessment criteria for evaluating primary research papers from 
a variety of fields, Edmonton: Alberta Heritage Foundation for 
Medical Research. https://doi.org/10.7939/R37M04F16 

Křeménková, L. (2019) ‘An analysis of the relationship between 
academic motivation and academic achievement in university 
students’, Proceedings of EDULEARN19 Conference, Palma, pp. 
9439-9446. https://doi.org/10.21125/edulearn.2019.2348 

Landine, J. and Steward, J. (1998) ‘Relationship between metacognition, 
motivation, locus of control, self-efficacy, and academic 
achievement’, Canadian Journal of Counselling, Vol. 32, No. 3, pp. 
200–212

Lewis, C. (2017) Academic locus of control and academic performance 
among non-traditional Caribbean college students: The role 
of self-efficacy, [PhD thesis], Scottsdale, AZ: Northcentral 
University. 

Li, L., Liu, Y., Peng, Z., Liao, M., Lu, L., Liao, H. and Li, H. (2020) ‘Peer 
relationships, motivation, self-efficacy, and science literacy in ethnic 
minority adolescents in China: A moderated mediation model’, 
Children and Youth Services Review, Vol. 119, 105524. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105524 

Li, L., Peng, Z., Lu, L., Liao, H. and Li, H. (2020) ‘Peer relationships, 
self-efficacy, academic motivation, and mathematics achievement in 
Zhuang adolescents: A moderated mediation model’, Children and 
Youth Services Review, Vol. 118, 105358. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
childyouth.2020.105358 

Li, P. and Pan, G. (2009) ‘The relationship between motivation and 
achievement--a survey of the study motivation of English Majors in 
Qingdao Agricultural University’, English Language Teaching, Vol. 
2, No. 1, pp. 123–128. https://doi.org/10.5539/elt.v2n1p123

Lindholm-Leary, K. and Borsato, G. (2006) ‘Academic achievement’, 
in Genesee, F., K. Lindholm-Leary, K., Saunders, W. M. and 
Christian, D. (eds.) Educating English language learners: 
A synthesis of research evidence, pp. 176–222, Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press. https://doi.org/10.1017/
CBO9780511499913.006 

Liu, Y. and Hou, S. (2018) ‘Potential reciprocal relationship between 
motivation and achievement: A longitudinal study’, School 
Psychology International, Vol. 39, No. 1, pp. 38–55. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0143034317710574 

Mahyuddin, R., Elias, H., Cheong, L. S., Muhamad, M. F., Noordin, N. 
and Abdullah, M. C. (2006) ‘The relationship between students’ 
self-efficacy and their English language achievement’, Malaysian 
Journal of Educators and Education, No. 21, pp. 61–71.

Martinez, J. R. (2003) Academic locus of control, achievement motivation, 
and academic self-efficacy: Predicting academic achievement in 
Hispanic and Non-Hispanic middle school children, [Master’s 
thesis], California: California State University.

Montejano, O. (2014) The influence of parental involvement, self-efficacy, 
locus of control, and acculturation on academic achievement 
among Latino high school students, [PhD thesis], Los Angeles, CA: 
University of Southern California. 

Multon, L. D., Brown, S. D. and Lent, R. W. (1991) ‘Relation of 
self-efficacy beliefs to academic outcomes: A meta-analytic 
investigation’, Journal of Counseling Psychology, Vol. 38, No. 1, 
pp. 30–38. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.38.1.30 

Nowicki, S. (2016) Choice or chance: Understanding your locus of 
control and why it matters, New York: Prometheus Books. 

Nurwendah, W. and Suyanto, S. (2019) ‘The influence of parental 
involvement, self-efficacy, locus of control, and acculturation on 
academic achievement among’, Journal of Physics: Conference 
Series, Vol. 1233, 012009. https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-
6596/1233/1/012009 

O’Brien, G. E. (1984) ‘Locus of control, work, and retirement’, in 
Lefcourt, H. M. (ed.) Research with the locus of control construct: 
Extensions and limitations, pp. 7–72, Orlando: Academic Press.

Ogunmakin, A. O. and Aomolafe, M. J. (2013) ‘Academic Self-Efficacy, 
Locus of Control and Academic Performance of Secondary School 
Students in Ondo State, Nigeria’, Mediterranean Journal of Social 
Sciences, Vol. 4, No. 11, pp. 570–576. https://doi.org/10.5901/
mjss.2013.v4n11p570

Payne, R. H. (2011) Influence of self-efficacy, locus of control, and 
computer competency on student success in foundational nursing 
school, [PhD thesis], Los Alamitos, CA: Touro University 
International. 

Preston, M. and Latta, R. M. (1978) ‘Achievement motivation and 
achievement: The role of locus of control’, Proceedings of the Iowa 
Academy of Science, Vol. 85, No. 1, pp. 39–40. 

Quílez-Robres, A., Moyano, N. and Cortés-Pascual, A. (2021) 
‘Motivational, emotional, and social factors explain academic 
achievement in children aged 6–12 years: A meta-analysis’, 
Education Sciences, Vol. 11, No., 513, pp. 1–22. https://doi.
org/10.3390/educsci11090513  

R Core Team (2022) R: A language and environment for statistical 
computing (Version, 4.2.0) [Computer Software], R Foundation for 
Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria. 

Richardson, M., Abraham, C. and Bond, R. (2012) ‘Psychological 
correlates of university students’ academic performance: A 
systematic review and meta-analysis’, Psychological Bulletin, 
Vol. 138, No. 2, pp. 353–387. https://doi.org/10.1037/
a0026838 

https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.327.7414.557
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.327.7414.557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.edurev.2015.11.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.edurev.2015.11.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://doi.org/10.1111/jasp.12280
https://doi.org/10.7939/R37M04F16
https://doi.org/10.21125/edulearn.2019.2348
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105524
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105524
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105358
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.childyouth.2020.105358
https://doi.org/10.5539/elt.v2n1p123
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511499913.006
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511499913.006
https://doi.org/10.1177/0143034317710574
https://doi.org/10.1177/0143034317710574
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.38.1.30
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1233/1/012009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1233/1/012009
https://doi.org/10.5901/mjss.2013.v4n11p570
https://doi.org/10.5901/mjss.2013.v4n11p570
https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci11090513
https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci11090513
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0026838
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0026838


Printed ISSN 
2336-2375

260 ERIES Journal  
volume 16 issue 3

Electronic ISSN 
1803-1617

Rosseel, Y. (2012) ‘Lavaan: An R package for structural equation 
modelling’, Journal of Statistical Software, Vol. 48, No. 2, pp. 
1–36. https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v048.i02 

Rotter, J. B. (1966) ‘Generalized expectancies for internal versus 
external control of reinforcement’, Psychological Monographs, 
Vol. 80, No. 1, pp. 1–28. https://doi.org/10.1037/h0092976 

Rotter, J. B. (1990) ‘Internal versus external control of reinforcement: 
A case history of a variable’, American psychologist, Vol. 45, No. 
4, pp. 489–493.

Ryan, R., M. and Deci, E. L (2002) ‘Overview of self-determination 
theory: An organismic-dialectical perspective’, in Deci, E. L. and 
Ryan, R. M. (eds.) Handbook of self-determination research, pp. 
3–33, Rochester: The University of Rochester Press. 

Ryan, R., M. and Deci, E. L. (2000) ‘Self-determination theory and 
the facilitation of intrinsic motivation, social development, and 
well-being’, American Psychologist, Vol. 55, No. 1, pp. 68–78. 
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.55.1.68 

Salami, S. O. (2008) ‘Psychopathology and academic performance 
among Nigerian high school adolescents: The moderator effects 
of study behaviour, self-efficacy and motivation’, Journal of 
Social Sciences, Vol. 16, No. 2, pp. 155–162. https://doi.org/10
.1080/09718923.2008.11892613 

Salazar, L., R. and Hayward, S. L. (2018) ‘An examination of 
college students’ problem solving self-efficacy, academic self-
efficacy, motivation, test performance, and expected grade 
in introductory-level economics courses’, Decision Sciences 
Journal of Innovative Education, Vol. 16, No. 3, pp. 217–240. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/dsji.12161 

Sarı, M. H., Arıkan, S. and Yıldızlı, H. (2017) ‘Factors predicting 
mathematics achievement of 8th graders in TIMSS 2015’, 
Journal of Measurement and Evaluation in Education and 
Psychology, Vol. 8, No. 3, pp. 246–265. https://doi.org/10.21031/
epod.303689 

Schermelleh-Engel, K. and Moosbrugger, H. (2003) ‘Evaluating 
the fit of structural equation models: Tests of significance and 
descriptive goodness of it measures’, Methods of Psychological 
Research Online, Vol. 8, No. 2, pp. 23–74.

Skaalvik, E. M., Federici, R. A. and Klassen, R. M. (2015) 
‘Mathematics achievement and self-efficacy: Relations 
with motivation for mathematics’, International Journal of 
Educational Research, Vol. 72, pp. 129–136. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijer.2015.06.008 

Snodgrass, R. B. (1989) A study of locus-of-control, achievement 
motivation, and knowledge and use of study skills as factors 
influencing academic performance in academically talented 
college students, [PhD thesis], Tuscaloosa, AL: University of 
Alabama.

Stajkovic, A. D., Bandura, A., Locke, E. A., Lee, D. and Sergent, K. 
(2018) ‘Test of three conceptual models of influence of the big 
five personality traits and self-efficacy on academic performance: 
A meta-analytic path-analysis’, Personality and Individual 
Differences, Vol. 120, No. 2018, pp. 238–245. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.paid.2017.08.014

Steinmayr, R., Meißner, A., Weidinger, A. and Wirthwein, L. (2014) 
‘Academic achievement’, Oxford Bibliographies. https://doi.
org/10.1093/obo/9780199756810-0108

Stevens, T., Olivarez Jr., A., Lan, W. Y. and Tallent-Runnels, M. K. 
(2004) ‘Role of mathematics self-efficacy and motivation in 
mathematics performance across ethnicity’, The Journal of 
Educational Research, Vol. 97, No. 4, pp. 208–222. https://doi.
org/10.3200/JOER.97.4.208-222 

Suphi, N. and Yaratan, H. (2012) ‘Effects of learning approaches, locus 
of control, socio-economic status and self-efficacy on academic 
achievement: A Turkish perspective’, Educational Studies, Vol. 38, 
No. 4, pp. 419–431. https://doi.org/10.1080/03055698.2011.643107 

Talsma, K., Schüz, B., Schwarzer, R., and Norris, K. (2018) ‘I believe, 
therefore I achieve (and vice versa): A meta-analytic cross-lagged 
panel analysis of self-efficacy and academic performance’, Learning 
and Individual Differences, Vol. 61, pp. 136–150. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.lindif.2017.11.015 

Tella, A., Tella, A. and Adeniyi, O. (2009) ‘Locus of control, interest 
in schooling, self-efficacy and academic achievement’, Cypriot 
Journal of Educational Sciences, Vol. 4, pp. 168–182.

Thompson, S. (2005) The relationship of self-efficacy, internal/external 
locus of control, achievement goal orientation, and academic 
performance, [PhD thesis], Oakdale, NY: Dowling College. 

Trevino, N. N. and DeFreitas, S. C. (2014) ‘The relationship between 
intrinsic motivation and academic achievement for first generation 
Latino college students’, Social Psychology of Education, Vol. 17, 
No. 2, pp. 293–306. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-013-9245-3 

Turner, E. A., Chandler, M. and Heffer, R. W. (2009) ‘The influence 
of parenting styles, achievement motivation, and self-efficacy on 
academic performance in college students’, Journal of College 
Student Development, Vol. 50, No. 3, pp. 337–346. https://doi.
org/10.1353/csd.0.0073

Waseem, J. and Asim, M. (2020) ‘Regression model on self-esteem, self-
efficacy, locus of control as predictors of academic performance of 
students in higher education’, Journal of Education and Educational 
Development, Vol. 7, No. 2, pp. 387–406. http://dx.doi.org/10.22555/
joeed.v7i2.6 

Wilhite, S. C. (1990) ‘Self-efficacy, locus of control, self-assessment of 
memory ability, and study activities as predictors of college course 
achievement’, Journal of Educational Psychology, Vol. 82, No. 4, 
pp. 696–700. 

Willens, J. B. (1980) The effects of socioeconomic states, verbal ability, 
locus of control, achievement motivation, and resistance on the 
writing achievement of two-year college students, [PhD thesis], 
Milwaukee, WI: Marquette University. 

Wu, H., Li, S., Zheng, J. and Guo, J. (2020) ‘Medical students’ motivation 
and academic performance: The mediating roles of self-efficacy and 
learning engagement’, Medical Education Online, Vol. 25, No. 1, 
1742964. https://doi.org/10.1080/10872981.2020.1742964 

Yağcı, F. (1999) An Analysis of the relationship between locus of control, 
motivation, and achievement in university entrance examinations 
for the students attending general high schools: A case study in 
Gaziantep, [Master’s thesis], Gaziantep: Gaziantep University. 

Yang, G., Badri, M., Al Rashedi, A. and Almazroui, K. (2018) ‘The role 
of reading motivation, self-efficacy, and home influence in students’ 
literacy achievement: A preliminary examination of fourth graders 
in Abu Dhabi’, Large-Scale Assessments in Education, Vol. 6, 10. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40536-018-0063-0 

Yeşilyaprak, B. (2004) Denetim odağı, In Y. Kuzgun & D. Deryakulu 
(eds.) Eğitimde bireysel farklılıklar [Individual differences in 
education], pp. 239–258, Ankara: Nobel Yayın Dağıtım.

Yüner, B. (2020) ‘Investigation of the relationship between academic self-
efficacy, academic motivation and success: The case of prospective 
teachers’, Çukurova Üniversitesi Eğitim Fakültesi Dergisi, Vol. 49, 
No. 2, pp. 706–733. https://doi.org/10.14812/cufej.698312 

Zimmerman, B. J. (1995) ‘Self-efficacy and educational development’, in 
Bandura, A. (ed.) Self-efficacy in changing societies, pp. 202–231, 
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v048.i02
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0092976
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.55.1.68
https://doi.org/10.1080/09718923.2008.11892613
https://doi.org/10.1080/09718923.2008.11892613
https://doi.org/10.1111/dsji.12161
https://doi.org/10.21031/epod.303689
https://doi.org/10.21031/epod.303689
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijer.2015.06.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijer.2015.06.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2017.08.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2017.08.014
https://doi.org/10.1093/obo/9780199756810-0108
https://doi.org/10.1093/obo/9780199756810-0108
https://doi.org/10.3200/JOER.97.4.208-222
https://doi.org/10.3200/JOER.97.4.208-222
https://doi.org/10.1080/03055698.2011.643107 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lindif.2017.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lindif.2017.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11218-013-9245-3
https://doi.org/10.1353/csd.0.0073
https://doi.org/10.1353/csd.0.0073
http://dx.doi.org/10.22555/joeed.v7i2.6
http://dx.doi.org/10.22555/joeed.v7i2.6
https://doi.org/10.1080/10872981.2020.174296
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40536-018-0063-0
https://doi.org/10.14812/cufej.698312


ERIES Journal  
volume 16 issue 3

Printed ISSN 
2336-2375

261Electronic ISSN 
1803-1617

APPENDIX

FUNNEL PLOTS FOR EACH PAIRWISE META-ANALYSIS


