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A Review on Studies of the Construction of Academic Self-concept
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Abstract: Academic self-concept refers to individuals’ relatively stable cognition, experience and evaluation on disciplinary
development in learning context. The construction of academic self-concept is always one of the most important research
directions among researchers. At present, the reciprocal effects model (REM), big fish little pond effect (BFLPE), internal/
external frame of reference model (I/E model) and related models are major theoretical models illustrating the construction of
academic self— concept, which indicates the importance of various ways of comparison on the construction of academic self-
concept. This study also offers directions for future research, including strengthening the studies based on students in mainland
China, integrating different comparison styles, and improving the research methods, et al.
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