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Differences Between Higher and Lower Academic Self
Efficacy in Academic Engagement among University
Students
Abstract:

The study aimed to examine differences in academic

engagement (Whole score and dimensions: cognitive engagement,
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motivational engagement, behavioral engagement, cognitive—behavioral
engagement, social-behavioral engagement) between higher and lower
academic self efficacy . The final sample consisted of (237) students of
(second year elementary education, third year, fourth year ) in Faculty
of Education, University of Benha enrolled in the academic year
(2020/2021), and the sample divided into two groups: (120) higher
academic self efficacy dimensions, and (117) lower academic self
efficacy dimensions according to their scores on the academic self
efficacy scale dimensions of (Owen & Froman, 1988). by using a t-test
the results indicate that There are astatistically significant differences at
the level of 0.01 in academic engagement (Whole score and
dimensions:  cognitive  engagement, motivational engagement,
behavioral engagement, cognitive-behavioral engagement, social-
behavioral engagement) between averages (high and low) academic
self efficacy students in favor of high academic self efficacy students.
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