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of Control Measure (LCM),
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Ways of Coping
Defensiveness scale (DSC)

Parents’ Academic Expectation 7} 2&Hd 15 Al 3 EA A9 Al
Questionnaire (PAEQ) el 3l A 7AFHAEo]  Hxo] #HEA e A= ohe (F Do 1}
A=, mg Aejdq Weozy Locus  9lth
G D TAIS| EAA
Mean 5D Min Max Alpha
TAI total 42.56 10.71 20 30 .90
Worry 15.18 4.42 8 32 .79
Emotionality 17.06 5.03 8 32 .84
PAES 21.98 3.78 8 32 .68
TFIS 4.63 7.32 -23 22 .60
SDI 26.47 5.03 9 40 .60
LCM 10.78 3.32 1 21 .60
DSC 8.26 3.54 0 21 .61
WCC 33.78 §.42 ¢ 57 81
Fhyddezn TAL A4 @2 7 o A4ty vHax E'Efﬂ* Aole Rof FAG
Subscale#- a9 B2 Agd Fg AFE GrHQRHA4Y A Age Agu) FES
CE 2o . @Y F AFdsE ddv)d dgdne) vEE o), g 8y
42.56015 =g B¥ AFrE 909t B F= AR ]3":‘%‘:}5 AP T £
ulgk Apo|Z Holz| wokel 4 Hiwme ¥
2. Test Anxiety Inventory(TADO| 210 A 2]
- B|y vorery * 49 ADEE E> 3,459 47 vt g,
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(GE> 3,4,59 A4 HEo] t-testd] A= g5
/7 A {AL SR & 31 SA4EY 48, vF, 3 SASHY AgE
Hof vldlA fedelrl A gEQGE 59 A4 kel gloiA Her) Aolrk YR @S B
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&1 N B o B o) A 5—]_
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A o7l 24594 ARE AH4AT), e
T-test7} 1§74t 1 vl AbEglon =g TADF #34 Aelo] vzl £
7+ subscaled} £2F =7k A)e]r} wjms gl dEd-L AEoEZH FF FYSdAE o=
n 3} g e Zd o Aol FeulsA AT FRHECA #elES 9k Frix 24l
ehtx] okeh, =@ G549 JEHAR emotionality} worrys FolEd Qe &
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E D st AEEotT 9w
UsSA Korea Korea Korea
Sample 1 Sample 2 Sample 1 Sample 2

141 514

M gD SD M SD t t
TAI Total 41.1 12.1 13.2 472.6 10.7 1.45 1.05
Worry 15.4 5.1 5.6 15.2 4.4 .08 4.04"
Emotionality 17.0 5.2 5.7 17.1 5.0 13 2.55"

* P <05,

Source © Sample 1 from Hocever & El-Zahhar (1988),

&P

Sample 2 from Spielverger (1930}

Korea China Korea vs. china
N 236 h92
M M SD t
TAI Total 44.6 45.7 13.6 1.4
Worry 15.9 17.1 5.8 4.6"
Emotionality 17.9 18.9 5.9 3.9"
*P<.05,
(E 5 st=stde] AEBUT BE
Korea Japan Korea vs, Japan
N 236 523
M M SD t
TAI Total 44.6 43.6 11.7 097
*P<.05,

olmytch, 29
ponent extraction method®t Oblique rotation
method7} AH&E9lch 274
E & 9k
eigenvalue”} 1<

3’_‘,_.
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Qall
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2749 8400]
ez o 24 7
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F 6 TAI Rotated Factor Matrix

Item Subscale W/E Factir 1 Factir 2
TAI 18 E . 79447
TAI 15 E 78185
TAI 16 E .78069
TAI 13 - .68490
TAI 14 W -63304
TAT 8 E .62841
TAl 4 W .61669
TAT 17 W .57978
TAT 20 W .53910
TAI 12 - .51568
TAI 19 - LAT7372
TAI 10 E .46106
TAI 6 W .70248
TAL 3 A" 61756
TAT 7 A .58427
TAI & W .54089
TAI 9 E .51640
TAI 1 - .h0827
TAI 2 .44010

W=Worry E=Enotionality

ED factor |—E2% A"

Ttem
TAI 18 F4% AREFAE 7h3e] 34 F2AU
TAI 15 %88 A9 ASgd =4 wgan A,
TAL 16 8% 8¢ 5706 A3 WA B,
TAI 13 8% AQAZ Fele WF 2494 2371 2 290,
TAL 14 383 A9 A%E B FAz3g =
TAI 8§  Z92% A9¢ ASqe Aragad o),
TA] 4 Z8% A% Fo FoiwA},
TAI 17 AR& A5 ¢ A% ANE A5 Awt
TAL 20 A93e WE Baa ol 43 QeRE deiat,
TAIl 12 A Qo Fel| 2 282 gaba] ghghed Tk
TAI 19 A8 JRIdE ASNH AFER O% A4E ek,
TAl 11 Al g XFe=ge Vs gaE s g v,
TAI 10 A9R4E 487 2% vho] Beka)n)7] A2,
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E B factor 2—Z Q815 22 Alg
Ttem
TAI 6 AgEes g e 242 v Ade] £t M
TAL 3 AR dat 4en APE ARR FA X
TAI 7 A8 A2y w ofu she AL E AYE FF] dEd.
TAL 5 A9E A% B9 39 Ak 953 3 S 9 B A%e 9,
TAL 9 A 33 FH|E Folx Fo] R A,
TAL 1 e A9AEd Alslz dsbeith
TAT 2 e AlgR S Bobsla EtAEE =] £H,
A7 o}y gFo} AgtEdE oz o VII(Joreskog & sorbom, 1989)7F A-&-= i},
2Aog gaqed TEse] oAk, EE o] $4AF 2R Lisrel sub-model-2 ananlysis 7}
JEZL BT worry? emotionality®h A E ARAce F25 wWazte FxAAE FA
el slaict 5l7] 984 Aol ed ojAL AREA gl
A B3 7 I E: o] BAd) ¢
b NEEeEe Slolxel FE A chdel AR B ek, Az o) B4 A
ofMe] Haetg2 BF AFPHLE FAEH 7o
AFEkze gloj e AREHH AzFad 2 Aojzerns X0 2AHA ¥
Walo] Feojzhon} sp&uqlsl gaMgle] E utabx] ZA9 22 A s A7|st LISTREL
ge]olel sl #sjA AAL F7] SlEA Fade] ofA] ddr}, o Avbe <27 2 Figure
AeAQ Fujay Aol s, webA, 2ol }efeld
FoEd AN f0T AH7E e Aol A BFo] A3 wrejHke] QAL &
ol wald XPEGETr] ADA VL Sujgt F3kg F whi= AR Jebgd. (t=
Fovisln gtz s addEe ¥l 3,38 p=0.004F AARLEE HE A3
o] AzEW fF F3ke] gl A2E H4 ol AR Vel (t=-2.02, p=.03) HE

AeEAd Golde} & A2E dA4H
eRo 7 ZpAge] AREE TS (E B
vhet e

AgAg ALY e od <E 10
vhebeld, whA] oAl o Wl (AeEal ek
49 2F)e] Fvd 2HE HAFU
wraba] oke-2) 74 4, M 5, M 6 fre
nletA AEHA @yl

A)A Wl Bgh ol d e AREA
of B3 =2E feAM EdFelAde LISREL

o] AFEekme A dFfE e A2
2 ubEbg e (t=-2.169, p<0.05), =& A
F B AL Fug Peie]
e 7o edm(t=3.42, p=.00) IFX
AFgEs s foRg dde] ddi=
2.00, p<.05), wEbd A AL APE
{Eoﬂ tﬂﬂmﬂ Ec*ﬂ ZHR AR FEA FA
1
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E P ‘ BioIZhe| AtEx

YEAR  TFIS SDI PEA LCM DSC WCC SEX  EXAM TAJ

1.00  -0.04  -08  -.10 -7 09 -7 .01
YEAR P=.  P=.3. P=.0% P=.03 P=.03 P=.00 P=.0§ P=.00 P=.91 P=.
TFIS -4 1.00 .00 15 -1 -6 .22 .03 11
P=.34 P= P=.94 P=.00 P=.02 P=.00 P=.00 P=.38 P=.02 P=.
SDI -.08 00 1.00 00 -.13 04 -7 00 -.07 -
P=.08 P=.094 P=. P=.97 P=.01 P=.37 P=.00 P=.95 P=.11 P=.
PEA -.10 15 00 100  -.07  -.08 .06 18 .30
P=.03 P=.00 P=.97 P=. =14 P=.10 P=.19 P=.00 P=.00 P=.
LCM 1 -1 -3 07 100 -08 -1 -.08 07
P=03 P=.02 P=.00 P=.14 P=. P=.08 P=.00 P=.08 P=.15 P=.
DSC -17  -.16 04 -08  -.08 1.00 -6 a7 - -
P=00 P=.00 P=.37 P=.10 P=.08 P= P=.00 P=.00 P=.45 P=.
WCC .09 22 1T .06 6 -6 100 -1l il
P=.06 P=.00 P=.00 P=.19 P=.00 P=.00 P=. P=.02 P=.00 P=.
SEX -.79 03 .00 18 -.08 17 -1 100 - -1 -
P=.00 P=.58 P=.95 P=.00 P=.08 P=.00 P=.02 P=. P=.77 P=.
EXAM 01 AL -7 .30 07 .04 21 -0l 100
P=91 P=02 P=.11 P=.00 P=.15 P=.45 P=.00 P=.77 P=. P=.
TAL 15 06 ~.06 .06 A7 -2 34 19 21

P=.00 P=.18 P=.19 P=.24 P=.00 P=.00 P=.00 P=.00 P=.00 P=.

=
EXTERNALITY e
148*
—.079
R0 -
.| DEFENSIVENESS \19
- W TEST
EX J 3
S — T ANXIETY
S g J

COPING 5_’//
INTENSITY

313

FIGURE 2 Path Apalytic Model of the Relationship
between Sex, Psychological Variables and
Test Armdety(after error attenmation)
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