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Abstract The purpose of this study was to examine the relationships among high school physical education class
satisfaction, school life stress, and school violence tendency. A total of 550 questionnaires were gathered from 4 high
schools in D city and 83 were discarded because of missing values. By analyzing the total of 467 questionnaires with
the SPSS 20.0 and AMOS 20.0 statistics programs, this study reached the following conclusions. First, high school
physical education class satisfaction had a significant influence on school life stress. Second, school life stress had
a significant influence on school violence tendency. Third, high school physical education satisfaction had a significant

influence on school violence tendency mediated by school life stress.
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Fig. 1. Research model
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Table 1. Demographic information (N=467)

N
Male 198
Female 269
1 160
158
149

Spec. Percentage
42.4
57.6
343
33.8

31.9

Gender

School year
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. . . . Table 3. Difference of school life stress according to
(aggression), -&~(impulsiveness), A}o}=% 7 (self-esteem), gender
Z&HAALgo] tgh B S(attitude toward violence)9} &

Variables Gender N M SD t
471¢] aF91acl o FAEAT Lkert 55 =S &
Male 198 | 3.18 | .87
sto] <@ 84 QR 14, 294 QR 28, Lemie 240
Female 269 | 297 | .90
“H%O]E}”"E‘ 3;(.] “.j_E:‘E]'”'E‘ 4;1%]’ “UH—?_ lgg_ n_\i_ 5
_ _ Male 198 | 2.06 | .84
dom TASGN A57} £95F SuEe o) Fricnd Las

Female 269 1.94 .76

e AL o,

Teacher and Male 198 | 212 | .81 .
school life Female | 269 | 2.01| .75
2.3 XI5 24 ditHd #p05, ¥p0l, *%pe00]
A5 2] Windows SPSS 20.0 57 Zz13&
o] g3lo] 7&EEA, AFE A EYH ttest T o] whel shAs ~Ed Xz wol7} Qe
AASIROR, AMOS 200§ Z2IRE o183 pug A, BAYCR FoIB FEIA Fegol o
A9 aRPA N FRIAARIE RAAAT W spgun gugd 2Edsst B AoR e

/\1 urfsugo] oq

el A3 s, 95% AARA VESEAT i 3, Ao el Luol
& ol 24 AZeke 2
ko1
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[Table 4]. A5 0% Zelapgo] gjat o)A st

3.1 dEoil m= ol ol Syt EAYOR fel@ s BA Azt
Table 2. Difference of physical education satisfaction = Ao 7 gyt

according to gender

Variables Gender N M SD ! Table 4. Difference of school violence tendency
Educational Male 198 3.52 72 5 opss according to gender
Satisfaction | Female | 269 332 7 ’ .
Variables Gender N M SD t
Male 198 342 .80
Social Satisfaction 2.87%* ) Male 198 | 2.17 79
Female | 269 321 76 Aggression -.52
I Female 269 | 2.21 .83
: Male 198 3.69 17
Physical 3,774 Male 198 | 246 | 70
Satisfaction Female | 269 342 79 Impulsiveness -1.45
ol 108 s p Female 269 | 2.56 74
Psyehological = ' ' 5.40% Male | 198 | 332 | .83
Satisfaction Female 269 3.29 .83 Self-esteem .30
Female 269 | 3.30 .83
Environmental Male 198 3.56 7 5,08+ Mal 198 | 192 79
. . R s ale . .
Satisfaction | Female | 269 | 320 | .77 Attitude toward 3.99%
violence Female | 269 | 1.64 | .67

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

#p<.05, *5p<.01, **%p<.001

£ 2
ST A, BAAeR feld pEed wogel of T PSR EER
ZX] & o A3 = A3 3! —
shynh A% BEEA e Aom ki SRR RS PAR A 825567,

X/df=1.564, p=000]°]™ CFI=97, TLI=96, SRMR=
.04, RMSEA=.042.2 Yelylth 2ds Aestr] 95
ARbAQl A3 249 7% CFI$E TLL 0.9°]%
RMR 0.05°]3} RMSEAE 0.10]3}2 K. QITH23,24].

[Table 2].

225



ol
&
>

o
N

3]

>
o

i

Bl =4 Al8d Al12E, 2017

=, & Ao BAAYREE 8 Ve EoR 9t

& Ak
dH Aol QolA= 4714 EFE Aeta ZE
L9150] 7IEAQ) 70013E UEhlSI T2y o] 4
T A AA20-22]00 ATt AAGA AL A
T} o

=2

o]-&-3}% A o] QlojAE BRE a9l
Cronbach Alpla .700]49] &3t AFwZ el
[23,24]. AR P2 HSEFSA L IHENS
o= :rL—Er
slo] k5 Fh(average variance extracted) S ©]
%0} WAERA S Brhel] AaAE oAk
A ?‘Z}(two standard-error interval estimate)E ©]-83}%]
oh 2 A4¥ fEAE e BE HEEA 50 oS
Yet JSES/dS ghistsl ‘:}[23,24] EE WES
Zholl o gk AdAAIFE 18 X = A

v eSS SEssivt @ 9/1\
Cronbach Alpha, 33k, 2204 A=]+= [Table 510 &
ofxlo] Qlth

Hm o
£
>
>
ol
Ir
=
i)
oly
o
ol
ox
tio
ol
N
)
o
N

o

Table 5. Summary of Standardized Regression Weight,
Cronbach Alpha, CR, AVE.

Ttem M FL | AVE | «
Edueationa] EASI 327 | 72
ucationa EAS2 349 | 88 | 70 | .83
Satisfaction
EAS3 346 | 91
SASI 328 | 93
Social Satisfaction SAS2 3.36 91 .84 94
SAS3 327 | 92
. PHSI 351 | 91
Physical PHS2 355 | 92 | 85 | .94
Satisfaction
PAS3 356 | 94
oeveolonied PSAI 348 | 87
syenologica PSA2 33 | 88 | 71 | 87
Satisfaction
PSA3 355 | 18
. | EASI 321 | .69
nvironmenta EAS2 339 | 88 | 67 | .85
Satisfaction
EAS3 348 | 88
Lo LESI 339 | 71
arning LES2 203 | 74 | 50 | 74
Stress
LES3 287 | 65
- FRS1 218 | 73
Frien FRS2 188 | 80 | 62 | &
Stress
FRS3 193 | .83
Teacher and TSS1 2.01 .76
school life TSS2 220 | 6 | 53 | 77
Stress TSS3 199 | 75
AGGI 238 | 74
Aggression AGG2 2.03 71 53 77
AGG3 218 | 75

IMP1 2.58 .76
Impulsiveness IMP2 2.79 .59 .50 74
IMP3 2.19 7
SEEI 3.46 .86
Self-esteem SEE2 3.27 .89 74 .89
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Table 6. Summary of Structural Equation Modeling

Direct Non-direct
Path 95% CI
B B
LL UL
Physical Education class satisfaction oGk
— School Life Stress ’
School Life Stress— Stress—School s

Violence Tendency

Physical Education class satisfaction
— School Life Stress— - 19%%F | =29 | -.09
Stress—School Violence Tendency

** p<01, *** p<001, LL =, UL=
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