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Resilience Personality Type Major Satisfaction
Characteristi Categories n(%)
cs Mean(SD) t or F(p) Mean(SD) t or F(p) Mean(SD) t or F(p)
Gemd Male 49(13.1) 3.24+75 1181 241+.65 1148 347+.83 0.644
maer Y O 3
Female 209(56.7) 3.00+.87 (:239) 2.30+57 (252) 351+.79 (752)
~year" 71275) 272+ 57 225+ 57 306465
2-year’ 56(21.7) 332+.88 7911 24058 974 38075 12.768
Grad <001) (405) <001)
race 3-year 101392) | 324+98 L 2.35+62 366:83 o
4-year® 30(11.6) 327479 2.25+52 343+ 68
Religi Yes T1(29.8) 327+.85 1945 2.40+.67 1399 359+.86 -1.167
igion — .
No 181(70.2) 3.06+.84 (053) 9229+ 54 (.186) 346+.77 (:244)
) 405 40(155) 3159 244+ 53 356486
Academic 3.749
Performanc | 35-30p 196(76.0) 30884 1134 233458 (025) 347479 1010
e (323) o<ab (.366)
(score) 20729 2(85) 336466 200+ 63 370+78
Bad® 10(39) 250+1.18 245+ 50 2.80+ 63
. 16495 e 23733
Major Normal® 125(48.4) 2.83+78 (<.001) 2.30+57 0305 3.24+76 (<.001)
Satisfaction a<he (.737) bee
Good® 12347.7) 34179 : 233461 382472 &
Bad® 45(174) 251476 2.30+62 2.94+ 65
51754 _ 66.452
Human Normal® 128(496) 292473 (<.001) 2.38+57 1.335 327469 (000)
relationship a <‘b <c (.265) a.<b <c
Good" 85(33.0) 373468 2,24+ 59 415459
Employment?® 11042.6) 3.00£.79 2.40+.56 3.36£.77
Recommendation® | 55(21.3) 296+ 3646 2.36+57 9049 326473 788
Motive - (013) 108 (<.001)
Aptitude® 83(322) 3.35+.79 a 2.21+60 (1 3.80+.76 b<acd
Other” 1039) 330+1.16 215475 390+1.02
wa, kb, ke, wkokd
9 B 23 A4 e

2.3.1 3| ¥ &= A (resilience)

g A=

Connor & Davison(2003)9] Connor &

2.1 A58

B A7E gadae suad s 449l 43w
Fwo] A G dohy] 97 A& 2AATol
22 A7

AT 20200 99 8URE 102 62714 DFIA ol
ZAekaL 9l 270 dhistell Afst F2l ER Sk A
A7F AR A Al A ArEA el tal dieslal, o
T Fo] R A o 2 20 2 A 93k 2%
= o}ﬁi"/} Z 966 9] Suha} 71S ] BAJ Al s
3 AEA] 85 Alstal HE Ao AHEE ggakE

golAth

O
_>,i

o,
H=

r oo

2

Davidson Resilience Scale(CD-RISC)[10]S w¢tale] g
2(2010)¢] E}FZ3let sy my-doln| = glda s A
E(K-CD-RISC)E AH&3}e] 43T

T HEdo R 7 w3 8] gvh 0dolA vl 1g€
47 9] Likert scale 48 =2, Ao HY= Ha 07olA
Hd 10082 F97)F =575 Ayt =2 38 9
ngith, =t s A A EE Cronbach’s 0=.890]3ith
W3] 2=(2010)9] 74 Cronbach’'s 0=932] A TS H Y
3l B Ao A= Cronbach’s a=96°]1t}.

A8 Girdano, Everly & Dusek(1990)2]
Hart type AFE[12]E 242 43 73(1996)0] Mehsh =
£ ARESII3]. o] = F 1058 Likert scale 4%

- 339 —



20001 F=abelr)aets] #A e EeEy

Are PARYOH, 5 Wl W TR 154
‘A aPA| Yoy 47<q o2 A4 Wel= HA 1044 FHa

407 7R ol e}, 24~407%2 AY AAFH ] EAS o],
10-2379¢ BY 471539 542 o geh AQ 4745

Ko
o=
I

o AWAoI5L R Aol Al A AFRE AFEH A

o §8< oJusiu, BY 44K opge] 1L olgh
L
.

o

Aom AlZrol| Z714] %= AAFE S on| gt o]
2E == FE1(2003)9] MadTol A Cronbach’s a=.73
At T=gk 2 218H2006)2] Aol A= Cronbach’s a=.76°]
a1, B Aol = Cronbach’s o=720] %1t}

¢

Ei_ﬁrl

s

32

233 AdNFe

AT EE Leell4]9] 1873-E AHEallth & E4e
Aol thgh duka] vk Q142 v watel] gl whs Wl
-3 7he] wko] A7) o P th A= 0
s a8A ey 44 ‘vl 23870419 Likert
AR FAE] itk A7 255 E ATUEE} =9
S ovgith Lee[l4]e]  <ATtelA ETo AlFEE
Cronbach’s 0=90°]%1 3L, & Aol 4= Cronbach’s 0=.96°]

ATk

24 AR
F3 ¥ A5+ IBM SPSS 26,0 program o] -&3o] t}
w3 2ol FA At

1) gt dnbd 54428 vl MEES AHESHA
o}

2) e AR, 35 g 2 dentSiee] o
3 FFAAE AFESA T

3) A AATE, B v d 2 ATHERe A
##A = Pearson’s correlation® 2 #23} S}

4) thdAre] dwkz S whg AAFH, 35 g
2 AFNEEE t-test, ANOVAR #41843 A
HZ2 Scheffé test= 218t T

5 Ak dawrioel] @aks mjAE= 291 Multiple

regression©. 2 #415}9 T}

iAol dubs] 548 duRd 55 dEd shd o
QA F7| Aol w2t Fo] g 2ol 7} AT AFFHA
I shdo] mobdeE %74] Jo g  §olgom(F=7911,

p<.00D), WIBA7E F555 1 8F A vHF=51.754, p<.001).

iih)

7ol Aol et ol FelehAl =

p=013). 427l el

I AAHo] =L

(F=3.749, p=025). %

ol @ Apol7k ASlek AF-A
4shdoz  izo}
(F=12.768, p<.001), Tl #HA7

ATHF=66.452, p<.001). &7]%-

AFoll o 23t ZJolE HAKE

[ 2] ZhsoehAyel

35 e (resilience), %

o 3% @
Zxe A%
] 345 g= 1t

= ATHE=3.646,

z}o)7) 9o} AT AR BAs A

T2 EARRZ §93% |7l YTt
dEREEE shd, dildA, & 71 ut
Azt shd & 13hdwret 2, 3,

452 FAdoz  foe wgw
FL5E BAH0R #9)5

ol A4, At elel

=7.858, p<.001)[ 3% 1].

2 A (resilience), 4
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A
Mean+SD Range
Resilience 3.50+.80 175
Personality Type 2.28+ .58 174
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