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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this survey research were (1) to know self-efficacy and adversity quotient
of high school and vocational students, (2) to compare the difference among self-efficacy and
adversity quotient of high school and vocational students among different individual factors,
(3)to study a relationship among self-efficacy and adversity quotient of high school and
vocational students. The samples were 400 high school and vocational students in Amphoe
Mueang Changwat Lampang. The three measuring instruments were used in this research:
Individual factors questionnaire, Self-Efficacy scale and The Adversity Response Profile.

The application of t-test, ANOVA and correlation techniques to analyze the data,
the results were as follow.

1. The difference of self-efficacy and adversity quotient among high school and
vocational students were at .05 and .01 level of significance resbective]y.

2. The high school and vocational students with different grade .point averages,
watching and non-watching TV., differed in self-efficacy at .05 level of significance. Also,
the students who were different in class levels, playing sports differed in self-efficacy at .01
level of significance. The students with different grade point averages demonstrated .01

significantly different adversity quotient.



3. The high school students with different class levels and staying differed in self-efficacy
at .05 level of significance but there were no significant differences of adversity quotient among
different individual factors.

4. The vocational students with different class levels, watching and non-watching
TV., differed in self-efficacy at .05 level of significance. Also, the students who were
different in grade point averages, playing sports' differed in self-efficacy at .01 level of
significance. The students with different grade point averages demonstrated .05 significantly
different adversity quotient.

5. There was a positive relationship between self-efficacy and adversity quotient, of

students at .01 level of significance. (r =.306)



