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Kim, Damee & Kim, Tae-Young. (2018). The structural relationship between Korean high school students’
resilience, English learning motivation, English class attitude, and English learning achievement. Modern English
Education, 19(1), 120-136.

The purpose of this study is to explore the structural relationships among resilience, English-learning motivation, and
attitudes in English class on English proficiency of Korean high EFL school students, using structural equation mod-
eling (SEM). A total of 472 high school students in Seoul and Gyeonggi Province participated in the questionnaire
study. The result of this study is as follows. The result of SEM indicated that 1) resilience exerted a direct impact on
motivation, attitudes, and achievement; 2) motivation showed a direct effect on attitudes and achievement; and 3)
attitudes showed a direct effect on achievement. Through the results, it was revealed that resilience has a positive role
in overall English learning, which implied that resilience helps students cope with academic difficulties and improves
their motivation and/or interest in English. This could lead to positive attitudes toward the English class, resulting in
students attaining higher English proficiency.
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TABLE 1

Correlations of Resilience, Motivation, Attitudes, and Achievement

1.PH 1

2.PS 520%x% 1

3.EmR 307 A4k 1

4. Opt A3THREX AL5Hx* 255k 1

5. Ideal L2 202k 268%* 230%** 1 78%x 1

6.0ht L2 .086 .106* -.001 .068 PAT A 1

7. Inst.[pro] 199%** 227Hx 220 180%** A79%xx 337HEx 1

8. Inst.[pre] -.069 .018 076 .014 .108* AS55HE 373HEx 1

9. Sts A09*** 364%* 236%** 245%% 399%** 210%* 2R2k** .103* 1

10.TO 185H** 234 174 091%* 348%x* 185%x 2R7Hxx 195%x S518%** 1
11. Achv .300%** 361%** 32 224k 376%** .085 .309%** 198*x 3o1HEx 345Kk 1

Note. PH = perceived happiness, PS = problem-solving, EmR = emotional-regulation, Ideal L2 =

self, Inst.[pro] =
achievement
*p <.05, ¥**p <.001
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529 o]&lel AL EIskit Uk o7 oAl
S 5YRQE 7o) 90 o)Ak o ATTATT S
9o DA e = Ao 7 (tEdth AE3N S RE 5
2 Wl S 7he] Agho] 529 o] st Ve BAA B
A7 = Ao = ghotE] ),

2. AFEXN1. ot=2 nSSHME0| IEEEY F
o atg &7, oY Eie= 0152 Jo MF
=0f ofrst FekZ O|x|[=71?

® ATy B 3 nFs

S S ] 8 HEre A,
g0 Bh45 7], Aol B, ol A me] F2A
A2 A 1= Sk o] B0 7AE e 1Y) 9h
SEHARA S Al ste] H R, ool 8t 57,
do1 4] BlE7} ol A3 ol o] g F e & v A

A& AT

AAE 3E 2= = AL
3t 571, doladd HLCJ} °ﬂ01 37 el mAl= <
o]l gk A Adfolrh FA A o8 A HH, R =
31305 LHERLY 313%9] A E o] gelso] 375y
o] et A o= A H ATHE =21.046, p < .001). 5] =
e o] sk9l 8]l &, Al A (B =139, p < .01), 7+
AZATEPB=117,p< .01), 35 579 9] 29 F,
oA A2%df Aok = 186, p < .001), =TI 1)(B
=.177,p<.001), Fol=¢) Bh=9 ap9j a8l &, ¢ vt
FIE(B=.140,p < 01), THE-E H-5(f=.120,p <.05)°]
gF ol ol R A+ FFE A= Ao E Ve
o wbd, 845 5 719] skl esl F, FAdA Aol A
OH(p =-125, p < .01)= AdFH Lol ol #4() 9=
A= Ao g vEbst S, Al2910] Skl o] 3%
gl skl el T EANAY, A= st o
5 &719 8l 88l T o)A Al2%dof Abol, = [
ANVF a5 AF =T sobXaL, HAA Al2ddof &
o7} StE S AHE7F oAl As YERIY B
g golrdd Himel skt T v SR, e g
& M01 ig#% 3 %Eﬂ E—io}@—% 9] U] SPE}

Lee, 2004; J. A. Park & E. K. Lee, 2011)2} -F-AFs}c}. 18]
U}, ool AHmo AH 9daS v sy o
olo] WA %] ¢ T. Y. Kim¥} H. S. Lee(2014)2] &
Tk tHE A 9E Yeith

Bl slEeE 99l F EAAE L A
7} WA S AL o] 8] 2 A3l A3l ete Aalo] nl=

xﬂ /\]—Dj-—Q‘ 5H7:] o]—_]—_YZ]- o]—-—‘ /]X]]% L‘E:]—Q‘ ‘B‘E‘?J_‘

TABLE 2

The Effect of Resilience, Motivation and
Attitudes on Achievement in High School Students

(Constant) -2.399 763 -3.146  .002

Perceived happiness A81 153 059 1180 239

» Problem-solving 508 183 139 2.777** .006
Resilience

Emotional-regulation 414 157 117 2.646%* .008

Optimistic 102,139 .033 736 462

Ideal L2 Self 491 125 186 3.929*%** 000

.. Oughtto L2 self -338 123 -125 -2.749** 006
Motivation

Instrumentality[promotion] .107 .157 .033 681 496
Instrumentality[prevention] .500 .131 .177 3.806*** .000
Satisfaction 392 142 140 2.748** 006
Task orientation 295 115 120 2.567*

Attitudes

R?= 313, Adj R?= 299, F-value = 21.046***, p =.000

*p <.05, **p < .01, ***p < .001
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TABLE 3
The Fit Measures for Modified Model

Initial 115.145 .051 955 919 914 939 910 .067
Final 71.372 .040 973 946 947 970 950 .050
Criteria - <0.05 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 <0.05
Evaluation - acceptable acceptable acceptable acceptable acceptable acceptable acceptable
TABLE 4

Parameter Estimation and Tests for Statistical Significant for the Final Model

Resilience — Motivation .560 458 .085 6.582%%*
Resilience — Attitudes 371 281 .088 4.200%%*
Resilience — Achievement 1.127 243 275 4.096%**
Motivation — Attitudes .565 .523 .082 6.889%%*
Motivation — Achievement 786 207 287 2.741%*
Attitudes — Achievement 870 .248 281 3.096**
**p <.01, ***p <.001
“~(Modification indices) & A-&-3Fo] AR & A =38} TABLE 5
9T} 1 o= oJo] Bk T 7)o WAl oJol4e] HlE Direct, Indirect, and Total Effects Analysis
o ARg FoRA APEE Folu Stk
2%k ). TARY S HFT A= 13 Lok Resilience — Achievement ~ 243%** 224%%% AOTHH*
¥ 33} 7+o] 42 = 71.372. SRMR = 0. FI=0. Motivation — Achievement 207** 130* 337
- 3&]— = ] x=71.372,8 0.040, G 0.973, Attitudes — Achievement 248%* - 248%*
AGFI = 0.946, NFI = 0.947, CFI = 0.970, RMSEA = 0.050, e
TLI = 097002 @A =] o] o] u v} g A4 <]
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