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Abstract

Objective: 1) To analyse the current situation of college student cadre’s frustration tolerance. 2)
To analyse the difference between boys and girls, students from city and village, different grades,
whether the only child or not and whether a student cadre or not on frustration tolerance. 3) To
find out the characteristics of college student cadre’s frustration tolerance. Method: Use “the Col-
lege Students’ Frustration Tolerance Scale” to test college student cadres and un-cadre college
students. Results: 1) The frustration tolerance of college student cadres is in high level. 2) Boy
student cadres’ frustration tolerance is marginally higher than that of girl student cadres on the
whole, but not significantly. 3) The frustration tolerance of the college student cadres from city is
marginally higher than those from village, but not significantly either. 4) The college student cadre’s
frustration tolerance is significantly different between grades. 5) Among the college student ca-
dres, the only-child’s frustration tolerance is significantly higher than non-only child. 6) The col-
lege student cadre’s frustration tolerance is significantly higher than the un-cadre college student’s.
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Table 1. The constitution of the subjects

EN 40k )

KEFETH ETFHARAAE
B L it B L At
K— 46 47 93 52 60 112
- 41 48 89 53 54 107
= 51 53 104 51 51 102
Ky 50 54 104 46 52 98
&1t 188 202 390 202 217 419
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Table 2. Descriptive resulting data of the college student cadre’s frustration tolerance
72 2. KEHE TEBMHLHTE DAVFEIR M AT EE R

BEAR(N) FIE(M) 75 #(SD)
TR SN 390 3.90 0.61
TR 390 3.88 0.67
FE 78S 390 3.76 0.72
EERR 390 3.61 0.73
H i 4 390 3.69 0.71
JSELN 390 3.79 0.60

Table 3. The variance analysis of frustration tolerance between boy student cadres and girl student cadres (M + SD)

3 3. RFETEmHRITRENIIMERER 2 HR(M £ SD)

5 « t{E

RN 3.97 £ 0.65 3.87 £ 0.60 1.29
Ak 3.88+0.79 3.89+0.63 -0.12
JE5 S 3.64+0.71 3.81+0.72 -1.91
MMM 3.72+0.80 3.58+0.71 152
H b % 3.77£0.69 3.67+0.72 1.11
JSEEN 3.82+0.64 3.78 £0.59 0.61

P{H
0.19
0.90
0.56
0.12
0.26
0.54

Table 4. The variance analysis of frustration tolerance between college student cadres from city and village (M + SD)

3 4. REETERHRITEE NN 2 25 2 H73R(M £ SD)

I RAF t{A P &
AR 3.92 +0.64 3.86 +0.56 0.77 0.43
AL e 3.90+0.70 3.87+0.63 0.36 0.71
WAL TR 3.82+0.75 3.65+0.65 217" 0.03
MR 3.68 £0.74 3.49+0.72 2.21" 0.02
H A i 3.73+0.73 3.61+0.66 1.43 0.15
SEN 3.81+0.64 3.72+0.52 1.21 0.15
¥: P <0.05,
Table 5. The variance analysis of college student cadre’s frustration tolerance in each different grade
52 5. KEFE TR NINFERERSTE
K— = K= L F Z E IR
. p N N l'
|
LN 3.86 £0.42 4.05+0.41 415+0.34 3.64+0.37 23.63 K= - A
N K> Ky
Il 3.87+0.52 413+0.47 414+0.43 3.49+0.48 29.02 — .
i %ﬁf *= > kg
K= > K— > kI
WAl 3.68 +0.49 4.03+0.61 4.06 +0.55 3.49+0.48 22.73 — .
RIS K= > fe > AP
- K= > K— > KJU”
AN 3.46 +0.54 3.90 +0.57 4.02£0.53 3.12+0.56 39.73 _ .
= T K= > K— > K/
N ik K= > Kk— > KIg”
H bR i 3.60 +0.52 3.88+0.54 4.02+0.54 3.12+0.56 31.42 K= > e > AP
‘ K=> K— > KW
B 3.70 +0.39 4.01+0.02 4.10+0.35 3.42+0.33 49.75 — .
N K= > K— > K/

¥ 'P<0.05, "P<0.01, 7P <0.001.
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Sdhis HAREE. 75T RIS AR ERE A RE E S

3.6. KEETHBMETHBAFEMBITENNER S0

KHBSTAEA OG5 BT KA AT AT R 2 AL i A e T 22 it AT e e, SR 7
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Table 6. The variance analysis of college student cadre’s frustration tolerance between only child and non-only child
7 6. REETHMIITENERETME F R ENERIIT

AT g A T 4 tfl P 1

AN 3.99 £ 0.58 3.79 £ 0.63 0.32" 0.003
e 3.95 £ 0.64 3.82 £ 0.69 1.76 0.049
JENE S 3.87£0.72 3.64 £0.70 2.90” 0.004
MR 372+0.72 3.49+0.73 297" 0.003
H b i 3.80+0.71 3.56 + 0.68 3.20™ 0.002
ST 3.88 £ 0.60 3.67 £0.59 3.09” 0.002

¥ 'P<0.05, "P<0.01.

Table 7. The variance analysis of frustration tolerance between the college student cadres and the un-cadre college students (M + SD)
2 7. REETIFETFHAFEMILITEDNESR2HEM £ SD)

Il A t{E P {8

RN 3.92+0.64 3.86 +0.56 7.807" 0.000
Ak 3.90 £ 0.70 3.87+0.63 6.06™" 0.000
&8 3.82+0.75 3.65+0.65 14,20 0.000
AR 3.68+0.74 3.49+0.72 9.01™ 0.000
H b 3.73+0.73 3.61+0.66 10.51™" 0.000
JEREN 3.81+0.64 3.72+0.52 11.12™ 0.000

¥ 'P<0.05, "P<0.01, "P<0.001.
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