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The purposes of this study were to study and compare emotional
quotient in the aspects of good adaptability, good realizability and good
sustainability among Ramathibodi nursing students. Stratified random
sampling was applied to select 300 subjects among the population of 446
nursing students. The instrument for this study was the evaluation of
emotional quotient for the Thai with 12-60 years of age developed by the
Mental Health Department, Ministry of Public Health. The instrument was
composed of a 52-item, rating-scaled emotional quotient screening test. All
questionnaires were collected and statistical valued: frequency, percentage,
means, standard deviation and one-way analysis of variance with Scheffe’s
post hoc comparison at significance of 0.05 were reported.

The results of this study were as follows:
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1. The aspect of good realizability among the subjects was above
standard. The aspect of good adaptability and good sustainability, on the other
hand, were at normal standard.

2. The factor of sex among the subjects had no significant differences in
the aspects of good adaptability, good realizability and good sustainability.

3. The factor of religion among the subjects had no significant
differences in the aspects of good adaptability, good realizability and good
sustainability.

4. The factor of academic years among the subjects had significant
difference in the aspect of good realizability, whereas the aspect of good
adaptability and good sustainability had no significant differences.

5. The factor of income among the subjects had significant difference in
the aspect of good realizability, whereas the aspects of good adaptability and
good sustainability had no significant difference.

6. The factor of learning achievement among the subjects had
significant difference in the aspects of good adaptability and good realizability,

whereas the aspect of sustainability had no significant difference.





