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The purpose of this research was to study the ego identity status of
first- year public university students and to compare the difference in ego identity
status between students with different genders, academic achievement

secioeconomic status, family atmosphere and peer relationship. 400 first-year
students from various public universities in Bangkok participated in the study.
The research instruments were personal information questionnaire, the family
atmosphere questionnaire, peer relationship questionnaire and Late adolescence
ego identity status questicnnaire. The data was analyzed by percentiles,
Mean, Standard deviation and the Chi- Square test.

The results of this study were as follows:

1. Majority of the students had diffusion identity (62.2%),
moratorium identity came second (25.8%) and identity achievement subjects
trended to be the smallest number (2%)

2. No significant differences in ego identity status were found
between students with different genders, academic achievement and
socioeconomic status.

3. There were a differences at the .05 level of significance in
student’s ego identity status between students with different family

atmosphere and peer relationship.





