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Table 6 . Table 3

Item N Min. Max. Mean Star}da}rd
Deviation
ql7a 475 1 6 1.99 1.257
ql7b 470 1 6 2.63 1.415
ql7c 474 1 6 1.49 897
51 ql7d 474 1 6 149 348
ql7e 474 1 6 1.80 1.046
ql7f 475 1 6 1.76 1.121
ql7g 475 1 6 1.48 815
(http://www.kokusen.go.jp/ncaindex.html) ql7h 475 1 6 1.54 .869
ql7i 475 1 6 1.83 1.063
ql7j 475 1 6 1.34 .685
10 Total 466 10 60 17.4 6.741
h, j, k
6 10 ) ,3
58.48%
1 4.10, 2 1.83,
3 1.12
58.48
table 4 . 1
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Table 6

Initial Eigenvalues Extraction Sums of Squared Loadings
Factor Percentof = Cumulative Percentof  Cumulative
Total ) Total )
Variance Percent Variance Percent
1 6.135 24.542 24.542 6.135 24.542 24.542
2 1.958 7.830 32372 1.958 7.830 32372
3 1.823 7.293 39.665 1.823 7.293 39.665
4 1.754 7.016 46.681 1.754 7.016 46.681
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Table 8

(SS;IE;CIZIE) Mean N;gg:j ﬁigln Sﬁgﬁﬁ Reli?ﬂity Skewness  Kurtosis
Happiness(470)  19.57 6 3.26 3.80 .845 -1.050 1.034
Work (461) 12.46 4 3.12 2.44 725 -425 -112
Family (467) 9.67 3 3.22 2.14 827 -725 -121
Friends (472) 10.16 3 3.39 2.06 .665 -1.054 502
Income (460) 5.97 3 1.99 244 740 748 .390
Health (465) 8.61 3 2.87 2.34 .861 -476 -394
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) 320 (p<.01),

, -.308 (p<.01)
Table 10 ,
Table 11
-390 p<.01 .389
p<.01
, 315, -.238 p<.05
p<01 , -.284, p<.01 192 p>.05 . ,
-.240, p<.05 , 289 , p<.05
QOL
Table 10
Scale Vulerability Hopeful Limited Enthusiasm An;(()lrety Evaluation  Risk Happiness ~ QOL
for fraud Future future in action . of ability  seeking PpInes
failure
Vulerability
for fraud 1.000 -390%*  389%* -113 036 -075 202 -.080 -.106
Hopeful
future -.390%* 1.000  -.644%* -.139 -218 121 -.146 320%* 315%*
Limited
Future 389%* -.644%* 1.000 .194 266 002 152 -308%* -284%*
Enthusiasm
in action -113 -.139 .194 1.000 A15%* 021 -109  -303%* -231
Anxiety for
failure 036 -218 266 415%* 1.000 -.100 -045  -347F* -240%*
Evaluation
of ability -075 121 .002 021 -.100 1.000 .100 -.092 -.101
Risk
seeking 202 -.146 152 -.109 -.045 .100 1.000 -.029 -.045
Happiness -.080 320%* - 308** -303%* - 347%* -.092 -.029 1.000 O11%*
QOL 2106 3150 -284x -231 - 240% -101 045 611 1,000
**Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
412, p<.01 , -.328, p<.01 ,
243 | p<.05 , -.274, p<.05
, QOL )
-.293, p<.05
QOL
) 320
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(p<.01), -308 (p<.01) , .

Table 13
Table 12 . -.159 p<.05
152 p>.05 . ,
248, p<.01
-225 (p<.05),
_254 (p<.05), QOL 205 , p<.01 ,
-.385
-453, p<.01 , -.435, p<.01 ,
220, p<.05 : ,
_314,p<01 , 467,p<.01
-371, p<.01 231, p<.05 442, p<01
-492, p<.01 )
286, p<.01 QOL :
-492, p<.01 QOL
Table 11
Scale Vulerability Hopeful —Limited m Anxiety  Evaluation  Risk Happiness ~ QOL
for fraud future future . . for failure ~ of ability  seeking
1n action
Vlerability 1.000 -.238* 192 208* 243%* -197 .083 -116 -.054
for fraud
Hopeful
-238%* 1.000 =747 -568%%  -289 427 -352%%  479%* 412%*
future
Limited JTATRR 1000 384% 192 -280% 276%  -381% 308
Future
Epthuspsm 298* -568%*  384%* 1.000 .596** -.306%** 383k 4(2%* -293*
in action
'etyfor 243* -.289% 192 243%* 1.000 192 343**  _3)5k* -274%
failure
Evaluation o, A7 L280%  -306%*F  -115 1.000 111195 132
of ability
Risk
. .083 -352%%  276% 383%* 343%%* =111 1.000 -.091 -.208
seeking
Happiness  -.116 A479%*  _381FF - 402%* -325%* .195 -.091 1.000 S573%*
QOL -.054 A12%*  _328%*  _DQ3* -274 132 =208 S573%* 1.000

**Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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Table 12

Anxiety

Scale Vulerability Hopeful Limited FEnthusiasm i Evaluation  Risk Happiness ~ QOL
for fraud future future in action faiﬁlrre ofability  seeking PP
Vulerability - S225¢ 123 043 153 069 2540 385k 385w
for fraud
Hfi’lﬁfrf;ﬂ -5 1000 -.6440 371 -163 061 085  231x 431
LFIE;‘ffed 123 S644% 1000 286 164 001 030 -114 -258
Enthusiasm 54 371 286% 1000 201 152 007 =230 453
1n action
Anxiety for — cq 163 164 201%* 1000 023 085 SAG2E 435
failure
Evaluation )5 061 001 -152 023 1.000 028 -077 220%
of ability
Risk 168 ~085 030 -007 085 028 1000 -074 010
seeking
Happiness ~ -254% 231%  -114 -236 462 077 -074  1.000 523k
QOL - 385 A31 D58k 453 435 200* 010 523k 1.000
**Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
Table 13
Vulerability Hopeful ~Limited Enfusiasm ™Y Evaluation  Risk
Scale forfiud  fuwre  futre  inacon " ofability sccking 12ppiness  QOL
failure
Vulerability - 59 S159%  152% 248 205+ -108 084 2448 3] 4w
for fraud
Hg’llt’jrfeul -.159% 1000 -679%  -335% S347e D05 -045 329 46T
I;F‘flnnlltfed 152+ S679%  1.000  346% 350 -123 2029 -339%x 440w
Enthusiasm 0., 23354 346*  1.000 526 -328 S005  -338 412w
1n action
A“tf“.etyf"r 205%* 34T 3500 506 1000 -150 023 -483% 49w
ailure
Evaluation 205%  -123 -3 -150  1.000 014 067 260
of ability
Risk 084 -045  -029 -005 023 014 1000 053 014
seeking
Happiness  -.244% 320%  _330%k  _33gwx 483 067 053 1.000 660
QOL 3145 AGT= _4ADw 412w S492 260% 014 660 1.000

**Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
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Table 14

g?oguSp Sex Variables Happiness ~ Family = Housing Income  Friends Health Work
Vulnerability -.080 046 046 -131 -070 -.184 -.088
Male Hopeful 3207 172 234 131 254 143 175
Limited -.308%* -110 - 111 -171 =323 -226 -.092
Young
Vulnerability -116 -012 -.008 -011 -079 .087 -174
Female Hopeful AT 133 062 124 355 403 A4
Limited =381 -.180 -.192 010 -232x -253 -.387*
Vulnerability =254 =252 =312 -.140 -133 =254 -.326%*
Male Hopeful 231 .163 239 154 231 360 283
Limited -114 -023 =252 -.163 -.089 -.189+* -.154
Elder
Vulnerability 244 -246%* -.280%* -.094 -219%= =242 -246%*
Female Hopeful 329 2007 270 224 258 A2 273
Limited 330 =202+ -225%* =261 -.138* - A2k -.208*
**Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).
*Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
, 260, p<.01 5.6
-.335, p<.01 ’
-.347, p<.01 ,
Table 14 . Table
205, p<.01 329, p<.01 QOL
14
467, p<.01
346, p<.01 , 350, p<.01 ,
21
205, p<.01
1
.320 (p<.01), -.308
(p<.01)
-412 (p<.0l), -412 (p<.01),
260 (p<.01)
14
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