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study) - PhEERR 2805 - PRETHIRGE
K R felalkl 7 5 55— FE R HURIRASE (classic



<72 R BE TR

model ) 3738 LEE A = A T 0 EE R
fry- B 5 R Y W E R RS T - 2 R e PR GE
K FiE g R8s H =12 R
i i 7§ X (extended classic model) » L
i i IR 0 R S SR A Ry PR A - BTN TA
FERGHY IR K 1 2 5 H 2 RAFAE Bl -
Masten S A (1999 ) L Ef iz i g F15 i SR
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TG @ BT =0 — B =00 1Ry
YT - 43 M AN AT AT IR RE SR, ~ 4%
BT g &S RER RS A ER -
e SR bR PR R 53 Fy e R ~ HAEIR T -
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Ja e S5 PO e SRR A > AH A B 43 el
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RIFrARit & SOk Bl B - @i HAL=
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FITEIR ] b > S R LAt = e e
B A BN H MR - SN ERER £
Lt L e B 2R A o S B B R

(2006 ) RIRR$E 179 7 B2 DA 2R 1 iR
JIEZRIERERILC5) - DLK S 5ERE
1% (K-means cluster method ) & [&E 5 A
T3 N E R > R AR TR R E R R
FEARRIR o 4 R (B R AR TE R A B &
TEra e Al RS2 B - Al SR IR 3L
28 (7ERE {1 11.67% - G 44 (7524
fili 18.33% - L4 - FEEIFHZENEH
B (2R EER) e E e (5
FEIE) FHgEEENZ G -

ESPYRE e o IR R DI
e bR - HER =R et 540
R T jiE Bl 4% 52 B DL K Dumont Ef Provost &
DAAFERAEIR 71 TERET « fEr BBl -
Herman-Stahl Eil Peterson ~ - A EH Eil §§ S 15
DIRsER R =50 2 — RIS E R sy
FERGARER - AR T 2 AT AR A
LG BB LAERR - FIER A SR
HRRRMENEL > HAA R E R
M E B RS > Dumont Ei Provost ~ 3 ¥ i Ed

== =

TRERLIE R AT RIEERE AT > BRIKREA L
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R B $73

W5y HIREE - fEFSEREIR | RERID
LB AEE AR B B M & SRR H A
OB A A ORAE(E -
(Z) BEBLIMSIEHEMERBEMME
DIE e M - SEadE - 3
EREEE G R e Syt kel i)
s (Margalit, 2003) - BRfAHRE SORE - 2
B AR G R EE LRE
1B RE ~ BRSEEI AR E ~ KRR
ML BRI S (GHH - 1R=
K » 2006 ; Hardardottir et al., 2015; Lackaye
etal, 2006) - R Rt - TSR
PR — e B A 2K 15K % (Hampton &
Mason, 2003; Lackaye et al., 2006) - [ 2
SEHN - BRIR B A MR i & S A T A
15+ Bl S BE A [ 25 Bl 05 A ~ [ AP
1K~ DURCE B i 17 4% 2 S A % B iy ]
& (Al-Yagon, 2016; Kavale & Forness, 1996;
Nowicki, 2003) » PRIy i Hiit & H 2R pE K
TR [F 4 - KR A S i R ATt & R fRAY(E
> (Lackaye et al., 2006 ) - {F /[ FREEE AT
BIREZERLAEINE - 28 - EEARES
WM T R B (Al-Yagon, 2016) 5 4} -
Pt — B A R % i & BRI P S S )
1447 B (Hardardottir et al., 2015) - DL _Eff
TR - SRS e 2 - I EA
Mt BHC RS & - B AR
B N - WA - ER AR
BB ER AN TR - RO - R
B R R R A SME LB [ (Hampton
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FE G E R ER O IERERE - FEEH
e IR AE R A FRZ R A - T
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H St - ACRRRIFR AL T e AR T
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Bt MaEd 2R S ARE IS - BB
EBENMEGE L > WERSTEH S KSR
SUEC AN - MTRERERAE R E CAIRERE
DUEmIREES ¥ H 3 5 5% R TS
FFRHES T HEENE > BB ARZE]
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HERRE - BT - B EH S ERE AR
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B FEREETT - LS I RERHE IE
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HEGEITIERR - ST AR B HHE IR 1%

2 AR  ERRE RS - EA
PREFIRTIRAISEEL ~ BHRRAE H AR -
FEAZME IR ERIEE S ~ MDA
RS IHEZEARE - Miller (2002)
LL10 fi7 B2 A B2 A HET T S Rl K - 48
H BRI 78 Sl AR A TP e e
FERS ik B H S - HREEHHIRE - It
SMEEREREH CHURIERE > i THCOEER
AR PIFE PRAEIR T - SMEIRZR TG > BRSE
RASCREIN - BRTRG T 160 B AT B ) AT
(ESERPEEEA IR VN S s PRy SRR
JERR -

BN TSR o A EERE R SR i
JERT AT 73 Ry b W e 1 > PIAE ST > JEA
T RERENRE > BUBEEH GBS
o A REHE A BB (G - EHOK
ERFARENBDH BAE YRR R S I
o SELEERT B MR R R A B H O IR
HURRER > A REA IEIAIAY H B B 5 HAme
SMERFR T > HIEZERE THRE R~ 2
FATIART )67 5 B Atk A SZRp B 8

MRGE

ARWFEERR R 38 IR ARBE
= 1B B & K} J&E (Special Needs Education
Longitudinal Study, DL f&§ % SNELS) iy
BB G o R SRIEFETT - fF5E
Fa i ebe A it e gt s b L e
WRa% - S B RERETRE ST - DU
Gy RIEH ST SRR - FSRRRA ~ BFSE T ELL
B R BB PO B 53 AR EA -

—  FFRE
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BREEEEAR DR < HREE
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AHIFSE AT B8 A AR A By SNELS 1 99 £2
FREBT = ERERERL - AT
354 fif - FERRLIRF IR - A S1 1B A IR
YEEE AR B - BN R AT
R KPR IECER - et A 303 7
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ARUERERRREER A =75

B o HrhE A 218 fi7 » 4 71.9% » &2 HI]
H 85 i » By 28.1% 5 FELEIEHI L BRAEY
SEHELLA 79 0 By 26.1% » SR EIEHEZ
BRI 224 17 » 45 73.9% » AR -

= HREIA

AWgee THAH SNELS o 99 B4R R
U SE LA DU B A s o PREEZERBL
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FAE T - BENSRE ~ [ SR DR R IESCHf
S NTECREER T RIS B B REEL H
TS B ERERSCR R DU R A A B
R R R - FEEHMIBE L > JeHifseE
PRI AR SO B I TR e TP -
SNTRAE NI AHB FI 2 B KBTS B
fEAYEREHELRE H - ik > HHEE A
RN—HHIEE » BRI A R LR
i DIRERB TLMRYE - Rkt 39
R H SRR 7 ~ R SCRE S K
FESZHRR 4 7 ~ HEAHE 6 ~ HEMER 5 R -
OBRIRER 7 ~ B2 S - 5340 R T
i B BE U AE R FE K RO NE (R FE R T 2%
B B IR H A RER—E TR A B A
TEEARIRFER - 5 FIEHF ~ A< FE LU
[ 475 < o S REE AN A BRI ME (R FE IR T >
TR - FeRERIARYE - B RT1E

WA SE 2 8 ZENSR T H &
B — M B - ERAET & B
BRI 2 WU SR S ~ B
Jeih - HARE L& AE FEERYEREE
B H A IR B E AR = o AT RE EH R VU ES
BRIPA 0 JRE RS RERE 71
85 Z[H » BREREURLS -

M~ EXDH
LT AR > SCRE H AT R )

R=E AARIAZRFREH B

filan = TREmor SRR 2, 0 FRAEEE
HRYEIE— Ry TREF o BEIEPYALE TR
i o RRHEHLES o ARG  BeR
fERAES—5 0 I AR ERESEE TR
HIE  WYEIEm Ry e R > DIFIR
T LAE - EFTA A TR RS R
FiE o EE THEEAEER, GENE
HEI Ry 16.8% 5 BATCF; 1w - HH T2
fiESEEHEC ) M " ZAIEAHR I
ARIHA RIS 4, FREAE W - H LG
Ry 23.4% 1 12.2% 3 REEZ R 5w > " &
EEEERAERAIRER, ~ TR
BRABRISIE o MR E IR E B2 Bl s 14.9%
F19.9% » BLAMREESCRh o (G 1 fIifses
RNEREE » HERTRHEEREY - B
M H P IE > R EEERE -
Sl & 1a BE Y RE E 15 53 Ik DUE S D
SRS AT RRAE AT LAE -

A B A B T A 4R R T i g A E L
Masten ¢ A (1999) ZtEER I RETHT -
W 53T DU BB i 55 5 A TR R 22 2
AORESE © FHERICE S8 E R VIR T 20 1
BARDRRS] - KL > AWFFeER SR TR
o e T o A - KRl iric B
ISPty o =R = (o i e = P Y A
AR AEURE 5 25 Ml B o R BRI R R - (AT
[ —SER Nz ER e S EREN A

[Ei)::3 BATE REHR RES S ATER— U AR 3
fabsAlT BRI 62-1~62-5 S5E BB 85
WTERFERF  HEEE  67,08,69,70,72,73 SHE ZRILES 76

HIMES  63,64,65,78,86 S5E BAME 78
IMERFERT  BASRE 27,28,29,39,40,80,81 7 B A 17
FfEcH: 30,31,33,36,79 SEE EVERS 76
FRELH; 41,49,53,54 4RE  BUERS 71
ST JFE i SR DHEEEE 56,57,58,59,60,61,62,86  7TRH  EMERE 80
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DRAEIR T BN RHE I AR B B SR <77

SR ERE I AR AR RN (R
2016) -+ AHEHAF] S B B THE RS 3
1S Ry I SEEA ] (5 » AR Btk DU I S0 AT it
fige oy e R IEMEVERR S - e & R ik
LA SPSS 23.0 huik it tT » BERR T LIE L
S SV S BT HE 7 1l B2 e £ A 2 A0
ARSI o SFML ¢ A e SRR FEAN [E 14 B ~
BRI BEE AR RBER
725 - R IR B EERE AT (two
steps cluster analysis ) - DU SEIRTH LD R
R AR Ry SRR AT AR SR - [FIRHE
G o W BgRE o B (EHERZ R - R0 Rfs -
AR5 %5 Bl g AN R 1 AT e B P B e
BAEAROHEER T EABREH T
5 LUK R T 1A R R R
BB AR R A - ~ ORAER ¥ DUR LBl
R ERBLZ A AT -

MR R R TR

— HREER

DUR Sl fie 5 3 H A RO AR R RS R #%
FAHETTHRAT Bl e A AE 25 0 Py SR
TBIE > SRRAHRIR SRR L LB R AT
ISR -

(—) BRESLEBERBMEOERRIORIR

B L A I B SR I Ry 1760 0
BREEREANEy 2.96 - {ECRREIN T J71H > HHEK
BEATE B0l Ry 2.95 713.08 5 SME(RE
KI5 - BIsR R 2.97 - [R5 RF R 3.21
FEESCHFFy 3.24 - FrBHEMNRENT 84 ~
-.58  IEEEHIIA TR 1.73~ 12 Zff] > gkl - AR
#% Kline (1998) AR fmREAIIE e EHE
SPHIRIN 30 8 > R BRI - ACRSE
SR 7 f LR B 1 R

FEIERIAHRATE o1 - AR T - B3R
BB SRR (r=13,p <.001) - B
HALSAIERIR B A B /K YE - FE OB
FEJGIH > BREERZERBIGEREE S - BFTE R
AR ERIFHRBA R 25~ .54 » H p [EHI/]N
fA 001 « PIAMELRER T < FIRVRRTR I > BR T
[ (% S RIS E SCRF o RIAHBH By .19 (p=.003)
Sh o HERMHBIRBNTA 27 2] 54 218 > Hp
{HEE/INGY 001 ©

(Z) BEEEEZLR

DU 53 ST AN [R] 14 1 B 22 L B A 2%
A IE RIS ETROETT « BUE - DUEIEANR]
T S B B R AR AR R R
BHEE AR -

1. MR

FEVER T » AT DA BIAE A OB -
BT - BRI - SRy ~ BUscRy - %
HEPIAE PRAE I T RIAMERER T/ R
IR B R BEOKE - R A
AR BRI KRB AR AN -
2. REIR

NEFLLBIERR - 25ERE - BEE
RIESCRF ~ BT ~ BESNTEIRER T HI5
TEORER T EE RS -9 ¢ BERY
R AN[AZ BRI B A AR B IE 2
Bl IREE R R 0 RN
3 BN ABER

Woe# R R B A L PR R B R 550
BlIRE e 155 MOR RIS - fEIRE
BB R o RISHEERER R IR - DIRIES
R EEE R -

(1) R

SRR AT E 3 B ] Schwarz (1 H 2(HEH]
(U &% BIC) fICLAIE » &t R —(E
TEAE SRR B AGHEETT - B0\ BIC [HARE
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RO BEBLEERDERMSIR ZMEFET (n=303)

BT A REEHE 7 fRRE [E5°8
SRR
e 1.76 0.65 0.70 0.12
S JE Bl SR
LB 2.96 0.58 -0.30 0.17
WAL R ER T
EES%YGIR 2.95 0.51 0.30 0.31
ST e 3.08 0.53 0.70 1.73
IMEIRFER T
SR 2.97 0.53 0.62 0.75
Eliszs 3.21 0.56 0.84 0.90
FRE S 3.24 0.53 -0.58 0.24

*h BRSBLEERNEEIR2IEER

BRI LHER HEMEE BHIOWEE BEISR; RSO HESR

B g 1.00
LHEfEE  -05(42)  1.00

EEMES 02(70) 54<.001)  1.00

EEsge 06(32) 33(<.001) .54<.001)  1.00

HifisEs  (13(03)  41(<.001) .50(<.001) 31(<.001)  1.00

Fcks -03(.63) 49(<.001) 42(<.001) 34 (<.001) 44(<.001)  1.00

sepEsrEs (11(08)  25(<.001) 33(<.001) .29(<.001) 27(<.001) .19(.003)  1.00

fiak « FRIRPARy p E

RN MRIHERENR 2 BENDBMSIRFGEHE R  IEERER

1R - LR -
P e % WE —mm mwm | OE

B3 eTH 1.73(.66)  1.85(.60)  1.49(.14)  1.87(.65)  1.73(.65)  1.68(.09)
L ER 2.98(.56)  2.89(.63)  1.19(24)  2.98(.65)  2.95(.55)  0.35(.73)
RTELZER T 3.02(44)  2.99(.48) 55(58)  3.01(.50)  3.02(.44)  -.03(.79)
EE% 2.95(.50)  2.95(.54) 08(.93)  2.96(.55)  2.95(.50)  0.14(.89)
SS9 7en 3.10(.52)  3.03(.55)  1.03(30)  3.07(.59)  3.08(.50)  -0.19(.85)
SMEREERT  3.13(37)  3.20(67) -125(21)  321(32)  3.13(38)  1.35(.18)
SR 297(52)  2.96(.55) 01(99)  291(57)  2.99(.51)  -1.17(.24)
Glisa 321(.55)  3.21(.60) 15(.88)  3.28(.57)  3.18(.56)  1.38(.17)
L 3.25(.53) 3.22(.54) 46(.65)  331(.53)  3.22(.53)  1.03(.30)

fiat + MRIRIZ EYE -PHESRATAT R IR S BRI R PR p (E
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o MERERFTEREN: - LI - BIC Uttt
PURTER R b SCBoE 5 1 R PR ASE
I B AR U % 2 BIC i b5 AT e 31 8
RV EEBIRARISER B R T - feREmran
BIC {Ef/INRF » s 261.33 » SRS R EFF
BIC {HASUE R -0.11 - SUELEE 0.1%
70 Ry VYRR » BIC {E R 270.99 » H AU & Ty
26.38 - LU LI Ry 27% » BRI R AE Y LG
Fy1.64 5 43k —FFIKf » H BIC {H 5 297.37
kA 44.86 T ELAI 45% o BRI & A8 L]
Fy 1.38 > BEGHRET - MR RIYEHE 2 i
IR -

(2) SERFRLEL a1

TER LRI G 40 [ WFEH SR SR
PR LR SE RIS - BEANR\ >
B ETRRE - AlE o BIRER TR -
ML VSRR 25 (A P 8 - I DL EEY
FEUIBAAT (IR D BR (R AR B SRS RN = R - W]
MY > fE5R—REER AT - EIERER
BUE > LEEERERAMER - B R AR

AR RS

k=

«79 .

ERTIAOHERERS R - B A R
FLLEREREIIE SRR HIE R R BT
DR RAERNEE -

RIS LIRS - AT — 2
ERBIRAEM LB RIFE - an 4 Ry BRI
J1 H63 A A520.8% 5 5 T EFRIZ L ERfE
FEANEBRZERBUINE - dn o Rl RIFHH - bF
97 K o A EEBE N B 32.0% B3 - LI
REERIEE =T > TRy B E R (4 - HIIELA 81
A o AEEBE 26.7% o HIRFIUHBREER
IFRLO PR R > dnd Rorm B Bl > L
62 A (20.5%) > aIFSL

B AETTIE 4T > DA A 43 A I HE
FREE » AW SE AR AT E LI A R B PR B DA e
VR ER L b A AR GRS - E SR o ARE( L@
RS REE TRA  FO TE 2 A B M IR
I BRI R B TR P22 [RIREHERR
KRG - HFRA-IA  BSERTIELL
St R T DA 2 1 e B A DU B R R
H el A B @ 7k #E - (Wilks’ A=0.10,

Rt THREERERSBIC EREER
S HE fEj#'J45 BIC BIC gf(## it BIC tiest LBl BRI LB
1 441.90
2 342.23 -99.68 1.00 1.81
3 297.37 -44.86 45 1.38
4 270.99 -26.38 27 1.64
5 263.81 -7.18 .07 1.19
6 261.44 -2.37 02 1.10
7 261.33 -11 001 2.15
(LU )

RN\ BEHBREBLEZGHNLASTHER

o SB—iF (=63) B (n=97) F=JF (n=81) SHPYEE (n=62)
T CEgEe R P MR Pl BNEE Rl AR

DHEERE 337 31 3.37 38 2.49 39 2.50 40

BRI 114 18 2.05 33 1.26 25 2.56 48
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350 -

3.00 \

28504 M

2,007

1.50

1.00—

T T T H
1 2 3 g
TwoStep fELFSIE

Z BEHSRZFHEARE

RN EHESERAB—E

N PRERRE
Rif REE
- BT BREIT A LS VN
E2 I RAT (32.09%) B (20.596)
?;é etk B 63 A BERESL A
HiBR )7 (20.8%) EERfE (26.7% )

®+ BESLESBINHMAOERRETRERNFEZERNITHER

887 (L B AU T R B ARG TR AATHEA LI R B
B R FEpNEL B Bl BB B
i) 98 22 95 32 3.03 66
Lo E -32 95 -21 98 -85 2.54
(it 2.82 -8.69

HE—HE FRAE 0 A=3.24 Wilks' A=0.10 K J5{ =681.74 (p <.001)
55 (HERRIAE © L =1.30 Wilks' A= 0.43 -KJ5{H =249.97 (p < .001)
DU P E R A L e AR B

x'=681.74, p< .001; Wilks’A=0.43, x’=249.97; p<  {REGHER T (REFEAERE ) » BRIl —
001) - iR HE L H A R B PRI - AT DAEB - RREOAERR R (95 L BREEREANE -21 5 B3¢
BRI — (W A K BB CREEY] > S50 Ot E A R B AR R R (32 > L PR AR B
TEB_MEERAECRE - CERFRRARAE BB 98 BHEINE - S5EE
ARG RIPIEERE - (ER B R B AR FREL LB A o N AR -
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DL 3 B R R A T e e AR 53 >
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304 E R A R TR ME R AR 81 A YEREREy
100% ; FEEER FEAHAITEHIMEME A B0k 81 A -
HETESR Ry 100% > BB AE o0 B LBt o i >
W B BOR 56 A > THHIYERERZ Ry 93.8%

H 6 AR Ry R

B b A RHAYTER

HERE A BUAE 83.5% F] 100.0% [ » By TE

HULEBTRy 94.7% -

HERERE L AT

BRI T 0 0

At 25 R P R B E A
B EROHEEE AR HRX I R5%
BERGRANFRA - EIAEMERI L - BREEIR

T LB 4 H

P

Pk —

H 55 2 [y e

GRS » ZEIDATTH > AIER TR A
IRYE BRI B pIE 2 4t - FLgRH
B 2B AMLBIATRIEE - /£ R 755

R+— SEEEUERIVEER

k=

TR - 81 -

FERE o MR (=4.89, p=18) > ZEILHI
(x*=5.51, p=14) » FRAREFITERZ
BRI KYE » BURMERIFI L EIERIA
B EAEPUEEER » RHEE AR -
4 SEARRTHEE»MER

DR 53 A CAS fIE EF A Ky B 200 - 25 {38
VE R AT » TR IR AR S AT - DI
il R B RS R B TEN P s R T E
B -

(1) DFRfEER

VOfE BRSO B R E RS o RS
NER+=» ATAIRERERE AR L B R AR
SEEL S FAER 139.10 > p<.001 > gp* = .76
E A BF e G B 22 5 KL HEAT Scheffe
BRI W REUREIE RIS I
J7 3 JE R (p<.001) il v 5 JEL B 4L (p<
001) > B R J7#H A0 53 148 17 368 e R
(p<.001) B = EpaAH (p<.001) ; T

FHA E TN TEHIHERE A B
JH e R AT 81 81 (100.09)
HAEF ] 63 53 (89.7%)
JEER £ 81 81 (100.0% )
e 62 56 (93.8%)

94.7% flellit /- MBS E IR RS 4

R+ BERCUBRZBIRFTARERER—E

il A Vikel
BT EERL SERbE fEERE KAHHE df plE

451

EEESIN | 52 65 43 58 4.89 3 18

BEHTHT 82.5% 67.0% 71.6% 69.49%

YN 11 32 19 23

LA HAH 175%  33.0%  2849%  30.6%
HEYR]

AT S 10 31 18 20 5.51 3 14

MSEPIEAEE 15.9% 32.0% 24.7% 29.0%

= PN 53 66 44 61

LBEVIESE 84.1%  68.0%  753%  71.0%
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i Kby Bl BAR IR T A R 22 3 (p=
1.00) 5% 8 R 4 B s o T o o L 2[RI

(2) BRI

DY A8 B e Y B SE R B S B R E
f R AR+ = AR AR E R
FH B R F(3,299)=303.29, p< .001
np’ = .56 o HEAT Scheffe 1% Lb i 28 B &
JE\ B 22 2 R TR AR S At = > I p (B3N
J*.001 - T E E RAFAH R BRI T (p<
001) FIEREXREE (p<.001) FEfH - AAMEE
JRIRERE R R e = 5 (p=27) -

(3) WAEIRERT - I AFE

DURSHARE R e IRAEA 1 ~ B RSRE
B Bl T8 s HASRAOE -

a. BRI TEIRAER 1

DY 8] B e T ) 2 S P A OR A (A 7 A R
BT TR RN A-PY > F(3,299)=20.72 » , p<
001 > pp* = 17 > BE/REEBE I 7R (R E K
TR KM - (BT ERRE R
B BERIHEER S ERE (p=.01) DL
FeEERE (p<.001) FfH 5 5@ RiTHH
P A e P g R S e R Wi > p (BRI
A .001 5 KT S8 R4 B LA i T 2 P A
HE AT (p= 44) 5 [AIRRAY > BRER FEAH
I R B o R R 2 5 (p=85) -

b. E$R56E

1EEH I RE T A RAIERADY - H
F(3,299)=9.19 , p<.001 , yp" = .08 » B REERE
MIEZRAAE BT Scheffe HRILIL -
s o 2% 0 S P A RHLIY B FRRE 7 i e A
JER M (p<.001) BEEabE (p=.001) R
HH o (HHER AR TR = R -
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EEHRMSZEEER L R+
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fifat © 1 BAEIRT 2 R RLY 5 3 WERLE 4 = abs
F+mO MEHENERERFERFESEH /M THEBERER
BN MRS SS df  MS F p N’ Scheffe &
WTEfE MM 10.80 3 3.60  20.72 <.001 17 1,2>3,4
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ABSTRACT

Purpose: Learning disabilities in children are assumed to result from a neurological
disorder that makes adequate performance in school difficult for them. Additionally, social
emotional problems can easily affect adaptive skills in these students. In terms of resilience,
having good personal competence or social support helps individuals to adapted well when
facing adversity. This study investigates whether internal and external protective factors,
such as self-concept, self-efficacy, family support, teacher’s support, and peer support,
have protective effects on the psychological health of students with learning disabilities.
Methods: This study focused on 303 third-grade students with learning disabilities who
were registered in the Special Needs Education Longitudinal Study data archive in the 2010
academic year. A research design featuring personal orientation resilience, comprising two
indicators, academic performance (risk factor) and mental health (adaptive outcome), was
implemented for conducting a cluster analysis. Following grouping, the chi-square test was
used to determine the number of students of different gender and educational placements.
Moreover, ANOVA was used to determine the difference in risk factors, protective factors,
and mental health among students from four clusters. Results/Findings: According to the
results, students can be divided into four groups: resilient (20.1%), competent (32.0%),
highly vulnerable (20.5%), and maladaptive (26.7%). These findings are supported by a
discriminant analysis, which identified 94.7% correctly. Additionally, resilient and well-
adapted students were found to have significantly better self-concept, self-efficacy, family
relationships, teacher—student relationships, and peer relationships than the high-risk and
poorly adapted students. Conclusions/Implications: This study discusses the impact of

protective factors on the psychological health of students with learning disabilities and
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recommends future research and practical usage of the study outcomes. No significant
differences in risk factors, protective factors, and mental health were observed, irrespective
of the gender or placement, indicating that gender or placement is not a factor influencing
the resilience of students with learning disabilities. Second, academic achievement was only
associated with teacher’s support and did not have any significant correlation with factors
such as protective factors and mental health. This indicates that the higher the teacher’s
support, the better the academic achievement of the students with learning disabilities. By
contrast, mental health and all protective factors were positive correlation. Third, students
with learning disabilities were clustered into four groups: competent, resilient, maladaptive,
and high vulnerable. In terms of risk factors, academic performance of students with good
and poor adaptation was better than that of students from the other two clusters. In terms of
mental health, differences were observed among the four groups, and students with resilience
were the best. In terms of protective factors, students with good adaptability and resilience
were significantly better than those with poor adaptability and high risk. In practice, this
study was intended to empower families and teachers and promote self-efficacy and self-
concept in students with learning disabilities. In terms of research, this study was conducted
to consider the sources of risk factors and protective factors, and the variables that influence

students with disabilities.
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