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Comparison of Personal Characteristics in
Gifted Underachievers and Gifted Achievers

£27)(Sujie, Song)"
ABSTRACT

This study selected 113 gifted underachievers and 128 gifted achievers from 17 elementary schools
to examine gifted children’s personal characteristics (self-concept, locus of control, and learning habits)
that have an effect on underachievement. Self-concept (general self-concept and academic self-concept),
locus of control, and learning habits (endurance, learning strategy, and learning motivation) variables
were analyzed to determine gifted underachievers’ personal characteristics. (1) Comparison of personal
characteristics of gifted achievers with gifted underachievers indicated gifted underachievers had low
self-concept, external locus to control, and problems in learning habits. (2) The sub factors of habits
of learning motivation and learning strategy had the greatest effect on underachievement of gifted

children.

Key Words : 1A% 9 #lj(gifted underachievers), A% % All(gifted achievers), Ao}l (self-concept), W

o
JEA(locus of control), HF<5THlearning habit).
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