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Abstract

This study is conducted to see if college students’ career identity and career decision-
making self-efficacy affect job-seeking stress and if these three factors have influence on
career maturity. Data is collected from 259 college students enrolled in three universities
in Daegu. The results show that career identity and career decision-making self-efficacy
both have negative direct effects on job-seeking stress and positive indirect effects on
career maturity. It is also found that job-seeking stress has a negative direct effect on

career maturity.

Keywords: Career decision-making self-efficacy, career identity, career maturity, job-

seeking stress, structural equation model.
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