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The purpose of this study is to examine the interpersonal competence of science-gifted students in groups
of people with different characteristics. We examined the interpersonal competence and characteristics
of students in school and in science-gifted education institute. The subjects of this study were 72 students
in a university-based science-gifted education institute. We used a mixed method of both qualitative
and quantitative research. The questionnaires were used for quantitative research and the narrative contents
and interviews were analyzed for qualitative research. We compared their competence in school with
those of gifted education institute students through questionnaire, narrative contents, and interviews. The
interpersonal competence questionnaire consisted of 46 questions and their own descriptions about
interpersonal experiences in school and in science-gifted education institute. In an interview, they explained
their answers on the questionnaires with more details. As a result, generally, the science-gifted students
evaluated their interpersonal competence higher in school than those in gifted education institute. They
showed different interpersonal characteristics in schools and in science-gifted education institutes. This
implies implications for the social meaning of the science-gifted education institutes.
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An Analysis of the Interpersonal Competence of Science-Gifted Students in School and Science-Gifted Education Institute
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Table 2. Analysis of interpersonal competence
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