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Development of the Revised Japanese Athletic Hardiness Scale

for University Athletes”

Shinji YAMAGUCHI*, Yujiro KAWATA™* ** Miyuki NAKAMURA ** ***
Yuka MUROFUSHI* ** Masataka HIROSAWA* ** and Nobuto SHIBAT A * ** ***

Although the original Athletic Hardiness Scale (AHS) has been used to measure hardiness among uni-
versity athletes in Japan, some psychometric problems have been identified with this scale. Thus, the
purpose of this study was to revise the AHS for Japanese university athletes and to examine differences
in hardiness according to gender and competitive role. The participants were 511 Japanese university
athletes (305 men; 206 women; mean age 19.9 years, SD = 1.21). The measures consisted of socio-
demographic questions, the revised AHS questionnaire for Japanese university athletes (RAHS), and the
Self-rating Depression Scale. An exploratory factor analysis of the RAHS revealed a 12-item, three-factor
model. We labeled the factors as “commitment,” “challenge,” and “control.” Cronbach’s o coefficients
ranged from .75 to .84. A confirmatory factor analysis indicated acceptable structural validity of the
RAHS. Men reported higher hardiness scores than women, and a negative correlation between hardi-
ness and depressive symptoms was confirmed. The RAHS showed satisfactory reliability and validity,

and it may be useful for understanding hardiness among university athletes.

key words: athletes, hardiness, scale development, stress

Introduction

Superior sport performance has been attributed
to a variety of factors including mental toughness,
mental skills, and hardiness (Gould et al., 2002). Har-
diness acts as a buffer for major life stressors
(Maddi et al., 2006). Hardiness is a concept advo-
cated by Kobasa (1979) and consists of “commit-
ment”, “control”, and “challenge”. and Nakajima et
al. (2015) defined hardiness as the attitudes and
skills used to support stress coping methods. Com-

mitment refers to the tendency to involve oneself in

whatever one is doing or encountering, rather than
to alienate oneself from the situation. Control refers
to the tendency to feel and act as if one is influential
(as opposed to helpless) in the face of the various
contingencies of life. Finally, challenge refers to the
belief that change rather than stability is typical in
life, and that the anticipation of changes is an incen-
tive to grow rather than a threat to security (Ko-
basa, 1979).

In research on hardiness, the Dispositional Resil-
ience Scale (DRS), has been used to measure hardi-

ness in the general population (Bartone, 2007). Resil-
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ience is explains as “how some individuals maintain
healthy lifestyles and become even more capable in
spite of facing similar adversities, stressors, or life
changes that result in maladaptation to life event
among non-resilient people” (Richardson et al., 1990),
which is a different concept to hardiness, but may
be used as a measure of hardiness. The reason why
a scale of resilience is used to assess hardiness, is
that a scale measuring hardiness itself has not been
developed. In addition, hardiness research using the
DRS has often focused on mental health and per-
formance. For example, one study of undergraduate
students with low levels of hardiness demonstrated
that they were more likely to report suicidal idea-
tion than were students with high levels of hardi-
ness and established a negative correlation be-
tween hardiness and depression or suicidal
thoughts (Abdollahi et al., 2015). Moreover, high lev-
els of hardiness can buffer against high levels of
stress. Not only do athletes with higher levels of
hardiness better manage their anxiety and cope
more effectively than those with lower levels of har-
diness, but they also perform better and compete at
the highest levels (Salim et al., 2016). Other scales
that are used to assess hardiness are the 18-item
Personal Views Survey 3 (PVS3) (Maddi and
Khoshaba, 2001) and the revised Norwegian Dispo-
sitional Resilience Scale (NDRS-R) (Hystad et al.,
2010). The item content of these scales focuses on
work activities and levels of interest in daily life.
However, there is no mention of competition, which
is an important component when measuring hardi-
ness in athletes. Additionally, the aforementioned
scales are not specific to athletes, but are measures
widely used with general university students.
Schaufeli et al. (2002) advocated that measure-
ment indices should be tailored to the characteris-
tics of the target population (e.g., occupation and
gender) and based on accurate psychological assess-
ment. Therefore, the scales mentioned above are
not strictly indicators of hardiness. However, no
scale has been created to measure hardiness. As
mentioned above, the DRS and PVS have been used

to measure hardiness, but it is unclear if the results
obtained by them reflect hardiness or resilience. In
order to solve the above problems, Yamaguchi et al.
(2016) created the first scale for assessing the hardi-
ness of athletes: The Athletic Hardiness Scale
(AHS).

In the development of the AHS, items were se-
lected in an exploratory manner using an interview
survey. The interview to prepare the AHS was con-
ducted with seven Japanese university students (7
men, M... = 20.85 years, SD = 1.12) belonging to an
athletic club. Based on Kobasa’s (1979) definition of
hardiness, participants were asked what kind of
hardiness during sport they experienced, and in
which kinds of situations. Subsequently, 308 univer-
sity students were surveyed (men = 248, women =
60; M. = 19.6, SD = 1.21). Participants were asked
to complete a questionnaire that included socio-
demographic questions (e.g., gender, age, sport) and
questions related to hardiness obtained from an in-
terview. Using factor analysis, 15 items were ex-
tracted that represented the three factors of “com-

» o«

mitment,” “control,” and “challenge,” The reliability
of the AHS was established based on Cronbach’s al-
pha coefficients ranging from .72 to .80 for each
subscale.

However, the AHS have some issues in terms of
its psychometric properties, and its content validity
in particular, which make it a somewhat problem-
atic measure for accurately assessing the hardiness
of athletes. All items of the “commitment” subscale
are reverse scored, which can lead to confusion
when attempting to understand the question con-
tent. That is, because the content of “commitment”
consists entirely of reversed items, it may result in
the incorrect interpretation that the participant did
“not commit” when they did, in fact, commit. Addi-
tionally, the item content can be problematic when
considering team versus individual sports, particu-
larly for items such as, “If I can, I want to practice
alone,” and “I do not want to engage with team-
mates in practice and games.” While some items

may be appropriate for team sports, they will likely
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not be relevant to individuals who must practice on
their own regularly. Similarly, the item “I'm unfazed
by a dangerous play from the opponent” may be dif-
ficult to imagine in the case of individual athletics
such as track and field, swimming, and archery.
Moreover, the AHS by Yamaguchi et al. (2016)
aimed to measure the hardiness of general univer-
sity students who belonged to sports clubs or circle
activities, rather than university athletes.
Purpose

We re-examined the scale created in the prelimi-
nary study (Yamaguchi et al., 2016), to establish a
hardiness scale for athletes and to investigate the
characteristics of Japanese university athletes’ har-

diness.
Methods

In this study, 9 new items were added to the
original 15 items of the AHS. We confirmed the defi-
nition of “commitment” by Nakajima et al. (2015)
and referred to the content of the item in the Sports
Commitment Scale developed by Hagiwara &
Isogai (2014) to examin whether the revised scale
represented “commitment” more accurately. Spe-
cifically, a health psychologist, a sports psychologist,
a psychiatrist, and two graduate students specializ-
ing in sports psychology and pedagogy reached a
consensus on item selection. After discussion, con-
sensus was obtained on the 9 items. Content valid-
ity was ensured by the consensus established be-
tween these 5 specialists. The nine items were “I
feel pain in adapting to the team,” “I am not aware
of how to become involved with teammates,” “I am

” o«

able to adapt myself to the team,” “It is important to

» o«

be involved with teammates,” “I try to communi-

» o

cate with teammates,” “It is difficult to devote my-

self to my team,” “When there are difficult develop-
ments in the game, I will actively play the role that
is required,” “T am able to carry out my own role in
the team,” and “Even in difficult situations in a
game, I can respond dispassionately.”

Participants

Between September and October 2016, 511 uni-

versity athletes participated (305 men, 206 women;
mean age = 19.9 years, SD = 1.21).
Procedures

This was a cross-sectional study conducted at one
time point using a questionnaire, which was distrib-
uted via postal mail or completed as a group survey.
We mailed a request for participation to several uni-
versities in Japan to which the target university
athletes belonged. The group surveys were com-
pleted in university conference rooms, while the in-
dividual questionnaires were sent to university ath-
letes. We obtained written informed consent from
all participants, and they were made aware of their
right to decline their participation at any time with-
out any repercussions, even after consenting to par-
ticipate. After giving their consent, participants re-
sponded to the questionnaire. The researchers
stored the questionnaires in locked cabinets. In ad-
dition, data were analyzed only after ensuring ano-
nymization. The study was approved by the Re-
search Ethics Committee of the Faculty of Health
and Sports Science, Juntendo University (Number:
28-54, June 30, 2016).

Measures

2.2.1 Socio-demographic information

Participants were asked to report their gender,
age, grade, and sports.

2.2.2. Revised Athletic Hardiness Scale (RAHS)

The initial AHS-] included 24 items. The partici-
pants responded to all the questionnaire items on a
Likert scale ranging from 1 (“I do not agree at all”) to
4 (“I agree very much”). The scale score was calcu-
lated as the average of the item scores for each fac-
tor. A high score indicates a high level of hardiness.

2.2.3 Self-Rating Depression Scale (SDS)

This 20-item scale is designed to assess an indi-
vidual's level of depressive symptoms (Zung, 1965).
The participants responded to all the questionnaire
items on a Likert scale ranging from 1 (“not at all”) to
4 (“much more than usual”). Higher scores indicate a
more serious state of depression, with a total score
ranging from 20 to 80. The Cronbach’s o coefficient

was .73, indicating relatively high reliability
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(Fukuda and Kobayashi, 1983). A high score indi-
cates a high level of depressive condition.
Statistical analysis

The goodness of fit index (GFI), adjusted GFI
(AGFTI), comparative fit index (CFI), and root mean
square error of approximation (RMSEA) were used
as fitness indices. The maximum likelihood estima-
tion method was used, and the variance of each la-
tent variable was set to a value of 1. The paths from
the errors to the observed variables were all limited
to one within this model.

To establish the reliability of the RAHS, internal
consistency (Cronbach’s o) coefficients were calcu-
lated for the total score and each subscale. To fur-
ther assess the concurrent validity of the hardiness
scale, we assessed its correlation with the depres-
sion scale. Finally, differences related to gender was
examined to explore the characteristics of Japanese
university athletes’ hardiness. The analysis gener-
ated both p-values and indicators of effect size (Co-
hen’s d). Regarding Cohen’s d, a small effect is de-
fined as .20, a medium effect as .50, and a large ef-
fect as .80; thus, there were clear criteria for assess-
ing the magnitude of effects (Cohen, 1988). The soft-
ware SPSS Statistics 21 and AMOS 21 were used
for the analysis. Statistical significance was set at p
<.05.

Results

Exploratory factor analysis

Factors with an eigenvalue of 1.0 or greater were
extracted, and the factor load amount was rounded
down to .45 or less. The results, 12 out of 24 items
were extracted from the revised scale. These 12
items of the RAHS and their mean and standard de-
viation are shown in Table 1. The first factor was
“Control,” the second “Challenge,” and the third
“Commitment.” All items of “Commitment” that
posed problems in the original version were re-
placed with new items.
Reliability

Cronbach'’s o coefficients were .75, .80, and .77, for

the commitment, control, and challenge factors, re-

spectively, indicating adequate internal consistency.
Confirmatory factor analysis

The results of the CFA showed that the factor
model fit the data well (CFI = 91, GFI = .93, AGFI =
.90, and RMSEA = .08). The hypothesized latent
variables, observed variables, and path coefficients
among the latent variables were all significant at p
<.001.
Concurrent validity

The results evaluating the concurrent validity
are presented in Table 2. A significant negative re-
lationship between the total score of the RAHS and
SDS was identified (r = —.45, p < .01). For the
subscales, a significant negative correlation was
found between depression and the three factors of
commitment, control, and challenge (r = —.29 to
—40, all ps < .01).
Gender differences

Table 3 shows the differences in RAHS scores be-
tween men and women. There was a significant dif-
ference between men and women in the RAHS to-
tal scale score. A significant difference between
men and women was also found for the control
subscale, but not for the commitment or challenge

subscales.
Discussion

The purpose of this study was to revise the AHS
for Japanese university athletes and to confirm dif-
ferences in hardiness between gender and among
competitive roles. The original AHS consisted of 15
Japanese written items relating to three factors.
The original version had problems with inappropri-
ate content and reversed items. Therefore, we re-
examined the questions of the original version and
created new items. In this study, when preparing
the question items, we made the items applicable to
both individual and team athletes in order to rein-
force content validity. As the results, all items that
were inappropriate for individual competition were
removed from the AHS. The RAHS contains three
factors and 12 Japanese written items and can be

used for athletes who participate in either individ-
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Table 1 Results of the exploratory factor analysis.

Factor loadin
Subscale £ Communality Mean
F1 F2 F3 (SD)
F1: Control (o = .80)
Even with a difficult situation in the game, I can respond dispas- 904 — 095 - 115 667 2.8
sionately (0.74)
I am able to carry out my own role in the team 692 101 019 579 29
0.72)
When there are difficult developments in the game, I will active- 635 041 154 543 29
ly play the role that is required (0.76)
I can correct myself when I make a mistake 593 022 - 055 341 2.8
(0.79)
F2: Challenge (0. = .77)
Even when practice is difficult, I will try my best - 082 781 | — 014 539 3.3
0.73)
Even when there is no practice, I try to engage in self-practice 080 657 | — .090 447 28
(0.90)
I like to practice - .043 6431 — .050 362 3.0
(0.86)
Even when I cannot play as I want to, I will try not to give up 174 617 074 582 32
making an effort 0.67)
F3: Commitment (o0 = .75)
I feel pain in adapting to the team (R) -.149 - 035 789 530 3.1
(0.87)
I find it difficult to devote myself to my team (R) - 126 176 692 531 29
0.92)
I am not aware of how to become involved with teammates (R) 104 - 214 618 356 33
(0.84)
I am able to adapt myself to the team 259 023 551 507 28
(0.75)
Cumulative variance explained (%)  32.1 42.1 499
Factor correlations 1 2 3
1 J—
2 55 —
3 42 42 —

Note. (R) Denotes reverse-scored items. Goodness-of-fit indices: GFI= 93, AGFI= 90, CFI= 91, and RMSEA = .08
All twelve items shown here were translated from Japanese to English

Table 2 Relationship between hardiness and depression.

1 2 3 4 5 Mean SD
1. Hardiness — 3.0 047
2. Commitment 73 * — 3.0 0.64
3. Control 8% * 35** — 28 059
4. Challenge TT** 30%* AT** — 31 061
5. Depression (SDS)  — 45%* — 40** — 35%* — 20%* — 66 517

Note. SD =standard deviation; **p< .01

ual or group sports. In addition, as the RAHS has and it may be easier to use. The original AHS (Yam-
fewer items compared to the original measure, the aguchi et al., 2016) had issues related to the reversal

response time to complete it is somewhat shorter, of items and item content. All commitment factor
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Table 3 Gender differences in hardiness and subscales score (t-tests).

Men Women
(n=305 (=206) ¢  Cohen'sd  95% CI
M SD M SD
Hardiness 30 (047) 29 (046) 227* 21 [0.01, 0.18]
Commitment 3.0 (065 30 (0.63) 123 11 [—0.04, 0.19]
Control 29 (060) 28 (058) 244* 22 [0.03, 0.24]
Challenge 31 (061) 30 (061) 154 14 [—0.02, 0.19]

Note. Cohen’s d: small effect= .20, medium effect= .50, large effect= .80
(Cohen, 1988); *p<< .05, **p<< 01, ***p<.001

items in the AHS must be reverse scored. In the
RAHS, three of the four commitment factor items
are reverse scored, thereby resolving the problem
of misinterpretation by providing an internal fail-
safe in the form of the one non-reverse-scored item.
Regarding issues related to item content in the
AHS, some items were perceived as lacking rele-
vance to individual athletes. In this study, when
preparing the question items, we made the items
applicable to both individual and team athletes in
order to reinforce content validity. There seemed
little difficulty in understanding the items by par-
ticipants.

The first factor, control, determines whether an
athlete understands his/her position and role as a
member of the team, and whether he/she can per-
form that role properly. Control is consisted of four
items (e.g., “Even with a difficult situation in the
game, I can respond dispassionately” and “I can cor-
rect myself when I make a mistake”). Originally,
this factor contained five items, but as a result of
factor analysis, four items remained and the con-
tents were renewed. For example, it was difficult
for individual athletes to understand the item “I am
not affected by dangerous play from the opponent
team.” There were also similar issues with “I can
understand what [ am ask me” and “I understand
my role.” Therefore, in the revised scale, the above
items were not included, and the problem was re-
solved. According to Kaizoji et al. (2004), when indi-
viduals with high control experience external pres-
sure and stress, they can typically control the situ-

ation and use effective coping behaviors. Therefore,

athletes with high control scores may be able to use
external stress to achieve better outcomes.

The second factor, challenge, measures the ex-
tent to which individuals, in the face of stressors
during competitions, can change their behavior by
considering these stressors as sources of growth.
Challenge is comprised four items (e.g., “Even when
practice is difficult, I will try my best” and “Even
when there is no practice, I try to engage in self-
practice”). The item “I am proud to be a member of
the team” in the original scale was problematic, as
its content overlapped with the commitment factor.
However, as a result of factor analysis, the items
was excluded, and only items that properly re-
flected the concept of challenge remained. This fac-
tor measures the extent to which individuals, in the
face of stressors during competitions, can change
their behavior by considering these stressors as
sources of growth. Individuals with high challenge
scores believe that they can grow though learning
rather than through comfort and security (Maddi et
al., 2006). Therefore, when athlete high on the chal-
lenge domain faces a problem or stumbles, they
show a proactive attitude to solve the problem and
engage.

The third factor, commitment, consisted of four
items (e.g., “I am able to adapt myself to the team”
and “I find it difficult to devote myself to my team.”
All commitment factor items in the AHS were re-
verse scored (Yamaguchi et al., 2016). In the RAHS,
three of the four commitment factor items are re-
verse scored, thereby resolving the problem of mis-

interpretation by providing an internal fail-safe in
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the form of a non-reverse-scored item. Moreover,
among the five items in this factor in the original
scale, and it was considered that the content of
“commitment” in relation to hardiness was not re-
flected appropriately. Therefore, in this study,
“commitment” in sports was reconstructed with ref-
erence to the concept of “sports commitment” in the
scale developed by Hagiwara and Isogai (2014). As a
result, it is considered that the newly extracted four
items can properly reflect the individual involve-
ment and involvement with the team. Regarding
commitment in sports, Scanlan et al. (2003) reported
that players with high commitment tend to have
better results. From this, the content of the commit-
ment domain revised in this study shows whether
the athlete himself can be involved in the team or
actively.

In this study, gender differences were found in
RAHS scores, as men reported higher levels of har-
diness than women. In addition, the quantity of ef-
fect size suggests that “small” in hardiness and con-
trol. In the 95% CI, those with a significant differ-
ence did not cross 0. From this, it was suggested
that there is a gender difference in hardiness not
only from a statistically significant difference but
also from the viewpoint of the effect size that is not
easily influenced by the sample size. It was also
shown that the obtained effect size will be one of
the criteria for future research. The present study
found similar results, which may be related to the
fact that women athletes are more susceptible to
the effects of stress than their men counterparts.
Men athletes challenged stress to a higher extent
than women athletes in both their daily lives and
athletic environments, leading to higher hardiness
scores. However, this study did not examine differ-
ences in hardiness according to other demographic
variables besides gender. In other words, we did
not consider other factors that could affect hardi-
ness. Therefore, confounding factors could not be
eliminated. In the future, in addition to gender, it is
necessary to consider other factors that may influ-

ence hardiness. In particular, this study focused on

athletes, and it is hoped that future studies will ex-
amine the role of competitions and the individual
competitions.

The results of the concurrent validity analysis
showed a negative association between hardiness
and depressive symptoms. Hardiness has been
shown to negatively correlate with depression and
suicidal thoughts (Abdollahi et al., 2015). Further-
more, Boogar and Asgharnejad Farid (2008) re-
ported a significant negative correlation between
hardiness and both anxiety and depression. The
prevalence of depression among university athletes
ranges from 15.6-21% (Proctor and Boan-Lenzo,
2010). Therefore, athletes’ mental health issues
should be resolved quickly. It has been reported
that mental health is improved when hardiness is
high (Yamaguchi et al., 2017). Hardiness can also
preserve and enhance performance, along with
physical and mental health, even in stressful cir-
cumstances (Maddi et al., 2006). Given these findings
and the results of the present study, it may be pos-
sible to lower the rate of depression by increasing
hardiness. Since the relationship between hardiness
and depression has been clarified, it is necessary to
construct an intervention method that increases

hardiness.
Conclusion

Revised Athletic Hardiness Scale for university
athletes (RAHS) with a three-factor, 12-item was de-
veloped. The goodness-of-fit index, which indicates
the validity of the scale, was within the acceptable
range. Men reported higher hardiness than women,
and a negative correlation between hardiness and

depressive symptoms was confirmed.

References

Abdollahi, A., Talib, M. A., Yaacob, S. N., & Ismail, Z.
2015 The role of hardiness in decreasing stress and
suicidal ideation in a sample of undergraduate stu-
dents. J. Humanist. Psychol., 55, 202-222. doi: 10.1177/
0022167814543952.

Bartone, P. T. 2007 Test-retest reliability of the Disposi-
tional Resilience Scale-15, a brief hardiness scale.



YAMAGUCHI - KAWATA + NAKAMURA - MUROFUSHI - HIROSAWA « SHIBATA : Development of the Revised Japanese Athletic Hardiness Scale for University Athletes (165)

Psychol. Rep, 101, 943-944. doi: 10.2466/pr0.101.3.943-
944.

Boogar, E. R., & Asgharnejad Farid, A. A. 2008 The rela-
tionship between psychological hardiness also ego-
resiliency and mental health in adolescent and adult
survivors of Bam earthquake. Iran . Psychiat. Clin.
Psychol., 14, 62-70.

Cohen, J. 1988 Statistical power analysis for the behavioral
sciences. 2nd ed, Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Fukuda, K., & Kobayashi, S. 1983 SDS Shiyoutebiki.
Kyoto: Sankyobo (in Japanese).

Gould, D., Dieffenbach, K., & Moffett, A 2002 Psychologi-
cal characteristics and their development in Olym-
pic champions. J. Appl. Sport Psychol., 14, 172-204.
doi: 10.1080/10413200290103482.

Hagiwara, G., & Isogai, H. 2014 Examining the commit-
ment for competitive sports: Development of Japa-
nese version of sports commitment scale. Jpn. J.
Sport  Psychol. , 41, 131-142. doi : 104146 /
jispopsy.2014-1403(in Japanese).

Hystad, S. W., Eid, J., Johnsen, B. H., Laberg, J. C., & Bar-
tone, P. T. 2010 Psychometric properties of the re-
vised Norwegian dispositional resilience (hardiness)
scale. Scand. ]. Psychol., 51, 237-245. doi: 101111/
1.1467-9450.2009.00759.x.

Kaizoji, Y., Terashima, S., & Okada, H. 2004 The effect of
hardiness on inhibition of stress responses. Jpn. J.
Psychometric Med., 44, 649-654(in Japanese).

Kobasa, S. C. 37 Stressful life events, personality, and
health: An inquiry into hardiness. J. Pers. Soc. Psy-
chol., 1979, 1-11. doi: 10.1037/0022-3514.37.1.1.

Maddi, S. R. 2006 Hardiness: The courage to grow from
stresses. J. Posit. Psychol., 1, 160-168. doi: 10.1080/
17439760600619609.

Maddji, S. R, Harvey, R. H,, Khoshaba, D. M., Lu, J. L., Per-
sico, M., & Brow, M. 2006 The personality con-
struct of hardiness, III: Relationships with repres-
sion, innovativeness, authoritarianism, and perform-
ance. J. Pers., 74, 575-598. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-
6494.2006.00385.x.

Maddi, S. R., & Khoshaba, D. M. 2001 Personal views

survey III-R: Internet instruction manual. Newport
Beach, CA: Hardiness Institute.

Nakajima, M., Hattori, Y., & Tanno, Y. 2015 The effect of
self-refection on depression mediated by hardiness.
Jpn. J. Psychol., 86, 347-353. doi: 104992 /
jipsy.86.14320(in Japanese).

Proctor, S. L., & Boan-Lenzo, C. 2010 Prevalence of de-
pressive symptoms in male intercollegiate student-
athletes and nonathletes. . Clin. Sport Psychol., 4,
204-220. doi: 0.1123/jcsp.4.3.204.

Richardson, G. E., Neiger, B. L., Jensen, S., & Kumpfer,
K. L. 1990 The resiliency model. Health Educ., 21, 33-
39. doi: 10.1080/00970050.1990.10614589.

Salim, J., Wadey, R., & Diss, C. 2016 Examining hardi-
ness, coping and stress-related growth following
sport injury. J. Appl. Sport Psychol., 28, 154-169. doi:
10.1080/10413200.2015.1086448.

Scanlan, T. K., Russell, D. G., Wilson, N. C, & Scanlan,
L. A. 2003 Project on elite athlete commitment
(PEAK): I Introduction and methodology. J. Sport
Exerc. Psychol., 25, 360-376. doi: 10.1123/jsep.25.3.360.

Schaufeli, W. B., Salanova, M., Gonzéalez-Roma, V., &
Bakker, A. B. 2002 The measurement of engage-
ment and burnout: A two sample confirmatory fac-
tor analytic approach. J. Happiness Stud., 3, 71-92. doi:
10.1023/A:1015630930326.

Yamaguchi, S., Kawata, Y., Shibata, N., & Hirosawa, M.
2017 Direct and indirect effect of hardiness on men-
tal health among Japanese university athletes. T.,
Ahram (Ed.), International Conference on Applied Hu-
man Factors and Ergonomics. Cham, Switzerland:
Springer, pp. 148-154. doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-60822-8
_15.

Yamaguchi, S., Ueno, Y., & Suzuki, T. 2016 Developing
the athletic hardiness scale for university students.
Stress Management Res., 12, 46-53(in Japanese).

Zung, W. W. K. 1965 A self-rating depression scale. Arch.
Gen.  Psychiatry, 12, 63-70. doi : 101001 /
archpsyc.1965.01720310065008.

(Received: May 15,2020 Accepted: August 13, 2020)




(166) JSHDBEARFZE Vol 46, No. 2

Appendix 1 Reversed Athletic Hardiness Scale ® H AGER

WL e
1 Even with a difficult situation in the game, AETHLWERTY, WIS TE S
I can respond dispassionately
2 T am able to carry out my own role in the team F—2OHT, HEOEEZHEITTED

3 When there are difficult developments in the game, A THLWVEROL &, TR 57-0I12H SIHET S
I will actively play the role that is required

4 I can correct myself when I make a mistake HEPIAZLZLEI, YO0 TES

5 Even when practice is difficult, I will try my best FVHETHRFTICHDALD 9 LS

6 Even when there is no practice, WEPEWEEL, BEHEZOTTWS

I try to engage in self-practice
7 I like to practice BT A LRITESZ
8 Even when I cannot play as I want to, BAXHCT VL =DBTELRVETHFHOTIENET S
I will try not to give up making an effort

9 I feel pain in adapting to the team (R) — Al Jlﬁff\éﬁ’é LICHE RS (R)
10 I find it difficult to devote myself to my team (R) Elﬁj CIEF—LIEET ALY (R)
11 I am not aware of how to become involved with /‘0) B4R & 0)135%) DTGBy (R)

teammates (R)
12 I am able to adapt myself to the team SOHGFIEF— LIHEIETETWS




