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Abstract The purpose of this study is to theoretically understand hope theory suggested by Snyder and confirm its
utility in the school settings. We analyzed the survey data responded by general high school students to find
clustering types of hope and mean difference of learning strategies by each type through ANOVA. Results are as
follows. First, hope by cluster analysis resulted in four types. Second, hope and learning strategy showed
statistically positive correlation. Especially two sub-variables of hope and meta—cognition had highest correlation.
Researchers suggested the direction of a future study to investigate structural relation among hope profile, student
achievement, adjustment, and etc.
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Curriculum Development
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Table 1. Normality of variables
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Table 2. Results of correlation and descriptive analysis
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