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Abstract

This paper aims to verify the structural relationship in which the strategy for emotional control of university
students majoring in dance affects their participation in practicum classes through affirmative and negative emotions.
457 university students majoring in dance (male students=82, female students=375) have been selected as the study
subjects. The data obtained has been analyzed through descriptive statistics, confirmatory factor analysis, correlation
analysis, and the structural equation model analysis. In the results of the structural equation model analysis, the
cognitive re-evaluation strategy had a positive effect on class participation, but the expression suppression strategy had
no effect on class participation. In conclusion, the results of this paper imply that the cognitive re-evaluation strategy

for the university students in stressful situations facilitates positive emotions and the level of class participation.
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Fig. 1. Hypothetical research model
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Table 3. Analysis result of the structural equation model
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Table 5. Result of the analysis of the structural equation
model for the verification of hypothesis 1
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