
 

International Journal for Multidisciplinary Research (IJFMR) 
 

E-ISSN: 2582-2160   ●   Website: www.ijfmr.com       ●   Email: editor@ijfmr.com 

 

IJFMR260169456 Volume 8, Issue 1, January-February 2026 1 

 

Relationship Between Social Intelligence and 

Decision Making Among Higher Secondary 

School Students 
 

Dr. R. Selvaraj 
 

Assistant Professor of Education Computer Science, Lady Willingdon Institute of Advanced Study in 

Education, Kamarajar Salai, Triplicane, Chennai. 5. 

 

Abstract 

This Study aims to find out the relationship between social intelligence and decision making among 

higher secondary school students with reference to selected variables. 300 higher secondary students were 

taken as sample. Survey was conducted. Result shows that there is a Positive linear relationship between 

two variables, Social-intelligence and Decision-making among higher secondary school students. Social 

intelligence significantly impacts decision- making processes. Individuals with high social intelligence 

possess a greater ability to understand and manage social situations, which positively influences their 

decision-making style and outcomes. This study may enrich the educators and may serve a database for 

the future research. 
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Introduction 

Social Intelligence (SI) is the ability to get along well with others, and to get them to cooperate with you. 

Sometimes referred to simplistically as "people skills," SI includes an awareness of situations and the 

social dynamics that govern them and knowledge of interaction styles and strategies that can help a person 

achieve his or her objectives in dealing with others. It also involves a certain amount of self-insight and a 

consciousness of one's own perceptions and reaction patterns. 

Developing social intelligence is crucial for navigating interpersonal relationships effectively and 

achieving success in both personal and professional settings. It enhances communication, builds stronger 

relationships, and facilitates conflict resolution, ultimately leading to greater well-being and career 

advancement.  Social intelligence enables individuals to 

understand and respond to the emotions and needs of others, fostering deeper connections and trust. This 

is vital for building meaningful relationships with family, friends, as well as for creating a positive work 

environment. 

Socially intelligent individuals are better communicators. They can tailor their message to different 

audiences, listen actively, and express themselves clearly, leading to more effective interactions and 

collaborations. 

Developing decision-making skills enables individuals to adapt to changing circumstances and make 

necessary adjustments, whether in personal life or professional projects. 

By making well-considered choices, individuals can align their actions with their aspirations and increase 

their chances of reaching their desired outcomes. 
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Need for the study 

Social intelligence equips individuals with the skills to navigate disagreements and conflicts 

constructively. They can understand different perspectives, manage their emotions, and find mutually 

agreeable solutions. In the professional realm, social intelligence is a valuable asset. It supports teamwork, 

leadership, and adaptability, contributing to career advancement and organizational success. 

Understanding and managing emotions, both one’s own and those of others, is a key component of social 

intelligence. This can lead to greater emotional stability, resilience, and overall well-being. Navigating 

Diverse Environments: In today’s interconnected world, social intelligence is essential for navigating 

cultural diversity, promoting inclusivity, and fostering understanding in various social settings. 

Developing decision-making skills is crucial because it empowers individuals to navigate life’s challenges 

effectively and achieve their goals. Strong decision-making skills lead to better outcomes in both personal 

and professional settings by enabling informed choices, problem- solving, and the ability to adapt to 

changing circumstances. 

Developing decision-making skills enables individuals to adapt to changing circumstances and make 

necessary adjustments, whether in personal life or professional projects. 

By making well-considered choices, individuals can align their actions with their aspirations and increase 

their chances of reaching their desired outcomes. 

In essence, developing decision-making skills is an investment in oneself, leading to personal and 

professional growth, improved outcomes, and a greater ability to navigate the complexities of life. 

 

OBJECTIVES 

1. To find out the level of social intelligence among the total sample. 

2. To find out the level of decision making among the total sample. 

3. To find out the difference in social intelligence based on 

a. Gender 

b. Medium of instruction 

c. Types of school 

d. Locality 

4. To find out the difference in decision making based on 

a. Gender 

b. Medium of instruction 

c. Types of school 

d. Locality 

5. To find out the difference in relationship between higher secondary school students Social intelligence 

and decision making. 

 

HYPOTHESES 

1. There is no significant difference between Male and Female students with respect to their Social 

intelligence. 

2. There is no significant difference between Male and Female students with respect to their decision 

making. 

3. There is no significant difference between Tamil and English medium students with respect to their 

Social intelligence. 
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4. There is no significant difference between Tamil and English medium students with respect to 

their decision making. 

5. There is no significant difference between Rural and Urban students with respect to their Social 

intelligence. 

6. There is no significant difference between Rural and Urban students with respect to their decision 

making. 

7. There is no significant difference among Government, Government aided and Private students 

with respect to their Social intelligence. 

8. There is no significant difference among Government, Government aided and Private students 

with respect to their decision making. 

9. There is no significant difference in the decision making based on their Parent’s monthly income. 

10. There is no significant relationship between Social intelligence and Decision making among higher 

secondary school students. 

 

METHOD OF STUDY 

Survey Method was adopted to study the Social intelligence, and decision making among higher secondary 

school students. 

 

VARIABLES 

• SOCIAL INTELLIGENCE 

• DECISION MAKING 

 

SAMPLING TECHNIQUE AND SAMPLE 

Normative Survey was carried out for this study. Sample from Government, Government- Aided and 

Private higher secondary school students in Karur Districts were taken and random sampling technique 

was adopted. 

The present study was conducted on a representative sample of 300 students. 

 

TOOLS USED. 

Social intelligence scale 

Constructed and Standardized by Daicy Rani and Preamkumar (2011) 

Decision making scale: 

Constructed and Standardized by the investigator (2023) 

 

STATISTICAL TECHNIQUES 

1. Descriptive Analysis 

2. Deferential analysis 

 

Correlation analysis  

HYPOTHESIS 1 

There is no significant difference between male and female students with respect to their Social 

intelligence. 

TABLE 1 
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DETAILS OF ‘T’ TEST FOR THE VARIABLE SOCIAL-INTELLIGENCE BASED ON 

GENDER 

Gender Sample Mean SD ‘t’ value P-value Remarks 

Male 150 73.21 11.52  

 

2.216 

 

 

0.148 

 

S Female 150 70.41 10.337 

Interpretation 

The mean score of social-intelligence in Female students (70.41) is less than the Male Students (73.21) 

and the value of ‘p’ is less than 0.05.So the null hypothesis is rejected. 

Thus, there is a significant difference between male and female students with respect to their social 

intelligence. 

 

HYPOTHESIS 2 

There is no significant difference between male and female students with respect to their Decision making 

TABLE .2 

DETAILS OF ‘t’ TEST FOR THE VARIABLEDECISION MAKING BASED ON GENDER 

Gender Sample Mean SD ‘t’ value P-value Remarks 

Male 150 20.49 3.313  

1.504 

 

0.013 

 

S Female 150 21.02 2.723 

Interpretation 

The mean score of Decision making in Female students (21.02) is greater than the Male students (20.49) 

and the value of ‘p’ is less than 0.05.So the null hypothesis is rejected. 

Thus, there exists a significant difference between male and female students with respect to their decision 

making. 

 

HYPOTHESIS 3 

There is no significant difference between Tamil and English Medium students with respect to their social-

intelligence. 

TABLE .3 

DETAILS OF ‘T’ TEST FOR THE VARIABLE SOCIAL-INTELLIGENCE BASED ON 

MEDIUM OF INSTRUCTION 

Medium of 

instruction 

Sample Mean SD ‘t’ value P-value Remarks 

Tamil 155 71.53 10.084  

1.989 

 

0.049 

 

S English 145 73.62 11.960 

Interpretation 

The mean score of social-intelligence in Female students (73.12) is greater than the Male students (71.53) 

and the value of ‘p’ is less than 0.05.So the null hypothesis is rejected. 

Thus, there is a significant difference between Tamil and English medium students with respect to their 

social intelligence. 

 

HYPOTHESIS 4 

There is no significant difference between Tamil and English Medium students with respect to their 
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Decision making. 

 

TABLE. 4 

DETAILS OF ‘t’ TEST FOR THE VARIABLE DECISION MAKING BASED ON MEDIUM OF 

INSTRUCTION 

Medium of 

instruction 

Sample Mean SD ‘t’ value P-value Remarks 

Tamil 155 20.83 2.978  

0.444 

 

0.759 

 

NS English 145 20.88 3.111 

Interpretation 

The mean score of Decision making in Female students (20.88) is greater than the Male students (20.83) 

and the value of ‘p’ is greater than 0.05.So the null hypothesis is accepted. 

Thus, there is no significant difference between Tamil and English medium students with respect to their 

decision making. 

 

HYPOTHESIS 5 

There is no significant difference between Rural and Urban students with respect to their Social- 

intelligence. 

TABLE 5 

DETAILS OF‘t’ TEST FOR THE VARIABLE SOCIAL-INTELLIGENCE BASED ON 

LOCALITY 

Locality Sample Mean SD ‘t’ value P-value Remarks 

Rural 186 73.16 11.221  

2.695 

 

0.041 

 

S Urban 114 71.25 10.698 

Interpretation 

The mean score of social-intelligence in Female students (71.25) is less than the Male students (73.16) 

and the value of ‘p’ is less than 0.05.So the null hypothesis is rejected. 

Thus, there is a significant difference between Rural and Urban students with respect to their social-

intelligence. 

 

HYPOTHESIS 6 

There is no significant difference between Rural and Urban students with respect to their Decision making. 

 

TABLE .6 

DETAILS OF‘t’ TEST FOR THE VARIABLE DECISION MAKING BASED ON LOCALITY 

Locality Sample Mean SD ‘t’ value P-value Remarks 

Rural 186 20.55 2.959  

1.497 

 

0.221 

 

NS Urban 114 21.10 3.148 
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Interpretation 

The mean score of decision-making in Female students (21.10) is greater than the Male students (20.55) 

and the value of ‘p’ is greater than 0.05.So the null hypothesis is accepted. 

Thus, there is no significant difference between Rural and Urban students with respect to their decision-

making. 

 

HYPOTHESIS 7 

There is no significant difference among Government, Government-Aided and Private Students with 

respect to their Social-intelligence. 

TABLE .7 

‘F’ VALUE FOR THE VARIABLE SOCIAL-INTELLIGENCE BASED ON TYPES OF 

SCHOOL 

Source of 

variation 

df Sum of 

square 

Mean 

square 

‘F’ ratio P-value Remarks 

Between 

Groups 

2 34.107 17.053  

 

0.140 

 

 

0.870 

 

 

NS Within Groups 297 36249.44 122.052 

Interpretation 

Since the obtained ‘P’ value is greater than 0.05, we accept the null hypothesis. Thus, there is no significant 

difference between Government, Government-Aided and Private Students with respect to their Social- 

intelligence. 

 

HYPOTHESIS 8 

There is no significant difference among Government, Government-Aided and Private Students with 

respect to their Decision-making. 

TABLE .8 

‘F’ VALUE FOR THE VARIABLE DECISION-MAKING BASED ON TYPES OF SCHOOL 

Source of 

variation 

df Sum of 

square 

Mean 

square 

‘F’ ratio P-value Remarks 

Between 

Groups 

2 123.627 61.813  

 

6.960 

 

 

0.001 

 

 

S Within Groups 297 2637.61 8.881 

Interpretation 

Since the obtained ‘P’ value is less than 0.05, we reject the null hypothesis. Thus, there is a significant 

difference between Government, Government-Aided and Private Students with respect to their Decision-

making. L 

 

HYPOTHESIS 9 

There is no significant relationship between Social-intelligence and Decision-making among higher 

secondary school students. 
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TABLE 9 

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SOCIAL INTELLIGENCE AND DECISION MAKING OF 

HIGHER SECONDARY SCHOOL STUDENTS-TOTAL SAMPLE 

Variable Sample ‘r’ value Level of Significance 

Social-intelligence 300 0.71 S 

Decision-making 

From the above table, Social intelligence and Decision making variables were strongly correlated. Hence 

the correlation coefficient of 0.71 indicates a strong positive linear relationship between two variables, 

Social-intelligence and Decision-making among higher secondary school students. 

 

CONCLUSION 

Social intelligence significantly impacts decision-making processes. Individuals with high social 

intelligence possess a greater ability to understand and manage social situations, which positively 

influences their decision-making style and outcomes. This includes better understanding of social cues, 

managing emotions, and building relationships, all of which are crucial for making effective decisions in 

interpersonal and group contexts. 

This awareness allows individuals to anticipate how their decisions might be perceived and how they 

might affect others, leading to more thoughtful and appropriate choices. 

Social intelligence encompasses the ability to build and maintain positive relationships. Strong 

relationships can provide valuable information, diverse perspectives, and support during the decision-

making process. Social intelligence is associated with more rational and less avoidant decision-making 

styles. 

This means that individuals with high social intelligence are more likely to make decisions based on careful 

analysis, logical reasoning, and consideration of all relevant factors. 

They are also less likely to avoid making decisions altogether, which can lead to missed opportunities 

and negative consequences. 

By understanding and managing their own emotions and those of others, individuals can avoid making 

hasty or emotionally charged decisions that may not be in their best interest. 

In essence, social intelligence acts as a crucial foundation for making informed, effective, and socially 

responsible decisions, particularly in complex and dynamic environments. 
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