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Relationships among Learner’s Satisfaction,
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Abstract

The purpose of the study is to identify the relationship among the variables related learner's
satisfaction, flow experience and self-directedness and verify the path model of causal relationship
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among those variables in web based computer e-learning. Based on the theoretical rationale, we

hypothesized the path model

including leamer’s satisfaction as outcome variable,

flow experience

and self-directedness as causal and mediating variables. A total of 193 students were participated

in this study and the main results
(p<0D),
flow experience showed
constructs of  self-directedness,
showed (p<01),

construct among flow experience.

significant

significant  (p<.01),

significant
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