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A Study on the Relationship Between Blended Learning Interesting and
Satisfaction on Students majoring in Dental Technology
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[Abstract]

Purpose: The purpose of this study is to investigate the analysis blended learning interesting and satisfaction on
students majoring in dental techniques.

Method: The study subject were 181 students from Gimcheon university. Data for this survey was obtain by self-
administration method. This questionnaire consist of lecture®@s interesting and satisfaction when using an blended
learning in the lecture. SPSS 22.0 was used. Analysis of frequency was used and two sammple t-test was used to
identify significantly different blended interesting and sataisfaction within the grade. Multiple regression was used to
which interestings affect the satisfaction.

Results: First, there were significant differences in the grade among the blended interesting and sataisfaction, while
on differences in participation satisfaction(p<0.05). Second, The correlation coefficient is 0.714 between blended
interesting and staisfaction, Third, Multiple regression showed that the lecture®@s interesting applying blended
learning affects the satistaction(p<0.05).

Conclusion: Given the findings of the study, lecture applying blended learning seem to be efficient education

programs to improve lecture's interesting & satisfaction.

©Key words : Blended learning, Students majoring in Dental Technology, lecture interesting, lecture
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Table 1. Blended interesting
Variables No. %
Very positive 92 50.8
| It_ectutrire1 Positive 74 409
nieresting Negative 1 6.1
Very negative 4 2.2
Very positive 42 232
U dLeC’Eu;edin Positive 93 514
nderstanding Negative 31 171
Very negative 15 83
Very positive 38 210
. '-ef.c(;“rrf . Posiive 102 56.4
onfidenc Negative 24 13.3
Very negative 17 9.3
Very positive 55 304
Achievement Positive 92 50.8
Prediction Negative 33 18.2
Very negative 1 0.6
Total 181 100.0
mE
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Table 2. Blended satisfaction

Variables No. %

Very positive 66 36.5

Lecture Positive 98 541
Satisfaction Negative 16 8.8
Very negative 1 0.6

Very positive 32 17.6

Environment Positive 123 68.0
Satisfaction Negative 24 13.3
Very negative 2 1.1

Very positive 40 221

Perform Positive 108 597
Satisfaction Negative 31 17.1
Very negative 2 1.1

Very positive 29 16.0

Participation Positive 112 61.9
Satisfaction Negative 38 21.0
Very negative 2 1.1

Total 181 100.0
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Table 3. Blended interesting according to the grade

1 grade 2 grade
M=£SD M£SD

Lecture
neresing 3284 3500 2068 0,040

+0.76 +0.64
Lecture
Understanding _'2_855% _?_815)1 2.032 0.033
Lecture
; 2.716 3.030 2676 0.008
Confidence 1055  +0.99
Achievement
Prediction +0.73 +0.67 3.247 0.001

Table 4. Blended satisfaction according to the grade

2 grade
M£SD

1 grade
M=+SD

Leclre 3086 3410 3500 0001

Safisfaction {1 +062
Environment

. . 3.067 2.990 -0.084 0.042
Satisfaction +0.52 +0.64

Perform

. . 2.876 3.150 2.816 0.005
Satisfaction Y073 +057
Participation
Satisfacton ~ +0.66 ~ *0.61 1903 0.059
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Table 5. Correlation analysis

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1. Lecture Interesting 1

2. Lecture Understanding 0.311** 1

3. Lecture Confidence 0.356™ 0.818** 1

4. Achievement Prediction 0590 0.278"* 0.301** 1

5. Lecture Satisfaction 0.588* 0317"* 0.334** 0.761** 1

6. Environment Satisfaction 0.481™ 0289 0315 0417  0.423* 1

7. Perform Satisfaction 0.556™ 0.291™ 0.335"* 0.631™ 0563 0.382* 1

8. Participation Satisfaction 0523 0281** 0274 0493 0535 0.379"* 0.384* 1
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Table 6. Blended interesting affects Blended satisfaction

Table 9. Blended interesting affects Perform satisfaction

5 Std. 8 i Std. 8 :
Error 8 Error &
Lecture Lecture
|nteregting 0.247 0.037 0.359 6.712 0.000 |n’[erest]ng 0316 0.073 0337 4.300 0.000
Lecture Lecture
Understanding 0.044 0.042 0.078 1066 0.288 Understand]ng 0.096 0.083 0.124 1.160 0.248
Lecture Lecture
Achievement Achievement
Prediction 0344 0036 0500 9524 0.000 Prediction 0251 0.072 0268 3487 0.001
R*:0689 F:97353 P :0.000 R*: 0335 F:22195 P :0.000
Table 10. Blended interesting affects Perform
Table 7. Blended interesting affects Lecture satisfaction satisfaction
B Std. 8 ¢
B Std. B t D Error g
Error
Lecture
Lecture Interesting 0.228 0.064 0.251 3558 0.000
|nteresting 0174 0.054 0.192 3.221 0.002 Lecture
Lecture Understanding —0.005 0.073 -0.007 -0.072 0.943
Understanding 0.046 0.061 0.061 0.753 0452 Lecture
Lecture Confidence  0.088 0.075 0116 1180 0.240
Confidence 0.021 0.063 0.028 0.341 0.733 Achievement
Achievement Prediction 0408 0.063 0450 6.497 0.000
Prediction 0562 0.053 0.622 10.639 0.000
R*:0460 F:37453 P:0.000
R°:0615 F:70208 P:0.000
V.o #
Table 8. Blended interesting affects Environment
satisfaction
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Lecture
Interesting ~ 0.271 0069 0321 3931 0.000 Aol A= i - kg R ol Hepl A3 k. 1 o
Lecture A Wi 429jo] 7FR| 1 gl WL 9848 583
Understanding 0.041 0078 0058 0520 0.604 122 W 4] 74 e TS T8
Lecture I FAOl, e—Bd= ol ShEAE AlER Aol hof
Ac(;nﬁdence 0.070 0.080 0.098 0.867 0.387 HE] OF31 o<y - B0 Eh 22 QIn E ATl Bt =
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