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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of this study was to investigate major satisfaction according to
the values and self efficacy of students majoring in health science.

Methods: Anmong the 170 respondents, 25.3% were male and 74.7% were females. The departments
were 289% of physical therapy, 20.6% of laboratory science, 23.5% of occupational therapy,
14.1% of nursing, and dental hygiene 12.9%.

Results: In the present study major satisfaction was significantly higher when the higher
self efficacy and significantly lower when the higher value.

Conclusions: These results indicate that it is necessary to provide contents and appropriate
guidance that can enhance the values and self efficacy in order to improve major satisfaction
of students majoring in health science.
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CLS: Class satisfaction

CUS: Curniculum satisfaction
ES : Emotion seeking

MS: Major satisfaction

OPC : Other people's consciousness
PS : Perception satisfaction
PTD : Perceived task difficulty
RO : Relationship orientation
RS: Relationship satisfaction
SE: Self-esteem

SEF : Self-efficacy

SR: Self-regulation

1
CUsS
1
e
1
RS
—(1)

7HX#e] EAF63E)= 0783, AEF(63
)& 0733, BAANFGFE)L 0752, ZHAAFT6
)= 0713, AEFGEE)E 0749, BISI1e4
(43H=) & 06398 HYa, Arasge] xA17H5
)2 0828, A7|2E(EFE)S 0659, TAte]
E2A63)2 0834, AFTEEe] uH=E(63
)2 083, FETEGEEE)S 0714, FATEQ
&)L 0822, AATEGEE ) 09072 A%
Bl

—~

b

=
=

Hol A7eke]ol tigk hudS 2= 2oz U

M
Al

N

.=

ML

# AT QPRI ATFEATNE AL



R 18A 25, 2017 75

SPSS 1805 o] &3kt E8F QAFeRRS AlES 3k Bkl B#e
BAAE st 71X", A7|as7d uE 22 —?‘—%%k(average variance extracted, AVE)o]
AFETe] a7 B4317] Y3l 19 SAR 05 o]ifola, F3} QR1F-3tHE} QAL o2

d(measurement model)¥} 17]9] 229 (structural 7WAksE 7R E41E) = (construct reliability, CR)7} 0.7
model)©] S8R A4 Eel(structural equation ool HAZEFIA] Q= Aoz 7H=3TH
modeling)& T38FATE T2 2 oA 37) [T 5, 2015). B AFNA FolgEe 0052 7
o] ZArd gt A= HYEE AMOS AEATY FAA fFolds ASEAT:

220 Z2O9S o] &3te] 1A QRIEAS Bl

A8k, ?ZEKMA1~ NN B A7 &S
o E AFTVNEEE Foldlr] s FAAHTE I, 9—1_—11 7E:Ijl‘l-
Zre] 17 BA| %ﬁ% HASHATE FEEA A B

&o] A== GFI, AGFI, CFI, RMSEA #< 3} 1 OITIpAIRI| OITALS|EIE EA
o Fristem, A= HAoNA GF, AGFL, CFI

7F0.90 o)’do]lAv RMSEAZ} 0.05 ofsto]H =& B AT Fofst g @Rt 25.3%, Az}
o] Awrt ol Mg A= 5, 2015). ¥ 747% A.om, 18hd 265%, 28hd 51.8%, 18]l 3
AT oz A AR SRS shd 21.7%Jtk Yol 20~2140] 61.2%E 7
ke E}%ﬁég 2437 S8 JFES &8 Bokon, AFe EXEF 289%, WY
SFATH-EY, 2012). FFEFSAel A7 flsiAM= 20.6%, QX 83} 235%, 7+ s} 14.1%, X $4

xE3} 8 %‘— akgo] 0.7 oldolAut t@ke]l 1965 129%SATHE 1.
opgold wikAsiar & = glom(o]del, 2015),

<Table 1> General characteristics of the subjects

Characteristics n %

Gender Male 43 2.3
Female 127 4.7

School year Freshman 45 265
Sophomore 88 51.8

Junior 37 217

Age (yr) 20~21 104 61.2
22~23 43 25.3

24< 23 135

Department Physical therapy 49 289
Biomedical laboratory science 3H 20.6

Occupational therapy 40 235

Nursing 24 14.1

Dental hygiene 22 12.9
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<Figure 2> Measurement model



<Table 2> The results of confirmatory factor analysis

His& 25, 2017 17

Variable Measurement factor SE t CR AVE
Value Self-esteem 0.646 4.449 0.807 0.466
Relationship orientation 0.447 3.764 0.830 0.497

Emotion seeking 0.468 3.863 0.776 0.410

Pragmatism 0.409 3571 0.804 0.453

Other people’s consciousness 0.447 fix 0.733 0.419

Self-efficacy Confidence 0.857 7.464 0.8%4 0.606
Self-regulation 0.688 6.764 0.782 0.549

Perceived task difficulty 0.583 fix 0.863 0.531

Major satisfaction Curriculum satisfaction 0.855 9.615 0.8% 0.5%
Class satisfaction 0.792 9.100 0.801 057

Relationship satisfaction 0.737 8550 0.8%5 0.722

Perception satisfaction 0.693 fix 0.931 0.694

SE=standardization estimation; CR=construct reliahility; AVE=average variance extracted.

<Table 3> The results of fit test

Model X DF GFl RMSE AGFI CFlI
Original 121.098 62 0.903 0.075 0.858 0911
Modification 88655 51 0.920 0.066 0.878 0.941
Structural equation 99.073 52 0912 0.007 0.868 0.926

DF=degree of freedom; GFI= goodness-of-fit index; RMSE=root mean square error; AGFI= adjusted goodness—of- fit index;

CFl=comparative fit index.
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<Figure 3> Structural equation results

TR BYS o] &gk AFrHae] HFolA A E A7|ase AFguEro 23 o
7HA1L ‘RAAE HIEAEY] X B AFE kS 1A Aoty A AZASF 2655(CR=3682,
To gt ggke vjE AotV 2 ARAFE p<0.05)E 23 93-S v|x= Aoz Yehd )

-2.033(CR=-2615, p<0.05)Z froJgt JFS 1| SIS SITHE 4).
= Ao2 yEh Agsiink Zhd2e HaAd

<Table 4> The results of structural equation modeling path analysis

Path SC NSC SE CR p
Value — Major satisfaction -2.033 -6.300 2.409 -2.615 0.009
Self-efficacy — Major satisfaction 2.655 3.317 0.901 3.682 0.000

SC=standardized coefficient; NSC=non-standardized coefficient; SE=standardization estimation; CR=construct reliability.
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