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A Convergence Study for University Students’ Perception and
Satisfaction on Syllabus
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Abstract The study aims to investigate university students’ perception of syllabus and their satisfaction of its
components. A survey was conducted of the whole student body in a university located in Daejeaon city. 996
students answered the questionnaire. The findings of the study are as follows: Females or upper grade students
showed a more positive response to the syllabus than males or lower grade students. The group who positively
perceived satisfaction of the syllabus showed less satisfaction of the syllabus components. The subjects evaluated
the details or directions of the categories of Exams, Assignment, and Instructors’ information were insufficient or
incorrect. The pedagogical implications and suggestions for syllabus are also discussed.

Key Words : Syllabus, Component of syllabus, Students’ perception for syllabus, Students’ satisfaction for
components of syllabus, Survey & interview for participants
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Table 1 General characteristics of participants

XJE ‘i’%%ﬂr. 6‘4‘%&% 152“3" H]%O] ﬂokgtq
(554%), WA 281d(156%), 33hd(185%), 43hd
(105%) 2] Hl&2 Hlszeiint dedez B, oA

SAE(Arts & Physical Education) SH5A7F Ald 22
a1(35.2%), o]o]A AFa] A (Social Science) (282%), A
A - o] 3 A 4 (Science/Engineering)(24.2%), 21 & A &
(Humanities) (12.4%)9] o]t ok, ‘w3
I FEAGA F o= Aol o] #ilo] w27 4
Lol dxEdor AFIE didh B =it
(76.77%). A2 F=HAYME A5 Aok ARl
gk Aol FAA Aol A E EF = &
FAZE AL B9k(564%), ‘A & v it S
(21.3%)°] 7 HAZ Btk 1 9 ‘5 A Al g
w7 FHAGAE o] & W A Bt §9
(17.3%) ¥ ‘&7] Wdl =QARAE A8 24 getf=
SHQT%) .2 o] Fo - UL,

¢

FAAGM i SFEAEe] 1ME F 5l v
(EH-10%) 0.2 AlEste] g, shdlz ol A} 7}
mu ‘”*ﬁ?r% 1 34 oo =

=
N=996
(=990 e w s 1409) Aol 2ok kol
Variables Frequency(%)
Gender Male 483435
Female 563(56.5 3.2.1 Aol whE 124 9] o]
Freshman 552(55.4) . .
Sophomore 156(15.6) Table 2. Difference of perception on syllabus by
Grade Junior 184(185) gender (N=996)
Senior 104(105) Q
Science/Engineering 242(24.2) Gender N Mean sd t P
) Humanities 124(12.4) 6 Male 433 347 871
Mejor Social Science 280128.2) Femae 53 385 87 o0
Arts/PE 350(35.2) 7 Male 433 3.34 .807 346 0
Favorte field Liberal Arts 232(233) Female 563 3.52 825 ) )
Mejor 764(76.7) 8 Male 433 3.36 .897 56 o1
When th Before registering 562(55.4) Female 563 351 940 ) )
Sy”aebus ; When registering 272(27.3) g _ Make 83 3% B4, o1
cearched At the first class 146(14.6) Female 563 349 781 ) )
Never considered 26(2.7) Male 433 3.10 874
1 -.044 97
0 Female 563 3.10 .881 0 9
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Table 3. Difference of perception on syllabus by

age (N=996)
Q Age N Mean sd F p
* FR 552 351 795
SO 156 3.92 880
6 JU 184 3.85 890 17.74 00
SE 104 3.96 924

Total 996 3.69 861
1 552 332 780

2 156 353 79
7 3 184 3.60 875 9.21 .00
4 104 365 879

Total 996 344 822
1 552 335 860

2 156 349 940
8 3 184 361 997 494 .00
4 104 359 1.039

Total 996 344 924
1 552 340 763

2 156 351 758
9 3 184 345 841 1.01 39
4 104 350 945

Total 996 344 798
1 552 3.06 801

2 156 3.16 876
10 3 184 315 1.000 96 M
4 104 3.14 1.028

Total 996 310 878

* FR=Freshman, SO=Sophomore, JU=Junior, SE=Senior2| 2kX}o|ct.
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Table 4. Satisfaction on components of the syllabus

between groups (N=205)
Higher group lower group
Q (n=108) (n=97) t P
mean sd mean sd
11 281 1.39 2.38 92 2.55 .01
12 271 1.26 245 .83 1.78 .08
13 2.79 1.29 244 .82 225 .03
14 2.81 1.37 2,57 .97 1.43 .16
15 285 1.41 266 1.08 1.09 28
16 284 1.36 268 1.04 .96 34
17 257 1.31 245 91 .76 45
18 281 143 260 1.05 1.17 24
19 3.00 147 2.56 .95 254 .01
20 3.07 1.49 258 .98 279 .00
pal 2.9 1.46 2.55 1.01 227 .03
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