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[Abstract]

Purpose: The research comprehends learning attitude level of Dental Technology Department students, searches variable
element to affect and is trying to provide basic material of method arrangement to induce change of positive learning
attitude.

Methods: It was conducted survey 410 students, who understand purpose of the research, consentient to involve
research, in universities which is located in Daegu area, Dacjeon City, Gangwon province from Aug,, 1stto Nov,,10th2017,
Questionnaires were distributed to 410 students totally. it was finally analyzed 374 questionnaires except 36 questionnaires
that answer was not sufficient.

Results: The positive answer over ‘Average (3)” among study attitude factors was presented highly in order of ‘Targeting
& Execution’ (3.351). ‘Effective Content Summary’ (3.307), ‘Study Plan’ (3.173), ‘Priority and Self-Management’ (3.116), and
‘Study Habit & Enhancement’ (2.925) showed negative trend under average. The five sub-factors of learning attitude were
examined according to general characteristics and there were statistically significant differences according to gender, grade,
high school of origin, academic aptitude(p<0.01, p<0.001).

Conclusion : As male students show more positive learning attitude than female students, we need to develop more
special programs to encourage them. Meanwhile we also need to find out a motive to bring positive effect to change
the academic aptitude and learning attitude of female students, or methods to improve their learning attitude in a

complementary way by their high school, gender and grade.
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Table 1. Cronbach’s a value by Learning Attitude Factors

A% A7) Fe FYEY e E] B AT

Learning Attitude Contents Question number Cronbach’s a
Factor 1 Effective content Summary 9 .873
Factor 2 Priority and self-management 9 .869
Factor 3 Study Habit & Enhancement 6 .807
Factor 4 Targeting & Execution 5 837
Factor 5 Study Plan 4 784

Total 33 947

A 59 WA HER A4T £S48 SaEEsl & 4shdo] 82,192 Uehton], ZAmEE QEATH
ojujgitt, =] AR E A Y8 AU 321(85.8%), AAATE 34(9.1%), FAA(3.5%), 7€k
TS AR A3t F 33709 oigt Cronbach’s alpha
=.940]9)1, o] MaiLe] gkl A velgch Z Table 2. General characteristics
918 AElw ASS A A3 7 a0l mE 0.70] (N=s74)
Ayo @ el 2298 ukak Zog of Az} General characteristics N(%)
male 187(50.0)
Gender
female 187(50.0)
3. Xtz X{g]| ¥E 1 Grade 126(33.7)
2 Grade 148(39.6)
Grade
243k A8 ZARE SPSS 14.0(SPSS Inc., 8 Grade 92(24.6)
4 Grade 8(2.1)
3 o 235 AFzl-0] olu
Chicago, IL, USA)E O] O]-Oq’ ?ﬂ?-ﬂ{ OX]—V] 2t Humanities 321(85.8)
A Ao O 5= t—test == One—way Industry 13(3.5)
High School
ANOVAE o]-&3s}o] #2]st9ich Vocational 34(9.1)
Etc 6(1.6)
Not very fit 18( 4.8)
Aptitude 40(10.7)
[] z I'—I' Academic So so 195(52.1)
Fit 100(26.7)
1 oq_—rltﬂJbrII. 0 E 4 Very fit 21( 5.6)
***p¢0.001
AteiAdAre] UnkA EAS A EW HY TF sy
o] BAN P dEst A o, ERO W 6(L6%) £0= Lehgel Sl A4l B gom
o)zZMA oA Qo WA o g o7t 187TH(50%),  Fo|tk7t 195(52.)F 7P =A vrelgton skt
A7) 187 (50%) . 2 et shd o 2= 15hd 0] Aol gt 100(26.7%), stak7F & dof grx] gk
126(33.7%), 28 0] 148(39.6%), 38Hd o] 92(24.6%), 40(10.7%) &0 2 el
Table 3. Descriptive statistics of learning attitude factors
Learning attitude factors N Min Max M=SD
Effective content Summary 374 1.33 5.00 3.307(.597))
Priority and self-management 374 1.00 5.00 3.116(.616)
Study Habit & Enhancement 374 117 5.00 2.925(.638)
Targeting & Execution 374 1.40 5.00 3.351(.639)
Study Plan 374 1.00 5.00 3.173(.664)
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Table 4. Differences in learning attitude according to Gender
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Learning attitude factors Gender N M=SD t P
Male 187 3.422(.662)
Effective content Summary 3.796 .003**
Female 187 3.191(.501)
Male 187 3.222(.674)
Priority and self—-management 3.374 .009**
Female 187 3.010(.533)
Male 187 2.992(.716)
Study Habit & Enhancement 2.046 .005**
Female 187 2.858(.543)
Male 187 3.469(.708)
Targeting & Execution 3.631 .000***
Female 187 3.233(.538)
Male 187 3.213(.750)
Study Plan 1.168 .007**
Female 187 3.133(.564)
**5(0.01, ***p<0.001
3. giH0j [IE 2SEfE 2| XIO]
sla} ol 2 SHEE ofE Aol molL7}
3 5oflA] B mapAAIT AE Ao BE Y E UER 3 894 Hi= vie} Zo| B o)A skt
oA 3ghd, 2shd, 139l Lo 2 Jou|gt xfol& 1 of o] gyl QIAIGE S A} Shatol| A Ado] gk

ERATHpC0.01, p<0.001).

Table 5. Differences in learning attitude according to Grade

=
A QreFa S Al SgHEe] 2 H4E U

ERHTHp<0.001).

Learning attitude factors Grade N M=£SD F P
1 Grade 126 3.199(.047)
) 2 Grade 148 3.272(.048)
Effective content Summary 5.186 .002**
3 Grade 92 3.508(.067)
4 Grade 8 3.333(.220)
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1 Grade 126 2.979(.050)
2 Grade 148 3.047(.049)
Priority and self-management 10.224 .000™**
3 Grade 92 3.404(.066)
4 Grade 8 3.250(.155)
1 Grade 126 2.771(.051)
2 Grade 148 2.826(.047)
Study Habit & Enhancement 14,764 .000***
3 Grade 92 3.279(.070)
4 Grade 8 3.125(.185)
1 Grade 126 3.333(.054)
2 Grade 148 3.278(.051)
Targeting & Execution 2.233 .084
3 Grade 92 3.469(.070)
4 Grade 8 3.625(.240)
1 Grade 126 3.051(.057)
2 Grade 148 3.131(.052)
Study Plan 5.328 .001**
3 Grade 92 3.388(.071)
4 Grade 8 3.406(.210)
**5(0.01, ***p<0.001
Table 6. Differences in learning attitudes according to high school origin
Learning attitude factors Grade N M=SD F P
Humanities 321 3.321(.599)
Industry 13 3.407(.550)
Effective content Summary ) 1.864 135
Commercial 34 3.098(.479)
Etc 6 3.537(1.002)
Humanities 321 3.114(.620)
Industry 13 3.367(.642)
Priority and self-management 2.018 m
Commercial 34 2.977(.446)
Etc 6 3.481(.954)
Humanities 321 2.924(.648)
. Industry 13 3.076(.692)
Study Habit & Enhancement ) 1.303 273
Commercial 34 2.813(.421)
Etc 6 3.305(.909)
Humanities 321 3.364(.640)
Industry 13 3.476(.619)
Targeting & Execution 2.763 042*
Commercial 34 3.105(.533)
Etc 6 3.766(.880)
Humanities 321 3.186(.682)
Industry 13 3.307(.370)
Study Plan ) 1.461 225
Commercial 34 2.970(.467)
Etc 6 3.375(.984)
*n¢0.05
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Table 7. Academic aptitude according to general characteristics

Aptitude of department(m = sd)

General characteristics N(%)
M=SD t/F B
Male 187(50.0) 3.304( .920)
Gender 2.870 .004™*
Female 187(50.0) 3.048( .805)
1 Grade 126(33.7) 3.222( .875)
2 Grade 148(39.6) 3.155( .805)
Grade .365 778
3 Grade 92(24.6) 3.130( .996)
4 Grade 8(2.1) 3.375( .517)
Humanities 321(85.8) 3.180( .868)
) Industry 13( 3.5) 3.153(1.068)
High school 1.464 224
Vocational 34(9.1) 3.029( .797)
Etc 6( 1.6) 3.833(.983)
**n¢0.01
Table 8. Differences in learning attitudes according to academic aptitude
Aptitude of department(m = sd)
General characteristics N(%)
M=SD t/F P
Not very fit 18 3.216(.714)
Summary 40 3.027(.517)
Effective content _
So so 195 3.185(.488) 21.843 .000
Summary
Fit 100 3.490(.591)
Very fit 21 4.179(.622)
Not very fit 18 2.759(.918)
self-management 40 2.850(.458)
Priority and
So so 195 3.000(.497) 20.942 .000™**
self-management
Fit 100 3.348(.596)
Very fit 21 3.904(.696)
Not very fit 18 2.638(.810)
Not fit 40 2.779(.544)
Study Habit & ok
So so 195 2.841(.511) 9.797 .000
Enhancement
Fit 100 3.063(.705)
Very fit 21 3.579(.860)
Not very fit 18 2.944(.872)
Not fit 40 3.060(.543)
Targeting & Execution So so 195 3.207(.508) 29.653 .000***
Fit 100 3.620(.578)
Very fit 21 4.314(.624)
Not very fit 18 2.861(.959)
Not fit 40 2.948(.558)
Study Plan So so 195 3.053(.519) 15.226 .000™**
Fit 100 3.382(.689)
Very fit 21 3.952(.838)
*p€0.05
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