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Abstract The purpose of this study was to analyze questionnaires of 161 college students attending radiology departments
in order to investigate the actual condition of internet use of radiology students.

As a result, 95% of college students using the Internet showed 5.8% of general knowledge, 56.9% of radiation major,
and 45.8% of general education. In the field of Internet use, basic medicine was 71.2%, anatomy 59.5% and physiology
51.6%. Radiation theory was 39.9% in radiation physics, 31.4% in radiation biology, and 18.3% in radiation management,
The radiological applications were followed by radiography and radiography in order of 31.4% and 20.3%, respectively.
The radiological imaging was 45.8%, MRI was 37.9%, CT was 37.3%, ultrasound was 24.2%, And radiation nuclear medi-
cine 25,5%, The results of the descriptive statistics of the satisfaction of the contents using the Internet media showed
that the overall satisfaction was below 2.5

Based on the results of this study, it is necessary to develop a program with high accessibility to provide various op-
portunities for internet-based opportunities to increase the academic achievement value of major subjects through the inter-
net and to solve the difficulties in the major subject .
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161(100.0)
Female 71 49.6
Grade 1 40 24.8
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Grade 161(100.0)
Grade 3 25 15.5
Grade 4 53 329
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Table 2 Internet usage status (AN=161)
Division Frequency % Al
Internet Have 153 B
. 95.0 161(100.0)
experience None 8
Smartphone 105
Personal PC 46
Tools to use 68.6 153(100.0)
Tablet 1
Library PC 1
General site 125
Specific homepage(Major related) 26
Internet Site 81.7 153(100.0)
Personal blog 1
Etc 1
Table 3 Usage of Internet (M=153)
Division Have N(%) None N(%)
Cultural studies 70(45.8) 83(54.2)
Common sense 90(58.8) 63(41.2)
Radiation-related majors 87(56.9) 66(43.1)
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Table 4 Field of use in major field of Internet (M=153)
Have N(%) None N(%)
Anatomy 91(59.5) 62(40.05)
Physiology 79(51.6) 74(48.4)
Basic medicine
Medical terminology 109(71.2) 44(28.8)
Public Health 28(18.3) 125(81.7)
Radiation Physics 01(39.9) 92(60.1)
Radiation Biology 48(31.4) 105(68.6)
Radiation theory
Radiation Management 28(18.3) 81.7(81.7)
Flectrical Engineering 18(11.8) 136(88.2)
Radiation mechanics 48(31.4) 105(68.6)
Radiation application
Radiometric 31(20.3) 122(79.77)
Radiography 70(45.8) 83(54.2)
Ultrasonography 37(24.2) 116(75.8)
Image diagnosis technology
CT 57(37.3) 96(62.7)
MRI 58(37.9) 95(62.1)
Radiation therapy 39(25.5) 114(74.5)
Radiation Nuclear Medicine 39(25.5) 114(74.5)
Table 5 Internet Learning Content Satisfaction (AV=153)
Mean+SD
Helpful to your studies 1.95+0.67
Content Satisfaction 2.041+0.72
Convenience satisfaction 1.8240.66
Learning value 2.01+0.73
Future Internet Usage 1.89%0.70
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