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Abstract  This study is a descriptive research study to verify the relationship between university
students' learning flow, self—directed learning, learning outcomes, and online class satisfaction, and to
identify factors that influence online class satisfaction. There was a significant positive correlation
between university students' learning flow, self—directed learning, learning outcomes, and online class
satisfaction. Online class satisfaction had a positive effect on learning flow and learning outcomes, but
self—directed learning had no direct effect. The explanatory power of online class satisfaction was 49%.
Based on the above results, in order to increase online class satisfaction, a plan is needed to improve
university students' learning flow and learning outcomes for online classes. In addition, instructor and

university are required to actively endeavor and support to improve the quality of online classes.
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Table 2. Correlations of Major Variables

(N=310)
Variables Mean : : r - :
+SD
(p)
. 3.34
1. Learning flow 10.56 1
2. Self—directed 3.49 .68 1
learning +0.44 (<.001)
3. Learning 3.30 44 17 1
outcomes +0.93 (<.001) (.003)
4. Online class 3.55 .55 .36 .63 1
satisfaction +0.64 (<.001) (<.001) (<.001)
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Table 1. Differences in Online Class Satisfaction with different General Characteristics

(N=310)
. Online class satisfaction
Characteristics FFSQL(ISH)C)
% Mean+SD t or F(p)
Male 42(13.5) 3.4740.54
Gender —.869(.385)
Female 268(86.5) 3.5610.66
1st® 135(43.5) 3.4240.73
2nd’ 83(26.8) 3.5740.60 2.77(.042)
Grade - 77(.
3rd* 49(15.8) 3.7240.48 a<c
4th* 43(13.9) 3.49+0.66
Original house® 218(70.3) 3.56%0.67
Uncontacted Dormitory” 56(18.1) 3.2840.62 5.17(.006)
class place a>b
Rented room® 36(11.6) 3.65+0.52
Recorded video 247(79.7) 3.51+0.66
Favorite method —1.97(.050)
Real—time video 63(20.3) 3.69£0.58
R le? 55. .54+0.
Advantages of epeatable 171(55.2) 3.54+0.67
uncontacted Freedom of placeand time® 124(40.0) 3.54+0.61 1.523(.220)
lass
cass High class concentration® 10(3.2) 3.90+0.61
None? 22(7.1) 3.5440.93
Reduced class concentration” 115(37.1) 3.5740.61
Disadvantages of Difficulty in communication® 83(26.8) 3.64+0.56
uncontacted 1.06(.380)
class Difficulty understanding class® 56(18.1) 3.3940.63
Difficulty using media® 24(7.7) 3.5140.60
Etc’ 10(3.2) 3.60%0.95
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