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[ Abstract ]

The purposes of the present study were to estimate the latent classes of non-face-to-face lectures satisfaction and the character-
istics of variables on these latent profiles. In order to do this, data from the data 658(406 male students and 252female students) of
K-University was used. By using latent profile analysis, four distinct latent classes of student’s non-face-to-face lectures satisfaction
were found. These classes were named ‘high-level satisfaction group’, ‘intermediate-level satisfaction group’, ‘low-level satisfac-
tion group’ and ‘mixed-level satisfaction group’. Second, chi-square analysis indicated that gender, school life satisfaction, grade
and evaluation method were significant factors. In other words, both male and female students were most frequently distributed in
the ‘low-level satisfaction group’, and the second grade was the most common in the ‘intermediate-level satisfaction group’ and the
other grades were the most in the ‘low-level satisfaction group’. In addition, the most suitable evaluation method for online lectures
was ‘face-to-face evaluation’. Recommendations focus-group interview and longitudinal study for future research were discussed.
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Fig. 1. Type of latent classes (Z score transformation).
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Table 3. Classification of latent classes
=R7|1E 245 A& AAE 5A41E
AIC 4131.076 3980.987 3858.190 3835.515
MER|$ BIC 4175.968 4043 835 3938.996 3834.278
sBIC 4144218 3999.385 3881.845 3864.427
220l &l Entropy 674 785 816 758
U LMRT .000 024 .000 132
BLRT .000 .000 .000 .000
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= m(s.d) m(s.d) m(s.d) m(s.d)
TYOEE 3.535(0.960) 3.323(0.868) 3.308(0.915) 3.524(0.602)
SEPRIA|IAR OHEE 3.563(0.674) 3.330(0.632) 3.290(0.714) 3.200(0.510)
D4oo| AISAROIE L 3.434(0.772) 3.497(0.718) 3.408(0.744) 3.397(0.578)

AL 6.5%F AA AT o] AT THH LA A8 T
11:7]_ )\]-EHZJ o7 o %)},_ qu —yu]-éxuh:/_‘r’_g_i ehe
o2 AA9] 43.0%= z}x]:d} t}. o]

9t A= 2= 2829
A e wEwsk Au
of ‘FMEPL o=

o7 FAARES Fhe

25 14-0 %}-_‘

E5 FMASE E4

st 9l

A&

*‘6} At e 74]& 3& 312%‘,
46.4%% 713 BE vl AA|skslor 3719
Bof ‘AR L o= Pt v

A AxUFE A 3

,3.1%% 7 e n
7}% %%k aset adU

SHde] M =4 UrE}‘;l*i

Table 5. Characteristics of each latent class N=658
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=L 29(7.1)  181(44.6)  188(46.3) 8(2.0)
1544 16(8.4) 77(40.3)  91(47.6) 7(3.7)
_ PEI] 11(7.9) 65(46.8)  60(43.2) 3(2.2)
S - 20.538+
38 9(5.5) 68(41.5)  83(50.6) 4(2.4)
45t 7(4.3) 71(43.8)  78(48.1) 6(3.7)
AE OAAS0| YEEHESH S) 1(12.5) 2(25.0) 5(62.5) 0(0.0)
L szt =S 0(0.0) 11(55.0) 9(45.0) 0(0.0)
U7t et Alztoll =28 = US 17(8.4) 85(41.9)  92(45.3) 9(4.4)
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