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A Study on the Differences in Learning Capability according to the
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Abstract The purpose of this study is to verify the differences in learning capability according to the
demand of learning programs. The participants of this study included 1,738 S University students. The
results of the study are as follows. First, in learning capability according to participation in learning
programs, we found statistically significant differences in the ability to organize information, resource
utilization, self-awareness, self-improvement and sociality. Second, there were no statistically significant
differences in the ability to organize information, resource utilization, self-awareness, self-improvement
and sociality in participating in learning programs. Third, there were statistically significant differences
in the ability to organize information, resource utilization, self-awareness, self-improvement and
sociality in not participating in learning programs. Fourth, there were statistically significant differences
in the ability to organize information, resource utilization, self-awareness, self-improvement and
sociality in experiencing difficulties in learning. Fifth, learning capabilities in specific areas that students
wanted to improve had no statistically significant differences in the ability to organize information,
resource utilization, self-awareness. However, there were statistically significant differences in

self-improvement and sociality.
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Table 1. Demographics of the Participants

Frequency % N

Male 884 52.2

Gender 1,695
Female 811 47.8
Dangjin Campus 880 50.7

Campus 1,736
Yeongam Campus 856 493
freshman 554 33.3
second-year student 481 289

grader 1,664
third-year student 331 199
fourth-year student 298 17.9

oA JES AR, YA} 884(52.2%), oA}

8119(47.8%) & H|%ZF H|Zo] AL ot
AL §FS AMEY, FRHHAE 880%H(50.7%),
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319t 3l4E AEAS Ik Ao Sojgto] A Table 3. learning capability according to participation in
go] F2HE HEAE AlQlste] & 1,738%9] HlolElE learning ﬁrogl\ian;; — —
p Scheffe
=105 oy Ke:]
AR a 310 3.50 627
) b 429 3.50 .581
organize c " B
24 xI_E_E_M' information c 170 3.48 .615 5.1191.2803.137* .014
d 61 3.47 .666
£ A= SPSS 20.02 ARESFAT. JIEHA Wi ES e 649 338 .683
Fot7] Sfstel 714FAM, SD, Sk, )= LA 310 351 612
- . resource b 432 3.49 .554
A 13:10] ‘___01—/\01 zlo|AZS 01-0_@_7 o153 RPN
A ° PheelR AeldSE dotil s u“hza“f;? and 172 351 576 6.5621.6404.587" 001 e
ANOVA 243} Scheffe AFAZ 0 R TolR )t > d 61 353 645
awareness N N
e 653 3.37 .620
a 303 3.59 .657
b 428 3.55 .613
Z4 —§
3. g+Z8u self-improveme 1.0 3 57 644 5.8501.4653.655" 006 ave
nt and sociality
d 62 355 .575
3.1 SHEOl et TISS e 650 344 67
% a=one, b=two to three, c=four to five, d=more than six, e=none
sigsofagol gk 714 5A 9 BTS JAS] Faf 0k 005, "0l
BHM), BEHAHSD), e 9 A==2 B4} 9
L 3345 51589joln] Hxt g74%E 3018 3.3 &E ZEIIH0| HOok= OIRM ME ka9
A2 et A4S BEse ARTASE BRe 2 0]

3.45%3(8D=.647), AHLEE 9 AotQl4 B2 3.44%
(8D=.608), A7174 2 A514 3.50%(SD=.640)2.&
Wt OO Lehgth(Table 2) ).

Table 2. descriptive statistics quantity of variables

Table 4] AIAI3k Hle} o), s iz Io] Fol
SHe olfoll me sisoler Aolg BAR A BT
e BAHOR folulst ol7k ek elor

(F1473, p)05). AUEE 9 AolQlale BAH0z
SoJulgh Hol7t vEhtA] SRHTH/E2.198, p05). %

M SD k k i
= e 7ML 9 ARSI BAE O Golulgt Zfolzt Leht
organize information 3.45 .647 515 3.018 2 01'0]'1:]‘([7—2 053, p).05).
resource utilization and 344 608 334 1468 %
self-awareness
self-improvement and 350 640 369 874 Table 4. learning capability according to reasons for
sociality ’ ’ ' ’ participating in the learning program
N M SD S§ MS E p_Scheffe
a 146 353 .681
5k OZ a0 Xt 2 spAciEE X organize b 216 351 .583
3.2 si5 D=T™ HOO| ME Si59g X0l informatio ¢ 463 344 604 2294 574 1473 208 -
= - 5 = d 197 343 .650
ok ZE 07 ool M SR T Aol & Table 3 ! e 8 336 .664
o AJASFHTE resource g égg ggg gé;
= = utilization : ’
ARALPEHEL EAF oz Qoju|gt 2jo|7} YRt and self- z ?gé gg .22(7) 3.160 .790 2.198 .067 -
AHH/=3.137, p{.05), ScheffeE 53t AEHZO|A+= awareness ,  gs 338 626
~ a 148 3.62 646
$AHOR Rojuldt Rolrt Uehix] Qotet. AegE  whmoo |18 00 O
gl zjololale EAHog Qoju|st xjo|rt UERGT and 3 457 3.20 .233 3.321 830 2.053.085 -
nd 195 3.47 692
(F=4.587, p<.01), ScheffeE B3t AFHZoAE 174 XSOC‘."I‘W e £5_346 6]
o % a=interested in the program
O]}JJ’}’ gi‘% 5 St ZH g]—/\g Z_]."’] T"]U]—?j' X]'O]ﬂ' b=interest in the development of learning competency
L]-E]-u'q— 1}7] 7Hk] o /\}?,]@»9— 57:“14 o= %9,]12!]’5‘} ;—q_ c=other  people’s(professor, colleague, etc)  active

o|7} YebEIL(/£3.655, p{.01), ScheffeE &3t A-H
SolAE 1) oVt ghe 0w S RS 7] %
oflgt Aol7} Uehet.

798

encouragement and support
d=kind of program
e=no comment



¢ Z2IY £8 L a7Ed B $EIY Ho|dy

3.4 3k TR0 O o= 0l TiE 3t
&% o)
s 2w Tdo] ofshd) o olgo] w2 SRl

Z}olE AuEH AHIASE L EAFoZ 04\:]
Z}o] 7t WERFAL(#=5.539, p<{.001), ScheffeE 53t A}
FHSNME I o] BAilol %4101/\‘1% /\H}
o] WIR] ohobx(FAAIT N HA, 7H1A I wiZol) &
SEe AT 719 FYueE Ao|7F YEbRth 2§
9 RolRlAZ BAACR Fomgt Ao|7t Yl
(/=5.774, p{.001), ScheffeE &3t AFZHZ oA+ 5t
EIF 7ol Alo] glojAle} “Alzto] gER] grobA(s=
JARZIE A, A 97 2ol = ST Ay 1F
9] Roulgt Rpol7t vehth. A7I7HA E AR B
AFoR {ou|Ft Rpol7t VEFE(/6.113, p<.001),
ScheffeE &8 AFEHFOAE= S5 7o 3'4”?4
o] FoiA'e} ‘TR T gt R}t gloj (A, B
DR IHE St=A BT, S5 Zide] o] %’1
ojA'e} ‘Azt 97| QrobAl(=AAIZ A3, 7HR1A 4
7 wi2oll), Fold 51 Qs TR0 glojAe} ‘A
7}01 SR GhobA(G=AAIMT AR, AUA DA w2y
2 gt AT 19 fFougt Folrb uErdT
((Table 5) #=x).

Table 5. learning capability according to reasons for
not participating in the learning program

N M SD SS MS F p Scheffe
a 334 349 657
organize D 474 342 610
informatio ¢ 258 3.33 .692 9.1072.277 5.539*** .000 c<{d
n d 406 354 618
e 28 321 79
a 335 348 617
resource | 475 342 577
utlization )01 333 597 81392035 5774 000 co(d
and self-
awareness 4 407 3.53 585
e 30 323 745
a 333 357 628
self-improv b 468 3.45 .605
ement and ¢ 258 3.39 .623 9.4932373 6.113*** 4000°<%<§<d
sociality 4 405 359 620
e 30 340 854

% a=I don't have any information about the program
b=I don’t have any interesting program to participate in.
c=I'm not interested in developing learning competency.
d=time is not right
e=no comment

#x *p001

799

SkA0
Sk
bl =l

<59] ojf& Fo T 5
I, JEFGEHL EAHoR folulgt
A9K(F=2.533, p{.05), ScheffeE &3+ A
TAHCRE Foulgt Ao]7t YehtA] gotrt. h—i%‘f%
4 AoRIAL FAHOR {ou|gt o)} UEpgal
(7=3.204, p< 05) Scheffeg &% AFZAZANAE T
F71&(FHokes B 9%, =AW olsl, Al
7 g 1}714?4 LEQOk AHEH] 5T FoI'R §F
gt AP 4ol Roju|gt &polzh yErtt A7 7R 9
AL BAFCR  |9u|gt Zo|7b  yEha
(F=3.817, p<.01), ScheffeE &3t ASAZAL Tt
S71&(FHoks W A%, £9WE olsh, Az
2 9 27|, LEQOF AYEH] 5)H} ‘ol Uk
g g T 7' gol'2 ST Y 719 feofm

3 Zol7} UrEPeH((Table 6 H).

3.5 slg9 052 Hol M2

—
A o]

Table 6. learning capability according to difficulties
in learning

N M SD SS MS F p Scheffe
a 422 346 .646
organize P 469 3.40 578
informatio ¢ 285 3.43 .617 3.985 .996 2.533* .039 -
n d 360 3.53 .662
e 34 356 .736
a 424 345 625
resource b 472 341 .559
utlization 501 345 589 4563 1.141 3.204* 012 b(d
and self-
awareness d 359 355 602
e 34 346 .738
a 416 350 .628
self-impro 1, 471 348 582
VEMENt 290 346 640 6.103 1.526 3817+ 004 >
and cd
sociality d 355 3.62 .672
e 34 361 .831
¥ a=motivation and major confidence
b=learning skill(study method, participation in class,

understanding of class contents, time management and self
management, note summary, preparation for examination etc.)
c=presentation ability and related techniques
d=english
e=no comment
%% *pC05, *p.01

3.6 SAAPIT 42 Bk 20| M2 SR X{0|
PYAAL Je Bk Hofo] mE SR Kol

Table 70 AAISHAE.
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Table 7. learning capabilities according to the
learning areas that they want to improve

N M SD SS MS F p Scheffe

a 356 341 .615

432 346 617

289 3.46 .643 1.725 431

460 3.48 .599

35 3.60 .628

357 3.40 .582

431 3.47 596

294 345 .620 2952 738 2.143 .073

462 3.48 560

35 3.66 .578

a 359 343 618

429 355 588

288 3.49 .630 7.567 1.892 4.972** .001

d 456 3.57 626

e 34 384 725

% a=motivation and major confidence

b=learning skill(study method, participation in class,
understanding of class contents, time management and self
management, note summary, preparation for examination etc.)

c=presentation ability and related techniques

d=english

e=no comment
#x *p(01

organize
informatio
n

1.136 338

resource
utilization
and self-
awareness

self-improv
ement and
sociality

a
b
c
d
e
a
b
c
d
e
a
b
c

ale

AR 5ES BAZoRE Foulgt Zo|7h yeht
A| OITH(#£1.136, p».05). AEEE 4 AolRIA2 &
AFor Foulgt Zo|7b UERA] A UTHZ2.143,
p.05). A1 E ASL BAHoRE [olnlgh 2}
o7} UERGIL(7=4.972, p{.01), ScheffeZE B3t ALEH
ZAXE 571 2 HF A% g4 glgeR SESt
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