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Effect of Corona Blue on Nursing Students at a University
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Table 1. Differences between Corona Blue, Academic Procrastination and Major Satisfaction to the general characteristics
(n=111)
o ) Corona Blue Academic Procrastination Major Satisfaction
Characteristics Categories n(%)
Mean(SD) t or F(p) Mean(SD) t or F(p) Mean(SD) t or F(p)
I-year 38(34.2) 1.50+.575 3.21+393 4.27+.691
Degree 2-year 25(22.5) 1.59+.571 149 3.29+301 1277 4.19+.718 1.169
3-year 26(23.4) 1.56+.670 (930) 3.09£412 (:286) 3.96+.705 (:329)
4-year 22(19.8) 1.59+.743 3.27+461 4.23+.692
Christian 22(19.8) 1.73+.760 3.30+.258 4.07+.775
Relici Catholic 5(4.5) 1.73+£.579 1.228 3.06+£.218 678 4.65£.322 947
eligion
€ Buddhism 10(9.0) 1.65+.457 (:303) 3.16+.295 (:568) 4.16+723 (421)
Other 74(66.7) 1.47+.599 3.20+446 4.17+.678
Academmic 4.0< 21(18.9) 1.44+.605 o 3.17+431 » 441+.528 5.065
performance 3.0~3.9 74(66.7) 1.56+.661 (' 542) 3.22+390 (' 869) 420+714 (.008)
(score) 2029 16(14.4) 1.67+469 321+396 3.72+591 ab>
Bad 6(5.4) 2.07+.922 3.26+.257 3.55+1.02
College Nor bad 50(45.0) 1.57+.547 1.689 3.15+.364 73 3.84£658 1(70(1)3)1
satisfaction Good 47(42.3) 147557 (174) 3.25£369 (:541) 4.47+.44] ab<e<d
Very Good 8(72) 1.53+1.06 3.29+.736 4.95+.062
Bad 4(3.6) 2.50+.88 3.13+.276 2.62+.433
Major Nor bad 30(27.0) 1.54+.526 (3-(;2)07) 3.07£410 2,020 3.53£.442 6(%33)5
Satisfaction Good 54(48.6) 152568 ashed 327343 (116) 4.38+.467 a<b<cd
Very Good 23(20.7) 1.47+.732 3.27+395 4.79+273
Yes 75(67.6) 1.58+.660 742 3.22+391 490 4.17+.669 046
Face to face
No 39(32.4) 1.49+.549 (:460) 3.18£.4.05 H.625) 4.17+.686 (.963)
Employment 41(36.9) 1.55+.638 4.124 3.19+.374 4.02+.719
Recommendation 20(18.0) 1.64+.517 (:008) 320309 2.808 3.99+.703 2756
Motive Aptitude 48(432) 1.46:565 320£373 (043) 435:.631 (046)
ab,c<d ab<c,d
Other 2(1.8) 2.95+1.48 abe<d 4.00+1.41 4.72+314
32 213t o] ey EF, A4, Ay e s} oke] ABeAY) Qe Aoz UethTable 3).
7‘3_‘.:_ Table 3. Correlation between Corona Blue, Academic Procrastination

e Eie] IRy B 44 el Hat 1555101913, 84
AAL 57 whdel A7 3214 ollen, A

4173 0= el tiTable 2).

Table 2. Nursing students’ Corona Blue, Academic Procrastination
and Major Satisfaction

Mean+SD Range
Corona Blue 1.55+.62 1~4
Academic Procrastination 32139 1~5
Major Satisfaction 4.17+.69 1~5
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Corona Blue Acadgnng Major Satisfaction
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Academic 412 |
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NS AAQE Ay} FAFsH|(tolerance)= 5

9131, A9 ol(Variance Inflation Factor, VIF)& 7]32%] 100]
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rlo n:

Table 4. Factors affecting Corona Blue

Spec. B SE B t P
Constant -.015 417 -.032 974
Major 223 | 074 | -278 | 3026 | 003
Satisfaction
Motive .049 .061 072 .800 425
Academic Procrastination| .725 1.36 458 5.322 .000

Adusted R*=236 F=11.001( p =.000)
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