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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of the study was to investigate the relationship between professor trust and learning flow in allied health students
and to provide the basic data for the improvement of curriculum and teaching method.

Methods: A self-reported questionnaire was filled out by 263 allied health students. The questionnaire consisted of 27 questions of
professor trust by Likert 5 scale and 29 questions of learning flow by Likert 6 scale. Cronbach’s alpha in this study was 0.97 in
professor trust, 0.96 in learning flow. The data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, independent t-test, one-way ANOVA,
correlation and stepwise multiple regressions.

Results: The score was 3.72 in professor trust and 3.46 in learning flow. There were positive correlations between learning flow and
professor trust including intimacy, professional, teaching skills and leadership. Stepwise multiple regression analysis revealed that
learning flow was related with professor trust.

Conclusions: The learning flow depends on professor trust. Based on the research, improvement directions that put strong emphasis
on low section of professor trust and learning flow must be placed.
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Table 1, The professor trust and learning flow according to general subjects
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Professor Trust

Learning Flow

Characteristics NE) Mean+SD p-value” Mean+SD p-value”
Gender
Male 76(28.9) 3.74+0.79 0.767 3.59+0.81 0.083
Female 187(71.1) 3.71£0.60 3.4140.76
Age
Under 20 years 36(13.7) 3.75+0.67° 0.001 3.49+0.77 0.905
21-24 years 190(72.2) 3.78+0.61° 3.45+0.82
Over 25 years 37(14.1) 3.34+0.77° 3.51+0.60
Grade
2nd grade 136(51.7) 3.81+0.62° <0.001 3.56+0.79 0.122
3nd grade 78(29.7) 3.78+0.66" 3.3740.81
4nd grade 49(18.6) 3.36+0.66" 3.35+0.67
Area
Metropolitan area 44(17.0) 3.92+0.45 0.091 3.57+0.58 0.923
Chungcheong-do 168(64.9) 3.71+0.68 3.47+0.76
Jeolla-do 25(9.7) 3.5740.54 3.45+0.89
Gyeongsang-do 17(6.6) 3.51+0.77 3.56+0.91
Gangwon-do 5(1.9) 3.484+0.42 3.53+0.49
Education
College 37(14.3) 3.71£0.65 0.924 3.50+0.76 0.691
University 222(85.7) 3.73+0.60 3.45+0.67
High school
Academic high school 232(88.5) 3.73+0.66 0.474 3.54+0.76 <0.001
Vocational high school 30(11.5) 3.64+0.61 2.93+0.75
Academic score
>4.0 52(19.8) 3.63+0.69 0.269 3.72+0.75 <0.001
3.0-4.0 173(65.8) 3.7140.67 3.49+0.77°
<3.0 38(14.4) 3.860.55 2.99+0.67°
Major
Nursing science 43(16.3) 3.64+0.69 0.370 3.69+0.80" 0.037
Operation treatment 32(12.2) 3.71+0.65 3.61£0.52%
Physical therapy 38(14.4) 3.91+0.56 3.59+0.78%
Dental hygiene 79(30.0) 3.7240.57 3.36+0.71®
Etc. 71(27.0) 3.660.77 3.30+0.90°

“by t-test or One way ANOVA test at a=0.05
**The same characters are not significant by Duncan test.
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Ura] B0 mE AR} Sl5E 2 <Table 1>}
2tk dubs EAo] wE mpAlE]E ool 21-2441=
3.78%, 204 oJsk= 3.75F 02 FAFSEA oH 254 o]ek=
334308 Yo7t werE a7t Woktkp=0.001). shd
of| M= 28R4 3.817, 33hd 3.78%, 45hd 3.367 0= shdo]
EoHE A7t Rolks AE Hthp<0.001).

A B0l wE S5EY2 E41 sS4 QIEA
L3540 =9k ARAL 29302 UQHp<0.001).
ol A= 4.00 4R 3.7274, 3.0-4.0-2 3497, 3.00]51= 2.99
Hog sho] WEHE dolx= AuE B YIti(p<0.001).
Aol 2k2(3ha} 3.698 02 7 =8k, AR =(3h
7 3.61%, SRAIE(EHT 3.594, A (EHT} 3.367, 718
(Ehr} 3.308 02 7P WA YeEkthp=0.037).

Table 2. Professor trust and learning flow

120 SRofREl S 7he) MR BA] Ads
<Table 3>} gt w4120 SHofRds XU4(=0313), 22
A(=0.126), )5 (=0.284), A%=(1=0.295)7} S5E<]
o A7 folR o] ATAE vehiich

O

Variable Min Max Mean+SD
Professor trust 1.48 5.00 3.72+0.66
Professional 1.00 5.00 4.06+0.70
Teaching skills 1.40 5.00 3.91+0.69
Leadership 1.00 5.00 3.58+0.80
Intimacy 1.00 5.00 3.35+0.80
Learning flow 1.48 6.00 3.46+0.78

Table 3. Correlation between professor trust and learning flow

Variable Intimacy Professional Teaching skills Leadership Learning flow
Intimacy 1
Professional 0.616” 1
Teaching skills 0.664" 0.737" 1
Leadership 0.729" 0.724"™ 0.734™ 1
Learning flow 0.313" 0.128" 0.284" 0.295" 1
"p<0.05 by Pearson’s correlation, ~p<0.01 by Pearson’s correlation.

Table 4, Stepwise multiple regression analysis related factors of learning flow
Model B SE 3 t p-value
Intimacy 0.175 0.080 0.178 2.176 0.030
High school(Academic high school) 0.426 0.134 0.175 3.182 0.002
Academic score(>4.0) 0.724 0.149 0.368 4.850 <0.001
Academic score(3.0-4.0) 0.475 0.125 0.287 3.812 <0.001
Leadership 0.257 0.294 0.262 2.732 0.007
Professional -0.321 0.096 -0.290 -3.340 0.001
Teaching skills 0.215 0.102 0.191 2.098 0.037

F=13.415, p<0.001, R*=0.269, Adjusted R’=0.249

Dependent variables: Leaning flow

Excluded variables: Major

Academic reference: <3.0

High school reference: Vocational high school
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