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Analysis on a Medical School Students' Academic Achievement by University Major
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Abstract

The purpose of the study is to analyse students’ academic achievement by their university
major field and changes of grade. The subject was entering students of C medical graduate
school in 2008. We divided entering students’ major fields into two fields that are natural science
and non-natural science filed. We analysed academic achievements of entering students by
grades, curriculum from 2008 to 2011. And We analysed to find out whether there are differences
in academic achievements by grades, curriculum of each major fields. There were no significant
statistical differences in academic achievements by grade, curriculum of the two different
university major fields. Futhermore, as a results of analysis on level(high, medium, low)
distribution and differences of academic achievements by grade, curriculum of the two different
university major fields, there were no statistically meaningful results. There is the need to keep
entrance selection systems that open the possibility of selecting the students with other
academic background. And there is the need to change general awareness assuming that there
are differences in academic achievements by university major fields. We need to guide students

with belief of their learning possibility.
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