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Abstract In Korea, institutions and universities to educate and train Bigdata manpower are not yet much.
There are various causes, but major cause among them is lack of understanding and perception on Bigdata.
Therefore, this study investigated the situation regarding the recognition on Bigdata of universities' faculties and
presented a direction for educating Bigdata manpower at the university. As a result, it was investigated that
their awareness about the impact of Bigdata is not so great, despite of the somewhat understanding for the
Bigdata. In particular, it was investigated that their intentions of research and education for Bigdata are not
high. So, for a while, it was identified that Bigdata specialist training will not be easy. In conclusion, this
study suggested that the government should pay its attention more on policy for Bigdata manpower training
policy of the universities according to direction of the government 3.0 policy that considers the Bigdata to the
axis of the major policy.
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(Table 1) demographic characteristics of the

respondents (unit : persons, %)
characteristics cases %
total 53 100
cultural sciences 4 75
. social science 29 54.7
major natural science 11 20.8
science and engineering 9 17
Seoul 9 17
metropolitan area 12 22.6
region Chungbuk area 8 15.1
Chungnam area 14 26.4
Gyeongsang area 3 5.7
Jeolla area 7 132
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7Hd 1 agle] 25u)sh Aol wd|o]E €] o= A}

term

o] A& 913 ANOVA ¥4 A3l= Ae|shd, <Table
2>¢} 2.
(Table 2) Results of ANOVA
sum of dat mean F | sig
squares square
(combined) 14306 | 5 | 2861 |3.160].015
between i unweighted 215 1 215 | 237 | 629
~groups | " [Tweighted | 049 | 1 | 049 | 054 | 817
4

deviation 14.258 3.564 |3.936 .008
within-group 42562 47 | 906
total 56.868 | 52
ANOVA #4 43} F ‘% 316001, olol gt o

£ 0051tk 47] o] 7}
SEREERE

=X 00150l o fifar
4 189 245 19y
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315k ANOVA 24 75} % a
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(Table 3) Results of ANOVA

sum of at mean F sig

squares square
(combined) 9.771 3 | 3.257 [3.389] .025
between | . unweighted | 2.700 1 | 2700|2809 .100
~groups IEZE‘I‘: weighted | 3907 | 1 | 3907 |4065] .049
deviation 5.863 2 | 2932 |3.050] .056

within—-group 47,097 49 | 961

total 56.868 52
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(Table 4) Results of ANOVA

sum of gf | mean | o sig

squares square
(combined) 1.271 5 254 | 837 | 530
between linear unweighted| .052 1 052 | 170 | 682
—groups term weighted 148 1 148 | 489 | 488
deviation | 1.123 4 281 | 924 | 458

within-group 14.276 | 47 304

total 15547 | 52

ANOVA 4] A3, Fgt2 0.8370]H, ofel] gk 2
£ 05300t} ol FogE 0058t 27] el 7}
A (o] &t x| ‘ﬂ‘tﬂolEM AreH 9F

<Table 5>¢} 2t}

(Table 5) Results of ANOVA

sum of a mean F sig.

squares square
(combined) 805 3 | 268 | 891 | 452
between | . unweighted 677 1 | 677 | 2251 | .140
~groups lgg‘l‘f weighted | 633 | 1 | 633 | 2103 | 153
deviation 172 2 | 086 | 28 | 753

within—-group 14.743 49 | 301

total 15547 | 52
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(Table 6) Results of ANOVA

sum of a mean F | sig.

squares square
(combined) 1.860 5 372 11333 .267
between| .. unweighted| .929 1 929 13329 .074
~groups lgfr‘;r weighted | 574 | 1 | 574 |2056] 158
deviation | 1286 4 322 | 1152 .344

within-group 13.121 47 279

total 14.981 52
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(Table 7) Results of ANOVA

sum of mean

df F | sig.
squares square
(combined) 379 3 126 | 424 | 736
between finear unweighted 014 1 014 | .047 | .830
-groups weighted 060 1 060 | .200 | 657

term

deviation 320 2 160 | 536 | 588
within—-group 14.602 49 | 298
total 14981 | 52
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(Table 8) Results of ANOVA

sum of g | mean | o sig.

squares square
(combined) 1575 5 | .315 | B2l | .759
between linear unweighted 815 1 | 815 [1.348| .252
—groups term weighted .601 1| 601 | 994 |.324
deviation 974 4 | 244 | 403 | .806

within—-group 28425 | 47 | 605

total 30.000 | 52
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(Table 9) Results of ANOVA

sum of mean

df F sig.

squares square
(combined) 5074 | 3 | 1691 |3325] 027
between | . unweighted 337 1 337 | 663 | 420
—groups lfelf;f weighted | 026 | 1 | 026 | 050 | 824
deviation | 5049 | 2 | 2524 |4963| 011

within-group 24926 | 49 | 509

total 30.000 | 52
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(Table 10) Results of ANOVA

sum of dat mean F sig

squares square
(combined) 11683 | 5 | 2337 | 1512 | .204
between| . unweighted | 7.951 1 | 7951 | 5146 | .028
~groups lizli;r weighted | 9142 | 1 | 9.142 | 5917 | 019
deviation 2.541 4 | 635 | 411 |.800

within-group 72619 | 47 | 1545

total 84.302 | 52
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(Table 12) Results of test of the hypothesis

Division

Contents

Results

Hypothe
sis 1

(There would be significant differences in|
understanding of Big data among universities in|
the each region.

Accept

Hypothe
sis 2

There would be significant differences in|
nderstanding of Big data among professors’|
majors.

Accept

Hypothe
sis 3

(There would be significant differences in the
lawareness about the social impact of Big datq]
lamong universities in the each region.

Reject

Hypothe
sis 4

(There would be significant differences in the
lawareness about the social impact of Big data]
lamong professors’ majors.

Reject

Hypothe
sis 5

There would be significant differences in the
lawareness about the impact of each major of Big
data among universities in the each region.

Reject

Hypothe
sis 6

(There would be significant differences in the
lawareness about the impact of each major of Big
ata among professors’ majors.

Reject

Hypothe
sis 7

There would be significant differences in the
rresearch(education) intention on Big data among]
universities in the each region.

Reject

Hypothe
sis 8

There would be significant differences in the
research(education) intention on Big data among]
professors’ majors.

Accept

Hypothe
sis 9

(There would be significant differences in the
penning(or planning) of Big data related course:
lamong universities in the each region.

Reject

Hypothe
sis 10

There would be significant differences in the
openning (or planning) of Big data related courses
lamong professors’ majors.

Reject
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