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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects (N=129)
N(%) (Mean*+SD)
Gender Male 33(25.6)
Female %(74.4)
Grade 1 41(31.8)
2 37(287)
3 24(186)
4 27(20.9)
Residence Domitory 115(89.1)
Board oneself 14(10.9)
Character Very introvert 11(85)
Introvert 32(24.8)
Normal 55(42.6) .
Extrovert 22(17.1)
Very extrovert 9(7.0)
Go Home Zero 29(22.5)
One Time 56(43.4)
Two Times 28(21.7)
Three Times 10(4.7)
Four Times 6(7.8)
Age - 20.59+1.63
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Item number(N=26)

Cronbach’s a

Undertaking 10
Friends 38
Family 8

0.71
0.75
0.83
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Table 3. Social Participation Differences by Grade (N=129)
class1(N=41) class2(N=37) class3(N=24) class4(N=27) r »
M=SD M=SD M=+SD M=SD
Undertaking 23.61+£12.68 23.30£12.39 23.54+12.39 16.19+13.25 2.37 07
Friends 39.95+11.96 42.08+11.11 37.00£13.05 37.33+15.91 1.07 .36
Family 30.17+£14.57 25.86+£15.49 24.79+11.21 23.56+16.67 1.33 27
Table 4. Social Participation Differences by Gender (N=129)
Male(IN=33) Female(N=96) t D
Undertaking 29.15+14.26 19.48+11.41 -393 .00
Friends 40.12+14.39 39.24+12.38 -39 74
Family 25.45£13.96 26.93£15.16 49 62
Table 5. Correlations between SNS and Control Variables (N=129)
Undertaking Friends Family
Facebook Friends 27 17 02
Kakaotalk Friends 22 09 -05
Kakaotalk Mean 09 18 01
Gender” 33 .03 -4
Character” 11 18" -02
Go Home"” 21° 22 A3

““p<0.00L, “p<00L, "p<0.05
¥ 0=Male, 1=Female

Y 1=Very Introvert, 2=Introvert, 3=Normal, 4=Extrovert, 5=Very Extrovert

9 Recently the number of go home within 4 weeks
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Abstract

The Correlation between Social Network Service Strength
and Social Participation of University students

Kim, Tae-June, Park, Yun-Ju, Lee, Seul-Ki, Lee, Yoon-Hee, Ji, Si-yeon, Jeon, Byoung-Jin

Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Kangwon National University

Purpose : By confirming the relationship of the Social Network Service(SNS) strength and social
participation, it tries to present the basic data of the social participation of the university students.

Method : Students that department of Occupational Therapy in K University was done to target 136 people.
SNS strength was measured to be stored in the mobile phone SNS friends and KakaoTalk average call
times. measurement tool of social participation was used Maastricht Social Participation Profile(MSPP) as
modifed by Godelief et al.(2009). MSPP is composed of formal social participation(undertaking) and informal
social participation(contact with friends and acquaintances and contact with family) item.

Results : The study shows a significant correlation between the number of SNS friends and Undertaking
item and between KakaoTalk average call times and Contact with friends and acquaintances item(a=0.05).

Conclusion : College student SNS strength and social participation showed a correlation. Therefore, The
higher the SNS strength and social participation is determined to have a positive impact on the daily life
of college students.

Key words : SNS, SNS Strength, Social Network Service, Social Participation, University student
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Maastricht Social Participation Profile(MSPP)
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