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Abstract The purpose of this study is to investigate how the variables of parenting styles and dependency
on the smart phone affect college students’ satisfaction to campus life, to seek the better ways for the
college students to fit into the new environment, and to offer the practical tips based on our findings. In
this study, we applied the regression analysis to verify the relationship among the variables related to the
satisfaction to university life and the mediating effect of dependency on the smart phone. The results of
this study suggest that the positive rearing attitude, which is the subfactor of parenting styles, has a
negative effect on the dependency on the smart phone, and that dependency on the smart phone has a
negative effect on the satisfaction to college life. At the same time it is found out that the negative rearing
attitude has a positive effect on dependency on the smart phone, and that dependency on the smart phone
has a negative effect on the satisfaction to the college life. In addition, the dependency on the smart phone
has a partial mediating effect on the relationship between the positive/negative rearing attitudes and
dependency on the smart phone. Based on these findings, we recommended the better ways to improve
college students’ satisfaction to their college lives.

Key Words : Parents’ positive rearing attitude, Negative rearing attitude, Satisfaction to college life,
Dependency on the smart phone, Fusion and convergence
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Fig. 1. Proposed Model
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Table 1. Demographic and sociological characteristics HolFa Qirk
Classification N % T8 R GiAds RIS Y4l s HEE &
gender e SO g Aot e Aogto] 3uek A, Hrs gl 7
= B3r
high school or lower level 651 52.1 E‘E]' Z}O]' ET ;{é:ﬂ-fj—% O]%E]'
maternal junior college 158 12.7 - . .
level of . . Table 2. Characteristics of Major Variables (n=1,309)
education college 374 29.9
graduate school 23 1.8 Variables | Min. [Max.| Mean | S.D. | Skewness | Kurtosis
no information 43 3.4
high school or lower level 504 40.3 1) 1.50 | 4.00| 2.965 | .426 072 226
paternal junior college 123 9.8 ; T - —
lovel of college o 387 2) | 1.00 [3.73]2.095 | .498 | .000 | -.242
education graduate  school 50 4.0 3) 2.00 [4.00] 2.628 | .468 798 .156
no information 89 7.1 : : : . ]
less than 24 million 182 14.4 4 2.00 | 4.00| 2.878 | .428 122 -390
24 million or more—less than 36 .. 186 1) Positive Rearing Attitude 2) Negative Rearing Attitude,
million 3) Dependency on the Smart Phone, 4) College Life Satisfaction
36 million or more ~ less than 48 o ;
. - 242 19.2
income million
(won) 48 million or ;:;1)122; less than 60 934 186 3.3 8 Eﬂ% Zl—gl /\01-1174]
60 million or more ~ 185 14.7 —7—_8_ Eﬁ‘jf‘ Z_]' Ay 8¢EE§% Table 33"} ]'_O_ s %@W]
less than 72 million :
72 million or more 183 14.5 A]’%‘% Eﬁ‘/ﬂé 8 -?rfl]/‘f .05 El] il J }2)]’3'(_]'7_74]% qu %
family parents+children 1,097 87.0 7;“3—]1 2= 25 fomEHA 1,]_]:/} o} ;L;q]@ =2 tehio]
make—up other make—up 164 13.0 e Hmo] %] e LA sl e
100 thousand or less 256 20.3 e RO TAA FHEEE gAESE (=208,
110 thousand or more 200 939 19.0 p<.01 Yz} A -](‘d A = _H;_o:]_f_jr_, J.:[L?gl"] OO]:ITQ]E
monthly thousand or less B
allowanc 210 thousand or more 300 118 331 (r=—2324, p<.01) W AnlE ZE ojEL( =—099, p<.01 )9]'
e thousand or less ’ -
= BAo] Ayl A= F= U} Huo
(won) 310 thousand or more 400 209 166 = AR ARRAE HolTs Ao YeRRTh HRe
thousand or less BAA kST ANLE ¥ oJ&% (1=, 149, p<. 0D A
410 thousand or more 138 10.9 : - - -
humanities 134 102 Aol AAAAE RoFa, Y ETEL (r=—087,
eciﬁ;izﬁ:sgf“ 45 111 p<.01)9} A1 FAIAE HoFaL Qlom, ~ntE E
law, social science 126 9.6 9]“’_1‘11::‘5 ‘:HS—].‘}}E ::-_lﬂ'g?l::_(r:— 077, p<. 01)9]' Hx“?l J’T{_]'
engineering 353 27.0 A= o)
college natural science 126 9.6 il L]—E} AL 9l
major X .
health science(medicine, 172 13.2 . . .
pharmacy, nursing, treatment) : Table 3. Correlation among Major Variables
entertainment & sports/art . coefficient
&design e variable D 2) 3) I}
free major/ education 98 7.5 1) 1
2) —.324" 1
3) —.099™ .149™ 1
32 7 WrEe) |G EAR v [ o s | ot [
tehile] Bmoko gl ol 59 golo) TAA AkSEE. #p<.01, 1)Positive Rearing Attitude 2)Negative rearing Attitude,

= 3)Dependency on the Smart phone, 4)Adaptation to College Life
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otqa} =} RG] 2mlE E O)ET] ujA| S FEeop AvtE E OELS WA 55S EAsi
b 1 g, Table 5] 1et7AlolA 5O FA44 FHEE=(B
Table 49] 1TTHAlOA] Bro] ZAA oFSe)w(B=208, =-087, t=—3155, p<.01)& Aol frofw] gt
t=7.697, p<.001)%= tiEPEIEL o] Soln]at & (+)7]0] FH()AR] ks A= A 0R LR 2904 5§
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4.3% VFERH u} 21474]01]*1 =Sl o] ZAA o Fieol| §-4Q1 G nlA= A
ST 2aw0le) HEIENEL) o3k n|)= A t=—2.773, p<.01). PIZIHGRQ] 2mLE E ofERE F5
901

o Ay E}(B 203, t=7.459, p<.001). vl7|S=el ~ 1 s Rt 491 S A= Ao LE
R B70] o WCHB=-.066, t=—2.369, p<.05).

nlE E &L= 24m0] tshgulEo)

SEO

RS WA= Ao & LERGTH B=—057, t=—2.108, p<.05).

o

Table 4. The Effect of Smart Phone Dependence on the Positive Rearing Attitude of Parents and of Adaptation
to College Life

Level Variable B [§] t F R? adjusted R?
1 level 1)—3) .209 208" 7.697 59.243™" .043 .043
; .204 .203™ 7.459 FORSUR. -
2 level 1), 2)—3) 052 — 057" 5108 31.921 .047 .045
3 level 1)— 2) —.109 —.099™ -3.614 13.059™ .010 .009

#x+p<.001, 1) positive rearing attitude 2) Dependency on the Smart phone 3) Adaptation to College Life

Table 5. The Effect of Smart Phone Dependence on the Negative Rearing Attitude of Parents and of Adaptation
to College Life

Level Variable B B t F R® adjusted R?

1 level )~ 3) -.075 —.087" —3.155 9.955" 008 007
—.066 -.077" -2.773

: 2)—>: 7.8017 012 010

2 level D279 —.060 —.066° ~2.369

3 level ) 2) 140 1497 5.422 29612 022 021

#p<.05, #*p<.01, =+p<.001, 1) Negative Rearing Attitude 2) Dependency on the Smart Phone, 3) Adaptation to College Life
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Table 6. Mediatet Effect Verification
Sobel test
Path o p
statistic
Positive Rearing Attitude—Dependency on the _ _
. . 1.805 .035
Smart Phone—Adaptation to College Life
Negative Rearing Attitude—Depend:
egative Rearing itu ? ependency })n _5192 | 014
the Smart Phone—Adaptation to College Life
5 RS 291 & SR sl 39 i
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