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Abstract The purpose of this study was to investigate the characteristics of parents support (PS), friends
support (FS), and professor support (PS) of university students, and to examine the correlation between
gender, social support, and university life satisfaction (ULS). The survey was conducted using 564
college students in Gangwon-do using a questionnaire consisting of 27 social support and 5 ULS. As
a result, PS, FS, and PS showed positive answers, but the PS showed relatively negative answers and ULS
was not high. And regardless of gender, there was a statistically significant correlation between PS, FS,
PS and ULS (p<0.00). In the correlation of gender, PS, FS, PS, and ULS, there was a statistically
significant correlation between PS, FS, PS and ULS without gender (p <0.00). In order to improve the
ULS, it is necessary to promote interaction through systematic friends and professors as well as

parents.
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E A= 20179 10€5H 201949 6¥7H1] 9=
24 diskwof Ast F2l o, of sty 5648 e
2 23]o] AX HEXE AT

22 ey o MR}
2 Q75 JUE A4 6, of ) 2, me.

529 St ehgel 4, $, 19, 35K
ohet AR W 7o) Jehge dobu A st
A2 AYATNN ANE F2, B9, 354U L o
BB BEES WL 5 Y AT ARE YL
olg AT FA| W 24 8-S 5, BASHALE,
EG AT el AR Sgetlo] oM MR 2
Afe] B, 204 O B4, HE 18 F sk o
At AQle] 2AZ wskE AAEA H3) b e
52 4% Ao A9ty 5 Qo] T AXsck W
3k 484 % 60052 23] AH WpReka ol MR
HAEZF BQ0R), B4t oF BA0D) F 3652

AT 56478 25510l 7S MBS,
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231 ZEW 22, ue 3 WX HE (Korean
version parents, friend and professor
support scale; K-PFPSS)

K-PFPSSE Nolten (1994)0] 7Htetil Jang¥} Jin
(2009)0] FEo 2 Mgt Hr g 2 o] 9A 3
ofal Hksto] ARESITH12,13]. £ AEA = 1, W
9 A B2 74 o) 2R F 270 2=
TR & AR 47 FEE 4 2255 A
A o] =52 9uigtth. AR Y¥AHES] Cronbach’s @
= 0.94, 22AY = 0.92, ZFAY o= 0.90, TLAY

o= 09022 98 £F W4 H3=E 14
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2.3.2 220 AF OEEE M (Korean version of the
satisfaction with the life scale; K-SWLS)
K-SWLS= AeHQl 49 v 25 B7ls] 9
3o Diener 5(1985)0] 7HE5taL Joot Cha(1998)7}
TEOE WA I T4 NS AER olE £ H
dsto] ofs BY WEEE BIRSHICHI5,16]. K-
SWLSE Hehe] TS s A 5719 MFE ERst
1 7 FE 78 AEE ARSIt 2 AE2 o B3
S AMESHA] o SEAY TRt oAt ME A
A A7 225 =2 U ALY HEEE 9]
shH15].

4

B o] 2k7 E4L2 SPSS 19.0 T2 IS ARES
o BA Agsttt. e e, g, 4 JH 5
¥ e gubd By 2Hn w9 wex|ee] AR
T WEEAE SHlT Ao ek AR Y} st
AL TS0 BAE YotE7] Qo] ZHEE ¢ 3%
(independent t-test)2 AAISFCt wpA|Eto g AJH,
5, 24, w4 AT 4] TS 719) AdE Dot
Bz} goj& AA S (pearson's correlation)S 4
Aletiet. BAE 79 % ¢=0.052 St}

3.1 T FOIKIO Uty S

Table 13} o] 2 Q170] ojet thope] 2w
54 % JePIS 305%(54.1%), oJSHIS 25945, 9%)
o= spo] olspgurt 463(E.2%) BT 194
151%8(26.8%), 28hd2 169%(30.0%), 3892 174

Table 1. General characteristics of the subjects

(N=564)
Characteristics N (%)
Gender Male 305 (54.1)
Female 259 (45.9)
1 grade 151 (26.8)
2 grade 169 (30.0)
Grade 3 grade 174 (30.9)
4 grade 70 (12.4)
Dormitory 370 (65.6)
. . Live apart from house 162 (28.7)
fygj‘de”“a' Home 24 4.3)
Rooming house 4(0.7)
Etc. 4(0.7)

(30.9%) 02 7Fg ¥ H8o] B 43Pd2 707
(124%) 02 7Pg @2 vl&S BElth. AFFHE 715
A} 3708(65.6%) 0.2 7 =9k 24 162WH(28.7%),
27} 2478(4.3%), 514 478(0.7%), 71EF 478(0.7%) S5-I
Act.

3.2 23§ U pAX|el M2AW

Table 29} o] 22| HAEA} 18} ‘Hro] &
A2 47, 2908(65.3%), 13, 478(0.9%) <=1 23
Hi= s 7K e 242 JF2 43, 3009
(67.6%), 14, 178(0.2%) %=0]o™ 33} ‘Hm o] Al
SE2 43, 290%(67.6%), 13, 3(0.7%) &clct.

43} "Fmo] ARPLe 43, 25779(57.9%), 173, 3%8(0.7%)
0|91 58 Ko A= 44, 2208(49.5%), 14,
278(0.5%) «=°l1%lom 63 ‘Hmo] 22 47, 229%
(51.6%), 14, 198(0.2%) <=°lct. 78 Fmo] 514 9
AL 47, 2568(57.7%), 13, 378(0.7%) &1 8
3 Brol X8 473, 247H(55.6%). 13, 48(0.9%)
sol9lon o8 ‘RHro] E-F P2 43, 27179
(61.0%), 14, 57(1.1%) «°lAct. Table 37 Z2 o
A YL AEAT 13 s A7) T 9 FF 34,
2878(64.6%), 14, 1198(2.5%) <=1 23 Sk} 2
o] =88 37, 269(60.6%), 18, 78(1.6%) £=°IL
o 33 skt W9 A2 37, 2607(58.6%), 14,
118(2.5%) <=oltt. 43 shat 79 WU 34,
254%8(57.2%), 14, 58(1.1%) 40|11 53 ek} 21+
o] oAEEY +4'2 37, 2819(63.3%), 14, 59
(1.1%) %ol3lom 6§ ‘sl 279 7 EATS 37,
2557(57.4%), 134, 378(0.7%) %=°1it}. 73 ok A
o] AZFL 33, 2487(55.9%), 17, 999(2.0%) £IAL
8% ‘gt A9 A2 33, 2479(55.6%), 13, 9%
(2.0%) o1lon 9% ‘g3t 9] EAAYL 374,
24798(55.6%), 14, 1198(2.5%) <«=°]itt. Table 29}
2o SR PLe HEAN 19 ol W) AAEF S
47, 320%8(56.7%), 14, 16'8(2.8%) <=0|aL 23 ‘St
3 @40l TA'L 23, 221%(39.2%), 13, 498(8.7%)
oI 3% e W] A= 3%, 279%(49.5%),
13, 2478(4.3%) <=ol9loH 43 ‘s wro] shsA| el
2 334, 27678(48.9%), 14, 2778(4.8%) «=°13itt. 53
Sl w0] FHA] Hof A2 33, 270%(47.9%), 174,
29%(5.1%) =01 63 T} wo] FHEAF - 37,
27079(47.9%), 14, 278(4.8%) «=°1oni 73 skt

Ol
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250l A A 33, 26278(46.5%), 14, 257
(4.4%)°190ct. 8F ‘St wpo] P 3H, 2547
(45.0%), 13, 22%9(3.9%) =1L 9% o} w42] 4
e 3%, 2817(49.8%), 14, 168(2.8%) &=°]ct.

(28.2%), 74, 297¥(5.1%) <=°|J1L 28 ‘H, AT,
FAYL ¥ 34, 156%8Q27.7%), 148, 14%8(2.5%)
olglon 33 @A et ggo] wEE 43, 1521
(27.0%), 14, 159(2.7%) w=°]tt. 43 Hot= AE2
ol 44, 179%(1.7%), 74, 35%(6.2%) <=0l
58 ‘Ahet Al Aga 22 gudgs T AL 43,
12379(21.8%), 74, 4878(8.5%) <=C]ATt.

Table 2. Responses rate per questionnaire item of social support (N=564)
- N(%)
Characteristics NS() o) 053 A5
1. Parents are interested in children. 4(0.9) 25(5.6) 125(28.2) | 290(65.3)
2. Parents recognize their children as valuable. 1(0.2) 10(2.3) 133(30.0) | 300(67.6)
3. Parents feel that their children are receiving love and care. 3(0.7) 21(4.7) 130(29.3) | 290(65.3)
4. Parents give praise for what their child did well. 3(0.7) 33(7.4) 151(34.0) | 257(57.9)
PS(9) | 5. Parents encourage your child when he is hesitant to make a decision. 2(0.5) 37(8.3) 185(41.7) | 220(49.5)
6. Parents advise your child to make a reasonable decision 1(0.2) 31(7.0) 183(41.2) | 229(51.6)
7. Parents help their children solve problems when they are in a difficult situation. 3(0.7) 24(5.4) 161(36.3) | 256(57.7)
8. Parents can help their children do what they want. 4(0.9) 35(7.9) 158(35.6) | 247(55.6)
9. Parents provide financial support to their children. 5(1.1) 26(5.9) 142(32.0) | 271(61.0)
10. Colleague is worried about my work. 11(2.5) 51(11.5) 287(64.6) 95(21.4)
11. Colleague friend helps me when | need help. 7(1.6) 36(8.1) 269(60.6) | 132(29.7)
12. Colleague friend is doing my job when I'm sick. 11(2.5) | 68(156.3) | 260(58.6) | 105(23.6)
13. When others turn me off, my friend is with me. 5(1.1) 57(12.8) | 254(57.2) 128(28 8)
FS(9) 14. Colleague of my department respect my opinion and accept it positively. 5(1.1) 38(8.6) 281(63.3) | 120(27.0)
15. Colleague turns me on when I'm in a bad mood. 7) 53(11.9) 255(57.4) | 133(30.0)
16. Colleague praises me when | work well. .0) 55(12.4) 248(55.9) | 132(29.7)
17. Colleague kindly explains what | am confused about. .0) 57(12.8) 247(55.6) | 131(29.5)
18. Colleague and | use things together. 11(2.5) 41(9.2) 247(55.6) | 145(32.7)
19. Professor respects my personality. 16(2.8) | 118(20.9) | 320(56.7) | 110(19.5)
20. Professor is interested in me. 49(8.7) | 221(39.2) | 209(37.1) | 85(15.1)
21. Professor encourages my college life. 24(4.3) | 158(28.0) | 279(49.5) | 103(18.3)
22. Professor tells me how to do the study. 27(4.8) | 152(26.9) | 276(48.9) | 109(19.3)
PS(9) 23. Professor will discuss my goals and interests. 29(5.1) | 155(27.5) | 270(47.9) | 110(19.5)
24. Professors provide information to solve academic problems. 27(4.8) | 1955(27.5) | 270(47.9) | 112(19.9)
25. Professor does my best to help me without paying the price 25(4.4) | 169(30.0) | 262(46.5) | 108(19.1)
26. Professor advises me about my behavior 22(3.9) | 189(33.5) | 254(45.0) 99(17.6)
27. Professor praises me when | have worked hard or have done well. 16(2.8) | 162(28.7) | 281(49.8) | 105(18.6)
PS: parents support, FS: friends support, PS: professor support, NS (1): no support; LS (2): little support, OS (3): often support, AS (4): always support
Table 3. Responses rate per questionnaire item of life satisfaction (N=564)
Characteristics NGe)
SD(1) D(2) SD@3) ND(4) SA(5) A) SA®)
1. My university life is similar to my goal at the time of 49 72 109 159 72 74 29
admission. 8.7) (12.8) (19.3) (28.2) (12.8) (13.1) (5.1)
: . 14 42 156
! 2. In my college life, PS, FS and PS is good. ©5) (7.4) @77) (;11_?) (21;% (172:.39) (01_2>
L| 3. | am satisfied with my university life. 15 41 80 152 109 118 49
s (2.9 (7.3) (14.2) (27.0) (19.3) (20.9) 8.7)
4. | have done what | want in university life. (63,3) (1524) (113(;) (3117%) (13?2) (1%?1) (53%)
5. Even if | go to university again, will do the same life as 88 93 87 123 55 70 48
now. (15.6) (16.5) (15.4) (21.8) 9.8) (12.4) 8.5

SD: Strongly disagree, D: Disagree, SD: Silghtly disagree, ND: Neither agree nor disagree, SA(5): Slightly agree, A: Agree, SA Strongly agree, PS:
parents support, FS: friends support, PS: professor support, ULS: university life satisfaction
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Table 49} Zo] dA7to] oigt o distayel A
ztolof oigt ALS Y, el A ST H|WolA] R
A 9L Fshy 31.5045.45, oJ3HY 31.24+5.59, IS
A9 Fshy 28.3145.19, oJ3H) 28.04+4.90, ©|
I ofsh e THETo|A EehAY 21.40+8.08 o5y
20.59+5.7601% 01 BAsHH 02 folgt XlolE Hol
A kTt (p)0.05). HbHo] WA Yo)A  EEHAY
26.13£6.09, 938 23.74+5.550|9070 EAEAoR
frolst &folE EATHp<0.00).
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Table 4. Difference of gender in PS, FS, PS and ULS

on subjects (N=564)
M (N=305) F (N=259)
Variables t
M#£SD M+SD
PS 31.5045.45 31.2445.59 0.60
FS 28.3145.19 28.04+4.90 0.64
PS 26.13t6.09 23.7445.55 483"
uLs 21.4048.08 20.595.76 1.35

""p<0.00, M+SD: meanzstandard deviation, M: male, F: female, PS:
parent support, FS: friend support, PS: professor support, ULS:
university life satisfaction
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AU APt st Y wEzolA 0.39, 0.37

Table 5. Correlations between social support, parent
support, friend support, professor support and
life satisfaction

S PS FS PS LS
S 1

PS -.02 1

FS -.02 M7 1

PS -20" 317 397 1

LS -.06 20" 37" 43" 1

""p<0.00 S: sex, PS: parent support, FS: friend support, PS: professor
support, LS: life satisfaction
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