Journal of Digital Convergence ISSN 2713—6434 / eISSN 2713—6442
Vol. 18. No. 11, pp. 311-318, 2020 https://doi.org/10.14400/JDC.2020.18.11.311

SR AA ra et At kEALe] 2y AAA,
| S5 atel WA

Effects of self—determination and learning commitment on the
learning outcome of nurses currently under academic credit bank
system

KyoungSook Lee
Assistant professor, Department of Nursing, Ulsan University

£ o A7 HERA st A 9 tAE tdeR 2] A, SEE), Shedate] ek g
BAAS sotsta st Ttel] JFS WA E 29 dolny] s AAEATh ARFHe B Al A4 170 LA
Asstatel] A3k QA A 1448E tgez FxstE AEAE o] &asith Ay 713E2 2018\ 49 197-H
1149 2024744 9lek AF23= SPSS/WIN 24.0% ©]-8-3to] T—test, ANOVA, “g3aHA] 4], th53]7] 41 o833l
ok odAtel A7) A sheES), ShEAd ek AR AT ASaL, SEERl S ke A AT Sl
ATt B Ttel GFE MAE 2l A7) 244, SEEdela & Ay 321%50 . webA shd Al Ast
s S5 Aake a7 flste] dnby SA6) gaglol A AAA, ShrESlS e devt vk aeew

DA EekE 7Bl A e TksAke] 247 27843 3
A =

h =
Sl B4 e Ped xARE 289 5 92 Aol
FAel : A7) ARA, S, B, A, 2B

Abstract This study was done to explore the correlation among self—determination, learning
commitment and learning outcomes and identify factors related learning outcomes under academic
credit bank system. The survey was conducted self—report questionnaire. The data collection period was
form April to November 2018. Participants were 144 registered nurses working currently under
academic credit bank system. Collected data were analyzed using SPSS/WIN 24.0. Learning outcomes
had a positive correlation with self—determination and learning commitment. learning commitment.
Self—determination was positively correlated learning commitment. Factors affecting learning outcomes
included self—determination and learning commitment. And self—determination and learning
commitment accounted for 32.1% of the variance in learning outcomes. Therefore, developing learning
outcomes support for improving self—determination and learning commitment. Future research will be
needed to clarify the effects of learning outcomes promotion program on self—determination and

learning commitment.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Participants (N=151)
Characteristics Categories n %
Gender Male 0 0
Female 144 100
Age(yr) <25 20 13.9
25~29 54 37.5
30~35 18 12.5
35~40 35 36.1
Marital status Single 84 58.3
Married 60 41.7
Career(yr) <2 4 2.8
2~5 50 34.7
5~10 34 23.6
10< 36 38.9
Place of work Advanced general hospital 10 6.9
General hospital 78 54.2
Hospital 30 20.8
Other 26 18.1
Health Status Not very good 0 0
Generally not good 32 22.2
Generally good 108 75.0
Very good 4 2.8
Religion Yes 105 45.8
No 39 54.2
Table 2. Mean Scores for self—determination, learning commitment, learning outcome N=15D)
Variables Range M=£SD Min Max
self—determination 1 ~5 3.43+.57 2.22 4.89
Autonomy 1 ~5 3.33+.32 2.00 4.67
Competence 1 ~5 3.34%.33 2.00 5.00
Relationship 1 ~5 3.64+.28 2.17 5.00
Learning commitment 1 ~5 3.17£.60 2.50 4.10
Study assignments 1 ~5 3.06+.44 2.20 4.10
Learning process integration 1 ~5 3.43+.46 2.70 4.60
Integration of learning behavior 1 ~5 3.03+.48 2.00 4.20
Thinking loss of self consciousness 1 ~5 2.93+.43 2.00 4.00
Learning outcome 1 ~5 3.20+.49 2.36 4.45
Personal 1 ~5 3.45+.49 2.25 5.00
Occupational 1 ~5 2.28+.51 1.25 3.75
Social 1 ~5 4.57+.73 2.67 5.00
32 UPRpe] 2] AR, Sk5ES Sk AT Ae wk BAC whE Ay AL 93 (F=4.12, p=.009),
- 7:]1 = — = =
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Table 3. Differences in self—determination, learning commitment, learning outcome level according to general

characteristics (N=151)
self—determination learning commitment learning outcome
Categories t/F (p) t/F (p) t/F (p)
+ + +
—— Scheffé LiESD Scheffé LESD Scheff
Gender Female 3.43+.57 3.05%£.60 3.20+£.49
<25 3.18%+.65% 119 3.04+.69% 115 3.36%.56
Age(yr) 25~29 3.33+.53" (.009) 2.98+.61° (<.001) 3.19+.41 1.15
gely 30~35 3.17+.58° bed 3.17+.53 o eed 3.45%.46 (.334)
35~40 3.724.54¢ a ¢ 3.41+.61° ab.c 3.41+.52
Marital Single 3.28%.60 —2.66 3.01£.55 —5.09 3.25%.50 —1.59
status Married 3.64%.56 (.010) 3.40%.63 (<.001) 3.43%+.48 (.114)
<2 3.61+.56% 1192 3.14%+.61* 10.29 3.68+.53
Career 2~5 3.21+.22° ( 609) 3.01+.56° (< (')01) 3.29+.44 9.03
(yr) 5~10 3.28+.56¢ b '< d 3.00%.74¢ b <d 3.32+.52 (.507)
10< 3.70+.56" s 3.42+.84¢ &b ¢ 3.39+.52
Advanced general hospital 3.23%+.56 3.14%.61 3.09£.55
Place of General hospital 3.36%.56 .96 3.01£.56 2.49 3.20+.43 1.07
work Hospital 3.55+.54 (.413) 3.01£.52 (.067) 3.36%£.52 (.366)
Other 3.59+.54 3.42+.61 3.51£.52
Health Generally not good 3.24%.55 202 3.07£.57° 3.21 3.28%.44* 3.29
Steat Generally good 3.47+.55 (141) 3.18+.56" (.046) 3.314.46" (.043)
atus Very good 4.00£.60 : 3.71+.68° a, b<c 4.18+.58° a, b<c
Religion Yes 3.35+.54 —.85 3.21+.62 .83 3.34%+.49 132
g No 3.48+.54 (.395) 3.14+.55 (.416) 3.33+.47 (.895)
Table 4. Correlations of self—determination, learning commitment, learning outcome (N=144)
Self—determination Learning commitment Learning outcome
Variables
r (p) r (p r (p
Self—determination 1
Learning commitment 1492(<.001) 1
Learning outcome .250(<.001) .441(<001)
Table 5. Influencing Factors on learning outcome (N=144)
Variable B B t P VIF
(constant) 13.98 2.39 .009
Self determination 1.32 11 2.05 .005 1.063
Learning commitment 1.27 .14 6.57 .001 1.010

R?=.351, Ajd R’= .321, F=27.56, p<.001, Durbin—watson=1.953
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