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ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to understand the motivation for major selection and degree of satisfaction with
major for university students in the department of Radiology, and to analyze the effect university life adjustment
in COVID-19. From Jung 20 to July 20, 2021, 308 students in grades 1~4 were enrolled at universities in Busan
and Gyeongnam. Factors influencing university life adjustment were found to have a good adjustment when
majoring was selected with personal motive rather than social motive. Among the sub-factors of major
satisfaction, general satisfaction and satisfaction with surrounding relationships had a positive effect on university
life adjustment. Therefore, in order to adapt to healthy university life, it is necessary to secure closeness between
school, professor, and students, and it is desirable to provide students with opportunities to experience various
education by recognizing the rapidly changing policy changes in education to increase major satisfaction. Based
on the results of this study, it is expected that the results of this study will be used as basic data for successful
university life of students in the department of radiology.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subject

Variable n (%)
Male 138 (44.8)
Gender
Female 170 (55.2)
Grade 1 80 (26.0)
Grade 2 71 (23.1)
Grade
Grade 3 92 (29.9)
Grade 4 65 (21.1)
Junior college 149 (48.4)
School system
University 159 (51.6)
Face to face 96 (31.2)
Preferred Non Face to face 68 (22.1)
teaching type ’
Blended learning 84 (46.8)
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Table 2. Motivation for Major Selection and Satisfaction
on their University Life Adjustment

Variables Mean + SD

Motivation for Personal 371 + 098

major selection Social 271 £ 0.84

General 3.79 + 0.82

Curriculum 422 + 0.66

Major satisfaction Relationship 4.07 £ 0.77

Recognition 393 + 0.74

Total 4.03 + 0.61

Study 3.05 £ 0.77

Society 3.83 £ 0.79

University life Emotion 374 + 078
adjustment

Environment 3.81 + 0.65

Total 3.61 £ 0.55
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Table 3. Difference in Motivation for Major Selection By General Characteristics
Motivation for major selection
Variable Personal Social
Mean + SD t/F p (Sheffe)  Mean = SD t/F p (Sheffe)
Male 3.86 £ 1.00 2.89 £ 0.90
Gender 2.44 0.015 3.67 0.001
Female 3.59 £ 0.94 2.55 £ 0.75
Grade 1° 4.00 + 0.91 2.81 + 0.84
b
Grade 2 3.74 £ 0.84 0.008 2.54 £ 0.68 0.003
Grade 3.98 (a>c,d)) 4.83 (c<d)
Grade 3° 3.57 £ 0.98 > 2.90 £ 091
Grade 4° 351 + 111 246 + 091
Junior college 3.59 £ 091 2.75 + 0.86
School system -2.04 0.042 0.98 0.323
University 3.82 £ 1.03 2.66 £ 0.81
Face to face® 3.76 + 1.04 292 + 2.53
Preferred teaching type Non Face to face” 3.51 + 1.01 1.69 0.186 2.53 + 0.68 5.11 (g;()é)z)
Blended learning® 3.76 = 0.92 2.64 + 0.80
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Table 4. Difference in Major Satisfaction and University Life Adjustment by General Characteristics

Major satisfaction

University life adjustment

Variable
Mean + SD t/F p (Sheffe) Mean £ SD t/F p (Sheffe)
Male 4.09 + 0.67 357 + 0.59
Gender 1.60 0.111 -1.06 0.293
Female 3.98 + 0.56 3.63 + 0.52
Grade 1° 4.09 £ 0.62 3.64 + 0.52
Grade 2° 3.98 = 0.58 358 + 0.58
Grade 0.45 0.717 2.00 0.113
Grade 3° 404 + 0.64 351 + 0.58
Grade 4 3.99 + 0.60 372 + 049
Junior college 4.00 = 0.57 3.52 + 0.56
School system 0.31 0.396 -2.57 0.011
University 4.06 + 0.64 3.68 + 0.53
Face to face® 4.11 + 0.57 3.65 + 0.52
Preferred teaching type Non Face to face’ 391 + 0.67 2.17 0.116 3.52 £ 0.55 1.18 0.307
Blended learning® 4.03 £ 0.60 3.62 + 0.57
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