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[Abstract]

This study uses data from the Korea Employment Education Panel II(5th wave) to analyze the impact
of university facilities on overall satisfaction with university life, mediated by pride in the university and
department, using structural equation modeling. The research sample consisted of 1,268 students selected from
an initial pool of 8,106 participants, who were either enrolled in or on a leave of absence from a four-year
or higher educational institution at the time of the survey, with no missing data on the observed variables.

The findings indicate that higher satisfaction with university facilities is associated with increased
levels of pride in both the university and the department, as well as greater satisfaction with university
life. Additionally, higher levels of pride in the university and department are positively correlated with
higher satisfaction with university life.

Based on these results, practical and strategic recommendations are proposed for school administrators

to enhance students' experiences and improve overall student satisfaction.

» Key words: Korea Employment Education Panel II, University Facilities, Pride in University and Department,
Satisfaction with University Life, Strategic Plan
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I. Introduction
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II. Theoretical Background

1. University Facilities
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3. University and Department Pride
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IlI. Research Method

1. Research Model and Hypothesis
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Fig. 1

. Conceptual Research Model

2. Characteristics of Research Subjects and
Specimens

B AgoMEe 24 At R uSn8mdRAI(5
APAE) 8,106% & ZAF PA| st2lo] 4dA] o]A} tista
Aet 5 ARk 2397%3 ft & A 17779 YR
41743E 1A 3 owq o F 3 AR5} 255

fu -
2
o
rin
.
S
_E'.

o
3
_tQ
O
roh
[
For)
3
N
o.E‘.
o
)
2
Fu

)i
N
ol
8,

}. UH]”*& 2, 664‘34



Analysis of the Relationship Between University Facilities and
Student Satisfaction with Campus Life Using Structural Equation Modeling
-Verification of the Mediating Effect of University and Department Pride- 249

Ael= 1,396
= sk
APLYAL S4L Table 10] AAsACE A7chgnt

1,268 & 'F8Mfo] 3699(29.1%), ofstAfo] 899F

(70.9%)0.2 ofstalio] 530%H(41.8%) 4 W 7o L}

ok ZAKA] CRsEo] shal el Afshgol 1,130

(89.1%), §sH¥o] 138W(10.9%)C.2 tich4 AjsHAjo

= sjostct.

Fg At 12689 &5 A7ty

Table 1. General Characteristics of Research Subjects

Division Persons(%)

Gender Male 369(29.1)
Female 899(70.9)

Academic Attendance 1,130(89.1)
Status Leave of Absence 138(10.9)
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Table 2. Descriptive Statistics of Research Variables
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IV. Research Result

1. Descriptive Statistics on Research Variables
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Latent Variable(Scale Level) Observation Variable Mean Standard Deviation Skewness Kurtosis

Lecture_Practice 3.90 667 -.764 2.124

Library_Classroom 3.92 734 -517 795

University Books_Resources 4.06 709 -.605 1.083

Facilities Computer_Usage 3.95 753 -.697 1.231

Rest_Facilities 3.73 782 -.377 420

Restaurant_Facilities 3.69 767 -.542 .833

University University_Pride 3.85 745 =271 -.005

Life Pride Department_Pride 3.91 .709 -.168 -.250

Relationships 3.96 .655 -414 721

Student_Counseling 3.68 739 -.096 -.296

Career_Counseling 3.73 711 -.137 -.120

) ) Opinions_Reflection 3.54 794 -.336 194

 University Subject_Guidance 3.84 695 ~.450 641
Life Satisfaction - -

Diverse_Curriculum 3.72 747 -.222 -.140

Fair_Grade_Evaluation 3.95 653 -424 966

Basic_Learning_Program 3.42 .856 -.130 -.246

Overseas_Training 3.49 781 -.038 -.054
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2. Confirmatory Factor Analysis of the
Research Model
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Table 3. Factor Load in the Measurement Model
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3. Analysis of Fit of Research Model
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Latent Variable | Observation Estimate Standard Critical Cronbach AVE C.R.
(Scale Level) Variable B B Error Ratio Alpha Value
Lecture_Practice 1.015 | .791 .041 24.631"
Library_Classroom 1.079 | .763 .045 23.906™
University Books_Resources 971 | 711 .043 22.493™"
Facilities Computer_Usage 1.069 | .738 046 23.221™" 0.875 0.686 0.929
Rest_Facilities 1.112 | 738 .048 23.244™
Restaurant_Facilities 1.000 | .677
University University_Pride 1.064 | .782 .044 23.945™
Life Pride Department_Pride 1.000 | .772 0.752 0.742 0.852
Relationships .828 | 557 .052 15.947""
Student_Counseling 1.202 | .716 .064 18.878™"
Career_Counseling 1.173 | 726 .062 19.046™"
University Opinions_Reflection 1.237 | .686 067 18.382""
Life Subject_Guidance 1.047 | .663 .058 17.996™" 0.863 0.570 0.922
Satisfaction Diverse_Curriculum 1.140 | .672 .063 18.148™"
Fair_Grade_Evaluation 982 | .662 .055 17.968
Basic_Learning_Program 1.101 | .566 .068 16147
Overseas_Training 1.000 | .564
"p<.05, "p<.01, T p<.001
Table 4. Goodness-of-Fit Index of Measurement Model
: 2 RMSEA(.062)
Fitness x df p NFI IFI TLI CFI L090 HI90
Rle\,lssjgfh 682.546 116 000 929 | 940 | 930 940 058 067
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4. Path Coefficient of the Research Model
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Table 5. Path Coefficient of Research Model
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5. Verification of Mediating Effect of Final
Model
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Fig. 2. Path Coefficient of the Research Model
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Table 6. Effect Coefficient of Research Model
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