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A Relationship of Learning flow and Dropout in Local University
Students: The Mediating Effect of College Adaption

Sung-Min Myoung *, Hong-Ki Lee™*

(¢]
-

w dre 7<l‘1"tHf’7L oA SrsEqat sl date] dAelA tEEA el vl astE Bashs Aol 54
otk o5 913 FHA4A Wt 281S tio® 854 24, Baron and Kenny o 3eA A B
4] 8 Sobel Zﬂé% Agato] srEsist Sslsl & A 5akE Sl At
EEdel H&TE SgTHol S vehiw, EH@“@%W%Q oM 8RlE & SQAE, Al A8 EEEY

3} Sgetel] vA= GFS e, ek A8 el 819l U% AQ-AM A& v a7 EA
3] sttt E AT ATE v tiEe] B YS ol viEQIl s H gL SMIA el
S 957] 919 stane] Adst o] daghe Akt

=l

: 30,
:”.:
ok
1o
o?;
ey o
)
olo
L
=
:\é

_L

» Keywords : CHEMHEIEE | SIASEL St

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to find out the mediation effect of college adaption for the relationship
between learning flow and university dropout in local university. For this study, 281 university students in
Chungbuk region were applied to assess the mediation effect of college adaption for learning flow and
university dropout by using confirmatory factor analysis, hierarchical multiple regression of Baron and
Kenny, and Sobel test. The results show that more learning flow tended to have more difficultly in
university dropout, and it was founded that academic and social adjustment for university
adaption(mediator) partially mediated the influence of learning flow (independent variable) on univeristy
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dropout (dependent variable), institutional

adjustment was fully mediated, and personal-emotional

adjustment was no mediation effect. Based on the results of this study, we suggest a implication to

decrease university dropout through increasing learning flow and university adaption.
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