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Institutional Commitment to Impact on the Academic Achievement of the
University Students
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Abstract

This study aimed to establish and validate the path models among faculty-student interaction,
self-directed learning, and institutional commitment which impacted on the academic achievement of the
university students. To achieve these goals, the survey results from 488 university students in North
Gyungsang Province were analyzed.

Descriptive analysis, correlation analysis, t-test, and path model analysis were performed to understand
the relationship among variables. First, all the variables showed positive correlations except academic
achievement and institutional commitment upon the study results. Second with respect to the differences by
groups, faculty-student interaction and institutional commitment demonstrated the significant differences by
sex while self-directed learning and academic achievement did not. Third on the path analyses, self-directed
learning influenced to academic achievement directly, while faculty-student interaction did to it by
mediating with self-directed learning and institutional commitment. The results of this study suggest that
faculty-student interaction, self-directed learning, and institutional commitment perceived by the university
students were significant elements on their academic achievements.
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<Table 1> The correlation coefficient of the observed variables

Faculty-student Institutional  Self-directed academic Mea Standard
Interaction =~ Commitment learning achievement Deviation
Faculty-student Interaction 1 2.04 78
Institutional Commitment 448™ 1 2.73 54
Self-directed learning 2617 344" 1 2.76 83
academic achievement 122 040 147" 1 3.03 53
**p<01, *p<.05
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<Table 2> Intergroup differences according to gender verification

Female(N=229)

Male(N=259)

variable t
M SD M SD

Faculty-student Interaction 1.92 723 2.14 812 -2.851%%

Institutional Commitment 2.65 484 2.80 575 -2.703%*

Self-directed learning 2.73 .804 2.80 854 -.809

academic achievement 3.08 449 3.00 585 1.530
*F*p<.001, **p<.01, *p<.05

<Table 3> Comparison of model fit indices

Division x> df x> /df TLI CFI RMSEA AIC

Research model 4.057 1 4.057 .881 980 .087 22.057
Correction Model

(Institutional Commitment — 4.105 2 2.052 959 986 .051 20.105

academic achievement / delete)
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<Table 4> indirect-direct effect of the final model

Pach Total  effect Direct effect  Indirect effect
Faculty-student Interaction — Institutional Commitment 448 448 -
Faculty-student Interaction — Self-directed learning 261 134 127
Faculty-student Interaction — academic achievement 038 - .038
Institutional Commitment — Self-directed learning 284 284 -
Institutional Commitment — academic achievement 042 - .042
Self-directed learning — academic achievement 147 147 -
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