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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to analyze the effect of digital literacy level on life satisfaction and to
verify the mediating effect of digital learning education satisfaction between digital literacy and life
satisfaction. Through this, it is intended to improve the understanding of the level of digital literacy of
seniors and to provide basic data necessary for research related to digital informatization in the future and
digital literacy policies and action plans. After conducting a survey of seniors in their 50s or older in
Busan, an empirical analysis was conducted using the SPSS 25.0 program. The results of the study are as
follows. First, it was confirmed that the digital literacy of seniors had a positive effect on life satisfaction.
Second, it was confirmed that the educational satisfaction of digital learning had a positive effect on life
satisfaction. In terms of educational satisfaction, educational content had a positive effect on the experience
factor of life satisfaction, and the curriculum had a positive effect on the emotional factor. Third, the
mediating effect of digital learning experience satisfaction was confirmed between digital literacy and life
satisfaction. The higher the digital literacy, the higher the life satisfaction, the higher the educational
satisfaction, and the higher the educational satisfaction, the higher the life satisfaction, the higher the
indirect effect. Accordingly, the discussion points of this study were presented.

Key words : Senior, Digital literacy, Life satisfaction, Digital learning center, Learning satisfaction

L M |
]_

N

£ Bzel] slaAeleke 240 o wol
$5 3 QU THHan, 2021). AlH o] owu]= sha}
el AT AT 2o AR MR A 2 el depsill saED Qo) welshl 3

= a

>

o ek, imu 20234 A EA HE o2 7] o) giTh Nam(2013)E Alvele) 1
), 65*1] ol A= AAG) 184%E AASH, == 504 o)atom FASIL, 504 HERS o]
ol 202567H1] 206%% S7tE Alew @‘**Q Ao, 5041 o1 65H BlRkE 4 Aluel, 6sH

.ﬂ

*mﬁi‘“’"‘)‘a}* o= HolZh WAL opge 2= Aoz FRAAAL. Lec015)E

AAA o7 ekt AbE A A st *P%EM Aol olulA o7 504 o]Ake] AUdZHE] 75
ghodt, FHolw Ko dwAola Asst ofnl g o) m@ze waels golz Ao,

Corresponding author : 051-629-5970, gyunheo@pknu.ac.kr
¥ B ATE AN AGole] AAlets] wRe 9N WG 24 Be H9L.

- 1322 -


https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.13000/JFMSE.2024.12.36.6.1322&domain=https://english.ksfme.or.kr/&uri_scheme=http:&cm_version=v1.5

™
rr

=

oL

o 4
=l

oty

N

Mz

o

°

= 30

& 111
oqgjo
I odth 2023
2022 oA"Y ARAA} HEAb o] wE,
AFHZ e A" FRS FF2 504
96.7%, 60TNllX 75.6%, 70th o]Atol A= 55.6%
2 A gAasta glow, olgst ¥ 7t tX
49 Axks e A FAE BRI Qv
(Kim, 2022; Lee, 2023). o283 A= AlLjo] A
=9 A" e A28 28 9 Aglst
T Weto]l Aals] HQsithe A AlALE &
3, OA" Axes @] 71 A TAL
obd, 7Qle] UL, FFHE o] g, HA 3§
g 5 AR AAA 7139 %%% = B85
Qolozg Z]—%tﬂ—]:}-‘- X‘]oﬂ
2017; Lee and Park, 2023).
ol tAY Figel Folsta 34 S F
E] _/r: O]T:E }\].Qx-l J.&‘r %uﬂ-{ﬂ— IjX]Eé g A
o] 3 Q3}tHKim, 2023; Lee, 2023). o] thgt &l
AFoz tAY e YA, 5 Y4 7|sd v
Hol= oldfaty avaor F4dte 592 &
g ARgeA FBFEHoF FFEE A QlULee,
2023; Kim, 2021). A9 gE#Alghs £l
19979 Gilster®] ‘Digital Literacy’ 2= 2ol *&
AFR-E QL) Gilsters JR E4 7)%o] wukshd
A AFEE &8 7 e TEER oplet <l
HyleA 42 Fre] Snte dds A& 24

@ ugA Ane, ARg Aol dsks S

o =
o
3o o
o
x
ne
—z
>
i
2
il

u}
L
N
Ly
l
ik
oo
_C:L
Lo
&
2
ar)
o
o
= 10 D rloowx N

2 -
Lo
3l

WA AEA 2R 5 s soldn Bl
vk B8 eI S Ea, 5
9 71702 el A& tad duse o4

FrrgowExa tAY &S FESHaL
;Goﬂ ul—;ﬂ .9_];]].87.”
g v s8e welrhli, 2020). tAE
2 15 FE 7l oE T Ade sHolA
FE EHsARE o 5 duleAE ARE AL
&

o
ol
ol
rlr
Jkﬂ

2~ 0]

oA =7le A7 Heb

aEetiA FAHE UES
AN, 71E ARE F8st A
E_C,J_ ;ﬂig} ;(]-g_a %1—%5]-% %Lzﬂ 7HL:1 E_%
B olg-23 gk E3 2l &
2 Al APEVJL o5 T THE F
7 EF8Fa QItkPark, 2021). ©]#]3t v E g

HelAt Awdde go wEwe 234 o

rr

S ux= Aoz Yebutth(Lee, 2023; Kim,
2021).

8] WEEEE UHRIo]l Apale] Zldheh A A
AL vk, 1 71Ee A Al wE F
TA Aoy 7S 7Ntew wdshA ®oh
ols EdlZ Ao HnkAQl AHE A=
Zo]tH(Won, 2015). 3 dAS 7wA &7|2
FEE =7H, 2A4H Aol A AHE LI
ot ool &Y A, FAAJ] AH3, gy T3
Al AE WEHEEE ¥ Isk= JldoltkSeo,

2017).

Aol e, mHae) g e
SEol Be42 a0 WEr} @AHEM, ol
3 Avks w83 dyow Uxd e
5 =9 % A ThPark, 2021; Oh

éu@] “Picoﬂ
glx Qi) o
FT HAd ﬂm 7171 5
T UEE AAFoln A&KHA wFTZ RS
Zo] % Q3 THLee, 2024; Park, 2021).
o]2 & 20200%E Fsr| &R EAN 9}
FHA e HALE AT, 1Ea Z} X]X]—xﬂﬂ- g



zo

TAE S EAR S

H

Algsta glok tAE uf

e}

BT AFE SR ofye AnEE 7]
24, AFASAD) s aRHoR &89
AEE A Y3k SlUk(Digital Learning Center,

2023). T OAE G weo] AztE A 3

del Asgls ol B e A7E A2
el w1 s0d) ol Ao
A8 A ) o) 0
243, 04 WgE @
A olE AFE AL 4
Fa Alele UAY el
73, $F OAd

EEERIE K
AEE

?ﬂ

Ak o
Eiil

b al

1_,

AEEER=EE

WL

2EA7E 4k

=]

WH, {é—
ol

= ek

(IRB) A& 2024
kom, 2024 39 27U E1 349 299
219] sod] ol HlAd wigH drEAt
2ol HAERANE AAEITE F 247
3lgratelon, Fido IE% 9%-9} gHo] “”@

OFE Al F 22005 AT A=

3 A EX

=

Ahg-3t

" $ of
>

ol

o
AR

-

3

2. 917 =7

B Ao ARE-H
<Table 1>°] #A|A<€ H}ﬂ pdg=
A

o

Z_
=

Likert 53 L= tAdE g
L 2083, A" wiFE
gox T,
2 olFoRrt. fxd  FHA
Song(2020)% Park(2021)2] 7ol AFEE
A3 F 27 8o]H, Likert 5% 24}5?&
%% (Cronbach’s )] A5 A3 tixdg gHHA|

Q)

= AR g8 59 0918, B|FA AluFH 0854,
AT Y 0903, TTH =559 0885%F U
Ebttt 49 WESEE Cho(2011), Lee(2022),

Choi(2022)¢] Ao AHEH HEZ F 202 F0]
] AF E(Cronbach’s )2 AS A} 4o W=
T AER 0914, A2 0948F A E
wok HA4Y9 wiEE 15 TSRS Yeon(2013),
Jeong(2014), Kim(2016), Kim(2020)2] 145 &-&
Sk, & 257 FolH, Likert 57 HAEE FA Y
3t ’\]fv'JJ_(Cronbach’s o) A5 Ay 157

<Table 1> Survey Questionnaire Composition
and Measurement Tools
Catego Sub- Question Number of
gory variables Numbers Questions
General Characteristics 12
; .
omaion
Ut1.11'zat10n Abl.hty
Digital Critical .T'hmklng 13 6
Li Ability
iteracy ¢ e
ommunication 14-20 7
Ability
Compliance
Ability 21-27 !
Life  Experiential Factor  1-8 8
Satisfaction Emotional Factor  9-20 12
Curriculum 1-4 4
i :
Educati ducational 5.7 3
ucation Content =
Satisfaction ~ Educational 811 P
Environment
Instructor 12-15 4
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0.884, WS 0.869, W34 0.854, WS7FA} <Table 2> Demographic Characteristics of the

0.928% L}EFRITE Respondents (N=229)
Classification Frequency Roatlo
3. A2 2A (N) (%)
Gender Male 78 34.1
Booqte] 49 2EE= SPSS 250 EAZE Female 151 65.9
e Mgl UAY e A, e BEE, 05 o205
_ I - Age 60s 99 432
9 U}_EO = A —:__‘L_f_»‘]_i O Hlolgl
L= A=y ‘/] oiL‘L]' - 7(]' o= J]"‘l 01'7] Group 70s 65 28.4
A 71EEA S stk ®, HAE 2E e 80+ 18 7.9
Al ol WSR-S ST ATAAE o} Elem or Less 8 3.5
_ Educational Middle Grad 23 10.0
B7] $3] Pearson®] “J¥dA F4], 173l WSl
- ] ‘H ° 7 1 S va]: N Level  HS Grad 80 349
59 9% dAE Lotry] & tFI AR S College+ 118 51.5
AT mpA e 2 fxY 2E A8 4k Employed 40 17.5
RS Al AEWHES MALIE BE occupation o = e
) ol3l oA A FABAL AA LA nemployc .
st7] f1al A AL S AASHA T Ot 5 T5e
<3M 67 29.3
=6M 51 223
m. o4+ Ao} DCO”I.S" <oM 33 14.4
Hrton oM 19 8.3
1. SEAS oFEA SN EY >y 59 25.8

<Table 3> Descriptive Statistics of Key Variable
R4S ANF A% <Table 25 LT (N=229)

[N —|

AT oA ATEANE 54 dohn)
3 eSS

W R¥E o4l By, d¥d

% 2z 6oty
Cat Sub- Min Max M  SD
(N=99, 432%)7} 7}% Wit 8L fgtn % A Category nove
9 olgel s15%e AAstArk 1 9 @k £ tnformation
Utilization 129 500 3.66 .717
71008 s n 39 o)akrk g wgke Ability
Digital Cm‘cibgi}t‘;“kmg 100 500 3.56 .690
2. 7|=8H &4 Literacy A
Communication 0y 550 559 885
2 oA gkl OxE weE sgxt tX| Ability
Compliance 10 500 459 574
g gEyA], &9 wEE, A" aeH 1S Ability : : =7
wEL =FS dolny] gF 7EEA BAS Overall 226 481 3.60 .450
: . = Experiential 0 500 336 687
}é]-_}‘]—?‘l' @3’4- <Table 3>:‘7+ Z‘:}E} 'E}ﬁi @31]-%— }é Life Factor ’ : ! :
HEE AA, gxd fEHA] HAE A= 3.60 Satisfaction Emotional Factor 1.08 5.00 3.45 .678
o= Ueston UAY e 5ol g o Overall 105500 341660
o 2, a8 Curticulum 125 500 3.96 699
T FF SEM=459°] Mg w9k, AR & E‘g”a“(’“al 100 500 409 .712
& SYM3.66), MR A5 M=356), 9AF  Education - SOMER
AE %Q(MZZ.S% Zoz Uehgt) %E‘H, AR Satisfaction Environment 1.50 5.00 4.02 .719
E’_*ZT‘E ;315 Zﬂiﬂl—‘—:— 341 14_1:/]_1/\/)]\,2\31, é&,g u} Instructor 200 500 449 .654

Overall 2.00 5.00 4.14 .606
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<] ﬂ&ﬁJ ool T APacl
p<0 012 71 e A A 174% LERA S

2wo sheqs AT A3 949 A
Al SH918Q) F ARLE S LHUSEY

9129 T WHIELS 1=0.356, p<0.001= 7}

o sheleRl T AR E§ TYH Y Sk
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4w A@H 4AAAT debie) wmz g 7 DITEE R0 p00R Y S 10
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Qol 2 M = Ao WETY 399 TR Fos S HolA sk
<Table 4> Correlation between Key Variables
Digital Literacy Life Satisfaction EducationSatisfaction

a b c d e f g h i j
a 1
b 746 1
c 481" 403" 1
d -077 -1417  -462™ 1
e 40077 349" 340" -.140" 1
£ 3917 3507 362" -124 869 1
g 2917 356 167" A13 0 35177 3637 1
h 259" 347 182" .101 360" 3777 .808™ 1
i 117 133" 155" .080 246 23177 1 656" 6727 1
joo1797 247 1547 1707 2007 2157 65577 67977 6387 1

£p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<001

a:Information Utilization Ability, b:Critical Thinking Ability, c:Communication Ability, d:Compliance Ability,
e:Experiential Factor, f:Emotional Factor, g:Curriculum, h:Educational Content, i:Educational Environment,

Jj:Instructor
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<Table 5> The Effect of Digital Literacy on Experience Factors

(N=229)
Unstd. Std. Collin.
Variable Coeft. Coeff. t Stats.
B SE B Tolerance VIF
(Constant) 1.979 479 4.130%**

Information Utilization Ability 237 092 248 2.572% 388 2577
Critical Thinking Ability 091 090 091 1.006 437 2291
Communication Ability 133 061 171 2.182% 587 1.704

Compliance Ability -034 083 -029 -412 751 1331
F=13.417%** adj.R?=.179, Durbin-Watson=2.127
*p<.05, **p<01, *+p<.001
4. AL|ofo] CIX|E Z|EE{AIZ} &to] otE  F=, dAd A s9geE H &8&

=of Ojxl g T4, vwd Ausd, gaas w9, P E

7t O et AR ee dAs gy 0 oos SURTS s e sdas

o] mEEe sog0l Z A0S T AAE A3l <Table 6> 2l F£9l9 WS

w2, U049 deeAe Seeqd An gy o HETANE dvw A SA 3T
o wgd Ansd, gapaE s, g = (VIDE BT 10 vEew gedide] EA=
+ 5dg BRNsE Fsel npaAweag WS ASE ORI Dubin - Wason gE
AN S AT <Table 5> Zth Eolg w4 & 1.5~25 Atolod Iaprh H3 A olekal st
o] EEANS AZs Az B wgxs = Dubin - Watson e 1.938% e Ak
VIPE 2 10 wem tEgagel par Vel BE slem dousl. wd
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1525 Alolol® WAk SAcln ks ¢ AT RO, aRE0ISBE A7y
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o= p<001 FFo 7 AR A3 How
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<Table 6> The Effect of Digital Literacy on Emotional Factors

(N=229)
Unstd. Std. Collin.
Variable Coeff. Coeff. t Stats.
B SE B Tolerance VIF
(Constant) 1.862 AT71 3.952% %

Information Utilization Ability .190 .091 201 2.088* 388 2.577
Critical Thinking Ability .109 .089 111 1.224 437 2.291
Communication Ability 172 .060 225 2.883%* 587 1.704

Compliance Ability .013 .082 .011 156 751 1.331

F=13.769**%*, adj.R2=.183, Durbin-Watson=1.938

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001

a9 WS &9 eqlel AYecls FH5H th wE F=9.711, o] p<00l F=Oo= IAR
TE, 15 U5 oY usdd, wsy F AfRe Jo® YERon, adjR2=0.133%
&, IS, ASTAE SHNTE TSt IAEAEA AWEe 133%E e 34
GEa RN NG Ak <Table 753 T A% f94 2% AT, n§ BEEe FIo
ol wE 7o gsaAds HASe Ay 0 QA wSsUES Y wmHTe AYPadd g
AL A VIR S B5F 10 ke g gEgA =0273, p<052 YERY AR Fo3t A
Ao FAlE 9 Ze® Uehgth Duwbin- E EUE &, 18 HHL k9l wSu
Watson #-> EG 1.5~2.5 Afolo|dd Pt 59 &9 WKLl 55 49 SR A3 acq]
Aolgtal FTEsl= Durbin-Watson a2 1.8200.2 o] &£& Z 02 ElRTH
et ake] 7)ol fle Ao®E ATES
<Table 7> Effect of Educational Satisfaction on Experience Factors
(N=229)
Unstd. Std. Collin.
Variable Coeff. Coeff. t Stats.
B SE B Tolerance VIF
(Constant) 2.044 .305 6.700%**
Curriculum 205 108 209 1.894 313 3.191
Educational Content 263 110 273 2.392% 292 3.422
Educational 006 086 007 073 470 2.130
Environment
Instructor -133 .095 =127 -1.397 464 2.155

F=9.711%**, adj.R2=.133, Durbin-Watson=1.820

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<001
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<Table 8> Effect of Educational Satisfaction on Emotional Factors

(N=229)
Unstd. Std. Collin.
Variable Coeff. Coeff. ¢ Stats.
B SE s Tolerance VIF
(Constant) 2.119 302 7.017%**
Curriculum 285 .107 295 2.663%* 313 3.191
Educational Content 160 .109 168 1.464 292 3422
E ional
Eﬁ:gﬂ;lit -.026 085 -028 -305 470 2.130
Instructor -.077 .094 -.074 -.818 464 2.155
F=9.202%**, adj.R2=.126, Durbin-Watson=1.717
*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
g gxg ul9E mSutEssl gl zke] 7o) gl Aox HAISHAT T
12 o F=9.202, ©]i= p<.001 o2 IARFHL A7
T [oare]
sel MEwl H91ede gHeAs Few T ASE L*E*”"”* 2 R-0.126% 5171978
U, mER, BAPAE SUEEE Tl 0 A% 3, 2% W5 SR wh
GESAEAE AT AR <Table g3} g, S5 FE MRS AR 520295, ped
Eolg W 71o) AL AZs Ay B 2 YUeht AHFor fost dxE ®Hlth
A& ABARVIDE 5% 0 vwtoz gEpd o W RS e e/l wEAge s
/H‘/] U ]u = 7 UrE‘r‘ixU} Durbin-Watson 57} %’%‘T‘% 3&94 ?_]"i‘E @1‘13_01_01 %ETC_)_‘ 7)1
S 2 YEbg

Fhe HE 1525 Alololdl Zxapr} & Aogkal
WA= Durbin-Watson gt 17172 YeRY 2t

<Table 9> The Mediating Effect of Educational Satisfaction between Digital Literacy and Life Satisfaction

(N=229)
Dependent Independent )
Model Variable Variable B SE P t R F
| Educational * o, ol Literacy 460 084 341 S474%R% 13 2964wk
Satisfaction
Life .. .
2 . . Digital Literacy .634 .088 433 7.235%%* .184 52.345%**
Satisfaction
' Digital Literacy 527 .091 .360 5.784%*x*
3 Satisgiztion ; 221 33374
Educational 233 068 214 3448
Satisfaction

*p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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