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Social media literacy is recognized as one way to help communicate well between users on social
media and prevent various types of adverse effects that may arise from social media use. Especially for
elementary school students who are actively participating and rapidly socializing in social media
spaces, the importance of social media literacy is even greater. Therefore, it is necessary to organize
the curriculum and analyze the effects of education based on elementary school students' social
media usage patterns. This study aims to develop a social media literacy education program centered
on core competencies (access and use, social connectedness, digital ethics, civil engagement) and
analyze the changes in the level of core competencies of learners before and after completing the
program. In six sessions, a social media literacy education curriculum for the upper elementary
reflecting the core competencies of social media literacy was developed to analyze the educational
effectiveness. Education was conducted by dividing 81 sixth graders into experimental and control
groups. The data analysis used an independent samples t-test to compare the average social media
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literacy core competencies between the experimental and control groups. A dependent samples t-test
was conducted to compare the experimental group's mean scores of core competencies. Additionally,
covariance (ANCOVA) analysis was conducted to analyze the statistical difference between the
experimental and control groups' post-test mean scores of core competencies. According to the
analysis results, the average score of core competencies for social media literacy was higher in the
experimental group than in the control group. In addition, the post-test average score was
significantly higher in the experimental group than in the pre-test. Furthermore, when controlling for
the influence of pre-tests in both groups, comparing the mean scores of post-tests showed that the
experimental group's mean score was significantly higher than the control group's mean score. In
condusion, the social media literacy education program centered on core competencies enhanced
learners' social media literacy. Previous studies have mentioned that the social media literacy
curriculum, including the media literacy curriculum, can positively promote learners' literacy. However,
there has been a limit to presenting empirical analysis results. This study is not only limited to
proposing a social media literacy education curriculum but also developing an education curriculum
centered on the core competencies of social media literacy and analyzing the effectiveness of
education through curriculum implementation. Based on the research results, implications for
improving and developing social media literacy education were presented.
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ARSREES} ake] e Anto] tiol|A vt o0& 48] skl wf, o7t Sy 5 U
AgollA 24 mHe)7h Axehs Blgo] oiar girt. #4A dHde] v skl 7]kee]
ol omet EARS AlFshes w3 Floldi%(Williams, 19740 Buckingham,
2019/2019 AR, A4 wtjote QI Zgelx] el o] rinto] ope} 54 w20
2 FH=E A o8t 1 IAIE ek s #2e® 7% (Buckingham,

2019/2019, 14-155)38}aL 9= Aol 53] 26587]9] 24 wdo] ol 85 HY ol

O

L QISIE. of= &4 Yo} 2EetEy] o7t gl A- 1A oR Adu=
=

= WERHZ ZE5E o] Ro] F5etal Qlom, MEpH Sl AlolH RHE jlshs BlE
= 9F56%2 A WehaL THE=A RS A, 2022). ofE A4 mlHolE oA
7175 wo] 2lEleA] el 3R] S Tt 0] 2lElRALE et glon, mEe
2va wHo] o] g Al sk A el ofwdt Bli=E FHafoF €A kS AL vt
(Tandoc et al., 2021, p. 2487). wWeb Z58H7|5E 44 ntjols Ag= o83 4 9l
© 43t 2123} 7] (Livingstone, 2014), < 42 vto] 2lHHA] Fiks sk Flo]
71 of wEnt Tasixlth As 25719 28 tAE vlolH B Altiell A 44 wHo] g]
EJYA] 158 Avd mlrole] delnt g wAA] A7 371 B olE S3k A sk WA
A3e 7¥ssh P (Tess, 2013), 584 ABIRAE 728 o Sl gt

2 W] 2lEje] wsa gdste] vee] Al s Al sl et A
gk 99 S74o] $83%S A AwdtHHobbs, 2017a: Nagle, 2018: Shen et al.,

2019). 17+ 24 wio] FEHA] w83y Aol e I (EAE AR 917, 2002
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A, 2018 4%, 20200 +of|3]- A9, 2019: Hobbs, 2010: Freberg, & Kim,
2018)E W Skgalol] Ak WSS wa AF7 I A, sk B wee] &
Srlolrrs Tl o wefal] itk efu wsabgell thiek Eald Ao AR e
= X3 iA Al wso] Aargdel] el A= oR th8-shA] St ojk 22 gl
thall Aopnl(2015, 72%) = vde] 2lEjeir] o] Eabd A s 4 dFe] A4 B
o AAE AT =, 24 wtolE 23ete] rlde] lEexel #ek A
A o] A3 w=of= vl el daElont, ol vlel wsabgot et
I} 3ro] A wgI gdel] e AlgHA 0= el Aol o] & Slal| Avd wHo] 2lE
2A] 1ol thgk Q) Bt EAjo] HERglom, A kgl dA7F QISIt) webd A
vde] gEEA w52 EaE AuRT] S aid wsago] 24 mitje] gEuAl S
of dd#Hom 713=A] feteliof & Hart qirt. ojeh 22 ¢1Ae] 7]Zsje], & Al

2 we] gEA] age] Z3E Aunr] gl ik S0 A4 wve] 2lEE s
e et s wsagS ofgk 3hAYe] Avd witle] EjE# A sl el gk 2jE 2
Al g WSk EAete] Blatstara) gtk ole} d 8. A AE Tk A mHof
YA w5e] A S ArlekaLa} g,

o M

2. 02X v

1) &4 0|C|ojet A4 0|0 E|5131A|

2 mejolis mupddolu} ) 7k 7]es Bhgalo] vto] ZRlxE A, I, 3F Az E
T = ole Aol =2 ZYE(Bertot, Jaeger, & Grimes, 2010, p. 266;
Kietzmann, Hermakens, McCarthy & Silverstre, 2011, p. 241)o]t}. A4 wtjol=
CRRE 7339 AMH2 SRS 2k Sl of7)oll=s ARl EAIEAHIZ(Social Networking
Service: ©Ja} SNS)U frfHe} 2 'l AFUERE ofe} E=271 B EpH 20} 7-S
TPAIAR 3T A mtjolzt §1 2,000 7R ZislE el EEiEoleks AellM 7}
Z} P (Kaplan, & Haenlein, 2010)& 48 m|tiolE g 2.09] o]d4, 71&4 BEdiE
Hpo= o] 82t ARtk Felze] AT wiks: TFsshAl sk SIE 7Rke] ofEEjAlel
I (61%) o= Aoslsit), =t Alo| =t} F 2S5 (Kietzmann et al., 2011)2 7H13} 7

FUEPE 54 AQbe Bhaka, g, EEsh, o847 44 Ala ZlxE sk
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5 ARl v B BRES U7 sl 2l D 9 /) 716S A A1)
RO 24 vilole AelsIgiet. ol Aelshy, 24 virle] e 2 224 wrlelE 74

she 7K B3t e vicolh o) 8ol Ak 7isH B4S SO wolsel 98

foje] UdFow HEARE oA %%‘*J, 9 & AEs AZHAhlavist, Back,

Heinonen, & Halonen, 20100 4= Al k= 98 73 4= Q. ©]9} thi tE2A] 7]
A BA 9] AT A4 vtjolE #AY Aol witjo] BlE %‘% 9 o]E F3l A

Feshtt =, &4 mitjols s 7MEo R sh= ofZe]Alo]Ad Afulamn, mjv]o] Frlze]
I} HAES TFshAl P, ol8AL 1t 1A FE0R HY AA30 ATt ot AlS
2] JsArgo] Bt 5AS 7RI & 4 ik

i, RS ddshs wiziAIl nitioje] gEeiAlghz Jido] BlEoixH nHelE ¢l
ofafisl= Yol A= ofsf HHalo] Bagizol(ZHY, 2021, 186%), a4 mtiole] 2EHA|
Zhe Gol7h 2= 2 A 71 mtjoo} v A| 44 mtjo]E ofslfetal E8ak= ] o
I} tiEAG ZJslE|ofof & el gle-s ofnlghtt. i Aellxs A vitie] FHHAIE A
A oo nitie] BIXES ofsl], S, B, Hofshs d] Fash A2 7R A5l
o o7 IM ek A4 7] A wo] ofZeiAleld s AHskA| ARgSta, A mHof
TR=E HEE 0w 4, 7L 3 Y 5 ke 58 (Vanwynsberghe, Boudry, &
Verdegem, 2012, p. 9)& ¥&sh}

Ak, olal, 2 FAle] vlde] e AR 24 nitie] 3ol ZefolHA], AlF] Ak
B, AR} 2 A2 FA EA(QFIY, 2010)00 Ao, 4 wlrje] g1l
AFAA e $18 M= w34 97k a set of cultural competencies) ¥} ARE4] 7]%&
(social skills)& ¥Z(Jenkins, 2006)3loF & a7} A7) v]= njt]o] 317 Hslof U]
ut]e] 2lefeia] il o]o} ke o)z} EgFEaL glont, 4 wltjor} TRE H]To9}
THE= o] w3e] P34 (Livingstone, 2014) ol 4v4 witjolz} AlAJske thadst 4
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S gigt EA (7, 2018) 74 A Sght ') 555 (Tandoc et al., 2021,

pp. 2487-2488)< 22 vitjoje} vdd elefeiA] ofrz ejolmA], b, A, AelH &

o)

A, Axsh B FAE AHRiglon, o]sh 22 FAIE BEje siask] 1@ wdelA
27 vtje] glEfgjAle] oA XAEIeit) & ¥ vltje] gEfA] wso] ultjoje] B4
ARl o w e o8 HEshs hdolehd, A4 wHo] r‘ﬂlﬂﬂ% WEL A WHjelE

o—‘
E
o
m
2,
)
o
o
o
(2}

7ol s3te] Adolat akel A w8t TR, AAl 5 L8 54

2) Ol =AHET|QF AM 0|C|0] 2lE{HA|
24 vide] glefereh dE vee] A (HAs, 2012, AR 20180 WAt 2021
Alber et al., 2015; Anderson, Swenson, & Kinsella, 2014; Hobbs, 2017a;
Livingstone, 2014: Tess, 2013)5 HH 17 tido] F& 7ol JFH o] b=t o=
oFs- 7|7} Aol oA 2= 5743 o] Zth) | o AAdr )= ARIe] BAVE ©
Tokal ZRple] fix|ek gt Bl gt Aol el avlshs Al7olut BEEk obs- A7 )= A
715 el BRI IS ashs AlSJskR Hgkel= Al7]o)7| ke SfrH(o]3ka}, 2017).
oAl|(Piaget, 1981)2] 1A (cognitive development) ©Jdl A3l ol gade] 1]
tjo] 2lejeir] WS A rH(Davies, 1997; Dorr, 1986), T4l olsk= wtjolol =24 t}
T Bigg AA AL EdaiaL Az, wtjojollA AAlehs AEee] et 54 B
APeE Age] potslA] gkt v, 8ol 1241 57} B wtole] BARE A7} o}
Hehs 28 AE = gle A5t %ﬁ‘r FH(Livingstone, 2014, pp. 3-4). Z12fu} vjHo]
HmEl] Ao, ARdate] By R2o] F T 2k oS widel] Sl Akl g
el M I“JHEW o] —’F‘ﬂ&ﬂ‘ﬂok st} o)e} fARSIAl AE (Potter, 2019/2020, 96-109
e @Al HEe 2e ek e of

] A4 v A4 v, A e Sl 159 Al el et
ulEiolo] ojgt tlere Tl S8 4 §a) s Aav) e Al
53], o5 Pandy] FolA 25 st71e] Al APleleA] 1 Aol Bal o

AHde wHoA miRteln], Hadr1ey, Aadesy A Aade oA
LR AT, AR B ART] S-S wet obs AAdr)E ¥ 054
1341614 1841 gandr) 2 THa19

1) s s, adn s
A2 pRe. & drohis B
Sol7|&, wk gAlolA] 124 oFE7],
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A= A7 jo|Ch(Ex|ed- B9 9017). o] Aol
= el S veel eERiAeh e 1AL Sro] Thssh, A mHolE Fel gl

o] 258 Aaks A7l sjck. A Bo] 44 witlol Egtelel 251N Hab

PEl
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o), Oﬂ‘%}@ﬁii@ i}%ﬂ Hjtjo] olg AHHAA-BARE, 2015: © :
2022; o1z N, 2021) o 253 o7t el P ritieirt 2Rl vl &
7he AR njtjo] 3te] RS sl s Shl A8l ofEeS o |8 o Qlore A
A3 2439 FAE AlRKEIL

uh, Z25eMe] 24 wHo] o]go] o]5e] WA A, moliEskel e EeF o]
AR Sk ]‘ﬂ AL Qlo] A8 Mol RE o]8AE Boshs wHo] & At glrkar
B A Qit), A 24 nlro] 2ol TRk Yot A mlt]o] Fx1el|A ALS|s} 74
& Agsh= O]"é‘)ﬂﬂ]“ e Soistetar A4 91312 48K Buckingham, 2019/ 2019,
19%) 8 = b= gEeA] el B3t o] Fasht, sl Zopn|(2020, 355-356%)
Z58719] A wtlo] gE A el A4 nltjole] BRS Ffrokal A o 9l
T ulgolu, A mirjo] it Felze] Au o] 9E whshs wo] AdAA o ofFox]of
e AL 8F 2] g QA e DR ok Ael7t il ek H
= Htjoje] Fet ol of el nls) AR Bokxlrh. wbx o]5e] H|tjo] :EA o] Fitet
T HHo] 2EfRiA] aso] Fash, gt A4 nHolE Fal Bkl A3 o s 4
ARSI T W2 ARSIk PARE she o8 S5AS ARk A wo] ZEYA] o]

L%

3) 24 0IC|0f 2|E{2A| =0} A2

A1 Bl o2 F ahARl Aao] Sles HellA] BlsF ol Bieks A4s S5k
oz Blye] g4 BAS Ao g50=7 Erl(Mechlova & Malcik, 20120 A7
2022 AL, 133%). Ae] sy ol o] HaA A|4e] EAE SAICHEA, 1999,

144%) 8= A} v 24 vike] 2lERA wgE e A4S PAdskal olE HE

2) Z2ade] QIEYl 2mpEZ| o] 853 ZANE B A vl AA QIE|ulz) AnfEE FlejEe] F7IEARIE|, &
3] 2% 43hde] H 37 Al HlEo] Ml (L 130, w5k 13hd) dif] 7P 3 Sl o7t
S5 2022).
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S (individualized learnlng) SAle] o] st s} tas| A Hlls ¢
TR s (collaboration learning) ¥ Ao 2kg0] FQA] H=Ul(FHEA, 1999; 7
7133, 2008), o9k 2 WAl A8 wto] ZElEA] S5 A] mily- 88k 8ol &t
o} oA 24 wHe] 2lEjE|A] agE: THl0] DidellM AFske wive] $H4

WS Sl S s AR on7E STk T1E]aL o] ol sl Rk A
Al s B o0 R alsly] ffel] Badk A4 7l B B (S1 5] H - gl gk,
2019) Aol 23k HJ5ke- 483}

FlollM gk Aol thsl F o] AuER, A8 m|tjo] 2lE2iA] asellx s
(core competency)elgt 24 mtjo] 2]EjeiA] w5agS A u) SAlo] B 1A Al
o] Eozk, 24 wHolE Agah] f-olel-2E-Fofehs dl Zagk AR 7hed vkea] 2t
Fok & HAghe] 3F I A H P A de gk, 2019, 15%)3) ofr}. A4 1Y
o ZHEA] wee A3t do] AgHMarten, 2010; Messaris, 1994: Meyrowitz,
1999: Potter, 2004)% w502 & 4= gl=tl, o= Al %20l ohd A4 m|t]o] Yo,
A, AL, 8t o] ARk WHs] PAEE 4/dE (Buckingham, 2019/2019)

rO

2 7o wgaAo] W), ole} 2e WEWAL mltlo] 71 @ virlolE Eeld 37
2} wislo] Rkl Whg a4 Qlrhs B4S Rtk 9, sllofere el wgweld i)

w=ojE)7|e gt AEd ©1(2016)= Pl mte] 2lEfRiAlE 237171 21sf viHo]
elERirlh A3 wAIE S g 7ol AR Aol URIAAL Slee AT ols
& B3 20154 718 by A SR S wsabde #3kdel wet, wvjo] 2l A

il
WS -2 AAS) 8] HiEle] elefebal e S ole peislel Helg ul gl

(ERwole), wETolod) oz Aelud) ol

3) 9 (competency)o]@ AR 0 owdt UL s 5= 9)
kel gal7] 98l Dk X4 7)1, gl HekAe) &

= TR ARl ARdelA Folxl iyt e Zapom
s3] 5, 2019, 15%).
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e H13 w g0 ARSI e 7Nk she A mltjo] 2lEe)] s
w23l Akl F22(Hobbs, 2010, p. 18)& A4 nitjolE 313k nlrjo] 2lefgfA] w4 Al
Hit(access), X (analyze), Al create), 32H(reflection), W&(act) = WO o=
s i) o] FeAS Bt B3, e BolE Bd wiRe] SR AlkE w8l

sl ERIAE Fashdl Hal gzt o= AlRF 2] aejlell wigsH ol AHH

5ol Bsre] Y= 715 (Hobbs, 2017b/2021, 27-31%) % = qlvkar Bkt At 2
32](2008) A wHjo] agellr] delAl= ojdkse] = 718, AR Afe THEE ofF

ofx)7) uizol] F4F-2] 7]ute] SEARE A8} B vitlel elefelA] mlH Fa3)
2 A=k

olst 3l 5 WAelA 48 vitlel feleirlsh maahg o) WA F5e) 2 Bast
et S 021)€ Sie] makE Bl Alush Sipe] 2 eleela] Aol o

3 SPe] BAS T S P WS, S aelE DE ANel B w82, o

_\,‘i
>,
x
L

H =
SJ3f ~rhe ol 2h 5, 24 Vo] HE 5, WIAE S, 4AE el
8RS ARSI e ol wslel 24 Frle] AEeE AT Selslsh Al
(2019)] oﬂ%ﬂvt 2 vitle] elefelA] 4ol g Sojat Selep 2 AR
158 28 miclo] 2JeleiA AAE 7914 ekl A8 eleow Tk, THasRE v
94 of3) 5, AYA A, AR Bh 5o ANE I o)E ey, &

8 1Eb Ak mskd %u;sm 9Pt 24 uw shlejeke m2) e 5 9)
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) 20159 /4 Solsh sl v ol S W YL A S, ik B g oA o5
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(Plaget 1981)7} 2t v dAPS :rLXﬂX —} |(concrete operational stage)ol| a3}
=], o] Al719] 7K 2 EAoR = =24 e ARl wAIE AT 4 e A
Alai(hand-on thinking) 7} 7Fsslth= Ao ]E}( A3 S 2002).
Thd)e 22l T oigks FkE FAdehe Al (MR- o Addak 238 8- S
2019, 58%) o715 st} Wb 4 wujo] Fel=d|

A FEA A5S B3 44 vciolsl elsle] TERE W) TR YL SR Asm

5) ZAKE A 2022 3UE IR SIOoR FEA FHOR AT/} A1, L2191 Adto] 4l
£ 397} o AEmE AAshs M) 2Estue 24} by S olo] Akt B APk} HoR
QTP 92 Tefste] A7 3 IRl AR OIS W F AR KRl A
F olsh Bl Aol Ttk 719 £, QTAelA el Be W 9 P AR Esle] $YSIUHIRB S
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58 18R el A ol £ vide] elefeln 431z ke Egsel
e 4, olE- g R JAsks 24 vicle] HElei whel it 5:80] P53t A7)
3 ofs7} 7ssirhs 18 mejsle] 25t wohdg A o A

xgs}aﬂm HHom 250 65 819L A7 thow Seleirto)

d mdjo] 2lEfiA] a5 65l 24 ?JGEE]%%HI, 20221 65K 1317] a5
el 28 o] elEeiA] asabde At wgaPdol A agS Aldssit) A v

to] gEeA] w5y g3} #4898l =47 (repeated measure design)? 7R
ol 32} 7 8209} 2 FA; U] 8218 sh o) sl &5 A (mixed design) & 3R]
o|AEAIH A (nonequivalent control group design)E 83190t} o= $af) ZAF )

) 5o 63 S AEe} BAgRe R T Agdnel 1SS A%

N 98 AP AR 258k 1shAS dhdoR sl A mte] ZEjRA
WIS T EH(EAE 5 2002 A, 2016; B, 2020 AR oA,
2018; Ak 7471, 2018; Hobbs, 2017b/2021)< Ed|= 78It 7|24 0= nlrjo]
ZERA] S-S Alstarat & wie nitjo] ARg} dE Al 7] FAlE areflioR skt

6) 2 A7Aclol oI AhtelR: sorolglont, TRIOR <ls) el Sele] ol 4 5 A4 A
Fark ofele: spe: w8k 2 Ak ol AlslEIg.

7) BFE=229 7 (repeated measure design: RMD)E 593 A8 (subject) ol thall 2= 0= 3 WA o]
& Eehe o=, 77kl A Aol BT sUdh gio] ol gx]y] wiizel I} AR E SlEld s -
1A%k 1996; Gravetter & Wallnau, 2008/2009). WHE=44A1= A7kl 3890 we} Aate] Wsls golsh= 7
S wLe B2 tiste] o] FFe AAE et 1 EIHE Hlaehs A9, TEla sdek 22 disle] g
o] A} B FEAANE 8 5 o As 2] S8 S8Eni(REE, 2005, 41%).
8) ¥ AFolA a3 o] AEAH A B3 AES goksln ool P,

01 X1 03

02 o4 X1

Note. O1-O2 : Pre-test
X1 : Core competency-based social media literacy curriculum
03-04 : Post-test
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of Bl et 2, 4] sl TfE 3, Zshs el v 2, el v 2,
chah 5371 thek SAIIEHRAI, 2006). 2 Aol 208 viclolol the B, B4 o2,

3, W hioh BRIR WAIFS ZFS mshdo] ofshe 4 Q= SR TSI

3}, SE(Potter, 2010)2] Uﬂ A ﬂJ‘“} H] BH A vde] 2] i BES B A
o] Ao uh] S4slo] Hesigit) AR ad U]ﬂoi 2lERA] Al ofsl, Al

Overview
1. Learn about the impact of social media on my life

2. Learn the types of social media and how to use it

3. Understand the communication process using social media

4

Curriculum Implementation

Access and Social . . Civic
] [ Digital Ethics [
Use Connectedness Engagement

2
Review
1. Watch the completed video together and share your thoughts

2. Share and discuss social media, and upload comments

3. Discuss how to manage social media and how to use it correctly

Figure 1. Social media literacy curriculum model

296 SH=EQIESHE 673 2% (20234 48)



53], 2 TEARE ojed wmolol wEF U] 71 24 witlo] BlEfElA) Sjelels @

Spg Aol 127 WREIRoM, ol () A 3ol ailelar siol

ol

o] 34 ol AunITe] g Fe skl ashdo] dojof & 4 vrjoje} v &2l (Y
A S olE ARk, agIel = S olirs e Ay, AMIE B TiQ
AR, g AR o AAsie] dsieitt ofek E7 2 vitje] il dAES F
&l BRQ1S vigfelal E5oks BiEE S o SIS Silrk 32k A wdo] Al 8

I e AvEH, de A S Y

=
89 WS S5 5 =S Sirh 43 2 micle] e At o 4

re

=

oxl
s
E
©
o
T‘O
19
=
iu)
2
3
[N
o
r >

Session 1.
Understanding Social Media

Session 2.
Discover the key issues surrounding social media

Session 4.
Create social media video content (short form)

= Digital Ethics
i Civic Engagement

Session 5.
pload social media, reflect on the production process

Session 3.
Explore how social media is created and distributed
!

Session 6.
Watching social media videos by themselvesand [
reviewing social media literacy

——3 Core competency of the session

» Other competencies

Figure 2. Core competencies in social media literacy by six sessions
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2 e A g T4 A4 vitje] glEleiA] us gE sk flsl ivle] ElE A
d wjtje] 2EjeA] HeE 9t B4 sHA Z8ai5itt. Al o At o]
QFd91(2013), A&} 4357H(2018), HHIZH2A] 9] (Vanwynsberghe et
(Tandoc et al., 2021), 4#18 £1(2020) 5 -83lch. AllA] A4 4
o] At Fesh 384, 2%, TEla £971(2010), AAR €1(2020), €% €](Tandoc
et al., 2021)E &8ai3ch. tAE &2 ol A A& AEH2018),
(Tandoc et al., 2021), 7743], 7gA, 12]a1 oA (2017)S, A4 A4 %ﬂ%u o
9d21(2013), F(Choi, 2015) 9] H=E &85t}
AR TS A8 WYo] gEea] dplojsbiy deglom, IFEARAHS, A4
njtjo] o] A7t 58 Etslo] ARIFAL 3973, ARFRAL 321 8ke R HAJEISIT) AlAo R
24 wo] ARS T AHAshE WS ¢ TE el 8
=3}

3 AlEA QAL U= 24 HUolE o] g3 T Al A%

®
DO
(@]
o
Fu) -10
it
1o

it

Table 1. Survey Items by Core Competency

Core

Competency Survey Items

1) | know how to create or delete my social network accounts.

2) | can upload content, such as photos or writings, on social media accounts.
3) | can find the information that | want on the social media.

4) | can use social media selectively based on my preferences.

Access and 5) | know how to find the information that | need on social media.

Use 6) | know what differs between each social media platform (Kakao Talk, Instagram, etc.)
7) | check various opinions rather than partial opinions or information while using social
media.
8) | judge whether the information | encounter on social media has commercial
intentions like advertisements.

Social . . . . .
1) | can communicate with others using social media.
Connected-

298 SH=EQIESEHE 673 2% (20234 49)



2) | can keep my relationships with friends or make new friends through social media.

3) | can share interesting information with others through social media.

4) | can communicate with others about my thoughts or opinions through social media.

ness
5) | can present opinions on social media about specific social interests

6) | can collaborate with others through social media to perform assignments.

7) | can share various information on the Internet with others through social media.

1) | can verify the reliability of the content shared by social media.

2) | can check the source of information shared by social media.

3) | think about whether the information on social media is real or fake.

4) | think the information presented on social media may only explain one perspective.

Digital Ethics ) | know the copyright (businesses, individuals) of content posted on social media.

6) | don't share my social media account ID and password with others.

7) | check whether my written content is accurate when | write on social media.

8) Before | forward the information to others through social media, | check that
information is correct.

1) While using social media, | am keeping my ethics and manners well.

2) | am considerate of others when communicating or writing comments on social media.

3) | respect other people’s thoughts and opinions on social media.

Civic 4) | respect the thoughts and opinions of others on social media.

Engagement  5) | don’t make personal insults (cuss, hate speech) on social media.

6) | respect dissent about social issues on social media.

7) | prefer to present my opinions on social issues on social media (comments,
discussions, etc.).

w3l thgh BAA aQlede) Bl AR 24 A, g o8 21(KMO=.833,

X.001, ¥ A4 A Cronbach's a=.854)2] 7% 714 o83} Ak} ¥ o7 FEES]

o
(KMO=.817, pX.001, &% A7 Al Cronbach's a=.843)¢] 7-¢-, A= Edj= 3%
Gt o TREsle] e SO B st el she] alow &
78 ths 24 vHolE o] 8aiM thE Al 288 5 vk £
Q

g 370 o] WA e SR AR LER} 40l Alefsiitt. vxE &2 29l

9) ¥ Qi A vitlel el W KR RA] 918 ST BESHE 1] Qo) 24 viclo elelelAl
A st @ vivle] elelelAl 24 ERE BES of A4eIN 34 BYo] e aclow Y s
T3] 91 A SANE gt SR Gl AYEE Fela] et AelH QA Ol 24}
oA, 2022 AYERAS, 2011)E Aok sht B A ol IBAYRIAT B DGUA S
3k el ATt s1golglon, el 2] ols) Z4nPe] AYws B ofelg Ao s
St} olol ule) SPSS 28,08 B T 21ENE A8el%)
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(KMO=.815, X.001, Cronbach's a=.805)¢] 7-¢- A1 &4 B %7} 2213} 4] ol 3

o @olom FREEQloH Y diS UEEe Q98 (it AwE A 29l
(KMO=.770, p{.001, ¥3} A1 A] Cronbach's a=.785)¢] ¢ th= 24 utjolo] 28

ol o7} IR A 71 Ul 3 5+ itk AZkckE 3 2] o] v &

WS S A0 HeRt 2400M Aleleisith

R T, 2008). 2 AT
S Sl 712BAR Hit (M), EAXHSD), EF2HSE) & Ak=slal, ¥
tAS(t-test) S AAEICE o] wl, Aol APEZIALR} AREHAL o]

Frofmsl zlo)7) Q=] Ay el 4 FE 745 (dependent samples t-test, paired

t-test)& AASISITE 22aL WS AR A} AldekA] G2 ko] ARHEAL it Ajo]

=]
e FAH R vs %ﬂéf}é‘% U ¢ 319.‘3& dees} SARde] ARdidael el

g, HEEAL 9 JiAl (subject) & WA 0R S48 UH%’H s /\]{}0] 5\_&5]“4,
A2l A7t ol Al FFE A <+ 3 k=

o] i il o we FEd (carryover effect) 9 S5 }(learmng effect) 7} $h=dl,
A, AiEhs S4o] HaEHA ofde] AA|7} o] Fof 3 AA|el| GRS viA AA|9] ks
AotelA S7gebA] Hshs Aot elal spavhs Sde JdAelA AelE tetaL 23] o]
& WAl SS SR A AAle] Babr) opfe ks SO R Qlsl] At EelA|
T Zhe WIITHAHEE, 2005, 56-57%). & Aol raael skras WAsk] Slsl

.

AVEAISE ARFRIAY Q1 37 AAEIgie
=]

rr
J

Eﬁ;z
o
%0,
;Q\
o,
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o2l
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=
—
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SR (Analysis of Covariance, ANCOVA)
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p=.826, A4 18 t=.132, p=.895, ARE1H A4 t=.188, p=.851, GH &4 2 H7}
t=-.626, p=.533, AJ7} A t=-.686, p=.494, A4 Bl ¢t=-846, p=.400, &4 °]
4 o] t=-565. p=5T4). o] Eal AL Ao ne 24 Fcjo] Aleler 1e) A

ol 24 m)tlo] whakAe] Fael Wk 4 .

Table 3. Independent Samples t-test of Pre-test between Groups

Factor Group N Mean SD. Levene t df p

Experimental 40 3.200 1.030
Technical Use * 221 79 .826

Control 41 3.146  1.152
Access

and Use

) Experimental 40 3.575 1.130
Production < 79 8%
and Expression
Control 41 35646 927

Experimental 40 3.256  .900

Social Social «
Connectedness  Connection 188 & 861
Control 41 3.220 .859

Information  Experimental 40 3.065 .856

Analysis and o -626 72526 533
» Evaluation Control 41 3171  .646
Digital
Ethics )
A it Experimental 40 3.725  .827
esponsibi ities « 686 79 A9
and Rights
Control 41 3.837 637
Experimental 40 4.000 .902
Civic Attitude * -.846 78 .400
Control 41 4146 628
Civic
Engagement

.. . Experimental 40 3.295 .849
Pal"[IC.IpE?tIOH in * - 565 78 574
public issues

Control 41 3402 .83

* Levene's test equal variance assumed, ** Levene’s test equal variance not assumed

3) ASEIChal SHIFE ZH AEEAL BT X10| EA 21t

[==)
cho Akl BAE 1k 44 vicle] elelehAl msabgel thek AR} it Aol

A7) Sl SHEE t-AES AAEllen, 1 ARE (Table 4)ol AASIATE A0l o
A el i omlHE Ak RE QoM S Hue] Eilo] EUd Zlow vEpkit
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A A, AR 24 wde] ZlHHA] s a0 digk e SAIKE
Hynr) 22 Zlo& Yepdon, olgg Aol BAX R foulet o= etk 754
o4 t=5.008, p(.001, 3} ¥& t=3.860, p{.001, A}3]H A4 ¢t=3.076, p=.001, 4
B FA 8l g7} ¢=5.126, p.001, A de £=2.629, p=.005, A% Ei%= ¢=3.116,
p=.001, 34 ol7 Fe] t=4.120, p{.001). o5 B8l 24 vitjo] 2lEHA] WS &

AR o] gl SAH R frov]dt Zapt 9hES BiRlE 4 sl

Table 4. Independent Samples t-test of Post-test between Groups

Factor Group N Mean S.D. Levene t df p
Experimental 40  4.250 .824
Technical Use * 5008 79 <.001
Access Control 41 3244 975
and Use ;
; Experimental 40  4.392 .700
Prgduc“or.‘a”d © 3860 79 <001
Xpression Control 41 3670  .900
Social Social Experimental 40 3.844 9N .
. 3.076 79 .001
Connectedness Connection Control 41 3.5 807
Information Experimental 40  4.055 763
Analysis and * 5126 79 <.001
Digital Evaluation Control 41 3.244 .658
Ethics :
Responsibilities Experimental 40 4.242 692 .
4 Righ 2629 79 .005
and Rights Control 41 3870 577
Experimental 40  4.483 704
Civic Attitude * 3.116 79  .001
Civic Control 40 4.008  .669
E t :
ngagemen Participation in  EXPerimental 40 4.063 893 .

i 4120 79 (001
public issues Control 41 3281 .814

* Levene's test equal variance assumed, ** Levene's test equal variance not assumed

AR WellM 1 2 AARE ARIARE a3 AAIRE ARREAL g7 Afolt QA A

A3k (Table 59l As3IEt. 24 23},
E~ 2 R AREAL Bt ARARIAL SR
E JoR uEpten, o3 SARCR FemEtH(71EA ol t=21.458,
p(.001, Akt 8 t=23.675, p(.001, AH3J4 A2 £=19.866, pC.001, BH 24 5 H7}
t=22.862, p(.001, #J3} A2 £=27.926, pC.001, A4 B ¢=28.859, pX.001, &4
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Table 5. Dependent Samples t-test within the Experimental Group

Factor Test N Mean S.D. t
Pre 40 3.200 1,030
Technical Use 21.468"*
Post 40 4.250 .824
Access and Use
Production and Pre 40 3575 1.130 23.675***
Expression Post 40 4.392 .700 .
Social Social Pre 40 3.256 .900 19.866™*
Connectedness Connection Post 40 3.844 9N ’
Information Analysis ~ Fre 40 3.085 856 22862
and Evaluation Post 40 4.055 763 .
Digital Ethics
Responsibilities Pre 40 3725 827 27.926%*
and Rights Post 40 4.242 692 '
Pre 40 4.000 1902
Civic Attitude 28.869"**
Civic Post 40 4.483 704
Engagement Participation in Pre 40 3.295 .849 99 153+
public issues Post 40 4.063 .893 .

*p (.06, *p .01, ***p(.001

TR0 7t Agke] ARSI AHIZARE Bl QlgRe AR Al g
s} FAIeE 71 AREA} S Aol BATeIglon], 1 ZAsE (Table 6)o] AT,
5] 723}, AERIRe] ANEEAL s BARIE ARSI B} ken), ofeig
ol BAAE folulih A0 ehi(16 o8 F=24.4T5, o001, Bk T
F=15.472, p{.001, AR814] A4 F=9.088, X.01, x4 9 %7} F=26.079, 1X.001,
A3} A F=6.722, X.05, AlUA HI= F=10.834, X.01, 34 ol5r 3] [=16.651
P.001). o] 23, 224 vitlo] mEalAe BRI t] ARl BALCR foldt &

P gk AS BT 5 YA,

Table 6. ANCOVA(Analysis of covariance) Results of Post-test between Groups

Factor Group N Mean  S.D. F ?
Experimental 40 4250  .824
Access and Technical Use xperimenta 24.478"* 239
Use Control 41 3.244 975

304 SH=EQIESHE 673 2% (20234 49)



; Experimental 40 4.392 .700
Production and 15472 166

Expression Control 41 3.670  .900
i i Experimental 40 3.844 9N
Social Soma! peri 9.088" 104
Connectedness Connection Control 41 3.256 807
i i Experimental 40 4.055 763
Information An.a|y3|s peri 26,079 251
. _ and Evaluation Control 41 3244 658
Digital Ethics — | 20 4.240 692
ibiliti xperimenta . .
ReSpOHS.IbI“TIeS peri 6.722° 079
and Rights Control 41 3870 577
» ) Experimental 40 4483 704
Civic Attitude 10.834* 122
Civic Control 41 4008 .669
Engagement Participation in Experimental 40 4063  .893 s
o 16.651 176
public issues Control 41 3281 814

*p (.06, *p .01, ***p(.001
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