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[Abstract]

This study aimed to compare university professors’ and high school teachers’ perceptions of the importance of evaluation
factors in the student holistic admissions process following the implementation of the high school credit system, and examine the
associations between perceived evaluation appropriateness and the major evaluation domains. An online survey was conducted with
644 participants, comprising 190 university professors and 454 high school teachers, between September 23 and October 10, 2025.
The questionnaire examined key evaluation factors, sub-factors, high school student record components, priority rankings of
talent-selection criteria, and the appropriateness of admissions evaluation criteria. Data were analyzed using IBM SPSS Statistics
25.0. The findings indicated that both groups considered the evaluation factors important; however, significant differences were
observed in the perceived importance and interpretation of specific sub-factors. Correlation analyses revealed significant positive
relationships among the evaluation factors. Personal qualities and growth potential were identified as factors significantly
associated with evaluation appropriateness. These findings highlight the need for shared evaluation standards, common assessment
language, and sustained collaboration between high schools and universities to enhance mutual understanding and consistency in
evaluating admissions.
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Table 1. General characteristics of the study participants

Characteristics Categories ‘ n | %
Professor
Sex Male 97 511
Female 93 48.9
30-39 14 7.4
40-49 45 23.7
Age
50-59 92 48.4
=60 39 20.5
1-5 years 18 9.5
6-10 years 22 11.6
Teaching 11-15 years 50 26.3
experience 16-20 years 41 21.6
21-25 years 33 17.4
=26 years 26 13.7
None 65 34.2
Admissions— 1-2 years 44 23.2
related work 3-5 years 39 20.5
experience 6-10 years 27 14.2
=11 years 15 7.9
Teacher
Sex Male 219 48.2
Female 235 51.8
<39 119 26.2
Age 40-49 198 43.6
=50 137 30.2
1-5 years 40 8.8
6-10 years 69 15.2
Teaching 11-15 years 86 18.9
experience 16-20 years 86 18.9
21-25 years 98 21.6
=26 years 75 16.5
Metropolitan area 262 57.7
School location | Chungcheong region 153 33.7
Other regions 39 8.6
General high school 423 93.2
School type Special-purpose high school 4 0.9
Vocational high school 27 5.9
Homeroom Yes 230 50.7
teacher No 224 49.3
None 26 5.7
1-2 years 62 13.7
College
admissions 3-5 years 104 22.9
guidance 6-10 years 115 25.3
experience
11-15 years 82 18.1
=16 years 65 14.3
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Table 2. A comparative study of university professors’ and
high school teachers’ perceptions of the importance
of key evaluation factors in student holistic

admissions

Evaluation
+
o Group n M£S.D t p
Professor 190 | 4.62+0.60

Personal 376 | 1.000
Qualities Teacher | 454 | 4.60+0.67

i Professor 190 | 4.28%0.72
Academic -3.197 | .004
Competence | Teacher 454 | 4.48+0.70

i Professor 190 | 4.41£0.72
Potential for ~1083| 837
Growth Teacher | 454 | 4.48+0.72

M=Mean; SD=Standard deviation.
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Table 3. Comparison of perceived importance of personal
qualities sub-factors between university professors

and high school teachers

3. off chek o st w2t 1S st

Sub—Factors Group n M=£S.D t p
ili Professor| 190 | 4.65+0.61
Diligence and -1.404 | .484
Responsibility | Teacher | 454 | 4.72+0.57
Consideration | Professor | 190 | 4.24+0.79
and Caring for -3.030 | .008
Others Teacher | 454 | 4.4410.75
Community Professor | 190 | 4.13+0.80
Engagement -2.220 | .080
and Leadership | Teacher | 454 | 4.28%0.79

M=Mean; SD=Standard deviation.
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Table 4. Comparison of perceived importance of academic

competence sub-factors between university

professors and high school teachers

ke
B

Sub-Factors Group n Mz£S.D t p
i Professor| 190 4.20%+0.69

Academic -1.450 | .444
Achievement | Teacher | 454 | 4.2940.74
Academic | Professor | 190 | 4.61+0.58

Attitude and .276 | 1.000
Motivation Teacher | 454 4.59+0.65
) ) Professor | 190 3.98+0.77

Inquiry Skills —-3.690 | <.001
Teacher 454 4.231+0.80

M=Mean; SD=Standard deviation.
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Table 5. Comparison of perceived importance of growth
potential sub-factors between university professors

and high school teachers

Sub-Factors Group n M£S.D t p
Self-Directed | Professor | 190 | 4.36+0.69

Learning -2.554 | .033
Competency | Teacher | 454 | 4.51£0.70

Academic Professor | 190 | 4.30+0.82

Major 5.554 | <.001
Alignment Teacher 454 3.85+0.95

Global and | Professor | 190 | 3.53+0.88

Local 1.110 | .802
Competency | Teacher | 454 | 3.44+0.90

M=Mean; SD=Standard deviation.
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Table 6. Comparison of perceived importance of high school
student record components between university
professors and high school teachers
High School Student
Record Components

J

Group M£S.D t p

Professor | 4.48+0.77

Attendance -3.598 | .004
Teacher | 4.71+0.64
Professor | 3.794+0.69

Autonomous Activities 1.509 | 1.000
Teacher | 3.70+0.90
Professor | 3.61+0.86

Club Activities -4.912 | <.001
Teacher | 3.98+0.89

i Professor | 3.97+0.88
Career Exploration — 026 | 1.000

Activities Teacher | 3.98+0.92
Professor | 3.68%1.01

Volunteer Activities 5.441 | <.001
Teacher | 3.20+1.04
; Professor | 4.08+0.89

‘ Completion of 161 1,000
Major—Related Courses | Teacher | 4.07+0.94
Professor | 3.77+0.88

Course Rank Grade -5.256 | <.001
Teacher | 4.16+0.84
i Professor | 4.13+0.75

Academic -1.678 | .941
Achievement Level | Teacher | 4.24+0.80
Subject-Specific Professor | 3.70+0.87

Competencies and -6.210 | <.001
Remarks Teacher | 4.18+£0.90
Behavioral Professor | 4.14+0.77

Characteristics and -.830 | 1.000
Overall Evaluation Teacher | 4.20+0.91

M=Mean; SD=Standard deviation.

r=.283, p<.001),
% ngrk 3

[ Personal Qualities]

r=.283*** r=.321***

Potential for

Academic
Competence

A

Growth

r=.430***

Pearson’s correlation coefficient. **p<.001.
I SN T2 BIIES 7h AR

Fig. 1. Correlations among personal qualities, academic
competence, and potential for growth
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Table 7. Factors associated with the perceived
appropriateness of the student holistic admissions

process
Variables B SE B t p | Tolerance| VIF
Constant |2.283]0.301 7.592|<.001
Personal | ) 53910050 | 224 |4.809|<.001| 936 |1.069
Qualities
Academic | 64710 049| 045 (0.947| 344 | 866 |1.155
Competence

Potential for
Growth

F=14.317, p<.001, R?=.087, Adj. R*=.081, Durbin-Watson=1.900
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