
Journal of Quality Education Vol. 7 

*
Correspondence concerning this article should be sent to: Dai Nishigori,Admissions Center Saga University, 
1 Honjyo-machi,Saga-city,Saga, JAPAN,840-8502. Email: nisigori@cc.saga-u.ac.jp  

* Admissions Center, Saga University

It was the purpose of this study to examine the effect and limitation of delivery lecture 
which is one of educational articulation between high school and university from the point 
of view of career education. The participants were high school students who took delivery 
lecture(N=5,635). The results indicated that delivery lecture increased student's desire to 
learn. Fresh sense and amazing discovery of higher education particularly had a big 
influence on increasing desire to learn. To enhance student's satisfaction of taking delivery 
lecture, the following four factors is important. Those factors were "teacher's performance", 
"initiating the interest of content of a lecture", " fresh sense and amazing discovery of 
higher education ", "understanding content of a lecture ". For universities for the purpose of 
acquiring applicant, delivery lecture had limited effectiveness against acquiring applicant.
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1  
2008  2010  2012  
53.2% 58.4% 61.9% 
31.9% 30.7% 33.1% 

 
2  3  

A  B   A  B  
66.7% 34.2% 70%  78.1% 40.4% 
59.0% 42.2% 40-70% 67.5% 33.8% 
37.2% 23.4% 40%  36.6% 22.9% 
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6,687
5,635 4 ( )

4,950
87.8% 288 5.1% 375 6.7%

3,617 64.2%
577 10.2% 1,352 24.0%
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1 %  2 %  3 %  
 551(42.5) 1,605(49.0) 526(50.3) 
 744(57.5) 1,671(51.0) 519(49.7) 
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. ( = .83)      

 .86 -.03 -.09 -.07 .60 
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4.14 SD=0.72

3.94 SD=0.72

3.38 SD=0.89 2
 

4.03 SD=0.65
3.89 SD=0.72 3.88 SD=0.80

3.64 SD=0.84
 

 

7. 1  
 N Mean SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 

1.  5614 4.14 0.72       
2.  5604 3.94 0.72 .54**      
3.  5612 3.38 0.89 .46** .46**     
4.  5559 4.03 0.65 .51** .64** .42**    
5.  5579 3.89 0.72 .45** .75** .40** .57**   
6.  5623 3.88 0.80 .32** .59** .24** .33** .61**  
7.  5624 3.64 0.84 .40** .69** .39** .51** .57** .54** 

 

 

=.35 **p<.001 =.17 
**p<.001 =.10 **p<.001
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1  
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=.30 **p<.001
=.23 **p<.001

=.12 **p<.001 9 R2 .71

 3
=.41**p<.001
=.25**p<.001  

=.23 
**p<.001 =.20 **p<.001

=.19 **p<.001
10

=.20**p<.001
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 .31 .35** .17** - .10** 

 .33 .37** .20** - .10** 

 .26 .31** .17** - .13** 

 .34 .45** .19** - - 

 .30 .33** .17** - .12** 

 .32 .29** .24** - .14** 
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 .71 .23** .38** .12** .30** 

 .70 .24** .39** .11** .29** 

 .70 .22** .37** .12** .32** 

 .68 .23** .37** .11** .30** 

 .72 .22** .37** .12** .31** 

 .72 .23** .41** .14** .25** 
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 .23 .23** .19** - .20** 
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 .22 .24** .17** - .21** 
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 .22 .21** .20** - .20** 

 .28 .25** .15** - .23** 
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.  
 

Tukey  
Y  N  DN  

N Mean SD N Mean SD N Mean SD 

 4884 4.05 0.64 284 3.88 0.66 370 3.89 0.68 Y > N=DN 

 4904 3.91 0.72 284 3.75 0.74 369 3.72 0.71 Y > N=DN 

 4941 3.90 0.80 286 3.82 0.86 374 3.69 0.75 Y > DN 

 4941 3.67 0.84 287 3.39 0.84 374 3.41 0.78 Y > N=DN 

 4936 4.22 0.67 285 3.45 0.94 371 3.70 0.73 Y > DN >N  

 4928 3.97 0.71 286 3.71 0.74 368 3.70 0.69 Y > N=DN 

 4932 3.41 0.89 286 2.97 0.97 372 3.29 0.78 Y > DN >N 

 

12  

 

.  
 

Tukey  
Y  N  N/A  

N Mean SD N Mean SD N Mean SD 

 3568 4.12 0.62 565 3.81 0.74 1338 3.87 0.63 Y > N= N/A 

 3588 4.00 0.70 568 3.63 0.80 1337 3.72 0.69 Y > N= N/A 

 3609 4.02 0.76 577 3.54 0.92 1348 3.66 0.79 Y > N= N/A 

 3609 3.92 0.72 577 2.82 0.92 1350 3.24 0.70 Y > N/A > N 

 3600 4.26 0.66 575 3.87 0.86 1350 3.93 0.72 Y > N= N/A 

 3604 4.10 0.67 573 3.52 0.81 1339 3.71 0.67 Y > N/A > N 

 3605 3.52 0.86 576 2.89 1.00 1344 3.21 0.83 Y > N/A > N 
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