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An Analysis Study on Correlation Between Academic Background and
Information Culture Index
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ABSTRACT

In the present knowledge and information society, every citizen can enjoy benefits of various advanced technologies such as
information and communication technology(ICT) and smart technology. Nowadays everybody has to have some level of information
literacy and application ability in order to enjoy benefits from various advanced technologies. In additions, knowledge and practice
will about information and communication ethics are also required for all. Currently we need some kind of standards fo evaluate and
model everybody’s information literacy and application capability. In this sense, information culfure index has been developed to check
information literacy and application capability of every citizen for various aspects of daily life. Information culture index consists of three
standards, that is, application, awareness, and norm, respectively. Application standard indicates how information contents and skills
are generalized for all. In other words, it is concerned with how every citizen can understand information literacy and use information
skills in his or her daily life. Awareness standard is concerned with how well everyone can respect and frust others in the current
information culture community. Norm standard is concerned with how everyone can use information communication services according
to his or her desirable sense of information and communication ethics.

The purpose of this paper is fo analyze correlation between academic background and three standards of information culfure index,
that is, application, awareness, and norm. For this purpose, we use 2-year national survey works for information culture. After thorough
statistical analysis, we can conclude that, awareness and norm standards do not show a meaningful correlation with academic
background while application standard shows a meaningful correlation with academic  background, It means that, the higher
academic background one has, the higher application standard one can achieve. We expect that our correlation analysis results can
be helpful to spread of information education and information culture in the future.
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