25300 WA V=D S40)
SAfsel mlAE ofsF

LI o

The Influence of Elementary School Students’ Peer-relationship
Network Characteristics on the Reading Competencies

0] 2 A (Eun-Jung Lee)**
Bt X| & (Ji-Hong Park)***
T
L= A
1.A & 4, A+A3
2. o|27 WA 5. B9 3 A&
3. A7
x5

B Ao BA2 259 Bl IESD 548 FAlaL, 11 BA40] BAlsEe A JEks Fofsle] SANSRE
Aoksh= Aol Aok, ATE Y AAVE TR (social network analysis) S 2831917, Tej#A e} S 5H e AAE
Yol 7] Q] T4 43 QAP A3 2 QAP 3|ARAS ST A d s} 2589 el dAlelA R BA Rk
S AT Abe] s AASAT 2, AFEAITE B3 MES T F3S HIAIL o] 545
IS e AT B =R MEY ] WAE BT Aok 2 oot & Agith ol MIE A wA AT A8
S5 BAS 1S 54 A T 39 T2 A7 Sy el BE AA % 22 7Y A £ 5 de S s
S AAEATHE Al 997t it

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to suggest reading education plan by exploring the characteristics of peer-relationship
networks of elementary school students, and grasping the effects of those characteristics on the reading
competencies. Social network analysis method was used, and centrality analysis, QAP correlation and QAP multiple
regression analyses were conducted to examine the relationship between peers and reading competencies. The
findings show that the help relationship rather than peer characteristics and friend relationship was related
to reading competencies. However, since the friend relationship has an effect on the help relationship, it is
also found that the relationship between the friend and the help relationship network should be considered
in order to improve the reading competencies. This network analysis results are meaningful in reading education
plan in the sense that they suggest a useful guideline for the formation of members ranging from individuals,
small groups, to a whole class, and for periodical activities considering situation and learning purposes such
as before, during, and after reading activities.
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12 8 8.500 1.214 12 3 2.667 1.333
13 7 6.571 1.095 13 2 2.000 2.000
14 9 6.444 0.806 14 5 2.200 0.550
15 7 3571 0.595 15 5 0.800 0.200
16 6 6.167 1.233 16 7 4.143 0.690
17 5 7.400 1.850 17 4 6.500 2.167
18 5 6.400 1.600 18 10 5.500 0.611
19 7 8.286 1.381 19 5 9.000 2.250
20 5 6.600 1.650 20 7 7.286 1.214
21 7 4.286 0.714 21 8 7500 1.071
22 4 3.500 1.167 22 2 2.500 2.500
23 6 3.667 0.733 23 5 3.200 0.800
24 5 6.600 1.650 24 5 3.400 0.850
25 4 4.000 1.333 25 3 0.000 0.000
26 10 5.300 0.589 26 16 6.625 0.442
27 7 2.857 0.476 27 7 3429 0571
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o} 93 A & (outdegree) & T
Ak ZAFAA YIEL]AE] 9

[e]

(outdegree centrality)-& %13k

Aoz el o] Hld

T Ark dujAo g e ogAdTAYS HAth &
s A MEAS] 2T 269, 1
%(indegree) H, 184, 99 sHlo] w9 =A YERsith o
w3 g9t AE0] FAlol Hol tE AE] 4l
FAAFTAA TS AT ARE & F Ak JEuFe
ATE At AFAAEG =33 MEYToNA A
HSeh P AFAAe] =2 MIES TR s
229 <o) UL 10 ¢ =

Blou (i 4)9k 7ol 2%, 49,

(E 4) YEAES

MM (Qutdegree centrality)

A73A MEHA

EedA MEYS

A7#A MEHD

Node | Outdegree Iéfgg:;f:g Node | Outdegree %ﬁﬁggg

1 15 0.115 1 46 0.354

2 5 0.038 2 0 0.000

3 15 0.115 3 4 0.031

4 9 0.069 4 1 0.008

5 15 0.115 5 0 0.000

6 15 0.115 6 2 0.015

7 15 0.115 7 0 0.000

8 15 0.115 8 1 0.008

9 14 0.108 9 30 0.231

10 15 0.115 10 0 0.000

11 15 0.115 11 0 0.000

12 15 0.115 12 4 0.031

13 15 0.115 13 7 0.054

14 14 0.108 14 6 0.046

15 14 0.108 15 13 0.100

16 15 0.115 16 11 0.085

17 12 0.092 17 8 0.062

18 14 0.108 18 38 0.292

19 15 0.115 19 10 0.077

20 14 0.108 20 18 0.138

21 15 0.115 21 15 0.115

22 9 0.069 22 0 0.000

23 15 0.115 23 4 0.031

24 15 0.115 24 0.000 * wkak/A gk T
25 12 0.092 25 0.062 A @ U A AT
26 15 0.115 26 54 0.415 i HolE g4 id
27 15 0115 | 27 10 0077 7] dAR=
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o Ee e MEND B4l SA%Ee nAE 9% 309

R7-8A M| ES)=0] WA 254 (indegree ST FE23 I k. A A2 3

R = (—)]
centrality) < (3& 5)¢} 7] 19, 39, 84, 19

B 297} Hoke AL 9o tiie] 2 7Fs
H o] A Ueht SHel A Hg 21T dol 1&g nlelr] mjoltt. olefgh 3y
2 ABHT AT 7P F9) 2A s ol 55 IARE AR sletale] fdve] ol
& HE2 YFAATAAY gho] W FAES %Y, o Yol 928 F Y 73S vl
o Z19 AR AR wA 3 ALY =292 oF & Aot} 29, 4¥ 9] A= 9)3aid
W, 24 S, 81T el sgake 4 FAAT WIAAFAA 0] BF Yol B &

(E by WeFAZZAM(Indegree centrality)

A4AA HES A T3 MESYA 73A EHA
Node | Indegree Normalized Node | Indegree Normalized
Indegree Indegree

1 32 0.246 1 0 0.000

2 0 0.000 2 15 0.115

3 22 0.169 3 0.069

4 1 0.008 4 0.000

5 19 0.146 5 0.069

6 14 0.108 6 0.031

7 15 0.115 7 15 0.115

8 22 0.169 3 14 0.108

9 11 0.085 9 5 0.038

10 14 0.108 10 15 0.115

11 11 0.085 11 15 0.115

12 13 0.100 12 0.069 T2 MEYA
13 18 0.138 13 0.000

14 20 0.154 14 12 0.092

15 13 0.100 15 9 0.069

16 6 0.046 16 12 0.092

17 18 0.138 17 14 0.108

18 19 0.146 18 19 0.146

19 22 0.169 19 14 0.108 =
20 16 0.123 20 15 0.115

21 10 0.077 21 14 0.108

22 8 0.062 22 9 0.069

23 9 0.069 23 15 0.115

24 0.000 24 15 0.115 * ksl A gk T

25 13 0.100 25 0.069 A @ U A A
26 15 0.115 26 0.069 BT golE M id

27 11 0085 | 27 14 0.108 7] AARE
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A L EA EST S0 5MTH A=

AlA1(Betweenness centrality)

A7 WEST =4 WES3 A7 WES

Node | Betweenness BI\eIE[)\rNHc}SIEIZliis Node | Betweenness Bﬁ?\i/ngsgiiis

1 47112 7.248 1 0.000 0.000

2 0.000 0.000 2 0.000 0.000

3 37.206 5.724 3 1.183 0.182

4 0433 0.067 4 0.000 0.000

5 36.390 5599 5 0.000 0.000

6 12.834 1974 6 0.000 0.000

7 8.855 1.362 7 0.000 0.000

8 10,639 1637 8 2,000 0.308

9 21540 3314 9 15517 2.387

10 41206 6.339 10 0.000 0.000

11 8,033 1236 11 0.000 0.000

12 10241 1576 12 0.000 0.000 EEAAVEYA

13 11.377 1.750 13 0.000 0.000

14 33608 5171 14 6.633 1.021

15 39.816 6.125 15 3500 0.538

16 13.808 2124 16 13.200 2,031

17 2.333 0.359 17 15500 2.385

18 21.339 3283 18 75.233 11574

19 23211 3571 19 1.000 0.154

20 6.461 0.994 20 8,767 1349

21 77.110 11.863 21 18.250 2.808

22 20.711 3186 22 0.000 0.000

23 12.282 1.890 23 7.083 1.090

24 0.000 0.000 24 0.000 0000 I+ wap/Aer qep=

25 20.950 3223 25 8.083 1244 [* 42 @: U3 A o3HA

26 85.708 13.186 26 53.800 8277 LE glol & 3 id

27 | 307% 1738 27 | 13250 2,038 7] 284
(6¥1: 0.104 < 5¥: 0.146) Zi-% 5T A zpolg HATH
Atk 63 o] 5 AR o ZFHE JF o|Aq oo FAALL AABA T
g5 71 A AAIAIE D Tk A o] omE ol Bt} & d4" HEE & T
ojty, 3 =g UEYINAME N s HA7E @A st EsollA ofelzl
TS = AL griste AT S WE] Aol =2 TS TAHCE FuiS
H|wal HokE o ofolAlWElFTAdo] =2 8t w3)5te] AR a3 HME st &5 A4
A QeI dFTAAd o] =2 Y H|et - olgfst EAS 7k R 1 & 4 9JS A
ZE HYow, 319 #hE Ad SE N o= JeEnh
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(E 7) oto| A E{ S~ M (Eigenvector centrality)
A7AA EYA A MEYA A72A EYA
Node | Eigenvector Normalized Node | Eigenvector Normalized
Indegree Outdegree

1 0.351 0.246 1 0.316 0.354
2 0.056 0.000 2 0.131 0.000
3 0.269 0.169 3 0.152 0,031
4 0.111 0.008 4 0,007 0.008
5 0.286 0.146 5 0.101 0.000
6 0.324 0.108 6 0.105 0.015
7 0.243 0.115 7 0.190 0.000
8 0.267 0.169 8 0.102 0.008
9 0.227 0.085 9 0.275 0.231
10 0.231 0.108 10 0.149 0.000
11 0.249 0.085 11 0.176 0.000
12 0.222 0.100 12 0.080 0,031 T MEYA
13 0218 0.138 13 0.024 0.054
14 0.257 0.154 14 0.189 0.046
15 0.121 0.100 15 0.183 0.100
16 0.092 0.046 16 0.191 0.085 f
17 0.074 0.138 17 0.127 0.062
18 0.090 0.146 18 0.305 0.292
19 0.090 0.169 19 0.162 0.077
20 0.065 0.123 20 0.188 0.138
21 0.141 0.077 21 0.253 0.115
22 0.048 0.169 22 0.119 0.000
23 0.099 0.069 23 0.156 0,031 T
24 0.067 0.000 24 0.120 0.000 . ;5% ..° %M— A o5
25 0.084 0.100 25 0.089 0.062 T gl oM id
26 0.209 0.115 26 0.465 0415 27 AARE
27 0.080 0.085 27 0.195 0.077
Tk geket 54EES 9% B AW 7hs gk Aotk M EY oM Ag=He o

BARY F A HolE vhEY el o)
T2 EYS 710 NE TDE hE 2 A9



2z W EY 2] A EF0lle 19 7k vl
zha B=oll= (9] 7hoR FojA UA|sk= A
o] Hlgo| 55 APTE AR MEIF
o] FFHOE o|FofRl AR Wit

S UESAY] 7§ A3} (fitness)
7F 1326114 47]¢] & l FAHEUT B @
A A gz 9o AFEA EYA
B} f-A5H 3“4549;1013% MEIE A
R0 EEOE YeTh 7t BEdA d2%

Eo g WY olelANETU ol wE
S ol MENIE BT B3 =

AVEATANA 2 BE SHES BF 23
3 glo] BE &% THEE 3 glo] ¢
a9 3 ZA0E Helth EgiH

j o] 7?—;—@
=< 1RE(10, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20,
219¥), 2RE(15, 22, 24, 25, 27¥), 3EE(4,
5.6,7. 9,23 26W), 4XE(1, 2, 3, 8, 12, 13,
1) o2 FAF Yt
PR 2 A g Ea A MEHA
= AZ ojet Adoe] JEA BAE A A

HAA A S A5t UCINETS QAP
233 (Quadratic Assignment Procedure
correlation) A= -+ UESA 7kl A st
Ao R iAo A vojE AT
olgate] St wAAF ATt

A % E%J&ﬁlt FAAT7E 027762
3 Ty EH

)
B
o
it
:|o
O
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2
=)
/\
o
(e
—

ol = R T r1r

LﬂE 43-01] I
7IE 3RS AATslTE SHHA(IV)
AF3A MEHA, 530D
A YMEYAZ MR-QAP 3
Regression-QAP) < F=a8 st A3} R* = 0,08
(pC00D) = 3ARY S FAALCE o3,

FAFBA(IV) MEYA7} std3A WEYA
(DV)ell o3t G2 PA= Ao = eyt
H B=0.27, p<.001).
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314 A=EAHRES|A] A54F A25 2020
(E 8 27 ¥ T HESRZ SAHe Aot 24 Z3t
A JEHA
VoA 2= (-7}
= QAP #AF(p-%)
Crp Coup Cp Cg

e Crp 0.1509(0.233) 0.0653(0.358) -0.0852(0.332) -0.4250(0.0178)
| Coup 0.3846(0.028)* 0.2106(0.1176) 0.5697(0.0066) ** 0.1086(0.3045)
HE Cs 0.0994(0.2999) 0.1063(0.3535) 0.3758(0.0592) -0.2043(0.1750)
A4 Coutp 0.2752(0.0344) 0.2849(0.0520) 0.6756(0.0004) *** 0.1163(0.2885)

Cmp: In-Degree Centrality Cowp: Out-Degree Centrality Cg: Betweenness Centrality Cg: Eigenvector Centrality
#pC.05 **pd.01 ***pd.001

o
r2

[‘_% >
o\ SZ: o

o>
oX,

N
==

b
i)

ol
&

)

o
o =Y

> of

N

N
-

£
o=

rlo
12 o

ok

K
I il

o 0 ox ok
o "o M o
o e I
lo 7y e o

o
do

>,
N

o

p=1
=

ol

zl

wl

A3 A7 /7Tt =2 HE
4L sk
Tl FAAA A 2
ATk olell wek, FAAATE =
Aol %5 vtetslr] fsf 39
Al Az Felgt s Bl <
St 27w g

aE=
—_L
7_<_-11

of

H

-
LA

ook

=] —
or—

Hir
2 rlo
o dlo

ol
F{F

Y

d

zul
T o
o = g
off 1 @ (g -
TR

Lo 1@

(]

—

bt
o2

P
-4
e
X,
N

ad

o )

r
&

B

k
&
(7
ol
A

EE2E HIER = EMSH |

4.2.1 A73A M ES| T8} 5A15H e

-

A7

LA

2
A VEANZ S FAS S of
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AT AA

O m(p{.05), ©1¢ QAP 3] (MR-QAP:
Multiple Regression Quadratic Assignment
Procedure) & %33 A3k R* = 0.18(p(0.05)
2 AR FAACE folatH, 3AAT
A SAACRE Fog A7t VERTH 5=
0.42960, p<.05).
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0.14863*
0.47958*
0.29401
0.32310
0.23128
0.17604
0.24468
0.10206
0.27639
0.25498
0.25518
0.19323
0.01895
0.16438
-0.06908
-0.01170

QAP 3HE4

0.18593*
0.18456*
0.08644
0.10439
0.05349
0.03099
0.05987
0.01042
0.07639
0.06502
0.06512
0.03734
0.00036
0.02702
0.00477
0.00014
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04312*
0.4296*
0.2940
0.3231
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CE 10) =22 UWEYHZ YT SMs5HIe| 2
Tgw A= QAP J#E4 { QAP 3)71%4
YEHA A 5 R? 8
. 71 0.1043 0.01097 0.10475
o ° FH & -0.0470 0.00221 -0.04696
%Lﬁ 2 =3 0.2559 0.06548 0.25589
xies -0.0279 0.00078 -0.02790
o A 0.4747** 0.22538** 0.47474**
ﬂ 7‘; FHE 0.4928** 0.24288** 0.49283**
%;;g =3 0.4089* 0.16720* 0.40890*
o 0.2435 0.05928 0.24347
A 0.5108** 0.26088** 0.51077**
o THZ 0.4620** 0.21343** 0.46198™*
EIAPY =3 0.5124** 0.26250** 0.51235**
xies 0.2117 0.04481 0.21168
7 0.4067* 0.16539* 0.40668*
OL‘?L? FH % 0.3582* 0.12829* 0.35818*
ERA =3 0.4067* 0.16539* 0.40668*
o 0.2074 0.04303 0.20745
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