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324 0= Cooper 21(2001)¢] X& ¥} Trautwein 2](2006)¢] 28-S & 5 Atk WA Coope
r 21200 sATAS 8 O S vAe 2AES FEEsih MY elEe
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19 7}77}%*3 o] €] ] @Tﬂ Ager ZloR B 4 vk B HdES 98 ket k-
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zko] 7} vehg A5 LMREUH= BLRTY] o] 9-3A] vehd A3 +(Nylund, Aspa
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ABSTRACT

A Latent Profile Analysis of Primary Students’ Homework
Behavior : Homework time and effort

Eun-jin Shin

Graduate Student, Kyungpook National University
Won-Sook Sohn

Professor, Kyungpook National University

This study intended to identify homework learning types by considering differences in s
tudents in both homework effort and homework time with latent profile analyses. Homewo
rk time (i.e., the total amount of time spent on homework) and homework effort (i.e., the
degree to which students work seriously on their homework) were regarded as two centra
1 aspects that characterize students homework behavior. In addition, the present study inv
estigated how students and homework characteristics (i.e., homework feedback, achieveme
nt goal orientation, homework purpose, and achievement) are associated with these homew
ork behavior profiles. 563 fifth and sixth—grade students were analyzed by applying latent
profile analyses (LPAs) with covariates in a three-step method. The main findings from t
his study were as follows. First, based on their values for homework time and homework
effort, four distinct learning types were identified: minimalist(40.9%), struggling leaner(10.
7%), fast learner(30.6%) and high effort learner(17.9%). Second, it was found that teacher
s’ homework feedback, homework purpose and achievement goal orientations were statistic
ally associated with the homework learning types. The students with the more adaptive h
omework learning types tended to have a mastery—goal orientation and learning—oriented
homework purpose. Also they reported to have more homework feedback from their teach
ers. These findings shed some light on the generally inconsistent pattern of results on ho
mework research and also emphasize the value of the person—centered approach for home
work research in order to gain a better understanding of homework time. Finally implicati

ons for further study were discussed.

Key Words: homework, homework behavior, homework time, homework effort, formative

assessment, latent profile analysis
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