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ABSTRACT

In the modern society when intelligent mobile devices become popular, the Internet breaks
through the restrictions on time and space and becomes a ubiquitous learning tool.
Designing teaching activity for digital learning and flexibly applying technology tools are
the key issues for current information technology integrated education. In this study,
students are tested and proceeded questionnaire survey to understand the opinions about
digital learning. To effectively achieve the research objectives and test the research
hypotheses, quasi-experimental research is applied in this study. Total 116 students in 4
classes are selected as the research subjects for the instructional research. The research
results conclude that 1.digital learning presents better positive effects on learning
motivation than traditional teaching does, 2.digital learning shows better positive effects
on learning outcome than traditional teaching does, 3.learning motivation reveals
significantly positive effects on learning effect in learning outcome, and 4.learning
motivation appears remarkably positive effects on learning gain in learning outcome. It is
expected to combine with current teaching trend and utilize the advantages of digital
learning to develop practicable teaching strategies for the teaching effectiveness.
Keywords: digital learning, learning motivation, learning outcome

INTRODUCTION

In past years, the rapid revolution of the Internet and wireless communication technology has
resulted in the emergence of various interactive multimedia networks, such as mobile
learning, mobile voice, and instant messaging. Using the convenience and popularity of the
Internet for applying digital teaching materials and achieving the objective of national
competitiveness would replace traditional teaching. For this reason, a lot of research on mobile
learning is proceeded in order to offer higher transmission performance and universal
utilization. The technology of handy and portable PDAs and smart phones is getting mature
that about everyone has a device in hand. Different from traditional mechanism to browse the
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State of the literature

e Computers and network technology media were applied to learning situations, including
synchronous and asynchronous network learning, to break through the restrictions on time,
location, and schedule.

e Diverse digital teaching materials are produced, and schools have actively introduced distinct
digital teaching platforms to the instruction, expecting to promote students’ learning outcome.

¢ Inthe era when knowledge and information flow rapidly, the application of digital learning covers
different fields and industries. Based on distinct positions or points of view, the definitions are
different.

Contribution of this paper to the literature

e Teachers matching with the class teaching to make good use of teaching strategies, according
to the class climate and create the learning situation for students being willing to use digital
learning so that students bravely propose questions in the discussion and increase the online
interactive learning with teachers.

e The key in developing the effectiveness of digital learning on teaching lies in teachers. The
promotion of digital learning could provide alternative innovation of class teaching.

e The design of teaching activity and the flexible application of technology tools or digital learning
therefore become the primary issues for current information technology integrated education.

Internet, a user could link to the server, through the network, to select proper digital teaching
materials for the learning; and the instant tests allow students controlling the contents of
digital teaching materials. Accordingly, practical teaching strategies could be developed by
combining with current teaching trend and extracting the advantages of digital learning to
achieve the teaching effectiveness (Lai et al. 2012).

Under the climate with changing learning modes, the government and businesses have
largely invested in the research and development of digital teaching platforms. The software
and hardware for many digital teaching platforms have been developed, diverse digital
teaching materials are produced, and schools have actively introduced distinct digital teaching
platforms to the instruction, expecting to promote students” learning outcome. Utilizing the
shared education resources on the computer network for shortening the urban-rural education
gap has become a common trend globally. It is inevitable for teachers integrating information
technology into subjects to assist in students’ learning with teaching materials, teaching
methods, and diversified teaching media. It is the common responsibility for educators to have
teaching become more efficient, allow students being glad to learn, and cultivate the new
generation with creative and rational communication and critical thinking with technologies
and network information in the new era. Digital teaching aims to have students actively
participate in learning activity to achieve the set learning outcome (Pai & Tu, 2011). The design
of teaching activity and the flexible application of technology tools or digital learning therefore
become the primary issues for current information technology integrated education.
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LITERATURE REVIEW
Digital learning

Yoon et al. (2012) stated that digital learning (E-Learning) was first proposed by Jay
Cross in 1999. With the advance and development of technology tools, it appeared different
explanations and terminology, such as Internet-based training, web-based training, or on-line
learning, network learning, distance learning. Doris Holzberger et al. (2013) regarded digital
learning as delivery with digital forms of media (e.g. texts or pictures) through the Internet;
and, the provided learning contents and teaching methods were to enhance learners’ learning
and aimed to improve teaching effectiveness or promote personal knowledge and skills.
Basically, computers and network technology media were applied to learning situations,
including synchronous and asynchronous network learning, to break through the restrictions
on time, location, and schedule, and to achieve the learner-centered individualized learning
(Kaklamanou et al., 2012). In the era when knowledge and information flow rapidly, the
application of digital learning covers different fields and industries. Based on distinct positions
or points of view, the definitions are different. The most representative one is the definition
proposed by American Society of Training and Education (ASTD). It defines e-learning as the
process learners applying digital media to learning. Digital media contain the Internet,
corporate network, computers, satellite broadcasting, audiotapes, videotapes, interactive TV,
and compact disks. The application includes network-based learning, computer-based
learning, virtual classrooms, and digital cooperation. Anttila et al. (2012) regarded digital
learning as a digital tool to acquire digital teaching materials for online or offline learning
activity through wire or wireless networks (Hockly, 2012).

Current literatures therefore reveal different explanations of digital learning among
domestic and international researchers. By comprehensively analyzing the viewpoints of
several researchers, digital learning could be divided into four parts (Keane, 2012).

(1) Digital teaching materials: It emphasizes that learners could learn by extracting some
digital teaching material contents. The so-called digital teaching material contents refer to
e-books, digitalized data, or contents presented with other digital methods.

(2) Digital tools: It stresses on learners proceeding learning activity through digital tools, such
as desktop computers, notebook computers, tablet computers, and smart phones.

(3) Digital delivery: It emphasizes that learners” learning activity could be delivered through
the Internet, e.g. intranet, internet, and satellite broadcasting.

(4) Autonomous learning: It focuses on learners engaging in online or offline learning activity
through digital learning by themselves. It stresses on personal autonomous learning and
requires the participation of learners with autonomous learning to precede learning
activity.
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Learning motivation

Block et al. (2013) mentioned that the beginning and bottleneck stages of learning could
be guided by extrinsic motivation. Once it became autonomous, extrinsic incentives would be
unnecessary, but turned to autonomous learning. Both intrinsic and extrinsic motivation
would complement one another. On the other hand, learning also requires some driving force
and extrinsic motivation as it is common to learn for parent expectation, added objectives, and
acquisition of some incentives. Learning motivation is a mediator between stimulation and
reaction. In other words, learning motivation is a learner’s individual opinions about affairs,
and learners would present different knowledge acquisition needs because of distinct
opinions. Karim (2012) regarded learning motivation as the inherent belief to guide individual
learning goal, induce learning behaviors to make continuous efforts, reinforce cognition
history, and strengthen and improve the learning outcome. Gruzd et al. (2012) argued that
students would expect to receive incentives from others for the behaviors; in this case, learning
was purposive, but could possibly be transformed from extrinsic into intrinsic motivation.
Although students might not be autonomous, the acquisition of some achievement motivation
or the transformation into the needs for self-growth in the learning process would be a good
motivation internalization process. Ones with intrinsic learning motivation did not need
incentives, could independently make decisions, and acquired fun and sense of achievement
in the process. Extrinsic motivation, on the other hand, was the learning motivation induced
by others’ rewards or punishment and identity to certain behavioral value. Intrinsic
motivation might be more autonomous and persistent with high value, but environmental
factors could also influence motivation that incentives and external support were necessary
(Im et al., 2011). Koff & Mullis (2011) regarded learning motivation as student intention or
desire to participate in and make efforts on learning, which was performed on student choice
of specific learning activity and the efforts on such activity. Learning motivation therefore is
defined, in this study, as guiding students” continued learning and efforts on the learning goal
set by teachers in the learning process. Chou et al. (2012) also proved that students preferred
independently solving problems on certain work (the behaviors were driven by intrinsic
motivation), but would be helped by teachers to solve some learning problems (the behaviors
are promoted by external stimulation). In learning, students” intrinsic interests and teachers’
or parents’ extrinsic rewards could be cooperated to form the learning motivation. According
to above research, intrinsic motivation and extrinsic motivation are used as the measure
dimensions of learning motivation in this study.

Learning outcome

Katz et al. (2011) indicated that the words academic performance, learning outcome,
academic achievement, or learning achievement expressed the same ideas, i.e. students’
academic learning outcome, or the persistent result through learning history. Learning
outcome is an indicator to measure learners learning effect (Lubega et al., 2014) as well as a
major item for the evaluation of teaching quality. Learning outcome would be affected by
learning mode, curriculum design, and teaching (Jude et al., 2014) that a lot of researchers
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discussed the effects of personal characteristics or learning behaviors on learning performance.
For example, Mostafa & Esmaeel (2012) discussed the effects of learning style on learning
performance of medical students, and the relationship. Kristen (2011) explored the effects of
ability, self-efficacy, and personal goal on effectiveness and discovered that learning outcome
could indeed be affected by learner traits. Chesser (2011) discussed the effects of training
methods, computers self-efficacy, and learning mode on learning outcome and found out
higher learning performance of learners in favor of abstract concepts. Martin & Herrero (2012)
also found out the significant differences between learning mode and learning outcome, but
the effect of learning mode on learning outcome became insignificant after using multimedia
assisted teaching materials. Hsu (2012) pointed out two dimensions in learning outcome.

(1) Learning effect—including test result, time for schedule completion, and academic
achievement.

(2) Learning gain—containing learning satisfaction, achievement, and preference.

Learning effect and learning gain are therefore utilized as the measure dimensions of
teaching effectiveness in this study.

Comparison between traditional teaching and digital learning

McKiernan (2011) pointed out various differences in teaching material contents,
learning channels, and practice methods between traditional teaching and digital learning. For
instance, learning contents focusing on convenience and flexibility were suitable for digital
learning, while traditional teaching was better for courses which required practical operation
or teamwork. Although digital learning could not completely replace traditional teaching, it
could achieve the best teaching effect and have learners be glad to learn by reinforcing
traditional teaching with digital learning and comprehensively practicing both methods in
teaching activity. Yien et al. (2011) pointed out the difference between digital learning and
traditional teaching in learning environment and persons. Traditional teaching, with “lecture”
in classrooms, was the most traditional and representative teaching method. In short, it
referred to instructors delivering teaching materials in the teaching activity to learners through
interpretation. With the long history, it has been broadly applied and is still one of favorable
teaching methods of instructors.

Sebastian et al. (2012) regarded digital learning as the learning mode the most rapidly
developed in past years as well as the learning mainstream in the future. In addition to the
time background, it was rapidly developed because it broke through traditional teaching
modes and presented various strengths. Miyoshi et al. (2012) organized the advantages of
digital learning for the comparison with traditional teaching. (1) Learning no problem: Digital
learning allowed learners not being restricted on time and space as traditional learning so that
learners could select the time and location for online learning and had no pressure and obstacle
of time and space through the instructors” online interaction mechanism (Jude et al., 2014). (2)
Rich network resources: The Internet covers rich and diverse information that learners could
acquire data simply by searching key words. When a digital learning platform was able to
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organize relevant resources for the use or connection of learners, network resources would be
effectively applied through digital learning, and instructors or learners could acquire richer
information beyond teaching materials in the curriculum to enhance the learning effect (Im et
al., 2011). (3) Digital learning contents and tailored learning schedule: Learners were equally
treated in traditional teaching for same teaching schedule and contents, regardless of learners’
level. However, the curriculum design and the production of teaching materials for digital
learning were digital contents that learners could freely select different courses and teaching
materials, according to the level and preference, to achieve the tailored learning outcome (Sun
et al., 2012). (4) Complete records of learners’ learning history: A good digital learning
platform should be able to completely record learners” learning history so that instructors
could understand learners’ learning conditions and learners could clearly realize the level or
learning outcome for adjustment and improvement. (5) Interactive learning: Digital learning
was self-learning that the production of teaching materials should cover more media pictures,
sound, or images than traditional ones to generate more attractive and lively teaching
materials. Moreover, digital teaching platforms would provide interactive functions like chat
room and discussion for more two-way communication between learners and instructors and
among learners (Hockly, 2012). (6) Reduction of teaching costs: The teaching material contents
utilized in a digital teaching platform were kept as digital files that the completed teaching
materials could be repeatedly utilized. In other words, the teaching material contents made by
instructors before lessons allowed learners using for several times and learning repeatedly.
Traditional teaching required all learners gathering at the same time and same place for the
instruction that the teaching costs were increased. (7) Effective accumulation of knowledge:
The digital learning mode could systematically and completely record all online teaching
materials and learners’ learning history. For learners, it could efficiently and step by step
accumulated personal knowledge. For instructors, the teaching material contents could be
effectively organized and accumulated through a digital learning platform and rapidly
delivered to learners for effectively implementing knowledge management (Jude et al., 2014).
(8) Enhancement of learning interests: Instruction could be more vivid and lively through
information technology and the presentation of various media to enhance learners’ interests,
make learning more efficient, and promote learners’ learning persistence (Kaklamanou et al.,
2012). (9) Simultaneous new technology learning: Digital learning stressed on learners learning
distinct knowledge and new technologies of computers and network with digital tools to
promote the ability of using information technology (Shin et al., 2011). In summary, digital
learning is attractive because the contents would not change with media or standards so that
learners could easily operate to learn and break through the restriction on time and space for
thorough learning and successful learning. Learning motivation allows students preparing for
learning and would enhance the attention to and absorption of new knowledge. Consequently,
in order to make the best efficiency in learning, Kuo (2011) proposed the model of motivation
affecting effectiveness by understanding students’ learning motivation to explain the
relationship between motivation and effectiveness. Sahbaz (2012) revealed that students with
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higher learning motivation would present higher learning outcome, i.e. positive correlations
between learning motivation and learning outcome.

The following hypotheses are therefore proposed in this study.

H1: Digital learning shows better positive effects on learning motivation than
traditional teaching does.

H2: Digital learning reveals better positive effects on learning outcome than traditional
teaching does.

H3: Learning motivation presents significantly positive effects on learning effect in
learning outcome.

H4: Learning motivation appears remarkably positive effects on learning gain in
learning outcome.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Measure of research variable
Learning motivation

Referring to Chou et al. (2012), learning motivation is divided into (1) intrinsic
orientation and (2) extrinsic orientation in this study.

Learning outcome
Referring to Hsu (2012), (1) learning effect and (2) learning gain are contained.

Research subject and sampling data

To effectively achieve the research objective and test the research hypotheses,
nonequivalent pretest posttest control group design is utilized for the quasi-experimental
research. Total 116 students in 4 classes are selected as the research subjects, where 2 classes
(58 students) in the experimental group are proceeded digital learning and the other 2 classes
(58 students) in the control group remain traditional teaching method of lectures. The 32-week
instructional research is preceded for 3 hours per week (total 96 hours). The computer statistics
software SPSS is used for the data analysis, and Factor Analysis, Reliability Analysis,
Regression Analysis, and Analysis of Variance are applied to test various hypotheses.

Analysis method

Analysis of Variance is applied in this study to discuss the effects of digital learning on
learning motivation and learning outcome and Regression Analysis is further used for
understanding the relationship between learning motivation and learning outcome.
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Table 1. Variance analysis of digital learning on learning motivation

Variable F P Scheffe post-hoc
Digital Intrinsic orientation 9.38 0.000* digital learning (4.12)>traditional teaching (3.31)
learning Extrinsic orientation 1146  0.000* digital learning (4.75)>traditional teaching (3.53)

* stands for p<0.05

Table 2. Variance analysis of digital learning on learning outcome

Variable F P Scheffe post-hoc
Digital Learning effect 13.42 0.000* digital learning (3.95)>traditional teaching (3.15)
learning Learning gain 15.16 0.000* digital learning (4.27)>traditional teaching (3.38)
* stands for p<0.05
ANALYSIS RESULT

Reliability and validity analysis

With Factor Analysis, learning motivation is extracted two factors of “intrinsic
orientation” (eigenvalue=3.263, a=0.88) and “extrinsic orientation” (eigenvalue=2.841,
a=0.83). The covariance accumulated achieves 81.623%.

Learning outcome, with Factor Analysis, is extracted two factors of “learning effect”
(eigenvalue=2.533, a=0.86) and “learning gain” (eigenvalue=2.375, a=0.82). The covariance
accumulated reaches 84.283%.

Effects of digital learning on learning motivation and learning outcome

1. Variance analysis of digital learning on learning motivation

Applying Analysis of Variance to discuss the difference of digital learning in learning
motivation, Table 1, digital learning shows significant differences in intrinsic orientation
(4.12), and is higher than traditional teaching (3.31); and, digital learning reveals remarkable
differences in extrinsic orientation (4.75), and is higher than traditional teaching (3.53).

2. Variance analysis of digital learning on learning outcome

Analysis of Variance is utilized for discussing the difference of digital learning in
learning outcome. From Table 2, digital learning appears notable differences in learning effect
(3.95) and is higher than traditional teaching; and, digital learning shows significant
differences in learning gain (4.27), and is higher than traditional teaching (3.38).

Correlation analysis of learning motivation and learning outcome
(1) Correlation analysis of learning motivation and learning effect

To test H3, the analysis results, Table 3, reveal remarkable effects of intrinsic
orientation (f=2.136**) and extrinsic orientation ($=1.838*) on learning effect that H3 is
supported.
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Table 3. Analysis between learning motivation and learning outcome

Dependent variable— Learning outcome

Independent variablel Learning effect Learning gain
Learning motivation B Beta B Beta
Intrinsic orientation 2.136** 0.202 1.916* 0.182
Extrinsic orientation 1.838* 0.173 2.386** 0.217
F 28.46 36.25

Significance 0.000*** 0.000***

R2 0.342 0.388

Adjusted R2 0.031 0.036

Note: * stands for p<0.05, ** for p<0.01.
Data source: Self-organized in this study

(2) Correlation analysis of learning motivation and learning gain

To test H4, the analysis results, Table 3, present notable effects of intrinsic orientation
($=1.916*) and extrinsic orientation (3=2.386**) on learning gain that H4 is supported.

CONCLUSION

The investigation reveals that students agree with the assistance of digital learning in
the subject learning. Particularly, the increasing learning time for students with digital
learning relatively enhances the learning performance.

It relies on teachers matching with the class teaching to make good use of teaching
strategies, according to the class climate and create the learning situation for students being
willing to use digital learning so that students bravely propose questions in the discussion and
increase the online interactive learning with teachers. Integrating digital learning into class
teaching does not simply benefit students, but teachers would also have different gains. In
addition to the promotion of personal professionalism, teachers could perceive that students
realize teachers’ efforts and passion on teaching.

SUGGESTION

Aiming at above research results, the following suggestions are proposed in this study.

The teaching effectiveness could be enhanced merely when the system functions are
rich and diverse to be close to user perception and attract students logging in the system for
learning. In regard to the dilemma encountered in the mixed digital learning, the
administration of schools could provide teachers with software and hardware support and
assistance, according to the needs, to reduce the doubt of digital learning and, with
encouragement, integrate teachers with interests to form an organization similar to
professional communities to promote digital learning. After all, cooperation of a group could
better prolong the management of digital teaching than an individual to significantly develop
the teaching effect. When there is not a computer assisted teaching team to develop software,
teachers could collect relevant resources from the Internet and self-develop software or make
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web pages to achieve the information assisted teaching effect. What is more, the promotion of
team teaching among teachers for collaborative development and promotion of learning web
pages would be more productive and could benefit more students.

The key in developing the effectiveness of digital learning on teaching lies in teachers.
In other words, the promotion of digital learning could provide alternative innovation of class
teaching. Making changes in traditional teaching modes would encounter some difficulties,
but such difficulties would be overcome when teachers often exchange teaching experiences
with peers or experts or sharing and learning through web communities to advance the
teaching methods and improve the classroom management as well as to present he
professionalism and self-development. With the advance of information technology and the
relevant technologies, digital learning would be accepted by students and teachers. It is the
goal and task of teachers to have students receive systematic knowledge through network and
possess correct use concepts.

REFERENCES

Anttila, M., Valimaki, M., Hatonen, H., Luukkaala, T., & Kaila M. (2012). Use of web-based patient
education sessions on psychiatric wards. International Journal of Medical Informatics, 81(6), 424-
433.

Block, L., Jesness, R., & Schools, M. P. (2013). One-to-One Learning with iPads: Planning & Evaluation
of Teacher Professional Development. College of Education, Leadership & Counseling.
University of ST.Thomas Minnesota.

Chesser, W. D. (2011). Chapter 5: The E-textbook Revolution. Library Technology Reports, 47(8), 28-40.
Chou, C. C,, Block, & Jesness. (2012). A case study of mobile learning pilot project in K-12 schools. Journal
of Educational Technology Development and Exchange, 5(2), 11-26.

Gruzd, A., Staves, K., & Wilk, A. (2012). Connected scholars: Examining the role of social media in
research practices of faculty using the UTAUT model. Computers in Human Behavior, 28(6),
2340-2350.

Holzberger, D., Philipp, A., & Kunter, M. (2013). How teachers’ self-efficacy is related to instructional
quality: A longitudinal analysis. Journal of Educational Psychology, 105(3), 774-786.

Hsu, T. H. (2012). An Investigation into University Students” English Reading Motivation. Journal of Far
East University General Education, 6(2), 98.

Hockly, N. (2012). Substitute or redefine? Modern English Teacher, 21(3), 40-42.

Im, I, Hong, S., & Kang, M. S. (2011). An international comparison of technology adoption testing the
UTAUT model. Information & Management, 48(1), 1-8.

Jude, L. T, Kajura, M. A., & Birevu, M. P. (2014). Adoption of the SAMR model to assess ict pedagogical
adoption: A case of Makerere University. International Journal of e-Education, e-Business, e-
Management and e-Learning, 4(2), 106-115.

Kaklamanou, D., Pearce, J., & Nelson, M. (2012). Food and Academies: A Qualitative Study. Department
for Education, 1-23.

Karim, S. (2012). Dynamic assessment of L2 learners’ reading comprehension processes: A Vygotskian
perspective. Science Direct, 321-328.

3562



EURASIA | Math Sci and Tech Ed

Katz, D. L., Katz, C. S, Treu, J. A., Reynolds, J., Njike, V., Walker, J., & Michael, J. (2011). Teaching
Healthful Food Choices to Elementary School Students and Their Parents: The Nutrition
Detectives™ Program®. Journal of School Health, 81(1), 21-28.

Keane, D. T. (2012). Leading with Technology. The Australian Educational Leader, 34(2), 44.

Koff, L., & Mullis, R. (2011). Nutrition Education and Technology: Can Delivering Messages via New
Media Technology Effectively Modify Nutrition Behaviors of Preschoolers and Their Families?
Journal of Nutrition Education and Behavior, 43(4), S40-540.

Kristen, E. R. (2011). Analytical Evaluation of the Health Belief Model and the Vulnerable Populations
Conceptual Model Applied to a Medically Underserved, Rural Population. International Journal
of Applied Science and Technology, 1(2), 15-21.

Kuo, Ya-Chu (2011). Intrinsic/ Extrinsic motivation and perfectionism of EFL College Freshman student
in Taiwan (thesis). Retrieved from http:/ /ndltd.ncl.edu.tw/cgi-
bin/gs32/gsweb.cgi/login?o=dwebmge

Lai, Y. H.,, Huang, F. F,, & Yang, H. H. (2012). The Effect of Nutrition Education System for Elementary
School Students in Nutrition Knowledge. Journal of Oriental Institute of Technology, 32, 115-123.

Martin, H. S., & Herrero, A. (2012). Influence of the user’s psychological factors on the online purchase
intention in rural tourism: Integrating innovativeness to the UTAUT framework. Tourism
Management, 33(2), 341-350.

McKiernan, G. (2011). Configuring the ‘Future Textbook’. Search, 19(4), 43-47.

Miyoshi, M., & Tsuboyama-Kasaoka, N. (2012). School-based “Shokuiku” program in Japan:
Application to nutrition education in Asian countries. Asia Pacific Journal of Clinical Nutrition,
21(1), 159-162.

Mostafa, P., & Esmaeel, A. (2012). Teacher motivational practice, student motivation, and possible L2
selves: An examination in the Iranian EFL context. Language Learning, 62(2), 571-594.

Pai, J. C., & Tu, F. M. (2011). The acceptance and use of customer relationship management (CRM)
systems: An empirical study of distribution service industry in Taiwan. Expert Systems with
Applications, 38(1), 579-584.

Sahbaz, N. K. (2012). Evaluation of reading attitudes of 8th grade students in primary education
according to various variables. Educational Research and Reviews, 7(26), 571-576.

Sebastian, D., Ali, S., Ivo, B, Jan, M. L., & Helmut, K. (2012).Determinants of physicians” technology
acceptance for e-health in ambulatory care. International Journal of Medical Informatics, 81(11),
746-760.

Shin, D. H.,, Shin, Y. J., Choo, H., & Beom, K. (2011). Smartphones as smart pedagogical tools:
Implications for smartphones as u-learning devices. Computers in Human Behavior, 27(6), 2207-
2214.

Sun, J. Y., Han, S. H., & Huang, W. (2012). The roles of intrinsic motivators and extrinsic motivators in
promoting e-learning in the workplace: A case from South Korea. Computers in Human Behavior,
28(3), 942-950.

Yien, J. M., Hung, C. M., Hwang, G.]., & Lin, Y. C. (2011).A game-based learning approach to improving

students’ learning achievements in a nutrition course. Turkish Online Journal of Educational
Technology, 10(2), 1-10.

3563



M.-H. Lin et al. / Digital Learning on Learning Motivation and Learning Outcome

Yoon, J., Kwon, S., & Shim, J. E. (2012). Present Status and Issues of School Nutrition Programs in Korea.
Asia Pacific Journal of Clinical Nutrition, 21(1), 128-133.

http://iserjournals.com/journals/eurasia

3564



