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The main purpose of this study was to analyze the relationship between attitude
towards online learning and online learning self-efficacy, and the satisfaction
of agricultural students with online learning. To achieve this goal in this
research, the descriptive method was used. The population of the study
consisted of B.Sc. students in the agriculture faculty of Arak University
(N=230), from which 112 students were selected by using online software.
Simple random sampling was employed in the selection of the respondents. A
questionnaire was developed to gather data. Validity and reliability of the
research instrument were confirmed based on the evaluation of a panel of
experts and Cronbach's alpha coefficient, respectively. The results indicated
that the students' attitude was high, and their self-efficacy and satisfaction were
intermediate. The results of the correlation analysis showed a positive and
significant relationship between attitude and online learning self-efficacy and
students' online learning satisfaction. Stepwise regression also revealed that
attitude and online learning self-efficacy can significantly predict 29 percent of
the variation in the online learning satisfaction of students. The
recommendations of this study are expected to be a baseline for future
improvement in online learning satisfaction.
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Introduction

This research examines attitudes towards online learning and online learning self-efficacy among
agricultural students at Arak University, and their relationship with online learning satisfaction. Student
satisfaction is one of the main factors determining the quality of online educational programs (Xu & Xue,
2023), is an important component of student success in online learning (Martin & Bolliger, 2022), and is
known to be the main factor affecting the continuity of online learning and learning effectiveness (Parahoo
et al., 2016). Online learning satisfaction is related to various factors, including learning self-efficacy
(Zheng & Xiao, 2024; Rankapola & Zuva, 2023; Lim et al., 2021; Al-Nasah et al., 2021; Shen et al., 2013)
and attitude towards online learning (Lama, 2024; Chetioui et al., 2024; Hablo et al., 2022). Various
theories have been proposed on online learning. Online learning theories, especially those specific to this
scientific domain, place students in greater responsibility for their learning, place them at the forefront of
the educational experience, and emphasize their active role in knowledge construction. Therefore, it is

important to examine students’ perspectives on online learning.

Result

The results indicated that the students' attitude was high, and their self-efficacy and satisfaction were
intermediate. The results of the correlation analysis showed a positive and significant relationship between
attitude and online learning self-efficacy and students' online learning satisfaction. Stepwise regression
also revealed that attitude and online learning self-efficacy can significantly predict 29 percent of the

variation in the online learning satisfaction of students.

Conclusion

The present study was conducted to analyze the relationship between attitudes towards online learning and
online learning self-efficacy, and the satisfaction of agricultural students with online learning. The research
findings showed that, although students’ attitudes towards online learning were strong, their online
learning self-efficacy and satisfaction with online learning were moderate. Online learning self-efficacy is
closely related to most learning activities (Geng, 2022). Online learning is more student-centered, and
students take on more responsibilities and independence (Kuo et al., 2014). Online learning also involves
many interactions that require more active and self-directed participation from students who must attend
class independently and develop a strategy for their learning processes (Puzziferro, 2008). Accordingly,
high student self-efficacy plays a fundamental role in online learning. The level of student satisfaction with
online learning also plays an important role in their acceptance of online learning methods (Zhu, 2012).
Therefore, any effort to increase student satisfaction with online learning has contributed to its success of
online learning and the achievement of better learning outcomes. Furthermore, the success of any type of
online education depends largely on students' attitudes toward online learning, and students with positive
attitudes are more familiar with web-based technologies. Therefore, providing students with practical
experiences can help strengthen their attitudes toward online learning, as empowerment is the key to

creating a positive attitude.
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