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A Case Study of Using ICT in Education with Big Data Analysis of Learners’ Traits: toward
Clear Human Information Processing

Keiko Tsujioka™®

Abstract - As using ICT in collaborative learning, there are increasing opportunities to communicate among
learners in SNS (Social Network System) like text massage, we might have to give our consideration to their
individual traits when we organize their teams for social interaction with each other, not only by face to face
communication (sound voice) but also distance one (text message).

Upon this, our object of this study is to support for collaborative teaching and learning, and then we will make a
new proposal of the method for measuring and evaluating learners’ individual traits, especially with distinguishing
their language information processing. Moreover, we have analyzed results of our experiment which participants
were 98 fresh female university students under the same environment and the condition, and then persuaded to
find out some special correlations among their traits and results in collaborative learning.

Finally, we will show the case of individual differences considering human information processing.

Keywords: individual traits, human information processing, feedforward control, feedback control, method of

measurement and evaluation
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