BHEY G2 B 2L EARY Y

PSS b} b | L B4
kAt MR
TR Rel i A B = R

Analysis of the effectiveness of the Recommendation Model
for the Customized Learning Course

Ji-won Han?

Heui-seok Limt

* Dept. of Computer Science and Engineering, Korea University

"
dn
i rlo

pf )
x P
o
3
— N
® o
o

ol
—_

i T

o
o

Wy
i)
e
ol
2L

- (=
o X

il
B

o MR

4

£
h e 3o
HU e 100 oy

T

N

o U =

:?l‘_’,

S

Lo
b

o oy S > omy X
I

oft M

1. M E

ABEAN7]%(CT, Information & Communication
Technology)®] @& ICTE o] &3 ¢lxzate] o

gtk ey ICT 71«9 ddom A3zt
A7 S8H1 Ang AR ol H
(Lifelong Education)¥} #+o] thFs A # o9}
i }

8|

2 Rl

AR Aol wg zHelsh
A g WA A ICT 7149 283 An 2

N >
S e
I N, ofh

2 AEES AA oAy ARE AAdsta, IR
T AA HAow vt WAoo w oaaTS A
= Aol 7bsstA HATh AntE tupo] 2o TS
2 0y g 58 T 5 e Aol FH WA
ShFAE Aagtgo] Eabe i, el AFUEE
o] &%t AAFfH ol A3 HAT wF Fof
AE ICT 7]&o] Ag5o] M2 dAeridoz Ws}
st k. MEAQ ws WA= wS BA4gs A
Asta wArel stAZEY] WA ShwbAl S AlE ek
AA A &4 8¢5 (Formal Learning)e] & o] %L
1<k gt

j%_

_g_

Al

2]

2

2]

al

[¢]
o] x]= H] &4 3} (Non-formal Learning)

3hro] o] F o=
o2 W&ol gl Matsta vk thgetn we A
RS olE AT & e ARG Aag2 o
3o R spate AAg FHsted Eeg FA
Kl R KR

{

|

9
2

b

)

1o,

for |1
i)

il

Mr of,
it

[0

ol

N

ﬁ

rot

i

ol
bii)d

o 1o
=

o

o &
o
BN

N~
rlr

o ML 52
41 5 @ ol
2.5 T ol
)
9
v e
—[oérﬁﬂﬁlﬂ
B0
B
92 e
XN g
N
o

U g

QL
il

R
ofls
>
b ot
o oy o A ox 2

o

oy

:(g

o

e ooy
ot
o
lo,

L rg_,‘

-

o 2 (N N 9 o2 o
°

ir 2 o
£

A Azgo] WEHAo
AgAe] A WE ol
dole & whgo Abgatels Bad Hn
AL el WA FHFOEA, A
AEe Aol At EBL 47 A5 & s
Fi Azdolth oldd FH AxYe

of wet mEb oEAl e wg 87

g oo
o

- Ir
N

E) K ol

0
-
N

o},
é,:.

H—t‘ _04

;2 t

iv)

Bl

R

ﬁ ©
o ro =z ¥

>
L op
oy 3
o it
ot o

2

Kl

==
=2 o
> o
al
o,
Ut oo mE o2

fo
=
Jr

T
o
)
ol
:de;
i}
02
ok
o%
23

g EFAlE A Al

o o
Of



20174 S=ZFE wSsts]

iz
Q,
(|
‘i
o
)
o
o,
lo
L
Ao
N
L
§]
o
o
fru
_u
ox
i)
9
%

FIA~E FHE vEEEES FESHY] A6, 1A
T TAY FHEES JEste] ATl ol & 9
3 TF-IDF (Term Frequency-Inverse Document
Frequency)& o] &3] wol®¥l 71F A& Atbsle] 1l
T "ol s FE38e WE Fzko] wjx A zith TF-IDF
AR M G2E mlo]do A o] galE THEA R,
AR o] Fo) R A AS W o7}
WellA duly F23 AAE Yel e
#*e & 4 v TF-IDFE 58 F53
1 &7rell v X} A7, Cosine Similarity 7]
9 fAl=E FA%. IgHA FE
TRLA T ARAFE st g

FHa71 8, = 9wk 71 (Word
)

m N
2 o
ot o, I

& E
)

o,

w2 o ¢ oot A & |r
QX oo

1%
oy ol

s
iz

o

K
[>
it

A WA 3t g 7%l
9o WS B8 d5H dERaE o
= Aol sbseteh AgtahE wae A

‘ ) Weight
., C?%Culatg;n
v
Lecture H Word
Plan i Embedding
H (Word2vec)
v v
Seript Cosine
Extraction Similarity
v v
Morpholog Predicted
ical Ranked List
Analysis
': Y
i Learning
Noun H Course
Extraction i -
v :
Frequency | ... &

(27 1] 7dlEkE S ofEas FHR

W
I

2.1 HIE Clo| ==
B o

= §l€_

ors <

JEZ

G 27}

WAL

DBoll H Ak

E3E T8 YatolmR g FAjo] Zdg WAL
WNEFE EA9 A Zdol2 AHitstst TF(Term
Frequency)& ol&3tt}, T3k, WAle]l FA] 3F 7FEX
= AA wARE vhed §lE BAE UERG A7)
o] AxAAE FA 383 IDF(Inverse Document
Frequency)& °]&3t} o= 54 Ao el =
WA= 7hEAlE Eolal, iR A UEuUE
HE WAE JteAE UEe 93-S gk A9 27t
A yEAE A nEetr] flE 24 EA & BAF
o HF 75 AE TF x IDF2 Z2AHY, o] Fo] =
2= PAES Ui YAESo R AusiA "o JbF
2 (TF-IDF) A4kA2 ofel e} )

=

I~

. N
W,Tj—tfux{log(q)-&-l}
W, ol Zelell A ijlA ol o) 7hgEA|
tfy; 0 A el A Al oy o] W
N @ 3527 AANA wg e
n: Nelld W, @ol & xgatal gl el

TF-IDF7F =& "ojE52 £A419 IdentityE ©
A wgdda &+ da, o) gEel s
AR EAE A7 S ok e AR

= Cosine Similarity

v Fo ki

A; X B,
_ A+ B _ i=1

ATT8] . o . e .
24754/ D(B)

i=1 i=1

cos(6)

Hwst #4459 TF-IDF #< ¥ Dictionary At

2 s EAZY fAEE 7 &
= BAE ¥ FE Dot wel, ERdde Z4
Dictionary WEE¢] =Z7|7} Eol7ly, A28 A3}
AEE FARY ofef [ 2]9 2k

222 —



20174 Si=ZFENSES stA sSsdEeagX M21d H2s
ArFAe] SFa~E FHAL, B AFddA Atst
= 7AStE T4 stgasE FHOT. FHTe
A learning course : TF-IDF Dictionary [ I I _ [ J fﬂ,’%i_}: ] \:H?—SH/H ?_'Z—L‘—E_;EA]'% %6‘]—0:] E:‘q"‘j% 7]511
B learning course : TF-IDF Dictionary | | | | NN [ [ ] _ - - - =
Z3aA g} o= Aulsd olgle <E 1>3 )
Common
) <E 1> A
Group Pre-test A2 A Post-test
def cosine similarity(vector a, vector b, vector dot): Gl X1 T2-1
Ti1
G2 X2 T2-2
a vector magnitude=0 Gi : 23 Group
for elem in vector a: G2 : ¥l Group
a vector magnitude += math.pow(elem, 2) T1 : &5 S84+ 37}
b vector magnitude=0 T2-1, T2-2 : w&aIg H7}
for elem in vector b: X1 stEd sheas 4
b vector magnitude += math.pow(elem, 2) Xz o shaz FA(1
A = = glol
magnitude=math.aqrt(a vector 32 stEAt Zzod
magnitude)*math.sqrt(b vector magnitude) FAY BF AVE 22 wS7|@dA 93 IT
dot product=0 AENES FES AR FAYY. uypas o
for d in vector dot: A g 198y 208 9] SEAE SASY. Sgg5ae a
dot product += d SAE o] §EAA mFAPId R Ha A 39401,
ITS A&3 ws4o] 61%, thotolAte] w&S uke
52~ ¢} =% 2~El S L FPE A 9] =
return dot product/magnitude %HXW]— 2%, FANSAL AL AE Adel 2lE
shE A E 47% % LERSET
[29 2] &4 3F A= AN 29
<E 2> StEA 2ok
. . Freq.(%)
Dimension Gl 2
o= = A
3. uFET 24 Gonder | Female | 80(100) | 180(100)
Male 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
. 2029 | 8100 | 116.1)
31 g 30739 | 43(538) | 110(61.1)
Age - .
7IAE G FAe THA~E dFste FHIE 2 40749 26(324) | 57(31.6)
dAvel g ¥ A8, AFAHGDTH vy >=50 | 368 | 20.1)
RGE AT ARIAUYE FRY BE ICT majors | A9ELY | 98GLY
aAle] wEIRe] FAH SrRaE FRT B84 No | 31G87) | 82(456)
o2 TAst SHFES ¥ s 09, 4Rt 513111%}(1)1 6(75) | 22(125)
207 e GO )= o] HZE Ao
gox:j_o_g THN00EE VlEem sto] 53 XF’TQ] Educational Junior 9(11.3 o )
Bird wet Zadde YA JFPle EHE Attainment | college 113 | 2705
304, ZAE A& 204, Final TEST 204, #4497
U HAE AF 204, na 8, 8987 Over | 6581.3) | 131(725)
= 4 34E G shgAke s Felx 304 college
& ket Hrbd s =E% 5703 Bk w Recommender Yes 38(47.5) 19(10.5)
% Aolg 2 Al VAE o8 WSS SR F poysen L No | 42625 | 161(895)
@ weAe ogow A 2 A, 704v v P
i B Leamning | <=70 | 26(325) | 68(37.8)
kA7 Gl 32%, G2 37%, 7137897 g5AF Gl .. =
B1%. G2 47%. 904 olAHel SR Gl 16% G2 15% Proficiency 71789 41(51.3) 85(47.3)
’ , OB OIS S ’ Manvdws) | 907100 | 13(163) | 27(15.0)
YetEth 5 e sEaE Aot AA e Ao - —— —
2 uol, U@ Yol A2 AU, G1: A9 Gromp(REY Fas £4)
FAW F P ddom ARt 1§ B89 Gz + Ml Group

- 223 -



AFFAGGHRA L 20169 8YRE 1297+4 165
ZHE 400417 w5 5314 19 5A1%E 80U F=he] A
AE AL, g A G 50 T, 1087 FAHoRE X9
k= HIL?HM(JZ)JME‘S 2015 3¥YE 7971A

165 7H(E 4004171 "5 5314 19 5417F 809 F¢io]
APE Y, 3 A F 508 54, 1083 FAos I
P Ak F ARG G2)9 WA BFE 483 ITuS
37 7Rk 248 sk ZF wAdwigy HA ARgEe] s
sl AZE OIS HX|ste] gsAt. AF 7]
FEt o Y vtk 29 Ase Feotste] wjF K
e AAee 59 97 €9 RuAdEs FAAEAT
HaAd= 2z, dA, 349, wAbE, 9 IH%
_3_?—/\].61— _‘:o] _le— 5]
o] <} 2>9} 7t}

33 HIl ZEX| e

98 Sems 2 U@ aRE pAURn 1%
stz flske] eolm @ AFoA AlEsta glewd
PISA technical report oA %= T Q3HA FZ3 9w
MEZAE QARG AEAE 15839 AR =
4 g5 YAE 58 AxE T FAs9em, 10
wel ALk Feld Delphi 71 Bl FFehE
2 el ARAZ AN AvE 44D
wtgos 277190 Azl WS dAlste] 3
Alzgle] gakE EAsta A etuat &
<¥ 3> ugsN "It ZEX|
M REXVES FFA | CA
o o mew Faane azan | 08w
o
3| sgmes MeEel wgol ®dk | 0791 | 0910
B0 Aae semss Aven. | 0773
| e e w18 wEA | 0796
2| Fa% dgmet O A% | 0698 | 0756
(e}
T phade) we g2 maE ATt | 0754
FAN S WS BETL | 0782
D Wk Abew #0029 nawd. | 0709 | 0918
=
FAg g o due Azt | 075
4 FHAsE st el i | 077
7 FH o] A7 ol A T X
[ R o # e 078 ] o
T #a0suel vl gl welael |
= apass mﬁc}z yopag, |V
o] el el o faes | 0785
& seisae A7 Acld A%Er | 0710 | 0857
B g gzl w82 Aole Az, | 0734

4Y ANAE Wgor AR, AR, U, A7)

&, FeAel UF AR Adgon, Ay pge
ATl sl ANE A B AT NEo] DA 5
Aatel gk 48 adEd W@ HIYL

=337 Y&l @AM A QR X(EFA, Exploratory
Factor Analysis)E AAlstaiod, A & oish
ANFHEE =AY AEIEo] AFHAPLS HAHT)

el A= A F = AS(CA, Cronbach’s alpha) kel 0.7
ololojof sli=t], E WUt 0759 ¥ #HS U
Efugo], AEsE 25 AFAAS A4 wekrh AR
42 99 <% 3>

AR7F AFS FEH AN dF FAmUo]
M Qe Aol od dele masd AR
IR A8 AASE FAY SGEmaE Rt
R9g Aokeli, mEENE PALA Pk

FASNE Seast A AN AP S A
wob Sl wek AN By Fu gy R 9
% ooldls g2 med £Ed, wAN ws s
S weld ¥EY g FUL Aok @ 2
otk olE e, A TeopUs B, dis
2 7o ARAE meistel FHSE UL Astol
Arstazt dek w9, Aokals FHRde] TRy
Azar 9% 29e Adstn W RS AR
stk ¥, L AFolA Ass 2FY Geas
FAmAe ZAYS BAAY A3 7] AnE FGA
g wgor WEE 2AE 44 Sug wrh 244
Bg ugow, guu BE, XFVA, dw YR
Astel A BAL dAse] AIHYL AF S
A g,

[1] Han, J. W., Jo, J. C, Ji, H. S., & Lim, H.
S. (2016). A collaborative recommender
system for learning courses considering
the relevance of a learner’s learning skills.
Cluster Computing, 19(4), 2273-2284.

[2] Rehurek, R., Sojka, P.(2010).
framework for topic modelling with large
corpora. In Proceedings of the LREC 2010
Workshop on New Challenges for NLP
Framworks, 46-50.

Software

— 224 -



