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The analysis and evaluation of a cooperation with computer which affects to the
achievement degree for studying

Yun -Bae Lee*, Youn-Hee Cho**

0l =22 2006AT ZMoHsim &ts oi7H|9 XS "ol MRS,

F 2o weshg W o gkl whehA, e-21d, ICT(Information Communication Technology), 73 F & &4, /Yl

S S FEAS AYRE ot FEFo A&t ste A7 G2 W Foluh

et & =M E dE5dE S B3 FYAA R nAe 43S Bried 53, AFHEE Tt PR

°o]& At Fol Szl Arit B0l HeA BAStL AGER JuS TRt g A Al A5} ol
& Al vl Al Ak BART 2L ARt 4, A, HFE ALE 5

ABSTRACT

The present time, their affect on modern teaching-leamning methodology, especially that of cooperative learning is most noticeable through
E-learning, ICT(Information Communication Technology), application of Computer, and the Internet. This paper evaluate and analyze a
cooperation with computer which affects to the achievement degree for studying. Especially, this paper analyzes the degree and duration of
computer usage, and then analyzes the ripple effects on the individuals positivity and participation. And, this paper estimate the different of
students’ scholastics attainment according to sex, environment and computer usage ability.
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Table 1. Comparison of department’s
computer usage ability
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Table 2. Difference Comparison of Department's
achievement degree for studying
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Fig.1 Model of learning subject
of vocational high school
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Table 4. Comparison of relationship of student ability
and teacher attitude
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and achievement degree for studying
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