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Abstract

In this research, we proposed a learner tailoring question recommendation system for web based learning evaluation system.
For learning evaluation process, this system used the item difficulty. Each question was stored and managed to the question
bank. Item difficulty was recalculated during learning process and feedback in next course. For learner tailoring question
recommendation, learner could choice the leaming part and set the learning difficulty. In application result of proposal method,
almost learner could improve learning score by controling learning difficulty.
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