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Table 1. Learning Characteristics of Students
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(N=140)
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(F=3.297, p= .040).
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ERATHF=3.604, p= .030). Seagd me AR NG AR F9% &
mwg—t— BES Asshe dibAzl 234 doa ¢ o7} gglot, 471sEH et FAg Aot g

Table 3. Participation and Academic Achievement according to Learning Characteristics and Learning Styles  (N=140)
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‘Learning styles , a>b. 4~036~ 009" pgedy
| 3538(820)
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Participation and Academic Achievement by Learning Styles
in Problem Based Learning

Kim, Ji Yun" - Choi, Eun Young?

1) Post Doctoral Fellow, Johns Hopkins University
2) Full-time Lecturer, Chosun Nursing College

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to analyze nursing students' learning styles and relationship of learning
style to participation and academic achievement. Method: The study participants were nursing students in C college
learning through problem based learning (PBL). Data were collected using a questionnaire which included Kolb's
learning styles. Performance evaluation and paper examination were used to evaluate academic achievement.
Results: Most of the students had converger type learning style. Student with a tendency to abstract
conceptualization, such as converger type and assimilator type, preferred discussion and presentation. The students
with converger type learning style participated and achieved better than students with diverger style. Conclusion:
The results indicate that learning style was related to participation and academic achievement. Therefore in order
to use PBL effectively, facilitators should consider students' learning styles.

Key words : Learning style, Problem—based learning, Achievement
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