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A study on the image design PBL class that can

be used for e—Digital contents production
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Abstract

In this paper, we propose an improvement plan to increase the learning effect and satisfaction
through the PBL - related video design class. PBL To prepare for the Fourth Industrial Revolution

era, we must acquire diverse knowledge and skills to discover problems and solve them creatively.

Therefore, various learning methods are being studied, and one of them is PBL learning. PBL is a

learner—centered education that explores problems that may arise from specific topics other than

existing curriculum-based education methods and finds solutions to problems. In this study, two

lectures on video design related to video contents and image contents were taught in PBL class, and

PBL class problem was analyzed and the improvement plan was studied.
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[I. Preliminaries

1. Background of PBL theory
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2. Learning Phase of PBL
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Table 1. Comparison of normal forms and constructivist teaching
and learning environments

Traditional Method Constructivism Method

Emphasize the importance of
individual tasks, personal
activities, and individual
achievement

Emphasize learning about
various views in a cooperative
learning environment

Problem solving ability,
thinking ability, acquisition of
cognitive strategy, emphasis
on knowledge transfer

Focus on knowledge
memorization

Integrate with teaching
activities and perform learner's
learning evaluation

Assessment of learning is
carried out by the instructor by
inspection

Continuous assessment during
the course of multiple choice,
provision, observation,
portfolio, project
implementation, etc.

Multiple choice evaluation,
Supportive evaluation
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Fig. 1. PBL Learning Phase
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1. Preparation for PBL Lecture
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2. Procedure of PBL
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Fig. 2. progress contents of PBL Class
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Table 2. Evaluation Type

Evaluation Type

Learner Evaluation

Team Evaluation

Professor Evaluation

Evaluation on the Participation in Class
Self-Reflection
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4. Analysis Methods of PBL outcomes
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IV. Review and Analysis

1. Analysis on Professor Role
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Table 3. Preparation of Professor

Preparation of Professor

Lecture plan
Evaluation plan
Lesson plan
Questionnaire
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3. Analysis on Evaluation

W7k A 22271 sk A Q) 37 "o RA |
& Frkshes ' W7t A= oigk 3L wert sAy
Sl tsiA] sk e ﬂ7}i Tate] AAlERgich o 7ol 5
7oz ) 2227 @ PBL $YE WM a2

g 4Fska =7 HS AT 5 dES Sk

3.1 Analysis on Learner Individual and Team Evaluation
ol vk S ANk A BHEGe o
A IR 2 PBL 49 Ao thal o], AR Ao Z2ax
el ejze) W, AR, Be 9 e 5o e 2aw
B WM 4 Q=S shaL v 108 AER 579 ke

2 Hrhe Anesih,

Table 4. Self-evaluation of learner participation(Total 21 people)

) Points
Evaluation contents 5 2 6 s T10
Understanding on the purpose of PBL 2 8 | 11
Fidelity to information survey 1 10 | 10
Reflection of my opinion 3 12
Expression of my opinion 4 4 113
Efforts for Teams 1 6 | 14
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Self-evaluation of learner participation

—Understanding on the purpose of PBL
—Fidelity to information survey
Reflection of my opinion

Expression of my opinion

—Efforts for Teams

. Self-evaluation of learner participation
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Table 5. Self-evaluation on the team as a team member(Total
21 people)

Points
Evaluation contents
2 4 6 8 10
Role sharing 1 10 | 10
Fidelity to the role 3 6 12
Suggestions 1 2 3 15
Listening to other opinion 2 3 16
Team members' cooperation 2 5 14
Self-evaluation on the team as a team member
18
16
14
12
10
8
6
4
2
0
2 4 6 8 10
—Role sharing —Fildelity to the role
Suggestions Listening to other opinion
—Team members' cooperation
Fig. 4. Self-evaluation on the team as a team member
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3.2 Analysis on Class Participation Evaluation
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Table 6. Evaluation on the class participation(Total 21 people)

Evaluation contents Points
2 4 6 8 10
Contribution in the portfolio completion 3 5 13
Active information search 1 1 8 11
The activeness of opinion expression 5 4 12
Efforts for team work 2 5 14
Evaluation on the class participation
16
14
10 o
8 =
6
4 =
2
0
2 4 6 8 10
—Contribution in the portfolio completion
-Active information search
The activeness of opinion expression
Efforts for team work

Fig. 5. Evaluation on the class participation
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3.3 Analysis on Professor Evaluation

W s A G8) BANEE ARs 29s
WE77A 7k el g @7kE AAsiTh 3ok e
%, s pRele] AdelaE gAow At ohrre
SEo] WAl HERE dole A9 FES 1
A N 7R R 7L, editel = s37ba el v sy
FAe] W7} v Fsapl dEER Ao)7 g
ok, 2y o] Ak AAlel tg B} ohe) ©
712 & Aolmz s)]le] Fokglo] | Aglow Hely
B AoRE setd 4 gir,

Table 7. Checklist of Professor Evaluation

Team Name | | Member Name

Grade

No | Evaluation Content

All the members participated in the discussion
when discussing the project

| have faithfully created the weekly report

| prepared presentation faithfully.

| have completed the required results.

-

| Wi

| tried to complete the creative output.

3.4 Analysis Result
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Table 8. Lecture evaluation result of 2017 first semester

Points
NO Evaluation contents Very GoodMed'umDeficienc \_/e_w
good grade Deficienc

Teachers' activities (quizzes,

1 assignments, . d|scu55|ons,84%11% 59% 0% 0%
lecture materials, etc.) are
vigorous and effeptive

5 The Iev.el or d|ff|.culty of the26% 63%| 11% 0% 0%
lecture is appropnate

3 The explanation was easy t037% 22%| 21% 0% 0%
understand and accurate.
IThe overall evaluation method,

4 |such as assignments and tests,|89%|11%| 0% 0% 0%
was appropriate.
By taking this lecture, | was

5 motivated and motivated t074%|16%| 10% 0% 0%
learn.

Table 9. Lecture evaluation result of 2017 second semester

Points
NO Evaluation contents Very Good Med'umDeficienc \_/e_w
good grade Deficiency|

Teachers' activities (quizzes,

’ as&gnments,. d|scu55|ons,67% 33% | 0% 0% 0%
lecture materials, etc.) are
vigorous and effective

5 The Ievgl or d|ff|§ulty of theﬂ% 78% | 11% 0% 0%
lecture is appropriate

3 The explanation was easy tOSO% 20% | 6% 0% 0%
understand and accurate.
IThe overall evaluation method |

4 |such as assignments and56%|33% | 11% 0% 0%
tests, was appropriate.
By taking this lecture, | was

5 |motivated and motivated to50%|44% | 6% 0% 0%
learn.
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V. Conclusions
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