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Effective Utilization of Game Programming for
Informatics Education

Yutaka KURTYAMA  Tomoshige HASHISHITA  Toshiyuki YAMASHITA

In the information-oriented society, many students are interested in computer
games and most of information tools have used human interfaces like those of
computer games. Therefore, we have adopted computer game programming for
informatics education at university and developed a learning tool for game
programming, which was named “Daikon 3.” One of the problems which we have
to solve in our informatics education is to establish some effective evaluation
method for computer games constructed by students. The present study
proposed an evaluation method which was based on feelings of both the
instructor and the students and could give the instructor some effective
information.
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Fig.1 Layout of the learning program used
in the study:Daikon 1.
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Fig.2 ' Layout of the learning program used
in the study:Daikon 2.
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Fig.3 Layout of the learning program used
in the study:Daikon 3.
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Fig.4 An example of the game constructed
by a student.
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Tab.l Rating items for the questionnaire.
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Tab.3 Ranking of the rating items by

the instructor.
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Tab.2 Rating results of the instructor and the students.
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Tab.3 Rating items for the questionnaire.
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Tab.4 Rating results of the instructor.
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Tab.5 Comparisions among evaluation methods.
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